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Abstract

We consider an optimal switching problem where the terminal reward depends on the entire control
trajectory. We show existence of an optimal control by applying a probabilistic technique based on
the concept of Snell envelopes. We then apply this result to solve an impulse control problem for
stochastic delay differential equations driven by a Brownian motion and an independent compound
Poisson process. Furthermore, we show that the studied problem arises naturally when maximizing
the revenue from operation of a group of hydro-power plants with hydrological coupling.

1 Introduction

The standard optimal switching problem (sometimes referred to as starting and stopping problem) is a
stochastic optimal control problem of impulse type that arises when an operator controls a dynamical
system by switching between the different members in a set of operation modes Z = {1,...,m}. In
the two-modes setting (m = 2) the modes may represent, for example, “operating” and “closed” when
maximizing the revenue from mineral extraction in a mine as in [6]. In the multi-modes setting the
operating modes may represent different levels of power production in a power plant when the owner
seeks to maximize her total revenue from producing electricity [7] or the states “operating” and “closed”
of single units in a multi-unit production facility as in [5].

In optimal switching the control takes the form v = (71,...,7n;51,...,0n), where 71 < 75 < -+ < 7pn
is a sequence of times when the operator intervenes on the system and 3; € TP =T\ {Bj-1} is the
mode in which the system is operated during [7;,7j4+1). The standard multi-modes optimal switching
problem in finite horizon (7' < oo) can be formulated as finding the control that maximizes
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where & = boly -, )(t) + Zévzl ﬂj]l[TijH)(t) is the operation mode (when starting in a predefined mode
by € I), ¢p and 9y, are the running and terminal reward in mode b € Z, respectively and ¢y (t) is the
cost incurred by switching from mode b to mode b at time ¢ € [0, 7.

The standard optimal switching problem has been thoroughly investigated in the last decades after
being popularised in [6]. In [16] a solution to the two-modes problem was found by rewriting the problem
as an existence and uniqueness problem for a doubly reflected backward stochastic differential equation.
In [I1] existence of an optimal control for the multi-modes optimal switching problem was shown by a
probabilistic method based on the concept of Snell envelopes. Furthermore, existence and uniqueness of
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viscosity solutions to the related Bellman equation was shown for the case when the switching costs are
constant and the underlying uncertainty is modeled by a stochastic differential equation (SDE) driven by
a Brownian motion. In [I2] the existence and uniqueness results of viscosity solutions was extended to
the case when the switching costs depend on the state variable. Since then, results have been extended
to Knightian uncertainty [18] [I'7, 8] and non-Brownian filtration and signed switching costs [24]. For the
case when the underlying uncertainty can be modeled by a diffusion process, generalization to the case
when the control enters the drift and volatility term was treated in [14]. This was further developed to
include state constraints in [20]. Another important generalization is to the case when the operator only
has partial information about the present state of the diffusion process as treated in [23].

In the present work we consider the setting with running and terminal rewards that depend on the
entire history of the control. We also show that a special case of the type of switching problems that we
consider is that of a controlled stochastic delay differential equation (SDDE), driven by a finite intensity
Lévy process.

To motivate our problem formulation we consider the situation when an operator of two hydro-power
plants, located in the same river, wants to maximize her revenue from producing electricity during a
fixed operation period. We assume that each plant has its own water reservoir. The power production
in a hydropower plant depends on the drop height from the water level of the reservoir to the outlet
and thus on the amount of water in the reservoir. As water that passes through the upstream plant will
eventually reach the reservoir of the downstream plant we need to consider part of the control history in
the upstream plant when optimizing operation of the downstream plant.

In this setting our cost functional can be written
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where N, := max{j : 7; < s}. The contribution of the present work is twofold. First, we show that the
problem of maximizing J can be solved under certain assumptions on ¢, ¢ and the switching costs c. .
by finding an optimal control in terms of a family of interconnected value processes, that we refer to as a
verification family. We then show that the revenue maximization problem of the hydro-power producer
can be formulated as an impulse control problem where the uncertainty is modeled by a controlled SDDE
and use our initial result to find an optimal control for this problem.

The remainder of the article is organized as follows. In the next section we state the problem, set the
notation used throughout the article and detail the set of assumptions that are made. Then, in Section
a verification theorem is derived. This verification theorem is an extension of the original verification
theorem for the multi-modes optimal switching problem developed in [11I] and presumes the existence of
a verification family. In Section [ we show that, under the assumptions made, there exists a verification
family, thus proving existence of an optimal control for the switching problem with cost functional J. In
Section [5] we more carefully investigate the example of the hydro-power producer and show that the case
of a controlled SDDE fits into the problem description investigated in Sections [3] and [l

2 Preliminaries

We consider a finite horizon problem and thus assume that the terminal time 7T is fixed with T < oco.

We let (Q, F,F,P) be a probability space, with F := (F;)o<i<7 a filtration satisfying the usual
conditions in addition to being quasi-left continuous.

Remark 2.1. Recall here the concept of quasi-left continuity: A cadlag process (X¢ : 0 <t < T) is

quasi-left continuous if for each predictable stopping time v and every announcing sequence of stopping

times v, v we have X, = klim X,, = Xy, P-a.s. A filtration is quasi-left continuous if F-, = F,_
— 00

for every predictable stopping time .



Throughout we will use the following notation:

Pr is the o-algebra of F-progressively measurable subsets of [0, 7] x €.

For p > 1, we let SP be the set of all R-valued, Pp-measurable, cadlag processes (Z; : 0 <t < T)
such that, P-a.s., E [Supte[O,T] |Zt|p] < 0o and let Sgl . be the subset of processes that are quasi-left

continuous.

We let T be the set of all F-stopping times and for each v € 7 we let T, be the corresponding
subsets of stopping times 7 such that 7 > ~, P-a.s.

We let U be the set of all w = (11,...,7n; 51, .., 8n), where (Tj)é-v:l is a non-decreasing sequence
of F-stopping times (such that lim; . 7; = 7', P-a.s.) and j3; € Z-Pi-1 s Fr;-measurable (with
Bo := by, the initial operation mode).

We let U/ denote the subset of u € U for which N is finite P-a.s. (i.e.

U ={uec: P{lweQ: Nw) >k Vk>0}]=0}) and forall k > 0 we let U* :={ucUd: N <
k}. For v € T we let U, (and Z/{f; resp. Z/{ff) be the subset of & (and U/ resp. U*) with 71 € T,

We define the set D := {(t1,...;b1,...) 1 t1 <ty < --- ,bjy1 € Z~%} and let D/ be the corresponding
subset of all finite sequences.
For all n > 0, we let I := {(b1,...,b,) € Z": bj € Z7% 1} and T" := {(n1, ..., ) € T": m <

For | > 0, we let II; := {0,727!,2727! ..., T} and define the map T :_szlfj — Uj>1T7 as
Clny,...,m;) = (inf{s € I, : s >m},...,inf{s € II; : s >n;}) for all n € T,

To make notation more efficient we introduce the Fp-measurable function:

2.1
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Problem formulation

In the above notation, our problem can be characterized by two objects:

A Fr ® B(D)-measurable map ¥ : D — R.

A collection, (cpp : €2 % [0,T] — R) 4, pye72, of Pr-measurable processes.

We will make the following preliminary assumptions on these objects:

Assumption 2.2. (i) The function U is P-a.s. right-continuous in the intervention times and bounded

(i)
(iii)

in the sense that:

a) supyey El|Y (71, .. B1,--.)]?] < oo.
b) For all (t,b) € D/ and an b€ 7" we have
supyey Elsupsep,, 1 [¥(t, 8,71V s,...;b, b, B, .. JI?] < 0.

For each (t,b) € D/ and any b € T=" we have ¥(t;b) > U(t,T;b,b) — cp, 4(T), P-a.s.
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ale are such that:

We assume that (cp ) pyez2 € (S

Throughout we will use ¢, and b, to denote that last element in the vector t and b, respectively, whenever (t,b) € D7



a) cpy >0, P-a.s.

b) There is an € > 0 such that for each (t1,...,tn,b1,...,by) with 0 < t; < .-+ < t, < T and
by € Z7, and bj € Z7b1 for j=2,...,n, we have

Coy o (t1) + -+ oy (En) > 6,
P-a.s.

The above assumptions are mainly standard assumptions for optimal switching problems translated
to our setting. Assumptions ([la) and ({[ila) together imply that the expected maximal reward is finite.
Assumption () implies that it is never optimal to switch at the terminal time. We show below that the
“no-free-loop” condition (iilb) together with (fla) implies that, with probability one, the optimal control
(whenever it exists) can only make a finite number of switches.

We consider the following problem:

Problem 1. Find u* € U, such that

J(u*) = 21615 J(u). (2.1)

O

As a step in solving Problem 1 we need the following proposition which is a standard result for optimal
switching problems and is due to the “no-free-loop” condition.

Proposition 2.3. Suppose that there is a u* € U such that J(u*) > J(u) for allu € U. Then u* € U'.

Proof. Pick 4 := (?1,...,%N;§1,...,BN) cU\UF and let B := {w € Q: N(w) > k, Vk > 0}, then
P[B] > 0. Furthermore, if B holds then the switching mode £ must make an infinite number of loops and

k—m

J(u) < ilelgE“\IJ(ﬁ,,ﬁl,)H - eP[B] < C — %EP[B],

for all k > 0, by Assumptions B3l lb) and AL {la). However, again by Assumption 25l {a) we have]
J(0) > —C. Hence, 4 is dominated by the strategy of doing nothing and the assertion follows. O

2.2 The Snell envelope

In this section we gather the main results concerning the Snell envelope that will be useful later on. Recall
that a progressively measurable process U is of class [D] if the set of random variables {U, : 7 € T} is
uniformly integrable.

Theorem 2.4 (The Snell envelope). Let U = (Uy)o<i<r be an F-adapted, R-valued, cadlag process of
class [D]. Then there exists a unique (up to indistinguishability), R-valued cadlag process Z = (Zy)o<t<T
called the Snell envelope, such that Z is the smallest supermartingale that dominates U. Moreover, the
following holds (with AU, := Uy — U, ):

(i) For any stopping time v,

Z, = ess supE [U;|F,] . (2.2)
TET«,

2Throughout C' will denote a generic positive constant that may change value from line to line.



(i) The Doob-Meyer decomposition of the supermartingale Z implies the existence of a triple (M, K¢, Kd)
where (M, : 0 <t <T) is a uniformly integrable right-continuous martingale, (Kf :0<t<T) is a
non-decreasing, predictable, continuous process with K5 =0 and (Kf :0 <t <T) is non-decreasing
purely discontinuous predictable with Kg =0, such that

Z;y = M; — K¢ — K¢ (2.3)
Furthermore, {AK% > 0} C {AU <0YN{Z,_ =U,_} for allt € [0,T).

(111) Let 6 € T be given and assume that for any predictable v € Ty and any increasing sequence {Yi } k>0
with v, € Tp and limy_,o v = 7, P-a.s, we have limsup,_, U, < U,, P-a.s. Then, the stopping
time 1, defined by 15 :=inf{s > 6 : Z, = Us} AT is optimal after 6, i.e.

Zy=E [U.rg

]:9] .
Furthermore, in this setting the Snell envelope, Z, is quasi-left continuous, i.e. K% = 0.

(iv) Let U* be a sequence of cadlag processes converging pointwisely to a cadlag process U and let Z* be
the Snell envelope of U*. Then the sequence Z* converges pointwisely to a process Z and Z is the
Snell envelope of U.

In the above theorem ({l)-(il) are standard. Proofs can be found in [13] (see [22] for an English ver-
sion), Appendix D in [19], [I5] and in the appendix of [9]. Statement (iv]) was proved in [I1].

The Snell envelope will be the main tool in showing that Problem 1 has a solution.

2.3 Additional assumptions on regularity

From the definition of the Snell envelope it is clear that we need to make some further assumptions on the
regularity of the involved processes. To facilitate this we define, for each (t,b) = (t1,...,tn;b1,...,by) €
D7, the value process corresponding to the control v € U as

N
VEPU = B[W(t, t VSV T, VSV TN, Br, . By) — ey (ta V sV 1) Fl
j=1

with Sy := by,.

We make the following additional assumptions:

Assumption 2.5. (i) For each n > 0 and each (n,b) € T" x I" and b € T~ there is a sequence of
maps (U — U : u — 4');>0 such that

sup |(Vbe — yTi b+ ymsvinibbu VSFl(anVFL(nn>;b,b,al)+|2] — 0.

lim sup E [
s€[0,T

l—00 4yt
Furthermore, we have

X L(y. . l I . .
lim sup E| sup ’(VSF (n);byu _ Vs”’b’“)Jr(VsF (n),sVI* (n);bbu _ VS"’SV””’b’b’“)ﬂz} —0.
=00 uEZx[Fl(7m) s€[0,T

(1) ]1;'07“ glll(t,b) € D and all b € T7b, the process (ess sup,cyk VbsVinbbu g < g < T s in ngc for



3 A verification theorem

The method for solving Problem 1 will be based on deriving an optimal control under the assumption
that a specific family of processes exists, and then showing that the family indeed does exist. We will
refer to any such family of processes as a wverification family.

Definition 3.1. We define a verification family to be a family of cadlag supermartingales ((Yst;b)ogng
(t,b) € DY) such that:

a) The family satisfies the recursion

VP = ess supE| Loy W(t;b) + Lpoq) max {_Cme(T) + Yo } ‘f] (3.1)
TETsvitn BEL—bn

b) The family is bounded in the sense that sup E[ sup [Vt ™08 2] < o,
ueld  s€(0,T]

c) For all n > 1 we have that for every b € I and 7 € T",

lim E[ sup \YF - Y;”bﬂ =0 (3.2)
l=o0 " sef0,17]

and for all b € Z7b we have

lim E[ sup |YI ()sVI(m)ibb _ymsvimbbi2] _ o (3.3)
l=00 " sel0,T]

t,s;b,b

d) For every (t,b) € D/ and every b € T~ the process (Y3 :0<s<T)isin Sglc

The purpose of the present section is to reduce the solution of Problem 1 to showing existence of a

verification family. This is done in the following verification theorem:

Theorem 3.2. Assume that there exists a verification family ((Y;;b)ogsgﬂ . (t,b) € Df). Then the
family is unique (i.e. there is at most one verification family, up to indistinguishability) and:

(i) Satisfies Yo = supyey J(u) (where Y :=Y?).

1) Defines the optimal control, u* = (77, ...,Txw; 57, ..., Bae), for Problem 1, where (75)1<j<n+* 1S a
1 N= 1 N jI1<5<
sequence of F-stopping times given by

T = inf{sZT;_1: YSTD Tl max {—Cﬁ;‘;l,ﬁ( )+YT17 TSy 176}}/\7@

.] *
BeT ~Fi1

(B )1<j<n~ is defined as a measurable selection of
B} € argmax { —cp: .8(7; )+YT“ TGOy 1’6}
ger Pi1
and N* = max{j : 7; < T}, with (15, 85) = (0,bo)-

Proof. The proof is divided into three steps where we first, in steps 1 and 2, show that for any 0 < j < N*
we have

) AR Py = ess %—upE[]l[T>T}‘IJ(Tfa TP )
TE s
9°y b ;/3*7"'7/3)'.‘75
+ ]]-[T<T} max {_Cﬁ;ﬂ( ) + YT1 7’ TPy J } ‘]:s]
pez i
= E[H[T}llZT]\I’(Tf’ s ’T;; CITY ’B*)
T seees T, 75*776*
+ ]]-[TJ’-‘+1<T] { cﬁ;vﬁ +1( J+1) + Y 1 s JH} ‘fs}y (3.4)



P-a.s. for s € 77,77, ;]. Then in Step 3 we show that u* is the optimal control estabilishing (i) and (i1).
A straightforward generalization to arbitrary initial conditions (t,b) € D/ then gives that

N
Yst;b — ess supE[\If(t,Tl, e N3 b B, BN) — ZCijl,gj (Tj)‘]:s:|, (3.5)
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by which uniqueness follows.

Step 1 We start by showing that for each (t,b) € D the recursion ([B) can be written in terms of
a F-stopping time. From (B.J) we note that, by definition, YtP is the smallest supermartingale that
dominates

U = (Lo (D) + Tacry max { = a5 Vi) + yeeboyi0<s<T). (36)

Now, by Assumption 221l and property [d) in the definition of a verification family (Definition [B.1)
we note that U%P is a cadlag process of class [D] that is quasi-left continuous on [0,7). Furthermore,
by Assumption 2Z2L({) and property Id) we get that for any sequence (n)g>0 C T such that n, * T,
P-a.s. we have limj,_, .o U;;,ib < U;,Eib, P-a.s. By Theorem 241 () it thus follows that for any 6 € T, there
is a stopping time vy € Ty, vo such that:

;b . o3b,
Y,y " =E []l[W:T}\I’(tv b) + Tpypr) max {—cbn,ﬁ(w) + Y Leb 5} ‘]:9] :
Step 2 We now show that Yy = J(u*). We start by noting that Y is the Snell envelope of
(1[5:T}‘Po + Ljs<7) max {—Cbo,ﬁ(s) + Yss’g} :0<s< T>7
BeZ %o
where Wy := U()), and by step 1 we thus have

— _ .
Yo = ilelgE[]l[T:T}\I/o + Ljrer) 621123(’0 { by 8(T) + Y] }}

— * T8
= E|Lgr ¥o + Ly s {=ematri) + Y7} ]

= E[]l[rf:T}‘I’o + Lirp <y {—Cbo,ﬁf () + Y2 A } }

Moving on we pick j € {1,...,N*}. For M >0, let z_; = —1 and z, := kT/2™ for k = 0,...,2M.
Furthermore, we define the processes (YSM :0<s<T)and (UtM :0<s<T) by
S0 " * 2y seerZh; 301500005
DY Y B[y () Loy, ) (7)) Lt - Ly | Fa] Yo :
(kl,...kj)ezj (bl,...,bj)efj

SMo * *
vMi= > > E[ley () L1y (T ) L=t -~ Lz =] | Fs] <
(kl,...kj)er (bl,...,bj)efj

9

Zhr yees 2k ySVZE 301,05, 8
]l[s:T}\Ij(zkla .. .,ij;bl, oo ,bj) + ]l[s<T] BIEHZ%}%J_ { — ij,B(S V ij) + Y;h k; k; j })
for all s € [0,T], where 7 = {(k1,.... k;) € {0,...,2M} + ky < ky < .-+ < kj}. Now, for each
(k1y...,kj,b1,...,b;) € ZJ x I7 we have that

Zhy s Phy 3015 0;

Lz 1,2y T0) - L ) (T ) Lz =a] - - Ligz=p Vo )



is the product of an fTJ*fmeasurable positive r.v. and a cadlag supermartingale, thus, it is a cadlag su-
permartingale for s > 77. Hence, YM s the sum of a finite number of cadlag supermartingales and
thus a cadldg supermartingale itself. By definition we find that Y dominates UM which is of class
[D] by Assumption 25l ({) and property b). To show that YM is in fact the Snell envelope of UM as-
sume that Z is another cadlag supermartingale that dominates UM for all s € [TJ* ,T). Then for each
(k1,... kj3b1,...,b5) € Z2 x 17 and s > 7}, we have

]]'(Zkl—lvzkl](Tik) Y :u'(zkjfhzkj}(T;)]]'[Bik:bl] Y ]l[ﬁ;:bﬂzs

> ]]'(Zklflyzkl}(Tf) R ]]'(ij717zkj](T‘;‘k)]l[ﬁ;:bl} - ]]_[B;f:bj] <\I/(Zk1, - ,ij;bl, . ,b])

2y serZh 83015005, 8
+ ]l[s<T} max {—ijﬁ(s) +Y; kq k2591 j })’
BeT Y

P-a.s. which by [B1]) gives that

(7)) Ligr=ta] - - Ligr=b,Zs

l(zklfl’zkl}(ﬁk) o ]]'(ijfl,ij}

o Zhy o2l 0150 j

2 gy (T - Loy ) (7)) L=t - Lisr=b,) Y

Summing over all (ki,...,k;;b1,...,b5) € 77 x T7 we get Zy > }A/'SM, P-a.s.
Noting that Y = yIM T8 985 and using ([B.2)) of property @) we find that
75381 B
J J

SUDe[0,7] D —YM| = 0 in probability, as M — co. Hence, there is a subsequence (Mj)g>1
such that the limit taken over the subsequence is 0, P-a.s. Furthermore, as the convergence is uniform
the limit process is cadlag.

By right-continuity of the switching costs and ¥ and (B.3)) of property@) we have that E[sup,c(o 71 |Us—

UM 2] = 0 as k — oo, where for notational simplicity we abuse the notation in (3:6) and let

* * * * *7"'7 ik? ;5*7"'75*7/3 *
U:= (]l[s:T}‘If(le...,Tj§51,-..7ﬁj) + Ljger) max, { —05;75(3)4-1/;1 TJSP P } rr<s §T>.

per i

Hence, (Mj,)g>0 has a subsequence (My)>o such that supgeqo,r [Us — USMH — 0, P-a.s. as k — oo. This
implies that U is a cadlag process which is of class [D] by Assumption 25 () and property [bl).

We thus have that UM+ is a sequence of cadlag processes of class [D] that converges pointwisely

to the cadlag process U of class [D] and that V"Mk is the Snell envelope of U Mk, for all £ > 0. Then

by Theorem 21 (Iv]) we find that VM converges pointwisely to the Snell envelope Snell envelope of U.

T e BB

Hence, (YS : T; <s< T) is the Snell envelope of U.

To arrive at the second equality in (4] we note that the results we obtained in Step 1 implies that
for any sequence (y;);>0 C 7 with 7, v € T we have limlﬁooE[Uﬁ]y] < E[Ué“’] for all M > 1. Now, for
all k > 0 this gives

. . M . M AN
Jlim E[U] < lim E[U3*] + lim E[[Uy, — U] < E[U,] + 2E[SSEPT} Us — U],

where the last term can be made arbitrarily small and we, thus, have that lim;_,., E[U,,] < E[U,] and by

Theorem 241 (i) we get (3.4]).
By induction we get that for each K > 0,

KAN*
Y():E ]].[N*SK}\I’(TT,...,Tjif*;,@ik,...,,@}k\f*)— Z Cﬁ;‘il’ﬁ;(T;)
7j=1

* -1
+ YTl 7~~~7Tf(+1751 7"'76;(+1:|
* .

s kU855, (Th) + Vo



Now, arguing as in the proof of Proposition and using property [@) we find that u* € U/. Letting
K — oo and using dominated convergence we conclude that Yy = J(u*).

Step 3 It remains to show that the strategy u* is optimal. To do this we pick any other strategy
U= (T1,.. ., T5; 81, -+, By) € U/, By the definition of Yy in (1) we have

Yo2E []l[ﬁZT]\IIO + Lz <1 6211%0 {—cho,g(%l) + Y%“B}]

> E []l[ﬁzT]‘I’o + 1z, <) {_Cbo,él (F1) + Y17 H
but in the same way
VO 2 B Loy (1, 1) + sy { —c3, 3, (72) + Y2 P02 L7 |

P-a.s. By repeating this argument and using the dominated convergence theorem we find that J(u*) >
J() which proves that u* is in fact optimal. Repeating the above procedure with (t,b) € D/ as initial
condition (33]) follows. O

The main difference between the above proof and the proof of Theorem 1 in the original work by
Djehiche, Hamadéne and Popier [I1] is that, due to the fact that the future reward at any time depends
on the entire history of the control, we are forced consider a family of processes indexed by an uncountable
set rather than a g-tuple for some finite positive q. Hence, we cannot simply write YT BB) g
the sum of a finite number of Snell envelopes. To arrive at the above verification theorem we therefore
impose the right-continuity constraint assumed in Assumption This effectively allowed us to find
the two sequences of processes that approach on the one hand the value process corresponding to the
optimal control and on the other hand the dominated process, in S2.

4 Existence

Theorem presumes existence of the verification family ((Y;t;b)OSsST . (t,b) € DF). To obtain a
satisfactory solution to Problem 1, we thus need to establish that a verification family exists. This is
the topic of the present section. We will follow the standard existence proof which goes by applying a
Picard iteration (see [7, 11l I7]). We thus define a sequence ((ﬁt;b’k)ogsgfp : (t,b) € D/)g>o of families
of processes as

YERO .~ | [\Il(t; b) ‘f} (4.1)
and

YRR = ess supE[]l[T>T]\IJ(t; b) + 1«7 max {—cbmﬁ(T) + YTt’T;b’B’k_l} ‘.7-"8] (4.2)
TETsvin B BEL~bn

for k> 1.

Proposition 4.1. The sequence ((}@t;b’k)ogsgfp : (t,b) € D/)i>¢ is uniformly bounded in the sense that
there is a K > 0 such that,

supE[ sup |y;71,...;51,...,k|2] <K
ueld  Lsel0,T]

and for all (t,b) € D/ and b € T, we have

]E|: sup ‘}/;t,svtn;b,b,k‘Q] SK,
s€[0,T]

for all k > 0.



Proof. By the definition of Y*P* we have that for any u € U7,

E[W(ri, s B )| F] S YTk < ess supB[W(R, .3 By, )| F.
auclU

By Doob’s maximal inequality we have that for any o := (71,. .. ;Bl, L) EeU

ELEE%]E[W(%I,...;Bl,...)||fs]2] < CE[|¢I(%1,...;BI,...)|2]

Taking the supremum over all & € U on both sides and using that the right hand side is uniformly
bounded by Assumption 22 ([{la) the first bound follows.

Concerning the second claim, note that

E[ sup ]Yst’sv’f";b’b’k]z} SsupE[ sup E[ sup ‘\I/(t,T,Tl\/7‘,...;b,b,ﬂl,...)“f5]2].
s€[0,7T ueld s€[0,T]  rE€ltn,T)

Now, arguing as above we find that

E[ sup |Y8t’SVt";b’b’k|2] §CsupE[ sup |\I’(t,r,7'1\/7‘,...;b,b,ﬁ1,...)|2]

s€[0,T uel re€tn,T]
where the right hand side is bounded by Assumption 221 {@b). O

Proposition 4.2. The family of processes ((Yst;b’k)ogsgﬂ . (t,b) € DY) satisfies:

i) For everyn > 1 and every (n,b) € T" x I and b € T~ we have

E[ sup [y I bk _ Y E2] S 0
s€[0,T7]

and

)

1 l . .
E[ Sup |Y;F (77)78\/F (nn)7b7bn7k — st7svnn1b7bn7k|2] _) 0
s€[0,T7]

as | — oo uniformly in k.
ii) For every (t,b) € DI and every b € I, the process (Y& PPk .0 < s < T) is in 3316 for
k=0,1,...

Proof. The proof will follow by induction and we use (i’) to denote the first statement without the uni-
formity.

For k = 0, we have Y& Vim0 — yt-vinbbld o Sglc by Assumption 20l ({@) and () follows from
Assumption ZHl([). Now, assume that there is a £/ > 0 such that (i’) and () holds for all k£ < k.
Applying a reasoning similar to that in the proof of Theorem we find that

— ess sup VEPY,

k' +1
ueus\/tn

t:b,k’+1
Yy

But then by Assumption [Z5] we find that () and (@) hold for ¥’ + 1. By induction (i’) and () hold for
all k > 0.
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It remains to show that () holds. By the above reasoning we find that, for each k we have

E[ sup ‘ysl“’(n);b,k _ st;b,kﬂ

s€[0,T
< E[ sup |(Y;Fl(77);b,k o Y:gn;b’k)+|2] + E[ sup |(Y;77;b,k o YSI‘l(n);b,k)-l-|2]
s€[0,7T s€[0,T7

< sup E[ sup (VP - VIR TP 4 supE[ sup |(VP - VD)
uEZ/{Fl(nn) s€[0,T ucl s€[0,7T

where the right hand side of the last inequality does not depend on k and tends to zero as [ — oo by

Assumption 25l (). The second statement in (i) follows by an identical argument. O
Corollary 4.3. For each k > 0 and each s € [0,T] there is a u* = (7, ... ,T]]ffk; ﬂf,...,ﬂﬁ,k) € Z/{Z‘flVS,
such that

Nk
b,k k k k k k
yEPk = E \I'(t,Tl,...,TNk;b,ﬁl,...,ﬁNk)—2055?75?1(Tj)‘fs],
i=1

with BE = by.

Proof. Follows from the definition of Y'*P* and Propositions @1l and by applying the same argument
as in the proof of the verification theorem (Theorem B.2]).

Proposition 4.4. For each (t,b) € D7, the limit Y¥P := limj_,o Y¥PF | exists as an increasing pointwise

limit, P-a.s. Furthermore, the process Yo Vinibb 4 cadlag for each b € T,

Proof. Since U} C Z/{thrl we have that, P-a.s.,

Yst;b’k S Y;t;b7k+1 S ess Sz;lpE |\P(’7'17 e 7/81, .o )|‘fs:|7
ue

where the right hand side is bounded P-a.s. by Proposition Il Hence, the sequence ((Yigt;b’k)ogng :
(t,b) € D) is increasing and P-a.s. bounded, thus, it converges P-a.s. for all s € [0,T].
Concerning the second claim, note that for p € (1,2), we have

sup Y'st,svtn;b,b,k < sup sup Y;t,rvtn;b,b,k

s€[0,T s€[0,T] re[0,T]
< sup esssupE[ sup |[U(t,r, 7y \/r,...;b,b,ﬂl,...)H}"s]
s€0,T]  uel r€(tn,T]
<1+ sup esssupE[ sup |U(t,r, 7 \/T,...;b,b,ﬂl,...)]”‘fs] = K(w)
s€0,7]  uel r€[tn,T]

for all £ > 0 (where the inequalities hold P-a.s.). Now, arguing as in the proof of Proposition 1] we have

E[ sup ess supE[ sup |[¥(t,r, 7 \/r,...;b,b,ﬁl,...)|p‘]:s]2/p]
s€0,7]  ueld r€[tn,T]

< CsupE[ sup |U(t,r, \/r,...;b,b,ﬂl,...)lz] < 00.
ueld r€[tn,T]

We thus conclude that there is a P-null set A/ such that for each w € @\ N we have K(w) < oo.
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By the “no-free-loop” condition (Assumption 221 (b)) and the finiteness of Z we get that for any
control (71,...,7n;B1,...,6N),

N

Z Cﬁjﬁjq(Tj) > €e(N —m)/m,
j=1

P-a.s. For w € Q\ N (in the remainder of the proof N denotes a generic P-null set), we thus have
—K(w) S YEVInDbE () <E[U(6, sV tn, .., TR by b, B, Ba) — e(NF/m — 1) Fi] (w)
< K(w) + € — ¢/mE[N*| F,](w),

Y;t,svtn ;b,b,k

where (7f, ... ,Tﬁ,k; BE, ... ,lei,k) € Usyy,, is a control corresponding to . This implies that for

k' > 0 we have,
PIN* > K| F)(w) < (2K (w)m/e +m)/K.
Now, for all 0 < k' < k we have,

NEAK!

St s\Vinbb kK k k . k k k

Y; SVin _E \Il(t7s’7—1"“’TNk/\kHb?b’ﬁl?“"ﬁNk/\k’)_ Z 655176;@(7])‘?3]
i=1

. / .
< Yst,s\/tn,b,b,k < Yst,s\/tn,b,b,k7

. ) / . .
where we introduced the process YPt%% corresponding to the truncation (T{“, e ,T]lfkak,; Bf, e ,ﬂﬁ,mk,)

of the optimal control. As the truncation only affects the performance of the controller when N* > £/
we have

Nk:
t,5Vinibbk  vrbsVinibib ki k! k k. k k k
}/8 S 1 _}/8 S L _E|:]]‘[Nk>k/]<\y(t’8\/tn77—1""’TN]“b’b’ﬁl""’ﬁNk)_Zcﬁf1,ﬁ;€(7—j)
j=1

NFEAK!
—\I’(t,S\/tn,Tl,.-.,TNk/\k,,b,b,,Bl,...,,BNk/\k/)+ - CB§17B§(7'))>‘.F5:|
‘]:

S E|:]]'[Nk>k’] (W(t,s\/tn,Tf,... 7T]l\€[k;b7b75f7"'75§:\[k)

— \Il(t,s\/tn,Tf,...,T]]f,k/\k,;b,b,ﬁf,...,ﬂi,k/\k,)ﬂ}"s}

Applying Holder’s inequality we get that for w € Q\ N,
Y*St,svtn;b,b,k (w) N }‘};t,svtn;b,b,k,k’ (w)

< 2E[]1[Nk>k,]\]:s]1/q ess supE[ sup |¥(t,r,71 Vr,...;b,b,[1,.. .)\p‘fs]l/p(w)
ueld r€[tn,T]

< 2((K (w)m/e +m) /KK ()7,
with % + % = 1, there is thus a constant C' = C'(w) such that
Y*st,svtn;b,b,k(w) - Y*St,svtn;b,b,k’(w) < Cv(kl)—l/q7

for all s € [0,7]. We conclude that for all w € Q\ NV, the sequence
(Yt"W”;b’b’k(w))kzo is a sequence of cadlag functions that converges uniformly which implies that the
limit is a cadlag function. O

12



Proposition 4.5. The family ((}_/:gt;b)()SSST : (t,b) € DY) is a verification family.

Proof. As Y¥P is the pointwise limit of an increasing sequence of cadlag supermartingales it is a cadlag su-
permartingale (see p. 86 in [10]). We treat each remaining property in the definition of a verification
family separately:

a) Applying the convergence result to the right hand side of (£2)) and using the fact that, by Proposi-
tion [A.4]

Loy U(6:b) + Ljser) max {~Chnsls) + TEVIDIY

is a cadlag process, (iv) of Theorem [2.4] gives

Y;t;b := ess supE[]l[T>T}\Il(t; b) + ]l['r<T} max {_Cbn,ﬁ(T) + Y:#’;b,ﬁ} ‘f-'g] .
T€Ts - peT—bn

b) Uniform boundedness was shown in Proposition A1l
¢) We have

. — T (p): S . . oT ) o
}iﬁ}oE[ sup [YI'mb ysn,b|2] _ lhm E[ sup khm |y bk _ st’b’k|2]
s€[0,T] oo Tsel0,T) B

< lim lim E[ sup ]}7SFZ(”)5bv’f _Kn;b,k’2]
=00 k—o0 SE[O,T]

— lim lim E[ sup |VI'00Pk _ yubk2]
k—o0 l—00 s€[0,T]

=0

where taking limits is interchangeable due to the uniform convergence property shown in Proposi-
tion 2L (). The second statement in ¢), that is equation ([3.3)), follows by an identical argument.

d) We know from Proposition B4 that yoVinbb g cadlag and by Proposition BT it follows that
Yo Vinibb c S2 It remains to show that Y& ViniPb
the proof of Proposition [£4] we have for k > 0,

is quasi-left continuous. Using the notation from

|Yt,’yj(w)vtn;b,b( ) . Ytp/(w)\/tn;b,b

() ) W) < Y. m(w)vtn;b,b,k(w) B Yt,w(w)\/tn;b,b,k(w” n 2C(w)k‘1/‘1,

t
75 (w) v(w)

for all w € Q\ N with P(N) = 0. By Proposition 21 () the first part tends to zero P-a.s. as j — oc.
Since k was arbitrary and C' is P-a.s. bounded the desired result follows. This finishes the proof. O

5 Application to SDDEs with controlled volatility

We now move to the case of impulse control of SDDEs. However, we start by formalizing the hydro-power
production problem proposed as a motivating example in the introduction.
5.1 Continuous time hydro-power planning

The increasing competitiveness of electricity markets calls for new operational standards in electric power
production facilities. It has previously been acknowledged that optimal switching can be useful in deriving
production schedules that maximize the revenue from electricity production [7, 11, 20]. Here we will
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extend the applicability of optimal switching by introducing a new example, the coordinated operation
of hydropower plants interconnected by hydrological coupling.

We consider the situation where a central operator controls the output of two hydropower stations
located in the same river (but note that the model is easily extended to consider an entire system of
power stations).

We assume that Plant ¢, for ¢ = 1,2, has:
e A reservoir containing a volume Z} m? of water at time ¢.
e A stochastic inflow V! m3/s to the reservoir that is modeled by a jump diffusion process.

e k; turbines that can be either “in operation”, producing p;(Z{) MW by releasing a; m?/s of water
through the turbine or “idle”.

We assume that the power plants are hydrologically connected in such a way that the water that passes
through Plant 1 will reach the reservoir of Plant 2 after § > 0 seconds.

We assume that we control the number of turbines in operation in each of the two plants. We thus
let Z:={0,1,...,k1} x{0,1,...,k2}. The dynamics of the involved processes is then given by

dV; = alt, Vi)dt + o(t, Vi)dW, + / (Vi 2)T(dt, dz)
R2\{0}

Az} = (V' — an&l)dt
dZ} = (Vi — ol + n&l_s)dt
(Vo, Zo) = (v, 20) € R}

and an appropriate reward functional is

T
Ty = E[ [ Rlelm(Z) + En(zD)ie+ (20, 2]

where R; is the (stochastic) electricity price at time ¢ and ¢ : R2 — R is the value of water (per m?)
stored in the reservoirs at the end of the operation periodd.
5.2 A general SDDE model

Motivated by the above example we assume that F is the completed filtration generated by an d-
dimensional Brownian motion W and an d-dimensional, independent, finite activity, Poisson random
measure I' with intensity measure v(ds;dz) = ds x p(dz), where u is the Lévy measure on R? of I and
['(ds;dz) := (I — v)(ds; dz) is called the compensated jump martingale random measure of I'. For u € U,
we let XY solve

dX"0 = a(t, X", X;"5)dt + o (t, X0, X5 dw,
+ / At X0 X0 )T (dt, dz),  forallt € (0,77, (5.1)
R\ (0}

X0 =x(s), se€[=6,0], (5.2)

3Note that we expect the water in Reservoir 1 to have a higher value as it can be used in both plants.
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where § > 0 is a constant and x : [~4,0] — R? is a deterministic cadlag function with SUPse(—g,0) X ()] <
C, and define recursively

X = a(t, Xp0, XP)dt + o, X, X[ )dw,

+ / V(t, X X 2)D(dt, dz),  forallt € (15, T), (5.3)

R\ {0}
X329 = hg, g p; (3, X300 (5.4)
X0 = X871 s € [=6,1)). (5.5)

Finally we let X" :=lim; o X"/ be our controlled processH.

Remark 5.1. Note that by letting x1 = bo and taking [hg,_, p;]1(t,x) = B; and letting the first rows of
a, o and 7y equal zeros we get [X]; = & which implies that the control enters all terms in the SDDE for
X,

We consider the situation when the functional J is given by
T N
)= B[ [ 56X+ X0 - 3 s
j=1
We assume that the parameters of the SDDE satisfies the following conditions:

Assumption 5.2. i) The functions a : [0,T] x R x R? — R? and o : [0,T] x RY x R? — R? x R? are
continuous in t and satisfy

’a(ta z, y) - CL(t, xlv y,)‘ + ’O-(t7 xz, y) - U(t7 xlv y,)‘ < C(‘.’I’ - ‘T/’ + ’y - y/’)
for all (z,2',y,y') € R,
ii) There is a p(2), with [ p*1(2)u(dz) < oo such that v : [0,T] x R? x R? x R — R? satisfies

|’7(t,$,y, Z) - 7(t7$l7y,7'z)| < p(z)(|3: - 33‘,| + |y - y,|)7
vt 2y, 2)] < p(2) (1 + |z] + [y]).

ii) For all (t,z) € [0,T] x R and all (b,1') € I2, the map hyy : [0,T] x R? — R? satisfies
o (t,2)] < CV |z
Furthermore,
|y (t, ) — by (t',2')| < |z — 2'| + Clt — ¥/
for all (z,2') € R?® and (t,t') € [0,T]2.

Remark 5.3. Note in particular that since a and o are continuous in t, a(-,0,0) and o(-,0,0) are
uniformly bounded and Lipschitz continuity implies that

ot ) o)+ [ (a2 ) OO (56)

We have the following result:

“Whenever it exists, we refer to the limit process X* as a solution to the SDDE (5.3)-(E.H)
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Proposition 5.4. Under Assumption[5 2 the SDDE ([0.3)-(GE) admits a unique solution for each v € U.
Furthermore, the solution has moments of order 4q, i.e. SuPueuE[SUPte[o,T] |X,§L|4q] < 00.

Proof. We first note that existence of a unique solution to the SDDE follows by repeated use of Theorem
3.2 in [I] (where existence of a unique solution to a more general controlled SDDE is shown). It remains
to show that the moment estimate holds. We have X“J = X“/~! on [-§,7;) and

t .
X9 = hg, |, 5, (rj, X9 1)+/ als, X9, X9 ) ds

Tj
t
+ / o (t, X9, X ) dW, + / / (s, X9, X9V (ds, d2)
7j Rd\{O}
on [75,T]. By Assumption 0.2 (i) we get, for ¢ € [75,T], using integration by parts, that
| X2 = | XWI|2 4 2 / X" dXuI 4 / d[ X", X1,
J
Tj-'r Tj"r
<OV |XwWIT2 4 2/ XM dxXwI +/ d[ X", X1,
! T+ T+
. 7j , . 7j . .
<COVI[X®ITE 2/ Xt gx it +/ d[xXwI=t xwi=1,
! Tj—1+ Tj—1+
t . . t ) .
42 XWX 4 / (X", X,
i+ i

By repeated application we find that

. j—1 Ti ) ) Tit1 ) .
PP oV e g [ e [ e xe,)
i=0 Ti+ Ti+
+ 2 X:de;L’J —I—/ X", X"
Tj—l— i
<C+ Z {2/ Xu Zquz /Tz+1 dl:Xu7’i Xu,z'] }
Y S
Ti+
Lo / XUIgxmi 4 / dIx™d, X%,
Tj i+

J

with 79 := 0. Now, since X*? and X*J coincide on [0, Ti4+1n;+1) we have
‘7 Ti+1 .
> / XX+ / XX = / X%a(s, X %9, X9 )ds + / X% (s, X2, X" dW
i=0

/ / X" (s, X7, X" )T (ds, dz)
R\ {0}

and

I Tit1 . . t . .
B[ [ e o, [ apes o)
i=0 Y Tit T+

t .
B[ [ (lals XX+ [ (e X0 X000 Pulda))ds]
0 R4\ {0}
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Finally, using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality in combination with (B.6]) we get

E| sup ]X;"j\‘lq <C+C/ sup ]X“’]]A‘q}
s€[0,t] rel0,s]

where the constant C' does not depend on j and it follows by Gronwall’s lemma that E [supte[O’T} | X g |4‘1]
is bounded uniformly in j. Now, the result follows since 7; — T', P-a.s., as j — oo. O

For each (t,b) € D/ and each u € U we let

XEbu . et tn VTt VNGO b0, 815 8N
and
X bW . bt tn VTt VINDL b BT BN
Proposition 5.5. For all (t,b) € D/ we have

supE[ sup sup |X§’t;b’b’“|4q] < 0.
uel s€[0,T] te[tn,T)

Proof. For t € [t,, T] we have, for s > t,
S
XEEPL — py (8, XEP) + / a(r, XEEP X EED0) gy

t
+ / o(r, XEEPb XHEPY G, 4 / / (r, X21PP X EEP0 AT (dr, dz).
t Rd\{o}

Arguing as in the proof of Proposition [.4] we find that for s € [r;, T,

sup ’X;:,t;b,b,u,n+1+j’2 <CV sup ’Xtt, + sup / X:f;b,b,u,n-i—l-i—idX:,t;b,b,u,n—l—1+i
tE[tn,T) tE€[tn,T] te| tn,T] VT +
Ti+1 . .
+/ d[Xt,t;b,b,u,n—l—l—H’Xt,t;b,b,u,n-‘,—l-‘,—z]r}
Tit

s

s ) )
+ 2/ th;b,b,u,n-l—l-l—jdX’tﬂ:,t;b,b,u,n-i—l-i—j
tVT;+
s
+ / d[Xt,t;b,b,u,n—l—l—l—], Xt,t;b,b,u,n—l—l—l—j]r}.
We thus find that, for each u € U,

E| sup sup |X§’t?b’b’“|4q} SC’—l—C’E[ sup |X;f;b|4q +C/ sup  sup |X§’t;b’b’“|4q]d8
s€[0,T] te[tn, T s€[0,t] s€[0,T] tetn,T|

and the assertion again follows by applying Gronwall’s lemma and using Proposition [5.41 O
To illustrate that switching does not diverge solutions we have the following useful lemma:

Lemma 5.6. Fory € T and eachu € U, let (*Z%)>¢ and X“ be processes in S* (with E[supse(o4] |k Zv|49]
uniformly bounded) that solve the SDDE (B53)-(5E5) on (v, T] with control w and such that

.
E| /0 X2 Kz s + X0 2801 o, (5.7)
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as k — oo. Then,

lim sup E[ sup | X —kZS“F] —0 (5.8)
k=00 yeld, s€[y,T]
and for all b € =% we have
lim sup E[ sup sup |XLOu —ng’b’“|2} — 0. (5.9)
k—oo0 ’U‘EMW te[’YvT] 56[771—‘]

Proof. By the contraction property of h_we have that |XT"j’j —]‘Zgj’j | < |ng’j ‘1—’%;’9' _1|. Using integration
by parts we get, for ¢ € [1;,T7,
X Rz = | X kIR 2 / (X k7N (dX 0T — drzuT)
Tj+
t
+/ d[X“’j _kZuJ’XUJ —kZ“’j]S
Tj—l—
7j , . : .

< |XpI Tt Rz 112+2/ (X9~ Rzl (dxwi—t — dhzeat

t , , , . i . . . .
+2 / (X9 =Rz (dXeT — d¥zT) + / d[xvIt gwi=t xwd =t _kzwi=l)
T+ Tj—1+

t
+/ d[Xu7] _kZuvj,Xuvj _kZuvj]s‘

Repeated application implies that

Tj+1/t ) ) ) .
|Xt th |2 < |Xu0 kZu 0| + 22/ XSUL] _kZSul])(dXsU,] _ de';LJ)
i TjH1AE Dk . — .
4+ / dl:XuJ _ Z’U‘:]’XU"] _ ZUJ]S-
=0 T+

Now, for s € (75, T] we have

AX" — d"Z%9 = (a(s, X7, X19) — a(s,FZ289 K27 ))ds
+(0(s, X7, X5) — 0(s. 5237 12 75)) W

L QX X0 2) <A 2 20 ) s ).
R4\ {0}
Using Lipschitz continuity of a,c and v and the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality we get

]E|: sup ’Xu kzu’ :| <CE|:’XuO kZUO’4 / ’Xu kZu’4dS +C/ sup ‘Xu kzg‘4 dS,
s€lt] TE[Y,5]

where the constant C' does not depend on the control u, and by Gronwall’s inequality we have

Y
E[ sup | X 22| < CR[|x20 hzuopt 4 / X2 —kzztds].
SE[,t] 0
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Now, applying Jensen’s inequality gives (5.8). Furthermore, we have

sup [X[PZIPE < sup |XR0 Az

r€]0,7) r€[0,7)
O [Tt b b , .
+ 2 Sup Z/ (X;L7u7j _kZ;L7u7])(dX§7byu7] _ de§7b7u7])
rel0,T] j=0 TtV

& Tj+1/AL ) ) ) )
_I_ Z / dl:erbvuv] _kZT’,b,UAJ, XT’,b,U,] _kzrvbvuh]]s } .

j=07TiT

and (0.9) follows by an identical argument. O

We add the following assumptions on the components of the cost functional and the functions h.

Assumption 5.7. (i) The functions f : [0,T] x R? — R and g : R — R are both locally Lipschitz in
x. Furthermore, there are constants ¢ > 1 and K > 0 such that

[f (&, 2)| + lg(2)] < K(1 + |]9)
for all (t,z) € [0,T] x R

(ii) For all b € T we have
g9(x) > max g(hyy (T, z)) — cpp (T),

ber—?
for all x € R,
(iii) There is a constant k > 0 such that for any sequence (b1,...,b;) € IV with j > k there is a
subsequence 1 =11 < -+ <y =j with j' <k and (b, ... ,bLj,) e 79" for which

hbl’b2 (t, hb27b3 (t7 [N hbjfl,bj (t, $) e ) = h,bL1 ,bL2 (t, th27bL3 (t7 e hb b (t, x) e ))

Lj’*l’ Lj/

It is straightforward to see that with the above assumptions the ¥ defined by

T
t;b t;b
w(eib) = [ (Xt g(XE)
0
satisfies Assumption The remainder of this section is devoted to showing that W also satisfies
Assumption 2.5l guaranteeing the existence of an optimal control to the problem of maximizing J.

Proposition 5.8. For each n > 1 and each (n,b) € T" xI" and b € T~ there is a map (U — U : u —
ﬁl)lzl such that

lim supnz[ sup | (VP — V;F“m%bvﬂl)ﬂ?} ~0 (5.10)
l=0o yeu s€[0,T]
and
lim SUPE[ sup | (VsVinibbu VFl(n),svl“l(??n);b7b7ﬁ’)+’2} 0 (5.11)
l—=o0 yeuy s€[0,T] ° ’
Furthermore, we have
lim sup E| sup |(VSFL(’7)5b’“ - Vsmb’“)+|2] =0 (5.12)
l—00 uEZx{Fl(nn) s€[0,7T]
and
hm Sup E Sup |(‘/Tsrl(’l7)7s\/1"l(?7n);b,b,u _ ‘/87775\/?7n§b,b,u)+|2] — 0 (513)
l—o0 uGMFl(nn) s€[0,T
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Proof. To simplify notation we let (¢;)1<i<, denote I''(n) and let X and Z (resp. X7 and Z7) denote
XPt pesp, XTI Mibal (pegp Xmbwd and XT'(M:ba%3) - Furthermore, we let Uy := SUpsepo, |Us| be the
running maximum of the process |U]|.

We have:
i) Xy = Zy, for all t € [0,7;), P-a.s.
ii) On [n1, (1) we have | X; — Z;| < (X)h 4+ (Z2)%.
iii) If n; < (1, then (G = (-1 =--- = (1.
Letting M; := max{j > 1:n; < (1} we get
Xé‘f;l — Zé”Mll = Xé”Mll + (Bngy gy (Mt X271 = X0 ) = gy g, (Carys Zé‘f;l—l).

Hence,

XMz < XM X4 Clnag, — a4+ X - 220

Sy Chy My Chy
-1 My o M- Mi;—1 o Myi—1 Mi;—-1 o Mi;—1
<027+ ‘XCMI XT?Mll‘ + ’XCMl X’iMl |+ ‘XCMI ZCMl -

But X gl = Zgl and by induction it follows that

My
My _ oM -1 i _ xiJ j=1 _ yj—1
X0 - 20 < Mo+ Y (XL - X X - ).
j=1

If we iteratively define M; := max{j > M;_1 : 1; < Cum,_ 41}, for i = 1,...ny with M,,, = n and
My := 0. Then we get, in the same manner,

M;
M; M; — j 1 j—1 | —
X = Zg | < (M = Mi)C27' + ) 0 (IXE = X7+ X = X5 71))
J=M; _1+1
M;_1 M;_1
+ |XCMZ- a ZCMZ- )

Now on [Car,, 1] we have

t
XM M - xMi _ gMi / (a(s, XM, XM ) — a(s, M5, ZM5))ds

G Cm; Co,

t
+/ (o (s, XMi, XMiy — o (s, 2Mi, ZMi))d By

G

t ~
+ / / (s, XM5 XM (s, ZM5, ZM0))P(ds, d=).
Cur; JRIN{0}
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Put together we find that for ¢ € [(ar,,T] we have

M;
f i — ] j j—1 j—
XM=z < (M - M)+ D (X, —xp | +1xX07 = x37)
Jj=M;_1+1

t
- ZCMZ- | +/ |a(87X;M 7X5_6) - a(S,ZSZM 7Z5_5)|d8

| CM Cm,

t
+| (o(s, XMi, XMy — (s, 20 Z2M5))d B,

t
s s XX < (s 22 2 (s, o).
¢, JRAN{O}

Applying Thm 66, p. 339 in [26] and Lipschitz continuity iteratively gives
M; '
E[ swp XM - 2] <27+ CE| Y (XY - Xy I
s€[Cnm; 1] =1
t
j—1 ] — i i M; M;
+ X - X, ! +/0 (XM — ZMit o x M — ZS_6|4)ds].
By Gronwall’s inequality and point ii) above we find that

E| suwp |XM -z < o271+ (x5) + (20)")

tE[CMi,T]
M;
. , o
+COY E[IX. - X 1M+ x0T - XY (5.14)
j=1

Moving on we consider the possibility of interventions in the period [1,,(,). Let N' :=max{j > 0:7; <
(o} and note that if N’ > &, then there is a subsequence (Lj)g”lzl with1 < <+ < = N with &' < &
and (by, By, ..., B, ) € I *! such that, for all (t,z) € [0,T] x RY,

oy © -0 hpy gy (t2) = b, 0~ 0hg, 5 (tT).

We then letﬁ at = (?1,...,7°N;B1,---aﬁzv) =
(Calur, TN/ 415+ TN Bigs o5 Bu s BN741, - -+ BN ). Arguing as above, we find that

N/
X, = Ze,| < N'C27H ) (XM — X0 4 | X T X)X - 22 . (5.15)
j=1

We now turn to the total revenue and let

A Z B] 1733 T] Zcﬁj 175] T]
By right continuity of the switching costs, we find that

,_
lim A < (g N m)p, (5.16)

=00 m

°For k > 1 we denote by 1 the vector of k ones.
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P-a.s. The difference in revenue can then be written
b,u ¢b,al T
yorba bl _ E[/ (F(s,X.) — F(5, Z2))ds + o(Xr) — a(Zr) + A| ]
0

By local Lipschitz continuity of f and g we get that, for each K > 0 there is a C' > 0 such that
lf(t,x) — f(t,2")] < Clz —2'| and |g(x) — g(a’)| < Clx — 2’| on |z| + |2’| < K. This gives us the relation
b ¢ib,al ’
(Vb _ y by E[(/ C|X, ~ Zilds + C|Xr — Zr| + A)*| ]
0
+ CE[Lxz 4 zs> 1 (1 + (X7)T + (Z7))| 7
T
< E[JLA(/ C|Xs = Zs|ds + C| X7 — Zr| + A*)\ft]
0

+ CE[Lx; 125> k) (1 + (X7)7 + (27)7) | ],

where A := {w e Q : fOT C|Xs — Z|?ds + C| X1 — Zr|*> > —A}. Doob’s maximal inequality then gives

that

T

‘b.u . ﬁl

E[ sup (V7P — y&b )+)2} < CE[]LA(/ X, — Zo|2ds + | X7 — Zr|> + (A+)2)]
t€[0,T] 0

+ CE[Lx; 4 25 (1 + (X7) + (27)%9)]
T
< CE[]LA(/ X~ Zds + | Xr — 2ol + (A7)
0
+ CP[X5 + Z5 > K]V2,

where we have used Holder’s inequality and the moment estimate in Proposition 5.4 to arrive at the last
inequality. For any M > 0 we thus have

T
‘b.u . ﬁl
E[ffé% }((Vt"’b’ = V2| < CE [Tpvran( /0 (X, = Zi[*ds + | Xr - Zr )|
S El
+ CE [ Ly La((X5)? + (21)2)]
+ CE[(A)?] + CP[X; + Z} > K]'/2, (5.17)

Concerning the first term, we have that Ljyi<p|Xs — Zs| < | Xy — Z|, where X = X and Z = Z on

[N/ < M]. On [N’ > M] we let X := X% with

'11:{ (7—17"'7TM7C7L7TN’+17"'7TN;ﬁ17"'75M7ﬁN’7"'75]\/)7 lfﬁM#ﬁNU
(Tla"'7TM7TN’+17’”7TN;/817”’7/8M75N’+17”’7/8N)7 lf/BM:/BN’

and Z := X"P% where @ is obtained from @ as @/

get for each M > k, that

was obtained from u. Now, we proceed as above and

N'AM
=~ d _ n+1 n-41 n+j—1 n+j— n n
1 Xe, — Ze, | < MC27 + > (IXET = XpH | 4 | X2 X)) X - 22
j=1
By (5I4) and (58) of Lemma we then find that for each M > k, the first term on the right hand

side in (B.I7]) goes to 0 as [ — oco. Concerning the second term we have, again by Holder’s inequality and
Proposition £.4] that

E|Linsanla((X5)? + (Z5)?)| < CP[IN' > M] n A2,
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Now, A C {w : C(X5 + Z}) > —A}, where C > 0 does not depend on [. For [ sufficiently large we
thus see, by (B.16) and Chebyshev’s inequality, that the probability on the right hand side can be made
arbitrarily small by choosing M sufficiently large. For the third term we note that

E[(AT)] <w® 7 E[ swp lawy(G) —eaw(s)],
boyezz €l

where the right hand side goes to 0 as [ — oo by right-continuity of the switching costs. Finally, the last
term of (5I7) can be made arbitrarily small by choosing K large.

Concerning the second claim we note that with X = X™"sVmbbu and 7 = XT!)sVE () bbu g
relation in (B.15)) is replaced by

N'+1
1 Xe, = Ze, | < (N'+1)027 + sup Y (IX2 — X7
reln,Gl 5=

L -
X = X 1)+ 1X2 - 22 ).

Hence, appealing to (£.9) of Lemma [5.6] right-continuity and the result in Proposition [5.5]the first second
and last terms in the equivalent to (5I7) tends to 0 as [ — oo and (G.12]) follows.

The last two statements given in equations (5.12))-(5.13) follow by a similar reasoning while noting
that in this case N’ = 0 which implies that A = 0, P-a.s. ]

Lemma 5.9. For all (t,b) € D/ and k > 0 we have

sup E[ sup | x bbby _ XEERL| 7T — 0,
ueUk  selt!,T]

P-a.s. ast' \ 1.

Proof. Starting with k& = 0 we note that for ¢’ > ¢ we have
t,t;b,b t;b t,t;b,b t,t;b,b
XUV =y, 4t XE®) + XG0 — X
which gives
‘X:,’t/;b’b - X:l,t;b,b’ < C’t/ o t‘ + ‘X:l;b - Xtt;b’ + ’Xtt/,t;bl) - X:,t;b,b"

For k > 0 and u € U} we have, for i < k
t,t;bbunt+i+l t,t;b.b,u,n+i t,t;b,bu,n+i+1
Xt’ - ]]'[Tigtq{hﬁiflyﬁi (Ti?XTi ) + Xt/
t,t;b,b,u,n+i+1 t,t;b,b,u,n+1i
- Xﬂ- } + l[ri>t’}Xt/

and

Xtt/,t’;b,b,u,n—i-i-i-l _ ]]-[Tigt’]hﬁifhﬁi(t/aXtt/7t/;b7b7%n+i) + ]]-[7—2->t/}X:/’t,;b7b7u’n+i-
which gives

’Xtt/,t’;b,b,u,n-l-i-i-l . Xtt/,t;b,b,u,n-i-i-l-l‘

: . . .
< U< {CIt — 7] + | X G bt bt bunti

t,t;b,b,u,n+1 t,t;b,bu,n+i t,t;b,b,u,n+i+1 t,t;b,bu,n+i+1
+ |Xt’ - XTZ‘ | + |Xt’ - XTZ‘ |}

t,t;b,b,u,n+i t,t";b,bu,n+i
+ ]].[Ti>t/]‘Xt/ _Xt/ ‘
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Repeated application renders

k
‘Xttlvt/;b7b7u _ X:,’mb,b,u‘ S C(k + 1)‘t/ _ t’ + Z ]]_[Tigt/]{’Xtt/vt;bvbvuvn"’_i _ Xﬁ;t;b,b,um-‘ri
i=1

Furthermore, we have

’

/0 ‘X;:,t’;b,b,u N X;:,t;b,b,u’4ds < ’t/ N t‘((Xt,t’;b,b,U)} + (Xt,t;b,b,u),?)47

where the right hand side tends to zero P-a.s. as t’ \, t by P-a.s. boundedness of
SUDyeys SUDy e[, 7] [(XtriPbuys |4 Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 5.6 we find that

/
E|: sup ‘X;,,t’;b,b,u - X;:,t;b,b,u‘4|ft/} < C(’Xttl,t’;b,b,u . Xtt/,t;b,b,u‘4 +/ ‘X;,,t’;b,b,u - X;,,t;b,b,u‘4ds)7
selt!,T| 0

and the assertion follows by right continuity of X. O

Lemma 5.10. For all (t,b) € D/ and all b € Z~b we have whenever v; /'~ € Ty, with (vj)j>0 C Tz
that

n’

. t,75;b,b, ;
‘hm sup E[ sup ’Xs Vi v X:,'be7b7u‘2:| — 07
J—o0 ueuﬁj sely,T)

for all 0 < k < 0.

Proof. Arguing as in the proof of the previous lemma we find that

k
’X;ﬁj;b,b,u . X};,’Y?bbm‘ <Ck+1)(y— ’Yj) + Z ]l['rig—y]{’X’tp/j;b’b’u’n—i—l _ X%,'yj;b,b,u,n—l—z‘
i=1
t,75;b,b,u,n+i+1 t,7;;b,b,u,n+i+1 b :b
2RI XS 4 X - XA
i;b,b i;b,b
+ |X;7’ng ) _X;;ng , |

Furthermore, by Holder’s inequality we have
ol .
B[ [ it - XIS s < CBly -y PE[(XRSY + (X0 )1

where % + % = 1. Now, by definition v is a predictable stopping time and the jump part of our SDDE
is P-a.s. constant at predictable stopping times. We can, thus, apply Lemma and the assertion

follows. O
Proposition 5.11. For all (t,b) € D/ and all b € T7%, the process
(ess supy ey VESVimPPt . 0 < s < T) is in Sz for all k> 0.

Proof. Let Y;"PF .= ess sup, e VS, To show that Y. VPP hag a cadlag version we consider

/. . /. . . .
Y;,t bk Ytt,t,b,b,k _ (Yt'/c,t bbbk Y;,t,b,b,k) n (Y;,t,b,b,k B Y;t,t,b,b,k)
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where the second term on the right hand side goes to zero P-a.s. as t’ \, t by uniform integrability and
right continuity of the filtration. Concerning the first term we have

T

;t;bb.k Lb,bk " ;b,b, Jt:b,b,

YR < sup B [ |76, X0 (s, XEPI s+ [g(XE P g
uel t

N
+ Z ’cﬁj—l,ﬁj (Tj v t/) — CB_1.B; (Tj \% t)‘ “B’:|
j=1

t/
< sup | [ 1705, X0 < s, X0 ||
t

uelk
+ k sup Z |epp (') — copr (5)]
s€ltt']y ez
T t,t';b,b t,t;b,b t,t’;b,b t,t;b,b
5 ) 030,00 ,030,0,u
+ C(K) SuLE)kE[/tl | xHEpbu _ yttbbu) 4yt — X5 |]_—4
ue

+ C sup E[ sup  Lj(xtrbbuy: > K] (1 + |(XBribbuyx ‘]—'t/} (5.18)

ueUk r€tn,T]

for each K > 0, by the local Lipschitz property of f and g. Concerning the last term Doob’s maximal
inequality gives, for fixed u € U*,

2
E[ sup E[ sup  Lyixerbbuyr >K]|(Xt’r;b’b’u)*T|q‘ft} } < CE[ sup L xerbbayss g |(XEPOL2),
tel0,T]  reftn.T] re(tn,T] o
Applying Holder’s inequality to the right hand side and taking the supremum over U, we get

t,7;b,b,u\* |q 2
supE[ sup E[ sup ]].[(Xt,r;b,b,u)}ZKH(X by ‘]:t} }
ueld te[0,7 rE(tn,T]

_ 1/2
< sup(P[ sup (X®PLuyE > K])Y2gup <E sup ](Xt’r’b’b’“)i}\‘lq]) .
ueld  re(ty,T) ueld r€(tn,T]
Now, by Chebyshev’s inequality and Proposition [(.5]
supyey Plsup,.ep, 77 (X* tribbuyr > K] can be made arbitrarily small by choosing K large. By monotonic-
ity, it follows that the last term in (518 tends to zero, P-a.s. as K — oo. We conclude that Ytt Dbk

tends to Y;t’t;b’b’k, P-a.s. when ¢ \, t by right continuity of the switching costs in combination with
Lemma 59 and it follows that Y. VinPbk hag o cadlag version.

Arguing as above we have that

t,7; Vin;b,b,k t,yVin:bbk _ (vt Vinbbk t,7Vin;b,b,k t,7Vin;b,b,k t,yVin;b,b,k
\ -Y] = (Y " - Y )+ (Yﬂ/j -Yy ).
Letting j — oo the last term tends to zero P-a.s. by uniform integrability and quasi-left continuity of
the filtration. Concerning the first term we have (where we for notational convenience assume that

Y% € Tt,)

t, 7b7b7k ;b,bk 7 t, ';bvbv ;b,b
BV ] < s B 176X — X
u i

+k Y sup Efleny (1) = cnp (T V)]
birer2 "€
+ C(K) sup EU | xEaPbu _ xtybbuy X t,755b,b,u _ xbbbay
ueUk vy

+CO sup B[y oL+ (X550

uelk+1
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where the right hand side can be made arbitrarily small by Lemma 10l and quasi-left continuity of the
switching costs. We conclude that

lim E

t,7; Vin:b,bk .
Jim. “wa . _th,wtn,b,b,kq —0,

J

which implies that Y,Ytj’w Vinibibk Y,;c AVInDbE 4 probability. Now since Yo VinbbE ) ag left limits it
follows that Ya:j’%w";b’b’k — th’wt”;b’b’k, P-a.s. and we conclude that Y5 ViniPOk ¢ 3310- O

By the above results we conclude that an optimal control for the hydropower planning problem does
exist (under the assumptions detailed in this section). With a few notable exceptions (see e.g. [3, 4]
in the case of singular control problems and Chapter 7 in [25] for examples of solvable impulse control
problems) finding explicit solutions to impulse control problems is difficult. Instead we often have to
resort to numerical methods to approximate the optimal control. A plausible direction for obtaining
numerical approximations of solutions to the hydropower operators problem would be to further develop
the Monte Carlo technique originally proposed for optimal switching problems in [7] (and later analyzed
in [2]) to obtain polynomial approximations of Y*P. Another possibility would be to apply the Markov-
Chain approximations for stochastic control problems of delay systems developed in [2I]. However, a
thorough investigation of either direction is out of the scope of the present work and will be left as a
topic of future research.
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