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HARVESTING AND SEEDING OF STOCHASTIC POPULATIONS:
ANALYSIS AND NUMERICAL APPROXIMATION

ALEXANDRU HENING AND KY QUAN TRAN

ABSTRACT. It is well known that excessive harvesting or hunting has driven species to
extinction both on local and global scales. This leads to one of the fundamental problems
of conservation ecology: how should we harvest a population so that economic gain is
maximized, while also ensuring that the species is safe from extinction? Our work analyzes
this problem in a general setting. We study an ecosystem of interacting species that are
influenced by random environmental fluctuations. At any point in time, we can either
harvest or seed (repopulate) species. Harvesting brings an economic gain while seeding
incurs a cost. The problem is to find the optimal harvesting-seeding strategy that maximizes
the expected total income from harvesting minus the cost one has to pay for the seeding
of various species. In Hening, Tran, Phan & Yin (2019) we considered this problem when
one has absolute control of the population (infinite harvesting rates are possible) as well
as absolute repopulation options (infinite seeding rates are possible). In many cases, these
approximations do not make biological sense and one must consider what happens when
one, or both, of the seeding and harvesting rates are bounded. The focus of this paper is
the analysis of these three novel settings: bounded seeding and infinite harvesting, bounded
seeding and bounded harvesting, and infinite seeding and bounded harvesting.

Even one dimensional harvesting problems can be hard to tackle. Once one looks at
an ecosystem with more than one species analytical results usually become intractable.
In our setting, the fact that we have both harvesting and seeding and that the seeding
and/or harvesting rates are bounded, significantly complicate the problem. We are able
to prove some analytical results regarding the optimal yield and the optimal harvesting—
seeding strategies. In order to gain more information regarding the qualitative behavior
of the system we develop rigorous numerical approximation methods. This is done by
approximating the continuous time dynamics by Markov chains and then showing that the
approximations converge to the correct optimal strategy as the mesh size goes to zero. By
implementing these numerical approximations, we are able to gain qualitative information
about how to best harvest and seed species in specific key examples.

We are able to show through numerical experiments that in the single species setting
the optimal seeding-harvesting strategy is always of threshold type. This means there are
thresholds 0 < L; < Ls < oo such that: 1) if the population size is ‘low’, so that it lies in
(0, L1], there is seeding using the maximal seeding rate; 2) if the population size ‘moderate’,
so that it lies in (L1, Lo), there is no harvesting or seeding; 3) if the population size is ‘high’,
so that it lies in the interval [La, 00), there is harvesting using the maximal harvesting rate.
Once we have a system with at least two species, numerical experiments show that constant
threshold strategies are not optimal anymore. Suppose there are two competing species
and we are only allowed to harvest or seed species 1. The optimal strategy of seeding and
harvesting will involve lower and upper thresholds L;(z2) < Lo(z2) which depend on the
density zo of species 2.
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1. INTRODUCTION

On one hand, species usually interact in complex ways within their ecosystems. On the
other hand, environmental fluctuations have been shown to strongly influence the population
dynamics of species (Albon et al. (1987)). There are examples where the environmental fluc-
tuations can drive a species extinct as well as examples where the environmental fluctuations
create a rescue effect that saves species from extinction. In order to get a realistic idea of
to the long term fate of species it is of fundamental importance to consider the combined
effects of biotic interactions and environmental fluctuations. Starting with the illuminating
work of Peter Chesson (Chesson & Warner (1981), Chesson (1982, 1994), Chesson & Huntly
(1997)), and building on deterministic persistence theory (Hofbauer (1981), Hutson (1984),
Hofbauer & So (1989), Hofbauer & Sigmund (1998), Smith & Thieme (2011)), there is now
a powerful theory of stochastic persistence (Schreiber et al. (2011), Benaim (2018), Benaim
& Schreiber (2019), Hening & Nguyen (2018), Chesson et al. (2019)).

Many species are not only influenced by their interactions and the environment — they
are also harvested by humans. Excessive harvesting and hunting can lead species to become
locally or globally extinct Lande et al. (1995, 2003). If one looks at the harvesting problem
strictly from a conservation point of view, it makes sense to harvest less in order to minimize
the extinction risk. This can lead to a significant economic loss due to underharvesting.

As explained by Hening, Tran, Phan & Yin (2019) in specific situations one can repopulate
(or seed) a species which is at risk of extinction. This happens for example in fisheries or other
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restricted conservation habitats where one can control the population. From an economic
point of view, there is a cost whenever one seeds and a gain when one harvests.

Taking into account all these factors one is faced with the following fundamental prob-
lem. Suppose we have an ecosystem of d species that interact, possibly nonlinearly, due
to competition for resources, predation, cooperation, mutualism etc, are influenced by ran-
dom environmental fluctuations and can be controlled through seeding and harvesting. How
should we harvest/seed in order to maximize revenue (gain from harvesting minus loss from
seeding) while ensuring species do not go extinct? The various factors (biotic interactions,
random environmental fluctuations, economic gain, extinction risk) have to be carefully taken
into account if one wants to find a viable exploitation strategy.

We model the populations in continuous time under the assumption that there is envi-
ronmental stochasticity and no demographic stochasticity. Mathematically this means we
look at systems of stochastic differential equations (SDE). There is evidence that SDE are
often good approximations of discrete time biological systems (Lande et al. (1995), Turelli
(1977)). Intuitively, in our setting one can imagine that the random fluctuations in the small
time time dt look like X;dW,; where (W;) is a Brownian motion. This type of noise has the
property that, if there is no harvesting, extinction can only occur asymptotically as time
goes to infinity. In contrast, demographic stochasticity is usually modelled by fluctuations
of the form /X,dW, in a small time dt and implies finite time extinctions. Even though it
is biologically clear that extinction is always inevitable, there are settings, where extinction
happens after long periods of time and neglecting demographic stochasticity is a good first
approximation.

Our analysis builds on the significant results that are available in the stochastic harvesting
literature. If there is only one species, the state of the art is contained in results by Alvarez
& Shepp (1998), Alvarez (2000), Lungu & Oksendal (1997), Song et al. (2011), Hening,
Nguyen, Ungureanu & Wong (2019), Alvarez & Hening (2019). Significantly fewer results
are available if one is interested in multiple interacting species (Lungu & (Oksendal (2001),
Tran & Yin (2017), Hening, Tran, Phan & Yin (2019)).

We initiated a rigorous analysis of the multispecies harvesting-seeding problem in a previ-
ous paper (Hening, Tran, Phan & Yin (2019)). As a result we were able to get analytical and
numerical results when one assumes that the seeding and harvesting rates are unbounded.
In many interesting scenarios this assumption is not realistic. For example, one will usually
not be able to seed a population at extremely high rates - it would therefore be more natural
to assume that the seeding rate has an upper threshold which cannot be exceeded. Similarly,
in other settings it might make sense to assume that the harvesting rate is bounded above.
We study the following three novel scenarios:

e Bounded seeding and unbounded harvesting rates.
e Bounded seeding and bounded harvesting rates.
e Unbounded seeding and bounded harvesting rates.
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In order to study this stochastic singular control problem, the standard approach is to
look at the associated Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) partial differential equations. We
were able to do this when we assumed that the seeding and harvesting rates are unbounded
(Hening, Tran, Phan & Yin (2019)). We prove a similar result in the setting of bounded
seeding and harvesting rates. If one rate is bounded and the other one is unbounded, due
to significant additional technical difficulties, we were not able to show the HJB equation
holds. In order to gain some qualitative information, we develop numerical algorithms to
approximate the value function (maximal discounted revenue) and the optimal harvesting-
seeding strategy. This is accomplished by making use of the Markov chain approximation
methodology developed by Kushner & Dupuis (1992).

The main contributions of our work are the following;:

(1) We analyze the harvesting-seeding problem for a system of interacting species living
in a stochastic environment, when the seeding and/or harvesting rates are bounded.

(2) We prove analytical results and develop rigorous approximation schemes. We show
that these approximation schemes converge to the correct optimal harvesting-seeding
strategy (and value function) as the mesh size goes to zero.

(3) We apply the approximation schemes to illuminating examples with one or two species
in order to see what qualitatively new phenomena emerge due to the interspecies and
intraspecies interaction terms, the environmental fluctuations and the boundedness of
the seeding/harvesting strategies. In particular we show that the well-known thresh-
old harvesting strategies are not optimal anymore when one can harvest multiple
species.

Harvesting species that are part of complex food webs has led to overexploitation and
in some cases to extinctions. This happens, in part, because when one picks harvesting
strategies the complex interactions of the species and the environmental fluctuations are not
taken into account. In some instances, one harvests one specific species from the ecosystem,
and ignores the rest. This can disrupt the ecosytem and lead to conservation problems. The
fundamental work by May et al. (1979) has shown that harvesting at a constant rate and
maximizing the MSY (maximum sustainable yield) for specific species in an ecosystem with
multiple species is insufficient for conservation purposes. Harvesting at a constant rate has
been shown to have many shortcoming even if the harvested stock can be regarded as an
isolated population May et al. (1978, 1979), Lande et al. (1995). In order to solve this issue,
threshold harvesting, where one harvests only the fraction of the population above a fixed
threshold has been shown to mitigate the risk of extinction (Lande et al. (1997)). Multiple
studies have proved rigorously that threshold harvesting of a single isolated species living in
a stochastic environment is also optimal from an economic point of view (Alvarez E. & Shepp
(1998), Lande et al. (1995), Alvarez & Hening (2019), Hening, Nguyen, Ungureanu & Wong
(2019). Nevertheless, it is not clear how well threshold harvesting works for multispecies
systems. By looking at ecosystems with two species we show that, if one is allowed to
harvest both species, threshold harvesting for each species is not optimal anymore. Instead,
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there exists a complicated surface S(z1,x2) such that whenever the population sizes (21, x2)
are above the surface we harvest at the maximal rate, while if we are below the surface we
never harvest. The interaction of the species make constant threshold strategies suboptimal.
Even if we are only allowed to harvest and seed species 1, due to the interaction of the two
species, the optimal seeding-harvesting strategyfor species 1 will depend on the density of
species 2.

The rest of our work is organized as follows. In Section 2 we describe our model and the
main results. Particular examples are explored using the newly developed numerical schemes
in Section 3. Finally, all the technical proofs appear in the appendices.

2. MODEL AND RESULTS

Assume we have a probability space (2, F,P) and a filtration (F;):>o satisfying the usual
conditions. We consider d species interacting nonlinearly in a stochastic environment. We
model the dynamics as follows. Let &;(t) be the population abundance of the ith species at
time ¢ > 0, and denote by £(t) = (£,(t),...,&(t))" € R? (where 2’ denotes the transpose of
z) the column vector recording all the population abundances.

Based on the assumption that the environment mainly affects the growth/death rates of
the populations and the approach in Turelli (1977), Braumann (2002), Gard (1988), Evans
et al. (2013), Schreiber et al. (2011), Gard (1984), we consider the dynamics given by

(2.1) de(t) = b(E(t))dt + o (£(t))dw(t),

where w(:) = (w;(+),...,wq(-))" is a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion adapted to
(Fi)i>0 and b, : [0,00)¢ — R? are locally Lipschitz continuous functions. Let S = (0, 00)?
and S = [0,00)%. We assume that b(0) = o(0) = 0 so that 0 is an equilibrium point of
(2.1). This makes sense because if our populations go extinct, they should not be able to get
resurrected without external intervention (like a repopulation/seeding event). If &(ty) = 0
for some ty > 0, then &(t) = 0 for any t > t,. Thus, £(t) € S for any ¢ > 0.

Let Y;(t) denote the amount of species ¢ that has been harvested up to time ¢ and set
Y(t) = (Yi(t),...,Y4(t)) € R% Let Zi(t) denote the amount of species i seeded into the
system up to time ¢. If we add the harvesting and seeding effects to (2.1) we note that the
dynamics of the d species becomes

t t
(2.2) X(t)=z+ /b(X(s))ds + /U(X(s))dw(s) -Y(t)+ Z(t),
0 0
where X () = (X1(t),..., Xa(t))" € R? are the species populations at time ¢t > 0. We assume
the initial population abundances, before any seeding or harvesting, are

(2.3) X(0-)=z€S.
Notation. For z,y € RY with # = (z1,...,24) and y = (y1,...,%a)’, we define the scalar

product z-y = 3. | 2;; and the norm |z| = /7 - z. Let ¢; € R? denote the unit vector in the
ith direction fori = 1,...,d. If v = (z1,...,24) € R?and y = (y1,...,ya) € R and 2; < y;
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for each i, we write x < y and we define [z,y| = {{ = (&,...,&) v, < & <wy,i=1,...,d}.
For a real number r let r* := max{r,0} and r~ := max{—r,0}. Let £ be the infinitesimal
generator of the process () from (2.1). This linear operator acts as

(2.4) LO(x) =b(x)VP(x) + %tr(a(x)a'(z)vz®(x)),

on twice continuously differentiable functions ®(-) : R¢ — R. We write V®(-) and V2®(-)
for the gradient and the Hessian matrix of ®(-).

We suppose that the instantaneous marginal yield accrued from exerting the harvesting
strategy Y; for the species i is f; : S — (0, 00). This is also known as the price of species i. Let
gi + S+ (0,00) represent the marginal cost we need to pay for the seeding of species i under
the strategy Z;. We will set f = (f1,..., fa)’ and g = (g1,...,9q4)". For a harvesting-seeding
strategy (Y, C') we define the performance function as

o0

(2.5) J(z,Y,C) :=E, [/e“ssf(X(s—)) -dY (s) — /e_‘ssg (X(s—))-dZ(s)|,

where 0 > 0 is the discounting factor, [, is the expectation with respect to the probability law
when the initial populations are X (0—) = z, and f(X (s—))-dY (s) := Y1, fi(X(s—))dY;(s).
One can see that the performance function looks at the expected current value of the total
gain from harvesting minus the current value of the total cost paid to seed species into the
system.

Control strategy. Let A, denote the collection of all admissible controls with initial
condition X (0—) = 2 € S. A harvesting-seeding strategy (Y, Z) is in A, if it satisfies the
following conditions:

(a) The processes Y (t) and Z(t) are right continuous, nonnegative, and nondecreasing
with respect to t,
(b) The processes Y (t) and Z(t) are adapted to the filtration (F()):>o0,
(c) The system given by (2.2) and (2.3) has a unique solution with X (¢) > 0 for all t > 0,
(d) For any x € S one has 0 < J(z,Y, Z) < oo.
The optimal harvesting-seeding problem. The problem we will be interested in
is to maximize the performance function and find an optimal harvesting-seeding strategy
(Y*,Z*) € A, such that

(2.6) J(x, Y, Z*)=V(x) = sup J(z,Y, 7).
(Y, Z)eAy

The function V(+) is called the value function.

Assumption 2.1. We will make the following standing assumptions throughout the paper.

(a) The functions b(-) and o(-) are locally Lipschitz continuous. Moreover, for any initial
condition x € S, the uncontrolled system (2.1) has a unique global solution in S.

(b) For anyi=1,...,d, v,y € RY, fi(x) < gi(x); fi(*), g:(-) are continuous and non-
increasing functions.
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Remark 2.2. Note that Assumption 2.1 (a) is very general and includes most common
ecological models, for example Lotka-Volterra competition and predator-prey models as well
as general Kolmogorov systems Du et al. (2016), Li & Mao (2009), Mao & Yuan (2006),
Hening & Nguyen (2018). Assumption 2.1 (b) is natural: it just means that the gain from
harvesting should always be strictly less than the cost of seeding. In Hening, Tran, Phan &
Yin (2019), we analyzed the general case when both Y (-) and Z(-) are singular controls, i.e.,
they are not absolutely continuous with respect to time. In this paper, we focus on the case
when at least one of these two controls is absolutely continuous and has a bounded rate. We
refer to Hening, Tran, Phan € Yin (2019) for further details regarding Assumption 2.1, the
optimal harvesting-seeding problem, and properties of the value function.

We analyze the following three scenarios.

e Bounded seeding and unbounded harvesting rates: thereis A = (\1,...,\g)’ € [0,00)¢
such that dZ(t) = C(t)dt for an adapted process (C(t));>o such that 0 < C(¢t) <
A. We call A the mazimum seeding rate. For convenience, we also denote by p =
(1, - -, ptg)" the maximum harvesting rate and in this scenario we have p = oco; that
is, u; = oo for any i = 1,...d.

e Bounded seeding and bounded harvesting rates: we have dY(t) = R(t)dt for an
adapted process (R(t));>o such that 0 < R(t) < p,t > 0 and dZ(t) = C(t)dt for an
adapted process (C(t))i>o with 0 < C(t) < At > 0.

e Unbounded seeding and bounded harvesting rates: we have dY(t) = R(t)dt for an
adapted process (R(t))¢>o such that 0 < R(t) < u,t > 0.

In each of these three settings we will prove that there is a numerical approximation scheme
that converges to the correct value function as the step size goes to zero. In addition, if both
the seeding and harvesting rates are bounded, we show that the value function solves the
Hamilton-Jacbi-Bellman equation in a weak sense.

2.1. Bounded seeding and unbounded harvesting rates.
Since the seeding is bounded we have

where
0<C(t) < A\t>0.

Without loss of generality, we identify the process (Y, Z) with (Y, C). We will furthermore
assume in this section that the price functions are constant so that f;(x) = fi,z € S. The
dynamics of the populations affected by harvesting and seeding will be

t t

(2.7) X(t)==x +/ [b(X(s)) + C(s)]ds + /J(X(s))dw(s) - Y (),

0 0
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while the performance function takes the form
(2.8) J(z,Y,C) :=E, { / 0SF.dY (s / —9sg )-C(t)ds]|.
0 0

Pick a large number U > 0 and define the class AY C A, that consists of strategies
(Y,C) € A, such that the resulting process X stays in [0, U]¢ for all times. The class AY
can be constructed using Skorokhod stochastic differential equations (Bass (1998), Freidlin
(2016), Lions & Sznitman (1984), Kushner & Dupuis (1992)) which force the process to stay
in [0, U]¢ for all ¢ > 0.

We let VY(z) be the value function when we restrict the problem to the class AY C A,.
In other words

(2.9) VU(z):= sup J(,Y,C).
(Y,C)eAY

In earlier work (Hening, Tran, Phan & Yin (2019)) we conjectured that, generically, the
optimal strategy will live in AY for U large enough. In the current formulation, we can
restate the conjecture as follows: there exists U > 0 such that for all x € [0, U]? we have

V(z):= sup J(z,Y,C)=VY(@x):= sup J(2,Y,0).
(Y,C)EA, (Y,C)eAY

We are able to prove this conjecture under a natural assumption.

Proposition 2.3. Suppose that there exists a number U > 0 such that
d
(2.10) > [biz) = 6(zi = U)| fi <0 for |z|>U.
i=1
Then there exists x* € [0,U]? such that
V)=V +f (x—z%) for xe8S\[0,U]"
Moreover,

V(z)=VY(x) for zel0,U]%

It should be noted that the inequality (2.10) is easily verified and holds in most ecological
systems. In dimension d = 1, (2.10) becomes

[b(z) —6(x—U)]f <0 for z>U.

If b(x) < 0 for sufficiently large x we can therefore find the required U. Similarly, if the
dimension is at least d > 2 and

d
> [bilx) +8l=[] fi < 0

=1

for sufficiently large |z| then (2.10) holds.
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Remark 2.4. If the value function V' s continuous, one can apply the dynamic program-
ing principle to show that the value function is a viscosity solution of the quasi-variational
imequalities

(2.11) max { (£ = 0)o(x) + max 6+ (V6 —g) (x)]. f = Vo(x) | =0

However, in this setting it is hard to establish the continuity of the value function. Alter-
natively, one can try to prove a singular control version of the weak dynamic programing
principle developed by Bouchard € Touzi (2011) and then characterize the value function
as a discontinuous viscosity solution of (2.11). Because of the technical nature of these
problems, we leave them as open questions.

In order to gain important qualitative information about the optimal harvesting-seeding
strategies and the value function we develop a numerical approximation scheme. We con-
struct a controlled Markov chain that approximates the controlled diffusion X (-) from (2.7).
Assume without loss of generality that U is an integer multiple of h and define

Spi={x = (kyh, ... kah) € R : k; € Z=o} N [0, U]

The set S, is a lattice where the components are positive integer multiples of h. We will
approximate X by {X! : n € Zso} — a discrete-time controlled Markov chain with state
space S

At any time step n, the control is first specified by the choice of an action: harvesting or

seeding. We use 7 to denote the action at step n:

e " =i if there is harvesting of species i

n
o 7 =0 if there is seeding.

In the case of a seeding, the magnitude of the seeding component must be specified. We

denote this by C”. The space of possible controls is therefore U = {0,1,...,d} x [0, \]. Let

ul = {ul}, with ! = (zh, C") n € Zs, be a sequence of controls.

We denote by p" (z,y|u = (7, c)) the transition probability from state = to another state y
under the control u = (m,c). We will choose p" (z,y|u = (,c)) together with interpolation
intervals At"(x,u) so that the piecewise constant interpolation of { X"} approximates X ()
well for small h. A control sequence u” is called admissible if under this control sequence,
{X"} is a Markov chain with state space Sj,. The class of all admissible control sequences
u” with initial state x will be denoted by A”.

For # € S}, and u" € A", the performance function for the controlled Markov chain is
defined as

(2.12) Tz, u") =E [ D et AYE =N e thg(X]) - ChA(X] ul)]
m=1 m=1
where AY" is the harvesting amount at step m. The value function of the controlled Markov
chain is
(2.13) Vi(z) = sup J"(x,u").

uheAl
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The similarity between (2.12) and (2.8) suggests that the optimal values V"(x) and VY (x)
will be close for small h, and this will turn out to be the case. The following theorem tells us
that the value function of the Markov chain approximations converges to the correct value
function as h goes to zero.

Theorem 2.5. Suppose Assumptions 2.1,B.1, and (2.10) hold. Then for any x € [0,U]¢,
Vhi(x) — V(x) as h — 0. As a result, for sufficiently small h, a near-optimal harvesting-
seeding strategy of the controlled Markov chain X" is also a near-optimal harvesting-seeding
policy of the continuous-time system X given by (2.7).

2.2. Bounded harvesting and seeding rates.

In most practical situations it is impossible to have an infinite harvesting rate (Alvarez &
Shepp (1998)). In this subsection we look at the case when both the harvesting and seeding
rates are bounded. This means for all ¢ > 0

dY (t) = R(t)dt,
dZ(t) = C(t)dt
with
0 < R(t) < p,
0<C(t) <A
where A is the maximum seeding rate and p is the maximum harvesting rate. We will identify
(Y, Z) with (R,C). The dynamics of the population system with harvesting and seeding is
given by
t t
(2.14) X(t)=z+ / [b(X(s)) +C(s) — R(s)] ds + /J(X(s))dw(s),
0 0
and the performance function is

o0

(2.15) J(z,R,C) :=E, {/e‘ssf(X(s)) - R(s)ds — /6559 (X(s))-C(s)ds|.

It would be never optimal if both R(t) and C(t) were positive for all £ on a set of positive
measure. We can therefore suppose that R(t) = 0 whenever C(¢) > 0 and C(t) = 0 whenever
R(t) > 0. Equation (2.14) becomes
t t

(2.16) X(t)==z +/ [b(X(s)) + Q(s)}ds + /U(X(s))dw(s),

0 0
where Q(s) = C(s) — R(s) = (Q1(s),...,Qu(s))’. Note that —uu < Q(s) < X. The perfor-
mance function (2.15) becomes

o0

(217) I @)= [ e%[@ ()1 (X(5) - @) 9 (X(3)) s

0
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In this setting we can characterize the value function as a viscosity solution of the associ-
ated quasi-variational inequalities

219 (L= 0)0w)+ max [€ (- Vo) () —€ (4= V) 0)] =0, wes.
We will make use of standard viscosity solution approach (Hening, Tran, Phan & Yin (2019)).

Theorem 2.6. Suppose Assumption 2.1 is satisfies. Then the following properties hold.

(a) The value function V is finite and continuous on S.

(b) The value function V is a viscosity subsolution of (2.19); that is, for any z° € S and
any function ¢ € C?(S) satisfying

(V=9¢)(x) = (V- 9¢)(a") =0,

for all z in a neighborhood of x°, we have

(2.19) (£=0)6(") + max [€- (/= V) (a) ~€*- (9 - V9) (a") ] <0
(c) The value function V is a wviscosity supersolution of (2.19); that is, for any 2° € S

and any function ¢ € C*(S) satisfying

(2.20) (V =9)(2) < (V-9)(a’) =0,
for all x in a neighborhood of x°, we have
(221) (L= 0)p(e)+ max |6 (f = Vi) (2) ~ €7 (9= Vo) ()| 20

(d) The value function V is a viscosity solution of (2.19).

We develop numerical approximation methods for computing the value function in this
setting. We will need to approximate the control problem by an analogous control problem
with a bounded state space [0, U]%. This is done by replacing the original dynamical system
with one which evolves exactly as before in the interior of some compact domain but is
instantaneously reflected back when the controlled process is about to exit the domain. The
modified constrained dynamics of the d species (2.14) now becomes

t t

(2.22) X(t) =2+ / [B(X(9) + Q(s)]ds + / o (X (s))dw(s) — AN(2),

where N(t) = (M(2),..., Nd(t))l is the reflection component, which is a componentwise
nondecreasing, right continuous, {F(t)}-adapted process satisfying

/ I{Xi(t)<U}dNi(t) =0, +=1,2,...,d.
0

We refer to Bass (1998), Freidlin (2016), Lions & Sznitman (1984), Kushner & Dupuis (1992)
for reflected diffusions and Skorokhod stochastic differential equations. The corresponding
value function is denoted by VY.

Let h > 0 be a discretization parameter. We proceed to construct a controlled Markov
chain in discrete time to approximate the controlled diffusion X(-). Assume without loss of
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generality that U is an integer multiple of h. Due to the reflection terms in the dynamics of
the controlled process we consider a slightly enlarged state space

Sy = {x = (k1h, ... kqh) € R : k; € Zso} N[0, U + h]%

Let {X! :n € Z>o} be a discrete-time controlled Markov chain with state space Sj,;. At
any time step n, the control is first specified by the choice of an action: controlled diffusion
or reflection. We use 7" to denote the action at step n

e 7 = 0 if the nth step is a controlled diffusion ste
n p p

e 7/ =i if the nth step is a reflection step on species 1.

In the case of a controlled diffusion step, the magnitude of the harvesting-seeding component,
which is Q" must also be specified. The space of controls in this setting is given by U =
{0,1,...,d} x [—p, A]. Let v = {ul},, defined by u = (7", Q") for n € Z>( be a sequence
of controls.

We denote by p" (z,y|lu = (7, q)) the transition probability from state z to another state y
under the control u = (m,q). We will choose p" (x,y|u = (7, q)) together with interpolation
intervals At"(x,u) so that the piecewise constant interpolation of {X"} approximates X(-)
well for small h. A control sequence u" is admissible if under this policy, {X"} is a Markov
chain with state space Sp.

For z € Sy, and u”* = (7", Q") € A", the performance function for the controlled Markov
chain is defined as

(223)  Sadt) =EY e (@) FXE) — (@) - g(X0) | AP (X, ).
m=1
The value function of the controlled Markov chain is
(2.24) Vh(z) = sup J"(z,u").
uheAl

The convergence theorem for this scenario is given below.

Theorem 2.7. Suppose Assumptions 2.1 and B.1 hold. Then for any x € [0,U]?, V*(z) —
VU(z) as h — 0. For sufficiently small h, a near-optimal harvesting-seeding strategy of the
controlled Markov chain is also a near-optimal harvesting-seeding policy of the continuous-
time system (2.22).

2.3. Unbounded seeding and bounded harvesting rates.
If we assume the seeding can be unbounded and the harvesting is bounded we have
dY (t) = R(t)dt
with 0 < R(t) < p,t > 0. We identify (Y, Z) with (R, Z). Suppose that the seeding functions

gi(+) are constant. The dynamics of the ecosystem is given by
t t
(2.25) X(t)=z+ / [b(X(s)) — R(s)}ds + /U(X(s))dw(s) + Z(t),

0 0
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and the performance function is

[e.e]

(2.26) J(x,R,Z) ::Ex[/ e % f(X(s)) 7 Sg-dZ(s }

Similar to the preceding case, in order to develop numerical methods for computing the
value function, we will need to approximate the problem by a related control problem with
a bounded state space [0,U]¢. The modified constrained dynamics of the d species (2.27)
becomes

(227)  dX(t) = [b(X () — R(t)]dt + o(X (t))dw(t) + dZ(t) — AN (t), X(0-) =z,

where N(t) = (Ni(2),..., Nd(t))/ is the reflection component, which is a componentwise
nondecreasing, right continuous, {F(t)}-adapted process satisfying

/ I{Xl(t)<U}sz(t) - 0, 1= 172,...,d.
0

As usual, the corresponding value function is denoted by VY.

Let A > 0 be a discretization parameter. We proceed to construct a controlled Markov
chain in discrete time to approximate the controlled diffusions. Assume without loss of
generality that U is an integer multiple of h. We look at the enlarged state space

Spy = {x = (kih, ... kqh) € R : k; € Z>o} N[0, U + h]“.

Let {X : n € Z>o} be a discrete-time controlled Markov chain with state space Sj,. At
any time step n, the control is first specified by the choice of an action: controlled diffusion,
seeding, or reflection. We use 7" to denote the action at step n

o 7" =0 if the nth step is a controlled diffusion step
h
n

o 1/ = i if the nth step is a reflection step on species i.

o 71" = —j if the nth step is a seeding step on species ¢

In the case of a controlled diffusion step, the magnitude of the harvesting, which is R, must
also be specified. The space of controls will be U = {0, +1,+2,...,+d} x [0, u].

We denote by p" (z,y|u = (7, 7)) the transition probability from state z to another state y
under the control u = (m,7). We will choose p" (x,y|u = (7, 7)) together with interpolation
intervals At"(x,u) so that the piecewise constant interpolation of { X"} approximates X|(-)

" is admissible if under this policy, { X"} is

well for small h. Formally, a control sequence u
a Markov chain with state space Sh .

For z € Sj,, and u" = (7", R") € A", the performance function for the controlled Markov
chain is defined as
(2.28) JHz,uh) = E { D et f(XR) - REAMXE ul) =) ey AZ’I}

m=1 m=1
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where AZ" is the seeding amount at step m. The value function of the controlled Markov
chain is
(2.29) Vi(z) = sup J"(x,u").

uheAh

We get the following convergence result.

Theorem 2.8. Suppose Assumptions 2.1 and B.1 hold. Then for any x € [0,U]¢, V*(z) —
VU(z) as h — 0. For sufficiently small h, a near-optimal harvesting-seeding strategy of the
controlled Markov chain is also a near-optimal harvesting-seeding policy of the continuous-
time system (2.27).

3. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

In this section we explore various relevant scenarios and see how our numerical approxi-
mation scheme can provide fundamental insights into the optimal harvesting and seeding of
populations.

3.1. Single species system. We first look at a system which has one single species that
is driven by a logistic stochastic differential equation (Alvarez E. & Shepp (1998), Evans
et al. (2015), Hening, Nguyen, Ungureanu & Wong (2019)). The dynamics that includes
harvesting and seeding will be given by

(3.1) dX(t) = X(t)(by — b X (t))dt + o X (t)dw(t) — dY (t) + dZ(t).

Here b; is the per-capita growth rate, by is the per-capita competition rate and o2 > 0 is the
per-capita variance of the environmental fluctuations.

Let A and g be the maximum seeding and harvesting rates, so that 0 < A < oo and
0<p<oo.

We first look at the case A < oo and = oo. For an admissible strategy (Y, C') we have

(3.2) J(@,Y,C) = E { /O T ey (s) — /O h e‘;sgC(s)ds] |

Based on the algorithm constructed above and in Appendix B, we carry out the computation
by using the methods in (Kushner & Dupuis 1992, Chapter 6). At each level x = h,2h, ..., U
and nth iteration, denote by u(z,n) = (w(z,n),c(x,n)) the control one chooses, where
m(xz,n) = 1 if there is harvesting, w(x,n) = 0 if there is seeding. We initially let 7(z,0) =
1 and ¢(z,0) = 0 for all z and we try to find better harvesting-seeding strategies. The
initial harvesting-seeding policy is (Yp, Cy), the policy which drives the system to extinction
immediately and has no seeding. Note that

‘](xa Y'(-): CO) = fx

for all z and
Vi(z) = fz, x=0,h,2h,...,U.
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FIGURE 1. Value function (left), optimal policy (middle, 1: harvesting, O:
seeding), and optimal seeding rate (right) when A\ = 0.5, 4 = oo
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FIGURE 2. Value function (left), optimal harvesting rate (middle), and opti-
mal seeding rate (right) when A = 0.5, 4 = 3

We find an improved value V", | (z) and record the updating optimal control by

u(a,n) = argmax { (i,c) : V@) |, Vit (@) = V" (@),
where
VI (z) = Vi (z — h) + fh,
Vﬂol’c(x) — oAt @ 0,) [Vf(m + h)ph (a:, x + hl(0, c))
+VH = h)p" (z, 2 — h|(0,¢)) + Vi (2)p" (z, 2|(0,c)) — geAt"(z,0, c)]-

The numerical algorithm alternates between policy iterations and value iterations until the

increment V" | (-) — V;"(-) reaches some tolerance level. The error tolerance is chosen to be

n

10~7. We pick the parameters
by=3, bh=2 o0=2 0=005 f(x)=05 gx)=25 U=41

Note that b; — %2 > 0, so that the species survives in the absence of harvesting and seeding.
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For the first numerical experiment, take A = 0.5 and p = oco. Figure 1 shows the value
function V(x) as a function of the population size x, gives the optimal harvesting-seeding
policies, and also provides the optimal seeding rates. It can be seen from Figure 1 that the
optimal policy is a barrier strategy. There are thresholds L; and Ly, where L; = 0.04 and
Ly = 1.25 such that [0, L;] is the seeding region (the seeding rate is positive and maximal),
(L1, Lo) is the no-control region (no seeding and no harvesting), and [Lo, U] is the harvesting
region.

05

valug
policy
00

05

FIGURE 3. Value function (left) and optimal policy (right, 1: harvesting, O:
no control, -1: seeding) when A = oo, = 0o

e
oy
taesing e

FIGURE 4. Value function (left), optimal policy (middle, -1: seeding, 0: har-
vesting), and optimal harvesting rate (right) when A = oo, u =3

Next, let A = 0.5 and ¢ = 3 and keep the other parameters as above. The numerical
results are shown in Figure 2. Similar to the preceding scenario, the optimal policy is a
barrier strategy. In particular, we have L; = 0.03 for the seeding threshold and Ly = 0.54
for the harvesting threshold. Note that this implies that one needs to harvest sooner if the
harvest rate is bounded. Moreover, it turns out that it is always optimal to harvest and seed
with the maximal possible rates.

Figure 3 shows the numerical experiment when both harvesting and seeding rates are
infinite, i.e., A = oo and u = oo. For the policies in Figure 3, 1 denotes harvesting, —1
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denotes seeding, and 0 denotes no action. In this scenario, L; = 0.03, Ly = 1.23. Figure
4 looks at unbounded seeding A = oo and bounded harvesting ;1 = 3. In Figure 4, since
the harvesting rate is bounded, we see that it is optimal to start harvesting at the lower
threshold Ly = 0.54 (compared to Ly = 1.23) with the maximal rate. Moreover, L; = 0.03.

4
o
(=3 -
L=
Lo
[aN}
S ~-
= = T
S
L= L=
Lo
-~ [aN}
= =T
o
o —
S = 7
= T T T T T T T T T T T T
0.5 1.5 2.5 0.5 1.5 2.5
maximum harvesting rate maximum harvesting rate

FIGURE 5. The thresholds L; (left) and Lo (right) for A = oo and p € [0, 3]
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o — N —
= —
[
S
e T T T T T T T T
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5
maximum seeding rate maximum seeding rate

FIGURE 6. The thresholds L, (left) and Lo (right) for A € [0,1.5] and p = oo

Biological interpretation: In general if there is just one species, the optimal seeding-
harvesting strategy will be of threshold type. There is a lower threshold Ly > 0 and an upper
threshold Lo > Lq. If the population size is below L, we seed at the mazximal rate X < oo.
In particular, if the seeding rate is infinite this means that the population gets to a level
above Ly immediately at t = 0 and then never goes below Ly - the seeding happens infinitely
fast at Ly so that the process reflects from Ly into (L, Ly). When the population size is
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FIGURE 7. The thresholds L; (left) and Lo (right) for A = 0.5 and u = 3 and
o € [1,20]

between Ly and Ly we do not seed nor do we harvest. Once we are above the threshold Lo we
harvest at the maximal rate p. If the harvest rate is infinite, the population gets to a level
below Lo immediately at t = 0 and then never goes above it again - the harvesting happens
infinitely fast at Lo so that the process reflects from Lo into (Lq, Lo). If both harvesting and
seeding rates are infinite the process immediately enters (L1, Lo) at t = 0 and stays there
forever. If one rate is finite, the corresponding point (L, if finite seeding and Lo is finite
harvesting) wont be reflecting and the population can pass that threshold at a time t > 0.
The thresholds Ly, Lo depend on the seeding and harvesting rates as well as on the variance
of the environmental fluctuations. Figure 5 provides the graph of the thresholds Ly and Ly as
functions of the harvesting rate p € [0, 3] when X\ = co. Both Ly and Lo increase with y - as
the harvesting rate increases we can wait longer until we start seeding or harvesting. Figure
6 provides the graph of the thresholds Ly and Lo as functions of A\ € [0,1.5] when p = oo
- the seeding threshold Ly first increases linearly after which it decreases and then becomes
constant. When the seeding rate is very close to zero, it is hard to keep the species away
from extinction and the seeding has to happen for a longer time (higher Ly ). As the seeding
rate increases, extinction becomes less likely and the threshold Ly decreases. The harvesting
threshold Lo decreases with the seeding rate - a higher seeding rate makes extinction less likely
and one can start harvesting at lower population levels. Figure 7 provides the graph of the
thresholds Ly and Ly as functions of o € [0,20] when A = 0.5 and pu = 3. The thresholds L,
and Ly are non-increasing functions of o. It can be seen that when the noise intensity o is
large, and the species goes extinct fast, it becomes optimal to harvest at the mazimal possible
rate at any population level and it is never optimal to seed anymore. This observation fits
with the results by Alvarez € Shepp (1998), Tran & Yin (2017) for harvesting problems
without seeding.
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3.2. Two-species ecosystems.

Example 3.1. Consider two species competing according to the following stochastic Lotka-
Volterra system

dX,(t) = X1(1) <b1 —anXi(t) — angg(t)>dt o1 X0 (£)dwy (t) — dYa () + dZ,(t)

(3.3)
dXs(t) = Xs(t) <b2 —an Xy (t) — agng(t)>dt 4 0 Xo(B)dws(t) — dYa(t) + dZs(t),

Here by, by are the per-capita growth rates, ajo, as; the per-capita interspecific competition
rates, ajy,as the per-capita intraspecific competition rates and 0%, 03 > 0 the per-capita
variances of the environmental fluctuations. If there is no seeding or harvesting the dynamics
of the above ecosystem has been studied extensively in the literature (Turelli & Gillespie
(1980), Kesten & Ogura (1981), Schreiber et al. (2011), Evans et al. (2015), Hening &
Nguyen (2018)). Let A = (A, A2), 0 = (i1, p2)’ be the maximum seeding rates and the

maximum harvesting rates for the two species. We set

§=0.05, fi(z) =1, fo(z)=15, qi(x)=4, golx)=3,
b1 =3,a11 =2,a12 = 15,01 =3,by = 2,a91 = 2,a90 = 2,00 = 4,U = 4.

(3.4)

Since the stochastic growth rates of the species are negative, by — 02 /2, by — 03/2 < 0 both
species go extinct in the absence of seeding.
For the first experiment we take

)\1:>\2:0.5, M1 = U = OO.

In Figure 8 one can see the value function and the optimal harvesting-seeding policy as
functions of the population sizes (x1,x2). Here “1” denotes the harvesting of species 1, “2”
the harvesting of species 2, and “0” the seeding (including seeding zero). Figure 9 provides
the optimal seeding rates of the two species.

Biological interpretation: We note that it is never optimal to seed species 2 — the
optimal seeding rate of species 2 is identically zero. There is a nonlinear curve I' (see Figure
8 and Figure 9) such that it is optimal to harvest whenever the population sizes (X1(t), Xa(t))
lie above I'. Seeding takes place only when (Xi(t), X5(t)) is in the green domain, which
1s close to 0. In particular, only species 1 should be seeded and we should seed with the
mazimal rate. This observation is well connected with the chosen system parameters. Note
that %1 =22 ab—221 and % =15 2 _ a»  The intraspecific competition within species

352 3 527 by
1, gwen by “b—lll, is smaller than the interspecific competition effect of species 1 on species
2, given by (2—221, and the interspecific competition effect of species 2 on species 1, given by

%, 1s smaller that the intraspecific competition within species 2, given by % Moreover,

the stochastic growth rate of species 1 is larger than the stochastic growth rate of species 2:
2 2
by — %1 > by — %2 The environment is more favorable to species 1 than to species 2.
For the second example, we take

AL = 057 Ap = 07 M1 = 47 Mo = 0.
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FIGURE 8. The value function and the optimal policy (1: harvesting of species
1, 2: harvesting of species 2, 0: seeding)

We are not allowed to seed or harvest species 2. However, because of the interactions
between the two species, the optimal harvesting-seeding policy for the system will depend
on the population sizes of both species. In Figure 10 one can see the value function, the
optimal seeding rate, and the optimal harvesting rate of species 1.

Biological interpretation: There ezist lower and upper thresholds 0 < Lq(z3) < La(x9)
which depend on the population size of species 2. Whenever the size of population 1 is under
Li(z2) we seed species 1 at the mazximal rate. If the population size of species 1 is above
Lo(z) we harvest this species at the maximal rate. Fven in this case when we are only
allowed to seed or harvest species 1, the optimal harvesting-seeding strateqy is not a simple
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threshold strategy. Due to the interaction of the two species, the optimal policy will depend
on the population sizes of both species. One interesting observation (see Figure 10) is that
for a fixed population size x1 of species 1, the value function is a decreasing function of xs.

When the size of x9 increases, due to competition and the fact that we cannot harvest species
2, the value function will decrease.

For the last experiment, we take

)\1 0, /\2 == 05, M1 = O, Mo = 4, 09 = 2.5.

We are not allowed to seed or harvest species 1. Figure 11 provides the value function,
the optimal seeding rate, and the optimal harvesting rate of species 2. Similarly to the
preceding case (Figure 10), there are levels Lj(z;) and L3(z;) depending on z; such that
if the abundance of species 2 is larger than L}(z1), one should harvest species 2 at the

maximal rate. If the abundance of species 2 is below Lj(z1), one should seed species 2 using
the maximal seeding rate.

21
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FIGURE 11. The value function, optimal seeding, and harvesting rates of species 2

Example 3.2. Consider a predator-prey model where the predator has a Holling type 2

response and the prey satisfies a logistic equation. The dynamics is given by
(3.5)

Xi(t
dX0(t) = X (t) (b — anXa(t) - b‘“?—l()) dt + o1 Xy (t)dwy (1) — dYr(t) + dZ(8),
5 + X (1)
dX . a21X1 (t)
Q(t) = Xg(t) —b2 + - (ZQQXQ(t) dt + UQXQ(t)dwg(t) — d}/Q(t) + dZQ(t),
bs + X1 (1)
where X (t) and X»(t) denote the population sizes of the prey and that of the predator. Let

A= (A, A) and p = (pq, 2)" be the maximum seeding rates and the maximum harvesting
rates of the prey and predator. We pick the coefficients to be

0 =0.05, fi(z) = 0.5, fa(x) = 0.75,g1(x) = 3, go(x) =4, U = 4,

and

b1 = 2,@11 = 1.27012 = ]_,0'1 = 1.6762 = 1,b3 = 1,&21 = 4,&22 = 2,0’2 =1.8.

For the first numerical experiment, we take

At =X =0.5, p3 = py=o0.

Figure 12 shows the value function and the optimal policy as a function of the population
abundances (x7,z5). Here “1” denotes harvesting of species 1, “-1” the seeding of species 1,
“2” the harvesting of species 2, and “0” the seeding of species 2 (the seeding rates are given
in Figure 13).

Biological interpretation: The optimal seeding rate of the predator is identically zero
— 1t is never optimal to seed the predator. Moreover, one starts harvesting the predator at
a low density — it is optimal to keep the predator size low. This makes sense as the driving
force of the dynamics is given by the prey species. The predator will always go extinct on
its own. If one keeps the predator population low, the prey species can grow and one can
then harvest this population as well. There is a curve I' (Figure 12) such that (X;(t), Xa(t))
1s above this curve, it is optimal to harvest. There is seeding of the prey species when the
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FIGURE 12. The value function and the optimal policy (1: harvesting of the
prey, 2: harvesting of the predator, 0: seeding)

(X1(t), Xo(t)) is in the green domain, which is close to 0. We only seed the prey species
when it is close to extinction (or is initially extinct).
For the second numerical experiment, we take

)\1 = 0, )\2 = 05, M1 = O, Mo = 5,

so that only the predator can be seeded or harvested. Figure 14 provides the value function,
the optimal seeding rate, and the optimal harvesting rate of the predator.

Biological interpretation: Just as in the first numerical experiment, it turns out that
it is never optimal to seed the predator. FEven if both species are extinct, and we are not
allowed to seed the prey species, it is not optimal to seed the predator. Since the predator
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goes extinct without the prey, the optimal strateqy is to harvest all of it immediately if there
is no prey to sustain the dynamics. There is a level L(xq) which depends on the size of the

prey population such that if the predator population is above L(x) it is optimal to harvest it
at the maximal rate.
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FIGURE 14. The value function, optimal seeding, and harvesting rates of species 2
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APPENDIX A. PROPERTIES OF THE VALUE FUNCTION

Proposition A.1. Assume we are in the setting of bounded seeding and unbounded harvest-
ing rates. Suppose that there exists number U > 0 such that

[bi(z) = 0(z; — U)| fi <O for |z|>U.

.
I Q
—_

Then there exists x* € [0,U]? such that

V(z) =V (@) + f-(x—2*) for z€S\[0,U]"
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Moreover,

V(z)=VY(x) for ze€l0,U]%

Proof. Fix some z € S\ [0,U]¢ and (Y,C) € A,, and let X denote the corresponding

harvested process. Let 2} = min{x;, U} fori=1,...,d and z* = (af,...,x})".
Let € € (0,1) be a constant and define
(A1) d.(y)=f-(y—a")+e, yeS\[0,U"%

We can extend ®,.(-) to the entire S so that ®.(-) is twice continuously differentiable, ®.(y) >
0 and f < V®,.(y) for all y € S. By assumption, we can check that

(L—0)Pe(y) =D [bily) = 6(ys —a7)] fi—de <0 for yeI\[0,U)"

=1

Choose N sufficiently large so that |z| < N. For
By =inf{t>0:|X(t)] >N}, ~v=inf{t>0:X(t)e[0,2*]}, Tn=NAPLBxA0,
we have Ty — 7o with probability one as N — co. By Dynkin’s formula,
E, [e7™®. (X(Ty))] — ®.(2)
TN Tn
—E, / e (L —0)D. (X(s))ds — E, / e VD, (X(s)) - dY*(s)
0 0
Tn
+E, / eV, (X(5)) - C(s)ds + E, e [0, (X() — @ (X(s) |
0

where Y¢(-) is the continuous part of Y(+). Let AY (s) = Y (s)—Y (s—). Since V. (X (s)) = f
and ¢, (X(s)) — & (X(s—)) = —f - AY(s), we obtain

E, [e™®, (X(Ty))] - @.(z) <E, / "L = 8)D(X(s))ds
(A.2) T T
—E, /O e f - dY°(s) + E, /O e f Cls)ds =By > e f-AY(s).

0<s<Tn

Since ®.(y) > 0 and f < g(y) for any y € S, it follows from (A.2) that

E, /O Y e . qY ()~ E, /0 " (X (5))-C(s)ds < Do (x)+E, /0 " (L) D (X (s))ds.

Letting N — oo, by the bounded convergence theorem, we obtain

E, / P e dy ()~ E, / " g (X (s)) - C(s)ds < b.(z) + E, / " (L= 6)®. (X (5))ds.
0 0 0
As a result

J@.Y.C) <E,| / e dY (s) - / e g(X(s)) - Cls)ds + V(X (30)

0

<V(z*) + /0 e (L — 0)P.(X(s))ds.
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The above implies
(A.3) J@Y.C) < V(@) +f- (& —2") +e+E, /0% 5L — §)D.(X(s5))ds.
Letting £ — 0 in (A.3)

(A4 IV V@) aa) ~ B [ e (L - (X (s)ds

where ®g(+) is also defined by (A.1) at € = 0. Note that if P(yy = 0) < 1, then (A.3) is a
strict inequality. On the other hand, it is obvious (by harvesting instantaneously x — z* at
time ¢ = 0) that

(A.5) V() > V(") + f-(z—2%).

In view of (A.4) and (A.5), if x € S\ [0,U]%, V(z) = V(z*) + f - (x — x*). Moreover, it
is optimal to instantaneously harvest an amount of x — z* to drive the population to the
state r* on the boundary of [0, U]%, and then apply an optimal or near-optimal harvesting-
seeding policy in A,-. Therefore, if the initial population x € [0, U]?, it is optimal to apply
a harvesting-seeding policy so that the population process stays in [0, U]? forever. This
completes the proof. O

Proposition A.2. Suppose we are in the setting of bounded seeding and harvesting rates,
and that Assumption 2.1 is satisfied.

(a) The value function V is finite and continuous on S.

(b) The value function V is a viscosity subsolution of (2.19); that is, for any z2° € S and
any function ¢ € C?(S) satisfying

(V=9¢)(@) = (V-9)(a") =0,

for all x in a neighborhood of x°, we have
(A6) (L= 0)0(a) + max [&(f=V0) (2) ~€ (g~ Vo) (') ] <0

(c) The value function V is a wviscosity supersolution of (2.19); that is, for any 2 € S
and any function ¢ € C*(S) satisfying

(A7) (V —)(x) < (V—9p)(a°) =0,

for all x in a neighborhood of x°, we have
(A8) (L= 0)p(a") + max € (f= Vo) (2°) — € (9= V) (") | 0.

(d) The value function V is a viscosity solution of (2.19).

In the proof, we use the following notation and definitions. For a point 2° € S and a
strategy @ € A,o, let X be the corresponding process with harvesting and seeding. Let

B.(2°) ={z € S: |z — 2Y| < €}, where ¢ > 0 is sufficiently small so that B.(z?) C S. Let
6 =inf{t >0: X(t) ¢ B.(2")}. For a constant r > 0, we define 6, = 0 A r.
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Proof.
(a) Since the functions f(-), g(-) and the rates C(-), R(-) are bounded, the value function is
also bounded. The conclusion then follows by (Krylov 2008, Chapter 3, Theorem 5).
(b) For 2° € S, consider a C? function ¢(-) satisfying ¢(z") = V(2°) and ¢(z) < V(z)
for all z in a neighborhood of 2°. Let ¢ > 0 be sufficiently small so that B.(z%) C S and
¢(x) < V(x) for all z € B.(xg), where B.(zg) = {z € S : |z — 2°| < ¢} is the closure of
B.(zY).

Let £ € [—u, A\ and define @ € Ao to satisfy Q(t) = ¢ for all ¢ € [0,7] for a positive

constant 7. We denote by X the corresponding harvested process with initial condition x°.

Then X(t) € B.(z%) for all 0 < ¢ < 6. By virtue of the dynamic programming principle, we
have

(A.9)
o) = V() 2 E| [ (Q7(6) 10X = Q*(9) g (X(6) s + e 0(x (0]

By the Dynkin formula, we obtain
97‘

6(20) = Ee ¢(X E/ 5L — §)p(X (s))ds
0

+E / e ( () V6 (X(5)) ~ Q*(5) - Vo (X(s)) ).

A combination of (A.9) and (A.10) leads to
(A.11)
Or

0= E/OQT e % (Q’(S) f(X(s)) — Q7 (s) - g (X(s)) )ds + E/ e (L — 0)p(X (s))ds

& [ (@76) Vo (X0 - Q) T X(s) ),

which in turn implies

B[ e [(6 = 50(X(9) + Q(5)- (F = Vo) (X(5) = Q"(5) - (9= Vo) (X(5) ] ds <0
By the continuity of X (-) and the definition of Q(-), we obtain

(L= 0)¢(a’) +& - (f = V9) (2") =€ - (9= Vo) («7) < 0.
This completes the proof of (b).
(c) Let 2° € S and suppose ¢(-) € C%(S) satisfies (A.7) for all z in a neighborhood of zV.

We argue by contradiction. Suppose that (A.8) does not hold. Then there exists a constant
A > 0 such that

(A12)  (£L-0)p(z°) + max [5’ (f=V) (") =& (g— Vo) (:co)} < —2A<0.

&E[f)‘vﬂ]

(A.10)

Let € > 0 be small enough so that B.(z?) C S and for any = € B.(z°), ¢(x) > V(z) and

(A13) (L= 0)e(e) + max [&(f = V) ()~ € (9~ V) (1) ] < —A <0,

fe[fAv/'L
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Let @Q € Ay and X() be the corresponding process. Recall that § = inf{t > 0 : X(¢) ¢
B.(z°)} and 6, = 6 A r for any r > 0. It follows from the Dynkin formula that
(A.14)

Ee™"" (X (6,) — p(2"))

(L= 0)p(X(5) + Q7 () (f = V)X (5)) = Q7(s) - (9 = Vi) (X (s)) | ds
- [ e ) = @) - (s as.
Equations (A.13) and (A.14) show that

Ee™"p(X(0,)) — ¢(2"))

(A.15) 0; 0,
<B [Tt [T e (@) S0X() ~ Q7(s) - a(X (s) s
Therefore
Or
o(x0) > Ee (X (6,)) + AE/ e %%ds
(A.16) 0

—i-/oer L <Q_(8) f(X(s) — QT (s) '9(X(3))>d5,

Letting » — 0o, we have

0
V(2°) = @(a°) > Ee %%p( )+ AR [ e %%ds

(A.17)
/ “(Q -0 09 9(X(s)) ) ds.
Set kg = AE foa e %ds > 0. Taking the supremum over @ € A,o we arrive at
(A.18)
0
V) 2wt sup B[ 0) + [ (Q70)- FOX9) - Q7o) g(X(5))as
€A0 0
In view of the dynamic programming principle, the preceding inequality can be rewritten as
V(2%) > V(xg) + ko > V(z°), which is a contradiction. This implies that (A.8) has to hold
and the conclusion follows.
Part (d) follows from (b) and (c). O

APPENDIX B. NUMERICAL ALGORITHM

We will present the detailed convergence analysis of Theorem 2.5, which is closely based on
the Markov chain approximation method developed by Kushner & Dupuis (1992), Kushner
& Martins (1991). Theorem 2.7 and Theorem 2.8 can be derived using similar techniques
and we therefore omit the details.
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B.1. Transition Probabilities for bounded seeding and unbounded harvesting
rates.

For simplicity, we make use of one more assumption below. This assumption will be used
to ensure that the transition probabilities p™(x, y|u) are well defined. Nevertheless, this is not
an essential assumption. There are several alternatives to handle the cases when Assumption
B.1 fails. We refer the reader to (Kushner 1990, page 1013) for a detailed discussion. Define
for any x € S the covariance matrix a(z) = o(x)o’ ().

Assumption B.1. Foranyi=1,...,d and x € S,
Jig#
We define the difference AX" = X! | — X". Denote by AY," the harvesting amount for

the chain at step n. If 7" =i, we let AY" = he; and then AX" = —he;. If 7/ = 0, we set
AY," = 0. Define

n—1
Y =0 YI=> Ay
m=0

For definiteness, if X"

n,i

is the ith component of the vector X} and {j : X', = U} is
non-empty, then step n is a harvesting step on species min{j : XZLLJ = U}. Recall that
ul = (7, C") for n € Zsp and u" = {ul'},, = {Y*,C"}, is a sequence of controls. It should
be noted that 7" = 0 includes the case when we seed nothing; that is, C* = 0. Denote by
Flh = o{X" ul 'm < n} the o-algebra containing the information from the processes X"
and u” between the times 0 and n.

The sequence u” = (7", C") = {Y" Ch},, is said to be admissible if it satisfies the following
conditions:

(a) ul is o{ X0, ...  XP ul oo ul |} — adapted,

(b) For any x € S, we have
P{X), = 2| F} = P{X, = 2| X up} = p"(X5, ),

r'n

(c¢) Denote by Xff’i the ith component of the vector X". Then
P(r} = min{j : X}, = U} X}, =U for some j € {1,...,d}, F}) = 1.

(d) X € Sy, for all n € Zsy.
The class of all admissible control sequences u" having the initial state x will be denoted by
Al
For each (z,u) € S, x U, we define a family of interpolation intervals At"(x,u). The
values of At"(x,u) will be specified later. Then we define

m? 'm

n—1
(B.1) th=0, Ath =A"Xpul), th=> At].
m=0

Let Ebv COUZ:Z denote the conditional expectation and covariance given by

T,n)
hoh h h
{X0 up,m <n, X' =x u, =u},
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respectively. Our objective is to define transition probabilities p"(x,y|u) so that the con-
trolled Markov chain { X"} is locally consistent with respect to the controlled diffusion (2.7)
in the sense that the following conditions hold at seeding steps, i.e., for u = (0, ¢)

ElAX]E = (b(x) + ¢) At"(z, u) + o(At" (z, u)),
(B.2) Covl i AX! = a(x) At" (z,u) + o(At" (z,u)),
sup |[AX"| =0 as h—0.

Using the procedure used by Kushner (1990), for (z,u) € S, x U with v = (0, ¢), define

Qulew) = Y aule) = 3 *las ()| + BY @)+l +

i gt
oule)/2= 3 (o)l /2+ (o) + )
h o) — J:gFi
" (x,x + hej|u) o) ’
aii(r)/2 — 2 lag;(z)|/2 + (bi(z) +¢)"h
h . JigFi
(B.3) p" (z,r — hejju) = aREX 7
"(z, 2+ he; + hes|u) = p" (z,2 — hes — heslu) = —a:;(x)
p ) 1 J p ) 1 j QQ}L((;&)U),
h _h o ) ) . a;;\T
P (z,x + he; — h:j|u) =p" (z,z — he; + he;l|2u) — 2th(x7 mt
h . h b _
P (x, z|u) = Onz ) At"(z,u) One)

Set p" (z, ylu = (0,¢)) = 0 for all unlisted values of y € S". Assumption B.1 guarantees that
the transition probabilities in (B.3) are well-defined. At the harvesting steps, we define

(B.4) p"(z,x — hejlu = (i,¢)) =1, At"(z,u=(i,c)) =0, i=12,...,d.

Thus, p" (x,y|u = (i,c¢)) = 0 for all unlisted values of y € S". Using the above transi-
tion probabilities, we can check that the locally consistent conditions of {X"} in (B.2) are
satisfied.

B.2. Continuous—time interpolation and time rescaling.

The convergence result is based on a continuous-time interpolation of the chain, which
will be constructed to be piecewise constant on the time interval [¢", ¢!, ), n > 0. We define
n(t) = max{n : th < t},t > 0. We first define discrete time processes associated with the

controlled Markov chain as follows. Let B = M}’ = 0 and define for n > 1,

n—1

n—1
(B.5) B = I qBRAL, M= (AL —BLAX,) (o)
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The piecewise constant interpolation processes, denoted by (X"(-), YA(-), B"(-), M"(-), Ch(+))
are naturally defined as

(B.6) Xh(t) = X,];Lh(t)7 Ch(t) = C’T}Llh(t)a
Yh(t) =Y. B"(t) = By, M"(t) = My, t=0.

Define F"(t) = o{X"(s),Y"(s),C"(s) : s < t}. At each step n, we can write

(B.7) AX! = AX Inarvesting step at n} + AX] Iiseeding step at n) -
Thus, we obtain
(B.8) X =+ :?: AXMIn oy + :;: AXM I oy,
This implies
(B.9) X"t) =z + B"t) + M"(t) — Y"(t).
Recall that A" = h?/Qn (X" ul) if 7' = 0 and At!, = 0 if 7/, > 1. Tt follows that
nP(t)—1
B'(t)= Y [b(X;;) + C,i;} Ath
m=0

t

(B.10) = b(X"(s)) + C’h(s)] ds — /

th

[b(Xh(s)) + C"(s)|ds

nh(t)
t
= [ [pexton + o) as + <t
0
with {%(-)} being an F"(t)-adapted process satisfying

lim sup Ele(#)] =0 for any 0 < Ty < oo.
h—0 tE[O,Tg]

We now attempt to represent M”"(-) in a form similar to the diffusion term in (2.7). Factor
a(z) = o(x)o’(x) = P(x)D*(x) P'(x),

where P(-) is an orthogonal matrix, D(-) = diag{ri(-),...,74(-)}. Without loss of generality,

we suppose that infr;(x) > 0 for all i =1,...,d. Define Dy(-) = diag{1/r1(-),..., 1/ra(-)}.

Remark B.2. In the argument above, for simplicity, we assume that the diffusion matriz
a(x) is nondegenerate. If this is not the case, we can use the trick from (Kushner €& Dupuis
1992, p.288-289) to establish equation (B.12).

Define Wh(-) by
Wh(t) = / Do(X"(3)) P (X" (s))dM" (s)

(B.11) nh(t)—1
= Do(Xp) P (X ) (A&, — Ep A& ) [ —0y-

3
Il
=)
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Then we can write
(B.12) MA(E) = /0 o (X"(5)) AW (s) + 1 (8),

with {e%(-)} being an F"(t)-adapted process satisfying

lim sup Ele2(#)] =0 for any 0 < Ty < oo.
h=0 ¢e10,T7)

Using (B.10) and (B.12), we can write (B.9) as
(B.13)  X"(t)=z+ /0 [b(Xh(s)) + C"(s)]ds + /0 o(X"(s))dWh(s) — Y™(t) + " (t),

where g"(-) is an F"(t)-adapted process satisfying

lim sup Ele"(t)] =0 for any 0 < Ty < oo.
h=0 ¢e0,T7)

The objective function from (2.12) can be rewritten as

B1) S Yhoh=E / T e qyh(s) — /0 N e Pg(X"(s)) - CM(s)d(s)]

0
Time rescaling. Next we will introduce “stretched-out” time scale. This is similar to the
approach previously used by Kushner & Martins (1991) and Budhiraja & Ross (2007) for
singular control problems. Using the new time scale, we can overcome the possible non-
tightness of the family of processes {Y"(-)}.
Define the rescaled time increments {A#" : n € Zsg} by

i
L

)

At n > 1.
0

~
3
I

(B.15) At = Aoy + Wl nsyy,  to =0,

>
Il

Definition B.3. The rescaled time process T "(.) is the unique continuous nondecreasing
process satisfying the following:

(a) T"(0) = 0;

(b) the derivative of fh() is 1 on (fz,ﬂ’zﬂ) if ™" =0, i.e., n is a seeding step;

(¢) the derivative of T"(-) is 0 on (£, 7", ) if 7 > 1, i.e., n is a harvesting step.

n’

Define the rescaled and interpolated process X" () = X"(T"(t)) and likewise define Y (-),
Ch(-), B"(-), M"(-), and the filtration F"(-) similarly. It follows from (B.9) that

(B.16) Xh(t) = o+ BMt) + M"(t) - V().
Using the same argument we used for (B.13) we obtain

(B.17) X"(t) =+ /t [b()?h(s)) + éh(s)} dT"(s) + /t o(X"(s))dW"(s) — Y(t) + 2"(1),

with "(-) is an F "(.)-adapted process satisfying

(B.18) lim sup E[g"(t)] =0 forany 0 < T, < oo.
h—0 te[0,To]
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Define
(B.19) Ah(t) = /t Ch(s)ds, Ah( )= / Ch( ) (s), t>0,h>0.

B.3. Convergence.

Using weak convergence methods, we can obtain the convergence of the algorithms. Let
DJ0,00) denote the space of functions that are right continuous and have left-hand limits
endowed with the Skorohod topology. All the weak analysis will be on this space or its k-fold
products D¥[0, 00) for appropriate k.

Theorem B.4. Suppose Assumptions 2.1 and B.1 hold. Let the chain {X"} be constructed
with transition probabilities defined in (B.3)-(B.4), X"(:), W"(), Y"(.), and A"() be the
continuous-time interpolation defined in (B.5)-(B.6), (B. 11), and (B.19). Let X"(-), /Wh(-),
)/}h(-), gh() be the corresponding rescaled processes, Th( ) be the process from Definition B.3,
and denote

() = (R00), W), TR0, A(), T )
Then the family of processes (ﬁlh)h>0 is tight. As a result, (ﬁh)h>0 has a weakly convergent
subsequence with limit

o~

A() = (R, W), V(). A0), 7).
Proof. We use the tightness criteria used by (Kushner 1984, p. 47). Specifically, a sufficient
condition for tightness of a sequence of processes ¢(+) with paths in D*[0, o) is that for any
constants Ty, p € (0, 00),
EF[CM(t+s) — Mt )’ <E'y(h,p) forall sc0,p], t<T,
lim lim sup Ev(h, p) = 0.

=0 hso
The proof for the tightness of /V[7h() is standard; see for example Kushner & Martins (1991),
Jin et al. (2013). We show the tightness of Y"(-) to demonstrate the role of time rescaling.
Following the definition of “stretched out” timescale, for any constants Ty, p € (0,00), s €
0, p] and t < Ty,
EMYh(t + s) — YI(t)[? < dh®E} (number of harvesting steps in
interpolated interval [t,t + s))?
< dh*max{1, p?/h*}
< d(h*+p?).

(B.20)

Thus {Y"(-)} is tight. The tightness of {7%(-)} follows from the fact that
0<Th(t+s) T"(t) < p.
)

Since |AM(t + s) — AM(t)] < [T"(t + s) — T"(t)| 5%, A, it follows that {A"(-)} is tight. The
tightness of {X" ()} follows from (B.16), (B.20). Hence (XM, Wh(-), YR(:), AP (), TM()} is
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tight. By virtue of Prohorov’s Theorem, H "(.) has a weakly convergent subsequence with
the limit H(-). This completes the proof. O

We proceed to characterize the limit process.
Theorem B.5. Under conditions of Theorem B.J, let ]?(t) be the o-algebra generated by
{X(5), W(s), Y (s), A(s), T(s) : s < t}.

Then the following assertions hold.

(a) X(-), /W(), Y (), A(), and T(-) have continuous paths with probabilty one, Y (-) and
T(-) are nondecreasing and nonnegative. Moreover, T(-) is Lipschitz continuous with
Lipschitz coefficient 1.

(b) There ea:ists an {]?( )} adapted process C(-) with C(t) € [0, ] for any t > 0, such
that A fo s) for any t > 0.

(c) W(t) is an .7-"( )- martmgale with quadratic variation process f(t)]d, where 1y is the
d x d identity matrix.

(d) The limit processes satisfy

~ A~

(B.21) X(t)=z+ /0 [b(X (s)) + C(s)]dT(s) + /0 o (X (s))dW (s) — Y (b).

Proof. (a) Since the sizes of the jumps of )A(h(-), /Wh(-), ?h(-), AR, fh() gotoOash —0,
the limits of these processes have continuous paths with probability one (see (Kushner 1990,
p. 1007)). Moreover, }A/h() (resp. fh()) converges uniformly to f/(), (resp. f()) on
bounded time intervals. This, together with the monotonicity and non-negativity of }A/h()
and T"(-) implies that the processes Y(-) and f( -) are nondecreasing and nonnegative.

(b) Since |A"(t+s)—A ()|<)\|Th(t+s) ()|foranyt>0 §>0,h>0,i=1,2,...,d
and by virtue of Skorohod representation, |A;(t+5)— As(8)| < N|T(t+s) =Tt )| for any ¢ >
0,s >0,7=1,2,...,d; that is, each A is absolutely continuous with respect to T Therefore
there exists a [0, )\ ] Valued {]? (t)}-adapted process C;(+) such that A;( fo ) for
any t > 0. Then C(-) = (C1(+),...,Cq4(+)) is the desired process.

(c) Let Eh denote the expectatron conditioned on }"h( ) = }"h(fh(t)). Recall that W" ()
is an F"(-)- martingale and by the definition of Wh( ), for any p > 0,

Ef (W"(t + p) = Wh(1)) =0,

~

B. s _ B _ _
2 EY (W™t + p)W"(t + p) = W)W (t)) = (T"(t + p) = T"()) La + E"(p),

where E[g"(p)] — 0 as h — 0. To characterize W(), let ¢ be an arbitrary integer, ¢t > 0,
p>0and {tx : k < ¢} besuch that ¢, <t < t+ p for each k. Let ¥(-) be a real-valued and
continuous function with compact support. Then in view of (B.22), we have

(B.23) EU(H"(t;), k < q)|W"(t + p) — W"(t)| =0,
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and

(B.24)
EU(H (1), k < o) | (W14 )W (1) = WO (1) = (T(t40) =T"(1)) Li—2"(0)| = 0.

By the Skorokhod representation and the dominated convergence theorems, letting h — 0
in (B.23), we obtain

(B.25) EW(H(ty), k< q)|[W(t+p) - W(t)] —0.

Since /1/17() has continuous paths with probability one, (B.25) implies that /W() is a contin-
uous F(-)-martingale. Moreover, (B.24) gives us that

(B.26)  EW(H(te),k < q)|W(t+ p)W(t+ p) = WOW(E) = (T(t+ p) = T(1)) la] = 0.

This implies part (c).
(d) The proof of this part is motivated by that of (Kushner & Dupuis 1992, Theorem
10.4.1). By virtue of Skorohod representation,

(B.27) /0 t [b(f{h(s)) + éh(s)] dT"(s) — /0 t {b(fc(s)) + é(s)] dT(s),

as h — 0 uniformly in ¢ on any bounded time interval with probability one.

For each positive constant p and a process V(+), define the piecewise constant process V°(+)
by vP(t) = v(kp) for t € [kp,kp+ p),k € Z>o. Then, by the tightness of (X"(-)), (B.17) can
be rewritten as

(B.28) X"(t) = zp+ /0 [b()?h(s))+6h(s)}dth(s)+ /O (X" (s))dW"(s) — Y (t) +E"(1),

where lin(l) lim sup E|g"*(t)] = 0. Owing to the fact that X" takes constant values on the
=0 h-0

intervals [kp, kp + p), we have
t t

(B.29) / o (XM0(5)) ATV (s) — / o(XP(s)dW(s) as h—0,
0 0

which are well defined with probability one since they can be written as finite sums. Com-
bining (B.27)-(B.29), we have

(B.30)  X(t) =g+ /0 [b()?(s))+a(s)}df(s)+ /0 o(XP(s))dW (s) — Y (£) + 2°(¢),

where liH(l) E|er(t)] = 0. Taking the limit p — 0 in the above equation yields the result.
p—

O

For ¢ < oo, define the inverse T(t) = inf{s : T((s) > t}. For any process (), define the
time-rescaled process (7(-)) by 7(t) = D(T(t)) for t > 0. Let F(t) be the o-algebra generated
by {X(s),W(s),Y(s),C(s),T(s) : s < t}. Let V*(z) and VY(z) be value the functions
defined in (2.13) and (2.9), respectively.
Theorem B.6. Under conditions of Theorem B.4, the following assertions are true.

(a) T is right continuous, nondecreasing, and T(t) — oo as t — oo with probability one.
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(b) The processes Y (t) and C(t) are F(t)-adapted. Moreover, Y (t) is right-continuous,
nondecreasing, nonnegative; C(t) € [0, ] for any t > 0.
(c) W(-) is an F(t)-adapted standard Brownian motion, and

(B.31) X(t)=x+ /0 [b(Y(s)HU(s)}dH /0 o(X(s))dW(s) — Y (), t>0.

Proof. (a) We will argue via contradiction that T/(t) — oo as t — oo with probability one.
Suppose P[sup,s, T'(t) < oo] > 0. Then there exist positive constants € and Ty such that
(B.32) Plsup T(t) < Ty — 1] > &.

>0
We first observe that

nh(t)—1
t+dYh() = Y (At,’:ﬁf{ﬂgzo} +h1{7r221}).
0

k=
Since 7"(-) is nondecreasing and T" (") = ¢h,
nh(t)—1

(B.33) ™ (t + d|Yh(t)|) > Th( (Atﬁ]{ﬁhzo} + hI{W}QLZl}D

The last inequality above is a consequence of the inequalities tﬁh ® <t< tﬁh(t) 41 = ch(t) +
Aty <thy +1.
It follows from (B.9) that for each fixed ¢ > 0, supE(|Y"(¢)|) < co. Thus, for a sufficiently
h

large K,

(B.34) P{|Y"(Ty)| > 2K} <

dE|Y"(Ty)|
oK

¢
o
In views of (B.33) and (B.34), we obtain

P[TM(Ty + 2K) < Ty — 1] <P[T"(Ty + d|Y™(Ty)) < Ty — 1,d|Y"(Ty)| < 2K]
(B.35) +P[d]Y"(Tp)| > 2K]

< % for small h.

Since 7" converges weakly to ’.ﬁ it follows from (B.35) that 111}}1 iglf P[’fh(To—i—QK) <To— 1} <
%

£/2. This contradicts (B.32) (see (Billingsley 1968, Theorem 1.2.1)). Hence f(t) — 00 as
t — oo with probability one. Thus T(t) < oo for all + and T(t) — 0o as t — oo. Since f()
is nondecreasing and continuous, 7(+) is nondecreasing and right-continuous.

(b) The properties of Y(-) follow from the fact that }A/() is continuous, nondecreasing,
nonnegative, and 7'(-) is right-continuous. The properties of C(-) follow from those of C (+).

(¢) Note that although T'(-) might fail to be continuous, W(-) = W(T()) has continuous
paths with probability one. Indeed, consider the tight sequence (W"(), Wh(-)7 fh()) with
the weak limit (W(-), W(-),7(-)). Since W"(-) = W*(T"(-)), we must have that W(-) =



40 A. HENING AND K. TRAN

W(T\()) It follows from the definition of T(-) that for each ¢ > 0, we have T(T(t)) = t.
Hence W(t) = W(T(t)) = W(f(?(t))) = W(t) Since the sizes of the jumps of Wh(.)
go to 0 as h — 0, W() also has continuous paths with probability 1. This shows that
W() = W(T () has continuous paths with probability 1. Before _characterizing W(), w
note that for ¢t > 0, {T'(s) < t} = {T(t) > s} € ]?() since T(t) is F(t)- measurable
Thus T(s) is an F(t)-stopping time for each s > 0. Since W( ) is an F(t)-martingale with
quadratic variation process T\(t)]d,

(B.36) E[W@(( ) A F(T(s)] = W(T(s) An), n=1,2...,

W(T(t) A\)W(T(t) An) =ET(T(t) An)l,

and Z/F\(T(t) An) < ( (t)) = t. Hence for each fixed t > 0, the family {W( (t) An),n >
1} is uniformly integrable. By that uniform integrability, we obtain from (B.36) that
E[W(T(t))\]?(T(s))} = W(T( )), that is E[W(t)|F(s)] = W(s). This proves that W(-) is a
continuous F(-) -martingale. We next consider its quadratic variation. By the Burkholder-

Davis-Gundy inequality, there exists a positive constant K independent of n = 1,2, ... such
that

E[W(T(t) An)? < K]E{( sup  [W(T(s) A mﬁ)} < KE|T(T(t) An)| < Kt.

0<s<T(t)

Thus the families {W(T(t) An),n > 1} and {T(T(t) An),n > 1} are uniformly integrable
for each fixed ¢t > 0. Combining this with the fact that W(-), T'(-) have continuous paths,
for nonnegative constants s < t, we have

(B.37)
W(T(s) An)W (T(s) An) —T(T(s) An)l
B[W(T(t) A m)W(T(t) A n)' = T(T() An)LalF(T(s))
= E[W(T ()W (T(1)) = T(T(s))1a F(T(s))]
— E[@T(t) — tLF(s)].
Note that the first equation in (B.37) follows from the martingale property of /W()W()’ —
T'(-)1; with respect to F(t). Letting n — oo in (B.37), we arrive at

E[W (W (1) — tIy|F(s)] = W(s)W(s) — sla.

Therefore, W(-) is an F(t) - adapted standard Brownian motion. A rescaling of (B.21) yields

X(t)=x+ /0 [6(7(8)) + 6(8)}&9 +/0 o(X(s))dW(s) — Y ().
The proof is complete. 0

Theorem B.7. Under conditions of Theorem B.4, let V*(x) and VY (x) be value functions
defined in (2.13) and (2.9), respectively. Then V'(x) — VY(z),z € [0,U]¢ as h — 0. If
(2.10) holds, then V"(z) — V(z),z € [0,U]* as h — 0.
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Proof. We first show that as h — 0,
(B.38) Jh(z,u") — J(2,Y (), C()),
where v = (7", C"). Indeed, for an admissible strategy u" = (7, C"*), we have

J'(z,u") =E [ Z et f AY! Z e_(st?ﬂg(X:fl) . C’f}lAt%} .

m=1 m=1

:E[ /0 T T f L gph(r) / 0T (RN (1) - ER ()T (1)) .

0

(B.39)

By a small modification of the proof in Theorem B.6 (a), we have T"(t) — oo as t — 0o
with probability 1. It also follows from the representation (B.9) and estimates on B"(-) and
M"(-) that {Y"(n + 1) — Y"*(n) : n,h} is uniformly integrable. Thus, by the definition of
(),

E [ =570 f . qPh(1) <E / Ke® . dyh(s)

mgg{t:fh(t)ziro}

<E [ Ke.dy"(s)—o0,

To

uniformly in h as Ty — oco. In the above argument, we have used that fh(To) < Ty. Then
by the weak convergence, the Skohorod representation, and uniform integrability we have
for any Ty > 0 that

To . N To R N
E / e O Ay (t) - E / e O . dY (t).
0 0
Therefore, we obtain
E / e "0 gy (t) - E / e T F. 4y (1).
0 0

Similarly,
E / h e " W g(Xh(8)) - CM(£)dT"(t) — E / N e TWg(X (1)) - C(t)dT (1)
0 0
On inversion of the timescale, we have
THe) > E| /0 T ety v (1) — /0 e tg(X (1) - 40 (1)t
Thus, J"(z,u") — J(z,Y(-),C(-)) as h — 0.

Next, we prove that

(B.40) limsup V() < VY(z).

For any small positive constant ¢, let {a"} be an e-optimal harvesting strategy for the chain
{X"}; that is,
Vi(z) = sup J"(z,u") < J"(x,u") + €.

uh
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Choose a subsequence {h} of {h} such that

(B.41) limsup V"(z) = lim Vﬁ(x) < limsup JE(:B, ﬁﬁ) +e.

h—0 h—0 h—s0
Without loss of generality (passing to an additional subsequence if needed), we may assume
that

converges weakly to

and Y(-) = Y(T(-), A(-) = A(T(-)), C(-) = C(T(-)). It follows from our claim in the
beginning of the proof that
(B.42) lim JTL({L', ﬂﬁ) = J(z,
h—0
where J(z,Y (-),C(-)) < VY(z) since VY (z) is the maximizing performance function. Since
¢ is arbitrarily small, (B.40) follows from (B.41) and (B.42).
To prove the reverse inequality limhinf V(z) > VY (z), for any small positive constant ¢,

we choose a particular e-optimal harvesting strategy for (2.7) such that the approximation
can be applied to the chain {X”} and the associated reward compared with V"(z). By an
adaptation of the method used by Kushner & Martins (1991) for singular control problems,
for given ¢ > 0, there is a e-optimal harvesting strategy (Y(-),C(-)) for (2.7) in AY with
the following properties: There are T, < oo, p > 0, and A > 0 such that (Y (-),C(-)) are
constants on the intervals [nA,nA + \); only one of the components of Y'(-) can jump at a
time and the jumps take values in the discrete set {kp: k =1,2,...}; Y(-) is bounded and is
constant on [T, 00); and C(-) takes only finitely many values.

We adapt this strategy to the chain {X"} by a sequence of controls u* = (V" C") using
the same method as in (Kushner & Martins 1991, p. 1459). Suppose that we wish to apply a
harvesting action of “impulsive” magnitude Ay; (that is, for species i) to the chain at some
interpolated time #5. Define n; = min{k : t! > t¢,}, with ¢} was defined in (B.1). Then
starting at step ny, apply [Ay;/h] successive harvesting steps on species i. Let Y"(-) denote
the piecewise interpolation of the harvesting strategy just defined. With the observation
above, let (Y" C") denote the interpolated form of the adaption. By the weak convergence
argument analogous to that of preceding theorems, we obtain the weak convergence

(Xh(>7 Wh()ﬂ Yh()? Ah()) — (X(>7 W()? Y()v A())v
where A(t) = fot C(s)ds, and the limit solves (2.7). It follows that
J(@,Y(:),C() 2V (2) —e.

By the optimality of V"(z) and the above weak convergence,

Vi (x) > J"(z,u") — J(2, Y (), C()).
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It follows that ligl i(I)lf Vh(x) > VY(x)—e. Since ¢ is arbitrarily small, liin i(I)lf Vh(z) > VY ().
— —

Therefore, V" (x) — VU (z) as h — 0. If (2.10) holds, by Proposition 2.3 we have VY (z) =
V() which finishes the proof. O

B.4. Transition Probabilities for bounded harvesting and seeding rates.

In this case, recall that u" = (7 Q") for each n and u" = {u”}, be a sequence of
controls. It should be noted that 7 = 0 includes the case that we harvest nothing and also
seed nothing; that is, Q" = 0. Note also that F" = o{X" ul m < n}.

Y m?

The sequence u” = (7, Q") is said to be admissible if it satisfies the following conditions:

b h yh ho,h ok h
(a) u, is o{ X7, X7, ..., X ug,uf, ... ,ur_} —adapted,

(b) For any x € S, we have
PUXE,, = ol P} = B{X2,, = al X! ul} = p (X ful),
(c) Let Xfl”j be the j th component of the vector X" for j =1,2,...,d. Then
P(rl =min{j : X!, = U+ h}|X]!; = U + h for some j € {1,...,d},F}) = 1.

(d) X,,}LL S Sh—i— for all n € Zzo.

Now we proceed to define transition probabilities p(x,y|u) so that the controlled Markov
chain {X"} is locally consistent with respect to the controlled diffusion X(-). For (z,u) €
She XU with u = (0, q), we define

d d
Qulr ) =Y aa(e) = O Sla@) + D la) +al +
i=1 i jii i=1
0u()/2 = 5 fasg(@)l/2 + (b(2) + a))
h _ Ji
P (z,z + hejlu) = Onlr.u) ;
a;(z)/2 — Z# la;;(x)]/2 + (bl(x) +q)"h
h _ Ji
(B.43) " (z,x — hejlu) = On(z. ) ) ;
p" (z,7 + he; + hey)|u) = p" (v, x — he; — hej|u) = %,
h\L
) ) ay (2)
p" (x,x + he; — hej|lu) = p" (x, x — he; + hejlu) = m,
h — h h = h—2 |
P CC,J:IU) N Qh(xauy A (x’u) N Qh<x7u>.

Set p" (z,ylu = (0,q)) = 0 for all unlisted values of y € S,,. Assumption B.1 guarantees
that the transition probabilities in (B.43) are well-defined. At the reflection steps, we define

(B.44) p"(z,x — hejlu=(i,¢)) =1 and At"(z,u=(i,q))=0, i=1,2,...,d

Thus, p" (z,y|lu = (i,q)) = 0 for all unlisted values of y € Sy .
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B.5. Transition Probabilities for unbounded seeding and bounded harvesting
rates.

In this case, recall that uZ = (mh, R") for each n and u" = {u"},, be a sequence of controls.
It should be noted that 7" O includes the case that we harvest nothing; that is, R = 0.
Note also that F" = g{X" m < n}.

The sequence u” = (7, R") is said to be admissible if it satisfies the following conditions:

(a) uis o{ X, X0, Xl ol ul ) — adapted,
(b) For any x € Sy, we have

mo m7

P{ +1 x|Fh} P{ +1 = .7)| n? Z} :ph(erLLaxhj’Z)?
(c) Let X', be the j th component of the vector X! for j = 1,2,...,d. Then
P(rt =min{j : X}, = U+ h}|X]}; = U+ h for some j € {1,....d},F}) =1

(d) XZLL S Sh+ for all n € ZZO‘

Now we proceed to define transition probabilities p(x, y|u) so that the controlled Markov
chain {X"} is locally consistent with respect to the controlled diffusion X(-). We use the
notations as in the preceding case. For (z,u) € Sp x U with u = (0,r), we define

— Zau(x) — Z %|aij<$)| + hz |b;(x) — r;| + h,

i,j:i#]

)2~ %l (@)1/2+ (ba) = 75) b
p" (z,x + hejlu) = Onleu) ;
osle)/2= 3 o)l /2+ (blo) =)
(B.45) " (z,x — hejlu) = On(z.0) " ;
p" (z, 2 + he; + hej)|u) = p" (v, 2 — he; — hej|u) = %,
p" (x, 2 + hei — hejlu) = p" (x, 2 — he; + hejlu) = %’
M (e, xlu) = L h T, u h—2
P (z, z|u) On(z,u)’ At (z,u) = Qn(z,u)

Set p" (z,ylu = (0,7)) = 0 for all unlisted values of y € S,y. Assumption B.1 guarantees
that the transition probabilities in (B.45) are well-defined. At the reflection steps, we define

(B.46) p" (v, 2 — hejju= (i,r)) =1 and At"(z,u=(i,r)) =0, i=12...,4d.

As a result, p" (z,ylu = (i,7)) = 0 for all unlisted values of y € S,,. At the seeding steps,
we define

p"(z,x + hejju = (—i,7)) =1 and At"(z,u=(—i,r) =0, i=12,...,d
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Thus, p" (z,y|lu = (—i,r)) = 0 for all unlisted values of y € Sy, .
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