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Abstract

A new stochastic control model for the long-run environmental management of rivers is mathematically
and numerically analyzed, focusing on a modern sediment replenishment problem with unique nonsmooth
and nonlinear properties. Rational inattention as a novel adaptive strategy to collect information and
intervene against the target system is modeled using Erlangization. The system dynamics containing the
river discharge following a continuous-state branching with an immigration-type process and the controlled
sediment storage dynamics lead to a nonsmooth and nonlocal infinitesimal generator. Modeling uncertainty,
which is ubiquitous in certain applications, is considered in a robust control framework in which deviations
between the benchmark and distorted models are penalized through relative entropy. The partial integro-
differential Hamilton—Jacobi—Bellman—Isaacs (HJBI) equation as an optimality equation is derived, and its
uniqueness, existence, and optimality are discussed. A monotone finite difference scheme guaranteeing the
boundedness and uniqueness of numerical solutions is proposed to discretize the HIBI equation and is
verified based on manufactured solutions. Model applications are also conducted with the parameter values
identified from the available data and physical formulae. The computational results suggest that

environmental management should be rationally inattentive in a state-dependent and adaptive manner.
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1. Introduction
1.1 Modeling environmental management
Finding sustainable and sound management strategies for the environment is an important mission for
society [1]. River environments play a crucial role in human life by providing fishery resources [2] and
water resources for hydropower [3], irrigation [4], and drinking water [5], as well as in mitigating flood
disasters [6]. Furthermore, river environments serve not only as hydrological pathways of global cycles of
water, dissolved matter, and sediment [7], but also as essential aquatic habitats [8]. By contrast, human
interventions against rivers can trigger severe environmental problems, including pollution [9],
hydrological regime shifts and associated changes in benthic fauna [10, 11], and sediment starvation [12,
13]. Therefore, balancing between human intervention and environmental restoration is a critical issue.
Environmental dynamics in rivers are driven by stream flows, which are inherently stochastic
owing to stochastic and unpredictable global hydrological dynamics [14, 15]. It is therefore natural to
consider the problem of river management as a stochastic control problem [16]. Target system dynamics,
including streamflow dynamics [17, 18], associated chemicals [19], and biological [20] and physical
dynamics [21], can be formulated using stochastic differential equations (SDEs). With the help of an
optimization principle such as dynamic programming [16], an optimal control can be obtained analytically

or numerically.

1.2 Jump-driven streamflow dynamics

Streamflow dynamics are a key factor in the stochastic control of river environments. From an operational
viewpoint, streamflow dynamics governing the temporal evolution of hydraulic quantities, such as
discharges, should be simple and efficient. Such requirements can be achieved using SDEs driven by well-
defined martingale noises such as Brownian noises [22], compound Poisson processes [23], Markov chains
[17], and more general Lévy processes [18, 20].

As a common drawback of existing models, the noises have independent increments, suggesting
that important but natural clustered events, such as rainfall-induced floods [24, 25], are not considered.
Such events have state-dependent jumps with positive feedback and follow self-exciting jump processes
[26, 27]. A physically more reasonable model with a satisfactory statistical performance is desired for better
descriptions of the streamflow dynamics. Although generalized continuous-state branching processes with
immigration (gCBI processes) [28] can be an efficient as well as well-defined candidate self-exciting jump
processes, to the best of authors’ knowledge, their application to environmental modeling has yet to be

addressed.

1.3 Sediment replenishment

We focus on the sediment starvation issue in rivers as a crucial environmental problem encountered by
many rivers with dams. Sediment replenishment is a countermeasure used to restore aquatic environments,
such as dam-downstream rivers and coastal areas subject to severe erosion owing to the deficit of natural

sediment supply. This is a human intervention in which sediment is transported from a source to a target



place, posing an optimization problem to decide when and how much of the sediment should be replenished
[29]. Fine materials, including sand, have been supplied to coastal areas [30] and relatively large materials
such as gravel have been supplied to rivers [31]. Sand has also been replenished in dam-downstream rivers
[29, 32]. For river restoration, sediment is replenished from once or twice [33] to up to 13 times [34] a year.
In addition, different refreshment frequencies were used in different years [35].

The optimization of sediment replenishment has been considered from both static and dynamic
perspectives. For example, McNamara et al. [36] considered the static problem of beach nourishment under
Poisson storm arrivals. In addition, Cutler et al. [37] formulated a dynamic programming problem for beach
nourishment under sea-level rise scenarios. A game-theoretic analytical approach was also employed by
Janssen et al. [38]. Dynamic programming approaches of sediment replenishment in rivers where sediment
storage dynamics follow SDEs have also been analyzed [29, 32, 39], although with extremely simplified

streamflow dynamics using compound Poisson jumps.

1.4 Intervention models

Dynamic optimization of the amount and timing of interventions can be considered as an impulse control
[16]. Conventional models assume that the decision-maker continuously observes the target dynamics the
and can intervene at any time. This assumption applies if the target dynamics are frequently observable;
however, this is not always true for applications in the environment and ecology because the observation is
costly and difficult to carry out in a frequent manner. Weekly to monthly biological and environmental
surveys of aquatic environments are possible [40, 41]. Environmental monitoring is also time-consuming
[42]. Do and Thi [43] suggested that the optimization of the sampling frequency in natural environments
under anthropogenic pressure should be adaptive. Sampling and intervention strategies should be optimized
such that the observation cost becomes minimized while the dynamics are effectively controlled. This is a
rational inattention problem [44] that balances the costs and benefits of controlling the dynamics by tuning
the rate of information collection.

Several optimization models of stochastic dynamics based on rational inattention have been
developed. The Poisson observation models used to observe the target dynamics at the jump times of a
Poisson process are a major stream of mathematical models [45]. They are tractable and utilized in the
finance and insurance fields [46, 47]. While the Poisson assumption provides simple Markovian models, it
assumes that the sampling intervals follow an exponential distribution, which is possibly restrictive in terms
of application. Semi-Markov models, as more flexible alternatives, allow for more flexible sampling
intervals [48, 49]. Models with state-dependent deterministic observation intervals have also been discussed
for queuing systems [50], contract design [51], disease treatment [52], and environmental management [53,
54].

As an efficient and flexible randomizing method, Avanzi et al. [55] considered semi-Markov
dynamic programming of dividend decisions through Erlangization, bridging the random and deterministic
sampling strategies. Erlangization is based on the probabilistic nature of the Erlang distributions, where the

simplest case corresponds to the exponential distribution, whereas its appropriate scaling limit is a delta



(deterministic) distribution [56], serving as a randomization technique bridging the deterministic and
stochastic sampling intervals. Erlangization has been applied to the field of insurance management [57, 58]
and fluid queues [59, 60], but its applications to other problems are rare; in particular, we did not find

applications in the field of environmental management as mentioned above.

1.5 Model uncertainty

A common issue in optimal control is the uncertainty caused by the deviation of a formulated model from
a real model. Anderson et al. [61] established a dynamic programming approach to robustly control the
stochastic dynamics and tolerate model uncertainty. In their framework, the uncertainty between the
benchmark and distorted models is evaluated using the relative entropy measured through a Radon-
Nikodym derivative. Therefore, it assumes an equivalence between the benchmark and distorted models.
Despite this restriction, the robust control approach successfully handles complex problems, such as mean-
variance insurance management [62], an economic risk assessment of climate changes [63], resources [64],
and ecological management [65]. Its applications to self-exciting processes addressed in this paper, as

explained below, are scarce.

1.6 Obijectives and contributions
Our objectives are the formulation, analysis, and application of a stochastic control model for sustainable
and sound development of river environments, where the decision-maker conducts discrete observations
adaptively and the streamflow dynamics follow an uncertain gCBI process. This is a unique engineering
problem arising in the modern world, which widely ranges from modeling and computations to the
application of a partial integro-differential equation (PIDE) with nonsmooth coefficients and an exponential
nonlinearity. Although in this study we focus on a specific problem, because (g)CBI processes have many
engineering applications, the theoretical results obtained are widely applicable to other jump-driven
systems with uncertainty.

We focus on the sediment replenishment problem as a model case and address four specific

issues:

(i) Modeling adaptive discrete observation/intervention: Our problem is related to rational inattention
in the sense that the opportunities of observing the target dynamics are optimized to balance the
observation and other costs and penalties. Erlangization combined with impulse control realizes an
adaptive management strategy to flexibly control the intensity of the observation. This introduces an
innovative mathematical framework for partial observational control.

(i) Modeling through an uncertain gCBI process: We incorporate the framework of Anderson et al.
[61] into a gCBI process of streamflow dynamics. Sediment storage is considered a controlled process
following an SDE with nonsmooth coefficients representing physical constraints. The jump kernel of
the gCBI process is uncertain, and its distortion is expressed using a Radon—Nikodym derivative [66,

67]. We evaluate the relative entropy between the benchmark and distorted models, where the



deviation between them is softly penalized in an objective functional. The problem then becomes
finding the most cost-efficient observation/intervention strategy of the dynamics under uncertainty,
i.e., a zero-sum stochastic differential game between the decision-maker as a minimizing player and
nature as a maximizing opponent player. To date, CBI processes with uncertainties have not been
considered for robust control.

(iii) Solving the optimality equation: Our control problem is reduced to solving the Hamilton—Jacobi—
Bellman-Isaacs (HJBI) equation as a PIDE with nonsmooth coefficients. Although the problem does
not admit closed-form solutions, the mathematical rigor of the viscosity solutions [68] applies, and we
discuss whether the equation is optimal under certain regularity assumptions. We also provide the first
mathematical results on the HIBI equation based on the gCBI process under uncertainty and discrete
observation/intervention.

(iv) Computation and Application: We use a monotone finite difference scheme to compute the HIBI
equation. The scheme guarantees the uniqueness and boundedness of numerical solutions, and its
performance is verified based on manufactured solutions. Finally, our model is applied to a realistic
case with coefficients and parameter values that are successfully identified using real data and semi-
empirical formulae. We then compute the optimal observation/intervention strategies based on

rational inattention and Erlangization.

Appendices contain proofs of the propositions (Appendix A) and several technical results on the gCBI
processes (Appendix B-D).

2. Mathematical model
2.1 System dynamics

We use a common complete probability space [16]. We consider sediment storage management in a river

reach. The streamflow discharge (Q,)_, and lumped sediment storage (S,),_, of a river reach are the

state variables of our model (see Figure 1). Sediment storage increases only through replenishment [39].

The decision-maker, an environmental river manager, can replenish the sediment at almost surely

(a.s.) strictly increasing observation times of 7= (Tk) , where 7, =0, without a loss of generality.

k=0,1,2,...

Subsequently, the sequence 7 will be specified using an Erlang distribution. At each 7, (k e N), the

decision-maker can replenish the sediment as S, =S, +7 with 7 >0 (keN ), such that
S, +1 < S <+o0o with a storage capacity of S >0. Here, n, =0 indicates no replenishment at .

Set the initial conditions at S, € Qg = [0, §] . Set the sequence at 77 = (7, ) and 7, =0 withouta

k=012,...

loss of generality. We assume the left-continuity of (S,),., because the decision-makingat z, should be

based on the observation (QTk 'S, ) , the consequence of which induces a new state S_, .



Based on the relaxation technique [29], we identify the range of replenishmentas Qg = [0, S_]
and not the more natural state-dependent form [0, S_—nk]. As the motivation for this relaxation, even if
the decision-maker chooses 7, suchthat S_+n, > S , the amount of sediment effectively replenished is
at most S_—S,k . This relaxation avoids using a state-dependent range while ruling out spurious optimal

decisions Srk+77k>S_ (Proposition 3.5 of Yoshioka et al. [29]). Thus, we have transitions

s, > min{s, +7,,S} ad Q —Q, (nochangeat r,).
We formulate SDEs of the streamflow and sediment storage dynamics. Each SDE in each

(74,7 ) is integrated in time based on the internal conditions (Q,kfﬁ,srkiﬁ) and non-negative couple
(QW,SW):(QO,SO). We set a space-time Poisson random measure N =N (dz,du,dt) on (0,+w)’

[28] independent of 7 . Its compensator is duv(dz)dt with a non-negative kernel v=v(dz). The

compensated measure is N (dz,du,dt) = N (dz,du,dt)—duv(dz)dt . The discharge is assumed to follow
the SDE of the gCBI type:
o #Q_+A
dQ =-p(Q —g)o|t+j0 jo ZN (dz,du,dt) for te(z,,7) (k=123..) (1)
with a constant p >0 serving as the decay coefficient of the discharge, a (long-run) minimum discharge

Q>0, and a parameter A>0. A finite-variation tempered stable model is utilized [67], i.e.,

v(dz)=az ““e™dz for z>0, )
where z is the jump size, a>0 is the intensity parameter governing the jump intensity, b >0 is the
tilting parameter suppressing large jumps, and « e [0,1) is the intermittency parameter characterizing the
fractional nature of small jumps. The moments of the jumps are bounded because

M, = J';zkv(dz) =ab**T'(k—a)<+wo (keN)with T'(-) the Gamma function. We assume

p>M, ®)
to guarantee the boundedness of the moments of the discharge as required. This is satisfied in a real case
(Section 5). Furthermore, (3) plays a pivotal role in the proof of the comparison theorem of the HJBI
equation (Appendix A.2).

The SDE (1) reduces to a classical CBI model if A=0 [26]. The case A>0 is a more
flexible case in which the clustering nature of jumps can be better tuned. A classical tempered stable
autoregression model [20] follows by scaling Q, +A— A'Q,+A with A'>0 and then letting A—O0.
Any solution to (1) does not explode by Theorem 2.8(i) of Li et al. [67]. In addition, because SDE (1) is

driven by an exponential decrease toward Q and positive jumps, Q >0 for t>0. Although this

explanation is intuitive, it can be justified by 1t6’s formula, which shows that In|Q| does not approach



—oo withafinite t >0 (see Appendix A of Lungu and @ksendal [69] for a similar method). Consequently,
(1) has a unique positive path-wise global solution (Theorem 3.1(i) of Li et al. [67]). The discharge domain

is set at Q :[O,oo). The natural filtration generated by N up to time t is denoted as _# . Set

f=(ﬁ)t20-

Next, we consider the sediment storage dynamics. Although the storage decreases (i.e., the
sediment is flushed out from the target river reach) over time, there will be no sediment decrease if the
discharge is smaller than a non-negative threshold value depending on the sediment material properties [39,

70]. We set the storage dynamics as

ds, =-F(Q,S,)dt for te(r,,.7) (k=123..), (4)

where  F:1Q, xQq —>[0,oo) is the sediment transport rate; it is non-decreasing in both arguments,
F(Q-)=0 for Qe[0,Q] with a threshold Q>0, F(Q.)>0 for Qe(Q.), and F(-0)=0.

We require F to be bounded and continuous in QQx(O, S_]. The increasing nature means that the

sediment transport rate is larger for a larger flow discharge or storage [71]. The simplest model is

F(Q.S)=F(Q)xs.o Withanon-decreasing F,(-), where #,, =1 is the indicator function, i.e., it

equals 1 when the statement inside {} is true and is zero otherwise.
We end this subsection by introducing a natural filtration generated by discrete observations. We
introduce this filtration because the decision-maker decides the interventions at each observation time z,

using the discrete information available at this time. Following the framework of discrete and random

observations [39], we set a filtration collecting discretely observed information at time t:

G=o{(n.Q,.s,)

0<k<K

, K =sup{k:z, st}}. (5)

/Flow discharge (0,),., T\
* Generalized CBI process i
* Uncontrollable
» Stochastic and uncertain

Sediment storage (S, ),.,
* Nonsmooth dynamics driven by O
Non-increasing in time
k Controllable by replenishment / :

Figure 1. Conceptual image of the system dynamics.

2.2 Erlangization

Erlangization is a probabilistic technique that represents a queueing process whose waiting times follow an
Erlang variable, which is semi-Markov, as a series of successive exponential variables [55]. An innovation
here is that different Erlang distributions are possible at different observation times, introducing an adaptive

Erlangization.



The Erlang (1) distribution has the probability density,

p.(x):ﬁ)\j\/, eV, X>0, ©)

where 1eN is the shape parameter and W >0 is the scaling parameter. The mean and standard
deviation of the Erlang (1) distributions are IW and /W , respectively. The density p, is unimodal
andis X =0 atmaximumwhen |=1,andis X >0 otherwise.

The sequence L=(L) _,,, Iissetwith L eQ = {1, 2,3,..., E} for L eN. The collection

of such sequences L=(L,) with each L, measurable with respect to &, ~is denoted as £'.

k=1,2,3,...

We assume that each Az, =7, —7, , (k eN) follows an Erlang (L, ) distribution (see Figure 2). For

neN, Y X, ~Erlang(n), where X, X,,..., X

i=1

are independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.)

n

variables generated through an exponential distribution with intensity W™ [55]. This implies that
choosing L, means choosing the total number of exponential random variables at 7, ,. A larger L,
implies a longer waiting time.

We assume that 7, is measurable with respect to g;k , Which is a natural assumption because

it means that the decision-making of replenishment at r, is based on up-to-date information. The

collection of sequences 7 =(r) ,witheach 7, €Q, (keN),and 7, =0 for each sequence, z,

k=012,...
is measurable with respectto &, , is denoted as Z ™. The control variables of the decision-maker are the
couple (L,n) € L xZ . The decision-maker therefore determines the waiting times probabilistically and

can adaptively optimize the observation strategy by choosing L, at each 7, , based on QH . Our

formulation naturally extends the conventional Erlangization as a special case of L =L [55, 57-60].

Remark 1 Here, we remark on adaptive Erlangization. The mean X is fixed, and W =XL" eN is
chosen to obtain the standard deviation X /~/C . Letting L —»oo implies Erlang(L) — 5, inthe sense

of distribution, where o isthe Diracdeltaat X = X . The convergence speed is linearin L™ measured

by the coefficient of variation [72]. This result can be extended to the following: We parameterize

L=1I"eN with some I,I’eN and fixed values X =LW . For each i€{1,23,..,1}, the limit of

Erlang(il’) under I'—oo is &y, . The set of deterministic waiting times {)?-i/l}i:12 , canthen be

emulated through the random variables {X;} , |

with X; ~ Erlang(il"), particularly for alarge i.The

consideration of alarge L may be time-consuming in computation. Nevertheless, it provides insight into

a better understanding of the relationship among the exponential, Erlang, and deterministic distributions.
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[Q__, =0, (No change) J
atr=r,,| o

S, =8, 1., {chlcnishmcnt)

T+

Ar, =1, —7,_, € Erlang(L, ) @ (Q,S,gﬁ ('))rl et

{Qm =0, (No change) J
atr=r, "

S,..=8_+m (Replenishment )

Az, =1, —7, €Erlang(Z,,,) @ (Q”.S‘Hg)’ ())T .

Black: System dynamics
Red: Control by decision-maker
Green: Control by nature

Figure 2 Conceptual image of the adaptive Erlangization.

2.3 Model uncertainty
We use the convention 0In0=0. In our model, uncertainty is the distortion of the jump kernel, v,
following the existing framework of robust control [61]. The probability measure of the benchmark model,

i.e., the probability measure without model uncertainty, is denoted as IP. The expectation under P is

expressed as [, [] We consider probability measures equivalent to, but possibly different from, P.
Set a family of mapping ¢ (-):(0,00) —>(0,00), t>0, progressively measurable with respect

to 7 suchthat
B[, 1) (0.(2)1-Ing, (2)quv(@)as | < oo, T >0 )
and
By [eXp{foT [ - ()+a(2)ing, (Z))dUV(dZ)dS}}<+oo, T>0. ®)

This ¢ represents the model uncertainty, where qﬁt(-)zl means no uncertainty, and uncertainty
otherwise exists. The integrands of (7) and (8) are non-negative and have the global minimum 0 at
¢.(2)=1.

We set a square-integrable Martingale as a Radon—Nikodym derivative between the benchmark

probability measure P and the distorted measure Qz@(¢) parameterized by ¢

dQ ¢ o cq +a[ IN@,_(2)N(dz,du,ds) N
P} ~ =exp{jofo IO [—(gﬁs(z)—l—lnqﬁs(z))duv(dz)dsJ}' =0 ®)



where N (dz,du,dt)—¢ (z)duv(dz)dt becomes a compensated space-time Poisson random measure
under @ . The collection of mappings (¢t(-))tZO complying with (7) and (8) such that
zmin{Lz}¢ (z)v(dz) (z>0) is weakly continuous, and z¢(z)v(dz) (k=12) is integrable is

denoted as .4 . Then, (Zt) is a martingale under P. Weak continuity is unnecessary for a time-

=0
homogenous case (¢ (-) = ¢(+)) (Corollary 3.2 of Kallsen and Muhle-Karbe [73]; Proposition 4.1 of Jiao
et al. [66]). The set 4 is not empty because ¢ (z)zl belongs to .4 . Appendix B provides a more
generic example. Nature as the opponent of the decision-maker chooses uncertainty ¢ < 4 and thus it
works against the goal of the decision-maker, as described in the next sub-section.

Finally, the relative entropy D, (QUP) between P and Q is evaluated using the Radon-
Nikodym derivative (e.g., Definition 2.1 of Hess [74]) for T >0 as

D; (QP)=E,[Z; InZ]

=E,[InZ,]
o LTI (g, (2) N (dz.du,ds) ~ (¢ (2)-1-Ing, (z))duv(dz)ds)} . (0)
_E, _ITIwIQS+A Ing,_(z)(N(dz,du,ds)—g,_ (z)duv(dz)ds)ﬂ
0l %0 {+(¢(2)Ing, (z)- 4. (2)+1)duv(dz)ds

=E, _'[;.[:J‘OQS+A(¢S(z)In¢s(z)—¢s(z)+l)duv(dz)ds}

2.4 Objective functional and effective Hamiltonian
The objective functional is an expectation as a cost-efficiency index of the observation/intervention strategy
of the decision-maker subject to the worst-case uncertainty induced by nature. We consider a long-term

ergodic control problem. The objective functional J:Q,xQx£'xZ x4 —R issetas

. 1
J(Q,S;L,7,4)= nPwsup?EQ[JH +3,7 +357 ], (11)

7 <T 1
3o =[ £(s,)ds, I, = kZ;(mc(m)), Joy == Dy (Q[P). (12)

The term J,; measures the sediment starvation with non-negative, non-increasing, and uniformly
bounded f : Q) —>[O,oo) and f eC(0,0). This f isallowed to be discontinuous at zero to penalize
the depletion S, =0. The term J,; is the cost of the observation and intervention with the observation
cost o>0 and replenishment cost C: Q) —>[O, oo) with C(O) =0 (no cost for no replenishment) and

C (+0) >0 (costly even for a small replenishment), and C () is lower semi-continuous and increasing (a

larger cost for a larger amount of replenishment). A larger observation cost o>0 will lead to longer



waiting times for optimality. The property C(+O) >0 implies the existence of a fixed cost [39], such as
the labor costs. A standard C is the piecewise linear model
C () = +CoXyy -0 (13)
with fixed cost ¢, >0 and the coefficient of proportional cost ¢, >0 that we assume in what follows.
The last term J,; is a penalization between the benchmark and distorted models, where y >0 is the
uncertainty aversion coefficient; a larger y implies a more uncertainty-averse decision-maker [61].
Because the sum J,; +J,, isthe net cost to be minimized by the decision-maker, taking the minus sign
in J,; corresponds to a situation in which nature maximizes the net cost by paying —-J,; >0.
We set the effective Hamiltonian H R as the optimized J under the uncertainty:

H= inf supJ(Q,S;L,7.¢), (14
(L f¢eﬂ

n)eLx

which is the saddle point of J . Here, we assume that the optimized objective functional is a real constant
that is often called the effective Hamiltonian, which can be justified if the controlled state variables have
an invariant measure. We assume its existence in this study for simplicity. Following the literature [75, 76],

we justify the constant assumption (14) by verifying the HIBI equation as an optimality equation to be

defined in the next subsection. A triplet of Markovian controls (L, 77,¢) e L'xFx_A togive the saddle

point is called an optimal control and is denoted using “*” as (L*,n*,¢*) . Owing to the Markovian nature,
with the conventional abuse of notations [16], we express L, =L (Q,H,S,H) C T =10 (Q,k 'S, ) and

¢t*(')=¢*('!Qt'St)'

Remark 2Wesee 0<H <+w.By J;;,J,; 20,

H=( inf supJ(Q,S;L,n,¢l)z( inf J(Q,S;L7.¢4)>0, (15)

Linp)eLxZ peA Lin)eLxZ

where 4" is the control with ¢, (z)=1. The boundedness follows from

H <supJ(Q.S;L'\n°.¢)
peA

7 <T
=suplimsup%E@ UOT f(S,)ds+ > o}
k=1

pe A To+o

(16)

peA T+

7 <T !
gsuplimsup_l_iEQ DOT f(0)ds+ >’ o}
k=1
=f (O)+V£V < 400

where (L',°) isthe control with L, =1 and 7, =0.

2.5 HJBI equation



Set Q=0Q,xQg xQ, . The HIBI equation is a PIDE governing the coupling (h,cI)) of heR and the

potential ®:QQ > R:

h+L®(Q,S,1)+M®d(Q,S,1)-f(S)=0, (QS,1)eQ. 17)
The operator 1L acts for a generic ¥:QQ —»>R as
oY oY
L‘P(Q,S,I):p(Q—Q)%+F(Q,S)a—s
i (P(Q,8.1)-¥(Q+25,1))4(z) (18)
- - d
QWei -], +$(¢(z)ln¢(z)—¢(z)+l) V()
and the operator M as
1 1 ¥(Q,S,1-1) (2<1I<L)
MP(QS1) =3 (S~ it {‘P(Q,min{s+77,S_},i)+o+C(77)} (1=1) (19)

The operator L. corresponds to the dynamics except at the observation times, whereas M corresponds
to the decision-making of the observation/intervention strategy with waiting times following Erlang-type
distributions chosen adaptively at each observation. The HIBI equation is satisfied over Q. In addition,
the min operator appears in (19) by the relaxation technique.

The HIBI equation (19) depends on the artificial discrete parameter | determining the level of
Erlangization [55]. The transition from state | to I-1 (2<1< L) corresponds to the jump generated by
the exponential variable (See, Section 2.2), whereas the transition originating at |1 =1 represents the
decision-making of the Erlangization. Intuitively, the term MCI)(-, -,1) is related to the optimal strategy
discussed below. Consequently, this HIBI equation is of a hybrid switching type with uncontrollable (the
first line of (19)) and controllable (the second line) regime switching, where both the sediment
replenishment and the waiting time distribution can be chosen. How the auxiliary variable | effectively
works can be more clearly understood in the proof of optimality (Appendix A.1), where it serves as an
auxiliary variable of the Markovian representation of the Erlang variable.

A formal solution to the HIBI equation is a couple (h,@). Even if it satisfies the equation in a
pointwise manner, a non-uniqueness issue arises because if (h,(I)) solves the equation, then (h,CD+(DO)

with @, e R solves it as well. We add a constraint cD(O, 0,1) =0 to resolve this indeterminacy when

necessary. If the HIBI equation (17) is the optimality equation and h=H [75-76], then we can guess
that

(5a(Q, 8, )7 (Q,.8, )= argmin {@(Q, .S, +m,i)+0+C(n)} (20)

(i.m)e, ><R(Srk )

and



(®(Q8,)-@(Q+2.5.))4(2)

¢*(Q“S“.):arg<.@f?x L +$(¢(Z)In¢(2)_¢(z)+l) Vi),

—y((Q,8,1)-0(Q+2-,8 1)) >0

(21)

=€

By (21), (18) becomes

L®(Q,S,1)= p(Q—g)g%)+ F (Q,S)Z%+Q%AJ':{1_EW(cb(Q,S,I)cD(Q+z,s,I))}V(dZ) @2

from which an exponential nonlinearity of the HIBI equation is evident.
Remark 3 The HIBI equation (17) is redundant if the minimizing pair (i,u)=(i"(Q,S),u"(Q.S)) of

®(Q,S+u,i)+0+C(u) satisfies ngasxi*(Q,S)zi_g L—1. In this case, the states =7 +17 +2,...,L

are never attained, and we can omit them. However, it is difficult to determine i in advance.

3. Mathematical analysis
3.1 Viscosity solutions
Viscosity solutions as continuous weak solutions to the HIBI equation are defined based on Crandall et al.

[77] and Barles and Imbert [68] because our model is a PIDE with a singular integral kernel. Hereafter,

B(Q.S,5) represents a 2-D open ball with the center (Q,S) and radius >0, and BUC(Q) is a
collection of functions ¢:Q —R bounded and uniformly continuous with respect to the first and second
arguments. Similarly, C~ (Q) is a collection of all functions ¢:Q — R atdifferentiable arbitrary times

with respect to the first and second arguments. By polynomial growth, we mean the existence of constants

weN and C>0 with ¢(Q,)<C(1+Q") forall Qe Q.

Definition 3.1: 4 couple (h,q)) with heR and ®e BUC(Q) is a viscosity sub-solution (resp.,
viscosity super-solution) if the following condition is satisfied: for any & >0, for each ((j, §, f) eQ, and
for any test function @eC” (Q) having a polynomial growth with ®—¢ is maximized (resp.,

minimized) at (Q, S, |) = (Q, S, f) on B(Q, S, 5) ﬂQQ x Qg , the inequalities below are satisfied:

oQ
+Q+Ajd{l_e‘W(W(Q’§'f)‘“’(Q+Z'é"l))}v(dZ) (resp., “=207)if S=0 (23)
y 0
9+ A wil_ _V,(¢(Q,§,f)_¢(é+z,§,f))} dz)+ M (0, $.1)-($) <0
e v(de)+ Q1) 1 (3)<



and

n+p(Q-Q)—2g—+F(Q8)—7

LQ+A X { _eu/(¢(©,§,f)¢(@+z,é,())}v (@) 0 a0 o8
v 0

Q+A =, y/(m(é,s’,r)m(éﬂ,g,f))} ca e

Ty L{l ° v(dz)+ M@(Q,S,1)~ () <0

In addition, a couple (h,d)) with heR and ®e BUC(Q) is a viscosity solution if it is a viscosity

sub-solution as well as a viscosity super-solution.

Viscosity solutions to the uncertainty-neutral case ({ — +0) are defined through a formal replacement:
%L{s {1— o (olQ3)-o(025) }v(dz) . %Lﬁ {1_ o V(#(a31)0(0251) }v(dz)
- (Q + A)I:(go((j, S, f)—go((j +2,8, f))v(dz)+((§ + A)Jj(@((j S, f)—d)((j +2,8, f))v(dz)

. (25)

Introducing the artificial parameter & >0 removes the singularity of the integral of (18) at z=0. Note
that we assume that the equations are satisfied both along and inside the domain. This is in accord with the

direction of the characteristics along the boundaries, where no information comes from outside ).

Remark 4 A couple (h,CD) with heR and ®e BUC(Q) solving the HJBI equation pointwise

(classical solution) is a viscosity solution. The boundedness assumption of viscosity solutions is not
restrictive because the domain is compact in the S direction. Furthermore, functional (17) and hence the

source term of the HIBI equation do not include Q . In fact, the discharge is considered to be colored noise.

Removing the boundedness assumption, particularly for comparison, seems difficult because of the

dependence of the integral kernel on Q representing the CBI nature. Note that the boundedness

assumption is standard for problems with singular jump kernels (e.g., [68]).

3.2 Optimality by verification

We show that the HIBI equation is the optimality equation of the control problem under regularity
assumptions. The verification result (Proposition 1) is presented for sufficiently regular (classical)
solutions, and the uniqueness result (Proposition 2) is presented for viscosity solutions. Therefore, the
latter covers both classical and viscosity cases. Both the verification and uniqueness results are unique

because of the existence of the CBI nature and model uncertainty. Note that sup in (18) and inf in (19)

are attained if @ e BUC(Q).

Proposition 1

Assume that there is a pair (h,cD) solving the HJBI equation (17) pointwise with cDeBUC(Q).



Further, we assume that the couple (Qt,St)tzo admits a unique invariant measure for each

(L,n,¢)e[><2‘><ﬂ. We then have h=H . Furthermore, if (20) and (21) are admissible, they are

optimal.

3.3 Uniqueness

We compare the results of the HIBI equation under several assumptions. The assumption of the Holder
continuity of the sub- and super-solutions is necessary to guarantee the convergence of a non-local term
representing the CBI nature. The range of the exponent of the Holder continuity depends on « of the
kernel v. The uncertainty aversion parameter  must be small to manage the exponential nonlinearity
of the HIBI equation. Assuming a Lipschitz continuity of the drift coefficient F for S >0 is rather
standard, although it is discontinuous along S =0. The source f isallowed to be discontinuous S =0.
Note that even in an uncertainty-averse case, the problem in this study is non-trivial and not covered by
Barles and Imbert [68] because the jump kernel is not integrable and depends on the state variable. A

stronger assumption is required in the uncertainty-averse case to manage the extra nonlinearity.

Proposition 2

Assume that F(-S) (SeQy) is Lipschitz continuous in Q, and f is uniformly continuous for
S>0.
0] Uncertainty-neutral case (v =0)

For any sub-solution (H,,®,) and super-solution (H,,®,), if there is a constant C'® >0 such that
|, (Q )=, (Q) <CYIQ Q)" (Q.Q, =0) with Oe(a,1], then H,>H,.

(i) Uncertainty-averse case (7 >0)

The statement in (i) becomes true for small y if ®, and @, are uniformly bounded when y is

sufficiently small.

4. Numerical scheme
4.1 Discretization
We apply a monotone finite difference scheme to the HIBI equation. Applying monotone schemes to HJBI

and related equations has been a major approach for the numerical computation of stochastic control

problems in terms of viscosity solution [78]. To find (H,CD) simultaneously, the discretized equation is

solved using a fast sweeping method.

4.1 Computational domain



The domain €Q, s truncated as [0,(3} with a sufficiently large Q(>Q>O). Similar localization

techniques have been used for computing the HIBI and related equations [79, 80]. The intervals between

each successive vertex in Q and S directions are AQ=(§/NQ and AS =S /N, respectively. Here,
Ny +1L Ng +1e N arethe total number of verticesin Q theand S directions, respectively. The scheme
aims to compute a couple (h,CD). The former is approximated by a constant, while the latter is

approximated by a collection @, ;, (0<i<N,, 0<j<Ng,and 1<I <L) of the approximated @ at

(iAQ, jAS,1).

4.2 Discretization
We first describe the discretization for an uncertainty-neutral case followed by that for an uncertainty-

averse case. First, the integral term is rewritten as follows:

© o oo oo
[F(@(Qs.1)-0(Q+2,S,1))v(dz) = [ (@(Q,s,l)—qa(Q+z,s,|)+z%jv(dz)—lvll% (26)
through which the HIBI equation in an uncertainty-neutral case becomes
h—f(S)
oD oD
#((P=M.)Q-AM, = pQ) S+ F(Q.8) 3¢ o

- o '
+(Q+A D(Q,S,1)-®(Q+2z,S,1)+z— |v(dz
@A) [@@s -0z 28 )
+M®d =0
Thus, the integrand of the nonlocal term becomes formally smoother near z=0.

Each line in (27) is discretized as follows: The first line is discretizedas h— f (S, ) . The second

line is based on a one-sided finite difference:

od
((,0— Ml)Q_AMl —pg)%

(Di jl _q)i—l,j,l .
T ((p_Ml)Qi_AMl—,DQZO, |<NQ)
. (28)
Dy — Py -
> ((p=M)Q ~AM, - Q) # ((P-M,)Q - AM, - pQ <0, i<N,)
° (':NQ)
q)i,JI _(Di,j—l,l
F(Q8)5 - F(QuS) = (i>0) -
0 (i=0)

The third line is discretized as



(Q+ A)j:(q>(q,s,|)_q>(Q+z,s,|)+z§%’]v(dz)

(Qi+A)f|ij,k +(A+Qi)vM (i=0)
a AQ
(30)
- (Q+A) D 1 (0<i<Ny)
k=1
0 (i - No)
with

A o U ~ exp(-b(k +1/2)AQ)A a1
ik = Vie| Piin = Pisjn T Xisoy 2 T » Yy =a ((k+l/2)AQ)Ha Q, (31)
V= jg zv(dz) = aQ"™ j: x“’ze_%dx e(0,M,), (32)

Ng—i
where Z li ;1 1S the discretized integral term, and v, is the integration of v. The integral (32) is
k=1

computed using the classical Simpson rule. Note that @, ;, —®,; , ;, cannot be defined for i=0.

Finally, the fourth line is discretized as
1 1 D; i1 (2<1<L)

M= o i~y mi +0+C(jas)) (1=1)
J ,

(33)
|I:; {q)i,min{j+j’,Ns}

where the minimization with respect to non-negative integers (j',I") is applied for j'€{0,1,2,..., Ny}
and I'e{1,2,...,L}. Substituting (28)—(33) into (27) yields the nonlinear system of the form

h—f(Sj)+:. @, -0, [@]=0 for 0<i<N,, 0<j<Ng, 1<I<L, (34)

e N Rl N

where =

>0, 0 [®] is asummation of the terms containing @

with, ', j',1" such that

i+’ j+j 1+

i'j'l" 0. Based on the construction, © [CD] is nondecreasing with respect to each @, We

il [ A ER L

have (Ng +1)(Ng+1)L+1 unknownsbutonly (Ng+1)(Ng+1)L equations, and the indeterminacy is
met. Thus, we chose @,,, =0 to resolve this issue. The discretization for i=0 of (28) and (30)

satisfies the monotonicity as a whole because

Dy i) — Dy No? Dy — Dy
((P—M,)-0- AM, — pQ) 2210 +(0+ A) 3" 1y, +(A+0)V —2 2L
AQ = AQ (35)
& (DO,j,I _q)l,j,l
=Akz:;lov“’k +(A(M1—V)+p(_))—AQ
A similar argument is true for the uncertainty-averse case discussed below. The condition Z,;, >0

justifies the fast-sweeping method described in the next subsection.

For an uncertainty-averse case, the non-local term is discretized as



Q*‘Aj”{l_e’”®@5“*®m+L&m}V(dz)
0

14
_Q+ AJ-oo 1 g (@S N-0(Q+25) +l//262 v(dz)-M, (Q+A) 22 oD
y o0 Q Q
. Q+AIQ 1— g (®(@81)-0(Q+251) +l//Za£ v(dz)-M,(Q+A) 22 o
y o0 aQ oQ
i (36)
Q +A'E Dy =P .
ZJ,M (A+Q)V —’AQ ! (i=0)
Q
- Shda ZJljlk (O<i<NQ)
v o oa
0 (i - NQ)
with
YD 1~ Pisk,j q)i,'J _q)i*,',l
Ik =V (1_9 o ")+‘//Z{i>o}zk ——— AQ == | (37)
This J;;,, Is increasing with respect to @, ;, —®;,,;, and @, —®d,,;,, serving as a key in the

boundedness and uniqueness of numerical solutions (Appendices A.3-A.4). The discretized HIBI equation

has the form

h-f (sj)+5i1jylol>iyjyI

=0, [@]+A;, [@]=0 (38)

with

QZ (1 e_w P~ Prcs) _V/((Di,j‘l Dy )) : (39)

k=

| il [(D] Z |<NQ

5N

Finally, discretized optimal controls at each (|AQ JAS, I) are found as

Q|7 * 1
{ (A i |! J }_argm”’] |min{j+j',Ns},|,+O+C(J’AS)}, (40)

#(Q.S,,1'AQ) =exp(—y (@, ), ~ Py ;) (I'=0,8,2,.,Ng —i). (41)

Remark 5 Higher-order discretization methods, such as the (weighted) essentially non-oscillatory schemes,
can be applied to first-order derivatives [81, 82]. However, we did not find significant improvement. This
is considered to be due to the dominant errors induced by the non-local terms. In addition, Propositions 3

and 4 below seem not to hold true for such schemes.

The following propositions provide insight into numerical solutions. Proposition 3 shows their
bound complying with the continuous counterpart in Remark 2, and Proposition 4 shows the uniqueness
of numerical solutions. As the novelty of Proposition 4, our discretization is not of a proper type by which

the uniqueness of the solutions follows under mild conditions (Definition 6 of Oberman [83]). We show



that monotone discretization combined with the connectivity assumption of the scheme overcomes this

difficulty. Hereafter, the range of subscripts (i, j, I) are omitted when there will be no confusion.

Proposition 3

If there is a numerical solution (h,{CDi'jy,}) to (38) or (34) witheach ®;,;, bounded, then

0<h< f(0)+oW™. (42)

Proposition 4

Assume @, =¥,,,=0 . For sufficiently small L and S, for any two numerical solutions
(ﬁ,{cbiyj',}) and (D,{‘Pi,“}) of (38) or (34) with h>h,wehave {@ }<{w | componentwise.

Furthermore, if h=h, then {o  t={w }.

Remark 6 It seems difficult to bound @, ;, inan a priori manner as in the discounted cases (Lemma 5.1

of Forsyth and Labahn [84]) because our system is not strictly monotone. Monotone and consistent schemes
converge in a viscosity sense for discounted cases [78]. Our scheme is neither proper nor Lipschitz

(Definition 3 of Oberman [83]) in an uncertainty-averse case. If one replaces h by & with a small

ij,l?
& >0 as a small-discount counterpart, the unique existence of the numerical solutions will be proven;
however, the problem is now perturbed. The lack of the aforementioned properties hinders the application
of conventional existence arguments for numerical solutions. We checked the performance of the proposed

scheme against text cases before applying it to realistic cases.

Remark 7 For an uncertainty-neutral case, assuming the existence of numerical solutions is not restrictive.
This is because our scheme is monotone and all vertices are connected (see Proof of Proposition 4); thus,
the discretized HJBI equation is seen as a Bellman equation of a discrete-time ergodic Markov chain. We
then apply Theorem 7.58 in [85] to determine whether the chain has an invariant measure. Moreover, the
existence of a numerical solution implies an optimality of the controls (40) in a discrete sense (Theorem

6.17 in [86]) owing to their countable nature.

4.3 Fast-sweeping method
We solve the discretized equation using the fast-sweeping method of Yoshioka et al. [87]. This method can

avoid inverting the coefficient matrix, which is dense in our case. The numerical solution at the n th
sweeping step is represented by the super-script (n) . Starting from the initial guess (h(o) , {(Df,oj)’, }) = (0, O) ,

the iteration proceeds as follows. The quantity & >0 is the error tolerance used to judge the convergence

of the iteration. The weight we (0,1) is introduced for a stable computation.



Step 1. Compute h"™ = f (Sj )_®i,j,l [Q(")]—Am [d)(“)] =0 and go to Step 2.

Step 2. Compute @E?jff):(l—w)tbg,”j)‘ﬁwzl {f(Sj)—h(”“)+®i,jy, [(D(”)]+Ai,j,, [d)(”)]} forall i, j,l

=il
exceptat (i, j,1)=(0,0,0) and go to Step 3.

Step 3. The iteration error is computed as Er:mar‘db(“*l)—cb(”j), . If Er>g, then n—n+1 and
j, e

i,jl i

(n+1)
i,j.l

proceed to Step 1. Otherwise, the output (h(”+1),{<l> }) is used as the numerical solution.

Here, (Di(,nj),l is the latest component to be used for calculating the terms @, |, [CD(”)] A [Q(”)]

following the Gauss—Seidel sweeping [88]. We set w=0.35 for test cases, and w=0.30 otherwise.

5 Application

5.1 Parameter identification

5.1.1  Streamflow

We specify the parameter values of the SDEs. We used the public hourly hydrological data of Obara Dam,

the largest dam along Hii River in Japan [89]. Its downstream river reach has been a study site for sediment

replenishment strategies, and a sediment replenishment project with S = 0(102) (m?3) was initiated in

April 2020 [39]. Its optimization is currently an urgent issue for this river. We utilized the outflow discharge
data from April 1, 2016, to March 31, 2020 (Figure 3) to identify the streamflow dynamics. The minimum
discharge corresponding to the maintenance flow is 1.0 m%/s, suggesting that Q=10 (m?3/s) should be set.

The dam discharge is clustered over time, as shown in Figure 3.
The streamflow dynamics have five parameters: a,b,«a, A, p . Set a’'=ap . First, we specify the

four parameters a’,b,, A using a method of moment matching similar to Yoshioka and Yoshioka [20]
4

such that the following error metric is minimized: ErZZ((Ci,O_Ci,M)/Ci,O )2 , where ¢,c,,C,,C,
i=1

represents the stationary average, standard deviation, skewness, and kurtosis, respectively (Appendix D).

The subscripts O and M represent the observed and modeled quantities, respectively. Using a common

nonlinear least-squares method, we obtain «=0201 (-), a =349x10° ( m*“ Vet ),

b=8.33x10"° (s/m°), A=16.5 (m%s), and the moments in Table 1 with Er =4.52x10°. The relative

errors of the average and standard deviations are less than 0.005%, suggesting an excellent agreement

between the observations and the model. From the identification results, we obtain M, =0.187p . For the

remaining parameter p , we use the autocorrelation function of the gCBI process, which in our case is an



exponential function exp(—(p—M,)s) with a time lag >0 (Appendix C). We identified the

correlation coefficient p—M, =0.813p=0.028 (1/h) and hence p=0.033 (1/h).

400

0
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Figure 3. Time series data of the outflow discharge from April 1, 2016 to March 31, 2020.

Table 1. Comparison of the observed and modelled statistics of the discharge.

Moments Observed Modeled Relative error
Average 5.014.E+00 5.014.E+00 3.654.E-05
Standard deviation 1.539.E+01 1.539.E+01 3.066.E-05
Skewness 1.198.E+01 1.198.E+01 3.799.E-05
Kurtosis 1.980.E+02 1.980.E+02 2.834.E-05

5.1.2  Sediment
For the coefficient F, we use the physically based sediment transport formula, which has been extensively

verified against a wide range of flow conditions [90]. The formula calculates the sediment transport rate

Q<S) and momentum (mass times velocity) of sediment per unit of riverbed area as

o - @Z max{e—gho} 1+.CM nax{e—et,o}} (kg m/s/m?). (43)
c H,
p,d [P_ljgd Ky ] A

Here, p, is the particle density (2,650 kg/m3), p, is the water density (997 kg/m3), g is the

gravitational acceleration (9.81 m/s?), d is the sediment diameterinm, x isthe Karman constant (0.4-),

4, is the empirical coefficient (0.63 (-)), c,, is another coefficient (1.7 (-)), @ is the Shields number
(non-dimensional bed shear stress (-)), 6, is the threshold Shields number (approximately 0.07 (-)), and
Z, =1-14'1,,p, /(pp —pw) is the slope correction (-). The Shields number @ is calculated from the bed
shear stress z,, = p,9H,1, (where H, is the water depth (m), and 1, <<1 is the bed slope (-)) as

follows:

g=———w_ (44)



Furthermore, for a wide rectangular channel cross-section, the water depth H, as a function of the

discharge Q can be estimated using the Manning formula [91]:

H, =H,(Q)=(n,QB%1>)" (m) (45)
where B, is the channel width (m) and n, is the roughness coefficient. We then obtain the sediment
transport rate Q" as an increasing function of the discharge Q based on (43)—(45). Assume that the

sediment storage is measured in units of volume, and its porosity is ¢ e (0, 1) .Then, F isrelatedto Q(s)

as

BWQ(S)

p

F=Z%sy (m?s). (46)

In summary, with the truncation for a numerical computation, F isa function of Q in the form
0.6

F(Q,S):Z{M}Flmax{min{Q,@}o'G—(50'6,0}(1+F2max{min{Q,(§} —60-6,0}) (47)

with F,, Fl,Q >0. This F isdiscontinuousin S and is Holder continuous with an exponent of 0.6 in
Q . This coefficient does not satisfy the assumption of the comparison theorem and is therefore not

covered by the theory. Nevertheless, the computation below suggests the convergence of the numerical

solutions.

5.2 Test case with manufactured solutions

The computational performance of the proposed numerical scheme is examined against manufacture

solutions to a reduced model. Because the potential difficulty in the numerical computation of the HIBI

equation will be a non-local term having a singular jump kernel, we consider the following equation:

Z%+F Z% (Q S)eQQxQ (48)
J ' S

+(Q+ A)j:(q>(Q,s)—<1>(Q+ 2,8))v(dz)- F(Q,8)=0

H+p(Q-Q) (Q,9)

with a bivariate function f = f_(Q,S). We choose f such that (48) admits the following solution:
H=1 and ®(Q,S)=-AQS" +®, (49)
with constants A,®, R and g>0. The couple (H,CD) is a viscosity solution to (48) without

boundedness. Note that in the original HIBI equation, f does not depend on Q. We set cI)(O, 0):0.

This solution is simple but serves as an efficient case to check the performance of the numerical scheme
because its regularity, which is expected to affect the convergence rate of numerical solutions, can be tuned

by f. The test case here is interesting because it is a degenerate elliptic problem with a discontinuous



source term having a discontinuous drift and source terms along the boundary S=0. We choose

Qs

Ny = N and use normalization (Q, S) - [:,:j to obtain the normalized domain [0,1]2 .
QS

We use the following parameter values in dimensional form for the manufactured solutions:
A=1 (), ®,=0 (-), d=0.005 (m), ¢=05 (-), n,=0035 (s/m?), B,=20 (m),

l,=00015 (-), 6,=0.072 (-), and S =400 (m?). In addition, f is discretized as f(Q,S;). We

choose a sufficiently large Q =200 (m¥s) such that the probability of occurrence of the events Q >Q

is less than 0.1%. We examine three cases S =0.5 (concave case), S=1.0 (linear case),and S=2.0
(convex case) and use a small tolerance of £=10" by which the sweeping is terminated at 0(103)

iterations.

Tables 2—4 show the computational errors (I', 1?,and 1* normsfor & and the absolute error
for H) and the corresponding convergence rates, suggesting the convergence of the scheme. A faster
convergence is achieved for larger £ values with a better regularity of the manufactured solution. The
presented scheme is experimentally first-order accurate for a convex case and almost 0.5th order accurate
for a concave case. These convergence rates are not critically different from the existing results (e.g., [92,
93]). A higher convergence rate is impossible because of the use of monotone discretization. The
convergence rate is smaller for the case with a less regular solution, as expected. The convergence rate of

H seems to be small in some cases; however, its computational error is already small for N, =10. The

errors of the linear case are dominated by a domain truncation, as suggested in Tables 5-7 for Q =300

(m3/s). The convergence rates in the convex and concave cases were unaffected by the truncation.



Table 2. Computational error and convergence rate for a concave case (8 =0.5, Q=200).

Error Convergence rate
No H I'(D) 1’(®) 1" (@) H I'(®) 1>(®) I” (@)
10 -1.34E-05 3.95.E-02 5.03.E-02 9.04.E-02 9.26.E-01 4.04.E-01 4.61.E-01 4.71.E-01
20 -7.03.E-06 2.99.E-02 3.65.E-02 6.53.E-02 1.66.E+00 4.37.E-01 4.66.E-01 4.72.E-01
40 -2.22.E-06 2.20.E-02 2.64.E-02 471.E-02 1.24.E+00 4.58.E-01 4.75.E-01 4.79.E-01
80 -9.41.E-07 1.61.E-02 1.90.E-02 3.38.E-02 1.36.E+00 4.71.E-01 4.81.E-01 4.84.E-01
160 -3.66.E-07 1.16.E-02 1.36.E-02 241.E-02 6.94.E-01 4.78.E-01 4.85.E-01 4.87.E-01
320 -2.26.E-07 8.32.E-03 9.74.E-03 1.72.E-02
Table 3. Computational error and convergence rate for a linear case ( =1.0, Q =200 ).
Error Convergence rate
No H I'(®) I’(®) 1" (@) H I'(®) 1 (@) 1" (@)
10 8.34.E-07 3.75.E-04 5.06.E-04 1.42.E-03 -7.00.E-01  2.93.E-01 3.00.E-01 -1.92.E-01
20 1.36.E-06 3.06.E-04 4.11.E-04 1.62.E-03 -1.26.E+00 4.67.E-01 -1.27.E-01 -8.93.E-01
40 3.24.E-06 2.22.E-04 4.48.E-04 3.01.E-03 6.26.E-02 4.71.E-01 3.33.E-01 1.61.E-01
80 3.10.E-06 1.60.E-04 3.56.E-04 2.69.E-03 6.59.E-02 2.75.E-01 2.14.E-01 1.62.E-01
160 2.96.E-06 1.32.E-04 3.07.E-04 2.40.E-03 9.62.E-02 8.93.E-02 2.19.E-01 2.18.E-01
320 2.77.E-06 1.24.E-04 2.64.E-04 2.07.E-03
Table 4. Computational error and convergence rate for a convex case (5=2.0, Q=200 ).
Error Convergence rate
No H (@) 1(®) 1" (@) H (@) I?(®) I” (@)
10 1.83.E-07 7.36.E-03 1.02.E-02 2.90.E-02 -3.96.E+00 1.00.E+00 1.06.E+00 1.04.E+00
20 2.85.E-06 3.68.E-03 4.89.E-03 1.41.E-02 -3.55.E-01 1.01.E+00 1.05.E+00 1.04.E+00
40 3.64.E-06 1.83.E-03 2.36.E-03 6.82.E-03 2.05.E-01 1.03.E+00 1.04.E+00 1.04.E+00
80 3.16.E-06 8.94.E-04 1.15.E-03 3.32.E-03 1.00.E-01 1.09.E+00 1.04.E+00 5.17.E-01
160 2.95.E-06 4.21.E-04 5.56.E-04 2.32.E-03 1.11.E-01 1.18.E+00 9.97.E-01 1.95.E-01
320 2.73.E-06 1.86.E-04 2.79.E-04 2.02.E-03
Table 5. Computational error and convergence rate for a concave case ( 5 =0.5, 6 =300).
Error Convergence rate
Ng H I'(D) 1*(®) I” (@) H I"(®) 1*(®) I” (@)
10 -1.07.E-05 4.02.E-02 5.10.E-02 9.19.E-02 8.40.E-01 4.03.E-01 4.63.E-01 4.76.E-01
20 -596.E-06 3.04.E-02 3.70.E-02 6.61.E-02 1.15.E+00 4.38.E-01 4.69.E-01 4.78.E-01
40 -2.68.E-06 2.24.E-02 2.67.E-02 4.75.E-02 1.53.E+00 4.58.E-01 4.74.E-01 4.81.E-01
80 -9.25.E-07 1.63.E-02 1.92.E-02 3.40.E-02 1.80.E+00 4.73.E-01 4.82.E-01 4.85.E-01
160 -2.66.E-07 1.18.E-02 1.38.E-02 2.43.E-02 2.33.E+00 4.81.E-01 4.86.E-01 4.89.E-01
320 -5.27.E-08  8.42.E-03 9.84.E-03 1.73.E-02
Table 6. Computational error and convergence rate for a linear case ( S =1.0, Q =300).
Error Convergence rate
No H I'(®) I’(@) 1" (@) H I'(®) 1?(D) I” (@)
10 4.49.E-07 2.77.E-04 3.69.E-04 9.60.E-04 -5.61.E-01  3.04.E-01 3.64.E-01 3.50.E-03
20 6.62.E-07 2.24.E-04 2.87.E-04 9.58.E-04 -8.37.E-01  5.09.E-01 3.51.E-01 -4.01.E-01
40 1.18.E-06 1.58.E-04 2.25.E-04 1.27.E-03 -5.71.E-01  7.32.E-01 2.17.E-01 -2.01.E-01
80 1.76.E-06 9.49.E-05 1.94.E-04 1.45.E-03 5.13.E-03 3.52.E-01 2.08.E-01 -4.11.E-02
160 1.75.E-06 7.44.E-05 1.68.E-04 1.50.E-03 1.18.E-01 1.77.E-01 1.72.E-01 1.40.E-01

320

1.61.E-06 6.58.E-05 1.49.E-04 1.36.E-03




Table 7. Computational error and convergence rate for a convex case (f=2.0, Q =300).

Error Convergence rate

Ng H (@) I?(®) I” (@) H (@) I(®) I” (@)
10 3.86.E-06 7.40.E-03 1.02.E-02 2.91.E-02 1.01.E+00 1.01.E+00 1.06.E+00  1.05.E+00
20 1.92.E-06 3.68.E-03 4.90.E-03 1.41.E-02 3.93.E-01 9.95.E-01 1.03.E+00 1.02.E+00
40 1.46.E-06 1.85.E-03 2.40.E-03 6.93.E-03 -3.12.E-01 1.05.E+00 1.06.E+00 1.04.E+00
80 1.82.E-06 8.92.E-04 1.15.E-03 3.37.E-03 8.69.E-02 1.07.E+00 1.06.E+00 1.04.E+00
160 1.71.E-06 4.26.E-04 5.54.E-04 1.63.E-03 1.05.E-01 1.11.E+00 1.05.E+00 2.88.E-01
320 1.59.E-06 1.98.E-04 2.66.E-04 1.34.E-03

5.3 Application

Weuse f (S) = Xis—o, [39] as it is the simplest source term for penalizing sediment depletion S=0.The

problem is an HJBI equation with a discontinuous source. Alternatively, one may use a continuous

regularized f(S)=x"max{S—x,0} withasmall x>0 if there is a regularity concern. Both provide

the same numerical solution if x~ <AS.

We focus on the following four parameters affecting the optimal controls: observation cost o,

uncertainty aversion coefficient y , and parameters (W,E) controlling the waiting times. Unless

otherwise specified, we choose ¢, =20, ¢, =60, 0=20, w=0.0001, L=10, and W =2 (day)
such that the impacts of the model parameters become visible. The other parameter values are the same as

those used in the test case. The resolution is N, = Ng =320 . In this case, the degree-of-freedom is

1,030,410. We then set £ =10"°.

Figure 4 shows the computed @ for | =1 asademonstrative example, showing that it is non-
monotone and does not contain spurious oscillations. The computed @ seems to be bounded as required
in Propositions 2-4. The computed effective Hamiltonian H is 0.590, which satisfies the bound stated
in Proposition 3. Thus, the obtained computational results suggest that the proposed scheme reasonably
handles the HIBI equation.

We compare the effective Hamiltonian H for the different values of the parameters o, v,
and (W,L) with WL =20 (day) (Table 8). Using a larger (smaller) L results in a larger (smaller)

number of degrees of freedom. The computational results imply a monotonic dependence of H with
respect to each parameter. The computational results follow the theoretical bound obtained in Proposition

3, suggesting consistency between the theoretical and numerical solutions.

We focus on the optimal controls (L*,rf) in this study because they represent long-term state-

dependent replenishment strategies. Figures 5 and 6 show the dependence of the controls on the observation
cost o. A larger observation cost motivates the decision-maker to reduce the observation opportunities as
intuitively understood, which is quantified by solving the HIBI equation. Instead, replenishment should be

carried out for each observation under wider conditions for a larger cost. Interestingly, for all cases,



relatively sparse observations should be chosen during the low-flow period near the threshold Q = Q of

the occurrence of a sediment transport. Replenishment should not be carried out at high discharge according
to the proposed model, owing to the fact that the sediment will be immediately flushed out at such
discharges. In addition, in real cases, it is usually difficult to replenish the sediment during a flood. These
characteristics are common to the other cases examined below, suggesting their robustness.

Figures 7 shows that a dense observation is required for moderately large flow discharges,
whereas a sparser observation is needed for relatively low discharges. This is considered to be due to the

clustering nature of the streamflow discharge model where low discharges close to the lower-bound Q

persist. Although the dependence of L* on y is non-monotone, the functional form of L* within the

phase space is similar among the cases examined here. Therefore, the decision-maker should be rationally
inattentive during a low-flow regime. Figure 8 shows that the sediment replenishment should be carried
out under the model uncertainty as well, but with a smaller amount and in smaller areas within the state
space under a stronger aversion to uncertainty. The area where the sediment should be replenished shrinks

as y increases.

Finally, the impacts of Erlangization are analyzed in Figures 9 and 10. Increasing parameter L
while maintaining the constraint LW =20 (day) leads to a more gradual transition of the optimal control
L™ within the state space, suggesting its convergence toward a spatially continuous transition. Increasing
the level of Erlangization reduces the effective Hamiltonian H because more flexible strategies become
possible. Although a mathematical analysis of convergence using Erlangization L —+o0 is beyond the
scope of this study, the computational results support the existence of a nontrivial limit. The profile of L’
does not change drastically among different cases with L >10. The optimal replenishment strategies are
not critically different among the different cases, suggesting their robustness against the observation

strategy. Using the proposed model, the decision-maker can design a replenishment strategy and determine
how rationally inattentive he/she should be in both adaptive and problem-dependent ways.

Table 8. Effective Hamiltonian H with respectto o,y , and (W,E).

0 R v H C H

10 0545| 000005 0589 | 1 0935
15 0568 | 00001 0590 | 5 0654
20 0590 | 00005 0597 | 10 0590
25 0.609 0.001  0607| 15 0562
30 0.627 0.005 0675| 20 0546
35 0.644 001  0745| 30 0530
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Figure 4. Computed potential @ for | =1 plotted as a 2-D surface within a 3-D space.
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Figure 5. Optimal control L~ for different o. The values of o are (a) 10, (b) 15, (c) 20, (d) 25, (e) 30,

and (f) 35. The dotted line represents the threshold Q= Q .
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Figure 6. Optimal control 5" for different o. The values of o are (a) 10, (b) 15, (c) 20, (d) 25, (e) 30,

and (f) 35. The dotted line represents the threshold Q= (j ,where " =0 for Q>0.2.
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Figure 7. Optimal control L™ for different y . The values of y are (a) 0.00005, (b) 0.0001, (c) 0.0005,

(d) 0.001, (e) 0.005, and (f) 0.01. The dotted line represents the threshold Q = Q .



(@) (b)

0.2 @

Figure 8. The optimal control " for different values of y . The values of y are (a) 0.00005, (b)

0.0001, (c) 0.0005, (d) 0.001, (e) 0.005, and (f) 0.01. The dotted line represents the threshold Q=Q ,
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Figure 9. Optimal control L™ for different (W,L). The valuesof L are (a) 1, (b) 5, (c) 10, (d) 15, (e)

where " =0 for Q>0.2.

(a)

20, and (f) 30. The dotted line represents the threshold Q= Q .
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Figure 10. Optimal control 7" for different (W,L) with WL =20. The valuesof L are (a) 1, (b) 5,

(c) 10, (d) 15, (e) 20, and (f) 30. The dotted line represents the threshold Q=Q , where " =0 for
Q>02.

6 Conclusions
We formulated and analyzed a stochastic control problem for sediment replenishment under uncertainty.
Rational inattention as an adaptive observation/intervention strategy was effectively combined with
dynamic programming under discrete observation/intervention. Erlangization plays a vital role in the
efficient and adaptive mathematical modeling of the control problem. We discussed that finding the most
cost-efficient replenishment strategy is reduced to solving an HIBI equation. Its closed-form solutions were
not found, whereas the existence, uniqueness, and optimality results were derived in terms of the viscosity
solution. Although we did not consider in this paper, the observation strategies can be restricted by replacing
M® at 1=1 using

MLimcD(Q,s,l)=iq>(Q,s,1)—i, min ,{cD(Q,min{s +u,§},i)+o+c(u)} . (50)

W W ieQ ueQy izi

with a prescribed i >1 to consider sparser observations. The results of the optimality and uniqueness

presented in this paper also apply to this case. Uncertainties in the sediment storage dynamics were also not
considered but can be handled by extending the proposed framework. Detailed hydraulic experiments to
quantify the range of parameters and their uncertainties will be conducted in the future.

The accuracy of the numerical scheme was verified based on a manufactured solution whose
regularity can be tuned using a specific parameter. The numerical solutions of the scheme converged to the

corresponding manufactured solutions with a convergence rate of no larger than 1. The demonstrative



application of the model to a realistic case with identified parameter values suggested that an adaptive
observation/intervention strategy based on rational inattention becomes optimal if the observation cost is
considered. However, the regularity of the potentials solving HIBI and the related PIDES arising in ergodic
problems remains largely unknown. Our contribution therefore has theoretical restrictions. Nevertheless, to
address this challenging issue, our contribution will become a case study under a unique problem setting.
For example, one may reconsider the coupled streamflow-sediment-algae dynamics based on our
framework [94]. An ergodic control problem can be considered as a small discount limit of a discounted
problem or a large time limit of a finite-horizon problem. In such cases, dynamic programming principles,
not directly utilized in this study, play central roles in a mathematical analysis. The gap between the
verification and uniqueness results may be resolved using alternative approaches.

An alternative to the proposed approach is a continuous-state version of the imprecise transition
probability model that does not require the benchmark and distorted models to be equivalent to each other
[95]. This approach will provide more pessimistic results as the distorted models are explored in a wider
space of probability measures. The existence and uniqueness of the optimal controls will become more
difficult to analyze. We assumed no boundary singularity for an HJBI equation; however, for a problem
with some boundary singularity, simply setting @ =0 at a boundary point will not be possible and more
sophisticated definitions of viscosity solutions will be necessary.

The use of a more generic stochastic process as the driving noise of eco-hydraulic dynamics,
such as the genuinely nonlinear CBI processes [96], can be meaningful. This approach will become possible
with high-frequency and long-term data, such as time series data with a frequency of several minutes and
a length of several years. Finally, the Erlangization employed in this study can also be applied to other
environmental management problems such as water quality management [97], which will also be an
interesting research topic in the future. The construction of higher-order schemes is also an important topic
for more accurate computations of HIBI equations. Applying upwind interpolation to the nonlocal term
[98] is an implementable method. Mathematically, the convergence analysis of higher-order schemes is

complicated because of the loss of monotonicity.

Appendix A
A.1 Proof of Proposition 1

We introduce a finite-horizon objective

J; (Q.S; L,n,qﬁ):%EQo[JLT +J,7 +357 | (51)
such that
J(Q.,S;L,n,¢)=limsupJ; (Q,S;L,7,¢). (52)

Here, Eg, [] is the expectation conditioned on _# under Q. This J is a constant, assuming the

existence of a unique invariant measure.



Fix (Q,,S,.1,) €€ and choose some (L,7,¢)e L xZ x_A4. Based on the nature of Erlang,
for each L., eN (k=012..), we have a strictly increasing sequence {g, .} L. Wwith

Ty =6ko <Sk1 < <SGk <Ski, = Tks and iid. ¢, -6n: (1<m<L, ) following the

exponential distribution with mean W . Define a cadlag (right continuous with the left limit) process

(It )tzo by

L t=7,k=0,12,..
| = K1 ( Ty ) (53)
Lk+1

~(M=1) (Gms <t<Gem k=012, m=123.. L)
Based on 1t6’s formula, for a generic regular ¥ :Q — R, we have
¥(Qr Sk )-¥(Q,.8, 1 )=¥(Q,..S,. LM)—‘P(Qrk,Srk,l)
£ 20 (W(QuSul)-¥(Qu.Seuln))

I =l
ts(rk s )

Jl{‘p(ot—&é)w‘”@“s )det Y

Q oS
+IT (Q+A) [7(¥(Q+2.81)-¥(Q. S, 1)) v(dz )t
TP+ 2,80 00) P (Qu S )N (dz,du )

for T e (Tk , rm) (k=0,1,2,...). Each integration is applied for processes starting from (QTk+ 'S w) .

The second line represents the total L,,, -1 jumps of ¥(Q,S,l)—¥(Q_,S_.l_) (see, (53)), which

is dropped if L,,, =1 (exponential waiting time). We then have
¥(Q,..S, . Ley)=¥(Q, min{S, +7,.5}, L), k=123... (55)
Fix T>0, a small §>0, and set TJ:min{T,inf{r;QT >5’1}}. This T, is a.s. bounded and

approaches T as & —-+0. By definition, Q, is non-negative and bounded for 0<t<T,, which is

subsequently used in the following.
From (54) and (55), with W =@ we obtain



+k§; IZ (®(Q. S 1) -P(Q_.S._.1._))

(36)

K omin Ty Ts 6(1) 't St y It 6<D 't Sl, It
. Lk{ }(_p(Qt_Q)L_F(QUSI)%jdt

+if;”'"’““<ot A (0(Q +2,5,)-0(Q5,1,)) (2)v(dyt

J.:.n “Tﬁj J-Q+ (Qu+2,5..1.)-®(Q_.S..I,_)) N (dz,du,dt)

using the notation (Q,,S,,.l,, )=(Qy.Sy.1,). Where K is a non-negative integer with T e(z,,7,,) -

Because (L,7)e £ xZ and gpe A4 are arbitrary,

K

> (@(Q, min{s, +7,8},L.)-@(Q, s, 1))

k=0

oo +i Z (CD(QUStvlt)_(D(Q‘*’s"’ltf))

k=0 lo#l
temin{z,.;,Ts}

E

[(@(, min{s, +7,.8}.L.)-0(Q, .8, 1) +o+C(n,))
e Y (9(QSl)-9(QS 1))

=Eqo| Il 57)

temin{z; Ty}

ki“(0+c T ))

> By, _—ijjrmm{w” ®(Q,S, } @{ZK‘,(MC 7 )}

k=0""k k=0

with equality for (20), and

—-(Q +A) supo{ I {(d)(Qt,St,lt)—cD(Qt + z,St,It))¢(z)+$(¢(z)ln ¢(z)—¢(z)+1)}v(dz)}

¢()>
~(Q+A) [ (P(Q +2,S5,1)-(Q. S, k)¢, (2)v(d2) (58)
© 1
<(Q +A).f0 ;(qﬁt(z)lnqﬁt(z)—(/ﬁt(z)+1)v(dz)
with equality for (21).
First, we chose ¢=¢ .4 of (21). The probability measure induced by ¢ is denoted as

Q". By using (17) in a point-wise manner, we obtain the inequality



B o[ @(Qr 81, 1) ~(QurSorl)
2 EQ OLZK: o+C ;7k }

=K *O[mln 70T} ]h

Jlorc(m))+ [ (s )t

T @A (6 () (2) 4 (2) 1) e

and thus
EQ*VO[min{rKﬂ,TJ}]h
T§
min{z,;,Ts}
. o |(+C(m))+ [ (s )t
S-|-_§E<Qf,o Z )

T QA (@) ()4 (2) 1) et

1
+i @o|: (QT (s) (D(QO’SO’IO)]
By 7., <o,sending & —>+oo toobtain T, > T and further

EQ*YO[min{rM,T}]

lim =1,
T —>+0 T
leading to
h<limsupJ; (Q,S;L,7.4")
T o+
and hence

h<limsupJ; (Q,S;L',n".4") =

T o+

Second, choosing (L',")e £'xZ of (20), we then have

K. minfrs T} h—f (S )
+EQ*.0 kZ:;J.k [ (Qt +A)Iow%(¢:(z)|n¢:(z)¢:(Z)+1)V(dz)]dt]l

(39

(60)

(61)

(62)

(63)



Bqo| ®(Qr. Syl )~ ®(Qs. o) |
SORpET]

_K . h—1(S,)
+Eoo| 2], +(Qt+A)j0°°%(¢t(z)|n¢t(z)_¢t(z)+1)v(dz) . (64)

oo Min{z,.,, T, }]h

- (o Cm))+ ™" 1 (s, )t

23

P
P ‘Lk{ (Qr+A)f (¢‘(z)|n¢t(z)—¢t(z)+l)v(dz)dt

and thus

Eqo[ min{z,.,,T;}] A
T

5

. |(o+c(m)+ jr:m{T“T’”f(St)dt

1
2 _E@vo Z min{z, (65)
LR QA (B ()i (2) 4 (2) + 1) (et
1
+T_EQ,0 |:(D (QTa‘ ! STo‘ ! ITo‘ )_ (D(Qo ! So' IO ):|
5
Then, as in the sub-solution case, we obtain
h=>limsupJ; (Q,S;L,n",¢) (66)
T+
and hence
h > limsup J, (Q,S;L*,n*,qﬁ*):H. (67)
T—>+0

Consequently, combining (63) and (67) yields the desired result.

A.2 Proof of Proposition 2

We first consider the uncertainty-neutral case ( — +0), and thus the uncertainty-averse case (y >0).

The difference between the two cases is the nonlinearity of the integral term.

Set £ >0. Based on the boundedness and continuity of sub- and super-solutions, the quantity
®,(Q,S,1)-,(Q,5,1)-28Q" is maximized for Q at S=0 or S>0. First, assume that it is
maximized at S >0. The case with S =0 is handled in a similar way. Without a loss of generality, we

assume  @,(Q,0,1)-®,(Q,0,1)<®,(Q,S5,1)-,(Q,S,I) for s>0 . If, on the contrary,
®,(Q,0,1)-,(Q,0,1)=d,(Q,S,1)-®,(Q,S,1) for S>0, we can resort to the case in which

®,—®, is maximized for S=0. Set U, = max {®,(Q,8,1)-®,(Q,8,1)-28Q°} . We write the



maximizer of U, as (Q,§,f).Later, wesend B—>+0.

—

Consider the following auxiliary function =, ,:QxQ —>R with £>0:
Ea,ﬂ (Ql' S1’ |11Q2’ Sz’ |2 ) = (D1 (Q1’ Sl’ I1)_(1)2 (QZ'SZ'IZ)

{(Ql—Qz)z +(31—Sz)2 +(|1—|2)2}—,3<Q12 +Q22) . (68)

1
2

&,

Set U, , =sUpE, ,.Because ®, and @, arebounded, the supremum is attained, i.e., U
QxQ

The maximizer of =, , is denoted by (Ql,§l,ﬁ,éz,§2,fz). By invoking a standard argument of the

doubling of the variables [77, 99] along a subsequence (hereafter, we choose this subsequence), we obtain
1

28{(§1—§2)2+(QI—QZ)2}—>0 and I,—I, >0 as &£—>+0. (69)

A

exists for (Qi,§i,ﬂ) (i=12). We have ESV[},(Ql,§l,ﬂ,éz,§z,fz)ZEE"/,(Q,SA,IA,Q,SA,I) and U, >U,_,,
and thus
©>U,2U,, >0 (Q8,1)-a,(Q,5,§)-250 >%Uﬂ and §,,$,>0 (70)
forasmall £ >0, which is assumed hereafter. Based on the first inequality in (70), we obtain
BO—0 as B—0. (71
The second inequality of (70) is inferred from the assumption that @, (Q,S,1)-®,(Q,S,1)-28Q° is

maximized with S >0.

Owing to Definition 3.1 and (25) we obtain

+(Qi+A)L§(¢i (Qu88)-0 (Q‘”’SA"'A'))V(dZ) with i=1 (resp., i=2) (72)
+(Qi+A)J‘:(®i(in§ixﬁ —Q,(A,+z,§l,|:))v(dz)

for the test functions 7 (Q,8,1)= Zi{(s -S, )2 +(Q —QZ)Z}+ﬂQ2 +const and
&

?,(Q,8,1) =—2—18{(S —§1)2 +(Q—Ql)2}—ﬂQ2 +const withasmall &>0.From (72), we obtain

Hl—HZ+|(l)+|(2)+|(3)+|(4)SO, (73)

where



op, A11§1’|A1 A
o5 () epfa -0 LS g g

1 Al' Al’l’;. ~ A 2 AZ'AZ’IAZ
+F(Qﬂll§1)%_F(Qzlsz)%

o9, (Qza SAz* IAz)
oQ

10 =M, (Q,8,.1,)- M, (Q,.8,.1).

dz)

10 =(Q, +A)] (gol(le )- ¢1(Q1+ZS |)) (
I )v

(& +A)[ (0 8ol ) -0 (o 2.8,
) :(Ql+A)I§(®l((§l,§1,ll)—®l(g+z,Sl,Il))v(dz)
_(QZ+A)J:(®2(QZ,§2,fZ)—®2(QZ+z,SA2,IA2))v(dz).

We analyze the convergence of each term below.

For 1Y, we proceed as

+2p(Q-Q.) +260(Q-Q)Q +260(0. Q)
1 A A A A A A
A{r(0.8) (0.8 -8) L (F0.8)-F(.5)(55)
Z_f(SAl)""f(SAz)"'%p(QAl_QAz)
26p(%~Q)0 +2p(: ).+ (F(%5)-F(Q..8.))(5.-5.)
owing to the nondecreasing nature of F . Owing to the Lipschitz continuity of F, we obtain
I(l)22x2ﬂp((§—9)é as ¢ —>+0.

For 1® we have

(74)

(75)

(76)

("

(78)

(79



Wi @ =WMq>1((jl,SA1,IA1)—WMCD2(QZ,S:Z,E)
=,(Q,8,0)-,(Q, 5,11

CD(Q§ f—l) (ZsﬁgL)

- ominAo,(Qmin{S, +7.5)i)+o+C(n)| (i=1) (80)
(Dz(QzaS I —l) (ZSfZSL)

i, fou(@umins n8)i)rorcon] (i

Because I;=I;, if ZsﬂsL,then

Wi @ =WM®1((51:§1:|A1)_WM(D2 (Qz,§2,f2)

0,(6,5,0) 0, (0,5, ) -0, (0,8, 1)+ 0,(0,.5,.1, 1) D
By the maximizing property of =, ,, we have
@,(QuSl) =, (08, 1 )5 |(8. ) +(Q -G, - (& +02)
==, (Ql§ 1,,0,.S,, f)
>2, (08,1 -10,,8,.[,-1) ®2
=0, (Qu81 1) (Qu Sl 1) (S-S +(Q-0.) (0 + )
and thus
@1(Ql,§l,|“1)—q>2((32,§2,f2)—q>1((51,§1,|1—1)+q>2((§2,§2,f2—1)20. (83)

By (81) and (83), we obtain 1¥ >0 for £ 3>0.

A minimizer of M, is denoted as (I(i),n“))eQLxQS (i=12).1f I( I) 1, then
Wi =, (Q,,8,1)- @, (Q,,S, 1)

—(Iﬂgmn { (Q1 mln{S +17, S} )+0+C( )}

i, @2 (Qumin{S, +1.8}, i)+ 0 )]
=0, (Q,,8,1)-@,(Q,,$, 1)

{ (Qz mln{S +7%? } 12 )+C( <2))}—{d)l((jl,min{§1+77(1),S_},I(1))+C(77“))}
<,(Q,,8,1)-,(Q,.$,.1)
+{®2((§2,min{§2+77(1),S_},I(1))+C(77(1))}—{CDl(Ql,min{él+77(1),S_},I(1))+C<77(1))}

= 0,(Q8,1) -0, (G0, 5u1) + 0, (Quumin S, + 1, 5119 )0, (G min 8, 9,51

. (84)

Again, by the maximizing property of =, ,, we have



(G802 (08 )5 {(8 -8 +(@-Q f-a(er )
(680G

>E, ( 3 min {8, +7%,§1,19,Q,,min{$, + " §},|<1>) (85)

Q. min{$, +7" ,s},|<1>)—q> (Q2 min 8, +n(1>,s"},|<l>)

infs%5)-minf, 97,8 (00 |-#(&r 1)

and thus

CD1<QA1!SA11|A1)_(D2 (QszSAz!IAz)+q)z((§2,min{SAz +77(1),S_} |(1) (Q1 mm{S +77 S_} |(1))

) ) . (86)
2—i(min{SAﬁn(”,S_}—min{SAZ+77(1),S_}) +i(§l—§2)
An elementary calculation shows
‘min{§1+77(1),§}—min{§2+77(1),§}S ) (§2+n(1))= ) (87)
Then, (86) gives
®1(Ql,§l,ﬂ)—®2(Qz,éz,f2)+<b2((§2,min{§2+77(1),§},I(l))—®1(él,min{§1+77(1),S_},I(1))
z-i(s}-s})ﬁi(s}-s})z . (89)
>0
We again obtain 1? >0 for & 5>0.
For 1, we proceed as
192 (Q,+A) j(zi @1_@)2%@5_%(@1“_@2)2_ﬂ(qﬂ)zjv(dz)
(@A) [ Q) 0+ (@20 (G Juten)
:(Q1+A)jj( 8(2Q1 2Q, +2)(-2)+ B} ,B(Ql+z)] (dz)
_(QZ+A)L"‘[i(2QZ 2Q1+z)z+ﬂ(Q2+z) —ﬁQfJ (dz) , (89)
:—ﬂ(QAl+A)J‘j((Q1+Z) Ql) B(Q,+A) (Q2+z - )
+(Ql+A).|.:i(2Q2—2@1—z)zv(dz)—(Q2+A)j0Z(2Q2—2Q1+z)zv(dz)

— 33 (Qu ) 3 ([ v -2, -a) ;;zvmz)_(@wﬁ J, 2v(a)

I(3)=—[M+AJ%jjzzv(dz)—(Qz_Ql) j zv(dz) ZZZZI;,(QMA)(?},B@” (J‘Oézzfjv(dz))- (90)

& m=1 j



Choose parameterization & = 5( ) g” with y>(1—a)’l.Then, on the last term of (90), we obtain
2—-

i 2-j-a .
—j 22 v(d j I g @ 0 T @ et 005 5540 (1)
0z 2-j-a ¢ 2-j-«a

because j=0or1.By (71), we obtain
1 50 as £-—>+0 foreach S>0. (92)
For 1 for z>0 we have
A A A A A A 1 A A \2 A A \2 A A
<D1(Q1,Sl,ll)—CD2(QZ,SZ,IZ)—Z—E{(SI—SZ) +(8,-9,) }_ﬁ(Qf+Qg)

2,,(0.5.0,0,8,.0)

> (Q1+ZS i,0,+12.S,, |) , (93)
:cbl(Q1+z,Sl,I1)—CI)2(Q2+z,82,f2)—i{(§1—§2)2+((§1+z—((§2+z))2}
—ﬂ{(@1+z)2+((§2+z)2}

and thus

(Dl (leélvll)_q)z (Qz’éz’rz)_q)l((jl+Z!SA11IA1)+¢)2 (Qz +Zl§21fz)

- 5[0 (6 +2) (@ —(0, ) "
Hence, we can proceed as follows:
G- (Q A (@(Q85)- (Q1+ZS ))v(ce)
(G + A (@2 (@82l ) -, (O, + 2.8, ) v ()
~(Q-Q:) [ (@:(QuS, |) (Q1+z Sk ))v(ce)
HQ+ A (@4 (QuS,f) - (Q1+z Suk))v(de) (95)
(@ + A (@2 (@8l )~ (Q, +2,8,01 ) v ()
(-] (0 4008, o
(@A) A0 -G +{0 )
By the Holder continuity of @, with @>a and (69), the first term is evaluated as
(6-6,)[ (o, (Ql,Sl,Il)—d)l(Ql+z,Sl,I1))v(dz)‘ <[6,-G,[c [ 2'v(dz) o 06

s‘(ﬁl —QZ‘C(‘”J': 2°v(dz) - 0

On the last integral of (95), we have



—(QZ + A)J?ﬂ((Ql + z)2 -Q? +(QA2 + 2)2 —sz)v(dz)
- —2,6((3 + A)J?((Q + z)2 —Qz)v(dz)
(m=12)as &—+0. 7N
= —Zﬂ(Q + A)(ZQAJ: zv(dz)+ j: zzv(dz))
=—B(Q+A)(4QM, +2M, )
Now, we use (79) and (97). By p—M, >0, we obtain
p{4pQ" -4pQQ~(Q-+ A)(4QM, +2M, )|
=25{2pQ" ~2pQQ -(Q+ A)(2QM, + M, )}
>24{2(p-M,)Q" ~2pQQ ~M,Q - A(20M, +M, )}, (98)
> p{-2pQQ-M,Q - A(20M, + M, )}
—>0a g—->+0
where we use (71) in the last line. Combining (79) and (95)—(98) yields
19 4+1¥ >0 as £—>+0 andthen B—+0. (99)
Now, we consider the limit of (73). The calculation above shows that each 1 >0 by letting
g—>+0 and then S—>+0 with S=¢ ( y>(1-a)" ). Under this limit, we obtain
19 41®@ 410 419 >0, and hence H,—H, <0 by (73), which is the desired result.
For an uncertainty-averse case (y >0), (76) and (77) are replaced with

@ Ql; Ajd{l_e“’(%(Q'él'ﬁ)@(Q‘”’é“rl))}v(dz)— Qz + Aj‘s{l_eV(Wz(@zﬁzm¢Z(QZ*Z'§2'f2))}V(dZ) , (100)
0 y/ 0

o _ Ql; all {1‘ew(%(él,s;,ﬁ)%(éﬁz,s‘uﬁ))}v(dz)_ Qz; Al {1‘e”(Q’Z(@Z'§Z"5)¢z<@2*z'§2"5))}v(dz) . (101

The convergence of this 1® as & —+0 is concluded as follows: First, we have
o _ QA fé{l_e‘”[zls(zqz@”)“ﬂ@zﬁ ) }V(dz)

',[/ 0
(102)

Q,+A s —w[ig(ZQ'z—2©1+z)z—ﬂé%+ﬂ(éz+z)z) .
_ZTIO {1—e 2 v(dz)
By choosing §=35(&)=¢" with y> max{Z‘l,(l—a)fl} ,for 0<z<s we have

‘QAl _éz

2y-1
P 87 50 (103)

Ql _Qz

<

1

‘2—18(2(31 - 2@2 + z)z

(2—16(2@2 —2(51 +z)zj

A 2 ~
as & —+0. Furthermore, for 0<z<5(¢), we have (Qm +z) -Q,” >0 &—+0. The integrands of




(102) are uniformly bound for §=5(¢)=¢" andasmall &,and hence lim I ®>0,

£—>+0

on 1 we first have

|(4) _ Ql + AJ‘:’ {1_e"l’(d’l(élx§1v|1)‘d’1((51+zv§1~|1))}v(dz)_ Qz + AJ': {1_e—W(‘I’z(Qzv§2xf2)—¢z(éz+zv§z~|;)) V(dZ)

V4 4
_ Qll/—/Q2 J‘:{1_e—l//((bl(él,§1v|1)—d>1((§1+z,§1v|1))}v(dz) . (104)

By (94), we obtain
_W{q)z(ézv§2’r2)_q)z(éz+Zv§2’r)}
. . Y (105)
2_‘/’{‘1’1(@1151’{1)_@1(1*'2’ 1’I )}_ﬂW((Ql+Z) _le)_ﬂ‘//((Qz"'z) _sz)
and thus
QZ+A £
Qrh
QZ+A ®
ZTL

{ev(d’z(éz-ézfz)¢2(QZ*Z'§Z’f2)) —evl(d}l(q’élvrl)LDI(QI%S}VG))}V(dZ)

{eW{ml(q,s;,rl)ml(qﬂ,s;,h)} (6152 -6 +(Gref 02 _ey/(q)l((jl,s’l‘l"l)ml(él+z,§1,ﬂ))}v(dz). (106)

QA Jmo OCERRNCREN) {1_ e—wp((@m)z,@z+(@2+z)z,@22] }v(dz)
(// o

Based on the boundedness assumption of @, , we obtain

5

) r o (@S (@ 1) {1_ e‘“”’f((él+z)2'élz+(@”)2_622] }v(dz)
(107)

5 pe ~up(Quvz) - Q2 +(Q ) Q2
z—eM”L {1—9 ! (( ) -0(e) )}v(dz)
with a constant C? >0. Because of 1—e ™" < wpu for u >0, we obtain the estimate

_eZ‘I/C(Z) QZ + AJﬂjo{l—e_W[f((q+Z)z_élz+(Qz+Z)2_szj}v(dz)
l// o

2 A . . .
> g% Q2+ J z//ﬁ((Q1+z) Q12+(Q2+Z)2—Q22)V(d2) as £—>+0. (108)
174
5 —2eve” ﬁ(Q+A)J ((Q+z) —Qz)v(dz)
By po—M, >0, (98), and the boundedness assumption, there is a sufficiently small y >0 such that

p— e’ M, >0. For such a small y , we obtain (99) if the remaining term in (104) is non-negative

under the same limit. We show this in what follows. The Hélder continuity and boundedness of @, give



‘Ql _Qz
74

N e R v

- [ e ~1v(aa). (109)

We assume (if necessary) a smaller  with (//C(O)<b . For a small z>0 , we have

{e“’cw —1}v(dz) ~2%*e™™dz , implying its integrability near z=0 by #>c« .Foralarge z,wehave

0),0 —(bz—yc®7?
{e"’c( E —l}v(dz) ~az’ e (b-ve )dz , suggesting far-field integrability. We then conclude that the right-
most term of (109) is bounded, and by (69) obtain

%J‘:{l—EXp(_V/(@l (Ql’éllfl)_q)l (Ql +Z'SA1'IA1)))}V(dZ) —0 a £—>+0 (110)

foreach >0.

Using (104), (108), and (110), we obtain H, —H, <0 as in the uncertainty-neutral case.

A.3 Proof of Proposition 3

. We then obtain

Firstly, consider the uncertainty-neutral case (y — +0). Set (io, Jos IO) =argmax®; ;
il

Zon @i =0, [@]-h+f (Sjo ) <O, . [(Dioyjo,,o }— h+ f (Sjo ) (111)

where ©.

io. Jolo

(@, 0] 15 ©,,, [®] whoseargumentsareall @, , . Hence, it holds that

e f(8,)22, 0Py =0, [ @ 2 (112)

and we obtain h< f (S )+0W’1 < f(0)+0oW ™. The other bound follows by a similar argument. For the

Io
uncertainty-averse case (y >0), the same bounds hold true because J,;,, in (37) is increasing with
respectto @, -®;,;, and @, —®,,;,,anditvanishesifall @, and @ _, , arereplaced by

D

ijle
A.4 Proof of Proposition 4

First, we introduce several notations used in the proof. Based on the construction, the scheme is degenerate

elliptic for {(Di,j,l} (Definition 2 of Oberman [83]) because (38) is rewritten as

h—f(S;)+5;;, @5, -0, [@]+A;, [@]= X 4

=g L, L L g
(i), .

(@, — D50 )+h=F(S;)=0. (113)

Here, each §;,; ;R —>R is non-decreasing, and for each i, j,I at least one 3

L i 1S strictly

increasing with 3

| i >0, where the dot ““«” means the derivative. We say that the vertices (iy, jo. ;)

and (i, j.,l,) are connected if we have a path such that



(io’ jo’ Io) = (io,ov j0,0’ Io,o)_> (io,1v jO,l’ I0,1) > (io,M ) jo,M ’IO,M ) = (i1' jl'll) (114)

with some sequence {(io jomilon)f ., ., and MeN such that 9 >0

‘m71'j0,m71'|0,m71'i0,m'jO‘m yIO,m (.)
(m=0,12,..,M).

We assume that the statement of the proposition is false. Then, there is one (i, jo.l,) with

=max{®, ; -, }>0, suchthat &, —@ >V, ¥

il i, Jolo

i0,do o _lPiO,jO,IO i for all (I,j,|) and

W, .., forsome (iy, j,,1)(# (iy, jo.ly)) - Under this assumption, there is a path

A T S

connecting (i, jo.l,) and (i, j,,l,) having the form (114). Furthermore, there is one 0<m<M -1

with

(I)iO,rﬁij‘rT\VIO,rﬁ - iD‘rT\+1lj0,rT|+1l|0,rﬁ+1 iO,rﬁij‘rT\’IO,rﬁ - iO,rﬁ+1vj0‘rﬁ+1v|0‘rﬁ+1 ' (115)
If such an m does not exist, then for all 0<m<M-1 , we obtain
D ionton ™ Pinsiomatoms = Fiomiombon ~ Fiomariomadns - SUMMING up this inequality forall 0<m<M -1

leads to a contradiction D i —P Wi Using (115), we obtain the strict inequality

., <Y . -
ik _\P'OxJOvlo

o,m+ Jo.mlo,m o+ Jo,mea -l mia ( io,m+ Jo,mlo,m io,ms1+ Jo,msa +Jo,met )

(116)
>3

To.m s Jom +Jo.m vome1 s Jo,man lo,met ( fo.m Jom +lo.m To.me1s Jo,me1Jomat )

f (Si)_ﬁ: Z '9i,j,l,i’,j’,l’(q)i,j,l _(Di'yi'v")> Z ‘9i,j,|,i',j',|’(lPi,j,l _\Pi'vi'J'): f (SJ)_h (117)
(i )=(i,0.0) (@)=, 0.0)

at (i, j,1)=(iom: Jom:lom) » Which is a contradiction to h>h . Therefore, {® }<{¥,} in

component-wise. The second statement follows immediately by exchanging the role of {@, |/}, {¥, ;,}.

Remark 8 For each Ie{O,l,Z,...,E},the existence of paths connecting two arbitrary verticesinthe i and
j directions follows from (28), (30), and (36). The small assumption of L much avoid
max L'(Q.S;)<L . In addition, S needs to avoid n?%x{r]*(Qi,Sj)+Sj}<S_. Figure 10 shows a

typical connection among the vertices.



Figure 10. A connection among the vertices for (Nq, NS,E):(5,5,2). Each red edge represents the

connection between its boundary vertices, and the others are colored grey. The connections among the

verticesof 1=1 and |1=2 are all omitted except for one for illustration purposes. The grey edges for a

small Q aredueto F=0 by Q<Q.

Appendix B

The process (q)t )20 such that q?t <¢ <b withasmall ¢ >0 satisfies (7) and (8). For (7), we have
E, [ [0 (0(2)-1-g, (z))duv(dz)ds}
<E, UOT Q.+ A)J‘:(exp(ﬁz)—1—$z)v(dz)ds} . (118)
=E, UOT (Q,_+ A)ds“:(exp(q?z)—1—$z)v(dz)
< 400

For (8), we have
Ep[exp{ NN ”A(l—qﬁs(z)+¢s(z)ln¢s(z))duv(dz)ds}]
-5, | exp{ [ (1-exp(#2) + Fzexp(§2) v(e2)], (@, + A)as| |
~E, [exp{CjoT (Q. +A) ds}}

<exp(CAT)E, UOT exp(CQ,_) ds}

(119)

with C zj:(l—exp(q?z)+$z exp(az))v(dz) €(0,0) . This C becomes arbitrarily small when
choosing a small 0<¢ <b . We then apply Theorem 2.16(ii), Lemma 5.3, Lemma 6.5, and Proposition

11.2 of Duffie et al. [100] to (Qt )tZo and obtain that the last expectation of (119) is bounded because

I:(exp(gz)—l)v(dz) (the non-affine part of the characteristics) is analytic for all complex variables

$eU with a neighborhood U of the origin in a complex plane, such that all elements of U have real

parts smaller than b .

Appendix C



We derive the autocorrelation function of (Q, ) , for a stationary state. The autocorrelation w(5) for

t>i

thelag §>0 is defined as
_ E[(Qt _E[Qt])(Qns _E[Qt]>:| _ E[Q’[QH.(S _,Uz]

o(5) = —Lus (120)
E[(Qt _E[Qt])(Qt _E[Qt])] E[Q‘ —H }
with the stationary mean 1 =E[Q]=(p- Ml)fl (AM1 + p(_}) .By (1), Ito’s formula gives
d(QtQH(Y):Qtp(Q_Qt+§)d5+QtAZt+5’ (121)

where AZ, formally represents the jump generated by N at t. The jump at t+& is generated by the
kernel Qiers)- paz " ¥edz | suggesting that

E[QAZ,,]= E[Ql (A+Q., )I:zli ze‘bzdz}dé =M, (E[QQ..,]+AE[Q])ds . (122)
We then obtain

%E[QQM] =-pE[QQ, ]+ PQE[Q]+ME[QQ., |+ AME[Q ]
= —(,0— MI)E[QIQI+§]+(/)9 + AMl)E[Q[]

; (123)

%E[QtQms _ﬂz] = _(p_ M1)E[Q1Qt+5]+(p_M1):u';u = _(p_ Ml)E[QtQH& _xu2] , (124
and hence

d%a)(ﬁ)z—(p—Ml)a)(é) with @(0)=1 or equivalently a)(é')zef(p’Ml)‘s. (125)

Appendix D
We formally derive the moments m, (t)=E[Q/ | (neN):By (1), for neN, It6’s formula yields

d(Q")= th“-lp(g—Qt)dH(QF +AZ,) Q" = (anQt”‘l —an:)dt +"ZI(EJQ5 (AZ,)™. (126)
k=0

By taking the expectation of (126) with

B[Q! (a2,)"" |- E[QI (A+Q)[ zia Z”'ke‘bzdz}dt =M, , (M., +Am, )dt, (127)
we obtain
dm n-1 n
dtn =npQm,_, —npm, +>" ) M, (M, +Am,). (128)
k=0

By po—M, >0, we recursively obtain a stationary m, (n=12.3,..) from (128) by omitting the

temporal differential term.
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