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Abstract

In this paper, we present a simple microeconomic model Witk continuous-
time dynamics that describes a production-inventory systgh debt repayment.
This model is formulated in terms of optimal control and ixa& solutions are
derived by prudent application of the maximum principle endifferent sets of
initial conditions (scenarios). For a potentially profiebmall firm, we also pro-
pose some alternative short-term control strategies tieguh a positive final
profit and prove their optimality. Practical implementatiof such strategies is
also discussed.
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1. Introduction

In macro- and microeconomics, the continuous-time modeislving ordi-
nary diferential equations naturally serve as a basis for undelistathe behav-
ior of economic systems where the dynamic aspects play aortang role.

Mathematical models of microeconomic can help to explaicnmaconomic
phenomena and to improve the management of a particulangtiod unit (plant,
firm, family business, etc.). Among them, the major focus esn placed on

production-inventory systemsensisting of a manufacturing plant and a warehouse
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to store the finished goods which are produced but not imrteddisold. Usually,
the production rate is treated as a control variable whigepgarpose of control
consists in meeting the existent level of product demankeatrtarket or in maxi-
mizing the net profit of the production unit.

Traditional approach to solving the production-inventprgblem in terms of
optimal control is lucidly described in/[1] while a state-atft review [2] identifies
the major researchfierts for applying control theoretic methods to production-
inventory systems. During the last decade, various schblave made essential
contributions to this field. Among them it is worth to mentithre control the-
ory applications to the models with stock-dependent denrated[3] and with
inventory-level-dependent demand rate [4, 5]. Other sirefresearch has been
focused on optimization of inventory systems with prodwetedoration (see, e.g.,
[6,7,18]), systems with back-orders and lost sales [9, 1@}itrout them |[11].

However, all previously mentioned works do not considerlieily the dy-
namics of the firm’s debts acquired during the productiongaeor prior to its
commencement (overdue payables).

On the other hand, V. Tokarev [12,/13] had proposed a micr@aoic model
of short-term crediting and debt repayment for a small firnexetthe rate of debt
repayment has been treated as a control variable. This ndoésl not consider
inventory stock variation and mainly concentrates on theadyic of production
funds (firm’s basic assets) and current debts. The purposentfol consists in
maximizing the final value of the firm’s production funds ahd bptimal control
has abang-bangstructure naturally dependent on the loan’s interest iddanely,
for low-interest banking rates it is more profitable to inva$savailable cash into
production at the beginning of the period (in order to geteeraore profit) and
then to repay the debts by the end of the period. For highidatdanking rates
a reverse strategy is optimal: first comes the debt repayarehthen the invest-
ment, since in this case the debts grow faster than the méayassible profit
obtained from production. The same model was further deeelan [14] un-
der additional condition that all pending debts must be pé#ithy the end of the
period.

In this paper, we propose a simple microeconomic model wigar continuous-
time dynamics that explicitly includes the variation of @nt debt of a firm.
Our model combines the traditional features of productientory systems with
Tokarev’s approach and has three constrained state esitdether with three
bounded control variables. The model is premeditated faliig with short-term
planning of aprofitablefirm (such as small or family business) @onomically
stablemarket environment and may provide some guidelines folodearishort-
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term planning (weekly, monthly, etc.).

Linear structure of the model allows to apply the Pontryagmaximum prin-
ciple as anecessary and glicientcondition of optimality. However, the applica-
tion of the maximum principle for problems with mixed-typenstraints can be
rather challenging (see, e.g. [15/ 16, 17]). Sometimesetiseno other way than
to “guess” a possibly optimal control strategy and then sthe maximum princi-
ple for proving its optimality. For such “guesses”, we havstjused a “common-
sense” control strategies derived from the economic cositEixhe problem. We
have deliberately kept this model simple in order to obt&mnalytical solutions
under diferent scenarios and to propose some viable alternativdseftar man-
agement in economically stable environment.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 provides theetmebcription
and formulates the maximum principle for optimal contralgems with mixed-
type constraints. Sectidh 3 presents three basic scemdrios firm management
for different sets of initial conditions. In Sectibh 4 we discuss satternative
strategies of the firm’s management and justify their oplitjmas well as practi-
cal implementation within the frameworks of the model. 88df contains the
conclusion and briefly indicates the perspectives of futesearch.

2. Model description and preliminaries

In economically stable market environment, the accumutadif arrears by a
small firm (family business, for example) clearly indicatiee ingficiency of its
short-term planning. Therefore, financial manager or eglfployed entrepreneur
should try to avoid the accumulation of unpaid debts whikkegg to maximize
the firms’ cumulative profit.

To examine this situation we propose to use a simple dynarmdehof a firm
producing a single good which operates under market dnd has a viable
(deterministic) estimation for its product demand at thekeg Such model can
be posed in terms of optimal control as follows:

J(u,v,w) = N(T) — D(T) —» max Q)
subject to
N() = pw(t) - v(t) - Z(u).  N(0) = No, (2a)

lUnder market stability, the inflation index for short-tererjpds is considered to be deprecia-
ble. Therefore, we omit the intertemporal discount faataihie model setting.
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D(t) = rD(t) + Au(t) — v(t), D(0) = Dy, (2b)

S(t) = u(t) - w(t) — aS(t), S(0) = So, (2¢)

under state constraints

N({) >0, D()>0, 0<S(t)<Smax t€[0,T] 3)

and control constraints

O<ult) <Unax 0=V <Vmax O0<W({)<Wnax t€][0,T]. (4)

The quantities used in(1)1(4) are defines as

ut) —
v(t) —
w(t) —

N() -
D(t) -

S(t) —

Z(u) —

p>0 -
r-0 —
A>0 -
a>0 —

production rate (control variable) with maximum gros$pout

given byunmax > 0 (constant);

rate of the debt repayment (control variable) with maximu
repayment capacity given by,ax > 0 (constant);

rate of sales (control variable) with maximum volume ofn@ad
given bywnax > 0 (constant);

cumulative net profit of the firm by timig(state variable);

amount of overdue payables (debts) of the firm at tirffstate
variable);

volume of finished goods inventory at tihéstate variable) with
maximum storage capacity given By,,« > 0 (constant);

cost function, which includes other expenditures naiteal to the
purchase of raw materials ( such as wages, social secustyg,dease
payments, etc.). For simplicity sake, we supposeifat = Ku + B
whereK, B > 0 are given constants;

output (retail) price index (constant);

rate of overdue debt accumulation (constant);

average cost for the purchase of raw materials (constant)
outflow rate of finished goods inventory (constant) theluides sales
and stock loss during storage.

Here the maximum rate of the debt repaymepy, is supposed to be fiiciently
large while the maximum volume of demang,,x does not naturally exceed the
maximum level of production capacity,ay that iS,Wmax < Umax. It should be
noted tha#Z(u) = Ku + B is chosen agffinelinear function in order to emphasize
that even fou = 0, these indirect costs will not be zero.

Criterion [1) expresses the maximization of the cumulatieeprofitN(t) and
minimization of overdue debtS(t) by final timeT. Here we do not impose the
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condition oftotal debt repayment by the final time (that B(T) = 0 as in [14])
and merely try to minimize the debt that may remain positive.

Equation[(2h) describes the net profit accumulation: tetamuepw(t) minus
the debt repaymentt) and other costg(u). Equation[(Zb) provides the dynamics
of accumulated arrears: the debt increases due to theshtater and purchase
of raw materialsAu(t) and decreases with repaymentt). Equation [(Zc) de-
scribes changes in finished goods inventory: the stock asewith production
and decreases with sales and losses during storage.

By introducing formal notatioiX (t) = (N(t), D(t), S(t))", U(t) = (u(t), v(t), w(t))’
and¥ = (Y1, ¥, ¥3) (vector of adjoint variables associated with state vaeabl
N(t), D(t), andS(t), respectively), the Hamiltonian of the optimal contrabplem
(@—(4) is linear inU and separable with respect(iqt), v(t), w(t)):

HMW,X,U) =y [pw—Vv—-Ku—-B]+¢2[rD + Au-V] + ¥3[u—w—aS]
= [-Ky1 + Ao + 3] U= [Y1 + Y] V+ [pY1 — 3] W= By + rDyz — aSys,

where the factors to the control components are the swidiinctions:

Ou=—-Ky1+ Ao+ 3, Oy=—Y1 -2, Oy=PY1— s (5)

Note that the switching vect® = (6., 6, 6,,) only depends on the adjoint vector
¥ (whose components are also called “shadow prices” in ecas)nBy assign-
ing a vector of Lagrange multipliess = (A4, A2, A3, 44)” to four state constraints
@), we can define the Lagrangian for our problem as

L, X,U,A) =H (¥, X,U) + 14N + 2,D + 23S + 24 [S — Say (6)

For our linear control probleni(1)4(4), the maximum prieiperves aseces-
sary and sgficient conditionfor optimality and can be rigorously justified using
direct adjoining approaclidescribed, e.g., in[15, 16,/17]. Therefore, a piecewise
continuous (obang-bang control U*(t) = (u*, v*(t), w*(t))" defined by switching
functions [[(5) that maximizes the Hamiltonian almost in alints of [Q T] is opti-

mal in (1)—{4) if and only if there exist an absolutely contius costate trajectory
¥ : [0, T] — RS2 of the adjoint system

Jn = -5 = -h, vl =pm+1
Jalt) = -5 = ) - o). vaT) =pr - L ©

Jalt) = -5 = ays) A0 + a0, YT) = s~
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as well as a piecewise continuous vector function of mudiiplA : [0, T] — R4,
and a nonzero vectqr = (u1, uo, 43, i4)’ such that the following conditions of
complementary slackneage satisfied:

A (ON() =0 #aN(T) =0

(D) =0 #2D(T) = 0 A,ftlzoo (8)
A()S(t) = 0 uSM=0 %53,

A [S(t) = Sma) =0 4[S(T) = Smad =0

This classical result will be very essential for further igasof optimal control
strategiedJ* = (u*,v",w*)" under which the objective functionadll (1) attains its
maximum value.

3. Optimal functioning of a profitable firm: case studies.

Optimal functioning of a firm significantly depends on whethe external
demand for its products ensures a positive profit. In mattieaddormalization
(see, e.q..[18]), a firm is profitable if the following ineqgitxaholds:

pw(t) > Z(u) + Au(t), 9)

that is, if its sales profit fully covers all underlying expess (such as purchase
of raw materials, equipment, and other indirect costs). e@tise, the firm is
unprofitable.

Generally speaking, optimal management strategies vatl depend on the
initial values of state variables, such as presence or absdmnitial profits, debts,
and finished goods inventory. Therefore, it is interestnogtfthe economic point
of view to revise three basic scenarios and obtain optimalegies satisfying the
maximum principle. In the subsequent case-studies theitbamd@) will be in
force.

3.1. Scenario 1: absence of initial debt, presence of stotk-aD

Suppose that at initial time= 0 the firm has no arrears and possesses some
stock of finished goods and cash resources, that is,

N©)=No >0, D(0)=Dg=0, S(0)=So>D0.

In this case, it will be profitable for the firm to start the puation at the moment
ts € (0,T) by which the whole existing stock of finished goods is soliyst
generating no new debt befake The production is then started at the montent

6



with maximum volume of demand,.x in order to avoid overproduction. Then
the production costs of the firm at any given titne[ts, T] will be AWnax < Vinax
(sincevmax is rather large). Therefore, we anticipate that optimalimwill be
of the form:

£ _ 0, te]0,ts) B 0, te[0,ts) B
t { Wnee telts, Tl _{ AW, te[ts,T] » W = Wmax (10)

Under this strategy, no arrears will arise (thatigt) = 0,t € [0, T]), because
the firm is able to pay its debts on time, while interest payisien the debt are
economically unprofitable. In order to prove the optimabfy(1d) and find a
pointts € (O, T), we must determine Lagrange multiplietgt) > 0 andy; >
0,i = 1,2, 3,4 that satisfy the complementary slackness conditidns (8):

N(t) >0 implies A1(t) =0, u; =0;

D(t) =0 implies Ay(t) >0, u, > 0;

>0, te[0,ts) . . =0, te[0,ts) :
S(t){ 0, te[ts,T] implies /13(t){ >0, tefts,T] ° uz > 0;

S(t) < Smax  implies A4(t) =0, uys = 0.

The underlying adjoint systernl(7) can be written as

lﬁl(t) = 1,
Yot) = —ryna(t) — 2(1), Yao(T) = po = 1, (1)
: ara(t), te[0,ts) _
¥t {awmﬂM&temJ]’ #o(T) = s
and the switching function§l(5) must satisfy the conditions
0, te]0,t5),
) =mual) +uatt) -k { Sg 1SR 12

_ < O, te [O,ts), _
a0 =-ve-1{ S0 10D aw=p-u>0

According to [(12), fott € [ts, T] itis fulfilled that

Ala(t) +us(t) —K =0, yot) =-1

and in view of [11) we havg,(t) = r > 0, u, = 0. On the other hand, using (t) =
1,y5(t) = -1 in (12) it is obtained thats(t) = A + K, t € [ts, T]. By substituting
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this expression in the last equation[ofi(11) it becomes thedns(t) = a(A+K) >
Ofort e [ts, T] andusz = A+ K > 0. Thus, we have found a set of multipliers
Ai(t) >0, > 0,1 = 1,2, 3,4 that satisfy the complementary slackness conditions

@):

0, te[0,t
L =0, L) =r )= { ALK, te {ts % . L) =0
=0,  u =0, uz = A+K, ua = 0.

The latter proves the optimality of contr@l (10). In orderfiimd the switching
pointts € (0, T), let us consider the ODE syste (2) under optimal confrdl (10)
within the interval € [0, ts):

N(t) = PWmax— B, N(0) = No > 0,
D(t) = rD(t), D(0) = 0,
S(t) = —aS(t) = Wmax S(0) = Sp > 0.

whose solution is given by

S
N(t) = No + (PWmax— B)t, D(t) =0, S(t) = %Wmax explat] - Wzax_

Apparently, the switching poirts must be auniqueroot of equationS(t) = 0
whereS(t) is given above, since this real function is strictly desieg. Therefore,
exactly by the moment

_ 1 QSO + Wmax

ts==In >0 (13)
a

Wmax

the firm’s stock of finished goods becomes empty.

Remark 1. In effect, if it occurs thats > T in (13), then optimal contro[{10)
simply becomes

u=0, Vv =0, W =Wna

and implies no production, only sales of existent stock atfiad goods until
final timeT. This situation may arise when the rate of outflow of finishedds
inventory« is very slow while initial stockSy is replete; in other words, when
So > WimaexplaT] — 1)/a.



To evaluate the objective functional (1) (whose value iglyadefined byN(T) in
this case) in optimal contrd[(10), we should find the solitibthe corresponding
ODE system[(R) within the intervale [ts, T] :

N(t) = (p -A- K)Wmax_ B, N(tS) = No + (meax_ B)ts,

D(t) = rD(), D(ts) = 0,
S(t) = —aS(t), S(ts) = 0.
Its solution is

N(t) = No + (PWmax— B)t + (A + K)Wnaxts —t), D({t)=0, S(t)=0
and yields
j(U*’ Vk’V\fk) = NO + (meax_ B)T + (A + K)Wmax(tS - T)' (14)

3.2. Scenario 2: presence of initial debt and stock atQ

Suppose that at initial time= 0 the firm has non-zero arrears and possesses
some stock of finished goods and cash resources, that is,

N©)=No >0, D(0)=Dg>0, S(0)=So>0.

In this case, it will be profitable for the firm to start immeidiy the debt re-
payment and avoid further accumulation of arrears. Therathn be done by
changing the second component of control strategy (10}thegin

. 0, te[0,ts) B Vmax t€[0,1tp) B
’ _{ Woas telts TV _{ At te[tp,T] W = Wnax (19)

Herets € (0, T) has the same meaning as before (th&b{) = 0) andtp € (0, T)
indicates the moment of full repayment of arrears (thaD{$p) = 0).

Lagrange multipliersi(t) > 0 andy; > 0,1 = 1,2, 3,4 must satisfy the com-
plementary slackness conditioqs$ (8):

N(t) >0 implies A1(t) =0, u; =0;

D(t){ Zg: :iat% implies /lz(t){

S(t){ Zg: i{?st% implies 43(0{

> te [O’ tD)

] tE[tD,T] ’/JZZO’

0
0

vl

, te[0,ts)

0 -0
0, te[ts, T] > 3=
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S(t) < Spax  implies A4(t) =0, uys = 0.

The underlying adjoint systernl(7) can be written as

Yat) = 1,

0 = U0, el D e

b0 = | o e M=k
and the switching function§l(5) must satisfy the conditions

) = Auat) +ua) -k | S0 LS

3 <0, te[0,tp), B
a0 =-ve-1{ S5 1R A =p-ua>0

By employing a technique similar to the one used in the amabfsScenarig_3J1
and considering two caseg; (> tp andts < tp), we can find a set of multipli-

ersi(t) > 0 andy; > 0,1 = 1,2, 3,4 that satisfy the complementary slackness
condition [8):
_ _ _J 0, te]O0,tp) [0 t e [0,ts)
ﬂl(t) - /14(1:) - O’ /12(1:) - { r, te [tD,T] s /13(t) - { a(A+ K), te [ts,T] 5
M1 = g =0, u2 =0, uz = A+K

The latter proves the optimality of contrél (15). Howevérisi not quite clear
which switching time ts or tp) will occur first. Common sense suggests that
smaller initial debtDy can be repaid faster. Therefore,Df is relatively small,
thentp < ts; otherwisetp > ts for relatively largeDy. Eventually, it may also
happen thaty = ts and there will only one switching point. The following propo
sition summarizes this idea and provides exact formulaedtmulation ofty and

ts in terms of problem entries, as well as their position witkpect to each other.

Proposition 1. The stock of finished goods becomes empty at the morent
given by [13) independently of initial debt amoudg > 0. The total debt re-
payment occurs at the momeptthat depends oDy in the following way:

(@) if Dy = Vmax(1—exp[-rts]) /r thentp = ts and there is only one switching
point;

(b) if Dg < Vmax(1 — exp[-rts]) /r thentp < ts and

1 Vmax
tp = - In| ————|; 16
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(c) if Dg > Vmax(1 — exp[-rts]) /r thentp > ts and
1 ( Vmax_ AWmax )

(17)

tp = - In
r Vimax — rD0 - AWmaXEXp[_rtS]

Formal proof of this proposition can be consulted in the Apje.

Remark 2. In effect, if it occurs thatp > T, then optimal control.(15) simply
becomes

m:{ 0, tel0,ts),

Winae € [tS, T] V= Vimax W= Wmax-

and implies constant debt repayment at maximum rate far al[O, T]. In this
case, initial debDy must be very largeDg > Vmax(1 — exp[-rT]) /r and, there-
fore, current debtB(t) will not be repayed by final tim&. Additionally, Remark
remains valid under this scenario as well.

Otherwise, iftp < T, thenD(T) = O regardless of position @f with respect tds
and the value of criterio{1) is solely defined by the cuniuatet profit at final
time T. The following proposition provide an explicit formula fevaluation of
the objective functional.

Proposition 2. Fortp < T and regardless of its position with respecttdpwe
have

J WV, W) = Ny + (AWnax — Vmaxto + KWmads + Wnadp — A - K)T — BT, (18)

wherets is given by [18) andp, is defined either by (16) or by (1L7) according to
Propositior 1.

The proof of this proposition is rather straightforward dsckey features a given
in the Appendix.

3.3. Scenario 3: presence of initial debt and absence dhirstock at t= 0

Suppose that at initial time= 0 the firm possess some cash resources and has
no stock of finished good along with non-zero arrears, that is

N©)=No >0, D(0)=Dg>0, S(0)=S=0.
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In this case, it will be profitable to start the production ieuffately and to payf®
the existing debts straightaway with maximum rate of repaytnTherefore, we
anticipate that optimal control will be of the form:

Vmax te [O, tD)

AWmax, t € [tD, T] s V\fk = Wmax- (19)

u = Wmax V= {
Heretp € (0, T) indicates the moment of full repayment of all debts (that is
D(tp) = 0).

Lagrange multipliersli(t) > 0 andw; > 0,1 = 1,2, 3,4 must satisfy the com-
plementary slackness condition$ (8):

N(t) >0 implies A1(t) =0, u; = 0;

>0, te[0,tp) ... =0, te[0,tp) .
D(t){ 0. te [ty T] implies /lz(t){ >0, teftp,T] * *2 > 0;

S(t) =0 implies A3(t) >0, uz > 0;
S(t) < Smax  implies A4(t) =0, uys = 0.

The underlying adjoint systernl(7) can be written as

Ya(t) = 1,
' _ | (), t€[0,tp) _
Ys(t) = ays(t) — As(t), ¥3(T) = ua,

and the switching function§l(5) must satisfy the conditions

Ou(t) = Aya(t) + y3(t) - K =0, 6u(t) = p - ¥s(t) > 0,
wo=-v:-1{ Zq (S

By mean of the same technique employed in previous casestwee have found
a set of multipliersi(t) > 0 andy; > 0,1 = 1,2, 3, 4 that satisfy the complemen-
tary slackness conditiohl(8):

_ _ 0, te [O, tD) _ _
ﬂl(t) - O’ /12(1:) - { r, te [tD, T] > /13(1:) - Q’(A + K)’ /14(1:) =0
u1 =0, u2 =0, uz=A+K, ua = 0.
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The latter proves the optimality of contrél (19). In orderfiod the switching
pointtp € (0, T), we integrate[(Zb) under optimal contrpl {19) and obtain

D(t) = Doexplt] + T (vmax— Avine) (1~ €XPt]),  te [0.t0)

wheretp indicate the exact moment wh@ftt) hits zero, that isD(tp) = 0. Thus,
1 Vmax - AWmax
to = =In . (20)
P r Vmax — rDO - AWmax
Naturally, for smaller initial debD this point will be closer to zero, and for larger
one it will be farther from zero.

Remark 3. Eventually, it may occur thap > T. In this case, the initial debt must
be substantially largeDg > (Vmax—AWmax)(L—exp[-rT]). Therefore, it will not be
totally paid dtf by final timeT even under constant debt repayment at maximum
rate:

u = Wmax V= Vimax W= Wmax-

Clearly, iftp < T, thenD(T) = 0 and the value of criterioi[(1) is solely defined by
the cumulative net profit at final time. Direct integration of[(2a) under optimal
control (19) over [Otp] U [tp, T] results in

JW, Vv, W) = No + (AWnax — Vmaxtp + Wmax(P — A— K)T — BT. (21)

Remark 4. Actually, Scenari@-3]3 can be treated as a special case n&806.2
whenS, = 0 and hencds = 0 > tp,S(t) = O for allt € [0, T]. In this case,
(@7) coincides with[(20) and (18) becomgs](21). On the othadhScenarib 3.1
cannotbe treated as a special case of Scenarib 3.2 by merely sgitin@. The
latter becomes obvious by settitygin (18) and comparing this result with (14).

In all three scenarios considered above, the optimal cbstiategies result in to-
tal absence of debts in the end of period, thad{3) = 0 (except the situation
when initial arreard, are extremely high, see RematftKks 2 and 3). On the other
hand, positive cumulative profit and, consequently, pagsitalue of the objective
functional 7 (u*, v*,w*) can only be guaranteed in Scendrigl 3.1 under the “prof-
itability condition” (9). Hfectively, second summand in (18) (as well adin (21))
will be negative ifvya«iS very large. The latter may result in negative overall profi
N(T) < 0 even under the conditioh](9).

Therefore, if there is an initial deld; > 0 and available casNy > 0 while
the firm’s capacity of debt repayment is almost unlimite@(il, Viax — ), one
should think about alternative control strategies in otdguarantee the positivity
of overall profit.
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4. Alternative control strategies and their optimality

Let us consider again the optimal control probléin [1)-(4demScenarid 312
when the firm has almost unlimited capacity of debt repaymiiathematically,
it means that,,,x — oo and also implies thap — 0. In other words, this passage
to the limit yields discontinuities in the state variabMg) andD(t) at the initial
pointt = 0:

tIim0 D(tp) =0 (by definition oftp)

115}

lim N(tp) =
tp—0 Vmax — o
tD -0 0
tp—0 Vinax — ©0
tD -0
1 1 In VmaxD
. V . V, —r
= Ng— lim Vpax: =N — = Ng- = lim —m—_~0
Vmax—©0 Vmax — rDO I Vmax—o0 1
Vmax
1 . I’D()V2
= Np-- lim max = Ny — Do.

r Vmax—o0 Vmax(VmaX - rDO)

In the above expressions we have used the fortp given by [16) (sincép < ts)

together with L'HOspital’s rule. By permitting such finjiemps in the initial states

of N(t) andD(t), we can now adjust the optimal control stratdgy (15) in a thay

its implementation will result in a positive value of the etijive functionall(lL).
From the above formula, it is clear that optimal solution thdepend on the

relationship betweem, and Dy; namely, there are two options to be revised:

No > Dg andNo < Do.

4.1. Total debt repayment at initial time:;g¥¢ Dg

Suppose that the firm is capable to settle all its debts at, @mzestill to have
a non-negative profitNy — Dy > 0) at the beginning of the period. Then it will
be profitable first to sell the existing stock of finished gqadishout starting the
production and, thus, not generating new arrears. Exactheanoments (when
the stock is cleared out, that iS(ts) = 0) the production is started at the rate
equal to the maximum volume of demamg,,,. In other words, we arrive to
Scenari@_3]1 with one fierence only: the initial cash resources are now given as
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No — Do > 0. It is easy to prove that control strategyl(10) will be ogtirand to
do so one should merely repeat all the deductions made ineStitns[3.1 with
No — Dg instead ofl\,.

Finally, the objective functional will have positive valuader optimal control

(10):
J W, v,wW) =Ng—Dg + (PWmax— B)T + (A + K)Wnax(ts — T) > 0
due to the profitability conditior {9).

4.2. Partial debt repayment at initial time:gN Dy

This case looks more challenging than the previous one. Timeddes not
have enough cash to settle all its debts right away. Thezeitspends all available
cashNp to repay a part of the initial delid,. Thus, the firms profit at = 0
becomes equal to zero, while its initial debt is reduce®de- Np > 0. If Sg > 0
then there should be no production up to the momgtitat marks a full clearance
of the finished goods stock. Froty the production at a rat@m,,x (maximum
volume of demand) is started. Meanwhile, all the profit atedi from sales is
spent on repayment of previous and new debts right up to tmeentip at which
all the debts are paidfly that is,D(tp) = 0. Note that new debts are generated
from the commencement of production, that is, fof ts. Thus, for allt > tp
the firm’s disbursements related to the production procebdecome equal to
Awnax IN consequence, we propose the following optimal control:

._J 0 te[0ts) . _ [PWma— Ku =B, te[0,tp) )
- _{Wma» telts, 71" ¥ _{ AU, tefty T]? W = Wmax (22)

that have more sophisticated structure sivicgepends also ou.
Lagrange multiplierslj(t) > 0 andy; > 0,i = 1, 2, 3,4 must satisfy the com-
plementary slackness conditioqs$ (8):

N(t){ 0. tel0.t) implies /ll(t){ =0, te[0.1o) 0;

>0, te[tp,T] 0, te[tp,T] *H7
>0, tel0,tp) =0, tel0,tp) :
D(t){ —0, te[tp.T] implies /lz(t){ >0, tefts,T] ’ 2> 0;
>0, te[0,ts) =0, te]0,ts) :
(t){ _ te [t T] implies ﬂg(t){ >0, tets,T] * H2 > 0;

15



S(t) < Spax  implies A4(t) =0, uys = 0.
The underlying adjoint systernl(7) can be written as

—/ll(t), te [0, tD)

l/’l(t) = O, te [tD’ T] s l/’l(T) = 1,
R ) te[0,tp) )

VA0 =\ ) - a0, tefo,m) + VAT ke L
. ays(t), t e [0,ts)

¢’3(t) = mﬁz(t) _ /lg(t), te [tS, -SI-] > 91’3(1—) = M3,

and the switching function§l(5) must satisfy the conditions

Bu(t) = Ky (t) + Aua(t) + wa(t) {j 8: E - Ft)s’,t% : @W(%(t:) ;@%@ ;;(05 Ny 8f

Here (as well as in Scenafio B.2) we have two switching pogdadtp; therefore,
the optimal solution will essentially depend on their piositwith respect to each
other. Consequently, one should revise two cases<(tp andts > tp) and
find only oneunderlying set of multipliersli(t), i, 1 = 1,2, 3,4 that satisfy the
complementary slackness conditiohs (8) in both cases. dtter Iresults in the
following set:

rexplr(tp —t)], tel0,tp) 0, te[0,tp)
4 :{ 0, ’ te [tD,'DI']’ (1) :{ r, te [tD,'DI']’

A5(0) = 0, t € [0,ts) A4(t) = 0,
3 a(A+K), te[ts, TI" m=pp=ps=0, ps=A+K

Existence of the above multipliers clearly proves the optity of control [22).
This case bears strong resemblance to the Scenalio 3.2lsa@reere two switch-
ing points s andtp) with the same meaningS(ts) = 0 andD(tp) = O, re-
spectively. Their position with respect to each other walturally depend on the
amount of initial debDy — Ny > 0. Eventually, it may also happen thagt= tg
and there will only one switching point. The following pragtion extends the
Propositiori L for this case and provides exact formulae dsutation ofty and
ts in terms of problem entries.

Proposition 3. The stock of finished goods becomes empty at the morent
given by [13) independently of initial debt amoudg — Ng > 0. The total debt
repayment occurs at the momégithat depends 0B — Ny in the following way:
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(@) if Dg — Ng = (pWmax — B) (1 — exp[-rts]) /r thentp = ts and there is only one
switching point;
(b) if Dg — No < (PWmax— B) (1 — exp[-rts]) /r thentp < ts and

tD:lln( PWhnax — B ); (23)

r PWmax — B- r(DO - NO)
(c) if Dg — Ng > (PWmax — B) (1 — exp[-rts]) /r thentp > ts and

i WP~ A~ K) - B
r PWmax — B = (Do — No) — (A + K)Wmaxexp[-rts] ’

tp = (24)

Formal proof of this proposition can be consulted in the Apje.

Remark 5. In effect, if it occurs thats > T in (13), then optimal contro[[(22)
simply becomes

PWmax— B, te€[0,tp)

0, teftp,T]> W = Wmax

u=0 V= {
and implies no production, only sales of existent stock a$fiad goods until final
time T together with debt repayment up to the momigntif tp < T) or up toT
(if tp > T).

Optimal control strategy (22) was designed as an altermati\{15%) in order to
guarantee the positivity gf * = J(u*, v, w*). The following proposition provides
a suficient condition under whiclyy* > 0 regardless of the position ¢ with
respect tdp andT.

Proposition 4. If the switching pointp calculated by eithef (23) or (24) satisfies
tp < T theng (u*, v:,w*) > 0 where (", v, w*) is given by [22). Namely,

[(Pp— A~ K) Winax— B] (T - tp), if O<ts<tp<T
j* = [(p—A— K) Wmax — B] (T —tD) + KWmax(tS —tD), if 0< tD < ts <T.
[(p = A) Winax — B] (T - tp), if O<tp<T<ts

In other words 7" > 0 due to the conditior (9).

The proof of this proposition is rather straightforward dsckey features a given
in the Appendix.
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Actually, optimal control policies for short-term planginbtained in the Sec-
tions[3 and ¥ can be naturally combined by a firm manager oegm@neur into
longer-term decision chains fligctively, by considering

[0, T] =[To, T] U [Ty, To] U+ U[Tng, T

with To = 0 andT,, = T, one can successively apply the corresponding scenar-
ios to subintervalsTj_1, T;], j = 1,2,...,nusing natural junction conditions for
all three state trajectories, that is, terminal conditiahfl’;_;, T;] must coincide
exactly with initial conditions atT;, T;.4] forall j =1,2,...,n- 1.

When “unconventional” optimal control policies (introdaetin this section)
are applied on somd|[_;, T;], the corresponding state trajectorldqt) andD*(t)
will simply have finite jumps at the junction poifit_,, while the trajectons*(t)
will remain continuous afj_;. The latter disagrees with the classical theory of
optimal control according to whicall state trajectories must be continuous over
the whole interval [0T]. On the other hand, economic meaninggf) andD(t)
admit such jumps. Therefore, decision chains involvingpsrare implementable
in practice and they do guarantee (under appropriate lictiaditions) a positive
outcome as long as the firm remains profitable (that is, whigecondition[(9) is
kept in force).

5. Conclusions and future research

The results of the paper highlight the practical benefitrobrporating “un-
conventional” optimal control strategies in the firm’s mgeaent in order to cor-
roborate its positive yield and thus to substantiate amdwstite further profitable
operation of small business. Such strategies can be easploged in practice
and may provide guidelines to entrepreneurs for short-tardy in form of deci-
sion chains, for longer-term planning.

This paper is obviously only a first step toward a more sojuaitstd modeling
and analysis of inventory systems with debt repayment. & hex broad perspec-
tives for further research. From the economical point ofwie will be useful
to consider this model under market instability with higtdeof inflation by in-
corporating an intertemporal discount factor even for stemm planning. In this
case, a drastic change of optimal strategies will be quipeetable. It will be also
interesting to extend the analysis to systems with more éma&nproduct, or with
product(s) deterioration aymt with variable rate of demand.
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Appendix: Formal proofs

Proof of the Proposition[d. The state equatiof (Rc) under optimal control strategy

(A15) has the same solution as in Scenarid 3.1; thereforeswtiehing pointts is
given by [13).

(a) The situationp = ts implies that all pending debts are repaid just at the same

moment as all finished goods are dispatched. On the other bptichal strategy
(@8) guarantees th&i(t) = S(t) = 0 for allt € [ts, T] while

Vim
r

D(t) = —2(1 — explrt]) + Do explrt] (A-1)
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whent € [0, ts]. The latter is only possible Dy = Vmax(1 — exp[-rts]) /r, where
ts is given by [(18).

(b) For relatively small initial debt (that i€ < Vmax(1 — exp[-rts]) /r) the state
trajectory [A-1) hits zero at the momety whereS(tp) > O, that is,tp < ts.
Thereforetp can be calculated as a root of equatidftp) = O :

1 Vmax
tp = - In| ——— .
b r (Vmax_ rDO

(c) For rather large initial debt (that i€y > Vmax(1 —exp[-rts]) /r) the state
trajectory D(t) hits zero at the momeriy whereS(tp) = 0, that is,tp > ts.
This trajectory has the form of (Al-1) fdre [0, ts] and vanishesi(t) = 0) for
t € [tp, T]. Then, by direct integration of (2b) withind, tp] under initial condition

VmaX
D(ts) = Do exp[rts] + . (1 - exp[rts])

and control strategy (15), we obtain that

AWmax eXp[_rtS] — Vmax
r

A —
D(t) = (Do ; )exp[rt] - M t € [ts, to)].

Finally, the switching pointp can be calculated in this case as a root of equation
D(tp) = 0, that is,

1 ( Vmax - AWmax )

tp = —=1In
P~y Vimax— Do — AWnax€XP[-rts]

Proof of the Proposition[2. Effectively, there are two cases<0tp < ts < T, and
0< ts <tp < T.

Let 0< tp < ts < T. Then by direct integration of (2a) under optimal control
strategy[(1b) with underlying initial conditions it is olrtad that

N0 + (meax_ Vmax_ B) t, te [O, tD]
N*(t) =4 No + [Wmaxd{P — A) — B] t + (AWmnax — Vmax) tD» t € [tp,ts] .
No + [Wmadp — A= K) — B]t + (AWmnax — Vmax) to + KWhaits, te[ts, T]

On the other hand, if & ts < tp < T then direct integration yields:

N0 + (meax_ Vmax — B) t, te [O, 1:S]
N*(t)=4 No + (PWmax — Vmax— B) t + KWiax(ts — t), t € [ts, tp] .
No + [Wmax(P — A = K) — B]t + (AWmax— Vmax) tb + KWmaxts, t € [tp, T]
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In both cases, the value gf(u*, v, w*) = N*(T) coincides with[(1B).

Proof of the Proposition[3. The state equatiofi(Rc) under optimal control strategy
(22) has the same solution as in Scendrio$ 3.1andd 3.2; dherehe switching
pointts is given by [13).

(a) The situatiornp = ts implies that all pending debts are repaid just at the same
moment as all finished goods are dispatched. On the other bptichal strategy
(22) guarantees thai(t) = S(t) = 0 for all t € [ts, T] while

D(t) = (Do ~ No) expit] + P2~ 2 (1 _ exp) (A-2)

whent € [0, ts]. The latter is only possible Dg—Ng = (pPWmax—B) (1 — exp[-rts]) /r,
wherets is given by [13).

(b) For relatively small initial debt (that i8o—Ny < (PWmax—B) (1 — exp[-rts]) /r)
the state trajectory_(A}2) hits zero at the momgntvhereS(tp) > O, that is,
tp < ts. Thereforeip is calculated as a root of equatibrty) = 0 with D(t) given
by (A-2) what leads to the formula_(23).

(c) For rather large initial debt (that iBg — No > (PWmax— B) (1 — exp[-rts]) /r))
the state trajectorfp(t) hits zero at the mometg whereS(tp) = 0, thatis,tp > ts.
This trajectory has the form of (Al2) fdre [0, ts] and then vanished)(t) = 0)
for t € [tp, T]. Then, by direct integration of (2b) withirtd, tp] under initial
condition

B (1 explte])

D(®) = (Do ~ No) explts] + ==

and control strategy (22), we obtain that

D() = (Do~ No)expit] + 2= 2 (1 _ expj)) (a-3)

AL et~ 1)) - 1)

for all t € [ts,tp]. Finally, the switching pointp is calculated in this case as a
root of equatiorD(tp) = 0 whereD(t) is given by [A-3) what leads to the formula
29).

Proof of the Proposition[4. Effectively,tp < T implies that all debts have been
repaidbeforethe end of period. Therefor®*(T) = 0 andJ* = N*(T). The
exact form ofN*(T) can be obtained by direct integration 6f](2a) under optimal
control (22) using three paths: (a}9ts > tp - T; (b) 0 - tp —» ts — T; (c)
O->tp>Tiftg>T.
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