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Abstract

Non-profit organizations that provide food, shelter, and other services to people in need, rely

on volunteers to deliver their services. Unlike paid labor, non-profit organizations have less con-

trol over unpaid volunteers’ schedules, efforts, and reliability. However, these organizations can

invest in volunteer engagement activities to ensure a steady and adequate supply of volunteer

labor. We study a key operational question of how a non-profit organization can manage its

volunteer workforce capacity to ensure consistent provision of services. In particular, we for-

mulate a multiclass queueing network model to characterize the optimal engagement activities

for the non-profit organization to minimize the costs of enhancing volunteer engagement, while

maximizing productive work done by volunteers. Because this problem appears intractable, we

formulate an approximating Brownian control problem in the heavy traffic limit and study the

dynamic control of that system. Our solution is a nested threshold policy with explicit con-

gestion thresholds that indicate when the non-profit should optimally pursue various types of

volunteer engagement activities. A numerical example calibrated using data from a large food

bank shows that our dynamic policy for deploying engagement activities can significantly reduce

the food bank’s total annual cost of its volunteer operations while still maintaining almost the

same level of social impact. This improvement in performance does not require any additional

resources – it only requires that the food bank strategically deploy its engagement activities

based on the number of volunteers signed up to work volunteer shifts.
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1 Introduction

Non-profit organizations (“non-profits”) and, in particular, public charities such as human services

organizations that provide food, shelter, and other services to people in need, rely on volunteers

to deliver their services. A 2018 Volunteering in America report by the Corporation for National

and Community Service estimates that 77.3 million adults volunteered in 2017, working for a total

of 6.9 billion hours, and generating $167 billion in economic value (AmeriCorps & Senior Corps

2019). Yet, many organizations struggle with how to manage this “charity workforce” in support

of their social mission (Simmonds 2014). Thus, in this paper, we study a key operational question

of how a non-profit organization can manage its volunteer workforce capacity to ensure consistent

provision of services.

In this study, we focus on non-profit operations that provide ongoing services over the long-term

to promote community self-sufficiency and sustainability (Berenguer and Shen 2020). For example,

food banks provide daily meals or food products to their community. In Las Vegas, Three Square

food bank delivers food to a service network of nearly 1,400 organizations, schools, after school, and

feeding sites. In 2019, it distributed more than 50 million pounds of food and grocery products,

equivalent to more than 41 million meals (Three Square 2021). Each day, 200-300 volunteers are

needed to make and pack meals and fill orders for these partner organizations (Goheen 2018). For

Three Square and other similar types of human services non-profits, these organizations must staff

their operations with the appropriate number of volunteers to get the necessary work done on an

on-going basis.

However, managing a volunteer workforce presents challenges distinct from those of paid em-

ployees. For example, hiring and paying employees entitle the employer to a predetermined number

of hours and schedule of work, and promotes continuity in his/her positions. In contrast, the non-

profit has less control over unpaid volunteers’ schedules, efforts, and reliability (Ellis 2010). While

employees follow a schedule that is determined by the capacity needs of the organization, volunteers

decide when and how much they would like to work. Even if a volunteer signs up for a particular

shift, the volunteer can cancel at any time. As a result, the amount of volunteer capacity that

will actually be available in any given period is often uncertain, yet non-profit organizations need

consistent working capacity to meet their commitments. Moreover, individuals volunteer at varying
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frequencies. Some enthusiastic volunteers may work once or twice a week, whereas others may wait

years before returning to volunteer again, or never return. At a national level, more than one out

of three individuals who volunteer in one year do not volunteer at all in the next year (Eisner et al.

2009).

For these non-profit operations using a volunteer workforce, a key operational priority then be-

comes how to reduce or mitigate this uncertainty and inconsistency in workforce supply (Berenguer

and Shen 2020). Although they cannot hire and pay volunteers, non-profits have some managerial

levers for increasing volunteer engagement. For example, Three Square focuses on ensuring that

volunteers understand the organization’s mission and the impact volunteers make, and creating an

experience that is meaningful for volunteers. These are operationalized through recruiting activities

(e.g., presentations to civic organizations), tours of the Three Square facility, volunteer orientation

and training, group pictures, follow up emails to volunteers quantifying their impact, and continued

contact with past volunteers to keep Three Square on their radar. Across a sample of non-profit

agencies, Wisner et al. (2005) supports the importance of these and other specific efforts to promote

volunteer satisfaction and further involvement with the organization. These activities can improve

volunteer engagement, but they differ in the amount of time, effort, and cost to implement. Of

course, the non-profit organization is not always looking to increase volunteer work capacity. The

goal, as in for-profit organizations, is to match demand for working capacity with supply.

In this paper, we investigate how a non-profit organization should best deploy its volunteer

engagement efforts in order to match working capacity demand with volunteer capacity, taking into

account how the propensity to volunteer is affected by these efforts. The non-profit organization

has work shifts it must staff. Volunteers can sign up to work these shifts using an online system

or by calling the volunteer manager. In order to attract and retain volunteers, the organization

uses engagement activities such as speaking engagements at organizations (e.g., companies in the

area) or electronic communications (e.g., newsletters). These engagement activities are costly to

the non-profit. However, if not enough volunteers sign up, shifts are not filled and the non-profit

will not be able to produce the desired output (e.g., the target number of meals per day). The non-

profit’s problem is to determine how much to spend on engagement activities: spending too much

wastes valuable resources if there are already enough volunteers, but spending too little increases

the risk of not having enough volunteers to do the work, thereby reducing its social impact.
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We model the non-profit’s volunteer process as a queueing network with multiple classes of

volunteers, distinguished by the frequency in which they volunteer. The system consists of many

single-class, infinite server queues corresponding to the types of volunteers and one multiclass,

single-server queue corresponding to the volunteers who have signed up to work. We formulate an

approximating Brownian control problem in the heavy traffic limit and study the dynamic control

of that system. Our solution is a nested threshold policy with explicit congestion thresholds that

indicate when the non-profit should optimally pursue various types of volunteer engagement efforts.

We perform a numerical study using a simulation model with parameters calibrated using process

characteristics of a large food bank volunteer operation in the southwestern United States. Using

our dynamic policy for deploying engagement activities, we show that the food bank can significantly

reduce the total annual cost of its volunteer operation while still maintaining almost the same level

of social impact. This improvement in performance does not require any additional resources – it

only requires that the food bank strategically deploy its engagement activities based on the number

of volunteers signed up to work volunteer shifts.

Methodologically, this paper contributes to the literature on drift-rate control problems for

diffusion models. First, it approximates a queueing network model of volunteer management by a

diffusion model, which involves controlling the drift rate of a reflected Ornstein-Uhlenbeck diffusion

process. The corresponding Bellman equation involves boundary conditions at the origin and at

infinity, both of which are of Neumann type. Initially, we ignore the boundary condition at infinity

and solve for a family of initial value problems starting at the origin parametrically. Studying how

their derivatives at infinity vary, we choose the unique member of this family of solutions that

satisfies the boundary condition of the Bellman equation at infinity. This is the solution of the

Bellman equation.

Literature Review. This study is related to the stream of literature that studies volunteer

engagement (see Snyder and Omoto 2008 and Wilson et al. 2015 for reviews). Vecina et al. (2012,

page 131) characterizes volunteer engagement as “an energetic and affective connection with their

work.” The volunteer recruitment process, as well as the design and management of the volunteer

work experience, impact volunteer engagement (Haski-Leventhal et al. 2011; Brayko et al. 2016;

Einolf 2018; Nesbit et al. 2018). Volunteer engagement determines, to a large extent, volunteer
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satisfaction and organizational commitment - outcomes important to both the volunteer and non-

profit. These, in turn, are associated with the volunteer’s intention to continue volunteering with

the non-profit (Rehnberg 2009; Ellis 2010; Gazley 2012; Vecina et al. 2012; Henderson and Sowa

2019). Thus, we study how the active management of volunteer processes and targeted activities

by non-profits can be used to increase volunteer engagement to aid recruitment and retention.

An example of such a targeted activity is to use appeals that are matched to motives for vol-

unteering, such as expressing humanitarian values or making social or career contacts (Clary et al.

1994). Bussell and Forbes (2002) suggests creating “recruitment niches” and targeting recruitment

activities based on the differing motives of each niche. When recruiting volunteers, personal appeals

are generally more effective than other channels, although not as scalable as presentations to orga-

nizations, direct marketing, and online marketing (Wymer Jr. and Starnes 2001). The pathway to

volunteering also affects volunteer retention rates, with volunteers who were recruited directly by

someone in the non-profit having the highest retention rates (Foster-Bey et al. 2007).

Wisner et al. (2005) finds that schedule flexibility, orientation and training, empowerment, so-

cial interaction, reflection (i.e., the volunteer’s understanding of the organization’s mission and

the role the volunteer plays in fulfilling the mission), and recognition and symbolic rewards (e.g.,

appreciation lunches) are antecedents of satisfaction with the volunteer experience, which is posi-

tively associated with retention. Studies of volunteers in human service organizations (Cnaan and

Cascio 1998) and Wikipedia (Gallus 2017) also find strong support for symbolic rewards on volun-

teer satisfaction and retention. In a survey study of older adult volunteers in human service and

environment non-profits, training and role recognition are the two most important organizational

facilitators of volunteer retention (Tang et al. 2009). Eisner et al. (2009, page 35) states that vol-

unteer satisfaction and retention is supported “by creating an experience that is meaningful for the

volunteer, develops skills, demonstrates impact, and taps into volunteers’ abilities and interests.”

More generally, activities that support volunteers with resources to facilitate the work that they

do increase satisfaction and promote retention (Rehnberg 2009).

While some of these volunteer engagement activities, such as symbolic rewards, are low cost,

others can be expensive. For example, establishing mentoring relationships with volunteers pro-

motes retention but can be costly (McBride and Lee 2012). Big Brothers Big Sisters (BBBS)

invests an average of $1,000 to ensure an appropriate match between a youth and mentor (Brayko
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et al. 2016). After the first year, costs to sustain a match decrease significantly; thus, losing and

replacing trained volunteers imposes a substantial effort and financial burden on BBBS. Hiring

a volunteer coordinator is also an expensive proposition but enables non-profits to perform more

volunteer engagement activities (Urban Institute 2004).

We distinguish this study from the work on volunteer engagement found in the discipline-specific

literature discussed above. The extant literature, mostly empirical and survey-based, focuses on

identifying the factors that increase volunteer engagement, and their subsequent effects on volunteer

recruitment and retention. In our study, we build on this research by developing an operating policy

that gives guidance to non-profits on when to pursue targeted volunteer engagement activities for

the purpose of managing volunteer capacity to meet demand for services.

There is also a body of work in operations management that studies volunteer operations in

non-profit organizations. Ata et al. (2019) and Sampson (2006) study the scheduling of volunteers.

Manshadi and Rodilitz (2021) develops volunteer notification policies for volunteer-based crowd-

sourcing platforms that take into account volunteer preferences for tasks and sensitivity to excessive

notifications. Hewitt et al. (2015) addresses logistical issues such as approaches for consolidating

home meal delivery for Meals on Wheels while minimizing operational disruptions and meeting

client needs. Urrea et al. (2019) investigates how volunteer experience and congestion at a charity

storehouse impact the time to prepare and delays in completing food orders. In the area of supply

chain management, Ataseven et al. (2018) examines the role of intellectual capital in food bank

supply chain integration. Our paper contributes to this growing stream of operations management

literature.

We draw on and contribute to the literature on the dynamic control of queueing systems. In

particular, we use the heavy traffic approximation approach pioneered by Harrison (1988) which

approximates the original control problem for a queueing system with a diffusion control problem

that is easier to analyze; see Harrison and Wein (1989, 1990b) for early examples of this approach.

A series of papers have studied a class of problems related to ours – heavy traffic approximations

resulting in drift rate control problems. Ata et al. (2005) considers a drift rate control problem

on a bounded interval under a general cost of control but no holding costs. Ata (2006) builds on

Ata et al. (2005) and approximates a multi-class make-to-order production system with a drift rate

control problem on a bounded interval that has a piecewise linear convex cost of control. Our paper
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relates methodologically to Ata (2006), however, it also incorporates abandonment and allows for

increasingly costly control interventions on a per class basis. Incorporating these two important

model features leads to an analysis that is significantly more complex.

In a series of papers, Ghosh and Weerasinghe (2007, 2010) extend Ata et al. (2005) by incor-

porating holding costs and allowing the system manager to choose the bounded interval where

the process lives endogenously, and introducing abandonments, respectively. See Rubino and Ata

(2009), Ghamami and Ward (2013), Ata and Tongarlak (2013), and Sun (2020) for similar formula-

tions with abandonments. In a related paper, Ata et al. (2019) approximates a gleaning operation

using a drift rate control problem. The authors derive a nested threshold policy as the optimal

staffing policy. The drift rate of their control problem has a different structure because the paper

derives an approximation in the many server asymptotic regime. Thus, their analysis does not

apply to our context.

In a recent paper, Ata and Barjesteh (2019) considers optimal control of a make-to-stock pro-

duction system. The authors study dynamic pricing, scheduling, and outsourcing decisions si-

multaneously. They formulate a drift-rate control problem with quadratic cost of control as an

approximation. The associated Bellman equation is a Riccati type differential equation, which ad-

mits a closed form solution in terms of Airy function. Leveraging this solution, the authors derive

a closed form dynamic pricing policy. Budhiraja et al. (2011) studies an admission and service rate

control problem for a queueing network and derives asymptotically optimal policies in the heavy

traffic limit. Several other authors derive asymptotically optimal policies in other relates settings,

see for example, Bell and Williams (2001, 2005), Ata and Kumar (2005), Ata and Olsen (2009,

2013).

A related stream of literature uses Markov decision process formulations to study service rate

or admission control problems; see for example Crabill (1972, 1974). Stidham and Weber (1989)

studies monotone service and arrival rate control policies for a queueing network. George and

Harrison (2001) considers the dynamic service rate control problem for an M/M/1 queue. Similarly,

Ata and Shneorson (2006) builds on that and solves a dynamic arrival and service rate control

problem. In the context of queueing systems arising in wireless communications applications, Ata

(2005) and Ata and Zachariadis (2007) solve related service rate control problems explicitly; also

see Adusumilli and Hasenbein (2010) and Kumar et al. (2013) for other related research.
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More specifically, our paper relates to the asymptotic analysis of closed queueing networks with

infinite-server queues, see for example Krichagina and Puhalskii (1997), Kogan and Lipster (1993),

Krichagina and Puhalskii (1986), Smorodinskii (1986), and Alwan and Ata (2020). Krichagina and

Puhalskii (1997) studies a closed queueing model containing a single-server queue and an infinite-

server queue that has general service time distributions. Kogan and Lipster (1993) considers a

closed queueing network with one infinite-server and many single-server queues, where only one

single-server queue can be in heavy traffic. Krichagina and Puhalskii (1986) and Smorodinskii

(1986) prove limit theorems for related systems. Alwan and Ata (2020) considers a closed queueing

network with multiple infinite-server queues and multiple single-server queues to study a ride-hailing

system. The authors prove a heavy traffic limit theorem, but do not consider the control of that

system.

In this paper, we consider a queueing network with many single-class, infinite-server queues,

each corresponding to a particular type of volunteer in repose, and one multiclass single-server

queue, corresponding to the volunteers who have signed up to volunteer and are waiting to do so.

We formally derive an approximating Brownian control problem in the heavy traffic limit and focus

on the dynamic control of that system, thus contributing to the body of work mentioned above.

2 Model

The non-profit organization generates social impact by providing goods and/or services to those

in need. The working resources that produce the goods or provide the services are volunteers.

The non-profit organization is served by two types of volunteers: repeat volunteers and one-time

volunteers. Repeat volunteers volunteer again after a period of time whereas one-time volunteers

volunteer for one shift and never return. There are J(J̃) classes of repeat (one-time) volunteers.

Different classes of volunteers may differ in the types of tasks they can perform as a volunteer, their

cancellation rates, and the tools available to the non-profit to enhance their engagement. Different

classes of repeat volunteers can also differ in their frequencies of volunteering. Upon volunteering,

each repeat volunteer enters a repose state, whose duration is random. After the repose period,

the volunteer is available and signs up to volunteer again.

We model the evolution of the non-profit’s volunteer sign-up list using a multiclass queueing
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Figure 1: A queueing network with J infinite-server nodes, J buffers for repeat volunteer classes, J̃
buffers for one-time volunteer classes, and one multiclass, single-server queue.

network with J + J̃ buffers as depicted in Figure 1. The repeat volunteer classes are indexed

from 1 through J , and they correspond to J infinite-server nodes, one for each repeat volunteer

class, modeling the volunteers of that class who are in repose. There are kj volunteers in class j

(j = 1, . . . , J) and k =
∑J

j=1 kj denotes the total number of repeat volunteers. One-time volunteer

classes are indexed from J + 1 through J + J̃ , and they each correspond to a buffer in Figure 1

with the corresponding indices. A class j volunteer spends mj time units on average during each

visit to the non-profit; the reciprocal µj = 1/mj can be viewed as the non-profit’s “service rate” of

class j volunteers (from the sign-up list). The mj time units do not include waiting time – it only

includes service time. We assume that the service times are exponentially distributed.

One-time volunteers of class j arrive according to a Poisson process with rate λj for j =

J+1, . . . , J+J̃ . Similarly, we model the repose time of a repeat volunteer of class j as an exponential

random variable with mean 1/rj . Crucially, the non-profit can engage in various activities to

shorten the repose times (equivalently, increasing the repose exit rates rj for j = 1, . . . , J). These

engagement activities can increase the arrival rates of the one-time volunteers, too. To be specific,

we assume that the non-profit has L activities (indexed by l = 1, . . . , L) to enhance the engagement

of volunteers. Each activity may involve multiple classes of volunteers. We let Rl(Sl) denote the

set of repeat (one-time) volunteer classes targeted by activity l for l = 1, . . . , L. Similarly, we let

Lj denote the set of engagement activities that targets class j for j = 1, . . . , J + J̃ . We denote the
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non-profit’s decisions of whether to engage in such efforts by

δl(t) =

{
1, if the non-profit engages in activity l at time t,

0, otherwise.
(1)

We assume that engaging in activity l increases the repose exit rate of each repeat volunteer of

class j by r̂jl for j ∈ Rl. Similarly, it increases the arrival rate of one-time volunteers of class j by

λ̂jl for j ∈ Sl. The cost rate associated with activity l per unit of time is Fl. Given the non-profit’s

engagement decisions δ = (δl)
L
l=1, we model the instantaneous repose exit rate of a repeat volunteer

of class j, denoted by Rj(δ), as follows:

Rj(δ) =

(
rj +

∑
l∈Lj

r̂jlδl

)
, j = 1, . . . , J.

Similarly, given the engagement decisions, the arrival rate of one-time volunteers of class j is given

as follows:

Λj(δ) =

(
λj +

∑
l∈Lj

λ̂jlδl

)
, j = J + 1, . . . , J + J̃ .

The volunteers on the sign-up list may cancel. We model this by endowing each class j volunteer

on the sign-up list with an exponential random variable with rate γj which corresponds to their

time to cancel, or abandon the sign-up list. We assume that volunteer cancellations are observable

to the non-profit, because it follows up with them as their commitment date draws near.

When the sign-up list is empty, the non-profit loses potential value that could have been gener-

ated. Therefore, the non-profit seeks to keep the sign-up list at a desired length. In particular, if it

deems the list to be shorter than ideal, the non-profit can engage in the aforementioned activities

to enhance volunteer engagement thereby increasing the repose exit rates or arrival rates of vari-

ous classes of volunteers. The non-profit also manages the relative magnitudes of the sign-up lists

(and hence, also manages the delay experienced by) different volunteer classes by making dynamic

scheduling decisions. In what follows, we assume that the non-profit follows a scheduling policy

(e.g., First-Come-First-Served (FCFS)) that keeps the sign-up lists for different volunteer classes

in fixed proportions over time. Namely, letting Qj(t) denote the number of class j volunteers in
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the system (waiting or in service), the non-profit strives to make sure

Qj(t) ≈
xj
mj

J+J̃∑
i=1

miQi(t), j = 1, . . . , J + J̃ and t ≥ 0, (2)

where xj > 0 for j = 1, . . . , J + J̃ are scheduling policy parameters to be chosen by the non-profit

such that
∑J+J̃

j=1 xj = 1. To elaborate on the physical meaning of them, note that
∑J+J̃

i=1 miQi(t)

denotes the (expected) hours of work for server embodied by the volunteers currently on the sign-up

list. Thus, Equation (2) strives to ensure fraction xj of that work is kept in class j. Given xj for

j = 1, . . . , J+ J̃ , it is straightforward to express each queue length as a function of the total number

of volunteers in the system (waiting or in service) as follows:

Qj(t) ≈
xjµj∑J+J̃
i=1 xiµi

J+J̃∑
i=1

Qi(t), j = 1, . . . , J + J̃ . (3)

The class of scheduling policies we consider includes the FCFS service discipline under which we

expect to have

Qj(t) ≈
kjrj∑J

i=1 kiri +
∑J+J̃

i=J+1 λi

J+J̃∑
i=1

Qi(t), j = 1, . . . , J,

Qj(t) ≈
λj∑J

i=1 kiri +
∑J+J̃

i=J+1 λi

J+J̃∑
i=1

Qi(t), j = J + 1, . . . , J + J̃ . (4)

Thus, setting xj = kjrj/µj for j = 1, . . . , J and xj = λj/µj for j = J +1, . . . , J + J̃ corresponds to

the FCFS discipline.

We model the non-profit’s dynamic prioritization decisions of the various classes of volunteers

on the sign-up list by the nondecreasing processes Tj(t) for j = 1, . . . , J+J̃ , where Tj(t) denotes the

cumulative amount of time the server spends working on class j volunteers during [0, t]. Thus, the

cumulative number of class j volunteers served by the non-profit is given by N s
j (µjTj(t)), where

N s
j (·) is a rate-one Poisson process. The cumulative server idleness process, denoted by I(·), is

defined as follows:

I(t) = t−
J+J̃∑
j=1

Tj(t), t ≥ 0. (5)
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We model the cumulative number of class j (repeat) volunteers signing up to volunteer by time

t, denoted by Aj(t), as follows:

Aj(t) = Na
j

(∫ t

0

(
Rj(δ(s))(kj −Qj(s))ds

)
, j = 1, . . . , J and t ≥ 0. (6)

Similarly, the cumulative number of class j (one-time) volunteers signing up to volunteer by time

t is modeled as follows:

Aj(t) = Na
j

(∫ t

0

(
Λj(δ(s))ds

)
, j = J + 1, . . . , J + J̃ and t ≥ 0, (7)

where Na
j is a rate-one Poisson process for j = 1, . . . , J + J̃ . Recall that class j volunteers on the

sign-up list may cancel at rate γj . Thus, we model the cumulative number of cancellations by class

j volunteers on the sign-up list by time t, denoted by Γj(t), as follows:

Γj(t) = N b
j

(∫ t

0
γjQj(s)ds

)
, (8)

where N b
j is a rate-one Poisson process; and Na

j N b
j , and N s

j for j = 1, . . . , J + J̃ are mutually

independent. When volunteers cancel, idleness could result or the non-profit organization may

increase engagement activity, incurring higher cost. These costs are captured in the idleness penalty

and increased engagement activity cost. In practice, it seems that volunteers chose to cancel for

personal reasons rather than the delay, therefore, we do not include a cancellation cost above the

lost throughput and increased engagement costs.

Assuming the sign-up list is empty initially, i.e., all volunteers are in repose, we characterize

the evolution of the class j queue length, i.e., the number of class j volunteers on the sign-up list,

as follows: For j = 1, . . . , J + J̃ , and t ≥ 0,

Qj(t) = Aj(t)−N s
j (µjTj(t))− Γj(t). (9)

To facilitate the analysis to follow, define the non-profit’s cumulative engagement controls as

follows: For l = 1, . . . , L,

∆l(t) =

∫ t

0
δl(s)ds, t ≥ 0. (10)
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Letting ∆ = (∆l) and T = (Tj), we denote the non-profit’s policy by (T,∆) and call it admissible

if it is non-anticipating and the following hold: For j = 1, . . . , J + J̃ and l = 1, . . . , L,

T,∆, I are nondecreasing with T (0) = ∆(0) = I(0) = 0, (11)

Qj(t) ∈ [0, kj ], j = 1, . . . , J, (12)

Qj(t) ≥ 0, j = J + 1, . . . , J + J̃ , (13)∫ t

0
1{

∑J+J̃
j=1 Qj(s)>0}dI(s) = 0, (14)

where the last constraint indicates the server idleness increases only if the sign-up list is empty.

That is, the service policy is work conserving.

Given an admissible policy (T,∆), the associated cumulative cost incurred up to time t is given

as follows:

C(t) =

∫ t

0

L∑
l=1

Flδl(s)ds+ pI(t), (15)

where p > 0 is the cost rate of idleness. The non-profit’s problem is to choose an admissible policy

(T,∆) so as to

Minimize limt→∞
1

t
E[C(t)] subject to (2). (16)

In words, the non-profit makes scheduling and engagement effort decisions dynamically to min-

imize long-run average costs, which include the costs of enhancing volunteer engagement and the

cost of idling, i.e., having an empty sign-up list. This problem appears intractable. Therefore, we

study this system in an asymptotic regime where the number of (repeat) volunteers and the arrival

rates of one-time volunteers get large, and derive a tractable approximation.

3 An Approximating Brownian Control Problem

As mentioned earlier, the problem formulated in Section 2 is not tractable in its exact form.

Therefore, by considering a sequence of closely related systems indexed by n, we formulate an ap-

proximate, yet far more tractable approximation. A superscript n will be attached to the quantities

of interest in the nth system. We assume that knj = k̂jn for j = 1, . . . , J . Thus, kn =
∑J

j=1 k̂jn,
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where k̂j is a positive constant for j = 1, . . . , J . We also assume that for l = 1, . . . , L

Fn
l =

√
nFl, (17)

and for j ∈ Rl that

r̂njl =
r̂jl√
n
, (18)

and for j ∈ Sl that

λ̂njl =
√
n λ̂jl, (19)

where Fl, r̂jl, and λ̂jl are positive constants. Then, letting αj > 0 denote a constant for j = 1, . . . , J ,

we make the following assumption, which lends itself to the Brownian approximation.

Heavy Traffic Assumption. For n ≥ 1, we have that

rnj = rj −
αj√
n
, j = 1, . . . , J, (20)

λnj = nλj −
√
nαj , j = J + 1, . . . , J + J̃ , (21)

µnj = nµj , j = 1, . . . , J + J̃ . (22)

Note that αj is a measure of excess capacity allocated to class j. Additionally, the following

balanced load condition holds:

J∑
j=1

rj k̂j
µj

+

J+J̃∑
j=J+1

λj
µj

= 1. (23)

Note that letting

θ0 = −

 J∑
j=1

k̂jαj

µj
+

J+J̃∑
j=J+1

αj

µj

 < 0 and ρn =

J∑
j=1

rnj k
n
j

µnj
+

J+J̃∑
j=J+1

λnj
µnj
, n ≥ 1, (24)

we conclude from the heavy traffic assumption that (ρn−1)
√
n→ θ0 < 0 as n→ ∞. As the reader

will see below, θ0 corresponds to the drift parameter of the underlying Brownian motion in our

workload formulation (when the non-profit does not engage in any activities), and ρn is the traffic
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intensity of the nth system.

In other words, we study a large balanced-flow system, focusing primarily on the non-profit’s

sign-up list. Under the heavy traffic assumption, the queue lengths at the multiclass, single-server

queue, i.e., Qn
j (·) for j = 1, . . . , J + J̃ , are expected to be of order

√
n, whereas the number of

volunteers in repose is expected to be of order n; see for example Kogan and Lipster (1993). Thus,

we scale them accordingly. Note that the presence of infinite-server queues leads to the scaling

below (25), which differs from the usual scaling for closed networks of singe-server queues in heavy

traffic. In that setting, queue lengths are of the same order of magnitude as the total number of

jobs in the system; see for example, Harrison et al. (1990), Harrison and Wein (1990a), Chevalier

and Wein (1993), and Ata et al. (2020). Here, we define the scaled queue-length process as follows:

Zn
j (t) =

Qn
j (t)√
n

for j = 1, ..., J and t ≥ 0. (25)

For j = 1, ..., J , note that rj k̂j/µj denotes the long-run average fraction of time the non-profit

should spend serving class j (repeat) volunteers. Similarly, λj/µj denotes the average fraction of

time the non-profit should spend serving class j (one-time) volunteers for j = J +1, . . . , J + J̃ . We

then define the centered and the scaled allocation processes Y n
j and the scaled idleness process Un

as follows:

Y n
j (t) =

√
n

(
rj k̂j
µj

t− Tj(t)

)
, j = 1, . . . , J, (26)

Y n
j (t) =

√
n

(
λj
µj
t− Tj(t)

)
, j = J + 1, . . . , J + J̃ , (27)

Un(t) =
√
n I(t), t ≥ 0. (28)

Recall from the heavy traffic assumption that µnj = nµj so that one unit of server idleness

corresponds to O(n) services that could have been completed. Therefore, we assume pn = np and

define the scaled cost process, denoted by ξn, as follows:

ξn(t) =
Cn(t)√

n
, t ≥ 0. (29)

Using the strong approximations (Csorgo and Horvath 1993) and following Harrison (1988) and

Harrison (2000), the Online Supplement Section A formally derives the approximating Brownian
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control problem as n gets large. In the approximating Brownian control problem, the processes

ξn, Zn, Y n, and Un are replaced with their formal limits ξ, Z, Y , and U , which jointly satisfy the

following:

ξ(t) =

L∑
l=1

Fl∆l(t) + pU(t), t ≥ 0, (30)

Zj(t) = Xj(t) + k̂j
∑
l∈Lj

r̂jl∆l(t)− k̂jαjt−
∫ t

0
(rj + γj)Zj(s)ds+ µjYj(t), j = 1, . . . , J, t ≥ 0, (31)

Zj(t) = Xj(t) +
∑
l∈Lj

λ̂jl∆l(t)−αjt−
∫ t

0
γjZj(s)ds+ µjYj(t), j = J+1, . . . , J + J̃ , t ≥ 0, (32)

Zj(t) ≥ 0, j = 1, . . . , J + J̃ , t ≥ 0, (33)

Zj(t) =
xj
mj

J∑
l=1

mlZl(t), j = 1, . . . , J + J̃ , t ≥ 0, (34)

δl(t) ∈ [0, 1] and ∆l(t) =

∫ t

0
δl(s)ds for l = 1, . . . , L, t ≥ 0, (35)

U(t) =
J+J̃∑
j=1

Yj(t), t ≥ 0, (36)

U is nondecreasing with U(0) = 0, (37)∫ ∞

0
1{∑J+J̃

j=1 Zj(t)>0
}dU(t) = 0, (38)

where the last constraint expresses the work-conserving property of the non-profit’s service policy.

That is, the idleness does not increase unless the sign-up list is empty. Moreover, Xj(t) is a (0, σ2j )

Brownian motion where σ2j = 2rj k̂j for j = 1, . . . , J and σ2j = 2λj for j = J + 1, . . . , J + J̃ .

In the approximating Brownian control problem (BCP), the non-profit strives to

Minimize limt→∞
1

t
E[ξ(t)] subject to (30)− (38). (39)

Remark. Equation (35) allows δ(·) to take fractional values. This is done for technical convenience.

However, as the reader will see below, the optimal policy we ultimately propose sets δ(t) ∈ {0, 1}

for all j, t, cf. Equation (72).

In what follows, we simplify the Brownian control problem and arrive at the so-called equivalent
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workload formulation. To this end, define the workload process, denoted by {W (t), t ≥ 0} as follows:

W (t) =
J+J̃∑
j=1

mjZj(t), t ≥ 0, (40)

which can be interpreted as the expected total hours of work for the server at time t ≥ 0. Also,

note that Equation (34) corresponds to the following equation:

Zj(t) = xjµjW (t), j = 1, . . . , J + J̃ , t ≥ 0. (41)

To facilitate the analysis, we define

κ =
J∑

j=1

(rj + γj)xj +
J+J̃∑

j=J+1

γjxj , (42)

ηl =
∑
j∈Rl

k̂j
µj
r̂jl +

∑
j∈Sl

λ̂jl
µj
, l = 1, . . . , L. (43)

Then, substituting (31)-(32) and (41) into (40), and using (35), (36), and (42), we arrive at the

following equivalent workload formulation: Choose the non-anticipating control δ(·) = (δl(·)) to

Minimize limt→∞
1

t
E

[∫ t

0

L∑
l=1

Flδl(s)ds+ pU(t)

]
(44)

subject to

W (t) = X(t) + θ0t+

L∑
l=1

∫ t

0
ηlδl(s)ds−

∫ t

0
κW (s)ds+ U(t), t ≥ 0, (45)

W (t) ≥ 0, t ≥ 0, (46)

δl(t) ∈ [0, 1] for l = 1, . . . , L and t ≥ 0, (47)

U is nondecreasing with U(0) = 0, (48)∫ t

0
1{W (t)>0}dU(t) = 0, (49)

where X(t) is a (0, σ2w) Brownian motion with σ2w =
∑J

j=1 2rj k̂j/µ
2
j +

∑J+J̃
j=J+1 2λj/µ

2
j .

The following proposition establishes the equivalence of the Brownian control problem and the

equivalent workload problem. It is proved in the Online Supplement Section B.

Proposition 1 The formulation (44)-(49) is equivalent to the BCP (39) in the following sense:
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A feasible policy δ(·) of the BCP (39) is also feasible for the workload formulation (44)-(49) with

the same cost. Similarly, a feasible policy δ(·) of the formulation (44)-(49) is also feasible for the

BCP (39) and it has the same cost in both formulations.

To further simplify the analysis, we define

cl =
Fl

ηl
, l = 1, . . . , L. (50)

By relabeling the engagement activities if needed, we assume that c1 < c2 < · · · < cL < p.

To facilitate the analysis to follow, let

θl = θ0 +

l∑
i=1

ηi, l = 1, ..., L. (51)

Then let A = [θ0, θL] and define the piecewise linear, convex increasing cost function c(·) : A→ R+

as follows:

c(x) =

 c1(x− θ0), if θ0 ≤ x ≤ θ1∑l−1
i=1 ciηi + cl(x− θl−1), if θl−1 < x ≤ θl, l = 2, ..., L.

(52)

Figure 2 displays an illustrative c(·) function with L = 4.
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Figure 2: An illustrative c(·) function with L = 4.
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Then we consider the following drift-rate control problem: Choose θ(·) : [0,∞) → A so as to

Minimize limt→∞
1

t
E
[∫ t

0
c(θ(s))ds+ pU(t)

]
(53)

subject to

W (t) = X(t) +

∫ t

0
θ(s)ds−

∫ t

0
κW (s)ds+ U(t), t ≥ 0, (54)

W (t) ≥ 0, t ≥ 0, (55)

U(t) is nondecreasing with U(0) = 0, (56)∫ t

0
1{W (s)>0}dU(s) = 0. (57)

Proving the existence and uniqueness of the workload process rigorously involves studying an un-

derlying Skorohod map. Such analysis is undertaken in the literature for similar processes, see for

example Reed et al. (2013).

The next proposition establishes the equivalence of the drift rate control problem (53)-(57) and

the workload formulation (44)-(49); see the Online Supplement Section B for its proof.

Proposition 2 The drift-rate control problem (53)-(57) and the workload formulation (44)-(49)

are equivalent in the following sense: Given a feasible policy δ(·) for the workload formulation, we

set θ(t) = θ0 +
∑L

l=1

∑
j∈Rl

(k̂j r̂jl/µj)δl(t) +
∑L

l=1

∑
j∈Sl

(λ̂jl/µj)δl(t) for t ≥ 0. This constitutes a

feasible policy for the drift-rate control problem and its cost is less than or equal to that of δ(·) in

the workload formulation. Similarly, given a feasible policy θ(·) for the drift-rate control problem,

we define δ(·) = (δl(·)) as follows. If θ(t) = θ0, then we set δl(t) = 0 for all l. Otherwise, we have

θ(t) ∈ (θm−1, θm] for m ∈ {1, . . . ,M}, and we set

δl(t) =


1, if l ≤ m− 1,

θ(s)−θm−1

ηm
, if l = m,

0, if l ≥ m+ 1,

(58)

for l = 1, . . . , L. This policy is feasible for the workload problem and has the same cost as policy

θ(·) in the drift-rate control problem.

In light of Proposition 2, we will refer to both formulations as the workload problem below.
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4 Solution to the Equivalent Workload Formulation

This section solves the equivalent workload problem. In doing so, attention is restricted to the

stationary Markov policies to minimize technical complexity. As a preliminary to our analysis,

we next consider the Bellman equation for the formulation (53)-(57): Find a twice-continuously

differentiable function f and the constant β > 0 that jointly satisfy the following differential

equation:

β = min
x∈A

{
1

2
σ2f ′′(w) + (x− κw)f ′(w) + c(x)

}
, (59)

such that f ′(0) = −p and f ′ is increasing with lim
w→∞

f ′(w) = 0. (60)

In dynamic programming, the unknown function f is often interpreted as the relative value function

and β is a guess at the optimal average cost. Presumably our analysis can be extended to include

more general history-dependent and non-stationary policies, but that avenue will not be explored

here, see Section 3.3.4 of Ata (2003) for a sketch of such an extension for a related setting.

Next, for technical convenience, we simplify the Bellman equation (59)-(60) in three steps. First,

we define

g(w) = f(w) + pw, w ≥ 0, (61)

and express the Bellman equation in terms of this function by substituting (61) into (59)-(60):

Find a twice-continuously differentiable, convex increasing function g and the constant β > 0 that

jointly satisfy the following:

β = min
x∈A

{
1

2
σ2g′′(w) + (x− κw)[g′(w)− p] + c(x)

}
(62)

such that g′(0) = 0, g′ is increasing with lim
w→∞

g′(w) = p. (63)

Second, we note that (62)-(63) is really a first-order differential equation because it does not

include the unknown function g itself. Thus, we let v(w) = g′(w) and rewrite the Bellman equation

as follows: Find a nondecreasing, continuously differentiable function v and a constant β > 0 that
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jointly satisfy the following:

β = min
x∈A

{
1

2
σ2v′(w) + (x− κw)[v(w)− p] + c(x)

}
(64)

such that v(0) = 0, v is increasing with lim
w→∞

v(w) = p. (65)

Lastly, in order to further streamline the analysis to follow, we define the convex conjugate of

the cost function c(·) as follows:

ϕ(y) = sup
x∈A

{yx− c(x)}, y ∈ R. (66)

Although there may be multiple maximizers, there exists a minimal one (see, for example, Ata

et al. 2005) which we denote by ψ(y), where

ψ(y) = inf argmax
x∈A

{yx− c(x)}, y ∈ R. (67)

The function ψ efficiently captures all relevant aspects of the cost function c(·). It is straightforward

to show that ψ is a left-continuous step function, whereas ϕ is a piecewise linear, convex function

(see the Online Supplement Section E for further details).

Substituting (66) in (64) and rearranging the terms gives rise to the final form of the Bellman

equation: Find a continuously differentiable function v and a constant β > 0 that jointly satisfy

the following:

β =
1

2
σ2v′(x) + xκ(p− v(x))− ϕ(p− v(x)), x ≥ 0, (68)

such that v(0) = 0 and v is increasing with lim
x→∞

v(x) = p. (69)

The following result establishes the existence of the solution to the Bellman equation. Its proof

involves several steps, involving various technical subtleties. It is provided in the Online Supplement

Section F.

Theorem 1 The Bellman equation (68)-(69) has a solution (β∗, v) where β∗ > 0 and v is increas-

ing and continuously differentiable.

Now, the function ψ naturally suggests a candidate policy. Thus, our proposed policy for the
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equivalent workload formulation sets

θ∗(z) = ψ(p− v(z)), z ≥ 0. (70)

In addition, in order to provide a solution of the Bellman equation (59)-(60), we define

f(z) =

∫ z

0
v(s)ds− pz, z ≥ 0.

Corollary 1 The pair (β∗, f) solve the Bellman equation (59)-(60).

The next subsection characterizes the proposed policy explicitly.

4.1 An Explicit Characterization of the Proposed Policy

This subsection characterizes the optimal policy as a nested threshold policy. It also characterizes

the corresponding thresholds explicitly. Recall from Theorem 1 that the function v is increasing.

Therefore, it is invertible. We denote that inverse by v−1 and define the thresholds:

τl = v−1(p− ĉl), l = 1, ..., L. (71)

We let ĉL+1 = p and τL+1 = 0 for notational convenience. It follows from the monotonicity of v

that τ1 > τ2 > ... > τL > τL+1 = 0. Then follows from the definition of ψ (see Equation (67), also

see the Online Supplement Section E) that the candidate policy is the nested threshold policy:

θ∗(z) =


θL, if z < τ∗L,

θl, if τ∗l+1 ≤ z < τ∗l , l = 1, ..., L− 1,

θ0, if τ∗1 < z.

(72)

To facilitate the proof of the optimality of the candidate policy, we next introduce the class

of admissible policies. Our definition amounts to ensuring that the system is stable under an

admissible policy. To this end, we let

θ̄ = max{θl : θl < 0, l = 0, 1, . . . , L}.
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Definition (Admissible Policies). A policy θ(·) is admissible if it is stationary Markov and if

there exists a threshold z̄ such that θ(z) ≤ θ̄ < 0 for z ≥ z̄.

To repeat, this condition ensures that under an admissible policy the system is stable. This

is a natural requirement because an unstable system results in infinite cost, making its policy not

worthy of consideration. The next result establishes that the candidate policy given in (72) is

indeed optimal; see the Online Supplement Section C for its proof.

Theorem 2 The candidate policy θ∗(·) given in (72) is optimal for the workload problem, and its

long-run average cost is β∗.

To translate the optimal policy of the equivalent workload formulation to the original formula-

tion, we first define the (unscaled) workload process:

Wn(t) =

J+J̃∑
j=1

mjQ
n
j (t), t ≥ 0. (73)

We also define the workload thresholds w∗
1 > · · · > w∗

L > 0 as follows:

w∗
l =

√
nτl, l = 1, . . . , L. (74)

The proposed policy engages in activities 1, . . . , l whenever θl is chosen in the workload problem.

In other words, the natural interpretation of the optimal policy (given in (72)) for the original

problem is that the non-profit should engage in these activities whenever

Wn(t) < w∗
l for l = 1, . . . , L, (75)

and should do nothing otherwise, i.e., Wn(t) ≥ w∗
1 (see Figure 3).

An alternative way to express the proposed policy is to specify when each volunteer engagement

activity will be used. That is, we set

δl(t) =

 1, if Wn(t) < w∗
l ,

0, otherwise.
(76)

Next, we specify the server’s prioritization policy. To ensure Equation (2) is satisfied, for each
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Workload

Wn(t)
<latexit sha1_base64="/pA5Q3DSg3VjIFqNmNz/f7mt9Fs=">AAACDHicbVDNSsNAGNzUv1r/qh69LBahXkoigh4LXjxWsE2hiWWz2bRLN7thdyOWkAfw4qt48aCIVx/Am2/jps1BWwcWhpn52O+bIGFUadv+tiorq2vrG9XN2tb2zu5eff+gp0QqMeliwYTsB0gRRjnpaqoZ6SeSoDhgxA0mV4Xv3hOpqOC3epoQP0YjTiOKkTbSsN7w4kA8ZK6QEyZQmEPPg16M9Bgjlrn5HW/qU5OyW/YMcJk4JWmAEp1h/csLBU5jwjVmSKmBYyfaz5DUFDOS17xUkQThCRqRgaEcxUT52eyYHJ4YJYSRkOZxDWfq74kMxUpN48Akiz3VoleI/3mDVEeXfkZ5kmrC8fyjKGVQC1g0A0MqCdZsagjCkppdIR4jibA2/dVMCc7iycukd9Zy7JZzc95ot8s6quAIHIMmcMAFaINr0AFdgMEjeAav4M16sl6sd+tjHq1Y5cwh+APr8we+wJti</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="/pA5Q3DSg3VjIFqNmNz/f7mt9Fs=">AAACDHicbVDNSsNAGNzUv1r/qh69LBahXkoigh4LXjxWsE2hiWWz2bRLN7thdyOWkAfw4qt48aCIVx/Am2/jps1BWwcWhpn52O+bIGFUadv+tiorq2vrG9XN2tb2zu5eff+gp0QqMeliwYTsB0gRRjnpaqoZ6SeSoDhgxA0mV4Xv3hOpqOC3epoQP0YjTiOKkTbSsN7w4kA8ZK6QEyZQmEPPg16M9Bgjlrn5HW/qU5OyW/YMcJk4JWmAEp1h/csLBU5jwjVmSKmBYyfaz5DUFDOS17xUkQThCRqRgaEcxUT52eyYHJ4YJYSRkOZxDWfq74kMxUpN48Akiz3VoleI/3mDVEeXfkZ5kmrC8fyjKGVQC1g0A0MqCdZsagjCkppdIR4jibA2/dVMCc7iycukd9Zy7JZzc95ot8s6quAIHIMmcMAFaINr0AFdgMEjeAav4M16sl6sd+tjHq1Y5cwh+APr8we+wJti</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="/pA5Q3DSg3VjIFqNmNz/f7mt9Fs=">AAACDHicbVDNSsNAGNzUv1r/qh69LBahXkoigh4LXjxWsE2hiWWz2bRLN7thdyOWkAfw4qt48aCIVx/Am2/jps1BWwcWhpn52O+bIGFUadv+tiorq2vrG9XN2tb2zu5eff+gp0QqMeliwYTsB0gRRjnpaqoZ6SeSoDhgxA0mV4Xv3hOpqOC3epoQP0YjTiOKkTbSsN7w4kA8ZK6QEyZQmEPPg16M9Bgjlrn5HW/qU5OyW/YMcJk4JWmAEp1h/csLBU5jwjVmSKmBYyfaz5DUFDOS17xUkQThCRqRgaEcxUT52eyYHJ4YJYSRkOZxDWfq74kMxUpN48Akiz3VoleI/3mDVEeXfkZ5kmrC8fyjKGVQC1g0A0MqCdZsagjCkppdIR4jibA2/dVMCc7iycukd9Zy7JZzc95ot8s6quAIHIMmcMAFaINr0AFdgMEjeAav4M16sl6sd+tjHq1Y5cwh+APr8we+wJti</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="/pA5Q3DSg3VjIFqNmNz/f7mt9Fs=">AAACDHicbVDNSsNAGNzUv1r/qh69LBahXkoigh4LXjxWsE2hiWWz2bRLN7thdyOWkAfw4qt48aCIVx/Am2/jps1BWwcWhpn52O+bIGFUadv+tiorq2vrG9XN2tb2zu5eff+gp0QqMeliwYTsB0gRRjnpaqoZ6SeSoDhgxA0mV4Xv3hOpqOC3epoQP0YjTiOKkTbSsN7w4kA8ZK6QEyZQmEPPg16M9Bgjlrn5HW/qU5OyW/YMcJk4JWmAEp1h/csLBU5jwjVmSKmBYyfaz5DUFDOS17xUkQThCRqRgaEcxUT52eyYHJ4YJYSRkOZxDWfq74kMxUpN48Akiz3VoleI/3mDVEeXfkZ5kmrC8fyjKGVQC1g0A0MqCdZsagjCkppdIR4jibA2/dVMCc7iycukd9Zy7JZzc95ot8s6quAIHIMmcMAFaINr0AFdgMEjeAav4M16sl6sd+tjHq1Y5cwh+APr8we+wJti</latexit>

w⇤
1 =

p
n⌧1

<latexit sha1_base64="VjjbzdSW92E4HBGGrUH9KRG8o/U=">AAACAHicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqAsXbgaLIC5KIoJuhIoblxXsA9oYJtNJO3QyiTM3SgnZ+CtuXCji1s9w5984fSy09cCFwzn3cu89QSK4Bsf5tgoLi0vLK8XV0tr6xuaWvb3T0HGqKKvTWMSqFRDNBJesDhwEayWKkSgQrBkMrkZ+84EpzWN5C8OEeRHpSR5ySsBIvr336Lt3x/gCd/S9gkzmuAMk9V3fLjsVZww8T9wpKaMpar791enGNI2YBCqI1m3XScDLiAJOBctLnVSzhNAB6bG2oZJETHvZ+IEcHxqli8NYmZKAx+rviYxEWg+jwHRGBPp61huJ/3ntFMJzL+MySYFJOlkUpgJDjEdp4C5XjIIYGkKo4uZWTPtEEQoms5IJwZ19eZ40TiquU3FvTsvVy2kcRbSPDtARctEZqqJrVEN1RFGOntErerOerBfr3fqYtBas6cwu+gPr8wcu7ZV+</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="VjjbzdSW92E4HBGGrUH9KRG8o/U=">AAACAHicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqAsXbgaLIC5KIoJuhIoblxXsA9oYJtNJO3QyiTM3SgnZ+CtuXCji1s9w5984fSy09cCFwzn3cu89QSK4Bsf5tgoLi0vLK8XV0tr6xuaWvb3T0HGqKKvTWMSqFRDNBJesDhwEayWKkSgQrBkMrkZ+84EpzWN5C8OEeRHpSR5ySsBIvr336Lt3x/gCd/S9gkzmuAMk9V3fLjsVZww8T9wpKaMpar791enGNI2YBCqI1m3XScDLiAJOBctLnVSzhNAB6bG2oZJETHvZ+IEcHxqli8NYmZKAx+rviYxEWg+jwHRGBPp61huJ/3ntFMJzL+MySYFJOlkUpgJDjEdp4C5XjIIYGkKo4uZWTPtEEQoms5IJwZ19eZ40TiquU3FvTsvVy2kcRbSPDtARctEZqqJrVEN1RFGOntErerOerBfr3fqYtBas6cwu+gPr8wcu7ZV+</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="VjjbzdSW92E4HBGGrUH9KRG8o/U=">AAACAHicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqAsXbgaLIC5KIoJuhIoblxXsA9oYJtNJO3QyiTM3SgnZ+CtuXCji1s9w5984fSy09cCFwzn3cu89QSK4Bsf5tgoLi0vLK8XV0tr6xuaWvb3T0HGqKKvTWMSqFRDNBJesDhwEayWKkSgQrBkMrkZ+84EpzWN5C8OEeRHpSR5ySsBIvr336Lt3x/gCd/S9gkzmuAMk9V3fLjsVZww8T9wpKaMpar791enGNI2YBCqI1m3XScDLiAJOBctLnVSzhNAB6bG2oZJETHvZ+IEcHxqli8NYmZKAx+rviYxEWg+jwHRGBPp61huJ/3ntFMJzL+MySYFJOlkUpgJDjEdp4C5XjIIYGkKo4uZWTPtEEQoms5IJwZ19eZ40TiquU3FvTsvVy2kcRbSPDtARctEZqqJrVEN1RFGOntErerOerBfr3fqYtBas6cwu+gPr8wcu7ZV+</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="VjjbzdSW92E4HBGGrUH9KRG8o/U=">AAACAHicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqAsXbgaLIC5KIoJuhIoblxXsA9oYJtNJO3QyiTM3SgnZ+CtuXCji1s9w5984fSy09cCFwzn3cu89QSK4Bsf5tgoLi0vLK8XV0tr6xuaWvb3T0HGqKKvTWMSqFRDNBJesDhwEayWKkSgQrBkMrkZ+84EpzWN5C8OEeRHpSR5ySsBIvr336Lt3x/gCd/S9gkzmuAMk9V3fLjsVZww8T9wpKaMpar791enGNI2YBCqI1m3XScDLiAJOBctLnVSzhNAB6bG2oZJETHvZ+IEcHxqli8NYmZKAx+rviYxEWg+jwHRGBPp61huJ/3ntFMJzL+MySYFJOlkUpgJDjEdp4C5XjIIYGkKo4uZWTPtEEQoms5IJwZ19eZ40TiquU3FvTsvVy2kcRbSPDtARctEZqqJrVEN1RFGOntErerOerBfr3fqYtBas6cwu+gPr8wcu7ZV+</latexit>

w⇤
2 =

p
n⌧2

<latexit sha1_base64="LpoQkl38ftBsinTw/H/ct4hPgTk=">AAACAHicbVBNS8NAEN34WetX1IMHL4tFEA8lKYJehIoXjxXsB7QxbLabdulmE3cnSgm9+Fe8eFDEqz/Dm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcg+N8WwuLS8srq4W14vrG5ta2vbPb0HGqKKvTWMSqFRDNBJesDhwEayWKkSgQrBkMrsZ+84EpzWN5C8OEeRHpSR5ySsBIvr3/6FfuTvAF7uh7BZkc4Q6Q1K/4dskpOxPgeeLmpIRy1Hz7q9ONaRoxCVQQrduuk4CXEQWcCjYqdlLNEkIHpMfahkoSMe1lkwdG+MgoXRzGypQEPFF/T2Qk0noYBaYzItDXs95Y/M9rpxCeexmXSQpM0umiMBUYYjxOA3e5YhTE0BBCFTe3YtonilAwmRVNCO7sy/OkUSm7Ttm9OS1VL/M4CugAHaJj5KIzVEXXqIbqiKIRekav6M16sl6sd+tj2rpg5TN76A+szx8yCZWA</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="LpoQkl38ftBsinTw/H/ct4hPgTk=">AAACAHicbVBNS8NAEN34WetX1IMHL4tFEA8lKYJehIoXjxXsB7QxbLabdulmE3cnSgm9+Fe8eFDEqz/Dm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcg+N8WwuLS8srq4W14vrG5ta2vbPb0HGqKKvTWMSqFRDNBJesDhwEayWKkSgQrBkMrsZ+84EpzWN5C8OEeRHpSR5ySsBIvr3/6FfuTvAF7uh7BZkc4Q6Q1K/4dskpOxPgeeLmpIRy1Hz7q9ONaRoxCVQQrduuk4CXEQWcCjYqdlLNEkIHpMfahkoSMe1lkwdG+MgoXRzGypQEPFF/T2Qk0noYBaYzItDXs95Y/M9rpxCeexmXSQpM0umiMBUYYjxOA3e5YhTE0BBCFTe3YtonilAwmRVNCO7sy/OkUSm7Ttm9OS1VL/M4CugAHaJj5KIzVEXXqIbqiKIRekav6M16sl6sd+tj2rpg5TN76A+szx8yCZWA</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="LpoQkl38ftBsinTw/H/ct4hPgTk=">AAACAHicbVBNS8NAEN34WetX1IMHL4tFEA8lKYJehIoXjxXsB7QxbLabdulmE3cnSgm9+Fe8eFDEqz/Dm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcg+N8WwuLS8srq4W14vrG5ta2vbPb0HGqKKvTWMSqFRDNBJesDhwEayWKkSgQrBkMrsZ+84EpzWN5C8OEeRHpSR5ySsBIvr3/6FfuTvAF7uh7BZkc4Q6Q1K/4dskpOxPgeeLmpIRy1Hz7q9ONaRoxCVQQrduuk4CXEQWcCjYqdlLNEkIHpMfahkoSMe1lkwdG+MgoXRzGypQEPFF/T2Qk0noYBaYzItDXs95Y/M9rpxCeexmXSQpM0umiMBUYYjxOA3e5YhTE0BBCFTe3YtonilAwmRVNCO7sy/OkUSm7Ttm9OS1VL/M4CugAHaJj5KIzVEXXqIbqiKIRekav6M16sl6sd+tj2rpg5TN76A+szx8yCZWA</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="LpoQkl38ftBsinTw/H/ct4hPgTk=">AAACAHicbVBNS8NAEN34WetX1IMHL4tFEA8lKYJehIoXjxXsB7QxbLabdulmE3cnSgm9+Fe8eFDEqz/Dm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcg+N8WwuLS8srq4W14vrG5ta2vbPb0HGqKKvTWMSqFRDNBJesDhwEayWKkSgQrBkMrsZ+84EpzWN5C8OEeRHpSR5ySsBIvr3/6FfuTvAF7uh7BZkc4Q6Q1K/4dskpOxPgeeLmpIRy1Hz7q9ONaRoxCVQQrduuk4CXEQWcCjYqdlLNEkIHpMfahkoSMe1lkwdG+MgoXRzGypQEPFF/T2Qk0noYBaYzItDXs95Y/M9rpxCeexmXSQpM0umiMBUYYjxOA3e5YhTE0BBCFTe3YtonilAwmRVNCO7sy/OkUSm7Ttm9OS1VL/M4CugAHaJj5KIzVEXXqIbqiKIRekav6M16sl6sd+tj2rpg5TN76A+szx8yCZWA</latexit>

w⇤
L�1 =

p
n⌧L�1

<latexit sha1_base64="vjKiKtDU3JIHxRWt5UwVBpmhZAY=">AAACCHicbVA9SwNBEN3zM8avU0sLF4MgguFOBG2EiI2FRQTzAbkY9jabZMne3rk7p4TjShv/io2FIrb+BDv/jZvkCk18MPB4b4aZeX4kuAbH+bZmZufmFxZzS/nlldW1dXtjs6rDWFFWoaEIVd0nmgkuWQU4CFaPFCOBL1jN718M/do9U5qH8gYGEWsGpCt5h1MCRmrZOw+t5OrQTW8P8Bn29J2CRKbYAxKP9ZZdcIrOCHiauBkpoAzllv3ltUMaB0wCFUTrhutE0EyIAk4FS/NerFlEaJ90WcNQSQKmm8nokRTvGaWNO6EyJQGP1N8TCQm0HgS+6QwI9PSkNxT/8xoxdE6bCZdRDEzS8aJOLDCEeJgKbnPFKIiBIYQqbm7FtEcUoWCyy5sQ3MmXp0n1qOg6Rff6uFA6z+LIoW20i/aRi05QCV2iMqogih7RM3pFb9aT9WK9Wx/j1hkrm9lCf2B9/gADGZiw</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vjKiKtDU3JIHxRWt5UwVBpmhZAY=">AAACCHicbVA9SwNBEN3zM8avU0sLF4MgguFOBG2EiI2FRQTzAbkY9jabZMne3rk7p4TjShv/io2FIrb+BDv/jZvkCk18MPB4b4aZeX4kuAbH+bZmZufmFxZzS/nlldW1dXtjs6rDWFFWoaEIVd0nmgkuWQU4CFaPFCOBL1jN718M/do9U5qH8gYGEWsGpCt5h1MCRmrZOw+t5OrQTW8P8Bn29J2CRKbYAxKP9ZZdcIrOCHiauBkpoAzllv3ltUMaB0wCFUTrhutE0EyIAk4FS/NerFlEaJ90WcNQSQKmm8nokRTvGaWNO6EyJQGP1N8TCQm0HgS+6QwI9PSkNxT/8xoxdE6bCZdRDEzS8aJOLDCEeJgKbnPFKIiBIYQqbm7FtEcUoWCyy5sQ3MmXp0n1qOg6Rff6uFA6z+LIoW20i/aRi05QCV2iMqogih7RM3pFb9aT9WK9Wx/j1hkrm9lCf2B9/gADGZiw</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vjKiKtDU3JIHxRWt5UwVBpmhZAY=">AAACCHicbVA9SwNBEN3zM8avU0sLF4MgguFOBG2EiI2FRQTzAbkY9jabZMne3rk7p4TjShv/io2FIrb+BDv/jZvkCk18MPB4b4aZeX4kuAbH+bZmZufmFxZzS/nlldW1dXtjs6rDWFFWoaEIVd0nmgkuWQU4CFaPFCOBL1jN718M/do9U5qH8gYGEWsGpCt5h1MCRmrZOw+t5OrQTW8P8Bn29J2CRKbYAxKP9ZZdcIrOCHiauBkpoAzllv3ltUMaB0wCFUTrhutE0EyIAk4FS/NerFlEaJ90WcNQSQKmm8nokRTvGaWNO6EyJQGP1N8TCQm0HgS+6QwI9PSkNxT/8xoxdE6bCZdRDEzS8aJOLDCEeJgKbnPFKIiBIYQqbm7FtEcUoWCyy5sQ3MmXp0n1qOg6Rff6uFA6z+LIoW20i/aRi05QCV2iMqogih7RM3pFb9aT9WK9Wx/j1hkrm9lCf2B9/gADGZiw</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="vjKiKtDU3JIHxRWt5UwVBpmhZAY=">AAACCHicbVA9SwNBEN3zM8avU0sLF4MgguFOBG2EiI2FRQTzAbkY9jabZMne3rk7p4TjShv/io2FIrb+BDv/jZvkCk18MPB4b4aZeX4kuAbH+bZmZufmFxZzS/nlldW1dXtjs6rDWFFWoaEIVd0nmgkuWQU4CFaPFCOBL1jN718M/do9U5qH8gYGEWsGpCt5h1MCRmrZOw+t5OrQTW8P8Bn29J2CRKbYAxKP9ZZdcIrOCHiauBkpoAzllv3ltUMaB0wCFUTrhutE0EyIAk4FS/NerFlEaJ90WcNQSQKmm8nokRTvGaWNO6EyJQGP1N8TCQm0HgS+6QwI9PSkNxT/8xoxdE6bCZdRDEzS8aJOLDCEeJgKbnPFKIiBIYQqbm7FtEcUoWCyy5sQ3MmXp0n1qOg6Rff6uFA6z+LIoW20i/aRi05QCV2iMqogih7RM3pFb9aT9WK9Wx/j1hkrm9lCf2B9/gADGZiw</latexit>

w⇤
L =

p
n⌧L

<latexit sha1_base64="Vco0Ljcda+q1Jqh6A1ybf4sRL1I=">AAACBHicbVA9SwNBEN2LXzF+nVqmWQyCWIQ7EbQRIjYWFhHMB+Ri2NtskiV7e+funBKOFDb+FRsLRWz9EXb+G/eSKzTxwcDjvRlm5vmR4Boc59vKLSwuLa/kVwtr6xubW/b2Tl2HsaKsRkMRqqZPNBNcshpwEKwZKUYCX7CGP7xI/cY9U5qH8gZGEWsHpC95j1MCRurYxYdOcjW+PcRn2NN3ChI5xh6QOFU7dskpOxPgeeJmpIQyVDv2l9cNaRwwCVQQrVuuE0E7IQo4FWxc8GLNIkKHpM9ahkoSMN1OJk+M8b5RurgXKlMS8ET9PZGQQOtR4JvOgMBAz3qp+J/XiqF32k64jGJgkk4X9WKBIcRpIrjLFaMgRoYQqri5FdMBUYSCya1gQnBnX54n9aOy65Td6+NS5TyLI4+KaA8dIBedoAq6RFVUQxQ9omf0it6sJ+vFerc+pq05K5vZRX9gff4AMNWXzA==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Vco0Ljcda+q1Jqh6A1ybf4sRL1I=">AAACBHicbVA9SwNBEN2LXzF+nVqmWQyCWIQ7EbQRIjYWFhHMB+Ri2NtskiV7e+funBKOFDb+FRsLRWz9EXb+G/eSKzTxwcDjvRlm5vmR4Boc59vKLSwuLa/kVwtr6xubW/b2Tl2HsaKsRkMRqqZPNBNcshpwEKwZKUYCX7CGP7xI/cY9U5qH8gZGEWsHpC95j1MCRurYxYdOcjW+PcRn2NN3ChI5xh6QOFU7dskpOxPgeeJmpIQyVDv2l9cNaRwwCVQQrVuuE0E7IQo4FWxc8GLNIkKHpM9ahkoSMN1OJk+M8b5RurgXKlMS8ET9PZGQQOtR4JvOgMBAz3qp+J/XiqF32k64jGJgkk4X9WKBIcRpIrjLFaMgRoYQqri5FdMBUYSCya1gQnBnX54n9aOy65Td6+NS5TyLI4+KaA8dIBedoAq6RFVUQxQ9omf0it6sJ+vFerc+pq05K5vZRX9gff4AMNWXzA==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Vco0Ljcda+q1Jqh6A1ybf4sRL1I=">AAACBHicbVA9SwNBEN2LXzF+nVqmWQyCWIQ7EbQRIjYWFhHMB+Ri2NtskiV7e+funBKOFDb+FRsLRWz9EXb+G/eSKzTxwcDjvRlm5vmR4Boc59vKLSwuLa/kVwtr6xubW/b2Tl2HsaKsRkMRqqZPNBNcshpwEKwZKUYCX7CGP7xI/cY9U5qH8gZGEWsHpC95j1MCRurYxYdOcjW+PcRn2NN3ChI5xh6QOFU7dskpOxPgeeJmpIQyVDv2l9cNaRwwCVQQrVuuE0E7IQo4FWxc8GLNIkKHpM9ahkoSMN1OJk+M8b5RurgXKlMS8ET9PZGQQOtR4JvOgMBAz3qp+J/XiqF32k64jGJgkk4X9WKBIcRpIrjLFaMgRoYQqri5FdMBUYSCya1gQnBnX54n9aOy65Td6+NS5TyLI4+KaA8dIBedoAq6RFVUQxQ9omf0it6sJ+vFerc+pq05K5vZRX9gff4AMNWXzA==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Vco0Ljcda+q1Jqh6A1ybf4sRL1I=">AAACBHicbVA9SwNBEN2LXzF+nVqmWQyCWIQ7EbQRIjYWFhHMB+Ri2NtskiV7e+funBKOFDb+FRsLRWz9EXb+G/eSKzTxwcDjvRlm5vmR4Boc59vKLSwuLa/kVwtr6xubW/b2Tl2HsaKsRkMRqqZPNBNcshpwEKwZKUYCX7CGP7xI/cY9U5qH8gZGEWsHpC95j1MCRurYxYdOcjW+PcRn2NN3ChI5xh6QOFU7dskpOxPgeeJmpIQyVDv2l9cNaRwwCVQQrVuuE0E7IQo4FWxc8GLNIkKHpM9ahkoSMN1OJk+M8b5RurgXKlMS8ET9PZGQQOtR4JvOgMBAz3qp+J/XiqF32k64jGJgkk4X9WKBIcRpIrjLFaMgRoYQqri5FdMBUYSCya1gQnBnX54n9aOy65Td6+NS5TyLI4+KaA8dIBedoAq6RFVUQxQ9omf0it6sJ+vFerc+pq05K5vZRX9gff4AMNWXzA==</latexit>

Figure 3: The proposed policy for the original system and its relationship to the proposed policy of
the scaled workload problem.

class j, we calculate the penalty function

pj(t) = Qn
j (t)−

xj
mj

Wn(t), t ≥ 0.

Then, the server works on the volunteer class j for which pj(t) is highest. In case of a tie, the class

with the lowest index (among tied ones) is prioritized. As an aside, the non-profit can also ensure

Equation (2) is satisfied using a discrete-review policy, which makes resource allocation decisions

at predetermined review times. See Harrison (1996, 1998), Maglaras (1999, 2000), Ata and Kumar

(2005), and Ata and Olsen (2009, 2013) for such policies and their analysis under fluid and diffusion

approximations.

Lastly, we characterize thresholds τ1, . . . , τL explicitly. To do so, we next provide a closed-form

formula for v(·). And, inverting it yields the thresholds, cf. Equation (71).

For notational brevity, we define ul(·) for all x and for l = 1, . . . , L+ 1 as follows:

ul(x) = p− ĉl exp

{−2θl−1(x− τl) + κ(x2 − τ2l )

σ2

}
+

2(β − c(θl−1))
√
π

σ
√
κ

exp

{
(κx− θl−1)

2

κσ2

}[
Φ

(
κx− θl−1

σ
√
κ/2

)
− Φ

(
κτl − θl−1

σ
√
κ/2

)]
,

where Φ denotes the cumulative distribution function for a standard normal random variable. The

following proposition characterizes the thresholds τ1, . . . , τL; see the Online Supplement Section D

24



for its proof.

Proposition 3 For x ∈ [τl, τl−1), l = 1, . . . , L+1, we have that v(x) = ul(x) and τl = v−1(p− ĉl).

The Online Supplement Section F shows the solution to the Bellman equation (68)-(69).

5 Numerical/Simulation Study

To investigate the effectiveness of our dynamic policy, we conducted a numerical study. This

study was based primarily on the volunteer operations of a food bank in the Southwestern United

States which we will call “Food Bank A”. Additionally, we also contacted a sample of 155 food

banks in the U.S. using the GuideStar database on nonprofit organizations and searched on “Food

Banks.” Out of these, 66 food banks agreed to answer a Qualtrics survey about how they engage

volunteers in their organization. We matched the responses from the survey with information from

the Form 990 filed by the organization. The respondents included food banks from 36 states. Gross

receipts, including financial donations, in-kind donations, grants, and fees for services, ranged from

$54K to $105M, with a median of $3.4M. Information collected in the survey included the types

of activities volunteers perform, the criticalness of these activities to food bank performance, top

cost categories associated with volunteer labor, total volunteer hours per year, full-time equivalent

(FTE) employees, probability that a volunteer also donates financially, and, if so, average volunteer

financial donation amount. Most germane to this study, we note that 24% of the respondents

listed volunteer recruiting as one of their top three volunteer-related costs and 55% mentioned

managing and training volunteers. As organizations that provide continuous services, the following

were mentioned as ongoing volunteer activities: sorting food donations (80%), packing and bagging

food for clients (61%), distribution and delivery (48%), stocking shelves (29%), and clerical tasks

(21%).

Our simulation process logic and the parameters used to calculate the dynamic policy thresholds

are based on the operations of Food Bank A. Food Bank A runs a large, volunteer-staffed meal

preparation operation that delivers food to a service network of nearly 1,400 organizations, schools,

after-school, and feeding sites. We collected operational information from Food Bank A through an

on-site visit, three interviews (the first interview was conducted with three managers, the Director of

Volunteer and Agency Services, Business Support Manager, and Volunteer Engagement Manager;
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the second and third interviews were conducted with the Volunteer Engagement Manager), and

follow-up email correspondences. Using the simulation, we compare the performance of our dynamic

policy to all possible static policies. In particular, we assess and compare the total annual cost,

abandonment percentage, activity cost, and lost throughput resulting from the respective policies.

5.1 Simulation Process Logic

Our simulation process logic closely follows the actual process at Food Bank A (i.e., without

making the simplifying assumptions used to derive the dynamic policy). In particular, there are

two simplifying assumptions made in the analytical model (Section 2) that we do not incorporate

into the simulation. First, although the model is in continuous time, we build a discrete time

simulation where each period represents one day. Moreover, volunteers that work the same shift

are synchronized in their arrival to the food bank. Second, in the simulation, we set distinct

times for possible engagement activities based on an approximate schedule from Food Bank A.

If the food bank chooses to execute the activity, it will result in more volunteer signups from the

affected class(es) during the impact period of the engagement activity. Also, instead of continuously

adjusting engagement activities, we will check system congestion before each engagement activity

to determine whether to conduct that activity.

Each period of the simulation is equivalent to one day. The food bank runs the volunteer

operation 6 days per week. The following describes the simulation process logic from the volunteer’s

perspective:

1. A volunteer arrives to sign up for a volunteer shift. The volunteer enters a queue for a

volunteer shift (i.e., waits to be processed by the food bank, where “processed” means to

have the volunteer work a shift). The arrival rate of each class of volunteer depends on the

inherent characteristics of the volunteer class and the engagement activities performed by the

food bank.

2. The volunteer advances in the first-come-first-served queue until the day they can work a

volunteer shift. Any time before the volunteer works the shift, the volunteer can abandon the

queue.

3. On the day of the volunteer shift, the volunteer works simultaneously with all other volunteers
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who are working the shift on that day.

4. After the day of the volunteer shift, the volunteer enters repose if they are in a class of repeat

volunteers, or exits the system entirely if they are in a class of one-time volunteers.

The following describes the simulation process logic from the food bank’s perspective:

1. For every working day of the volunteer operation, the food bank processes the first 250

volunteers in the queue. If there are fewer than 250 volunteers in the queue, some volunteer

slots for that day are left unfilled and the food bank loses the corresponding amount of output.

2. The food bank has engagement opportunities on specific days of the year. Each type of en-

gagement opportunity occurs on a periodic basis, e.g., once per day, once per week, etc. Using

a static policy, the food bank performs the engagement activity according to the schedule.

Using the dynamic policy, before each engagement activity opportunity, the food bank checks

the number of volunteers in the queue, and determines whether to perform the engagement

activity based on the policy thresholds. If the food bank chooses to perform the engagement

activity, the arrival rates of the affected volunteer classes are boosted until the next oppor-

tunity for the same engagement activity. If the food bank does not perform the engagement

activity, the arrival rates of the volunteer classes remain at the base arrival rate.

5.2 Simulation Parameters

Most of the parameters of the simulation were calibrated using operational information from Food

Bank A. However, the abandonment rate, γj , was estimated using qualitative descriptions from the

managers during our interviews and therefore, we perform sensitivity analysis on this parameter.

Using these parameters, we derived the thresholds of the dynamic policy using the approximating

Brownian control problem described in Section 3.

The following simulation parameters are based on the meal preparation operation of Food

Bank A. (See the Online Supplement Section H for detailed descriptions and calculations of pa-

rameter values).

Volunteers. There are 3 classes of volunteers: corporate volunteers (class j = 1), individuals

(class j = 2), and social groups such as school groups or soccer clubs (class j = 3). Based on

27



information from Food Bank A, corporate volunteers and individuals are more likely to be repeat

volunteers, whereas social groups tend to come and go. Therefore, we consider volunteers in classes

j = 1, 2 to be repeat volunteers and volunteers in class j = 3 to be one-time volunteers, resulting in

J = 2 and J̃ = 1. Estimates from Food Bank A indicate that there are approximately kn1 = 11,200

corporate volunteers and kn2 = 16,800 individual volunteers.

There are two types of corporate volunteers (j = 1): regulars who volunteer on average once

every 8 months and sporadic volunteers who volunteer on average once every 4 years. Of the

volunteer slots filled by corporate volunteers, 70% are filled by regulars and 30% are filled by the

sporadic type. Using these approximate volunteering frequencies from Food Bank A, we derive the

resulting arrival rate of class j = 1 volunteers to be rn1 k
n
1 = 6720 arrivals per year. Individual

volunteers (j = 2) consist of 4 types of volunteers. In decreasing order of volunteering frequency:

0.5% volunteer on average once per week, 17.5% volunteer on average once per month, 32% volunteer

on average twice per year, and 50% on average volunteer once every 4 years. Thus, we derive the

arrival rate of class j = 2 volunteers to be rn2 k
n
2 = 52,500 arrivals per year. Food Bank A estimates

that approximately 25% of volunteer arrivals are social group volunteers (j = 3), therefore, we

estimate that the arrival rate of class j = 3 is λn3 = 19,540 arrivals per year.

Combining the arrival rates of all three classes, the total annual arrival rate is rn1 k
n
1+r

n
2 k

n
2+λ

n
3 =

78,760 arrivals per year. See the Online Supplement Section H.1 for detailed descriptions and

calculations related to volunteer arrival rates.

Service rate. The food bank is able to accommodate 250 volunteers per day, i.e., it strives to

fill 250 volunteer slots per day. Meal preparation operates 6 days per week for 52 weeks per year.

Any class of volunteer can fill a volunteer slot. Therefore, µn1 = µn2 = µn3 = 78,000 slots per year.

Engagement activities. The food bank can engage in L = 4 different volunteer engagement

activities. Each engagement activity follows a periodic schedule. In the simulation, at each point

when an engagement activity is scheduled, the activation of the activity will depend on the conges-

tion of the system and the thresholds of the dynamic policy. If the congestion is low enough (i.e.,

not enough volunteers), the engagement activity will be activated and during the period of time

until the next scheduled occurrence of the activity, the arrivals of the volunteers increase accord-
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ingly. Otherwise, the food bank will not activate the engagement activity and the arrival rates of

volunteers will remain unchanged. Following are brief descriptions of the engagement activities.

• Orientation during volunteer shift (l = 1): A brief orientation at the beginning and

closing remarks at the end of each volunteer shift explain the social impact that the volunteer

work has on the population in need. This activity affects the arrival rate of volunteer classes

R1∪S1 = {1, 2, 3}. On average, Food Bank A estimates that the orientation activity increases

volunteer signups by 10-15 volunteers per week. The typical frequency of this activity is once

per volunteer shift (i.e., 6 times per week), thus, we calculate that this activity increases

volunteer arrivals by 2 volunteers per engagement activity. This activity takes approximately

10 minutes of employee time.

• Electronic communication (l = 2): The food bank sends targeted emails and other forms

of electronic communication to volunteers to notify them of volunteer activities. This activity

affects the arrival rate of volunteer classes R2 ∪ S2 = {1, 2, 3}. On average, Food Bank A

estimates that electronic communication increases volunteer signups by 15 volunteers per

week. The typical frequency of this activity is once per week, thus, we calculate that this

activity increases volunteer arrivals by 15 volunteers per engagement activity. It takes an

employee approximately one hour to formulate an e-communication (e.g., newsletter).

• Speaking engagement (l = 3): Food bank staff can make presentations at organizations

in the region to raise awareness. This activity affects the arrival rate of volunteer classes

R3 = {3}. On average, Food Bank A estimates that speaking engagements increase volun-

teer signups by 20 volunteers per month. The typical frequency of this activity is once per

month, thus, we calculate that this activity increases volunteer arrivals by 20 volunteers per

engagement activity. Food bank employees must travel to and spend time speaking with

organizations in the region.

• Tabling at a fair (l = 4): Food bank staff can set up an information table at fairs throughout

the year. This activity affects the arrival rate of volunteer classes R4 = {1, 3}. On average,

Food Bank A estimates that tabling at fairs increases volunteer signups by 30 volunteers per

month. The typical frequency of this activity is once per month, thus, we calculate that this
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Increase in Fixed cost
Engagement Volunteer annual arrivals of activity, Fn

l

activity classes affected [arrivals/year] [$/year]
l = 1 Orientation j = 1, 2, 3 624 936

l = 2 E-communication j = 1, 2, 3 780 1820

l = 3 Speaking j = 3 240 720

l = 4 Tabling j = 1, 3 360 1800

Table 1: Engagement activity parameters.

activity increases volunteer arrivals by 30 volunteers per engagement activity. Food bank

employees must travel to and spend time staffing the table at the fair.

Parameters related to engagement activities are shown in Table 1. See the Online Supplement

Section H.2 for detailed descriptions of and calculations for these engagement activities.

Other parameters. We assume that the cost rate of idleness (throughput loss) in the system

is equal to the opportunity cost of forgone social impact, i.e., it is equivalent to the value of the

meals produced by volunteers per year. Based on Food Bank A’s cost of the meal, we calculate that

p = $50 (see the Online Supplement Section H.3 for details). Discussions with Food Bank A revealed

that there are always some volunteers that abandon the queue but the number is typically low. We

correspondingly set the cancellation/abandonment rate to be low: γj = 0.01, j = 1, 2, 3. However,

we perform sensitivity analysis on γj to determine the effect of varying γj . Lastly, we assume a

first-come-first-served service discipline, therefore, xj = kjrj/µj for j = 1, 2 and xj = λj/µj for

j = 3. Hence, x1 = 0.085, x2 = 0.067, x3 = 0.248. See the Online Supplement Section H.3 for

detailed descriptions and calculations related to the parameters described above.

5.3 Optimal policy thresholds

To calculate the threshold values of the optimal policy, we first scale the parameters of the nth

system to parameters for the limit system. We assume n is large and roughly equal to the number of

potential volunteers Food Bank A can reach with its engagement activities, thus we set n = 56,000.

The calculations for parameter values λj , µj , r̂l, λ̂l, Fl, p, κ, and σ2w are given in the Online

Supplement Section H.4.

Using Equation (50), we calculate ĉl for l = 1, . . . , 4 and note that ĉ1 < · · · < ĉ4. We use
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Equation (24) to find θ0, and then use Equations (51) and (52) to calculate θl and c(θl), respectively.

Since the dynamic policy is derived using an approximate system, we further tune the policy

thresholds by adjusting θ0 (which results in adjustments to the thresholds). Because the dynamic

policy is nested, adjusting θ0 gives us a principled way to change the thresholds (i.e., preserving

their relationship to each other). For example, in our base case simulation scenario, Equation (24)

gives an initial value of θ0 = −2.3. We performed a search over a range of values around that value

of θ0 and found that θ0 = −1.4 gave the thresholds with the best performance.

t
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<latexit sha1_base64="6wc93MA4kgz12UA60O4lEj2ZjEc=">AAACB3icbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vUZeCBIvgqsx0o8uCG5cV7APaoWTSO21oJhmSTKEM3bnxV9y4UMStv+DOvzHTzkJbDwQO59xH7gkTzrTxvG+ntLG5tb1T3q3s7R8cHrnHJ20tU0WhRSWXqhsSDZwJaBlmOHQTBSQOOXTCyW3ud6agNJPiwcwSCGIyEixilBgrDdxzbWSCCecYxIiMIAZhMKGGTZlhoAdu1at5C+B14hekigo0B+5Xfyhpmo+hnGjd873EBBlRhlEO80o/1ZAQOrGrepYKEoMOssUdc3xplSGOpLLPfmOh/u7ISKz1LA5tZUzMWK96ufif10tNdBNkTCSpAUGXi6KUYyNxHgoeMgXU8JklhCp7OcV0TJTNwUZXsSH4qyevk3a95ns1/75ebXhFHGV0hi7QFfLRNWqgO9RELUTRI3pGr+jNeXJenHfnY1lacoqeU/QHzucPMUWZcg==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="6wc93MA4kgz12UA60O4lEj2ZjEc=">AAACB3icbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vUZeCBIvgqsx0o8uCG5cV7APaoWTSO21oJhmSTKEM3bnxV9y4UMStv+DOvzHTzkJbDwQO59xH7gkTzrTxvG+ntLG5tb1T3q3s7R8cHrnHJ20tU0WhRSWXqhsSDZwJaBlmOHQTBSQOOXTCyW3ud6agNJPiwcwSCGIyEixilBgrDdxzbWSCCecYxIiMIAZhMKGGTZlhoAdu1at5C+B14hekigo0B+5Xfyhpmo+hnGjd873EBBlRhlEO80o/1ZAQOrGrepYKEoMOssUdc3xplSGOpLLPfmOh/u7ISKz1LA5tZUzMWK96ufif10tNdBNkTCSpAUGXi6KUYyNxHgoeMgXU8JklhCp7OcV0TJTNwUZXsSH4qyevk3a95ns1/75ebXhFHGV0hi7QFfLRNWqgO9RELUTRI3pGr+jNeXJenHfnY1lacoqeU/QHzucPMUWZcg==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="6wc93MA4kgz12UA60O4lEj2ZjEc=">AAACB3icbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vUZeCBIvgqsx0o8uCG5cV7APaoWTSO21oJhmSTKEM3bnxV9y4UMStv+DOvzHTzkJbDwQO59xH7gkTzrTxvG+ntLG5tb1T3q3s7R8cHrnHJ20tU0WhRSWXqhsSDZwJaBlmOHQTBSQOOXTCyW3ud6agNJPiwcwSCGIyEixilBgrDdxzbWSCCecYxIiMIAZhMKGGTZlhoAdu1at5C+B14hekigo0B+5Xfyhpmo+hnGjd873EBBlRhlEO80o/1ZAQOrGrepYKEoMOssUdc3xplSGOpLLPfmOh/u7ISKz1LA5tZUzMWK96ufif10tNdBNkTCSpAUGXi6KUYyNxHgoeMgXU8JklhCp7OcV0TJTNwUZXsSH4qyevk3a95ns1/75ebXhFHGV0hi7QFfLRNWqgO9RELUTRI3pGr+jNeXJenHfnY1lacoqeU/QHzucPMUWZcg==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="6wc93MA4kgz12UA60O4lEj2ZjEc=">AAACB3icbVDLSgMxFM3UV62vUZeCBIvgqsx0o8uCG5cV7APaoWTSO21oJhmSTKEM3bnxV9y4UMStv+DOvzHTzkJbDwQO59xH7gkTzrTxvG+ntLG5tb1T3q3s7R8cHrnHJ20tU0WhRSWXqhsSDZwJaBlmOHQTBSQOOXTCyW3ud6agNJPiwcwSCGIyEixilBgrDdxzbWSCCecYxIiMIAZhMKGGTZlhoAdu1at5C+B14hekigo0B+5Xfyhpmo+hnGjd873EBBlRhlEO80o/1ZAQOrGrepYKEoMOssUdc3xplSGOpLLPfmOh/u7ISKz1LA5tZUzMWK96ufif10tNdBNkTCSpAUGXi6KUYyNxHgoeMgXU8JklhCp7OcV0TJTNwUZXsSH4qyevk3a95ns1/75ebXhFHGV0hi7QFfLRNWqgO9RELUTRI3pGr+jNeXJenHfnY1lacoqeU/QHzucPMUWZcg==</latexit>

engage in activity l = 1 only
<latexit sha1_base64="m39CRClSSes1iflJrfE2ygGC3eM=">AAACBnicbVA9SwNBEN3zM8avU0sRFhPBKtyl0UYI2FhGMB+QHGFvM0mW7O0eu3uB40hl41+xsVDE1t9g579xk1yhiQ8GHu/NMDMvjDnTxvO+nbX1jc2t7cJOcXdv/+DQPTpuapkoCg0quVTtkGjgTEDDMMOhHSsgUcihFY5vZ35rAkozKR5MGkMQkaFgA0aJsVLPPQMxJEPATGBCDZswk+Iyv/HLWAqe9tySV/HmwKvEz0kJ5aj33K9uX9IkAmEoJ1p3fC82QUaUYZTDtNhNNMSEju3KjqWCRKCDbP7GFF9YpY8HUtkSBs/V3xMZibROo9B2RsSM9LI3E//zOokZXAcZE3FiQNDFokHCsZF4lgnuMwXU8NQSQhWzt2I6IsoGYpMr2hD85ZdXSbNa8b2Kf18t1bw8jgI6RefoEvnoCtXQHaqjBqLoET2jV/TmPDkvzrvzsWhdc/KZE/QHzucPgN2XyA==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="m39CRClSSes1iflJrfE2ygGC3eM=">AAACBnicbVA9SwNBEN3zM8avU0sRFhPBKtyl0UYI2FhGMB+QHGFvM0mW7O0eu3uB40hl41+xsVDE1t9g579xk1yhiQ8GHu/NMDMvjDnTxvO+nbX1jc2t7cJOcXdv/+DQPTpuapkoCg0quVTtkGjgTEDDMMOhHSsgUcihFY5vZ35rAkozKR5MGkMQkaFgA0aJsVLPPQMxJEPATGBCDZswk+Iyv/HLWAqe9tySV/HmwKvEz0kJ5aj33K9uX9IkAmEoJ1p3fC82QUaUYZTDtNhNNMSEju3KjqWCRKCDbP7GFF9YpY8HUtkSBs/V3xMZibROo9B2RsSM9LI3E//zOokZXAcZE3FiQNDFokHCsZF4lgnuMwXU8NQSQhWzt2I6IsoGYpMr2hD85ZdXSbNa8b2Kf18t1bw8jgI6RefoEvnoCtXQHaqjBqLoET2jV/TmPDkvzrvzsWhdc/KZE/QHzucPgN2XyA==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="m39CRClSSes1iflJrfE2ygGC3eM=">AAACBnicbVA9SwNBEN3zM8avU0sRFhPBKtyl0UYI2FhGMB+QHGFvM0mW7O0eu3uB40hl41+xsVDE1t9g579xk1yhiQ8GHu/NMDMvjDnTxvO+nbX1jc2t7cJOcXdv/+DQPTpuapkoCg0quVTtkGjgTEDDMMOhHSsgUcihFY5vZ35rAkozKR5MGkMQkaFgA0aJsVLPPQMxJEPATGBCDZswk+Iyv/HLWAqe9tySV/HmwKvEz0kJ5aj33K9uX9IkAmEoJ1p3fC82QUaUYZTDtNhNNMSEju3KjqWCRKCDbP7GFF9YpY8HUtkSBs/V3xMZibROo9B2RsSM9LI3E//zOokZXAcZE3FiQNDFokHCsZF4lgnuMwXU8NQSQhWzt2I6IsoGYpMr2hD85ZdXSbNa8b2Kf18t1bw8jgI6RefoEvnoCtXQHaqjBqLoET2jV/TmPDkvzrvzsWhdc/KZE/QHzucPgN2XyA==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="m39CRClSSes1iflJrfE2ygGC3eM=">AAACBnicbVA9SwNBEN3zM8avU0sRFhPBKtyl0UYI2FhGMB+QHGFvM0mW7O0eu3uB40hl41+xsVDE1t9g579xk1yhiQ8GHu/NMDMvjDnTxvO+nbX1jc2t7cJOcXdv/+DQPTpuapkoCg0quVTtkGjgTEDDMMOhHSsgUcihFY5vZ35rAkozKR5MGkMQkaFgA0aJsVLPPQMxJEPATGBCDZswk+Iyv/HLWAqe9tySV/HmwKvEz0kJ5aj33K9uX9IkAmEoJ1p3fC82QUaUYZTDtNhNNMSEju3KjqWCRKCDbP7GFF9YpY8HUtkSBs/V3xMZibROo9B2RsSM9LI3E//zOokZXAcZE3FiQNDFokHCsZF4lgnuMwXU8NQSQhWzt2I6IsoGYpMr2hD85ZdXSbNa8b2Kf18t1bw8jgI6RefoEvnoCtXQHaqjBqLoET2jV/TmPDkvzrvzsWhdc/KZE/QHzucPgN2XyA==</latexit>

engage in activities l = 1, 2
<latexit sha1_base64="xBUkzFJmqp7jnIutLbOZMKCxt1c=">AAACBXicbZA9SwNBEIb34leMX1FLLRYTwULCXRpthICNZQTzAckR9jaTZMne3rE7FwhHGhv/io2FIrb+Bzv/jZuPQhNfGHh5Z4ZhniCWwqDrfjuZtfWNza3sdm5nd2//IH94VDdRojnUeCQj3QyYASkU1FCghGasgYWBhEYwvJ32GyPQRkTqAccx+CHrK9ETnKGNOvlTUH3WByoUZRzFSKAAQ4vyxrssFzv5gltyZ6KrxluYAlmo2sl/tbsRT0JQyCUzpuW5Mfop0yi4hEmunRiIGR/aiy1rFQvB+Onsiwk9t0mX9iJtSyGdpb83UhYaMw4DOxkyHJjl3jT8r9dKsHftp0LFCYLi80O9RFKM6BQJ7QoNHOXYGsa1JcApHzBteVhwOQvBW3551dTLJc8tefflQsVd4MiSE3JGLohHrkiF3JEqqRFOHskzeSVvzpPz4rw7H/PRjLPYOSZ/5Hz+ADemlwI=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="xBUkzFJmqp7jnIutLbOZMKCxt1c=">AAACBXicbZA9SwNBEIb34leMX1FLLRYTwULCXRpthICNZQTzAckR9jaTZMne3rE7FwhHGhv/io2FIrb+Bzv/jZuPQhNfGHh5Z4ZhniCWwqDrfjuZtfWNza3sdm5nd2//IH94VDdRojnUeCQj3QyYASkU1FCghGasgYWBhEYwvJ32GyPQRkTqAccx+CHrK9ETnKGNOvlTUH3WByoUZRzFSKAAQ4vyxrssFzv5gltyZ6KrxluYAlmo2sl/tbsRT0JQyCUzpuW5Mfop0yi4hEmunRiIGR/aiy1rFQvB+Onsiwk9t0mX9iJtSyGdpb83UhYaMw4DOxkyHJjl3jT8r9dKsHftp0LFCYLi80O9RFKM6BQJ7QoNHOXYGsa1JcApHzBteVhwOQvBW3551dTLJc8tefflQsVd4MiSE3JGLohHrkiF3JEqqRFOHskzeSVvzpPz4rw7H/PRjLPYOSZ/5Hz+ADemlwI=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="xBUkzFJmqp7jnIutLbOZMKCxt1c=">AAACBXicbZA9SwNBEIb34leMX1FLLRYTwULCXRpthICNZQTzAckR9jaTZMne3rE7FwhHGhv/io2FIrb+Bzv/jZuPQhNfGHh5Z4ZhniCWwqDrfjuZtfWNza3sdm5nd2//IH94VDdRojnUeCQj3QyYASkU1FCghGasgYWBhEYwvJ32GyPQRkTqAccx+CHrK9ETnKGNOvlTUH3WByoUZRzFSKAAQ4vyxrssFzv5gltyZ6KrxluYAlmo2sl/tbsRT0JQyCUzpuW5Mfop0yi4hEmunRiIGR/aiy1rFQvB+Onsiwk9t0mX9iJtSyGdpb83UhYaMw4DOxkyHJjl3jT8r9dKsHftp0LFCYLi80O9RFKM6BQJ7QoNHOXYGsa1JcApHzBteVhwOQvBW3551dTLJc8tefflQsVd4MiSE3JGLohHrkiF3JEqqRFOHskzeSVvzpPz4rw7H/PRjLPYOSZ/5Hz+ADemlwI=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="xBUkzFJmqp7jnIutLbOZMKCxt1c=">AAACBXicbZA9SwNBEIb34leMX1FLLRYTwULCXRpthICNZQTzAckR9jaTZMne3rE7FwhHGhv/io2FIrb+Bzv/jZuPQhNfGHh5Z4ZhniCWwqDrfjuZtfWNza3sdm5nd2//IH94VDdRojnUeCQj3QyYASkU1FCghGasgYWBhEYwvJ32GyPQRkTqAccx+CHrK9ETnKGNOvlTUH3WByoUZRzFSKAAQ4vyxrssFzv5gltyZ6KrxluYAlmo2sl/tbsRT0JQyCUzpuW5Mfop0yi4hEmunRiIGR/aiy1rFQvB+Onsiwk9t0mX9iJtSyGdpb83UhYaMw4DOxkyHJjl3jT8r9dKsHftp0LFCYLi80O9RFKM6BQJ7QoNHOXYGsa1JcApHzBteVhwOQvBW3551dTLJc8tefflQsVd4MiSE3JGLohHrkiF3JEqqRFOHskzeSVvzpPz4rw7H/PRjLPYOSZ/5Hz+ADemlwI=</latexit>

engage in activities l = 1, 2, 3
<latexit sha1_base64="BsO9rRlub4EARpleVlnV5a37Zfg=">AAACB3icbZA9SwNBEIb34leMX6eWgiwmgkUId7HQRgjYWEYwH5AcYW8zlyzZ2zt29wLhSGfjX7GxUMTWv2Dnv3GTXKGJLwy8vDPDMI8fc6a043xbubX1jc2t/HZhZ3dv/8A+PGqqKJEUGjTikWz7RAFnAhqaaQ7tWAIJfQ4tf3Q767fGIBWLxIOexOCFZCBYwCjRJurZpyAGZACYCUyoZmOmGShc4jduuVq+LPXsolNx5sKrxs1MEWWq9+yvbj+iSQhCU06U6rhOrL2USM0oh2mhmyiICR2Zmx1jBQlBeen8jyk+N0kfB5E0JTSep783UhIqNQl9MxkSPVTLvVn4X6+T6ODaS5mIEw2CLg4FCcc6wjMouM8kUM0nxhAqDQOK6ZBIQ8SgKxgI7vLLq6ZZrbhOxb2vFmtOhiOPTtAZukAuukI1dIfqqIEoekTP6BW9WU/Wi/VufSxGc1a2c4z+yPr8ASUOl3U=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="BsO9rRlub4EARpleVlnV5a37Zfg=">AAACB3icbZA9SwNBEIb34leMX6eWgiwmgkUId7HQRgjYWEYwH5AcYW8zlyzZ2zt29wLhSGfjX7GxUMTWv2Dnv3GTXKGJLwy8vDPDMI8fc6a043xbubX1jc2t/HZhZ3dv/8A+PGqqKJEUGjTikWz7RAFnAhqaaQ7tWAIJfQ4tf3Q767fGIBWLxIOexOCFZCBYwCjRJurZpyAGZACYCUyoZmOmGShc4jduuVq+LPXsolNx5sKrxs1MEWWq9+yvbj+iSQhCU06U6rhOrL2USM0oh2mhmyiICR2Zmx1jBQlBeen8jyk+N0kfB5E0JTSep783UhIqNQl9MxkSPVTLvVn4X6+T6ODaS5mIEw2CLg4FCcc6wjMouM8kUM0nxhAqDQOK6ZBIQ8SgKxgI7vLLq6ZZrbhOxb2vFmtOhiOPTtAZukAuukI1dIfqqIEoekTP6BW9WU/Wi/VufSxGc1a2c4z+yPr8ASUOl3U=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="BsO9rRlub4EARpleVlnV5a37Zfg=">AAACB3icbZA9SwNBEIb34leMX6eWgiwmgkUId7HQRgjYWEYwH5AcYW8zlyzZ2zt29wLhSGfjX7GxUMTWv2Dnv3GTXKGJLwy8vDPDMI8fc6a043xbubX1jc2t/HZhZ3dv/8A+PGqqKJEUGjTikWz7RAFnAhqaaQ7tWAIJfQ4tf3Q767fGIBWLxIOexOCFZCBYwCjRJurZpyAGZACYCUyoZmOmGShc4jduuVq+LPXsolNx5sKrxs1MEWWq9+yvbj+iSQhCU06U6rhOrL2USM0oh2mhmyiICR2Zmx1jBQlBeen8jyk+N0kfB5E0JTSep783UhIqNQl9MxkSPVTLvVn4X6+T6ODaS5mIEw2CLg4FCcc6wjMouM8kUM0nxhAqDQOK6ZBIQ8SgKxgI7vLLq6ZZrbhOxb2vFmtOhiOPTtAZukAuukI1dIfqqIEoekTP6BW9WU/Wi/VufSxGc1a2c4z+yPr8ASUOl3U=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="BsO9rRlub4EARpleVlnV5a37Zfg=">AAACB3icbZA9SwNBEIb34leMX6eWgiwmgkUId7HQRgjYWEYwH5AcYW8zlyzZ2zt29wLhSGfjX7GxUMTWv2Dnv3GTXKGJLwy8vDPDMI8fc6a043xbubX1jc2t/HZhZ3dv/8A+PGqqKJEUGjTikWz7RAFnAhqaaQ7tWAIJfQ4tf3Q767fGIBWLxIOexOCFZCBYwCjRJurZpyAGZACYCUyoZmOmGShc4jduuVq+LPXsolNx5sKrxs1MEWWq9+yvbj+iSQhCU06U6rhOrL2USM0oh2mhmyiICR2Zmx1jBQlBeen8jyk+N0kfB5E0JTSep783UhIqNQl9MxkSPVTLvVn4X6+T6ODaS5mIEw2CLg4FCcc6wjMouM8kUM0nxhAqDQOK6ZBIQ8SgKxgI7vLLq6ZZrbhOxb2vFmtOhiOPTtAZukAuukI1dIfqqIEoekTP6BW9WU/Wi/VufSxGc1a2c4z+yPr8ASUOl3U=</latexit>

engage in activities l = 1, 2, 3, 4
<latexit sha1_base64="EC5K0i+iS/ZXWI/txj022upa5lQ=">AAACCXicbZA9SwNBEIb34leMX6eWNouJYBHCXRS0EQI2lhHMByRH2NvMJUv29o7dvUA40tr4V2wsFLH1H9j5b9wkV2jiCwMv78wwzOPHnCntON9Wbm19Y3Mrv13Y2d3bP7APj5oqSiSFBo14JNs+UcCZgIZmmkM7lkBCn0PLH93O+q0xSMUi8aAnMXghGQgWMEq0iXo2BjEgA8BMYEI1GzPNQOESv3HL1fJF+bLUs4tOxZkLrxo3M0WUqd6zv7r9iCYhCE05UarjOrH2UiI1oxymhW6iICZ0ZK52jBUkBOWl80+m+MwkfRxE0pTQeJ7+3khJqNQk9M1kSPRQLfdm4X+9TqKDay9lIk40CLo4FCQc6wjPsOA+k0A1nxhDqDQUKKZDIg0TA69gILjLL6+aZrXiOhX3vlqsORmOPDpBp+gcuegK1dAdqqMGougRPaNX9GY9WS/Wu/WxGM1Z2c4x+iPr8wcUwZfp</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="EC5K0i+iS/ZXWI/txj022upa5lQ=">AAACCXicbZA9SwNBEIb34leMX6eWNouJYBHCXRS0EQI2lhHMByRH2NvMJUv29o7dvUA40tr4V2wsFLH1H9j5b9wkV2jiCwMv78wwzOPHnCntON9Wbm19Y3Mrv13Y2d3bP7APj5oqSiSFBo14JNs+UcCZgIZmmkM7lkBCn0PLH93O+q0xSMUi8aAnMXghGQgWMEq0iXo2BjEgA8BMYEI1GzPNQOESv3HL1fJF+bLUs4tOxZkLrxo3M0WUqd6zv7r9iCYhCE05UarjOrH2UiI1oxymhW6iICZ0ZK52jBUkBOWl80+m+MwkfRxE0pTQeJ7+3khJqNQk9M1kSPRQLfdm4X+9TqKDay9lIk40CLo4FCQc6wjPsOA+k0A1nxhDqDQUKKZDIg0TA69gILjLL6+aZrXiOhX3vlqsORmOPDpBp+gcuegK1dAdqqMGougRPaNX9GY9WS/Wu/WxGM1Z2c4x+iPr8wcUwZfp</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="EC5K0i+iS/ZXWI/txj022upa5lQ=">AAACCXicbZA9SwNBEIb34leMX6eWNouJYBHCXRS0EQI2lhHMByRH2NvMJUv29o7dvUA40tr4V2wsFLH1H9j5b9wkV2jiCwMv78wwzOPHnCntON9Wbm19Y3Mrv13Y2d3bP7APj5oqSiSFBo14JNs+UcCZgIZmmkM7lkBCn0PLH93O+q0xSMUi8aAnMXghGQgWMEq0iXo2BjEgA8BMYEI1GzPNQOESv3HL1fJF+bLUs4tOxZkLrxo3M0WUqd6zv7r9iCYhCE05UarjOrH2UiI1oxymhW6iICZ0ZK52jBUkBOWl80+m+MwkfRxE0pTQeJ7+3khJqNQk9M1kSPRQLfdm4X+9TqKDay9lIk40CLo4FCQc6wjPsOA+k0A1nxhDqDQUKKZDIg0TA69gILjLL6+aZrXiOhX3vlqsORmOPDpBp+gcuegK1dAdqqMGougRPaNX9GY9WS/Wu/WxGM1Z2c4x+iPr8wcUwZfp</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="EC5K0i+iS/ZXWI/txj022upa5lQ=">AAACCXicbZA9SwNBEIb34leMX6eWNouJYBHCXRS0EQI2lhHMByRH2NvMJUv29o7dvUA40tr4V2wsFLH1H9j5b9wkV2jiCwMv78wwzOPHnCntON9Wbm19Y3Mrv13Y2d3bP7APj5oqSiSFBo14JNs+UcCZgIZmmkM7lkBCn0PLH93O+q0xSMUi8aAnMXghGQgWMEq0iXo2BjEgA8BMYEI1GzPNQOESv3HL1fJF+bLUs4tOxZkLrxo3M0WUqd6zv7r9iCYhCE05UarjOrH2UiI1oxymhW6iICZ0ZK52jBUkBOWl80+m+MwkfRxE0pTQeJ7+3khJqNQk9M1kSPRQLfdm4X+9TqKDay9lIk40CLo4FCQc6wjPsOA+k0A1nxhDqDQUKKZDIg0TA69gILjLL6+aZrXiOhX3vlqsORmOPDpBp+gcuegK1dAdqqMGougRPaNX9GY9WS/Wu/WxGM1Z2c4x+iPr8wcUwZfp</latexit>

<latexit sha1_base64="08lCgoBQR+AL2TxWj1tdxbJVyPw=">AAAB7nicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBA8hd0YfByEgBePEcwDkiXMTibJkNnZZaZXCUs+wosHRbz6Pd78GyfJHjSxoKGo6qa7K4ilMOi6387K6tr6xmZuK7+9s7u3Xzg4bJgo0YzXWSQj3Qqo4VIoXkeBkrdizWkYSN4MRrdTv/nItRGResBxzP2QDpToC0bRSs2nrndTvj7vFopuyZ2BLBMvI0XIUOsWvjq9iCUhV8gkNabtuTH6KdUomOSTfCcxPKZsRAe8bamiITd+Ojt3Qk6t0iP9SNtSSGbq74mUhsaMw8B2hhSHZtGbiv957QT7V34qVJwgV2y+qJ9IghGZ/k56QnOGcmwJZVrYWwkbUk0Z2oTyNgRv8eVl0iiXvItS5b5SrLpZHDk4hhM4Aw8uoQp3UIM6MBjBM7zCmxM7L8678zFvXXGymSP4A+fzB+zFjpk=</latexit>

w1 = 293

<latexit sha1_base64="C2jyH36sKiy31W+gey3wAIN7c0Q=">AAAB7nicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBA8hd2QqBch4MVjBPOAZAmzk04yZHZ2mZlVwpKP8OJBEa9+jzf/xkmyB00saCiquunuCmLBtXHdb2dtfWNzazu3k9/d2z84LBwdN3WUKIYNFolItQOqUXCJDcONwHaskIaBwFYwvp35rUdUmkfywUxi9EM6lHzAGTVWaj31yjdetdorFN2SOwdZJV5GipCh3it8dfsRS0KUhgmqdcdzY+OnVBnOBE7z3URjTNmYDrFjqaQhaj+dnzsl51bpk0GkbElD5urviZSGWk/CwHaG1Iz0sjcT//M6iRlc+ymXcWJQssWiQSKIicjsd9LnCpkRE0soU9zeStiIKsqMTShvQ/CWX14lzXLJuyxV7ivFmpvFkYNTOIML8OAKanAHdWgAgzE8wyu8ObHz4rw7H4vWNSebOYE/cD5/AOm7jpc=</latexit>

w2 = 155

<latexit sha1_base64="7yrv37BuF92saUqr21SPNQr1TqQ=">AAAB7nicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKezGoF6EgBePEcwDkiXMTnqTIbOzy8ysEkI+wosHRbz6Pd78GyfJHjSxoKGo6qa7K0gE18Z1v53c2vrG5lZ+u7Czu7d/UDw8auo4VQwbLBaxagdUo+ASG4Ybge1EIY0Cga1gdDvzW4+oNI/lgxkn6Ed0IHnIGTVWaj31Lm48r9IrltyyOwdZJV5GSpCh3it+dfsxSyOUhgmqdcdzE+NPqDKcCZwWuqnGhLIRHWDHUkkj1P5kfu6UnFmlT8JY2ZKGzNXfExMaaT2OAtsZUTPUy95M/M/rpCa89idcJqlByRaLwlQQE5PZ76TPFTIjxpZQpri9lbAhVZQZm1DBhuAtv7xKmpWyd1mu3ldLNTeLIw8ncArn4MEV1OAO6tAABiN4hld4cxLnxXl3PhatOSebOYY/cD5/AOCjjpE=</latexit>
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Figure 4: The optimal dynamic policy.

The Online Supplement Section H.5 shows the equations used to determine optimal thresholds,

τ1, . . . , τ4. Then, using Equation (74), we determine the optimal workload thresholds for the optimal

dynamic policy. Figure 4 depicts the optimal dynamic policy indicating when to deploy specific

engagement activities.

Performance of optimal policy. Each replication of the simulation runs for 25 years with

a warm up period of 20 years. To calculate the annual performance, the last 5 years of each

simulation run were averaged. Each scenario was simulated using 20 replications. We determined

the best static policy among all possible static policies (i.e., all possible combinations of activities
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l = 1, 2, 3, 4 and no activities). We then compared the performance of our dynamic policy to the

best static policy.
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Figure 5: Total annual cost of the dynamic policy compared to static policies.

The objective of the food bank as formulated in Section 2 is to minimize total annual cost (see

Equation (15)). The total annual cost includes the costs of activities deployed and the penalty cost

of idleness or throughput loss (which captures the loss of social impact when there are not enough

volunteers to work). Figure 5 shows the cost performance of the dynamic policy compared to the

static policies. The best performing static policy uses activities l = 1, 2, 3 all the time, resulting

in a total annual cost of $3728 ± 200 (95% CI). However, the total annual cost of the dynamic

policy is $3123± 383 (95% CI), an improvement (reduction in cost) of $605± 407 (95% CI), which

corresponds to an expected cost improvement of 16.2%. Under the dynamic policy, activities 1, 2, 3,

and 4 are used 99%, 60%, 31%, and 14% of the time, respectively.

The best static policy accumulated $3476 and $252 in activity and idleness costs, respectively,

whereas the dynamic policy accumulated $2494 and $629 in activity and idleness costs. The dy-

namic policy is able to adjust to congestion levels and therefore only engages activities if the

expected throughput loss exceeds the cost of the activity. Moreover, the dynamic policy antic-

ipates expected abandonments and therefore reduces activities when congestion is high. This is

reflected in the lower abandonment rate under the dynamic policy (1.07%) compared to the best
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γj Expected % Cost Improvement

0.005 30.6%
0.010∗ 16.2%
0.015 8.6%
0.020 3.8%
0.025 0.3%

Table 2: Sensitivity analysis on parameter γj .
∗Base case is γj = 0.010.

static policy (1.38%).

We performed a sensitivity analysis on the parameter γj , as this parameter was estimated from

qualitative descriptions from Food Bank A. Table 2 shows the results of the sensitivity analysis.

Within a reasonable range of the parameter value, we found that the dynamic policy performed

better than the best (lowest cost) static policy consistently. The dynamic policy did better relative

to the best static policy when γj is low. Intuitively, when abandonments are high (i.e., high γj), it

is advantageous to deploy engagement activities more often to attract volunteers – this is exactly

what the best static policy does. Therefore, when γj is high, the static policy performs well and

the dynamic policy ends up behaving similar to the static policy. Therefore, the performance of

the two policies are similar. When γj is low, the flexibility of the dynamic policy does much better

relative to the static policy because it can adjust the activity level according to the number of

volunteers already signed up.

The Online Supplement Section H.6 gives details of the simulation results. Also shown in the

Online Supplement Section H.6 are simulation results when all classes are repeat volunteers and all

classes are one-time volunteers. Simulation robustness checks are given in the Online Supplement

Section H.7.

6 Concluding remarks

As non-profit organizations step in to provide much needed services for vulnerable populations, the

importance of their role in society grows. Much of the work done by non-profit organizations are

performed by volunteers. In non-profit operations that provide ongoing services over the long term,

ensuring a stable flow of volunteer labor is essential to serving their constituents. In this paper, we

developed a model to capture how volunteer engagement activities affect the supply of volunteers to
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a non-profit organization. We incorporated the tradeoff between not having enough volunteers to

do the work and encouraging too many volunteers to sign up, resulting in unnecessary engagement

activity costs and increased volunteer abandonment. Using this model, we derived the optimal

dynamic policy for deploying volunteer engagement activities. Our solution is a nested threshold

policy with explicit congestion thresholds that indicate when the non-profit should deploy each

type of engagement activity. We performed a numerical study using a simulation based on the

volunteer operations of a large food bank. For a base case, the study showed that the dynamic

policy significantly reduced the cost of the volunteer operation compared to the best static policy.

Methodologically, this paper also contributes to the literature on drift-rate control problems for

diffusion models.

We did not pursue a rigorous proof of asymptotic optimality of the proposed policies in the heavy

traffic limit. However, we conjecture that the proposed policies will be asymptotically optimal in

the diffusion scale. That is, we expect their optimality gap to be o(
√
n) as n → ∞. Another

possible future research question is to include the dynamic scheduling capability, thereby relaxing

the requirement in Equation (2). In that case, the system manager decides which class to serve

next dynamically so as to optimize the system performance.
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A Dynamic Model for Managing Volunteer Engagement

Online Supplement: Proofs and Numerical Study Details

A Brownian Control Problem

Note by the strong approximations (Csorgo and Horvath 1993) that for a rate-one Poisson process,

denoted by N(t), we have that as n→ ∞,

N(nt) = nt+
√
nB(t) + o(

√
n), (A1)

where B(·) is a standard Brownian motion. In what follows, we will use (A1) repeatedly to derive

the approximating Brownian control problem formally. To this end, recall that

Zn
j (t) =

Qn
j (t)√
n
, j = 1, ..., J, t ≥ 0, (A2)

Y n
j (t) =

√
n

(
rj k̂j
µj

t− Tj(t)

)
, j = 1, . . . , J, t ≥ 0, (A3)

Y n
j (t) =

√
n

(
λj
µj
t− Tj(t)

)
, j = J + 1, . . . , J + J̃ , t ≥ 0, (A4)

Un(t) =
√
n I(t), t ≥ 0. (A5)

Next, we consider the abandonment, service completion, and arrival processes {Γn
j (t), N

s
j (µ

n
j Tj(t)), A

n
j (t)}

for class j volunteers, j = 1, . . . , J + J̃ . Using Equation (A1), note that

Γn
j (t) = N b

j

(∫ t

0
γjQ

n
j (s)ds

)
= N b

j

(√
n

∫ t

0
γjZj(s)ds

)
≈ √

n

∫ t

0
γjZj(s)ds+ o(

√
n). (A6)

Similarly, for the service completion process, we first consider j = 1, . . . , J and write

N s
j (µ

n
j Tj(t)) = N s

j (nµjTj(t))

= N s
j

(
nµj

(
rj k̂j
µj

t−
Y n
j (t)
√
n

))

= nrj k̂jt−
√
nµjY

n
j (t) +

√
nrj k̂j B

s
j (t) + o(

√
n), (A7)

1



where the second equality follows from Equation (26) and the last equality follows from Equa-

tion (A1). Next, we consider j = J + 1, . . . , J + J̃ and write

N s
j (µ

n
j Tj(t)) = N s

j (nµjTj(t))

= N s
j

(
nµj

(
λj
µj
t−

Y n
j (t)
√
n

))
= nλjt−

√
nµjY

n
j (t) +

√
nλj B

s
j (t) + o(

√
n), (A8)

where the second equality follows from Equation (27) and the last equality follows from Equa-

tion (A1). Also, Bs
j is a standard Brownian motion for j = 1, . . . , J + J̃ .

Lastly, we consider the arrival process An
j . In doing so, we first consider the repeat volunteers,

i.e., j = 1, . . . , J :

An
j (t) = Na

j

(∫ t

0
Rj(δ(s))(k

n
j −Qn

j (s))ds

)

= Na
j

∫ t

0

(
rnj +

∑
l∈Lj

r̂jlδl(s)√
n

)
(knj −Qn

j (s))ds


≈ Na

j

∫ t

0

(
rj −

αj√
n
+
∑
l∈Lj

r̂jlδl(s)√
n

)
(nk̂j −

√
nZj(s))ds


= Na

j

n ∫ t

0

(
rj −

αj√
n
+
∑
l∈Lj

r̂jlδl(s)√
n

)(
k̂j −

Zj(s)√
n

)
ds

 , (A9)

where we used rnj = rj − αj/
√
n, which holds by the heavy traffic assumption. The next two steps

in the derivation of Equation (A9) follow from Equation (25) and by rearranging the terms.

To facilitate the approximation of An
j (t) further, consider the following term in Equation (A9):

n

∫ t

0

rj − αj√
n
+
∑
l∈Lj

δl(s)r̂jl√
n

(k̂j − Zj(s)√
n

)
ds

= nrj k̂jt+
√
n

k̂j ∑
l∈Lj

∆l(t)r̂jl − k̂jαjt−
∫ t

0
rjZj(s)ds

+O(1). (A10)
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Substituting this into Equation (A9) and using (A1) give

An
j (t) = nrj k̂jt+

√
n

k̂j ∑
l∈Lj

∆l(t)r̂jl − k̂jαjt−
∫ t

0
rjZj(s)ds

+

√
nk̂jrj B

a
j (t) + o(

√
n), (A11)

where Ba
j is a standard Brownian motion.

Now we consider the arrival process of the one-time volunteers, i.e., An
j for j = J+1, . . . , J+ J̃ :

An
j (t) = Na

j

(∫ t

0
Λj(δ(s))ds

)

= Na
j

∫ t

0

(
λnj +

∑
l∈Lj

λ̂jlδl(s)
√
n
)
ds


≈ Na

j

∫ t

0

(
nλj −

√
nαj +

√
n
∑
l∈Lj

δl(s)λ̂jl

)
ds


= Na

j

nλjt+√
n

∑
l∈Lj

λ̂jlδl(s)− αj


= Na

j

n
λjt+ 1√

n

∑
l∈Lj

λ̂jlδl(s)− αj


= nλjt+

√
n

∑
l∈Lj

δl(s)λ̂jl − αj

+
√
nλjB

a
j (t) + o(

√
n), (A12)

where we used Equation (A1) in the last step.

Substituting the approximations of Γn
j (t), N

s
j (µ

n
j T

n
j (t)), and An

j (t) derived above (see Equa-

tions (A6), (A7)-(A8), and (A11)-(A12)) into Equation (A10) yields an approximation for the

dynamics of the volunteer queues. To derive that approximation, we first consider the repeat

volunteers, i.e., classes j = 1, . . . , J :

Qn
j (t) =An

j (t)−Nn
j (µ

n
j Tj(t))− Γn

j (t)

=nrj k̂jt+
√
n
(
k̂j
∑
l∈Lj

∆l(t)r̂jl − k̂jαjt−
∫ t

0
rjZj(s)ds

)
+

√
nrj k̂j B

n
j (t)− nrj k̂jt+

√
nµjYj(t)−

√
nrj k̂j B

s
j (t)

−√
n

∫ t

0
γjZj(s)ds+ o(

√
n). (A13)
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Scaling both sides by
√
n and passing to the limit formally as n→ ∞ gives the following:

Zj(t) =Xj(t) + k̂j
∑
l∈Lj

r̂jl∆l(t)− k̂jαjt−
∫ t

0
(rj + γj)Zj(s)ds+ µjYj(t), (A14)

where Xj(t) =
√
rj k̂j(B

n
j (t)− Bs

j (t)) is a (0, σ2j ) Brownian motion with σ2j = 2rj k̂j . This leads to

Equation (31).

Next we consider the one-time volunteers, i.e., classes j = J + 1, . . . , J + J̃ :

Qn
j (t) =An

j (t)−Nn
j (µ

n
j Tj(t))− Γn

j (t)

=nλjt+
√
n
(∑

l∈Lj

∫ t

0
λ̂jlδl(s)ds− αjt

)
+
√
nλjB

n
j (t)

− nλjt+
√
nµjY

n
j (t)−

√
nλjB

s
j (t)−

√
n

∫ t

0
γjZj(s)ds+ o(

√
n). (A15)

Scaling both sides by
√
n and passing to the limit formally as n→ ∞ gives the following

Zj(t) =Xj(t) +
∑
l∈Lj

λ̂jl∆l(t)− αjt−
∫ t

0
γjZj(s)ds+ µjYj(t), t ≥ 0, (A16)

where Xj(t) =
√
λj(B

n
j (t) − Bs

j (t)) is a (0, σ2j ) Brownian motion with σ2j = 2λj . This leads to

Equation (32).

Clearly, we must have Zj(t) ≥ 0 for t ≥ 0 and j = 1, . . . , J + J̃ . Also note by the heavy traffic

assumption that

J+J̃∑
j=1

Yj(t) =
√
n

( J∑
j=1

rj k̂j
µj

+

J+J̃∑
j=J+1

λj
µj

)
t−

J+J̃∑
j=1

Tj(t)


=

√
n

t− J+J̃∑
j=1

Tj(t)

 =
√
nIn(t) = U(t), t ≥ 0, (A17)

which yields Equation (36). Also, note that U , Zj for j = 1, ..., J + J̃ inherits properties (37)-

(38) from corresponding properties of the idleness process In and the queue length processes Qn
j

for j = 1, . . . , J + J̃ . Moreover, Equation (34) follows from Equation (2) under diffusion scaling.

Equation (35) follows directly from Equation (10). Lastly, we verify Equation (30). To that end,
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recall that

Cn(t) =
L∑
l=1

√
nFl∆(t) + pnIn(t)

=
√
n
( L∑

l=1

Fl∆l(t) + p
√
nIn(t)

)
. (A18)

Because U(t) ≈ √
nIn(t), we have that

Cn(t)√
n

≈
L∑
l=1

Fl∆(t) + pU(t), t ≥ 0.

Then, passing to the limit formally as n→ ∞ yields the approximating Brownian control problem

(30)-(39). ■

B Proofs of the Results in Section 3

Proof of Proposition 1. Let δ(·) be a feasible policy for the BCP (39) and let Z, Y , U , ∆, ξ

denote the corresponding processes in the BCP. Then we define W (t) as in Equation (40). The

following two identities facilitate the proof:

∫ t

0

J∑
j=1

∑
l∈Lj

k̂j
µj
r̂jlδl(s)ds =

∫ t

0

L∑
l=1

( ∑
j∈Rl

k̂j
µj
r̂jl

)
δl(s)ds (B19)

∫ t

0

J+J̃∑
j=J+1

∑
l∈Lj

λ̂jl
µj
δl(s)ds =

∫ t

0

L∑
l=1

(∑
j∈Sl

λ̂jl
µj

)
δl(s)ds (B20)

Now, using the definition of κ (see Equation (42)), substituting Equation (31) into Equation (40)

and using Equations (34)-(36) and (B19)-(B20), it is easy to verify that W , U , and δ satisfy

(45)-(48). Also, we deduce from Equation (34) that

Zj(t) =
xj
mj

W (t), j = 1, . . . , J, t ≥ 0.

Substituting this and Equation (35) into Equation (30) yields

ξ(t) =

∫ t

0

L∑
l=1

Flδl(s)ds+ pU(t), t ≥ 0,

5



proving the first claim.

To conclude the proof, let δ(·) be a feasible policy for the workload formulation (44)-(49). Then

define Zj(t) as in Equation (41) and ∆l(t) as in Equation (35), and let for j = 1, . . . , J and t ≥ 0,

Yj(t) = mj

(
Zj(t)−Xj(t)− k̂j

∑
l∈Lj

∆l(t)r̂jl − k̂jαjt−
∫ t

0
(rj + γj)Zj(s)ds

)
.

Similarly, for j = J + 1, . . . , J + J̃ and t ≥ 0, we let

Yj(t) = mj

(
Zj(t)−Xj(t)−

∑
l∈Lj

∆l(t)λ̂jl − αjt−
∫ t

0
γjZj(s)ds

)
.

Now it is straightforward to verify that Z, Y , ∆, U satisfy (31)-(38). Similarly, substituting

Equation (35) into the following yields

∫ t

0

L∑
l=1

Flδl(s)ds+ pU(t) =
L∑
l=1

∆l(t)Fl + pU(t) = ξ(t).

■

Proof of Proposition 2. Let δ(·) be a feasible policy for the workload problem, and let θ(·) be

as defined in the statement of the proposition. It is easy to verify θ(t) ∈ [θ0, θM ] for t ≥ 0. Thus,

θ(·) is feasible for the drift-rate control problem. Moreover, the workload (and idleness) processes

in the formulations are identical. Also, recall that c1 < c2 < · · · < cM . Thus, it follows from

Equations (51) and (52) that

c(θ(t)) ≤
L∑
l=1

clηlδl(t) =
L∑
l=1

Flδl(t) for t ≥ 0,

proving the first statement. To conclude the proof, let θ(·) be a feasible policy for the drift-rate

control problem, and define δ(·) as in Equation (58). Note that

θ0 +
L∑
l=1

ηlδl(t) = θ0 +
L∑
l=1

∑
j∈Rl

(k̂j r̂jl/µj)δl(t) +
L∑
l=1

∑
j∈Sl

(λ̂jl/µj)δl(t) = θ(t), t ≥ 0.

Thus, the evolutions of the workload and the idleness processes are identical in the two formulations,

and δ(·) is feasible for the workload process. Then comparing Equations (50)-(51) and (58) to

6



Equation (44) reveals that

c(θ(t)) =

L∑
l=1

clηlδl(t) =

L∑
l=1

Flδl(t), t ≥ 0.

Consequently, the two policies have the same cost. ■

C Proof of Theorem 2

To facilitate the proof of Theorem 2, we first establish the following results.

Lemma 1 Under any admissible policy, we have that

(i) E
[ ∫ t

0
f ′(Z(s))dB(s)

]
= 0, t ≥ 0.

(ii) lim
t→∞

E[f(Z(t))]
t

= 0.

Proof. To establish part (i), it suffices to show that

E
[ ∫ t

0
f ′(Z(s))2ds

]
<∞ for t > 0, (C1)

see Harrison (2013). Also recall from Equations (59)-(65) that f ′(z) = v(z) − p and v(z) ∈ [0, p]

for z ≥ 0. Thus, [f ′(z)]2 ≤ p2 for z ≥ 0, proving (C1).

To prove part (ii), first note that under any admissible policy EZ(t)/t → 0 as t → ∞. Also

note that

Ef(Z(t)) = E
∫ Z(t)

0
(v(Z(s))− p)ds+ Ef(Z(0))

|Ef(Z(t))| ≤ E
∫ Z(t)

0
|v(Z(s))− p|ds+ Ef(Z(0))

≤ 2pEZ(t) + Ef(Z(0)),

where the last inequality follows because v(z) ∈ [0, p] for z ≥ 0. Thus, we conclude

|Ef(Z(t))|
t

≤ 2p
EZ(t)
t

+
Ef(Z(0))

t
,

which yields part (ii). ■
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Proof of Theorem 2. Note from Equations (59)-(60) and (70) that the candidate policy satisfies

the following:

β∗ =
1

2
σ2f ′′(z) + (θ∗(z)− κz)f ′(z) + c(θ∗(z)). (C2)

Similarly, for an arbitrary admissible policy θ(·) we have

β∗ ≤ 1

2
σ2f ′′(z) + (θ(z)− κz)f ′(z) + c(θ(z)). (C3)

Moreover, for any admissible policy θ(·) , applying Ito’s lemma to f(Z(t)) gives

f(Z(t))− f(Z(0)) =

∫ t

0

[
(θ(Z(s))− κZ(s))f ′(Z(s)) +

σ2

2
f ′′(Z(s))

]
ds

+

∫ t

0
σf ′(Z(s))dB(s) + f ′(0)U(t), (C4)

see Chapters 4 and 6 of Harrison (2013). By taking the expectations of both sides of Equation (C4),

it follows from Lemma 1 that

E[f(Z(t))]− E[f(Z(0))] =E
∫ t

0
[(θ(Z(s))− κZ(s)) +

σ2

2
f ′′(Z(s))]ds+ f ′(0)E[U(t)]. (C5)

For any admissible policy θ(·), combining Equations (C3) and (C5) gives

E[f(Z(t))]− E[f(Z(0))] ≥ E
[ ∫ t

0
(β∗ − c(θ(Z(s))))ds

]
− pEU(t).

Rearranging the terms gives

E
[ ∫ t

0
c(θ(Z(s)))ds+ pU(t)

]
≥ β∗t+ E[f(Z(0))]− E[f(Z(t))].

Combining this with Lemma 1 gives

limt→∞
1

t
E
[ ∫ t

0
c(θ(Z(s)))ds+ pU(t)

]
≥ β∗.

8



Similarly, for candidate policy θ∗(·), combining Equations (C2) and (C5) gives

E
[ ∫ t

0
c(θ(Z(s)))ds+ pU(t)

]
= β∗t+ E[f(Z(0))]− E[f(Z(t))].

It follows from Lemma 1 that

lim
t→∞

1

t
E
[ ∫ t

0
c(θ(Z(s)))ds+ pU(t)

]
= β∗. (C6)

Therefore, the candidate policy is optimal and its long-run average cost is β∗. ■.

D Proof of Proposition 3

To facilitate the proof of Proposition 3, we first establish the following results.

Lemma 2 We have that

(i)

∫ x

τ
exp

{
2θz − κz2

σ2

}
dz =

σ
√
π√
κ

exp

{
θ2

κσ2

}[
Φ

(
x− θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

)
− Φ

(
τ − θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

)]
, (D1)

(ii)

∫ x

τ
z exp

{
2θz − κz2

σ2

}
dz =

θ σ
√
π

κ
√
κ

exp

{
θ2

κσ2

}[
Φ

(
x− θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

)
− Φ

(
τ − θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

)]
+
σ2

2κ

[
exp

{
2θτ − κτ2

σ2

}
− exp

{
2θx− κx2

σ2

}]
. (D2)

Proof. To establish part (i), note that

exp

{
2θz − κz2

σ2

}
= exp

{
2θz − κz2 − θ2/κ+ θ2/κ

σ2

}
,

= exp

{
−
(√

κz − θ/
√
κ

σ

)2

+
θ2

κσ2

}
= exp

{
−1

2

(
z − θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

)2
}
exp

{
θ2

κσ2

}
. (D3)

Using (D3), we have that

∫ x

τ
exp

{
2θz − κz2

σ2

}
dz = exp

{
θ2

κσ2

}∫ x

τ
exp

{
−1

2

(
z − θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

)2
}
dz,

= exp

{
θ2

κσ2

}
σ/

√
π√
κ

∫ x

τ

1

(σ/
√
2κ)

√
2π

exp

{
−1

2

(
z − θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

)2
}
dz.

The integral on the right hand side can be represented as the difference of two normal cdfs with

mean θ/κ and standard deviation σ/
√
2κ, therefore proving (D1).
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To prove part (ii), using (D3) we have that

∫ x

τ
z exp

{
2θz − κz2

σ2

}
dz = exp

{
θ2

κσ2

}∫ x

τ
z exp

{
−1

2

(
z − θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

)2
}
dz.

Using the change of variable u = z−θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

(z = uσ/
√
2κ+ θ/κ and dz = σ/

√
2κdu) we get

∫ x

τ
z exp

{
2θz − κz2

σ2

}
dz = exp

{
θ2

κσ2

}∫ x−θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

τ−θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

(
u

σ√
2κ

+
θ

κ

)
exp

{
−u

2

2

}
σ√
2κ
du,

= exp

{
θ2

κσ2

}
σ2

2κ

∫ x−θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

τ−θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

u exp

{
−u

2

2

}
du+ exp

{
θ2

κσ2

}
σθ

κ
√
2κ

∫ x−θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

τ−θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

exp

{
−u

2

2

}
du. (D4)

To complete the proof of part (ii), we rewrite the second term in (D4) as

exp

{
θ2

κσ2

}
σθ

√
2π

κ
√
2κ

∫ x−θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

τ−θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

1√
2π

exp

{
−u

2

2

}
du.

Next, the integral can be stated as the difference of two standard normal cdfs as follows:

exp

{
θ2

κσ2

}
σ
√
πθ

κ
√
κ

[
Φ

(
x− θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

)
− Φ

(
τ − θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

)]
. (D5)

Moreover, using a second change of variable t = u2/2, the first term can be written as

exp

{
θ2

κσ2

}
σ2

2κ

∫ 1
2

(
x−θ/κ

σ/
√

2κ

)2

1
2

(
τ−θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

)2
exp {−t} dt

= exp

{
θ2

κσ2

}
σ2

2κ

[
− exp

{
−1

2

(
x− θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

)2
}

+ exp

{
−1

2

(
τ − θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

)2
}]

=
σ2

2κ

[
exp

{
2θτ − κτ2

σ2

}
− exp

{
2θx− κx2

σ2

}]
. (D6)

Combining (D5) and (D6) completes the proof of part (ii). ■

Proof of Proposition 3. For notational convenience, we define τ0 = ∞. Also for l = L + 1,

recall that τL+1 = 0 and ĉL+1 = p. For l = 1, . . . , L+ 1, we consider x ∈ [τl, τl−1) and observe that

ϕ(p − v(x)) = θl−1(p − v(x)) − c(θl−1) (see Equation (E9) in Appendix E). Substituting this into
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the Bellman Equation in (68)-(69), we arrive at the following:

β =
1

2
σ2v′(x) + κx(p− v(x))− [θl−1(p− v(x))− c(θl−1)], (D7)

such that v(τl) = p− ĉl.

Rearranging the terms in (D7) gives

v′(x) +

(
2θl−1 − 2κx

σ2

)
v(x) =

2

σ2
[β + pθl−1 − c(θl−1)]−

2

σ2
κpx.

Multiplying both sides with the integrating factor exp
{
(2θl−1x− κx2)/σ2

}
yields:

[
exp

{
2θl−1x− κx2

σ2

}
v(x)

]′
=
2(β + pθl−1 − c(θl−1))

σ2
exp

{
2θl−1x− κx2

σ2

}
− 2κpx

σ2
exp

{
2θl−1x− κx2

σ2

}

Integrating both sides of the equation over [τl, x] and using v(τl) = p− ĉl yields

exp

{
2θl−1x− κx2

σ2

}
v(x)− exp

{
2θl−1τl − κτ2l

σ2

}
(p− ĉl)

=
2(β + pθl−1 − c(θl−1))

σ2

∫ x

τl

exp

{
2θl−1z − κz2

σ2

}
dz − 2κp

σ2

∫ x

τl

z exp

{
2θl−1z − κz2

σ2

}
dz

Using results from Lemma 2 for τ = τl to replace integrals on the right hand side gives

exp

{
2θl−1x− κx2

σ2

}
v(x)− exp

{
2θl−1τl − κτ2l

σ2

}
(p− ĉl)

=
2(β + pθl−1 − c(θl−1))

√
π

σ
√
κ

exp

{
θ2l−1

κσ2

}[
Φ

(
x− θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

)
− Φ

(
τ − θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

)]

− 2p θl−1
√
π

σ
√
κ

exp

{
θ2l−1

κσ2

}[
Φ

(
x− θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

)
− Φ

(
τ − θ/κ

σ/
√
2κ

)]
− p

[
exp

{
2θl−1τl − κτ2l

σ2

}
− exp

{
2θl−1x− κx2

σ2

}]
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Rearranging terms on the right hand side and yields the following:

exp

{
2θl−1x− κx2

σ2

}
v(x)− exp

{
2θl−1τl − κτ2l

σ2

}
(p− ĉl)

=
2(β − c(θl−1))

√
π

σ
√
κ

exp

{
θ2l−1

κσ2

}[
Φ

(
x− θl−1/κ

σ/
√
2κ

)
− Φ

(−θl−1/κ

σ/
√
2κ

)]
− p

[
exp

{
2θl−1τl − κτ2l

σ2

}
− exp

{
2θl−1x− κx2

σ2

}]
.

Dividing both sides of the equation with exp
{
(2θl−1x− κx2)/σ2

}
and solving for v(x) yields

v(x) = exp

{
2θl−1(τl − xl)− κ(τ2l − x2)

σ2

}
(p− ĉl)

+
2(β − c(θl−1))

√
π

σ
√
κ

exp

{
(κx− θl−1)

2

κσ2

}[
Φ

(
x− θl−1/κ

σ/
√
2κ

)
− Φ

(−θl−1/κ

σ/
√
2κ

)]
− p

[
exp

{
2θl−1(τl − xl)− κ(τ2l − x2)

σ2

}
− 1

]
.

Rearranging gives the desired result: v(x) = ul(x), and τl−1 = v−1(p− ĉl−1). ■

E Auxiliary Functions ϕ and ψ

This section further characterizes function ϕ and ψ. To this end, recall that c(θ0) = 0 and

c(x) =

m−1∑
i=1

ĉiη̂i + ĉm(x− θm−1), θm−1 < x ≤ θm, m = 1, . . . ,M.

Also recall that for y ∈ R, ϕ(y) = supx∈A{yx− c(x)} and ψ(y) = inf argmaxx∈A{yx− c(x)}. It is

straightforward to show that

ψ(y) =


θ0, if y ≤ ĉ1,

θm−1, if ĉm−1 < y ≤ ĉm, m = 2, . . . ,M,

θM , if y > ĉM ,

(E8)
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and

ϕ(y) =


θ0y, if y ≤ ĉ1,

θm−1y − c(θm−1), if ĉm−1 < y ≤ ĉm, m = 2, . . . ,M,

θMy − c(θM ), if y > ĉM ,

(E9)

Figures 6(a) and 6(b) illustrate functions ψ(·) and ϕ(·), respectively, for the cost function displayed

in Figure 2. Also, it follows from Equations (E8)-(E9) that

ϕ(y) =

∫ y

0
ψ(u)du, y ∈ R.

fig:psi

✓0

✓1

✓2

✓3

✓4

 (y)

y

(a) An illustrative ψ(·) function with M = 4.

fig:phi

y

�(y)

✓0

✓1
✓2

✓3

✓4

(b) An illustrative ϕ(·) function with M = 4.

Figure 6: Illustrative ψ(·) and ϕ(·) functions.

F Solution to the Bellman Equation

To solve the Bellman equation (68)-(69), we proceed as follows: First, we consider an initial value

problem parameterized by β, denoted by IVP(β), that is closely related to the Bellman equation.

Denoting its solution by vβ(·), we then study its properties as β varies. Ultimately, we show that

there exists a unique β∗ such that (β∗, v∗β) solve the Bellman equation.

To this end, letting β = − inf ϕ(y) > 0, consider the following initial value problem, denoted by

13



IVP(β), for β > β:

β =
1

2
σ2v′(x) + xκ(p− v(x))− ϕ(p− v(x)), x ≥ 0, (F10)

subject to v(0) = 0. (F11)

Lemmas 3, 4, and 5 provide auxilliary results. The proof of Lemma 3 is straightforward, and the

proof of Lemma 4 is standard1 in the literature. Hence, they are omitted. For a proof of Lemma 5,

see, for example Ata et al. (2019).

Lemma 3 The function ϕ(·) is Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant CL = max{|θk| : k =

0, 1, ...,K}.

Lemma 4 The initial value problem IVP(β), has a unique continuously differentiable solution,

denoted by vβ(x), for β > β.

Lemma 5 Let h be a nonnegative function such that

h(x) ≤ C +A

∫ x

0
h(y)dy for a ≤ x ≤ b (F12)

for some constants A and C. Then

h(x) ≤ CeA(x−a), x ∈ [a, b]. (F13)

The next lemma studies how vβ(·) varies with β, and is proved in Appendix G.

Lemma 6 For β > β, vβ(x) is increasing and continuous in β.

To facilitate the analysis, define the sets I and D as follows:

I = {β > β : vβ is increasing}

D = {β > β : ∃xβ such that vβ is nondecreasing for x ∈ (0, xβ) and

nonincreasing on (xβ,∞)}

Lemma 7 For β > β, if v′β(x
∗) = 0 for some x∗ > 0, then κ(p− vβ(x

∗)) > 0.

1See for example Theorem 1.1.1 of Keller (2018) for a similar result on a bounded interval, whose extension to the
positive real line is straightforward.
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Proof. Note from IVP(β) (see Equations (F10)-(F11)) that

κ(p− vβ(x
∗)) =

β + ϕ(p− vβ(x
∗))

x∗
. (F14)

Also note from the definition β = − infy∈ℜ ϕ(y) that β + ϕ(y) > 0 for β > β and y ∈ ℜ. Thus, the

result follows from Equation (F14). ■

Lemma 8 For β > β, vβ(·) increases to its supremum.

Proof. Suppose not. Then by continuity of vβ and its derivative, there exists x2 > x1 > 0 such

that

0 = v′β(x1) ≤ v′β(x2) (F15)

vβ(x1) = vβ(x2) (F16)

By the IVP(β) (see Equations (F10)-(F11)), we write

β =
1

2
σ2v′β(x1) + x1κ(p− vβ(x1))− ϕ(p− vβ(x1)), (F17)

β =
1

2
σ2v′β(x2) + x2κ(p− vβ(x2))− ϕ(p− vβ(x2)), (F18)

Subtracting (F17) from (F18) while using Equations (F15)-(F16) gives

0 =
1

2
σ2v′β(x2) + (x2 − x1)κ(p− vβ(x1)) > 0, (F19)

a contradiction, where the inequality follows because κ(p− vβ(x1)) > 0 by Lemma 7. ■

Lemma 9 For β > β, there is no interval on (0,∞) on which vβ(x) is constant. In particular, for

β > β, the set {x ≥ 0 : v′β(x) = 0} has Lebesgue measure zero.

Proof. Suppose not. Then there exists (x1, x2) ⊂ (0,∞) such that vβ(x) = c for all x ∈ [x1, x2].

In particular, v′β(x) = 0 on (x1, x2). Substituting this into IVP(β) (see Equations (F10)-(F11))

gives the following

β = xκ(p− c)− ϕ(p− c), x ∈ (x1, x2), (F20)
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which clearly is a contradiction. Next, we prove that the set {x ≥ 0 : v′β(x) = 0} has zero measure.

Suppose not, then it must include an interval (x1, x2) (see Royden 1998), which is a contradiction

by the first half of the lemma. ■

Corollary 2 We have that:

i) If vβ(x) is nondecreasing on (a, b) ⊂ (0,∞), it is increasing on (a, b).

ii) If vβ(x) is nonincreasing on (a, b) ⊂ (0,∞), it is decreasing on (a, b).

Proof. Part i) Let a < x1 < x2 < b. By Lemma 9, v′β(x) > 0 a.e. on (a, b). Thus,

vβ(x2) = vβ(x1) +

∫ x2

x1

v′β(y)dy > vβ(x1), (F21)

because v′β(y) > 0 for a.e. y ∈ [a, b] by Lemma 9, which proves Part i). The proof of Part ii) is

virtually identical, and hence, it is omitted. ■

To shed further light on the structure of sets I, D, define the sets Ĩ, D̃ as follows:

Ĩ = {β > β : vβ is nondecreasing}, (F22)

D̃ = {β > β : ∃xβ such that vβ is increasing on (0, xβ) and decreasing on (xβ,∞)} (F23)

The following corollary is immediate from Corollary 2. Lemma 10 is proved in Appendix G;

and it facilitates Lemma 11.

Corollary 3 We have that I = Ĩ and D = D̃.

Lemma 10 For β > β, β ∈ D if and only if there exists x0 > 0 such that v′β(x0) < 0.

Lemma 11 The sets I and D partition (β,∞), i.e., I ∪ D = (β,∞) and I ∩ D = ∅.

Proof. Fix β > β. If v′β(x) ≥ 0 for all x > 0, then vβ is nondecreasing. By Corollary 2, it

is increasing too, so β ∈ I. Otherwise, there exists x > 0 such that v′β(x) < 0 and β ∈ D by

Lemma 10. Because one of these will be true for all β > β, the result follows. ■

Lemmas 12, 13, and 14 are proved in Appendix G.
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Lemma 12 If β > β and β ∈ D, then limx→∞ vβ(x) = −∞.

Lemma 13 We have that I ≠ ∅ and D ≠ ∅.

Lemma 14 For β > β, we have that β ∈ I and vβ is unbounded if and only if there exists x0 > 0

such that vβ(x0) ≥ p.

Lemma 15 Let β > β. The following are equivalent:

i) β ∈ D.

ii) There exists x > 0 such that v′β(x) < 0.

iii) There exists x > 0 such that vβ(x) < 0.

iv) limx→∞ vβ(x) = −∞.

Proof. Statements i) and ii) are equivalent by Lemma 10. Statement i) implies iv) by Lemma 12.

Clearly, iv) implies iii). To conclude the proof, we argue iii) implies i) by contradiction. Suppose

iii) holds but β ∈ I, but the latter implies vβ(x) is nondecreasing in x. Because vβ(0) = 0, it

implies vβ(x) ≥ 0 for all x > 0, a contradiction. ■

Lemma 16 Let β2 > β1 > β. If β2 ∈ D, then β1 ∈ D.

Proof. If β2 ∈ D, then by Lemma 15, there exists x0 such that vβ2(x0) < 0. Then by Lemma 6,

vβ1(x0) < vβ2(x0) < 0. Thus, by Lemma 15, β1 ∈ D. ■

Next, we define β∗ = inf I. Ultimately, we prove that this is the optimal long-run average cost

for the workload problem.

Lemma 17 We have that β∗ > β.

Proof. Because D ̸= ∅ by Lemma 13, there exists β̃ > β such that β̃ ∈ D. Thus, by Lemma 16,

(β, β̃) ⊂ D. Moreover, for all β ∈ I, we must have β ≥ β̃. Otherwise, β ∈ D, a contradiction. This

implies then that β∗ = inf I ≥ β̃ > β. ■

Lemma 18 We have that β∗ ∈ I and vβ∗ is bounded.
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Proof. We argue by contradiction that β∗ ∈ I. Suppose β∗ /∈ I, then by Lemma 11, β∗ ∈ D

because β∗ > β by Lemma 16. Moreover, by Lemma 15, there exists x1 > 0 such that vβ∗(x1) < 0.

Because vβ(x1) is continuous in β by Lemma 6, there exists δ > 0 such that vβ(x1) < 0 for

β ∈ (β∗ − δ, β∗ + δ). However, by definition of β∗, there exists β̃ ∈ (β∗, β∗ + δ) such that β̃ ∈ I, in

particular vβ̃(x) ≥ 0 for all x > 0 (by definition of I and vβ(0) = 0), which implies vβ̃(x1) ≥ 0, a

contradiction. Thus, β∗ ∈ I.

We prove that vβ∗ is bounded by contradiction. Suppose not. Then there exists x0 such that

vβ∗(x0) > 2p. Moreover, by Lemma 6, there exists ε > 0 such that vβ∗−ε(x0) > p, which implies

β∗ − ε ∈ I by Lemma 14. That β∗ − ε ∈ I , however, contradicts the definition of β∗. ■

Lemma 19 We have that D = (β, β∗) and I = [β∗,∞).

Proof. It follows from the definition of β∗ and that β∗ ∈ I that (β, β∗) ⊂ D. Next, we argue that

no β in [β∗,∞) belongs to D. Then the result follows from Lemma 11. To this end, suppose there

exists β ∈ [β∗,∞) ∩ D. Then, by Lemma 16, β∗ ∈ D, a contradiction. Hence, the result follows.

■

Lemma 20 We have that limx→∞ vβ∗(x) = p.

Proof. Because vβ∗ is bounded, it follows from Lemma 14 that vβ∗(x) < p for x > 0. Moreover,

because vβ∗ in nondecreasing (since β∗ ∈ I),

lim
x→∞

vβ∗(x) ≤ p. (F24)

Let K = limx→∞ vβ∗(x) and suppose K < p. Rearranging the terms in the IVP(β) (see

Equations (F10)-(F11)) gives

1

2
σ2v′β∗(x) = β∗ + xκ [vβ(x)− p]− ϕ(p− vβ(x))

We conclude by continuity of ϕ that

σ2

2
lim
x→∞

v′β∗(x) = β∗ − ϕ(p−K) + κ lim
x→∞

x [K − p] = −∞.
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Therefore, by the above equation, there exists x0 > 0 such that v′β∗(x0) < 0. Then Lemma 15

implies β∗ ∈ D, a contradiction. Thus, K ≥ p. Combining this with (F24) completes the proof.

■

Corollary 4 We have that (β∗, vβ∗) solve the Bellman equation (68)-(69).

Proof. Note by construction vβ∗ satisfies (68) and vβ∗(0) = 0 (see definition of IVP(β) in

Equations (F10)-(F11)). Moreover, since β∗ ∈ I (by Lemma 18), we have that vβ∗ is increasing.

Lastly, Lemma 20 shows limx→∞ vβ∗(x) = p. Thus, (β∗, vβ∗) solve the Bellman equation (68)-(69).

■

G Proofs of the Technical Results

Proof of Lemma 6. First, we prove that vβ2 > vβ1 for x > 0 and β2 > β1 > β. Fix β2 >

β1 > β. Then define ϕ̃(y) = ϕ(y)− θMy for y ∈ R, and note that ϕ̃ is a decreasing function. Then

substituting ϕ(y) = ϕ̃(y) + θMy in Equations (F10)-(F11) and rearranging the terms give

v′βi
(x)− 2κ

σ2

(
x− θM

κ

)
vβi

(x) =
2

σ2
(βi + θMp) +

2

σ2
ϕ̃(p− vβi

(x))− 2

σ2
κpx, x ≥ 0. (G25)

We argue by contradiction. Suppose vβ1(x) ≥ vβ2(x) for some x > 0. Let

x̂ = inf{x ≥ 0 : vβ1(x) ≥ vβ2(x)}.

We proceed with the following two cases: Case (i) x̂ > 0, Case (ii) x̂ = 0.

Case (i): x̂ > 0. Then by continuity of vβi
(·), we conclude that

vβ1(x̂) = vβ2(x̂) and vβ1(x) < vβ2(x) on [0, x∗). (G26)
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Note that multiplying Equation (G25) by the integrating factor exp
{
κx2−2θMx

σ2

}
yields the following:

[
vβi

(x) exp
{κx2 − 2θMx

σ2

}]′
=exp

{κx2 − 2θMx

σ2

} 2

σ2
(βi + θMp)

− 2

σ2
κpx exp

{κx2 − 2θMx

σ2

}
+

2

σ2
exp

{κx2 − 2θMx

σ2

}
ϕ̃(p− vβi

(x)), x ≥ 0.

Integrating both sides of this over [0, x̂] gives the following:

exp
{κx̂2 − 2θM x̂

σ2

}
vβi

(x̂) =

∫ κx̂

0
exp

{κx2 − 2θMx

σ2

} 2

σ2
(βi + θMp)dx

− 2

σ2

∫ x̂

0
κpx exp

{κx2 − 2θMx

σ2

}
dx

+
2

σ2

∫ x̂

0
exp

{κx2 − 2θMx

σ2

}
ϕ̃(p− vβi

(x))dx. (G27)

Considering Equation (G27) for i = 1, 2 and taking the difference gives

0 =

∫ x̂

0

2(β2 − β1)

σ2
exp

{κx2 − 2θMx

σ2

}
dx

+
2

σ2

∫ x̂

0
exp

{κx2 − 2θMx

σ2

}
[ϕ̃(p− vβ2(x))− ϕ̃(p− vβ1(x))]dx > 0,

where the inequality follows from Equation (G26) and the monotonicity of ϕ̃. This yields a contra-

diction in Case (i).

Case (ii): x̂ = 0. In this case, there exists a sequence {xn} such that xn ↓ 0 and vβ1(xn) ≥ vβ2(xn).

In particular,

vβ1(xn)

xn
≥ vβ2(xn)

xn
for n ≥ 1. (G28)

Because vβ1(0) = vβ2(0), taking the limit in Equation (G28) as n → ∞ gives v′β2
(0) ≤ v′β1

(0).

Combining this with Equations (F10)-(F11) gives

v′β2
(0) =

2β2
σ2

+
2

σ2
ϕ(p) ≤ v′β1

(0) =
2β1
σ2

+
2

σ2
ϕ(p).

Or, β2 ≤ β1, which is a contradiction, too.

Combining the two cases proves that vβ2(x) > vβ1(x) for x > 0.
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To conclude the proof, we next prove that vβ(x) is continuous in β on (β,∞). To this end, fix

β2 > β1 > β and note from Equation (F10) that

1

2
σ2v′βi

(x) = βi − xκ(p− vβi
(x))− ϕ(p− vβi

(x)), x ≥ 0, i = 1, 2. (G29)

Integrating both sides of Equation (G29) on [0, y], we conclude that for y > 0

vβ2(y) =
2

σ2
β2y −

κp

σ2
y2 − 2κ

σ2

∫ y

0
svβ2(s)ds−

2

σ2

∫ y

0
ϕ(p− vβ2(s))ds,

vβ1(y) =
2

σ2
β1y −

κp

σ2
y2 − 2κ

σ2

∫ y

0
svβ1(s)ds−

2

σ2

∫ y

0
ϕ(p− vβ1(s))ds.

Fix x̄ > 0. Then taking the difference of the preceding two equations for y ∈ [0, x̄] and using the

Lipschitz continuity of ϕ (see Lemma 3) yield the following:

|vβ2(y)− vβ1(y)| ≤
2

σ2
|β2 − β1|y +

2κ

σ2
y

∫ y

0
|vβ2(s)− vβ1(s)|ds+

2L

σ2

∫ y

0
|vβ2(s)− vβ1(s)|ds

≤ 2

σ2
|β2 − β1|x̄+

2κ

σ2
(x̄+ L)

∫ y

0
|vβ2(s)− vβ1(s)|ds.

Note that letting F (y) = |vβ2(y)− vβ1(y)|, we have for y ∈ [0, x̄] that

F (y) ≤ 2

σ2
|β2 − β1|x̄+

2(κx̄+ L)

σ2

∫ y

0
F (s)ds.

Thus, by Gronwall’s inequality (see Lemma 5), we write

|vβ2(y)− vβ1(y)| ≤
2x̄

σ2
|β2 − β1| exp

{2(κx̄+ L)

σ2
y
}
, ∀y ∈ [0, x̄).

In particular, vβ(y) is continuous in β. ■

Proof of Lemma 10. First, we prove that if β ∈ D, then there exists x0 > 0 such that v′β(x0) < 0.

Suppose not. Then v′β(x0) ≥ 0 for all x ≥ 0, and vβ is nondecreasing. Then, by Part i) of

Corollary 2, vβ is increasing, and β ∈ I, a contradiction.

Next, we prove that if there exists x0 > 0 such that v′β(x0) < 0, then β ∈ D. To this end, note

by Lemma 8 that because vβ increases strictly to its supremum, it must be that vβ achieves its

maximum at some x∗ < x0 and that v′β(x
∗) = 0. Then it follows from Lemma 7 that κ(p−vβ(x∗)) >

0. We establish that β ∈ D by contradiction. Suppose not. Then there exists x2 > x1 > x∗ such
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that

v′β(x1) ≤ 0 < v′β(x2) (G30)

vβ(x1) = vβ(x2) (G31)

It also follows from the IVP (see Equations (F10)-(F11)) that

β =
1

2
σ2v′β(x1) + x1κ(p− vβ(x1))− ϕ(p− vβ(x1)), (G32)

β =
1

2
σ2v′β(x2) + x2κ(p− vβ(x2))− ϕ(p− vβ(x2)), (G33)

Also note that because vβ is maximized at x∗, we have vβ(x1) ≤ vβ(x
∗) and thus

κ(p− vβ(x1)) ≥ κ(p− vβ(x
∗)) > 0. (G34)

Then subtracting (G32) from (G33) while using (G30)-(G31) and (G34) gives

0 =
1

2
σ2[v′β(x2)− v′β(x1)] + (x2 − x1)κ(p− vβ(x1)) > 0, (G35)

a contradiction. Thus, β ∈ D. ■

Proof of Lemma 12. It follows from Lemma 10 that there exists x0 > 0 such that v′β(x0) < 0.

Then by Lemma 8, vβ achieves its maximum at x∗ < x0. In particular, v′β(x
∗) = 0, which in turn

implies by Lemma 7 that κ(p− vβ(x
∗)) > 0. Moreover, because x∗ is the maximizer, we conclude

that

κ(p− vβ(x)) ≥ κ(p− vβ(x
∗)) > 0 for x > 0. (G36)

To facilitate the analysis, define ϕ̃(y) = ϕ(y) − θMy for y ∈ ℜ and note that ϕ̃ is a decreasing

function. Also, note from the IVP(β) (see Equations (F10)-(F11)) that

1

2
σ2v′β(x) = β + ϕ(p− vβ(x))− xκ(p− vβ(x))

= β + ϕ̃(p− vβ(x)) + θM (p− vβ(x))− xκ(p− vβ(x
∗))

≤ β + ϕ̃(p− vβ(x
∗)) + θM (p− vβ(x))− xκ(p− vβ(x

∗)).
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That is,

1

2
σ2v′β(x) ≤ β + ϕ̃(p− vβ(x

∗)) + θMp− θMvβ(x)− xκ(p− vβ(x
∗)). (G37)

We have two cases to consider:

Case 1: θM < 0. In this case, we conclude from Equation (G37) that

1

2
σ2v′β(x) ≤ β + ϕ̃(p− vβ(x

∗)) + θMp− θMvβ(x
∗)− xκ(p− vβ(x

∗)).

Integrating both sides and using vβ(0) = 0 give

1

2
σ2vβ(x) ≤ x[β + ϕ̃(p− vβ(x

∗)) + θMp− θMvβ(x
∗)]− x2

2
κ(p− vβ(x

∗)),

which proves that vβ(x) → −∞ as x→ ∞.

Case 2: θM > 0. In this case, the proof proceeds by contradiction. Suppose that vβ(x) is bounded

from below, i.e., there exists 0 < K <∞ such that

vβ(x) ≥ −K for x > 0.

In this case, −θMvβ(x) ≤ θMK. Substituting this into Equation (G37) gives

1

2
σ2v′β(x) ≤ [β + ϕ̃(p− vβ(x

∗)) + θMp+ θMK]− xk(p− vβ(x
∗)).

Integrating both sides and using vβ(0) = 0 give

1

2
σ2vβ(x) ≤ x[β + ϕ̃(p− vβ(x

∗)) + θMp+ θMK]− x2

2
κ(p− vβ(x

∗)),

where the right-hand side tends to −∞ as x → ∞, implying vβ(x) → −∞, contradicting vβ(x) is

bounded from below. ■
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Proof of Lemma 13. We first prove that I ̸= ∅. Note from Lemmas 11 and 12 that it suffices

to show that there exists β > β such that limx→∞ vβ(x) = ∞. To this end, recall from IVP(β) that

1

2
σ2v′β(x) = β + ϕ(p− vβ(x))− xκ(p− vβ(x))

≥ β − β − xκp+ κxvβ(x),

where the inequality holds because β = − inf ϕ(y). By rearranging the terms, we write

v′β(x)−
2κ

σ2
xvβ(x) ≥

2

σ2
(β − β)− 2κp

σ2
x.

Multiplying both sides with the integrating factor exp
{
− κ

σ2x
2
}
gives:

[
exp

{
− κ

σ2
x2
}
vβ(x)

]′
≥ 2

σ2
(β − β) exp

{
− κ

σ2
x2
}
− 2κp

σ2
x exp

{
− κ

σ2
x2
}

Integrating both sides on [0, x] and using the boundary condition vβ(0) = 0 give

exp
{
− κ

σ2
x2
}
vβ(x) ≥

2

σ2
(β − β)

∫ x

0
exp

{
− κ

σ2
s2
}
ds+ p

∫ x

0

(
−2κ

σ2
s

)
exp

{
− κ

σ2
s2
}
ds

≥ 2

σ2
(β − β)

∫ x

0
exp

{
− κ

σ2
s2
}
ds+ p exp

{
− κ

σ2
s2
} ∣∣∣∣∣

x

0

≥ 2

σ2
(β − β)

∫ x

0
exp

{
− κ

σ2
s2
}
ds+ p exp

{
− κ

σ2
x2
}
− p.

Multiplying both sides with exp
{

κ
σ2x

2
}
gives

vβ(x) ≥
(

2

σ2
(β − β)

∫ x

0
exp

{
− κ

σ2
s2
}
ds− p

)
exp

{
κx2

σ2

}
+ p. (G38)

Let α =
∫ 1
0 exp

{
− κ

σ2 s
2
}
ds > 0, and note that for x > 1,

vβ(x) ≥
(
2α

σ2
(β − β)− p

)
exp

{
κx2

σ2

}
+ p. (G39)

Note that for β > β+ σ2

2αp, we have from Equation (G39) that vβ(x) → ∞ as x→ ∞, proving that

β ∈ I. Thus, I ≠ ∅.

Next, we prove that D ̸= ∅. Suppose not, i.e., D = ∅. Let y∗ = arg inf{ϕ(y) : y ≤ p} and note
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that y∗ ∈ (0, p]. Also, let

x̂ = inf{x > 0 : p− vβ(x) ≤ y∗}.

Recall IVP(β) (see Equations (F10)-(F11)) and note that v′β(0) > 0 for β > β:

1

2
σ2v′β(x) = β + ϕ(p− vβ(x))− xκ(p− vβ(x)), x > 0, (G40)

and consider the following three cases:

Case 1: x̂ = ∞. In this case, we necessarily have y∗ < p and p− vβ(x) ≥ y∗ for all x > 0. Then by

convexity of ϕ and that y∗ is the minimizer, we deduce that ϕ(p− vβ(x)) ≤ ϕ(p) for x > 0. Using

this, (G40), and that p− vβ(x) ≥ y∗ for all x > 0, we conclude that

1

2
σ2v′β(x) ≤ β + ϕ(p)− xκy∗

from which we see that v′β(x) < 0 for x sufficiently large. Then, Lemma 10 implies that β ∈ D, a

contradiction.

Case 2: x̂ = 0. In this case, y∗ = p, θM < 0. Also note that ϕ(p) = −β. Note that for ε > 0

sufficiently small, we have that

ϕ(p− vβ(x)) = ϕ(p)− θMvβ(x), x ∈ (0, ε).

Substituting this into Equation (G40) gives: For x ∈ (0, ε)

1

2
σ2v′β(x) = β + ϕ(p) + (|θM |+ κx)vβ(x)− xκp.

Rearranging the terms and substituting ϕ(p) = −β yields:

v′β(x)−
(
2|θM |
σ2

+
2κ

σ2
x

)
vβ(x) =

2

σ2
(β − β)− 2κp

σ2
x.

Multiplying both sides by the integrating factor g(x) = exp
{
− κ

σ2x
2 − 2|θM |

σ2 x
}
yields the following:

[g(x)vβ(x)]
′ =

2

σ2
(β − β)g(x)− 2κp

σ2
xg(x).
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Integrating both sides gives and using the boundary condition vβ(0) = 0 give

vβ(x) =
1

g(x)

∫ x

0

2

σ2
(β − βg(s)ds− 2κp

σ2g(x)

∫ x

0
sg(s)ds, x ∈ (0, ε).

Clearly, it follows that limβ↓β vβ(x) < 0 for x ∈ (0, ε). Thus, there exists β̃ > β sufficiently small

and x ∈ (0, ε) such that vβ(x) < 0. Thus, β̃ ∈ D by Lemma 10, a contradiction.

Case 3: x̂ ∈ (0,∞). In this case, y∗ < p (otherwise, i.e., if y∗ = p, then x̂ = 0). Also, note that

θM > 0. Note that

p− vβ(x) ≥ y∗, x ∈ (0, x̂). (G41)

Then by convexity of ϕ and that y∗ minimizes ϕ, we conclude that

ϕ(p− vβ(x)) ≤ ϕ(p), x ∈ (0, x̂). (G42)

Substituting (G41)-(G42) into IVP(β), we get

1

2
σ2v′β(x) ≤ β + ϕ(p)− xκy∗ ≤ β + ϕ(p), x ∈ (0, x̂).

Integrating this from 0 to x̂ yields

1

2
σ2v′β(x) ≤

1

2
σ2(p− y∗) ≤ (β + ϕ(p))x̂,

where the first inequality follows from (G41). In particular, we have that

x̂(β) ≥ σ2(p− y∗)

2(β + ϕ(p))
. (G43)

For β < β + 1, we write

x̂(β) ≥ σ2(p− y∗)

2(β + 1 + ϕ(p))
.

Let β = β + ε for ε ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small and consider the IVP(β) at x = x̂(β):

1

2
σ2v′β(x̂(p)) = β + ε+ ϕ(y∗)− x̂κy∗.
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Substituting ϕ(y∗) = β and (G43) yields

1

2
σ2v′β(x̂(p)) ≤ ε− σ2(p− y∗)

β + 1 + ϕ(p)
κy∗.

Thus, for ε < min
{
1, σ

2

4
p−y∗

β+1+ϕ(p)κy
∗
}
, we have that v′β(x̂(β)) < 0, and Lemma 10 implies β =

β + ε ∈ D, a contradiction. ■

Proof of Lemma 14. Let β > β. First, assume β ∈ I and vβ is unbounded. Then, we trivially

have that there exists x0 such that vβ(x0) ≥ p. To prove the converse, assume there exists x0 > 0

such that vβ(x0) ≥ p. Without loss of generality, we assume

x0 = inf {x > 0 : vβ(x) = p} .

Next, we prove that vβ(x) → ∞ as x→ ∞. Then because vβ increases strictly to its supremum by

Lemma 8, we conclude that β ∈ I. To this end, let

x1 = inf {x > x0 : vβ(x) ≤ p} .

We argue that x1 = x0. Suppose not, i.e., x1 > x0. By continuity of vβ, we have vβ(x1) = p. We

also note that

vβ(x) > p for x ∈ [x0, x1]. (G44)

Because vβ(x0) = vβ(x1), the Mean Value theorem implies that there exists x̄ ∈ (x0, x1) such that

v′β(x̄) = 0. Consider IVP(β) at x = x̄:

0 = β + ϕ(p− vβ(x̄)) + x̄κ [vβ(x̄)− p] . (G45)

Because vβ(x̄) ≥ p by (G44), we conclude that

ϕ(p− vβ(x̄)) = θ0(p− vβ(x̄)).
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Thus, we have

β + θ0(p− vβ(x̄) + x̄κ [vβ(x̄)− p] > 0,

which contradicts (G45). Thus x1 = x0. Consequently, we deduce that

vβ(x) > p for x > x0. (G46)

In particular, we have that

ϕ(p− vβ(x)) = θ0(p− vβ(x)) for x > x0. (G47)

Substituting (G46)-(G47) into the IVP(β), we write

1

2
σ2v′β(x) = β + ϕ(p− vβ(x))− xκ (p− vβ(x))

= β + |θ0|vβ(x)− |θ0|p+ xκ (vβ(x)− p) , x > x0

≥ β > 0 for x > x0.

Integrating both sides (over (x0, x)) gives

vβ(x) ≥
σ2

2
[β(x− x0) + vβ(x0)] , x > x0 (G48)

=
σ2

2
[β(x− x0) + p] (G49)

Hence, we conclude vβ(x) → ∞ as x→ ∞, because the right-hand side tends to +∞ as x→ ∞. ■

H Further Details of the Numerical Study

H.1 Volunteers

The following shows the calculations for the arrival rate [arrivals/year] of class j volunteers in the

nth system, where n = 56,000:

• Corporate volunteers (j = 1, repeat volunteers): There are two types of corporate

volunteers: regulars who volunteer on average 3 times every two years (28%) and spo-
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radic volunteers who volunteer on average once every 4 years (72%). Therefore, for class

j = 1, the average arrival rate for a volunteer is rn1 = 0.28 (1.5 times/year/volunteer) +

0.72 (0.25 times/year/volunteer) = 0.60 times/year/volunteer and the overall average ar-

rival rate for the class is rn1 k
n
1 = 0.60× 11,200 = 6,720 arrivals/year.

• Individual volunteers (j = 2, repeat volunteers) consist of 4 types of volunteers. In

decreasing order of volunteering frequency: 0.5% volunteer 52 times per year, 17.5% vol-

unteer 12 times per year, 32% volunteer 2 times per year, and 50% volunteer once ev-

ery 4 years. Therefore, for class j = 2, the average arrival rate for a volunteer is rn2 =

0.005 (52 times/year/volunteer)+0.175 (12 times/year/volunteer)+0.32 (2 times/year/volunteer)+

0.5 (0.25 times/year/volunteer) = 3.125 times/year/volunteer and the overall average ar-

rival rate for the class is rn2 k
n
2 = 3.125× 16,800 = 52,500 arrivals/year.

• Social group volunteers (j = 3, one-time volunteers): Food Bank A estimates that

approximately 25% of volunteer arrivals are social group volunteers. Therefore, we estimate

that the arrival rate of class j = 3 is λn3 = 19,540 arrivals/year.

• Overall arrival rate: Combining the arrival rates of all classes, the total annual arrival rate

is rn1 k
n
1 + rn2 k

n
2 + λn3 = 78,760 arrivals/year.

H.2 Engagement Activities

The food bank can engage in L = 4 different volunteer engagement activities.

• Orientation during volunteer shift (l = 1): A brief orientation at the beginning and

closing remarks at the end of each volunteer shift explains the social impact that the volunteer

work has on the population in need. This activity affects the arrival rate of volunteer classes

R1 ∪S1 = {1, 2, 3}. Every time the food bank engages in this activity, on average it increases

volunteer arrivals by 2 volunteers. Typical frequency of this activity is once per volunteer shift

(i.e., 312 times per year). If the food bank engages in this activity at the beginning of each

volunteer shift, the estimated impact is an increase of 2 vol/activity × 312 activities/year =

624 class j = 1, 2, 3 volunteers per year, which is a 0.7923% (=624/78,760) increase in total

yearly arrivals. Assuming a proportional increase in arrivals, this gives r̂n11 = 0.7923%× rn1 =
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0.00475 additional arrivals/year/volunteer (for a total of 0.00475 × 11,200 = 53 additional

arrivals per year), r̂n21 = 0.7923% × rn2 = 0.02476 additional arrivals/year/volunteer (for a

total of 0.02476× 16,800 = 416 additional arrivals per year), and λ̂n31 = 0.7923%× λn3 = 155

additional arrivals/year. Typically, a junior staff would do the orientation but occasionally,

a seasoned volunteer may be able to perform this activity. The orientation activity takes

approximately 10 minutes: $20/hour×10/60 ∼ $3. Therefore, the annual cost of this activity

is $936. This implies that Fn
1 = $3 ∗ 312 = $936/year. There is no per volunteer cost for the

activity (Cn
1 = 0).

• Electronic communication (l = 2): The food bank sends targeted emails and other forms

of electronic communication to volunteers to notify them of volunteer activities. This ac-

tivity affects the arrival rate of volunteer classes R2 ∪ S2 = {1, 2, 3}. Every time the food

bank engages in this activity, on average it increases volunteer arrivals by 15 volunteers.

Typical frequency of this activity is once per week (i.e., 52 times per year). If the food

bank engages in this activity weekly, the estimated impact is an increase of 15 vol/activity×

52 activities/year = 780 class j = 1, 2, 3 volunteers per year, which is a 0.9904% (=780/78,760)

increase in total yearly arrivals. Assuming a proportional increase in arrivals, this gives r̂n12 =

0.9904%×rn1 = 0.00594 additional arrivals/year/volunteer (for a total of 0.00594×11,200 = 66

additional arrivals per year), r̂n22 = 0.9904%×rn2 = 0.03095 additional arrivals/year/volunteer

(for a total of 0.03095 × 16,800 = 520 additional arrivals per year), and λ̂n32 = 0.9904% ×

λn3 = 194 additional arrivals/year. Typically, a senior staff member would compose the e-

communication (e.g., a newsletter), taking approximately one hour. It costs approximately

$35 each time the food bank runs activity l = 2, therefore, Fn
2 = $35 ∗ 52 = $1820/year.

There is no per volunteer cost for the activity (Cn
2 = 0).

• Speaking engagement (l = 3): Food bank staff can make presentations at organizations

in the region to raise awareness. This activity affects the arrival rate of volunteer classes

S3 = {3}. Every time the food bank engages in this activity, on average it increases volunteer

arrivals by 20 volunteers. Typical frequency of this activity is once per month (i.e., 12 times

per year). If the food bank engages in this activity once per month, the estimated impact is

an increase of λ̂n33 = 20 vol/activity × 12 activities/year = 240 class j = 3 volunteer arrivals

30



per year. For employee time (including travel), it costs approximately $60 each time the food

bank runs activity l = 3, therefore, Fn
3 = $60 ∗ 12 = $720/year. (employees spend about one

hour on travel and another 45-60 min for presentation, hourly rate $35/hour). There is no

per volunteer cost for the activity (Cn
3 = 0).

• Tabling at a fair (l = 4): Food bank staff can set up an information table at fairs throughout

the year. This activity affects the arrival rate of volunteer classes R4 = {1, 3}. Every

time the food bank engages in this activity, on average it increases volunteer arrivals by 30

volunteers. Typical frequency of this activity is once per month (i.e., 12 times per year). If

the food bank engages in this activity once per month, the estimated impact is an increase of

30 vol/activity×12 activities/year = 360 class j = 1, 3 volunteers. Over classes j = 1, 3, this

is a 1.3709%(= 360/(6720+19,540)) increase in total yearly arrivals. Assuming a proportional

increase in arrivals, this gives r̂n14 = 1.3709%×rn1 = 0.00823 additional arrivals/year/volunteer

(for a total of 0.00823×11,200 = 92 additional arrivals per year) and λ̂n34 = 1.3709%×λn3 = 268

additional arrivals per year. For employee time (including travel), it costs approximately $150

each time the food bank runs activity l = 4, therefore, Fn
4 = $150 ∗ 12 = $1800/year. There

is no per volunteer cost for the activity (Cn
4 = 0).

H.3 Other parameters in the nth system

• p: Cost of throughput loss. If a volunteer slot is not filled, the lost value is the forgone value of

the meals the volunteer would have made. Data from Food Bank A indicates that a volunteer

makes approximately 135 meals in a shift. The cost per meal is $0.35 per meal. Therefore,

we estimate that the lost value for a unit of idleness (i.e., unfilled volunteer slot) is p = 135

meals × $0.35/meal = $47.25 ≈ $50.

• γj : The abandonment rate of class j volunteers. Food Bank A indicated that the percentage

of abandonment was very low. We perform sensitivity analysis using a range of values for γj .

H.4 Parameters in the limit system

• µj : From (21) and µn1 = 78,000, we have µ1 = µ2 = µ3 = µn1/n = 78,000/56,000 = 1.393

volunteers/year.
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• αj : α1 = 1.37010, α2 = 7.13595 and α3 = 1.59356.

• rj and λj : From Equations (20) and (21), r1 = 0.60579 (r1k̂1 = 0.12116), r2 = 3.15515

(r2k̂2 = 0.94655), and λ3 = 0.35230.

• r̂jl, λ̂jl, ηl:

– Orientation (l = 1): From Equation (18)and (19), we have:

r̂11 =
√
n r̂n11 =

√
56,000× 0.00475,

r̂21 =
√
n r̂n21 =

√
56,000× 0.02476,

λ̂31 =
λ̂n31√
n
=

155√
56,000

.

From Equation (43), we have:

η1 =
k̂1r̂11
µ1

+
k̂2r̂21
µ2

+
λ̂31
µ3

=

11,200×0.00475√
56,000

1.393
+

16,800×0.02476√
56,000

1.393
+

155√
56,000

1.393
= 1.89315.

– E-communication (l = 2): From Equation (18) and (19), we have:

r̂12 =
√
n r̂n12 =

√
56,000× 0.00594,

r̂22 =
√
n r̂n22 =

√
56,000× 0.03095,

λ̂32 =
λ̂n32√
n
=

194√
56,000

.

From Equation (43), we have:

η2 =
k̂1r̂12
µ1

+
k̂2r̂22
µ2

+
λ̂32
µ3

=

11,200×0.00594√
56,000

1.393
+

16,800×0.03095√
56,000

1.393
+

194√
56,000

1.393
= 2.36643.

– Speaking (l = 3): From Equation (19), we have

λ̂33 =
λ̂n33√
n
=

240√
56,000

.

From Equation (43), we have:

η3 =
λ̂32
µ3

=

240√
56,000

1.393
= 0.72813.
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– Tabling (l = 4): From Equation (18) and (19), we have:

r̂14 =
√
n r̂n14 =

√
56,000× 0.00823,

λ̂34 =
λ̂n32√
n
=

268√
56,000

.

From Equation (43), we have:

η2 =
k̂1r̂14
µ1

+
k̂2r̂24
µ2

=

11,200×0.00823√
56,000

1.393
+

268√
56,000

1.393
= 1.09220.

• Fixed cost, Fl: From Equation (17), we have

– Orientation (l = 1): F1 = Fn
1 /

√
n = 936/

√
56,000 = $3.96/year.

– E-communication (l = 2): F2 = Fn
2 /

√
n = 1820/

√
56,000 = $7.69/year.

– Speaking (l = 3): F3 = Fn
3 /

√
n = 720/

√
56,000 = $3.04/year.

– Tabling (l = 4): F4 = Fn
4 /

√
n = 1800/

√
56,000 = $7.61/year.

• p = pn/n: Penalty (cost) rate of throughput loss. We assume that ĉ1 < ĉ2 < · · · < ĉL < p

(see (50)).

• From (42), κ =
∑J

j=1(rj + γj)xj +
∑J+J̃

j=J+1 γjxj = 2.12367 for γj = 0.01.

• Variance of Brownian motion X(t): σ2w =
∑J

j=1 2rj k̂j/µ
2
j +

∑J+J̃
j=J+1 2λj/µ

2
j = 1.436.

H.5 Optimal Policy Thresholds

From Proposition 3, for x ∈ [τl, τl−1) and l = 1, . . . , L+ 1, we have τl = v−1(p− ĉl) and

v(x) = p− ĉl exp

{−2θl−1(x− τl) + κ(x2 − τ2l )

σ2

}

+
2(β − c(θl−1))

√
π exp

{
(κx−θl−1)

2

κσ2

}
σ
√
κ

[
Φ

(
κx− θl−1

σ
√
κ/2

)
− Φ

(
κτl − θl−1

σ
√
κ/2

)]
. (H1)

Also recall that we defined ĉL+1 = p, τL+1 = 0, and τ0 = ∞. Figure 7 shows the solution to the

Bellman equation (and relationship between τl, p, and ĉl).
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Solution to the Bellman Equation

2

z
(scaled queue 

length)

⌧1<latexit sha1_base64="uAe2n6r5Lq69uZEw+DsM5kYD/vc=">AAAB7XicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBA8hV0R9Bjw4jGCeUCyhNnJbDJmdmaZ6RXCkn/w4kERr/6PN//GSbIHTSxoKKq66e6KUiks+v63t7a+sbm1Xdop7+7tHxxWjo5bVmeG8SbTUptORC2XQvEmCpS8kxpOk0jydjS+nfntJ26s0OoBJykPEzpUIhaMopNaPaRZP+hXqn7Nn4OskqAgVSjQ6Fe+egPNsoQrZJJa2w38FMOcGhRM8mm5l1meUjamQ951VNGE2zCfXzsl504ZkFgbVwrJXP09kdPE2kkSuc6E4sguezPxP6+bYXwT5kKlGXLFFoviTBLUZPY6GQjDGcqJI5QZ4W4lbEQNZegCKrsQguWXV0nrshb4teD+qlr3izhKcApncAEBXEMd7qABTWDwCM/wCm+e9l68d+9j0brmFTMn8Afe5w9Dk47a</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="uAe2n6r5Lq69uZEw+DsM5kYD/vc=">AAAB7XicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBA8hV0R9Bjw4jGCeUCyhNnJbDJmdmaZ6RXCkn/w4kERr/6PN//GSbIHTSxoKKq66e6KUiks+v63t7a+sbm1Xdop7+7tHxxWjo5bVmeG8SbTUptORC2XQvEmCpS8kxpOk0jydjS+nfntJ26s0OoBJykPEzpUIhaMopNaPaRZP+hXqn7Nn4OskqAgVSjQ6Fe+egPNsoQrZJJa2w38FMOcGhRM8mm5l1meUjamQ951VNGE2zCfXzsl504ZkFgbVwrJXP09kdPE2kkSuc6E4sguezPxP6+bYXwT5kKlGXLFFoviTBLUZPY6GQjDGcqJI5QZ4W4lbEQNZegCKrsQguWXV0nrshb4teD+qlr3izhKcApncAEBXEMd7qABTWDwCM/wCm+e9l68d+9j0brmFTMn8Afe5w9Dk47a</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="uAe2n6r5Lq69uZEw+DsM5kYD/vc=">AAAB7XicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBA8hV0R9Bjw4jGCeUCyhNnJbDJmdmaZ6RXCkn/w4kERr/6PN//GSbIHTSxoKKq66e6KUiks+v63t7a+sbm1Xdop7+7tHxxWjo5bVmeG8SbTUptORC2XQvEmCpS8kxpOk0jydjS+nfntJ26s0OoBJykPEzpUIhaMopNaPaRZP+hXqn7Nn4OskqAgVSjQ6Fe+egPNsoQrZJJa2w38FMOcGhRM8mm5l1meUjamQ951VNGE2zCfXzsl504ZkFgbVwrJXP09kdPE2kkSuc6E4sguezPxP6+bYXwT5kKlGXLFFoviTBLUZPY6GQjDGcqJI5QZ4W4lbEQNZegCKrsQguWXV0nrshb4teD+qlr3izhKcApncAEBXEMd7qABTWDwCM/wCm+e9l68d+9j0brmFTMn8Afe5w9Dk47a</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="uAe2n6r5Lq69uZEw+DsM5kYD/vc=">AAAB7XicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBA8hV0R9Bjw4jGCeUCyhNnJbDJmdmaZ6RXCkn/w4kERr/6PN//GSbIHTSxoKKq66e6KUiks+v63t7a+sbm1Xdop7+7tHxxWjo5bVmeG8SbTUptORC2XQvEmCpS8kxpOk0jydjS+nfntJ26s0OoBJykPEzpUIhaMopNaPaRZP+hXqn7Nn4OskqAgVSjQ6Fe+egPNsoQrZJJa2w38FMOcGhRM8mm5l1meUjamQ951VNGE2zCfXzsl504ZkFgbVwrJXP09kdPE2kkSuc6E4sguezPxP6+bYXwT5kKlGXLFFoviTBLUZPY6GQjDGcqJI5QZ4W4lbEQNZegCKrsQguWXV0nrshb4teD+qlr3izhKcApncAEBXEMd7qABTWDwCM/wCm+e9l68d+9j0brmFTMn8Afe5w9Dk47a</latexit>

⌧2<latexit sha1_base64="ze/ko1uoaFAstQ65MdO+xS7qWDE=">AAAB7XicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKewGQY8BLx4jmAckS5idzCZjZmeWmV4hhPyDFw+KePV/vPk3TpI9aGJBQ1HVTXdXlEph0fe/vcLG5tb2TnG3tLd/cHhUPj5pWZ0ZxptMS206EbVcCsWbKFDyTmo4TSLJ29H4du63n7ixQqsHnKQ8TOhQiVgwik5q9ZBm/Vq/XPGr/gJknQQ5qUCORr/81RtoliVcIZPU2m7gpxhOqUHBJJ+VepnlKWVjOuRdRxVNuA2ni2tn5MIpAxJr40ohWai/J6Y0sXaSRK4zoTiyq95c/M/rZhjfhFOh0gy5YstFcSYJajJ/nQyE4QzlxBHKjHC3EjaihjJ0AZVcCMHqy+ukVasGfjW4v6rU/TyOIpzBOVxCANdQhztoQBMYPMIzvMKbp70X7937WLYWvHzmFP7A+/wBRReO2w==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="ze/ko1uoaFAstQ65MdO+xS7qWDE=">AAAB7XicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKewGQY8BLx4jmAckS5idzCZjZmeWmV4hhPyDFw+KePV/vPk3TpI9aGJBQ1HVTXdXlEph0fe/vcLG5tb2TnG3tLd/cHhUPj5pWZ0ZxptMS206EbVcCsWbKFDyTmo4TSLJ29H4du63n7ixQqsHnKQ8TOhQiVgwik5q9ZBm/Vq/XPGr/gJknQQ5qUCORr/81RtoliVcIZPU2m7gpxhOqUHBJJ+VepnlKWVjOuRdRxVNuA2ni2tn5MIpAxJr40ohWai/J6Y0sXaSRK4zoTiyq95c/M/rZhjfhFOh0gy5YstFcSYJajJ/nQyE4QzlxBHKjHC3EjaihjJ0AZVcCMHqy+ukVasGfjW4v6rU/TyOIpzBOVxCANdQhztoQBMYPMIzvMKbp70X7937WLYWvHzmFP7A+/wBRReO2w==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="ze/ko1uoaFAstQ65MdO+xS7qWDE=">AAAB7XicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKewGQY8BLx4jmAckS5idzCZjZmeWmV4hhPyDFw+KePV/vPk3TpI9aGJBQ1HVTXdXlEph0fe/vcLG5tb2TnG3tLd/cHhUPj5pWZ0ZxptMS206EbVcCsWbKFDyTmo4TSLJ29H4du63n7ixQqsHnKQ8TOhQiVgwik5q9ZBm/Vq/XPGr/gJknQQ5qUCORr/81RtoliVcIZPU2m7gpxhOqUHBJJ+VepnlKWVjOuRdRxVNuA2ni2tn5MIpAxJr40ohWai/J6Y0sXaSRK4zoTiyq95c/M/rZhjfhFOh0gy5YstFcSYJajJ/nQyE4QzlxBHKjHC3EjaihjJ0AZVcCMHqy+ukVasGfjW4v6rU/TyOIpzBOVxCANdQhztoQBMYPMIzvMKbp70X7937WLYWvHzmFP7A+/wBRReO2w==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="ze/ko1uoaFAstQ65MdO+xS7qWDE=">AAAB7XicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKewGQY8BLx4jmAckS5idzCZjZmeWmV4hhPyDFw+KePV/vPk3TpI9aGJBQ1HVTXdXlEph0fe/vcLG5tb2TnG3tLd/cHhUPj5pWZ0ZxptMS206EbVcCsWbKFDyTmo4TSLJ29H4du63n7ixQqsHnKQ8TOhQiVgwik5q9ZBm/Vq/XPGr/gJknQQ5qUCORr/81RtoliVcIZPU2m7gpxhOqUHBJJ+VepnlKWVjOuRdRxVNuA2ni2tn5MIpAxJr40ohWai/J6Y0sXaSRK4zoTiyq95c/M/rZhjfhFOh0gy5YstFcSYJajJ/nQyE4QzlxBHKjHC3EjaihjJ0AZVcCMHqy+ukVasGfjW4v6rU/TyOIpzBOVxCANdQhztoQBMYPMIzvMKbp70X7937WLYWvHzmFP7A+/wBRReO2w==</latexit>

⌧3
<latexit sha1_base64="Wm/c+kQ3hIRdb/8wR1fXsQG9hTk=">AAAB7XicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKeyqoMeAF48RzAOSJcxOZpMxszPLTK8QQv7BiwdFvPo/3vwbJ8keNLGgoajqprsrSqWw6PvfXmFtfWNzq7hd2tnd2z8oHx41rc4M4w2mpTbtiFouheINFCh5OzWcJpHkrWh0O/NbT9xYodUDjlMeJnSgRCwYRSc1u0iz3mWvXPGr/hxklQQ5qUCOeq/81e1rliVcIZPU2k7gpxhOqEHBJJ+WupnlKWUjOuAdRxVNuA0n82un5MwpfRJr40ohmau/JyY0sXacRK4zoTi0y95M/M/rZBjfhBOh0gy5YotFcSYJajJ7nfSF4Qzl2BHKjHC3EjakhjJ0AZVcCMHyy6ukeVEN/Gpwf1Wp+XkcRTiBUziHAK6hBndQhwYweIRneIU3T3sv3rv3sWgtePnMMfyB9/kDRpuO3A==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Wm/c+kQ3hIRdb/8wR1fXsQG9hTk=">AAAB7XicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKeyqoMeAF48RzAOSJcxOZpMxszPLTK8QQv7BiwdFvPo/3vwbJ8keNLGgoajqprsrSqWw6PvfXmFtfWNzq7hd2tnd2z8oHx41rc4M4w2mpTbtiFouheINFCh5OzWcJpHkrWh0O/NbT9xYodUDjlMeJnSgRCwYRSc1u0iz3mWvXPGr/hxklQQ5qUCOeq/81e1rliVcIZPU2k7gpxhOqEHBJJ+WupnlKWUjOuAdRxVNuA0n82un5MwpfRJr40ohmau/JyY0sXacRK4zoTi0y95M/M/rZBjfhBOh0gy5YotFcSYJajJ7nfSF4Qzl2BHKjHC3EjakhjJ0AZVcCMHyy6ukeVEN/Gpwf1Wp+XkcRTiBUziHAK6hBndQhwYweIRneIU3T3sv3rv3sWgtePnMMfyB9/kDRpuO3A==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Wm/c+kQ3hIRdb/8wR1fXsQG9hTk=">AAAB7XicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKeyqoMeAF48RzAOSJcxOZpMxszPLTK8QQv7BiwdFvPo/3vwbJ8keNLGgoajqprsrSqWw6PvfXmFtfWNzq7hd2tnd2z8oHx41rc4M4w2mpTbtiFouheINFCh5OzWcJpHkrWh0O/NbT9xYodUDjlMeJnSgRCwYRSc1u0iz3mWvXPGr/hxklQQ5qUCOeq/81e1rliVcIZPU2k7gpxhOqEHBJJ+WupnlKWUjOuAdRxVNuA0n82un5MwpfRJr40ohmau/JyY0sXacRK4zoTi0y95M/M/rZBjfhBOh0gy5YotFcSYJajJ7nfSF4Qzl2BHKjHC3EjakhjJ0AZVcCMHyy6ukeVEN/Gpwf1Wp+XkcRTiBUziHAK6hBndQhwYweIRneIU3T3sv3rv3sWgtePnMMfyB9/kDRpuO3A==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="Wm/c+kQ3hIRdb/8wR1fXsQG9hTk=">AAAB7XicbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKeyqoMeAF48RzAOSJcxOZpMxszPLTK8QQv7BiwdFvPo/3vwbJ8keNLGgoajqprsrSqWw6PvfXmFtfWNzq7hd2tnd2z8oHx41rc4M4w2mpTbtiFouheINFCh5OzWcJpHkrWh0O/NbT9xYodUDjlMeJnSgRCwYRSc1u0iz3mWvXPGr/hxklQQ5qUCOeq/81e1rliVcIZPU2k7gpxhOqEHBJJ+WupnlKWUjOuAdRxVNuA0n82un5MwpfRJr40ohmau/JyY0sXacRK4zoTi0y95M/M/rZBjfhBOh0gy5YotFcSYJajJ7nfSF4Qzl2BHKjHC3EjakhjJ0AZVcCMHyy6ukeVEN/Gpwf1Wp+XkcRTiBUziHAK6hBndQhwYweIRneIU3T3sv3rv3sWgtePnMMfyB9/kDRpuO3A==</latexit>

No Act

Act 1

Act 1,2
Act 1,2,3

Act 
1,2,3,4

v(z)
<latexit sha1_base64="B9a41Olfdt9LrNdD/RuQIWjHSdo=">AAAB63icbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRahXsquFPVY8OKxgv2AdinZNNuGJtklyRbq0r/gxYMiXv1D3vw3Zts9aOuDgcd7M8zMC2LOtHHdb6ewsbm1vVPcLe3tHxwelY9P2jpKFKEtEvFIdQOsKWeStgwznHZjRbEIOO0Ek7vM70yp0iySj2YWU1/gkWQhI9hk0rT6dDkoV9yauwBaJ15OKpCjOSh/9YcRSQSVhnCsdc9zY+OnWBlGOJ2X+ommMSYTPKI9SyUWVPvp4tY5urDKEIWRsiUNWqi/J1IstJ6JwHYKbMZ61cvE/7xeYsJbP2UyTgyVZLkoTDgyEcoeR0OmKDF8ZgkmitlbERljhYmx8ZRsCN7qy+ukfVXz3Jr3UK80rvM4inAG51AFD26gAffQhBYQGMMzvMKbI5wX5935WLYWnHzmFP7A+fwBhD2N1w==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="B9a41Olfdt9LrNdD/RuQIWjHSdo=">AAAB63icbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRahXsquFPVY8OKxgv2AdinZNNuGJtklyRbq0r/gxYMiXv1D3vw3Zts9aOuDgcd7M8zMC2LOtHHdb6ewsbm1vVPcLe3tHxwelY9P2jpKFKEtEvFIdQOsKWeStgwznHZjRbEIOO0Ek7vM70yp0iySj2YWU1/gkWQhI9hk0rT6dDkoV9yauwBaJ15OKpCjOSh/9YcRSQSVhnCsdc9zY+OnWBlGOJ2X+ommMSYTPKI9SyUWVPvp4tY5urDKEIWRsiUNWqi/J1IstJ6JwHYKbMZ61cvE/7xeYsJbP2UyTgyVZLkoTDgyEcoeR0OmKDF8ZgkmitlbERljhYmx8ZRsCN7qy+ukfVXz3Jr3UK80rvM4inAG51AFD26gAffQhBYQGMMzvMKbI5wX5935WLYWnHzmFP7A+fwBhD2N1w==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="B9a41Olfdt9LrNdD/RuQIWjHSdo=">AAAB63icbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRahXsquFPVY8OKxgv2AdinZNNuGJtklyRbq0r/gxYMiXv1D3vw3Zts9aOuDgcd7M8zMC2LOtHHdb6ewsbm1vVPcLe3tHxwelY9P2jpKFKEtEvFIdQOsKWeStgwznHZjRbEIOO0Ek7vM70yp0iySj2YWU1/gkWQhI9hk0rT6dDkoV9yauwBaJ15OKpCjOSh/9YcRSQSVhnCsdc9zY+OnWBlGOJ2X+ommMSYTPKI9SyUWVPvp4tY5urDKEIWRsiUNWqi/J1IstJ6JwHYKbMZ61cvE/7xeYsJbP2UyTgyVZLkoTDgyEcoeR0OmKDF8ZgkmitlbERljhYmx8ZRsCN7qy+ukfVXz3Jr3UK80rvM4inAG51AFD26gAffQhBYQGMMzvMKbI5wX5935WLYWnHzmFP7A+fwBhD2N1w==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="B9a41Olfdt9LrNdD/RuQIWjHSdo=">AAAB63icbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRahXsquFPVY8OKxgv2AdinZNNuGJtklyRbq0r/gxYMiXv1D3vw3Zts9aOuDgcd7M8zMC2LOtHHdb6ewsbm1vVPcLe3tHxwelY9P2jpKFKEtEvFIdQOsKWeStgwznHZjRbEIOO0Ek7vM70yp0iySj2YWU1/gkWQhI9hk0rT6dDkoV9yauwBaJ15OKpCjOSh/9YcRSQSVhnCsdc9zY+OnWBlGOJ2X+ommMSYTPKI9SyUWVPvp4tY5urDKEIWRsiUNWqi/J1IstJ6JwHYKbMZ61cvE/7xeYsJbP2UyTgyVZLkoTDgyEcoeR0OmKDF8ZgkmitlbERljhYmx8ZRsCN7qy+ukfVXz3Jr3UK80rvM4inAG51AFD26gAffQhBYQGMMzvMKbI5wX5935WLYWnHzmFP7A+fwBhD2N1w==</latexit>

p � ĉ1
<latexit sha1_base64="dF0REy8GMsZzD6BeTW4a/NQDB9w=">AAAB8nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBiyUpgh4LXjxWsB+QhrLZbtqlm2zYnQgl9Gd48aCIV3+NN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5YSqFQdf9dkobm1vbO+Xdyt7+weFR9fikY1SmGW8zJZXuhdRwKRLeRoGS91LNaRxK3g0nd3O/+8S1ESp5xGnKg5iOEhEJRtFKfnrVH1PM2WzgDao1t+4uQNaJV5AaFGgNql/9oWJZzBNkkhrje26KQU41Cib5rNLPDE8pm9AR9y1NaMxNkC9OnpELqwxJpLStBMlC/T2R09iYaRzazpji2Kx6c/E/z88wug1ykaQZ8oQtF0WZJKjI/H8yFJozlFNLKNPC3krYmGrK0KZUsSF4qy+vk06j7rl17+G61mwUcZThDM7hEjy4gSbcQwvawEDBM7zCm4POi/PufCxbS04xcwp/4Hz+APPdkPk=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="dF0REy8GMsZzD6BeTW4a/NQDB9w=">AAAB8nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBiyUpgh4LXjxWsB+QhrLZbtqlm2zYnQgl9Gd48aCIV3+NN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5YSqFQdf9dkobm1vbO+Xdyt7+weFR9fikY1SmGW8zJZXuhdRwKRLeRoGS91LNaRxK3g0nd3O/+8S1ESp5xGnKg5iOEhEJRtFKfnrVH1PM2WzgDao1t+4uQNaJV5AaFGgNql/9oWJZzBNkkhrje26KQU41Cib5rNLPDE8pm9AR9y1NaMxNkC9OnpELqwxJpLStBMlC/T2R09iYaRzazpji2Kx6c/E/z88wug1ykaQZ8oQtF0WZJKjI/H8yFJozlFNLKNPC3krYmGrK0KZUsSF4qy+vk06j7rl17+G61mwUcZThDM7hEjy4gSbcQwvawEDBM7zCm4POi/PufCxbS04xcwp/4Hz+APPdkPk=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="dF0REy8GMsZzD6BeTW4a/NQDB9w=">AAAB8nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBiyUpgh4LXjxWsB+QhrLZbtqlm2zYnQgl9Gd48aCIV3+NN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5YSqFQdf9dkobm1vbO+Xdyt7+weFR9fikY1SmGW8zJZXuhdRwKRLeRoGS91LNaRxK3g0nd3O/+8S1ESp5xGnKg5iOEhEJRtFKfnrVH1PM2WzgDao1t+4uQNaJV5AaFGgNql/9oWJZzBNkkhrje26KQU41Cib5rNLPDE8pm9AR9y1NaMxNkC9OnpELqwxJpLStBMlC/T2R09iYaRzazpji2Kx6c/E/z88wug1ykaQZ8oQtF0WZJKjI/H8yFJozlFNLKNPC3krYmGrK0KZUsSF4qy+vk06j7rl17+G61mwUcZThDM7hEjy4gSbcQwvawEDBM7zCm4POi/PufCxbS04xcwp/4Hz+APPdkPk=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="dF0REy8GMsZzD6BeTW4a/NQDB9w=">AAAB8nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBiyUpgh4LXjxWsB+QhrLZbtqlm2zYnQgl9Gd48aCIV3+NN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5YSqFQdf9dkobm1vbO+Xdyt7+weFR9fikY1SmGW8zJZXuhdRwKRLeRoGS91LNaRxK3g0nd3O/+8S1ESp5xGnKg5iOEhEJRtFKfnrVH1PM2WzgDao1t+4uQNaJV5AaFGgNql/9oWJZzBNkkhrje26KQU41Cib5rNLPDE8pm9AR9y1NaMxNkC9OnpELqwxJpLStBMlC/T2R09iYaRzazpji2Kx6c/E/z88wug1ykaQZ8oQtF0WZJKjI/H8yFJozlFNLKNPC3krYmGrK0KZUsSF4qy+vk06j7rl17+G61mwUcZThDM7hEjy4gSbcQwvawEDBM7zCm4POi/PufCxbS04xcwp/4Hz+APPdkPk=</latexit>

p � ĉ2
<latexit sha1_base64="eYIECkKRQnn5XcWqkM3hPI5rCek=">AAAB8nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69BIvgxZIUQY8FLx4r2A9IQ9lsN+3SzW7YnQgl9Gd48aCIV3+NN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5USq4Qc/7dkobm1vbO+Xdyt7+weFR9fikY1SmKWtTJZTuRcQwwSVrI0fBeqlmJIkE60aTu7nffWLacCUfcZqyMCEjyWNOCVopSK/6Y4I5nQ0ag2rNq3sLuOvEL0gNCrQG1a/+UNEsYRKpIMYEvpdimBONnAo2q/Qzw1JCJ2TEAkslSZgJ88XJM/fCKkM3VtqWRHeh/p7ISWLMNIlsZ0JwbFa9ufifF2QY34Y5l2mGTNLlojgTLip3/r875JpRFFNLCNXc3urSMdGEok2pYkPwV19eJ51G3ffq/sN1rdko4ijDGZzDJfhwA024hxa0gYKCZ3iFNwedF+fd+Vi2lpxi5hT+wPn8AfVhkPo=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="eYIECkKRQnn5XcWqkM3hPI5rCek=">AAAB8nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69BIvgxZIUQY8FLx4r2A9IQ9lsN+3SzW7YnQgl9Gd48aCIV3+NN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5USq4Qc/7dkobm1vbO+Xdyt7+weFR9fikY1SmKWtTJZTuRcQwwSVrI0fBeqlmJIkE60aTu7nffWLacCUfcZqyMCEjyWNOCVopSK/6Y4I5nQ0ag2rNq3sLuOvEL0gNCrQG1a/+UNEsYRKpIMYEvpdimBONnAo2q/Qzw1JCJ2TEAkslSZgJ88XJM/fCKkM3VtqWRHeh/p7ISWLMNIlsZ0JwbFa9ufifF2QY34Y5l2mGTNLlojgTLip3/r875JpRFFNLCNXc3urSMdGEok2pYkPwV19eJ51G3ffq/sN1rdko4ijDGZzDJfhwA024hxa0gYKCZ3iFNwedF+fd+Vi2lpxi5hT+wPn8AfVhkPo=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="eYIECkKRQnn5XcWqkM3hPI5rCek=">AAAB8nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69BIvgxZIUQY8FLx4r2A9IQ9lsN+3SzW7YnQgl9Gd48aCIV3+NN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5USq4Qc/7dkobm1vbO+Xdyt7+weFR9fikY1SmKWtTJZTuRcQwwSVrI0fBeqlmJIkE60aTu7nffWLacCUfcZqyMCEjyWNOCVopSK/6Y4I5nQ0ag2rNq3sLuOvEL0gNCrQG1a/+UNEsYRKpIMYEvpdimBONnAo2q/Qzw1JCJ2TEAkslSZgJ88XJM/fCKkM3VtqWRHeh/p7ISWLMNIlsZ0JwbFa9ufifF2QY34Y5l2mGTNLlojgTLip3/r875JpRFFNLCNXc3urSMdGEok2pYkPwV19eJ51G3ffq/sN1rdko4ijDGZzDJfhwA024hxa0gYKCZ3iFNwedF+fd+Vi2lpxi5hT+wPn8AfVhkPo=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="eYIECkKRQnn5XcWqkM3hPI5rCek=">AAAB8nicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69BIvgxZIUQY8FLx4r2A9IQ9lsN+3SzW7YnQgl9Gd48aCIV3+NN/+N2zYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5USq4Qc/7dkobm1vbO+Xdyt7+weFR9fikY1SmKWtTJZTuRcQwwSVrI0fBeqlmJIkE60aTu7nffWLacCUfcZqyMCEjyWNOCVopSK/6Y4I5nQ0ag2rNq3sLuOvEL0gNCrQG1a/+UNEsYRKpIMYEvpdimBONnAo2q/Qzw1JCJ2TEAkslSZgJ88XJM/fCKkM3VtqWRHeh/p7ISWLMNIlsZ0JwbFa9ufifF2QY34Y5l2mGTNLlojgTLip3/r875JpRFFNLCNXc3urSMdGEok2pYkPwV19eJ51G3ffq/sN1rdko4ijDGZzDJfhwA024hxa0gYKCZ3iFNwedF+fd+Vi2lpxi5hT+wPn8AfVhkPo=</latexit>

p � ĉ3
<latexit sha1_base64="2Ja5GCsbZDDTOqm7A+WJRoR87xY=">AAAB8nicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4sSRV0GPBi8cK9gPSUDbbTbt0kw27E6GE/gwvHhTx6q/x5r9x2+agrQ8GHu/NMDMvTKUw6Lrfztr6xubWdmmnvLu3f3BYOTpuG5VpxltMSaW7ITVcioS3UKDk3VRzGoeSd8Lx3czvPHFthEoecZLyIKbDRESCUbSSn172RhRzNu1f9StVt+bOQVaJV5AqFGj2K1+9gWJZzBNkkhrje26KQU41Cib5tNzLDE8pG9Mh9y1NaMxNkM9PnpJzqwxIpLStBMlc/T2R09iYSRzazpjiyCx7M/E/z88wug1ykaQZ8oQtFkWZJKjI7H8yEJozlBNLKNPC3krYiGrK0KZUtiF4yy+vkna95rk17+G62qgXcZTgFM7gAjy4gQbcQxNawEDBM7zCm4POi/PufCxa15xi5gT+wPn8AfblkPs=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="2Ja5GCsbZDDTOqm7A+WJRoR87xY=">AAAB8nicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4sSRV0GPBi8cK9gPSUDbbTbt0kw27E6GE/gwvHhTx6q/x5r9x2+agrQ8GHu/NMDMvTKUw6Lrfztr6xubWdmmnvLu3f3BYOTpuG5VpxltMSaW7ITVcioS3UKDk3VRzGoeSd8Lx3czvPHFthEoecZLyIKbDRESCUbSSn172RhRzNu1f9StVt+bOQVaJV5AqFGj2K1+9gWJZzBNkkhrje26KQU41Cib5tNzLDE8pG9Mh9y1NaMxNkM9PnpJzqwxIpLStBMlc/T2R09iYSRzazpjiyCx7M/E/z88wug1ykaQZ8oQtFkWZJKjI7H8yEJozlBNLKNPC3krYiGrK0KZUtiF4yy+vkna95rk17+G62qgXcZTgFM7gAjy4gQbcQxNawEDBM7zCm4POi/PufCxa15xi5gT+wPn8AfblkPs=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="2Ja5GCsbZDDTOqm7A+WJRoR87xY=">AAAB8nicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4sSRV0GPBi8cK9gPSUDbbTbt0kw27E6GE/gwvHhTx6q/x5r9x2+agrQ8GHu/NMDMvTKUw6Lrfztr6xubWdmmnvLu3f3BYOTpuG5VpxltMSaW7ITVcioS3UKDk3VRzGoeSd8Lx3czvPHFthEoecZLyIKbDRESCUbSSn172RhRzNu1f9StVt+bOQVaJV5AqFGj2K1+9gWJZzBNkkhrje26KQU41Cib5tNzLDE8pG9Mh9y1NaMxNkM9PnpJzqwxIpLStBMlc/T2R09iYSRzazpjiyCx7M/E/z88wug1ykaQZ8oQtFkWZJKjI7H8yEJozlBNLKNPC3krYiGrK0KZUtiF4yy+vkna95rk17+G62qgXcZTgFM7gAjy4gQbcQxNawEDBM7zCm4POi/PufCxa15xi5gT+wPn8AfblkPs=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="2Ja5GCsbZDDTOqm7A+WJRoR87xY=">AAAB8nicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSJ4sSRV0GPBi8cK9gPSUDbbTbt0kw27E6GE/gwvHhTx6q/x5r9x2+agrQ8GHu/NMDMvTKUw6Lrfztr6xubWdmmnvLu3f3BYOTpuG5VpxltMSaW7ITVcioS3UKDk3VRzGoeSd8Lx3czvPHFthEoecZLyIKbDRESCUbSSn172RhRzNu1f9StVt+bOQVaJV5AqFGj2K1+9gWJZzBNkkhrje26KQU41Cib5tNzLDE8pG9Mh9y1NaMxNkM9PnpJzqwxIpLStBMlc/T2R09iYSRzazpjiyCx7M/E/z88wug1ykaQZ8oQtFkWZJKjI7H8yEJozlBNLKNPC3krYiGrK0KZUtiF4yy+vkna95rk17+G62qgXcZTgFM7gAjy4gQbcQxNawEDBM7zCm4POi/PufCxa15xi5gT+wPn8AfblkPs=</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="x3UBvxcaBmM/ZMGyxm8KA64iec4=">AAAB8nicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXYBG8WJJS0GPBi8cK9gPSUDbbTbt0sxt2J0IJ/RlePCji1V/jzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZelApu0PO+nY3Nre2d3dJeef/g8Oi4cnLaMSrTlLWpEkr3ImKY4JK1kaNgvVQzkkSCdaPJ3dzvPjFtuJKPOE1ZmJCR5DGnBK0UpNf9McGczgaNQaXq1bwF3HXiF6QKBVqDyld/qGiWMIlUEGMC30sxzIlGTgWblfuZYSmhEzJigaWSJMyE+eLkmXtplaEbK21LortQf0/kJDFmmkS2MyE4NqveXPzPCzKMb8OcyzRDJulyUZwJF5U7/98dcs0oiqklhGpub3XpmGhC0aZUtiH4qy+vk0695ns1/6FRbdaLOEpwDhdwBT7cQBPuoQVtoKDgGV7hzUHnxXl3PpatG04xcwZ/4Hz+APhpkPw=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="x3UBvxcaBmM/ZMGyxm8KA64iec4=">AAAB8nicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXYBG8WJJS0GPBi8cK9gPSUDbbTbt0sxt2J0IJ/RlePCji1V/jzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZelApu0PO+nY3Nre2d3dJeef/g8Oi4cnLaMSrTlLWpEkr3ImKY4JK1kaNgvVQzkkSCdaPJ3dzvPjFtuJKPOE1ZmJCR5DGnBK0UpNf9McGczgaNQaXq1bwF3HXiF6QKBVqDyld/qGiWMIlUEGMC30sxzIlGTgWblfuZYSmhEzJigaWSJMyE+eLkmXtplaEbK21LortQf0/kJDFmmkS2MyE4NqveXPzPCzKMb8OcyzRDJulyUZwJF5U7/98dcs0oiqklhGpub3XpmGhC0aZUtiH4qy+vk0695ns1/6FRbdaLOEpwDhdwBT7cQBPuoQVtoKDgGV7hzUHnxXl3PpatG04xcwZ/4Hz+APhpkPw=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="x3UBvxcaBmM/ZMGyxm8KA64iec4=">AAAB8nicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXYBG8WJJS0GPBi8cK9gPSUDbbTbt0sxt2J0IJ/RlePCji1V/jzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZelApu0PO+nY3Nre2d3dJeef/g8Oi4cnLaMSrTlLWpEkr3ImKY4JK1kaNgvVQzkkSCdaPJ3dzvPjFtuJKPOE1ZmJCR5DGnBK0UpNf9McGczgaNQaXq1bwF3HXiF6QKBVqDyld/qGiWMIlUEGMC30sxzIlGTgWblfuZYSmhEzJigaWSJMyE+eLkmXtplaEbK21LortQf0/kJDFmmkS2MyE4NqveXPzPCzKMb8OcyzRDJulyUZwJF5U7/98dcs0oiqklhGpub3XpmGhC0aZUtiH4qy+vk0695ns1/6FRbdaLOEpwDhdwBT7cQBPuoQVtoKDgGV7hzUHnxXl3PpatG04xcwZ/4Hz+APhpkPw=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="x3UBvxcaBmM/ZMGyxm8KA64iec4=">AAAB8nicbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXYBG8WJJS0GPBi8cK9gPSUDbbTbt0sxt2J0IJ/RlePCji1V/jzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZelApu0PO+nY3Nre2d3dJeef/g8Oi4cnLaMSrTlLWpEkr3ImKY4JK1kaNgvVQzkkSCdaPJ3dzvPjFtuJKPOE1ZmJCR5DGnBK0UpNf9McGczgaNQaXq1bwF3HXiF6QKBVqDyld/qGiWMIlUEGMC30sxzIlGTgWblfuZYSmhEzJigaWSJMyE+eLkmXtplaEbK21LortQf0/kJDFmmkS2MyE4NqveXPzPCzKMb8OcyzRDJulyUZwJF5U7/98dcs0oiqklhGpub3XpmGhC0aZUtiH4qy+vk0695ns1/6FRbdaLOEpwDhdwBT7cQBPuoQVtoKDgGV7hzUHnxXl3PpatG04xcwZ/4Hz+APhpkPw=</latexit>

fig:bellmansoln

Figure 7: The solution to the Bellman equation.

In the numerical study (Section 5) there are L = 4 activities, τ5 = 0 and τ4 < . . . < τ1. We begin

with finding the optimal threshold τ4. Substituting l = 5 in Equation (H1) yields the following

implicit equation for x ∈ [0, τ4),

v(x) = p− p exp

{−2θ4(x) + κ(x2)

σ2

}
+

2(β − c(θ4))
√
π

σ
√
κ

exp

{
(κx− θ4)

2

κσ2

}[
Φ

(
κx− θ4

σ
√
κ/2

)
− Φ

(
−θ4

σ
√
κ/2

)]
, (H2)

where Φ denotes the cumulative distribution function for a standard normal random variable. We

solve for τ4 in v(τ4) = p− ĉ4, see Figure 7.

Similarly, substituting l = 4, . . . , 1 in Equation (H1) yields Equations (H3), (H4), and (H5),

respectively, and using v(τl) = p − ĉl as the starting point in the range [τl, τl−1) we solve for τl−1

in v(τl−1) = p− ĉl−1 to find the optimal threshold τl−1.

For x ∈ [τ4, τ3), we have that

v(x) = p− ĉ4 exp

{−2θ3(x− τ4) + κ(x2 − τ24 )

σ2

}
+

2(β − c(θ3))
√
π

σ
√
κ

exp

{
(κx− θ3)

2

κσ2

}[
Φ

(
κx− θ3

σ
√
κ/2

)
− Φ

(
κτ4 − θ3

σ
√
κ/2

)]
. (H3)

Using this, we solve for τ3 in v(τ3) = p− ĉ3.
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For x ∈ [τ3, τ2), we have that

v(x) = p− ĉ3 exp

{−2θ2(x− τ3) + κ(x2 − τ23 )

σ2

}
+

2(β − c(θ2))
√
π

σ
√
κ

exp

{
(κx− θ2)

2

κσ2

}[
Φ

(
κx− θ2

σ
√
κ/2

)
− Φ

(
κτ3 − θ2

σ
√
κ/2

)]
. (H4)

Using this, we solve for τ2 in v(τ2) = p− ĉ2.

For x ∈ [τ2, τ1), we have that

v(x) = p− ĉ2 exp

{−2θ1(x− τ2) + κ(x2 − τ22 )

σ2

}
+

2(β − c(θ1))
√
π

σ
√
κ

exp

{
(κx− θ1)

2

κσ2

}[
Φ

(
κx− θ1

σ
√
κ/2

)
− Φ

(
κτ2 − θ1

σ
√
κ/2

)]
. (H5)

Using this, we solve for τ1 in v(τ1) = p− ĉ1.

For completeness, we note that for x ≥ τ1, we have that

v(x) = p− ĉ1 exp

{−2θ0(x− τ1) + κ(x2 − τ21 )

σ2

}
+

2(β)
√
π

σ
√
κ

exp

{
(κx− θ0)

2

κσ2

}[
Φ

(
κx− θ0

σ
√
κ/2

)
− Φ

(
κτ1 − θ0

σ
√
κ/2

)]
.

H.6 Simulation results details

Details of the simulation results are given in Tables 3, 4, and 5. Tables 4 and 5 show results for

simulations where all volunteer classes are repeat volunteers and one-time volunteers, respectively.

Table 3 contains more rows (more values of γj) because it is our base case, with both repeat and

one-time volunteer classes.
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H.7 Simulation robustness checks

H.7.1 Transition analysis

We compare two simulations to investigate the performance of the system during the transition

when the food bank switches from the best static policy to the dynamic policy. In each simulation,

there is a warmup period of 20 years (Years 1-20), a period of 5 years (Period 1, starting in Year 21),

and a period of 25 years (Period 2, starting in Year 26). In the first simulation (Sim A), we use the

dynamic policy from Section 5 throughout, i.e., during the warmup period, Period 1, and Period 2.

In the second simulation (Sim B), we use the best static policy from Section 5 during the warmup

period and Period 1, but we switch to the dynamic policy in Period 2 (see Table 6).

Years Quarters, q Sim A policy Sim B policy

warmup 1− 20 1− 80 dynamic static
Period 1 21− 25 81− 100 dynamic static
Period 2 26− 50 101− 200 dynamic dynamic

Table 6: Structure of Sim A and Sim B.

We collect metrics on a quarterly basis to analyze changes in the transition period on a more

granular timeframe. Quarter numbers start at q = 1 at the beginning of Year 1 and increment by

one each quarter until q = 200 at the end of Year 50. Each simulation is replicated 50 times. We

use common random numbers for Sim A and Sim B. That is, each replication uses a different seed,

but Sim A and Sim B for the same replication number use the same seed.

Figure 8 shows the system state (i.e., queue length) by quarter for Period 1 and the first 5 years

of Period 2 (the first 5 years of Period 2 are sufficient to show the behaviour during the transition).

We see that that in Period 1, Sim B’s average queue length (in the range of 420− 450 volunteers)

is consistently and noticeably higher than that of Sim A (in the range of 386 − 405 volunteers).

Sim B is using the static policy in Period 1, which overuses activities to engage volunteers, thereby

resulting in more arrivals and longer queues. At the start of Period 2 (q = 101), Sim B switches to

the dynamic policy and immediately, the average queue length decreases. In q = 101, the difference

in average queue length between Sim B and Sim A is 14 volunteers, but from quarter q = 102 on,

the average queue lengths of the two simulations are virtually identical. This suggests that it takes

one quarter (or less) for the system state to reach steady state after we switch from the static policy
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to the dynamic policy.
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Figure 8: Average queue length for Period 1 (q = 81, . . . , 100) and the first 5 years of Period 2 (q =
101, . . . , 120).

The average abandonment percentage (Figure 9) tells a story that is consistent with the average

queue length. Abandonments in Period 1 are higher for Sim B because the queue length is higher.

When Sim B switches to the dynamic policy in Period 2 (q = 101), there is one quarter of transition

time and from q = 102 onwards, the average abandonment percentages of Sim A and Sim B are

virtually identical.

In terms of cost, because the policy change is immediate, the change in activity cost is imme-

diate. Figure 10 shows the average activity cost per quarter for Period 1 and the first 5 years of

Period 2. In Period 1, we see that Sim B has a constant activity cost that is consistently higher than

that of Sim A. This accounts for the longer queue in Period 1 – Sim A deploys more activities while

using the static policy. At the start of Period 2 (Sim B switches to the dynamic policy), Sim B’s

activity cost drops immediately and thereafter closely tracks with the activity cost of Sim A. The

activity cost in q = 101 is particularly low because the queue length carried over from the static

policy in q = 100 is high. Therefore, to draw down the queue to the optimal length, the usage of

activities is particularly low.

Figures 8-10 collectively suggest that the convergence to the new steady state under a pol-

icy change happens quickly. Additionally, hypothesis testing shows that average queue lengths,
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Figure 9: Average abandonment percentage for Period 1 (q = 81, . . . , 100) and the first 5 years of
Period 2 (q = 101, . . . , 120).
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Figure 10: Average activity cost for Period 1 (q = 81, . . . , 100) and the first 5 years of Period 2
(q = 101, . . . , 120).
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abandonment percentages, and activity costs for Sim A and Sim B converge in one quarter. This

analysis is available from the authors upon request.

H.7.2 Random number of volunteer slots per day

In Section 5, we set the number of volunteer slots per day to be constant at 250 slots per day.

However, it’s possible that there may be slow days or busier days when fewer or more meals need

to be assembled (based on the client organizations served on a particular day). To capture this, we

assume the number of volunteer slots on a given day is a random variable distributed according to

the following discrete distribution:

number of volunteer slots per day =


a1, p = 0.25

a2, p = 0.5

a3, p = 0.25

(H6)

We simulate two scenarios with differing parameter values for distribution (H6); see Table 7. Both

scenarios preserve an average of 250 volunteer slots per day, but the variance of Scenario 2 is higher

than Scenario 1.

a1 a2 a3 variance

Scenario 1 240 250 260 50
Scenario 2 230 250 270 200

Table 7: Two scenarios with differing parameter values for distribution (H6).

The results for Scenario 1 are given in Table 9, Rows 3-4. We see that the total cost under the

dynamic policy ($3372) is 9.5% lower than the total cost under the static policy ($3726). Although

the idle cost under the dynamic policy increases by $993 − $250 = $742, the dynamic policy uses

activities more effectively, thus reducing the activity cost by $3476 − $2379 = $1097. The results

for Scenario 2 are directionally the same (see Table 9, Rows 5-6). The total cost under the dynamic

policy ($4766) is 2.5% lower than under the static policy ($4886). The idle cost increases by

$2099 − $1410 = $689, but the activity cost decreases by $3476 − $2667 = $809. The results in

Scenarios 1 and 2 are consistent with the base case in Section 5, in that the dynamic policy performs

better than the static policy (i.e., lower total cost). However, in Scenario 2, where the variance is

higher, the improvement in performance is lower in magnitude than in Scenario 1. This result is
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consistent with our general intuition that higher uncertainty degrades system performance.

H.7.3 Time to abandonment distributed according to Gamma distribution

In our model, we assumed the time to abandon is exponentially distributed with mean 1/γj , with

γj = 0.01 in Section 5. We perform a robustness check here to see the impact of changing this

assumption by using a Gamma(α, β) distribution. By using the Gamma distribution, we include

our base case exponential distribution, which is equivalent to Gamma(1, γj), and are able to study

the impact of changing the variance without changing the mean. We simulate two scenarios with

differing Gamma distribution parameters, as shown in Table 8. Both scenarios preserve the mean

of 1/γj (to be consistent with the base case). However, Scenario 1 has a lower variance than the

base case and Scenario 2 has a higher variance than the base case.

α β variance

Scenario 1 2 2γj
1

2γ2
j

Scenario 2 0.9 0.9γj
1

0.9γ2
j

Table 8: Two scenarios with differing Gamma distribution parameters.

The results for Scenario 1 are given in Table 10, Rows 3-4. We see that the total cost under the

dynamic policy ($853) is 69% lower than under the static policy ($2756). The static policy is very

inefficient at compensating for the abandonments in this scenario. Although the dynamic policy

increases idle cost by $38−$0 = $38, it has the flexibility to deploy activities in alignment with when

abandonments occur, and thus it reduces the activity cost by $2756− $815 = $1941. In Scenario 2,

the dynamic policy also performs better than the static policy (see Table 10, Rows 5-6), but the

improvement is lower in magnitude than Scenario 1. The total cost under the dynamic policy

($4605) is 8.7% lower than under the static policy ($5043). In this scenario, the dynamic policy

decreases idle cost by $1567−$1188 = $379 and decreases activity cost by $3476−$3417 = $59. The

results in Scenarios 1 and 2 are consistent with the base case in Section 5, in that the dynamic policy

performs better than the static policy (i.e., lower total cost). However, in Scenario 2, where the

variance is higher, the improvement in performance is lower in magnitude than in Scenario 1. This

result is consistent with our general intuition that higher uncertainty degrades system performance.
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