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Abstract

This paper focuses on a kind of linear quadratic non-zero sum differential game driven by
backward stochastic differential equation with asymmetric information, which is a natural
continuation of [I2/[13]. Different from [12,[13], novel motivations for studying this kind
of game are provided. Some feedback Nash equilibrium points are uniquely obtained by
forward-backward stochastic differential equations, their filters and the corresponding Riccati
equations with Markovian setting.
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1 Introduction

Stochastic differential game plays an important role in lots of fields. Many researchers investi-
gated this problem under various setups [1,BLO[I5]. Recently, [12] studied a non-zero sum dif-
ferential game of nonlinear backward stochastic differential equation (BSDE, for short). Later,
n [I3], they generalized the game in [12] to the partial information case, and obtained an open-
loop Nash equilibrium point for a linear quadratic (LQ, for short) game with same observable
information. In some situations of real markets, say, insider trading, one investor may get more
information than the others, and then, this investor can make a better decision than the others.
It implies that asymmetric information has effect on the decision making. Such a kind of effect
is pervasive in reality, but is usually ignored in literature. To fill in the gap, this paper initi-
ates the study of an LQ non-zero sum differential game of BSDE with asymmetric information.
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This study can be regarded as a first step to investigate such a kind of differential game with
asymmetric information.

This paper is closely related to [2J10], where the state satisfies a (forward) stochastic differen-
tial equation (SDE, for short), and thus the BSDE appears as an adjoint of the state equation.
In this paper, the state is governed by a BSDE rather than an SDE. Since the construction
and property of BSDE are essentially different from those of SDE, the game of BSDE cap-
tures different scenarios. See, e.g., Section 2.1 for more information. This paper is also related
to 4,57, [8,[I6HI8], where asymmetric information is not considered. Therefore, this paper is
distinguished from the exiting references about stochastic differential game.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 a kind of LQ game of BSDE
with asymmetric information is formulated in detail and an open-loop Nash equilibrium point
is derived. Section [Bis devoted to solving three concrete cases of the LQ game. Feedback Nash
equilibrium points are uniquely obtained by the filters of forward-backward SDEs (FBSDEs, for
short). One numerical example is also shown. In Section [ some concluding remarks are given.
Finally, in Appendix, several examples are shown to illustrate that the special cases we studied
in Section [3 are realistic.

2 Problem formulation and equilibrium points

Let us begin with a complete filtered probability space (Q, %, (% )o<t<t,P), in which .7 de-
notes a natural filtration generated by a two dimensional standard Brownian motion w(t) =
(w1 (), wa(t))*. Suppose that .# = Zr, E is the expectation with respect to P, and 7" > 0
is a fixed time horizon. We denote by the superscript * the transpose of vectors or matri-
ces, by | - | the norm, and by .~ the filtration generated by a stochastic process X, i.e.,
FX =0{X(s),0 <s<t}. We call E (h(t)|.%*) the optimal filter of h(t) with respect to .Z;~.
We also give the notations h(t) = E (h(t)|.Z?) and h(t) = E (h(t)|.Z"").

Let 4} C % be a given sub-filtration, which represents the information available to the
player i (i = 1,2) up to the time t. If 4} = .%; (resp. ¥} C .%;), we call the information available
to the player i complete (resp. partial). If G} # G2 (vesp. 4! = 4?2 ), we call the information
available to two players asymmetric (resp. symmetric). For simplicity, we usually omit the
terminology “complete information”.

2.1 An economic example

Suppose that a consumer has a reward £ > 0 at the terminal time T and continuously consumes
between 0 and 7". Here £ is an .#p-measurable and square-integrable random variable. Let ¢; ()
and ¢y (t) be the consumption rates about two different consumables F} (such as certain kind of
meat) and Fy (such as certain kind of vegetable), respectively. Let pi(t) and pa(t) be the prices
of Fy and Fy, respectively, which are .#;-adapted processes. Set &2} = o{p;(s);0 < s < t}, and
let

%; = {ci(+)| ;(t) is ¥/-adapted and square-integrable }

be the set of all consumption rates ¢;(t), where 4} C ! (i = 1,2). It implies that the consumer
chooses ¢;(t) depending on 4/} (i = 1,2). This is reasonable in reality.



Let y“°2(t) be the Kreps-Porteus recursive utility of the consumer. According to [6], a
special case of y°“2(¢) is modeled by

{ —dy“ 2 (t) = (er(t) + ca(t) — y™2(t))dt — 27 (t)dwi () — 25" (t)dwa (1),
yre(T) =&

Define the performance functional as

T

Heat ) =2[ [ @0 - a0 @ -],

where e; is a deterministic and uniformly bounded function, and is interpreted as a dynamic
benchmark; r; is a positive constant (i = 1,2). It is natural that the consumer wants not only
to prevent ¢;(t) from large deviation, but also to maximize y°“2(0). That is,

Ji(c1(+),e5() = I(n)llgglcfl(cl() (1))

Ja(c1(), (1) = l(m)len%Jz(Cl() c2(+))-

Note that y©1°2(t) satisfies a BSDE and ¢! is not always equal to %?. Then the economic example
can be regarded as a special LQ non-zero sum differential game of BSDE with asymmetric
information.

2.2 Problem formulation

Motivated by the above example, we consider the controlled linear BSDE

—dy""2(t) :<a(t)yv1’”2 () + b1(t)va(t) + ba(t ) + Z fi (@) 01,02 )+ clt )>d

V1, V1, (1)
= 2 (t)dwn () — 25" (1) duws (1),

y(T) =¢,

and the cost functional

T
Ti(v1(+),v2(+)) = %E {/0 {li(t) (7172 (1) — k(1)) + my () (vi(t) — ni(t))z} dt
(2)
+r; (y"1"2(0) — hi)z} (i=1,2).

Here a, by, by, f1, f2, ¢, k1, k2, n1 and ny are uniformly bounded and {.%;,0 < t < T'}-adapted; h;
and hg are given constants; 1, l2, m; and mqy are positive, uniformly bounded and {%;,0 <
t < T'}-adapted; r; and 79 are two nonnegative constants; £ is an Z#p-measurable and square-
integrable random variable; v1(-) and wvs(:) are the control processes of the player 1 and the
player 2, respectively. We use the notation (y”'*2, z/"""?, 25"""*) to denote the dependence of the
state on the control (vi,v2). Introduce the admissible control set for the player i (i = 1, 2)

U, = {vl |v;(t) is 4}-adapted and square—integrable} .



Each element of %; is called an open-loop admissible control for the player i (i = 1,2). % X %
is the set of open-loop admissible controls for the players. Suppose that each player ¢ hopes
to minimize her/his cost functional J;(v1(-),v2(:)) by selecting a suitable admissible control
v;(+) (i = 1,2). Then the problem is to look for (ui(-),us(:)) € % x %, which is called a Nash
equilibrium point of the game, such that

Ji(ui(+),u2(r)) = min  Ji(vi(-), u2(-)),

U1(')€@1

Ta(ur(-),u2(-)) = min  Jo(us(-),v2(-)),
v (-)EX
subject to (1) and ([2). We call the game problem an L(Q non-zero sum stochastic differential
game of BSDE with asymmetric information. For simplicity, we denote the problem by Prob-
lem (AI), and abbreviate (y“-“2, 2", 25""?) by (y, z1, 22). Clearly, Problem (AI) covers the
example in Section 2] as a special case.

The main goal of this paper is to derive some Nash equilibrium points in the feedback form
of the filtered states. However, since ¢/ available to the player i (i = 1,2) is only an abstract
sub-filtration of .%;, it is impossible to obtain feedback Nash equilibrium points in general.
Then some special information structures for 4/ (i = 1,2) are desirable to reach the goal. For
example, (i) 4! = 92 = .Z,", i.e., two players have access to the same observation information;
(i) 4! = Z# and 92 = Z,'2, i.e., one player has more information at any time than the
other player; (iii) 4! = .#"* and 9? = %, i.e., two players have independent observation
information and do not share all of their information with each other. These special information
structures are inspired by Remarks A.1, A.2 and A.3 in Appendix, respectively.

2.3 Nash equilibrium point

The following proposition is an immediate result of Theorem 2.1 in [I3]. It is very helpful for us
to discuss some details and special cases of Problem (AI).

Proposition 2.1 (uy,us) is a Nash equilibrium point of Problem (Al) if and only if (u1,us) is

in the form of
E (bi(t)x1(1)|%)") +E(m1() (1))
E (m1(t)|%') E(mi(t)9')
E (bo(t)a2(t)|97) | E (ma(t)na(t)|%7)
O TR 07 T E(ma097)
where ((y,zl,zg),xl,xg) is a solution of the FBSDE

(5% (t) =

(3)

7

1

a0 = |00+ () =PI 1 2 ) Zf] )2
E (m1 (t)m (1)|%) E (ma(t)na(t)|97

(E( O o (E(ma(t)l?ff) )
—21(t)dwi (t) — z2(t)dwa(t), (

dz1(t) = [a(t)z1(t) — () (y(t) — k1 (8)]dt + fr(t)x1 (E)dwi (t) + fo(E)z (t)dws(t),  (4b

dzy(t) = [a(t)za(t) — l2(t)(y(t) — k1 (t)]dt + fr(t) o (t)dwi (t) + fo(t)za(t)dwa(t),  (4c

y(T)=¢,  x1(0) = —r1(y(0) — h1), x2(0) = —r2(y(0) — h2). (4d

+b1(t) +ct)| dt
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Note that since (#al) contains the conditional expectation of x;(t) with respect to &/ (i = 1,2),
@) is new in both FBSDE and filter theories. Due to the complexity of ¥} (i = 1,2), we are
uncertain whether () admits a unique solution except for some special cases.

3 Three special cases

This section focuses on solving Problem (AI) with Markovian setting, i.e., all coefficients in ()
and (2)) are deterministic. For the information structures (i)-(iii), we obtain the feedback Nash
equilibrium points by the Riccati equations and filters of BSDEs.

3.1 Special symmetric information: 4! = ¥? = %,

With this symmetric information structure, we derive an explicit form of the feedback Nash
equilibrium point of Problem (ATI), which provides an important result for solving the asymmetric
information cases in Section 3.2. Note that this result is not discussed in literature, say, [13].
That is why we study this case again.

Introduce two ordinary differential equations (ODEs, for short)

a —bmitad — (2a + oy — b2m2 ajag + 1 =0, (5a)

B — (a+b¥my oy + f2)B1 — bimytar By — (bing + bana + ¢)aq — liky =0, (5b)

a1(0) = —r1, £1(0) =rihy (5¢)
and

Qg — b3mytad — (2a + f2)ag — blm1 arag + 1l =0, (6a)

Bo — (a+ b3mytag + f3)B2 — bim T azBi — (bing + bana + c)ag — laks = 0, (6b)

az(0) = —ry, B2(0) = raho, (6¢)

which will be derived step by step in Theorem Bl Here we omit the time variable ¢ in (Bal),
(Bh)), (Ga) and (Gh) for simplicity. Similar convention will be taken for the subsequent ODEs,
SDEs, BSDEs and FBSDEs except for the initial or terminal conditions.

Throughout Section [3, we always assume that

(A1). B2(t)my (t) = b3(t)my *(t) and fi(t) =0, t € [0,T].

The assumption provides a sufficient condition for the existence and uniqueness of solutions

to (Bl) and (@).
Lemma 3.1 Under (A1), there exists a unique solution (aq, 51,2, f2) to ([B) and (@).
Proof. Let a = ay + ay. It follows from (A1) that
a—bmita® — 2a+ fHa+li+la=0 on(0,T], «(0)=—(r1 +ra). (7)

Since ([7) is a standard Riccati equation, it has a unique solution «(-). Introduce two auxiliary
equations

a1+ [(2a+ f3) —bimi'a] @+ =0 on (0,T], a(0)=—r, (8)
Go+ [(2a+ f3) —bsmy'a] @s +1o =0 on (0,T], a2(0) = —rs, 9)



where « is the solution to (7). Obviously, (§) and (@) have unique solutions @; and @, respec-
tively. In addition, we can check that o; and g in (Bal) and (Gal) are also the solutions to (§)
and (@), respectively. From the uniqueness of solution of (8) with (@), it follows that

Q= aq, Qg = ag,

which implies in turn that (Bal) and (Gal) have the unique solutions «; and g, respectively.
Let 8 = B1 + B2 and 5(0) = r1hy + roho. We have

B—(a+bim; a+ f3)8 — (biny + bong + ) — liky — loaka =0 on (0,7, (10)
where « is the solution to (7). Note that (I0) has a unique solution . Introduce
51 —(a+ fzz)ﬁ_l - b%mglalﬁ — (byn1 + bana + c)a; —l1k; =0 on (0,7 (11)
with 31(0) = r1hy and
52 —(a+ f22)5_2 - b%mflagﬁ — (byn1 + bana + c)ag — laka =0 on (0,7 (12)

with 32(0) = rohg, where ai,as and B are the solutions to (&), (@) and (I0), respectively.
Similarly, we can prove that (5h) and (6L) also have unique solutions 31 and (9 satisfying

B1 =P, B2 = Pa.
Based on the arguments above, we can derive the unique analytical expressions for oy, as, B,
B2, a and B. Then the proof is completed. O

Theorem 3.1 Under (A1), Problem (AI) has a unique Nash equilibrium point

{ up (t) = my (#)bi(t) (a1 (R)F(E) + Bi(t)) + na (),
us(t) = my  (£)ba(t) (a2 (t)§(t) + Ba(t)) + na(t),

where h ( |ff”’2), a;, Bi (i =1,2) and g satisfy @), (@) and BI), respectively.
Proof: (i) We first prove that the Nash equilibrium point (uq,us) is uniquely determined by

{ i (t) = my ()b (£)F1(8) + ma(t),

1 3 (14)
ug(t) = my~ (t)b2(t)22(t) + na(t),

where ((y, 21, 22), 1, :172) is the solution of the FBSDE

2

—dy = (ay + bimy &1+ bymy T + fozo + biny + bang + ) di — Z zjdw;,  (15a)
j=1

dzy = [azy — li(y — k)] dt + frzrdws, (15b)

dzy = [axs — lo(y — k2)] dt + frzadws, (15¢)

y(T)=¢  1(0) = —ri(y(0) = k1),  x2(0) = —72(y(0) — h2). (15d)

According to (Al) and Proposition 2] it is enough to prove the existence and uniqueness of
(I5). The detail of the proof is divided into three steps.



Step 1: Filtering equations.
Note that (I5al) depends on the filter Z;. Then we need to compute the filter (g], Zo, 21, jg)
of (y, 22,331,3;2) with respect to .#"?. Applying Lemma 5.4 in [I4] to (&), we get

—dj = (ag + bimy '@+ b3my ' Fa + foZa + bing + bang + ¢) dt — Zadws, (16a)
dz1 = [a@ — 11(§ — k1) dt + foF1dws, (16b)
dZo = [aZe — lo(y — ko)] dt + foZodws, (16¢)

§(T) =E (¢]272) , 21(0) = —=r1(5(0) — hy), T2(0) = —ra(5(0) — ha). (16d)

Recall (al). If fi(t) # 0, the generator of (I6a)) has an additional term f;Z;, which leads to a
difficulty of proving the existence and uniqueness of solution to (IGal).

Step 2: Existence and uniqueness of (I8]).

Introduce an FBSDE

—dp = (ap + bimi'n + foq + biny + bany + ¢) dt — qdws,
dn = [an — (I1 + L)p + likr + laka] dt + fondws, (17)
p(T) =E (¢].732), n(0) = —(r1 + r2)p(0) + r1h1 + rahs.

If ((g, 22),:131,572) is a solution to (I6]), then (n,p,q) is a solution to (I7), where we set
p:gu q:§27 n:‘i‘l—i_fiQ'
On the other hand, let (p,q,n) be a solution to (IT). Introduce an SDE

le [aN1 — 11 (p — k1)] dt + faN1dws,
= [aNa — la(p — k2)] dt + foNadws, (18)
Nl(o) = —r1(p(0) — h1), N2(0) = —r2(p(0) — ha),

which has a unique solution (N7, N3) with N3 + Ny = n. Furthermore, we can check that
((p, q),Nl,Ng) is a solution to (I@). It implies that the existence and uniqueness of (I8 is
equivalent to that of (7). It is easy to check that (7)) has a unique solution (p,q,n) (see, e.g.,
Theorem 2.3 in [17]). So does (I6).

Step 3: Existence and uniqueness of (I5).

Let ((g, 22),:%1,:%2) be the unique solution to (6. For the fixed Z; and Z2, we can prove
that (I8 has a unique solution by some arguments similar to Step 2.
(ii) To get the feedback Nash equilibrium point, we have to establish the relationship between
g and &; (i = 1,2). Noticing the terminal condition of (L&), we set

T = oy + i (19)

with ;(0) = —r; and 3;(0) = r;h,,7 = 1,2. Applying Itd’s formula to 21 in (I9) subject to (I5al),
we obtain

dr] = [(dl —ao)y — b%ml_lalsil — b%m;laﬁ:g — foayzo + Bl — (byn1 + bang + c)al} dt

2

+ Z arzjdw;j. (20)
j=1



Substituting (I9) into (I5h) and comparing the coefficients between (I5h) and (20), we have

z1 =0, = fra] w1 = foy + faai ' B,

[dl —(2a+ fIog + ll} Yy — b%ml_loqa?l — b%mz_lalfcg + B — (a + f22) B1

— (byn1 + bang + c)a; — L1k = 0.

Taking E [-|.%,"] on both sides of ([I3)), (2I)) and [22]), it yields
5:7; = aig—’_ﬂh 1= 1727
5 =0, Z=fa;'i = f+ for'f

and

(a1 — (2a + f3)an + 1] § — bImi andy — b3my taada + B — (a + f3) B

— (byn1 + bang + c)a; — L1k = 0.

Plugging ([23)) into (28), we derive (Bl). Similarly, we have

21 =0, = faay w2 = foy + faay ' Ba,

[dg — (2a + f22)0é2 + ZQ] Yy — b%ml_lozgzil — b%m;lagﬂb + B2 — (CL + f22) B2

— (bml + bong + C)OéQ — loks = 0.

Taking E [-|.%,"] on both sides of (26]) and (27]), it yields
51 =0, Z= foay'ie = foll + foay ' Bo

and

[do — (2a + f3)as + 1o] § — b3my L andy — b3my tands + o — (a + f3) Bo

— (byn1 + bang + c)ag — laks = 0,

subject to (23)). Plugging (23]) into (29)), we derive ().
According to (23)), (I6al) is rewritten as

y(T) =E (§|772) .

Solving it, we get a unique solution

{ —dj = [(a+02m7ta) §+ foZa + b2m B + bing + bong + ¢ dt — Zaduws,

T
g(t) =E [FTIE (&.717) + / L5 (bimy ' B + biny + bana + ¢) s)dS‘c%wZ],
t

ri=eo{ [ (attinila = 38) ar + [ faden ],

and a = a1 + a9 and 8 = 1 + B2 are uniquely given by (Bl and (@), respectively.

where

(21)

(25)

(26)

(29)



3.2 Special asymmetric information

3.2.1 ¥!'= .7 and 9? = 7.

In this case, E (z1(t)|9') = E (z1(t)|%) = 21(t) and E (22(t)|97?) = E (z2(t)|F?) = Za(t).
With the notations, we get

Theorem 3.2 Under (A1), Problem (Al) has a unique Nash equilibrium point denoted by

{ i (t) =mi ()b () (M ()y(t) + 72T () + 73(t)) +na (L),
ug(t) =mg " (H)ba(t) (a2 ()7 (t) + B2(t)) + na(t).

Here § and y are given by B1) and [@Il), respectively; (as, B2) and (y1,72,73) are the solutions
to @) and (40), respectively.

Note that even through the player 1 has access to the complete information, the information
available to the player 2 has an effect on the control policy of the player 1 via g(¢). This is an
interesting phenomenon indeed.

Proof. We complete this proof by two steps.

Step 1: We prove that under (A1), the Nash equilibrium point is uniquely determined by

{ uy (t) = my ' (£)by (t)z1 () + na(t),

(32)

1 3 (33)
ug(t) = my (t)b2(t)22(t) + na(t),

where ((y, 21,22), 1, :172) is the solution of the FBSDE

2

—dy = (ay + bimy o1 + b3my ' o + fozo + bing + bona + ¢) dt — Z zjdw;,  (34a)
=1

dzy = [azy — Ly — k1) dt + foardws, (34b)

dzy = [aze — lo(y — ko) dt + foxadws, (34c)

y(T) =&, 21(0) = —r1(y(0) — k1),  22(0) = —r2(y(0) — h2). (34d)

Similar to Theorem B.], we only need to prove the existence and uniqueness of ([34]). It is easy
to see that the optimal filter (g], Z9,T1, :I:g) of (y, 29,T1, xg) in (34) still satisfies ([I6]). Thus, 7 is
given by ([3I]), and &5 is uniquely represented by ¢ as shown in (23]). Then ([B4al) with (34D) is
rewritten as

((—dy = (ay + foze + bimy w1 + b3my 'aog + b3my ' Ba + bing + bana + ¢) dt
2
— Z ZjdlUj, (353)
=
dzy = [az1 — Li(y — k)] dt + foxrdws, (35b)
Ly(T) =&, 21(0) = —ri(y(0) — h1). (35¢)

Thanks to Theorem 2.3 in [17], (B5) has a unique solution (y, 21, 29, xl). Substituting y in (35)
into (B4d) and (34d)), (B4d) has a unique solution xo. Therefore, (34)) is uniquely solvable.

Step 2: We verify that the feedback Nash equilibrium point is shown as ([B82]). According to
(BBal) and (35h) together with the initial condition in ([B5d), we set

T =Y+ 720+ 73 (36)



with 71 (0) = —71,72(0) = 0,73(0) = r1h;1. Applying It6’s formula to z; in (36]), we have

dri = { (71 —an1) y + (2 — (a + bimy ' a)ye) § — bimy 'yizy — b3my ' @s — v foe
— Y2 faZa + 793 — (bing + bang + ¢)y1 — (bing + bang + ¢+ b%mflﬁ)vz}dt
+ yzdwy + (Y122 + y222) dwe  (37)
with 3 = agf + B2 and Z3 = fof + focy ' B2. Comparing [B5h) with (3T7), we get

21=0, 2= foy+ foy; Vs — foyy “2ag L Ba, (38)

{"Yz — (a+bimi o+ f5+bimy ) 2 — bgmz_laﬂl} g+ ["Yl —(a+ f5)m — b%mfl’ﬂ y
+ 3 — <f22 + b%ml_171>73 — <b1n1 + bang + ¢+ b%mz_lﬁg) Y1 — (bl’l’Ll + bang + ¢+ b%mflﬁ>72
= (a1 — L)y + ayey + ays + l1ky. (39)

Then we have

= bimi'af = Qa+ f5)m +h =0, (40a)
Ao — (a4 bimy ta + f3 4+ bimi )y — bimy tasy = 0, (40b)
Y3 — (a+ f5 + bimy ' y)vs — likn — (bing + bana + ¢+ b3my ' Bo) v

—(bin1 + bang + ¢+ bim ' B)y2 = 0, (40c)
71(0) = =71, 72(0) = 0, 73(0) = 7151, (40d)

which has a unique solution (71, 72,73). Substituting (36]) into ([B5al), we derive

o= (e17 + [ ' Tiaa()ds| 7 (a1)
with
T5 = exp {/t <gl(r) — %ﬁm) dr + /t fz(r)dwg(T)} ,
g1 = a+bimy g,
g2 = (B3my tya + b3my tan)g + bImy tys + bImy By + bing + bana + c.
Then the proof is completed. O

Remark 3.1 The above arguments can also be used to solve the case of 9} = F; and 92 = F,"*.
We omit it here.
3.22 ¢l =7 and 97 = F*.
We assume that
(A2). fo(t)=0,t€[0,T].
With the assumption, the filter of (y,zl,ZQ,xl,azg) in (@) with respect to .Z/" is existent

and unique. Then we derive the following feedback Nash equilibrium point.
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Theorem 3.3 Under (A1) and (A2), the feedback Nash equilibrium point of Problem (Al) is
uniquely denoted by

{ ur(t) = my (b1 (1) (M (OF() + 22 (0Ey() + 73(1)) +ni(t),

us(t) = my  (1)ba(t) (11 (G (1) + T2(D)Ey(t) + 73(1)) + na(t)-

Here By, g and § are given below in [@9), (1) and [B4), respectively; v; and 7; (i = 1,2,3) are
uniquely determined by [@Q) and (B3) with fo replaced by 0, respectively.

(42)

Proof: Firstly, we prove under (A1) and (A2), Problem (AI) has a unique Nash equilibrium
point determined by

{ ui(t) = my (b1 (8)E1(8) + na(b), (13)
us(t) = my ! (£)ba(t)Fa () + maf(t),
where ((y, 21, 22), X1, azg) is the solution of the FBSDE
( 2
—dy = [ay + b%ml_lil + bgmglig + bing + bong + c] dt — Z zjdw;, (44a)
j=1
dr] = [axl —lLi(y— kl)]dt, (44b)
dzy = [azs — lo(y — ko)|dt, (44c)
y(T)=¢, 21(0) = —r1(y(0) — h1), x2(0) = —72(y(0) — h2). (44d)

Once again, it is enough to prove the existence and uniqueness of the solution to (44]). By
the method similar to that of Theorem [B.1] the optimal filters ¢ and #; of y and z; in (d4al) and
(44D) with respect to #" are governed by

—dj = [agj + b2my iy + b2my "Eag + bing + byng + ¢| dt — 2dw, (45a)
d:i'l = [aﬁ;l - ll (Q — kl)] dt, (45b)
§(1) =E (§|Z7),  21(0) = —r1(9(0) — ha). (45c¢)

Here En stands for the expectation E(n(t)) of n(t). Similarly, we obtain the optimal filters g
and Z2 of y and x4, in (44al) and (44d), with respect to F;*? as follows:

—dy = [aﬂ + b%ml_lExl + b%m;lb 4 b1nq + bane + c|dt — Zodws, (46a)
di‘Q = [ajg — l2 (:lj — k’g)] dt, (46b)
§(T) =E (&]772),  2(0) = —ra(5(0) — ha). (46c)

On the other hand, Ex; and Exs together with Ey satisfy an ordinary differential equation

—Ey = aEy + b%ml_lExl + b%mQ_IEazg + biny + bons + ¢, (47a)

Exy = aBxy — 1By + 11k, (47b)

Ezo = aExy — LEy + laks, (47¢)

Ey(T) = E, Ez1(0) = —r1(Ey(0) — k1), Ex2(0) = —r2(Ey(0) — ho), (47d)
dE(n(t))

where E7 denotes —5— for n = y,x1,22. Using the method shown in Step 2 of Theorem
B1] again, we conclude that (417) has a unique solution (Ey,Ez;, Ez2) under (Al) and (A2)
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(see the diffusion degenerate case of Theorem 2.3 in Yu and Ji [I7]). Plugging Ezs and Ez;
into ([@5) and (E6), we conclude that (E) and (@6) have the unique solutions ((§,21),41) and
((gj, Z9), :ig), respectively. For the fixed 21 and %, (44]) is decoupled, then it has a unique solution

(Z/, 21, 22,$1,<L"2)-

Subsequently, we verify that (42]) is the feedback Nash equilibrium point. Since the required
calculuses are similar to those of Sections B.1] and B.2.1] we omit unnecessary technical details,
but present key steps for the convenience of the reader.

The relationship between Ex; and Ey is
where «;, 8;, @ and [ are the unique solutions to (B))-(7) and (I0) with f;(-) =0 (i = 1,2), and

— T —
Ey(t) = TIEE + /t Iy [(bf(s)mfl(s)ﬁ(s) + bing + bang + c(s))] ds (49)

with .
= exp{ [ o)+ B0mr a]ar |

The filter &7 is written as

&1 =y + 2By + 73, (50)
where 7; (1 = 1,2, 3) is the solution to (40) with f;(-) =0 (i = 1,2), and
j(t) = ETE (€7 + /tT E7gs(s)ds (51)
with
=t —oxp{ [ [otr) + B0 ) ar |
and t

g3 = (b%m;l()g + b%ml_lvg)Ey + b%ml_lvg + b%m;lﬁg + biny + bang + c.

Also, o is written as

T2 =11y + By + 73, (52)
where (71,72, 73) is the unique solution to
71 — bamy ' — 2ary 4 1y = 0, (53a)
Ty — (2(1 + b%ml_loz + b%mz_lﬁ)Tg — b%ml_lozlﬁ =0, (53b)
T3 — (a + b%mz_lTl)Tg — (byn1 + bang + ¢+ b%ml_lﬁl)ﬁ
—(b1ny + bang + ¢+ B3m B — Ioky = 0, (53c)
71(0) = =712, 72(0) =0, 73(0) = rohs. (53d)
Then we derive -
i) = VB (71 + [ Wiaa(o)ds (54)
with .
Ui = exp {/t [a(r) + b%(r)mz_l(r)ﬁ (r)]dr}
and
ga = (bgmngg + b%mflal)Ey + b%ml_lﬁ + b§m2_17'3 4+ binq + bano + c.
Thus, ([@2) is the feedback Nash equilibrium point. Then the proof is completed. O
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3.3 Numerical example

This section is devoted to illustrating the above results by a numerical example. Without loss
of generality, we let a = 1,b1 = 1,b0 = 2, f1 =0,fo = 1,[1 = 2,ls = 4,m1 = 1,m9 = 4,n1 =
ng =k =ky=c=0,r1 =2,r9 = 1,h; = hg = 0 in Section 3.2.1. Solving (@), (3I)), (@Q0) and

1), we get
24e% — 20e* + 1

az(t) = 1 — 6e% ’
52 (t) = 07
. 3 6e5t — 1
<« E (gewz(T)—wz(t) ’9;112) ,
2e73t 44
() = =T
80 245 3
() =1+ 54e% — 40te*t — ge” — Te“ — 57
248t — 6edt — 4e3t + 1
v3(t) =0,
T
o) =B €17+ [ 07 0alo) + aa(s) 1(2)is| 7
t

with Y7 = exp {%(s —t)+1n % + wa(s) — we (t)} Then Theorem 3.2 implies that the feed-
back Nash equilibrium point is uniquely denoted by

ur () =y (t)y(t) +2(6)y(t),
1 -
us(t) = Sas(D)i).
Similarly, we can also perform numerical computations of the Nash equilibrium points in Theo-

rems 3.1 and 3.3. We omit them for simplicity.

4 Concluding remarks

This paper studies an LQ non-zero sum differential game problem, where the information avail-
able to the players is asymmetric, and the game system is a BSDE rather than an SDE. Using the
filters of FBSDEs and the existence and uniqueness of FBSDEs, we obtain the feedback Nash
equilibrium points of the game problem with observable information generated by Brownian
motions. Also, we prove the uniqueness of the equilibrium points.

Three observable filtrations (see the information structures (i)-(iii) in Section 2.2]) are de-
scribed to classify the information available to the two players. Although the observable infor-
mation of the player 2 is same in these three cases, the control policy of the player 2 varies
according to the control policy of the player 1. This interesting phenomenon reflects the game
behavior of these two players very nicely. The results in Section Blare based on f1(t) = fa(t) = 0.
If f1(t)f2(t) # 0, it is difficult to prove the existence and uniqueness of the Nash equilibrium
point. We shall come back to this case in a future work.
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Appendix

In this appendix, we use a few novel examples to illustrate the reasonability and significance of
studying the special cases in Section [l

Example A.1. Consider a controlled BSDE

—dy" 2 (t) = g(t, y (1), 21 (1), 25" (1),
v1(t),v2(t))dt
— 2" () dwi (t) — 2" () dwa (t),
g (T) = a(T)

with
dz(t) = b(t, z(t))dt + 61 (t)dw1 (t) + d2(t)dws(t),
z(0) = 0.

Here 6; and 05 are uniformly bounded and deterministic; b and ¢ are deterministic and satisfy
certain conditions which guarantee the existence and uniqueness of solution to (B3l); and vy
and vy are control processes for the player 1 and the player 2, respectively. Note that z is not
controlled, and y*'”2 is coupled with x at the terminal time 7. Cost functional for the player i
(1 =1,2) is of the form

T
Ji(v1(-),v2(-) = %E {/0 Li(t, y 2 (1), 2772 (), 25" (t),vl(t),vg(t))dt—i—ri(y”l’”?(O))}, (56)

where I[; and r; are deterministic, and satisfy certain integrability conditions. Assume that
the player 1 has access to the complete information %, i.e., the player 1 selects his/her con-
trol process v; according to %;. However, the player 2 can only partially observe the state

(z,y"rv2, 20" 25""?) through a noisy process

(57)

dWs(t) = h(t,z(t))dt + dws(t),
W2(0) = 0,

where h is deterministic and uniformly bounded. Define the admissible control sets
27 = {v1(-);v1(t) is F-adapted and square-integrable}

and
2 = {vg(-); vy (t) is ., 2-adapted and square—integrable} .

Then the game problem is stated as follows.
Problem (A.1). Find a pair of admissible controls (u1, us) such that

Ji(u (), ua(’)) = v1?§i61}9f1 Ji(v1(-), ua(')),

Jo(ur (), uz(+) = vz%&% Ja(ur (), v2(4)),

subject to (B5)), (B6l) and (G7).
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In the sequel, we wish to simplify Problem (A.1) by an equivalent transformation. Set

(t)=exp { = [ s, noDavats) 5 [ bt ots1as

and
dQ
dpP
Since h is bounded, Girsanov theorem implies that Q is a new probability measure, and thus
(w1, Wa) is a standard Brownian motion under Q. Plugging (57) into (B5), we have

g p1(T).

—dy™ 2 (t) = [g (™72 (1), 2172 (1), 2577 (1), va(8), 02 (1)) + h(t, w(1)) 2" (1) ] dt
— 2V () dwy (1) — 2502 (1) AW (2), (58)

with
{ dz(t) = [b(t,z(t)) — S2(t)h(t, z(t))] dt + 61 (t)dwr (t) + 52(t)dWa(t),
z(0) = 0.

On the other hand,

') =e{ [ blssao)aials) 3 [ his.ao) s ).

Then (B6) is rewritten as

Ji(v1(),va(+)) = %EQ {/OT pr )L (8, Y72 (1), 272 (1), 250 2 (1), vr (8), w2 (t) ) di
+r; (y"v2 (O))} . (59)
We can check that .%; = ftwl’WQ. So %7 is equivalent to the admissible control set
Y = {vl(-); vy (t) is an .7V -adapted and square-integrable process} .

Now Problem (A.1) can be equivalently stated as follows.
Problem (A.1%). Find a pair of admissible controls (uj,us) such that

v

Ji(ua (), ua(+)) = vl%l)iegjﬁ Ji(v1(-), w2 (")),

Ja(ur (), u2(")) = vﬁg}% Jo(ur(-), v2()),

subject to (G8)-(59]).

Remark A.1 Assume that two players partially observe the state (z,y"2, 27", 23""?)
and get the same observable information W5 in Example A.1. Similarly, we can formulate a
non-zero sum game of BSDE, and equivalently transform it into one with the same Brownian
motion observation, which is corresponding to the information structure (i) in Section The
details of the deduction are omitted for simplicity.
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Remark A.2 Recall the admissible control sets %7 and £3. Problem (A.1’) is a non-zero
sum stochastic differential game of non-Markovian BSDE with asymmetric Brownian motion
observation, which is corresponding to the information structure (ii) in Section

Example A.2. Let the state and the cost functional be same as (53]) and (B0)), respectively.

Suppose that (z,y,"",21"""?, z5"""?) is only partially observed by the player i (i = 1,2) through

2
dW;i(t) = hi(t,z(t))dt + ) oijdw;(t),
( ) ; g (60)

W;(0) = 0,
011 012

021 022
matrix. Admissible control set for the player i is defined by

respectively. Here h; is uniformly bounded, and o = ( > is an invertible constant

Vi = {vz()7 vi(t) is .#"i-adapted and square integrable} .

Then the game problem is
Problem (A.2). Find a pair of admissible controls (u1,us) such that

Ji(ur (), ua(')) = Ul%ig% Ji(v1(), ua(")),

Ja(uy(+), u2(+) = U;(ﬂ?)iél% Jo(ur(-),v2(+)),

subject to (B5)), (B6l) and (60]).

To simplify Problem (A.2), we set

palt) = exp { = [ e*(s.atetuts) — 5 [ lts. (o) P |

0

Let Z—E . = po(T). Similarly, IP is a new probability measure, and consequently, w is a standard

Brownian motion under P. Then
dW (t) = odw(t), dw(t) =adW(t)— c(t,x(t))dt.

We also set
V1,02 __ , U1,V V1,V2 _ = 1,02 — 1,02
X =2,V =¢y" 27Zl =011% + 0212 s
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Zy3""? = G192 + G9225"". With the notations above, (53)) is equivalently rewritten as

—dYyUve (t) _ f](t X( ) Ym,vz( ) Zfl,UQ(t),Z;}LUQ(t) Ul(t),v2(t))dt
vl,UQ( YAW () — U17v2( YAWa(t), (61)
YR(T) = X(T)

with
dX(t) = (b(t,X(t)) — 61(t)er (¢, X (t)) — 62(t)C2 (t, X () )dt
+ (5’11(51(15) + 5’2152(t)) dWl(t) + (5’12(51(15) + 5’2252(t)) dWQ(t),
X(0) =0,
where

0.222 U1,V _ 0.2121)17 0112”17 _ 0.12ZU17U2

(1) ()7 (t) (),vl(t),vz(t)
011022 — 012021 011022 — 012021

v1,v2 V1,02 V1,02 = v1,v2
0-22Z ( ) B 0212 ( ) Eg(t X(t))o-llz ( ) B 01221 (t)

011022 — 012021 ’ 011022 — 012021

7= (LY,

+ et X (1))

Furthermore, we assume that o is orthogonal in order to guarantee that W is also a standard
Brownian motion under P, under which (6I)) is a non-Markov BSDE. On the other hand, (56])

is rewritten as
T
Ji(v1(-),v2(-)) = %E@ {/0 E(t,X(t),Y”l’”Q(t),Zfl’”(t),Z;)l’vz(t),vl(t),vg(t)>dt
+r (VU102 (0))} , (62)

where Ep denotes the expectation under P,

G2 ZV 2 (1) — Gy ZOVVE () 51y Z9VVE(t) — 6122002 (1) o U2>

) — — — —
011022 — 012021 011022 — 012021

pz_l(t):exp{/ot *(s,X(s)) ——/ |e*(s, X (s lzds}

Now Problem (A.2) is equivalently stated as follows.
Problem (A.2%). Find a pair of admissible controls (uj,us) such that

L::p?am<uywwm

and

Ji(ur(-), uz(-) = U1I(I'l)iél’7/1 Ji(v1(-),u2(:)),

Jo(ur(-), ua(+)) = U;(ﬂ?)iél% Jo(ur(-), va(+),

subject to (61)-(62]).
Remark A.3 This is also a non-zero sum stochastic differential game of non-Markovian
BSDE with mutually independent Brownian motion observation, which is corresponding to the

information structure (iii) in Section
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