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Abstract: This paper is concerned with an overlapping information linear-quadratic (LQ)

Stackelberg stochastic differential game with two leaders and two followers, where the diffusion

terms of the state equation contain both the control and state variables. A distinct feature lies

in that, the noisy information available to the leaders and the followers may be asymmetric and

have overlapping part. Using a coupled system of Riccati equations, the followers first solve an

LQ nonzero-sum stochastic differential Nash game with partial information, and then the leaders

solve a partial information LQ nonzero-sum stochastic differential Nash game driven by a con-

ditional mean-field type forward-backward stochastic differential equation (CMF-FBSDE). By

maximum principle, completion of squares and decoupling methods, the state-estimate feedback

representation of the Stackelberg-Nash equilibrium is obtained.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, the Stackelberg (also known as leader-follower) game has become an active

topic in noncooperative game research. Its characteristic is that the decisions of the two players
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are made in sequence, with the leader first declaring his action, and the follower optimizing

his cost functional in response. The leader then seeks her strategy based on the follower’s

rational response to optimize her cost functional. Most of the research on Stackelberg games

only involves the case of a single leader. While in real life, there are many situations with

multiple leaders, such as the collective leadership system in political science, whose main feature

is that decision-making is collectively or institutionally responsible, rather than being made by

one person. Another example exists in the military, the commander is responsible for military

affairs, while the political commissar is responsible for political affairs, which presents a game

problem with two leaders. Based on these real-life examples, this paper proposes a Stackelberg

game problem with two leaders and two followers with overlapping information.

The research of Stackelberg games can be traced back to the pioneering work by Stackelberg

[20] in static competitive economics. There is a lengthy body of literature on Stackelberg games,

which we will not elaborate on. Let us only mention some of them related to the topic of

this paper. Simann and Cruz [19] studied the dynamic LQ Stackelberg differential game with

two players, and the Stackelberg strategy was expressed in terms of Riccati-like differential

equations. Yong [26] researched the LQ Stackelberg stochastic differential game to a rather

general framework, where the coefficients could be random matrices, the control variables could

enter the diffusion term of the state equation and the weight matrices for the controls in the cost

functionals need not to be positive definite. Open-loop Stackelberg equilibrium and its state

feedback representation of two players is obtained, firstly, by maximum principle and theory

of FBSDE. Øksendal et al. [14] proved a maximum principle for the Stackelberg differential

game with jumps, and applied the result to a continuous-time manufacturer-newsvendor model.

Bensoussan et al. [2] proposed several solution concepts about information structure for the

stochastic Stackelberg differential game with two players, and derived the maximum principle

under closed-loop memoryless information structure. Lin et al. [10] investigated an open-loop

Stackelberg strategy for the LQ stochastic differential game of two players, where the game

system is governed by a mean-field stochastic differential equation (MF-SDE). Very recently,

Sun et al. [21] studied a two-player zero-sum LQ Stackelberg stochastic differential game, and

the Stackelberg equilibrium was obtained by first solving a stochastic LQ optimal control problem

and then a backward stochastic LQ optimal control problem.

There are some literatures about Stackelberg stochastic differential games with multiple fol-

lowers. Mukaidani and Xu [12] studied a Stackelberg stochastic differential game with one leader

and multiple followers. Stackelberg strategies were developed in the settings that the followers

act either cooperatively to attain Pareto optimality or non-cooperatively to arrive at a Nash

equilibrium. Li and Yu [9] used a kind of FBSDEs with a self-similar domination-monotonicity

structure to characterize the unique equilibrium of an LQ generalized Stackelberg stochastic

differential game with multilevel hierarchy. Wang and Zhang [23] studied an LQ Stackelberg

stochastic differential game of mean-field type, with one leader and two followers. By maximum
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principle and verification theorem, the open-loop Stackelberg solution was expressed as a feed-

back form of the state and its mean with the help of three systems of Riccati equations. Wang

and Yan [24] obtained the Pareto-based Stackelberg equilibriuma for a Stackelberg stochastic

differential game with multiple followers.

In recent years, more and more research attention is being drawn to the theory of stochas-

tic differential games with asymmetric and overlapping information, which has wide applicable

background in, for example, insider tradings (Biagini and Øksendal [3]), principal-agent/optimal

contract problems (Cvitanic and Zhang [5]). Chang and Xiao [4] studied an LQ nonzero-sum dif-

ferential game with asymmetric information. Nash equilibria are obtained for several classes of

asymmetric information by stochastic maximum principle (SMP) and represented in a feedback

form of the optimal filtering of the state, through the solutions of the Riccati equations. Shi et

al. [16] introduced a general framework of Stackelberg stochastic differential game with asym-

metric information, and derived the SMP and verification theorem with partial information, to

represent the Stackelberg equilibrium. Shi et al. [17, 18] researched LQ Stackelberg stochastic

differential games with asymmetric information and overlapping information, respectively. Wang

et al. [22] investigated a Stackelberg stochastic differential game with asymmetric information

of one-leader and two-followers. The open-loop Stackelberg solution was expressed as a feedback

form of state, its estimation and mean. Zhao et al. [28] researched an incomplete information LQ

Stackelberg stochastic differential game of two leaders and two followers, under the hierarchical

network architecture of industrial internet of things (IIoT). The feedback Stackelberg-Nash equi-

librium point and the corresponding dynamic equations of the game were derived by using the

SMP. Zheng and Shi [29] introduced a general setting of Stackelberg stochastic differential games

with asymmetric noisy observation, and LQ case was studied via the SMP with partial infor-

mation and that with conditional mean-field type FBSDE (CMF-FBSDE). Very recently, Kang

and Shi [8] studied a three-level LQ Stackelberg stochastic differential game with asymmetric

information. By the SMP of FBSDEs and optimal filtering, feedback Stackelberg equilibrium

was obtained with a system of three Riccati equations.

Besides what are mentioned above, in some cases we may encounter multiple leaders in Stack-

elberg games in reality. However, as far as we know, there a significant lack of literature in this

research field. Sherali [15] introduced a multiple leader-follower model which extended Stackel-

berg [20]’s classical one to the duopoly. DeMiguel and Xu [6] studied an oligopolistic Stacklelberg

stochastic game consisting of multiple leader-follower to supply a homogeneous product (or ser-

vice) noncooperatively, and obtained the Stackelberg-Nash-Cournot (SNC) equalibrium. Huang

et al. [7] studied an LQ stochastic large population system combining three types of interactive

agents mixed, which are respectively, major leader, minor leaders, and minor followers. The

SNC approximate equilibrium was derived from the combination of a major-minor mean-field

game (MFG) and a leader-follower Stackelberg game. Zhao et al. [28] researched an incomplete

information LQ Stackelberg stochastic differential game of multiple leader-follower, under the
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hierarchical network architecture of IIoT.

Motivated by the above literature and practical applications, in this paper, we consider an

overlapping information LQ Stackelberg differential game with multiple leader-follower. We only

consider the model of two leaders and two followers. Compared to [28], the information of the

two followers is the same, and the information of the two leaders is identical. However, there

is overlapping information between followers and leaders. Additionally, the state and control

variables enter the system’s diffusion terms. These new features make the problem more difficult

and challenging. We divide the game problem into two parts. The followers meet an LQ two-

player nonzero-sum Nash game driven by SDE, and the leaders need to solve an LQ two-player

nonzero-sum Nash game driven by a CMF-FBSDE. To overcome the difficulty caused by the

overlapping information, we use the SMP with partial information to get the open-loop form of

the Stackelberg-Nash equilibrium, and then using the methods of undetermined coefficients and

dimension expansion to obtain its state-estimate feedback representation.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we formulate our problem. In

Section 3, we address the problem of the followers and leaders in turn and derive the main

results. Finally, conclusion is given in Section 4.

2 Problem formulation

Let (Ω,F ,P, {Ft}t≥0) be a complete filtered probability space, on which a standard three-

dimensional Brownian motion (W1(·),W2(·),W3(·)) is defined, {Ft}0≤t≤T is the natural filtration

generated by (W1(·),W2(·),W3(·)), and T > 0 is a fixed time duration. Suppose that the state

process xu1,u2,u3,u4(·) satisfies a linear SDE:




dxu1,u2,u3,u4(t) =
[
a0(t)x

u1,u2,u3,u4(t) + b0(t)u1(t) + c0(t)u2(t) + d0(t)u3(t)

+ e0(t)u4(t)
]
dt+

3∑

i=1

[
ai(t)x

u1,u2,u3,u4(t) + bi(t)u1(t) + ci(t)u2(t)

+ di(t)u3(t) + ei(t)u4(t)
]
dWi(t), t ∈ [0, T ],

xu1,u2,u3,u4(0) = x0,

(2.1)

where ai(·), bi(·), ci(·), di(·), ei(·) are R-valued deterministic and bounded functions, i = 0, 1, 2, 3.

Here, xu1,u2,u3,u4(·) ∈ R is the state process, and uj(·) ∈ R is the control process of player j,

for j = 1, 2, 3, 4. In our game of this paper, we suppose that players 1, 2 are the followers, and

players 3, 4 are the leaders. Moreover, there is asymmetric information between the followers

and leaders. We define G1
t ≡ F j

t = σ {W1(s),W3(s); 0 ≤ s ≤ t} , j = 1, 2 which denotes the

information available to the followers and G2
t ≡ F j

t = σ {W2(s),W3(s); 0 ≤ s ≤ t} , j = 3, 4 to

the leaders. Then we can define the admissible control sets of the followers and the leaders:

Uj :=
{
uj(·) | uj(·) : Ω× [0, T ] → R is F j

t -adapted and square integrable
}
, j = 1, 2, 3, 4.
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For any uj(·) ∈ Uj , j = 1, 2, 3, 4, it is classical that SDE (2.1) admits a unique Ft-adapted

solution xu1,u2,u3,u4(·). For j = 1, 2, 3, 4, we define the cost functional of the player j as

Jj(u1(·), u2(·), u3(·), u4(·))

=
1

2
E

{∫ T

0

[
Qj(t)x

u1,u2,u3,u4(t)2 +Rj(t)uj(t)
2
]
dt+Gjx

u1,u2,u3,u4(T )2
}
,

(2.2)

where Qj(·), Rj(·) are R-valued deterministic and bounded functions, and Gj are constants.

Now, let us formulate the Stackelberg game among the two leaders and two followers. First,

for given (u3(·), u4(·)) ∈ U3×U4 of the leaders, the two followers face a nonzero-sum Nash game,

that is, they choose (u∗1(·), u
∗
2(·)) ≡ (u∗1 (·, u3(·), u4(·)) , u

∗
2 (·, u3(·), u4(·))) ∈ U1 × U2, such that





J1 (u
∗
1(·), u

∗
2(·), u3(·), u4(·)) = inf

u1(·)∈U1

J1 (u1(·), u
∗
2(·), u3(·), u4(·)) ,

J2 (u
∗
1(·), u

∗
2(·), u3(·), u4(·)) = inf

u2(·)∈U2

J2 (u
∗
1(·), u2(·), u3(·), u4(·)) .

(2.3)

Then, knowing that the followers would take (u∗1(·), u
∗
2(·)), the two leaders are also faced with a

nonzero-sum Nash game, that is, they would like to find (u∗3(·), u
∗
4(·)), such that





J3 (u
∗
1(·), u

∗
2(·), u

∗
3(·), u

∗
4(·)) = inf

u3(·)∈U3

J3 (u
∗
1(·), u

∗
2(·), u3(·), u

∗
4(·)) ,

J4 (u
∗
1(·), u

∗
2(·), u

∗
3(·), u

∗
4(·)) = inf

u4(·)∈U4

J4 (u
∗
1(·), u

∗
2(·), u

∗
3(·), u4(·)) .

(2.4)

Noting that the information available to the leaders and followers has overlapping part, we refer

to the above problem as an overlapping information LQ Stackelberg stochastic differential game

with two leaders and two followers. If such an optimal control quadruple (u∗1(·), u
∗
2(·), u

∗
3(·), u

∗
4(·))

exists, we call it an open-loop Stackelberg-Nash equilibrium of the game.

3 Main result

In this section, we deal with the problems of the follower and the leader in two subsections,

respectively. For any Ft-adapted process ξ(·), we denote by

ξ̂(t) := E
[
ξ(t)|G1

t

]
, ξ̌(t) := E

[
ξ(t)|G2

t

]
,

ˇ̂
ξ(t) := E

[
E
[
ξ(t)|G1

t

]
|G2

t

]
≡ E

[
E
[
ξ(t)|G2

t

]
|G1

t

]

its optimal filtering estimates, for t ∈ [0, T ]. Hereinafter we often drop the time variable t for

simplicity if no confusion arises.

3.1 Problem of the followers

For given (u3(·), u4(·)) ∈ U3 × U4, the followers are facing a nonzero-sum stochastic differential

Nash game with partial information.

First, we introduce the following assumption.
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Assumption 3.1. Qj(t) ≥ 0, Rj(t) ≥ 0,∀t ∈ [0, T ] and Gj ≥ 0, for j = 1, 2.

We have the following result and its proof is postponed in the Appendix.

Theorem 3.1. Under Assumption 3.1, (u∗1(·), u
∗
2(·)) is a Nash equilibrium point of the followers’

problem, if and only if

R1u
∗
1 = b0p̂1 +

3∑

i=1

bik̂1i, R2u
∗
2 = c0p̂2 +

3∑

i=1

cik̂2i, (3.1)

where (pj(·), kj1(·), kj2(·), kj3(·)), j = 1, 2 are the unique Ft-adapted solutions satisfying BSDEs:





−dp1(t) =

[
a0p1 +

3∑

i=1

aik1i −Q1x
u∗

1
,u∗

2
,u3,u4

]
dt−

3∑

i=1

k1idWi,

−dp2(t) =

[
a0p2 +

3∑

i=1

aik2i −Q2x
u∗

1
u∗

2
,u3,u4

]
dt−

3∑

i=1

k2idWi, t ∈ [0, T ],

p1(T ) = −G1x
u∗

1
,u∗

2
,u3,u4(T ), p2(T ) = −G2x

u∗

1
,u∗

2
,u3,u4(T ).

(3.2)

Owing to that (3.2) is hard to apply, we will derive a state-estimate feedback form of the

Nash equilibrium point (u∗1(·), u
∗
2(·)). For this target, we write the following optimality system:





dxu3,u4(t) =
[
a0x

u3,u4 + b0u
∗
1 + c0u

∗
2 + d0u3 + e0u4

]
dt

+

3∑

i=1

[
aix

u3,u4 + biu
∗
1 + ciu

∗
2 + diu3 + eiu4

]
dWi,

−dp1(t) =

[
a0p1 +

3∑

i=1

aik1i −Q1x
u3,u4

]
dt−

3∑

i=1

k1idWi,

−dp2(t) =

[
a0p2 +

3∑

i=1

aik2i −Q2x
u3,u4

]
dt−

3∑

i=1

k2idWi, t ∈ [0, T ],

xu3,u4(0) = x0,

p1(T ) = −G1x
u3,u4(T ), p2(T ) = −G2x

u3,u4(T ),

(3.3)

where xu3,u4(·) ≡ xu
∗

1
,u∗

2
,u3,u4(·) for simplicity.

Observing the terminal condition of (3.3), for j = 1, 2, we put

pj(t) = −P̃j(t)x
u3,u4(t)− φj(t), t ∈ [0, T ], (3.4)

where P̃j(·) ∈ R is a deterministic and differentiable function, φj(·) ∈ R is an Ft-adapted process

and satisfies the BSDE
{

dφj(t) = αj(t)dt+ ζj1(t)dW1 + ζj3(t)dW3, t ∈ [0, T ],

φj(T ) = 0,
(3.5)
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where Ft-adapted processes αj(·) ∈ R and ζj1(·), ζj3(·) ∈ R will be determined later. Applying

Itô’s formula to pj(·) in (3.4), we get

dpj = − ˙̃
Pjx

u3,u4dt− P̃j

(
a0x

u3,u4 + b0u
∗
1 + c0u

∗
2 + d0u3 + e0u4

)
dt− αjdt

− P̃j

3∑

i=1

(
aix

u3,u4 + biu
∗
1 + ciu

∗
2 + diu3 + eiu4

)
dWi − ζj1dW1 − ζj3dW3

= −

(
a0pj +

3∑

i=1

aikji −Qjx
u3,u4

)
dt+

3∑

i=1

kjidWi, j = 1, 2.

(3.6)

Comparing the terms on both sides of the backward equations in (3.6), we obtain for j = 1, 2,




−αj =
˙̃
Pjx

u3,u4 + P̃j

(
a0x

u3,u4 + b0u
∗
1 + c0u

∗
2 + d0u3 + e0u4

)
− a0pj −

3∑

i=1

aikji +Qjx
u3u4 ,

kji = −P̃j

(
aix

u3,u4 + biu
∗
1 + ciu

∗
2 + diu3 + eiu4

)
− ζji, i = 1, 3,

kj2 = −P̃j

(
a2x

u3,u4 + b2u
∗
1 + c2u

∗
2 + d2u3 + e2u4

)
.

(3.7)

Taking E
[
· | G1

t

]
on both sides of (3.4) and (3.7), we have for j = 1, 2,

p̂j = −P̃jx̂
u3,u4 − φ̂j , (3.8)

and



−α̂j =
˙̃
Pj x̂

u3,u4 + P̃j

(
a0x̂

u3,u4 + b0u
∗
1 + c0u

∗
2 + d0û3 + e0û4

)
− a0p̂j −

3∑

i=1

aik̂ji +Qjx̂
u3u4 ,

k̂ji = −P̃j

(
aix̂

u3,u4 + biu
∗
1 + ciu

∗
2 + diû3 + eiû4

)
− ζ̂ji, i = 1, 3,

k̂j2 = −P̃j

(
a2x̂

u3,u4 + b2u
∗
1 + c2u

∗
2 + d2û3 + e2û4

)
.

(3.9)

Substitute (3.8) and (3.9) into (3.1), we achieve
(
R1 +

3∑

i=1

P̃1b
2
i

)
u∗1 =−

{(
b0P̃1 +

3∑

i=1

biP̃1ai

)
x̂u3,u4

+

3∑

i=1

biP̃1 (ciu
∗
2 + diû3 + eiû4) + b1ζ̂11 + b3ζ̂13 + b0φ̂1

}
,

(
R2 +

3∑

i=1

P̃2c
2
i

)
u∗2 =−

{(
c0P̃2 +

3∑

i=1

ciP̃2ai

)
x̂u3,u4

+
3∑

i=1

ciP̃2 (biu
∗
1 + diû3 + eiû4) + c1ζ̂21 + c3ζ̂23 + c0φ̂2

}
.

(3.10)

We wish to solve u∗1 and u∗2 explicitly from the above coupled system (3.10). Set

R̄1 := R1 +
3∑

i=1

P̃1b
2
i , R̄2 := R2 +

3∑

i=1

P̃2c
2
i , B̄1 := b0 +

3∑

i=1

aibi, C̄1 := c0 +
3∑

i=1

aici,

7



and we can obtain



R̄1 P̃1

3∑
i=1

bici

P̃2

3∑
i=1

bici R̄2




(
u∗
1

u∗
2

)
= −




(
P̃1B̄1

P̃2C̄1

)
x̂u3,u4 +




P̃1

3∑
i=1

bidi

P̃2

3∑
i=1

cidi


 û3

+




P̃1

3∑
i=1

biei

P̃2

3∑
i=1

ciei


 û4 +

(
b0 0

0 c0

)(
φ̂1

φ̂2

)
+

(
b1 0

0 c1

)(
ζ̂11

ζ̂21

)
+

(
b3 0

0 c3

)(
ζ̂13

ζ̂23

)

 .

Put

N :=




R1 +
3∑

i=1
P̃1b

2
i P̃1

3∑
i=1

bici

P̃2

3∑
i=1

bici R2 +
3∑

i=1
P̃2c

2
i


 ≡




R̄1 P̃1

3∑
i=1

bici

P̃2

3∑
i=1

bici R̄2


 .

We need to introduce the following condition.

Assumption 3.2. N(t) is invertible for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Therefore, by (3.10),

(
u∗1

u∗2

)
=−

1

|N |




R̄2 −P̃1

3∑
i=1

bici

−P̃2

3∑
i=1

bici R̄1




[(
P̃1B̄1

P̃2C̄1

)
x̂u3,u4

+




P̃1

3∑
i=1

bidi

P̃2

3∑
i=1

cidi


 û3 +




P̃1

3∑
i=1

biei

P̃2

3∑
i=1

ciei


 û4 +

(
b0 0

0 c0

)(
φ̂1

φ̂2

)

+

(
b1 0

0 c1

)(
ζ̂11

ζ̂21

)
+

(
b3 0

0 c3

)(
ζ̂13

ζ̂23

)]
.

Now, we can write the Nash equilibrium point of the followers as

u∗1 = −L11x̂
u3,u4 − L12û3 − L13û4 +

P̃1

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)
c0

|N |
φ̂2 −

R̄2b0

|N |
φ̂1

+

P̃1

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)
c1

|N |
ζ̂21 −

R̄2b1

|N |
ζ̂11 +

P̄1

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)
c3

|N |
ζ̂23 −

R̄1b3

|N |
ζ̂13,

u∗2 = −L21x̂
u3,u4 − L22û3 − L23û4 +

P̃2

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)
b0

|N |
φ̂1 −

R̄1c0

|N |
φ̂2

+

P̃2

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)
b1

|N |
ζ̂11 −

R̄1c1

|N |
ζ̂21 +

P̄2

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)
b3

|N |
ζ̂13 −

R̄1c3

|N |
ζ̂23,

(3.11)
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where

L11 :=

R̄2P̃1B̄1 − P̃1P̃2C̄1

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)

|N |
, L12 :=

R̄2P̃1

(
3∑

i=1
bidi

)
− P̃1P̃2

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)(
3∑

i=1
cidi

)

|N |
,

L13 :=

R̄2P̃1

(
3∑

i=1
biei

)
− P̃1P̃2

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)(
3∑

i=1
ciei

)

|N |
, L21 :=

R̄1P̃2C̄1 − P̃1P̃2B̄1

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)

|N |
,

L22 :=

R̄1P̃2

(
3∑

i=1
cidi

)
− P̃1P̃2

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)(
3∑

i=1
bidi

)

|N |
,

L23 :=

R̄1P̃2

(
3∑

i=1
ciei

)
− P̃1P̃2

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)(
3∑

i=1
biei

)

|N |
.

Next, we need to derive the filtering equations that (φ̂j(·), ζ̂j1(·), ζ̂j3(·)), j = 1, 2 satisfy.

Applying Lemma 5.4 of Xiong [25] to (3.5), we get
{

dφ̂j(t) = α̂j(t)dt+ ζ̂j1(t)dW1 + ζ̂j3(t)dW3, t ∈ [0, T ],

φ̂j(T ) = 0, j = 1, 2,
(3.12)

Introduce a system of coupled Riccati equations:




˙̃
P1 + 2a0P̃1 +

3∑

i=1

P̃1a
2
i +Q1 − P̃1b0L11 − P̃1c0L21

−

(
3∑

i=1

aibi

)
P̃1L11 −

(
3∑

i=1

aici

)
P̃1L21 = 0, P̃1(T ) = G1,

˙̃
P2 + 2a0P̃2 +

3∑

i=1

P̃2a
2
i +Q2 − P̃2b0L11 − P̃2c0L21

−

(
3∑

i=1

aibi

)
P̃2L11 −

(
3∑

i=1

aici

)
P̃2L21 = 0, P̃2(T ) = G2,

(3.13)

where Lji, j = 1, 2, i = 1, 2, 3 are defined as above. Since the general solvability of coupled

Riccati equations, such as (3.13), is difficult, we just discuss its solvability in some special case.

Assumption 3.3. R1(t) = R2(t) and bi(t) = ci(t), i = 0, 1, 2, 3, for t ∈ [0, T ].

Lemma 3.1. Under Assumption 3.3, (3.13) exists a unique solution (P̃1(·), P̃2(·)).

The proof of Lemma 3.1 is left in the Appendix.

According to Lemma 3.1, substituting (3.8), (3.9) and (3.11) into (3.12), we obtain




dφ̂1(t) =
(
−L̃10φ̂1 − L̃11φ̂2 − L̃12ζ̂11 − L̃13ζ̂13 − L̃14ζ̂21 − L̃15ζ̂23 − L̃16û3 − L̃17û4

)
dt

+ ζ̂11dW1 + ζ̂13dW3, t ∈ [0, T ],

φ̂1(T ) = 0,

(3.14)
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where

L̃11 :=

(
3∑

i=1

bici

)
P̃ 2
1 b0c0

|N |
−

P̃1c
2

0
R̄1

|N |
+

(
3∑

i=1

aibi

)(
3∑

i=1

bici

)
P̃ 2
1 c0

|N |
−

(
3∑

i=1

aici

)
P̃1R̄1c0

|N |
,

L̃10 := −
P̃1b

2
0R̄2

|N |
+

(
3∑

i=1

bici

)
P̃1P̃2c0b0

|N |
−

(
3∑

i=1

aibi

)
P̃1R̄2b0

|N |
+

(
3∑

i=1

aici

)(
3∑

i=1

bici

)

|N |
P̃1P̃2b0 + a0,

L̃12 := −
P̃1b0b1R̄2

|N |
+

(
3∑

i=1

bici

)
P̃1P̃2c0b1

|N |
−

(
3∑

i=1

aibi

)
P̃1R̄2b1

|N |
+

(
3∑

i=1

aici

)(
3∑

i=1

bici

)

|N |
P̃1P̃2b1 + a1,

L̃13 := −
P̃1b0b3R̄2

|N |
+

(
3∑

i=1

bici

)
P̃1P̃2c0b3

|N |
−

(
3∑

i=1

aibi

)
P̃1R̄2b3

|N |
+

(
3∑

i=1

aici

)(
3∑

i=1

bici

)

|N |
P̃1P̃2b3 + a3,

L̃14 :=

(
3∑

i=1

bici

)
P̃ 2
1 b0c1

|N |
−

P̃1c0c1R̄1

|N |
+

(
3∑

i=1

aibi

)(
3∑

i=1

bici

)
P̃ 2
1 c1

|N |
−

(
3∑

i=1

aici

)
P̃1R̄1c1

|N |
,

L̃15 :=

(
3∑

i=1

bici

)
P̃ 2

1
b0c3

|N |
−

P̃1c0c3R̄1

|N |
+

(
3∑

i=1

aibi

)(
3∑

i=1

bici

)
P̃ 2

1
c3

|N |
−

(
3∑

i=1

aici

)
P̃1R̄1c3

|N |
,

L̃16 := −P̃1b0L12 − P̃1c0L22 + d0P̃1 −

(
3∑

i1

aibi

)
P̃1L12 −

(
3∑

i1

aici

)
P̃1L22 +

(
3∑

i=1

aidi

)
P̃1,

L̃17 := −P̃1b0L13 − P̃1c0L23 + e0P̃1 −

(
3∑

i=1

aibi

)
P̃1L13 −

(
3∑

i=1

aici

)
P̃1L23 +

(
3∑

i=1

aiei

)
P̃1.

and




dφ̂2(t) =
(
−L̃20φ̂2 − L̃21φ̂1 − L̃22ζ̂11 − L̃23ζ̂13 − L̃24ζ̂21 − L̃25ζ̂23 − L̃26û3 − L̃27û4

)
dt

+ ζ̂21dW1 + ζ̂23dW3, t ∈ [0, T ],

φ̂2(T ) = 0,

(3.15)

where

L̃20 :=

(
3∑

i=1

bici

)
P̃1P̃2b0c0

|N |
−

P̃2c
2
0R̄1

|N |
+

(
3∑

i=1

aibi

)(
3∑

i=1

bici

)
P̃1P̃2c0

|N |
−

(
3∑

i=1

aici

)
P̃2R̄1c0

|N |
+ a0,

L̃21 := −
P̃2b0R̄2b0

|N |
+

(
3∑

i=1

bici

)
P̃ 2

2
c0b0

|N |
−

(
3∑

i=1

aibi

)
P̃2R̄2b0

|N |
+

(
3∑

i=1

aici

)(
3∑

i=1

bici

)

|N |
P̃ 2

2
b0,

L̃22 := −
P̃2b0R̄2b1

|N |
+

(
3∑

i=1

bici

)
P̃ 2
2 c0b1

|N |
−

(
3∑

i=1

aibi

)
P̃2R̄2b1

|N |
+

(
3∑

i=1

aici

)(
3∑

i=1

bici

)

|N |
P̃ 2

2
b1,

L̃23 := −
P̃2b0R̄2b3

|N |
+

(
3∑

i=1

bici

)
P̃ 2

2
c0b3

|N |
−

(
3∑

i=1

aibi

)
P̃2R̄2b3

|N |
+

(
3∑

i=1

aici

)(
3∑

i=1

bici

)

|N |
P̃ 2

2 b3,
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L̃24 :=

(
3∑

i=1

bici

)
P̃1P̃2b0c1

|N |
−

P̃2c0c1R̄1

|N |
+

(
3∑

i=1

aibi

)(
3∑

i=1

bici

)
P̃1P̃2c1

|N |
−

(
3∑

i=1

aici

)
P̃2R̄1c1

|N |
+ a1,

L̃25 :=

(
3∑

i=1

bici

)
P̃1P̃2b0c3

|N |
−

P̃2c0c3R̄1

|N |
+

(
3∑

i=1

aibi

)(
3∑

i=1

bici

)
P̃1P̃2c3

|N |
−

(
3∑

i=1

aici

)
P̃2R̄1c3

|N |
+ a3,

L̃26 := −P̃2b0L12 − P̃2c0L22 + d0P̃2 −

(
3∑

i1

aibi

)
P̃2L12 −

(
3∑

i1

aici

)
P̃2L22 +

(
3∑

i=1

aidi

)
P̃2,

L̃27 := −P̃2b0L13 − P̃2c0L23 + e0P̃2 −

(
3∑

i=1

aibi

)
P̃2L13 −

(
3∑

i=1

aici

)
P̃2L23 +

(
3∑

i=1

aiei

)
P̃2.

Noticing that (3.14) and (3.15) are coupled BSDEs. For the solvability of them, we set

Φ :=

(
φ1

φ2

)
, ζ1 :=

(
ζ11

ζ13

)
, ζ3 :=

(
ζ21

ζ23

)
, (3.16)

and thus





dΦ̂(t) = −

[(
L̃10 L̃11

L̃21 L̃20

)
Φ̂ +

(
L̃12 L̃13

L̃22 L̃23

)
ζ̂1 +

(
L̃14 L̃15

L̃24 L̃26

)
ζ̂2

+

(
L̃16

L̃26

)
û3 +

(
L̃17

L̃27

)
û4

]
dt+ ζ̂1dW1 + ζ̂3dW3, t ∈ [0, T ],

Φ̂(T ) = O2×1.

(3.17)

This is a standard BSDE, which admits a unique G1
t -adapted solution triple (Φ̂(·), ζ̂1(·), ζ̂3(·)).

Putting (3.11) into the forward equation of (3.3), and applying Lemma 5.4 of [25], we get





dx̂u3,u4(t) = ∆(t; û3, û4)dt+
∑

i=1,3

Υi(t; û3, û4)dWi, t ∈ [0, T ],

x̂u3,u4(0) = x0,

(3.18)

where

∆(t; û3, û4) := (a0 − b0L11 − ciL21) x̂
u3,u4 +

−R̄2b
2
0 +

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)
P̃2b0c0

|N |
φ̂1

+

−R̄1c
2
0 +

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)
P̃1b0c0

|N |
φ̂2 +

−R̄2b1b0 +

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)
P̃2b1c0

|N |
ζ̂11

+

−R̄2b3b0 +

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)
P̃2b3c0

|N |
ζ̂13 +

−R̄1c0c1 +

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)
P̃1c1b0

|N |
ζ̂21
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+

−R̄1c3c0 +

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)
P̃1c3b0

|N |
ζ̂23 + (d0 − b0L12 − c0L22) û3 + (e0 − b0L13 − c0L23) û4,

Υi(t; û3, û4) := (ai − biL11 − ciL21) x̂
u3,u4 +

−R̄2b0bi +

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)
P̃2b0ci

|N |
φ̂1

+

−R̄1c0ci +

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)
P̃1c0bi

|N |
φ̂2 +

−R̄2b1bi +

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)
P̃2b1ci

|N |
ζ̂11

+

−R̄2b3bi +

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)
P̃2b3ci

|N |
ζ̂13 +

−R̄1c1ci +

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)
P̃1c1bi

|N |
ζ̂21

+

−R̄1c3ci +

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)
P̃1c3bi

|N |
ζ̂23 + (di − biL12 − ciL22) û3 + (ei − biL13 − ciL23) û4.

It is obvious that (3.18) admits a unique G1
t -adapted solution x̂u3,u4(·).

We summarize the above statements in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Let Assumption 3.1, Assumption 3.2 hold and Pj(·), j = 1, 2 satisfy (3.13).

For chosen (u3(·), u4(·)) ∈ U3 × U4 of the leaders, let (u∗1(·), u
∗
2(·)) be a Nash equilibrium

point of the followers, then it has the state-estimate feedback representation of (3.11), where

(x̂u3,u4(·), φ̂j(·), ζ̂j1(·), ζ̂j3(·)) is determined by (3.17) and (3.18), for j = 1, 2.

Remark 3.1. For any given (u3(·), u4(·)) ∈ U3×U4, since (Φ̂(·), ζ̂1(·), ζ̂3(·)), x̂
u3,u4(·) are unique

solutions to (3.17), (3.18) respectively, and P̃j(·), j = 1, 2 are unique solutions to (3.13) under

Assumption 3.3, the Nash equilibrium point (u∗1(·), u
∗
2(·)) of the followers’ problem is unique by

combining with the sufficient condition in Theorem 3.1.

3.2 Problem of the leaders

After knowing that the followers would take their Nash equilibrium point (3.11), the leaders

seek a pair (u∗3(·), u
∗
4(·)) satisfying (2.4). Now, the leaders’ “state” equation can be written as





dxu3,u4(t) =
(
a0x

u3,u4 +M01x̂
u3,u4 +NT

00Φ̂ +NT
01ζ̂1 +NT

03ζ̂3 + d0u3 +M04û3

+ e0u4 +M05û4

)
dt+

3∑

i=1

(
aix

u3u4 +Mi1x̂
u3u4 +NT

i0Φ̂ +NT
i1ζ̂1

+NT
i3ζ̂3 + diu3 +Mi4û3 + eiu4 +Mi5û4

)
dWi,

dΦ̂(t) = −
(
A0Φ̂ +A1ζ̂1 +A3ζ̂3 + f1û3 + f2û4

)
dt+ ζ̂1dW1 + ζ̂3dW3, t ∈ [0, T ],

xu3,u4(0) = x0, Φ̂(T ) = O2×1,

(3.19)
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where for i = 0, 1, 2, 3,

Mi1 := −biL11 − ciL21, Mi4 = −biL12 − ciL22, Mi5 = −biL13 − ciL23,

Mi2 :=

−R̄2bi +

(
3∑

l=1

blcl

)
P̃2ci

|N |
, Mi3 :=

−R̄1ci +

(
3∑

l=1

blcl

)
P̃1bi

|N |
,

Nil :=

(
Mi2bl

Mi3cl

)
, l = 0, 1, 3, A0 :=

(
L̃10 L̃11

L̃21 L̃20

)
, A1 :=

(
L̃12 L̃13

L̃22 L̃23

)
,

A3 :=

(
L̃14 L̃15

L̃24 L̃25

)
, f1 :=

(
L̃16

L̃26

)
, f2 :=

(
L̃17

L̃27

)
.

Note that (3.19) is a CMF-FBSDE, whose uniquely solvability of its Ft-adapted solution quadru-

ple (xu3,u4(·), Φ̂(·), ζ̂1(·), ζ̂3(·)) can be similarly guaranteed as in the previous subsection.

The cost functionals of the leaders could be written as, for j = 3, 4,

Ĵj(u3(·), u4(·)) :=
1

2
E

[∫ T

0

[
Qj(t)x

u3,u4(t)2 +Rj(t)uj(t)
2
]
dt+Gjx

u3,u4(T )2
]
. (3.20)

For the leaders’ problem, we introduce the following assumption.

Assumption 3.4. Qj(t) ≥ 0, Rj(t) > 0,∀t ∈ [0, T ], and Gj ≥ 0, for j = 3, 4.

The two leaders encounter a partial information LQ nonzero-sum stochastic differential Nash

game. We first have the following result whose proof is also left to the Appendix.

Theorem 3.3. Let Assumptions 3.1, 3.2, 3.4 hold. A pair (u∗3(·), u
∗
4(·)) is a Nash equilibrium

point of the leaders, if and only if

u∗3 = −R−1
3

[
d0ž3 +M04

ˇ̂z3 +

3∑

i=1

(
diq̌3i +Mi4

ˇ̂q3i
)
+ f⊤

1
ˇ̂y3

]
,

u∗4 = −R−1
4

[
e0ž4 +M05

ˇ̂z4 +
3∑

j=1

(
eiq̌4i +Mi5

ˇ̂q4i
)
+ f⊤

2
ˇ̂y4

]
,

û∗3 = −R−1
3

[
(d0 +M04) ˇ̂z3 +

3∑

i=1

(di +Mi4) ˇ̂q3i + f⊤
1
ˇ̂y3

]
,

û∗4 = −R−1
4

[
(e0 +M05) ˇ̂z4 +

3∑

i=1

(ei +Mi5) q̂4i + f⊤
2
ˇ̂y4

]
,

(3.21)

where the Ft-adapted process quadruple (yj(·), zj(·), qj1(·), qj2(·), qj3(·)) ∈ R
2 × R × R × R × R
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satisfies the adjoint CMF-FBSDEs:





dyj(t) =

(
A⊤

0 yj +N00zj +

3∑

i=1

Ni0qji

)
dt+

(
A⊤

1 yj +N01zj +

3∑

i=1

Ni1qji

)
dW1

+

(
A⊤

3 yj +N03zj +

3∑

i=1

Ni3qji

)
dW3,

dzj(t) =
(
− a0zj − a1qj1 − a2qj2 − a3qj3 −M01ẑj −M11q̂j1

−M21q̂j2 −M31q̂j3 −Qjx
∗
)
dt+

3∑

i=1

qjidWi, t ∈ [0, T ],

yj(0) = 0, zj(T ) = Gjx
∗(T ).

(3.22)

In the above, we have denoted x∗(·) ≡ xu
∗

3
,u∗

4(·).

Next, we want to obtain the feedback form of (u∗3(·), u
∗
4(·)). However, the situation which

the leaders encounter is different from that of the followers, since now the “states” of the leaders

are the process quadruple (xu3,u4(·), Φ̂(·), ζ̂1(·), ζ̂3(·)) which satisfy the CMF-FBSDE (3.19), not

(2.1) for just the initial state process xu3,u4(·)! To overcome this difficulty, inspired by [26], let

X :=




xu3,u4

y3

y4


 , Y :=




Φ̂

z3

z4


 , Z1 :=




ζ̂1

q31

q41


 , Z2 :=




02×1

q32

q42


 , Z3 =




ζ̂3

q33

q43


 ,

(3.23)

where (X(·), Y (·), Z1(·), Z2(·), Z3(·)) ∈ R
5 × R

4 × R
4 × R

4 × R
4, then (3.19) and (3.22) can be

rewritten as





dX(t) =
(
A0X +M01X̂ +H0

ˇ̂
X +N00Y + B00Ŷ + C00

ˇ̂
Y +N01Z1 + B01Ž1 + C01

ˇ̂
Z1

+N02Z2 + B02Ž2 + C02
ˇ̂
Z2 +N03Z3 + B03Ž3 + C3

0
ˇ̂
Z3

)
dt

+

3∑

i=1

(
AiX + Bi2Ž2 +Hi

ˇ̂
X +Ni0Y + Bi0Y̌ + Ci0

ˇ̂
Y +Ni1Z1 + Bi1Ž1

+Ci1
ˇ̂
Z1 +Ni2Z2 + Bi2Ž2 + Ci2

ˇ̂
Z2 +Ni3Z3 + Bi3Ž3 + Ci3

ˇ̂
Z3

)
dWi,

dY (t) = −
(
QX +

ˇ̂
Q

ˇ̂
X +A0Y +M01Ŷ + I0

ˇ̂
Y +A1Z1 +M11Ẑ1 + I1

ˇ̂
Z1

+A2Z2 +M21Ẑ2 + I2
ˇ̂
Z2 +A3Z3 +M31Ẑ3 + I3

ˇ̂
Z3

)
dt+

3∑

i=1

ZidWi, t ∈ [0, T ],

X(0) = X0, Y (T ) = GX(T ),

(3.24)
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where, for i = 0, 1, 3, we have denoted

Ai :=




ai

A⊤
i

A⊤

i


 , Ni0 :=




N⊤

i0

N0i

N0i


 , Ni1 :=




N⊤

i1

N1i

N1i


 ,

Ni2 :=




O1×2

N2i

N2i


 , Ni3 :=




N⊤

i3

N3i

N3i


 , N2i :=

(
N⊤

2i

O4×2

)
,

Ai :=




Ai

ai

ai


 ;

for i = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, we have denoted

Mi1 :=

(
Mi1

O4×4

)
, Hi :=

(
− (di +Mi4)R

−1

3
f⊤
1 − (ei +Mi5)R

−1

4
+ f⊤

2

O4×1

)
,

Mi1 =




O2×2

Mi1

Mi1


 , Ii :=

(
− (di +Mi4)R

−1

3
f1 − (ei +Mij)R

−1

4
f2

O2×2

)
,

Di :=




O2×1

di

0


 , Mi4 :=




O2×1

Mi4

0


 , E i :=




O2×1

0

ei


 , Mi5 :=




O2×1

0

Mi5


 ;

for i = 0, 1, 2, 3, j = 0, 1, 2, 3, we have denoted

Bij :=

(
−didjR

−1

3
−eiejR

−1

4

O4×2

)
,

Cij :=

(
− (diMj4 +Mi4dj +Mi4Mj4)R

−1

3
− (eiMj5 +Mi5ej +Mi5Mj5)R

−1

4

O4×2

)
;

and in addition,

N22 := O5×4, Q :=




O2×4

Q3

Q4


 , F1 :=




0

f1

O2×1


 ,

F2 :=

(
O3×1

f2

)
, X0 :=

(
x0

O4×1

)
, G :=




O2×4

G3

G4


 .

Using above notations, (3.21) also can be written as

u∗3 = −R−1
3

[
D

⊤

0 Y̌t +M
⊤

04
ˇ̂
Yt +

3∑

j=1

(
D

⊤

j Ž
j
t +M

⊤

j4
ˇ̂
Z

j
t

)
+ F⊤

1
ˇ̂
Xt

]
,

u∗4 = −R−1
4

[
E
⊤

0 Y̌t +M
⊤

05
ˇ̂
Yt +

3∑

j=1

(
E
⊤

j Ž
j
t +M

⊤

j5
ˇ̂
Z

j
t

)
+ F⊤

2
ˇ̂
Xt

]
.

(3.25)
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Applying E
[
· | G1

t

]
, E
[
· | G2

t

]
and E

[
E
[
· | G1

t

]
| G2

t

]
to (3.24), we can obtain





dX̂(t) =
[
(A0 +M01) X̂ +H0

ˇ̂
X +N00Ŷ + (B00 + C00)

ˇ̂
Y +N01Ẑ1 + (B01 + C01)

ˇ̂
Z1

+N02Ẑ2 + (B02 + C02)
ˇ̂
Z2 +N03Ẑ3 + (B03 + C03)

ˇ̂
Z3

]
dt

+
∑

i=1,3

[
(Ai +Mi1) X̂ +Hi

ˇ̂
X +Ni0Ŷ + (Bi0 + Ci0)

ˇ̂
Y +Ni1Ẑ1

+(Bi1 + Ci1)
ˇ̂
Z1 +Ni2Ẑ2 + (Bi2 + Ci2)

ˇ̂
Z2 +Ni3Ẑ3 + (Bi3 + Ci3)

ˇ̂
Z3

]
dWi, t ∈ [0, T ],

X̂(0) = X0,

(3.26)



dX̌(t) =
[
A0X̌ + (M01 +H0)

ˇ̂
X + (N00 + B00) Y̌ + C00

ˇ̂
Y + (N01 + B01) Ž1 + C01

ˇ̂
Z1

+(N02 + B02) Ž2 + C02
ˇ̂
Z2 + (N03 + B03) Ž3 + C03

ˇ̂
Z3

]
dt

+
∑

i=2,3

[
AiX̌ + (Hi +Mi1)

ˇ̂
X + (Ni0 + Bi0) Y̌ + Ci0

ˇ̂
Y + (Ni1 + Bi1) Ž1

+Ci1
ˇ̂
Z1 + (Ni2 + Bi2) Ž2 + Ci2

ˇ̂
Z2 + (Ni3 + Bi3) Ž3 + Ci3

ˇ̂
Z3

]
dWi, t ∈ [0, T ],

X̌(0) = X0,

(3.27)

and




d
ˇ̂
X(t) =

[
(A0 +M01 +H0)

ˇ̂
X + (N00 + B00 + C00)

ˇ̂
Y + (N01 + B01 + C01)

ˇ̂
Z1

+(N02 + B02 + C02)
ˇ̂
Z2 + (N03 + B03 + C03)

ˇ̂
Z3

]
dt

+
[
(A3 +M31 +H3)

ˇ̂
X + (N30 + B30 + C30)

ˇ̂
Y + (N31 + B31 + C31)

ˇ̂
Z1

+(N32 + B32 + C32)
ˇ̂
Z2 + (N33 + B33 + C33)

ˇ̂
Z3

]
dW3, t ∈ [0, T ],

ˇ̂
X(0) = X0,

(3.28)

respectively. Observing the terminal condition of (3.24), we put

Y (t) = P1(t)X(t) + P2(t)X̂(t) + P3(t)X̌(t) + P4(t)
ˇ̂
X(t), t ∈ [0, T ], (3.29)

where Pi(·) ∈ R
4×5, i = 1, 2, 3, 4 are deterministic, differentiable unctions, satisfying P1(T ) =

G, Pi = O4×5, i = 2, 3, 4. Applying E
[
· | G1

t

]
, E
[
· | G2

t

]
and E

[
E
[
· | G1

t

]
| G2

t

]
to (3.29), we obtain

Ŷ = (P1 + P2) X̂ + (P3 + P4)
ˇ̂
X, (3.30)

Y̌ = (P1 + P3) X̌ + (P2 + P4)
ˇ̂
X, (3.31)

ˇ̂
Y = (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4)

ˇ̂
X, (3.32)
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respectively. Applying Itô’s formula to (3.29), we get

dY =

{(
Ṗ1 + P1A0 + P 2

1N00

)
X +

[
Ṗ2 + P1M01 + P1N00P2 + P1B00 (P1 + P3)

+ P2 (A0 +M01) + P2N00 (P1 + P2)
]
X̂ +

[
Ṗ3 + P1N00P3 + P1B00 (P1 + P3) + P3A0

+ P3 (N00 + B00) (P1 + P3)
]
X̌ +

[
Ṗ4 + P1H0 + P1N00P4 + P1B00 (P2 + P4)

+ P1C00 (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) + P2H0 + P2N00 (P3 + P4) + P2 (B00 + C00) (P1 + P2

+P3 + P4) + P3 (M01 +H0) + P3 (N00 + B00) (P2 + P4) + P3C00 (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4)

+ P4 (A0 +M01 +H0) + P4 (N00 + B00 + C00) (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4)
]
ˇ̂
X

+

3∑

i=1

[
P1N0iZi + P2N0iẐi +

(
P1B0i + P3N0i + P3B0i

)
Ži

+
[
P1C0i + P2 (B0i + C0i) + P3C0i + P4 (N0i + B0i + C0i)

] ˇ̂
Zi

]}
dt

+

{(
P1A1 + P 2

1N10

)
X +

[
P1M11 + P1N10P2 + P2 (A1 +M11) + P2N10 (P1 + P2)

]
X̂

+
[
P1N10P3 + P1B10 (P1 + P3)

]
X̌ +

[
P1H1 + P1N10P4 + P1B10 (P2 + P4)

+ P1C10 (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) + P2H1 + P2N10 (P3 + P4) + P2 (B10 + C10) (P1 + P2

+P3 + P4)
] ˇ̂
X +

3∑

i=1

[
P1N1iZi + P2N1iẐi + P1B1iŽi + (P1C1i + P2B1i + P2C1i)

ˇ̂
Zi

]}
dW1

+

{(
P1A2 + P 2

1N20

)
X + (P1M21 + P1N20P2) X̂ +

[
P1N20P3 + P1B20 (P1 + P3) + P3A2

+ P3 (N20 + B20) (P1 + P3)
]
X̌ +

[
P1H2 + P1N20P4 + P1B20 (P2 + P4) + P1C20 (P1 + P2

+P3 + P4) + P3 (M2 +H2) + P3 (N20 + B20) (P2 + P4) + P3C20 (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4)
] ˇ̂
X

+

3∑

i=1

[
P1N2iZi + (P1B2i + P3N2i + P3B2i) Ži + (P1C2i + P3C2i)

ˇ̂
Zi
t

]}
dW2

+

{(
P1A3 + P 2

1N30

)
X +

[
P1M31 + P1N30P2 + P2 (A3 +M31) + P2N30 (P1 + P2)

]
X̂

+
[
P1N30P3 + P1B30 (P1 + P3) + P3A3 + P3 (N30 + B30) (P1 + P3)

]
X̌ +

[
P1H3

+P1N30P4 + P1B30 (P2 + P4) + P1C30 (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) + P2H3 + P2N30 (P3 + P4)

+ P2 (B30 + C30) (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) + P3 (M31 +H3) + P3 (N30 + B30) (P2 + P4)

+ P3C30 (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) + P4 (A3 +M31 +H3) + P4 (N30 + B30 + C30)

× (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4)
] ˇ̂
X +

3∑

i=1

[
P1N3iZ

i
t + P2N3iẐ

i
t + (P1B3i + P3N3i + P3B3i) Ž

i
t

+
[
P1C3i + P2 (B3i + C3i) + P3C3i + P4 (N3i + B3i + C3i)

] ˇ̂
Zi

]}
dW3
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= −

{(
Q+A0P1

)
X +

[
A0P2 +M01 (P1 + P2)

]
X̂ +A0P3X̌ +

[ ˇ̂
Q+A0P4

+M01 (P3 + P4) + I0 (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4)
] ˇ̂
X +A1Z1 +M11Ẑ1 + I1

ˇ̂
Z1 +A2Z2

+M21Ẑ2 + I2
ˇ̂
Z2 +A3Z3 +M31Ẑ3 + I3

ˇ̂
Z3

}
dt+

3∑

i=1

ZidWi.

(3.33)

Comparing the diffusion terms on both sides of (3.33), we obtain

Z1 =
(
P1A1 + P 2

1N10

)
X +

[
P1M11 + P1N10P2 + P2 (A1 +M11) + P2N10 (P1 + P2)

]
X̂

+
[
P1N10P3 + P1B10 (P1 + P3)

]
X̌ +

[
P1H1 + P1N10P4 + P1B10 (P2 + P4)

+ P1C10 (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) + P2H1 + P2N10 (P3 + P4) + P2 (B10 + C10) (P1 + P2

+P3 + P4)
] ˇ̂
X +

3∑

i=1

[
P1N1iZi + P2N1iẐ

i
t + P1B1iŽi + (P1C1i + P2B1i + P2C1i)

ˇ̂
Zi

]
,

(3.34)

Z2 =
(
P1A2 + P 2

1N20

)
Xt + (P1M21 + P1N20P2) X̂t +

[
P1N20P3 + P1B20 (P1 + P3) + P3A2

+ P3 (N20 + B20) (P1 + P3)
]
X̌ +

[
P1H2 + P1N20P4 + P1B20 (P2 + P4) + P1C20 (P1 + P2

+P3 + P4) + P3 (M2 +H2) + P3 (N20 + B20) (P2 + P4) + P3C20 (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4)
] ˇ̂
X

+

3∑

i=1

[
P1N2iZi + (P1B2i + P3N2i + P3B2i) Ži + (P1C2i + P3C2i)

ˇ̂
Zi

]
,

(3.35)

Z3 =
(
P1A3 + P 2

1N30

)
X +

[
P1M31 + P1N30P2 + P2 (A3 +M31) + P2N30 (P1 + P2)

]
X̂

+
[
P1N30P3 + P1B30 (P1 + P3) + P3A3 + P3 (N30 + B30) (P1 + P3)

]
X̌ +

[
P1H3

+ P1N30P4 + P1B30 (P2 + P4) + P1C30 (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) + P2H3 + P2N30 (P3 + P4)

+ P2 (B30 + C30) (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) + P3 (M31 +H3) + P3 (N30 + B30) (P2 + P4)

+ P3C30 (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) + P4 (A3 +M31 +H3) + P4 (N30 + B30 + C30)

× (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4)
] ˇ̂
X +

3∑

i=1

[
P1N3iZi + P2N3iẐi + (P1B3i + P3N3i + P3B3i) Ži

+
[
P1C3i + P2 (B3i + C3i) + P3C3i + P4 (N3i + B3i + C3i)

] ˇ̂
Zi

]
,

(3.36)

respectively. However, since Z1(·), Z2(·), Z3(·) are coupled in (3.34), (3.35) and (3.36), we have

to add some additional assumptions to obtain the explicit expressions for them.

Thanks to Shi et al. [18], we could obtain the explicit expression Z1(·), Z2(·), Z3(·):

Zi = NiX + N̂iX̂ + ŇiX̌ +
ˇ̂
Ni

ˇ̂
X, i = 1, 2, 3, (3.37)

together with

ˇ̂
Zi = Ni

ˇ̂
X, Ẑi = N̂iX̂ +

ˇ̂
Ni

ˇ̂
X, Ži = ŇiX̂ + Ñi

ˇ̂
X, i = 1, 2, 3, (3.38)
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by decoupling (3.34), (3.35) and (3.36) with some filtering technique. The detail is given in the

Appendix, together with the definitions of Ni, N̂i, Ňi, Ñi,
ˇ̂
Ni,Ni, N̂i, Ňi,

ˇ̂
Ni, i = 1, 2, 3, and some

assumptions.

Next, comparing the drift terms in (3.33) and substituting (3.37), (3.38) into it, we obtain

Ṗ1 + P1A0 +A0P1 + P 2
1N00 +Q+

3∑

i=1

(
P1N0i +Ai

)
Ni = O4×5, P1(T ) = G, (3.39)

Ṗ2 + P1M01 + 2P1N00P2 + P1B00 (P1 + P3) + P2 (A0 +M01) + P 2
2N00 +A0P2 +M01 (P1

+P2) +

3∑

i=1

[ (
P1N0i +Ai

)
N̂i +

(
P2N01 +Mi1

) (
Ni + N̂i

)]
= O4×5, P2(T ) = O4×5,

(3.40)

Ṗ3 + P1N00P3 + P1B00 (P1 + P3) + P3A0 + P3 (N00 + B00) (P1 + P3) +A0P3

+

3∑

i=1

[ (
P1N0i +Ai

)
Ňi + (P1B0i + P3N0i + P3B0i)

(
Ni + Ňi

) ]
= O4×5, P3(T ) = O4×5,

(3.41)

Ṗ4 + (P1 + P2)H0 + P1N00P4 + P1B30 (P2 + P4) + P2N00 (P3 + P4)

+ P3 (M0 +H0) + P3 (N00 + B00) (P2 + P4) + P4 (A0 +M01 +H0)

+
[
I0 + (P1 + P3) C00 + P2 (B00 + C00) + P4 (N00 + B00 + C00)

]
(P1 + P2 + P3 + P4)

+
ˇ̂
Q+A0P4 +M01 (P3 + P4) +

3∑

i=1

[(
P1N0i +Ai

) ˇ̂
Ni + (P2N0i +Mi1)

(
Ňi +

ˇ̂
Ni

)

+ (P1B0i + P3N0i + P3B0i)
(
N̂i +

ˇ̂
Ni

)
+
[
P1C0i + P2 (B0i + C0i) + P3C0i

+P4 (N0i + B0i + C0i) + Ii
](
Ni + N̂i +Ni +

ˇ̂
Ni

)]
= O4×5, P4(T ) = O4×5.

(3.42)

Since Ni, N̂i, Ňi,
ˇ̂
Ni depend on Pi, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, the solvability of this coupled system of

asymmetric Riccati equations is rather difficult. We will discuss this problem in the future.

Finally, substituting (3.31), (3.32), (3.38) into (3.25), we obtain the state-estimate feedback

form of the Nash equilibrium point of the leaders’ problem as follows:

u∗3 = −R−1
3

{[
D

⊤

0 (P1 + P3) +

3∑

i=1

D
⊤

i

(
Ni + Ňi

)
]
X̌

+

[
F⊤
1 +D

⊤

0 (P2 + P4) +M
⊤

04 (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) +

3∑

i=1

D
⊤

i

(
N̂i +

ˇ̂
Ni

)

+
3∑

i=1

M
⊤

i4

(
Ni + N̂i + Ňi +

ˇ̂
Ni

)]
ˇ̂
X

}
,

u∗4 = −R−1
4

{[
E
⊤

0 (P1 + P3) +
3∑

i=1

E
⊤

i

(
Ni + Ňi

)
]
X̌
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+

[
F⊤
2 + E

⊤

0 (P2 + P4) +M
⊤

05 (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) +

3∑

i=1

E
⊤

i

(
N̂i +

ˇ̂
Ni

)

+

3∑

i=1

M
⊤

i5

(
Ni + N̂i + Ňi +

ˇ̂
Ni

)
]

ˇ̂
X

}
.

(3.43)

We summarize the above argument in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.4. Let Assumptions 3.1, 3.2, 3.4-4.4 hold, Pi(·), i = 1, 2, 3, 4 satisfy the system

(3.39)-(3.42) of Riccati equations. Let (X̂(·), X̌(·),
ˇ̂
X(·)) be the adapted solutions to (3.26),

(3.27), (3.28), respectively, with relations (3.30), (3.31), (3.32), (3.38). Then (u∗3(·), u
∗
4(·))

given by (3.43) is the state-estimate feedback representation for the Nash equilibrium point of

the leaders.

Using similar method, we can derive a “non-anticipating” form about the Nash equilibrium

point of the followers. In fact, by (3.11), (3.23), (3.30), (3.32), (3.38), we obtain

u∗1 =

{(
−L11 0 0

)
+
(

α1 0 0
)
(P1 + P2) +

(
β1 0 0

)(
N1 + N̂1

)

+
(

γ1 0 0
)(

N3 + N̂3

)}
X̂ +

{
L12R

−1
3

[
D

⊤

0 (P1 + P3) +
3∑

i=1

D
⊤

i

(
Ni + Ňi

)

+ F⊤
1 +D

⊤

0 (P2 + P4) +M
⊤

04 (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) +
3∑

i=1

D
⊤

i

(
N̂i +

ˇ̂
Ni

)

+

3∑

i=1

M
⊤

i4

(
Ni + N̂i + Ňi +

ˇ̂
Ni

)]
+ L13R

−1
4

[
E
⊤

0 (P1 + P3) +

3∑

i=1

E
⊤

i

(
Ni + Ňi

)

+ F⊤
2 + E

⊤

0 (P2 + P4) +M
⊤

05 (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) +

3∑

i=1

E
⊤

i

(
N̂i +

ˇ̂
Ni

)

+

3∑

i=1

M
⊤

i5

(
Ni + N̂i + Ňi +

ˇ̂
Ni

)]
+
(

α1 0 0
)
(P3 + P4)

+
(

β1 0 0
) (

Ň1 +
ˇ̂
N1

)
+
(

γ1 0 0
) (

Ň3 +
ˇ̂
N3

)} ˇ̂
X,

u∗2 =

{(
−L21 0 0

)
+
(

α2 0 0
)
(P1 + P2) +

(
β2 0 0

) (
N1 + N̂1

)

+
(

γ2 0 0
) (

N3 + N̂3

)}
X̂ +

{
L22R

−1
3

[
D

⊤

0 (P1 + P3) +

3∑

i=1

D
⊤

i

(
Ni + Ňi

)

+ F⊤
1 +D

⊤

0 (P2 + P4) +M
⊤

04 (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) +
3∑

i=1

D
⊤

i

(
N̂i +

ˇ̂
Ni

)

+
3∑

i=1

M
⊤

i4

(
Ni + N̂i + Ňi +

ˇ̂
Ni

)]
+ L23R

−1
4

[
E
⊤

0 (P1 + P3) +
3∑

i=1

E
⊤

i

(
Ni + Ňi

)
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+ F⊤
2 + E

⊤

0 (P2 + P4) +M
⊤

05 (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) +

3∑

i=1

E
⊤

i

(
N̂i +

ˇ̂
Ni

)

+

3∑

i=1

M
⊤

i5

(
Ni + N̂i + Ňi +

ˇ̂
Ni

)]
+
(

α2 0 0
)
(P3 + P4)

+
(

β2 0 0
)(

Ň1 +
ˇ̂
N1

)
+
(

γ2 0 0
)(

Ň3 +
ˇ̂
N3

)}
ˇ̂
X,

(3.44)

where

α1 :=

(
R2b0 P̃1c0

(
3∑

i=1
bici

) )

|N |
, α2 :=

(
P̃2b0

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)
R1c0

)

|N |
,

β1 :=

(
R2b1 R2b3

)

|N |
, β2 =

(
P̃2b1

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)
P̃2b3

(
3∑

i=1
bici

) )

|N |
,

γ1 :=

(
P̃1c1

(
3∑

i=1
bici

)
P̃1c3

(
3∑

i=1
bici

) )

|N |
, γ2 :=

(
R1c1 R1c3

)

|N |
.

Up to now, the Stackelberg-Nash equilibrium (u∗1(·), u
∗
2(·), u

∗
3(·), u

∗
4(·)) of the game is ob-

tained, which is represented as the state-estimate feedback form in (3.44) and (3.43).

4 Conclusion

In this paper, inspired by the system of collective leadership and asymmetric information among

players, we have discussed overlapping information LQ Stackelberg stochastic differential game

with two leaders and two followers. There are three distinct features in our paper. Firstly,

the diffusion terms in the state equation of the system contain both state variables and control

variables. Secondly, there are different/asymmetric noisy information between the leaders and

the followers, and they both need to solve partial information LQ nonzero-sum Nash games. Fi-

nally, new systems of coupled Riccati equation are introduced to give the state-estimate feedback

representation of the Stackelberg-Nash equilibrium.

There are still some topics that need further research. The general solvability of the system of

coupled Riccati equations (3.39)-(3.42) is rather challenging. Potential applications in practice

are interesting. Extensions of our problem to LQ Stackelberg stochastic differential games of

mean-field type, mixed leadership model, time delayed model, and more complex information

structure, are all our future researching interest.
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Appendix

Proof of Theorem 3.1.

Proof. Necessity. We define the followers’ Hamiltonian functions as

Hj (t, x, u1, u2, u3, u4, pj , kj1, kj2, kj3) := pj (a0x+ b0u1 + c0u2 + d0u3 + e0u4)

+

3∑

i=1

kji (aix+ biu1 + ciu2 + diu3 + eiu4)−
1

2
Qjx

2 −
1

2
Rju

2
j , j = 1, 2.

Using the SMP with partial information ([1] or [13]), we can obtain (3.1), (3.2).

Sufficiency. For any u1(·) ∈ U1, letting x1(·) := xu1,u
∗

2
,u3,u4(·) − xu

∗

1
,u∗

2
,u3,u4(·), xu3,u4(·) :=

xu
∗

1
,u∗

2
,u3,u4(·), we have

J1 (u1(·), u
∗
2(·), u3(·), u4(·)) − J1 (u

∗
1(·), u

∗
2(·), u3(·), u4(·))

=
1

2
E

[∫ T

0

[
Q1x

2
1 +R1 (u1 − u∗1)

2
]
dt+G1x1(T )

]
+Θf ,

where

Θf := E

[∫ T

0

[
Q1x1x

u3,u4 +R1u
∗
1 (u1 − u∗1)

]
dt+G1x1(T )x

u3,u4(T )

]
.

Since

E [G1x
u3,u4(T )x1(T )] = −E [p1(T )x1(T )] , x1(0) = 0,

applying Itô’s formula to x1(·)p1(·), we get

E [x1(T )p1(T )] = E

∫ T

0

[
b0 (u1 − u∗1) p1 +Q1x1x

u3,u4 +
3∑

i=1

bik1i(u1 − u∗1)

]
dt.

By (3.2) and the properties of conditional expectation, we obtain

Θf = E

[∫ T

0

[
Q1x1x

u3,u4 +R1u
∗
1 (u1 − u∗1)

]
dt− x1(T )p1(T )

]

= E

∫ T

0

[
R1u

∗
1 (u1 − u∗1)− b0p1 (u1 − u∗1)−

3∑

i=1

bik1i(u1 − u∗1)

]
dt = 0.
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Then by Assumption 3.1, we get

J1 (u1(·), u
∗
2(·), u3(·), u4(·)) − J1 (u

∗
1(·), u

∗
2(·), u3(·), u4(·)) ≥ 0.

Similarly, for any u2(·) ∈ U2, we also have

J2 (u
∗
1(·), u2(·), u3(·), u4(·)) − J2 (u

∗
1(·), u

∗
2(·), u3(·), u4(·)) ≥ 0.

Therefore, (u∗1(·), u
∗
2(·)) is a Nash equilibrium point for the followers’ problem.

Proof of Lemma 3.1.

Proof. Let P̃ (·) = P̃1(·) + P̃2(·). It follows from Assumption 3.3 and (3.13) that

˙̃
P + 2a0P̃ +

3∑

i=1

a2i P̃ +Q1 +Q2 +
B̄1P̃

2

R1 +

(
3∑

i=1
b2i

)
P̃

= 0, P̃ (T ) = G1 +G2. (4.1)

Obviously, (4.1) is a standard Riccati equation, it admits a unique solution P̃ (·) (Chapter 6,

[27]). Introduce two auxiliary ordinary differential equations (ODEs):

˙̃̌
P1 + 2a0

ˇ̃
P1 +

3∑

i=1

a2i
ˇ̃
P1 +Q1 +

B̄1
ˇ̃
P1P̃

R1 +

(
3∑

i=1
b2i

)
P̃

= 0, ˇ̃
P1(T ) = G1, (4.2)

˙̃̌
P2 + 2a0

ˇ̃
P2 +

3∑

i=1

a2i
ˇ̃
P2 +Q2 +

B̄1
ˇ̃
P2P̃

R1 +

(
3∑

i=1
b2i

)
P̃

= 0, ˇ̃
P2(T ) = G2, (4.3)

where P̃ (·) is the solution to (4.1). Since ODEs (4.2) and (4.3) are both linear, they have unique

solutions ˇ̃
P1(·) and

ˇ̃
P2(·), respectively. On the other hand, it is easy to see that P̃1(·) and P̃2(·) in

(3.13) also solutions to (4.2) and (4.3), respectively. It follows from the uniqueness of solutions

to (4.2) and (4.3) that
ˇ̃
P1(·) ≡ P̃1(·),

ˇ̃
P2(·) ≡ P̃2(·).

Then it means that system (3.13) has the unique solutions P̃1(·) and P̃2(·).

Proof of Theorem 3.3.

Proof. Necessity. We introduce the leaders’ Hamiltonian functions as, for j = 3, 4,

Hj

(
t, xu3,u4 , u3, u4, Φ̂, ζ̂1, ζ̂2; yj, zj , qj1, qj2, qj3

)

:= zj
(
a0x

u3,u4 +M01x̂
u3,u4 +NT

00Φ̂ +NT
01ζ̂1 +NT

03ζ̂3 + d0u3 +M04û3
)

+ e0u4 +M05û4 +

3∑

i=1

qji
(
aix

u3u4 +Mi1x̂
u3u4 +NT

i0Φ̂ +NT
i1ζ̂1 +NT

i3ζ̂3

+ diu3 +Mi4û3 + eiu4 +Mi5û4
)
+

1

2

[
Qj(x

u3,u4)2 +Rju
2
j

]

+
〈
yj, A0Φ̂ +A1ζ̂1 +A3ζ̂3 + f1û3 + f2û4

〉
.
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It follows from Proposition 2.3 in [16] that, if (u∗3(·), u
∗
4(·)) is a Nash equilibrium point of the

leaders, then (3.21) holds.

Sufficiency. Next, we prove that (u∗3(·), u
∗
4(·)) in (3.21) is indeed a Nash equilibrium point

of the leaders. For any u3(·) ∈ U3, letting x3(·) := xu3,u
∗

4(·) − x∗(·), Φ̂3(·) := Φ̂(·) − Φ̂∗(·),
ˆ̃
ζ1(·) := ζ̂1(·)− ζ̂∗1 (·),

ˆ̃
ζ3(·) := ζ̂3(·) − ζ̂∗3 (·), we have

Ĵ3 (u3(·), u
∗
4(·)) − Ĵ3 (u

∗
3(·), u

∗
4(·)) =

1

2
E

[∫ T

0

(
Q3x

2
3 +R3 (u3 − u∗3)

2
)
dt+G3x

2
3(T )

]
+Θl,

where

Θl := E

[∫ T

0

(
Q3x3x

∗ +R3 (u3 − u∗3) u
∗
3

)
dt+G3x3(T )x

∗(T )

]
.

Notice that

E
[
G3x3(T )x

∗(T )
]
= E

[
x3(T )z3(T )

]
, x3(0) = 0 = E

〈
y3(0), Φ̂(0)

〉
= E

〈
y3(T ), Φ̂(T )

〉
.

Applying Itô’s formula to x3(·)z3(·)) and
〈
y3(·), Φ̂(·)

〉
respectively, we get

E
[
x3(T )z3(T )− x3(0)z3(0)

]

= E

∫ T

0

{
N⊤

00Φ̂z3 +N⊤
01
ˆ̃
ζ1z3 +N⊤

03
ˆ̃
ζ3z3 + d0 (u3 − u∗3) z3 +M04 (û3 − û∗3) z3 −Q3x3x

∗

+

3∑

i=1

[
N⊤

i0Φ̂q3i +N⊤
i1
ˆ̃
ζ1q3i +N⊤

i3
ˆ̃
ζ3q3i + di (u3 − u∗3) q3i +Mi4 (û3 − û∗3) q3i

]}
dt,

and

0 = −E
[〈
y3(T ), Φ̂(T )

〉
+
〈
y3(0), Φ̂(0)

〉]
= E

∫ T

0

[〈
f1(û3 − û∗3), y3

〉

−

〈
N00p3 +

3∑

i=1

Ni0q3i, Φ̂

〉
−

〈
N01z3 +

3∑

i=1

Ni1q3i, ζ̂1

〉
−
〈
N03z3, ζ̂3

〉]
dt.

By (3.21), we obtain

Θl = E

∫ T

0

[
(u3 − u∗3)

(
R∗

3 + d0z3 +
3∑

i=1

diq3i

)

+ (û3 − û∗3)

(
M∗

04z3 +
3∑

i=1

Mi4q3i + 〈f1, y3〉

)]
dt

= E

∫ T

0

{
E

[
(u3 − u∗3)

(
R3u

∗
3 + d0z3 +

3∑

i=1

diq3i

)

+(û3 − û∗3)

(
M04z3 +

3∑

i=1

Mi4q3i + 〈f1, y3〉

)∣∣∣∣G
2
t

]}
dt
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= E

∫ T

0
E

[
(u3 − u∗3)

(
−M04

ˇ̂z3 −
3∑

j=1

Mj4
ˇ̂q3j − f⊤

1
ˇ̂y3

)

+ (û3 − û∗3)

(
M04ẑ3 +

3∑

i=1

Mi4q̌3i + 〈f1, y̌3〉

)]
dt = 0.

Here we used the property of the conditional expectation, for several times.

Since Assumption 3.4 holds, we get

Ĵ3 (u3(·), u
∗
4(·)) − Ĵ3 (u

∗
3(·), u

∗
4(·)) ≥ 0.

Similarly, for any u4(·) ∈ U4, we also have

Ĵ4 (u
∗
3(·), u4(·)) − Ĵ4 (u

∗
3(·), u

∗
4(·)) ≥ 0.

Therefore, by (2.4), (u∗3(·), u
∗
4(·)) is a Nash equilibrium point for the leaders’ problem.

Derivation of (3.37).

Proof. First, applying first E
[
E
[
· | G1

t

]
| G2

t

]
to (3.34), (3.35) and (3.36), we can get

ˇ̂
Zi = Ki0

ˇ̂
X +Ki1

ˇ̂
Z1 +Ki2

ˇ̂
Z2 +Ki3

ˇ̂
Z3, i = 1, 2, 3, (4.4)

where

K10 := (P1 + P2) (A1 +M11 +H1) + (P1 + P2) (N10 + B10 + C0) (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) ,

K20 := (P1 + P3) (A2 +M21 +H2) + (P1 + P3) (N20 + B20 + C20) (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) ,

K30 := (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) (A3 +M31 +H3) + (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4)
2 (N30 + B30 + C30) ,

K1i := (P1 + P2) (N1i + B1i + C1i) , K2i := (P1 + P3) (N2i + B2i + C2i) ,

K3i := (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) (N3i + B3i + C3i) , i = 1, 2, 3.

Therefore, (4.4) can be rewritten as




I4 −K11 −K12 −K13

−K21 I4 −K22 −K23

−K31 −K32 I4 −K33







ˇ̂
Z1
ˇ̂
Z2

ˇ̂
Z3


 =




K10

K20

K30


 ˇ̂

X. (4.5)

We need the following assumption.

Assumption 4.1. The coefficient matrix of (4.5) is invertible, for any t ∈ [0, T ].

Under this, we can derive that

ˇ̂
Zi = N

−1
1 (K1iK10 +K2iK20 +K3iK30)

ˇ̂
X ≡ Ni

ˇ̂
X, i = 1, 2, 3, (4.6)
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where N1 is the determinant of the coefficient matrix of (4.5), and Kji is the the (i, j) block

matrix in adjoint matrix of the above coefficient matrix, for j, i = 1, 2, 3.

Next, applying E
[
· | G2

t

]
to (3.34), (3.35) and (3.36), we can obtain

Ži = Ki0X̌ + K̃i0
ˇ̂
X +Ki1Ž1 + K̃i1

ˇ̂
Z1 +Ki2Ž2 + K̃i2

ˇ̂
Z2 +Ki3Ž3 + K̃i3

ˇ̂
Z3, i = 1, 2, 3, (4.7)

where

K10 := P1A1 + P1 (N10 + B10) (P1 + P3) ,

K̃10 := P1 (M11 +H1) + P1 (N10 + B10) (P2 + P4) + P2 (A1 +M11 +H1)

+
[
P1C10 + P2 (N10 + B10 + C10)

]
(P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) ,

K20 := (P1 + P3)A2 + (P1 + P3) (N20 + B20) (P1 + P3) ,

K̃20 := (P1 + P3) (M21 +H2) + (P1 + P3) (N20 + B20) (P2 + P4)

+ (P1 + P3) C20 (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) ,

K30 := (P1 + P3)A3 + (P1 + P3) (N30 + B30) (P1 + P3) ,

K̃30 := (P1 + P3) (M31 +H3) + (P1 + P3) (N30 + B30) (P2 + P4) + (P2 + P4) (A3 +M31

+H3) +
[
(P1 + P3) C30 + (P2 + P4) (B30 + C30 +N30)

]
(P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) ,

K1i := P1 (N1i + B1i) , K̃1i := P1C1i + P2 (N1i + B1i + C1i) , K2i := (P1 + P3) (N2i + B2i) ,

K̃2i := (P1 + P3) C2i, K3i := (P1 + P3) (N3i + B3i) ,

K̃3i := (P1 + P3) C3i + (P2 + P4) (N3i + B3i + C3i) , i = 1, 2, 3.

Substituting (4.6) into (4.7), we obtain

Ži = Ki0X̌ +
(
K̃i0 + K̃i1N1 + K̃i2N2 + K̃i3N3

) ˇ̂
X +Ki1Ž1 +Ki2Ž2 +Ki3Ž

≡ Ki0X̌ +N i
ˇ̂
X +Ki1Ž1 +Ki2Ž2 +Ki3Ž3, i = 1, 2, 3.

(4.8)

It can be rewritten as




I4 −K11 −K12 −K13

−K21 I4 −K22 −K23

−K31 −K32 I4 −K33







Ž1

Ž2

Ž3


 =




K10X̌t +N1
ˇ̂
X

K20X̌t +N2
ˇ̂
X

K30X̌t +N3
ˇ̂
X


 . (4.9)

Here, we need the following assumption.

Assumption 4.2. The coefficient matrix of (4.9) is invertible, for any t ∈ [0, T ].

Then, we can derive that

Ži = N
−1
2

[(
Ǩ1iK10 + Ǩ2iK20 + Ǩ3iK30

)
X̌ +

(
Ǩ1iN1 + Ǩ2iN2 + Ǩ3iN3

) ˇ̂
X
]

≡ ŇiX̂ + Ñi
ˇ̂
X, i = 1, 2, 3,

(4.10)
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where N2 is the determinant of the coefficient matrix of (4.9), and Ǩji is the the (i, j) block

matrix in adjoint matrix of the above coefficient matrix, for j, i = 1, 2, 3.

In the next step, applying E
[
· | G1

t

]
to (3.34), (3.35) and (3.36), we can obtain

Ẑi = K̂i0X̂ +
ˇ̂
Ki0

ˇ̂
X + K̂i1Ẑ1 +

ˇ̂
Ki1

ˇ̂
Z1 + K̂i2Ẑ2 +

ˇ̂
Xi2

ˇ̂
X2 + K̂i3Ẑ3 +

ˇ̂
Ki3

ˇ̂
Z3, i = 1, 2, 3, (4.11)

where

K̂10 := (P1 + P2) (A1 +M11) + (P1 + P2)N10 (P1 + P2) ,

ˇ̂
K10 := (P1 + P2)N10 (P3 + P4) + (P1 + P2)H1 + (P1 + P2) (B10 + C10) (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) ,

K̂20 := P1 (A2 +M21) + P1N20 (P1 + P2) ,

ˇ̂
K20 := P1H2 + P3 (A2 +M21 +H2) + P1N20 (P3 + P4)

+ [P1 (B20 + C20) + P3 (N20 + B20 + C20)] (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4)

K̂30 := (P1 + P2) (A3 +M31) + (P1 + P2)N30 (P1 + P2) ,

ˇ̂
K30 := (P1 + P2)H3 + (P3 + P4) (A3 +M31 +H3) + (P1 + P2)N30 (P3 + P4)

+ [(P1 + P2) (B30 + C30) + (P3 + P4) (N30 + B30 + C30)] (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4) ,

K̂1i := (P1 + P2)N1i,
ˇ̂
K1i := (P1 + P2) (B1i + C1i) , K̂2i := P1N2i,

ˇ̂
K2i := P1 (B2i + C2i) + P3 (N2i + B2i + C2i) , K̂3i := (P1 + P2)N3i,

ˇ̂
K3i := (P1 + P2) (B3i + C3i) + (P3 + P4) (N3i + B3i + C3i) , i = 1, 2, 3.

Substituting (4.4) into (4.11), we obtain

Ẑi = K̂i0X̂ +
( ˇ̂
Ki0 +

ˇ̂
Ki1N1 +

ˇ̂
Ki2N2 +

ˇ̂
Ki3N3

) ˇ̂
X + K̂i1Ẑ1 + K̂i2Ẑ2 + K̂i3Ẑ3

≡ K̂i0X̂ +N i
ˇ̂
X + K̂i1Ẑ1 + K̂i2Ẑ2 + K̂i3Ẑ3, i = 1, 2, 3.

(4.12)

It can also be rewritten as




I4 − K̂11 −K̂12 −K̂13

−K̂21 I4 − K̂22 −K̂23

−K̂31 −K̂32 I4 − K̂33







Ẑ1
t

Ẑ2
t

Ẑ3
t


 =




K̂10X̂t +N1
ˇ̂
Xt

K̂20X̂t +N2
ˇ̂
Xt

K̂30X̂t +N3
ˇ̂
Xt


 (4.13)

Additionally, we need the following assumption.

Assumption 4.3. The coefficient matrix of (4.13) is invertible, for any t ∈ [0, T ].

Then, we can get that

Ẑi = N
−1
3

[(
K̂1iK̂10 + K̂2iK̂20 + K̂3iK̂30

)
X̂ +

(
K̂1iN1 + K̂2iN2 + K̂N3

) ˇ̂
X
]

≡ N̂iX̂ +
ˇ̂
Ni

ˇ̂
X, i = 1, 2, 3,

(4.14)
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where N3 is the determinant of the coefficient matrix of (4.13), and K̂ji is the the (i, j) block

matrix in adjoint matrix of the above coefficient matrix, for j, i = 1, 2, 3.

In final step, substituting (4.6), (4.10) and (4.14) into (3.34), (3.35) and (3.36), we obtain

Zi = Ki0X + K̂i0X̂ + Ǩi0X̌ +
ˇ̂
Ki0

ˇ̂
X + P1Ni1Z1 + P1Ni2Z2 + P1Ni3Z3, i = 1, 2, 3, (4.15)

where

K1i := P1Ai + P 2
1Ni0, i = 1, 2, 3,

K̂10 := P2A1 + (P1 + P2)M11 + P1N10P2 + P2N10 (P1 + P2) + P2

3∑

i=1

N1iN̂i,

Ǩ10 := P1N10P3 + P1B10 (P1 + P3) + P1

3∑

i=1

B1iÑi,

ˇ̂
K10 := (P1 + P2)H1 + P1N10P4 + P2N10 (P3 + P4) + P1B10 (P2 + P4)

+
[
P1C10 + P2 (B10 + C10)

]
(P1 + P2 + P3 + P4)

+

3∑

i=1

[
P2N1i

ˇ̂
Ni + P1B1iÑi + (P1C1i + P2B1i + P2C1i)Ni

]

K̂20 := P1M21 + P1N20P2, Ǩ20 := P1N20P3 + P1B20 (P1 + P3) + P3A2

+ P3 (N20 + B20) (P1 + P3) +
3∑

i=1

(P1B2i + P3N2i + P3B2i) Ñi,

ˇ̂
K20 := P1H2 + P1N20P4 + P1B20 (P2 + P4) + P1C20 (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4)

+ P3 (M21 +H2) + P3 (N20 + B20) (P2 + P4) + P3C20 (P1 + P2 + P3 + P4)

+

3∑

i=1

[
(P1B2i + P3N2i + P3B2i) Ñi + (P1C2i + P3C2i)Ni

]
,

K̂30 := P1M31 + P1N30P2 + P2 (A3 +M31) + P3N30 (P1 + P2) +

3∑

i=1

P2N3iN̂i,

Ǩ30 := P1N30P3 + P1B30 (P1 + P3) + P3A3 + P3 (N30 + B30) (P1 + P3)

+
3∑

i=1

(P1B3i + P3N3i + P3B3i)N i,

ˇ̂
K30 := (P1 + P2)H3 + P3 (M31 +H3) + P4 (A3 +M31 +H3) + P1NN 30P4 + P1B30 (P2 + P4)

+ P2N30 (P3 + P4) + P3 (N30 + B30) (P2 + P4) +
[
(P1 + P3) C30 + P2 (B30 + C30)

+ P4 (N30 + B30 + C30)
]
(R1 + P2 + P3 + P4) +

3∑

i=1

{
(P1B3i + P3N3i + P3B3i) Ñi

+P2N3i
ˇ̂
Ni +

[
(P1 + P3) C3i + P2 (B3i + C3i) + P4 (N3i + B3i + C3i)

]
Ni

}
.
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To solve (4.15), we rewrite it as




I4 − P1N11 −P1N12 −P1N13

−P10N21 I4 − P1N22 −P1N23

−P1N31 −P1N32 I4 − P1N33







Z1

Z2

Z3


 =




K10X + K̂10X̂ + Ǩ10X̌ +
ˇ̂
K10

ˇ̂
X

K20X + K̂20X̂ + Ǩ20X̌ +
ˇ̂
K20

ˇ̂
X

K30X + K̂30X̂ + Ǩ30X̌ +
ˇ̂
K30

ˇ̂
X


 .

(4.16)

We also need the following additional assumption.

Assumption 4.4. The coefficient matrix of (4.16) is invertible, for any t ∈ [0, T ].

Then, we can obtain that the following state-estimate feedback form of Zi:

Zi = N
−1
4

[( ˇ̂
K1iK10 +

ˇ̂
K2iK20 +

ˇ̂
K3iK30

)
X +

( ˇ̂
K1iK̂10 +

ˇ̂
K2iK̂20 +

ˇ̂
K3iK̂30

)
X̂

+
( ˇ̂
K1iǨ10 +

ˇ̂
K2iǨ20 +

ˇ̂
K3iǨ30

)
X̌ +

( ˇ̂
K1i

ˇ̂
K10 +

ˇ̂
K2i

ˇ̂
K20 +

ˇ̂
K3i

ˇ̂
K30

) ˇ̂
X
]

≡ NiX + N̂iX̂ + ŇiX̌ +
ˇ̂
Ni

ˇ̂
X, i = 1, 2, 3,

(4.17)

where N4 is the determinant of the coefficient matrix of (4.16), and
ˇ̂
Kji is the the (i, j) block

matrix in adjoint matrix of the above coefficient matrix, for j, i = 1, 2, 3.
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