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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 L(Q 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. Oksendal 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. [I0] 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



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 Qksendal [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 [I5] 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



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 (Q,F,P,{Fi}+>0) be a complete filtered probability space, on which a standard three-
dimensional Brownian motion (W1(-), Wa(-), W3(+)) is defined, {3} ;<7 is the natural filtration
generated by (W7 (-), Wa(-), Ws(+)), and T > 0 is a fixed time duration. Suppose that the state

process x*1:"2:U3:44(.) satisfies a linear SDE:

dxtuB s () = [ao(t)xul’“27“3’“4 () + bo(t)ur(t) + co(t)ua(t) + do(t)us(t)

3
+ eo(t)u4(t)]dt +3 [ai(t):nul’“2’“3’“4 (t) + bi(H)ur () + ci(t)us(t) o
i=1 .
+di(us(t) + ei(t)U4(t)} dw;i(t), te[0,T],

L UL,U2,U3,Ud (0) = 20,

where a;(+),b;(+),¢;(+),d;(+), e; () are R-valued deterministic and bounded functions, i = 0, 1, 2, 3.
Here, g#1#2:u3:44(.) € R is the state process, and u;(-) € 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 G} = F/ = o {Wi(s), W3(s);0 < s <t},j = 1,2 which denotes the
information available to the followers and G2 = F} = o {Wa(s), Wa(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 = {u]() | u;(-) : Q@ x [0,T] = R is F/-adapted and square integrable }, Jj=1,2,3,4.
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For any u;(-) € U;, j = 1,2,3,4, it is classical that SDE (2.1)) admits a unique F;-adapted

solution z¥u2us.u4(.) For j = 1,2,3,4, we define the cost functional of the player j as

Ji(ur(-), ua(-), us(:), ua(-))

1

T
— 5E { /0 (@t wzass (02 4 Ry (8 (1)? ] d + ijw’“w‘*(T)?} ,

(2.2)

where Q;(-), R;(-) are R-valued deterministic and bounded functions, and G; are constants.
Now, let us formulate the Stackelberg game among the two leaders and two followers. First,

for given (us(-),ua(-)) € Us x Uy of the leaders, the two followers face a nonzero-sum Nash game,

that is, they choose (u(:),u3(-)) = (uf (-, us(-),ua(-)),ud (-,us3(-),us(:))) € Uy X Uz, such that

T(wi() (), us(t) ual)) = | inf i (un (), u (), us (), ual-))

T (ui() (), us(t) ual)) = inf o (ui (), ua (), us (), ual-)) -

(2.3)

Then, knowing that the followers would take (u](-),u3(+)), the two leaders are also faced with a
nonzero-sum Nash game, that is, they would like to find (u5(-),u}(-)), such that

J3 (UT(),UE(%U?:()’UZ()) :u (I)Hfu J3 (UT()’UE()’UZS()’UZ()% ( )
s)ets 2.4

Ja (ui(),uz (), uz (), ui()) = u4(i_1)1€fu4 Ja (ui(),uz (), uz (), ualt)) -

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 (uj(-), u5(-), u3(-), wi(-))

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 Fi-adapted process &(+), we denote by

) :=E[EWIG], &) :=E[EWIG], £t :=E[E[£(1)G]I67] =E[E[£()G7]16:]
its optimal filtering estimates, for ¢ € [0,7]. Hereinafter we often drop the time variable ¢ for
simplicity if no confusion arises.
3.1 Problem of the followers

For given (us(-),us(-)) € Us x Uy, the followers are facing a nonzero-sum stochastic differential
Nash game with partial information.

First, we introduce the following assumption.



Assumption 3.1. Q;(t) > 0,R;(t) > 0,Vt € [0,T] and G; > 0, for j =1,2.
We have the following result and its proof is postponed in the Appendix.

Theorem 3.1. Under Assumption[31], (ui(-),u3(:)) is a Nash equilibrium point of the followers’
problem, if and only if

3 3
Rlu? = bOf)l + Z bikli, R2U§ = Coﬁ2 + Z Cik’gi, (3.1)
i=1 i=1
where (p;(-), kj1(-), kj2(), kj3(-)), j = 1,2 are the unique Fi-adapted solutions satisfying BSDEs:
( 3 3
—dp(t) = [aopl + Z a;ky; — leu’l‘,u§7u3,U4:| dt — Z k1 dWi,
1=1 i=1

3 3
- 3.2
—dpo (t) = |:a0p2 + Z a;iko; — ngul%’ug’u“:| dt — Z koidW;, te [07 T]7 ( )

i=1 i=1

pl(T) = _Glxufvusvus,mL(T), p2(T) — _G2x“T7“§7U3,U4(T).

Owing to that (3.2)) is hard to apply, we will derive a state-estimate feedback form of the
Nash equilibrium point (uj(-),u5(-)). For this target, we write the following optimality system:

(3 ua (t) = [aoxUS’u“ + bouy + cous + dous + €0U4} dt

3
+ Z [a-x“’““ + biu] + ciui + djug + eiU4] dw,
i=1

—dp1(t) = |aop1 + Z aiky; — Qw"s’“ﬂ dt — Z k1idWi,

|: i=1 (33)
—dpa(t [aom + Z aika; — sz%’uﬂ dt — Z kaidWs, ¢ €[0,T],
i=1

x"1(0) =
[ (D) = =Gz""(T), pa(T) = =Gz (T),

7

* * . . .
where 844 (.) = g4 %2U3:M4 () for simplicity.

Observing the terminal condition of ([B.3]), for j = 1,2, we put

pj(t) = _pj(t){’UU&U4 (t) - ¢j(t)7 te [07T]7 (34)

where Pj() € Ris a deterministic and differentiable function, ¢;(-) € R is an F;-adapted process
and satisfies the BSDE

{ do;(t) = aj(t)dt + Cj1 ()W) + Cja(t)dWs, € [0,T], 35)
¢j (T) =0, '



where Fi-adapted processes a;(-) € R and (ji(+), (j3(-) € R will be determined later. Applying

It6’s formula to p;(-) in (B4]), we get

dp; = —Pjz"3"4dt — P;(aox"™* + bou} + coul + dous + egus)dt — ajdt

3
— L Z <aixu3,u4 + bz’LLT + Ci’LLS + di’LLg + eiU4) dWZ — ledwl — ngde; (3.6)

i=1

3 3
- (aopj + " akji — ng;“?nM) dt+3 " kjdW;,  j=1,2.

i=1 i=1

Comparing the terms on both sides of the backward equations in (B.6]), we obtain for j = 1,2

—a;j = Pjz""™ + Pj(agz"®" + bou] + cous + dous + egua) — aop; — Z aikji + Q x"",
i=1

kji = —Pj (aix“3’“4 + biu“{ + ciué‘ + d;jus + eiu4) — Cjia 1=1,3,

kjo = —]5]- (CLgxus’u4 + baul + cous + daus + 62U4).
(3.7)

Taking E |- | G| on both sides of [B4) and [B.7), we have for j = 1,2,
= B =,

and
—&; = I3 Fusua P (aom“3’“4 + bou] + cous + dotiz + 60U4) — appj — Z a,k], + @,z
=1
/Asﬂ = ]5 (a 24U+ biul + cusy + ditig + eZU4) éji, i=1,3,
A]2 = P (agx%’“‘* + b2u1 + Cgu2 + ngg + 62U4)
(3.9)
Substitute (3.8]) and (39 into ([B.1]), we achieve
3 3
(Rl + Zplb?) Uf{ = — { (bopl + Z bipla,-) FU3-u4
i=1 i=1
3 ~ ~ ~ ~
+ > biPy (cus + dytig + eitia) + b1Gi1 + bsCis + b0¢1} ;
=1 (3.10)
<R2 + Z Py ) uy = { (Copz + Z CZP2CZZ) pHs
=1
3 ~ ~ ~ ~
+ 3 eiPy (byu} + dytig + eitia) + c1{o1 + esCos + Co¢2} -

=1
We wish to solve u} and w3 explicitly from the above coupled system (BI0). Set

3 3 3
Rl =R + Zﬁlbg, RQ = Ry + ZpQC?, Bl = by + Z a;b;, C’l =co+ Z a;C;,
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1



and we can obtain

_ . 3 3
Ry Py Z bic; u P B Py ) bid;
i=1 1 — _ e Fus U zzl ﬁg

. 3 _
PQ Z biCi RQ
i=1

. 3
w | (6 ) ()0 ) ()5 (&)
+ 3 Uug + N + A + A
BY e 0 <o b2 0 ¢21 0 c3 G23
=1
Put
3 . 3 _ . 3
1+ Z P Pl Z b,-c,- Rl Pl Z bici
N = ~ 3 - i=1 3 = . 3 Ztl
Py Z b;c; Ry + Z PQCZZ Py Z bic; Ry
=1 =1 =1

We need to introduce the following condition.

Assumption 3.2. N(t) is invertible for all t € [0,T].
Therefore, by (.10,
_ _ 3
< ut ) o Ry —P Z; bici
- o -
IV =P ) bic Ry
i=1

. 3 .3
Py Zl bid; ) Py 121 bie; ) b 0 1
+ uz + 3 Uy + -

1=
. 3 -

P2 Z Cidi P2 Z C;€;
=1 i=1

by 0 . b3 0
e €11 L s (i3

0 ¢ C21 0 (o
Now, we can write the Nash equilibrium point of the followers as

bic; _
<zzl ‘i > 0 Rabg -

(5

uy = —L11 2" — Ligtis — Lyl + ] by — chl
_ 3 _ 3
P <Z bici> c1 Roby - Py (Z bici> c3 Rubs
i=1 N i=1 ~ N
+ Co1 — (i + Co3 — C13,
] ] ] ] .
b;c; | b _
uk Lo12¥3M — ool Loadl <ZX:1 > 0 Rico 4
Ug = —LT — Liogug — Loguyg + ] ¢1 ] 103
_ 3 _ 3
P <Z biCZ) n RICI F <Z bi0i> s Rlcs
i=1 2 2 i=1 5 2
+ ¢ — Co1 + C13 — (23,
[N [N |V |V



where

. . /3 /3 /3 3
RoP1 By — PP Chy (Z biCi> Ry Py < bidi> - PP <Z bici> ( Cidi>
Lll _ =1 ’ le — i=1 i=1 =1 ’
|V [N
o s 3 o /3
Ry Py <Z biei> — PP (Z bm) <Z Ciei> R{P,Cy — PiPy By (Z bici>
[ i=1 i=1 i=1 Ly = i=1 7
|V |V
o . /3 3
R1P2 <z Czdz> - P1P2 < bzcz> <Z bzdz>
L22 _ i=1 i=1 =1
[N ’
. 3 - . 3 3
R P <Z Ci€i> - PP (Z bici> <Z bm)
i=1 i=1 i=1
Log := ] .

~ ~

Next, we need to derive the filtering equations that (éj(-),gjl(-),gjg(-)), Jj = 1,2 satisfy.
Applying Lemma 5.4 of Xiong [25] to (B.H), we get

dpj(t) = &;(t)dt + (i1 (E)dWy + Cja(t)dWs, t € [0,T), (3.12)
¢J(T):07 Jj=12,
Introduce a system of coupled Riccati equations:
( ~ ~ 3 ~ ~ ~
P +2a0 P + Z PchZ2 + Ql — P1bgL11 — PicoLoy
i=1
3 . 3 . .
- (Z aibi> PiLyy — (Z aici> PiLy =0, P(T) =G,
s =t (3.13)
pg + 2a0]52 + Z ]52@22 + Qz — prOLll — pQCOLQl
i=1
3 ) 3 3 .
— (Z aibi> Pyl — (Z ai0i> PyLoy =0, P(T) =G,
i=1 i=1

where Lj;,j = 1,2, = 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. Ri(t) = Ra(t) and b;(t) = ¢;(t),i =0,1,2,3, fort e [0,T].
Lemma 3.1. Under Assumption[33, (313) exists a unique solution (Py(-), Pa(-)).

The proof of Lemma [B.1]is left in the Appendix.
According to Lemma B.1] substituting (8.8)), (3.9) and BI1)) into [B.12]), we obtain

dn (t) = <—E10<JA51 — Ly — L1aCin — L13Ciz — Lialor — LisCos — Lugtiz — i17@4> dt
+ élldW;[ + élgdW;J,, t e [O,T], (3.14)
¢1(T) =0,



3 - 3 3 ~ —
(Z blcz) P12b060 P102R1 <2:1 azbz> <2:1 blcz> P1260 (Z a;C; PlRlco
T = 0 = =

L — =1 _ =
n ] N N ’

|N|
3 O 3 . 3
PR (Z bici) P Prcobg (Z aibi) P Rybg (Z aici) Z bici)
3 1%01v2 =1 i=1 i=1

Ly :=— + — =l + Py Pybg + ay,
|| |N| || |N|
3 L 3 L 3 3
~ = (Z bi0i> Py Pycyby <Z aibi> Py Roby (Z ai0i> <Z bici>
Lo = _DPibobi By NSt ~\i=t 4 A= i=1 PLPyby + ay
|N| IN| |N| IN| ’

3 JO 3 - 3 3
. _ bic; | PrPacob ib; | PLRyb bic;
Pybobz R (E C> 1 <Za > e (Zac) 2 C> 5

E13 — + i=1 _o\a=l + i=1 i=1 Plpzbg + as,
[V |V [V |V
3 ~ 3 3 ~ 3 ~
(Z blcz) P12b061 ~ — (Z azbl) (Z b101> P1261 <Z aici) P1R161
fyy e =L _ Pieeer Ry 4 i =1 ~ \i=1
IN| IN| IN| IN| ’

3 3 3 3
bici pr C ~ — aibi bicz- P2C ( a;C; p R C
= (221 ) PO PregesRy (221 ) (221 ) v 1;1 e

L5 := - + - ,
|| || || ||

3 3
Lig :== —P1boL12 — PicoLoz + do Py — (Z aib ) 1L12 — <Z GM) PiLg + ( di) Py,
il i—1
~ ~ ~ ~ 3 ~
Ly7 := —P1bgL13 — PicoLasg + eoP1 — <Z a;b ) PiLi3 — <Z CLzQ) Py Loz + (
i—1

=1

and

do(t) = <—£20<232 — Lo1¢1 — LogCin — Lo3Ciz — Loalor — LosCos — Logiis — £27?14> dt

+ CordWy + CozdWs, te[0,T), (3.15)
$o(T) =0
where
3 o 3 3 Lo 3 L
(Z bi%‘) Py Pobocy 5 55 (Z aibi) (Z bici) Py Py (Z aici) PRico
Lo = =1 _ Pycg Ry 4 =t i=1 _\i=1 +ao
|N| IN| |N| IN| ’
3 . 3 Lo 3 3
~ = (Z blcz) P2200b0 <Z albz) PQRQbO <Z aici> <Z blcz)
foy = _ PaboRabo 4 Ni=i =1 4 Ni= i=1 P25,
IN| IN| [N| IN| 2
3 - 3 o 3 3
~ = biCi Pscob a;0; P, Rsb a;C; biCi
Ty = _ PaboRaby n (i—l ) . _ <zz—:1 ) o i <zz—:1 > <zz—:1 )szl
IN| IN| |N| IN| 2
3 . 3 Lo 3 3
~ — (Z bici) P2200b3 (Z aibi) P2R2b3 (Z aici> Z bici)
. _ PyboRabs 4 A= _\i=1 4 i i=1 P2bs
IN| IN| |N| IN| 2
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3 - -~ 3 3
bic; | PLPyboc ~ _ a;b; -Cs .
Loy = <1; > o _ Pcoer iy I (z; ) (z; =t
IN| IN|

|N
o 3 3 L 3 _
bi@) Py Pybocs 5 - (Z aibi) (Z bici) P Pyc3 (Z (IiCz‘) PyRics
_ Pacoesy i i=1 i=1 ta
|N 35

i/25 =
IN| IN|

3 3 3
Lag := —Pybo L1z — PacoLag + do Py — <Z Gﬂ%‘) PyLyp - (Z GM) PyLyy + <Z aidi> Py,
i—1

(_\
iMe

il il

3 3 3
Loz := —PyboL1s — PacoLas + eq Py — <Z aibi> PyLyz — <Z ai0i> PyLoz + <Z ai&') P.
i—1

i=1 i=1

Noticing that (3.14) and (B.I5]) are coupled BSDEs. For the solvability of them, we set

o1 11 (o1
P = , = , = , 3.16
< ®2 “ ( (13 ) 3 < (23 ) (3.16)

1?12 §13 o 1:'414 1:'415 6
Loy Lag Loy Log

dt + CLdW, + C3dWs, ¢ e [0,T],

and thus

(3.17)

This is a standard BSDE, which admits a unique G}-adapted solution triple (®(-), 1 (+), C3(+)).
Putting ([B.11]) into the forward equation of (3.3]), and applying Lemma 5.4 of [25], we get

di" " () = Aty s, da)dt + > Tltyig, g)dW;,  t € [0,T],

=13 (3.18)

34 (0) = a,

where .
_R2b(2) + <Z bic,-> pgboco
A(t; a3, 4) == (ap — boL11 — ¢;Loy ) 23" + Zﬁ\lf] 1
_ 3 ~ - 3 )
_R1cg + <Z biCi) Prbocy —Rob1bg + <z bz’%‘) Pobyico
i=1 n i=1 2
* $2 + 11
IN| IN|
_ 3 ~ B 3 )
—Robsbg + <Z b,-c,-> Pybscy —Rycocy + (Z bici> Pierbo
i=1 N i=1 2
+ Ci3 + bon
[N IN|
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_ 3 -
—Rycseo + <Z bici> Piesby

+ |ET Caz + (do — bo L1z — coLiag) i3 4 (g — boL13 — coLag) iia,
_ 3 .
—Robgb; + (Z bZCZ> Pybyc;
T,’(t;ﬁg,ﬁ4) = (ai —b;L11 — CiLgl) Fusua &\:ﬁ (%1
_ 3 - _ 3 -
—Ricoe; + <Z bici> Picob; —Rob1b; + <Z bici> Pybic;
i=1 . i=1 2
+ ¢2 + Ci1
IN| IN|
_ 3 - _ 3 -
—Rabsb; + (E bici> Pybsc; —Rycic; + <Z bici> Prcib;
i=1 2 i=1 2
+ Ci3 + ¢21
[N IN|
_ 3 -
—Ric3c; + <Z b,’ci> Piesb;
+ &;T Coz + (di — bjL12 — ¢iLag) U3 + (e; — bjL13 — ¢iLo3) ta.

It is obvious that (3.I8]) admits a unique G}-adapted solution #%3:44(-).

We summarize the above statements in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Let Assumption [31], Assumption [32 hold and Pj(-),j = 1,2 satisfy (313).
For chosen (us(-),u4(:)) € Us X Uy of the leaders, let (ui(-),us(-)) be a Nash equilibrium
point of the followers, then it has the state-estimate feedback representation of (311]), where

(£u3,u4(,)7(Zgj(.)yé\jl(-%éjg(-)) is determined by (3.17) and (3.18), for j =1,2.

Remark 3.1. For any given (us(-), us(-)) € Us xUy, since (B(-),1(+), Cs()), 24344(-) are unique
solutions to (3.17), (318) respectively, and Isj(-),j = 1,2 are unique solutions to (313) under
Assumption [3.3, the Nash equilibrium point (ui(-),us(-)) of the followers’ problem is unique by

combining with the sufficient condition in Theorem [F ]

3.2 Problem of the leaders

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

seek a pair (u3(-),u;(-)) satisfying (2.4]). Now, the leaders’ “state” equation can be written as

dzg¥3 4 (t) = <a0xu3,u4 -+ M01ju3,u4 + Ngé(i) + Ngigl + Ng;,étg -+ doU3 + M04223

3
+ eguq + M05’[L4) dt + Z (ai$u3“4 + My z¥3"s 4 Ng(;i) + Ng@
=1

. (3.19)
+ NisCs + diug + Mgtz + ejuq + Mi5’[L4) dW;,

d(i)(t) = —(Ao(i) + Alél + Agég + fras + f2114)dt + éldwl + égde, t €10,T],
2"3U4(0) = g, (T) = Oax1,

12



where for i = 0,1, 2, 3,
M;y = —bjL1o — ¢;Laa, M;5 = —b;L13 — ¢;Lag,

3 3 N _ 3 -
—Rob; + <Z blcl> Poc; —Ric; + <Z blq) Pib;
=1 =1

M;1 = —b;L11 — ¢;La1,

Mo := M;s :=
72 |N| 9 3 |N|
M;ob Lo L Ly L
Ny = 2h) 013 A= [ T B o4 o B2 L)
Mz Loy Lo Loy Log
Ag = é14 §15 s fl = élﬁ s f2 = 1317 .
Loy Los Log Loy7

Note that (3.19) is a CMF-FBSDE, whose uniquely solvability of its F;-adapted solution quadru-
ple (24344 (), &(-), (1 (+), G3(-)) can be similarly guaranteed as in the previous subsection.

The cost functionals of the leaders could be written as, for j = 3,4,
(3.20)

A

Jius()us() =

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

T
—AEM[%@ﬂwwﬁuwmwﬂﬁ+@ﬂW@ﬂ.

Assumption 3.4. Q;(t) > 0,R;(t) > 0,Vt € [0,T], and G; > 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.
1(+)) is a Nash equilibrium

Theorem 3.3. Let Assumptions [T, [7.3, hold. A pair (u}(-), u}

point of the leaders, if and only if
3
. X T X
> (didsi + Miagss) + £ y3],

u?; = —R?)_l d023 + M04é3 +
i i=1
_ 3
uy = —Ry ' |eoZs + Mos2y + Z (€idai + Misqai) + f2TZ74] ,
- ]:31 (3.21)
@25, = —R?)_l (do + M04) ég + Z (dz + M24) q:3i + fl—r:'j3:| )
I i=1
_ 3
@y = —Ry"| (e + Mos) 24 + Z (ei + Mis) Gai + sz?J4] ;
I i=1

where the Fi-adapted process quadruple (y;(+), zj(+), ¢1(-), qj2(-),¢j3(")) E RZ x Rx R x R x R

13



satisfies the adjoint CMF-FBSDEs:
3 3
dyj (t) = (A(—l)—y] + NO(]Zj + Z Nioqji> dt + (AIy] + N(]le + Z Nilqﬁ> dWy
i=1 =1

3
+ <A;yj + Noszj + Z N,’gq]'i> dWs,
= (3.22)

dz;(t) = (— aozj — a1q;1 — a2qj2 — asqjs — Mor2; — M1

3
— MaiGjo — Ma14js — Qja*)dt + Y qjdWi, t € [0,T],
i=1

y](O) =0, Zj(T) = ij*(T).
In the above, we have denoted x*(-) = x4 (-).

Next, we want to obtain the feedback form of (u3(-),u}(-)). 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 (z%%(-), ®(-), {1 (), (3(+)) which satisfy the CMF-FBSDE (B.19), not
(200 for just the initial state process z%3“4(-)! To overcome this difficulty, inspired by [26], let

s ) <! O2x1 (3
X:=1| u sy Y= 23 |, Za: = g | L2 = | gz s Z3=| a3 |,
Ya 24 q41 442 q43

(3.23)
where (X(-),Y (:), Z1(-), Zo(-), Z3(+)) € R® x R* x R* x R* x R*, then (3.19) and (3:22]) can be

rewritten as
dX(t) = (AOX + Mo X 4 HoX + NooY + BooY + CooY + NowZ1 + Bor Z1 + Co1 21
+./\/02Z2 + BOQZQ + CQQZQ +./\/0323 + 80323 + C823> dt

3 ~ ~
+ Z (AZX + BiQZQ + ’HZX + ./\/'i()Y + BoY +C,oY —l—./\/'ilZl + B2
i=1

+Ci1 Z1 + NiaZy + BiaZo + CioZy + NizZs + BisZs + Ci323> aw;,

dy (t) = — (QX +OX + A)Y + MoV + TV + A7y + MuZi + T 2

; 3 3
Ao Zo + Moy Zo + ToZo + AsZs + M1 Zs + 1323) dt+>° ZdWi, te0,T),
=1

X(0) =X, Y(T)=GX(T),
(3.24)

14



where, for i = 0,1, 3, we have denoted

@i Ni N
Ai = A;r ’ j\/iO = NOi ’ Ml = Nli ’
Al Noi Ny,
O1x2 N} NT
Nz := Na; » Nig := N3; ; Naj = ” O ;
Na; Ns; 4x2
A;
Zi = a; ;
a;

for ¢ =0,1,2,3,4, we have denoted

Mi — (dl —+ Mz4) R;lfl—r — (81' =+ M15) Rzl + fQT
My = , Hii= ,
O4><4 O4><1

O
My — e M T = < ; —(di + M) Ry' fr = (ei + Myj) Ry fo ) ’
Mil 2%x2
O2x1 O2x1 O2x1 O2x1
51' = d; s WM = My s EZ = 0 s Mw = 0 3
O O €; Ml

fori=0,1,2,3, j =0,1,2,3, we have denoted

Bij =
| O4><2

C < — (diMja + Miadj + MyaMja) Ry' - — (e;Mjs + Mise; + MisMjs) Ry ) ,
ij =
O4><2

—dideg_l —eie‘jRgl )

)

and in addition,

Oax4 0

Nag = 0554, Q:=| Q3 , F1i= fi )
Q4 O2x1
Oax4
o)
]:2 = 3x1 , XQ = o y G = G3
.f2 O4><1
Gy

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

. 3 . T X X
uj = — Ry’ [ﬁ?ﬁ MY+ Y (D) 2+ M2 + flTXt} !
=1 (3.25)

-~ 3 . o X . X
W= —R;! [zg Vit Mos¥i+ > (8, 2] + My 20 ) + F) Xt}
j=1

15



Applying E[- | G|, E[- | G] and E [E [- | G}] | G7] to (BZ4), we can obtain

dX(t) = [(Ao + Mo1) X +HoX + NogY + (Boo + Coo) Y + No1 Z1 + (Bor + Co1) Z1
+No2Za + (Boa + Co2) Za + NozZs + (Bos + Co3) 23] dt

+ Z |:(.AZ + M,’l) X + ’Hz)é + ./\/;()y + (Bio + Cio) }X/ + MlZl
i=1,3

+ (B +Ci1) 21 + NigZs + (Big + Ci2) 22 + NizZs + (Biz + Cis) 23] dw;, t € [0,T],
X(0) = A,

(3.26)
(dX (1) = [AOX + (Mor + Ho) X + (Noo + Boo) Y + CooY + (Not + Bor) Z1 + Con 21
+ (Noz2 + Bo2) Zo + Cozé2 + (Nog + Bos) Z3 + 60323] dt
+ 30 [AX (it Ma) X + (Moo + Bio) V +CioY + (W +Ba) 21 (3.27)

i=2.3
+Ci1é1 + (Nig + Big) Zo + Ci2é2 + (N3 + Bi3) Z3 + Cz’3ZX3} aw;, tel0,T7,
X(0) = A,

\

and
dX(t) = [(AO + Mo1 +Ho) X + (Noo + Boo + Coo) Y + (Not + Bot + Co1) 2
+ (Noz + Boa + Coz) Za + (Nas + Bos + Cos) 23} dt
+ [(.Ag + May + Hs) X + (N + Bso + Cs0) Y + (N1 + Bay +Cs1) 21 (3.28)

+ (N3g + B3y + C32) Zo + (N33 + Baz + Cs3) 23} dWs, te 0,17,

X(0) = X,

respectively. Observing the terminal condition of ([B.24]), we put

Y (t) = PL(t)X () + Po() X (t) + Ps(t) X (¢) + Po(t) X (¢), te[0,T], (3.29)

where P;(-) € R¥® i = 1,2,3,4 are deterministic, differentiable unctions, satisfying Py(T) =
G, P, = Oyxs5,i=2,3,4. ApplyingE [- | G}|, E[- | G?] and E [E [- | G}] | GZ] to B29), we obtain

X

Y=(P+P)X+(Ps+P)X, (3.30)
Y=(P+P)X+(P+P)X, (3.31)
Y = (P1 +P2—|—P3—|-P4) X, (3.32)
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respectively. Applying It6’s formula to ([B:29), we get
ay = {(Pl + Pr Ay + PENw) X + [P2 + PLMoy + PiNgo P2 + P1Boo (P1 + P3)

+ Py (Ag + Mo1) + PoNoo (P1 + P2)]X + [Pg + PiNooPs + P1Byo (P1 + P3) + Ps A
+ P3 (No() + B()o) (Pl + Pg)]X + [P4 + PyHo + P1NO0P4 + P Boo (Pg + P4)

+ P1Coo (P1 + Po» + P3 + Py) + PyHo + PoNoo (P3 + Py) + Pa (Boo + Coo) (P1 + P>
+P3+ Py) + Ps (Mo1 +Ho) + Ps (Noo + B()o) (Pg + Py) + P5Coo (Pl + P+ Py + Py)

+ Py (Ag + Moy + Ho) + Py (Noo + Boo + Coo) (P1 + Py + P +P4)]X
3

+ Z {PlNOiZi + Pg./\/oiZi + (PlBOi + PsNy; + PgBOi)Zi
i=1

+[P1Coi + Py (Boi + Co;i) + PsCo; + Py (Noi + Boi + Coi) | éz] }dt

+ { (PrAy + PEN1o) X + [PiMur + PiN1oPa + Py (A1 + May) + PaNig (P + P2)]X

+ [PiNw0Ps + PiBuo (P + P3) | X + [PrHy + PiNwo Py + PiBuo (P + Py)
+ PiCio (PL + Po+ Py + Py) + PoHi + PoNio (Ps + Py) + Py (Big + Cio) (P1L + P>
~ 3 2
+P3 + Py) ]X + Z [PlNliZi + PoNviZi + PiBiZi + (PiCy + PoBui + PaCy;) Zi] }dWl
i=1

+ { (P1A2 + P12./\/20) X + (P1M21 + PlNQOPQ) X + [Pl./\/gopg + Py By (Pl + Pg) + P3 Ay

+ P3 (NQ() + Bgo) (Pl + Pg) ]X + [P17'[2 + P1N20P4 + Py By (PQ + P4) + P1Co (Pl + Py

+P3 + Py) + P3 (M + Ha) + P3 (Nag + Bao) (Po + Py) + PsCoo (P + Py + P3 + Py) | X
3 X .

+ Z [P1N2iZi + (P1Bai + P3N + P3Bai) Z; + (PiCo; + PsCai) Zz} }dW2
i=1

+ { (PrAs + PEN30) X + [PiMis1 + PiN3oPs + Py (Az + Ma1) + PoNsg (P + Po) | X

+ [PiN3oPs + P1Bsg (P + P3) + P3As + Ps (N3g + Bsg) (Py + P3) | X + [PH3
+P1N30P4 + Py Bsg (PQ + P4) + P1C3o (Pl + Py + Py + P4) + PyHs + P2N30 (Pg + P4)
+ P (830 + Cgo) (Pl + Py + Py + P4) + P3 (Mgl + 7‘[3) + P3 (Ngo + Bgo) (Pg + P4)
+ P3C30 (P14 Py + P3 + Py) + Py (As + M3y + H3) + Py (N30 + Bzo + Cao)
X 3 . A . ~
X (Pl + Py + P3 + P4)]X + Z {Pl./\/'gizz + PgNgiZ; + (PlBgi + Pg./\/'gi + Pngi) Zz
i=1

+[PiC3i + Py (Bsi + Csi) + PsCs; + Py (N3; + Bai + C3i)]ZXi] }dW3
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= —{ (Q—FZOPl)X-F [ZOPQ + Mo (P1+P2)]X—|—ZOP3X+ [é+ﬁop4

+ﬂ01 (Pg + P4) + Ty (Pl + P+ Py + P4)]X —l—ZlZl +ﬂ1121 +1121 +ZQZQ (3_33)
3

+ Mglzg + 1222 + Z3Z3 + M3123 + Ing}dt + Z Z;dW;;.
i=1

Comparing the diffusion terms on both sides of ([B:33]), we obtain
Z = (Pl.Al + P12N10) X+ [P1M11 + PIN1o Py + Py (Ay + My1) + PoNyo (P + P) ]X
+ [P1N10P3 + P Byg (P1 + P3)]X + [P1H1 + P1N10P4 + P Byg (Pg + P4)
+ P1C1o (P14 Py + P3 + Py) + PyHy + PoNio (P3 + Py) + Py (Bio + Cio) (PL + P2

X 3 ) . X
+Ps+ P X+ [PlNliZi + PN Zy + PiByiZi + (PiCoi + PaBi + PaCay) Zi] ;
i—1
(3.34)
Zy = (PiAs + PENg) Xy + (PiMor + PNy P) Xy + [PiNagPs + PiBag (Py + P3) + PsAs
+ P3 (Nag + Byo) (Py + Ps) | X + [PiHa + PiNo Py + PiBog (P2 + Py) + PiCo (P1 + P
+Py+ Py) + Py (M + Ha) + Ps (Nag + Bag) (P2 + Py) + PsCag (PL + P2+ Ps + Py) | X
3 ~
+)° [P1N2iZi + (P1Bai + P3Noi + PsBai) Zi + (PiCai + P3Ca;) Zi:| ;
i—1
(3.35)
Zs3 = (P As + PEN3g) X + [PiMa1 + PiNao Py + P (As + Msi) + PoNag (P + Po) | X
+ [Pl./\/gopg + Py Bsg (Pl + Pg) + P3 Az + Ps (Ng() + Bgo) (Pl + Pg) ]X + [P17'[3
+ P1N30P4 + Py Bsg (PQ + P4) + P1C3o (Pl + Py + Py + P4) + PoHs + P2N30 (Pg + P4)
+ P2 (Bso + C30) (P1 + Py + Ps + Py) + P3 (M31 + Hs) + P3 (N3o + Bso) (P2 + Ps)
+ P3C30 (P1 + P2 + P3 + Py) + Py (A3 + Mz + Ha) + Py (N3o + Bzo + C30)

3
X (Pl + Py, + P3 + P4) ]X + Z |:P1./\/'3,'Zi + P2N31'ZZ' + (PlBgi + Pg./\/'gi + Pngi) Z;

i=1

+[P1Csi + P> (Bsi + C3i) + PsCs;i + Py (N3; + Bsi 4 Cs:) | éz] ;
(3.36)

respectively. However, since Z;(-), Za(+), Z3(-) are coupled in ([8:34]), (8:35]) and (B:36]), we have
to add some additional assumptions to obtain the explicit expressions for them.

Thanks to Shi et al. [I8], we could obtain the explicit expression Z;(-), Za2(+), Z3(-):
Z; = NiX + NiX + NiX + NiX, i=1,2,3, (3.37)

together with

Zi=NiX, Zi=NX+NX, Zi=NX+NX, i=123 (3.38)



by decoupling (B:34), (330) and ([B:36]) with some filtering technique. The detail is given in the
Appendix, together with the definitions of IV, N;, N;, N;, ]\Xfi,./\fi,./\Afi,/\vfi,./\xfi, 1 =1,2,3, and some
assumptions.

Next, comparing the drift terms in (3.33]) and substituting (3.37), (3:38) into it, we obtain

3
Py + Pl Ay + AoPy + PPNy + Q + Z (PiNoi + A;) N; = Ouxs, Pi(T) =G, (3.39)
i=1
PQ + PiMo1 + 2PiNoo Pe + PiBoo (P1 + P3) + Po (Ap + Mo1) + P22./\/00 + AgPy + My (P
3
+P) + Z [(PINOZ' + A Ni + (PoNor + M) (Vi +M)] = Oaxs, Pa(T) = Ouxs,
i=1

(3.40)
P+ P1NO0P3 + P By (Pl + Pg) + P3 A+ Ps (N()o + B()o) (Pl + Pg) + Xopg

3
+ Z [ (PiNGi + A;) Ni + (PuBo; + PsNgi + P3Bo;) (N; + ;) } = Osxs,  P3(T) = Ouxs,

| - (3.41)
Py + (P1 + Py) Ho + PiNoo Py + P B3o (P2 + Py) + PoNyo (Ps + Py)
+ Py (Mo + Ho) + Ps (Noo + Boo) (Po + Py) + Py (Ao + Mo + Ho)
+ [Zo + (Pr + Ps) Coo + P2 (Boo + Coo) + P (Noo + Boo + Coo) | (P1 + P> + P + Py)
(3.42)

X 3 X - X
+ O+ AgPy + My (Ps+ Py) + Z [(Pl./\/'()i + ZZ) Ni + (PoNo; + Mi1) (Nz + Nz)
i=1

+ (P Boi + P3No; + PsBo;) (N -l-/\x/'z) + [P1Coi + P2 (Boi + Cos) + PsCo;
+Py (No; + Boi + Coi) + I;] (N; + Ni + N; +/\sz)] = Ouxs, Pi(T) = Oyxs.

Since /\/},M,N},/\?} depend on P;,7 = 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 (8:31), (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:

ugz—Rg_l{

3
+ | A + Dy (Pa+ Pi) + Moy (Py+ Py + Py + Py) + Z ZTN+N

3
50 (P + Ps) Z :N—I—N

3
Dy (P + P3) +Z@T (N; + A7)
i=1

+iﬂl—1 (N + 05 4+ G+ A5
1=1

uy = —Ry* {
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3
+ | +E (PotPo) + Mos (P+ Po+ Py + i) + +2E & (Ni+ )

i}

We summarize the above argument in the following theorem.

3 (3.43)
+ 3 Mis (N + N + N + AG)

i=1

Theorem 3.4. Let Assumptions (3.1, 3.2, [F.4{4.4] hold, P;,(), i = 1,2,3,4 satisfy the system
(339)-[372) of Riccati equations. Let (X(-), X() X(-)) be the adapted solutions to (3.20),
(3:27), (328), respectively, with relations (330), (331), (333), (338). Then (ui(-),u;(-))

given by (5343) 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 B.11]), (3:23)), 3:30), (3:32), (3.38]), we obtain
wi={ (=2 0 0)+ (a0 0)@eme (s 0 0) (i)

3
+ ( w00 ) <N3 +J\73) }X+ {L12Rgl [ﬁf (P +Py) + YD, (N + A7)

i=1

3
+F + Dy (Pa+ Pr) + Moy (PL+ Py + Py + Py) + 3D, (N + A7)
=1

IIMm

3
N+N+N+N)]+L13R4 [50 P+ Ps) Z g N+ )

& (NG + N5

e

+f2T+ZJ(P2+P4)+M§5(P1+P2+P3+P4)+

=1

;(M+M+M+KG)] + ( a; 0 0 ) (Ps + Py)

+
N
N

B 0 0)(/\71+/\71)+<71 0 0)(N3+/</3)})§,

3

+(
u§:{<—L21 00)+(a 0 0)(P+P)+( B 0 0) N+
+<’Yz 0 O>(N3+N3)}X+{L22R§1|:53—(P1+P3)+252—(M‘"M)
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3
+F) +& (Po+ Pi)+ Mos (P + Po+ Py + Py) + Z (N + A7)
3 T -
Z 5N+N+N+N)] <a2 0 0)(P3+P4) (3.44)

+(52 0 0)(M+M)+ (0 0)(N3+/<f3>})§',

( Raby  Pico (z b, cz> > ( Pybg (é bic,-> Rico >

a1 = 9

where

IN| IN|
3 _ 3
< Ryby Ezbg < Pyby <;sz2> Pybs <; biCi> )
P = = = ,
[N IN|
~ 3 _ 3
y = < fie (z;b262> Fies <z§:1 biCi> ) e ( Rici Rics >
1= ) 2 = .
[N IN|

Up to now, the Stackelberg-Nash equilibrium (uj(-),u5(-),u3(-),uj(-)) of the game is ob-
tained, which is represented as the state-estimate feedback form in ([3.44]) and (B.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)-(8.42) 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 [311
Proof. Necessity. We define the followers’ Hamiltonian functions as

Hj (t,2,u1,u2,u3, us, pj, kj1, kjo, kj3) := pj (aow + bour + coug + dous + eguy)
> 1 1,

+ Z kji (aix + biur + cius + diug + ejug) — §Qj332 - §Rjuj, Jg=12.
i=1

Using the SMP with partial information ([I] or [13]), we can obtain (31, (3.2)).
Sufficiency. For any uy(-) € Uy, letting x1(+) 1= p¥1ua:usta (L) — guiuzusa(.)  pusua(.) =

ZUU2U3, U4 (L) e have

Jr(ua (), ua (), us (), ua()) = Jr (ui (), ua (), us (), ual-))

1 T
= iE |:/0 [Q1$% + R1 (’LL1 — ’Uf{)2] dt + Gll‘l(T):| + @f,
where T
@f —F [/ [lelxuaﬂm + Rlu’{ (Ul — u*lk) } dt + Glxl(T)xu37u4(T):| .
0
Since

E[Giz""(T)z1(T)] = —E [p1(T)z1(T)],  21(0) =0,
applying Itd’s formula to z1(-)p1(-), we get
T 3
E [z1(T)p1(T)] = E/ [bo (ur — wf) pr+ Quaaa®™ + > bikni(ug — UT)} dt.
0 i=1

By (B2) and the properties of conditional expectation, we obtain
T
O;=E [ / (Quana™ ™+ Ryui (uwy — ui) |dt — xl(T)pl(T)]
0

T 3
- IE/ [Rlu’{ (un — ) — bopn (ur — ) — 3 bik( — u’{)} dt = 0.
0 i=1
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Then by Assumption 3.1}, we get

Ji (ur(+),uz(+), uz(+), ua(-)) — Ju (ui(-), uz(+), us(-), ua(-)) > 0.

Similarly, for any uy(-) € Us, we also have

Jo (ui(+), u2(-), uz(+), ua(+)) — J2 (ui(+), uz(+), us(-), ua(-)) > 0.

Therefore, (uj(-),u3(-)) is a Nash equilibrium point for the followers’ problem. O
Proof of Lemma [l

Proof. Let P(-) = Py(-) + Po(-). Tt follows from Assumption B3 and (3I3)) that
B, P?

. 3
P+2a0P+> aiP+ Q1+ Q2+ - -
i=1 Ry + <Z bf) P
i=1

Obviously, (1) is a standard Riccati equation, it admits a unique solution P(-) (Chapter 6,

=0, P(T)=G1+ Gos. (4.1)

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

x x 3 x B ﬁ) I:’ x
P +2a0PL + Y a?PL+ Q1 + —_ =0, P(T)=0G, (4.2)
i=1 Ry + <z bf) P
i=1
< x 3 x B f:) p x
Py + 2a0P + Z a?PQ + Qs + ! 32 =0, PQ(T) = (o, (43)
=1 R+ (Z b%) P
=1

where P(-) is the solution to {@I). Since ODEs ([&2) and (&3] are both linear, they have unique
solutions Py (-) and P(-), respectively. On the other hand, it is easy to see that P;(-) and Py(-) in
B13)) also solutions to (£2]) and ([4.3), respectively. It follows from the uniqueness of solutions

to (£2) and (@3) that
1—:’1(') = 151('), 152(') = 152(')-
Then it means that system (B.13]) has the unique solutions ﬁl() and 132() O
Proof of Theorem [Z.3.

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

us,u AT . )
Hj(t7x 8 47“37“47q>7<17<2aijzjv(Jle(]j27QJ3)

i= 2 (apx™™ + Mo 25" + Ngo® + N1 G + NogCs + dous + Moatis)
3
+ equg + Mostig + Z qji (aia:“?’“‘l 4+ M "3" + Ng(;(i) + Ngél + N£§3
=1

. N 1
+ djug + Mistiz + ejus + Misiy) + 2 [Qj(xus’u4)2 + Rju?]

+ (yj, Ao® + A1(r + AsGs + frtis + foila).
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It follows from Proposition 2.3 in [16] that, if (uj(-),w;(-)) is a Nash equilibrium point of the
leaders, then (B3.21]) holds.

Sufficiency. Next, we prove that (u3(-),w;(-)) in (B.2I) is indeed a Nash equilibrium point
of the leaders. For any us(-) € Us, letting z3(-) = Ui () — 2*(4), Dg(-) = B() — D*(-),
() = Gi() = (), Ga(-) == Cs(-) = G3(-), we have

A

T
s (us (), wl(4)) — Js (ui(), ui(-) = %IE [/0 (ngg + Ry (uz — ul)? )dt + G3x§(T)] e

where T
0,:=E [/ <Q3x3:17* + R3 (u3 — u3) UE;) dt + G35173(T)517*(T)] .
0

Notice that

E[Gsa3(T)2"(T)] = E[z5(T)2s(T)],  3(0) = 0=E(ys(0), $(0)) = E(ys(T), &(T)).
Applying It6’s formula to z3(-)z3(-)) and (y3(-), ®(-)) respectively, we get

E[23(T)23(T) — 23(0)23(0)]

T 2 2
= E/ {NOTOCI’Z?, + NoyGiz3 + NosCazs + do (us — uj) z3 + Mo (3 — 03) 23 — Q3wza™
0

3 . .
+ Z [NZ-E@qsi + NiCigsi + NibCagsi + di (us — u3) qsi + Mg (i3 — 3) Q3i:| }dt,
i=1

and

T
0= —E[{y3(T), &(T)) + (y3(0), &(0))] =E /0 [<f1(a3 — @), y3)

3 3
- <N00p3 + Y Niogsi, ‘i>> - <N0123 + Y Nigsi, C1> — (Nos 23, §3>} dt.

i=1 i=1

By (B:21]), we obtain

T 3
0, = E/ {(u;), — u3) <R§ +doz3 + Z dz’Q3i>
0

1=1

3
+ (3 — 13) <M§4Z3 + ) Miagsi + (f1, u3) >] dt
i=1

T 3
= E/ {E [ (ug — uj) <R3U§ +doz3 + Z diQ3i>
0

i=1

3
+ (a3 — 43) <M04Z3 + ) Miugsi+ (f1,93) >
i=1

gg] } it
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T 3
:E/ E[(ug—ug)<—M0423—2Mj4d3j_f1—r?33>
0

Jj=1

3
+ (i3 — 13) <M0423 + > Miadsi + (f1, Us) ﬂ dt = 0.
i=1

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

Since Assumption [3.4] holds, we get

A A

J3 (us(+),ui () — Js (uz(-),ui(")) = 0.

Similarly, for any us(-) € Uy, we also have

A A

Ja (uz (), ua()) — Ja (uz(-), ui()) = 0.
Therefore, by (2.4), (u3(-),u;(-)) is a Nash equilibrium point for the leaders’ problem. O
Derivation of (3.37).
Proof. First, applying first E [E [- | G} ] | G7] to B334), (B38) and B.36), we can get
Zi = KX + K21 + KinZo + KisZ3, i=1,2,3, (4.4)
where

Kip = (P14 P2) (A1 + My + Hi) + (P + P2) (Nig+ Bio + Co) (P + Po + Ps + Py),
Koo := (P14 P3) (Ay + Moy + Ha) + (P1 + P3) (N + Bag + Ca0) (PL + Po + Ps + Py)
K30 := (P + Py + Py + Py) (A3 + May + Hz) + (Py + Py + P + Py)* (Nao + Bao + Cao)
Ky = (P1 + Po) (N1 + Buii +Cri), - Kai = (P1+ P3) (Nai + Bai + C2)

K3 := (PL+ Py + P34+ Py) (N3 + B3 +C3i),  i=1,2,3.

Therefore, ([A4]) can be rewritten as

Iy — Ku —Ki —Ki3 21 Kio \
—Ko1 Iy — Ko  —Ko3 Zy | = Ko |[X (4.5)
— K31 —K3z» Iy — Kss Zs K3

We need the following assumption.
Assumption 4.1. The coefficient matriz of ([{.9) is invertible, for any t € [0,T].

Under this, we can derive that

Zi = Nl_l (KliKl() + KQZ'KQ() + KgiKgO) )é = NzXa 1= 17 27 37 (46)
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where Ny is the determinant of the coefficient matrix of (&5l), and Kj; is the the (4, 7) block

matrix in adjoint matrix of the above coefficient matrix, for 5,7 = 1,2, 3.

Next, applying E [- | G7] to (3.:34), (8:3F) and (336]), we can obtain

Zi = KioX + KioX + KinZ1 + KinZy + KionZa + KiaZo + Ki3Zs + KisZ3, i=1,2,3, (4.7)

where

Ko := PiA; + P1 (Mo + Bio) (P1 + P3),
Kio := Py (My1 + Hi1) + Py (N1o + Bio) (P2 + Py) + Po (Ar + My + Hy)
+ [PiCio + P2 (N1o + Bio + Cro) | (PL+ Po + P34+ Py),
Koo := (P1 + P3) Ay + (P1 + Ps) (Nog + Bag) (P + P3),
Koo := (P1 + P3) (Ma1 + Ha) + (Py 4 P3) (Nog + Bo) (P2 + Fy)
+ (P + P3)Co0 (P + P+ Ps+ Py),
K3o = (P + P3) As + (P1 + Ps) (N3 + Bso) (P1 + Ps)
K30 := (Py+ Ps) (Ms1 + Hz) + (PL+ Ps) (Nso + Bso) (Pa + Pay) + (P2 + Py) (A3 + Ma
+H3) + [ (Pr+ P3)C30 + (P2 + Py) (Bso + C30 + N3o) | (PL+ Pa+ P3 + Py),
Kyi = P (N + Bu), Kii = PiCyi + Py (N1 + Bui + C1,) , Ko := (Py + Ps) (Nai + Ba)
Ko := (P1 + Ps) Cai, Ksi:= (Py + P3) (N3; + Bsi)
K3 := (P1 + P3)Ca; + (P2 + Py) (N3 + Bsi +C3i), i=1,2,3.

Substituting (£.6]) into (4.1), we obtain

Z; = KX + (Kio + Kq Ny + KioN + f(z‘?)Ng)X +KinZ1+ KipZo+ KisZ

=KX + WZ-)X( +KnZi+ KipZo+ KisZs, i=1,2,3. “8)
It can be rewritten as
It — K —Kip —Ki3 Z KioX; + N1 X
—Ezl I —_F22 _FE)’ Zy | = | KX+ Nz)if : (4.9)
— K31 —K3 Iy—Ks3 Z3 Ks0X; + N3 X
Here, we need the following assumption.
Assumption 4.2. The coefficient matriz of ({{.9) is invertible, for any t € [0,T].
Then, we can derive that
Z = N7 | (KiiK o + KoK + KaiKo) X + (KiiNy + KoV + Ky Ng) X | o)

= N, X +N;X, i=12,3,
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where Ny is the determinant of the coefficient matrix of (Z3), and Kj; is the the (i,3) block

matrix in adjoint matrix of the above coefficient matrix, for 5,7 = 1,2, 3.
In the next step, applying E [- | G} ] to (:34)), (3:35) and (B.30), we can obtain

Zi = KX + KiopX + KinZy + KnZ1 + KinZo + X Xo + KisZs + KisZs, i=1,2,3, (4.11)
where

Ko := (P + P) (A1 + Mu1) + (Py + Po) Nio (P + P),
Kio = (Pi + Py) Nio (Ps + Py) + (Py + P) Hy + (Py + P2) (Bio + Cio) (P + Py + Py + Py)
Ky == Py (Ay + Ma1) + PiNog (P + Py)
Koo = PiHy + Py (A2 + Moy + Ha) + PN (Ps + Py)
+ [P1 (Bao + Cao) + Ps (Nag + Bao + Ca0)] (P1 + Po + P3 + Py)
K30 := (P + P2) (A3 + Mz1) + (Pr + Pa) N3o (P + Py),
K30 := (Pr+ Po) Hz + (Ps + Py) (As + Ma1 + Hs) + (P + P2) N3o (Ps + Py)
+ [(P1 + P2) (B3o + C30) + (Ps + Ps) (N3 + B3o + C30)] (PL + P> + Ps + Py)
Ky = (Py + P2) N1, Ky = (PL+ Py) (Bii +Cui), Ky := PiNy,
Kai = Py (B + Ca) + Py (Nai + By + Coi),  Ksi := (P + P2) N,
K3i := (P14 P2) (B3j + C3i) + (Ps + Py) (N3 + B3 + C3), i =1,2,3.

Substituting (£4]) into (£I1]), we obtain

Z; = KX + (Ko + KinN1 + KioNo + KigN3) X + KinZy + KioZo + KisZs

= KoX + N X + K21+ KinZs + KisZs, i =1,2,3. (112
It can also be rewritten as
Ii— Ky —Ki —Ki3 z} KioX; + ﬁﬂxﬁ
~Ky  Ii— Ky —Ki 72 | = | KX+ ﬁﬁi(t (4.13)
— K3 ~Kz I — Ka3 7} K30X; + N3 X;
Additionally, we need the following assumption.
Assumption 4.3. The coefficient matriz of {{.13) is invertible, for any t € [0,T].
Then, we can get that
Z; = Ng_l [(KIiKIO + Ko Koo + Kgif(go)X + (Kuﬁ1 + IA<2iﬁ2 + Kﬁg)f(] (4.14)

NX + N;X, i=1,2,3,
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where N3 is the determinant of the coefficient matrix of ([@I3]), and Kji is the the (7,7) block
matrix in adjoint matrix of the above coefficient matrix, for 5,7 = 1,2, 3.

In final step, substituting (4.0]), (£10) and (414 into ([B.34]), (3:35]) and (B.36]), we obtain

Zi = KipX + KioX + Ko X + KioX + PLNaZy + PiNiwZo + PiNis Zs, i =1,2,3, (4.15)
where

Ky == PLA; + PiNig, i=1,2,3,
3
Kio = PyA1 + (P + Py) Ma1 + PIN1oPy + PoNio (P + P2) + Py Y Ny,
i=1

3
Kio := PiNwPs + PiBio (PL + P3) + Py Y BulN;,
i=1
Ko := (P1 + P2) "1 + PiN1o Py + PoNig (P3 + Py) + PiBio (P2 + Py)
+ [Plclo + Py (Blo + Clo)] (Pl + Py + Py + P4)

3 X ~
+ Z [P2N1iNi + P1B1iN; + (P1C1i + PaBB1i + PaCj) Ni]
=1

Koo := PiMay + PiNogPa, Koo := PuNagPs + P1Bag (Py + P3) + PsAy
3
+ Pj (./\/20 + 820) (Pl + P3) + Z (PlBgi + P3N27; + PgBQi) N;,
i=1

1620 = PiHo + P1N20P4 + Py By (PQ + P4) + P1Co (Pl + Py + P3 + P4)
+ P3 (Mo + Ho) + Ps (./\/20 + Bag) (P2 + Py) + P3Coo (P1 + P, + P35 + Py)

3
+ Z |:(PlBgi + P3No; + Pngi) ]\72 + (P1C2i + chgi) N,}

=1
3
Kso := PyMs1 + PiN3o Py + Py (As + Msy) + PsNso (P + Py) + Z PN N,
=1
Kso := PiN3oP3 + P1Bso (P + Ps) + PsAs + P (N3o + Bso) (Py + Ps3)
3 JR—
+ Y (PiBsi + PsNa; + P3Bsi) Ny,
=1

Kso:= (P14 P2) Hs + Ps (M3 + H3) + Py (As + M3y + Hs) + PINNsoPy + PiBso (P + Py)
+ Pg./\/go (Pg + P4) + P3 (Ngo + Bgo) (Pg + P4) + [(Pl + Pg) Cao + P (830 + Cgo)
3
+ Py (N30 + Bso+Cs0) | (Ri+ Pa+ Py + Pi) + ) {(P1B3i + P3N3; + PsBs;) N;
i=1
+P2N3i]<7i + [ (Py + Ps3) C3i + Py (Bsi + Cs;) + Py (N3 + Bai + C3i)]Ni} .
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To solve ([AIH), we rewrite it as

I, — P1N11 —P1N12 —P1N13 Z1 KioX + ]610)2 + KloX + I@loX
—PigNo1 Iy — PiNys  —PiNas Zy | = | KooX + KX 4 Koo X + ’qzon
—Pi N3, —PiN3y Iy — PiN33 Z3 K30X + K30X + K30 X + K30 X

(4.16)

We also need the following additional assumption.

Assumption 4.4. The coefficient matriz of ({{-10) is invertible, for any t € [0,T].
Then, we can obtain that the following state-estimate feedback form of Z;:
Z; =Nj! [(KliICIO + KoiKoo + K3iK30) X + (K1;K10 + K2iK20 + K5:iK30) X
+(K1i/€10 + KoiKoo + Ksﬂégo)X + (Klz’/@m + Ko Ko + KBiKSO)X] (4.17)
=NX+NX+NX+NX, i=123,

where Ny is the determinant of the coefficient matrix of (4.I6]), and Kji is the the (7, ) block

matrix in adjoint matrix of the above coefficient matrix, for 7,7 = 1,2, 3. ]
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