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Abstract

This paper is concerned with a unified treatment of linear quadratic control problem
for stochastic Volterra integral equations (SVIEs), motivated by the various approaches
and scattered results in the existing literature. A novel class of optimal causal feedback
strategy is introduced and characterized by means of a new Riccati system. To this end,
a fundamental function space and an appropriate multiplicative rule among functions are
defined for the first time. In contrast with the existing works, our unified treatment
not only provides a new approach, but also extends or improves the known conclusions in
stochastic differential equations, convolution SVIEs, stochastic Volterra integro-differential
equations (VIDEs), deterministic VIEs, deterministic VIDEs. In addition, an interesting
phenomenon is reveal by the current study: for SVIEs the conventional structure of state
feedback is replaced by a suitable causal form, and the original state process no longer
plays indispensable role in the feedbacks while an auxiliary state process does.
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1 Introduction

Let (Q,F,F,P) be a complete filtered probability space on which a standard one-dimension
Brownian motion W is defined and F = {F;};>0 is the natural filtration of W augmented by
all the P-null sets in F. Given 7 € [0, 7], we consider the following stochastic Volterra integral
equations (SVIEs for short): .
X (t) = o(t) —I—/ [A(t,5)X (s) + B(t, s)u(s)] ds
. T (1.1)
+/ [C(t, s)X(s)—i—D(t,s)u(s)]dW(s), te[r,T],
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where A, B,C, D are given deterministic matrix-valued functions, ¢ is a given deterministic
function called free term, u is the admissible control process in

T
Ulr,T]= {u: [7, T]x Q—R'u(-) is F-adapted, measureable, E/ |u(s)|2ds<oo}.

We introduce the following cost functional:

F(r.ps0)=BlGX (D), XN+ (QOX().XE)+ REOu). ), (2

where G, @ and R are given deterministic matrix-valued functions. The LQ problem for SVIE
can be stated as follows:

Problem (LQ-SVIE). Given 7€[0,7], p€ L?(r,T;RY), find a @ € U[r,T] s.t.

J(1, ;1) = ueiur%fﬂ J(1,¢5u) = V(T,9). (1.3)

Any 4 € U[r, T satisfying (1.3) is called an optimal open-loop control of Problem (LQ-SVIE)
corresponding to (7, ), X(-) = X (57, ¢, 4(-)) is called an optimal open-loop state process, V' is
called the value function.

The classical optimal control theory was originally developed to deal with ordinary differ-
ential equations (ODEs). However, it is found that there are many physical phenomena (e.g.,
the hereditary property in Bellman—Cooke [2], Bellman-Danskin [3], Volterra [26]) that cannot
be adequately described by ODEs but by Volterra integral equations (VIEs for short). VIEs
were introduced by Italian mathematician Vito Volterra, and have brought us new theories
(e.g., Volterra operator theory in Gohberg—Krein [10]). Up until now, it is still an active re-
search topic, see, e.g., the recent monograph of Brunner [4]. As to the optimal control theory
of VIEs, it seems that one of the earliest paper was given Friedman [9] to our best knowl-
edge. In the stochastic case, Yong [34] studied the maximum principle of optimal controls by
introducing proper backward stochastic Volterra integral equations (BSVIEs for short), while
Wang-Yong [30] recently extended it into the general case with arbitrary non-empty control
domain. Some relevant papers include Hamaguchi [13,14], Shi et al [23], Viens-Zhang [27],
Wang [31], Wang-Zhang [32], to mention a few.

At this moment, let us return back to the linear quadratic problem. Practically, people
expect the optimal control to have state feedback representation which is non-anticipating. In
the case of ODEs or SDEs, this can be done by a proper Riccati system. Nevertheless, in the
SVIEs (or even VIEs) case, it becomes quite challenging to seek appropriate feedback optimal
control (see e.g. Lindquist [17]). We believe one important reason lies in the lack of flow
property for SVIEs or VIEs. In order to overcome this essential difficulty, let us look at the
following auxiliary function 2:

2 (s,t) = p(s) —i—/ [A(S,T)X(r) + B(S,T)u(r)]dr

t (1.4)
+/ [C(s,7) X (r) + D(s,r)u(r)]dW(r), 7<t<s<T.

It is non-anticipating in the sense that 2°(-,¢) is determined by the information of X, u up
to the current time ¢. In addition, the flow property can be reestablished via 2" (see e.g.
Viens-Zhang [27]). According to monograph Corduneanu [6], we can regard 2(-,t) as a causal
operator/abstract Volterra operator acting on the function space of (X, u), and name it the
causal state trajectory in our LQ problems. In the deterministic case, this term was used in
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LQ problems, see e.g. Lee-You [18,19], Pritchard-You [20], and recent Han et al [15]. In the
stochastic case, it was useful in Hamaguchi-Wang [11,12], Wang [29], Wang et al [28] for the
LQ problems and Coutin-Decreusefond [7], Viens-Zhang [27] for other problems.

To explain the motivations of the current study, let us give a closer revisit to the existing
literature on LQ problem of VIEs (e.g. De Acutis [8], Han et al [15], Lindquist [17], Lee-
You [18,19], Pritchard-You [20], Pandolfi [21], Shaikhet [22]) and that of SVIEs (e.g. Abi Jaber
et al [1], Chen-Yong [5], Hamaguchi-Wang [11,12], Wang et al [28]). Let us demonstrate the
details from four standpoints.

e As we know, the difference between optimal control problem of Bolza type and that of
Lagrange type lies in the terminal cost. On the one hand, the previous one provides a general
framework to deal with more practical problem such as mean-variance optimization problem or
expected utility maximization problems. On the other hand, in the literature of ODEs/SDEs, it
seems that there are not too much essential difference between the Bolza and the Lagrange type
since in some sense the previous can be transformed into the later. Back to the LQ problem
of SVIEs, Hamaguchi-Wang [11, 12] recently investigated the particular Lagrange type and
characterized optimal causal feedback strategy via the above 2(+,-). Then one may ask
(Q1): for SVIEs, is it still nearly trivial extension from the Lagrange type to the Bolza type in
the characterization of causal feedback strategy?

e Mathematical speaking, the matrix-valued Riccati equation should be more natural and
easily acceptable for the finite-dimensional Problem (LQ-SVIE). However, Abi Jaber et al [1]
studied the LQ probelm of convolution SVIE, a special form of (1.1), based on an infinite-
dimensional lifting approach and ended up with operator-valued Riccati equations for feedback
controls. Wang et al [28] introduced an operator-valued path-dependent Riccati equation to
characterize the feedback representation of the optimal control, and their controlled SVIE, an-
other special form of (1.1), is an essential particular integro-differential type. One may ask
(Q2): can we use the matriz-value Riccatli equation to represent optimal (causal) feedback strat-

eqy like that in the SDEs case (e.g. Sun-Yong [24])?

e Based on the semigroup theory approach, De Acutis [8] studied the representation of an
optimal feedback control for a deterministic VIDE. Pandolfi [21] obtained system of Riccati
differential equations by dynamic programming method and state space approach. We found

that both papers obtained the optimal control of the type
t

u(t):po(t)X(t)+/ pi(s, )X (s)ds, t € [r,T], (1.5)

-
where (pg, p1) is the solution to certain Riccati equations and X corresponds to the optimal
state. Notice that similar form of (1.5) also appeared in Shaikhet [22]. Considering the fact
that the above representation (1.5) for optimal control is also non-anticipated/causal, it then
becomes quite natural to ask

(Q3): For Problem (LQ-SVIE), can we obtain the optimal causal feedback representation without
using the auzxiliary 2 in (1.4), but in the manner of representation (1.5)%

e If (1.1) reduces to deterministic VIE, a so-called projection causality approach was intro-
duced in Pritchard—You [20], and the optimal control was represented in linear causal feedback
way with the feedback strategy determined by a Fredholm integral equation. Notice that this
feedback representation is different from (1.5), and it relies on the above casual state 27(,-).
Such Fredholm idea also happened in Lee-You [18,19]. On the other hand, if (1.1) reduces to
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a SDEs, there are abundant papers on representing optimal controls via Riccati equations (see
e.g. Sun-Yong [24]). At this moment, one may ask

(Q4): For Problem (LQ-SVIE), can we mix the projection causality idea in [20] with the Riccati
equation idea in [24]? If so, what are the relationships between the study here and theirs?

The purpose of this paper is to give a unified treatment to the Problem (LQ-SVIE), from
which the above four different questions can be answered carefully. Inspired by the previous
works (e.g. [11,12,20,21,28]), we introduce a new feedback representation of control process:

u(t)-@l(t)X(t)+/T®2(S,t) (X(s) ® 2 (s,1))ds+O3(t) 2 (T, t)+v(t), t € [1,T], (1.6)

where ©1, 05,03 and v are deterministic functions merely depending on the data of Problem
(LQ-SVIE) and

X(s)®@ Z(s,t) = X(8) [y (5) + 2 (5,t) Iy, 11(5), t,s€[r,T] (1.7)
Clearly, the representation (1.6) of u at current time ¢ does not involve future information
of the corresponding state process X. In this sense, we call (01,02, 03,v) a causal feedback
strategy (see Definition 2.1 for a precise definition). The main result of the current paper is
to characterize (01,03, 03,v) by introducing appropriate Riccati system which to our best
knowledge is quite new in the literature. To indicate the unified powerfulness, we give detailed
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comparisons with the existing literature.

Now we highlight the innovations of this paper, together with some interesting phenomena
revealed under our unified framework.

e From the notion viewpoint, the unified treatment requires us to introduce a new class of
causal feedback strategy (1.6) and its characterization via the a new Riccati system (2.4). To
this end, we define suitable space (Definition 2.4 ) and appropriate multiplicative rule (Definition
2.5) which appear for the first time in the literature.

e From the methodology standpoint, our unified treatment provides a new approach to study
the LQ problem of SVIEs. For example, to obtain the explicit representation of optimal causal
feedback strategy and the uniqueness of Riccati system, we introduce strongly optimal causal
feedback strategy and the extended cost functional (see Remark 2.3, Remark 3.3, Remark 3.5
for details). Both notions reduce to the conventional case in [11,12] when there is no terminal
cost. This shows the nontrivial extension to the literature and it corresponds to (Q2) above.

e From the conclusion standpoint, we give a unified treatment to the existing literature in
several cases, including SVIEs [12], SVIDE [28], convolution SVIE [1], VIDEs [21], VIEs [20],
SDEs in e.g. [24], to mentioned a few. We provide explicit representation of causal feedback
strategies via finite dimensional Riccati system, which is consistent with the Fredholm idea
in [20], clarifies the operator-valued counterparts in [1,28], and extends that in e.g. [12,21,24].
This corresponds to the above (Q1), (Q2), (Q4).

e The unified treatment helps us to reveal two interesting phenomena. First of all, we found
that optimal control (if it exists) generally does not have representation in the spirit of (1.5).
It gives us an answer to the above (Q3), and is based on three observations. First, in the
deterministic case, our result (Theorem 3.1) shows p; plays role only when R(-) is singular.
Second, in particular case (see Corollary 3.3), we prove it is contradictory once the above
optimal representation (1.5) exists. Third, in contrast with X (-) in the integral of (1.6), the
term £ (-, t) is more essential and appropriate in the sense that the later reduces to the former
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in particular case (see Subsection 4.5). Second of all, we point out that another phenomenon
when the drift term is not controlled (B=0 in (1.1)). Once optimal causal feedback strategy
exists, it is a Markovian state feedback in the sense that it only depends on X but not 2~ (see
Remark 3.4).

The rest of the paper is structured as follows. The next section is devoted to some prelimi-
naries. In Section 3 we establish an equivalent characterization of the existence of the strongly
optimal feedback strategy. In Section 4 we apply our result to some special cases. Section 5
concludes this paper.

2 Preliminaries

Let R? and R%*! be the usual d-dimensional space of real numbers and the set of all (d x [) real
matrices, S? be the set of all (d x d) real symmetric matrices, and I; be the (d x d)-identity
matrix. M T and MT denote the transpose and the Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse of matrix M,
respectively. Z(M) denotes the range. We shall use | - | and (-) to denote the Euclidean norm
and product. Z([0,T]) denotes the Borel o-field of [0,7]. We define a triangle region and a
square pyramid region:

A0, TI={(r,s)€[0,TI?|0<s<r<T}, 0300, T]={(s1,s2,t) €0, T*|t <51 A 52}

For any 7 € [0,7] and Euclidean space H which could be R4*! or S and so on, we
define several spaces. Let L°(7,T;H) be the set of H-valued essentially bounded measur-
able functions, L?(A.[r,T|;H) the set of H-valued and square-integrable deterministic func-
tions, L221(Oy[7, T|;H) the set of f : Og[r,T] — H such that [~ [7(["|f(s1,50,t)|dt)”
dsidss < oq LI%(T,T;H) the set of H-valued, square-integrable and F-progressively measurable
processes, LZ([r,T]*H) the set of f : [r,T]?> x Q@ — H such that f(¢,-) € L(r,T;H) for
t € [r,T] and Ef. [T|f(t,s)]2dsdt < oo, LE(A.[r,T];H) the set of f: A, T] x @ — H
such that f(¢,-) € La(r,t;H) for ¢ € [r,T] and Efq_Tfﬂf(t, s)|Pdsdt < oo, Lg (A7, T];H)
the set of f € Li(A.[r,T];H) such that s — f(¢,s) is uniformly continuous on (7,¢) and
Ef" sup |f(t,s)|2dt < oo.

se(T,t]

Inspired by [11,12], let .£%(A.[r, T];H) be the set of f€L?(A.[r,T];H) satisfying esssup (
te(r,T)

1
ftT|f(s, t)[?ds)? < oo such that for any e > 0, there exists a finite partition {U;}7 of [r,T] with

: 1
T=Uy < Uy <+ <Up =T satisfying esssup ( tU”1|f(s,t)|2ds)2 <eg, i€{0,1,....,m—1}.
te(Ui,Uit1)

For the coefficients in the state equation and cost functional, we impose the following as-
sumptions throughout this paper:

(H1). A,Ce ZL? (A7, T; R, B, D€ L?(A |1, T]; R,
(H2). Q € L>(r,T;S%), Re L>(r,T;S"), G s
(H3). For féA, B, C, D, there exist a modulus of continuity p(-) and § such that
f(T,s) = ft.s) +|o(T) =) < p(T —t), 7<sT-0<t<T.
Remark 2.1. For any ¢ € L?*(0,T;R%), we see that the terminal cost is not well-defined.

However, under (H3) a proof similar to that of [15, Theorem 2.4] guarantees the left-continuity
of the state process X (-) at t =T, and then X (T') makes sense.
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For the sake of symbolic simplicity, we define
T = {(T, cp)’T €0,T), pe L2(T,T;Rd) satisfies (H3)},
S[0,T] 2 L=(0, T; R'™™%) x L2([0, T)% R>*?) x L=(0, T; R™) x U[0, T].
Definition 2.1. (i) Any 4-tuple (01, 04,03,v) € S[0,T] is called a causal feedback strategy.

(ii) For any (©1,02,03,v) € S[0,T] and (1,9) € I, the pair (X, 2) € L2(r,T;R?) x
Lg (AT, T);R?) is called thf causal feedback solution of (1.1) if it satisfies

X(¢) :go(t)—i-/ [A(t, r) X (r)+ B(t, T)ug’”(rﬂ dr

t T

+/ [C(t, r) X (r)+ D(t, r)u@’”(r)} aw(r), te|r,T],

T

ﬂf(s,t):ga(s)—l—/ [A(s, )X (r)+ B(s, r)u@’”(r)]dr
+/ [C(s X (r)+ D(s,r)u®"(r )]dW( ), (s,t) €N, T],

OEE / Oa(r, 1) (X (r)® 2 (r,t))dr
—|—®3()3£”(Tt + (1), te[ ,T).
Here, X @ X is in (1.7), u® is called the outcome of (©1, 04, O3,v) at (T, ).

(2.1)

Remark 2.2. As to the above definition, let us point out two interesting facts. First, we
observe (01,02, 03,v) € S[0,T] does not rely on (1,¢) € I while u®¥ does. Second, there are
some important differences from [11, 12] even when the terminal cost disappear. In fact, our
strategy Oq is defined on [0, T)? instead of A.[0,T]. Therefore, the u®v in (2.1) have additional
dependence on the value of X (-) in [1,t].

The following lemma gives the existence and uniqueness of a causal feedback solution. Since
its proof is almost the same as [11, Theorem 2.4], we omit the details.

Lemma 2.1. Let (H1)-(H3) hold. For each causal feedback strategy (©1,02,03,v) € S[0,T]
and each input condition (1,¢) € I, the controlled SVIE (1.1) has a unique causal feedback
solution (X, 2°) € Li(r,T;R%) x L (A [, T, RY).

If (X,2) is the causal feedback solution of (1.1), then it is easy to see u®? belongs to
U[r,T]. At this moment, let us present the definition of optimal causal feedback strategy.

Definition 2.2. A J-tuple (@1, 0., (:)3,5) € §8[0,T) is called optimal causal feedback strategy of
Problem (LQ-SVIE) if

j(Ta ©s u@ﬁ) < j(Ta ®s u)7 V(Ta (P) € I7 u € U[T7 T]

Since the cost functional depends on the terminal state, we have to introduce some new
concepts. Instead of the above original framework (including notations Z, 7, etc,) with optimal
strategy, we will work in the extended framework with stronger optimality to obtain the explicit
forms and uniqueness of causal feedback strategy (once it exists). We refer to the following
Remark 2.3, Remark 3.3 and Remark 3.5 for more detailed explanations. To begin with,
inspired by [31], we define

~A
I ={(r,¢1,92)| TE[0,T), 01 € L*(7, T;R?), 5 € R%}.
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For any (7,1, 92) € 7 and (©1,02,03,v) € S[0,T], consider the following system:

X1 (t) =®1 (t)+/ [A(t,T)Xl (T)"‘ B(t,r)u?w(r)} dT
+/ [C(t,T)X (r)+ D(t, r)u?’”(r)]dW(r), telr,T),

2105, =21(6)+ [ [As,m)Xa0)+ Bls, 1™ ()]

T

/[ (s,7)X1(r)+ D(s, r)ul Y(r)]dw(r), T <t <s <T,

t

Za(t) =2 +/ [A(T, 7)) X1 (r)+ B(T, r)u?*”(r)] dr

i
+ [ nXa(r)+ DT ()] dW (). ¢ [r,T)

T T

v A
u$ () = 04 (8) X1 (1) —|—/ Oa(r, 1) (X1(r) @ Zi(r,t))dr
+03(t) Z2(t) +v(t), te[r,T).

A method similar to [11, Theorem 2.4] ensures the existence and uniqueness of (X1, 27, 23) €
Li(7,T;RY) x L (DT , T3 RY) x LQ( T;RY). We call (X1, 21, 23) the extended causal feed-
back solution of controlled SVIE, u Y the exztended outcome of (©1,02, O3,v) at (7,01, ¥2),
and (2.2) the extended closed-loop system.

For any (7,1, 2) € Z and u € U[r, T), we further introduce

T

T (7,01, 2;u) SE (G2 (T )%(T)H/(<Q(S)X1(S)7X1(S)>+<R(S)U(S)7U(S)>)ds o (23)

T

where X1, 27 and £ are the solutions of the first, second and third equations in (2.2) replacing
u$" with any u € U[r, T], respectively. We name (2.3) the extended cost functional and define
the corresponding extended value function
~ A ~
V = inf ).
(7—7 P1, 902) uellxﬂT,T] j(Tv #1, P23 U)

Similar to Definition 2.2, we give the following definition.

Definition 2.3. A J-tuple (@1,@2,@3,1}) € §[0,T] is called strongly optimal causal feedback
strategy of Problem (LQ-SVIE) if

j(Tu ©1, P2, u?)ﬁ) < j(Ta P1, P23 U), (T7 @1, 902) S -:Zv'-a (VRS M[Tu T]
Remark 2.3. At this moment, let us explain the terms extended and strongly in the above.

First, for any (7,¢) € Z, by taking ¢ 2 @ and @9 2 ©(T), we see that the extended
causal feedback solution in (2.2) naturally reduces to causal feedback solution in (2.1). Similar
principle also holds for the outcome, the closed-loop system, the cost functional and the value
function.

Second, since the set 7 is larger than Z, it is clear that a strongly optimal causal feedback
strategy is also optimal in the spirit of Definition 2.2. This explains the term strongly. If G=0,
the two concepts of strongly optimal causal feedback strategy and optimal causal feedback
strategy are equivalent.

To introduce the Riccati type system, we define a suitable space and certain right (or left)
multiplicative rule. Both of them appear for the first time in the literature.
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Definition 2.4. Let Y[0,T] be the set of (P21, P, P35, Py) with P,Ps : [0,T] — S, P53 :
A0, T) — R4 and 224 - O3]0,T) — RY*? such that

(i) P, P2 L>=(0,T;S%), P3€ L?(A0,T);R>*Y) 2, € L221(03]0, T); R¥* D),

(ii) for a.e. (s1,82) €[0,T)?, ts Py(s1,s2,t) is absolutely continuous on (0,s1 A s2), and
for a.e. (s1,52,t)€03[0, T, it holds that P4(s1, sa,t)= Py(sa,51,t) " .

The above Y[0, 7] will be the solution space for our Riccati system. Next we define some
multiplicative rules that are frequently used in the Riccati system.
Definition 2.5. Let & = (P, Py, P53, P4) € Y[0,T]. For each M : N[0, T] — R4>*4 and
N : A0, T] — R¥¥42  we define:

(M < P23)(t) 2 M(T, t)ﬂg(t)+/T M(s,t)Ps(s,t) " ds, t€0,T),
(Paso N)(E) 2 Po(O)N(T, 1) + /T Py(s,)N(s,t)ds, t € [0,T],
T
(M 2 Prs.0)(5,)2M (5, 8) 1 (5)+ M(T, £) P (s, 1) +/M(r, 1) Pa(r, 5, £)dr, (5, ) € AL [0, T,

(P1.34>N)(s, t)éc@l(s)]\](s, t)+ P5(s, t)TN(T,t)+/}4(S, r, Q)N (r, t)dr, (s,t) € A0, T],
(M<«ZPr> N)(t)éM(T, )P (t)N (T, t)-i—/T[M(s, t)P1(s)N (s, t)+M(T,t)P5(s,t)N(s,t)

t
T
+M(s,t)Ps(s,t) T N(T, t)+/ M(s,t)g%l(s,ﬁ,t)N(ﬁ,t)dH} ds, t €[0,T].
Remark 2.4. Notice that if we take M(sf t) = M(t),N(s,t) = N(t), then “<” and “>" in

Definition 2.5 reduces to the classical multiplicative rule, e.g.,
T T
(MaPo N)(t):M(t){%(t) +/ (% (5)+ P35, 1)+ Ps(s, t)T+/94(s, 0, t)d&) ds}N(t).
At this moment, it is time for us to present the following system:
P1(t)=Qt) + (CTa 2> C)(1)
—(CTa2s D)) (R(t)+(DT«25D)(1)) (DT a2 -C) (1), te[0, T),
T
Py ()= G- / (P35 B)(s)(R(s)H(D a5 D) (s)) (BTa P.3)(s)ds, t [0, T,
Ps(t,1)=(P23>A)(t)— (P2,3>B)(t) (R(t)+(DT<191>D)(t))T(DT<191>C') (t)
t 2.4
—/(%,3>B)(9) (R(9)+(DT<19>>D)(9))*(BQ%_&AL)@, 0)do, (t,r)e A,.[0,T], 24
Py(s, t,r)=Py(t,s,r)"
= (91)3_]4DA> (S, t)—(gl)g_ADB) (S, t) (R(t)+(DT<l yDD)(t))T(DTQ yDC) (t)

—/f%,;;ADB)(s, 0) (R(9)+(DT<19>D)(9))T(B%%,BA)(I&, 0)do, 0<r<t<s<T.

In Subsection 4.1 and 4.2, we shall show that (2.4) reduces to the so-called Riccati- Volterra
equation in [12] and the classical Riccati equation in LQ problem for SDE, respectively. There-
fore, in the current paper we will name (2.4) a Riccati system. Following the terminology in [12],

we give the concept of the regular solution for (2.4). Due to notational simplicity, we denote

R()2R(HD a2 D)(-), D()2(DT«P>C)(), B1(-,-)2(B a1 3.4) (), Ba()2(BTa P ) (-).

8



Definition 2.6. Let & =(9,P2,P5,P4) € Y]0,T] be a solution to the Riccati system (2.4).
It is called regular if

(i) R(t) = 0 for a.e. t € [0,T],

(i) 2(D(t) +Ba(t)) € Z(R(t)) for a.e. t € [0,T] and Z(Bi(r,t)) C Z(R(t)) for a.e.
(r;t) € A0, T,

(iii) (RID,R'By, RIBy) € L®(0, T; R*X%) x L2(A,[0, T]; R¥4) x L>(0, T; RI*4).

3 Strongly optimal strategy and Riccati equation

This section is devoted to the equivalence (Theorem 3.1) between the existence of strongly
optimal causal feedback strategy and the regular solvability of Riccati system (2.4). To achieve
this goal, we first give a representation of the extended cost functional (Lemma 3.2).

To begin with, for any (7,¢1,92) € Z and (01,0,,03,0) € S[0,T], we introduce the
following SVIE

t
/ A(t, $)X(s)ds + / C(t, )X(s)dW (s), t € [rT]. (3.1)
Here, the coefficients ®, A, C are defined by:
p1(t)
A
Ot)=| ©,(t)e1(t / Oo(r,t) 1 (1)dr+O3(t)potv(t) |, te€[nT] (3.2)
P2

and
A(t,s)  B(t,s) 0 C(t,s) D(t,s) 0
At,s) 2 | Aw(t,s) Bualt,s) 0 |, Clt.s)2 | Cuts) Dits) 0 |,
A(T,s) B(T,s) 0 C(T,s) D(T,s) O

where for f £ A, B,C, D, .,
A
le(tv S):Gl(t)f(ta S)+/ 62(T7 t)f(?", S)dT—l—@g(t)f(T, S)v (ta S) EA*[Ta T] (33)
Remark 3.1. Using the C’auchy—SSchwarz inequality and (H1), it is easy to see that ®(-) €
L3(7,T; R¥+H A € L2(ALr, T);RH3Y) and C € L2(A[r, T); RT3 Similarly to [11,

Theorem 2.4], we can show the well-posedness of above system (3.1). Here, for the sake of page
limit, we omit the proof.

Next we give a result which reveals the structure of the extended causal feedback solution.
Its proof is slight adjustment to [11, Lemma A.4]. We omit the details.

Lemma 3.1. Let (H1)-(H2) hold and (81,4, O3,v) € S[0,T)] be fizred. For any (1,¢1,92) €L,
(X1, 21, 23) € Li(m,T;RY) x Lg (AL, TI;RY) x LE(7,T;RY) is a extended causal feedback
solution if and only if the following equalities hold:

X1(t)

up(t) | =X@), telrnT]

2 (t) , (3.4)
21(s,t) chl(s)—i—/ (A(s,r) B(s,r) 0)X(r)dr

t T
+/ (C(s,7) D(s,7) 0)X(r)dW(r), (s,t)€ A[r,T],
where X € L2(7, T; R?¥*Y) is the solution of the SVIE (3.1).
9




The above Lemma 3.1 helps us to provide some new ideas different from [12, Theorem
4.1] in the representation of the extended cost functional (see Remark 3.2). Next, for each
(©1,09,03) € L>=(0,T; R*%) x L2([0, T)?; R™*4) x L>°(0, T; R'*?), we introduce a deterministic
system inspired by [30, Theorem 4.1]:

P (t)_Q(t)+/%(s,t)TPl(s)(C(s,t)ds+/T/fC(s,t)TPQ(G, $)C(0,t)dods, te[r,T],

Py(r,t) = A(r, )T Pi(r) + /T A(s, t) T Py(r, s)ds (3:5)
= Py(t,r)", (rt)e AT, T,

where A, C are defined by (3.3) and

Q)+ CO(T,t)TGC(T,t) C(T,t)TGD(T,t) AT, )G
@(t)é( D(T,t)TGC(T,t)  R(t)+D(T,t)TGD(T,t) B(T,t)"G )
GA(T, 1) GB(T,t) 0

(3.6)

By the Cauchy-Shwarz inequality, (H1) and (01,04,03,v) € S[0,T], it is easy to show that
Q € Lo(7, T;R%30) | A € L2(A[r, T); R64+3) and C € L2(A.[r, T); R84+3). Similarly to
the proof of [11, Theorem 4.11], we can obtain the well-posedness of (3.5) in the sense that
(Py,Py) € L™ (7, T;S%4H30) x L2([7, T)?; RO93) with Pa(s,t)=Pa(t,s)".

We now state the representation result for the extended cost functional.

Lemma 3.2. Let (H1)-(H2) hold and (©1,02,03,0)€S(0,T] be fized. Then for any (7,p1,p2) ez

and v eU[T,T], j(T 901,<p2,u? YTy admits the following representation:
T (1, 01, p2;u " )=p chg—l—/ ()" P dt+/ / )T Pa(s, t)®(s)dsdt,
where ®(t) is defined by
e1(t)
~ A T
O(t) = @1(15)901(15)4—/ Oo(r, t)1 (r)dr+Os(t)pa+u(t)+o(t) | » t€[nT]
’ P2

Proof. For any (7,p1,¢2) € 7 and (01,02,05,v + 0) € §[0,T], let (X1, 21, Z3) be the ex-
tended causal feedback solution corresponding to (01,02, O3,v + 0) (recall (2.2)). Then, by
Lemma 3.1, X satisfies the SVIE (3.1) replacing ® with ®. We begin to treat the first term
E(G25(T), 25(T)) in J (7,01, 02 u"*?). Applying the It&’s formula to ¢ — 23(t)T G2 (t)
on [r,T] yields

E[%(T)TG%@]
:@;GWHE/ 225(t)T G (AT, ) X1 (t) + B(T, t)yus 7 (t))dt
+IE/T(X1() C(T,t) +u T () T D(T, ) ") G (C(T, ) X1 (t) +D(T, tyuy "7 (t)) dt

T
= g G + ]E/ X(t) " G(T, )X (t)dt,

where
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C(T,t)TGo(T,t) C(T,t)TGD(T,t) A(T,t)"G
G(T,t) & ( D(T,)TGC(T,t) D(T,t)T GD(T,t )
GA(T,t) GB(T,t) 0
Thus, the extended cost functional (2.3) can be rewritte? as
T (7,01, 02;ud" ) = o] Gog + IE/ X(t) " Q)X (t)dt, (3.7)
where Q is defined by (3.6). "

In the following, we turn to calculating the term X(¢)TQ(#)X(t) with the help of Ito’s

formula. To this end, we introduce the following auxiliary process X(-, -):
T i

X(t,r) = 5(0 + A(t, s)X(s)ds + C(t, )X(s)dW (s), (t,r) € A7, T].
Then, applying Itd’s formula to 0 — X(r, H)TPI(’I”)X(T, 0) on [7,r], we obtain that
E[X(r) P (r)X(r)] = ®(r) "Pi(r)®(r) = E[X(r,7) "Pi(r)X (r,r)] =& (r) "P1(r)®(r)
=E / T[2X(r, 0) P (r)A(r, 0)+X(0) 'C(r,0) " P1(r)C(r,0)]X(0)d0, 7 € [r,T).
By integrating it over [, T] and using Fubini theorem, one has

T T
E / X(r) " Py(r)X(r)dr — / O(r) " Py(r)®(r)dr
L T (3.8)
=E [2X(0,7) "PL(O)A(0, r)+X(r) "C(0, )" P (0)C(6, )] X(r)dbdr.
We see that thé new term of the form X(0,7)7 (---)X(r) appears on the right hand. Next, to
handle this new term, for any (6,7) € A.[r, T], using the Itd’s formula to 8’ — X (6,0") " P»(6,7) "
X(r,0") on [r,r], we have

E[X(0,7) P2 (0,r) X(r)] —®(0) " Py(6,7) " ®(r)=E / T[%X(G’)TGQ(H,T,H’)X(G’)

+X(0")TA0,0") TP (0,7) X (r, 0" )+ X(0,0") T Pa(0,r) TA(r,0))X ()| d0',
where
Ga(0,7,0')2C(0,0))T Py(0,r) C(r,0)+C(r,0')T Po(0,r)C(0,0), 7<8 <r<O<T.
Combining Fubini theorem with P»(0,7)" = Pa(r,0), (0,7) € [, T]?, we have

/ / VT Py(0, 1) TX(r) — B(0)T Pa(0, 1) B(r)|d0dr

:IE/T/ /X(r) A, )T Py (0',0)T X(0,r)de’

1

/X 0,7) " P(0,0") TA(O', )X (r)db +/ 3 (T)TGQ(H’,H,T)X(r)cw'}dﬁdr

- / / /X 0,7)TPo(0,0) TA, X (r)do +/ (r)TGQ(o’,9,T)X(r)d9’}d9dr.

Thus, it follows from (3.8) and the above equality that

T(r 01, p23up" ) = soéerDz +E TX(T)TQ(T)X(T)CZT

—¢2G902+E/T o(r)' P r)dr+ ZIE/ / )T Py(0,r)T &(r)dbdr
+E / X(r )T[Q(T) / ((C(H ) TPy (0)C(0, )+ /0 Gg(e',e,r)de')de—Pl(r)}X(r)dr
+9E / / PLO)A(G, 1)~ Po(0,7) T + / TPQ(G,G’)TdG’)X(r)}der.
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Plugging (3.5) into the above equality yields the representation of J (T,01,2;u S, U+U). The
proof is complete. O

Remark 3.2. As is shown in Remark 2.2, both the causal feedback strategy and feedback out-
come are different from [11,12]. Therefore, the methodology in [12, Theorem 4.1] may not work
well in our framework which prompts us to seek for new ideas. Thanks to the first equality in
(3.4), one can transform the cost functional into a pure quadratic form without control by some
lifting up arguments, see (3.7). Considering the fact that X satisfies a linear SVIE (3.1), it
then becomes natural for us to borrow the arguments in [30] and come up with the above (3.5),
as well as the procedures involved with Ité’s formula and Fubini theorem in the previous proof.

The following conclusion can be obtained directly by Lemma 3.2.

Corollary 3.1. Let (H1)-(H2) hold and (©1,04,03,0) €S[0,T] be fized. For any (,¢1,p2) €L,
it holds that

T
j(Tv 9017902;/“'?)1}) = SD;FG(’(D +/ (I)( ) dt +/ / TP2 S t)(I)(S)det,

where ®(t) is defined by (3.2) and (Py, P2) is the solution of the system (3.5).

To present the main result of this paper, i.e. Theorem 3.1, let us give one more preliminary
result.

Lemma 3.3. (i) Let f1 € L*(0, T;R™%) and fy € L*(03]0, T);R™4) be given functions such
that for a.e. (s1,52) € [0,T)% t fa(s1,52,t) is continuous on [0,s1 A s]. Assume that for any
7€ [0,T],x € L*(r,T;R%), v € U[r,T), it holds that

]
T T T
/ v(s) " fi1(s)x(s)ds +/ / v(s2) " fa(s1, 52, 7)x(s1)ds1dsy = 0.
Then f1(t)=0, a.e. t€[0,T] and fa(s1,52,t)=0, a.e. (s1,52) €[0,T)?,VtE[0,51 As2].

(i) Let f : A0, T) — R! such that for a.e. s € [0,T], t — f(s,t) is continuous on [0, s].
Assume that

T
/ v(s)" f(s,7)ds =0
for any T€[0,T),veU[r,T]. Then f(s,t)=0 for a.e. s€[0,T] and any t€]0,s].

The proof of the above lemma is a proper adjustment to [11, Lemma 4.4]. We omit the
details for the sake of limitation space.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose (H1)-(H2) hold. Then Problem (LQ-SVIE) admits a strongly optimal
causal feedback strategy (@1, 05,03, V) if and only if the Riccati system (2.4) admits a regular
solution P = (P, Po, P3, P4) € T[0,T]. In this case,

(DTa2v>0)(t) + (R(t) + (DT« 2> D)(t )) () , t€10,7],
(BT P3)(t) + (R(t) + (D <19>D)()) 3(t) = E[O,T], (3.9)
(B4 3.4)(r, )] 10 (t)+(R(t)H( D'« 2> D) (t)) O ( ) 0, (r,t)€0,T)?,

(
(R@t)+ (DT<a 2> D)(1))0(t ) =0, te[0,T).
Further, for each (T,p1,¢2) € I, the extended value function is given by
12



T

V (7,01, 02) =03 P ()2 + : [gpl (5) " 21(5)1(8)+203 P53 (5, 7)1 (5) (3.10)

+/T:;1 (5)794(5, T, T)P1 (T)dr} ds.

Proof. The necessity: Suppose (@1, 0., @3,5) € §[0,T] is a strongly optimal causal feedback
strategy. By Lemma 3.2 and Corollary 3.1, for any (7, ¢1,92) € Z and v € U[r, T},

J(r, <P1,s027u(19 Y = I, <P1,SD2;U?’6)
T 1 1 ~
=/<F@NM>/%ﬂmewww>u > [, (s

T

+2.44 (t)p1(t) + 240(t, T <p2—|—2/ M3(s,t,7T)p1(s )ds}dt

where PZ(Jl), Pl(f , 4, j={1,2,3} are components of the solution (P;, P») of (3.5) and

() E PP W+ P 080,
Malt,r) 2 PO + PP 08a(0)+ [ (P (s.0) + P (5.0Ba(s)ds
% (S,t,T) P(2)( 7t>+P2(22)(S7t)é ( )—|—P2 @2 S t /TP 51, @2 81, )dSl.

By the strongly optimality of (@1, (:)2, @3,@), for any (7,1, p2) € Z and ve U[r,T] , we can
obtain that

j(T P1, P23 ’U,? U+U) - j(Tv #1, @2;“?76) 2 Oa
which implies that .

E/ o(t) TP (¢) dt+IE/ / )T P2 (s, t)u(s)dsdt > 0, (3.11)

and
T T
B [o(0] [P (0861611 (1t Yot | (P (500005 (5. 7)o (5) s 0,312

Now we take v(+) = vz 740 (), 7€ [1,T), with 7 + e < T and any v € R'. Then (3.11)

becomes
/ v Py, 1) vdt—l—/ / TP2(2 (s,t)vdsdt > 0.

By Lebesgue differentiation theorem,

1 T+e
lim ~ vTPQ(;)(t)vdt = ’UTPQ(21)(7_’)1), ae. 7€ 1, T).

e—=0 ¢

On the other hand, by Holder’s inequality,

T+e 1
lim / / (s, t)vdsdt < hm / |vTP 2) (s,t)v] dsdt) ? =
e=0¢ a—>0
Therefore, the arbitrariness of v leads to
PR(F) >0, ae. 7e[r,T). (3.13)

By the arbitrariness of ¢1 and @2, let us take 1 = w2 = 0. Then, for any 7 € [0,7) and
vel[r,T], (3.12) becomes

E/ o(t) TP (1) dt+IE/ / )T P2 (s, t)0(s)dsdt = 0. (3.14)

T



Thus, it folloTws from (3.12) and (3.14) that for any (}', ©1,02) €L, vel[r,T),
IE/ v(t)T[//ll(t)gpl(t)dt+///2(t,7')g02 + //lg(s,t,T)gpl(s)ds} dt = 0. (3.15)

T

Again by the arbitrariness of o1, let us take p; = 0. Then (3.15) becomes
T
]E/ o(t)T Mot T)padt = 0, TE[0,T), veU[r, T], pr €R%

For a.e. t € [0,T), T — #>(t,T) is absolutely continuous on [0,¢]. Therefore, it follows from
Lemma 3.3 that

%Q(t tl) =0 ae. te [0 T] Vit € [0 t] (316)
Then, by (3.15) and (3.16), for any 7€[0,T) cpl € L*(r,T;RY), vel[r,T], we get
T
IE/ o(t) T () (t dt—l—E/ / Vs (5., 7)1 (8)dsdt = 0.

For a.e. (s,t) €[0,T]?, we have 7+ .#3(s,t,7) is absolutely continuous on [0, s A t] due to the
absolutely continuity of Lebesgue integral. Thus, by Lemma 3.3,

M0 (1)=0, ae. t€[0,T), M3(s,t,t1)=0, ae. (s,t)€[0,T)?, Vt1€[0,s At]. (3.17)

Recall system (3.5), we can rewrite P1(2), the components of P, as follows:

P2 (r )=A(r, )ty () +A(T, t) s (1, t)T—i-/ 21(5, O dts(r,s,t) ds, (r,t) € A7, T).

t
By (3.16), (3.17) and the fact that Py(r,t) = P(t,r) ", it is easily seen that

PR (rt) =Py (t,1)T=0, (r,t) € A0,T). (3.18)
Similarly, it holds that @) )
Py (r,t) =0, (rt)e[0,T]°. (3.19)
In addition, it follows directly from the structure of the system (3.5) that
PP (r,t) = P (r,t) = P33 (r,) = 0, (r,t) € A,[0,T). (3.20)
Plugging (3.19) into (3.14) and utilizing the arbitrariness of v, we can obtain
PV @)5(t) =0, ae. t€[0,T). (3.21)

Substituting (3.18)—(3.20) into (3.16) and (3.17), respectively, we can see that
P (8) + P (1)01(t) = 0, ae.te[0,T),
P 0)Tion(t) + Pl (0831, ) = 0, ae. (1) € [0,7T, (3.22)
PR @) + PR (1)0s(t) + [ P2 (s, t)ds =0, ae.te[0,T)
t
By inserting (3.18)—(3.22) into the system (3.5), we can rewrite P; as
QH)+(CT«z>0)t) (CTaZeD)(t) AT, t)'G
Pi(t)= (DTa2>0)(t)  Rt)+(DT«2eD)(t) B(T, )G |, (3.23)
GA(T,t) GB(T,t)
where & = (P, Po, P53, P4) is given by

P1(s) £ PY(s) + O (s >TP§P< ). seo.1],
BZ(S)AG—/ 63(r)T P (r)8s(r)dr, s € [0,T),

S

Py (5, 2P D s )40(s) T PV (s / B(0)T P2 (s 9)d9+/ PO (s,6)d8, (s, 1) €. [0, T,

S

ONs
A o~ o~
P4(5,0,t)=P3) (0, 51401 (s) T P} (6, s>+Pf§><9,s>®1<9>+/ P3)(r, )Py (P (0, r)dr
t

=24(0,s,t)",(s,0,t) €030, T7.
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Next we represent the components of P in terms of (£1, %o, P3, #4). By Fubini theorem
and the structure of the system (3.5), we can get, for (s,t)€ A.[0,T],

P (s,0) + P (5,)01(s)
= A(s,1) T [P (5) + ©1(s)T P (5)]
FA(T, t)T[P?fll (5) + B3(s) TPV (s) / 85(0)T P2 (s,0)d0 + / PP (s, e)de]
T S
A )T [P, 01 1) PP (5,8 ()
t T t

= A(s,t)" P1(s) + A(T,t) " Ps(s,t) + / A(r,t) T Py(r, s, t)dr.

Combining the above equality with (3.18), we obtain that
P, )= (ATa215.4)(s,1), Pt s) = (P13a0 A)(s.1), (s,8) € £.[0,T]. (3:24)
Similarly, it also holds that

TAS

@2 (r, H)TP2(12)(S, 9)d6‘} dr

Py (s,1)=(BT4P15.4)(5,1), P (t,5)=(P134>B)(5,1), (s5,t)€2,[0,T],
P )+ / P (r,t)dr=(ATa23)(t), Piy (1) / PR (t,)dr=(Pos> A)(E),  (3.25)

P§§’<t>+/t PR (r, )dr= (BT P25)(t), PV (1) + / P (t,r)dr = (P00 B) (1),

Substituting the representations (3.23)—(3.25) of the components of (P, P») into (3.21) and
(3.22), we then obtain that (1,04, O3, ) satisfies (3.9). Finally, combining (3.9) with (3.23)-
(3.25) we see that (P, Po, P35, P,4) satisfies the system (2.4). Furthermore, by slightly modi-
fying [24, Proposition A.1.5] and (3.13) it follows from that &2 = (%, Pa, P35, P4) is a regular
solution of the Riccati system (2.4).

The sufficiency: Assume that (£, Po, P53, P4) € Y[0,T] is a regular solution of the
Riccati system (2.4). Let (01,02, 03,0) satisfy (3.9). It suffices to prove that

«7(7’ Y1, <P27u? Uﬂ) = j(T 01, <p2;u?’5) (3.26)

for any (7, ¢1, p2) €L, v €U[r,T] . We first give a representation of ._7(7' ©1,P2; U @ +U) by the
Riccati system (2.4). In the following, for notational simplicity, we denote

A 893

~ ©.54+v 0L
a(t) 2ud"(), Py(s,t) 2 2 (5.0), 324(51,SQ,t)A—at“(sl,sQ,t). (3.27)

Moreover, by (H1)-(H2), Holder inequality and (%1, P2, P, P4) € Y[0,T], it is easy to see
that &3 € L2(A[0, T]; R™*4) and 2, € L*21 (03[0, T]; R4*4).

To begin with, we represent the first term E(Gﬁ&”g( ), %(T)) in J (o1 ,p0:00) (recall (2.3)).
Applying the It6’s formula to s — 3?/”2( )T Pa(s )3&”2( ) on [, T] yields

E[22(T)" G 22(T)] — o3 Z2(7)¢2
T — . — — ~
=E / | 72(5) Pa(s) Za(s) +2.73(5) Pa(s) (A(T, 5) X (s) + B(T, 5)i(s))
+H(X1(s)"C(T,s)" +1i(s) ' DT, 5) ") P2(s) (C(T, ) X1 (s) + D(T, s)ﬂ(s))} ds,

where ()Nfl, %A{ , ﬁ/ﬁé) is the extended causal feedback solution at (7,1, ¢2) corresponding to
(01,02,03,0+ 1) (recall (2.2)).
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We see that the new terms of the form X;(s)T (---)X1(s) and %(S)T( --)X1(s) appear on
the right hand for s € [r, T]. Next, to deal with these new terms, we use the It6’s formula to
t— %(s,t)Tgl(s)%(s,t) and t — %(t)i@g(s,t)%(s,t) on [7, s], respectively. It is easy
to see that

E[X1(s)" 21(s)X1(s)] = E[Z1(s,5) " P1(5) 21 (5, 9)]
— 1) 1()r(s) +E [ [2F (5, 21(6) (Al ) Fa(r) + Bls, ()
+(X2 (0T Cs, )T +(r) T D(s,1)7) 21(5) (Cs, 1) X (1) + D(s, )i(r)) | .
and (recall (3.27) for P3)

E[22(s)" P5(s,5)X1(s)] = E[22(s)" Ps(s,5) 21 (s, 5)]
=) P3(s,7)p1(s )+E/ [%(r) Ps(s,r) 1(8,7‘)—1—%( ) 323(8,7‘)(14(8,7‘)551(7“)
+B(s,1)u(r)) + (X1(r)TAT, )T +a(r)TB(T,1)T) Ps(s,r) 21 (s,7)

HXu(r)Te(T,r) Tl DT, )) (s,r)(C(T,T)Xl(r)+D(T,r)a(r))]dr.

Similarly, we can utilize the It6’s formula to 6 — 3??;(5, 0)" Py(s,r, 9)%(7", 0) on [, r] to deal
with the new term 3&”1(5 7)T(--)X1(r). Finally, by Fubini theorem and Riccati system (2.4),
it follows from some calculations that

T o1, p0)=h + L+ Iy
T - N T __ _
+E / {[B15) D) +225(5) " Ba(s) +2[ Zi(r5) " Bi(r, ) dr| R()'D(s) X1 (5) s,

S

where (recall the notations of R, D, B; and Bs in the Definition 2.6)
T T

h20]7aent [ [T Pi(s)or (2057005, m)er 9+ [ 1

T T

LAE / T{a(s)T [R(s)a(s)wD(s)Xl(s)+232(3)%(s)+2 / TBl(r, ) 21 (r, s)dr} }ds,
T T T U°
IgéIE/T {%(S)Tc@z(s)%(s)—l—/ [2%(5)T<923(r,5)—|—/5 %(9,5)T94(9,r,5)d9} %(r, s)dr}ds.

S

(5) ' Pu(s,7, 7)1 (T)d?":| ds,

By the representation (3.9) of ((:)1, @2, (:)3,’\) we observe the fact of

_R()ii(t) = D)X (1 / B (r,t) Z: (. £)dr+Ba(t) Za(t) TR (£)3(0).

Thus the term I3 in ._7(7' 1, p2;u) can be rewritten as
T

L=E / {2() TR (s)i(s) — i(s) TR(s)ii(s) b (3.28)
We compute the second term u(s)"R(s)u(s) in (3.28). Using the representation (3.9) of
(©1,042,03,0), we see that

u(s) "R(s)u(s) .,
= [N (5) " D(s)T+2232(s) " Ba(s) +2 [ 2i(r,5) Bi(r, s)Tdr} R(s) D (s) X1 (s)

S

//3&”1 r,s) By (r,s) R(s) By (6,5) 21 (6, s)ddr+(v(s)+0(s)) "R(s) (2a(s)—0(s))

T

H73(5) Bals) R [Ba(o) 2 () +2[ Ba(ris) Zi ()]

S
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Plugging the above into (3.28) and recalling the Riccati system (2.4), we can get
T

T (7,01, 02:0) = I + IE/ 7(s) "R(s)0(s)ds. (3.29)

Therefore, for any (7,1, ¢2) € Zand € U[r, T], it is easy to see that
- o T
T (7,01, 00057 ) =T (1, p1, 23 uy) = E/ i(s) "R(s)0(s)ds.

Since (1, Po, P3, P4) € Y[0,T] is a regular solution of the Riccati system (2.4), that is,
R(t) > 0,t € [0,T], we see that (3.26) holds for any (7,¢1,¢2) € Z and © € U[r,T], which
implies that (01,02, 03,0) is a strongly optimal causal feedback strategy. Further, it follows
from (3.29) that the representation of the extended value function satisfies (3.10). The proof is
complete. 0O

Remark 3.3. We point out that the above proof, especially the necessity part, indicates one
important reason of introducing extended notions in Section 2. In fact, by the previous proce-
dures we see the arbitrariness of ¢1(-) and @o is frequently used and becomes very crucial in
obtaining (3.16), (3.17) and eventually the representation of (@1,@2,@3,5), the Riccati system
(2.4). Nevertheless, if we follow the original framework by using (7,¢) € Z, we then obtain
(3.15) with ¢4 () 2 (), P2 2 ©(T). The point is we may fail to obtain (3.16), (3.17) due to
the lack of enough freedom for ¢, not to mention the other desired conclusions. Therefore, the
set of input condition 7 allows us to have more test conditions than Z. We point out that such
an obstacle does not appear in the Lagrange cost functional of [11,12].

Remark 3.4. Let us point out two interesting facts derived from Theorem 8.1. First, we see
that the value of O, (s, t) with s < t only makes sense if when R(t)+(DTa2>D)(t)=0. In other
words, if D=0, and R(-) >0, then this term vanishes. Second, if the drift term is not controlled
(B =0 1in (1.1)) while the diffusion term does, the optimal causal feedback strategy must be
(@1,0,0,0), if it exists. In other words, the optimal causal feedback strategy is a Markovian
state feedback in the sense that it only depends on the current state and not on 2.

The following result shows the uniqueness of regular solution to Riccati system (2.4) in
Theorem 3.1.

Corollary 3.2. The Riccati system (2.4) has at most one regular solution.
Proof. Assume that (21, Po, P3, P4), (Tesp.(%, %, 35/3, 35/4)) €7Y[0,T] is a regular solution

of the Riccati system (2.4). For any (7,1, ¢2) € Z, the representation (3.10) of the extended
value function and the uniqueness of the infimum yield that

09 Po(T) cpg—i—/ [@1(3)T91(3)+2302T@3 (s, T)+/<p1(6‘)T94 0,s,7) d9]301(3)ds:0, (3.30)

where 2, 2 2, — P,.i € {1,2,3,4}.
By the arbitrariness of ys, let o = 0. From Lemma 3.3, we get that

Py (H)=0, ae. t €[0,T); Pu(s,t,r)=0, ae. (s,t) € [0,T), Vr € [0,s A t]. (3.31)
Choosing @1 = 0 in (3.30), it is clear that
@(t) =0, ae. t€[0,7T]. (3.32)
From (3.30), (3.31) and (3.32), it follows from Lemma 3.3 that
P3(s,t) =0, ae s€[0,T], Vt€0,s]. (3.33)
Combining (3.31)—(3.33), we complete our proof. O
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Remark 3.5. By the above proof, we see that the arbitrariness of w1 and o is essential to
ensure the uniqueness of the regular solution. In other words, if we follow the framework of T
rather T, we may not derive (3.31) and (3.52) due to the lack of enough test initial conditions.
This gives another reason of introducing the extended language in Section 2.

Next we show that under proper conditions, there exists (7, 1, p2) € 7 such that the optimal
control, if it exist, can not be the following form,

a(t) 2 6, ()X (1) + /62<st> (s)ds +(t), te[rT),

which gives an answer to (Q3) in the Introduction from another standpoint.

2

Corollary 3.3. Suppose (H1)-(H2) hold s.t. A=B in (1.1) is invertible,
;
Q) +C(T.4) 'GO(T )~ C(T,t) G D(T\t) [R(t)—i—D(T,t)TGD(T,tj
D(T,t)"GC(T,t)# 0, te[r,T).

Assume the 4-tuple (61, @2,63, 0)€S8[0,T] is strongly optimal. Then it must not be the form
of (©1,04,0,7) with Os(r,t) =0 (r > t).

(3.34)

Proof. We prove Qle Aconclusion by conE\radiction. Suppose Problem (LQ-SVIE) admits a
strongly optimal (01,02, 0,7) such that Oz(r,t) = 0 with r > ¢. Then, following the necessity
proof in Theorem 3.1 we can obtain

(BT<aP33)(t) =0, te[0,T], (B"aP134)(r,t) =0, (r,t)€.[0,T),
where & = (P, Po, P35, P4) is a regular solution of the following system

P1(t) =Q(t)+ (CT<a 2> C)(t)

—(CTasD)(t)(R(t)+(Da2D) (1) (DTaz C) (1), teo,T),
Py =G, P3=P,=0.

Clearly, in this case, we see that
P1(H) = Q1) +C(T1)TGC(T / O(s1) ()0 (s.1)ds — [O(T0) GD(T)
+/t TC(s, t)i%(s)D(s,t)ds} [R(t)—i—D(T,t)TGD(T,t)—i- /t TD(s,t)T%(s)D(s,t)ds !
< [p(.Teowm i /t D) TP (5)C s, 1)ds).
By the above (3.34), we see that £?; is nonzero. On the other hand, using the facts that

(BTaP134)(r,t) =0 and &3 = &, = 0, and B is invertible, we obtain that &2, = 0, which
is a contradiction. 0O

We point out that (3.34) is easy to check. For example, in the one-dimensional case, if
Q(-) 20, R(-) 2 0, G > 0 such that either R(-) >0 or G > 0, then (3.34) hold true.

4 Five special cases

To demonstrate our unified treatment, we revisit several relevant literature as special cases and
give the detailed comparisons, as well as some interesting phenomena.
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4.1 The case of G =0

In this subsection, we revisit the particular case (see e.g. [11,12]) when the terminal cost
functional disappear (i.e., G = 0)

T
j(W;U):]E/ ((Q(5)X (s), X (5)) +(R(s)u(s), u(s)))ds. (4.1)

Here the corresponding state equation is given by (1.1) with (7, ), 7 € [0,T), ¢ € L?(7,T;R%).
We will show that both the causal feedback strategy and the Riccati system (2.4) reduce to
those in [12] under proper conditions.

Suppose (@1, (:)2, @3, v) is optimal. It is easy to see that (£71,0,0, Z4) is a solution of Riccati
system (2.4). By Corollary 3.2, this 4-tuple (£%,0,0, %) is also unique solution. Then, for
each M : A,[0,T] — R¥*4 and N : A,[0,7] — R¥% with di,d> € N, the notations in
Definition 2.5 can be rewritten as

(M aPa3)(t) =0, (P23>N)(t) =0, te(0, T)
(M><9)(s,t)é(M<13311374)(5,t) M(s,t) P (s /M 7, 0) Py(r, s, t)dr, (s,t) € AL[0,T],

(P xN)(s, ) (A1 34>N)(s,t)=P1(s)N s, t)—l—/324(8 r t)N(r,t)dr, (s,t) € N[0, T],
(Mx 2 x N)()2(MasN)(t /Mst Py ()N (s, )1+ /%set) (0, 1)d0) s

We point out that the notations x and x are consistent with those in [11,12].
As to Riccati system (2.4), it reduces to (recall Z4 in (3.27)):
Z1(H)=Q()+(CTx ZxC)(t)
—(CTx 2xD)(t)(R(t)+(D " ZxD)()) (D x ZxC)(t),t € (0,T),
Pu(s,t, )= (P xA)(s,t)— (P xB)(s,1)(R(t)+(D " x 2 >4D)(t))T(D—r x 2 xC)(t)
= Py(t,s,1)", (s,t) € A0, T],
Py(s1,82,t)=(P % B)(s1,t)(R(t)+ (D x D)(t))T(BT X P)(s2,t), (s1,s2,t)€03(0,T),

which is exactly the Riccati- Volterra equation in [12]. In this case, the optimal causal feedback

strategy (01,02, 03,0) admits
(R)+(D"x 2 xD)(t)
(R)+(D"x ZxD)(t)

) @1t DTMWNC)() 0, a.e.te(0,T),
)(£))Oa(r

(R)+(D"'x ZxD)(t
(

o BTK@)(Tf) 0,1(1)=0, a.e. (r,1)€[0, T,
(@3 0(t)) =0, a.e. t€(0,T),

)
)
)

)
In particular, if we are given @1, (:)2, O3,0) satisfying 62(7“, t) = 0 with r < ¢, then it is easy
to see that the above obtained equalities for ©; are consistent with [11,12].

4.2 The case of SDEs

Let us consider one particular case with f(s,t) = f(¢), f(-,-) 2 A(+, ), B(-,+),C(-,+), D(-,+),
©(t) = ¢, ¢ € R% The state equation (1.1) becomes a SDE and Problem (LQ-SVIE) reduces
to classical stochastic LQ problem. Next we show that our obtained result fully covers those in
the SDEs case.
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To begin with, let us define P(t) as follows:
T T
P(t) é 92@)4—/ (:@1 (S)—h@g(s, t)—h@g(s, t)T+/<@4(S, 0, t)d@) ds, t € [O, T]
t t

Clearly, inserting the Riccati system (2.4) into P(t), it follows that

+C()"P#)D(t)] [R(t)+D(t)"P(t)D(t)] T[B(t)TP(t)—I—D(t)TP(t)C(t)] ,t€0,T],

Obviously, it is just the traditional Riccati equation in stochastic LQ problem. Further, it

follows from Theorem 3.1 that
~ A ~
=0

o(t) )+/tT©2(s, t)ds+O3(t)=— [R(t)+D(t) P(t)D(t)] i [B(t)"P(t)+D(t)"Pt)C(t)],

which is consistent with the result in the SDEs case.

4.3 The case of stochastic VIDE with continuous free term

In this subsection, we will investigate the connections between the matrix-valued optimal causal
feedback strategy in this paper and the optimal feedback operator in [28]. To begin with, we
give the following assumptions which is useful in the sequel.

(H4). Q(t)=0, R(t)= A, for t€[0,T] and some A>0, G>0.

We call the regular solution & =(91,P,P5,P4) strongly regular if there exists a constant
A>0 such that R(t)+(DT< 2> D)(t) >\, for a.e.t€[0,T]. From Theorem 3.1, we can obtain
the following result.

Corollary 4.1. Suppose (H1)—(H4) hold, and the Riccati system (2.4) admits a reqular solution
P =P, Py, P3, Py). Then the reqular solution must be strongly reqular, and for any (7,¢) €
T, it holds that (T < 2> )(T) = 0.

Proof. Let (01, 02,03,v) satisfy (3.9), (X, .2") and u; are the corresponding causal feedback
solution and outcome of (1.1) at (7,¢) € Z. By the sufficiency proof of Theorem 3.1, it follows

that
T

(¢TaPo0)(7) =E[(GX (), X(T)) + / ((Q(9)X (), X () + (R(s)us (), w1 (5))) ds] >0,

where the first equality and the last inequality are due to (3.29) and (H4), respectively. Hence,
for any t € [0, 7], it follows from (H1), (H3) and the arbitrariness of o that (DT< 2> D)(t) >0,
which implies that the desired result. 0O

By Theorem 3.1 and Corollary 4.1, it is easy to show the following result.
Corollary 4.2. Suppose (H1)~(H4) hold, and the Riccati system (2.4) admits a regular so-
lution &P = (P, Po, P3,Py). Then Problem (LQ-SVIE) admits a unique optimal 4-tuple
(@1, (:)2,@3, 0) such that éQ(T t) =0 with r <t, and

61(t) = —(R(t) + (DT« 2> D)(1)) (DT« 2> C)(0), te0,T],
Os(t) = —(R() + (DT« 2> D)(1)) " (BT« Pay)(1), te [0 T]
Os(r,t)=—(R(t) + (DT« 2> D)(1)) " (BT4P134)(r,t), r
Further, for each (1,¢) € I, the value function is given by V(1,¢)= (¢ < 2> cp)(T).
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Remark 4.1. We make two points on the solvability of Riccati system (2.4). First, once it
holds true, by Corollary 3.2, the strong reqular solution must be unique. Second, if G = 0,
the well-posedness has been done in [12]. For the general situation with (2.4), it is undergoing
project and we shall report that in the near future.

By Corollary 4.2 and the fact that

(BT« 2,5)(t) 2 (T, t)+/T(BT<13”11374)(s, 2 (s,t)ds = (BTa 2> Z)(t),te|r, T,

t
the following defined control process 4 is optimal

i(t) E~(R(t)+ (D «2eD)(t)) " [(BTa@62)(t) +(DTaPoC) (1) X (t,1)], (4.2)

where (X, e%/”\) € L3(1,T;R?) x LE (D], T]; R?) is causal feedback solution of (1.1) at (7,¢)
corresponding to the optimal (@1, 0,, 05, 0).

To define the optimal feedback operator similar to [28], for each 7€[0,7) and any Banach
space A, we first introduce the bilinear functional P(7) : A, X A, — R:

P(r)(N(-,7), M(,7)) 2 (MTa 25 N)(r), YM(,7),N(-,7) € A, (4.3)
where & = (21, P, P3, P4) is the strongly regular solution of the Riccati system (2.4). Let
7 (A;) be the set of all bounded R-valued bilinear functionals on A, x A, such that

P(r)(M(,7),N(,7))=P(r)(N(,7), M( 7)), YM(,7),N(-,7) € Ar,
under the norm

IPOll = sup [P)M(,7). M), YP(r)ES (Ar).

It follows from the Riccati system (2.4) that P(7) € “(A;). Further, for any ¢ € [r,T] and
f 2 B, D, let us denote
A
160 (AGD L0.0, A1),
where B;(-,t), D;(-,t)€ L?(t, T;R?),i€{1,2,--- ,I}. Then, we take A; 2 L2(t, T;R?) and define
a bilinear functional Py (¢) : L2(t, T; R¥*!) x L2(¢, T; R4*!) — St
A .
Py (£)(D(-, 1), D(-, 1)) & (]P’(t)(Di(-,t),Dj(-,t))), i, je{1,2,-- 1}, (4.4)
Moreover, we introduce a linear functional Po(t) : Ay — RE:
A
Pa(t)M (1) 2 (B(2) (B -1 1), M () 1B(0) Dy 1), O, OM (1,1))) (15)

for ie{1,2,---,1} and any M(-,t) € A;. Hence, for each (7, ) € Z, the value function can be
rewritten as:

V(r,0) =P(1)(¢(), ¢()). (4.6)
and the optimal control defined by (4.2) can be denoted as:
NPININ _ —
a(t) = ~[R(t) + 1 (t)(D(-1). D(,1)] " Bo(t) (1), 1 € [, T),
which inspires us to define the optimal feedback operator as follows:
~ A —
L(t) = —[R(t) + P1(t)(D(-, 1), D(-,1))] " Pa(2). (4.7)
Next, in order to compare with the relevant results in [28], we take
Ar 2O TR = {o(-7) : [, T] = R (-, 7) is continuous }, € 0,7,
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and consider the state equation in [28], i.e., (1.1) with the free term ¢(-,7) € A, and its
coefficients satisfy the following stronger assumption:

(H5). A,C: A7, T] = R4 B D : A1, T] = R are bounded and partially differen-
tiable with respect the two variables, with bounded derivatives.

Then, similar to (4.4) and (4.5), for any ¢ € [r, T, we can define the bilinear operator P (t)
and the linear operator Py(t) on C([t, T); R4*!) x C([t, T];R?*!) and Ay, respectively. In this
case, utilizing (4.6), the arbitrariness of ¢ and the result of [28, Lemma 2.8], it follows that
the bilinear functional P(7) defined by (4.3) is consistent with the strongly regular solution of
so-called path-dependent Riccati equation in [28]. Consequently, we can obtain that the optimal
feedback operator determined by Py (¢) and Py (t) coincides with that in [28].

4.4 The case of VIEs

In this subsection, we look at one particular case with A=C =D =0 in (1.1). Hence (1.1)

reduces to the deterministic VIEs, i.e., .

X)) =)+ [ Blt.oyu()ds. te [r.1), (4.8)
where ¢ and B satisfy (H1) and (H3). The corresponding 2~ becomes

2 (r,t) = o(r) +/ B(r, s)u(s)ds, (r,t) € A7, T].

For any u € U[r, T], we see that 2 (r,t) is equivalent to the so-called t-causal trajectory X (r)
for r > t in [20], where ,
Xt(r)écp(r) +/ B(r,s)(mu)(s)ds, r € [r,T], (4.9)
and ¢ is a truncation operator defined as (m;u)(s) = u(s)Io,4(s).

In this case, the Riccati system (2.4) can be simplified as
21()=Q(1), t €[0,T],

T
Py(t) =G / (Pas 5 B)(s)R(s)" (BT < Pag)(s)ds, t € [0,T],

(4.10)
Pyt 1) = — / (Po.55B)(O)R(8) (BT P5.4)(t, 0)d0, (t,7)€ .00, T,

T

sAt
Py(s,t,r)= —/ (P13.45B)(s,0)R(0)"(B'aP) 3.4)(t,0)db, (s,t,7) € O3[0,T7.

Here, we assume that (H1)-(H4) hold and the above Riccati system (4.10) admits a regular
solution & = (H1,P9,P5,%,), then Corollary 3.2 and Corollary 4.1 follow that the regular
solution must be strongly regular and unique. Further, Theorem 3.1 implies that the LQ
problem admits the unique optimal 4-tuple (O,@g,@3,0) where

O3(t) = —R(t) "1 (BT« Pa5)(1), t €[0T,
Oa(r,t)=—R(t) " (BTaP1,3.4)(r, t)Ijo.(t), (r,t)€[0, T2
In addition, for any (7, ¢) € Z, the following defined 4(-) is optimal
a(t) 2 / Téz(r, 2 (r,t)dr + O5(t) Z (T, 1), t € [7,T), (4.11)
where (X, 2) is causal feedﬁoack solution of (4.8) corresponding to (0, O, O3, 0).
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We recall the relevant result in [20]. Under (H1)-(H4), 4(-) is the optimal control
T
at) = / 21 (r, )X, (r)dr + E5(6) X (T), t € [0,T], (4.12)
t

where X;(+) is the corresponding t-causal trajectory defined by (4.9), and (21, Z2) is determined
by the solution of a Fredholm integral equation. In addition, utilizing (H1)-(H4) and the result
of [20, Theorem 5.3], it follows that the 4-tuple (0,Z;, =2, 0) is a causal feedback strategy.

Notice that Theorem 3.1 and the strongly regular solvability of the Riccati system (4.10)
guarantee the unlqueness of the optimal feedback strategy (0, @2,@3, ). Therefore, combining
(4.11), (4.12) and 2 (r,t) = Xy(r),r > t, it follows that (O3, 03) = (£;,Zy), i.c., the optimal
causal feedback strategy in this paper is consistent with that in [20].

4.5 The case of VIDESs

In this subsection, let us revisit the particular VIDEs case in [21] and make careful comparisons.
Consider the following controlled VIDE:

/ N(t —s)X(s)ds + Bu(t), X(0)= ¢, (4.13)
where X denotes the derivative of X. It corresponds to the case of
t
A(t,s)E/ N(0—s)df, B(s,t)=B, C(s,t)=D(s,t)=0, o(t)=¢,

with B, € R?. Moreover, let Q(-) =Q, R(-) =1 with any @ € S? in (1.2). Then Problem
(LQ-SVIE) reduces to the VIDEs case in [21].

It is clear that the corresponding 2  can be rewritten as:

X (s,t) = X(t) + /Ot/t N(O —r)doX (r)dr, (s,t) € ALJ0,T]. (4.14)

Also the Riccati system (2.4) becomes

N

1(t)=
gzgt =G-— /@23 ) BBT923( )dS tE[O T]

S

) at) t@Al(t S t) (yl.,&éle)(Svt)a (Sat)EA*[OvT]a
4(S, ,’f') L@1,374(877‘) BBT'QZI,?)A(tur)u (S,t,’f‘) S D3[07T]7

(
(t)
Ps(t,1)=(Pas>A)(t) /%3( VI BB 2, 54(t,0)d0, (t,7)eA.[0,T], (4.15)
(
4

where
yzﬂg(t) é 3”2(15) +/T gg(s,t)Tds, t e [O,T],

t T
Prsa(st) 2 Py(s) + Pus, t)+/ Pu(ry5,8)dr, (s,8) € 5[0, T.

Suppose (4.15) admits a strongly regular solution (91,322,3”3, Z4). Then, by Theorem 3.1,
the LQ problem admits an optimal 4-tuple (0, @2, @3, 0) and optimal control

a(t)= —BT /3”173,4(5,t)e%”(s,t)ds—i—e@g,g(t)%(T,t) telnT), (4.16)

where (X,.2) is causal feedback solution of (4.13) at (r,¢) corresponding to (0,02,03,0). Plugging
(4.14) into (4.16), we can obtain relationship w.r.t. control
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a(t) = —BT [po(t)X(t) —l—/otpl(t,s)X(s)ds], telr,T], (4.17)

where T

po(t) = Pa3(t) + P1,3.4(s,t)ds,

p1(t, s) = /tT [927;(15)4“/97:92173)4(7”, t)dr}N(H — s5)d6.

Let us show the coincidence between (4.15) and the Riccati differential equation in [21].
First, by the definition of po(-),

I')o(t)—[92,3(0T+/t}17314(r’ t)TdT}BBT[gz,g(t)-l-/t;1,3,4(57t)ds} -Q (4.18)

T
_(ATQQQB)(t) —‘/t ((AT<132173)4)(8, t)+(«@1)374l>A)(8, t))dS— (32273DA)(15).

Using Fubini theorem and the fact of A(, s) Ef;N(@—S)d@, we obtain that

T
P1 (f, t) = («@2)3DA)(1€) +/ («@1)374I>A)(8, t)dS

Plugging it into (4.18), we find that
Po(t) = po(t) BB po(t) — Q@ — pi(t,t) — pr(t,1) ", po(T) = G. (4.19)

Next, let us calculate the derivative of p(-,-) w.r.t the first variable,
T

%pl(t, $)=po(t)N(t—s)+po(t)BB pi(t, s)— / [(A%%,g)(t)
T t
+ / (ATa Py 0)(r )dr| N(O—3)db, (t,5) € £, [0.T).
0

To calculate the last term on the right-hand, we define

K(t5,p)2 /t T{ /t NO— ) 8P (1)1 /t T/t N(0—p)Td0. 25 (rt) dr+ /9 T[ /t N(O—p) a0 (1)

T T pr1
+/ N(G—p)—rd&@g(r,t)—l—// N(G—p)—rd994(r1,r,t)drl}dr}N(Hl—s)cwl
t t Jt

for any 0 < s,p <t < T. It is easy to see that

T T
K(t, S, t) :/ |:(AT<1<@273)(t) +/ (AT<1<@17374)(T, t)d?”} N(H—s)d@,
t 6
which implies that

%pl(t, s)=po(t)N(t—s)+po(t)BB pi(t,s) — K(t,s,t), p1(T,s)=0. (4.20)

At last, it is time for us to treat the new term K(-,-,-). By the definition of p; and Fubini
theorem, a direct computation shows that

T T T rr
%K(t,s, p):_11_12+/ { / N(@-@M@%(t)+/ N(6—p) do Ps(r, t) Tdr
t t tJt

+/9 T[ /t N(O-0) 825 (r, 1+ /t T/tr}v(e_p)w% (re, . t)dry dr}N(ol_s)del,

where
I =pi(t,p) " N(t—s), Io=N(t—p) pi(t,s). (4.21)
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By (4.21), Fubini theorem, the definition of p; and the Riccati system (4.15),

%K (t, 5, p)=—p1(t, p)| N(t=5)—N(t—p)' pa(t, s}+p1(t, p) BB pi(t, s), K(T,5,p)=0.  (4.22)

Combining (4.19), (4.20), (4.22) and (4.17), we can see that our Riccati system (2.4) re-
duces to the so-called Riccati differential equation in [21] and our outcome process u(-) also
coincides with their feedback control. To sum up the above arguments, we point out several
differences/advantages of the current study. First, one key notion here is optimal causal feed-
back strategy while [21] is concerned with the closed-loop/feedback representation of optimal
controls. These two notions may be essentially different in the games framework. Second, our
stochastic framework is a nontrivial extension of their deterministic one. Third, we provide
the necessary and sufficient conditions of causal feedback strategy, not just the sufficiency as
in [21].

5 Concluding remarks

In this paper we introduce a new kind of optimal causal feedback strategy and characterize it
in terms of a novel Riccati system. We also establish the connection between different forms
of causal feedback for optimal control under our unified framework. Clearly the Riccati system
is a part of novelty. A natural question is about its well-posedness. In addition, under SVIEs
framework, many issues concerning controllability, stability and games (especially mean-field
games) remain open and challenging. We will present some relevant results in our future work.
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