
ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

07
15

9v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

O
C

] 
 1

0 
D

ec
 2

02
4

A LINEAR-QUADRATIC PARTIALLY OBSERVED STACKELBERG

STOCHASTIC DIFFERENTIAL GAME WITH MULTIPLE FOLLOWERS AND

ITS APPLICATION TO MULTI-AGENT FORMATION CONTROL

YICHUN LI, JINGTAO SHI, AND YUEYANG ZHENG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we study a linear-quadratic partially observed Stackelberg sto-

chastic differential game problem in which a single leader and multiple followers are in-

volved. We consider more practical formulation for partial information that none of them

can observed the complete information and the followers know more than the leader. Some

completely different methods including orthogonal decomposition are applied to overcome

the difficulties caused by partially observability which improves the tools and relaxes the

constraint condition imposed on admissible control in the existing literature. More pre-

cisely, the followers encounter the standard linear-quadratic partially observed optimal

control problems, however, a kind of forward-backward indefinite linear-quadratic par-

tially observed optimal control problem is considered by the leader. Instead of maximum

principle of forward-backward control systems, inspired by the existing work related to

definite case and classical forward control system, some distinct forward-backward linear-

quadratic decoupling techniques including the completing the square technique are applied

to solve the leader’s problem. More interestingly, we develop the deterministic formation

control in multi-agent system with a framework of Stackelberg differential game and ex-

tend it to the stochastic case. The optimal strategies are obtained by our theoretical result

suitably.

1. INTRODUCTION

Inspired by some natural phenomenon appearing in the swarming behavior of living be-

ings, such as flocks of birds, schools of fish, colonies of bacteria and herds of wildebeest,

the introduction of formation control of multi-agent systems gives a corresponding theoret-

ical characteristic. The studies of formation control now becomes a hot frontier research

topic because of its widespread applications to mobile robots, satellite control, unmanned

surface vessels and unmanned aerial vehicles. Therefore, the aim of formation control is

to design a controller to drive all the agents to maintain the formation along the desired

trajectories. For solving the formation control, there are now several approaches such as

behavior-based approach, virtual-structure approach, leader-follower approach, consensus

and optimal control and differential game. However, it is worth noting that most of in-

vestigations are related to the deterministic formation control in which only deterministic

differential game approaches are applied. As far as we know, there is little literature that
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studies the stochastic case where necessary probability theories closed to forward back-

ward stochastic differential equations (FBSDEs for short) are the key to model the stochas-

tic framework of formation control. Meanwhile, the stochastic characteristic in Stackelberg

differential game shows the mutual feedback between leader and follower. Therefore, in-

stead of Nash differential game approach, the Stackelberg game including leader-follower

mechanism is adapted to formation control well when consider one of the agent leading

the formation direction and tracking the desired trajectory as the leader while other agents

keeping the formation by following the leader with a fixed distance as the followers when

they can exchange information such as relative positions and velocities in order to maintain

a formation.

The Stackelberg game, also known as the leader-follower game, was introduced firstly

by Stackelberg [30] where its hierarchical feature was first shown under the economic

background that certain companies have advantages of domination over others in some

markets environment. In the classical Stackelberg game, two agents played by asymmetric

roles are usually considered in which the leader claims his strategy in advance, and the

follower, considering the given leader’s strategy, makes an instantaneous reaction (that

can be regarded as a map from or feedback to the leader’s control) by optimizing his cost

functional. Then the leader would like to choose an optimal strategy to optimize his cost

functional by taking the rational response of the follower into account. Since its meaningful

structure and background, the leader-follower’s feature mainly plays an important role

in many aspects, such as principle-agent problems [4], newsvendor/wholesaler problems

[26], optimal reinsurance problems [3] and operations management and marketing channel

problems [13]. Now in our paper, the stochastic Stackelberg differential game can be

applied in the formation control problems where the uncertainties coming from Brownian

motions are considered and the stochastic model is studied in the martingale’s environment.

When it comes to the Stackelberg game in the past decades, there have been a great

deal of significant works among which we only mention a few closely related. In the

stochastic case, Yong [38] studied an indefinite linear quadratic (LQ for short) Stackel-

berg differential game with random coefficients and control-dependent diffusion, where

FBSDEs and Riccati equations are applied to obtain the state feedback representation of

open-loop Stackelberg equilibrium. Since then, Stackelberg differential games has been

studied extensively in the literature such as in the fields of mean-field [6, 9, 17, 23], delay

[37, 20], jump [22] and regime switching [21, 19]. In terms of the agents’ different infor-

mation sets, Bensoussan et al. [2] introduced several solution concepts, and obtained the

maximum principle for the leader’s problem under the adapted closed-loop memoryless

information structure. Li and Yu [11] studied the solvabilities of coupled FBSDEs with

a multilevel self-similar domination-monotonicity structure which was applied to solve a

LQ generalized multilevel hierarchical Stackelberg differentia game and characterize its

corresponding equilibrium in a closed form. Then it was extended to the jump-diffusion

[12] and time-delay systems [10].

Different from the complete information background in previous literature, some of the

agents with asymmetry of roles in reality can only get the partial information usually due

to the delay in information transmission, inequality in market competition, private infor-

mation in different class and limitation policy by the government. In particular, the major

difficulty in the formation control problem shows that each agent is only able to exchange

information with other agents according to the communication topology, which means

the constrainted information limits many game strategy design approaches that usually

consider individual agents to have global information. In this case, the formation control
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problem would be formulated in such a way that individual agents try to minimize their par-

tially observed formation errors and to solve it from a stochastic Stackelberg differential

game theory point of view. Based on the above analysis, therefore, the partially observed

setting matches the leader-follower feature well, such problems have aroused intense inter-

est [28, 39], and there are also lots of works on this issue. Li et al. [14] investigated the

LQ Gaussian Stackelberg game under a class of nested observation information, where the

follower only use the observation data to design its strategy but the leader use the global

observation data. Very recently, Wang and Wang [32] studied a partially observed LQ sto-

chastic Stackelberg game with two followers where both of followers can not observe the

state process but leader can know the full information. Then Si and Shi [29] studied an

overlapping information LQ Stackelberg stochastic differential game with two leaders and

two followers in which the noisy information available to the leaders and the followers may

be asymmetric and have overlapping part. Especially, in the recent work [39], based on the

classical state decomposition technique [1] and backward separation principle developed

in the partially observed control problem [33, 34], a kind of partially observed LQ Stack-

elberg game theory was investigated and was applied to a practical dynamic advertising

problem. However, the conditions satisfied by control process are relatively strong and not

natural enough in [39]. Moreover, the stochastic LQ optimal control of fully coupled FBS-

DEs would be encountered by the leader in most of the Stackelberg literature in which the

maximum principle is the main tool to obtain the maximum condition satisfied by optimal

control, then get the optimal state feedback by decoupling the Hamiltonian system. Few

work considers solving the fully coupled forward backward stochastic LQ optimal control

by the completion of squares methods but the recent work studied by [8], and there is no

any result on the counterpart with partially observable information.

The stochastic Stackelberg differential game theory mentioned in the above literature

are mostly applied to investigate in the fields of mathematical finance, management sci-

ence and economy, but relatively few literature consider the multi-agent formation control

such as unmanned aerial vehicle, robots and aircraft carrier formation corrupted by stochas-

tic noise such as Brownian motion, in which the dynamic system is described by stochastic

differential equations (SDEs for short) or FBSDEs instead of deterministic model. Differ-

ent from the deterministic formation control, we introduce the notion of partially observed

stochastic formation control whose acquirement need more probability and stochastic anal-

ysis technique, on one hand, the observation equation should be introduced and the forma-

tion control becomes a stochastic process adapted to the information filtration generated by

observable process; On the other hand, stochastic filtering theory and solvability of stochas-

tic Hamiltonian systems are necessary, which add more difficulties than the deterministic

case.

Therefore, the main contributions of our work in this paper can be summarized as fol-

lows.

(i) A class of partially observed stochastic LQ Stackelberg differential game prob-

lem is investigated, where one leader and N followers constitute a group of N + 1

agents all of whom can only have access to noisy observation process related to

the state. Motivated by a class of formation control, a distinguished partially ob-

servable setting that the leader knows less than the followers is considered in our

paper.

(ii) In the existing literature, the state decomposition technique and backward separa-

tion principle has been widely applied to solve the partially observed LQ optimal
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control of SDEs and FBSDEs and plenty of excellent works are obtained. Moti-

vated by the idea in [31], we utilize the orthogonal decomposition technique of the

state process to divide the original cost functional into two sub-cost functionals:

one is the functional of control processes and filtering processes which can be re-

garded as the completely observed classical optimal control problem and another

is independent of control process. In the new procedure studied in the leader’s

problem, as far as we know, it is first time that we make an extension to the fully

coupled forward backward stochastic systems by applying the technique to the

forward and backward state process. Therefore, we relax the limitation imposed

on the control process that strong double-adapted conditions for breaking the cir-

cular dependence between the controlled filtration and control process have to be

satisfied. Distinguished with the state decomposition technique which divides the

state equation into a controlled equation and uncontrolled equation, actually the

core is to introduce a sub-filtration independent of control to overcome the loop.

However, orthogonal decomposition idea used in our paper mainly focus on the

separation of cost functional instead of filtration, the core is to first obtain the fil-

tering equation for any fixed control, then determining the optimal control by the

completion of squares method in the transformed completed observable case.

(iii) For the leader’s problem, instead of applying maximum principle to get a candi-

date control, we initially study the indefinite partially observed LQ optimal control

of fully coupled FBSDEs with the new methods combining with completion of

squares method, idea of four-step scheme and dimension-enlargement motivated

by [8] which is further extended by us to the multi-dimensional case with inhomo-

geneous terms.

(iv) Besides the difference of methods from that applied in [39], the multi-agent forma-

tion control is investigated in the stochastic case for the first time, where the leader

and followers play a asymmetrical Stackelberg game and Nash game are played

among these finite followers with symmetrical roles. Moreover, there exists some

deterministic Stackelberg differential game approach to formation control, but in

our work, we add the partially observation element into the background to char-

acterize the asymmetry of leader-follower structure, so the partially observed sto-

chastic formation control is closed to the stochastic filtering theory of FBSDEs.

We obtain the optimal state filtering feedback form of Stackelberg equilibrium.

The rest of the article is organized as follows. Section 2 presents some preliminaries

and formulates the partially observed LQ stochastic Stackelberg differential game with N

followers. A LQ partially observed optimal control of the follower’s problem is studied,

the filtering equation of forward state is derived, then the optimal state filtering feedback

forms of the followers’ optimal control and optimal cost are obtained by introducing two

Riccati equations and two backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs for short) in

Section 3. In Section 4, we investigate an indefinite LQ partially observed optimal control

of fully coupled FBSDEs with conditional mean field terms, where the forward backward

stochastic filtering equation is first obtained, then we complete the leader’s problem by

introducing a series of ordinary differential equations (ODEs for short), Riccati equations

and BSDEs and we get the optimal state filtering feedback form of optimal control and

it corresponding optimal cost. In Section 5, for an application, we consider a class of

multi-agent formation control problem and extend it into the stochastic case, then it can be

solved by the obtained partially observed Stackelberg game approach. Section 6 concludes
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the paper. In the Appendix, we investigate an LQ optimal control theory of fully coupled

FBSDEs for the multi-dimensional case with inhomogeneous terms.

2. PROBLEM FORMULATION

Let (Ω,F ,P) be a complete probability space on which two standard l1-dimensional

and l2-dimensional Brownian motionsW 1 =(W 1,1
t ,W

1,2
t , . . . ,W

1,l1
t )⊤0≤t≤T and W 2 =(W 2,1

t ,W
2,2

t ,

. . . ,W
2,l2

t )⊤0≤t≤T are defined. Assume that F = {Ft ,0 ≤ t ≤ T} is the P-augmentation of

the natural filtration of W 1
,W 2, where F0 contains all P-null sets of F . Denote by R

n the

n-dimensional real Euclidean space, and let Rn×m be the set of n×m real matrixes. Let

〈·, ·〉 (respectively,| · |) denote the usual scalar product (respectively, usual norm) of Rn and

R
n×m. The scalar product (respectively, norm) of matrices M = (mi j),N = (ni j) ∈R

n×m is

denoted by 〈M,N〉 = Tr{MN⊤} (respectively, ‖M‖ =
√

MM⊤), where the superscript ⊤
denotes the transpose of vectors or matrices.

We introduce the following spaces. We denote by S n all n× n symmetric matrices,

by S n
+ the subspace of all nonnegative definite matrices of S n, by S n

− the subspace of

all negative definite matrices of S n, by L∞(0,T ;Rn×m) the space of essential bounded

measurable Rn×m-valued functions.

We consider the following multi-dimensional state equation of the leader and the fol-

lowers:

{
dX

u1,u2
t =

[
A(t)Xu1,u2

t +B⊤
1 (t)u1(t)+B2(t)u2(t)+αt

]
dt +C1(t)dW 1

t +C2(t)dW 2
t ,

X0 = x0,

(2.1)

where for t ∈ [0,T ], Xt ∈ R
n,A(t) ∈ R

n×n. And we denote u1 = (u11,u12, · · · ,u1N)
⊤ ∈

R
Nm with u1i ∈ R

m for i = 1, . . . ,N, B1 = (B⊤
11,B

⊤
12, · · · ,B⊤

1N)
⊤ with B1i ∈ R

n×m for i =

1, . . . ,N, B⊤
1 (t)u1(t) = ∑N

i=1 B1i(t)u1i(t), B2(t) ∈ R
n×m,α(t) ∈ R

n,C1(t) ∈ R
n×l1 ,C2(t) ∈

R
n×l2 , and W 1

t ,W
2

t are both R
l1 and R

l2-valued mutually independent Brownian motions

with independent components.

We suppose that the followers and the leader can not observe the above process X ,

instead, the only observed processes by them are described as follows, respectively:

dY
u1,u2
1 (t) =

[
f1(t)X

u1,u2
t + g1(t)

]
dt +K1(t)dW 1

t ,

dY
u1,u2
2 (t) =

[
f2(t)X

u1,u2
t + g2(t)

]
dt +K2(t)dW 2

t ,
(2.2)

where we assume the processes observed by all the followers are the same, i.e., Y
u1,u2
1i =

Y
u1,u2
1 ∈R

l1 , f1i = f1 ∈R
l1×n,g1i = g1 ∈R

l1 ,K1i = K1 ∈R
l1×l1 for i = 1,2, . . . ,N, Y

u1,u2
2 ∈

R
l2 , f2 ∈ R

l2×n,g2 ∈ R
l2 ,K2 ∈ R

l2×l2 . It should be noted that the drift term can contain

the state variable in the leader’s observation equation, which is an extension of that in [39]

because of the new technique we applied in this paper.

We denote filtrations F
Y

u1,u2
i

t by the σ -algebra generated by Y
u1,u2
i up to t, respectively,

for i = 1,2, for t ∈ [0,T ] and assume that F
Y

u1,u2
2

t ⊂ F
Y

u1,u2
1

t .



6 YICHUN LI, JINGTAO SHI, AND YUEYANG ZHENG

The cost functionals of the followers and the leader are defined as follows:

J1i(x0;u1,u2) = E

[∫ T

0

[〈(
Q1i S⊤1i

S1i R1i

)(
X

u1i

)
,

(
X

u1i

)〉
+ 2

〈(
q1i

r1i

)
,

(
X

u1i

)〉]
dt

+ 〈G1iXT ,XT 〉+ 2〈g1i,XT 〉
]
, i = 1,2, . . . ,N,

J2(x0;u1,u2) = E

[∫ T

0

[〈(
Q2 S⊤2
S2 R2

)(
X

u2

)
,

(
X

u2

)〉
+ 2

〈(
q2

r2

)
,

(
X

u2

)〉]
dt

+ 〈G2XT ,XT 〉+ 2〈g2,XT 〉
]
,

(2.3)

which are minimized for the purpose of this paper, by choosing the corresponding optimal

controls ū1, ū2 in the admissible control sets U F
ad ,U

L
ad defined by

U
F

ad =

{
u1 : [0,T ]N ×Ω → R

Nm

∣∣∣∣u1(t) = (u11(t), · · · ,u1N(t))
⊤ ∈ F

Y
u1,u2
1

t

and E

∫ T

0
|u1(t)|2dt < ∞

}
,

U
L

ad =

{
u2 : [0,T ]×Ω →R

∣∣∣∣u2(t) ∈ F
Y

u1,u2
2

t and E

∫ T

0
|u2(t)|2dt < ∞

}
,

respectively.

Now we need the following assumptions:

(A1) A(·) ∈ L∞(0,T ;Rn×n), B1i(·),B2(·) ∈ L∞(0,T ;Rn×m), for i = 1, . . . ,N,

α(·) ∈ L∞(0,T ;Rn), C1(·) ∈ L∞(0,T ;Rn×l1), C2(·) ∈ L∞(0,T ;Rn×l2);
(A2) f1(·) ∈ L∞(0,T ;Rl1×n), f2(·) ∈ L∞(0,T ;Rl2×n), g1(·) ∈ L∞(0,T ;Rl1),

g2(·) ∈ L∞(0,T ;Rl2), K1(·) ∈ L∞(0,T ;Rl1×l1), K2(·) ∈ L∞(0,T ;Rl2×l2);
(A3) Q1i(·) ∈ L∞(0,T ;S n

+), S1i(·) ∈ L∞(0,T ;Rn×m), R1i(·) ∈ L∞(0,T ;S m
+ ),

q1i(·) ∈ L∞(0,T ;Rn), r1i(·) ∈ L∞(0,T ;Rm), for i = 1, . . . ,N,

Q2(·) ∈ L∞(0,T ;S n
+),S2(·) ∈ L∞(0,T ;Rn×m), R2(·) ∈ L∞(0,T ;S m

− ),
q2(·) ∈ L∞(0,T ;Rn), r2(·) ∈ L∞(0,T ;Rm).

3. THE FOLLOWERS’ PROBLEM

In this section, we consider a linear-quadratic partially observed optimal control prob-

lem by the technique from [31]. Fix the leader’s control u2, in order to overcome the diffi-

culty that the control process is adapted to the controlled filtration, for any fixed admissible

control u1 ∈ U F
ad , define the following notations:

X̂
u1,u2
t , E

[
X

u1,u2
t

∣∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

t

]
, X̃

u1,u2
t , X

u1,u2
t − X̂

u1,u2
t (3.1)

and stochastic process

V
u1,u2

t , Y
u1,u2
1 (t)−

∫ t

0

[
f1(s)X̂

u1,u2
s + g1(s)

]
ds. (3.2)

For any admissible control u2 and a fixed admissible control u1 ∈ U F
ad , we can obtain

V̌
u1,u2

t ,

∫ t

0
K−1

1 (s)dV u1,u2
s (3.3)



7

is a standard F
Y

u1,u2
1

t -Brownian motion. Indeed, first, we have V̌ u1,u2 is a continuous

F
Y

u1,u2
1

t -adapted, integrable process, and

dV̌
u1,u2

t = K−1
1 (t)dV

u1,u2
t = K−1

1 (t) f1(t)X̃
u1,u2
t dt + dW1

t .

Thus, for 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T ,

E

[
V̌ u1,u2(t)− V̌ u1,u2(s)

∣∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]

= E

[
W 1

t −W1
s

∣∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]
+E

[∫ t

s
K−1

1 (r) f1(r)X̃
u1,u2
r dr

∣∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]

= E

[
E[W 1

t −W1
s |Fs]

∣∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]
+

∫ t

s
K−1

1 (r) f1(r)EX̃u1,u2
r dr = 0,

which implies that V̌ u1,u2 is a F
Y

u1,u2
1

t -martingale. Meanwhile,

d
[
V̌

u1,u2
t (V̌ u1,u2

t )⊤
]
= K−1

1 (t) f1(t)X̃
u1,u2
t (V̌ u1,u2

t )⊤dt +(dW 1
t )(V̌

u1,u2
t )⊤

+ V̌
u1,u2
t K−1

1 (t) f1(t)(X̃
u1,u2
t )⊤dt + V̌

u1,u2
t (dW 1

t )
⊤+ Il1dt.

Due to

E

[∫ t

s
V̌ u1,u2

r (K−1
1 (r) f1(r)X̃

u1,u2
r )⊤dr

∣∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]

=
∫ t

s
E

[
E
[
V̌ u1,u2

r (X̃u1,u2
r )⊤

∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

r

]∣∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]
f⊤1 (r)(K−1

1 (r))⊤dr

=

∫ t

s
E

[
V̌ u1,u2

r E(X̃u1,u2
r )⊤

∣∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]
f⊤1 (r)(K−1

1 (r))⊤dr = 0,

and

E

[∫ t

s
V̌ u1,u2

r d(W 1
r )

⊤
∣∣∣FY

u1,u2
1

s

]
= E

[
E
[∫ t

s
V̌ u1,u2

r d(W 1
r )

⊤∣∣Fs

]∣∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]
= 0,

we have

E

[
(V̌ u1,u2

t )2 − (V̌ u1,u2
s )2

∣∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]
= (t − s)Il1 ,

which implies that V̌ u1,u2 is a standard Brownian motion.

Next, we consider the following process

Λ1,u1,u2
t , X̂

u1,u2
t − x0 −

∫ t

0

[
A(s)X̂u1,u2

s +B⊤
1 (s)u1(s)+B2(s)u2(s)+α(s)

]
ds. (3.4)
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In the following, we will prove that Λ1,u1,u2 ≡ {Λ1,u1,u2
t ;0 ≤ t ≤ T} is an RCLL square-

integrable F
Y

u1,u2
1

t -martingale with Λ0 = 0, a.s.. Indeed, for fixed 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T , we have

E

[
Λ1,u1,u2

t −Λ1,u1,u2
s

∣∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]

= E

[
E
[
X

u1,u2
t

∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

t

]
−E

[
Xu1,u2

s

∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]∣∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]

−
∫ t

s

{
A(r)E

[
E
[
Xu1,u2

r

∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

r

]∣∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]
+B⊤

1 (r)E
[
u1(r)

∣∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]

+B2(r)E
[
u2(r)

∣∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]
+α(r)

}
dr

= E

[
X

u1,u2
t −Xu1,u2

s −
∫ t

s

{
A(r)Xu1,u2

r +B⊤
1 (r)u1(r)+B2(r)u2(r)+α(r)

}
dr

∣∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]

= E

[
E

[∫ t

s
C1(r)dW 1

r +

∫ t

s
C2(r)dW 2

r

∣∣∣Fs

]∣∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]
= 0.

Now by the theorem of Fujisaki, Kallianpar and Kunita [27], there exists a square-integrable

F
Y

u1,u2
1

t -progressively measurable process λ 1,u1,u2 = {λ 1,u1,u2
t ;0≤ t ≤T}∈R

n×l1 such that

Λ1,u1,u2
t =

∫ t

0
λ 1,u1,u2

s (K1(s)K
⊤
1 (s))−1dV u1,u2(s), 0 ≤ t ≤ T. (3.5)

To determine the process λ 1,u1,u2 , we let ζ u1,u2 = {ζ u1,u2
t ;0 ≤ t ≤ T} ∈ R

n×l1 be a fixed

but arbitrary square integrable {FY
u1,u2
1

t }-progressively measurable process. Consider the

F
Y

u1,u2
1

t -martingale

ηu1,u2
t ,

∫ t

0
ζ u1,u2

s (K1(s)K
⊤
1 (s))−1dV u1,u2(s), 0 ≤ t ≤ T, (3.6)

and then

E
[
Λ1,u1,u2

t (ηu1,u2
t )⊤

]
= E

∫ t

0
λ 1,u1,u2

s (K1(s)K
⊤
1 (s))−1(ζ u1,u2

s )⊤ds.

On the other hand, we also have

E
[
Λ1,u1,u2

t (ηu1,u2
t )⊤

]

= E
[
X̂

u1,u2
t (ηu1,u2

t )⊤
]
−E

∫ t

0

[
A(s)X̂u1,u2

s +B⊤
1 (s)u1(s)+B2(s)u2(s)+α(s)

]
(ηu1,u2

t )⊤ds.

Since for 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T ,

E
[
X̂u1,u2

s (ηu1,u2
t )⊤

]
= E

[
E
[
X̂u1,u2

s (ηu1,u2
t )⊤

∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]]
= E

[
X̂u1,u2

s (ηu1,u2
s )⊤

]

= E

[
E
[
Xu1,u2

s

∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]
(ηu1,u2

s )⊤
]
= E

[
Xu1,u2

s (ηu1,u2
s )⊤

]
,

and

E
[(

B⊤
1 (s)u1(s)+B2(s)u2(s)+α(s)

)
(ηu1,u2

t )⊤
]

= E

[ N

∑
i=1

B1i(s)E
[
u1i(s)(η

u1,u2
t )⊤

∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]]

+E

[
B2(s)E

[
u2(s)(η

u1,u2
t )⊤

∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]]
+E

[
α(s)E

[
(ηu1,u2

t )⊤
∣∣FY

u1,u2
1

s

]]

= E
[
B⊤

1 (s)u1(s)(η
u1,u2
s )⊤+B2(s)u2(s)(η

u1,u2
s )⊤+α(s)(ηu1,u2

s )⊤
]
,
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then we obtain

E
[
Λ1,u1,u2

t (ηu1,u2
t )⊤

]

= E
[
X

u1,u2
t (ηu1,u2

t )⊤
]

−E

∫ t

0

[
A(s)Xu1,u2

s +B⊤
1 (s)u1(s)+B2(s)u2(s)+α(s)

]
(ηu1,u2

s )⊤ds.

(3.7)

Observing that

dηu1,u2
t = ζ u1,u2

t (K1(s)K
⊤
1 (s))−1 f1(t)X̃

u1,u2
t dt + ζ u1,u2

t K−1
1 (t)dW 1

t ,

and using Itô’s formula, it has

E
[
X

u1,u2
t (ηu1,u2

t )⊤
]

= E

∫ t

0

{
Xu1,u2

s

[
ζ u1,u2

s (K1(s)K
⊤
1 (s))−1 f1(s)X̃

u1,u2
s

]⊤
+
[
A(s)Xu1,u2

s +B⊤
1 (s)u1(s)

+B2(s)u2(s)+α(s)
]
(ηu1,u2

s )⊤+C1(s)
(
ζ u1,u2

s K−1
1 (s)

)⊤}
ds,

where

E

∫ t

0
Xu1,u2

s (X̃u1,u2
s )⊤ f⊤1 (s)(K1(s)K

⊤
1 (s))−1(ζ u1,u2

s )⊤ds

= E

∫ t

0
X̂u1,u2

s (X̃u1,u2
s )⊤ f⊤1 (s)(K1(s)K

⊤
1 (s))−1(ζ u1,u2

s )⊤ds

+E

∫ t

0
X̃u1,u2

s (X̃u1,u2
s )⊤ f⊤1 (s)(K1(s)K

⊤
1 (s))−1(ζ u1,u2

s )⊤ds

= E

∫ t

0
E

[
X̂u1,u2

s (X̃u1,u2
s )⊤

∣∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]
f⊤1 (s)(K1(s)(K1(s)K

⊤
1 (s))−1(ζ u1,u2

s )⊤ds

+E

∫ t

0
E

[
X̃u1,u2

s (X̃u1,u2
s )⊤

∣∣∣FY
u1,u2
1

s

]
f⊤1 (s)(K1(s)K

⊤
1 (s))−1(ζ u1,u2

s )⊤ds

= E

∫ t

0
E
[
X̃u1,u2

s (X̃u1,u2
s )⊤

]
f⊤1 (s)(K1(s)K

⊤
1 (s))−1(ζ u1,u2

s )⊤ds

= E

∫ t

0
Σs f⊤1 (s)(K1(s)K

⊤
1 (s))−1(ζ u1,u2

s )⊤ds,

where we set Σs , E
[
X̃

u1,u2
s (X̃u1,u2

s )⊤
]
, which implies that

E
[
X

u1,u2
t (ηu1,u2

t )⊤
]

= E

∫ t

0

[
A(s)Xu1,u2

s +B⊤
1 (s)u1(s)+B2(s)u2(s)+α(s)

]
(ηu1,u2

s )⊤ds

+E

∫ t

0

[
Σu1,u2

s f⊤1 (s)+C1(s)K
⊤
1 (s)

]
(K1(s)K

⊤
1 (s))−1(ζ u1,u2

s )⊤ds.

Then making the comparison with (3.7) we get

E
[
Λ1,u1,u2

t (ηu1,u2
t )⊤

]
= E

∫ t

0

[
Σs f⊤1 (s)+C1(s)K

⊤
1 (s)

]
(K1(s)K

⊤
1 (s))−1(ζ u1,u2

s )⊤ds.

So we obtain

λ 1
s = Σs f⊤1 (s)+C1(s)K

⊤
1 (s), 0 ≤ s ≤ T. (3.8)
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The filtering process X̂u1,u2 satisfies

dX̂
u1,u2
t =

[
A(t)X̂u1,u2

t +B⊤
1 (t)u1(t)+B2(t)u2(t)+α(t)

]
dt

+
[
Σt f⊤1 (t)+C1(t)K

⊤
1 (t)

]
(K1(t)K

⊤
1 (t))−1dV u1,u2(t)

=
[
A(t)X̂u1,u2

t +B⊤
1 (t)u1(t)+B2(t)u2(t)+α(t)

]
dt

+
[
Σt f⊤1 (t)+C1(t)K

⊤
1 (t)

]
(K1(t)K

⊤
1 (t))−1 f1(t)X̃

u1,u2
t dt

+
[
Σt f⊤1 (t)+C1(t)K

⊤
1 (t)

]
K−1

1 (t)dW 1
t ,

(3.9)

and X̃u1,u2 satisfies

dX̃
u1,u2
t =

[
A(t)−

[
Σt f⊤1 (t)+C1(t)K

⊤
1 (t)

]
(K1(t)K

⊤
1 (t))−1 f1(t)X̃

u1,u2
t

]
dt

−Σt f⊤1 (t)K−1
1 (t)dW 1

t +C2(t)dW 2
t .

(3.10)

Then apply Itô’s formula to X̃u1,u2(X̃u1,u2)⊤, we have

Σt =

∫ t

0

[(
A(s)−C1(s)K

−1
1 (s) f1(s)

)
Σs +Σs

(
A(s)−C1(s)K

−1
1 (s) f1(s)

)⊤

−Σs f⊤1 (s)(K1(s)K
⊤
1 (s))−1 f1(s)Σs +C2(s)C

⊤
2 (s)

]
ds.

(3.11)

Next, based on the orthogonal decomposition of the state process [31], we divide the

cost functional J1i(x0;u1,u2) for the ith follower as follows:

J1i(x0;u1,u2) = E

[∫ T

0

[〈(
Q1i S⊤1i

S1i R1i

)(
X̂u1,u2 + X̃u1,u2

u1i

)
,

(
X̂u1,u2 + X̃u1,u2

u1i

)〉

+ 2

〈(
q1i

r1i

)
,

(
X̂u1,u2 + X̃u1,u2

u1i

)〉]
dt

+
〈
G1i(X̂

u1,u2
T + X̃

u1,u2
T ), X̂u1,u2

T + X̃
u1,u2
T

〉
+ 2
〈
g1i, X̂

u1,u2
T + X̃

u1,u2
T

〉]

= E

[∫ T

0

(〈
Q1i(t)X̃

u1,u2
t , X̃

u1,u2
t 〉+ 2〈q1i(t), X̃

u1,u2
t

〉)
dt

+
〈
G1iX̃

u1,u2
T , X̃

u1,u2
T

〉
+ 2
〈
g1i, X̃

u1,u2
T

〉]

+E

[∫ T

0

[〈(
Q1i S⊤1i

S1i R1i

)(
X̂u1,u2

u1i

)
,

(
X̂u1,u2

u1i

)〉

+ 2

〈(
q1i

r1i

)
,

(
X̂u1,u2

u1i

)〉]
dt +

〈
G1iX̂

u1,u2
T , X̂

u1,u2
T

〉
+ 2
〈
g1i, X̂

u1,u2
T

〉]

, J̃1i(x0;u1,u2)+ Ĵ1i(x0;u1,u2).
(3.12)

We introduce Riccati equations:

{
Ṗ1i

t +A⊤(t)P1i
t +P1i

t A(t)−
(
P1i

t B1i(t)+ S⊤1i(t)
)
R−1

1i (t)
(
B⊤

1i(t)P
1i
t + S1i(t)

)
+Q1i(t) = 0,

P1i
T = G1i,

(3.13)
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and BSDEs:





−dϕ1i,u2
t =

{[
A(t)−B1i(t)R

−1
1i (t)

(
B1i(t)

⊤P1i
t + S1i(t)

)]⊤
ϕ1i,u2

t +P1i
t α(t)

+ q1i(t)−
[
R−1

1i (t)
(
B⊤

1i(t)P
1i
t + S1i(t)

)]⊤
r1i(t)+P1i

t B2(t)u2(t)
}

dt

−λ 1i,u2
t dV̌ u1,u2(t),

ϕ1i,u2
T = g1i, i = 1, · · · ,N.

(3.14)

Apply Itô’s formula to 〈P1i
t X̂

u1,u2
t , X̂

u1,u2
t 〉 and 〈ϕ1i,u2

t , X̂
u1,u2
t 〉 on [0,T ], respectively, and

insert them into Ĵ1i(x0;u1,u2), then we have (We usually omit the time variable t in the

following for simplicity.)

Ĵ1i(x0;u1,u2)

= E
[
〈P1i

0 x0 + 2ϕ1i,u2
0 ,x0〉

]
+E

∫ T

0

[〈
R1i

[
u1i +R−1

1i (B
⊤
1iP

1i + S1i)X̂
u1,u2

+R−1
1i (B

⊤
1iϕ

1i,u2 + r1i)
]
,
[
u1i +R−1

1i (B
⊤
1iP

1i + S1i)X̂
u1,u2 +R−1

1i (B
⊤
1iϕ

1i,u2 + r1i)]
〉

−
〈

R−1
1i (B

⊤
1iϕ

1i,u2 + r1i),(B
⊤
1iϕ

1i,u2 + r1i)
〉
+

l1

∑
j=1

〈
P1i(∆ j +C1 j),∆ j +C1 j

〉

+ 2
〈
B2u2,ϕ

1i,u2
〉
+ 2
〈
ϕ1i,u2 ,α

〉
+ 2
〈
∆(t)+C1,λ

1i,u2
〉]

dt,

(3.15)

where ∆(t)≡ (∆1(t), . . . ,∆l1(t)), Σt

(
K−1

1 (t) f1(t)
)⊤

. Similarly, we also introduce ODEs:





Π̇1i
t +

[
A− (Σ f⊤1 K−1

1 +C1)K
−1
1 f1)

]⊤
Π1i

t

+Π1i
t

[
A− (Σ f⊤1 +C1K⊤

1 )(K1K⊤
1 )−1 f1

]
+Q1i = 0,

Π1i
T = G1i,

(3.16)

and BSDEs:




−dπ1i

t =
{[

A− (Σ f⊤1 K−1
1 +C1)K

−1
1 f1

]⊤
π1i

t + q1i

}
dt −β 1

t dW 1
t −β 2

t dW 2
t ,

π1i
T = g1i, i = 1, · · · ,N.

(3.17)

Apply Itô’s formula to 〈Π1i
t X̃

u1,u2
t , X̃

u1,u2
t 〉 and 〈π1i

t , X̃
u1,u2
t 〉 on [0,T ], respectively, and insert

them into J̃1i(x0;u1,u2), then we have

J̃1i(x0;u1,u2) = E

∫ T

0

[ l1

∑
j=1

〈Π1i∆ j,∆ j〉+
l2

∑
j=1

〈Π1iC2 j,C2 j〉

− 2〈Σ f⊤1 K−1
1 ,β 1〉+ 2〈C2,β

2〉
]

dt.

(3.18)

Now, the optimal filtering feedback form of the ith follower’s optimal control is

ū1i(t) =−R−1
1i (t)

[
B⊤

1i(t)P
1i
t + S1i(t)

]
X̂

ū1,u2
t −R−1

1i (t)
[
B1i(t)

⊤ϕ1i,u2
t + r1i(t)

]
, (3.19)
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where X̂ ū1,u2 satisfies

dX̂
ū1,u2
t =

[(
A(t)−

N

∑
i=1

B1i(t)R
−1
1i (t)

[
B1i(t)

⊤P1i
t + S1i(t)

])
X̂

ū1,u2
t

−
N

∑
i=1

B1i(t)R
−1
1i (t)

[
B1i(t)

⊤ϕ1i,u2
t + r1i(t)

]
+B2(t)u2(t)+α(t)

]
dt

+
[
Σt f⊤1 (t)+C1(t)K

⊤
1 (t)

]
(K1(t)K

⊤
1 (t))−1dV ū1,u2(t).

(3.20)

Now, for any fixed u2, the optimal cost of the ith follower is given by

J1i(x0; ū1,u2) = E
[
〈P1i

0 x0 + 2ϕ1i,u2
0 ,x0〉

]
+E

∫ T

0

{ l1

∑
j−=1

〈
Π1i∆ j,∆ j

〉

+
l2

∑
j=1

〈
Π1iC2 j,C2 j

〉
− 2〈∆,β 1〉−

〈
R−1

1i (B
⊤
1iϕ

1i,u2 + r1i),B
⊤
1iϕ

1i,u2 + r1i

〉

+
l1

∑
j=1

〈
P1i(∆ j +C1 j),∆ j +C1 j

〉
+ 2〈B2u2,ϕ

1i,u2〉

+ 2〈α,ϕ1i,u2〉+ 2〈C2,β
2〉+ 2

〈
(∆+C1),λ

1i,u2
〉}

dt.

(3.21)

Remark 3.1. It is acknowledged that the separation principle introduced in [36] is the key

step that separate the optimal control and state estimate in the classical partially observed

stochastic control problem of SDEs. Then a backward separation principle is also intro-

duced in [33] for solving the partially observed FBSDEs. However, the necessary state

decomposition technique in the above two work plays an important role, therefore, the

restriction imposed on the admissible control require additional condition in terms of the

filtration generated by observation process. In their procedure, different from that in [33]

in which they show the “backward” idea that first addresses the control problem and the

filtering equation is then obtained, the classical idea in [36] is to investigate the filtering

equation first, which is similar to the steps in our work. Based on the orthogonal decompo-

sition, we focus on the decomposition of cost functional alternatively and then transform

the original partially observed control into a class of “completely observed” control prob-

lem based on the known information filtration, so we do not need the restriction introduced

by state decomposition and relax the definition of admissible control. As far as we know,

the technique is also applied to investigate the partially observed LQ stochastic control of

mean-field SDEs recently in [24], but there is no any related result for forward backward

stochastic system yet, which has been now completed in the following section for leader’s

problem.

4. THE LEADER’S PROBLEM

In this section, the leader encounters a kind of partially observed stochastic optimal

control of non-standard FBSDEs with conditional mean-field terms. So we extend the

result in [31] to the case of forward-backward partially observed stochastic system.

Since the state equation (2.1) of Xu2 ≡ X ū1,u2 , now, contains ϕ1i,u2 and X̂u2 ≡ X̂ ū1,u2

by ū1i in (3.19), thus the state equation of the leader becomes an FBSDE with conditional

mean filed terms. In the following part, for obtaining the explicit form, we consider the
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case that f1(·) = g1(·) = 0, i.e., F
Y

u2
1

t ≡ F
Y

ū1,u2
1

t = FW 1

t , then V̌ u2(t) ≡ V̌ ū1,u2(t) = W 1
t .

And thus

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

dX
u2
t =

{
A(t)Xu2

t −
N

∑
i=1

B1i(t)R
−1
1i (t)

[
B⊤

1i(t)P
1i
t + S1i(t)

]
X̂

u2
t

−
N

∑
i=1

B1i(t)R
−1
1i (t)

[
B⊤

1i(t)ϕ
1i,u2
t + r1i(t)

]

+B2(t)u2(t)+α(t)

}
dt +C1(t)dW 1

t +C2(t)dW 2
t ,

−dϕ1i,u2
t =

{[
A(t)−B1i(t)R

−1
1i (t)

(
B⊤

1i(t)P
1i
t + S1i(t)

)]
ϕ1i,u2

t

+P1i
t α(t)+ q1i(t)−R−1

1i (t)
[
B⊤

1i(t)P
1i
t + S1i(t)

]
r1i(t)

+P1i
t B2(t)u2(t)

}
dt −λ 1i,u2

t dW 1
t ,

X
u2
0 = x0, ϕ1i,u2

T = g1i, i = 1,2, . . . ,N.

(4.1)

Now we assume F
Y

u2
2

t ⊂ F
Y

u2
1

t = FW 1

t , where we have denoted by Y
u2
2 ≡ Y

ū1,u2
2 . Set, for

a fixed admissible control u2 ∈ F L
ad ,

X̌
u2
t , E

[
X

u2
t

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

t

]
,

˜̃X
u2
t = X

u2
t − X̌

u2
t

ϕ̌1i,u2
t , E

[
ϕ1i,u2

t

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

t

]
, λ̌ 1i,u2

t , E

[
λ 1i,u2

t

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

t

]
, i = 1,2, . . . ,N,

U
u2
t , Y

u2
2 (t)−

∫ t

0

[
f2(s)X̌

u2
s + g2(s)

]
ds,

(4.2)

and Ǔ
u2
t ,

∫ t
0 K−1

2 (s)dU
u2
s is an F

Y
u2
2

t -Brownian motion. First, we consider the process

Λ2,u2
t , X̌

u2
t − x0 −

∫ t

0

{[
A−

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)]
X̌u2

s −
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i B⊤

1iϕ̌
1i,u2

+B2u2 −
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i r1i +α

}
ds,

(4.3)

which is F
Y

u2
2

t -adapted and RCLL, Λ2,u2
0 = 0. For fixed 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T , we have

E

[
Λ2,u2

t −Λ2,u2
s

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
= E

[
X̌

u2
t − X̌u2

s −
∫ t

s

[(
A−

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

))
X̌u2

r

−
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i B⊤

1iϕ̌
1i,u2
r +B2u2 −

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i r1i +α

]
dr

∣∣∣∣F
Y

u2
2

s

]
,

where

E

[
X̌

u2
t − X̌u2

s

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
= E

[
E

[
X

u2
t

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

t

]∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
−E

[
Xu2

s

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
= E

[
X

u2
t −Xu2

s

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
,
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E

[∫ t

s

(
A−

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

))
X̌u2

r dr

∣∣∣∣F
Y

u2
2

s

]

=

∫ t

s

(
A−

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

))
E

[
X̌u2

r

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
dr

=

∫ t

s
AE

[
E

[
X̌u2

r

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

r

]∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
dr

−
∫ t

s

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)
E

[
E

[
X̌u2

r

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

r

]∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
dr

=

∫ t

s
AE
[
Xu2

r

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
dr

−
∫ t

s

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)
E

[
E

[
E

[
Xu2

r

∣∣∣FW 1

r

]∣∣∣FY
u2
2

r

]∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
dr

= E

[∫ t

s
AXu2

r dr

∣∣∣∣F
Y

u2
2

s

]
−
∫ t

s

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)
E

[
E

[
X̂u2

r

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

r

]∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
dr

= E

[∫ t

s
AXu2

r dr

∣∣∣∣F
Y

u2
2

s

]
−
∫ t

s

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)
E

[
X̂u2

r

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
dr

= E

[∫ t

s
AXu2

r −
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)
X̂u2

r dr

∣∣∣∣F
Y

u2
2

s

]
,

and

E

[∫ t

s
B1iR

−1
1i B⊤

1iϕ̌
1i,u2
r dr

∣∣∣∣F
Y

u2
2

s

]
=

∫ t

s
B1iR

−1
1i B⊤

1iE

[
E

[
ϕ1i,u2

r

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

r

]∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
dr

= E

[∫ t

s
B1iR

−1
1i B⊤

1iϕ
1i,u2
r dr

∣∣∣∣F
Y

u2
2

s

]
,

which implies that

E

[
Λ2,u2

t −Λ2,u2
s

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]

= E

[
X

u2
t −Xu2

s −
∫ t

s

[
AXu2 −

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)
X̂u2

r

−
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i B⊤

1iϕ
1i,u2
r +B2u2 −

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i r1i +α

]
dr

∣∣∣∣F
Y

u2
2

s

]

= E

[∫ t

s
C1dW 1 +

∫ t

s
C2dW 2

∣∣∣∣F
Y

u2
2

s

]

= E

[
E

[∫ t

s
C1dW 1 +

∫ t

s
C2dW 2

∣∣∣∣Fs

]∣∣∣∣F
Y

u2
2

s

]
= 0.

Thus, Λ2,u2
t is an F

Y
u2
2

t -martingale. Then similarly, there exists F
Y

u2
2

s -progressively mea-

surable λ 2,u2 , such that Λ2,u2
t =

∫ t
0 λ 2,u2

s (K2(s)K
⊤
2 (s))−1dU

u2
s . Let ζ̃ u2 = {ζ̃ u2

t ;0 ≤ t ≤ T}



15

be a fixed but arbitraryRn×l2-valued square-integrable F
Y

u2
2

t -progressively measurable pro-

cess. Consider the F
Y

u2
2

t -martingale:

ϕ̃u2
t ,

∫ t

0
ζ̃ u2

s (K2(s)K
⊤
2 (s))−1dUu2

s . (4.4)

Applying Itô’s formula, we have

E
[
Λ2,u2

t (ϕ̃u2
t )⊤

]
= E

∫ t

0
λ 2,u2

s (K2(s)K
⊤
2 (s))−1(ζ̃ u2

s )⊤ds, ∀ 0 ≤ t ≤ T.

Meanwhile, we can get

Λ2,u2
t (ϕ̃u2

t )⊤ = X̌
u2
t (ϕ̃u2

t )⊤− x0(ϕ̃
u2
0 )⊤−

∫ t

0

{[
A−

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)]
X̌u2

s

−
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i B⊤

1iϕ̌
1i,u2
s +B2u2 −

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i r1i +α

}
(ϕ̃u2

s )⊤ds.

Taking expectation on both sides, and noting that

E
[
X̌

u2
t (ϕ̃u2

t )⊤
]
= E

[
E

[
X

u2
t

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

t

]
(ϕ̃u2

t )⊤
]
= E

[
X

u2
t (ϕ̃u2

t )⊤
]
,

E
[
X̌u2

s (ϕ̃u2
t )⊤

]
= E

[
E

[
X̌u2

s (ϕ̃u2
t )⊤

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]]
= E

[
X̌u2

s E

[
(ϕ̃u2

t )⊤
∣∣∣FY

u2
2

s

]]

= E
[
X̌u2

s (ϕ̃u2
s )⊤

]
= E

[
Xu2

s (ϕ̃u2
s )⊤

]
,

E
[
X̌u2

s (ϕ̃u2
t )⊤

]
= E

[
E

[
Xu2

s

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
(ϕ̃u2

t )⊤
]
= E

[
E

[
E

[
Xu2

s

∣∣∣FW 1

s

]∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
(ϕ̃u2

t )⊤
]

= E

[
E

[
X̂u2

s

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
(ϕ̃u2

t )⊤
]
= E

[
E

[
E

[
X̂u2

s

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
(ϕ̃u2

t )
∣∣∣FY

u2
2

s

]

= E

[
E

[
X̂u2

s

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
(ϕ̃u2

s )⊤
]
= E

[
X̂u2

s (ϕ̃u2
s )⊤

]
,

E
[
ϕ̌1i,u2

s (ϕ̃u2
t )⊤

]
= E

[
E

[
ϕ̌1i,u2

s (ϕ̃u2
t )⊤

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s ]
]
= E

[
ϕ̌1i,u2

s (ϕ̃u2
s )⊤

]

= E

[
E

[
ϕ1i,u2

s

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
(ϕ̃u2

s )⊤
]
= E

[
ϕ1i,u2

s (ϕ̃u2
s )⊤

]
,

E
[
u2(s)(ϕ̃

u2
t )⊤

]
= E

[
E

[
u2(s)(ϕ̃

u2
t )⊤

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]]
= E

[
u2(s)(ϕ̃

u2
s )⊤

]
,

we get

E
[
Λ2,u2

t (ϕ̃u2
t )⊤

]
= E

[
X

u2
t (ϕ̃u2

t )⊤
]
−E

[∫ t

0

{
AXu2

s −
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)
X̂u2

s

−
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i B⊤

1iϕ
1i,u2
s +B2u2 −

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i r1i +α

]
(ϕ̃u2

s )⊤ds

]
.

Noting

dϕ̃u2
t = ζ̃ u2

t (K2(t)K
⊤
2 (t))−1dU

u2
t = ζ̃ u2

t (K2(t)K
⊤
2 (t))−1

[
f2(t)(X

u2
t − X̌

u2
t )dt +K2(t)dW 2

t

]

= ζ̃ u2
t (K2(t)K

⊤
2 (t))−1 f2(t)

˜̃X
u2
t dt + ζ̃ u2

t (K2(t)K
⊤
2 (t))−1K2(t)dW 2

t ,
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and applying Itô’s formula, it follows that

E
[
X

u2
t (ϕ̃u2

t )⊤
]
= E

∫ t

0

{
Xu2

s ( ˜̃Xu2
s )⊤ f⊤2 (K2K⊤

2 )−1(ζ̃ u2
s )⊤

+

[
AXu2

s −
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)
X̂u2

s −
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i B⊤

1iϕ
1i,u2
s

+B2u2 −
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i r1i +α

]
(ϕ̃u2

s )⊤+C2K⊤
2 (K2K⊤

2 )−1(ζ̃ u2
s )⊤

}
ds,

among which

E
[
Xu2

s ( ˜̃Xu2
s )⊤ f⊤2 (K2K⊤

2 )−1(ζ̃ u2
s )⊤

]

= E

[
E

[
Xu2

s ( ˜̃Xu2
s )⊤ f⊤2 (K2K⊤

2 )−1(ζ̃ u2
s )⊤

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]]

= E

[
E

[
(X̌u2

s + ˜̃Xu2
s )( ˜̃Xu2

s )⊤
∣∣∣FY

u2
2

s

]
f⊤2 (K2K⊤

2 )−1(ζ̃ u2
s )⊤

]

= E

[
E

[
X̌u2

s ( ˜̃Xu2
s )⊤+ ˜̃Xu2

s ( ˜̃Xu2
s )⊤

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
f⊤2 (K2K⊤

2 )−1(ζ̃ u2
s )⊤

]

= E

[
E

[
X̌u2

s ( ˜̃Xu2
s )⊤

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
f⊤2 (K2K⊤

2 )−1(ζ̃ u2
s )⊤

]
+E

[
Σ̃s f⊤2 (K2K⊤

2 )−1(ζ̃ u2
s )⊤

]

= E
[
Σ̃s f⊤2 (K2K⊤

2 )−1(ζ̃ u2
s )⊤

]
,

where Σ̃s , E
[ ˜̃X

u2
s ( ˜̃X

u2
s )⊤

]
. Thus, we have

E
[
X

u2
t (ϕ̃u2

t )⊤
]
= E

∫ t

0

{[
AXu2

s −
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)
X̂u2

s −
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i B⊤

1iϕ
1i,u2
s

+B2u2 −
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i r1i +α

]
(ϕ̃u2

s )⊤

+
(
Σ̃s f⊤2 +C2K⊤

2

)
(K2K⊤

2 )−1(ζ̃ u2
s )⊤

}
ds,

and

E
[
Λ2,u2

t (ϕ̃u2
t )⊤

]
= E

∫ t

0

(
Σ̃s f⊤2 +C2K⊤

2

)
(K2K⊤

2 )−1(ζ̃ u2
s )⊤ds,

Therefore, we obtain λ 2
t = Σ̃t f⊤2 (t)+C2(t)K

⊤
2 (t),0 ≤ t ≤ T , and the equation of X̌u2 is

X̌
u2
t = x0 +

∫ t

0

{[
A−

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)]
X̌u2

r −
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i B⊤

1iϕ̌
1i,u2
r +B2u2

−
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i r1i +α

}
ds+

∫ t

0

(
Σ̃s f⊤2 +C2K⊤

2

)
(K2K⊤

2 )−1dUu2
s .

(4.5)

In the following, we derive, for a fixed admissible control u2 ∈ U L
ad , the filtering equa-

tion for ϕ̌1i,u2 . We introduce

Γi,u2
t , ϕ̌1i,u2

t − g1i−
∫ T

t

{[
A(s)−B1i(s)R

−1
1i (s)

(
B1i(s)

⊤P1i
s + S1i(s)

)]
ϕ̌1i,u2

s

+P1i
s α(s)+ q1i(s)−R−1

1i (s)
(
B1i(s)

⊤P1i
s + S1i(s)

)
r1i(s)

+P1i
s B2(s)u2(s)

}
ds, i = 1,2, . . . ,N.

(4.6)
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For fixed 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T , we have

E

[
Γi,u2

t −Γi,u2
s

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]

= E

[
ϕ̌1i,u2

t − ϕ̌1i,u2
s +

∫ t

s

{[
A−B1iR

−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)]
ϕ̌1i,u2 +P1iα + q1i

−R−1
1i (B

⊤
1iP

1i + S1i)r1i +P1iB2u2

}
dr

∣∣∣∣F
Y

u2
2

s

]
,

where

E

[
ϕ̌1i,u2

t − ϕ̌1i,u2
s

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]

= E

[
E

[
ϕ1i,u2

t

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

t

]∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
−E

[
ϕ1i,u2

s

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
= E

[
ϕ1i,u2

t −ϕ1i,u2
s

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
,

and

E

[∫ t

s

[
A−B1iR

−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)]
ϕ̌1i,u2

r dr

∣∣∣∣F
Y

u2
2

s

]

=

∫ t

s

[
A−B1iR

−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)]
E

[
E

[
ϕ1i,u2

r

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

r

]∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
dr

= E

[∫ t

s

[
A−B1iR

−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)]
ϕ1i,u2

r dr

∣∣∣∣F
Y

u2
2

s

]
,

which imply that

E

[
Γi,u2

t −Γi,u2
s

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]

= E

[
ϕ1i,u2

t −ϕ1i,u2
s +

∫ t

s

{[
A−B1iR

−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)]
ϕ1i +P1iα + q1i

−R−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)
r1i +P1iB2u2

}
dr

∣∣∣∣F
Y

u2
2

s

]

= E

[∫ t

s
λ 1,u2

r dW 1

∣∣∣∣F
Y

u2
2

s

]
= E

[
E

[∫ t

s
λ 1,u2

r dW 1

∣∣∣∣F
W 1

s

]∣∣∣∣F
Y

u2
2

s

]
= 0,

so Γi,u2
t is an F

Y
u2
2

t -martingale. Similarly, we have

Γi,u2
t =

∫ t

0
η̃ i,u2

s (K2K⊤
2 )−1dUu2

s , ∀ 0 ≤ t ≤ T,

where η̃ i,u2 = {η̃ i,u2
t ;0 ≤ t ≤ T} is to be determined, i = 1,2, . . . ,N. Let β̃ i,u2 = {β̃ i,u2

t ;0 ≤
t ≤ T} be a fixed but arbitrary R

n×l2-valued square-integrable F
Y

u2
2

t -progressively process.

Consider the {FY2
t }-martingale

ε i,u2
t ,

∫ t

0
β̃ i,u2

s (K2(s)K
⊤
2 (s))−1dUu2

s ,

and apply Itô’s formula, then we get

E
[
Γi,u2

t (ε i,u2
t )⊤

]
= E

∫ t

0
η̃ i,u2

s (K2(s)K
⊤
2 (s))−1(β̃ i,u2

s )⊤ds.
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Moreover, we have

E
[
Γi,u2

t (ε i,u2
T )⊤

]

= E
[
ϕ̌1i,u2

t (ε i,u2
T )⊤

]
−E

∫ T

t

{[
A(s)−B1i(s)R

−1
1i (s)

(
B1i(s)

⊤P1i
s + S1i(s)

)]
ϕ̌1i,u2

s

+P1i
s α(s)+ q1i(s)−R−1

1i (s)
(
B1i(s)

⊤P1i
s + S1i(s)

)
r1i(s)+P1i

s B2(s)u2(s)
}
(ε i,u2

T )⊤ds,

where

E
[
Γi,u2

t (ε i,u2
T )⊤

]
= E

[
E

[
Γi,u2

t (ε i,u2
T )⊤

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

t

]]
= E

[
Γi,u2

t (ε i,u2
t )⊤

]
,

E
[
ϕ̌1i,u2

t (ε i,u2
T )⊤

]
= E

[
E

[
ϕ̌1i,u2

t (ε i,u2
T )⊤

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

t

]]
= E

[
ϕ̌1i,u2

t (ε i,u2
t )⊤

]

= E

[
E

[
ϕ1i,u2

t

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

t

]
(ε i,u2

t )⊤
]
= E

[
ϕ1i,u2

t (ε i,u2
t )⊤

]
,

E
[
ϕ̌1i,u2

s (ε i,u2
T )⊤

]
= E

[
E

[
ϕ̌1i,u2

s (ε i,u2
T )⊤

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

t

]]
= E

[
ϕ̌1i,u2

s (ε i,u2
s )⊤

]

= E

[
E

[
ϕ1i,u2

s

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

t

]
(ε i,u2

s )⊤
]
= E

[
ϕ1i,u2

s (ε i,u2
s )⊤

]
,

E
[
u2(s)(ε

i,u2
T )⊤

]
= E

[
E

[
u2(s)(ε

i,u2
T )⊤

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]]
= E

[
u2(s)(ε

i,u2
s )⊤

]
,

which implies that

E
[
Γi,u2

t (ε i,u2
t )⊤

]

= E
[
ϕ1i,u2

t (ε i,u2
t )⊤

]
−E

∫ T

t

{[
A(s)−B1i(s)R

−1
1i (s)

(
B⊤

1i(s)P
1i
s + S1i(s)

)]
ϕ1i,u2

s

+P1i
s α(s)+ q1i(s)−R−1

1i (s)
(
B⊤

1i(s)P
1i
s + S1i(s)

)
r1i(s)+P1i

s B2(s)u2(s)
}
(ε i,u2

s )⊤ds.

Now, we also get

dε i,u2
t = β̃ i,u2

t (K2K⊤
2 )−1dU

u2
t = β̃ i,u2

t (K2K⊤
2 )−1 f2X̃

u2
t dt + β̃ i,u2

t (K2K⊤
2 )−1K2dW 2

.

By Itô’s formula, we have

E
[
g1i(ε

i,u2
T )⊤

]

= E
[
ϕ1i,u2

t (ε i,u2
t )⊤

]
+E

∫ T

t

{
ϕ1i,u2

s (X̃u2
s )⊤ f⊤2 (K2K⊤

2 )−1(β̃ i,u2
s )⊤

−
[(

A−B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)
ϕ1i,u2

s +P1iα + q1i

−R−1
1i (B

⊤
1iP

1i + S1i)r1i +P1iB2u2

]
(ε i,u2

s )⊤
}

ds,

among which

E
[
ϕ1i,u2

s ( ˜̃Xu2
s )⊤ f⊤2 (K2K⊤

2 )−1(β̃ i
s)

⊤]

= E

[
E

[
ϕ1i,u2

s ( ˜̃Xu2
s )⊤ f⊤2 (K2K⊤

2 )−1(β̃ i
s)

⊤
∣∣∣FY

u2
2

s

]]

= E

[
E

[
ϕ̌1i,u2

s ( ˜̃Xu2
s )⊤

∣∣∣FY
u2
2

s

]
f⊤2 (K2K⊤

2 )−1(β̃ i
s)

⊤
]

+E

[
E

[(
ϕ1i,u2

s − ϕ̌1i,u2
s

)
( ˜̃Xu2

s )⊤
∣∣∣FY

u2
2

s

]
f⊤2 (K2K⊤

2 )−1(β̃ i
s)

⊤
]

= E
[
Σ̌i

s f⊤2 (K2K⊤
2 )−1(β̃ i

s)
⊤]

,
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where Σ̌i
s , E

[(
ϕ1i,u2

s − ϕ̌1i,u2
s

)
( ˜̃X

u2
s )⊤

]
. Then we have

E
[
Γi,u2

t (ε i,u2
t )⊤

]
=−E

∫ T

t
Σ̌i

s f⊤2 (K2K⊤
2 )−1(β̃ i

s)
⊤ds.

Comparing this with E
[
Γi,u2

t (ε i,u2
t )⊤

]
= E

∫ t
0 η̃ i,u2

s (K2K⊤
2 )−1(β̃ i

s)
⊤ds, we achieve

0 = E
[
Γi,u2

T (ε i,u2
T )⊤

]
= E

∫ T

0
η̃ i,u2

s (K2K⊤
2 )−1(β̃ i

s)
⊤ds,

and

E
[
Γi,u2

t (ε i,u2
t )⊤

]
=−E

∫ T

t
η̃ i,u2

s (K2K⊤
2 )−1(β̃ i

s)
⊤ds,

which implies that η̃ i
t = Σ̌i

t f⊤2 (t),0 ≤ t ≤ T . Therefore, we obtain the equation of ϕ̌1i,u2 :






−dϕ̌1i,u2
t =

{[
A−B1iR

−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)]
ϕ̌1i,u2 +P1iα + q1i

−R−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)
r1i +P1iB2u2

}
dt − γ̌1i

t dǓ
u2
t ,

ϕ̌1i,u2
T = g1i,

(4.7)

where γ̌1i
t , Σ̌i

t f⊤2 (t)(K2(t)K
⊤
2 (t))−1.

Next, we mainly give the coupled representations of Σ̃ ≡ E
[
(Xu2 − X̌u2)(Xu2 − X̌u2)⊤

]

and Σ̌i ≡ E
[(

ϕ1i,u2 − ϕ̌1i,u2
)
(Xu2 − X̌u2)⊤

]
by the following equations:

Σ̃t =

∫ t

0

{[
A−

(
Σ̃ f⊤2 +C2K⊤

2

)
(K2K⊤

2 )−1 f2

]
Σ̃

+ Σ̃
[
A−

(
Σ̃ f⊤2 +C2K⊤

2

)
(K2K⊤

2 )−1 f2

]⊤

−
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)
E
[
(X̂u2 − X̌u2)(X̃u2)⊤

]

−E
[
(X̂u2 − X̌u2)(X̃u2)⊤

][ N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)]⊤
−

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i B⊤

1iΣ̌
i

−
N

∑
i=1

Σ̌i
(
B1iR

−1
1i B⊤

1i

)⊤
+C1C⊤

1 + Σ̃ f⊤2 (K2K⊤)−1 f2Σ̃

}
ds,

(4.8)

and

Σ̌i
t =

∫ t

0

{[
A−

(
Σ̃ f⊤2 +C2K⊤

2

)
(K2K⊤

2 )−1 f2 −
(

A−B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

))]
Σ̌i

−B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)
E
[
(ϕ1i,u2 − ϕ̌1i,u2)(X̂u2 − X̌u2)⊤

]

−B1iR
−1
1i B⊤

1iE
[
(ϕ1i,u2 − ϕ̌1i,u2)(ϕ1i,u2 − ϕ̌1i,u2)⊤

]

− Σ̌i f⊤2 (K2K⊤
2 )−1 f2Σ̃+λ 1iC⊤

1 + Σ̃ f⊤2 K−1
2 (γ̌1i)⊤

}
ds,

(4.9)
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where

E
[
(X̂u2 − X̌u2)(X̃u2)⊤

]

=

∫ t

0

{[
A−

(
Σ̃u2 f⊤2 +C2K⊤

2

)
(K2K⊤

2 )−1 f2

]
Σ̃

−
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)
E
[
(X̂u2 − X̌u2)(X̂u2 − X̌u2)⊤

]

−
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i B⊤

1iE
[
(X̂u2 − X̌u2)(ϕ1i,u2 − ϕ̌1i,u2)⊤

]

+
[
A−

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)]
Σ̃−

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i B⊤

1iΣ̌
i +C1C⊤

1

}
ds,

(4.10)

E
[
(X̂u2 − X̌u2)(X̂u2 − X̌u2)⊤

]

=
∫ t

0

{[
A−

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)]
E
[
(X̂u2 − X̌u2)(X̂u2 − X̌u2)⊤

]

+E
[
(X̂u2 − X̌u2)(X̂u2 − X̌u2)⊤

][
A−

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)]⊤

−
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i B⊤

1iE
[
(X̂u2 − X̌u2)(ϕ1i,u2 − ϕ̌1i,u2)⊤

]

−
N

∑
i=1

E
[
(X̂u2 − X̌u2)(ϕ1i,u2 − ϕ̌1i,u2)⊤

](
B1iR

−1
1i B⊤

1i

)⊤

−
(
Σ̃ f⊤2 +C2K⊤

2

)
(K2K⊤

2 )−1 f2E
[
(X̂u2 − X̌u2)(X̃u2)⊤

]

−E[(X̂u2 − X̌u2)(X̃u2)⊤][(Σ̃ f⊤2 +C2K⊤
2 )(K2K⊤

2 )−1 f2]
⊤

+C1C⊤
1 +

(
Σ̃ f⊤2 +C2K⊤

2

)
(K2K⊤

2 )−1
(
Σ̃ f⊤2 +C2K⊤

2

)⊤
}

ds,

(4.11)

E
[
(X̂u2 − X̌u2)(ϕ1i,u2 − ϕ̌1i,u2)⊤

]

=

∫ t

0

{
− Σ̃ f⊤2 (K2K⊤

2 )−1 f2E
[
(X̂u2 − X̌u2)(X̃u2)⊤

]

−B1iR
−1
1i B⊤

1iE
[
(ϕ1i,u2 − ϕ̌1i,u2)(ϕ1i,u2 − ϕ̌1i,u2)⊤

]

−
(
Σ̃ f⊤2 +C2K⊤

2

)
(K2K⊤

2 )−1 f2Σ̌i +λ 1i,u2C⊤
1

+
(
Σ̃ f⊤2 +C2K⊤

2

)
(K2K⊤

2 )−1(γ̌1i)⊤
}

ds,

(4.12)

and

E
[
(ϕ1i,u2 − ϕ̌1i,u2)(ϕ1i,u2 − ϕ̌1i,u2)⊤

]

=

∫ T

t

{[
A−B1iR

−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)]
E
[
(ϕ1i,u2 − ϕ̌1i,u2)(ϕ1i,u2 − ϕ̌1i,u2)⊤

]

+E
[
(ϕ1i,u2 − ϕ̌1i,u2)(ϕ1i,u2 − ϕ̌1i,u2)⊤

][
A−B1iR

−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)]⊤

+ 2Σ̌i f⊤2 (K2K⊤
2 )−1 f2Σ̌i −λ 1i,u2(λ 1i,u2)⊤− γ̌1i(γ̌1i)⊤

}
ds.

(4.13)
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Now, we can regard the partially observed problem of the leader in this section, as the

completely observable case with the following state equation:






dX̌
u2
t =

{[
A−

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)]
X̌u2 −

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i B⊤

1iϕ̌
1i,u2 +B2u2

−
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i r1i +α +

(
Σ̃ f⊤2 +C2K⊤

2

)
(K2K⊤

2 )−1 f2X̃u2

}
dt

+
(

Σ̃ f⊤2 (K⊤
2 )−1 +C2

)
dW 2

t ,

−dϕ̌1i,u2
t =

{[
A−

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)]
ϕ̌1i,u2 +P1iα + q1i

−R−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)
r1i +P1iB2u2

}
dt − γ̌1i,u2

t dǓ
u2
t ,

X̌
u2
0 = x0, ϕ̌1i,u2

T = g1i, i = 1,2, . . . ,N.

(4.14)

In the following, we will consider the following reduced case of the leader’s cost func-

tional with g2 = S2 = q2 = r2 = 0 (taking non-zero values has no essential influence besides

the complex computation) and also by same orthogonal decomposition we have:

J̃2(x0;u2)≡ J2(x0; ū1,u2) = E

[
〈G2X

u2
T ,X

u2
T 〉+

∫ T

0

(
〈Q2Xu2 ,Xu2〉+ 〈R2u2,u2〉

)
dt

]

= E

[
〈G2X̌

u2
T , X̌

u2
T 〉+

∫ T

0

(
〈Q2X̌u2 , X̌u2〉+ 〈R2u2,u2〉

)
dt

]

+E

[
〈G2X̃

u2
T , X̃

u2
T 〉+

∫ T

0
〈Q2X̃u2 , X̃u2〉dt

]

, J̌2(x0;u2)+
˜̃J2(x0).

(4.15)

Remark 4.1. In the following discussion, the LQ optimal control theory of FBSDEs is nec-

essary only if the control system is considered in the partially observed case on condition

that the partially observed control is transformed into the completely observed case due to

orthogonal decomposition of state process. The difference is that the fully coupled multi-

dimensional system with inhomogeneous term should be considered because of the insert

of optimal control of followers. This is always the case whether the followers own the full

information or not when the leader can not observe the state system directly. However,

another setting may have more interest that all the followers only know partial information

but the leader knows all the information, in this case, the result in [8] is no longer appli-

cable, now this question essentially boils down to a LQ stochastic optimal control of fully

coupled FBSDEs with general conditional mean-field terms. The interesting extension has

been studied in our another working paper while the decoupling technique of mean-filed

LQ control are involved.
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Apply the stochastic LQ optimal control theory in the Appendix, we now complete the

leader’s problem. For convenience, we rewrite (4.14) and (4.15) as follows:





dX̌
u2
t =

{[
A−

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)]
X̌u2 −

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i B⊤

1iϕ̌
1i,u2 +B2u2

−
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i r1i +α

}
dt +

l2

∑
j=1

[
Σ̃ f⊤2 (K⊤

2 )−1 +C2

] j
dǓ

j,u2
t ,

−dϕ̌1i,u2
t =

{[
A−

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)]
ϕ̌1i,u2 +P1iα + q1i

−R−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)
r1i +P1iB2u2

}
dt −

l2

∑
j=1

γ̌
1i j,u2
t dǓ

j,u2
t ,

X̌
u2
0 = x0, ϕ̌1i,u2

T = g1i, i = 1,2, . . . ,N,

(4.16)

and

J̃2(x0;u2) = E

[
〈G2X̌

u2
T , X̌

u2
T 〉+

∫ T

0

(
〈Q2X̌u2 , X̌u2〉+ 〈R2u2,u2〉

)
dt

]

+E

[
〈G2X̃

u2
T , X̃

u2
T 〉+

∫ T

0
〈Q2X̃u2 , X̃u2〉dt

]

≡ J̌2(x0;u2)+
˜̃J2(x0).

(4.17)

Now, for i = 1, · · · ,N and j = 1, · · · , l2, we have

A1 = A−
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B1iP

1i + S1i

)
, B1i =−B1iR

−1
1i B⊤

1i, E1 =−
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i r1i +α,

D1 = B2, E2 = Σ̃ f⊤2 (K⊤
2 )−1 +C2, B⊤

3i = A−B1iR
−1
1i

(
B1iP

1i + S1i

)
, D3i = P1iB2,

E3i = P1iα + q1i−R−1
1i

(
B1iP

1i + S1i

)
r1i, A4 = 2Q2, D4 = 2R2, G = 2G2,

ξi = g1i, A
j
2 = A3i = B

j
2i = B4i =C

j
1i =C

j j
2i =C

j
3i =C

j
4i = D

j
2 = Hi = Fi = 0,

L
j
1 = INn×Nn, L

j
2 = In×n, L

j
3 = 0n×n, L

j
4 = 0n×Nn, L5 = 2R2, S

j
1 = P1,

S
j
2 = S

j
4 = V̌

j
1 +P1

[
Σ̃ f⊤2 (K⊤

2 )−1 +C2

] j
, L6 =−(2R2)

−1B2P1,

L7 =−(2R2)
−1B⊤

2 ((P
1)⊤+P2), S3 =−(2R2)

−1B⊤
2 ϕ̌1, L

j
8 = 0n×n, L

j
9 = 0n×Nn,

L
j
10 = 0Nn×n, L

j
11 = 0Nn×Nn, S

j
5 = V̌

j
2 +P⊤

2

[
Σ̃ f⊤2 (K⊤

2 )−1 +C2

] j
.

Thus, the optimal control of the leader is

ū2(t) =− (2R2)
−1
[
B2P1 +B⊤

2

(
(P1)⊤+P2

)
P−1

3 P⊤
2

] ¯̌X(t)

+ (2R2)
−1B⊤

2

(
(P1)⊤+P2

)
P−1

3
¯̌ϕ1(t)

− (2R2)
−1B⊤

2

(
(P1)⊤+P2

)
P−1

3 ϕ̌2(t)− (2R2)
−1B⊤

2 ϕ̌1(t),

(4.18)

where ¯̌X ≡ X̌ ū2 and ¯̌ϕ1 = ϕ̌1,ū2 ,

P1 ≡




P11

P12

...

P1N



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satisfies (3.13), P1,P2,P3 satisfy





Ṗ1 +P1

[
A−

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B1iP

1i + S1i

)
+B⊤

1 P⊤
2

]

+

[
A⊤−

N

∑
i=1

(
P1iB⊤

1i + S⊤1i

)
R−1

1i B⊤
1i +P2B1

]
P1 −P1B2(2R2)

−1B2P1 + 2Q2 = 0,

P1(T ) = 2G2,

(4.19)






Ṗ2 −P1B⊤
1 P3 −P1B2(2R2)

−1B⊤
2

(
(P1)⊤+P2

)
+P2B3

+

[
A⊤−

N

∑
i=1

(
P1iB⊤

1i + S⊤1i

)
R−1

1i B⊤
1i +P2B1

]
P2 = 0,

P2(T ) = 0,

(4.20)

{
Ṗ3 +

(
P⊤

2 B⊤
1 +B⊤

3

)
P3 +P3

(
B1P2 +B3

)
−
(
P1 +P⊤

2

)
B2(2R2)

−1B⊤
2

(
(P1)⊤+P2

)
= 0,

P3(T ) = 0,

(4.21)

respectively, and (ϕ̌1,V̌1), (ϕ̌2,V̌2) satisfy






dϕ̌1(t) =−
{[

P2B1 +A⊤−
N

∑
i=1

(
P1iB⊤

1i + S⊤1i

)
R−1

1i B⊤
1i −P1B2(2R2)

−1B⊤
2

]
ϕ̌1

+P1B⊤
1 ϕ̌2 +P1

(
−

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i r1i +α

)}
dt +

l2

∑
j=1

V̌
j

1 d ¯̌U
j

t ,

dϕ̌2(t) =−
{(

P⊤
2 B⊤

1 +B⊤
3

)
ϕ̌2 −

[
P3B1 +

(
P1 +P⊤

2

)
B2(2R2)

−1B⊤
2

]
ϕ̌1

+P⊤
2 E1 +E3

}
dt +

l2

∑
j=1

V̌
j

2 d ¯̌U
j

t ,

ϕ̌1(T ) = 0, ϕ̌2(T ) = g1,

(4.22)

with ¯̌U j ≡ Ǔ j,ū2 . The optimal cost of J̌2(x0;u2) is

J̌2(x0; ū2) =
1

2
E

[
R2 +

∫ T

0
M5dt

]
, (4.23)

where R2 =
(
X0 +P−1

1 (0)ϕ̌1(0)
)⊤

P1(0)
(
X0 +P−1

1 (0)ϕ̌1(0)
)
, and the explicit representa-

tion of M5 is omitted, which indeed take values when insert the notations in this section

into (A.29), with

P̃ =

(
P1 +P2P−1

3 P⊤
2 −P2P−1

3

−P−1
3 P⊤

2 P−1
3

)
,

ˇ̃ϕ1 =−P−1
1 ϕ̌1,

ˇ̃ϕ2 =−P⊤
2 P−1

1 ϕ̌1 + ϕ̌2

ˇ̃V
j

1 =−P−1
1 V̌

j
1 ,

ˇ̃V
j

2 =−P⊤
2 P−1

1 V̌
j

1 + V̌
j

2 .
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Next, we deal with ˜̃J2(x0) independent of u2. First, we need the equation of
¯̃̃
X ≡ ˜̃X ū2 :

d
¯̃̃
Xt =

{
A

¯̃̃
X −

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)
( ¯̂X − ¯̌X)−

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i B⊤

1i(ϕ̄
1i − ¯̌ϕ1i)

−
(
Σ̃ f⊤2 +C2K⊤

2 )(K2K⊤
2 )−1 f2

¯̃̃
X

}
dt

+
l1

∑
j=1

C
j
1dW 1 j −

l2

∑
j=1

[
Σ̃ f⊤2 (K⊤

2 )−1
] j

dW 2 j
,

(4.24)

and introduce the ODE as follows




ṗ+ p
[
A−

(
Σ̃ f⊤2 +C2K⊤

2 )(K2K⊤
2 )−1 f2

]

+
[
A−

(
Σ̃ f⊤2 +C2K⊤

2 )(K2K⊤
2 )−1 f2

]⊤
p+Q2 = 0,

pT = G2.

(4.25)

Apply Itô’s formula to 〈p
¯̃̃
X ,

¯̃̃
X〉 and put it into ˜̃J2(x0), we obtain

˜̃J2(x0) =
∫ T

0

{
− p

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)
E
[
( ¯̂X − ¯̌X)

¯̃̃
X⊤]

−E
[
( ¯̂X − ¯̌X)

¯̃̃
X⊤] N

∑
i=1

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)⊤
R−1

1i B⊤
1i p

− p
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i B⊤

1iΣ̌
i −

N

∑
i=1

(Σ̌i)⊤B1iR
−1
1i B⊤

1i p+
l1

∑
j=1

(C j
1)

⊤pC
j
1

+
l2

∑
j=1

[
(Σ̃ f⊤2 (K⊤

2 )−1) j
]⊤

(Σ̃ f⊤2 (K⊤
2 )−1) j

}
dt.

(4.26)

Finally, we have the optimal cost of the leader as follows:

J̃2(ū2) =
1

2
R2 +

1

2

∫ T

0

{
E[M5]− 2p

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)
E
[
( ¯̂X − ¯̌X)

¯̃̃
X⊤]

− 2E
[
( ¯̂X − ¯̌X)

¯̃̃
X⊤] N

∑
i=1

(
B⊤

1iP
1i + S1i

)⊤
R−1

1i B⊤
1i p

− 2p
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
1i B⊤

1iΣ̌
i − 2

N

∑
i=1

(Σ̌i)⊤B1iR
−1
1i B⊤

1i p+ 2
l1

∑
j=1

(C
j
1)

⊤pC
j
1

+ 2
l2

∑
j=1

[
(Σ̃ f⊤2 (K⊤

2 )−1) j
]⊤

(Σ̃ f⊤2 (K⊤
2 )−1) j

}
dt,

(4.27)

where Σ̃, Σ̌i and E
[
( ¯̂X − ¯̌X)

¯̃̃
X⊤] can be solved by equations (4.8)-(4.13).

5. APPLICATION TO MULTI-AGENT FORMATION CONTROL

There are increasingly interest for the scholars using differential game methodology to

model and analyze the optimization in multi-agent formation control problem. Gu [7] for-

mulated the LQ leader-follower formation control where the Nash differential game theory

are applied for the agents through the use of graph theory and an open-loop Nash equi-

librium solution are investigated. Lin [16] considered a formation control problem for
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a multiple-UAV (unmanned aerial vehicle) system, and the formation control problem is

formulated and solved as a differential game problem due to the optimization of UAVs’

differential objectives based on its local information. Mylvaganam and Astolfi [25] stud-

ied a multi-agent formation system consisting of one leader and a group of followers, in

which the leader is steered towards a target position while the followers seek to form and

maintain a pre-defined formation about the leader, while avoiding collisions, is considered.

Therefore, the problem is posed as a differential game. For this problem feedback Nash

and Stackelberg equilibrium solutions are equivalent. In particular, the problem simplifies

to a LQ differential game when collision avoidance is not taken into account. Moreover,

some very foundational insights are provided in [18] which investigates the differential pri-

vate algorithm for the average output consensus control of continuous-time heterogeneous

multi-agent systems, then a sequence of further interesting new control and game results

are first developed in [35], which are of great inspiration for our future work. Especially,

By making interesting connections to [18, 35], it is worth noting that the consideration

and introduction of key ingredients including differentially private, information exchange

would motivate more practical applications in our paper and match our hierarchical fea-

ture in terms of asymmetrical roles, and try to apply the stochastic Stackelberg differential

game theory into the problem [18, 35]. Therefore, in this paper we aim to extend the

existing formation control to fall within the stochastic Stackelberg game problem and de-

velop the partially observed stochastic case with the introduction of hierarchical level and

observation processes.

A team has N + 1 robots including one leader robot and N follower robots, each of

which is described by its dynamics in the following. For the single leader robot with n-

dimensional coordinates q2 ∈R
n, the state and control vectors are X2

t = [(q2
t )

⊤
,(q̇2

t )
⊤]⊤ ∈

R
2n and u2 ∈ R

m and similarly for the follower robots with state and control vectors being

X1i
t = [(q1i

t )
⊤,(q̇1i

t )
⊤]⊤ ∈R

2n and u1i ∈ R
m for i = 1, . . . ,N.

The dynamics of the leader robot and the follower robots are given as follows:

dX2
t =

[
aX2

t + bu2(t)
]
dt +C2

1dW 1
t +C2

2dW 2
t ,

dX1i
t =

[
aX1i

t + bu1i(t)
]
dt +C1i

1 dW 1
t +C1i

2 dW 2
t , i = 1, · · · ,N,

(5.1)

where

a =

(
0 In×n

0 0

)
∈ R

2n×2n
, b =

(
0

In×m

)
∈ R

2n×m
,

and C2
1 ,C

11
1 , . . . ,C1N

1 ∈ R
2n×l1 , C2

2 ,C
11
2 , . . . ,C1N

2 ∈R
2n×l2 .

Concatenating the states of all N + 1 robots in a team into a vector:

X =




X2

X11

...

X1N


 ∈ R

2(N+1)n
, C1 =




C2
1

C11
1
...

C1N
1


 ∈ R

2(N+1)n×l1 , C2 =




C2
2

C11
2
...

C1N
2


 ∈ R

2(N+1)n×l2 ,

X̃ =

(
X

I2n

)
∈ R

2(N+2)n
, C̃1 =

(
C1

0

)
∈ R

2(N+2)n×l1 , C̃2 =

(
C2

0

)
∈ R

2(N+2)n×l2 ,
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where I2n ≡ [1,1, . . . ,1]⊤ is a R
2n-valued row vector and let

A =

(
I(N+1)×(N+1)

0

)
⊗ a ∈ R

2(N+2)n×2(N+2)n
,

B2 =




1

0
...

0

0




⊗ b ∈ R
2(N+2)n×m

, B1i =




0

1

0
...

0




⊗ b ∈ R
2(N+2)n×m

, i = 1, · · · ,N,

where
(
0 1 0 · · · 0

)⊤ ∈ R
N+2 denotes the vector that the remaining components are all 0

except for the (i+ 1)th component being 1. The operator ⊗ is the Kronecker product.

Then we have

dX̃t =

[
AX̃t +B2u2(t)+

N

∑
i=1

B1iu1i(t)

]
dt + C̃1dW 1

t + C̃2dW 2
t . (5.2)

Let

X2,d =

(
q2,d

q̇2,d

)
, X1i,d =

(
q1i,d

q̇1i,d

)

be the desired state vector for robots. Similarly,



X2,d

X11,d

...

X1N,d


 ,

where
dX

2,d
t =

[
aX

2,d
t + bud

2(t)
]
dt,

dX
1i,d
t =

[
aX

1i,d
t + bud

1i(t)
]
dt, i = 1, · · · ,N,

(5.3)

and the concatenating state equations is

dX̃d
t =

[
AX̃d

t +B2ud
2(t)+

N

∑
i=1

B1iu
d
1i(t)

]
dt. (5.4)

Now we use the graph to represent the formation control interconnection between robots

based on the original work of Fax and Murray [5] which provides a link between graph

theory and the formation control for a given communication topology. A vertex of the

graph corresponds to a robot and the edges of the graph capture the dependence of the

interconnections. Formally, a directed graph G = (V ,E ) consists of a set of vertices V =
{v11, . . . ,v1N ,v2}, indexed by the robots in a team, and a set of edges E = {(vi,v j) ∈
V ×V }, containing ordered pairs of distinct vertices. Assuming the graph has no loops,

i.e., (vi,v j) ∈ E implies vi 6= v j. A graph is connected if for any vertices vi,v j ∈ V , there

exists a path of edges in E from vi to v j. An edge-weighted graph is a graph in which each

edge is assigned a weight. The edge (vi,v j) is associated with weight wi j ≥ 0. To control

a team to keep a formation, the graph should be assumed to be connected.

The incidence matrix D of a directed graph G is the {0,±1}-matrix with rows and

columns indexed by vertices of V and edges of E , respectively, such that the uvth entry of

D is equal to 1 if the vertex u is the head of the edge v, -1 if the vertex u is the tail of the

edge v, and 0, otherwise. If graph G has m vertices and |E | edges, then incidence matrix D

of the graph G has order (N + 1)×|E |.
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The cohesion and separation of formation control is defined by the desired distance

vector dd
i j = X i,d − X j,d between two neighbors vi and v j in {v11,v12, · · · ,v1N ,v2}. The

formation error vector is defined as X i −X j − dd
i j for edge (vi,v j).

Next, we consider the representation of the whole team formation error in a matrix form

as follows:

∑
(i, j)∈E

wi j‖X i −X j − dd
i j‖2

= ∑
(i, j)∈E

wi j‖X i −X j‖2 +wi j‖dd
i j‖2 − 2

〈
wi j(X

i −X j),dd
i j

〉

= X⊤D̂Ŵ D̂⊤X +(dd)⊤Ŵdd −X⊤D̂Ŵdd − (D̂Ŵdd)⊤X

= X̃⊤L̃X̃ ,

(5.5)

where

L̃ =

(
L̂ −D̂ŴddI⊤2n

−
(
D̂ŴddI⊤2n

)⊤ 1
4n2 (d

dI⊤2n)
⊤Ŵ ddI⊤2n

)

and Ŵ =W ⊗ I2n×2n, with W = diag[wi j] being a diagonal weight matrix with dimension

|E |. Define the Laplacian of a graph G as L = DWD⊤ which is symmetric and positive

semi-definite. Based on (X ⊗Y )⊤ = (X⊤⊗Y⊤) and (X ⊗Y )(U ⊗V) = (XU)⊗ (YV ), we

have L̂ = D̂Ŵ D̂⊤ = L⊗ I2n×2n which is also symmetric and positive semi-definite.

In this case, we consider a more challenging formation control problem that all the

robots have their own individual cost functional, in fact, they can choose their objectives

based on relative displacement and velocity errors with the immediate neighbours in the

graph topology. Now we give the cost functional of the follower robots, for i = 1, · · · ,N,

J1i(u1i,u2) =E

[
∑

(i, j)∈E

wi j‖X i
T −X

j
T −dd

i j‖2+

∫ T

0
∑

(i, j)∈E

µi j‖X i
t −X

j
t −dd

i j‖2+u⊤1iRiiu1idt

]
,

(5.6)

where µi j,Rii > 0.

Let K1i = L̂1i = D̂Ŵ1iD̂
⊤, Ŵ1i =W1i ⊗ I2n×2n, W1i = diag[wi j], Qi = L̂i = D̂ŴiD̂

⊤, Ŵi =
Wi ⊗ I2n×2n, Wi = diag[µi j]. K1i and Qi are symmetric and positive semi-definite. Then

(5.6) becomes

J1i(u1i,u2) = E

[
X̃⊤

T K̃1iX̃T +

∫ T

0
X̃T Q̃iX̃ + u⊤1iRiiu1idt

]
, (5.7)

where

K̃1i =

(
K1i −D̂Ŵ1id

dI⊤2n

−(D̂Ŵ1id
dI⊤2n)

⊤ 1
4n2 (d

dI⊤2n)
⊤Ŵ1id

dI⊤2n

)
,

Q̃i =

(
Qi −D̂Ŵid

dI⊤2n

−(D̂Ŵid
dI⊤2n)

⊤ 1
4n2 (d

dI⊤2n)
⊤Ŵid

dI⊤2n

)
.
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To track a special trajectory X2,d , the leader robot should track X2,d , so its cost functional

is

J2(u1i,u2) = E

[
∑

(i, j)∈E

νi j‖X i
T −X

j
T − dd

i j‖+ ‖X2
T −X

2,d
T ‖k2

+

∫ T

0
∑

(i, j)∈E

θi j‖X i −X j − dd
i j‖+ ‖X2

t −X
2,d
t ‖q2

+ u⊤2 R22U2dt

]

= E

[
X̃⊤

T

(
K̃2 + k̃1

2

)
X̃T +

∫ T

0
X̃⊤(Q̃2 + q̃1

2

)
X̃ + u⊤2 R22u2dt

]

= E

[
X̃⊤

T K̃1
2 X̃T +

∫ T

0
X̃⊤Q̃1

2X̃ + u⊤2 R22u2dt

]
,

(5.8)

where

K̃2 =

(
K2 −D̂Ŵ2ddI⊤2n

−
(
D̂Ŵ2ddI⊤2n

)⊤ 1
4n2 (d

dI⊤2n)
⊤Ŵ2ddI⊤2n

)
,

k̃1
2 =

(
k1

2 −k1
2X

2,d
T I⊤2n

−
(
k1

2X
2,d
T I⊤2n

)⊤ 1
4n2 (X

2,d
T I⊤2n)

⊤k1
2X

2,d
T I⊤2n

)
,

Q̃2 =

(
Q2 −D̂Û2ddI⊤2n

−
(
D̂Û2ddI⊤2n

)⊤ 1
4n2 (d

dI⊤2n)
⊤Û2ddI⊤2n

)
,

q̃1
2 =

(
q1

2 −q1
2X2,dI⊤2n

−
(
q1

2X2,dI⊤2n

)⊤ 1
4n2 (X

2,dI⊤2n)
⊤q1

2X2,dI⊤2n

)
,

in which K2 = L̂2 = D̂Ŵ2D̂⊤, Ŵ2 = V2 ⊗ I2n×2n, V2 = diag[νi j], Q2 = P̂2 = D̂Û2D̂⊤, Û2 =
H2 ⊗ I2n×2n, H2 = diag[θi j]. K2 and Q2 are symmetric and positive semi-definite. k2 =

diag[w2], q2 = diag[µ2], and k1
2 = diag[k2,0, . . . ,0], q1

2 = diag[q2,0, . . . ,0]. K̃1
2 , Q̃

1
2 are also

symmetric and positive semi-definite. R22 is a negative-definite matrix.

We assume that K̃2, Q̃2 = 0, i.e., the leader do not take the formation error into con-

sideration and only track the desired trajectory and following him with a fixed distance.

Moreover, a robot addresses its cost functional that is only related to part of other robots

based on the partial information when fixing a formation shown by connected graph topol-

ogy. Therefore, we set that all of them can not observe the complete information where

the followers know more information than the leader. Then the observable information

available to the followers and the leader are described by the following equations:

dY
u1,u2
1 (t) =

[
f1(t)Xt + g1(t)

]
dt +K1(t)dW 1

t , (5.9)

specially, f1(t) = g1(t) = 0,K1(t) = I implies that Y1(t) =W 1
t ; and

dY
u1,u2
2 (t) =

[
f2(t)Xt + g2(t)

]
dt +K2(t)dW 2

t . (5.10)

Then apply the theoretical results in the precious sections 3 and 4, and let A = A,B2 =
B2,B1i = B1i,C1 = C̃1,C2 = C̃2,Q1i = Q̃i,R1i = Rii,G1i = K̃1i,Q2 = Q̃1

2,R2 = R22,G2 =

K̃1
2 ,S1i = S2 = q1i = q2 = r1i = r2 = g1i = g2 = α = 0, then we obtain the optimal control

of the ith follower robot:

ū1i(t) =−R−1
ii (t)B⊤

1i(t)P
1i
t

ˆ̃Xt −R−1
ii (t)B⊤

1i(t)ϕ
1i
t , (5.11)
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where ˆ̃X ,P1i,ϕ1i satisfy

d ˆ̃Xt =

[(
A(t)−

N

∑
i=1

B1i(t)R
−1
ii (t)B⊤

1i(t)P
1i
t

)
ˆ̃Xt −

N

∑
i=1

B1i(t)R
−1
ii (t)B⊤

1i(t)ϕ
1i
t

+B2(t)u2(t)

]
dt +C1(t)dW 1

t ,

(5.12)

{
Ṗ1i

t +A⊤(t)P1i
t +P1i

t A(t)−P1i
t B1i(t)R

−1
ii (t)B⊤

1i(t)P
1i
t + Q̃i(t) = 0,

P1i
T = K̃1i,

(5.13)

and
{
−dϕ1i

t =
[(

A(t)−B1i(t)R
−1
ii (t)B⊤

1i(t)P
1i
t

)⊤
ϕ1i

t +P1i
t B2(t)u2(t)

]
dt −λ 1i

t dW 1
t ,

ϕ1i
T = 0,

(5.14)

respectively. Now, for any fixed u2, the optimal cost of the follower is given by

J1i(u2) = E
[
〈P1i

0 x0 + 2ϕ1i
0 ,x0〉

]
+E

∫ T

0

[ l2

∑
j=1

〈Π1iC̃2 j,C̃2 j〉+
l1

∑
j=1

〈P1iC̃1 j,C̃1 j〉

− 〈R−1
ii B⊤

1iϕ
1i
,B⊤

1iϕ
1i〉+ 2〈B2u2,ϕ

1i〉+ 2〈C̃1,λ
1i〉
]

dt,

(5.15)

where {
Π̇1i

t +A⊤Π1i
t +Π1i

t A+ Q̃i = 0,

Π1i
T = K̃1i.

(5.16)

Next, the optimal control of the leader robot has the feedback representation as follows:

ū2(t) =−(2R22)
−1
[
B2P1 +B⊤

2

(
(P1)⊤+P2

)
P−1

3 P⊤
2

] ˇ̃Xt

+(2R22)
−1B⊤

2

(
(P1)⊤+P2

)
P−1

3 ϕ̌1
t ,

(5.17)

where P1i,P1,P2,P3 satisfy
{

Ṗ1i +A⊤P1i +P1iA−P1iB1iR
−1
ii B⊤

1iP
1i + Q̃i = 0,

P1i
T = K̃1i,

(5.18)





Ṗ1 +P1

(
A−

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
ii B1iP

1i +B⊤
1 P⊤

2

)
+

(
A⊤−

N

∑
i=1

P1iB⊤
1iR

−1
ii B⊤

1i +P2B1

)
P1

−P1B2(2R22)
−1B2P1 + 2Q̃1

2 = 0,

P1(T ) = 2K̃1
2 ,

(5.19)






Ṗ2 −P1B⊤
1 P3 −P1B2(2R22)

−1B⊤
2 ((P

1)⊤+P2)+P2B3

+

(
A⊤−

N

∑
i=1

P1iB⊤
1iR

−1
ii B⊤

1i +P2B1

)
P2 = 0,

P2(T ) = 0,

(5.20)

{
Ṗ3 +

(
P⊤

2 B⊤
1 +B⊤

3

)
P3 +P3

(
B1P2 +B3

)
− (P1 +P⊤

2 )B2(2R22)
−1B⊤

2 ((P
1)⊤+P2) = 0,

P3(T ) = 0,

(5.21)
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ˇ̃X satisfies

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

d ˇ̃Xt =

{[
A−

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
ii B⊤

1iP
1i −B2(2R22)

−1
(
B2P1 +B⊤

2 ((P
1)⊤+P2)P

−1
3 P⊤

2

)] ˇ̃X

−
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
ii B⊤

1iϕ̌
1i +B2(2R22)

−1B⊤
2 ((P

1)⊤+P2)P
−1
3 ϕ̌1

}
dt

+
l2

∑
j=1

[
Σ̃ f⊤2 (K⊤

2 )−1 + C̃2

] j
dǓ

j
t ,

−dϕ̌1i
t =

[(
A−B1iR

−1
ii B⊤

1iP
1i
)
ϕ̌1i +P1iB2(2R22)

−1B⊤
2 ((P

1)⊤+P2)P
−1
3 ϕ̌1

−P1iB2(2R22)
−1
(
B2P1 +B⊤

2 ((P
1)⊤+P2)P

−1
3 P⊤

2

) ˇ̃X

]
dt

−
l2

∑
j=1

γ̌
1i j
t dǓ

j
t , i = 1,2, . . . ,N,

dϕ̌1
t =−

{[
A3 −D3D−1

4 D⊤
3 P−1

3 P⊤
2 −D3D−1

4 D⊤
1 (P1 +P2P−1

3 P⊤
2 )
] ˇ̃X

+
[
B⊤

3 +D3D−1
4 D⊤

3 P−1
3 +D3D−1

4 D⊤
1 P2P−1

3

]
ϕ̌1

+
l2

∑
j=1

[
(C j

3)
⊤P⊤

2 −D3D−1
4 (D j

2)
⊤P1

][
Σ̃ f⊤2 (K⊤

2 )−1 + C̃2

] j

}
dt

+
l2

∑
j=1

γ̌1 j
t dB

j
t ,

X̌0 = x0, ϕ̌1i
T = 0,

(5.22)

and (ϕ̌1,V̌1), (ϕ̌2,V̌2) satisfy






dϕ̌1 =−
[(

P2B1 +A⊤−
N

∑
i=1

P1iB⊤
1iR

−1
ii B⊤

1i −P1B2(2R22)
−1B⊤

2

)
ϕ̌1

+P1B⊤
1 ϕ̌2

]
dt +

l2

∑
j=1

V̌
j

1 dǓ
j

t ,

dϕ̌2 =−
[(

P⊤
2 B⊤

1 +B⊤
3

)
ϕ̌2 −

(
P3B1 +(P1 +P⊤

2 )B2(2R22)
−1B⊤

2

)
ϕ̌1

]
dt

+
l2

∑
j=1

V̌
j

2 dǓ
j

t ,

ϕ̌1(T ) = 0, ϕ̌2(T ) = 0,

(5.23)

which admit unique zero solutions.
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Then the optimal cost of the leader is as follows:

J2(ū2) =
1

2
R2 +

1

2

∫ T

0

{
E[M5]− 2p

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
ii B⊤

1iP
1i
E
[
( ˆ̃X − ˇ̃X)

˜̃̃
X⊤]

− 2E
[
( ˆ̃X − ˇ̃X)

˜̃̃
X⊤] N

∑
i=1

(B⊤
1iP

1i)⊤R−1
ii B⊤

1ip

− 2p
N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
ii B⊤

1iΣ̌
i − 2

N

∑
i=1

(Σ̌i)⊤B1iR
−1
ii B⊤

1i p+ 2
l1

∑
j=1

(C̃ j
1)

⊤pC̃
j
1

+ 2
l2

∑
j=1

[
(Σ̃ f⊤2 (K⊤

2 )−1) j
]⊤

(Σ̃ f⊤2 (K⊤
2 )−1) j

}
dt,

(5.24)

where
˜̃̃
X , X̃ − ˇ̃X satisfies

d
˜̃̃
Xt =

[
A ˜̃Xt −

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
ii B⊤

1iP
1i( ˆ̃Xt − ˇ̃Xt)−

N

∑
i=1

B1iR
−1
ii B⊤

1i(ϕ
1i
t − ϕ̌1i

t )

− (Σ̃ f⊤2 + C̃2K⊤
2 )(K2K⊤

2 )−1 f2
˜̃̃
Xt

]
dt

+
l1

∑
j=1

C̃
j
1dW 1 j −

l2

∑
j=1

[
Σ̃ f⊤2 (K⊤

2 )−1
] j

dW 2 j
,

(5.25)





ṗ+ p
[
A− (Σ̃ f⊤2 + C̃2K⊤

2 )(K2K⊤
2 )−1 f2

]

+
[
A− (Σ̃ f⊤2 + C̃2K⊤

2 )(K2K⊤
2 )−1 f2

]⊤
p+ Q̃1

2 = 0,

pT = K̃1
2 ,

(5.26)

with R2 = X⊤
0 P1(0)X0, and Σ̃, Σ̌i, E

[
( ˆ̃X − ˇ̃X)

˜̃̃
X⊤] can be solved by equations (4.8)-(4.13)

with the corresponding values when replacing X with X̃ .

6. CONCLUSION

This paper investigates a class of LQ partially observed stochastic Stackelberg differen-

tial game, where a single leader and multiple followers are considered. In our setting, the

information available to the leader is less than that known by the followers and assume that

all the followers acquire the same partially observable information. Motivated by [31], us-

ing the orthogonal decomposition technique, we derive the state filtering feedback form of

optimal control of the i’s follower by the method of completion of square. Next, motivated

by the new decoupling technique in [8], we first generalize and extend the LQ stochastic

control of multi-dimensional fully coupled FBSDEs with inhomogeneous terms and then

is applied to study the LQ partially observed optimal control problem of FBSDEs where

we relax the restrict condition imposed on control process in [34] by the orthogonal de-

composition of forward and backward state processes. A multi-agent formation control

is extended to the stochastic framework and studied by the partially observed Stackelberg

differential game approach which differs from the deterministic case.

Another consideration is that the leader knows the complete information and the infor-

mation available to the followers is comparatively less. In this case, the leader need to

solve the LQ optimal control problem of fully coupled conditional mean-field FBSDEs,

which is not a trivial extension, and it is under investigation in our another working paper.

Another interesting extension is to construct the Stackelberg game theory for providing
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the first continuous-time partially observed leader-follower analysis of practical problem

in [18, 35] in which the differentially private algorithm is an useful tool to our numerical

simulation, as our future research direction
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APPENDIX A. RESULTS OF FULLY COUPLED FORWARD-BACKWARD STOCHASTIC

LQ OPTIMAL CONTROL PROBLEM

We consider an LQ optimal control problem of fully coupled forward-backward sto-

chastic differential controlled system, for the multi-dimensional case with inhomogeneous

terms, which is an extension of [8].

We consider the following fully coupled forward-backward stochastic differential con-

trolled system, for the state triple (X ,Y,Z)≡
(
X ,(Y 1, · · · ,Y N)⊤,Z1 ≡ (Z11, · · · ,ZN1)⊤,

· · · ,Zl2 ≡ (Z1l2 , · · · ,ZNl2 )⊤
)
:






dXt =

[
A1X +B⊤

1 Y +
l2

∑
k=1

(Ck
1)

⊤Zk +D1u+E1

]
dt

+
l2

∑
j=1

[
A

j
2X +(B

j
2)

⊤Y +
l2

∑
k=1

(C
jk
2 )⊤Zk +D

j
2u+E

j
2

]
dB

j
t ,

dY i
t =−

[
A3iXt +B⊤

3iY
i +

l2

∑
j=1

(C
j
3i)

⊤Zi j +D3iu+E3i

]
dt +

l2

∑
j=1

Z
i j
t dB

j
t ,

X0 = x0, Y i
T = FiXT + ξi,

(A.1)
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where u ∈ R, X ,Y i,Zi j ∈ R
n and B j ∈ R is classical Brownian motion, i = 1, · · · ,N, j =

1, · · · , l2, and cost functional:

J(u(·)) = 1

2
E

[∫ T

0

(
〈A4X ,X〉+Y⊤B4Y +

l2

∑
j=1

(Z j)⊤C
j
4Z j + 〈D4u,u〉

)
dt

+ 〈GXT ,XT 〉+Y⊤
0 HY0

]
.

(A.2)

In the above, the coefficients are matrix-valued functions of proper dimensions. Thus, by

the maximum principle, the optimal control ū satisfies

N

∑
i=1

D⊤
3ih

i
t +D⊤

1 mt +
l2

∑
j=1

(D j
2)

⊤n
j
t +D4ūt = 0, (A.3)

where adjoint process triple (h,m,n)≡
(
(h1, · · · ,hN)⊤,m,(n1, · · · ,nl2)⊤

)
for hi,m,n j ∈R

n,

i = 1, · · · ,N, j = 1, · · · , l2, satisfies:





dhi
t =

[
B3ih

i +B1im+
l2

∑
j=1

B
j
2in

j +B4iȲ
i

]
dt

+
l2

∑
j=1

[
C

j
3ih

i +C
j
1im+

l2

∑
k=1

C
jk
2i nk +

l2

∑
k=1

C
jk
4i Z̄ik

]
dB

j
t ,

dmt =−
[

N

∑
i=1

A3ih
i +A⊤

1 m+
l2

∑
j=1

(A
j
2)

⊤n j +A4X̄

]
dt +

l2

∑
j=1

n
j
t dB

j
t ,

hi
0 = HiȲ

i
0, mT = GX̄T +

N

∑
i=1

F⊤
i hi

T , i = 1, · · · ,N,

(A.4)

with the optimal state triple (X̄ ,Ȳ i, Z̄ik).

A.1. Definite case. We suppose that D4 > 0 in this subsection. Thus the optimal control

is:

ūt =−D−1
4 D⊤

3 ht −D−1
4 D⊤

1 mt −D−1
4

l2

∑
j=1

(D j
2)

⊤n
j
t , (A.5)
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where D⊤
3 h ≡

N

∑
i=1

D⊤
3ih

i. Insert ū back then we have the following matrix-valued FBSDEs:

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

dX̄t =

[
A1X̄ +B⊤

1 Ȳ +
l2

∑
k=1

(Ck
1)

⊤Z̄k −D1D−1
4 D⊤

3 h−D1D−1
4 D⊤

1 m

−D1D−1
4

l2

∑
i=1

(Di
2)

⊤ni
t +E1

]
dt +

l2

∑
j=1

[
A

j
2X̄ +(B j

2)
⊤Ȳ +

l2

∑
k=1

(C jk
2 )⊤Z̄k

−D
j
2D−1

4 D⊤
3 h−D

j
2D−1

4 D⊤
1 m−D

j
2D−1

4

l2

∑
j=1

(D j
2)

⊤n j +E
j
2

]
dB

j
t ,

dȲt =−
[

A3X̄ +B⊤
3 Ȳ +

l2

∑
j=1

(C j
3)

⊤Z̄ j −D3D−1
4 D⊤

3 h−D3D−1
4 D⊤

1 m

−
l2

∑
j=1

D3D−1
4 (D j

2)
⊤n j +E3

]
dt +

l2

∑
j=1

Z̄ jdB
j
t ,

dht =

[
B3h+B1m+

l2

∑
j=1

B
j
2n j +B4Ȳ

]
dt

+
l2

∑
j=1

[C j
3h+C

j
1m+

l2

∑
k=1

C
jk
2 nk +

l2

∑
k=1

C
jk
4 Z̄k

]
dB

j
t ,

dmt =−
[

A⊤
3 h+A⊤

1 m+
l2

∑
j=1

(A j
2)

⊤n j +A4X̄

]
dt +

l2

∑
j=1

n
j
t dB

j
t ,

X̄0 = x0, ȲT = FX̄T + ξ , h0 = HȲ0, mT = GX̄T +F⊤hT ,

(A.6)

where

C
j
4i , (C j1

4i ,C
j2
4i , · · · ,C

jl2
4i ), i = 1, · · · ,N, j = 1, · · · , l2,

A3 ,




A31

A32

...

A3N


 , B1 ,




B11

B12

...

B1N


 , B3 ,




B31

B32

. . .

B3N


 ,

C
j
3 ,




C
j
31

C
j
32

. . .

C
j
3N


 , j = 1, . . . , l2, B

j
2 ,




B
j
21

B
j
22
...

B
j
2N


 ,

D3(D4)
−1D⊤

3 ,




D31D−1
4 D⊤

31 D31D−1
4 D⊤

32 · · · D31D−1
4 D⊤

3N

D32D−1
4 D⊤

31 D32D−1
4 D⊤

32 · · · D32D−1
4 D⊤

3N
...

...
. . .

...

D3ND−1
4 D⊤

31 D3ND−1
4 D⊤

32 · · · D3ND−1
4 D⊤

3N


 ,
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and

D3(D4)
−1D⊤

2 ,




D31D−1
4 (D1

2)
⊤ D31D−1

4 (D2
2)

⊤ · · · D31D−1
4 (Dl2

2 )
⊤

D32D−1
4 (D1

2)
⊤ D32D−1

4 (D2
2)

⊤ · · · D32D−1
4 (Dl2

2 )
⊤

...
...

. . .
...

D3ND−1
4 (D1

2)
⊤ D3ND−1

4 (D2
2)

⊤ · · · D3ND−1
4 (Dl2

2 )
⊤



,

B2 ,




B1
21 B2

21 · · · B
l2
21

B1
22 B2

22 · · · B
l2
22

...
...

. . .
...

B1
2N B2

2N · · · B
l2
2N



, B4 ,




B41

B42

. . .

B4N


 ,

C
j
4 ,




C
j
41

C
j
42

. . .

C
j
4N


 , C

jk
2 =




C
jk
21

C
jk
22

...

C
jk
2N



, C

j
2 =




C
j1
21 C

j2
21 · · · C

jl2
21

C
j1
22 C

j2
22 · · · C

jl2
22

...
...

. . .
...

C
j1
2N C

j2
2N · · · C

jl2
2N



,

C
j
1 ,




C
j
11

C
j
12
...

C
j
1N


 , j = 1, . . . , l2, D3 =




D31

D32

...

D3N


 , E3 =




E31

E32

...

E3N


 ,

H ,




H1

H2

. . .

HN


 , F = (F1,F2, · · · ,FN)

⊤
, ξ = (ξ1,ξ2, · · · ,ξN)

⊤
.

Set

X̃ ≡
(

X̄

h

)
, Ỹ ≡

(
m

Ȳ

)
, Z̃ j ≡

(
n j

Z̄ j

)
∈R

(N+1)n
, j = 1, . . . , l2,

Ã1 ,

(
A1 −D1D−1

4 D⊤
3

0 B3

)
, B̃1 ,

(
−D1D−1

4 D⊤
1 B⊤

1

B1 B4

)
,

C̃
j
1 ,

(
−D1D−1

4 (D j
2)

⊤ (C j
1)

⊤

B
j
2 0

)
, Ã

j
2 ,

(
A

j
2 −D

j
2D−1

4 D⊤
3

0 C
j
3

)
,

B̃
j
2 ,

(
−D

j
2D−1

4 D⊤
1 (B

j
2)

⊤

C
j
1 0

)
, C̃

jk
2 ,

(
−D

j
2D−1

4 (Dk
2)

⊤ (C
jk
2 )⊤

C
jk
2 C

jk
4

)
,

Ã3 ,

(
A4 A⊤

3

A3 −D3D−1
4 D⊤

3

)
, B̃3 ,

(
A⊤

1 0

−D3D−1
4 D⊤

1 B⊤
3

)
,

C̃
j
3 ,

(
(A j

2)
⊤ 0

−D3D−1
4 (D

j
2)

⊤ (C
j
3)

⊤

)
, X̃0 ,

(
x0

HȲ0

)
, Ẽ1 ,

(
E1

0

)
,

Ẽ
j
2 ,

(
E

j
2

0

)
, Ẽ3 ,

(
0

E3

)
, F̃ ,

(
G F⊤

F 0

)
, ξ̃ ,

(
0

ξ

)
,
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we have




dX̃t =

[
Ã1X̃ + B̃1Ỹ +

l2

∑
j=1

C̃
j
1Z̃ j + Ẽ1

]
dt +

l2

∑
j=1

[
Ã

j
2X̃ + B̃

j
2Ỹ +

l2

∑
k=1

C̃
jk
2 Z̃k + Ẽ

j
2

]
dB

j
t ,

dỸt =−
[

Ã3X̃ + B̃3Ỹ +
l2

∑
j=1

C̃
j
3Z̃ j + Ẽ3

]
dt +

l2

∑
j=1

Z̃
j
t dB

j
t ,

X̃0 =

(
x0

HỸ0

)
, ỸT = F̃X̃T + ξ̃ .

(A.7)

In the following, we only study the case of

C
jk
2 =

{
0, 1 ≤ j 6= k ≤ l2,

C
jk
2 , j = k,

C
jk
4 =

{
0, 1 ≤ j 6= k ≤ l2,

C
jk
4 , j = k,

and

D
jk
4 =

{
0, 1 ≤ j 6= k ≤ m,

D
jk
4 , j = k,

for simplification, and the general case has no intrinsic difficulty but complexity of compu-

tation and notation. Now (A.7) becomes




dX̃t =

[
Ã1X̃ + B̃1Ỹ +

l2

∑
j=1

C̃
j
1Z̃ j + Ẽ1

]
dt +

l2

∑
j=1

[
Ã

j
2X̃ + B̃

j
2Ỹ + C̃

j j
2 Z̃ j + Ẽ

j
2

]
dB

j
t ,

dỸt =−
[

Ã3X̃ + B̃3Ỹ +
l2

∑
j=1

C̃
j
3Z̃ j + Ẽ3

]
dt +

l2

∑
j=1

Z̃
j
t dB

j
t ,

X̃0 =

(
x0

HỸ0

)
, ỸT = F̃X̃T + ξ̃ .

(A.8)

Similar to [8], we can build the relation Ỹt = Qt X̃t +ϕt with




Q̇+QÃ1 + Ã⊤
1 Q+

l2

∑
j=1

(
B̃

j
2Q+ Ã

j
2

)⊤(
I −QC̃

j j
2

)−1
Q
(
B̃

j
2Q+ Ã

j
2

)
+QB̃1Q+ Ã3 = 0,

QT = F̃ ,

(A.9)

and




dϕt =−
[(

QB̃1 + B̃3 +
l2

∑
j=1

(
QC̃

j
1 + C̃

j
3

)(
I −QC̃

j j
2

)−1
QB̃

j
2

)
ϕ

+
l2

∑
j=1

(
QC̃

j
1 + C̃

j
3

)(
I−QC̃

j j
2

)−1
V j

+
l2

∑
j=1

(
QC̃

j
1 + C̃

j
3

)(
I−QC̃

j j
2

)−1
QẼ

j
2 +QẼ1 + Ẽ3

]
dt +

l2

∑
j=1

V
j

t dB
j
t ,

ϕT = ξ̃ .

(A.10)
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where, noting that B̃3 ≡ Ã⊤
1 ,C̃

j
1 ≡ (B̃ j

2)
⊤,C̃ j

3 ≡ (Ã j
2)

⊤. Set

Q ,

(
Q1 Q2

Q3 −Q4

)
, k j ,

(
I−QC̃

j j
2

)−1
Q
(
B̃

j
2Q+ Ã

j
2

)
≡
(

k
j
1 k

j
2

k
j
3 k

j
4

)
,

ϕ =

(
ϕ1

ϕ2

)
, V j ,

(
V

j
1

V
j

2

)
,

(
J

j
1 J

j
2

J
j
3 J

j
4

)
,
(
I−QC̃

j j
2

)−1
QB̃

j
2,

(
I

j
1 I

j
2

I
j
3 I

j
4

)
,
(
I−QC̃

j j
2

)−1
,

where Q1,k
j
1,J

j
1 , I

j
1 ∈ R

n×n, Q2,k
j
2,J

j
2 , I

j
2 ∈ R

n×Nn, Q3,k
j
3,J

j
3 , I

j
3 ∈ R

Nn×n, Q4,k
j
4,J

j
4 , I

j
4 ∈

R
Nn×Nn, ϕ1,V

j
1 ∈ R

n and ϕ2,V
j

2 ∈ R
Nn.

Moreover, the following relationships hold:

X̄ = X∗
, h = h∗, Ȳ = Q3X∗−Q4h∗+ϕ2, m = Q1X∗+Q2h∗+ϕ1,

Z̄ j = k
j
3X∗+ k

j
4h∗+ J

j
3ϕ1 + J

j
4ϕ2 +(I j

3Q1 + I
j
4Q3)E

j
2 + I

j
3V

j
1 + I

j
4V

j
2 ,

n j = k
j
1X∗+ k

j
2h∗+ J

j
1ϕ1 + J

j
2ϕ2 +(I j

1Q1 + I
j
2Q3)E

j
2 + I

j
1V

j
1 + I

j
2V

j
2 ,

(A.11)

and the optimal control is

ū = D−1
4

(
−D⊤

1 Q1 −
l2

∑
j=1

(D
j
2)

⊤k
j
1

)
X∗+D−1

4

(
−D⊤

3 −D⊤
1 Q2 −

l2

∑
j=1

(D
j
2)

⊤k
j
2

)
h∗

−D−1
4

(
D⊤

1 ϕ1 +
l2

∑
j=1

(D
j
2)

⊤J
j
1ϕ1 +

l2

∑
j=1

(D
j
2)

⊤J
j
2ϕ2

)

−D−1
4

( l2

∑
j=1

(D
j
2)

⊤I
j
1V

j
1 +

l2

∑
j=1

(D
j
2)

⊤I
j
2V

j
2

)
−D−1

4

l2

∑
j=1

(D
j
2)

⊤(I j
1Q1 + I

j
2Q3

)
E

j
2 ,

(A.12)

where

dX̃∗
t =

[(
Ã1 + B̃1Q+

l2

∑
j=1

C̃
j
1k j

)
X̃∗+

(
B̃1 +

l2

∑
j=1

C̃
j
1

(
I −QC̃

j j
2

)−1
QB̃

j
2

)
ϕ

+
l2

∑
j=1

C̃
j
1

(
I−QC̃

j j
2

)−1
V j + Ẽ1 +

l2

∑
j=1

C̃
j
1

(
I −QC̃

j j
2

)−1
QẼ

j
2

]
dt

+
l2

∑
j=1

[(
Ã

j
2 + B̃

j
2Q+ C̃

j j
2 k j

)
X̃∗+

(
B̃

j
2 + C̃

j j
2

(
I−QC̃

j j
2

)−1
QB̃

j
2

)
ϕ

+ C̃
j j
2

(
I −QC̃

j j
2

)−1
V j + Ẽ

j
2 + C̃

j j
2

(
I −QC̃

j j
2

)−1
QẼ

j
2

]
dB

j
t .

(A.13)

A.2. Indefinite case. In this subsection, we do not need the condition D4 > 0. Therefore,

in order to obtain the optimal control, motivated by relations (A.11), we set

mt = P1(t)X̄t +P2(t)ht +ϕ1(t),

Ȳt = P⊤
2 (t)X̄t −P3(t)ht +ϕ2(t),

(A.14)

and (ϕ1,V1) ,(ϕ2,V2) satisfy

dϕ1 =−γ1dt +
l2

∑
j=1

V
j

1 dB
j
t , dϕ2 =−γ2dt +

l2

∑
j=1

V
j

2 dB
j
t . (A.15)
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By applying Itô’s formula, we have

dȲt = P⊤
2

[
A1X̄ +B⊤

1 Ȳ +
l2

∑
k=1

(Ck
1)

⊤Z̄k +D1ū+E1

]
dt

+P⊤
2

l2

∑
j=1

[
A

j
2X̄ +(B j

2)
⊤Ȳ +(C j j

2 )⊤Z̄ j +D
j
2ū+E

j
2

]
dB

j
t

+ Ṗ⊤
2 X̄dt −P3

[
B3h+B1m+

l2

∑
j=1

B
j
2n j +B4Ȳ

]
dt

−P3

l2

∑
j=1

[
C

j
3h+C

j
1m+C

j j
2 n j +C

j j
4 Z̄ j

]
dB

j
t − Ṗ3hdt − γ2dt +

l2

∑
j=1

V
j

2 dB
j
t ,

dmt = P1

[
A1X̄ +B⊤

1 Ȳ +
l2

∑
k=1

(Ck
1)

⊤Z̄k +D1ū+E1

]
dt

+P1

l2

∑
j=1

[
A

j
2X̄ +(B j

2)
⊤Ȳ +(C j j

2 )⊤Z̄ j +D
j
2ū+E

j
2

]
dB

j
t

+ Ṗ1X̄dt +P2

[
B3h+B1m+

l2

∑
j=1

B
j
2n j +B4Ȳ

]
dt

+P2

l2

∑
j=1

[
C

j
3h+C

j
1m+C

j j
2 n j +C

j j
4 Z̄ j

]
dB

j
t + Ṗ2hdt − γ1dt +

l2

∑
j=1

V
j

1 dB
j
t .

Comparing the coefficients, we have

P⊤
2 A1X̄ +P⊤

2 B⊤
1 Ȳ +P⊤

2

l2

∑
k=1

(Ck
1)

⊤Z̄k +P⊤
2 D1ū+P⊤

2 E1 + Ṗ⊤
2 X̄ −P3B3h−P3B1m

−P3

l2

∑
j=1

B
j
2n j −P3B4Ȳ − Ṗ3h− γ2 =−

[
A3X̄ +B⊤

3 Ȳ +
l2

∑
j=1

(C
j
3)

⊤Z̄ j +D3ū+E3

]
,

P1A1X̄ +P1B⊤
1 Ȳ +P1

l2

∑
k=1

(Ck
1)

⊤Z̄k +P1D1ū+P1E1 + Ṗ1X̄ +P2B3h+P2B1m

+P2

l2

∑
j=1

B
j
2n j +P2B4Ȳ + Ṗ2h− γ1 =−

[
A⊤

3 h+A⊤
1 m+

l2

∑
j=1

(A
j
2)

⊤n j +A4X̄

]
,

and

Z̄ j = P⊤
2 A

j
2X̄ +P⊤

2 (B j
2)

⊤Ȳ +P⊤
2 (C j j

2 )⊤Z̄ j +P⊤
2 D

j
2ū+P⊤

2 E
j
2 −P3C

j
3h

−P3C
j
1m−P3C

j j
2 n j −P3C

j j
4 Z̄ j +V

j
2 ,

n
j
t = P1A

j
2X̄ +P1(B

j
2)

⊤Ȳ +P1(C
j j
2 )⊤Z̄ j +P1D

j
2ū+P1E

j
2 +P2C

j
3h

+P2C
j
1m+P2C

j j
2 n j +P2C

j j
4 Z̄ j +V

j
1 ,

which imply that

Z̄ j = (L j
1)

−1
[
P⊤

2 A
j
2X̄ +P⊤

2 (B j
2)

⊤P⊤
2 X̄ −P⊤

2 (B j
2)

⊤P3h+P⊤
2 (B j

2)
⊤ϕ2 +P⊤

2 D
j
2ū

+P⊤
2 E

j
2 −P3C

j
3h−P3C

j
1P1X̄ −P3C

j
1P2h−P3C

j
1ϕ1 −P3C

j j
2 n j +V

j
2

]
,

(A.16)
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where L
j
1 , I−P⊤

2 (C j j
2 )⊤+P3C

j j
4 ∈ R

Nn×Nn,

n j =
[
P1A

j
2 +P1(B

j
2)

⊤P⊤
2 +P2C

j
1P1

]
X̄ −P1(B

j
2)

⊤P3h+P1(B
j
2)

⊤ϕ2

+
[
P1(C

j j
2 )⊤+P2C

j j
4

]
(L

j
1)

−1
[
P⊤

2 A
j
2X̄ +P⊤

2 (B
j
2)

⊤P⊤
2 X̄

−P⊤
2 (B j

2)
⊤P3h+P⊤

2 (B j
2)

⊤ϕ2 +P⊤
2 D

j
2ū+P⊤

2 E
j
2 −P3C

j
3h

−P3C
j
1P1X̄ −P3C

j
1P2h−P3C

j
1ϕ1 −P3C

j j
2 n j +V

j
2

]

+P1D
j
2ū+P1E

j
2 +P2C

j
3h+P2C

j
1P2h+P2C

j
1ϕ1 +P2C

j j
2 n j +V

j
1 ,

(A.17)

and

[
I +
(
P1(C

j j
2 )⊤+P2C

j j
4

)
(L j

1)
−1P3C

j j
2 −P2C

j j
2

]
n j

=
[
P1A

j
2 +P1(B

j
2)

⊤P⊤
2 +P2C

j
1P1 +

(
P1(C

j j
2 )⊤+P2C

j j
4

)
(L j

1)
−1
(
P⊤

2 A
j
2

+P⊤
2 (B j

2)
⊤P⊤

2 −P3C
j
1P1

)]
X̄ +

[
−P1(B

j
2)

⊤P3 +
(
P1(C

j j
2 )⊤+P2C

j j
4

)

× (L j
1)

−1
(
−P⊤

2 (B j
2)

⊤P3 −P3C
j
3 −P3C

j
1P2

)
+P2C

j
3 +P2C

j
1P2

]
h

+
[
P1(B

j
2)

⊤+
(
P1(C

j j
2 )⊤+P2C

j j
4

)
(L

j
1)

−1P⊤
2 (B

j
2)

⊤]ϕ2

+
[
−
(
P1(C

j j
2 )⊤+P2C

j j
4

)
(L j

1)
−1P3C

j
1 +P2C

j
1

]
ϕ1

+
[(

P1(C
j j
2 )⊤+P2C

j j
4

)
(L

j
1)

−1P⊤
2 D

j
2 +P1D

j
2

]
ū+V

j
1

+
(
P1(C

j j
2 )⊤+P2C

j j
4

)
(L j

1)
−1V

j
2 +

(
P1(C

j j
2 )⊤+P2C

j j
4 )(L j

1)
−1P⊤

2 E
j
2 +P1E

j
2.
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Denote

L
j
2 , I +

(
P1(C

j j
2 )⊤+P2C

j j
4

)
(L j

1)
−1P3C

j j
2 −P2C

j j
2 ∈ R

n×n
,

L
j
3 , P1A

j
2 +P1(B

j
2)

⊤P⊤
2 +P2C

j
1P1 +

(
P1(C

j j
2 )⊤+P2C

j j
4

)(
L

j
1)

−1(P⊤
2 A

j
2

+P⊤
2 (B j

2)
⊤P⊤

2 −P3C
j
1P1

)
∈ R

n×n
,

L
j
4 ,−P1(B

j
2)

⊤P3 +
(
P1(C

j j
2 )⊤+P2C

j j
4

)
(L

j
1)

−1
(
−P⊤

2 (B
j
2)

⊤P3

−P3C
j
3 −P3C

j
1P2

)
+P2C

j
3 +P2C

j
1P2 ∈ R

n×Nn
,

S
j
1 ,

(
P1(C

j j
2 )⊤+P2C

j j
4

)
(L

j
1)

−1P⊤
2 +P1 ∈ R

n×n
,

S
j
2 ,

[
P1(B

j
2)

⊤+
(
P1(C

j j
2 )⊤+P2C

j j
4

)
(L j

1)
−1P⊤

2 (B j
2)

⊤]ϕ2

+
[
−
(
P1(C

j j
2 )⊤+P2C

j j
4

)
(L

j
1)

−1P3C
j
1 +P2C

j
1

]
ϕ1

+V
j

1 +
(
P1(C

j j
2 )⊤+P2C

j j
4

)
(L j

1)
−1V

j
2

+
(
P1(C

j j
2 )⊤+P2C

j j
4

)
(L

j
1)

−1P⊤
2 E

j
2 +P1E

j
2 ∈ R

n
,

L5 , D4 +
l2

∑
j=1

(D j
2)

⊤(L j
2)

−1S
j
1D

j
2 ∈ R

m×m
,

L6 ,−L−1
5

( l2

∑
j=1

(D j
2)

⊤(L j
2)

−1L
j
3 +D⊤

1 P1

)
∈ R

m×n
,

L7 ,−L−1
5

(
D⊤

3 +
l2

∑
j=1

(D j
2)

⊤(L j
2)

−1L
j
4 +D⊤

1 P2

)
∈ R

m×Nn
,
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and

S3 ,−L−1
5

(
D⊤

1 ϕ1 +
l2

∑
j=1

(D j
2)

⊤(L j
2)

−1S
j
2

)
∈ R

m
,

then we have

ū = L6X̄ +L7h+ S3. (A.20)

Insert ū of (A.20) back to (A.16) and (A.17), and set

L
j
8 , (L j

2)
−1
(
L

j
3 + S

j
1D

j
2L6

)
∈ R

n×n
, L

j
9 , (L j

2)
−1
(
L

j
4 + S

j
1D

j
2L7

)
∈R

n×Nn
,

L
j
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j
1)

−1
[
P⊤

2 A
j
2 +P⊤
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j
2)

⊤P⊤
2 +P⊤

2 D
j
2L6 −P3C

j
1P1 −P3C

j j
2 L

j
8

]
∈ R

Nn×n
,

L
j
11 , (L j

1)
−1
[
−P⊤

2 (B j
2)

⊤P3 +P⊤
2 D

j
2L7 −P3C

j
3 −P3C

j
1P2 −P3C

j j
2 L

j
9

]
∈R

Nn×Nn
,

S
j
4 , (L

j
2)

−1
(
S

j
1D

j
2S3 + S

j
2

)
∈ R

n
,

S
j
5 , (L j

1)
−1
[
P⊤

2 (B j
2)

⊤ϕ2 +P⊤
2 D

j
2S3 +P⊤

2 E
j
2 −P3C

j
1ϕ1 −P3C

j j
2 S

j
4 +V

j
2

]
∈ R

Nn
,

then we get

n j = L
j
8X̄ +L

j
9h+ S

j
4,

Z̄ j = L
j
10X̄ +L

j
11h+ S

j
5.

(A.21)

Insert the pairs (Z̄,n) of (A.21) and (Ȳ ,m) of (A.14) back, we have

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

Ṗ⊤
2 +P⊤

2

(
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1 P⊤
2

)
+

l2

∑
j=1
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P⊤

2 (C j
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⊤)L j
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(
P⊤
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)
L6

−P3
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B1P1 +B4P⊤

2
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−P3
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B
j
2L

j
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3 P⊤
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l2
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j=1

(
P⊤

2 (C j
1)

⊤+(C j
3)

⊤)L j
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(
P⊤

2 D1 +D3

)
L7 +P3B3

+P3B1P2 +P3

l2

∑
j=1

B
j
2L

j
9 −P3B4P3 +B⊤

3 P3 = 0,

P2(T ) = F⊤
, P3(T ) = 0Nn×Nn,

(A.22)

and

dϕ2 =−
[(

P⊤
2 B⊤

1 −P3B4 +B⊤
3

)
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l2

∑
j=1
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P⊤
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⊤)S j
5

+
(
P⊤

2 D1 +D3

)
S3 +P⊤
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∑
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∑
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V
j

2 dB
j
t .

(A.23)
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Next, we can also obtain




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⊤L
j
11 +P1D1L7 +P2B3

+
(
P2B1 +A⊤

1

)
P2 +
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P2B

j
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9 +A⊤
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,

(A.24)

and

dϕ1 =−
[(

P1B⊤
1 +P2B4

)
ϕ2 +

(
P2B1 +A⊤

1

)
ϕ1 +P1
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∑
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(C j
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j
5
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∑
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j
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dt +
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∑
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V
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1 dB
j
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(A.25)

Next, similar to the key idea in [15], we can regard the original forward-backward

SLQ optimal control problem as a dimension-enlarged forward SLQ one and build the

relationship between them. Let

X̃ ≡
(

X

Y

)
, ũ j ≡

(
u

Z j

)
, Ã ,

(
A1 B⊤

1

−A3 −B⊤
3

)
,

B̃ j ,

(
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⊤
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−(C j
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⊤

)
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⊤

0 0

)
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D̃ j ,

(
D

j
2 (C

j j
2 )⊤
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)
, Ẽ ,

(
E1
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)
,

˜̃E j ,

(
E

j
2

0

)
,

(A.26)

then the state equation and cost functional become

dX̃ =

[
ÃX̃ +

l2

∑
j=1

B̃ jũ j + Ẽ

]
dt +

l2

∑
j=1

[
C̃ jX̃ + D̃ jũ j + ˜̃E j

]
dB

j
t , (A.27)

and

J(u(·)) = 1

2
E

[∫ T

0

(
X̃⊤Q̃X̃ +

l2

∑
j=1

(ũ j)⊤R̃ jũ j

)
dt + 〈GXT ,XT 〉

]
, (A.28)

where

Q̃ ,

(
A4 0

0 B4

)
∈ R

(N+1)n×(N+1)n
, R̃ j ,

(
D4 0

0 C
j
4

)
∈ R

(Nn+m)×(Nn+m)
.
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Assume that dϕ̃ =−γ̃dt +
l2

∑
j=1

Ṽ jdB
j
t , and apply Itô’s formula, we achieve

d
[
(X̃ − ϕ̃)⊤P̃(X̃ − ϕ̃)

]
+

[
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t
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[
X̃⊤Ã⊤+
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+
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+
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− ϕ̃⊤P̃Ẽ − ϕ̃⊤P̃γ̃ + ϕ̃⊤ ˙̃Pϕ̃
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l2

∑
j=1

(P̃⊤B̃ j +(C̃ j)⊤P̃⊤D̃ j
)

×
(
R̃ j +(D̃ j)⊤P̃D̃ j

)−1(
(D̃ j)⊤P̃ ˜̃E j − (B̃ j)⊤P̃ϕ̃ − (D̃ j)⊤P̃Ṽ j

)]
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+

[
− ϕ̃⊤P̃Ã− ϕ̃⊤ ˙̃P+ Ẽ⊤P̃+ γ̃⊤P̃+
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∑
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ũ j +

(
R̃ j +(D̃ j)⊤P̃D̃ j

)−1[(
(B̃ j)⊤P̃

+(D̃ j)⊤P̃C̃ j
)
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ũ j +
(
R̃ j +(D̃ j)⊤P̃D̃ j)−1
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dt + {· · ·}dB
j
t

=
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ũ j +(M j

1)
−1
[
M

j
2X̃ −M

j
3ϕ̃ −M

j
4Ṽ j +M

j
4

˜̃E j
]}⊤

M
j
1

{
ũ j +(M j

1)
−1
[
M

j
2X̃

−M
j
3ϕ̃ −M

j
4Ṽ j +M

j
4

˜̃E j
]}

+ X̃⊤
[

P̃Ã+ ˙̃P+ Ã⊤P̃+
l2

∑
j=1

(C̃ j)⊤P̃C̃ j + Q̃

−
l2

∑
j=1

(M j
2)

⊤(M j
1)

−1M
j
2

]
X̃ + X̃⊤

[
P̃Ẽ + P̃γ̃ − ˙̃Pϕ̃ − Ã⊤P̃ϕ̃ +

l2

∑
j=1

(C̃ j)⊤P̃ ˜̃E j

−
l2

∑
j=1

(C̃ j)⊤P̃Ṽ j −
l2

∑
j=1

(M j
2)

⊤(M j
1)

−1(M j
4

˜̃E j −M
j
3ϕ̃ −M

j
4Ṽ j
)]

+

[
− ϕ̃⊤P̃Ã

− ϕ̃⊤ ˙̃P+ Ẽ⊤P̃+ γ̃⊤P̃+
l2

∑
j=1

( ˜̃E j)⊤P̃C̃ j −
l2

∑
j=1

(Ṽ j)⊤P̃C̃ j −
l2

∑
j=1

[
( ˜̃E j)⊤(M j

4)
⊤

− ϕ̃⊤(M j
3)

⊤− (Ṽ j)⊤(M j
4)

⊤](M j
1)

−1M
j
2

]
X̃ +M5

}
dt + {· · ·}dB

j
t ,

where

M
j
1 , R̃ j +(D̃ j)⊤P̃D̃ j ∈ R

(Nn+m)×(Nn+m)
,

M
j
2 , (B̃ j)⊤P̃+(D̃ j)⊤P̃C̃ j ∈ R

(Nn+m)×(N+1)n
,

M
j
3 , (B̃ j)⊤P̃ ∈R

(Nn+m)×(N+1)n
, M

j
4 , (D̃ j)⊤P̃ ∈ R

(Nn+m)×(N+1)n
,

M5 ,−
l2

∑
j=1

[ ˜̃E jM⊤
4 − ϕ̃⊤(M j

3)
⊤− (Ṽ j)⊤(M j

4)
⊤](M j

1)
−1
(
M

j
4

˜̃E j −M
j
3ϕ̃ −M

j
4Ṽ j
)
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− ϕ̃⊤P̃Ẽ − ϕ̃⊤P̃γ̃ + ϕ̃⊤ ˙̃Pϕ̃ − Ẽ⊤P̃ϕ̃ − γ̃⊤P̃ϕ̃ +
l2

∑
j=1

( ˜̃E j)⊤P̃ ˜̃E j

−
l2

∑
j=1

( ˜̃E j)⊤P̃Ṽ j −
l2

∑
j=1

(Ṽ j)⊤P̃ ˜̃E j +
l2

∑
j=1

(Ṽ j)⊤P̃Ṽ j
.

(A.29)

Then we introduce the Riccati equation:




˙̃P =−P̃Ã− Ã⊤P̃−
l2

∑
j=1

(C̃ j)⊤P̃C̃ j − Q̃+
l2

∑
j=1

(M j
2)

⊤(M j
1)

−1M
j
2,

R̃ j +(D̃ j)⊤P̃D̃ j
> 0,

¯̃u j =−(M j
1)

−1
[
M

j
2X̃ −M

j
3ϕ̃ −M

j
4Ṽ j +M

j
4

˜̃E j
]
,

(A.30)

and

γ̃ = P̃−1

[(
˙̃P+ Ã⊤P̃−

l2

∑
j=1

(M j
2)

⊤(M j
1)

−1(M j
3)

⊤
)

ϕ̃ +
l2

∑
j=1

(
(C̃ j)⊤P̃

− (M j
2)

⊤(M j
1)

−1M
j
4

)
Ṽ j − P̃Ẽ −

l2

∑
j=1

[
(C̃ j)⊤P̃− (M j

2)
⊤(M j

1)
−1M

j
4

] ˜̃E j

]
.

(A.31)

It is known that (
m

−h

)
≡ P̃(X̃ − ϕ̃)≡

(
P̃1(X̄ − ϕ̃1)+ P̃2(Ȳ − ϕ̃2)
P̃⊤

2 (X̄ − ϕ̃1)+ P̃3(Ȳ − ϕ̃2)

)
,

where

P̃ ≡
(

P̃1 P̃2

P̃⊤
2 P̃3

)
, ϕ̃ =

(
ϕ̃1

ϕ̃2

)
, Ṽ j =

(
Ṽ

j
1

Ṽ
j

2

)
,

and compare with

m =
(
P1 +P2P−1

3 P⊤
2

)
X̄ −P2P−1

3 Ȳ +P2P−1
3 ϕ2 +ϕ1,

h = P−1
3 P⊤

2 X̄ −P−1
3 Ȳ +P−1

3 ϕ2,
(A.32)

then we can obtain



P̃1 = P1 +P2P−1
3 P⊤

2 , P̃2 =−P2P−1
3 , P̃3 = P−1

3 ,

ϕ̃1 =−P−1
1 ϕ1, Ṽ

j
1 =−P−1

1 V
j

1 ,

ϕ̃2 =−P⊤
2 P−1

1 ϕ1 +ϕ2, Ṽ
j

2 =−P⊤
2 P−1

1 V
j

1 +V
j

2 .

(A.33)

As a result of P3(T ) = 0, P3(T )
−1 makes no sense. We consider

Pi(t)≡
(

P1,i P2,i

P⊤
2,i P3,i

)
, ϕ i =

(
ϕ1,i

ϕ2,i

)
, V j,i =

(
V

j
1,i

V
j

2,i

)

to be the solution to equations corresponding to

Pi(T ) =

(
G F⊤

F 1
i
INn×Nn

)
, ϕ i

T =

(
0

ξ

)
. (A.34)

It corresponds to a sequence of solutions to Riccati equations for

P̃i ≡
(

P̃1,i P̃2,i

P̃⊤
2,i P̃3,i

)
, ϕ̃ i =

(
ϕ̃1,i

ϕ̃2,i

)
, Ṽ j,i =

(
Ṽ

j
1,i

Ṽ
j

2,i

)
,
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with terminal conditions

P̃i(T ) =

(
G+ iF⊤F −iF⊤

−iF iINn×Nn

)
, ϕ̃ i

T =

(
0

ξ

)
, (A.35)

and similarly

P1,i = P̃1,i −P2,iP
−1
3,i P⊤

2,i, P2,i =−P̃2,iP̃
−1
3,i , P3,i = P̃−1

3,i ,

ϕ1,i =−P1,iϕ̃1,i, V
j

1,i =−P1iṼ
j

1,i,

ϕ2,i = ϕ̃2,i −P⊤
2,iϕ̃1,i, V

j
2,i = Ṽ

j
2,i −P⊤

2,iṼ
j

1,i.

(A.36)

In the following, we have the relationships

(M j
1,i)

−1M
j
2,i =−

(
L6,i +L7,iP

−1
3,i P⊤

2,i −L7,iP
−1
3,i

L
j
10,i +L

j
11,iP

−1
3,i P⊤

2,i −L
j
11,iP

−1
3,i

)
∈ R

(Nn+m)×(N+1)n
,

(M j
1,i)

−1
[
M

j
3,iϕ̃

i +M
j
4,iṼ

j,i +M
j
4,i

˜̃E j
]
=

(
L7,iP

−1
3,i ϕ2,i + S3,i

L
j
11,iP

−1
3,i ϕ2,i + S

j
5,i

)
∈R

Nn+m
.

(A.37)

The proof of relation (A.37) and the solvabilities of Riccati equations are similar to those

in [8]. Thus they are omitted.

Next, we derive the feedback optimal control in the indefinite case. First, according

to Lemma 4.12 in [8], it implies that M5,i is uniformly bounded, and assume that P3 =
lim
i→∞

P3,i > 0. Set ū = L6X∗+L7h∗+ S3, and let

N1 , A1 +B⊤
1 P⊤

2 +
l2

∑
j=1

(C j
1)

⊤L
j
10 +D1L6, N2 ,−B⊤

1 P3 +
l2

∑
j=1

(C j
1)

⊤L
j
11 +D1L7,

N3 , B⊤
1 ϕ2 +

l2

∑
j=1

(C j
1)

⊤S
j
5 +E1 +D1S3, N

j
4 , A

j
2 +(B j

2)
⊤P⊤

2 +(C j j
2 )⊤L

j
10 +D

j
2L6,

N
j

5 ,−(B j
2)

⊤P3 +(C j j
2 )⊤L

j
11 +D

j
2L7, N

j
6 , (B j

2)
⊤ϕ2 +(C j j

2 )⊤S
j
5 +D

j
2S3 +E

j
2,

N7 , B1P1 +
l2

∑
j=1

B
j
2L

j
8 +B4P⊤

2 , N8 , B3 +B1P2 +
l2

∑
j=1

B
j
2L

j
9 −B4P3,

N9 , B1ϕ1 +
l2

∑
j=1

B
j
2S

j
4 +B4ϕ2, N

j
10 ,C

j
1P1 +C

j j
2 L

j
8 +C

j j
4 L

j
10,

N
j

11 ,C
j
3 +C

j
1P2 +C

j j
2 L

j
9 +C

j j
4 L

j
11, N

j
12 ,C

j
1ϕ1 +C

j j
2 S

j
4 +C

j j
4 S

j
5,

then we have





dX∗ =
(
N1X∗+N2h∗+N3

)
dt +

l2

∑
j=1

(
N

j
4X∗+N

j
5h∗+N

j
6

)
dB

j
t ,

dh∗ =
(
N7X∗+N8h∗+N9

)
dt +

l2

∑
j=1

(
N

j
10X∗+N

j
11h∗+N

j
12

)
dB

j
t ,

X∗
0 = x0, h∗0 =

(
INn×Nn +HP3(0)

)−1
H
(
P⊤

2 (0)X0 +ϕ2(0)
)
.

(A.38)
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Moreover
X̄t = X∗

t , ht = h∗t ,

n
j
t = L

j
8X̄t +L

j
9ht + S

j
4, mt = P1(t)X̄t +P2(t)ht +ϕ1(t),

Z̄
j
t = L

j
10X̄t +L

j
11ht + S

j

5, Ȳt = P⊤
2 (t)X̄t −P3(t)ht +ϕ2(t).

(A.39)

Set

P̃ =

(
P1 +P2P−1

3 P⊤
2 −P2P−1

3

−P−1
3 P⊤

2 P−1
3

)
. (A.40)

For any given ε > 0, P̃ solves the Riccati equations on [0,T − ε). By the completion of

square technique, recalling that

d
[
(X̃ − ϕ̃)⊤P̃(X̃ − ϕ̃)

]
+

[
X̃⊤Q̃X̃ +

l2

∑
j=1

(ũ j)⊤R̃ jũ j

]
dt

=

{ l2

∑
j=1

{
ũ j +(M

j
1)

−1
[
M

j
2X̃ −M

j
3ϕ̃ −M

j
4Ṽ j +M

j
4

˜̃E j
]}⊤

M
j
1

{
ũ j +(M

j
1)

−1
[
M

j
2X̃

−M
j
3ϕ̃ −M

j
4Ṽ j +M

j
4

˜̃E j
]}

+ X̃⊤
[

P̃Ã+ ˙̃P+ Ã⊤P̃+
l2

∑
j=1

(C̃ j)⊤P̃C̃ j + Q̃

−
l2

∑
j=1

(M
j
2)

⊤(M j
1)

−1M
j
2

]
X̃ + X̃⊤

[
P̃Ẽ + P̃γ̃ − ˙̃Pϕ̃ − Ã⊤P̃ϕ̃ +

l2

∑
j=1

(C̃ j)⊤P̃ ˜̃E j

−
l2

∑
j=1

(C̃ j)⊤P̃Ṽ j −
l2

∑
j=1

(M
j
2)

⊤(M j
1)

−1(M
j
4

˜̃E j −M
j
3ϕ̃ −M

j
4Ṽ j
)]

+

[
− ϕ̃⊤P̃Ã

− ϕ̃⊤ ˙̃P+ Ẽ⊤P̃+ γ̃⊤P̃+
l2

∑
j=1

( ˜̃E j)⊤P̃C̃ j −
l2

∑
j=1

(Ṽ j)⊤P̃C̃ j −
l2

∑
j=1

[
( ˜̃E j)⊤(M j

4)
⊤

− ϕ̃⊤(M j
3)

⊤− (Ṽ j)⊤(M j
4)

⊤](M j
1)

−1M
j
2

]
X̃ +M5

}
dt + {· · ·}dB

j
t ,

we obtain

J(ū) =
1

2
E

[∫ T−ε

0

(
X̄A4X̄ + Ȳ⊤B4Ȳ +

l2

∑
j=1

(Z̄ j)⊤C
j
4Z̄ j + ūD4ū

)
dt

+

∫ T

T−ε

(
X̄A4X̄ + Ȳ⊤B4Ȳ +

l2

∑
j=1

(Z̄ j)⊤C
j
4Z̄ j + ūD4ū

)
dt + Ȳ⊤

0 HȲ0 + X̄T GX̄T

]

=
1

2
E
[
(X̃0 − ϕ̃0)

⊤P̃0(X̃0 − ϕ̃0)− (X̃T−ε − ϕ̃T−ε)
⊤P̃T−ε(X̃T−ε − ϕ̃T−ε)

]

+
1

2
E

∫ T−ε

0

l2

∑
j=1

[
ũ j +(M

j
1)

−1
(
M

j
2X̃ −M

j
3ϕ̃ −M

j
4Ṽ j +M

j
4

˜̃E j
)]⊤

×M
j
1

[
ũ j +(M

j
1)

−1
(
M

j
2X̃ −M

j
3ϕ̃ −M

j
4Ṽ +M

j
4

˜̃E j
)]

dt +
1

2
E

∫ T−ε

0
M5dt

+
1

2
E

∫ T

T−ε

[
X̄A4X̄ + Ȳ⊤B4Ȳ +

l2

∑
j=1

(Z̄ j)⊤C
j
4Z̄ j + ūD4ū

]
dt

+
1

2
E
[
Ȳ⊤

0 HȲ0 + X̄T GX̄T

]
,
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where

(
X⊤

0 − ϕ̃⊤
1 (0),Ȳ⊤

0 − ϕ̃⊤
2 (0)

)( P̃1(0) P̃2(0)
P̃⊤

2 (0) P̃3(0)

)(
X0 −ϕ1(0)
Ȳ0 − ϕ̃2(0)

)
+ Ȳ⊤

0 HȲ0

= R2 +
(
Ȳ0 − (INn×Nn +P3(0)H

)−1(
P⊤

2 (0)X0 +ϕ2(0)
))⊤(

H +P−1
3 (0)

)

×
(
Ȳ0 − (INn×Nn +P3(0)H

)−1(
P⊤

2 (0)X0 +ϕ2(0)
))
,

with

R2 ,
(
X0 +P−1

1 (0)ϕ1(0)
)⊤

P1(0)
(
X0 +P−1

1 (0)ϕ1(0)
)

+
(
P⊤

2 (0)X0 +ϕ2(0)
)⊤(

HP3(0)+ INn×Nn

)−1
H
(
P⊤

2 (0)X0 +ϕ2(0)
)
,

and

X̄⊤
T GX̄T −

(
X̃T−ε − ϕ̃T−ε

)⊤
P̃(T − ε)

(
X̃T−ε − ϕ̃T−ε

)

= X̄⊤
T GX̄T −

(
X̄T−ε +P−1

1 (T − ε)ϕ1(T − ε)
)⊤

P1(T − ε)
(
X̄T−ε

+P−1
1 (T − ε)ϕ1(T − ε)

)
− h⊤T−ε P3(T − ε)hT−ε → 0, when ε → 0.

Similar to [8], we have

J(ū) =
1

2
E

[
R2 +

∫ T

0
M5(t)dt

]
, (A.41)

and J(u)≥ J(ū), which means ū is optimal, and finally by (A.37)

ū =
(
L6 +L7P−1

3 P⊤
2

)
X̄ −L7P−1

3 Ȳ +L7P−1
3 ϕ2 + S3. (A.42)

where P1(t) = limi→∞ P1,i,P2(t) = limi→∞ P2,i and L6,L7,S3 are defined in (A.19).

We conclude the above analysis as the following main theorem.

Theorem A.1. Suppose that the bounded conditions for coefficients with approximate di-

mensions similar to [8, Assumption 2.3 (i-ii)] and E1,E
j
2 ,E3i ∈L∞(0,T ;Rn), i= 1, . . . ,N, j =

1, . . . , l2 hold, and there exist i0 such that for i > i0, the Riccati equation (A.30) has

a positive definite solution P̃i(t) satisfying terminal condition (A.35). Moreover, sup-

pose that (L j
1,i(t))

−1,(L j
2, j(t))

−1 exist where(A.36) hold and L
j
1,i,L

j
2,i are defined as above

with replacing P1(t),P2(t),P3(t) by P1,i(t),P2,i(t),P3,i(t). Let for each i ≥ i0, (R̃ j(·) +
(D̃ j(·))⊤P̃i(·)D̃(·))−1 is bounded, j = 1, . . . , l2 and P1,i have an upper bound and |P2,i(·)|,
(L j

1,i(·))−1,(L j
2,i(·))−1,(L5,i(·))−1 are uniformly bounded. Assume that P3(t)= limi→∞ P3,i(t)>

0 for t ∈ [0,T ). Then the optimal control problem (A.1) and (A.2) has an optimal control

(A.42).

Remark A.2. By the above analysis, we can find the optimal control (A.42) actually take

the same form as (A.20). However, only the candidate (A.20) is obtained (may be optimal

in form) based on the guess of relations (A.14) (motivated by relations (A.11)) but not

gives the optimal cost in the indefinite case. Therefore, the core of adopting the second idea

from (A.26), (A.27) and (A.28) is to guarantee the final form of optimal control (A.42)(or

(A.20)) under the classical forward stochastic LQ control problem by the completion of

square technique and most importantly to get the optimal cost correspondingly based on

the relation (A.36) and (A.37) when i converges to infinity.
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