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Abstract

This paper is concerned with a general linear quadratic (LQ) control problem of mean-field back-
ward stochastic differential equation (BSDE). Here, the weighting matrices in the cost functional
are allowed to be indefinite. Necessary and sufficient conditions for optimality are obtained via
a mean-field forward-backward stochastic differential equation (FBSDE). By investigating the
connections with LQ problems of mean-field forward systems and taking some limiting pro-
cedures, we establish the solvabilities of corresponding Riccati equations in the case that cost
functional is uniformly convex. Subsequently, an explicit formula of optimal control and op-
timal cost are derived. Moreover, some sufficient conditions for the uniform convexity of cost
functional are also proposed in terms of Riccati equations, which have not been considered in
existing literatures for backward systems. Some examples are provided to illustrate our results.

Keywords: Mean-field, indefinite linear quadratic control, backward stochastic differential
equation, Ricatti equation, uniform convexity

1. Introduction

In recent years, there is an increasing interest on mean-field type stochastic control problems
due to their wide applications in mathematics, engineering and finance. Different from classical
stochastic control problems, a new feature of the problems is that both stochastic system and
cost functional embody the state and the control along with their statistical distributions, which
provides a simple but effective technique for describing individuals’ mutual interactions. In this
case, the controlled system is an SDE of McKean-Vlasov type, which was first introduced by
Kac [|I|]. Since then, there have been considerable results on related topics. Interested readers
may refer to [E, B] for the theory of mean-field BSDEs, [@—E] for various versions of stochastic
maximum principles for mean-field models. The past few years have also witnessed rapid de-
velopment of mean-field LQ control theory, both in finite and infinite horizons [@—Iﬂ]. Yong [IQ]
investigated a mean-field LQ problem in finite horizon systemically by using a decoupling tech-
nique. A feedback optimal control is characterized by two coupled Riccati equations. Further in
[@], Huang et. al. studied an infinite horizon case, where an optimal control is expressed via two
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coupled algebraic Riccati equations. Elliott et. al. ] and Ni et. al. [@] dealt with discrete time
mean-field LQ problems for finite horizon and infinite horizon, respectively. We remark that all
the aforementioned papers followed the standard assumption, that is the weighting matrices in
cost functional are imposed with some positive-definite conditions.

The study of indefinite LQ control problems can be traced back to Chen et. al. ], who
first pointed out that some stochastic LQ problems with indefinite (in particular, negative) con-
trol weighting matrices may still be sensible and well-posed. An equivalent cost functional
method was introduced in [ﬁj] to study an indefinite LQ control problem, which was extended
to mean-field case in [IE]. Liet. al. ] studied an indefinite LQ problem of mean-field SDE
by introducing relax compensators. The open-loop and closed-loop solvabilities for LQ control
problems of mean-field type are discussed in [@] and [Iﬁ], respectively. It was shown that the
standard assumption is not necessary for the solvabilities of mean-field LQ control problems. Ni
et. al. [IE Iﬁ] considered discrete time indefinite LQ optimal control problems of mean-field
type with infinite horizon and finite horizon, respectively. Wang and Zhang [Iﬂ] investigated
uniform stabilization and asymptotic optimality for indefinite mean-field LQ social control sys-
tem with multiplicative noises. We point out that the existing literatures on indefinite LQ control
problems focused on forward stochastic systems.

In financial investment, a European contingent claim ¢, which is a random variable, can be
regarded as a contract to be guaranteed at maturity 7. One frequently encounters the situation
that funds may be injected or withdrawn from the replication process of a contingent claim so
as to achieve some other goals. This naturally results in stochastic control problems of BSDEs

]. Liet. al. [@] considered an LQ control problem of mean-field BSDE, where explicit
formulas of optimal control and optimal cost are derived. Mean-field games and social optimal
problems of backward stochastic systems with LQ formulation are discussed in M]. How-
ever, the study on indefinite LQ control problems of BSDEs is quite lacking in literatures. To our
best knowledge, there are only a few papers on this type of control problems, including [? ] and

], which constructed the optimal control in terms of a Riccati equation, an adjoint equation and
a BSDE under the uniform convexity of cost functional for homogeneous and nonhomogeneous
cases, respectively. Indefinite LQ control problems of mean-field BSDEs are underdeveloped in
literatures and many fundamental questions remain unsolved.

This paper is concerned with an indefinite LQ control problem of mean-field BSDE. As pre-
liminary results, we derive necessary and sufficient conditions for optimality. The optimal control
is characterized via a mean-field FBSDE, together with a stationarity condition. By investigating
the connections with forward mean-field LQ problems, we introduce some reductions of Prob-
lem (BLQ), which leads to an equivalent control problem with (I3) holds. Combining with this
transformation and some limiting procedures, we derive the solvabilities of Riccati equations
associated with Problem (BLQ). With these results, we construct an explicit formulas of opti-
mal control and optimal cost under the uniform convexity of cost functional in terms of Riccati
equations, an adjoint process and a mean-field BSDE. Finally, by empolying the equivalent cost
functional method, we proposed some sufficient conditions for the uniform convexity of cost
functional in terms of Riccati equations.

Our work distinguishes itself from existing literatures in the following aspects. (i) We de-
velop a general procedure of constructing optimal control of Problem (BLQ) under the uniform
convexity of cost functional (Assumption A3), which extends the results in [@, ]. With the
appearance of mean-field term, we need to introduce two coupled Riccati equations (16)-(17),
which play important roles in deriving explicit formulas of optimal control and optimal cost.
Moreover, it takes more efforts to establish the connections between Problem (BLQ) and Prob-

2



lem (FLQ,) as well as simplify Problem (BLQ), due to our mean-field setting. (ii) In this paper,
a general indefinite LQ control problem of mean-field BADE is considered, where the cross-
product terms of control and state processes are involved in cost functional. Moreover, both the
state equation and the cost functional contain the nonhomogeneous terms. As we can see in Sec-
tion 3, the cross-product terms and nonhomogeneous terms bring lots of difficulties in deriving
optimal control and optimal cost of Problem (BLQ). Compared with [@], the representations
of solution Z and optimal control # in Theorem [3.4] deserves more complex structures. (iii) We
provide some necessary and sufficient conditions for the uniform convexity of cost functional in
terms of Riccati equations (I8) and (I7). Due to the special structure of backward systems, we
adopt the equivalent cost functional method to prove the sufficiency in our paper, which is quite
different from mean-field LQ control problems of forward stochastic systems. Moreover, as we
will see in Example 6.2, the equivalent cost functional method also provides an alternative and
effective way to obtain the uniform convexity of cost functional. In fact, (Z77) implies that the
uniform convexity is equivalent for a family of cost functional J;({; #). Thus, in order to obtain
the uniform convexity of cost functional for original control problem, we need only to find an
equivalent cost functional satisfying Assumption A3.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we formulate an indefinite
LQ control problem of mean-field BSDE and give some preliminary results. Section 3 aims
to derive explicit formulas of optimal control and optimal cost in the case that the cost functional
is uniformly convex. In Section 4, we devoted to giving sufficient conditions for the uniform
convexity of cost functional in terms of Riccati equations. Section 5 gives several illustrative
examples. Finally, we conclude this paper.

2. Problem formulation and preliminaries

Throughout this paper, R™ denotes the set of all n X m matrices and S” denotes the set of
all n X n symmetric matrices. In particular, we mean by S > 0 (§ > 0) if S is a nonnegative
(positive) definite matrix. For a matrix valued function § : [0,7] — S", we mean by S > 0
that S (7) is uniformly positive, i. e., there is a positive real number « such that S (f) > o for any
t € [0,T]. For a matrix M € R™™, let M" be its transpose. The inner product (-, -) on R™" is
defined by (M, N) — tr(M™N) with an induced norm |M| = tr(M™M). Let (Q,F,F,P) be a
complete filtered probability space and let 7 > 0 be a fixed time horizon. W(¢) : 0 < ¢ < T is an
R-valued standard Wiener process, defined on (Q, 7, F,P). F = {F;},»0 is a natural filtration of
W(-) augmented by all P-null sets. For any Euclidean space M, we give the following notations:

L;T(Q; M) = {g : Q — M| is an Fr-measurable random variable, E[|]?] < oo};
L2000, T; M) = {v : [0, T] —» M]v is a bounded and deterministic function};

L]ZF(O, T:M) = {v : [0,T] x Q@ — My is an F-progressively measurable stochastic process,
E [ N |v(t)|2dt] < oo};
S]ZF(O, T:M) = {v 1 [0, 7] x Q@ — My is an F-progressively measurable stochastic process and

has continuous paths, E [supte[oﬂ |v(t)|2] < oo}.



Consider a controlled mean-field linear BSDE
dy() =[A®Y (1) + X(t)E[Y(t)] + B(t)u(r) + E(t)E[u(t)] +C(HZ(®) + CA’(t)E[Z(t)] + f(t)]dt
+ Z(1)dW(t), (1)
Yr)=¢,

where { € L;T(Q;R") and u(-), valued in R™, is a control process. Introduce an admissible
control set U[0,T] = .E%(O, T;R™). Any u € U[0, T] is called an admissible control.
Assumption A1: The coefficients of system (I) satisfy

AC),AC), C(), C() € L20, T;R™™), B(-), B(-) € L0, T;R™™), f € L2(0, T; R").

Under Assumption A1, system (I)) admits a unique solution pair (Y, Z) € S?F(O, T;RMxL2(0, T; R,
which is called the corresponding state process, for any u € U[0, T] (see Li et. al. 1). We
introduce a quadratic cost functional

1 -
J(;u) =§1E [(GY(O), Y(0)) + (GE[Y(O)], E[Y(O)]) + 2(g, Y(0))
T q(1) Y()

+2f< o1 || Z@ >dt

0 p2(1) u(t)

T o S San Y() Y() )
+f< ST@® Ru( R Z@ || 2@ >dt

0 S7(@) R Rxn@® J\ u() u(r)

r Q0 Si) S0 \( ElYm] ) ( E[Y()]
+ f < ST® Ru® R || EZo) || ElZ0)] >dr,
0 ST RL(®O Rn@m )\ Eu®] E[u()]

where g is an F-measurable random variable satisfying E[|g|*] < co. For simplicity, we may
suppress time ¢ and use the following notations in this paper:

T - = Ry R12) = (En Ez)
S=(S1 S2),S=(S8; S, ),R= L, R=| = =7 |,
( 1 2 ) ( 1 2 ) ( Rsz Ry R}T2 Ry
P=P+P, forP=A,B,C,0,51,52,5,Ri1,R12,R».R,G.

Assumption A2: The weighting matrices in cost functional @) satisfy

G.GeS", Q,0€ L0, T;S"), §1,51 € L0, T;R™™), 55,5, € L(0,T; R™™),

Rit,Ri1 € £L2(0,T;S"), Rz, Rip € L2(0, T; R™™), Ry, Rap € L7(0, T;S™),

q € Lz(0,T;R"), p1 € L2(0,T;R"), py € L3(0, T;R™).

Our mean-field backward stochastic LQ control problem can be stated as follows.
Problem (BLQ). Find a u* € U[0, T'] such that

VO =@y = nf I, 3)
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Any u* € U[0, T] satisfying (@) is called an optimal control of Problem (BLQ), and the corre-
sponding state process (Y*, Z*) is called an optimal state process. (Y*,Z*, u") is called an optimal
triple. In the special case that f, g, g, p1, 0> vanish, we denote the corresponding Problem (BLQ)
by Problem (BLQ)o. The corresponding cost functional is denoted by Jo({; #). Under Assump-
tion A2, cost functional () is well-defined. The following theorem gives a characterization of
optimal control for Problem (BLQ).

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that Assumptions A1-A2 hold and { € L;T (Q;R™") is given. u* € U[0,T]
is an optimal control of Problem (BLQ) if and only if the following conditions hold:

(i) Jo(O;u) > 0, Yu € U[0, T].

(ii) The mean-field FBSDE

dx* = — (ATX* +ATE[X']+ QY* + OE[Y*] + S1Z* + S1E[Z*] + Sau” + S-E[u’] + q) dt
—(CTX" + CTEIX"1+ STY" + STE[Y'] + RnZ" + RNE[Z'] + Ripu” + RiaB[u] + p1 ) dW,
dY* = (AY* + AE[Y"] + Bu* + BE[u"] + CZ* + CE[Z*] + f)dt + Z*dW,

X*(0) = = GY*(0) = GE[Y*(0)] - g, Y(T) = ¢
4)

admits unique solution (X*,Y*,Z"), such that
B™X" + BE[X*] + S]Y" + SJE[Y*] + R},Z* + RLE[Z*] + Rypui* + RypE[u"] + ps = 0.
Proof. u* € U[0, T] is an optimal control of Problem (BLQ) if and only if
J(Gu" +eu)—J(Gu) > 0,Yu € U[O,T], € € R.

Let (Y?,Z?) be the solution to system () corresponding to u® = u* + eu. It is clearly that
(Y2,7%) = (Y*,Z") + &(0Y, 6Z), where (0Y, 6Z) satisfies

dsy =(A6Y + AE[6Y] + Bu + BE[u] + C6Z + aE[cSZ])dt +6ZdW,
SY(T) =0.
Consequently, we have

J(u®) = J (G u)

82

= ?JO(OQ u) + eE[(g, sY(0))] + E[(GSY(0), Y*(0))] + sE(GE[SY(0)], E[Y*(0)])]
[ 7 o S S oY Y* [ 7 q oY

+ & f < S;r Ri1 Rpx oZ |,| Z¢ >dt +cE f < p1 || oZ >dt
|0 S; R], Rxn u u* |0 02 u

[ Q0 51 Sy \(ElYl)(Ell) |
+8Ef< ST Rn Rn || El6zl || Elz’] >d¢
0 S; E]Tz Ezz Elu] Elu*]

T
= ¢E [ f (B"X* + B'E[X*] + S]Y* + SJE[Y*] + RLZ" + RLE[Z*] + Rpou” + RypElu’*] + p2, u)}
0

2
+ %JO(O; ).

From the above arguments, it is easy to draw the conclusions. (|
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3. The optimal control and Riccati equations

From the above arguments, it is difficult to check whether Problem (BLQ) admits a unique
optimal control when Jo(0;u) > 0,Yu € U[0,T], due to the fact that the unique solvability
of mean-field FBSDE (@) is hard to tackle without the positive definiteness assumptions on the
weighting matrices. In the following, we introduce a condition slightly stronger than Jy(0; u) > 0,
Yu € U[O0,T], which enables us to overcome the challenge brought by the indefiniteness of
weighting matrices.

Assumption A3: There exists a constant & > 0, such that

T
Jo(0,u) > aFE f |u|2dt] ,Yu € U0, T].
0

Actually, Assumption A3 is also called the uniform convexity of cost functional, which is suffi-
cient for the existence and uniqueness of optimal control of Problem (BLQ). In this section, we
will give a more specific characterization of optimal control and construct an explicit formula
of the corresponding optimal cost under Assumption A3 via two Riccati equations with terminal
conditions, a mean-field BSDE.

3.1. Connections with LQ problems of mean-field forward systems
Consider a controlled mean-field forward system

{ dX = (AX + AE[X] + Bu + BE[u] + Cv + CE[v])dt + vdW, )

X(0) =¢,
where ¢ is an Fp-measurable random variable satisfying E[|£*] < co. The control process is

the pair (u,v) € L%(O, T;R™) x L%(O, T;R™") = U[0,T] x V[0, T]. Introduce a quadratic cost
functional

1 T 0 S S X X
ja(f;u,v)=§E /l(X(T),X(T))+f <[ ST Ru Rn v [ v >dt
0 S;— R-]r2 Rzz u u
r( 0 Si S \(EIXI ( EX] ©
+f< SI Ri1 Ry E[v] ,[ E[v] ]>dt,
o W57 7L R )\ Bl )| Bl

where A > 0 is a constant parameter. We pose an LQ problem associate with system (@) and cost
functional (@) as follows.
Problem (FLQ,): Find a (u*,v*) € U[0, T] x V[0, T'], such that

V&) = Ta&u' v = JaE; u,v).

inf
(u)eU0,T1xV[0,T]

We now give the following result, which indicates some connections between Problem (BLQ)
and Problem (FLQ,).

Theorem 3.1. Let Assumptions A1-A3 hold. Then there exist constants p > 0, and Ao > 0, such
that for any A > Ay,

T
J0;u,v) > pE f (ul® + |v|2)dt] VY(u,v) € U0, T] x V[0, T].
0

6




If. in addition, -G > 0, =G > 0, then for 1 > Ay,

T
Ja(&u,v) > pE [ f (Jul® + |v|2)dt] Y, v) € U0, T] x V[0, T].
0

Proof. For any (u,v) € U[0,T] x V[0, T], let X be the corresponding solution of @). It is
obvious that £ £ X(T) € L%(Q; R™). Regard (X, u) as the solution of
dX = (AX + AE[X] + Bu + BE[u] + Cv + CE[v])ds + vdW,
X(T)=4¢.

Further, we introduce the following two mean-field BSDEs:

dyo = (Ayo + XE[yO] + Bu + EE[M] + Czo + EE[ZO])dt + zodW,
yo(T) =0,

and
{ dy; = (Ay, + AE[y,] + Cz; + CEl[z1])dt + z,dW,

yi(T) ={.

Thus we have
X=yo+yL,v=2 +21.

0 S1 S» . /Q /S:l /3:2 Yo Y1
M=| S/ Ry Ry [\M=|S[ Ru Rp |.6=| 2 [.6i=] 2z |

S ;— Rsz Ry S ;— R;rz Ry u 0

Denote

With these notations,
1 —
Jo(0; u) =§E [(G)’O(O),)’o(o» + (GE[yo(0)], E[yo(0)])
T T
+ f (M8, 60)d1 + f (ME[GO],E[HO]Mt] .
0 0

Let K > 0 be a constant, which is large enough such that max{|M(z)|, |1\7(t)|} < K for a. e.
t € [0, T]. We then further obtain

T u,v)
T
= %]E [/l(X(T), X)) + f ((M(OO +0)),60 +6,) + (ME[6 + 6,1, E[6) + 91]>) dt]
0

1 —
= Jo(0:u) + SB[ AX(T). X(T)) = (Gyo(0). yo(0)) ~ (GELyo(0)]. Elyo(0)D)]

1 g — —
+ EE [f (2<M00, 91) + <M91 . 0]) + 2<ME[90], E[01]> + <ME[9]], E[G]]))dl]
0

1 —~
2 Jo(0;u) + EE[MX(T),X(T)) = (Gy0(0),y0(0)) = (GE[y0(0)], E[yo(O)D]

T 1 T
—K{(p +DE U 01 dt| + —E[f |90|2dt}},
0 H 0 7




where ¢ > 0 is a constant to be determined later. According to Theorem 2.1 in Li et. al. [@],

T T T
E[ f IHOIZdI} <KE [ f Iulzdt}, ]E[ f |6, [>dt
0 0 0
Thus, we have
T T
IE[ f [v[>dt f 2(|z0)> + Izllz)dt}
0 0

T T
<2E [f |60/ d1 f 16, Izdt}
0 0

T
<2KE [ f lul?dt| + 2KE [|X(T)|2].
0

E[(Gyo(0), y0(0))] = ELGy1(0),y1(0))] < KE[IX(T)P,

<KE [|§|2] = KE [|X(T)|2] )

<E

+2E

Moreover, if £ = 0, we further have

and
(GELyo(0)], Elyo(0)]) = (GE[y1(0)], Ely1(0)]) < KE [IX(T)P,

by Theorem 2.1 in Li et. al. [Iﬂ]. Combining the above equations and letting u = %, A> =
5+ 2K*(u + 1) + 2K, we derive

2 T
TuEu) 22 [4- 2K+ D] E[IX(D)P] + (a _ E)E U Iulzdt]
2 M 0
1 —
= S E[(Gy0(0). 0(0)) + (GELyo(0)]. Elyo(0)])
T
a a
> E[IX(T)F] + EE[ fo juPd

1 —
= 5 E[(Gy0(0). y0(0)) + (GELyo(0)]. Elyo(0)])

v T
>2Rg f WPdt| + LR f e

1 e
- 5E[<Gyo<0),yo<0>> + (GEILyo(0)1, Eyo(0)D)]
T
+ %E[ fo Iulzdt}.
T
+ %E[ fo ul?dt

The proof is completed. O

+KE [|X(T)|2]

+KE [|X(T)|2]

If £ = 0, it is obvious that

a T
J205u,v) 28—K]E [fo [v[2dt

Further, if -G > 0, -G > 0,

T
(0%
Ja(&u,v) zg—KE[ fo vdr + KE[IX(T)P].



Corollary 3.1. Let Assumptions A1-A3 hold. Problem (FLQ,) is uniquely solvable for 1 > Ay.

If. in addition, -G > 0, =G > 0, then for 1 > Ay,
Vaé) = 0.

Corollary 3.2. Let Assumptions A1-A3 hold. Then for any A > Ay, Riccati equations

IL+ILA+A'I, +Q

(CTIL+ST T (Ru+TL R\ CTIL+ST )
BTH,1+S;— R-lr2 Ry BTH,1+S;— -
HA(T) = Al,

and L _

H,]+H,1A+ATH,1+Q

_ 5Tﬁ/1+§;r ' ﬁll+H,1 ﬁl2 - 5Tﬁ,1+§;r —0
B +S] R, Rxn BIL+S8] ) 7

[(T) = Al

admit unique solutions T1,, ﬁ,i € L=(0,T;S"), respectively, such that

( Ry +11; Ry )>>O ( §11~+H/1 El2 )>>O
R;rz Ry ’ R-]r2 Ry

Further, we have

1 .
Va€) = 5E[<HA<0><§ — E[£]),£ - BI£]) + (M(O)ELE], EL£D) |-

@)

®)

©))

Remark 3.1. From (@) and Schur Lemma [IE], we can see that Ry, > 0, ﬁzg > ( under As-
sumption A3. These features are quite different from mean-field LQ problems of forward stochas-
tic systems, where the uniform positive definiteness of control weighting matrices are neither

necessary nor sufficient for the uniform convexity of cost functional (see ,]).

3.2. Reductions of Problem (BLQ)

Based on the above arguments, we make some reductions of Problem (BLQ). For this end,

we introduce a controlled system

{ dYy = (AY, + AE[Yo] + Buo + BE[uo] + CZ + CE[Zo] + f)dt + ZodW,

Yo(T) = ¢,

and a cost functional

_ 1 T 5 Yo
J(Guo) =5E |2, Y0(0)>+210‘ < P || % >dt
P2 Uuo
T o & & Yo Yo
+f < S Ru 0 Zy |, Zo >df
0 S 0 Rn J\ u Uo
(0 S 8 \(E ) ( ElY]
+f < S Ru 0 E[Z] .| ElZo] >dt ;
" N\8 0 Ry )\ Ell )\ Elul




where

G=q+Df + (@ - OE[f], 51 = p1 — RiR3aps — (R12Ry) — Ri2R31)Elp2],
C=C-BR;R],, C=C+C=C-BRy;R},,

S1 =8, -SaR;R], + 0C, S; =81 + 8 =S, - S2R;AR], + OC,

S =5,+DB, S, =85, +8, =5, + DB,

Ri1 = Riy = RRyRT, + @, Riy = Ry +Ri1 = Riy — RRyR], + @,

with @ and @ being the solutions of
OP+DPA+ATdP+Q=0
o0 = -G,

and .
D+PA+ATP+Q=0
®(0) = -G,
respectively. The corresponding stochastic optimal control problem is stated as follows.
Problem (NC-BLQ). Find a uj; € U[0, T] such that

V@) = JGuy) = | it T o).

Here, “NC” implies that the cross-product term of u, and Z, does not appear in 7(4: s Up).-

Theorem 3.2. Let Assumptions A1-A3 hold. For any two pairs (Y,Z,u) and (Yo, Zy, up), we
introduce a linear transformation

Yo — E[Yo] I 0 0)\(Y-E[Y]
[ZO—E[ZO]]z[O I O][Z—E[Z] ] (10)
uy — Eluo] 0 R;lesz I u— Elu]
E[Yo] 1 0 0 E[Y]
[ E[Zo] ]:[ 0 I 0 ][ E[Z] ] (11)
Eluo] 0 R;R,, 1)\ Elul

Then the following two statements are equivalent:
(1): (Y,Z,u) is an admissible (optimal) triple of Problem (BLQ).
(2): (Yo, Zo,uo) is an admissible (optimal) triple of Problem (NC-BLQ).

Moreover, we have

— 1 —
J(su) = T up) = SE[(@T) - EIZD. ¢ = EIZD + (@(T)EIL]. EIZD)]
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Proof. Applying It6 formula to (®(Y —E[Y]), Y - E[Y]) + (5E[Y], E[Y]) on time interval [0, T'],
we have

E [(®(T)(£ - BIZ1), £ — BIZ) + (D(DEIZ], EIZD)|
+ E[(G(Y(0) = E[Y(0)]), ¥(0) - E[¥(0)]) + (GE[Y(0)], E[Y (0)])]

T -0 @©C OB Y - E[Y] Y - E[Y]
=E f < CTd O 0 Z-E[Z] |,| Z-E[Z] >dt
0 BT™® 0 0 u—Elu] u—Elu]

r( -0 ®C ®©B( E[Y]
+ f < co o o || Ez
W \B® 0 o0 Efu]

E[Y]

,{ E[Z] ]>dl‘
Elu]
T —_—

al (2<®(Y—E[Y1>,f—E[f]>+2<<1>E[Y],E[f]>)].

It follows that

— 1 —
J(&u) = J( 5 u) - EE [(CD(T)({— E[{D, ¢ - ElZD + <<D(T)]E[§],IE[§])]- (12)
where
J(&;u)
| r 0 S1+®C S,+®B \( Y-E[Y] Y - E[Y]
==K f < (S +(DC)T Ry +® R Z-E[Z] |,| Z-E[Z] >dl
2 o W s,+0m7 R R w-Elul )\ u-Efu]
- 0 S, +®C S,+®B \( E[Y] E[Y]
+ f < S;+®C)" R +® Ri E[Z] |.| E[z] >dt
0 (§2 + 6E)T E-]rz ﬁzz E[M] E[u]
T q Y
+2f < o1 |, Z >dt +2(g, Y(0))|.
0 0> u

We pose an LQ problem as follows.
Problem (BLQA): Find a u* € U[0, T'], such that

J&u) = inf TG ).

@)= inf ()
We observe from (I2) that J(; u) and f({ ; u) differ by only a constant. It is obvious that (¥, Z, u)
is an admissible (optimal) triple of Problem (BLQA) if and only if (Y, Z, u) is an admissible

(optimal) triple of Problem (BLQ). In the following, we investigate the relationship between
Problem (BLQA) and Problem (NC-BLQ). From (I0) and (II), we have

Y - E[Y] I 0 0 Yo — E[Yo]
Z-E[Z] |=| 0 I 0 Zy - E[Z] |,
0

u—Elu] —REZIRIT2 1 uy — Elug)

E[Y] I 0 0 \( E[Yo]
E[Zz] |=| 0 I 0 || E[z |.
E[u] 0 -R}RT, 1 )\ Eluol

2212
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Linear transformation (I0) with (I is invertible. Through direct calculations, we can verify
that (Y, Z, u) is an admissible (optimal) triple of Problem (BLQA) if and only if (Yo, Zy, ug) is
an admissible (optimal) triple of Problem (NC-BLQ). Moreover, .7({,“ sUp) = f({,’ ;u). The others
follow immediately. (|

According to Theorem[3.2] we may assume
G=0,G=0,0=0,0=0,Ri2=0,R» =0, (13)

in cost functional @) without lose of generality throughout this paper. In the case that (I3) holds,
Riccati equations () and (8) take

I, + ILA + AT,

(CTILAST T (Ru+TL 0\ CTIL+ST ) (14)
BT + 8 0 Ry B'IL+S; |
H(T) = A1,
and .
I, + I[;A +ATH,1
_ 5Tﬁ/]+§;l' ' E]] +H,1 0 - 5Tﬁ,1+§;r ~0 (15)
BI +S7 0 Rx» B'IL+S] | 7
TA(T) = A,
respectively.

Proposition 3.1. Let Assumptions A1-A3 and (I3) hold. For A > Ay, let 1,11, be the unique
solutions of (I4) and (13D, respectively. Then we have

Ly(7) = 0,T1Ly(r) > 0,V € [0, T].
Moreover, for A, > A1 > Ay, we have
Iy, () > Ty, (1), Ty, (£) > Ty, (£), Y € [0, T,

Proof. For Problem (FLQ,) with A > Ay, Theorem[3.1land Corollary 3.1l give

1 _

V&) = EE[<H1(O)(§ = E[£]), & = E[£]) + (ITA(O)E[£]), E[f])] > 0.
For any ¢ # 0 with E[¢] = 0,
1
Va§) = SE[(M(0)(& - BI£D). £ - EI£D] 2 0,

which implies that IT;(0) > 0. For any ¢ # 0 with ¢ = E[£],

1 . ~
Vi) = SE[M(O)ELEL ELED] 2 0,

12



which implies that ﬁA(O) > 0. Denote

a - CTL+ST\"(Ru+IL 0 CT + ST
YT\ BTIL + 8] 0 Ry BT, +SI |
and I L
a _ CTH,1+SII— R1]+H,1 0 CTH,1+S-1F
YT\ BT+ ST 0  R» BT, +S] )
Moreover, let ® and ® be solutions of matrix ODEs

dd = Addt,
@0) =1,

and

®(0) = 1,
respectively. Equations (I3)) and (I4) imply that

{d@ = Addt,

) =@ [HA(O) + fo t d)(s)Taus)@(s)ds] o),
and ,
o = [e0)'] [ﬁA(O) + fo 6(S)T54(s)6(s)ds} (1)
From Corollary[3.2] it is easy to see that
I,(7) > 0,TLy(r) > 0,Yt € [0, T].

Denote 8 = (C, B), B = (a E), B = B+§, D = (1,0). With these notations, Riccati equations
(I4) and (I3) can be rewritten as

[+ LA + ATIL - (ILB + S) (R + D'ILD)  (LB+5)" =0,
u(T) = Al

and
ﬁ,} + ﬁ,{Z+ Z‘I’ﬁ/{ - (ﬁA§+ §) (E-F DTH,]D)71 (ﬁA§+ §)T = O’
T(T) = A,

respectively. For A, > 41 > Ao, letting A =11, — nﬁ,,'& = ﬁﬂz - ﬁ,h, we obtain

A+ A +ATA+ (I, B+8)(R+ DTIL,D) (I, B+S)"

~(AB+T1,B8+S5)(R+ DI, D+ D'AD) (AB+T1,B+5)" =0,
A(T) = (A2 — A,

13



o Z+M+KTZ+(ﬁ4,§+ §)(E+ Z)THAIZ))_] (ﬁ4,§+ S)T
~(AB+11,B8+3)(R+ D', D+ D'AD) " (AB+11,B+5) =0,
AT) = (L — ADI.
According to Corollary 2.3 in Sun et. al. [Iﬁ], we have
Iy, (5) > Ty, (1), T, (£) > Ty, (£), Y € [0, T,

3.3. Optimal control and value function

In this subsection, we construct the optimal control of Problem (BLQ) in the case that As-
sumption A3 and (I3) hold via an adjoint process, two Riccati equations with terminal conditions
and a mean-field BSDE. For this end, we introduce the following Ricccati equations

T-TAT — AT
CTasTr\' (T+TRy 0\ (YCTHASTY) 16)
BT +SIT 0 Ry BT+SIT T

T(T) =0,

and .

T—TAT - AT
— ~~ T —~ —1 — ——

[ E ST (I1+ TRy O YCT+TSTT) g, (17
BT+S;T 0 R22 BT+S;T

T(T) = 0.

Theorem 3.3. Let Assumptions A1-A3 and (I3) hold. Then Riccati equations (@18 and @7
admit unique soluti@s T > 0,7 > 0, such that I + YRy1,I + TRy, are invertible on [0,T],
I+ YR, U+ TR e L20, T;R™™), (I +YR)™'r>0,+YR)™'r>0.

Proof. Uniqueness: Suppose that Riccati equation (I6) admits two solutions Y and 2. Letting
5T = ' — T2, we then have

d
—oT
dt

=6TAT + ASYT — 67S (I + T'Ry) ' (T + 57T
-4C+T%gk]+T%”rWWfT+S?W)—U+T%HYWWCT+STFﬂ
—8TS 2R (BT + 87T — (B+ 2S2)R5)S 767

=6TAT + AT — 60S (I + L Ry Y(CT + 57"
—(C¥+YQSQ{—(I+1“R“)”5TRIKI+WQRIQ’“Y%CT+nSTT5

+ I+ PR oT(CT + ST + 125787}

—8TS 2Ry (BT + 87T — (B+ 12S2)R5)S 767

££(t,67).
14



Recalling that 67 (T") = 0 and f(#, x) is Lipschitz with respect to x, Gronwall’s inequality implies
that Y = 0 forall r € [0, T]. _

Existence: For 4 > Ay, let II; and II; be unique solutions of (I4) and (I3)), respectively.
According to Proposition[3.1]

() > 0, T1(f) > 0, ¥z € [0, T].

Defining o
T, =10, Ty =107,

we have T () > 0 and p‘f}(z‘LZ 0 are decreasing with respect to 4. Assuming that T’ and T 2
converge pointwise to " and Y, respectively, we obtain T > 0 and T > 0.
We now proceed to prove the following:

(). I+ YRy, I+ TRy, are invertible on [0, T];
(D). (I + YRy € L0, T;R™™), (I + YRy;)™' € £2(0, T; R™™);
@{ii). (I + YR >0, + TRy > 0;
@iv). T and T satisfy equations (I6) and (I7), respectively.
For (i) and (ii), we note that for A > Ay,

i1 + YR =T + Ry > 0,

— — (18)
H,](I+ T,]R]]) = 1_[,1 +R]1 > 0,

which imply that  + YRy, I + T,R;, are invertible on [0, T]. By Proposition[3.1] for A > A,
TA(f) > T, (), TLy() > T, (1), Vit € [0, T

Thus,
0< (R +IL)™" <Ry + 1) 7",

and _ _
0< (R + H/l)71 < (R + H/lo)fl.

From the above arguments, we obtain for every x € R”
(TTA(Ryy + 1) T, x)
=I(R1y + T, + Ty = Ty) ™ (T, = T, + Iy, )xf?
<2|(Riy + Ty, + Ty = Ty )™ (T = Ty ) + 2I(Ryy + Ty, + T = T,) ' Ty 1
=20x — (Ry1 + Iy, + Ty = Tyy) " (R + T )xf® + 2[(Ryy + Ty, + Ty = Ty, )~ T, I

_ip 2
<4 [1 +|(Riy + Ty, + 11, = T1,) ™| (|Rll + 10, + |H/10|) ]lxl2
_ip 2
<a 14 Ruy + T (1R + TP )1
On the other hand,

(I + Ry) 'L+ CaRi)T + TR ) TLIL + Ry ™' =1,
15



which implies that
(I +CaRi)U + YR
-1
=M + Ri) 1L

1 12 27!
21[1+|(R11+H10) "l (|R11+H40|2+|H10|)] I
Letting A — +co, we get
. -1)2 2 217!
(I + YR +YTRyy) ZZ[1+|(R11+HAO) | (IRy1 + 0| +|n40|)] I

Thus, I + YRy is inlertible on [0,T]and (I + YRy)™' € L0, T;R™™). I + Tﬁn is invertible
on [0, 7] and (I + YR;;)™! € £2(0, T; R™") can be derived similarly.
For (iii), (I8) implies that

(I +Ri) ™y =L+ Ry~ >0,
(I+CR) ™ =, + R > 0.

Thus (I + TRy 'Y, (I + ‘Y’AEU)’I‘Y’A are both decreasing with respect to 4 and bounded below
by zero. Letting 4 — +o00, we obtain

I+ TR >0,(I+TRy)'T>0.

In the following, we prove that (" and T satisfy equations (I6) and (I7), respectively. From
the definition of (), we get

d d d
— YOI () + Y () =111 (1) = — (T (DI (2)) =
7 ADI() + A()dt (D) dt( 2O () = 0,
which implies that
T,

T T\ T -1 T -
%{HMMTHF(C nﬁs]) (Rmm 0) (c nﬁs,)}n
2

BTH,1+S;— 0 R, BTH,1+S;—

AT, + AT (CT +Sm)T (R11 +10, 0 )1 (CT + S]TTA)
2

BT+S;—T,1 0 R, BT+S;T,1

CT+ ST‘Y’A)T ((1 + TR, 0 )(CT + S]TTA)

=AY, + AT - -
o (BT+SZTTA 0 R\ BT +S5TT,

Consequently,

Ta(n)

1 T
=_1_f
1 ‘

Letting 1 — +oo, then Y(-) is given by

T
‘Y'(t):—f

CT+577, )T( I+TRiD)C 0 )( CT+57T, )}ds

BT +5,7, 0 Ry, J\ BT+5,7,

AT, + T,{AT - (

CT+STT\' ([ U+TR)'YT 0 CT+S7T ],
BT +5SIT 0 Ry} )\ B +STY )|“

A‘Y’+TAT—(



which definitely satisfies Riccati equation (I6). Following a similar procedure as above, we
obtain T satisfies Riccati equation (7). O

We now introduce the following mean-field BSDE.

dn = [A( — Eln)) + AE[q] + f + (g — Elg]) + TElq]

_( CT4STT )( I+YRy 0 )1( TST(n - Eln) + Y(o1 — Elp1]) ~ (8 - E[B]) )
BT + S;—T 0 Ry S;—(T]_ E[U]) + (,02 - E[Pz])

_(ET+~Tf )T(lwﬁn 0 )‘1(T§IE[nl+TEw—ELﬁl)
T
2

- - dt + BdW,
T 0 Ry S;E[U] + Elp2] a

S
BT +S

n(T) = ¢

19)

Theorem 3.4. Suppose Assumptions A1-A3 and (I3) hold. Let (' and T be solutions of Riccati
equations (6) and (D), respectively. Let (n, B) be an adapted solution of mean-field BSDE (19).
Then the optimal control of Problem (BLQ) is given by

u=— Ry} |(B” + 571X ~ E[X]) + 53 (7~ Ely]) + (02 — Elp2])]

-1 [ RT . TTy QT (20)
- Ry} [(BT + STDEIX] + STE[n] + Elp2]|

where X is given by
dX = —{ [AT — ST+ YR I(CT +STT) — SHR (BT + S;‘r)] (X - E[X])
= S1(+ YR | ST (= Eln]) + Y(o1 — Elpi]) - (8- EIB))|
— $5R5}(S3 (7~ Ell) + (o2 - Elpa))
+[AT =1t + TR ICT + 57T) - SHR) (BT + S| ElX]
= $1(I+ TR [YSTE] + TElp1] - E1| - S2R5, (ST Ely] + Elpal) + q}dt
- {(1 + R (€T + STOX = EIXD) + ST (= Elnl) + (o1 = Elpr 1) + Ria(8 - EIBD)|

+(1+ R (€7 + STDEIX] + STE[ + Elpr] + RuEIs1] faWw,

X(0) = —g.
(21
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Moreover, the value function of Problem (BLQ) is

1 —
Vi) =5k [(g, 2n(0) - T(0)(g — ElgD) — T(O)E[g])

T
+f {(pl,—(l+ TR11) (o1 — Elpi]) — (I + YRy )" TE[p1])
0
—{p2, R33 (02 — Elp2]) + Ry Elpal) + (B, (I + Ry Y)"'Ri(B - EIB)) + (I + Ry 0) 'R E[BI)
= (S1(T+ TR UST + S2R)ST) (7 = Bl + (S1(Z + TR1) ™' YST + S2R;)S T ) Elnl)
+ 201, (I + TR~ (B~ E[BD + (I + YR ) "E[B])
=20, $1(I+ YR [Y(o1 = Elp1]) — B = E[BD] + S2R3: (02 — Efp2]))

=2(1,8 (I + TR1) "' [Elp1] - EIBI] + S2R5, Elpa] - g))dt] .
(22)

Proof. Define
Y = T(X - E[X]) + YE[X] + 7,
Z=—(I+ TR [Y(CT +STTNX — EIX]) + YST (7 — Elyl) + T(o1 — Elp1]) — (8 - EIB))|
— I+ TRy [Y(CT + ST DELX] + TS| Eln] + TE[p:] - E[B]].
With these notations, (21) can be rewritten as
dX = —|ATX + ATE[X] + $1Z + S1EIZ] + Sou + S,E[u] + q| dt
—[CTX + CTEIX1+ STY + STEIY] + RuZ + Ry E[Z] + p1 | dW,
X(0) = —g.
Further, by It6 formula, we have
dY =T(X - E[X])dt — T [AT(X = E[X]) + S 1(Z - E[Z]) + S2(u - E[u]) + (¢ - Elq])| dt
—T|CTX + CTEIX] + STY + STE[Y] + RnZ + RuEIZ] + p1 | dW
+ YE[X]dt - T |[ATELX] + S1E[Z] + S2E[u] + Elq]|dt + dn.
Through some straightforward calculations, we derive
dY = |AY + AE[Y] + Bu + BE[u] + CZ + CE[Z] + f|dt + ZdW,
{Y(T) =4

Moreover, _
B"X + B'E[X] + S]Y + SJE[Y] + Rasut + RnE[u] + ps = 0.

Theorem[Z Tlimplies that the optimal control of Problem (BLQ) is given by 20). In the following,
we prove that the value function of Problem (BLQ) is given by (22). Indeed,
1 r T
1409 =§E 2(g,Y(0)) + f (Z(q, Y)+ 2p1,Z) + 22, u) + 2S1Z,Y) + 2Sou, Y) + (R1Z, Z)
| 0

+(Roott, u) + 2(S EIZ), EY]) + 2(S,B[ul, E[Y]) + (RnE[Z], E[Z]) + (R E[u], E[ul) )d|

1 r T
=5E (8. Y(0)) = (X(T), Y(T)) + fo (X +(g. V) + (01, 2) + <p2,u>)dr].

18




From equations (21)) and (I9), we have
EKX(T), Y(T))]
=E[X(T), n(T))]

T
=E[X(0), n(0)] + E f (X, f +Y(q = Elg]) + TE[g] = (C + TS ) + YR11)™'C(p1 = E[p:])
0

— (B+ TSRy (02 — Elpa]) = (C + TS 1)U + TR11) " YE[p1] - (B + TS2)Ry) Elpa])

+ . (S1U+ TR1) ST + S2R)ST) (n = Elnl) + (S1(Z + TR1) ™' YST + S2R;) ST ) Elnl)
+ (. S1(I+ TR ' [T(o1 — Elp1]) - 2(8 - E[BD] + S2R3; (02 — E[p2])

+ 81 + TR ) [TElpi] - 2E[B]] + S2R, Elpa] - )

— B, (I + Riy") " [(o1 — Elp1]) + Ru(B = EIBD] + (I + Ry )™ (Elpi] + EIIEW])>dt]-

Combining the above equations, we obtain V({) satisfies (22)). O

4. Sufficiency of Riccati equations

In the above, we construct the optimal control of Problem (BLQ) under Assumption A3.
However, it is not easy to determine whether Assumption A3 is satisfied for a general LQ control
problem of mean-field BSDE. In this section, we give a sufficient condition, which ensures the
uniform convexity of cost functional J({; u).

Theorem 4.1. Let Assumptions A1-A2 and @ hold. If Ry, > O,Egz > 0, Riccati equations
(@68) and D) admit unique solutions T > 0, > 0 such that I + YRy, 1+ ‘Y’ﬁn are invertible on
[0, 71, (I + YR11)™, (I + TR1)™" € L2, T; R™) and (I + TRy)™'Y > 0,(I + TRy;)™'Y > 0,
then there exists a constant @ > 0, such that

Jo(O;u) > E

T
f |u|2dt] ,Nu e U0, T).
0

In order to prove Theorem[£.]] we need the following results.

Lemma 4.1. Let Assumptions A1-A2 hold. For any u € U[0, T], let (y, z) be the solution of

{ dy =(Ay + AE[y] + Bu + BE[u] + Cz + EE[Z])dt + zdW,
w(T)=0.

Then for any ©, Q¢ L2(0, T; R™™), there exists a constant y > 0, such that
T T
E [ f - O - E[y])ﬁdr] > yE [ f |u|2dz] ,
0 0

T T
f |E[u] — OE[y]dt > y f |E[u]|2dr].
0 0

Proof. For any © € L*(0, T; R™"), we define a bounded linear operator A : L%(O, T;R™ —
L£2(0.T;R™ by

(23)

Au = u—6O(y — E[y]).
19



Then A is bijective and its inverse A~' is given by

A u=u+0G-ER),
where

{ dy =((A + BOYy + (A - BO)ER] + Bu + BE[u] + CZ + CE[Z]) dt +ZdW,
WT) =0.

By the bounded inverse theorem, A~ is bounded with norm || A~!|| > 0. Thus,

T T
E[ f |u(t)|2dt] = E[ f (A~ Aw) (1) dt
0 0

T
= A PE [ f lu— O - E[y])Fdz] , Vue LE0,T;R™),
0

T
<A |PE [ f I(ﬂu)(t)lzdt]
0

which implies the first inequality in 23) with y = [lA2.
To prove the second inequality, for any ® € L*(0, T; R"™"), we define a bounded linear
operator A : L2(0, T;R™) — £2(0, T; R™) by

Au=u- @E[y].
Then A is bijective and its inverse A s given by
A 'u=u+OE[Q],

where
{ dy = [Aj:‘+ (X+ E@)E[ﬂ + Bu+ BE[u] + CZ + aE[z]] dt +zdWw,

WT) = 0.

By the bounded inverse theorem, A-! is bounded with norm IIﬁ" [| > 0. Thus,
r 2 g el 2 ~ T ~ 2
f [E{u(n)]| dr = f |ELA A (@) dt < ||A7 17 f | LA @) dt
0 0 0
T
= lA"IP f |Efu] —@E[y]|2dt, Vu e L2(0,T;R™),
0

which implies the second inequality in (23)) with y = A2, O
We now proceed to prove Theorem .11

Proof. By the continuity theorem of solution on initial condition, there exists A, such that for
any A > Ap, Riccati equations
T,—-T,AT —AY,
CT+SIT,1 T I+‘Y’,1R]1 0 -l TACT+T,1SIT,1
BT+S;T/1 0 Ry BT+S;T/1
YAT) =271,

=0,
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and L
Ti—TAT —AY,
5T + ETTA ' I+ Tlﬁll 0 B T,{E:T + Tlg;—p‘f,{
BT+S;—T,1 0 R BT+S;—T,1
TuT) =

E)

admlt unlque solutions ‘Y',l, ‘Y',l Moreover, by the comparison theorem, we further have Y, > T >
0,T,>T>0,and T,, ‘Y',l are monotomcally decreasing with respect to A. In the following, we
prove that (/ + Y Ry1)” T,] >0,(I+ T Ry1)” T,{ > 0. Actually,

I+ R )™ = Ry + 07
I+ YR = Ry + 03707

which imply that (1 + YR )", and (I + Tlﬁn)’l'm are monotonically decreasing with re-
spect to A. Combmmg w1th the fact that (7 + TR )™'YT > 0,(1 + Tﬁn)‘lT > 0, we have
I+ TR, >0, (I+T/1Rll) 'r, > 0.

Defining I1; = 'Y‘ I = T for A > A, then IT; > O, I'IA > 0. It is clear that IT, and HA
satisfy Riccati equations

H,1+H,1A+ATH,1

(CTmST N (Ru+TL 0\ (CTIST ) 4
BT, +5] 0 Ry BT, +S] :

\(T) = AI

and L

H,]+H/1A+ATH,1
CIL+S7 |\ (Ru+IL 0 CTIL+ST\_, 25)
Bm+sT 0 R» BL+S] | 7

y(T) = A

respectively. Moreover, Ry; + I1; > 0, ﬁ,l + 11, > 0.
Let

={y € L7(0,T;S")| ¢ is a deterministic continuous differential function}.
For h = (H, H) € T X X, we define
Qn=H+HA+A"H, S1;,=S,+HC, Sy, =S, +HB, N, =Ry +H,
On=H+HA+A"H, 5,=5,+HC, Sy, =S, +HB, Ny, = Ry, +H, (26)
v =q+Hf +(H~ HELS].
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We introduce a family of equivalent cost functionals

Jn($u)
T On Sin San Y - E[Y] Y - E[Y]
f < S;r’h Nip 0 Z-E[Z] |,| Z-E[Z]
0 S 0 Ry u—E[u] u—Elu]

O il,h 52,/1 E[Y] E[Y]
ST, N 0 || Elz1 || Ez] >dt
S Elu] Elu]

SI, 0 Rx

i q
+2 f < o1 |
0 P2

1 —
+3E [(H(O)(Y(O) - E[Y(0)]), Y(0) - E[Y(0)]) + CH(O)E[Y(0)], IE[Y(O)])]-

Ja

Y
z ]>dt +2(g, Y(0))

u

Actually, we have
1 —
J(su) = ¢ u) = 5B [(H(T)Q - EIZD. £ = EIZD) + (H(DE[L), EIZD).

Thus we may take h = (H, ﬁ) = (Hi,ﬁﬁ) with 4 > A,. It is obviously that
Jo(0; 1) = Jou(0; 1)

T On Sin Son y —E[y] y—E[y]
f < Sipy N O z—Elz]l || z—-E[z] >dt
0 S;’h 0 Rxn u—E[u] u—Elu]

T gh 51,/1 52,/1 Ely] Ely]
+ f < , >dt
0

ST, N O Efz] Elz]
1 —
+ 5B [¢H(0)((0) = ELy(0)]), ¥(0) = ELy(0)]) + (H(O)EL(0)], E[y(0)])].

1
=-E

—Lh P
S ;,h 0 Ry Elu] Elu]

Recalling that Ry, > 0, R, > 0 and combining with LemmalT] we have

Jo(0; u)

+ (Ros (Bl + R3S, ELy1). Blul + Rt ST, B |

1 T
> ~0E [ fo (e~ Erul + R3S 3,0~ D[ + yﬂE[u]F)]

oy ’ “1eT [, _ 2
> 2 +y)]E[f0 lu+ R3S, —E)) ]

2 T
N ]EU luf?
2(1 +v) 0

The proof is completed.

22

1 T
> JE [ f (<R22 (u = Elu] + R S3,(v = YD) u - Elu] + R} ST,y — ELyD))
0

27)



5. Examples

In this section, we present two illustrative examples. In the first example, the assumptions
(H2)in [Iﬂ] does not hold, but the corresponding Riccati equations admit unique solutions which
satisfy Theorem .1l Thus, the cost functional is uniformly convex. This example shows that
the uniform convexity condition (Assumption A3) is indeed weaker than assumptions (H2) in
[@]. In Example 5.2, it is difficult to prove the existence and uniqueness of solutions to related
Riccati equations. We use the equivalent cost functional method to construct an equivalent func-
tional which satisfies Assumption A3 first, and then we obtain an optimal control of the original
stochastic control problem via solutions of Riccati equations.

Example 6.1 Consider a one-dimensional controlled mean-field BSDE

{ dY =Y = 2E[Y] + 2u — E[u])dt + ZdW, t<]0,1],
Y(1) = ¢,

with cost functional

1
ﬂamzéELg(—#+2M—mmnmw—Emf—Emﬂm.

It is difficult to check that whether J(0; u) > «E[ fOT |u|2dt] holds for some a > 0. With the data,
Riccati equations (1) and (I7) are

T—-4Y+2=0,
(1) = 0,

and N _
T+(1-"T)7°=0,
T(1) =0,

respectively. Solving them, we get

1 expdr—-4) = 1
Tt) == — ———=, T(t)= — + 1.
=5-—F— T =—+
Note that
= 1 exp@t—4)
TZO,TZO,l—Tz§+f,1—2T=exp(4t—4).

Theorem . Tlimplies that there exists a constant @ > 0, such that

T
J(O;u) > aE jﬁ|m%h}vueqaa71
0

We now introduce the following mean-field BSDE:

{dn = 207 - ElnD) + (1 = D)EIn] |dr + BaW, 08)
nT)=¢.
According Theorem[3.4] the optimal control is given by

u=—X+ YE[X] +E[x], (29)
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where X is given by
dx = _{z(x ~E[X]) + (1 - DE[X] - E[n]}dt

¥ {(1 — 1y B - BB + 21 - ZT)"E[B]}dW, (30)
X(0) =0.

Moreover, the corresponding value function is

T
V(Q) = —%E { fo (B, (1 = 1) (8 = BIBY) + 21 = 270)"'EIB]) + (n, Elnl)] dr}.

Example 6.2 Consider a one-dimensional controlled mean-field BSDE

{ dY = (Y + E[Y] + u+ E[u] + Z)dt + ZdW, t€][0,1],
Y(1) =¢,

with cost functional
1 1
J(&u) = EE[f (-8YZ - 6Yu—22* +u* + 4E[YIE[Z] - 2E[Y]E[u] + E[Z]z)dt}.
0

It is difficult to check that whether an optimal control exists. With the data, Riccati equations

(18) and (I7) are

T(1 - 47)? 5
T-2Y+ —— +(1-37)?=
t oy TUS3=0 31)
(1) =0,
and —
~  — T(1-27) =
Y — 47 + =7 +2-47)"=0, (32)
T(1) =0,

respectively. It is difficult to give the solvabilities of Riccati equations (31)) and (32)) due to the
complexity. According to 28), we have for hy = (Hy, Ho) = (3,2),

{Qh° =6, S1p=-1,82,=0, Nij= 1, (33)

01,=8,8S14=0,8,,=0, Nijy= 1.
‘We can check that

T
Iy (03 1) > R f |u|2dt} ,Yu € U0, T].
0

According to (27), we have

T
J(O;u) = J4, (0; 1) > o f |u|2dt} ,Yu € U0, T],
0
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which implies that Assumption A3 holds. Thus we obtain that Riccati equations (3I) and (32))
admits unique solutions " and Y, respectively from Theorem 3.3l Further, mean-field BSDE
(19) can be rewritten as

dn =[77 +E[n] + (1 -47)(1 -27)"" 4@ - Eln) + 3 - E[B]) + 3(1 - 37) (n — Eln])
+ [(1 —27)I - T)"'2TE[n] + E[B]) + 42 - 4?)1@[;7]] dt + BdW,
nT) =<
According to Theorem[3.4] the corresponding optimal control is given by
u==[(1=37)(X - E[X]) - 3(7 ~ ElnD)] - |2 ~ 4T)E[X] - 4E[n]],
where X satisfies
dX = —{ [4 —9T +47(1-27)"'(1 - 4T)] (X - E[X])

— 41 = 20)" [47( - ElnD) + (8 - E[BD)] - 90 — Eln))
+[2+20 - 1)7r(1 - 27) + 42 - 47) | ELX]

—2(I =)' QTE[n] + E[B]) - 16]E[77]}dt
- {(1 -27)7 (1 - 47X - E[X]) - 4(p - E[n]) - 2(8 - E[B])]

+ (=) (1 - 2T)EIX] - 2E[) - BIg]| baw,

X(0)=0.

Moreover, the corresponding value function is

T
V() = - %E {fo [(8.2(1 =207 - E[BD + (1 - 1) E[B])
+ <77, (1671 =271)7" +9) (7 - Ely]) + (471 - 1)~ + 16)1@[;;])

+2 (1,401 = 27)7' (B = BIBD +2(1 - 1) 'EIBI)] dt}.

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we study an indefinite LQ control problem of mean-field BSDE. By using the
limiting procedure and equivalent cost functional method, we propose some necessary and suf-
ficient conditions for the uniform convexity of cost functional are given in terms of two coupled
Riccati equations with terminal conditions. Further, we develop general procedures for deriv-
ing explicit formulas of optimal control and optimal cost under the uniform convexity of cost
functional. The theoretical results obtained in this paper provide an insight into LQ zero-sum
game problems of mean-field backward stochastic systems.Well-posedness of Riccati equation
plays a crucial role in deriving the explicit representation of saddle point. Inspired by the general
procedures developed in this paper, we may investigate the well-posedness of Riccati equation
by establishing the relationship between forward and backward mean-field LQ zero-sum game
problems. We will further investigate some results on this problem and related topics in future.
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