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Linear-quadratic control for mean-field backward

stochastic differential equations with random coefficients

Jie Xiong∗ Wen Xu† Ying Yang‡

Abstract

In this paper, we study the linear-quadratic control problem for mean-field backward
stochastic differential equations (MF-BSDE) with random coefficients. We first derive
a preliminary stochastic maximum principle to analyze the unique solvability of the op-
timality system for this control problem through the variational method. Subsequently,
we reformulate the mean-field linear-quadratic (MF-BSLQ) problem as a constrained
BSDE control problem by imposing constraints on the expectation processes, which we
solve using the Extended Lagrange multiplier method. Finally, we derive an explicit
expression for the optimal control associated with Problem (MF-BSLQ).

Keywords: Extended LaGrange multiplier method, mean-field control, linear quadratic
control problem, random coefficients, Riccati equation, stochastic maximum principle.

AMS Subject Classification: 49N10, 60H10, 93E20.

1 Introduction

Let (Ω,F ,F,P) be a complete filtered probability space on which an one dimensional
standard Brownian motion {W (t) : 0 ≤ t ≤ +∞} is defined, where F = {Ft}t≥0 is the
natural filtration generated by W (t) and augmented by all P null sets. We consider the
following controlled linear mean-field backward stochastic differential equation (MF-BSDE
for short) with random coefficients:











dY (s) =− {A(s)Y (s) + Ā(s)E[Y (s)] +B(s)u(s) + B̄(s)E[u(s)]

+ C(s)Z(s) + C̄(s)E[Z(s)]}ds+ Z(s)dW (s), s ∈ [0, T ],

Y (T ) =ξ,

(1.1)

where A(·), Ā(·), C(·), C̄(·) : [0, T ] × Ω → R
n×n and B(·), B̄(·) : [0, T ] × Ω → R

n×m, are
matrix-valued F-progressively measurable processes, and u(·) is an F-progressively measur-

able process satisfying E
∫ T

0
|u(s)|2ds < ∞. The terminal state ξ is an FT -measurable random
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vector, which is square-integrable and will be fixed throughout this article. In equation (1.1),
(

Y (·), Z(·)
)

valued in R
n × R

n is the state process, and u(·) valued in R
m is the control

process.
Now we introduce the following cost functional with random coefficients:

J(u(·)) , E

{

〈GY (0), Y (0)〉+

∫ T

0

[〈Q(s)Y (s), Y (s)〉+ 〈Q̄(s)E[Y (s)],E[Y (s)]〉

+ 〈R(s)Z(s), Z(s)〉+ 〈R̄(s)E[Z(s)],E[Z(s)]〉+ 〈N(s)u(s), u(s)〉

+ 〈N̄(s)E[u(s)],E[u(s)]〉ds
}

,

(1.2)

where G is an Ft measurable random matrix, Q(·), Q̄(·), R(·), R̄(·) : [0, T ]× Ω → R
n×n, and

N(·), N̄(·) : [0, T ]× Ω → R
n×m. We assume that the control u(·) belonging to the following

space

U [0, T ] =

{

u(·) : [0, T ]× Ω → R
m | u(·) is Ft-adapted and E

∫ T

0

|u(t)|2dt < ∞

}

,

with the state equation (1.1) and the cost founctional (1.2), our mean-field backward stochas-
tic linear quadratic (MF-BSLQ for short) optimal control problem with random coefficients
can be stated as follows.

Problem (MF-BSLQ). For any given t ∈ [0, T ) and a square-integrable FT -measurable
terminal state ξ, find a u∗(·) ∈ U [0, T ] such that

J (u∗(·)) = inf
u(·)∈U [0,T ]

J(u(·)).

Unlike forward stochastic differential equations (SDEs for short), which have a single
solution, the solution to backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs for short) is a
pair of processes (Y (·), Z(·)), where Z(·) is necessary for the BSDEs to have solutions and
can be interpreted as a risk-adjustment factor. Linear BSDEs (without mean-field terms)
were first introduced as an adjoint equation in the Pontryagin maximum principle by Bismut
[2] in 1973. Then, the theory of nonlinear BSDEs were initially developed by Pardoux and
Peng [26] in 1990. Since then, applications of BSDEs have been explored in several areas,
including mathematical finance and stochastic control. For instance, Hu et al. [16] used
BSDEs to provide semiclosed optimal strategies and optimal values for both the monotone
mean-variance problem and the classical mean-variance problem with convex cone trading
constraints in a market with random coefficients. Lim and Zhou [21] were the first to study
the linear-quadratic (LQ) problem for linear BSDEs with quadratic cost criteria, using the
completion-of-squares technique to obtain the optimal solution. Moreover, the controlled
BSDEs have numerous important applications, see Peng [29], Hamadene et al. [14], Pham
[30] and all the references therein.

However, most of the existing research primarily focuses on BSDEs with deterministic
coefficients. Sun and Wang [32] were the first to study the control problem of linear BSDEs
with random coefficients. They introduced a novel stochastic Riccati-type equation and
decoupled the optimality system to solve the control problem explicitly. We highlight that
the work [32] on the linear BSDE control problem with random coefficients plays a significant
role in our current study.
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Following the development of BSDEs, mean-field backward stochastic differential equa-
tions (MF-BSDEs for short) were later proposed. In recent years, a large amount of literature
has studied this issue. For instance, the work done by Buckdahn et al. [6] and Buckdahn
et al. [7]. The former work focuses on the properties of an approximation to the solution
of a mean-field BSDE, while the latter provides a probabilistic interpretation of semilinear
McKean-Vlasov partial differential equations (PDEs) using MF-BSDEs. Moreover, Carmona
and Delarue [8] provided a detailed probabilistic analysis of optimal control for nonlinear
stochastic dynamical systems of the McKean-Vlasov type. Hao et al. [15] studied multi-
dimensional MF-BSDEs with quadratic growth. Chen et al. [10] studied the unique Lp-
solution of MF-BSDEs. As for the applications of MF-BSDEs, interesting reader can refer to
[12], [17], [19] and all the references therein. It is worth noting that the works mentioned so
far focus on MF-BSDEs with deterministic coefficients and no existing literature deals with
the controlled MF-BSDEs problem with random coefficients.

In the present paper, we focus on the mean-field LQ control problem for BSDEs with
random coefficients. As detailed in Xiong and Xu [34], a primary challenge in addressing
such problems arises from the presence of terms like E[Ā(·)X(·)] in the adjoint equation. The
inability to separate these terms into E[Ā(·)]E[X(·)] prevents the decoupling of the original
optimal system (3.1). To overcome this issue, we apply the Extended Lagrange Multiplier
(ELM) method outlined in [34], which allows us to decompose the Problem (MF-BSLQ)
into two more manageable subproblems free from mean-field terms. Our first step is to
transform the Problem (MF-BSLQ) into a constrained BSLQ control problem with random
coefficients. This transformation facilitates deriving the expression for the optimal control
in Theorem 5.3, which ultimately depends on the solution of a system of Riccati equations
and a backward stochastic differential equation (BSDE). This dependency also implies the
existence and uniqueness of the solution to the Riccati equation. The second step is to solve
the general constrained control problem using the ELM method described above.

The key contributions of our study are as follows. First, we establish the existence of a
unique optimal control for Problem (MF-BSLQ) and provide its characterization using the
stochastic maximum principle. Next, we reformulate Problem (MF-BSLQ) as a constrained
BSDE problem by constraining the expectation processes to deterministic functions and solve
it using the ELM method. Finally, we derive an explicit expression for the optimal control of
Problem (MF-BSLQ), providing a comprehensive and systematic solution to the mean-field
LQ control problem for BSDEs with random coefficients.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the
necessary notations and related spaces, along with some preliminary results on BSDEs and
mean-field SDEs. In Section 3, we reformulate Problem (MF-BSLQ) into Problems (a) and
(b), and present the main results of the paper, including Theorems 3.1 and 3.9. Section 4
provides a detailed proof of Theorem 3.1. In Section 5, we describe the process of solving
Problem (a). Finally, in Section 6, we provide a proof of Theorem 3.9.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we introduce the necessary notations and related spaces, and then present
the key assumptions of this article. Moreover, we state the existence and uniqueness of the
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solution to the state equation (1.1) and the adjoint equation (2.2).
For a random variable ξ, we write ξ ∈ Ft if ξ is Ft measurable, and for a stochastic

process φ(·), we write φ(·) ∈ F meaning that φ(·) is progressively measurable. For Euclidean
space H = R

n,Rm×n, Sn
+, and p, q > 0, we introduce the following spaces.

• L
p,q
F
(H) ≡ L

p
F
(Ω;Lq([0, T ];H)): the space of Ft- measurable processes

X : [0, T ]× Ω → H with E

(

∫ T

0

||X(s, ω)||q
H
ds
)p

< ∞.

Especially, we denote L2
F
(H) ≡ L

1,2
F
(H).

• L
2,c
F

(

Ω;C([0, T ];H)
)

: the space of continuous Ft- measurable processes

X : [0, T ]× Ω → H with E
[

sup0≤s≤T‖X(s, ω)‖2
H

]

< ∞.

• L∞
F
(H) ≡ L∞

F
(0, T ;H): the space of Ft- H valued bounded processes.

• L
∞,c
F

(H) ≡ L
∞,c
F

(0, T ;H) : the space of Ft- H-valued bounded continuous pprocesses.

• L2
G(H) ≡ L2

G(Ω;H): the space of G-measurable H-valued square integrable random
variables, where G ⊂ F is a sub-σ-field of F.

• L∞
G (H) ≡ L∞

G (Ω;H) : the space of G-measurable H-valued bounded random variables.

• L
2 ≡ L2(0, T ;Rn): the space of deterministic square integrable functions α : [0, T ] →

R
n with

∫ T

0
α(s)2ds < ∞.

Throughout this article, we impose the following assumptions:

(H1) : A(·), Ā(·), C(·), C̄(·) ∈ L∞
F
(Rn×n), and B(·), B̄(·) ∈ L∞

F
(Rn×m).

(H2) : Q(·), Q̄(·), R(·), R̄(·) ∈ L∞
F
(Sn

+), and N(·), N̄(·) ∈ L∞
F

(

S
m
+ ), G ∈ L∞

F0
(Sn

+). Moreover,
there exists a constant δ > 0 such that

N(s) ≥ δIm, R(s) ≥ δIn, a.e. s ∈ [0, T ], a.s.,

where Im is the m×m identity matrix and In is the n× n identity matrix.

For the well-posedness of equations (1.1) and (2.2), we present the following theorems, the
proofs are similar to those in Xiong and Xu [34] (Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.1, respectively),
so we omit the details here.

Theorem 2.1. Let (H1) hold. Then, for any terminal state ξ ∈ L2
FT

(Rn) and control u(·) ∈
U [0, T ], the state equation (1.1) admits a unique solution

(

Y (·), Z(·)
)

∈ L
2,c
F
(Rn)× L2

F
(Rn).

Moreover, there exists a constant K > 0, which is independent of ξ and u(·) such that

E

[

sup
0≤s≤T

|Y (s)|2 +

∫ T

0

|Z(s)|2ds
]

≤ KE

[

|ξ|2 +

∫ T

0

|u(s)|2ds
]

. (2.1)
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Next, given a pair
(

Y ∗(·), Z∗(·)
)

∈ L
2,c
F
(Rn)×L2

F
(Rn), we consider the following mean-field

SDE with random coefficients: for s ∈ [0, T ],











dX(s) =− {A(s)⊤X(s) + E[Ā(s)⊤X(s)]−Q(s)Y ∗(s)− E[Q̄(s)]E[Y ∗(s)]}ds

− {C(s)⊤X(s) + E[C̄(s)⊤X(s)]− R(s)Z∗(s)− E[R̄(s)]E[Z∗(s)]}dW (s),

X(0) =GY ∗(0) ∈ L2
F0
(Rn).

(2.2)

Theorem 2.2. Let (H1) and (H2) hold, the mean-field SDE (2.2) has a unique solution
X(·) ∈ L

2,c
F

(

R
n
)

. Moreover, there exists a constantK > 0, which is independent of
(

Y ∗(·), Z∗(·)
)

such that

E

[

sup
0≤s≤T

|X(s)|2
]

≤ KE

[

|Y ∗(0)|2 +

∫ T

0

|Y ∗(s)|2 + |Z∗(s)|2ds

]

. (2.3)

3 Main results

In this section, we collect the main results of this article.
Now we state the first main result, which characterizes the optimal control for Problem

(MF-BSLQ) and is referred as a preliminary stochastic maximum principle.

Theorem 3.1. Let (H1) and (H2) hold. Then, Problem (MF-BSLQ) has a unique optimal
control u∗(·). Further, u∗(·) is an optimal control for Problem (MF-BSLQ) if and only if the

solution
(

X∗(·), Y ∗(·), Z∗(·)
)

∈
(

L
2,c
F
(Rn)

)2
× L2

F
(Rn) to the following mean-field FBSDE :

for s ∈ [0, T ],































dY ∗(s) ={A(s)Y ∗(s) + Ā(s)E[Y ∗(s)] +B(s)u∗(s) + B̄(s)E[u∗(s)]

+ C(s)Z∗(s) + C̄(s)E[Z∗(s)]}ds+ Z∗(s)dW (s),

dX∗(s) =− {A(s)⊤X∗(s) + E[Ā(s)⊤X∗(s)]−Q(s)Y ∗(s)− E[Q̄(s)]EY ∗(s)}ds

− {C(s)⊤X∗(s) + E[C̄(s)⊤X∗(s)]−R(s)Z∗(s)− E[R̄(s)]E[Z∗(s)]}dW (s),

Y ∗(T ) =ξ, X∗(0) = GY ∗(0),
(3.1)

satisfies the following stationary condition:

N(s)u∗(s) + EN̄(s)Eu∗(s)− B(s)⊤X∗(s)− E[B̄(s)⊤X∗(s)] = 0, a.e. s ∈ [0, T ], a.s. (3.2)

It is straightforward to verify that

inf
u∈U

J(u(·)) = inf
α(·),β(·),γ(·)∈L2

inf
u(·)∈U

{J(u) : E[Y u(·)] = α(·),E[Zu(·)] = β(·), and E[u(·)] = γ(·)} 1.

Therefore, the Problem (MF-BSLQ) will be solved into two parts: the first part is a control
problem with the constraint that the state process {Y (s), Z(s)}0≤s≤T and the control process
{u(s)}0≤s≤T satisfy the conditions E[Y (s)] = α(s), E[Z(s)] = β(s), and E[u(s)] = γ(s)
for all s ∈ [0, T ], where α(s), β(s), and γ(s) are given deterministic functions, we denote
η(·) = {α(·), β(·), γ(·)}, then the second is an optimization problem related to η(·).

1If
{

J(u) : E[Y u(·)] = α(·),E[Zu(·)] = β(·), and E[u(·)] = γ(·)
}

= ∅, then infu∈U J(u(·)) = −∞.
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Based on analysis above, we first state the step 1 .
Step 1: Solving the Constrained Control Problem

In this case, the state equation for the first part can be written as: for s ∈ [0, T ],










dY (s) = {A(s)Y (s) + Ā(s)α(s) +B(s)u(s) + B̄(s)γ(s)

+ C(s)Z(s) + C̄(s)β(s)}ds+ Z(s)dW (s),

Y (T ) = ξ;

(3.3)

and the cost functional can be rewritten as

Ĵη(u(·)) = E

{

〈GY (0), Y (0)〉+

∫ T

0

[

〈Q(s)Y (s), Y (s)〉+ 〈Q̄(s)α(s), α(s)〉

+ 〈R(s)Z(s), Z(s)〉+ 〈R̄(s)β(s), β(s)〉+ 〈N(s)u(s), u(s)〉

+ 〈N̄(s)γ(s), γ(s)〉
]

ds
}

.

(3.4)

Inspired by the method presented in [34], we will introduce three extended Lagrange
multipliers, λ1(·), λ2(·), and λ3(·) to relax the imposed constraints. These multipliers, λ1(·),
λ2(·), and λ3(·) are elements of L2. We denote λ(·) = {λ1(·), λ2(·), λ3(·)}. Then we have the
following Lagrangian functional associated with the cost functional (3.4):

Jη(u(·),λ) ,Ĵη(u(·)) + 2〈λ1,EY
u − α〉L2 + 2〈λ2,EZ

u − β〉L2 + 2〈λ3,Eu− γ〉L2 . (3.5)

Therefore, step 1 can be formulated as the following Problem (a):
Problem (a): Find a control uη(·) ∈ U and three ELMs λη(·) = (λη

1 (·), λ
η
2 (·), λ

η
3 (·)) ∈

(L2)3 such that

DuJη(uη(·),λ
η(·)) = 0, Dλ1

Jη(uη(·),λ
η(·)) = 0,

Dλ2
Jη(uη(·),λ

η(·)) = 0, Dλ3
Jη(uη(·),λ

η(·)) = 0,

where DuJη(uη(·),λη(·)) denotes the partial derivative of Jη(·) with respect to u(·), i.e., for
any v(·) ∈ U ,

〈DuJη(u(·),λ(·)), v(·)〉

, lim
ǫ→0+

Jη(u(·) + ǫv(·),λ(·))− Jη(u(·),λ(·))

ǫ
.

The definitions of Dλ1
Jη, Dλ2

Jη, and Dλ3
Jη are identical.

Remark 3.2. Based on the definition of Jη(u(·),λ(·)) given in equation (3.5), and the strict

convexity of the function Ĵη(u(·),λ(·)) given in Lemma 5.1, the strict convexity of the function
Jη(u(·),λ(·)) with respect to u holds.

Next, we solve Problem (a) in two steps. First, fixing λ(·) ∈
(

L
2
)3
, we determine ũλ

η(·),
which depends on η(·) and λ(·), such that DuJη = 0. Then, based on the first step, we derive

conditions for λη(·) to satisfy. In fact, λη(·) satisfies the following equations: E[Y ũλ
η (·)] =

α(·), E[Z ũλ
η (·)] = β(·), and E[ũλ

η(·)] = γ(·).
Now, we will introduce a lemma to establish the existence and uniqueness of the optimal

control for Problem (a).
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Lemma 3.3. For any η(·) ∈ (L2)3 fixed, there exist a unique u∗
η(·) ∈ U such that EY u∗

η(·) =

α(·), EZu∗

η(·) = β(·), Eu∗
η(·) = γ(·), and

Ĵη(u
∗
η(·)) = inf

u(·)∈U
{Ĵη(u(·)) : E[Y

u(·)] = α(·),E[Zu(·)] = β(·), and E[u(·)] = γ(·)}.

Next, we present the following lemma to establish the existence and uniqueness of the
control ũλ

η(·) for the first part of Problem (a).

Lemma 3.4. Let (H1) and (H2) hold. For any terminal state ξ ∈ L2
FT

(Rn), there exists a
unique control ũλ

η(·) ∈ U such that DuJη(ũ
λ
η(·),λ(·)) = 0. Moreover, ũλ

η(·) is optimal if and

only if the solution
(

X̃(·), Ỹ (·), Z̃(·)
)

to the following FBSDE: for s ∈ [0, T ],



































dỸ (s) = {A(s)Ỹ (s) + Ā(s)α(s) +B(s)ũλ
η(s) + B̄(s)γ(s)

+ C(s)Z̃(s) + C̄(s)β(s)}ds+ Z̃(s)dW (s),

dX̃(s) = − {A(s)⊤X̃(s)−Q(s)Ỹ (s)− λ1(s)}ds

− {C(s)⊤X̃(s)− R(s)Z̃(s)− λ2(s)}dW (s),

Ỹ (T ) = ξ, X̃(0) = GỸ (0),

(3.6)

satisfies the following stationary condition:

N(s)ũλ
η(s)− B(s)⊤X̃(s) + λ3(s) = 0, a.e.s ∈ [0, T ], a.s. (3.7)

Remark 3.5. Under (H2), from the stationary condition (3.7), we have

ũλ
η(s) = N(s)−1[B(s)⊤X̃(s)− λ3(s)].

Then, we obtain
E[ũλ

η(s)] = E
[

N(s)−1[B(s)⊤X̃(s)− λ3(s)]
]

. (3.8)

Therefore, we can get λη
3 (·) admits the following relation:

E
[

N(s)−1[B(s)⊤X̃(s)− λ
η
3 (s)]

]

= γ(s). (3.9)

However, we have omitted the dependence of X̃(·), Ỹ (·), and Z̃(·) on η and λ in Lemma 3.4.
It means that the expression of γ(·) is related to η and λ. Therefore, we cannot directly solve
the ELM λ

η
3 (·) from the relation (3.9).

In order to determine the expressions for the optimal λη(·), we first need to obtain the
expressions for the process (X̃(·), Ỹ (·), Z̃(·)). Substituting (3.7) into (3.6), we obtain the
following system for s ∈ [0, T ]:



































dỸ (s) ={A(s)Ỹ (s) +B(s)N(s)−1B(s)⊤X̃(s)− B(s)N(s)−1λ3(s)

+ C(s)Z̃(s) + Ā(s)α(s) + B̄(s)γ(s) + C̄(s)β(s)}ds+ Z̃(s)dW (s),

dX̃(s) =− {A(s)⊤X̃(s)−Q(s)Ỹ (s)− λ1(s)}ds

− {C(s)⊤X̃(s)− R(s)Z̃(s)− λ2(s)}dW (s),

Ỹ (T ) =ξ, X̃(0) = GỸ (0).

(3.10)
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Lemma 3.6. Under (H1) and (H2), for any terminal state ξ ∈ L2
FT

(Rn), the coupled system

(3.10) admits a unique solution
(

X̃(·), Ỹ (·), Z̃(·)
)

∈
(

L
2,c
F
(Rn)

)2
× L2

F
(Rn).

We have established the existence and uniqueness of ũλ
η(·) for the first part of Problem

(a). Based on the uniqueness of the solution of the system (3.10), we can express the expected
value of the processes (Ỹ (·), Z̃(·)) by some linear operators Pij and Lil , where Pi0 maps from
L2
FT

to L
2, and the others operators map from L

2 to L
2. Here, i = {0, 1, 2}, j = {0, 1, 2, 3} ,

and l = {1, 2, 3}. Additionally, based on (3.8), the expectation of ũλ
η(·) can also be expressed

using these operators. Thus, for all s ∈ [0, T ],










EỸ (s) =
(

P00ξ + P01α + P02β + P03γ + L01λ1 + L02λ2 + L03λ3

)

(s)

EZ̃(s) =
(

P10ξ + P11α + P12β + P13γ + L11λ1 + L12λ2 + L13λ3

)

(s)

Eũλ
η(s) =

(

P20ξ + P21α + P22β + P23γ + L21λ1 + L22λ2 + L23λ3

)

(s).

Therefore, the optimal λη(·) satisfies the following condition:










α(s) =
(

P00ξ + P01α + P02β + P03γ + L01λ1 + L02λ2 + L03λ3

)

(s)

β(s) =
(

P10ξ + P11α + P12β + P13γ + L11λ1 + L12λ2 + L13λ3

)

(s)

γ(s) =
(

P20ξ + P21α + P22β + P23γ + L21λ1 + L22λ2 + L23λ3

)

(s).

(3.11)

which can be written as
η⊤ = P(ξ,η)⊤ + Lλ⊤, (3.12)

where P =





P00 P01 P02 P03

P10 P11 P12 P13

P20 P21 P22 P23



 and L =





L01 L02 L03

L11 L12 L13

L21 L22 L23



 .

If we can uniquely solve λ(·) from (3.11) in terms of η(·). Then the problem reduces to
a BSDE control problem with deterministic control variables η(·). While it remains unclear
whether (3.11) admits a unique solution, inspired by Lemma 2.6 in Xiong and Xu [34], we
present a lemma to demonstrate that, if λ(·) is a solution to (3.11), the control ũλ

η(·) coincides
with u∗

η(·).

Lemma 3.7. If λ(·) ∈ (L2)3 satisfies the condition (3.11), then ũλ
η(·) = u∗

η(·).

Now the Problem (a) has been solved, we proceed to address the second step of solving
Problem (MF-BSLQ).
Step 2: In this step, we will derive the expressions for the optimal η∗(·) = (α∗(·), β∗(·), γ∗(·)).
Based on these considerations, the state equation considered in this step is as follows: for all
s ∈ [0, T ],











dY (s) = {A(s)Y (s) + Ā(s)α(s) +B(s)u∗
η(s) + B̄(s)γ(s)

+ C(s)Z(s) + C̄(s)β(s)}ds+ Z(s)dW (s),

Y (T ) = ξ;

(3.13)

and the cost functional related to η(·) is given by

Ĵη(u
∗
η(·)) = E

{

〈GY (0), Y (0)〉+

∫ T

0

[

〈Q(s)Y (s), Y (s)〉+ 〈Q̄(s)α(s), α(s)〉

+ 〈R(s)Z(s), Z(s)〉+ 〈R̄(s)β(s), β(s)〉+ 〈N(s)u∗
η(s), u

∗
η(s)〉

+ 〈N̄(s)γ(s), γ(s)〉
]

ds
}

.

(3.14)
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And the problem we consider in this step is as follows:
Problem (b): Find η∗(·) ∈ (L2)3 such that

Ĵη∗(u∗
η∗(·)) = inf

η(·)∈(L2)3
Ĵη(u

∗
η(·)).

Based on Lemmas 3.3, 3.6, and 3.7, we can express u∗
η(·) as a linear combination of the

operators Oi2 for i ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4}, acting on ξ, α, β, and γ, respectively, as follows

u∗
η(·) = (O21ξ)(·) + (O22α)(·) + (O23β)(·) + (O24γ)(·). (3.15)

Therefore, based on the state equation (3.13), the state process can also be expressed as
a linear combination, namely:

{

Y (·) = (O01ξ)(·) + (O02α)(·) + (O03β)(·) + (O04γ)(·),

Z(·) = (O11ξ)(·) + (O12α)(·) + (O13β)(·) + (O14γ)(·),
(3.16)

and
Y (0) = O31ξ +O32α+O33β +O34γ, (3.17)

Based on the previous results, we now state the following lemma, which provides the
necessary and sufficient conditions for the optimal η∗(·) of Problem (b).

Lemma 3.8. Suppose that Assumptions (H1) and (H2) hold. Then, the necessary and suf-
ficient conditions for η∗(·) to be optimal for Problem (b) are

I0
(

O⊤T O +W
)

(ξ,η∗)⊤ = (0, 0, 0, 0)⊤, (3.18)

where I0 =









0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1









, O =









O01 O02 O03 O04

O11 O12 O13 O14

O21 O22 O23 O24

O31 O32 O33 O34









, T =









Q 0 0 0
0 R 0 0
0 0 N 0
0 0 0 G









, and W =









0 0 0 0
0 Q̄ 0 0
0 0 R̄ 0
0 0 0 N̄









.

Now we are ready to present the main theorem of this article.

Theorem 3.9. Let Assumptions (H1) and (H2) hold. Then, the unique optimal control
u∗(·) for Problem (MF-BSLQ) is given by (3.7) with X̃(·) replaced by X∗(·). Moreover,
(X∗(·), Y ∗(·), Z∗(·)) is the unique solution of the FBSDE (3.6) with α(·), β(·), and γ(·) re-
placed by α∗(·), β∗(·), and γ∗(·), respectively. The Lagrange multipliers λ1(·), λ2(·), and λ3(·)
are obtained by solving (3.11) with α(·), β(·), and γ(·) replaced by their optimal counterparts
α∗(·), β∗(·), and γ∗(·). Furthermore, the optimal deterministic processes α∗(·), β∗(·), and
γ∗(·) are obtained by solving (3.18).
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4 The proof to Theorem 3.1

In this section, we give a lemma to state the existence and uniqueness of the optimal
control for the Problem (MF-BSDE). Finally, we prove Theorem 3.1 at the end of this
section.

Before presenting the proof of Theorem 3.1, we now give the following lemma to ensure
the uniqueness of the optimal control for the Problem (MF-BSLQ). The existence is ensured
by Mazur’s theorem, see Theorem 5.2 of [36], we only prove the uniqueness.

Lemma 4.1. Let (H1) and (H2) hold, the cost functional J
(

u(·)
)

is strictly convex.

Proof. For any u ∈ U [0, T ], consider the following BSDE: for s ∈ [0, T ],











dY 0,u(s) ={A(s)Y 0,u(s) + Ā(s)E[Y 0,u(s)] +B(s)u(s) + B̄(s)E[u(s)]

+ C(s)Z0,u(s) + C̄(s)E[Z0,u(s)]}ds+ Z0,u(s)dW (s),

Y 0,u(T ) =0.

(4.1)

By Theorem 3.1, the above BSDE admits a unique solution

(Y 0,u, Z0,u) ∈ L2
F

(

Ω;C(0, T ;Rn)
)

× L2
F
(Rn).

By the linearity of BSDE (4.1) and Theorem 2.1, we can define two bounded linear operators

H1 : U [0, T ] → L2
F

(

Ω;C(0, T ;Rn)
)

× L2
F
(Rn),

and H2 : U [0, T ] → L2
F0
(Rn) as follows:

H1u := (Y 0,u, Z0,u)⊤, H2u := Y 0,u(0).

Also we can define the bounded linear operators

H3 : L
2
FT

(Rn) → L2
F

(

Ω;C(t, T ;Rn)
)

× L2
F
(Rn),

and H4 : L
2
FT

(Rn) → L2
F0

(

R
n
)

as follows:

H3ξ := (Y ξ,0, Zξ,0)⊤, H4ξ := Y ξ,0(0),

where (Y ξ,0, Zξ,0)⊤ is the solution of the following BSDE: for s ∈ [0, T ],











dY ξ,0(s) ={A(s)Y ξ,0(s) + Ā(s)E[Y ξ,0(s)] + C(s)Zξ,0(s) + C̄(s)E[Zξ,0(s)]}ds

+ Zξ,0(s)dW (s),

Y ξ,0(T ) =ξ.

(4.2)

It’s obvious that for any (ξ, u) ∈ L2
FT

(Rn)×U [0, T ], the sum (Y 0,u+Y ξ,0, Z0,u+Zξ,0)⊤ is the
solution of (1.1). And by the uniqueness of the solution of (1.1), we obtain

(Y, Z)⊤ = (Y 0,u + Y ξ,0, Z0,u + Zξ,0)⊤ = H1u+H3ξ. (4.3)
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Moreover, Y (0) = H2u+H4ξ.
Since that E[(Y, Z)⊤] = E[H1u + H3ξ], we can also define two another bounded linear

operators
N1 : U [0, T ] → L

2 × L
2

and
N2 : L

2
FT

(Rn) → L
2 × L

2

such that

N1u := E[H1u], N2ξ := E[H3ξ].

Therefore, E[(Y, Z)⊤] = N1u+N2ξ.
Additional, define linear bounded operator N3 : U [0, T ] → L

2

N3u := E[u],

then define

Q1 :=

(

Q 0
0 R

)

, Q2 :=

(

Q̄ 0
0 R̄

)

.

Therefore, the cost functional (1.2) can be rewritten as follows:

J(u(·)) = E

{

〈GY (0), Y (0)〉+

∫ T

0

[〈

(

Q 0
0 R

)(

Y

Z

)

,

(

Y

Z

)

〉

+
〈

(

Q̄ 0
0 R̄

)(

E[Y ]
E[Z]

)

,

(

E[Y ]
E[Z]

)

〉

+ 〈Nu, u〉+ 〈N̄E[u],E[u]〉
]

ds

}

=〈G(H2u+H4ξ),H2u+H4ξ〉L2
F

+ 〈Q1(H1u+H3ξ), (H1u+H3ξ)〉L2
F

+ 〈Q2(N1u+N2ξ), (N1u+N2ξ)〉L2
F

+ 〈Nu, u〉L2
F

+ 〈N̄N3u,N3u〉L2
F

=〈(H∗
2GH2 +H∗

1Q1H1 +N ∗
1Q2N1 +N +N ∗

3 N̄N3)u, u〉L2
F

+ 〈(H∗
4GH4 +H∗

3Q1H3 +N ∗
2Q2N2)ξ, ξ〉L2

F

+ 2〈(H∗
4GH2 +H∗

3Q1H1 +N ∗
2Q2N1)u, ξ〉L2

F

,

where 〈·, ·〉L2
F

denotes the inner product in the space L2
F
(Rn). Based on the assumption (H2),

we have

〈(H∗
2GH2 +H∗

1Q1H1 +N ∗
1Q2N1 +N +N ∗

3 N̄N3)u, u〉L2
F

≥ δE

∫ T

0

|u(s)|2ds.

Therefore, the mapping u → J(u) is strictly convex.
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Let
(

u∗(·), Y ∗(·), Z∗(·)
)

be the optimal state control pair which satisfies the state equation
(1.1), and

(

Y ǫ(·), Zǫ(·)
)

be the solution corresponding to the control uǫ(·) = u∗(·) + ǫv(·),
where ǫ ∈ R, v(·) ∈ U [0, T ]. Then, we introduce the variation equation: for s ∈ [0, T ],











dY1(s) ={A(s)Y1(s) + Ā(s)E[Y1(s)] +B(s)v(s) + B̄(s)E[v(s)]

+ C(s)Z1(s) + C̄(s)E[Z1(s)]}ds+ Z1(s)dW (s),

Y1(T ) =0.

(4.4)

It’s easy to verify that

(

Y ǫ(s)− Y ∗(s)
)

= ǫY1(s), and
(

Zǫ(s)− Z∗(s)
)

= ǫZ1(s), a.s., s ∈ [0, T ], a.e.

Then, by Theorem 2.1, we have

E

[

sup
0≤s≤T

{|Y ǫ(s)− Y ∗(s)|2}+

∫ T

0

|Zǫ(s)− Z∗(s)|2ds
]

= ǫ2E[ sup
0≤s≤T

|Y1(s)|
2 +

∫ T

0

|Z1(s)|
2ds]

≤ Kǫ2E[

∫ T

0

|v(s)|2ds]

≤ Kǫ2,

where K > 0 is a constant which can be different from line to line.
Now, we are in the position to present the proof of Theorem 3.1.
Proof of Theorem 3.1: As we mentioned earlier, the existence of an optimal control follows

from the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 5.2 of [36] using Mazur’s theorem. To
prove the uniqueness, suppose that u1(·) and u2(·) are two different optimal controls. Let
u3(·) =

1
2
(u1(·) + u2(·)). By strict convexity of the cost functional proved in the last lemma,

we have

J(u1(·)) = J(u2(·)) ≤ J(u3(·)) <
1

2
(J(u1(·)) + J(u2(·))) = J(u1(·)).

This contradiction implies the uniqueness of the optimal control.
Now we prove the necessity. As u∗(·) is an optimal control for Problem (MF-BSLQ),

(

Y ∗(·), Z∗(·)
)

be the corresponding optimal state, we have

0 ≤ lim
ǫ→0

J (uǫ(·))− J (u∗(·))

ǫ

=2E
{

∫ T

0

(〈QY ∗, Y1〉+ 〈Q̄EY ∗,EY1〉+ 〈Nu∗, v〉+ 〈N̄Eu∗,Ev〉

+ 〈RZ∗, Z1〉+ 〈R̄EZ∗,EZ1〉)ds+ 〈GY ∗(0), Y1(0)〉
}

=2E
{

∫ T

0

(

〈QY ∗ + EQ̄EY ∗, Y1〉+ 〈RZ∗ + ER̄EZ∗, Z1〉

+ 〈Nu∗ + EN̄Eu∗, v〉
)

ds+ 〈GY ∗(0), Y1(0)〉
}

.
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Applying Itô’s formula to 〈X∗, Y1〉, we have

d〈X∗, Y1〉 =− 〈A⊤X∗ + E[Ā⊤X∗]−QY ∗ − EQ̄EY ∗, Y1〉ds

− 〈C⊤X∗ + E[C̄⊤X∗]− RZ∗ − ER̄EZ∗, Y1〉dW (s)

+ 〈X∗, AY1 + ĀEY1 +Bv + B̄Ev + CZ1 + C̄E[Z1]〉ds

+ 〈X∗, Z1〉dW (s)− 〈C⊤X∗ + E[C̄⊤X∗]− RZ∗ − ER̄EZ∗, Z1〉ds

=〈−E[Ā⊤X∗] +QY ∗ + EQ̄EY ∗, Y1〉ds+ 〈X∗, ĀEY1 +Bv + B̄Ev + C̄EZ1〉ds

+ 〈−E[C̄⊤X∗] +RZ∗ + ER̄EZ∗, Z1〉ds+ (...)dW (s).

Therefore,

E〈GY ∗(0), Y1(0)〉 =− E

∫ T

0

(

〈−E[Ā⊤X∗] +QY ∗ + EQ̄EY ∗, Y1〉

+ 〈X∗, ĀEY1 +Bv + B̄Ev + C̄EZ1〉

+ 〈−E[C̄⊤X∗] +RZ∗ + ER̄EZ∗, Z1〉
)

ds,

namely,

0 ≤ lim
ǫ→0

J (uǫ(·))− J (u∗(·))

ǫ

≤ 2E
{

∫ T

0

〈Nu∗ + EN̄Eu∗ −B⊤X∗ − E[B̄⊤X∗], v〉ds.

Since v is arbitrary, it follows that

N(s)u∗(s) + EN̄(s)Eu∗(s)− B(s)⊤X∗(s)− E[B̄(s)⊤X∗(s)] = 0, a.e. s ∈ [0, T ], a.s.

For the sufficiency, we will now verify that if u∗(·) satisfies the above equation, then u∗(·)
is an optimal control, i.e.

J(u∗(·)) ≤ J(u∗(·) + ǫv(·)), ∀ǫ ∈ R, v ∈ U [0, T ].

Let (Y1(·), Z1(·)) be the solution of (4.4) corresponding to the control v(·). We obtain

J(u∗(·) + ǫv(·))− J(u∗(·))

=ǫ2E
{

〈GY1(0), Y1(0)〉+

∫ T

0

〈QY1, Y1〉+ 〈Q̄EY1,EY1〉

+ 〈RZ1, Z1〉+ 〈R̄EZ1,EZ1〉+ 〈Nv, v〉+ 〈N̄E[v],E[v]〉
}

+ 2ǫE
{

∫ T

0

(

〈QY ∗ + EQ̄EY ∗, Y1〉+ 〈RZ∗ + ER̄EZ∗, Z1〉

+ 〈Nu∗ + EN̄Eu∗, v〉
)

ds+ 〈GY ∗(0), Y1(0)〉
}

= ǫ2E
{

〈GY1(0), Y1(0)〉+

∫ T

0

〈QY1, Y1〉+ 〈Q̄EY1,EY1〉

+ 〈RZ1, Z1〉+ 〈R̄EZ1,EZ1〉+ 〈Nv, v〉+ 〈N̄E[v],E[v]〉
}

.
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Based on the assumption (H2), we obtain that

E

{

〈GY1(0), Y1(0)〉+

∫ T

0

〈QY1, Y1〉+ 〈Q̄EY1,EY1〉

+ 〈RZ1, Z1〉+ 〈R̄EZ1,EZ1〉+ 〈Nv, v〉+ 〈N̄E[v],E[v]〉
}

≥ 0,

which implies

J(u∗(·) + ǫv(·))− J(u∗(·)) ≥ 0, ∀ǫ ∈ R, v ∈ U [0, T ].

In summary, the proof is complete.

Remark 4.2. Under (H2), we can obtain a representation of the optimal control u∗(·) for
the Problem (MF-BSDE). More precisely, from the stationary condition (3.2), we have

Eu∗(s) + EN(s)−1
EN̄(s)Eu∗(s)− E[N(s)−1B(s)⊤X∗(s)]− EN(s)−1

E[B̄(s)⊤X∗(s)] = 0.

Since In + EN(s)−1
EN̄(s) is an invertible matrix, then we have

Eu∗(s) =
(

In + EN(s)−1
EN̄(s)

)−1
{

E[N(s)−1B(s)⊤X∗(s)] + EN(s)−1
E[B̄(s)⊤X∗(s)]

}

.

Therefore,

u∗(s) =−N(s)−1
EN̄(s)

(

In + EN(s)−1
EN̄(s)

)−1
{

E[N(s)−1B(s)⊤X∗(s)]

+ EN(s)−1
E[B̄(s)⊤X∗(s)]

}

+N(s)−1
{

B(s)⊤X∗(s) + E[B̄(s)⊤X∗(s)]
}

.
(4.5)

From above, it can be seen that if we substitute the optimal control (4.5) into the system
(3.1), we will obtain a highly complex optimality system, making it impossible to decouple and
obtain an explicitly representation of optimal control. However, Xiong and Xu [34] gave us a
procedure to find the optimal control, in which they provided the extended LaGrange multiplier
method to study the stochastic mean-field problem with random coefficients. Inspired by [34],
we will first study the constrained BSLQ problem with random coefficients using the extended
LaGrange multiplier in the next section.

5 Solving Problem (a)

In this section, we focus on solving Problem (a). We will first establish the proofs of
Lemmas 3.3 - 3.7. Then we will decouple the system (3.6) at the end of this section.

The proof of Lemma 3.3 is similar to the proof of Lemma 2.2 in [34], and the proofs of
Lemma 3.6 and Lemma 3.7 are analogous to those of Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 2.6 in [34], we
omit the detailed derivations here for brevity.

Now we give the proof of Lemma 3.4.
Proof of Lemma 3.4: The existence and uniqueness of ũλ

η(·) can be established by employing
the approach outlined in Lemma 4.1, which shows that Jη(u(·),λ) is strictly convex with
respect to u(·). Now we prove the remainder.
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Let (Ỹ (·), Z̃(·)) denote the solution of (3.3) with respect to ũλ
η(·), and let (Y ǫ(·), Zǫ(·))

represent the state corresponding to the control uǫ(·) = ũλ
η(·) + ǫv(·), where ǫ > 0 and

v(·) ∈ U [0, T ].
The associated variation equation is given as follows for s ∈ [0, T ]:

{

dY1(s) ={A(s)Y1(s) +B(s)v(s) + C(s)Z1(s)}ds+ Z1(s)dW (s),

Y1(T ) =0.
(5.1)

So we have

0 ≤ lim
ǫ→0

Jη(u
ǫ(·),λ)− Jη(ũ

λ
η(·),λ)

ǫ

=2E
{

〈GỸ (0), Y1(0)〉+

∫ T

0

[〈Q(s)Ỹ (s), Y1(s)〉+ 〈R(s)Z̃(s), Z1(s)〉

+ 〈N(s)ũλ
η(s), v(s)〉]ds+

∫ T

0

〈λ1(s), Y1(s)〉ds+

∫ T

0

〈λ2(s), Z1(s)〉ds

+

∫ T

0

〈λ3(s), v(s)〉ds
}

,

=2E
{

〈GỸ (0), Y1(0)〉+

∫ T

0

[〈Q(s)Ỹ (s) + λ1(s), Y1(s)〉+ 〈R(s)Z̃(s) + λ2(s), Z1(s)〉

+ 〈N(s)ũλ
η(s) + λ3(s), v(s)〉]ds.

(5.2)

Now we apply Itô’s formula to 〈X̃(·), Y1(·)〉, we obtain

d〈X̃(s), Y1(s)〉 =− 〈A(s)⊤X̃(s)−Q(s)Ỹ (s)− λ1(s), Y1(s)〉ds

− 〈C(s)⊤X̃(s)−R(s)Z̃(s)− λ2(s), Z1(s)〉ds

+ 〈X̃(s), A(s)Y1(s) +B(s)v(s) + C(s)Z1(s)〉ds+ (...)dW (s).

Therefore,

E〈X̃(0), Y1(0)〉 =

∫ T

0

{

− 〈Q(s)Ỹ (s) + λ1(s), Y1(s)〉 − 〈R(s)Z̃(s) + λ2(s), Z1(s)〉

− 〈X̃(s), B(s)v(s)〉
}

ds.

Namely, we have

0 ≤ lim
ǫ→0

Jη(u
ǫ(·),λ)− Jη(ũ

λ
η(·),λ)

ǫ

≤2E

∫ T

0

〈N(s)ũλ
η(s) + λ3(s)− B(s)⊤X̃(s), v(s)〉ds.

(5.3)

Therefore, by the arbitrariness of v(·), we have

N(s)ũλ
η(s)− B(s)⊤X̃(s) + λ3(s) = 0, a.e. s ∈ [0, T ], a.s.
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We have completed the proof of necessity. We will now proceed to prove sufficiency, which
requires verifying that if ũλ

η(·) satisfies the above equation, it is indeed an optimal control.
For any ǫ > 0 and v(·) ∈ U [0, T ], let (Y1(·), Z1(·)) denote the unique solution to (5.1)

corresponding to the control v(·). Furthermore, let the state associated with the control uǫ(·)
be given by (Y ǫ(·), Zǫ(·)) = (Ỹ (·) + ǫY1(·), Z̃(·) + ǫZ1(·)).Then, it follows that

Jη(u
ǫ(·),λ)− Jη(ũ

λ
η(·),λ)

=ǫ2E
{

〈GY1(0), Y1(0)〉+

∫ T

0

〈Q(s)Y1(s), Y1(s)〉+ 〈R(s)Z1(s).Z1(s)〉+ 〈N(s)v(s), v(s)〉ds
}

+ ǫE
{

〈GỸ (0), Y1(0)〉+

∫ T

0

[〈Q(s)Ỹ (s), Y1(s)〉+ 〈R(s)Z̃(s), Z1(s)〉+ 〈N(s)ũλ
η(s), v(s)〉]ds

+

∫ T

0

〈λ1(s), Y1(s)〉ds+

∫ T

0

〈λ2(s), Z1(s)〉ds+

∫ T

0

〈λ3(s), v(s)〉ds
}

.

Based on the assumption (H2), we can conclude that

E

{

〈GY1(0), Y1(0)〉+

∫ T

0

〈Q(s)Y1(s), Y1(s)〉+ 〈R(s)Z1(s).Z1(s)〉+ 〈N(s)v(s), v(s)〉ds
}

≥ 0,

which indicates that

Jη(u
ǫ(·),λ)− Jη(ũ

λ
η(·),λ) ≥ 0, ∀ǫ > 0, v(·) ∈ U [0, T ].

Thus, the proof is complete.
At the end of this section, we focus on decoupling the fully coupled FBSDE (3.10) using

the invariant embedding technique. For s ∈ [0, T ], we proceed as follows:

Ỹ (s) = −Σ(s)X̃(s)− φ(s), (5.4)

where
{

dΣ(s) = −Σ1(s)ds− Φ(s)dW (s),

Σ(T ) = 0,

and
{

dφ(s) = −φ1(s)ds− ϕ(s)dW (s),

φ(T ) = −ξ,

with Σ1(·) and φ1(·) being determined later. For simplicity, we will dropped the dependence
of the processes on s in the following text.

Applying Itô’s formula, we obtain

dỸ =Σ1X̃ds+ ΦX̃dW (s) + Σ
{

(A⊤X̃ −QỸ − λ1)ds+ (C⊤X̃ −RZ̃ − λ2)dW (s)
}

− Φ(C⊤X̃ − RZ̃ − λ2)ds+ φ1ds+ ϕdW (s).

Comparing above equation with the first equation of (3.10), we get










0 =Σ1X̃ + Σ(A⊤X̃ −QỸ − λ1)− Φ(C⊤X̃ − RZ̃ − λ2) + φ1

− {AỸ +BN−1B⊤X̃ −BN−1λ3 + CZ̃ + Āα + B̄γ + C̄β},

Z̃ =ΦX̃ + Σ(C⊤X̃ − RZ̃ − λ2) + ϕ.

(5.5)
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If In + ΣR is invertible, we have

Z̃ =
(

In + ΣR
)−1

{

(

Φ + ΣC⊤
)

X̃ − Σλ2 + ϕ
}

. (5.6)

Now inserting (5.6) and Ỹ = −ΣX̃ − φ into the first equation of (5.5), we have

0 =Σ1X̃ + Σ[A⊤X̃ +Q(ΣX̃ + φ)− λ1]− Φ{C⊤X̃ − R(In + ΣR)−1

[(Φ + ΣC⊤)X̃ − Σλ2 + ϕ]− λ2}+ φ1 + {A(ΣX̃ + φ)− BN−1B⊤X̃

+BN−1λ3 − C(In + ΣR)−1[(Φ + ΣC⊤)X̃ − Σλ2 + ϕ]− Āα− B̄γ − C̄β}.

Namely

0 =
{

Σ1 + ΣA⊤ + ΣQΣ− ΦC⊤ + ΦR(In + ΣR)−1(Φ + ΣC⊤) + AΣ− BN−1B⊤

− C(In + ΣR)−1(Φ + ΣC⊤)
}

X̃

+ ΣQφ − Σλ1 + Φ[R(In + ΣR)−1(−Σλ2 + ϕ)− λ2] + φ1 + Aφ+BN−1λ3

− C(In + ΣR)−1(−Σλ2 + ϕ)− Āα− B̄γ − C̄β.

Therefore, we can define Σ1(·) and φ1(·) as follows:

Σ1 =−
(

ΣA⊤ + AΣ + ΣQΣ −BN−1B⊤ − ΦC⊤ + ΦR(In + ΣR)−1(Φ + ΣC⊤)

− C(In + ΣR)−1(Φ + ΣC⊤)
)

and

φ1 =−
(

(ΣQ+ A)φ+ (ΦR − C)(In + ΣR)−1ϕ− Σλ1 +BN−1λ3

+
(

C(In + ΣR)−1Σ− ΦR(I + ΣR)−1(Σ + In)
)

λ2 − Āα− B̄γ − C̄β
)

.

Moreover,

− ΦC⊤ + ΦR(In + ΣR)−1ΣC⊤

=− Φ(In +RΣ)−1(In +RΣ)C⊤ + Φ(In +RΣ)−1RΣC⊤

=− Φ(In +RΣ)−1C⊤,

Therefore,

Σ1 =−
(

ΣA⊤ + AΣ + ΣQΣ−BN−1B⊤ + ΦR(In + ΣR)−1Φ− Φ(In +RΣ)−1C⊤

− C(In + ΣR)−1(Φ + ΣC⊤)
)

.

From the above, we can deduce the following BSDEs for Σ(·) and φ(·): for s ∈ [0, T ],


















dΣ(s) =
{

ΣA⊤ + AΣ + ΣQΣ− BN−1B⊤ + ΦR(In + ΣR)−1Φ− Φ(In +RΣ)−1C⊤

− C(In + ΣR)−1(Φ + ΣC⊤)
}

ds− Φ(s)dW (s),

Σ(T ) =0,

(5.7)

17



and














dφ(s) =
{

(ΣQ + A)φ+ (ΦR− C)(In + ΣR)−1ϕ− Σλ1 +BN−1λ3 +
(

C(In + ΣR)−1Σ

− ΦR(In + ΣR)−1(Σ + In)
)

λ2 − Āα− B̄γ − C̄β}ds− ϕ(s)dW (s),

φ(T ) =− ξ.

(5.8)
We now discuss the existence and uniqueness of the solution to (5.7) and (5.8), which is

established by the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. Suppose (H1) and (H2) hold. Then the stochastic Riccati equation (5.7) admits
a unique solution

(

Σ(·),Φ(·)
)

∈ L
∞,c
F

(Sn)×L2
F
(Sn). Moreover, the linear BSDE (5.8) admits

a unique solution
(

φ(·), ϕ(·)
)

∈ L
2,c
F
(Rn)× L

1

2
,2

F
(Rn).

Proof. The existence of a solution to (5.7), as well as the existence and uniqueness of a solu-
tion to (5.8), are established by Sun and Wang in Theorem 5.3 and Theorem 5.5 respectively
of [32]. Now, we present the proof of the uniqueness of the solution to equation (5.7).

Based on the Lemma 3.6, the equation (5.4), and the uniqueness of φ in (5.8), we can
derive the uniqueness of Σ in equation (5.7) immediately.

On the other hand, we define Σ̃ = Σ− Σ̄ and Φ̃ = Φ− Φ̄, where (Σ,Φ) and (Σ̄, Φ̄) are the
solutions to equation (5.7). By applying Itô’s formula to Σ̃2 and using the fact that Σ̃(s) = 0

for all s ∈ [0, T ], we obtain that E
[

∫ T

0
|Φ̃(s)|2 ds

]

= 0, which implies that Φ̃ = 0 a.e. for all

s ∈ [0, T ].
Therefore, the proof is complete.

In the following, we fixed (Σ(·),Φ(·)). Based on above lemma, we can directly deduce the
following conclusion, which provides a expression for the optimal control ũλ

η(·).

Lemma 5.2. Let (H1) and (H2) hold. The control ũλ
η(·) takes the following form: for s ∈

[0, T ],

ũλ
η(s) = N(s)−1{B(s)⊤X̃(s)− λ3(s)}, (5.9)

where X̃(·) is the unique solution of the following SDE: for ∀s ∈ [0, T ],



































dX̃(s) = −
{

(A⊤ +QΣ)X̃ +Qφ− λ1

}

ds

−
{

(

C⊤ − R
(

In + ΣR
)−1(

Φ + ΣC⊤
))

X̃

−R
(

In + ΣR
)−1(

− Σλ2 + ϕ
)

− λ2

}

dW (s),

X̃(0) = −
(

In +GΣ(0)
)−1

Gφ(0).

(5.10)

where
(

Σ(·),Φ(·)
)

is a solution of (5.7), and
(

φ(·), ϕ(·)
)

is the unique solution of (5.8).

The following lemma provides the expression for the optimal control of Problem (a).
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Theorem 5.3. Suppose that the Assumptions (H1) and (H2) hold, the optimal control u∗
η(·)

can be expressed as the following form:

u∗
η(s) =N(s)−1{B(s)⊤X∗(s)− λ∗

3(s)}, (5.11)

where X∗(·) is the unique solution of the following SDE: for ∀s ∈ [0, T ],



































dX∗(s) = −
{

(A⊤ +QΣ)X∗ +Qφ∗ − λ∗
1

}

ds

−
{

(

C⊤ − R
(

In + ΣR
)−1(

Φ + ΣC⊤
))

X∗

−R
(

In + ΣR
)−1(

− Σλ∗
2 + ϕ∗

)

− λ∗
2

}

dW (s),

X∗(0) = −
(

In +GΣ(0)
)−1

Gφ∗(0).

(5.12)

where
(

φ∗(·), ϕ∗(·)
)

is the unique solution of (5.8), obtained by replacing λ2(·) and λ3(·) by
λ∗
2(·) and λ∗

3(·) respectively, with λ∗
2(·) and λ∗

3(·) being an arbitrary solution of (3.11).

6 The proof to Theorem 3.9

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 3.9. We first prove the Lemma 3.8.
Proof of Lemma 3.8: Recalling equations (3.15), (3.16) and (3.17), we can rewrite the cost
functional Ĵη(u(·)) as

Ĵη(t, ξ; u
∗
α,β,γ(·)) = E

{

〈GY (0), Y (0)〉+

∫ T

0

[

〈Q(s)Y (s), Y (s)〉+ 〈Q̄(s)α(s), α(s)〉

+ 〈R(s)Z(s), Z(s)〉+ 〈R̄(s)β(s), β(s)〉+ 〈N(s)u(s), u(s)〉

+ 〈N̄(s)γ(s), γ(s)〉
]

ds
}

= 〈(O∗
31GO31 +O∗

01QO01 +O∗
11RO11 +O∗

21NO21)ξ, ξ〉L2

+ 〈(O∗
32GO32 +O∗

02QO02 + Q̄+O∗
12RO12 +O∗

22NO22)α, α〉L2

+ 〈(O∗
33GO33 +O∗

03QO03 +O∗
13RO13 +O∗

23NO23 + R̄)β, β〉L2

+ 〈(O∗
34GO34 +O∗

04QO04 +O∗
14RO14 +O∗

24NO24 + N̄)γ, γ〉L2

+ 2〈(O∗
32GO31 +O∗

02QO01 +O∗
12RO11 +O∗

22NO21)ξ, α〉L2

+ 2〈(O∗
33GO31 +O∗

03QO01 +O∗
13RO11 +O∗

23NO21)ξ, β〉L2

+ 2〈(O∗
34GO31 +O∗

04QO01 +O∗
14RO11 +O∗

24NO21)ξ, γ〉L2

+ 2〈(O∗
33GO32 +O∗

03QO02 +O∗
13RO12 +O∗

23NO22)α, β〉L2

+ 2〈(O∗
34GO32 +O∗

04QO02 +O∗
14RO12 +O∗

24NO22)α, γ〉L2

+ 2〈(O∗
34GO33 +O∗

04QO03 +O∗
14RO13 +O∗

24NO23)β, γ〉L2.

Therefore, by the first-order conditions, we obtain that α∗(·), β∗(·), and γ∗(·) are the
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optimal solutions for Problem (b) if and only if



































































(O∗
32GO31 +O∗

02QO01 +O∗
12RO11 +O∗

22NO21)ξ + (O∗
32GO32 +O∗

02QO02 + Q̄

+O∗
12RO12 +O∗

22NO22)α
∗ + (O∗

32GO33 +O∗
02QO03 +O∗

12RO13 +O∗
22NO23)β

∗

+ (O∗
32GO34 +O∗

02QO04 +O∗
12RO14 +O∗

22NO24)γ
∗ = 0,

(O∗
33GO33 +O∗

03QO03 +O∗
13RO13 +O∗

23NO23 + R̄)β∗ + (O∗
33GO31 +O∗

03QO01

+O∗
13RO11 +O∗

23NO21)ξ + (O∗
33GO32 +O∗

03QO02 +O∗
13RO12 +O∗

23NO22)α
∗

+ (O∗
33GO34 +O∗

03QO04 +O∗
13RO14 +O∗

23NO24)γ
∗ = 0,

(O∗
34GO34 +O∗

04QO04 +O∗
14RO14 +O∗

24NO24 + N̄)γ∗ + (O∗
34GO31 +O∗

04QO01

+O∗
14RO11 +O∗

24NO21)ξ + (O∗
34GO32 +O∗

04QO02 +O∗
14RO12 +O∗

24NO22)α
∗

+ (O∗
34GO33 +O∗

04QO03 +O∗
14RO13 +O∗

24NO23)β
∗ = 0.

Furthermore, the above equation can be written in the form of the following matrix product

I0
(

O⊤T O +W
)

(ξ,η∗)⊤ = (0, 0, 0, 0)⊤,

where I0 =









0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1









, O =









O01 O02 O03 O04

O11 O12 O13 O14

O21 O22 O23 O24

O31 O32 O33 O34









, T =









Q 0 0 0
0 R 0 0
0 0 N 0
0 0 0 G









, and W =









0 0 0 0
0 Q̄ 0 0
0 0 R̄ 0
0 0 0 N̄









.

Thus, we have now proved this lemma.
Finally, we will present the proof of the main theorem in this paper.

Proof of Theorem 3.9: It is evident that

inf
u∈U

J(u(·)) = inf
α(·),β(·),γ(·)∈L2

inf
u(·)∈U

{J(u) : E[Y u(·)] = α(·),E[Zu(·)] = β(·), and E[u(·)] = γ(·)} .

Therefore, it is natural to decompose Problem (MF-BSLQ) into Problem (a) and Problem
(b). Applying Lemmas 3.4, 3.6, 3.7 and 3.8, then the Theorem 3.9 can be easily deduced.
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