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Abstract

We consider a general time-inconsistent stochastic kgeadratic diferential game. The time-
inconsistency arises from the presence of quadratic tefthe @xpected state as well as state-dependent
term in the objective functionals. We define an equilibriunategy, which is dierent from the classi-
cal one, and derived a ficient conditions for equilibrium strategies via a systenfoovard-backward
stochastic dterential equations. When the state is one-dimensionakencadficients are all determin-
istic, we find an explicit equilibrium strategy. The unigess of such equilibrium strategy is given.
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1 Introduction

Time inconsistency in dynamic decision making is often obsén social systems and daily life. Motivated
by practical applications, especially in mathematicalneroics and finance, time-inconsistency control
problems have recently attracted considerable researete#t and £orts attempting to seek equilibrium,
instead of optimal, controls. At a conceptual level, theaide that a decision made by the controller at
every instant of time is considered as a game against alldbisidns made by the future incarnations of the
controller. An “equilibrium” control is therefore one sutiiat any deviation from it at any time instant will
be worse €. The study on time inconsistency by economists can be datekl to Stroz[[2B] and Phelps
([21,122]) in models with discrete time (see [17] ahd![18] forther developments), and adapted by Karp
([15,[16]), and by Ekeland and Lazrak!([5,6/ 7/ 8,9, 10]) t thse of continuous time. In the LQ control
problems, Yong[[24] studied a time-inconsistent deterstinimodel and derived equilibrium controls via
some integral equations.

It is natural to study time inconsistency in the stochastadets. Ekeland and Pirvli[11] studied the
non-exponential discounting which leads to time incoesisy in an agent’s investment-consumption poli-
cies in a Merton model. Grenadier and Wangl [12] also studiedchyperbolic discounting problem in an
optimal stopping model. In a Markovian systems, Bjork anardybci [3] proposed a definition of a general
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stochastic control problem with time inconsistent ternmsl proposed some ficient condition for a control

to be solution by a system of integrofidirential equations. They constructed some solutions foresex-
amples including an LQ one, but it looks very hard to find rtérsh condition on parameters to ensure the
existence of a solution. Bjork, Murgoci and Zhou [4] alssmsucted an equilibrium for a mean-variance
portfolio selection with state-dependent risk aversioas&k and Chabakauril[1] studied the mean-variance
portfolio selection problem and got more details on the tronged solution. Hu, Jin and Zhdu 13, 14] stud-
ied the general LQ control problem with time inconsistentigin a non-Markovian system and constructed
an unique equilibrium for quite general LQ control problentluding a non-Markovian system.

To the best of our knowledge, most of the time-inconsistenblems are associated with the control
problems though we use the game formulation to define itdibqum. In the problems of game theory,
the literatures about time inconsistency is litflé[[2] 1Bowever, the definitions of equilibrium strategies
in the above two papers are based on some correspondinglcortblems like before. In this paper, we
formulate a general stochastic LQffdrential game, where the objective functional of each plany&ude
both a quadratic term of the expected state and a state-diepeterm. These non-standard terms each
introduces time inconsistency into the problem in somewdiféerent ways. We define our equilibrium via
open-loop controls. Then we derive a generdiisient condition for equilibrium strategies through a syste
of forward-backward stochasticftkrential equations (FBSDES). An intriguing feature of hE8SDES is
that a time parameter is involved; so these form a flow of FBSDEhen the state process is scalar valued
and all the cofficients are deterministic functions of time, we are able thuce this flow of FBSDES into
several Riccati-like ODEs. Comparing to the ODESsin [13hubh the state process is scalar valued, the
unknowns are matrix-valued because of two players. Thexeguch ODEs are harder to solve than those
of [13]. Under some more stronger conditions, we obtainieiiyl an equilibrium strategy, which turns out
to be a linear feedback. We also prove that the equilibriuatesjy we obtained is unique.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. The next sedsialevoted to the formulation of our
problem and the definition of equilibrium strategy. In SewtB, we apply the spike variation technique to
derive a flow of FBSEDs and aficient condition of equilibrium strategies. Based on thisegal results,
we solve in Section 4 the case when the state is one dimehsindall the cofficients are deterministic.
The uniqueness of such equilibrium strategy is also prowehis section.

2 Problem setting

Let T > 0 be the end of a finite time horizon, and 18 Jo<t<t = (th,...,vvtd)ogtg be ad-dimensional
Brownian motion on a probability spac,(7,P). Denote by §;) the augmented filtration generated by
(W)

Asin [13], letS" be the set of symmetrizxnreal matricesL;(Q, R") be the set of square-integrable ran-
dom variablest_;(t, T;R") be the set off s}t T1-adapted square-integrable processesj_ér(dz; C(t, T;RM)
be the set of continuous s}t T-adapted square-integrable processes.

We consider a continuous-time;dimensional nonhomogeneous linear controlled systenj18f)

d
dXs = [AsXs + B} Uys + B) Ups + bslds+ Z[clsxS +D} s+ D) s+ odWL,  Xo=x0. (2.1)
=1

HereAis a bounded deterministic function on g with value inR™". The other parameteBs, By, C, D1, D>
are all essentially bounded adapted processes ,drj [ith values inR>", R>*" R™n R™ R™! respec-
tively; b ando are stochastic processelefg(O,T;R”). The processes; € L?F(O,T;R'), i = 1,2 are the
controls, andX is the state process valuedi®Y. Finally, X, € R" is the initial state. It is obvious that for
any controlay; € Lé_(O,T;]R{'), i = 1,2, there exists a unique solutiohe Lé_(Q,C(O,T;]R{”)).

2



As time evolves, we need to consider the controlled systamtirgg from timet € [0, T] and state
X € L%(Q;IR”):
dXs = [AXs + Bf U1 s + B) Up s + blds+ > [CIXs+ D} Ui s+ D) o s+ oJdWL, X =x. (2.2)
=1
For any controlsy € LZ(0, T;R'), i = 1,2, there exists a unique solutioth-"*2 € LZ(Q,C(0, T; R")).
We consider a two personftirential game problem. At any timewith the system stat¥; = x;, the
i-th (i = 1, 2) person’s aim is to minimize her cost (if maximize, we camgs the following function by-1):

1 T 1
Jit, XU, up) = EEt j: [(Qi,sxs, Xs) + (RisUi s, Ui,s)]ds"' EEtKGiXT, X1l
1
——(hiEt[XT], Ed[X7]) — (Ui + i, e[ X7]) (2.3)

overug, w € L2 T, R", whereX = XUtz andE[] = E[-|#]. Here, fori = 1,2, Q; andR; are both
given essentlally bounded adapted process oh|[@ith values inS" andS', respectivelyG;, hi, Ai, u; are all
constants irg", S", R™" andR", respectively. Furthermore, we assume BaR;, are non-negative definite
almost surely an; are non-negative definite.

Given a control pairyj, u;). Foranyt € [0, T), e > 0, andvy, v, € L2 (Q R", define

A AV
ui s

= ui*,s + Vil tre) set,T],i=12 (2.4)

Definition 2.1 Let (u;, u3) € LZ(0, T;R') x LZ(0, T;R') be a given strategy pair, and let"Ye the state
process corresponding @1, u2) The strategy paifu;, u3) is called an equilibrium if

w. g bLE sk B 0
‘]l(t5 Xt ’ u1€ Vla u2) - Jl(ta Xt ’ u]_’ u2)

lim >0, (2.5)
€l0 €

Jo(t, X ur, ubeY2) — Jo(t, X U, U
?8 2( tr Y10 V2 ) 2( tr ] 2)20’ (2.6)
€ €

Whereut”' i = 1,2 are defined by[{214), for artye [0, T) andvy, v, € L2 (Q RY.

Remark The “>” in (2.5)-(2.8) because of each person want to minimiz¢hkiscost as we claimed
before. The above definition means that, in each tinthe equilibrium is a static Nash equilibrium in a
corresponding game.

3 Suficient conditions

Let (U3, u;) be a fixed strategy pair, and &' be the corresponding state process. For tamy|[0,T),
define in the time intervalt[T] the processes{(-; t), (IgJ Dj=12..d) € L2 (T R") x (L (t, T;R")? and

(Pi(;; ), (K ( t)jc12..4d)) € L2 (L T;8" x (L (t, T;S") for i = 1,2 are the solutions to the following
equations:

{ dp(sit) = —[A,spi(s; t) + Z?=1(Cé)’kij(5i t) + Qi,sxg]dS+ Z(jjzl kij(S; t)de, seltT], o)
Pi(T; 1) = GiIX] — MEXT] = AXE — i, '
dPi(st) = _{A’sPi(s; 0+ Pi(s DA+ Qs + 2L [(CYPi(s OCL + (CYK(s 1) + K (s t)Cé]}ds

+3294 K (s W), se[tT], (3.8)
Pi(T;t) = G;,



fori = 1,2. From the assumption thg; andG; are non-negative definite, it follows thBi(s;t) are non-
negative definite for = 1, 2.

Proposition 3.1 For any te [0, T),e > 0, and \, V» € L%(Q, R", define gtf"",i =1,2by (Z3). Then

* € k * k >k t+E 1
Ju(t, X5 U6, U5) — Ju(t, X5 U, U) = By f {(A(s 0w+ SHus v v lds+ o0, (39)
t

t+e
1
3ot X¢3 U5, USY2) — Jo(t, X5 U, 1) = f {(Aa(s:0,v2) + S(Ha(s Dvz v2) Jds+ o), (3.10)
t

whereAi(st) = Bispi(sit) + 294 (D} )'K(st) + R and H(sit) = Ris + 29,(D! ) Pi(st)D/ for
i=12

Proof. Let X4¢V1:2 pe the state process correspondinglitfo"‘,i = 1,2. Then by standard perturbation
approach (cf.[]20, 13] or pp. 126-128 6f [25]), we have

XEEVIV2 = X 4 YEEVLV2 4 ZEeiV2 g e [t, T, (3.11)

whereY = YbeViV2 andZ = ZbeViV2 gatisfy

dYs = AsYsds+ Z?:l[CéYs + Di’svllse[t,tﬂ) + D£35V21se[t,t+e)]dwé’ se[t,T], (3.12)
Yi =0, '
AZs = [AsZs + By Milepuivg + B Volepuglds+ I, CLZAWL,  se[tT], (3.13)
Z;=0. ’
Moreover, by Theorem 4.4 in [25], we have
Et[ sup IYSIZ] = O(e). Et[ sup |Zs|2] = O(é?). (3.14)
se[t,T) se[t,T)
With A being deterministic, it follows from the dynamics ¥that, for anys € [t, T], we have
S S
E[Ys] = f E{[AsY;]dr = f AE[Y;]dr. (3.15)
t t
Hence we conclude that
EYs] =0 selt,TI. (3.16)

By these estimates, we can calculate
Jit, X5 U US2) — i, X g, u)
1 T * sk
= EEt f [(Qi,s(2Xs + Ys + Zs), Ys + Zs) + (R s(2U] + Vi), Vi) 1sc[t t+)] DS
t
. 1
+E(GiXt, YT + Z7)] + EEtKGi(YT +Z7), Y1 + Z7)]
* * 1
—(hiEXT] + AX( + i, Ee[Yr + Z7]) — §<hiEt[YT + Z7], B[ Y7 + Z7])
1 T . )
= EEt f [(Qis(2Xg + Ys + Zs), Ys + Zs) + (Ri s(2U + Vi), Vi) L[t t+)]dS
t

. . . 1
+E[(GiXT = E(XT] — AiX{ — i, YT + Z7) + §<Gi(YT +Z71), YT+ Zp)] + 0(¢).  (3.17)
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Recalling that pi(-; t), ki(-; t)) and @;i(:; t), Ki(-; 1)) solve, respectively[ (3.7) and (8.8) foe 1, 2, we have

Ec[(GiXT = WE(XT] = 4iX{ — i, Y1 + Z7)]
= E[(pi(T; 1), Y7 + Z7)]

= Et[ ftT d(pi(s;t), Ys + ZS>]

.
= [ f [(pi(S; 1), As(Ys + Zs) + B} Vilscttre) + B Volsepttre))
t

d . .
~(Api(s D) + ) (CYK(S D) + QieXs, Ys + Zo)
=1

d
+ Y (K(s1), CU(Ys + Z5) + D Vi lsepireg + D'z,stlse[t,m»]ds
j=1
T d .
~ 5 [ QX+ (Busp(s9+ Y 0L KIS Dl
t n
j=1

d . .
+<Bz,spi(s; t) + Z(D‘z,s)’lﬁ‘(s; t), Vlee[t,t+e)>]dS
=1
and
1
Et[§<Gi(YT +7Z7), Y1 + Z7)]
1
= Et[§<Pi(T; (YT + Z7), Y1 + Z7)]
T
- Et[ f d(Pi(S (Vs + Z). Yo + zs>]
t

-
= I f {(Pi(S; D(Ys + Zs), As(Ys + Zs) + B} Vilselttre) + B Volseptee))
t

+HPi(s )[As(Ys + Zs) + Bisvllse[t,tﬂ) + BIZ’SVZlSG[t,t+€)]a Ys+ Zs)

(3.18)

d
~([APi(s ) + Pi(S DA+ Qs+ ) (CLYPi(s OCL + (CLY K/ (1) + KI (S OCDI(Ys + Z9), Ys + Zo)

=1

d
+

(K} ($:0)(Ys + Z5). CUYs + Z) + D) Wilsefiire) + D) Volsefiire)

j=1

d
+ Z(Kij(s D[C(Ys + Zs) + Djl,svllse[t,tﬂ) + Dé’svzlse[t,tﬁ)], Ys+ Zs)
=1

d
+ Z(Pi(si DICY(Ys + Zs) + D:Jl_’svllse[t,He) + Dé’sv21se[t,t+e)]a
i1
Cé(Ys +Zs) + Djl’svllse[t,tﬂ) + Dé,svzlse[t,tﬂ))}ds

)
_E, f [ —(Que(Ys + Zs), Y + Z5)
t



d
+ Y (PUsHID] V1 + DL w2, DI v + Dé’sv2>1se[t,t+e)]ds+ 0 (3.19)
=

Combining [(3.17){(3719), we have

JE X5 W W) — 3t X U, up)

Tr1 d . .
~E [ 3R + W lseen + (BrsB (S + Y (01K 0. dstien)
t

=t
d . .
+H{Bas(s )+ ) (D) JK(S D, Volsitana)
=
+5 Y (RS ID] 1 + D) val, D} vi + D] W) liuasg [ds+ o). (3.20)
=1

Takei = 1, we letv, = 0, thenutz’E’VZ = u;, from (3.20), we obtain

Jnt, X5 U5, up) — Ju(t, X7 g, uj)

T -
“ 5 [ {{Resti + Buapu(s 9 + Y (0} (S 9. vl
t B
=1

d
1 . . .
+§<[R1,s + Jél(D:JL’S) Pl(S, t)D:JLS]Vl, V1>}dS

t+e
- E f {(As(s.v0) + S(Hu(s O, v s+ (@) (3.21)
t
This prove[(3.D), and similarly, we obtain (3] 1§).
Because oR; s andPi(s;t),i = 1,2 are non-negative definitéli(s;t), i = 1,2 are also non-negative

definite. In view of [[3.9){(3.710), a $ficient condition for an equilibrium is
T
Etf IAi(s; t)ds < +oo, IisT? E{Ai(st)] =0as vte[0,T], i=12 (3.22)
t

Similar to Proposition 3.3 of[14], we have the following lama:
Lemma 3.2 For any triple of state and control process@$', uj, u3), the solution to[(3]7) in #0, T; R x

(L2(0, T; RM)Y satisfies Ks;t1) = ki(s;t) for a.e. s> maxty,to}, i = 1,2. Furthermore, there exist
pi € L2(0, T; R"),6i € L2(0, T; R™*M) and&; e L2(Q; C(0, T; R"), such that
Ai(s;t) = pi(9) + di(9)éi(t), i=12 (3.23)

Therefore, we have another characterization for equilibrstrategies:

Theorem 3.3 _Given a strategy paiuy, u;) € L2(0, T;R") x L%(0, T;R'). Denote X as the state process,
and(pi(-; 1), (K (i V)j=12...0) € LA(E T; R x (LZ(t, T; R")? as the unique solution for the BSOE(.7), with
ki(s) = ki(s;t) according to Lemm@a_3.2 for+ 1, 2 respectively. For i 1, 2, letting

d
Ai(s 1) = Bispi(si) + > (Djk(s ) + Ry, se[t T, (3.24)
j=1
then u is an equilibrium strategy if and only if

Ai(t,t) =0, as, aete[0,T], i=12 (3.25)



Proof. The proof is by Lemma 3.4 of [14] and Theoréml§.4.
The following is the main general result for the time-indstent stochastic LQ étierential game.

Theorem 3.4 A strategy pair(u;, u;) € L2(0, T;R') x LZ(0, T;R') is an equilibrium strategy pair if the
following two conditions hold for any time t:
(i) The system of SDEs

dX; = [AXS + By Ui+ By U5+ byds+ 3%, [CIX: + D) ui ( + D) up  + orJdW,
Xp = X0, o . .

dpu(sit) = —[Aipu(st) + 90 (CY k(s 1) + QuaXelds+ X9, ky(s )dWE,  set, TI,
Pu(T; 1) = GuXy — B[ X3] = X — paa, _ _

dp(st) = ~[Apa(sit) + D, (CLYK(s 1) + QeXclds+ X3, Ki(sidW,  se [t T,
P2(T; 1) = GoX7 — e[ X7] = 2XE — po,

(3.26)

admits a solutior(X*, py, K1, p2, Ko); o
(i) Ai(st) = RisU's + Bispi(sit) + Z‘jj:l(Di"s)’Ig‘(s; t),i = 1, 2 satisfy condition[{3.25).

Proof. Given a strategy pair, u;) € L2(0,T;R') x LZ(0, T; R') satisfying (i) and (ii), then for any
Vi, Vo € L%(Q, R", defineA;, Hi,i = 1, 2 as in Proposition 3l 1. We have

i XU W) — It X U, )
€l0 €
t+e
B [ {Aa(s 0.0 + JHu(s Dva, v fds
=lim
€l0 €
t+e
- Bt [ (Ax(s ). vi)ds

> i
€l0 €

=0, (3.27)

proving the first condition of Definition 2.1, and the prooftbé second condition is similgy.

Theoren 34 involve the existence of solutions to a flow of BBS along with other conditions. The
system [(3.26) is more complicated than system (3.6) inh [#8.declared in[[13], “proving the general
existence for this type of FBSEs remains an outstanding ppesiem”, it is also true for our systemn (3126).

In the rest of this paper, we will focus on the case whea 1. Whenn = 1, the state process is a
scalar-valued rocess evolving by the dynamics

dXs = [A5Xs + B;L’Sul’s + B’Z’Suz’s + bs]dS"l‘ [C5Xs + Dl’sul’s + D2’5U2’5 + Us]’dWS, XO = XO, (328)

where A is a bounded deterministic scalar function onTQ The other parameterB,C,D are all es-
sentially bounded angf;-adapted processes on J with values inR', R9, R%! respectively. Moreover,
be LZ(0,T;R) ando € LZ(0, T; RY).

In this case, the adjoint equations for the equilibriumtegg become

{ dp(st) = —[Aspi(st) + (Co)'ki(s;t) + QisXelds+ k(s t)'dWs, se [t T], (3.29)

Pi(T;t) = GiX] = hEX7] = A X{ — i, '

{ dPi(s;t) = —[(2As + [C42)Pi(s; 1) + 2CK(s 1) + Qi slds+ Ki(s t)dWs, se[t, T], (3.30)
Pi(T;1t) = Gj, '

fori = 1, 2. For convenience, we also state hererthel version of Theorerm 3. 4:



Theorem 3.5 A strategy pair(u, U;) € L;(O,T;R') X L2¢(O,T;]R{') is an equilibrium strategy pair if, for
any time te [0, T),
(i) The system of SDEs

dXZ = [ASX; + Bi,SuiS + B’z’suzs + bs]dS"r [C5X§ + Dl’suis + Dz’suz’s + O.S]/dWS,
X5 = Xo,

dpu(s;t) = —[Aspr(S;t) + (Cs)ka(s; t) + QueXilds+ k(s tydWs, se[t, T,
Pu(T; D) = G1X} — ME(XF] — 41X} = p,

dpa(s;t) = —[Aspa(S;t) + (Cs)' ka(s; t) + Qo XZ]ds+ ka(s t)ydWs, se[t, T,
P2(T; 1) = GoXi — B[ XE] — 12X — pe,s

(3.31)

admits a solutior(X*, p1, ki, p2, k»);
(i) Ai(sit) = Risth s + Bispi(St) + (Dis) ki(s 1), = 1, 2 satisfy condition[(3.25).

4 Existence and uniqueness of equilibrium strategy when cflicients are
deterministic

The unique solvability ofi(3.31) remains a challenging opeoblem even for the case= 1. However,
we are able to solve this problem when the parameteBs, B,, C, D1, Do, b, o, Q1, Q2, Ry andR; are all
deterministic functions.

Throughout this section we assume all the parameters agmdatstic functions of. In this case, since
G1, G, has been also assumed to be deterministic, the BSDES (Bu313) aut to be ODEs with solutions

T T
Ki = 0 andPi(s t) = Giek PAtCAIdu L [T ek CArCAdUG, dyfor i = 1,2,
4.1 Anintuitional idea and the uniqueness of the equilibrium strategy

As in classical LQ control, we attempt to look for a lineardback equilibrium strategy pair. For such
purpose, motivated by [13], given ahy [0, T], we consider the following process:

pi(st) = Mi,SX; — Ni’sEt[Xz] — Fi’sxt* + Qi s, O0<t<s<T, i=12, (4.32)

whereM;, N, T, @; are deterministic dierentiable functions wittM; = m,N; = n,, I = y; and®; = ¢;
fori = 1,2. The advantage of this process is to separate the varixb&[Xs] and X" in the solutions
pi(s t),i = 1,2, thereby reducing the complicated FBSDESs to some ODEs.

For any fixed, applying Ito’s formula to[{4.32) in the time variabdewe obtain, fori = 1, 2,

dp(st) = {Mis(AsXs + B’l’su’is + B,Z,su;,s + bg) + my o X5 — Ni sEi[AsXS + B’l’su’iS + B’ZsuzS + bg]
—n|’sEt[X;] - ’yhsxt* + ¢|,S}dS+ M|’s(CsX; + Dl’suis + Dz’su;’s + O-s),dWS. (433)

Comparing thelWs term ofdp(s;t) in (3:31) and[(4.33), we have
ki(st) = Mig[CsXg + D1sUj g+ Doty s+ 0g], s€[t,T], i=12 (4.34)

Notice thatk(s;t) turns out to be independent of
Putting the above expressiofis (4.32) dnd (4.34) @f t) andki(s;t),i = 1, 2 into (3.2%), we have

Ri’sui*’s + B|’s[( Mi’s - Ni’s_ F|’5)X; + q)i’s] + Di”sMi’s[Csxz + Dl’suis + DZ’SUZ’S"F 0-5] = O, Se [O, T], (435)
fori = 1,2. Then we can formally deduce

U= aioXi+Bis =12 (4.36)
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Let Mg = diag(Ml,sll, Mz,slBl), Ns = diag(Nl,slb N2,s||),rs =* diag(l,sll,rz,sll),®s = diag@l,sll,q)z,sll).
Rs = diagRys, Ros), Bs = ( 1’5) ,Ds=(Du1s D2s), Ug = (ux]:’s), as = (0/1,5) andgs = (,31,5 ) Then from
’ ' B2s U a2s Bas
(4.358), we have ’

and hence
_(Rs + MsD,SDs)_l[(MS - NS - Fs) BS + MSD,SCS]’ (438)
—(Rs + MsD%Dg) "} (®sBs + MsD'os). (4.39)

as
Bs
Next, comparing thelsterm ofdp(s;t) in (3.31) and[(4.33) (we supress the argumenére), we have

Mi[AX" + B’ (aX* + B) + b] + mX* — Ni{AE(X"] + B'E{[aX" + B8] + b} — nEX*] — yiX{ + o
= —-[A(Mi X" = NNE([X"] = TiX{ + @;) + MiC'(CX" + D(eX* + B) + 0)]. (4.40)

Notice in the above thaX* = X; andE[X*] = E[Xg] due to the omission af. This leads to the following
equations foM;, N;, T, ®;:

{ Mi = —(2A + IC)M; — Qi + M(B’ + C’'D)(R+ MD’D)Y[(M - N =B+ MD'C], se 0Tk 41)

Mir = Gj;
N; = —2AN + N, B'(R+ MD'D)[(M -N-T)B+ MD’'C], s€[0,T],
} (4.42)
Nit = hi;
I = -Al;, se[0,T],
4.43
{ Lit =4 (4.43)
O = —{A- [B’(M — N) + C'DM](R+ MD’D)1B}®; — (M; — Nj)b — MiC’o
—[(Mj = N))B’ + MiC’'D](R+ MD’D)"*MD’c, s€[0,T], (4.44)
it = —pui.
ThoughM;, N;, T, @i, i = 1,2 are scalarsM, N,I", ® are now matrices because of two players. Therefore,

the above equations are more complicated than the similatieqs (4.5)-(4.8) in[13]. Before we solve
the equations[{4.41)-(4.14), we first prove that, if exieg equilibrium constructed above is the unique
equilibrium. Indeed, we have

Theorem 4.1 Let

L= {X(-; )i X(it) € LAt T;R), sup E [suplX(s; )| < +oo} (4.45)
te[0,T] s>t
and -
L= {Y(-; )1 Y(5t) € LAt T;RY), sup E[ f IX(s; t)’ds| < +oo}. (4.46)
te[0,T] t

Suppose all the parameters By, B,, C, D1, D2, b, 0, Q1, Q2, Ry and R are all deterministic.
When(M;, N;, T, @;),i = 1,2 exist, and for i= 1, 2, (pi(s; 1), ki(s; 1)) € L1 X L, the equilibrium strategy is
unique.

Proof. Suppose there is another equilibriu¥ (1, u,), then the equation systefn (B.7), wKh replaced
by X, admits a solutiong(s; t), ki(S), ui.s) for i = 1,2, which satisfies; spi(s; s) + Di”ski(s) + R suis = 0 for
a.e.se[0,T]. Fori = 1,2, define

P(s) = pi(st) - [MisXs = NisEi[Xd] — Tiss + @i, (4.47)
k(s t) = ki(S) — Mi s(CsXs + Dy suys + Doslp s + 0g), (4.48)
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wherek;(s) = ki(s;t) by Lemmd 3.P.
We definep(s;t) = diag(pai(s; t)Ii, p2(s; 1)), p(s;t) = diag(pa(s; I, p2(s;t)l}), andu = (31’5). By the
2,
equilibrium condition[(3.25), we have )
0 = ( Bispa(s 9) + D/l’skl(s) + Rl,sul,s)
B2sp2(s 9) + D, SKZ(S) + Roslzs

D’ ki(9)
. 1s
p(S1 S)BS + ( sz’skz(s) ) + RSUS

D; Ka(9)
D}, ka(9)

[p(s; 5) + Xg(Mg— Ng — I's) + ®g] Bs + ( ) + MgD%(CsXs + DgUs + 0s) + RsUs

_ D’ ki(9)
S 9)Bs+ | _Ls=
+(Rs + MngDs)us. (4.49)

) + Xs[(Ms - NS - FS)BS + MSD/SCS] + q)sBs + MSD’SO-S

SinceRs + MsD¢Ds is invertible, we have

D} Ja(9

_ ’ -1) 5
us - (RS + MSDSDS) {p(s' S)BS + ( D/Z’Skz(s)

) + XS[(MS - Ns - Fs)Bs + MSD,SCS] + (DsBs+ MSD,SO-S )

(4.50)
and hence for=1, 2,

dpi(st)

dpi(st) — d[M;j sXs — Nj sEt[Xs] = T s + Dj g]
—[Aspi(s 1) + Ccki(s) + QisXslds+ ki (s)dWs — d[M; sXs — Ni sE¢[ Xs] — T s Xt + @ o]

~{AsPi(s 1) + CUA(9) + Ad(M; X5 ~ N gE{Xe] = Ti.Xe + By)

+C/sMi,S(CSXS + Dl’sul’s + Dz’suz’s + Us)}ds
+[E(S) — Mis(CsXs + D1 sUys + Dosla s + 07s)]" dWs
~{ Ml AsXs + Bl + be] + My oXs — Nis(ASE[Xd] + BLEi[us] + b)

=i sBi[Xs] = yisXt + ¢i,s}d3
_Mi,S[CSXS + DsuS + Us],dWs

— - { A0+ CR(9 - Mia(Bl + CIDIRs+ D09 esns 9+ (prdes )
.’ ’ -1 . D,,sKl(S) RY
Ni.sB4(Rs + MsDzDgs) " E¢ [Bsp(s, 9+ ( D;Skz(s) )] }ds+ ki(S)’dWs, (4.51)

where we suppress the subscripfor the parameters, and we have used the equations| (4.48) (fbr
M;i, N, T, @ in the last equality. Froni.(4.47) arld (4148), we hapek() € L1 x L>. Therefore, by Theorem
4.2 of [14], we havep(s; t) = 0 andk(s) = 0.

Finally, pluggingp = k = 0 into u of (4.50), we get the being the same form of feedback strategy as in
(4.38), and henceX( uy, uz) is the same as{(, uj, u;) which we got beforeg

4.2 Existence of the equilibrium strategies

The solutions to[(4.43) is
T Adt
Tis= Ajek Adt (4.52)
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fori = 1,2. LetN = Ny /Ny, from {@42), we havél = 0, and hence

& _ hy
N=—, Ny=—Ni. 4.53
o No= N (4.53)
Equations[(4.41) and {4.42) form a system of coupled Riggpe equations forNl,, M, Ny):

M; = —[2A+|C? + BT(R+ MD’D)"}(B + D’'C)]M; - Q;

+(B+ D'CY(R+ MD’D)"*M(B + D’C)M; — B'N(R+ MD’D)"%(B + D’C)My,
Myt = Ga;
M, = —[2A + [C2 + BT(R+ MD’D)"}(B + D’C)]|Ms — Q,

+(B+ D'C)Y(R+ MD’'D)*M(B + D’C)M, — B'N(R+ MD’D)™}(B + D’C)M>, (4.54)
Mzt = Gg;
Ni = —2AN + N;B'(R+ MD’D)"}[(M - N -T")B + MD’C],
Nl,T = h]_.

Finally, once we get the solution foM, M», N,), (4.44) is a simple ODE. Therefore, it is crucial to solve

@.59).

Formally, we defineM = {7t andJ; = {* and study the following equation foMg, M, J;):

M; = —[2A+|C? + BT(R+ MD’D)"}B + D'C)]M; - Q;
+(B+D'CY(R+ MD’'D)*M(B + D’C)M1 — B'N(R+ MD’D)™}(B + D’C)My,

M1 =Gy,

M = —(s2 — 2NM)M

N 1 1 ’

iy = & (4.55)

J; = -[IC2 - C’'D(R+ MD'D)~*M(B + D'C) + BT(R+ MD'D)'D'C + $]J;

~C'D(R+ MD’D)*M diag(;. £ MI|)B,
_ G
hy ?

=
T T
whereM = diagM1l, Y1), N = diag1;, [2411)) andr = diag@uel A%, 2,6k Ad)),
By a direct calculation, we have

Proposition 4.2 If the systen{4.55) admits a positive solut{dfy, M, J;), then the systeri (454) admits a
solution(M1, M2, N1).

In the following, we will use the truncation method to stutle system[(4.35). For convenienc, we use
the following notations:

avb
anb

maxa, b}, VYa b e R, (4.56)
min{a, b}, Va, b eR. (4.57)

Moreover, for a matrixV € R™" and a real numbez, we define
(Mvo)j=Mvec, Yli<i<ml<j<n, (4.58)
(MAQi;j=MjAc, Vi<i<ml<j<n (4.59)
We first consider the standard case whHeresl > 0 for somes > 0. We have

Theorem 4.3 Assume that R 61 > 0 for somes > 0and G> h > 0. Then[[4.5b), and hence_(4154) admit
unique solution if

(i) there exists a constant > 0 such that B= AD’C;

(i) SFD'D - (1+ 1)D’'CC'D > 0.
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Proof. For fixedc > 0 andK > 0, consider the following truncated system[of (4.55):

M; = -[2A+|C|? + BT(R+ M{D’'D)"}(B + D’C)]M; — Qy
+(B+ D'CY(R+ MD’'D){(M{ A K)(B + D’'C)My — B'(N} A K)(R+ MZD’D)"1(B + D’C)My,
Mit = Gl,

M - _( M]_\/C M]_\/CM A K)M
My =
Ji = —/1(1)31 - C'D(R+ MID’'D)Y(MZ A K)diag(l, ﬂ—i(l\h A K)I))B,
Jut =
(4.60)
whereM; = diag(My v O)l;, 2221)), N = diag 2, 2 4221)) and
AW = |C]2 - C'D(R+ MID'D)}(MI A K)(B+ D'C) + BT(R+ M:D’'D)"'D’C + MQ\l/ (4.61)
1

SinceR - 61 > 0, the above systerh (4J60) is locally Lipschitz with lineaowgth, and hence it admits a
unique solution I(JIC K MeK JC K) We will omit the superscripto( K) when there is no confusion.

We are going to prove tha11 > 1 and thatM;, M € [Ly, L,] for someLs, L, > 0 independent of and
K appearing in the truncation functions. We denote

A® = (2A+|C?+BT(R+ MID'D)™}(B+ D'C))
~(B+D'C)Y(R+ MID'D)} (M A K)(B+D’'C)
—B' (NS A K)(R+ M D'D){(B+D'C). (4.62)

ThenA@ is bounded, andl; satisfies
M1+ A@PM;+ Q1 =0, Myt =Gy (4.63)

HenceM; > 0. Similarly, we haveVi > 0.
The equation foM is

L Gillllvc Mzve (4.64)

henceM admits an upper bourid, independent of andK. ChoosingK = L, and examining agaii (4.54),
we deduce that there exists > 0 mdependent ot andK such thatM > L;. Indeed, we can choose
L1 = MiNo<t<T % A Gl and Ly = maXg<t<t Q Gl . As a result, choosmg < Ly, the termsM; can be

replaced byM = diag(Mlh, L), respectlvely mIEEO) without changing their values.
Now we proved > 1. DenoteJ = J; - 1, thenJ satisfies the ODE:

J=AWJ -4 4 C’'DR + MD'D)"}(M A K)dlag(h, MI|)B] o ON O (4.65)
where

a® = M1 Cc'D(R+MD'D) XM A K)dlag(h, MI|)B

Q1
Mivece

IC> = (1+ 1)C’'D(R+ MD'D)"{(M A K)D’C +C'DI'(R+ MD'D)"}(M A K)D'C + +

+C’'D(R+ MD’D) }(M A K)dlag(h, MI|)D C
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> |C]? — (1 + 1)C’'D(R+ MD’'D)*MD’C + C'DI'(R+ MD’'D)"}(M A K)D'C + + Q

MiVvec
)1 ICI? + Q1/(M1 V ©)
|

=tr {(R+ MD'D)'H} (4.66)

=tr {(R+ MD'D (R+ MD’D)} — (1 + Lr{(R+ MD'D)"'D’CC'DM}

with H = SE+QUMIVO (R | prDM) — (1 + 1)D’CC'DM.
Whenc is small enough such th&- cD’D > 0, we have

Q1

’ Ql ’
R+ MD’D) > =D’D. 4.67
M Vv c( * )2 L, (4.67)
Hence,
|C|2 ’ ’ /
HZ(TD D-(1+1)D'CC'D)M > 0, (4.68)

and consequentlg® > tr{(R+ MD’D)"H} > 0. We then deduce that > 0, and hence); > 1. The
boundness of1; can be proved by a similar argument in the proof of Theoremn4[23]. g
Similarly, for the singular cask = 0, we have

Theorem 4.4 Given G > h; > 1,R= 0, if B = AD’C and|CJ? - (1 + 1)C’D(D’D)"'D’C > 0, then [4.5b)
and [4.54) admit a unique positive solution.

Concluding the above two theorems, we can present our msuifiseof this section:

Theorem 4.5 Given G > h; > 1and B= AD’C. The[[4.54) admits a unique positive solut{dvy, M2, N;)
in the following two cases:

(i) R— sl = 0for somes > 0, SLD'D - (1 + 1)D’CC'D > O,

()R =0,|C]?-(1+1)C’'D(D’'D)™*D’'C > 0.

Proof. Define pi(s;t) andki(s;t) by (4.32) and[(4.34), respectively. It is straightforwandcheck that
(u7, U3, X*, p1, P2, ki, ko) satisfies the system of SDEs (3.31). Moreover, in the bates;ave can check that
@i s andp; s in (@.38) are all uniformly bounded, and hengec L2 (0, T; R') andX* € L%(Q; C(0, T; R)).

Finally, denoteAi(s;t) = RisUs + pi(s;t)Bis + (Dis)'ki(s;t),i = 1,2. Pluggingpi, ki, ui define in
(4.32),[4.3%) and(4.36) inta;, we have

Ai(st) = Ri,sui*’s"' (M sXs = Nj sEt[Xs] =T sX{ + @i s)Bi s+ Mi,sDi,,s[CsX; + Dl,suis"' DZ,SUE’S"'O-S] (4.69)

and hence,

(1>

Alt:1) (Al(t; t))

Aa(t;t)
(Re + MDDy + M(Bt + DiCo)X{ — NeB{E([X{] — TtBX{ + (9Bt + M¢Djot)
—[(M¢ = Nt = Tt) By + MD{CX{ = (4Bt + MDyo)
+Mi(Bt + D{C)X{ — NeBeXi — ItBeX + (@Bt + MiD{ot)
- o (4.70)

Therefore A satisfies the seond condition [n_(3.2pp).
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