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Abstract: Motivated by linear-quadratic optimal control problems (LQ problems, for short) for mean-field
stochastic differential equations (SDEs, for short) with the coefficients containing regime switching governed
by a Markov chain, we consider an L.QQ problem for an SDE with the coefficients being adapted to a filtration
independent of the Brownian motion driving the control system. Classical approach of completing the
square is applied to the current problem and obvious shortcomings are indicated. Open-loop and closed-loop
solvability are introduced and characterized.
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1 Introduction

Let (2, F,F,P) be a complete filtered probability space on which a one-dimensional standard Brownian
motion W(-) is defined. We begin with the following controlled linear mean-field stochastic differential
equation (MF-SDE, for short):

ax ()= (A(t, a() X (6)+ A(t, a(O)E[X (6)]+ B(t, a(t))u(t) + B(t, a(t) E[u(t)] +b(¢) ) dt
(1.1) HC(t, at) X (1)+C(t, alt)ELX 1))+ D(t, a(t)u(t)+ D(t, a() Elu(h)] +o(6) dW (1), t>s,
X(s) = ¢,

In the above, u(-) is a control process valued in R™, and «(+) is a Markov chain, independent of W (), valued
in some finite subset of R, determining the regime switching for the system, X () is the corresponding state
process. A typical form of Markov chain «f(+) is the solution to the following SDE:

(1.2) da(t) = /R u(t, a(t=), OON(dL, df), t>s  a(s) = ao.

Here, N(dt,df) is a Poisson random measure on R with intensity measure E[N(dt,df)], and u(-) is some
given map. Let FV = {FN},>¢ be the filtration of the Poisson process associated with N (dt,df). Then
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the coefficients A(-,a(+)), etc. are all assumed to be FV-adapted. Under proper conditions, for any control
u(+) (taken from certain class), and initial triple (s,&, ), state equation (1.1) admits a unique solution
X()=X(-;8,z,a0,u(-)). To measure the performance of the control, one could introduce a quadratic cost
functional. Then a corresponding linear-quadratic (LQ, for short) optimal control problem for such a system
can be formulated in a finite time horizon.

There is a vast number of papers dealing with various LQ problems since the seminal works of Bellman—
Glicksberg—Gross [2], Kalman [11] and Letov [14] appeared around 1960. Let us briefly mention a very small
portion of the relevant works on LQ problems. Standard LQ theory for ordinary differential equations can be
found in Lee-Markus [13], Anderson-Moore [1], Willems [31], Wonham [33], and so on. Study of stochastic
LQ problems began with the works of Kushner [12] and Wonham [32] in the 1960s. See also McLane [19],
Davis [6], Bensoussan [4], and so on, for classical stochastic LQ theory. In 1998, Chen-Li-Zhou [8] found that
for stochastic LQ problems, the weighting matrices in the cost functional could be indefinite to some extent.
See Yong—Zhou [36] and Sun—Yong [27] for some comprehensive presentations along this line. Stochastic LQ
problems with mean-field was studied by Yong [35] in 2013. See Huang-Li—Yong [10], Li-Sun—Yong [16],
Sun [22], Wei-Yong—Yu [29], Sun—Yong [28], Li-Shi-Yong [15] for some follow-up works. On the other hand,
egordic LQ control problem was studied by Mei-Wei—Yong [20] and LQ problem with regime switching in
finite time horizon was studied by Zhang-Li [37], Wen-Li—Xiong—Zhang [30].

We now introduce the general framework of this paper, which is strictly more general than the above,
and it could cover some other interesting situations. Let (2, F,F,P) and W (-) be as above. Also, let a
square integrable cadlag martingale M(-) be defined. We assume that W (-) and M(-) are independent
and their natural filtrations augmented by all the P-null sets in F are denoted by FW = {FV},50 and
FM = {FM},>0, respectively. Next, let F = FW vFM = {FV v FM},5, (with FY v FM = o (FV UFM))
and denote E)[-] := E[-[FM]. Further, we write EM[] := E[-|FY] with F) = o(U;50 F). Now, we
consider the following controlled SDE:

ax(t) = [AWX @) + AGEM X (O] + B(t)u(t) + BOEM [u(t)] + b(t)]dt,
(1.3) +[CWX () + COEMX(0)] + D(tu(t) + DOEM [u(t)] + o] aw (@), t> 5,

where X (-) is the state process valued in R™ (with initial pair (s,&)), and u(-) is a control process valued
in R™, both are F-adapted. The coefficients A(-), A(-), C(-),C(-) and B(-), B(-), D(-), D(-) are either R"*™
or R™™_valued, FM-adapted stochastic processes; the nonhomogeneous terms b(-), o(-) are R"-valued, F-
adapted stochastic processes. We see that (1.3) is a linear SDE with special type mean-field terms and
special type random coefficients. By Lemma A.1 (in the appendix), we will see that

EMIXO] =EM X)), EMu@®)] =Eu®),  t>s

Thus, EM in (1.3) can also be replaced by EM. Note that the mean-field terms EM[X ()] and EM [u(t)] are
FM_measurable for each t. In the case that M is a constant process, (1.3) reduces to the classical linear
mean-field SDE with deterministic coefficients (see [35, 22]). On the other hand, if M (t) = N(t) — At where
N(+) is a Poisson process with intensity A, our framework recovers the usual regime switching case. It could
also be the case that M(-) is another Brownian motion that is independent of W(-) and/or a pair of a
Brownian motion and a Poisson process which are independent of W (-), and so on. From now on, by (M),
we denote the quadratic variation process of M. Moreover, we assume that the natural filtration FM of M
(augmented by all the P-null sets) is complete, quasi-left continuous, right-continuous.

In the case that the nonhomogeneous terms b(-) and o(-) are zero, the control system is said to be
homogeneous, and such a system is denoted by [A(-), A(-), C(-),C(-); B(+), B(-), D(-), D(-)]. The state process



of the homogeneous system is denoted by X°(-) = X°(-;s,&,u(-)). Thus,

dXO(t) = (A(t)Xo(t) + AMEM[XO(8)] + B(t)u(t) + B(t)EM[u(t)})dt
(1.4) n (C(t)XO(t) + CHOEM[XO(4)] + D(t)u(t) + D(t)EM[u(t)])dW(t), t> s,
XOs) =¢.
Next, for given Euclidean space H (which could be R™, R™™  etc.), we let
L% (O H) = {5 £ Q - H | € is Fy-measurable, E|¢[2 < oo},
L3(s,T; H)E{(p [s, T|x Q—H | () is F-progressively measurable, E T|g0(t)|2dt<oo},

S

L} (s, T;H) E{ap € Li(s, T;H) | o(-) is ]F—predictable},
and
9 = {(s,g) |s€0,0), ¢ € L;S(Q;R“)},
U[s,T| = La(s, T;R™), if0<T < o0 U[s,00) = Li(s,00;R™).

Under proper conditions, for any given initial pair (s,€) € 2 with 0 < s < T < oo, and any control
u(-) € %]Is,T], the state equation (1.3) admits a unique strong solution X(-) = X(-;s,& u()) on [s,T7.
To measure the performance of the control u(-) over [s,T], we may introduce the following quadratic cost
functional:

(1.5) J(s,§u(-)) =E /ST £ X0, EMX ()], u(t), EM [u(t)])dt + E[F (X (T), EM[X(T)])],
where

ft,x,Z,u,u) = % [(Q(t)x, z) + 2(S(t)z,u) + (R(t)u, u) + (Q(t)Z, T)+ 2(S(t)Z, u)+ (R(t)u, u)
(1.6) +2q(t), @) + 2(a(t), @) + 2(r(t), u) + 2(7(), @),

F(z,z) = % [(Gm, z) + (GZ,T) + 2(g, ) + 2(7, £>} :

with Q(-), Q(-), S(-), S(+), R(-), R(-) being some F™-adapted matrix-valued processes of suitable sizes, ¢(-),
r(-) being F-adapted (vector-valued) process, q(-), 7(-) being FM-adapted (vector-valued) processes, G, G
being F-measurable random matrices, g being Fr-measurable random vector, and g being 7 -measurable
random vector. The two terms on the right-hand side of (1.5) are called the expected running cost and the
expected terminal cost, respectively. Correspondingly, f(-) defined in (1.6) is called the running cost rate
function. In the case that ¢(-),q(-),r(-),7(-), g, g are all zero, we denote the cost functional by J°(s,&; u(-)).
Hence,

(L.7) JO(s,g;u(-)):E/ FO(t, X0), EM[XO(1)], u(t), EM [u(t)])dt + E[FO(XO(T),EM[X°(T)])],

S

where
7Ot 0,8) = 3 [(Q)w, ) + 2(S (1), u) + (R, ) + (QUe)2, 3+ 2(S(0)7, 1) +R(1)a, )]
FO(z,7) = %{(GI,:C) + <(;:z,a-:>]

Our finite time-horizon optimal control problem can be stated as follows.



Problem (MF-LQ). For any given (s,£) € 2 having s € [0,T), with the state equation (1.3) and cost
functional (1.5), find a control @(-) € % [s, T] such that

1.9 J(s,&u(q)) = inf J(s,&u(x) =V (s, §).

(19) (sGa() = int J(s&ul) = V(s

We call any (-) satisfies the above as an open-loop optimal control, and corresponding X (-), (X (-),@(-)) as

open-loop optimal state process and open-loop optimal pair of Problem (MF-LQ)?, respectively. We also call
V(-,-) the value function of Problem (MF-LQ).

The problem for the homogeneous state equation (1.4) and purely quadratic cost functional (1.7) is
denoted by Problem (MF-LQ)°.

Now, we highlight the main contributions and clues of the current paper.

(i) The first natural approach to LQ problem is to use the method of completing the squares. Applying
such a method, one could obtain sufficient conditions for the existence of optimal control. It is not clear
whether the imposed conditions are necessary for Problem (MF-LQ) to have an optimal control. This
motivates our study below.

(ii) In order to explore the above, mainly inspired by Sun—Yong [27, 28], we introduce the open-loop
solvability of Problem (MF-LQ), and obtained its characterization in terms of the solvability of the optimality
system which is a coupled mean-field forward-backward stochastic differential equation (MF-FBSDE, for
short). From this, the open-loop optimal control can be written in terms of the predictable solution of this
MF-FBSDE. Note that due to the appearance of the martingale M (-), the corresponding MF-FBSDE is
different from the classical FBSDE ([18]).

(iii) Tt is clear that the above obtained representation of the open-loop optimal control is anticipating: the
future information of the open-loop optimal state process is used. To remedy that, we try to find a closed-loop
representation of the open-loop optimal control by decoupling the MF-FBSDE using the idea of invariant
imbedding ([3]) (or the Four-Step Scheme, introduced in [17]). This naturally derives a differential Riccati
equation which is a backward stochastic differential equation (BSDE, for short) in general. As long as such
an equation has a predictable solution, the open-loop optimal control admits a closed-loop representation,
which is non-anticipating.

(iv) This logically suggests us introduce the closed-loop solvability of the LQ problem, which in turn can
be characterized by the regular solvability of the differential Riccati equation that is derived earlier. Note
that, in the current case, the martingale M(-) appears not only in the FBSDE, but also in the differential
Riccati equation. This brings some new features into the study. It is worthy to point out that the method
used in [16] seems to be difficult to extend here. Therefore some new methods will be created.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Some preliminary results are collected in Section 2. In
Section 3, we follow the idea of completing the squares for Problem (MF-LQ), naturally deriving the Riccati
equation. In Section 4, the open-loop solvability of Problem (MF-LQ)° is introduced and characterized by
a mean-field FBSDE. Close-loop representation of open-loop optimal control is established by decoupling
the FBSDE in Section 5. In Section 6, closed-loop solvability is introduced and characterized by the regular
solvability of the Riccati equation. In Section 7, it was proved that the strongly regular solvability of the
Reccati equation is equivalent to the uniform convexity of the cost functional. This gives the natural sufficient
condition under which Problem (MF-LQ) is closed-loop solvable. Finally, some simple conclusion remarks
are put in the last section.



2 Preliminary

First of all, besides the spaces L%—S (Q; H) and L]%-(& T;H) defined in the previous section, we introduce some
more spaces: For 0 < s < T, define

L% (O H) = {f € Ly (H) | £ is .FSM—measurable},
Liv (s, T;H) = {(p() € Li(s,T; H) | ¢(-) is FM-progressively measurable},
LI2F¥ (s,T;H) = {ap() € Li(s,T;H) | () is IFM—predictable},

L°(s, T;H) = {gp :[s,T] x Q@ — H | ¢(-) is F-progressively measurable, esssup [|¢(t,-)||oc < oo},
te[s,T)

oo (s, T H) = {(p() € Lg°(s,T;H) | ¢(-) is FM-progressively measurable}.

Let S* (S%) be the set of all the k x k symmetric (positive-definite) matrices. For a symmetric positive
semi-definite matrix ¥ € S¥, denoted by ¥ > 0, we denote the pesudo-inverse of ¥ by W', and the range
of ¥ by Z(V). In the following, we may misuse a little the notation (-,-) that represents inner products in
different spaces which can be identified from the contexts.

Next, for any s € [0,T), we know that LQ}-s (©2; H) is a Hilbert space under the following inner product

E(€,n) = /Q (@)@ dPW), & ne L2 (H).

The space L%_-M(Q;H) with the same inner product as above, is a closed subspace of L% (€%;H), and its

s

orthogonal corﬁplement in L%—S (©; H) is given by
L2 (G H)* = {5 € L% (%H) | E{E,n) =0, Ve L2y (Q;H)}.

Let the orthogonal projection from L%—(Q,H) onto LifM(Q;]HI) be denoted by II,, and let II = I — TII,.

Then, we get an orthogonal decomposition of LZFS(Q; H) as follows,
(2.1 L3 (H) = Lhas (QH)* @ L (),

Now, for any £ € L%—S (;H) and n € L%_.M (S H),

E(¢ —EM[¢),n) = E(&,n) — EEM[¢],n) = 0.

Thus, £ —EY[¢] € L2, (Q; H)*. Consequently,

(e — EM () = (€~ EM[)) — (£~ TL,[¢]) € L3y (2 H) N L3 (@ H)* = {0},

Hence,

(2:2) (6] =EY[E),  VE€e LEk (H).

On the other hand, thanks to Lemma A.1 (from the Appendix), we have EM[.] = EM[.] = E[-|FM].
Therefore,

(2.3) (6] =EY[¢] =BM[g), T[] =¢-EY[E) =¢-EM[g], V&€ L% (%H).

We should note that any non-zero element in L%_.M (Q;H)* is not FM-measurable. Also, for any & €

LZ (5 H), EM[¢] is in LQﬂM (; H), and it is not necessarily a deterministic vector.
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Based on the above, for any 0 < s < T, we further define I : L2(s, T; H) — L?FM (s, T;H) as follows:
(2.4) Ow()](t) = I [v(t)] = EMu(t)] = EM[u(t)], a.e. t € [s,T), Yo(-) € L(s, T; H).

Note that for any v(-) € L?(s, T;H), II[v(-)] is defined for almost all t € [s,T], as a process defined on [s, 7.
We now show that I is the orthogonal projection from LZ(0,T; H) onto L%M (0, T;H). In fact, first of all, if
v(-) = o(-) in LZ(s,T; H), we get

E/|HMM@—H@0WW&<E/‘w@—@mfm=a

which leads to II[v(-)] = I[o(-)] in L2, (s, T;H). This means that IT is well-defined. Clearly, II* = II and

@) o) =B [ (Vo) oe)de =B [ @Yoo EY[o(o))d:
— 5 [ (o0 Efo(0)hdt = (o), 1),

Thus, I is a self-adjoint idempotent, which means that IT is an orthogonal projection from LZ(s, T;H) onto
L?FM (s,T;H). Next, we denote II+ := I — II, which is the orthogonal projection from L2(s,T;H) onto
L2, (s, T;H)*, where

T
L20 (s, T;H)L = {v(~) € L2(s, T; H) | E/ (0(t),5(t))dt =0, Vo(-) € L%M(S,T;H)}.

Also

L]%y(s,T; H)L = {v() € L (s, T;H)* | ¢(:) is F-predictable } =t (L]%-_ (s, T H))
From the above, we know that L2, (s, T;H) & L2, (s, T; H)+ is an orthogonal decomposition of L2(s,T;H),
and L2, (s, T;H) @ L2, (s, T;H)* is an orthogonal decomposition of Lg (s, T’; H)

FM

Remark 2.1. Note that although we have not indicated, the projections II,, TI+ and H[v(-)], O*[v(+)] in
the above definitions are actually depending on the dimension k of the underlying space H. For notational
simplicity, we will not indicate such a dependence explicitly, which is clear from the context.

In what follows, for given s € [0,7T), we will conventionally make the following identifications: For any
Euclidean space H,

(=T +ILE =6 @& = (6,&),  VEe Ly (GH);
p() =T o)) + Tp()] = 1(-) @ pa(-) = (p1(),2(), V() € Lip(s, T; H).
Here, & @ & stands for & + & with & and & being mutually perpendicular; the meaning of 1 (-) ® @2(+) is

similar. In the above, ¢(+) could be X(-), u(+), b(-) and so on. For simplicity, we will do not distinguish II,
and II below. Further, we will denote

(2.5)

I, =1+ =7 —TI, I, =11
Next, let us make a couple of additional observations.

e By the independence of W(-) and M (-), we have
M [ e@aw(s) = (=1 [ o) = [ elaw(s). vel) € .78
(2.6) Hg/ o(s)dW (s) = EM/ ©(s)dW (s) =0, Ve(-) € LE(0,T;H),
0 0

I [ o(s)a(s) = [ ILlp(e)dd (). Vo) € BHO.TE), i= L2,
0 0

6



From the first two in the above, one sees that
(2.7) [ el e 0. T, V() € L3(0.T).
0

The point in the above is that ¢(-) is arbitrary and it does not have to be FM-adapted, or in L2,, (0, T;H)= .
o For any P() € Lg%, (s, T; L(Hy, Hy)) and () € Lz (s, T5 Hy),

I [P(t)e(t)] = POILp()]. =12

Before going further, let us introduce the following hypothesis which will be assumed throughout of the
paper.

(H2.1) Let 0 < T < o0.

(i) The coeflicients and nonhomogeneous terms of the state equation (1.3) satisfy

{A() VA(),C(),C() € L3 (0, TsR™™), B(-), B(-), D(-), D(-) € L3k (0, T:R™™),
b(),0(-) € L0, T:R").

(ii) The weighting coefficients of the cost functional (1.5) satisfy

Q(),Q(") € L3 (0,T;S™), R(:),R(-) € L. (0,T;S™), S(-),S(-) € L (0, T; R™*™),
q(-) € L2(0, T;R™), q(-) € L2 (0, T;R™), () e L0, T;R™), 7(-) € LFM(O T;R™),
Gvé € L;-‘OTIET (stn% g e L_27-"T (Q;Rn)7 g ]—‘M (Q Rn)

It is clear that under (H2.1), for any (s,&) € 2 with s € [0,T), and u(-) € % |[s, T}, the state equation
(1.3) admits a unique solution X (-) € LZ(s,T;R™), and the cost functional (1.5) is well-defined. Therefore,
Problem (MF-LQ) is well-formulated.

Now, applying the orthogonal projection II5 to state equation (1.3), one has (noting the convention (2.5))

o dXs(t) = [A(t)Xz (t) + A(t)Xa(t) + B(t)ua(t) + B(t)us(t) + b2<t)} dt
' - [(A(t) + A1) Xa(t) + (B(t) + B(t))ualt) + bg(t)] dt.

Noting X (t) = X (t) — X2(t), and uq (t) = u(t) —ua(t), etc., subtracting the above from state equation (1.3),
we obtain
) dX,(t) = [A(t)Xl (t) + B(t)us(t) + bl(t)} dt
2.9
+ [C(t)Xl(t) + (C(t) + C(1)) X2(t) + D(t)us(t) + (D(t) + D(t))ua(t) + a(t)} dW (t).

Hence, by letting

(2.10) : + {I( ), Bi(-) = B(-), Ba():=DB()+ é(),
Ci(+) = C(), 02(') =C()+C(), Di(-):=D(), Dz2):=D()+D(),

we see that state equation (1.3) is equivalent to the following system (with ¢ being properly suppressed):

Xl(t) = [Ale + B1u1 + bl]dt + [Cle + CQXQ + D1U1 + DQUQ +o1 + O'Q]dW(t), t e [S7T]7
(211) dXQ(t) = [AQXQ + Boug + bg]dt, te [S,T],
Xi(s) =&, Xa(s) =&, with (&,&) = (I [¢], TIL[€)).

7



For the cost functional (1.5), we observe the following

QUL [X](0. T [X](0) + (Q(0)I2[X) (1), TafX] (1))

E[(Q()X (), X(1)] = E[(QE)(EM[X (1)) + X(¢) — EM[X(1)]), BV [X(8)] + X (1) - EM[X(1)])]
- [(QXl (1), X1 (1)) + (QXa(t), Xg(t)>].

E
E
Similar calculations apply to the other terms in the cost functional, which leads (1.5) to the following:

J(S’§1;€2; ul(')7 u2<')) = J(S,g; u())

(2.12) - % iE[/T (<Q1;Xi, Xi)4+2(8: X5, ug) +(Rous, i) + 2(qi, X;) + 2<ri,ui>)dt
+(GiXi(T), Xi(T)) + 2(g:, Xi(T)) |,
with
Q:1() =Q(), Q2():=Q()+ CZ?(')’ Si1():=8(), S2():=S()+S(),
(2.13) Ri(-) :==R(), Ra():=R()+R(),

@ () =), ¢() =Tl¢()]+4(), () =Mlr(), ra()=Ta[r()]+7(),
G1 = G, G2 =G + G, g1 = Hl[g], g = Hg[g] + g

Then Problem (MF-LQ) can be equivalently formulated with the state equation (2.11) and the cost functional
(2.12).
In the case that b(:),0(-),q(-),q(:),r(:),7(:), g, g are all zero, (2.11) becomes (compare with (1.4))
dX0(t) = [A1 XY + Byug]dt 4+ [C1 XY + Co X9 + Dyuy + DausldW (1), te[s, T,
(2.14) dX9(t) = [A2 X9 + Bouoldt,  t€[s, T,
P =&, XJ(s)=¢&.

»

The cost functional (2.12) becomes

JO(s, €1, E5u1 (), ua(+)) = JO(s, & ul))

(2.15) = %E{ /ST [<QX°,X0>+2<5X0,u>+<Ru,u>]dt + <GX0(T),X0(T)>}

;iE{ / QX0 X0) 4280 i)+ (R, ) dh -+ (GoXP(T), X2 .
i=1 s

In this case, we recall, from the introduction, that the corresponding L@ problem is named Problem (MF-
LQ)°. This will play an important role later.

3 Completing the Square — a Classical Approach.

For LQ problems, the most natural approach is the completing the square. In this section, we present such
an approach for our Problem (MF-LQ).

For any given (s,&) € 2, J(s,&; u(-)) contains the running terms (the terms in the integral over [s,T7)
and the terminal terms (the terms at T'). Such a mixed form is not convenient for us to complete the squares.
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Therefore, our first step is to write the terminal terms into the running terms. To this end, we introduce the
following backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs, for short): (i = 1,2)

(3.1) { AP(t) = Ti0)dt + AM (M (D), t € [T

P(T) =G,

for some undetermined I';(-) € Lg%, (s,T;S™). Thus, for such a case, the drift, denoted P;, of P, is bounded.
By saying (P;(-),AM(.)) to be a predictable solution of (3.1), we mean that P;(-), P;(-) € L5 (s, T;S™) and
AM() e L]F_ (s,T;S™) and (3.1) is satisfied in the usual sense (note that G; € L;f;w (€;S™)). Further we
introduce the following BSDEs:

. { dny(t) = ()t + G OAW (1) + M (OAM (D), t € [s,T],

771(T) =91,

for some undetermined v (-) € LZ,, (s, T;R™)*, and

{ dna(t) = ya(O)dt + QT (HAM (), te[sT],

(33) n2(T) = g2,

for some undetermined y2(-) € L2, (s, T;R™). Similar to the above, by saying that (n:(-), 1 (+), ¢ (+)) to be
a predictable solution of (3.2), we mean that

(3.4) ()G (), () € Ligar (5, T3 R™)™ x Li(s, T;R") x Lias (5, T;R™)

and (3.2) is satisfied in the usual sense; and by saying that (12(-), 24 ()) to be a predictable solution of (3.3),
we mean that

(3.5) (12(-), 637 () € Liar (s, T;R™) X Liai (5, T; R™),

and (3.3) is satisfied in the usual sense. Note that due to (2.7), ¢(1(-) € L2(s,T;R") (not necessarily in
L2, (s, T;R™)*). Then, by Ito’s formula (see Appendix B for details),

J(s 51752;111(') 2(1) = J(s,&ul()
T
(3.6) = Z]E{ 5)&i, &) + 2(ni(s), &) +/ [([Fz + Qi(Py, P1)] Xy, Xi) + 2(Si(Pi, P1) X + 1y, uy)
+<RZ(P1)UZ,UZ> + 2<’}/i + qi,Xi> =+ 2<’f]i, bz> + 2<Hi[41]70'i> + <P10'i,0'i>:| dt},

where

Qi() = Qi(Pi, P)(-) := Pi(-)Ai () + Ai() T Pi(1) + Ci(-) TPL () Cil) + Qu(),
+D;(-)" Pi(-)D;

(3.7) Ri(1) =Ri(P1)(-) = Ri(") ()
Si() = 8i(Py, P)(-) = Bi(-) " Pi() + Di(-) TPL(-)Cil() + Si(),  i=1,2,
and
qi := A/ n; + C T[] + Pbi + Cf Proy + qi, o
(3.8) { r1 i BTs + DTILC] 4 D Pros 4 7, i=1,2.

This finishes the first step: The cost functional (3.6) contains only the integral terms. Such a functional is
said to be of the Lagrange form. Now, we perform the second step: completing the square. Assume the
following:

(3.9) Ri(P1) >0, &P, P)X;+1; € Z(Ri(P1)), =12
9



Then we have

2(8i Xi + riywi) + (Riug, ug)

= [RZu; + [RIF[S: X, + 1] 2 — (RIS, X: + 1], + 1)

= [R2u; + [RF[SX: +1i]2 — (STRIS X0, Xa) — 2(S] Rixs, Xi) — (Rirs, v,
Hence, (3.6) becomes

2

Ts,&u()) = 5 S B (P(s)Es &) + 2mi(s), &)
=1
210 + / T[<(ri + Qs — STRIS)X:, Xi) + [Riui + (RDH(S:X; + 1)

+2(vi +qi — S;errini> +2(n;, b;) + 2(IL;[C1), 03) + (Pioy, 04) — <R1ri,ri>}dt}-

This gives the completion of squares involving controls uq(-) and ws(-). The third step is to make a right
choice of I';(+) and 7;(-). We make the following natural choices:

I = —[Qi(P, Pr) — Si(Py, P) T Ri(P1)'Si(P;, P1)]
(3.11) =—[PA+ AP+ CPCi + Qi
—(PiBy + C PiD; + S )(R; + D] P.D,)\(B] P, + D] P.C; + S;)], i=1,2,

and

v = —[ai = Si(Pi, P1) " Ri(Py)ry]
(3.12) = —[An; + C/1IL[¢:] + Pb; + Cf Pio; + g
—(PiBi L Ci—rplDi n SZT)<R2 + DlTplDi)T(BZ.Tm + DIHZ[Q] + D;rplo'i + Ti)].

Then (3.1) reads completely in details as
dP; = —[PiA; + Al P, + C P,C; + Q;

(3.13) —(PiB;+C; P.D;+S)(R;+D; P.D;)""(B] Pi+D] P\C;+S;)]dt+AMdM, te[s, T,
P(T) = G,

which is called the backward stochastic differential Riccati equation (BSDRE, for short), (3.2)-(3.3) read

dm = —[A{m + C{ IL[¢1] + Piby + Cf Pioy + ¢
—(PiBy + C{ PyDy + S )(R1 + D] P.D1)"(B{ m1 + D] 111 [(1] + D{ Pyoy +71)]dt
+CdW + MdM,  te s T),
(3.14) dny = —[Ag m2 + C3 I[¢1] + Paba + Cy Pioa + g2
—~(PyBy + C) PyDy + Sy )(Ro + Dy PyD5)!(By 12 + Dg I1[G1] + D3 Proa + 1)) dt
+CMamM,  tels,T),
m(T) = g, n2(T) = g2,

Note that the BSDE for n; has a dW term, but the BSDE for 7, does not have that term. The cost functional
(3.10) becomes

1 2 g 1 1 2
(3.15) J(s,&u(’)) = 3 ;]E{<Pi(s)€ia§i> +2(mi(s), &) +/s {Ri(Pl)zui“r[Ri(Pl)TP [Si(Pi, P1) X+
+2055,bi) + 2(T[G1], 03) + (Pros, 03) = (Ra(P) i, eo) | dt .
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Now, we come to Step 4, to determine the optimal controls. From the above, we see that by taking

i; = —Ri(P)'[Si(Pi, P)X; + 1] + [I — Ri(P1) Ri(Py)) s
(3.16) = —(R; + D/ PD;)™! ((B;P,- + D/ PC; + Si)X; + B n; + DI IL[1] + D] Pro; +”)
I — Ri(P) R (Py)) i,

with (X1(-), X2(+)) being the corresponding state, one has, from (3.15), that

J(s,&u() = J(s,§u) = inf - J(s,&ul))

u(-)e[s,T)
T

= 5 S B{(A)6 &) +20m (o), &)+ [0mb) + 2LlG) ) + (Pro o) = (Ra(Py) )t

S

1 T
(3.18) V(s,§) = 3 ;E{<Pz’(5)§m§i> +2(n1(s), &) +/S [<7h, bi) + 2(I;[C1], 07) + (Proi, 04)

—[[Ri(P)!]E (BT mi + DITL{G] + DT P + 1) e .
The above finishes the classical approach to Problem (MF-LQ). We can state the above result as follows.

Theorem 3.1. Let (H2.1) hold. Let BSDRE (3.13) admit a predictable solution (P;(-), AM(-)), satisfying

7

%(BJB + D/ P,C; + Si) c %(Ri + DIP1D¢)7
R+ D, P,D; > 0.

(3.19)

Let BSDEs (3.14) admit a predictable solution (11 (-),¢1(-), (M (+), n2(+), ¢} (+)) satisfying
B n; + D/ L[] + D, Pio; +r; € Z(Ri(Py)),

(3.20) R1(P)Y(B] m + D] 1 [G1] + D{ Pioy +11) € Lia (s, T; R™)*,
Ra(P1) (By 2 + Dy Ta[C1] + Dy Pioa +19) € Liu (s, T; R™).

Then Problem (MF-LQ) admits an optimal control u(-) = iy (-) + @2(-) given by (3.16) with X (-) = X;(-) +
X5(+) being the corresponding state process, and the value function V (-,-) is given by (3.18).

The above result seems pretty good, and it gives a sufficient condition for Problem (MF-LQ) to have an
optimal control. However, there are at least two major shortcomings:

e How the usual Pontryagin type maximum principle is related to Problem (MF-LQ)?

e It is not clear if the imposed conditions (the solvability of BSDREs (3.13), and BSDEs (3.14) with
properties (3.19)-(3.20)) are necessary for Problem (MF-LQ) to have an optimal control.

In the rest of the paper, we are going to look at Problem (MF-LQ) from a different angle, try to answer
the above questions, inspired by the works of Li-Sun—Yong [16], and Sun—Yong [27, 28].

4 Open-Loop Solvability of Problem (MF-LQ)

This section is essentially answering the first question in the above, namely, we want to characterize the
optimal control of Problem (MF-LQ) by the variational method. We now introduce the following definition.

11



Definition 4.1. (i) Problem (MF-LQ) is said to be finite at (s,£) € 2 if

4.1 inf J(s,&u(-)) > —oo0.
(4.1 ot (s gul)

If the above is true at any (s,£) € 2, we simply say that Problem (MF-LQ) is finite.

(ii) Problem (MF-LQ) is said to be (uniquely) open-loop solvable at (s,&) € 2, if there exists a (unique)
u(-) € % [s,T] such that (1.9) holds. In this case, @(-) is called an open-loop optimal control of Problem (MF-
LQ) at (s,€) € 2, X(-) and (X (-),a(-)) are called an open-loop optimal process and an open-loop optimal
pair, respectively. Problem (MF-LQ) is said to be (uniquely) open-loop solvable if it is (uniquely) open-loop
solvable for any (s,§) € 2.

Now, we look Problem (MF-LQ) from an abstract viewpoint. For (s,¢) € 2 and u(-) € % |[s, T}, by the
linearity of the state equation (1.3), we have

X()=X(t;8,&u(r)) = P1(t, s)[u()] + Po(t, $)E + wolb(+), a(-)](t), tels,T),

for some linear bounded operators @1(-,s) : % [s,T] — L§(s, T;R™), ®o(-,s) : LF (% R") — Li(s, T;R"),
and a linear map (b(-),0(-)) — @o[b(-).0(+)]. Consequently,

1

(4.2) J(s,&u() = 5| (Lau(),u()) + 2061, u() + v

for some

Vo : U|s,T) — %][s,T] is linear bounded and self-adjoint,
(43) (§7b()7a( (')ar(')hg) ! E1/’1(5,[)('),0'(-),q(~),r(-),g) is linear,
(1),9(),r(*), 9) = o = Po(&,0(-),0(-),q(-),7(-),g) is quadratic.

Clearly, when (£,0(-),0(-),q(-),r(-),9) =0,
(4.4) JO(s,0;u(-)) = %(‘I’W(')W('))-

From the above, we see that Problem (MF-LQ) is equivalent to the problem of minimizing quadratic func-
tional (4.2) in the Hilbert space % [s,T]. Therefore, the following lemma is very useful, which can be found
in Mou—Yong [21] (see also Sun—Yong [27]).

Lemma 4.2. Let J(s,&;u(-)) be defined by (4.2). If

4.5 inf J(s,&u(-)) > —o0,
(15) ol (5. ut)

for some (s,€) € 9, then
(4.6) Ty > 0.

If (4.6) holds, then there exists a a(-) € % [s,T] at which the map u(-) — J(s,& u(+)) achieves its minimum
if and only if

(4.7) U1 € Z(V2).

In this case, any u(-) € % [s,T) is a minimizer of u(-) — J(s.&;u(-)) if and only if 4(-) is a solution of the
following equation:

(4.8) Dy J(s,&u(+)) = Yot +1hy = 0,
12



where the left-hand side of the above is the Fréchet derivative of the map u(-) — J(s,&u()) at ().
Moreover,

(4.9) =Wy + (I - Wiy,

where \Ilg is the pseudo-inverse of Wy, and for some u € % [s,T). In this case, the value function is given by

1 1
(4.10) V(s,6) = 5 (Yo — (v, vn)),  VO(s,8) = =5 (Twn, ¥),
and consequently, for some constant Kqg > 0,
(4.11) [VO(s, ) < Ko, V(s,6) € 2.
Further, if U4 is injective, then @ is unique, and is given by
u=—U;"Y.

Note that condition (4.6) is equivalent to the convexity of u(-) — JO(s,&;u(+)), which is equivalent to
the convexity of u(-) = J(s,&; u(-)) for some & € L% (Q;R™), or, equivalently, for any & € L% (;R™). The
second part of the above lemma can also be stated as follows: Under condition (4.6), a control u(-) € % [s, T

is an open-loop optimal control if and only if (4.8) holds. Therefore, it suffices to determine D, J(s,&;u(-))
and to solve equation (4.8). The following result is for this goal.

Theorem 4.3. Let (H2.1) hold.

(i) If Problem (MF-LQ) is finite, then u(-) — J(s,&u(:)) is convex for some £ € L% (Q;R™) (or, for all
£ € L% (GR™)).

(ii) Suppose the map u(-) ~ J(s,&u(-)) is convex. Then a state-control pair (X(-),u(+)) is an op-
timal open-loop pair of Problem (MF-LQ) if and only if there exists a triple (Y(-),Z(-), Z™(-)) of F-
adapted /predictable processes so that the following BSDE is satisfied:

dY (t)=—|A@)TY () + A®t) " Ya(t)+C(t) T Z(t)+C(t) " Za(t)+Q(1) X (1) +Q(t) X2 (t)
(4.12) +SOTalt) + 5) Tas(t) + q(t) + q(t)] dt + Z(OdW () + ZM ($)dM (), te[s, T],
Y(T)=GX(T)+GXo(T)+g+3.

where Ya(-) = IIo[Y (+)], etc., and, in addition, the following stationarity condition holds:

B(t)"Y (t) + B(t)Ya(t) + D(t) T Z(t) + D(t) " Zs(t)

413
(419 +S(H)X (t) + S(t) Xo(t) + R(t)u(t) + R(t)ua(t) +r(t) +7(t) =0, a.e. t € [s,T)], as.

Note that BSDE (4.12) is driven by Brownian motion W (-) and martingale M(-), with the drift indepen-
dent of ZM(.). The above triple (Y (-), Z(-), ZM(-)) is called a predictable solution of BSDE (4.12). By the
martingale representation theorem, similar to the standard BSDE (driven by the Brownian motion only), one
can have the well-posedness of such a BSDE, as long as (X (-), 4(+)) and all the coefficients are given satisfying
(H2.1) (see [7]). We point out that both Z(-) and ZM(-) are merely F = F" vFM-adapted /predictable. The
above (ii) is essentially the Pontryagin type maximum principle. Since our problem is linear-quadratic, the
set of the conditions is not only necessary, but also sufficient. The proof of the above result is very similar

to a relevant result in Sun—Yong [27]. However, for readers’ convenience, we present a proof here.
Proof. (i) is obvious. We now prove (ii).

(ii) Let (X(-),a(-)) be a given open-loop optimal pair, and u(-) € % [s,T]. let

u () = al) +eu(), X°()=X(;8,&u"()).
13



Clearly,

Xo(t) — X(t)

2
— 0 —
- X (t)’ dt =0,

T
lim IE/
e—=0 s

where X0(-) is the solution to the following homogeneous system (the same as (1.4)):

(4.14)

Thus,

(4.15)

dX°(t) = (A(t)XO(t) + A)XI(t) + B(tu(t) + B(t)ug(t)) dt,
+(C(t)X°(t) + C()X0() + D(t)ult) + D(t)uz(t))dW(t), t> s,
X%s) =0,

1 E .
0<- [J(s,s;T u?()) = J (s & ()
5 [B [ (10X X% (X %)+ (@¥5.X5) - (QX o)
F2(SXE, uf) — 2(SX, @) + 2SXE, u5) — 2(S Xy, an)
+(Ru®,u®) — (Ru, u) + (Ruj, us) — (Rilg, Us2)
+2(q, X° = X) +2(g, X5 — Xa) + 20,0 — @) + 2(7, 0§ — 0a) ) dt
+HGX(T ) (1)) = (GX(T), X(T)) + (GX5(T)], X3(T)])
~(GX(T), a(T)) +2{g, X*(T) — X(T)) +2(g, X5(T) — Ka(T))]
- IE[/T ((QX,XO) +(QX2, XI) + (SX,u) + (SXY,4) + (SX2, uz) + (SXT, 1)
+(R, u) + (Rip, uz) + (g, X°) + (g, X9) + (r,u) + (7, u2>)dt
HGX(T), XOT)) + (G X2(T), X3(T)) + (g, X°(T)) + <§,X3>]
:]E[/T ((XO,QX+QX2+STﬁ+§Tﬁ2+q+q>+<u,SX+5X+Rﬁ+Rﬂg+r+F>)dt

HXO(T), GX(T) + GXa(T) + g+ 3)].

The above is true for all u(-) € #[t,T]. However, the above relation is not explicit enough since X°(-)
depends on u(+). Now, we would like to use duality to transform X°(-) directly in terms of u(-). To this end,
let (Y(-),Z(-),Z™(-)) be the predictable solution of BSDE (4.12) which we now write it in the following
compact form (with T'(-) being its drift term):

(4.16)

dY (t) = —T(t)dt + Z(t)dW (t) + ZM(t)dM (t),  t < [s,T),
Y(T)=Yr =GX(T)+ GXo(T) + g + §.

Using Itd’s formula, we have

Thus,

AXO(1), ¥ (1)) = [(AWXO(0) + A0 XS(0) + B(t)u(t) + B(t)ua(t), ¥ (1)
—(XO(0),T®) + (CH)X(0) + COXIE) + D(t)ult) + D(Byus(t), Z(1)] dt
HCWXO(t) + COXI(E) + Dbu(t) + D(t)us(t), ¥ (1) dW (1)

HXO(t), Z(8)dW (1) + (XO(t), ZM (1)) dM (1).

T
B[(X(2), Y)] =B [ [(A0X°() + A®XS(0) + BOut) + Be)ua(®),V (1)
—(X°®),T®) + (CHOX () + C{#)XI(t) + D(t)u(t) + D(t)ua(t), Z(t))} dt.
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Then (4.15) gives (suppressing t)

« € — <al- T
0 < 1im Z5&%0) J(s,&U()):E{/ (<XO,QX+QX2+ST1_L+ST’&2+Q+‘j>

e—0 g

+(u, SX + SXy + Ru+ R + 7 + f))dt H(XO(T), GX(T) + GXo(T) + g+ § — Y(T))}
T
+E / [(AXO 4 AXD + Bu + Bup,¥) — (X" 1) + (CX° + OX$ + Du+ Dus, Z)|de

- IE{ /T<<X°, QX+QXo+STu+S T ug4+q+G+A Y+ AT Yo+C T Z+C T Z, - T)
+{u,SX +SXs + Ri+ Ry +r+7+B 'Y+ B Yo+ D' Z + DTZQ>)dt
HXOT), GX(T) + GXa(T) + g+ g~ V(1)) }
—= | (Do (s, Exu(), wt
s
Here, we have used the definition of T, the terminal condition in (4.12) (or (4.16)), and
D, J(s,&u(-)) = SX + SEM[X] + Ru+ REM[a] +r+7+ B'Y + BEM[Y]+ D" Z + D'EM[Z].

Hence, D, J(s,&;a(+)) =0, i.e., the stationarity condition (4.13) holds.

Conversely, under the convexity condition of u(-) — J(s,&u(-)), if (X(-),a(-)) is a state-control pair,
and (Y(-), Z(-), ZM(-)) satisfy (4.12) such that (4.13), then it means that (4.8) holds. Hence, (X(-),a(-)) is
an open-loop optimal pair of Problem (MF-LQ). O

The state equation (1.3) and the adjoint equation (4.12), together with the stationarity condition (4.13),
can be put together as follows, called optimality system:

dX(t) = {A(t)X(t) + A(t)Xa2(t)] + B(t)u(t) + B(t)uz(t) + b(t)] dt,
+[CWX () + COTa(0] + DO + D(O)as(t) + o(®) | aW (1), ¢ € [s,T),
dY (t)=— [A(t)TY(t)+fl(t)T Yo(t)+C ()T Z(t)+C(t) T Zo(t)+Q(t) X () +Q(t) X2 (t)
()T a(t) 4+ q(t) + q(t)|dt + Z(@t)dW (t) + ZM (t)dM (t), te(s, T),
X(s)=¢  Y(T)=GX(T)+ GX2(T)+g+ 37,
Bt)"Y (t)+ B(t) " Ya(t) +
+S(H)X (1) + S(t) Xo(t) + R(t)u(t) + R(t)aa(t) +7(t) +7(t) =0, a.e. t € [s,T)], as.

(4.17)

We may rewrite the above into the following, according to the orthogonal decomposition, dropping the bars
in X1, etc. and suppressing ¢, which will have a simpler looking below.

dX, = (A1 X1 + Biug +by)dt + (C1 X1 + CoXo + Dyuy + Daug + 0)dW,  t € [s,T],
dXs = (AsXo + Bous + bo)dt,

A1 = —(A/ Y1 +C] Z1 + Q1 X1 + S] uy + qu)dt + ZdW + ZMdM, te[s,T),

dYy = —(Ag Yo + C) Zy + QX2 + Sy ug + qo)dt + Z3'dM,  te[s,T],

Xi(s) =&, Xao(s)=&, Yi(T)=GiXi(T)+ g1, Yo(T)=G2Xo(T)+ g2,
B;—Yi + DZTZi + 5 X;+Ru;+r; =0, ae tel[s,T], as. i=1,2.

(4.18)

Thus, Theorem 4.3 amounts to saying that u = u; 4 ug is an open-loop optimal control of Problem (MF-LQ)
if and only if the system (4.18) is solvable.
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Intuitively, it seems that we may further rewrite the above as two FBSDEs:

Xm = (Ale —+ Blul + bl)dt + (Cle + CQXQ + Dlul + D2U2 + U)dW7 te [S,T],
dYy = —(A Y1+ Cf Zy + Qi X1 + S wy + qu)dt + ZdW + Z"dM,  te[s, T),

(4.19)
Xi(s) =&, Yi(T) =G X (T) + g1,
BIYI + DIZI + S X1+ Ruy+r1 =0, ae te [S,T], a.s.,
and
dXy = (AQXQ + Bousg + bg)dt,
(4.20) dYs = —(Ag Yo + C3 Zy + Q2 Xo + Sy ug + qo)dt + Z3dM, tels, T,

Xo(s) =&, Yo(T) = G Xo(T) + g2,
B;—YQ + D;—ZQ + 53X5 + Roug + 12 =0, ae te€l[s,T], as.

However, these two FBSDEs are coupled: The first involves (X2, u2) in the diffusion, and the second contains
Z5 (in the drift) which can only be determined through the BSDE for (Y1, Y3, Z1, Z3).

The following corollary is for the homogeneous Problem (MF-LQ)°, which will be useful later.

Corollary 4.4. Let (H2.1) hold and u(-) = J%(s,&;u(-)) be convex. Then the 0 control is open-loop optimal
for the homogeneous Problem (MF-LQ)? if and only if the following system is solvable:

dX, = A1 Xqdt + (C1 X1 + Co Xo2)dW, t € [5,T),

dXo = Ay Xodt,  t€ s, T],

Ay, = —(A[ Y1 +C] Zy + Q1 X1)dt + ZdW + ZzMadM, te(s, T,
dYy = —(Ay Yo + Cy Zo + Qo Xo)dt + ZMdM, te[s,T),

Xi(s) =&, Xo(s) =&, Yi(T)=GiXa(T), Ya(T)=G2X2(T),
B'Y;+ D, Z;+ S;X; =0, ae. tec[sT], as. i=1,2.

(4.21)

Note that the above result only gives the equivalence between open-loop solvability of Problem (MF-LQ)
and that of the FBSDE (4.17) (or (4.18)). Therefore, the existence of an open-loop optimal control is not
guaranteed. We now introduce the following further condition.

(H4.1) There exists a § > 0 such that

T
(4.22) JO(s,05u(-)) = 6E/ lu(t)|?dt,  Yu(-) € %]s,T].

The above condition is equivalent to the uniform convexity of the map u(-) — J(s, & u(-)) for all (s,€) € 2,
which means Uy (see (4.3)) is (uniformly) positive definite on % [0,7]. Hence, by Lemma 4.2, one has the
following result.

Proposition 4.5. Under (H2.1) and (H4.1), Problem (MF-LQ) admits a unique open-loop optimal control.

Moreover, the open-loop optimal pair (X (-),u()) is determined by (4.17).

5 Closed-Loop Representation

We note that although (4.17) (or equivalently, (4.18)) characterizes the open-loop optimal control, it is not
practically feasible. Here is the reason: to determine the value @(t) of the open-loop optimal control ()
at the current time ¢, through the stationarity condition, say, under the invertibility condition of Rj(t)
and Ra(t), the values (Y (t),Z(t), ZM(t)) are needed; These values are determined by solving the BSDE
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(for (Y(-), Z(-), ZM(-))) with the terminal condition involving the future value X (7') of the optimal state
process; At current time ¢, the future value X (T') of the optimal state process X (-) is not available. Hence,
the open-loop optimal control @(-) cannot be practically constructed through the optimality system (4.17).
We now try to obtain a non-anticipating representation of the open-loop optimal control, without using
the future information of X(-). The main idea is inspired by the so-called invariant embedding (due to
Bellman—Kalaba—Wing [3]; see also Ma—Protter—Yong [17]). More precisely, we let

(5.1) Y(t) = Pi(t){X(t) —E[X ()]} + P.()E[X (£)] + n(2), te[s,T],

for some FM-progressively measurable S™-valued processes Py (-) and Ps(-), and F-progressively measurable
R™-process 1(-) = n1(-) @ n2(+), together with

(5.2) Gi1X1(T) + G2 Xo(T) + g1 + g2 = Y(T) = PiI(T) X1 (T) + Po(T) Xo(T) + m(T) + m2(T).

Hence, we may let (P;(-), AM(-)) be the predictable solution to the BSDEs (3.1), with I';(-) € L35, (s, T;S™)
undetermined and AM(-) € L2, (s, T;S™). We also let (n1(-),¢1(-), ¢ (+)), and (n2(-),¢3%(+)) be the pre-
dictable solutions of (3.2) and (3.3), respectively, with undetermined ~;(-) € L2, (s, T;R")*, and 7»(-) €
L2, (s, T;R™) (see (3.4) and (3.5)). For convenience, we may simply rewrite (5.1) as

(5.3) Y=PXi+PXo+m+mn, telsT]

or equivalently,

(5.4) Yi=PXy+m, telsT],

(55) }/72:P2X2+7727 te [S7T]7
Consequently, by (4.18) and (5.1),

—(ATY1 + C Z1 + Q1 X1 + ST ut + qu)dt + ZdW + ZMdM
= dY; = [[1X) + 71+ P (A Xy + Byug + by)]dt
(5.6) +[PL(C1X1 + C2Xs + Dyug + Daus + o) + G1|dW + (AY Xy + ¢)dM
= [(F1 + PiA)X1 +71 + PiBiuy + Plbl]dt
+(PLC1 X1 + PLCo X5 + PyDyuy + PyDyus + Pro + G )dW + (AY X1 + ¢)dM.
Then,
Z =P C1 X1+ PiCyXs + PiDyuy + Py Dous + Pio + (1,
ZM = A X, + ¢
This implies

Z; = PIC;X; + Py Dju; + Pyo; + 11;[(1], i=1,2.
Next,
(5.7) —(A3 Yz + C3 Zs + Qo Xz + S5 ug + q2)dt + Z3"' dM
= dYy = [[2X2 + 72 + Pa(A2 Xz + Baug + ba) ] dt + (A} X + ¢31)dM.
Hence,

Zy' = A Xo + G
The stationarity conditions read
0=BY;+ D, Zi + S;X; + Ryu; +r;
=B (P X; +n;) + D] (PLC;X; + PyDyu; + Pyoy + IL[G1]) + Si Xy + Riwg + 7
= (B} Pi+ D} P\C; + S;)X; + (R; + D} P.D;)u; + B]'n; + D I;[1] + D] Pyo; + 1
= Si(Pi, P1)X; + Ri(P1)wi + B'n; + D/ 1L[¢1] + D, Pio + 74,
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where see (3.7) for the definition of R;(P1) and S;(P;, P1). Now, by assuming the inclusion condition
(comparable with (3.9)):

i=1,2,
BiTm +D1THZ[<1] +D;FP10'Z' +7r; € %(Rz(Pl)),

(5.8)

which is true, in particular, if R;(P) is invertible, then
(59)  wj=—Ri(P)'[Si(Pi, P1)Xi+B i+ D L[]+ D] Proy+ri] + [I-Ri(P) Ry (P) iy i =1,2,

which is the same as (3.16). Next, by comparing the drift terms in (5.6), we have

0=A (PX;+n;) + C] (PIC;X; + PDju; + Pyo; + 1L[(1])

+QiXi + S ui + ¢ + (Ui + PiA) X; + PiByu; + Pibi 4+

= (s + PA; + Al P+ C PLICi + Qi) Xi + (PiB; + C P\D; + S u;
+yi + Al mp + CTIL[G] + Pibi + C Puoi + 4;

= (Ti+ Qi(P, P1)) X + Si(Pi, Py) "wi + i + Al i + G IL[G] + Pibi + Cf Puoi + g

= (i + Qi(Bi, P1)) Xi = Si(Py, Pr) T Ri(Py, P)T[Si(Py, P)Xi+ B i+ D, 1L[¢1]+ D Proi+7;]
+vi + A i + CMIL[G] + Pibi + Cf Pioi + q;

= [T+ Qi(Pi, P)=8i(P;, P1) T Ri(Pr, P)Si(P)] Xityi + Al i+ CT L [G+ Pibi+ G Proitai
=Si(Pi, P1)TRy(P)N (B i + DI IL[G] + DI Proy + 1),

where Q;(P;, P1) is defined by (3.7). Then, naturally, one should take
(5.10) Py = —(Q(P, P) = SiPL P RAPISI(P, P, =12,
and

(5.11) Vi = —(AiTm + C LG + Pib + C Pioy + q;
~Si(P.P)"Ri(P) (B mi + D IL[¢1] + D Pro; + m)>7 i=1,2.

Finally, (5.2) is implied by the following:
Combining the above, we obtain the following result.

Proposition 5.1. Suppose Problem (MF-LQ) admits an open-loop optimal control. Let the BSDREs (3.13)
admit predictable solutions (P;(-), AM(-)). Let (n1(-),1(-), M (+),m2(+), ¢ (+)) be the predictable solution of
(3.14). Then, the open-loop optimal control admits the closed-loop representation (3.16).

Clearly, (3.16) is a (current) state-feedback representation, which is non-anticipating, and in principle, is
practically realizable. Sometimes, we also call (3.16) a state-feedback control.

Note that (11(-),¢1(+), (M (), m2(-), (3 (-)) can be obtained off-line, which are used to handle the non-
homogeneous terms in the state equation and the linear weighting terms in the cost functional. For the

homOgeneOUS case (i'e" (b(-),a(-),q(-),cj(-),r(~),?(~),g,g) = 0)7 (771(),4:1(),wa()ﬂh()ag\/f()) = 0. For such
a case, (3.16) will have a much simpler form.

In this section, by decoupling the optimality system, an FBSDE, we have formally derived the BSDREs.
The method is clearly different from that in Section 3.
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6 Closed-Loop Solvability

From the previous section, we see that under proper conditions, open-loop optimal control admits a closed-
loop representation (or, of state-feedback form), which is non-anticipating. However, it is not clear if such a
state-feedback control is optimal within the class of the state feedback controls. This suggests us introduce
the so-called closed-loop solvability of the LQ problem. In this section, we are going to make this precise.

For any 0 < s < T < o0, recall

pa(s, T R™*™) = {@: [s, T]xQ—R™ ™ | ©(:) is FM-progressively measurable, esssup [|O(t,)|s < oo},
te[s,T)

and set

B[s,T] = Ls (s, T; R™ ™) x L%s (s, T; R™ ™) = L3 (s, T; R™*™)2,
Any element in ©[s,T] is denoted by O(-) = (©1(+),02(+)), and any (O(-),v(-)) € ©O[s,T] x %« |[s,T] is
called a closed-loop strategy. Note that both ©;(-) and O,(-) are FM-progressively measurable, whereas
v(-) = vi(") B va() is in X[s,T) = Liu (s, T;R™)* @ L2, (s, T;R™). Namely, va(-) is FM-progressively
measurable, and vy (-) is merely F-progressively measurable (not F*-measurable, unless it is zero).

For any closed-loop strategy (O(:),v(-)) = (©1(:),02(),v1(-),v2(+)) € B[s,T] x % [s,T), and any initial
pair (s,€) € 2, let
u(t) = [01() X1 (t) +v1(t)] © [O2(¢) Xa(t) + v2(t)]

Xi(t)

(6.1)
= (01(1), ©2(1)) (Xz(t)> +Hot) =OMX (1) +o(t),  telsT],

which is called an outcome of the closed-loop strategy (@(-),v(:)) corresponding to the initial pair (s, &),
where X (-) is the solution of the following closed-loop system: (see Appendix B)

(62) dX = (A?1X1+A‘;2X2+Blvl + Bovs + b) dt+ (Clele +CO2 X, + Dyvy + Dovs + 0) AW (1),
where the initial state X (s) = &, and (see (2.10))

(6.3) AD() = Ai() + Bi()04(),  CP () = Ci() + Di(1)8i(-), i=1,2.

Or, equivalently

dX, = (A?1X1+Blu1 + bg)dtJr (01@1)(1 +C92 X, + Dyvy + Dyvs + a)dW(t), te[s 1],
64 dXy = (A§2X2+ Bavs + b2>dt.

Note that all the coefficients are FM-adapted. The control u(-) defined by (6.1) is also called a state-feedback
control (which depends on the initial pair (s,&) through the state process). We further note that in (6.1),
O1(-) and O5(+) could be different. If they were the same, say, equal to some ©Og(-), then

(6.5) u(t) = Oo(t)X1(t) + O () Xa(t) + v(t) = Oo(H)X (1) + v(t).

We should distinguish the meaning of ©¢(¢)X (¢) on the right-hand of the above and that of ®(¢)X (t) on
the right-hand side of (6.1). Clearly, the class of feedback controls of form (6.1) is much larger than that of
the form (6.5). Such an idea is borrowed from Yong [35].

Correspondingly, (see Appendix B)

J(5,60(),v() == J(5,& O1() X1 (1) + O2(-) X2(-) + v())

= %E{ /ST [<Q?1X1,X1> + 20891 X1, 1) + (Ryvy, v1) + 2(¢9, X1) + 2(r1, 1)
HQD? Xy, Xo) + 20892 Xy, v2) + (Rova, v2) + 2(¢92, Xo) + 2(ra, wﬁ dt

(G X1 (T), X0 (T)) +2(g1, X1(T)) + (G2 Xo(T), Xo(T)) + 2<g27X2(T)>},
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where (see (2.13))

(6.7) QY (t) = Qi(t) (1) T Si(t) + Si(t) TO4(t) + ©i(t) " Ri(1)©i (1),
i S.

+ 0O
SPi(t) = Si(t) + Ri(1)Oi(t), @' (t) = qi(t) + ©:(t) Tri(t), 1=1,2.

In particular, for the homogenous case, one has

T

J9(s,£:0(), 0(-)) = %]E{/ (@9 X1, X1) +2(59 Xy v1) + (Ryvr, )
+(Q52 X2, Xa) + 2(S52 X5, v2) + (Ravs, vg)}dt
(G X (T), X1(T)) + (GoXo(T), XQ(T))},

Note that by taking ©1(-) = ©3(-) = 0, we recover the original state equation and cost functional (with
ui(+) = vi(-)-
We now introduce the following definition.

Definition 6.1. Problem (MF-LQ) is said to be (uniquely) closed-loop solvable at s € [0,T), if there exists
a (unique) pair (©,9(-)) € 8[s, T] x % [s,T] such that for any £ € L% (€ R"),

(6.9) J(5,60(),0()) < J(5,60(),0(),  V(O(),v() € Bs,T] x %|[s,T).

In this case, (©(-),9(+)) is called a (the) closed-loop optimal strategy. The corresponding state process X (-)
is called a (the) closed-loop optimal state process.

We emphasize that the closed-loop optimal strategy (©(-),o(-)) (if it exists) is independent of the initial
state € € L%Es (€; R™). This is the main feature of closed-loop optimal strategies which distinguishes it from
that of the open-loop open controls (see Sun—Yong [27]). We have the following simple result.

Proposition 6.2. (i) If (©(-),9(+)) is a closed-loop optimal strategy of Problem (MF-LQ). Then

which means any outcome of (©(-),%(-)) is an open-loop optimal control.

(i) If (©(-),v(")) € ©[s,T] x %|[s,T) such that any outcome of it is an open-loop optimal control of
(s,€) € 9, that is
J(Svg; 9()76()) = inf J(Sag;u('))7

u(-)€%[s,T]

then it must be a closed-loop optimal control.

(iii) Let Problem (MF-LQ) be closed-loop solvable at s € [0,T). Then for any s’ € (s,T), Problem
(MF-LQ) is closed-loop solvable at s'.

Proof. (i) For (s,£) € 2, by letting u(-) as (6.1), we see that it is an open-loop optimal control, which
means (6.10) or (6.9) holds.

(ii) For any (©(-),v(:)) € ©[s,T| x % |[s,T], and (s,£) € 2, let u(-) be the corresponding outcome. Then
by our condition,

TG00 = it J(s.&u()) < I & ul) < J(s.EO0). ().

Thus proves our conclusion.
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(iii) Let Problem (MF-LQ) be closed-loop solvable at s € [0,T) and s’ € (s,T). Then there exists a

closed-loop optimal strategy (©(-),u(+)). It is clear that the restriction (©(:) o T],v(') (s T]) of (©(-),s(+))
on [¢/,T) is a closed-loop optimal strategy of Problem (MF-LQ) at s'. O

Let us recall the following BSDRE (see (3.13))

(6.11) dPi(t) = —[Qi(P;, P1) — Si(P2, P1) "Ri(P)1S;(Py, P1)](¢)dt + AM ()dM (),  te[s,T],
' Pi(T) = Gy,
and the following BSDEs (see (3.14)):
dny(t) = —[A]m + C L [G] + Piby + Cf Pioy + ¢

—81(P1, P1) TRy (P1) 1 (B) i+ D I [G1]+ Dy Proy+r1)]dt + CdW (t) + (M dM (t),
(6.12) dna(t) = —[AJ n2 + C5 Ia[(1] + Pobs + C3 Proa + o

—85(Pa, Pr) " Ro(P1) T (By 2 + Dy Ta[G1] + Dy Proa +12)]dt + G5 dM (1),
m(T) = g1, n2(T) = ga.

From the previous sections, we see that under (H2.1), if the above equations have predictable solutions so
that the following conditions are satisfied:

(6.13) R (Si(Pi, 1)) € Z(Ri(P)), Ri(P1) =0,

and (recall (3.8))

(6.14) { r; = B+ D/ IL[G] + D) Proi + i € Z(Ri(P1)),

Ri(P)fry € L3y (5, T;R™)L,  Ro(P1)Try € L2u (s, T;R™),
then Problem (MF-LQ) has an open-loop optimal control which has a state-feedback representation:
(6.15) i; = —Ri(P)1Si(P;, P)X; — Ri(PL)r; + [I — Ri(P) Ri(P)|ps,  i=1,2,
for some ;. Now, if we define

0; = —Ri(P)'Si(P;, P1) + [I = Ri(P1)Ri(P1)]O0; € Lghi (s, T; R™*™),
(6.16) oy = —Ri(P)r1 +[T =R (P R1(P)]1 € L2 (5, T; R™),
Ty = —Ro(Py) 1y + [I — Ra(Py) R (P1)]6: € L (s, T; R™),
for some ©g; and 6;, then
i; = 0;X; + s, i=1,2.

This means that () is the outcome of (O(:),o(-)). Hence, by Proposition 6.2, (ii), we see that the closed-
loop strategy defined by (6.16) is a closed-loop optimal strategy (at s). The purpose of this section is to
show that the conditions imposed above are also necessary for Problem (MF-LQ) to be closed-loop solvable.
For convenience, we introduce the following notion.

Definition 6.3. Two pairs (P;(-), AM(:)) € Lg%, (s, T58™) x L2y (s, T;8™) (i = 1,2) are called a regular

predictable solution of BSDRE (6.11) if (the drift) P; e L3 (s, T;S™) and (6.13) holds, and (6.11) is satisfied
in the usual sense. In this case, the BSDRE (6.11) is sad to be regularly solvable. If, in addition, the following
holds:

(6.17) Ri(P) =61, i=1,2,

for some 6 > 0, then these pairs are called a strong regular predictable solution of (6.11). In this case, the
BSDRE (6.11) is said to be strongly reqularly solvable.
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We now present the main result of this section.

Theorem 6.4. Let (H2.1) hold. Problem (MF-LQ) is closed-loop solvable at s € [0,T) if and only if the
following hold:

(i) The BSDRE (6.11) admits a regular predictable solution (P;(-), A} (-)) € Lg%, (s, T;S™)x L2, (s, T; S™).

(ii) There exist processes (m1(-),¢1(), (M () € Lau (s, T;R™)* x LE(s, T;R™) x LIQFM(S,T;_R”)J- and
(12(:), 2" (-)) € LEu (s, T;R™) x L2y (s, T;R™) having properties (6.14), such that BSDEs (6.12) is satis-
fied on [s,T].

In this case, any closed-loop optimal strategy is given by (6.16). Moreover, (3.18) holds.

Proof. Sufficiency follows from Theorem 3.1, so is the representation of the value function (3.18), with a
little possible modification. Hence, we need only to prove the necessity. The proof is lengthy, and we split
it into a couple of steps.

Step 1. Solvability of BSDREs (6.11).
Let (©(-),(-)) be a closed-loop optimal strategy which satisfies, by definition,

(6.18) J(s,6, () = J(s,60(),0(-)) < J(5,&0(),0(),  Vo() € %[s,T],
where @(-) = 01(-) X1 (-)+O2(-) X2(-)+0(-), the outcome of the optimal strategy (0(-),(-)). Note that under
state feedback control u(-) = O1(+)X1(-) + O2(+)X2(:) + v(+), the state equation reads (taking ©;(-) = 0;(-)
in (6.4))

Xm = (Aléle + Blvl —+ bl)dt + (Cléle + 02@2X2 + Dlvl + DQU2 + U)dW(t)a
(6]—9) dXo = (A(2:)2X2 + By + bg)dt,

Xi(s) = &1, Xo(s) = &

Correspondingly, similar to (2.15). we have

T _ _ _
(6.20) = iE{/ {<Q?1X1,X1> +2(821 X1, 1) 4+ (Ryv1, v1) + 2(¢0", X1) + 2(r1,v1)

HQ9? Xa, Xs) + 2(822 X5, v) + (Rava, v2) + 2(¢97, Xa) + 2(r2,v2)}dt
+(G1 X1(T), X1(T)) +2{g1, X1(T)) + (G2 X2(T), X2(T)) + 2(g2, XZ(T)>}7

with Q?, and so on, defined by (6.7) (replacing © by ©). The above means that #(-) is an open-loop optimal
control of the problem with state equation (6.19) and the cost functional (6.20), and the optimal state process
is X (). Hence, from Theorem 4.3 and (4.18), we have the following (suppressing t):

dX1 = (AD' Xy + Byoy 4 by)dt + (CP Xy + C92 Xy + Dyvy + Doty + 0)dW, ¢ € [5,T),

dXy = (AS? Xy + Byt + by)dl,

dVi = —[(AS) TV + (CO)T Z1 + QP Xy + (S Toy + ¢P|dt + ZdW + ZMdM,  te s, T),
Yz = —[(A9*) Vo + (CS2)T Zy + Q92 X + (592) 0y + ¢2]dt + Z3TdM,  te[s, T),

Xi(s) =&, Xo(s) =& WN(T)=GX1(T)+ g1, Yao(T) = G2 Xo(T) + go,

BY; + D/ Z; + Sléif(i +Riv;+1r; =0, ae. tel[sT)], as, =12

(6.21)

Note that with the same (©(-), v(-)), the above admits a predictable solution (X,Y, Z, ZM) (which depends
on the initial state ¢). Hence, if we let (X°, Y0, Z0 (ZM)%) be the predictale solution of the above FBSDE
corresponding to & = 0, then

X =X _ X0 }A/:Y—YO, 222_20’ ZM:ZM_(ZM)()
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satisfies

dXy = AD X ydt + (CO1 Xy + €92 Xy0)dW,  t e [s,T),

dXy = AD* Xodt,  te[s,T),

4, = —[(AD)TY, + (CP)T Zy + Q9 X\ |dt + ZdW + ZMdM,  te[s, T,
Ay = —[(AS2) Vs + (C2)T Zy + Q92 X dt + Z)dM, te(s,T),

Xi(s) =&, Xa(s)=&, Yi(T)=GiXy(T), Ya(T)=G2X(T),

B:}A/Z +D;'—Z- + Szé’i)/(\'i =0, ae te][sT], as. i=1,2.

(6.22)

By Corollary 4.4, we know that 0 control is open-loop optimal for the homogeneous Problem (MF-LQ)°. We
note that for given & = & + &, the above decoupled FBSDE for (X (), Y (-), Z(:), ZM(-)) admits a unique
predictable solution, and the last stationarity conditions are satisfied (for the given ©(:) = (01(-), ©2(+))).
Next, we introduce the following linear BSDEs for S™-valued F™-predictable processes (P;(-), AM(-)) (i =
1,2):

(6.23) { dP; = —[PAD + (AP TP, + (CP)T POP* + Q] dt + AMaM,  tesT),

P(T) = G;.

These two BSDEs admit unique predictable solutions with P;(-), P;(-) € Lg5,(0,7;S™). Now, we define
Y =Y; +Y; by the following:

Y, =PX,; i=12
By It6’s formula, we have
dY) = d(P.X)) = [_ (PlA?l 4 (AOYT P 1 (CO)T PP 4 Q?l))?l + PlA?l)?l)} dt
+P(CO X, 4 C92 Xy)dW + AM X dM
- ((A?l)qu +(CONTPCO X + Q?l)?l)dt + (PLCO X, + PLCD* Xy)dW + AM X dM.
Thus, if we let N ) ) N
Z=PCP X, 4+ PCS* Xy,  ZM = AMX,.
Then by orthogonal decomposition,
leplC?l)A(l, Zg:PlC'Qéz)?g,

and
4y, = — ((A?l)Tffl (O Z, + Q?l)?l)dt + ZdW + ZMam.

Likewise,

dYs = d(Py X)) = {f <P2A2©2 +(A9) TR, + (€O T P,CO2 + Q?z))?z + PyAD2 X, dt + A XpdM
= —((A9)TV2 + (C9) 22 + Q9" o )dt + 23" dM,
with
zZM =AM X,.
Thus, (Y(-),Z(-),ZM(-)) is a predictable solution of the BSDE in (6.22) for (Y(-),Z(:), ZM(-)). By the

uniqueness, we obtain

Y=Y, =PX,, Zi=2;=PC%X,  ZM=27ZM=A\MX,
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Next, from the stationarity condition in (6.22), one has

0=B/Y;+ D] Z;+ 8% X, = (B P, + D] P,C® + §°)X,
=[BJB+DJP1@+&+(Ri+DIP1Di)@] [S( P) i(Pl)éi]f(“
tels,T], a

Since the above holds for all (s,€) € 2, by making use of Proposition 6.2 (iii), we have
(6.24) Si(Pi(t), Pu(t)) + Ri(P1(t))©i(t) =0, ae. t€[s,T], as

Consequently, we obtain the range inclusion conditions:

@(si (Pi(t),Pl(t))> - %’(Ri (Pl(t))),
and
0:(t) = —Ri(Pi(1))'Si (Bi(t), Pr(t)) + [T = Ri(PL() "Ri(Pu(£))] @0 (1),
for some ©;o(-). This results in (see Appendix B)

PA% 4+ (AT P4 (CON)TPCO + Q% = Qi(P;, Py) — Si(P,, P)Ri(P) 1 Si(Py, Py),

and

B T
(6:25)  J°(5,0(),0()) = E{(Pi(s)¢1,&1) + (Pa(s)62, €2) + / [(Ra(PL)ur, 1) + (Ra(Py)va, va) | dt .

Now, by the optimality of control 0 for the homogeneous Problem (MF-LQ)?, we must have the nonnegativity
of R;(P) i.e., (3.9) holds. Then (P;(-), AM(-)) is a regular predictable solution of Riccati differential equations
(6.11).

Step 2. Solvability of BSDEs (6.12).

Set
ni(t) = Yi(t) — Pi(t)X(t),  tels,T], i=1,2.

By Ito’s formula, we have

dni () = = [(AP) Y1 4+ (CP)T Zy + Q9 Xy + (S€) Ty + ¢ )dt + ZaW + ZM M
+(PAP + (A TP+ (CP)TRICY + QP ) Xudt — AY X1dM
—P(AD X, + Bty + by)dt — P (C1 Xy + CD* Xy + D1y + Doty + 0)dW
= (AP = LX) + (CO)T (2 = PCPX0) + ((SP)T + PuB)or + ¢ + Piby )t
+(Z ~ PO X, + CO2 Xy + Dyoy + Doty + a))dW + (Z{” — AY X )dM
= *((A?I)Tm + (C?I)T[Hl[ﬁ] + PiD10y + Piog] + ((Slél)T + P1B1)171 + q?l + P1b1)dt
+CdW + Mam
—((AP) T+ (CP)TIL[G] + [PLBy + (CF)TPLDy + (SP) o + 68 + Puby + (C§) T Puony ) d
+CdW + Mam
—(ATm + CTIL[G] + (PuB1 + CT Dy + ST )o1 + qu + Piby + CY Pron )t
—6] (B! m + D] L[] + D{ PyDy0y + Raty + 11 + Dy Pyoy)dt + (idW + (M dM,
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where
(6.26) G =2-P(CO' X, +C*Xo + D1y + Doty +0), (M =2ZM_AMX,.
Likewise,
dna(t) = ~[(A5*) V2 + (CF*)T 2o + Q5 X + (59%) 0 + 45 ]di + 2} dM
+[(A92)T Py + P AD? + (C92)T PLCS? + Q9] Xadt + MY XodM — Py(AS? Xy + Bavy + by)dt
( (A9)T (Vs — PyXo) 4+ (C92)T(Zy — PLOD2X) + [(S92)T + PyBa)ia + Paby + q?z)dt
+(ZM — AY Xy)dMm
= —((A9") T + (C£*)T(L[G1] + LD + Pro) + [(S§)T + PaBala + Paba + 68 ) dt + (3" dM
=- [A;W + Oy (I13[¢1] 4+ P1 D20 + Pyog) 4 (PaBy + Sy ) + Paby + ¢o
O, (Ban + D] (I[¢1] + D3 Pi Dy + Dy Pyog) + Rtz + rz)] dt + (3" dM
- [A;ng + CJ I[C)] + (PoBs + CJ PyDy + S Yoo + C Pios + Pabs + s
A (BQTle + Dy sG] + (Rz + Dy P1Ds)ts + Dy Pios + T2)}dt +GldM

Note that
B/ n; + D] 1L,[C1] + (R; + D] P\D;)v; + D, Pio; +r;

(6.27) = B (Y; - P.X;) + D] [Z; - P.CY X, — PLDyv; — Pio] + (R P1Di)5i+DiTP1ow+m
=BY;+ D] Z; + S2*Xi + Riv; + 7 — [Si(P) T + Ri(P é]

The first term is 0 because of the stationary condition (see (6.21), line 5) and the second term is 0 because
of (6.24). Hence, the above calculation yields that

dy = —(Ale + CTIL[G] + Piby + Cf Proy + a1 + Sl(Pl)T'El)dt + GdW + ¢ aM,
and
d’r]g(t) = —(A;T}Q + CQTHQ[Cl] + Pgbg + C;Plo'g + q2 + SQ(PQ)Tl_}Q)dt + CQIVIdM

On the other hand,

OZB;E+D;Zi+S?iXi+Ri@i+Ti
=B (n; + P,X;) + D, (Hi[Cl] + PlciéiXi + D;v; + Ui)) + S?i)_(i + Riv; + 1y
— (B P+ D] P.C® + %)X, + B/ n; + D/ TL[¢\] + D] Pio; +r1 + (R, + D] PD,)v,
= B n; + DJIL[G1] + D] Pio; + i + Ri(P1)7;.

Thus the conclusion in (6.14) follows and the equation in (6.12) hold. This proves this step. O

We should point out that the similar problem with constant coefficients was studied in Li-Sun-Yong
([16]). A different method was used in proving the necessity. That method seems to be difficult to extend
here.

In above theorem, we characterized the existence of an optimal closed-loop strategy in terms of the regular
solvability of the BSDREs. The natural question is to ask when those BSDREs admit regular solutions? For
the open-loop optimal control case, (H4.1) is adopted for the existence (and uniqueness) of the open-loop
optimal control. We expect that such an assumption (together with (H2.1)) also ensures the existence of a
closed-loop optimal strategy. This will be established in the next section.
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7 Strongly Regular Solvability of BSDREs

We begin this section with the following lemma.

Lemma 7.1. Let (H2.1) hold. Then for any (01(-),02(:)) € B[s, T], there exist unique predictable solutions
(P, AM) € L3, (s,T;S™) x L2y (s, T;S™) to the following BSDEs

APi(t) = = (PAD + (AP)T P (CP)TAC +QP ) dt + AM (1)aM (1),

P,(T) =G,

(7.1)

where A® and C® are defined by (6.3). Moreover, for any v1(-) @ va(-) € % s, T], we have
7 K3
0( 161,625 01, 02,01, v9) = JO(Saflafza 01X1 +v1,02X5 + v2)

(7.2 - ZE[ 8)Ei, &) + /ST ((Ri(Pl)vi,vi) +2((Si(Py, Py) +Ri(P1)®i)Xio,vi>>dt}.

Further, if, in addition, (H4.1) holds, then
(7.3) Ri(Pr) > 01, P, > —K,, a.s. a.e. t€[s,T], i=1,2,
where 6 > 0 can be taken the same as that in (4.22) and Ky > 0 can be taken as that in (4.11).

Proof. Note that (7.1) is a linear BSDE driven by a cadlag martingale with bounded coefficients, under
(H2.1) and for any ©(-) = (01(-),05(-)) € B[s,T]. Thus, the existence and uniqueness of the predictable
solution can be seen from [7]. Moreover, P; and P, are bounded almost surely and almost everywhere
t € [s,T]. Now, for the given (©1(-),02(+)) € ©[s, T| and any (v1(-),v2(+)) € % |[s,T], applying Itd’s formula
(see (A.5) and (6.25)), we have (7.2).

Further, let (4.22) hold additionally. Setting (£1,&) = (0,0), and denoting (X°(-), X5°°(-)) the state
corresponding to the homogeneous state equation under (©(-),v(-)), using (7.2), we get

Z&]E/ (X2 (t) + vy(8))2dt < JO(s,0,0; 0, X% + 01,0, X530 + )

= Z]E/ ( (P, v;) + 2((S:(Py, Py) + Ri(Pl)@i)Xio’O(t),vi))dt.
Hence,

2 T
Z]E/ ((Ra(Pr) = 8Dyws,v0) + 2([Si( Py, Pr) + (Ra(Py) = SO X0 (2), v3) )t
Z OE / (196 XP0) + wi(B)2 + a2 — 200 XP(8) + wi(8), vi(8)) ) dt

—Zan«:/ ®X20(t)|2dt >0

Further, for t € [s,T], h > 0 and any vy,vs € L%_-t (5 R™), setting vy (r) = vily i1p)(r), v2(r) = Vol 4 yn) (1),
we know

dEM[X%0(r)] = (A?l(r)E,M[Xf»O(r)] + By ()il ) (r))dr, rcls,T),
(7.4) dXS’O(r) = (A;92 (’I“)XS’O(’I“) + Ba(r)valp i1 (r))dr, r € [s,T),

XV0s) =0, X9%(s) = 0.
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Then,

0, r € s, t),
Eﬂ/[ [X?’O(r)] = rA(t+h)
@1(7')/ Oy (1) By (T)ndr, re€[t, T,
t
0, r € s, ),
X0(r) = rA(+HR)
(I)Q(T’)-/ @2(T)71B2(T)V2d7', re [t,T],
t
where
dd;(r) = AP (r)®;(r)dr, @,(s) = I.
Consequently,
2

t+h
Z]E/t [<(Ri(P1) — 6Dy, v3) + 2([Si(Pi, P1) + (Ri(Py) — 61)0,) X0 (1), uﬂdr
i=1 , h
— Z/t ]E{«Ri(Pl) — 8D wi, i) + 2([Si(Py, Py) + (Ri(Py) — 61)O;JEM [ X20(r)], V¢>}d7“

2 t+h T
:Z/t E|:<('R,1(P1) —5I)Vi,Vi> +2<[SZ(P”P1)—|—(R1(P1) —(51)@1](131(7“)[ (I)i(T)_lBiVidT, VZ>:|d7“>O
Noting that

t+h T t+h pr
‘IE/ [2([Si(Pi7P1) +(Ri(Py) — 51)92»]@(7«)/ o,(r)" ! Bivdr, m}dr( < K/ / drdr < Kh?,
t t t Jt
for some constant K > 0. Therefore, dividing the above by h and letting h — 0, we get
E[(Ri(P)(®) — 6T)wi )| 20, te[sT), i=12,

which implies (7.3). Moreover, by (4.11), for any (s,&) € 2, we have

2

—KoB(|&1]* + [62*) < VO(s,€1,6) < J%(5,€1,62:0,0) = > E(Pi(5)&, &)

i=1
Therefore, P; > —Kj. O
With the above preparations, we now present the following crucial result.

Lemma 7.2. Let (H2.1) hold, Then (H4.1) hold if and only if BSDRE (3.13) admits a strongly regular
solution.

Proof. Sufficiency. Let (P;(-), AM(-)) € L3 (s, T;S™) x L2, (s,T;S™) be a strongly regular solution of
(3.13). Thus, there exists a 6 > 0 such that

Ri(Py) =461, a.s.,a.e te[s,T], i=1,2.

Let
(@1,@2) = (—Rl(Pl)_181<P1,P1), —RQ(Pl)_lsg(PQ,Pl)) € @[S,T].

For any u(-) = u1(:) + ua(-) € s, T, let

vi() =wi(-) —©:;()X)°(),  i=1.2,
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Then, by Lemma 7.1 and Lemma 2.3 in [23], we have (noting &; + & = 0)
J(5,0,0;u1(-), u2(-)) = J°(s,0,0; ©1,02,v1, v)
2 T
i=1 s
2 T T
= ZE/ <RZ(P1)(UZ — @iX?’O),ui — @Z‘X?70>dt 2 5’}/E/ UU1|2 + |UQ|2]dt
i=1 s s
for some v > 0. This proves the uniform convexity of J%(s,0,0;u;(-), u2(+)), namely, (H4.1).

Necessity. Suppose (H4.1) holds. We consider the following sequence of BSDREs parameterized by
k=1,2,---,

(7.6) { dPf(t) = =T Y(PF, Pl)dt + AM dM,  t € [s,T),
PH(T) = G,
where
(2.7 P, R = Pa? (a0 TR e ) TR QP
with Q?f_l being defined by (6.7) and

(7 8) 9? = 07
' OFp .= —(R; + D] P*D;)"Y(B P¥ + D] PFC; + S;) = R;(PF)~'S,(PF, PF).

By Lemma 7.1, when ©% = 0, (7.6) admits a unique predictable solution (P},Aiw’l) € L3 (0,T58") x
LIQFM (0,T;S™), and

(7.9) Ri(P}) > 01, P!> —KoI, a.s., ae. t€[s,T]

?

with §, Ky > 0. Once (Pik_l,A?/I’k_l) (i = 1,2) is determined, we clearly have

7

o = —Ry(P) 1Sy (PF, P) € I (s, TR,
O = ~Ra(PY) ™' So(Pf, P) € Lk (s, TsR™ ™), B

Using Lemma 7.1, by induction, we can get a predictable solution (Pi’C , Af\/[k) to the BSDEs so that

(7.10) Ri(PF)>6I,  as., ae tc[s,T], k>1.

Next, we shall show the convergence of the sequence {(PF(-), Ayk(), OF(-))}i»1. To this end, we observe

k—1 k—1
TEN (P, P = PRATT + (A"

K3

k—1
ol
K2

VRl e

= pikAi@i“ i (A?f)TPik n (C??)Tplkci@,’f +Q?§
e R T
_(PikAl@? i (AZQ?)TPZ]@ n (Ci(—)?)TPIJCC;—)f +Q1@f>i|

=Ti(PF,PY) + 11,
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where

—1 k—1 kE—1 k—1 k—1
Yk = TE-1(PF, PF) — TH(PF, PF) = (P’fAl + (A% )TPF 4 (CP )TPFCY QY )

—(PRATT + (A7) TPE 4+ (CP) TR 4 QP
= (07 ) (B Pf + D] P{Ci + ;) + (PfB; + C/ Pf Dy + §7)0; ' + (01 )" (R + D Py D;)©;
~ (65T (BT PF + DT PEC; + 5;) + (PEBi + C] PED; + 57)61 + (08)T (Rs + D] PE D)0}
= (01 7)TSi + 87O 4 (OF ) TR0 — ((04) 7S + STel + (0) TR0}
= (OF '+ RIS TR(OF L+ RIS — (OF + R7IS) TRi(OF + RS
= (O L RIIS)TRI(OF T+ RIS >0
Here, we have used the definition of ©F (see (7.8)). We thus have proved
U;~H(Pf, PY) = TF(Pf, PY).

Now, comparing (7.6) with the following

711) {dP’““(t) TP PR g AMRUN e [T,

PMYT) = G,
Since
PE-1(PF, PE) — TR(PFY PRty = vk L TR(PE PE) — TE(PEFL PR+
= TE 4 (P — PP AT 4 (49T (PE - PEYY 4 (2T (P — PR P,

we see that ]31’€ =PF - Pf“, /A\ZMk = AlM’k - Afw’kﬂ satisfies the following linear BSDE:

APl = —(PEAYT + (A7) TBE +(CF") T PECEY 4+ )de + R,
ﬁzk(T) = Oa
with YF > 0. Then we obtain

PE@t)— P )= PF(t) =0, k>1.

(3

Hence, one has

—KoI < PF(t) < PHt), k>1.
Since P}(-) is uniformly bounded, so are the whole sequences { P*(-)}x>1 (i = 1,2). Then by their monotonic-
ity and the dominated convergence theorem, we have the convergence of PF(-) to some P;(-) almost surely,
almost everywhere on Q x [s,7T] and in the space L2, (s, T;S"). On the other hand, we have R;(Pf) > 61

uniformly for every k > 1. Thus, by the convergence of PF(-) and the definition of ©%(-), we must have

k—o0

Clearly (©1(-),02()) € B[s,T]. Finally, it is routine that

T 2
E/ IAME () — AMK (1) 2d(M E‘/ AME @) = AMK ¢ ))dM‘
:E‘/T (rh=t (Pt Py -1 —1(3’€',P{<’))dt‘ .

The right-hand side goes to zero as k, k’ — oo since PF(-) is Cauchy in the right space. Therefore, Afwk()
converges to some AM (). The proof is complete. O

We now present the following corollary.
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Corollary 7.3. Let (H2.1) and (H4.1) hold. Then, Problem (MF-LQ) is closed-loop solvable.

Proof. Under our assumptions, according to Lemma 7.2, we know that (6.11) admits a unique strongly
regular solution (Py(-), AM (%)), (Pa(-), AY(-)) such that (7.3) holds, which implies (i), (i) in Theorem 6.4 is
true. Therefore, Problem (MF-LQ)rt is closed-loop solvable. O

8 Concluding Remarks

In the paper, we have studied linear quadratic optimal control problems for a mean-field stochastic differential
equations whose coefficients are adapted to another independent martingale. To deal with the mean-field
terms involved, an orthogonal projection is introduced which leads to a new linear optimal control problem
on the product of two orthogonal spaces. We begin with the classical approach of completing the square
to the LQ problem, which leads to the backward stochastic differential Riccati equation (BSDRE) formally.
However, in doing this, it is vague about the relationship among the three key notions: The existence of
optimal control, the Pontryagin type maximum principle, and the Riccati equation. Inspired by the works of
Sun—Yong ([27, 28], which discussed the constant coefficient cases), we look at the open-loop and closed-loop
solvability of Problem (MF-LQ) and fully characterize them. Finally, we end up with the result that the
uniform convexity of the cost functional implies both the open-loop and closed-loop solvability of Problem
(MF-LQ).

A Some Lemmas

Lemma A.1. If £ is Fs-measurable and integrable, then

(A1) ENE =EME,  Vtxs
Consequently,
(A.2) Ey'[€) = EM[g).

Proof. Set t > s. Since F" and FM are independent, for any I' € FM, we have
(A.3) Elr|F] = E[1r| 7Y v FY] = E[1r| 7).

Then noting that E[1p|FM] is FM-measurable and by setting 7 = E[¢|FM], we have

E[ytr| = E[E[721r| = B[E(ElgFM)1r | 7))
= E[E[¢|FMELr|7Y)| = E[E(¢ELr|FY) | FM)] =E[6ELrlZM)]  (by (A3)

= E[¢E[Lr|7]| = E[Elelr|R)] = Efgrl.

Since 7 is FM-measurable as well, which is also F-measurable, by the definition of conditional expectation,
we have ) = EM[¢]. Then (A.1) holds and (A.2) also follows. O

Lemma A.2. Suppose that
(Y,Y,€) € LE(0, T;R") x LF(0, T; R¥) x L§(0, T;R"),
(P, P,¢) € Lgh (0, T; RMF) x L5, (0, T R¥*¥) x L2y (0, T; R¥F)

and )
(Y,Y,£,C) € L2(0,T;R*) x LE(0, T; RF) x L(0,T;RF) x L2 (0, T;R¥)
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satisfy _
dY =Ydt + £dW,, dP = Pdt + (dM, and dY = Ydt + EdW, + CdM,.

Then for t € [s,T] a.e., we have

(A4) E(Y (1), Y (t)) — E(Y(s),Y (s)) = IE/ (Y, Y)+ (Y, 17> + (€, &)dr,
and
(A.5) E(P(t)Y (t),Y (t)) —E(P(s)Y (s),Y(s)) = E / (PY,Y) + (PY,Y) + (PY,Y) + (P¢,€)dr.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we only show the case for k = 1. Let f) : R — R be twice continuously
differentiable such that fa(y) =y for [y[ <A, fa(y) = A+1for [y| > A+ 1 and [f{(-)], |f"()| are bounded
uniformly in A. Then applying It6’s formula on ¢ — (f\(Y:), Y:), we have

A W), V(1) = [ROTT + T+ LR0E + 7 (v)edlar

AT @)COAM(E) + [ O)EDY () + S (Y (D))EDIAW ().

By the selection of fy, all the local martingales in above equation turn out be martingales. Therefore we
have

B(A(Y(0).F (1) - BGE G)T () = [ (ROFT +F0Y + 3 H0E + 5(1)eddr

Letting A — oo, by dominant convergence theorem, (A.4) holds. The proof for (A.5) is similar. O

B Some Lengthy Calculations

In this appendix, we would like to carry out some lengthy and routine calculations, for the convenience of
the readers. To be general enough, let us take

{ ui(t) = 01(1) X1(t) + v1(t),

(B.1)
uz(t) = O2(t) X2(t) + va(t),

telsT],
where
0i(-) € L (s, T;R™ ™), wi(:) € Liae (s, T;R™) ™, wa(:) € Liae (s, T; R™).

Under (B.1), our state equation (1.3) reads

aX = {A(X + X3) + AXp + B(O1X1 + 03Xs + vy + v3) + B(O2Xz + vz) + b pat
+{C(X1 + Xo) + OXa + D(O1X1 + 02X + 01 + v2) + D(O2Xs + v) + o}dW(t)
(B.2) = {(A +BO1)X, + [A+ A+ (B+ B)Os) Xy + Buy + (B+ B)vs + b}dt
+{(C +DO1)X; + [C+ C+ (D + D)O3] X5 + Dvy + (D + D)vg + a}dW(t)

= (A?1X1+A§2X2+Bl’l]1 + Bovg + b)dt+ (C?le + 0262X2 + Dyvy + Dovg + U)dW(t),

where the initial state X (s) = ¢, and

A(t), Ci(t)=C@1), Cy(t)=C(t)+C(t),

(B.3) { Ai(t) = A(t),  As(t) = At) "
B(t), Di(t)=D(t), Ds(t)= D(t)+ D(t),



and
(B.4) ADH() = Ai(t) + Bi(1)04(t),  CYM (1) = Cilt) + Ds(1)©(1), i =1,2.
Applying II =TI, to (B.2), we can get an equation for X5. Then by noticing X; = X — X5, we obtain an

equation for X;. Thus, the state equation can be equivalently written as:

dX1 = (A" X1 + Bivy + by)dt + (CY Xy + C52 X + Dyvy + Davg + 0)dW (t),
(B.5)

dXy = (AS? Xy + Bavy + by)dL.

Correspondingly, the cost functional reads

J(5,£0(),v() = J(5,&01() X1 (1) + O2() X2(-) +v(-))

- %]E{ /ST [<QX, X) + 2(SX, 01 X1 + 02X +0) + (R(O1X1 + 02Xz + v), 01 X1 + O2X5 + )
+H{QX2, Xo) +2(SX2, 02X + v3) + (R(O2X5 + v3), 02X + v2)
12(q, X) + 2(3, Xa) + 2(r, 01X, + OsXo +v) + 2(F, 0 X5 + v2>] dt
HGX(T), X (T)) + (GX2(T), Xo(T)) +2(g, X (T)) + 2<§,X2(T)>}

1 T
= i]E{/ [<QX1,X1> +(QX2, Xo) + 2(SX1,0: X1 + v1) +2(5X5,0: X5 + v2)

+<R(@1X1 + ’U1)7 60X + ’U1> + <R(@2X2 + 1)2), 05X, + 1)2> + <QX27X2>
+2<SX2, O X5 + 122> + <R(@2X2 + U2)a O2 X3 + U2> + 2<Q17 X1> + 2<H2[Q]7 X2>
+2(q, X2) +2(r1, 01X +v1) + 2(IL2[r], ©2 X5 + v2) + 2(7, O2 X2 + va) | dt

HGXLT), X1(T)) + (G + G)Xa(T), Xo(T)) + 2{g1, Xa(T)) + 2Talg] + g, X2(T)) }

1 T
— §]E{ / [((Q +0;S5+5"0, +0] RO)X 1, X)) +2((S+ RO1) X1, v1) + (Rvi, v1)
+2<(J1 + @ITl,X1> + 2<7”1,’l}1> + 2<H2[q] + (j—f— @;(HQ[T] + F),X2> + 2<H2[7‘] =+ F, UQ)
+HQR+Q+60](S+8)+(S+5)"0:+0, (R+ RO X5, X5)
+2([(S + 5) + (R + R)Os] Xo, va) + (R + R)vwzﬂdt
HGX1(T), X1(T)) + (G + G) Xa(T), Xo(T)) + 2(g, X1 (T)) + 2(T2[g] + g,Xz(T)>}

1 T
= iE{/ |:<Q(191X1,X1> + 2<S?1X1,U1> + <R1U1,U1> + 2<Q?1,X1> + 2<T17U1>
+<Q2@2X27X2> + 2<52@2X2,’U2> + <R2’U2,’02> + 2(q2@2,X2> + 2<T2,U2>:|dt
+(G1X1(T), X1 (T)) +2(g1, X1(T)) + (G2 Xo(T), Xo(T)) + 2<927X2(T)>}7

where

=Q)+Q(t), Si(t)=5(t), Sa(t)=S5(t)+5(),

: () R(t) + R(1),

t), a2(t) =1ILa[g](t) +q(t), ri(t) =IL[r](t), ra(t) =Ia[r](t) +7(¢),
2=G+G, g1=T[g], go=Th[g]+3g,

(B.7)

and
(B.8) QY1 (1) = Qi(t) + 0;(1) TSi(t) + Si(t) TOi(t) + ©4(t) " Ri(1)Oi (),
SPi(t) = Si(t) + Ri(1)Os(t), @ (t) = qi(t) + O:(t) Tri(t).
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In particular, for the homogenous case, one has

1

T0(s,6:©(),0()) = fIE{ /T [<Q@1X1 X1) + 20891 X1, 01) + (Ryvy, v1)
'S 9 2 ) 1 ) 1 ) ]

(B.9) +(Q92 X5, Xo) + 2(592 X5, va) + (1%2112,@2)}&

G X1 (T), X1(T)) + (G2 Xa(T), Xa(T)) }.

Note that by taking ©1(-) = ©3(-) = 0, we recover the original state equation and cost functional (with
ui() = vi(+))-
Next, let (P;(+),AM(-)) be the predictable solution to the following BSDEs:

() =T, M
(B.10) { dP;(t) = Ti(t)dt + A (£)dM (t),

P(T) =G,
for some undetermined I'y(+), Ta(-) € L2y (s, T5S™). Let (n1(-), G(-), ¢ (-),m2(+), (37 (+)) be the predictable
solution to the following:
di (t) =y (t)dt + () dW (8) + G ()M (8),
(B.11) dnz(t) = v2(t)dt + T (t)dM (2),
m(T)=g1,  n(T) = g2,

(
(

for some undermined v, () € L2, (s, T;R™)*, and 72(+) € L2, (s, T;R™). Then, by It6’s formula (suppressing
t),
d(Ple) = |:F1X1 + Pl(Ale + Blul + bl)i| dt + Pl(chl + CQXQ + D1u1 + DQUQ + o1+ O'Q)dW
+AY X dM.
Thus,

d(P X1, X1) = [(Fle + P1(A1 X1 + Biuy +b1), X1) + (P X1, A1 X1 + Byug + by)
+<P1(01X1 + CQXQ + D1U1 + D2u2 -+ 01 -+ 0'2), Cle -+ CQXQ -+ D1u1 -+ DQ’LLQ -+ g1 -+ O'2>:|dt
+{- YW + {--- }dM,

where {---} stands for something which are irrelevant below. Also,

d(m,X1) = {(’71,X1> + (m, A1 X1 + Biug + b1) + (G, C1 X1 + CoXo + Dyug + Doug + 01 + 02>}dt
S }dW (- YdM.

Consequently,
E[(G1 X1 (1), X (T) + 2(gr, Xa(T))| = E[(P(T) X (T), Xa(T)) +20m (T), X,(T)|

= E{(Pu(s)61,€1) + 20m(s), 1) + / ' [((Py+ Prs + A P+ O POy X, X0)
+(C) PyCyXo, Xo) + 2((B] P + D] PyC1)X1,u1) + 2(Dg PiCyXo, us)
+(D{ PiDyuy,uy) + (Dy Py Daus, us)
+2(P1by + C1TP101 + 7+ Ale + C’lTﬂl[Cl], X1) + 2<C2TP102 + C;HQ[C1]7X2>
+2(D] Pioy + B my + DT [C1], ur) + 2(Dg Pioy + D3 T,[¢], us)
+(Pyo1,01) + (P02, 02) + 2(n1,b1) + 2(I11[(1], 1) + 2(I2[(4], 02>} dt},
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Likewise, which is a little different,
E[(G2Xa(T), Xa(T)) +2(g2, Xa(T)| = E[(B(T)Xa(T), X (T)) +2012(T), Xa(T))]
T
— E{(Pa(s)6a: &) + 20m(5). &) + [ [{(T2+ Pada + AT P2)Xa, Xa)

+2<B;—P2X2, U2> + 2<P2b2 + Y2 + A;—’I]Q, X2> -+ 2<B;—’I]2, ’LL2> + 2<’I727 bg>:| dt.

Hence,
J(57£17§2;u1(')7u2(')) = J(S7£7u())
1 T
=5 ;E[/S (<QiXiin>+2<SiXiaUi>+<Riuiaui> + 2{(qi, X;) + 2(r, ui>>dt
HGXH(T), Xi(T)) + 2{gi, Xi(T))]
12
= 3 Y E{(P(s)¢i, &) + 20mi(5). &)
i1
T
+/ [<(Fi+IDiAi+AZ‘TPi+C¢TP10i+Qi)Xi7Xz'>+2<(BZ‘TPi+D;rPICi+Si)XiaUz’>
B.12
(B.12) +((Ri + D] PLD;)ug, uz) + 2(y; + Al mi + C T[] + Pib; + C Proi + g3, X3)
+2(B; n; + D] IL;[¢1] + D/ Pioy + 73, u;)
2015, b5) + 2L (G, o) + (Pro, 00) |t |
12
= 5 Y E{(Pils)€i, &) + 20m(5), &)
i1
T
+ {([Fz + Qi(P;, P1)]| X, Xi) + 2(Si(Py, P) X + 14, u;) + (Ri(Pr)us, uw;)
+2(vi + di, Xi) + 2(n;, b;) + 2(IL[G1], 04) + <P10'i70'i>}dt}7
where
(B.13) ai = Al i + C TL[G] + Pibs + C; Pyoy + g, i=1.2.
r; = B/ n; + D] L,[¢1] + D Pyo; + 7.

Now, for any ©(-) = (01(-).02(+)), by the same calculation with (4;, C;, Q;, S;) replaced by (Ai@i , C’O ,Ql ) S, 94,
and u;(-) replaced by v;(-), only for the homogeneous case (thus, X; becomes X?), one has

J%(s,&0(),v(-))
T
(B.14) fZE{ $)€i.61) / [(Ti + PAS + (AP) T P(CP)TRCE +QP) X, XD)
+2((B] P + D] PICY" + S2)X0,v3) + (R + DI PiDi)v;, vi) | dt .
Thus, if we choose
(B.15) Ty = = (PAP + (AP) TR+ (CO)TRCP+Q),  i=1,2,

i.e., equation (B.10) reads

(B.16) { dh(t) = ’(PiAiei + (A?i)T}DijL(Ciei)TPlCi@i+Q?i)dt +AM()dM (1),

P(T) =G,
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then

(B.17)

J0(s 6'@(-) v(-)

T
= ZE{ §)6ir &) + 2/ ((B] P+ DI PLCP + S2)X0,03) + {(Rs + D] PiDyJoi,vi)] dt }

- ZE{ $)Ei, &) + 2/T<[5i(pi) + Ri(P)OIXY, ) + (Ri(Py)us, vi)|dt |

Further, if we can further achieve

(B.18) 0= B, P+ D/ P,C? + 89" = S;(P,) + Ri(P)0;, i=1,2,
then

1< T
(B.19) JO(5,&0O(),v()) = B ;E{<Pi(5)§i7§z’> +/S <Ri(P1)vi;Ui>dt}'

We see that (B.18) means

Z(Si(P,)) € Z(Ri(P1)),
0, = —Ri(Pl)TSi(PZ‘) + [I — Ri(Pl)TRi(Pl)] Oo;, 1 =1,2.

for some Og;. This then implies

PAY + (A9 P (CP) T PO +QY

= Pi(Ai + Bi©;) + (A; + B;©;) " Pi+(Ci + D;0;) " Pi(Ci + D;0;)+Q; + ©/ S; + S 0, + 6] R;©;

= P A+A] P+ C PiCi4+Qi+(P,B;+C; PiD;+ S )0, 40, (B P,+D; P.C;+5;)+0] (R;+D, P.D,)®;
= Qi(P) + Si(P) 01+ O] 8i(P) + O;Ri(P1)0; = Qi(P;) — Si(P)Ri(Py) Si(P).

Hence, (B.16) further becomes BSDRE (3.13). This means if (P;(-), AM(-)) is a predictable solution of (3.13)
(with the range condition), then (B.19) holds.
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