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Abstract: This paper is concerned with the closed-loop solvability of one kind of linear-
quadratic Stackelberg stochastic differential game, where the coefficients are deterministic. The
notion of the closed-loop solvability is introduced, which require to be independent of the initial
state. The follower’s problem is solved first, and the closed-loop optimal strategy is character-
ized by a Riccati equation, together with an adapted solution to a linear backward stochastic
differential equation. Then the necessary conditions of the existence of the leader’s nonantici-
pating closed-loop optimal strategy is obtained via a system of cross-coupled Riccati equations.

The sufficiency is open since the completion-of-square method is invalid.
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1 Introduction

Let us first introduce some notations which will be used throughout the paper.

Let T > 0 be a finite time duration. Let R™*™ be the set of all (n x m) matrices, S™ be the
set of all (n x n) symmetric matrices. For a Banach space H (for example, H = R™ R"*™ §"),
let LP(0,T;H) (1 < p < 00) be the space of all H-valued functions which are LP-integrable on
[0,T], and C([0,T]; H) be the space of all H-valued continuous functions on [0, 7.

Let (Q, F,F,P) be a completed filtered probability space on which a standard one-dimensional
Brownian motion W = {W(¢);0 < ¢t < oo} is defined, where F = {F;}+>¢ is natural filtration of
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W augmented by all the P-null sets in /. We denote
L% (O H) = {§ : Q — H|¢ is Fi-measurable, E|¢|? < oo}, t e (0,7,

LA(0,T; H) = {X() ([0, T] xQ— H ‘ X (+) is F-progressively measurable,

E/OT X (s)%ds < oo}.

We consider the following controlled linear stochastic differential equation (SDE for short):

da*"2(s) = [A(s)z""2(s) + Bi(s)ui(s) + Ba(s)ua(s)]ds
+ C(s)z "2 (s)dW (s), s € [0,T], (1.1)

2 (0) =z,

where = € R" is the given initial state, A(-), Bi(-), Ba2(:),C(-) are given deterministic matrix-
valued functions of proper dimensions. In the above, x%:"2(-) is the state process with values in
R™, and uq(-), us(+) are control processes with values in R™ and R™2, taken by the two players

in the games, labeled 1 and 2, respectively. We introcuce the following Hilbert space:

U;[0,T7) = {ul :[0,T] x Q@ — R™ | w;(-) is F-progressively measurable,
(1.2)

T
E/ lui(s)|?ds < oo}, i=1,2.
0

The control processes ui(-) € U1[0,T] and ua(-) € Us[0,T] are called adimissible controls.
Under some mild conditions on the coefficients, for any (z,u1(-),u2(-)) € R™ x Up[0,T] x
Us[0,T), there exists a unique (strong) solution z“1“2(-) € L%(0,T;R") to (II)). Thus, we can

define the cost functionals for the players as follows: For ¢ = 1,2,

T
Ji(xyug (+),ue()) = E{/ {<Qi(s)x“1’“2(s),x“l’“2(3)> + <R,~(s)u,~(s),ui(s)>}dt
0 (1.3)
+ (Gt aten ()

where Q;(-), R;(-) are deterministic matrix-valued functions of proper dimensions with Q;(-)" =
Q:(+), Ri()T = Ri(-), and G; is a symmetric matrix.

In our Stackelberg game framework, Player 1 is the follower and Player 2 is the leader. For
any choice ug(-) € Usz[0,T] of Player 2 and a fixed initial state z € R™, Player 1 would like
to choose a @y(+) € U1[0,T] so that Jy(z;a1(-),u2(:)) is the minimum of Jy(x;uq(+), us(-)) over
u1(-) € U1[0,T]. Knowing Player 1 would take such an optimal control @;(-), Player 2 would
like to choose a @z () € U2[0,T] to minimize Jo(x;a;(+), uz(-)) over ug(-) € Us[0,T]. We refer to

such a problem as a linear quadratic (LQ for short) Stackelberg stochastic differential game.



In a more rigorous way, Player 1 wants to find a map 4y : U2[0,7] x R™ — U;[0,T] and
Player 2 want to find a us(-) € Us]0,T] such that

J1 (w5t [ug, 2](+), ua () = . (.)Iélbiln[o . Ji(wsur(),uz(v)),  Vua(-) € Uz[0,T7,
PR (1.4)
Jo(@; w1 [ag, 2] (-), G () = W(_)Igbigw Jo (5 01 [uz, 2](+), ua(-)).

If the above pair (@[, z](+), a2 (-)) exists, we refer to it as an open-loop solution to the above LQ
Stackelberg stochastic differential game, for x € R™.

The theory of Stackelberg game can be traced back to Stackelberg [16], who put forward
the Stackelberg game and the concept of Stackelberg solution in static competitive economics
with a hierarchical structure. Simann and Cruz [I7] studied the multi-stages and dynamic LQ
Stackelberg differential games, where feedback Stackelberg solutions are introduced. Castanon
and Athans [5] considered feedback Stackelberg strategies for two person linear multistage games
with quadratic performance criteria and noisy measurements and gave a explicit solutions when
the information sets are nested in a stochastic case. Bagar and Selbuz [4] considered the closed-
loop Stackelberg solution to a class of LQ two-person nonzero sum differential games. Bagchi and
Bagar [I] investigated the LQ stochastic Stackelberg differential game, where the diffusion term
of the state equation does not contain the state and control variables. Yong [28] extended the
LQ stochastic Stackelberg differential game to random and state-control dependent coefficients,
and obtained the feedback representation of the open-loop solution via some stochastic Riccati
equations. In the past decades, there have been a great deal of works on this issue, for jump
diffusions see Oksendal et al. [15], Moon [I1], for different information structures see Bagar and
Olsder [3], Bensoussan et al. [2], for time-delayed systems see Xu and Zhang [27], Xu et al. [26],
for mean field’s type models related with multiple followers and large populations see Mukaidani
and Xu [I4], Moon and Basar [12], Li and Yu [10], Lin et al. [7], Wang and Zhang [25], for
partial /asymmetric/overlapping information see Shi et al. [I8| [19] 20], for backward stochastic
systems see Du and Wu [6], Zheng and Shi [30], for time-inconsistent case see Moon and Yang
[13].

Our interest in this paper lies in the closed-loop solution or the closed-loop solvability for
the above LQ Stackelberg stochastic differential game. To our best knowledge, this topic has
not been studied in the literature yet. However, the closed-loop solution for (LQ) Stackelberg
stochastic differential game are mentioned but not addressed in [28] and [2]. In 2014, Sun and
Yong [22] introduce the notions of open-loop and closed-loop solvabilities for an LQ stochastic
optimal control problem, which is a special case when only one player/controller is considered for
open-loop and closed-loop saddle points for an LQ two-person zero-sum stochastic differential
game. Sun et al. [2I] further gives more detailed characterizations of the closed-loop solvability
for the LQ stochastic optimal control problem. Sun and Yong [24] is devoted to the open-loop

and closed-loop Nash equilibria for an LQ two-person nonzero-sum stochastic differential game.



The existence of an optimal closed-loop strategy for an LQ mean-field optimal control problem is
studied in Li et al. [§]. Sun and Yong [23] obtained the equivalence of open-loop and closed-loop
solvabilities for the LQ stochastic optimal control problem in an infinite horizon. Very recently,
Li et al. [9] extended the previous results to LQ mean-field two-person zero-sum and nonzero
sum stochastic differential games in an infinite horizon.

In this paper, we first solve the follower’s problem, and his closed-loop optimal strategy
is characterized by a Riccati equation, together with the adapted solution to a linear back-
ward stochastic differential equation (BSDE for short). Then we solve the leader’s problem,
whose state equation is a forward-backward stochastic differential equation (FBSDE for short).
We introduce the definition of the closed-loop solvability of the leader’s problem. Necessary
conditions for the nonanticipating closed-loop optimal strategy of the leader are given, via a
cross-coupled Riccati equation system. The sufficiency is open since the completion-of-square
method is invalid.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 gives some preliminaries, to introduce
the closed-loop solution to the LQ Stackelberg stochastic differential game. Section 3 is devoted
to solve the problem of the follower. The sufficient and necessary conditions for the closed-loop
solvability of the follower’s problem are given. In Section 4, necessary conditions for the closed-
loop solvability of the leader’s problem is given. Finally, in Section 5 some concluding remarks

are given.

2 Preliminaries
First of all, we recall the open-loop and closed-loop solvabilities for the LQ stochastic optimal
control problem (see [21], for example). Consider the linear state equation
dX"(s) = [A(s)X"(s) + B(s)u(s) + b(s)]ds
+ [C(s)X"(s) + D(s)u(s) + o(s)]|dW (s), s€[0,T], (2.1)
X“0) =,

and the quadratic cost functional:

J(z;u(-) = E{(GX“(T),X“(T)>

TS ) OO )0 e e

We adopt the following assumptions.
(S1) The coefficients of the state equation (2.1]) satisfy the following:

A(-) € LN0,T;R™™), B(-) € L*(0,T;R™™), b(-) € L§(Q L'(0, T3 R™)),
C(-) € L*(0,T;R™™), D(-) € L®(0, T;R™™), o(-) € LE(0, T; R")



(S2) The weighting coefficients of the cost functional (2.2)) satisfy the following:
Q() € L'(0,T;8"), S() € L*(0,T;R™™), R() € L*(0,T;8™), G €™

Under (S1) and (S2), for any z € R™ and u(-) € U[0,T] = LZ(0,T;R™), the state equation
2I) admits a unique strong solution X“(-) € L%(0,7;R™) and the cost functional (Z2) is
well-defined. Therefore, the following problem is meaningful.

Problem (SLQ). For any initial state z € R”, find a u(-) € U[0,T] such that

Jasa() = it J(au() = V). (2.3)

Any a(-) € U[0,T] satisfying (2.3)) is called an open-loop optimal control of Problem (SLQ) for
z, the corresponding X (-) = X%(-) is called an open-loop optimal state process and (X (-),(-))
is called an open-loop optimal pair. V(-) is called the value function of Problem (SLQ).

Definition 2.1. Let z € R™. If there exists a (unique) u(-) € U[0,T] such that (2:3) holds, then
we say that Problem (SLQ) is (uniquely) open-loop solvable at x. If Problem (SLQ) is (uniquely)
open-loop solvable for every x € R™, then we say that Problem (SLQ) is (uniquely) open-loop
solvable.

The following result is concerned with open-loop solvability of Problem (SLQ), whose proof
can be found in [21] (see also [22]).

Proposition 2.1. Let (S1)-(S2) hold. For an initial state x € R™, a state-control pair (X (-), u(-))
is an open-loop optimal pair of Problem (SLQ) if and only if the following hold:
(i) The stationarity condition holds:

B(s)'Y(s) 4+ D(s)" Z(s) + S(s)X(s) + R(s)u(s) =0, a.e. s €[0,T], P-a.s., (2.4)
where (Y (+), Z(-)) € L4(0,T;R™) x LZ(0,T;R™) is the solution to the following BSDE:

dY(s) = —[A(S)TY(SHC(S)TZ(SHQ( )X (s) +S(s) "a(s)]ds

_|_
/-\
N
=
D
~
0
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=
—~
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N

Y(T) = GX'(T)
(i) The map u(-) — J(0;u(-)) is convex.

Next, take ©(-) € L?(0,T;R™") = Q[0,7T] and v(-) € U[0,T]. For any x € R", let us
consider the following linear equation:

ax®(s) = { [A(s) + B(s)0(s)| XO(s) + B(s)o(s) + b(s) }ds

+{[C(s) + D()0(5)] XO(5) + D(s)o(s) + o(s) bW (s), s €[0,7),  (26)
X9v0) =z,



which admits a unique solution X®(-) € L2(0,T;R"), depending on the O(-) and v(-). The
above equation (2.6)) is called a closed-loop system of the original state equation (2.1)) under a
closed-loop strategy (O(-),v(+)). We point out that (©(-),v(+)) is independent of the initial state
x € R™. With the above solution X®(.), we define

J(;0()X7?() +v()) = E{<GX@’”(T), XOU(T))

L0830 Gt ) (s e

and recall the following definition.

Definition 2.2. A pair (0(:),9(+)) € Q[0,T] xU[0,T) is called a closed-loop optimal strategy of
Problem (SLQ) if

Vo € R™, Y(O(),v(-)) € Q[0,T] x U[0,T]. (2.8)

If there exists a (unique) pair (O(:),9(:)) € Q[0,T] x U[0,T] such that (2.8) holds, we say that
Problem (SLQ) is (uniquely) closed-loop solvable.

We emphasize that the pair (6(-),(+)) is required to be independent of the initial state

x € R™. The following results about some equivalent definitions is also from [21].

Proposition 2.2. Let (S1)-(S2) hold and (6(-),v(-)) € Q[0,T] x U[0,T]. Then the following
statements are equivalent:

(i) (©(-),8(+)) is a closed-loop optimal strategy of Problem (SLQ).

(ii) For any x € R™ and v(-) € U[0,T],

J(2;0(-)X®7() +9(-)) < J(2;0() XV () + (). (2.9)
(iii) For any x € R™ and u(-) € U[0,T],

J(z;0() X9 () +0() < J(a;ul-)). (2.10)

From the above result, we see that if (©(-),9(+)) is a closed-loop optimal strategy of Problem
(SLQ), then for any fixed initial state x € R™, (2.I0]) implies that the outcome

() = 6(-)X®7() +o() € U[0,T]

is an open-loop optimal control of Problem (SLQ) for x. Therefore, for Problem (SLQ), the
closed-loop solvability implies the open-loop solvability for any = € R"™.



We now return to our LQ Stackelberg stochastic differential game (LI)—(L4). We denote
L2(0, T; R™*") = Q,]0,T) for i = 1,2.
First, for any ua(-) € Up[0,T7], take ©1(-) € Q1[0,T] and vy(-) € U[0,T]. For any = € R",

let us consider the following linear equation:

dz®1viuz (g) = { [A(s) + Bi(5)01(s)] 292 () + By (s)va (s) + 32(8)U2(s)}ds
+ C(s)z®rv1u2(5)dW (s), s € [0,T], (2.11)

2 O1,v1,u2 (0) = x,

which admits a unique solution z®1*142(.) € L2(0,T;R"), depending on the ©1(-) and vy (-).
The above is called a closed-loop system of the original state equation (1) under the closed-loop
strategy (©1(+),v1(+)) of the follower. We point out that (©1(-),v1(+)) is independent of the initial

state 2. With the above solution 2911:42(.), we define
T (501 ()22 () oy (1), ua () = E{<G1$91’”1’“2 (T), 2®1*42(T))

T
+ /0 [< [Q1(5) + O] (5)Ra(5)O1(s)] @142 (s5), 291712 (s) ) (2.12)
+ 2<R1(8)@1(8)gj@1,v1,u2 (s),v1 (s)> + <R1(S)U1 (8),’01(8)>ds}
and introduce the following notion.

Definition 2.3. A quadruple (©1(-),v1(+),02(+),v2(+)) € 1[0, T] x U1 [0, T] x Q2[0,T] x U[0, T]
is called a (unique) closed-loop solution to our LQ Stackelberg stochastic differential game, if
(i) For any x € R™ and given us(-) € Us[0,T), Player 1 could find two maps: ©1 : Us[0,T] —
Q1[0,T] and v : Us]0, T] — U1[0,T] such that

Ji(@; ©1[uz) ()22 (-) + 01 [uz] (), ua () < Ji(a; ©1 [ug) ()@ l2horlez v () oo fus] (), ua (),

)
V01 : 1[0, T] = Qi[0,T], v1 : U0, T] = 140, T,
(2.13)
where T2(-) = 2©O1lu2], o1 [uliuz ().

(ii) There exist a (unique) pair (O2(+),v2(+)) € Q2[0,T] x Us[0, T such that

J2 (25 01[02F + 2] (-)Z(+) + 1027 + 02](+), O2(-)Z(+) + Da(+))
< Jo(;01[022%%72 + 0] ()22 () + 01[022%%2 + ] (+), O ()22 () + v2(1)),  (2.14)

V(O2(-),v2(+)) € @2[0,T] x Us[0, TT,
©2:02(.) with £92v2() being the solution to the closed-loop system under the closed-

where T(-) = T
(O2(),v2(+)) of the leader.

loop strategy



Remark 2.1. We can easily obtain the equation for £92:%2(-) in the above definition, by sub-
stituting us () with Oo(-)2922(-) 4+ vy(+) in (Z11), noting the dependence of ©1(-) and v1(-) on
(©2(+),v2(+)). We will give the details in Section 4, when dealing with the problem of the leader.
Moreover, we point out that Definition is different from (1.4), which is one of the main

contribution of this paper.

3 LQ problem of the follower

Let us introduce the following assumptions, which will be in force throughout this paper.
(H1) The coefficients of the state equation (LI]) satisfy the following;:

A(-) € LY0, T;R™™), B;(-) € L*(0, T;R™ ™), C(-) € L*(0, T;R™ ™), i =1,2.
(H2) The weighting coefficients in the cost functional (L3) satisfy the following:
Qi(-) € L'(0,T;S™), Ri(-) € L>=(0,T;S™) is invertible, G; € S", i=1,2.

Problem (SLQ);. For any x € R", and given us(-) € Up[0,T7], find @ (-) = w1(-;2,u2) €
U1[0,T] such that

Ji(z;a(+), uz()) = u1(.)glbi}11[07T]J1($;u1('),u2(')) = Vi(z). (3.1)

It is worth noting that both the open-loop optimal control u;(-) and the value function Vi (-)
of the follower depends on the choice of the leader.

First, using the idea of Proposition 2.1l we are able to obtain the following result.

Proposition 3.1. Let (H1)-(H2) hold. For a given x € R™ and us(-) € U2[0,T], a state-control
pair (z%2(-),u1(+)) is an open-loop optimal pair of Problem (SLQ)s if and only if the following
holds:

B1(s)"5(s) + Ri(s)a1(s) =0, a.e. s €[0,T], P-a.s., (3.2)

where (§(-), 2(+)) € LE(0,T;R™) x L2(0,T;R™) is the solution to the following BSDE:

{dgj(s) = —[A(s)"g(s) + C(s) " 2(s) + Q1(s)z*2(s)]ds + Z(s)dW (s), s € [0,T], 53
y(T) = Gz"*(T),
and the following convexity condition holds:
T
E{/O [<Q1(S)xo(s),mo(s)> + <R1(s)u1(s),u1(s)>}dt »

+ <G1$0(T),$0(T)>} >0, Vui(-) €U4]0,T],



where zo(-) € LA(0,T;R™) is the solution to the following SDE:

{dwo(t) = [A(s)zo(t) + Bi(s)ui(s)]ds + C(s)zo(s)dW(s), s € [0,T], (3.5)

Zo (0) =0.
Next, take ©1(-) € ©1[0,7] and vi(-) € U4[0,T]. For any = € R™ and wua(-) € U2[0,T7, let
us consider the closed-loop system (2.I1) and the corresponding cost functional (2.12]). The
following result characterizes the closed-loop solvability of Problem (SLQ);.

We will omit some time variables for simplicity, if there is no ambiguity.

Theorem 3.1. Let (H1)-(H2) hold. Then for given x € R™ and us(-) € Us]0,T], Problem
(SLQ)s admits a closed-loop optimal strategy if and only if the following Riccati equation admits
a solution P'(-) € C([0,T];S™):

P'+ P'A4+ ATP' + CTP'C — P'BiR{'BI P! + @, =0,
PY(T) = Gy, (3.6)

R1 = 0, a.e.,

and the following BSDE admits a solution (n“2(-),(*2(-)) € L(0,T;R™) x LZ(0,T;R™):

{ dnl’uz _ _{ [AT _ PlBlRlelT] nl,uz + C«T{l,uz + PlBQ’LLQ}dS + CLudeV, (3 7)

n""2(T) = 0.

In this case, the closed-loop optimal strategy (©1(-),v1(-)) of Problem (SLQ)s admits the follow-

ing representation:

{ 0, = —R{'Bf P!, (3.5

o1 = —Ry B phve.

Further, the value function Vi(-) is given by

T
Vi(z) = E{<P1(O)m,x> +2(n""2(0), z) +/0 [2<771’u2,32u2> - |(R1_1)%B1Tn1’“2‘2] ds}. (3.9)

The proof here is similar to that in [21], 22], but for the sake of the integrity of the article,
we still give the proof.

Proof. We first prove the necessity. Given ua(-) € Us[0,T]. Let (©1(:),v1(-)) € ©1[0,T] x
U1[0,T] be a closed-loop optimal strategy of Problem (SLQ)¢. Then, by Proposition 2.2] ©:(-)

is an open-loop optimal control of the following L.Q problem:

dzO1vru2 (s) = { [A(s) + B1(8)@1(8)]$él’v1’u2 (s) + Bi(s)vi(s) + B2(s)u2(s)}ds
+ C(s)x® w2 (5)dW (s), s € [0,T],

$é1,v1,u2(0) =z,



A

T — _ = —
Ji(zsv1(), u2()) = E{ /0 [( [Q1(5) + ©7 (s)R1(5)O1(s)] 2712 (), 20142 (s) )

+ 2(R1(5)01(5) 2917142 (5), 01 (5)) + (Ri(s)v1(s), Ul(s)>] ds + GOz (T, 0101 (T)>}.
Hence, by Proposition 1] for any € R™, the following FBSDE admits a solution triple
(@2(-),g2(-), 22 (-)) € Lg(0,T5R"™) x LE(0,T5R"™) x L(0, T3 R™):

dz"? = {(A + Blél)_u2 + Biv1 + BQUQ}dS + Cz*2dW,
dguz = —{(A + Blél)T ThelEs CT 7' + (Ql + @IRlél)i‘uz + @IRlﬁl}dS + ZuzdI/V,
z(0) = =z, g (T) = G122 (T),

3.10
with z%2(-) = #91:%1%2(.) and the following stationarity condition holds: .
Bl 7% + R1©17"? + R151 =0, a.e., P-a.s. (3.11)
Making use of (3.11]), we may rewrite the BSDE in (3.10]) as follows:
dy*> = —{(A+ B161)'§"> + CT2"* + (Q1 + ©{ R101)3" + 6] Ryv1 }ds + 22dW
= —{AT§" + CT2"2 + Q17" + O] (B} §"2 + R1617" + Ryv1) }ds + 2“2dW
= _{ATg“2 +CTzv 4 leuz}ds + zdW.
Thus, we obtain
dz"? = {(A + B1©1)z"? + B10 + Baug }ds + Cz"2dW,
dy*> = —{ATg" + CTz" + Q17" }ds + 2"2dW, (312)

" (0) =, guz (T) = Gljuz (T)v
B;rguz + R16122 + R15; =0, a.e., P-a.s.

Since the above admits a solution for each x € R®, and (©1(-),v1(+)) is independent of z, by
subtraction solutions corresponding x and 0, the later from the former, we see that for any
z € R", the following FBSDE admits an adapted solution (z(-),y(),2(:)) € LZ(0,T;R™) x
L2(0,T;R™) x L2(0,T; R™):

dx(s) = {[ (s) + B1(s)01(s) ] S }ds—i—C ) (s)dW (s),

dy(s) = —{AT( y(s) + CT(s)z(s) + Q1(s (s)}ds + z(s)dW, s € [0,T], (3.13)
z(0) = y(T) = Grz(T),

BlT(S)y( ) + R1(5)01(s)x(s) =0, a.e.s€[0,T], P-a.s.

Now, we let

dX(s) = {[A(s) + B1(s)01(s)]|X(s) }ds + C(s)X(s)dW (s), s € [0,T],
X(O) — In><n7

10



and let

dY(s) = —{AT(s)Y(s) + C T (s)Z(s) + Q1(s)X(s) }ds + Z(s)dW, s € [0,T],
{ Y(T') = G X(T).
Clearly, X(+), Y(-), Z(-) are all well-defined S™-matrix valued processes. Further,
B[ (5)Y(s) + Ri1(5)©1(s)X(s) =0, a.e.s € [0,T], P-a.s. (3.14)
And X(-)~! exists, which satisfies the following equation:

{dX_l(s) = X‘l(s){C2(s) — [A(s) + Bl(s)(:)l(s)] }ds — X‘l(s)C(s)dW(s), s €[0,T7,

X7H0) = Lnxn.
(3.15)
We define
PI()2Y()X()™,  I()2Z()X()

Then (B.14)) implies

B/ P'4+ R0, =0, ae., P-as., (3.16)
and thus (since R; is invertible)

©, = —-R{'B/ P!, ae., P-as. (3.17)

Also, by Ito’s formula, we get

dP' = dYX ' =dY - X' + YadX ' +dY - dX!
={ - [ATP' +CTII' + Q1] + P'[C? — A — B16] — I'C}ds + (II' — P'C)dW.

Let A =II' — P'C, then

dP' ={ - ATP' - C'II' - Q; — AC — P*'A— P'B,©, }ds + AdW
= —{P'A+ATP' + AC+CTA+C"P'C+ Q1 + P'B16:}ds + AdW,

and PY(T) = Gi. Thus, (P'(-),A(-)) is an adapted solution to a BSDE with deterministic

coefficients. Hence, P!(-) is deterministic and A(-) = 0 which means

! = ple. (3.18)
Therefore,
P4 P A+ AP+ CTPIC+ P'B1O, +Q =0. (3.19)
Using (B.17), (319) can be written as
0=P' +ATP' + PA+C"P'C - P'BR{'B] P! + Q. (3.20)
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Thus, we obtain the Riccati equation in (3:6]). To determine v (-), we define

nl,uz é guz _ Plju2, Cl,uz é Zuz _ PlchZ.

Then, noting (3.12), (B.17) and [B.20)), we get

dn'v2 = dy*2 — P'z¥2ds — P'dz"?

={-ATg" —CTz" — Q17"2 + A" P'z" + P'Az*> + C'T P'Cz™
— P'B\R{'B) P'7*2 + Q7"2 — P'Az"* — P'B,0,7"
— P'Byv; — P'Byug}ds + (22 — P'Cz"?)dW

_ { _ AT(nl,ug +Pljuz) _ CT(Cl,ug _|_P10ju2) 4+ AT plgue
+CTPICz" — P'ByR{'B] P'z"2 + P'B,R;'B] P'z*
— P'By9; — P'Byus}ds + (22 — P'Cz"?)dW

= —{ATptvz 4 T2 4 PYB Gy + P Bous bds + ¢H"2dW.

According to ([BI1]), we have

0= B;r?juz + Rléli'uz + R111

(3.21)
= B (n""2 + P'3“2) — RyR{'B P'7" + Rty = B{ n""2 + Ry%;.

Thus, we have o1 = —R; ' B 2. Consequently, (n42(-),(1%2(.)) satisfies the BSDE (B.7).
To prove Ry > 0, as well as the sufficiency, we take any v1(-) € 1[0, 7], and let 291v1:42(.)

be the corresponding state process. Then, by It6’s formula, we have
Ji(@; ©1(-)2% 1 () 01 (), ua(4) = (@i (), uz ()

_ _ T _ _
— E{<G1l‘®1’vl’u2 (T)’x®1,v1,u2 (T)> +/ [<Q1x®1,v1,u2’$®1,v1,u2> + <R11~L1,Z~L1>]d8}
0

- E{“ﬂ(o)wa z) +2(n"2(0), )

T (3.22)

+/ |:<P1B1R1_1BP—P1$@1,ULU2 + PlBlﬂl + Pleuz’x@Ll}l,ug>
0

+ <P1;1;@1,v1,u2, Biug + Bgu2> + <R1ﬂ1, Z~L1> + 2<P1B1R1_1B;r7717u2,$61’U17u2>

— 2<PlBgu2, l‘él’vl’u2> + 2<771’u2, Blﬂl + BgU2>:| ds}

12



According to (316 and (21)), we have B P! = —R;0; and B n"“? = —R1v;. Thus,
B3 0132 () 1), a() = B (P00 ) + 2(02(0),)
T ) , _
+ / [<R1@13§91’v1’u2, @1x®1,v1,uz> — 2<R1@1l‘®1’v1’u2,ﬂ1> + <R12~L1, Z~L1>
0

+ 2<R1é1xél’v1’u2,@1> + 2<7]1’u2, BQU2> - 2<R1?71, ﬁ1>] dS}
T (3.23)
= E{(Pl(O)x,x> +2(n""2(0), z) +/0 [2(7}1’“2,B2uz> — \(Rl—l)%BlTnWﬂ ds}

T _ L
+ E/ <R1(Z~L1 — @1x®1,v1,uz — 2_11), UL — @1$®1’v1’u2 — 1_11>d8
0

T
= Jl(l‘; @1()5“2() + @1('),2@(')) + E/O <R1(’U1 — 1_11),111 — 1_11>d8.

Hence,

Ji(2;01()7 () + 51(), ua () < Ji(x;01()2®42(-) + vy (), uz (),  Vur(-) € Uh[0, T,

if and only if
R1 = 0, a.e.

In this case, (89) holds. By Proposition 2.2} it completes the proof. O

4 LQ problem of the leader

Now, let Problem (SLQ)s be uniquely closed-loop solvable for given us(:) € U2[0,7]. Then by
([B:8]), the follower takes the following closed-loop optimal control:

1 (t) = ©1(1)"2(t) + 01 (t)

= —Ry'()By ()P'(t)T*2(t) — Ry (1)By ()n""2(t), a.e.t € [0,T], -y

where the process triple (z"2(-), n%%2(-),¢t2(+)) € LE(0,T;R™) x L&(0,T;R™) x L(0,T;R")
satisfies the following FBSDE, which now, is the “state” equation of the leader:

dz" = (Az"* + Fin"" + Byug)ds + Cz"2dW
dn*2 = —(ATyh2 4 OT ¢ 4 Fyug)ds + CH2dW, (4.2)
z'2(0) = z, nhu (T)=0.

In the above, we have denote

A2 A-BR'B/P', F12-BR{'B], F%2P'B,.

13



Knowing that the follower has chosen a closed-loop optimal strategy

(©1(),01(+)) = (O1fuz](-), o1 [ug](-))

a1 ]ug](+) is of the form (1), the leader would like to choose an

) =
open-loop optimal control us(-) € Us[0,T] such that the cost functional

Jo(asua () & Ja(a;ar(-), ua(-))

such that its outcome 1 (-

T (4.3)
= E{ / [<Q2(8)i“2(s), T2 (8)> + <R2(s)u2(s), uQ(s)>] dt + <G2i“2 (T),z"* (T)>}
0
is minimized. The LQ problem of the leader can be stated as follows.
Problem (SLQ);. For given x € R", find a @s(-) € Us[0,T] such that
jg(:n;ﬂg(-)) =  min jg(:n;ug(-)) = Va(x). (4.4)

u2(-)EU2[0,T)

Noting that, different from Problem (SLQ), the above Problem (SLQ); is an LQ stochastic
optimal control problem of FBSDE. For its open-loop optimal control us(-) € Usz[0,T], the
corresponding process triple (Z(-),7'(-), {1 (-)) = (22(-),n>"2(-), ¢H"2(+)) is called an open-loop
optimal state process triple and (Z(-), 7' (-), (1 (-), u2(+)) is called an open-loop optimal quadruple.

The open-loop solvability of Problem (SLQ); can be similarly defined as Definition 2.1l And

we have the following result first.

Theorem 4.1. Let (H1)-(H2) hold. For a given x € R™, (z(-),7*(+), CL(-), 1a(+)) is an open-loop
optimal quadruple of Problem (SLQ); if and only if the following stationarity condition holds:

Fz—rpz’ﬂ2 + By ¢*™ + Ryliy =0, a.e., P-a.s., (4.5)

where (p>%2(-), q*"2(-), k*%2(-)) € L&(0,T;R™) x L&(0,T;R™) x L&(0,T;R"™) is the solution to
the following FBSDE:
dp>"2 = (flpz’ﬂ2 + Fqu2’ﬁ2)ds + Cp?@2aw,
dg*™ = —(AT¢%" + CTE>™ + Qo) ds + k>"2dW, (4.6)
p(0) =0, (T = Gy (T),

and the following convezity condition holds:

T
E{<G29€01(T)73501(T)> +/ [<Q29€0171’01> + <Rzu2,u2>]d8} >0, VYua(-) €Us[0,T], (4.7)
0

where (zo;(-),n°(-),¢°(")) € LA(0,T;R™) x LZ(0,T;R"™) x LZ(0,T;R") is the solution to the
following FBSDE:

dmoz (A To + Fﬂ]o + BQUQ)dS + CxodW,
= —(ATn" + CT¢0 + Fhup)ds + ¢CdW, (4.8)
xoz(o) =0, 7°(T)=0.
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Proof. Suppose (Z%2(-),n%%2(-),¢H%2(.),u2(+)) is a state-control quadruple corresponding
to the given z € R™. For any us(-) € U2[0,T] and € € R, let u§(-) = ua(-) + euz(-) and
(z€(-) = 2“2(+), n"¢(+), ¢M¢(+)) be the corresponding state. Then (z€(-),n%¢(-), ("¢(+)) satisfies

dz€ = [Az + Fin™* + Ba(tis + eus)|ds + Cz°dW
dntc = —[ATphe + CTCH + Byt + eus)]ds + ¢ dW,
(0) =z, nb(T)=0.

Thus, zg(-) = w is independent of € and satisfies (4.8]). Then we get

Jo (@5t (-) + eun(+)) — Jo(z;a2("))
T
— QEE{<G2:3U2 (T),:noz(T)> + /0 [<Q2ja27$0l> + <R2a2,U2>]ds}
T
+ GQE{<G2xol(T),xOl(T)> —l—/o |:<Q2xol,x01> + <R2U2,u2>} ds}.
Applying It6’s formula to <q2’ﬂ2( ), Zoy (- > <p2 Uz ( 770(-)>, we obtain
Jo(w; 22 () + eus(+)) — Jao(w; t2("))

T
_ E{ / (B 2™ + BY ™ + Ry, uQ>ds}
0
T
+ 62E{<G2x01(T)73301(T)> +/ [<Q2x01,l’01> + <Rzu2,u2>}d8}-
0

Therefore, (2%2(-), 7% (+), (1¥2(+), u2(+)) is an open-loop optimal quadruple of Problem (SLQ),
if and only if (£5) and (A7) hold. The proof is complete. O

Next, as in Definition 23] we take ©y(-) € Q2[0,T], O2(-) € Q2[0,T] and va(-) € Us[0, T7.
For any = € R"™, let us consider the following FBSDE:

( deQ,éz,’l}Q — [(A + 3292)£®2,®2,vz + (Fl + BQég)T}LQQ’éQ’U? + B2U2] ds

+ 0592762,02(1{/[/7
dnl,@z,éz,vz - _ [(A + é;FJ)Tnl,Gg,ég,vg + CTCI’QQ’G’W (4‘9)
+ 0,920z 4 szz]ds + C1’92’é2’v2dW,

£®2,927v2 (0) = x, nl,@z,ézmz (T) = 0.

This is a fully coupled FBSDE which admits a unique solution (i®27®2’v2, 7717@27927”2, <17®27®2,v2) €
L2(0,T;R™)x L2(0, T; R™) x L2(0, T; R™), depending on ©s(-), Oa(+) and va(-). (&I) is called the
closed-loop system of the original state equation (Z2) under the closed-loop strategy (02(-), ©O2(-),
v2(+)) of the leader. Similarly, we point out that (Oy(-), ©2(-),v2(+)) is independent of the initial
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state . With the above i@2’®2’”2(-), we define

Ja (3 05(-)7902:%2 () 4 Oy ()nh 02022 (1) 4 vy()

g g T - -
= E{<G2j®27®2,v2 (T), 582792,1)2 (T)> + / |:< [Q2 + ®;R2®2] j®2,®2,v2’j®2,®2,v2>
0

o V v V (4.10)
+ <@;R2@2n1,®2,@2,1}2’771,@2,@2,1}2> + <R2'U2, 'U2> + 2<R2@2j®2,@2,02, 'U2>

+ 2<R2@2j®27®2,02’ @2n1,92,éz7v2> + 2<R2(L)2n1,927®27v27,02>] ds}.

Definition 4.1. A triple (04(-), ég('), Ua(+)) € Q2[0, T x Q2[0, T xU2[0,T] is called a closed-loop
optimal strategy of Problem (SLQ); if
Jo(w:©2()2() + ©2()7' () + 12())
< o €2()2O 02130 4 Oy )OO () 4w ), (4.11)
Vr € Rn, V(@g(), (:)2,112(')) S QQ[O,T] X QQ[O,T] X UQ[O,T],
where 7(-) = 292027 (2), with 7' () = 592027 (-), {1(-) = {10027 () satisfying (7).
The following result is similar to Proposition 3.3 of [22], and the detailed proof is omitted.
Proposition 4.1. Let (H1)-(H2) hold. Then the following are equivalent:
(i) (©2(-),02(-),2(+)) € Qa[0,T] x Q3[0,T] x Us[0,T] is a closed-loop optimal strategy of

Problem (SLQ);.
(ii) The following holds:

Jo(w302()F(-) + Oa( )7 () + 2()) < Jalw; O2(-)7992%2 (1) 4 Oa(-)n!O202%2 (1) 4 wy()),
Ve € R, \V/'UQ(‘) S Z/[Q[O,T].

(iii) The following holds:

Jo(w502(-)2(-) + O2()7' (-) + 02()) < Ja(w; ua()), (4.12)
Vo € R", Yua() € Us[0,T7). '
From (AI2]), we can see that for a fixed = € R", the outcome
i () = O2()2() + ©2()71* (1) + 02() € Us[0, T (4.13)

of the closed-loop optimal strategy (©(-), (:)2(-), U2(+)) is an open-loop optimal control of Prob-
lem (SLQ);. Therefore, Problem (SLQ); is closed-loop solvable implies that Problem (SLQ); is
open-loop solvable.

On the other hand, we can also see that if (©5(-), ég('), U2(+)) is a closed-loop optimal strategy
of Problem (SLQ);, then v5(+) is an open-loop optimal control of the LQ problem (Z.9])-(4.10),

with O9(-) = ©3(-), ©2(-) = O5(+), which we denote it by Problem (SLQ);. For the open-loop
solvability of Problem (SLQ);;, we can similarly obtain the following result.
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Proposition 4.2. Let (H1)-(H2) hold. For givenxz € R™, (z(-),7'(),¢'(-),02(+)) = (a’:é?’é%ﬁ?(-),
pt©2:02:02 (1) ¢1.02:02:02(.) 455 (.)) s an open-loop optimal quadruple of Problem (SLQ)y if and

only if the following stationarity condition holds:
EJp? + Bl *" 4 Ry@o7 + RoOoiit + Rovs = 0, ace., P-a.s., (4.14)

where (p?P2(-), ¢*>%2(+), k>%2(+)) € LZ(0,T;R™) x L(0,T;R") x L2(0,T;R™) is the solution to
the following FBSDE:

dg>" = —[(A+ By©y) g™ + CTk>" + 0] By p*™ + 6] RyOoi! (4.15)
+ (Qz + (:);—Rz(:)g):f + (:);—Rz@]ds + kz,ﬁde7
p2,172 (0) — 07 q2,172 (T) — Ggi(T),

and the following convexity condition holds:

T ~
B{ (a0t () + [ [([@2+ 63 Raula aif) + 2(Raasiy, 621

+2( Ry, va) + (O3 Ro@an®*,112) + 2( RyO9n 2 v3) + (Ryva, v2>} ds} >0, (4.16)

\V/'UQ(‘) S Z/[Q[O, T],

where (zg? (+),n°2(+),¢%*2(+)) € L&(0, T;R™) x L&(0, T;R™) x LE(0,T;R™) is the solution to the
following FBSDE:
d:lﬁgf = [(A + 32@2)3}8? + (Fl + BQéQ)?]O’UZ + BQ'UQ] ds + C:ES?dVV,

A’ = —[(AT + F302)n" + C 7¢O + Fy00a(3 + Fovg]ds + (O2dW, (4.17)

S (0) =0, 7"(T) = 0.
Remark 4.1. The introduction of Problem (SLQ); above, is to give the characterization of
the closed-loop optimal strategy of the leader for Problem (SLQ);. However, if we consider the
outcome of the closed-loop strategy of the form us(-) = Og(-)Z9292:v2 () 404 (- )n1O2:O2:%2 () fuy(+)
as ({-13), it is anticipating since n»©2:92v2(.)

we overcome this difficulty inspired by Yong [28], to give some necessary conditions for the

exists. This is not realistic. We point out that

nonanticipating closed-loop optimal strategy of the leader for Problem (SLQ),. This is one of

the main contributions of this paper.
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Instead of (£9), we consider the following closed-loop system:

d792:02v2 _ [(A+ By02)79202 | frh0202 L BG4+ Byus] ds
+ Cz92O2v2qpy,
d771’92’é’”2 - [ATnL@Q’éM + CT<1’®2’6’U2 + F2@2:E@2,éz7v2 (4.18)
+ F2é2p2 + FQ'UQ] ds + CL@Q’é’UdeV,

i927é2,02 (0) =z, 7717@27@,02 (T) =0,

with the cost functional
Jo(; ©2()79 9212 () + G2()p*() + va() = E{<G2f@2’é2’”2 (T),2%%%2(T))
+ /0 ' [( [Q2 + O] RyO,] 2920202 5020202\ L (O] Ry@op?, p?) + (Rova,va)  (4.19)
+ 2<R2®2£®2762’”2,v2> + 2<R2®2i@2’éz’”2, (:)gp2> + 2<R2@2p2, v2>] ds}.

where p?(-) € LZ(0,T;R™) with (¢*(-),k%(-)) € L(0,T;R™) x LZ(0,T;R™) is the solution to the
following adjoint FBSDE:

dp* = (Ap* + F\ ¢*)ds + Cp*dW,
dg? = ~[(A+ B262) ¢? + CTH? + (O] F + 6] RyOy)p?

- _ _ (4.20)
+(Q2 + 63 R202) + O7 Ryto]ds + k*dW,
p*(0) =0, ¢*(T) = Gaz(T).
Moreover, the following stationary condition holds
(FQT + Rgég)p2 + B;—q2 + Rgégf 4+ Ryt =0, a.e., P-a.s., (4.21)

where (Z(-),7%(-),¢t(")) = (a?é%é?’ﬁ?(-),nl’(:)?’é?’f’?('),Cl’é%é?’ﬁ?(-)) is the optimal quadruple of
the problem ({I8)-(@I9). Similarly, we can give the equivalent definitions of the closed-loop
optimal strategy as Definition 1] and Proposition [£.11
Making use of the stationary condition in (4.2I), we may rewrite the BSDE in (£20) as
follows:
dg® = —[(A + B202) ¢ + CTk? + (03 Fy + 0] RoO2)p? + (Q2 + O3 RoOy)7
+ O, Roto|ds + k>"2dW,
— —[AT@ + CTE? + Qo + 63 (B ¢ + E) p* + RoOp? + ROz (4.22)
+ Rya)|ds + k*dW
= —(AT¢* + CTk? + Qo) ds + k*dW.
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For convenience, we write the state equations (ZI8]) and the adjoint equations (£20]) together
(noting (4.22])), to obtain
dz = [(A+ B2©2)T + F177" + ByOsp? + Bati)ds + CzdW,
diit = — (AT + CT + Fy00 + FyO0p + Fytip)ds + CLdW,
dp* = (z‘ip2 + F1Tq2)d8 + Cp*dw,
dg* = —(AT¢* + CTK? + Q27)ds + k*dW,
#0) =z, 7' (T) =0, p2(0) =0, ¢*(T) = Goa(T),
(Fy + R2é2)p2 + By ¢® + RyOo% + Rytip = 0, ae., P-a.s.,

(4.23)

Note that the above is a coupled FBSDEs system which is further coupled through the last

relation. Next, let us set
T 2 k2 _ =
()2 () 2 (@) e e e

and

A 0 B 0 F C 0
Aé 5 B2é 2 5 ]:1é N ! ) Cé )

0 oo 0 C
Q 2

0

b NS
o

0 0 Go 0 €T
, F2| |, G2 2 , Xo=
0 Fy 0 O 0

Then (£.23)) is equivalent to the following FBSDE:

L
2_

dX = [(A+ B2©2)X + F1Y + Byvia|ds + CXdW,
dY = —[(Qs + F2@2)X + ATY +CT Z + Fotipds + ZdW, (4.25)
X(0) =Xy, Y(T) =G X(T),
whose solution triple (X (-),Y (), Z(:)) € L&(0, T;R?*") x LZ(0,T;R*") x L&(0,T;R?*"), together
with the following condition holds:
(Ry®3 + Fy )X + By Y 4 Roig =0, a.e., P-a.s. (4.26)
For the closed-loop optimal strategies of the leader, we have the following result.

Theorem 4.2. Let (H1)-(H2) hold, if Problem (SLQ); is closed-loop solvable, then the closed-
loop optimal strategy (©2(-), D2(-)) = (©2(-), O2("), v2(-)) € Qa[0,T] x Qa[0,T] x Us[0, T] admits
the following representation:

@y = —Ry'B; Py,
Oy = —R;'(BJ Py + ), (4.27)

v =0, a.e., P-a.s.
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Pi() P()

where P(-) = <P2(')T Pi()

tion:

) € C([0,T]; S?*2") s the solution to the following Riccati equa-

(4.28)

P+ ATP+PA+CTPC+PFP+ Qy— (PBy+ Fo)Ry (BJ P+ F) ) =0,
P(T) = Go.

In this case, the closed-loop optimal control of the leader is us(-) = O2(-)X(:), where X(-) €
L2(0,T;R?™) is the solution to the following SDE:

dX = [A— ByRy ' (B, P+ F; ) + F1P| Xds + CXdW, (429)
X(0) = X,. '
Further, the value function of the leader admits the following representation:
Va(x) = (P1(0)x, z). (4.30)

Proof. Let (@2(-),@2(-),52(')) be a closed-loop optimal strategy of Probelm (SLQ);. Since
(@25) admits a solution for each X € R?", and (@4(+), 2(+)) is independent of x, by substracting
solutions corresponding X and 0, the later from the former, we see that for any X, € R?", the
following FBSDE admits an adapted solution (X (-),Y (), Z(-)):

dX = [(A+ B2©2)X + FY]ds + CXdW,
dY = —[(Q2 + F2©2)X + A'Y +C' Z]ds + ZdW,
X(0) = Xo, V(T) = GX(T).
Now, we let
dX = [(A+ B2©2)X + F1Y]ds + CXdW,
dY = —[(Q2 + F2©2)X + ATY + C'Z]ds + ZdW, (4.31)
X(0) = Iopxon, Y(T) = GoX(T).
Clearly, X(-),Y(-),Z(+) are all well-defined (2n x 2n)-matrix valued processes. Further, (4.20)) is

equivalent to
(Re©®2 + Fy )X +B,Y =0, ae., P-as. (4.32)

Drawing on the method of Yong [29], we can check that X(-)~! exists and satisfies the
following SDE:

(4.33)

X = { = X7 [(A+ Ba@a)X + FY]X !+ X71¢2 bds — X caw,
X(O)_l = I2n><2n'

We define
P()£Y(OX()™, () 2 Z()X() (4.34)
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By It6’s formula, we obtain
P = { — [(Qs + F2@)X + ATY + CTZ]X ™! — YX (A + B,©)XX !
— VXA YXT 4+ YXTIC? - 2X7IC ds + (ZX 71 - YXTIC)aw

=[—(Q2+ F20,) — ATP—C'II — P(A+ B,®y)
— PFP + PC* —TICds + (Il — PC)dW.

Let

which leads to

dP = [—(Qs+ F203) — ATP —CT (A + PC) — P(A+ B2©5)
— PF P+ PC* — (A + PC)C]ds + AdW
= —[(Q2 + F203) + AP+ CT (A + PC) + P(A + B2®s) + PF, P + AC]ds + AdW,

and P(T) = Go. Thus, (P(-),A(-)) is the adapted solution to a BSDE with deterministic

coefficients. Hence, P(-) is deterministic and A(-) = 0 which means

Therefore, we get

P+ATP+PA+CTPC+ PF P+ Qs+ (PBy+ F3)0, = 0. (4.35)

Moreover, (4.32)) and (4.34) imply

Ro®y + F) + By P=0, a.e. P-as. (4.36)
Thus
®, =R, (B, P+ F)), (4.37)
and since
_ = _ Pl P2 r
@E@@z—Rl[BTO +0FT]
2= (02 62) =8| (B] 0) | pr )+ (0 E)
= (-R'BI P —R;\BI P+ E)),
we have

Oy =-Ry'Bj P, ©y=-Ry'(By P+ 1F)). (4.38)

Plugging the above into ([4.35]), we obtain the Riccati equation in ([{28]). To determine va(-),

we define

n() 2Y ()= POX(), ()= Z()—-P()CO)X().

21



Consequently,
dn=[—(Q2+F®)X —A'Y —C'Z — Fovo + A" PX
+ PAX +C"PCX + PBy®yX + PFIPX + (Qo + Fo®2) X
— P(A+ B2@®3)X — PFY — PBats]ds + (Z — PCX)dW

(4.39)
— —[AT(n+ PX) +CT(¢+ PCX) + Favy — A PX — PAX —CTPCX
— PBy©:X — PFiPX + P(A+ B2©2)X + PFi(n+ PX) + PByva|ds + (dW
= —[(AT + PF)n+CT¢ + (Fo + PBa)va]ds + CdW.
According to (£26]) and (4.36]), we have
0= (Ro®2+ Fy )X + By (n+ PX) + Ryt
= (Rg®y + Fy + By P)X + By n+ Rotip = By )+ Rata, a.e., P-a.s.
Then
vy = —Ry;'Byn, ae., P-as. (4.40)

Inserting the above into (4.39)), we achieve
dn = — [(AT +PF)n+C' (- (Fa+ PB2)R2_IB;T]] ds + ¢dW

and n(T) = 0. It is easy to see that (0,0) is the adapted solution to the above BSDE, thus
(A27) holds. In this case,

Y()=P()X(), Z()=P()C()X(), a.e., P-a.s. (4.41)

and

() = O2()7() + O2( () + Ta(+) = @2()X(),  a.e., P-aus. (4.42)
Taking ([@27)), (A37)) and (£41]) into the equation of X (-) in (£250]), we obtain (£29]).
From (4.35]), we can see that
P+ ATP, + PLA— PIBoR;'B) P + CTP.C + PyF| P, + PLF1P) + Qo =0,
Py+ ATPy+ PA+ CTPC + Py Py + PLE1 Py — PiBoR; Y (By Py + F)') = 0,
Py+ ATPy+ PLA+ CTPC + PyF Py + Py FyPy — (By Py + Fy ) TRy (B P2 + Fy) = 0,
P(T)=Gy, P((T)=0, P(T)=0.

(4.43)
We can see that this is a cross-coupled Riccati equation system, which solvability is difficult and

we will not consider here in this paper. Finally, by It6’s formula we have
Jo(2;02()Z(-) + O2()p? () + D2("))
T
= (Y(0), X(0)) + E/ ((R2®3 + F) )X + B Y + Rota, ©2X + ¥5)ds
0

= (P1(0)z,z).
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The proof is complete. O

Remark 4.2. We point that here that, due to some technical reason, we could not prove the
sufficiency of the above theorem, as [22,[2])]. In our opinion, the completion-of-square method
for the problem of the leader is invalid, because its state process triple satisfies an FBSDFE, other
than an SDE. How to overcome this difficulty to achieve the characterization the closed-loop
solvability of Problem (SLQ); is still open.

Finally, noting that closed-loop optimal control @s(-) of the leader has a nonanticipating
z(-)
P*(")
meanwhile, for the follower, the closed-loop optimal control @;(-) can also be represented in a

representation (4.42]) with the “state” X () = > being the solution to (£29]). In the

nonanticipating way. In fact, from (@), we have
U1 [@2) () = ©1(a2)(1) () + 1 [a2)(-)
=R (B{P' 0)X()-R* (0 B/)Y() (4.44)
—-r7'[ (B[P o)+ (0 BI)P|X().

5 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we have investigated the closed-loop solution for a special LQ Stackelberg stochas-
tic differential game. The notion of the closed-loop solvability is introduced, which require to
be independent of the initial state. The follower’s problem is solved first, and his closed-loop
optimal strategy is characterized by a Riccati equation, together with an adapted solution to
a linear BSDE. Then the necessary conditions of the existence of the leader’s nonanticipating
closed-loop optimal strategy is obtained via a system of cross-coupled Riccati equations. How
to obtain the sufficiency in Theorem remains open. The solvability and numerical method
of the cross-coupled Riccati equation system (4.43)) is interesting and challenging. We will ex-
tend these results to control-dependent diffusions, random coefficients and mean-field case in
the future.
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