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Social Optima of Linear Forward-Backward Stochastic System*
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Abstract

A linear quadratic (LQ) stochastic optimization system involving large population, which is
driven by forward-backward stochastic differential equation (FBSDE), is investigated in this paper.
Agents cooperate with each other to minimize the so-called social objective, which is rather different
from mean field (MF) game. Employing forward-backward person-by-person optimality principle,
we derive an auxiliary LQ control problem by decentralized information. A decentralized strategy
is obtained by virtue of an MF-type forward-backward stochastic differential equation consistency
condition. Applying Riccati equation decoupling method, we solve the consistency condition system.
We also verify the asymptotic social optimality in this framework.

Key words: Forward-backward stochastic differential equation, Riccati equation, social optima,
mean field game.
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1 Introduction

In this section, we first present some notation and introduce the main motivations of this work. Then
a forward-backward stochastic L) MF social optima problem is posed, which will be investigated in
this paper.

1.1 Notation

For T > 0, let (Q, F,{F: }o<t<r,P) be a complete probability space, on which a N-dimensional stan-
dard Brownian motion {W;(t),1 < i < N}o<<r is defined. W(t) := (Wi(t),...,Wn(t))". Let
F = {F, t € [0,7]} denote the filtration generated by {Wi(s), &, 1 < i < N}o<s<¢ and aug-
mented by ANp (which is the class of all P-null sets of F). Let F; denote the augmentation of
a{Wi(s), &, 0 < s <t} by Mp, 1 <i < N. Here, &, 1 < i < N are initial values of states
which will be defined later.

In this paper, the Euclidean inner product is denoted by (-,-). AT stands for the transpose of a
matrix (or vector) A. Let S denote the set of symmetric n x n matrices. If A € S” is positive (semi)
definite, we write A > (>) 0. We write A > 0, if M — eI > 0 for some ¢ > 0. We introduce the
following spaces:

o LZ(Q;R") := {C : Q — R"|¢ is F-measurable and E|(|? < oo};
o LF¥(QR") = {C : Q — R"™|( is F-measurable and uniformly bounded};
o L2(Q;C([0,T;R™)) := {C() : Q% [0,T] — R™|¢(+) is continuous and Fi-adapted

satisfying E{ SE)%} ]C(s)ﬂ < oo};
se|0,
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o L2(0,T;R") := {C() : Q x [0,T] — R™|{(-) is an F;-progressively measurable
process satisfying EfOT IC(s)|%ds < oo};

o L2(0,T5R") = {C() : [0,T] = R [ [C(s) ds < oo}
o L>®(0,T;R™™) = {C() [0, 7] — R™™|((-) is uniformly bounded}.

1.2 Motivation

Consider a controlled large population (also called multi-agent) system in which the dynamic of the
agent A; is modelled by a stochastic differential equation (SDE)

{dXi(t) = bt Xu(0), wi(6), XN (1) )t + o (£, Xi(1), wi (), XN (2) ) awi (), L)

X;(0) = zio,

with cost functional
T
Ji(wio,u(-)) = E {/0 L(t, X;(t), us(t), XN (8))dt + (I)(ximXi(T))} ; (1.2)

where X(V) () = %Zf\il X; () denotes the state-average of agents; u(-) = (ui(-), -+ ,un(:)), u; €
U; = {ul()|ul() € L%(O,T;Rd)}, xi0 € L%_-O(Q;R"), i=1,---,N. Define

N

T () =" Filwio, u(-))

i=1

as the aggregated functional of N agents. Then we can pose a classical MF optimal control problem.
Problem 0. Find a strategy @ = (uy,--- ,uyn) where @;(-) € U;, 1 <i < N such that

js((f\c]) (ﬁ()) - uiEUjHEiSN js((f\c]) (ul(')7 e 7ui(')7 o 7U’N('))' (13)

In recent years, the large population system has been extensively discussed due to its wide ap-
plications in many areas, such as social science, engineering, economics, etc. In this structure, we
should point out that each individual agent seems to be negligible, however we cannot ignore the
effects of the statistical behaviors. Readers may refer to [4], [5], [6], [14], [19], [23], [24], [33] and the
references therein for MF game study. Contrast to the aforementioned works where the agents are
competitive, cooperative team optimization problem has attracted a lot of attentions in last ten years,
which is the so-called social optima problem. In [I7] authors investigated social optima in mean field
LQG control and provided an asymptotic team-optimal solution. [2] focused on team-optimal control
with finite population and partial information. [I3] investigated the homogeneity, heterogeneity and
quasi-exchangeability of forward mean-field team. [35] studied a mean field social optimal problem
in which a Markov jump parameter appears as a common source of randomness for all agents. For
more literature, one can refer to [30] for dynamic collective choice by finding a social optimum, [25]
for social optima in economic models subject to idiosyncratic shocks, [32] for reinforcement learning
algorithms for mean field teams, [I8] for major and minor study of social optima problem, [31] for
stochastic dynamic teams and their mean field limit, [36] for uniform stabilization of mean field linear
quadratic control, [I5] for volatility uncertainty problem, etc. For more researches and applications
readers can be referred to [3], [7], [29], [34] and the references therein.

It is well known that objective expectation [E partially represents people’s preference. Alternatively,
we apply the so-called generalized expectation which seems to be subjective in some sense. Based on the
theory of backward stochastic differential equation (BSDE), [27] introduced the so-called g-expectation
(nonlinear expectation), which is denoted by &,. Replacing E by &, in (I.2]), we obtain an extension of
Problem 0, which may be considered as nonlinear preferences. In details, let g : [0,7] x RN — R
be a given map, 7; € L2FT(Q? R), and Y;(+) satisfy the BSDE

AY;(t) = g, Yi(t), Zi.(¢))dt + Zi.()dW (t), Yi(T)= m;, 1<i<N. (1.4)



Define & [n;] == Y;(0;m;), m; € L% (4 R), 1 <4 < N. E[n;] is called the g-expectation of n;, 1 <i < N,
if g(t,y,0,---,0) = 0 holds for (t y) € [0,T] xR, a.s. ([27,[40]). In fact, g-expectation is related to
stochastic differential utility introduced in [I0]. According to [I0], we regard Y;(-) as the stochastic
differential utility process of n;, 1 < i < N with the so-called aggregator ¢(-). In this case, the operator
&y LQFT () — R posseses most properties of E except the linearity. By virtue of the above theory,

we replace (L2 by
T
‘7!]2(1'107“/()) = gg{ /0 L(thi(t)7ui(t)7X(N)(t))dt + (I)(‘Tm?Xi(T))} - Y;(O)7 (15)

with (Y;(t), Zi.(t)) being the unique adapted solution of BSDE

AYi(t) = g(t, Yi(t), Zi () dt + Z. (£)dW (8),

Yi(T) = /OT L(t, X;(t), ui (t), XN (£))dt + ® (x40, X;(T)), 1<i<N. (16)

If we define X/ (t) := f(f L(s, X;(s),ui(s), XV (s))ds, then Problem 0 becomes the one to minimize

T (u ZJ o, u(-)),

where '
Ty(@io,u()) = Yi(0) = E,{ X/ (1) + (o, X:(T))}
subject to
Xr)\ _ (tX(t i (), XNV (1)) ,
d ( Xi(t) > ( b(t, X5 (4),ui (£), XN (8)) dt + (o ul(t) XM (¢ ))) dWi(t),
dY;(t) = g(t,Yi(t), Zi.(t))dt + Z.(t)dW (t), (1.7)
(

(X)) = (5), YilT) = X (T) + ®(wio, Xu(T)), 1<i<N.

Indeed, (7)) is a controlled FBSDE with large population structure.
The next motivation involves a recursive utility problem. Assume that a market contains N

participants. The dynamic z;(-) of the individual underlying state (asset) for ith participant is given
by

{dXi(t) = (AXi(t) + Bri(t) + FX®) (t)) dt + Dm;(t)dW;(t),
Xi(0)2$i0>0, 1<i<N.

Here, XN (-) = & SN | Xi(-) is the average asset; A, B, F, D, z;o are constants; (W;(-), 1 <i < N)
is a N-dimensional standard Brownian motion; m;(-) € R is regarded as some economic indicator such
as the investment strategy of the i** participant, 1 <i < N.

Let ¢;(+), 1 <i < N be a continuous consumption rate process. Assume that a terminal reward
®X;(T) is involved. By [I1], the recursive utility operates as a solution of a BSDE, which is denoted
by Y™ (:), 1 <i < N. Suppose that Y™ (:), 1 <i < N satisfies

{—in(t) - (HYi(t) + Kei(t) + MXW) (t)) dt — Z;.(t)dW (1),
Yi(T) = 2X;(T).
Define F; := o{W;(s);0 < s <t, 1 <i< N} To find an Fr-adapted process (¢ (), 7;(-)) such that
N N
MICROES Z; Y;™(0) = max ( 2 Yf"””(O)) :

is identified as a recursive optimal control problem.

It should be noticed that the above models are illustrated by FBSDE, which has been extensively
discussed in literature. Readers are referred to [§], [9], [22], [28], [37], [38], [40], [41] and the references
therein for backgrounds and applications of FBSDE. For backward LQ problems, one may refer to

[16], [20], [21], etc.



1.3 Problem formulation

Motivated by the above problems, with consideration to obtain some explicit results, in this paper we
study an LQ large population system in which K types of heterogeneous agents {A4; : 1 <i < N} are
involved, where the dynamics of the agents satisfy a class of linear FBSDEs with MF coupling: that
is, for 1 <¢ < N,

{ (1) = [ A4, Bl + FOXNV O]+ [D@ust) + 0] amvi), o
Xi(0) = &,
and
{ Yi(t) = [ (OYi(t) + K (©ui(t) + LOX(1) + MOXN @)t + 2o (0)aw (@), )
Yi(T) = @Xi(T) + i,
where X(V)(.) = ~ ZZ 1 Xi(+) stands for the forward state-average of the agents. In this system,

“heterogeneous” means that the agents in different types are not identical statistically. In the MF
social optima problem of this paper, for 1 <i < N, (Y;(-), Zi;(-),1 < j < N) € L&(Q; C([0, T]; R™)) x
LZ(0,T; (R™)N) is called the solution of BSDE (LJ). We should point out that (Z;;(-),1 < j < N)
is a part of the solution introduced to make Y;(-) satisfy the adaptation requirement. The coefficients
(Ap,(+),B(-),F(-),D(-), Hp,(-), K(-),L(-), M(-),0i(-)), 1 <i < N depend on time variable ¢, which is
often suppressed if no confusion is caused. @ is an m X n matrix; & and 7;, 1 < i < N are random
variables. 6; is a number, standing for a dynamic parameter relevant to A;, 1 < ¢ < N which is used
to illustrate the heterogeneous feature. For notational simplicity, here we assume that only A(-) and
H(-) depend on 6;, 1 < i < N. If other parameters also depend on 6;, 1 < i < N, corresponding
analysis is similar, and thus we will not give the details. We also assume that 6;, 1 < i < N take values
in the finite set © defined as © := {1,2,--- | K}. A; is called a type-k agent if ;, =k €0, 1 <i < N.
For 1 < k < K and a given N, define Zj, := {i|0; = k,1 < i < N}, N := |Zy|, where |Zy| is the

cardinality of the index set Z;. For 1 < k < K, we define W](CN) = % Then 7) = (ﬂgN), e ,7T§(N))
is a probability vector representing the empirical distribution of y,--- ,0y. Introduce the following
assumption:

(A1) There exists a probability mass vector m = (7, - ,mx) such that lim N = m, min 7 > 0.

N—oo 1<k<K
(A2) For 1 <i< N, ¢ € L‘}%(Q;R"), n; € L‘}?(Q;Rm). & and & (resp. n; and ;) are identically
distributed if ; = ; = k, and this type-k variable is typically denoted by & (k) (resp. n(k)) when
only their distribution is concerned. Here F is the filtration gererated by the Brownian motion
W;.
(A3) Ap. (), F(-) € L>=(0,T;R™™), B(-),D(-) € L>=(0,T; R™*4), Hy.(-) € L>(0,T; R™*™),
L(-),M(-) € L0, T;R™*"), K(-) € L>®(0, T;R™*%), o;(-) € L=(0,T;R"), 1 <i < N.
<

For 1 < 1

; orrespondingly, the decentralized one 1or A; 1s given by U = < u;(-)|u;(+) € L7 (0,17 s
L2(0,T;R%)¢.C dingly, the d lized one for A; is given by U{ L2,(0,T; R

1 <4 < N. Actually, U? is a subset of U¢, 1 < i < N. It follows from (A1)-(A3) that (LS)-(L1) admits
a unique solution for all u; € UF, 1 <i < N.In fact, we can rewrite (L8)-(L9) as a high-dimensional
FBSDE and derive the Wellposedness by the classical theory of FBSDE.

Denote by u = (uy,- -+ ,un), u—; = (ug, -+, Ui—1,Ujt1, - ;un), 1 < i < N. The cost functional
of A;, 1<i< N is

N, the centralized admissible strategy set for A; is defined by U = {ul()\uz() €

Tiluil)su—il()) = 51@{ / " [{ow (30 - s0xX 1)) . x,l1) — SOX N (0)

(1.10)
+ (R, (t)ui(t),ui(t»]dt + (T'Y;(0),Y;(0)) }
The aggregated team functional of N agents is
N
T w(-) = Tilui(-), ui(-)). (1.11)

1=1



We impose an assumption on the coefficients of (LI0).

(A4) Q(-) € L>=(0,T;S™), Q(:) >0, S(-) € L=(0,T;R™™), Ry, (-) € L>=(0,T;S9),
Rp()>0,T€S™, T >0,1<i<N.

Corresponding to (LL8)-(LII]), we will propose a forward-backward stochastic LEQ MF social optima
problem below. It should be noticed that the expressions, such as “social optima”, “cooperative team
optimization”, “optimal team problem”, etc, illustrate similar meanings of cooperative optimization
problem. For the sake of uniformity, hereafter we adopt “social optima” to express relevant meaning.

Problem 1. Find a strategy set @ = (a1, -- ,un) where @;(-) € U, 1 < i < N such that

N (a()) = ; (N) R .
jsoc (u( )) uiEZ/I;JHfSiSNjSOC (ul( )7 7uz( )7 7UN( )) (112)
IfT =0 (resp. L(-) =0, M(-)=0, ® =0, Q(-) =0), it degenerates to (forward) stochastic LQ MF
social optima problem (resp. backward stochastic LQ optimal control problem).

Definition 1.1 A strategy u;(-) € L{id, 1 <1< N is an e-social decentralized optimal strateqy if there
exists € = (N) > 0, limn_o0 e(N) = 0 such that

S(IW@) -t g @) <<

ui ()€U 1<i<N

Remark 1.1 Notice that Yj(-), 1 < i < N is F-adapted because XN)(.) is involved in the dynamic.
Therefore in (L) Z;;(-) appears to represent the information of A; associated with W;(-),1 < j < N.
It refers to the characteristic of backward (forward-backward) stochastic optimal control problem.

Remark 1.2 In (L9)-(I0), for 1 < i < N, Z;;(-),1 < j < N do not appear in the generator of
the backward dynamic and the cost functional. It is because if Z;.(-) do, we need to make the error
estimation between Zf\il Z;.(+) and some related quantity as those in Proposition [31] below. Howewver,
this seems to be an impossible task based on existing BSDFE theory. Similarly, it is worthy pointing out
that due to the difficulties of error estimations of BSDE, X;(-) does not enter into the diffusion term
in (LY). As a future work, we hope to overcome this difficulty with the help of some new technique.
Besides, if (IOl contains the linear term of Y;(0), similar analysis can be employed, and for simplicity
of writing, here we just include the quadratic term.

Now we briefly present the route of study of Problem 1:

e Firstly, we focus on solving a fully-coupled FBSDE system (so-called consistency condition sys-
tem) by Riccati equation analysis.

e Based on forward-backward person-by-person optimality principle and variational synthesization
technique, we obtain an auxiliary LQ control problem. Stochastic maximum principle (cf. [26])
is applied to solve it.

e By virtue of standard estimations of FBSDE, we verify that the decentralized strategy is asymp-
totically optimal for centralized strategy.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. The consistency condition system and its solvability
are established in Section 2. We apply forward-backward person-by-person optimality principle to
derive an auxiliary LQ control problem of each agent in Section 3. In Section 4, the asymptotic
optimality of decentralized strategy is obtained. Section 5 concludes this paper.

2 Consistency condition system

In this section, we do some preparatory work. We present the consistency condition system and
its wellposedness, based on which some quantities related to (B3 and (BI6) (see below in Section
3) will be determined, and furthermore the decentralized strategy will be derived. For the sake of
presentation, we let n = m here. There is no essential difference if n # m.



Consider the following stochastic system: for 1 < k < K,

7

day(t) =

K
Avay, — BRN (BB + DA+ KTap) + FY mEal] dt
=1

+ [ DRMB B+ D A+ KT a) + on ()| aw D),

K
= [Hkﬁk — KRN (B By + D3 + K 'ay) + Loy, + M Y mBay | dt + ydW®) (1),
=1
" " K
dB(t) = — | AL B+ LTk + Qay, — (QS +5TQ - S7TQS) > mEay
=1
K K
+Y mF T+ m(FTEY, — MT X)) |dt + 7 dW® (),
=1 =1

day(t) = HY apdt,
ka(t) = H;—Xkdt,
AV (t) = — [A,m LTX + Qak] dt + Zdw ®) (1),

K K K

d(t) = — | A0, — (QS+5TQ - 5TQS)> mEay+ > mF 0+ > m(F'EY, — M'X))|dt,
=1 =1 =1

ap(0) = €W, Gx(0) = TBk(0),  Xi(0) = ~T5k(0),

(YVi(T) = —® "X (T), Op(T) =0, Bi(T)=ar(T)+n", Bu(T) = anT). o)
2.1

It should be noticed that stochastic system (2.1]) is a fully-coupled FBSDE which contains three forward
SDEs, four BSDEs and some MF terms. From the analysis in Section 3, it represents some consistency
properties and hence it is called consistency condition system. The solvability of consistency condition
is crucial for all large population and social optima problems. Without it the theoretical analysis will
lose its significance and error estimations cannot be proceeded.

In the following, we pose a proposition to solve consistency condition system (2I]). Before

that, we intro~duce some notation. Denote by X = (af,--- ,a},&lT,--- ,a},XlT,--- ,X[T()T, Y =
(ﬁil—f")ﬁv]—l;)ﬂir)”'vﬁ[—gv . .
Y1T7 7Y[—{|—7 0]—7 719}—{)1—72 - (’Yir7 77}27%?7"' 7%[—27 Zira 7Z[—£')T7 MF FBSDE (H) then

takes the form of

X = [Alx +B1Y + BoZ + AlE[X]] dt + [@X + DY + DoZ + 20} o dW(1),

dy = — [AZY + AsX + BsZ + AE[Y] + AgE[X]] dt + <%> o (dw(’)(t)> : (2.2)
X(0) =2+ TY(0), Y(T)=®X(T)+3,
where .
A = . ! . N By = 0 0 0 0




Dy =

Ay =

B3 =

—1
1

DT

0
0 0
0
0 0
0
—-DR7'KT
1
0
0
0
0
0
0 ~pR; DT
0
0 0
0
0 0
0
Hy
Hp
-
0 A
0
0 0
0
0 0
0
0 0 0
0 0
0 0 Flmy
0 0F T xy
0 0 0
0 0
0 0 Flmy
0 0F T xy
0 —~kR7'DT
0
0 0
0
0 0
0
0 0
0

—DR

—BRK

1

pT

-
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0
0
0
0
Flrgo

0
Flrgo
Flog

0
—1,T
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0
0

0
0

0
0
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@ 0
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0 0 0 0 o1 ()

0 0 0 0 o K
r 0 0 0 X 6(0)
T = , S0 = ==
r 0 0 0 o .
-Tr 0 0 0 0 8
—-T 0 0 0 0 5

Here, “o” denotes the generalized Hadamard product. It is well known that Hadamard product (also
called Schur product or entry-wise product) is a binary operation between two matrices of the same
dimensions, and it produces another matrix in which each element (i, j) is the product of the elements
(7,7) in the original matrices. In this part we formally express the Hadamard product (called the
generalized Hadamard product), though dimension of the dynamic is n, which is different from that
of the Brownian motion (1-dimension).

Proposition 2.1 Under (A1)-(A4), assume that

¢+ ¢(Ar +TA3) + (Ax + AsD) ¢ + ¢(AD + T AT + T Ay + Br) o + As
— [6(Ba + T'Bs) + B3] [¢(Dy — TI) — 1] 7' [¢C + ¢(CT + D1)¢] =0, (2.3)

>, 7=123,1=1,2

admits a unique solution ¢(-) over [0,T] such that ¢(Dy — T'T) — I is invertible. Then, consistency
condition system 21 has a solution.

Proof Taking the expectation on both sides of (ZZ), we have
dE[X] = [(Al + A)EX] + BLE[Y] + IB%QE[Z]] dt,
dE[Y] = — [(A2 + A)E[Y] + (A + A3)E[X] + B3E[Zﬂ dt, (2.4)
E[X](0) = E[g] + PE[Y](0), E[Y)(T) = E[X](T) + E[3].

v= (Mo ) Y= (T ) 2= (2R )

v () () s () we(2)

Thus MF FBSDE (22)) is equivalent to

Denote

dX = [AlX +BY+ 1322] dt + [cx + DY+ DoZ + i:o] o dW(L),
4y = —[AsY + AsX + ByZ|dt + 1(2 0 (1)), (2.5)
X(0)=Z+TY(0), Y(T)=3X(T)+.

Define X (t) = X(t) — TY(t) — B, t € [0,T]. Then X(0) = =+ I'Y(0) implies X(0) = 0. By (Z3) and
dX = dX —T'd), we have

dx = [(Al +TA)X 4+ (AT + T AT +T Ay + B)Y + (B +TB3) 2

+ (A1 + f‘A3)é

[E—

dt + [c;h (CT +D1)Y + (Ds —ff)z+cé+io} o dW(t), 26)

dy = — |:(A2 + Agf)y + .Ag/f + B3 Z + ABE] dt + j(Z 0 dW(t)),

X(0)=0, Y(T)=I0X(T)+I(P=+1Y),




which is a standard fully-coupled FBSDE. Here, I is defined by (I _(?F ?)—1' In fact, we can easily

obtain that (I _(;I’F ?) is a lower triangular matrix and the diagonal elements are all one. Thus it is

invertible. Assume that X and ) have the following relationship
V(t) = ¢()X(t) +(t),  te0,T],
where ¢ : [0,T] — R8EmX6Kn j5 5 deterministic matrix-valued function and 1 : [0,7] x Q — R3Kn
is an {F; }+>0-adapted process. Now we will derive ¢(-) and ¢(-). The terminal values of X and )
imply that ¢(T) = I®, (T) = [(PE+ ). Since E € LZ,, (G RE™), 8 € L2, (% RYE™), and (")
0 T

is required to be {.}}W}tzo—adapted, we suppose that ¢(-) satisfies a BSDE

dy(t) = a(t)dt + I(b(t) o AWV(t)), 27

W(T) = [(PE+ ), '
where (a(-),b(:)) € L%_.W(O,T;REEK") X L2fW(0,T; ROK™) is undetermined; I is the 8Kn x 6Kn-
dimensional matrix, in which the elements are all 1. Here, the given matrix I plays a role in increasing

the dimension of b(t) o dW(t) to coincide with 1 (t). Applying Itd’s formula to ¢(t)X (t) 4+ () and
comparing the coefficients with the second equation in (26]), we get

[és +¢(A1 + T A3) + (Ao + A3D) g + ¢ (AT + TAD + DA + Bi) b+ ./43] X

+ @A T + T AT + DAy + By)tp + (As + AsD)p + ¢(Ba + IB3) 2 + B3 2
+¢(A1 + T A3)E+ A=+ a =0,

and
¢([(C + (CT +D1)¢) X + (D2 —T1)Z + (CT + D1 )y + C=+ 20] o dW(t))

+ 1(b(t) 0 dW(t)) = I(Z 0 dW(t)).

By some matrix calculations, we derive
[6C + 6(CT + D1)6| & + ¢(Dy = D1) 2 + 6(CL + D) — 12 + 6(CZ + ) + I = 0.

Since ¢(Dy — I'I) — I is invertible, it follows that

Z=—[¢p(Dy—TH) - 1" Kgbc +o(Ch + D1)¢)A? +¢(CL + D1y + ¢(CE+ 5o) + fb].
Noticing (23), we have

a=— [¢(A1f + T AT + T Ay + B + (Ag + AsD) g + o ( Ay + T A3)E + A=
— [6(Bs + [By) + By [0(Dz — 1) — 1] ' [6(CT + D1) v + 6(CZ + o) + 0]

Then equation (Z7) has the form of
dip = — { [Az + AT+ (AL + T AT + T Ay + By)

— [6(B2 + B3) + By] [6(Dy — 1) — 1] ' 6(CL + D1) [ + [6(Ay + [ A3)

+ A3)Z = [6(By + TBy) + By] [6(Dy — D) — 1] (92 + 650 + Ib) ft

{ +I(b(t)odW(t)),  P(T)=I(P=+3).

(2.8)

If [Z3) admits a solution ¢(-) such that ¢ (D — Il ) — I is invertible, BSDE (ZR) admits a unique

adapted solution (¢(-),b(-)). Then the equation of X (SDE) admits a unique solution X(-). Further,
(Y(-), Z(+)) is derived. Then X(-) is obtained. The proof is complete. O



Remark 2.1 Notice that 1) is a fully-coupled FBSDE, in which Y(T') depends on X(T) and X(0)
depends on Y(0). This kind of FBSDE has been studied, see e.g., [20, [21], etc. However, (23] is

quite different from those of the existing works. It should be moticed that Ay + T'As # Ay + A3l in
general, which implies ¢ is asymmetric. It follows from the above analysis that Y and X have different
dimensions, which leads to the asymmetry of ¢. Thus this asymmetry is brought by the characteristics
of the social optimisation problem itself. Actually, it is a challenge to derive the solvability of Riccati
equation (23l). For constant coefficient case, explicit solution may be obtained by direct calculations
under additional conditions (see e.g., [1,[39], etc) .

Now we look at a special case. We let either By = 0, Bs = 0, or C = 0, D; = 0, which means
either B=0, K=0,or D=0, H, =0 (k=1,---,K). In this case, ([Z3]) becomes

{gz's + ¢(A1 + T Az) + (Az + A3D)p + ¢(A1 T + TAD + T Ay + Bi) b+ Az = 0, 29)

o(T) = Id.
Proposition 2.2 Let (A1)-(A4) hold. Let (U(:),V (-)) be the solution of the ODE

< U(t) ) _ ( AL +TA; AT +TAT + T A + By > < U(t)
—Aj3 —(Ag + Agl)

g>:<1{i>>’

and U(-) is nonsingular on [0,T]. Then ¢(t) = V () U 1(t) is the unique solution of ([2.9)).

Proof We adapt the method of [I2] Theorem 5.12]. Differentiation of the identity U(t)U~1(t) = I
gives

UU () + U(t)%{U‘l(t)} =0,

which implies
U0y = U U ).

Define ¢(t) = V(t)U~1(t). Then we obtain that ¢(-) satisfies
¢+ ¢(Ar + D A3) + (As + AsD) ¢ + ¢ (AT + T AL + DAy + By) o+ Az = 0

with ¢(T) = V(T)U~'(T) = Id. Hence the conclusion. O
Another result on the solvability of Riccati equation ([2Z.9)) is as follows.

Proposition 2.3 Let (A1)-(A4) hold. For s € [0,T], let ¥(-,s) be the solution of the ODE

iqf(t,s) = A@)U(t,s), tels T,

dt (2.10)
U(s,s) =1,
where
A() = o :[f‘l’(j“lfr“‘f‘*)A B — [Ax+ A D416 (A DT A DDA 48, )]
+ (A2 + AD) T4 T8 (AL DT AT 4T A+ By ) T+ As |

Suppose that

[( 0 1)U(T,1) < ) >]_1 € L}(0, T; REKmx8Kny.

Then 23) admits a unique solution ¢(-), which is given by

¢(t):I<i>—[(o I)@(T,t)(?ﬂ_l(o I)\P(T,t)<é>, te, 7). (211



Proof Define II(t) = ¢(t) — I®, t € [0,T]. ¢(T) = I® implies I(T) = 0. By ¢(t) = II(t) + I[P, we
obtain
1T + H<A1 +TA; + (AT + T AT + T A + Bl)fci)) + <A2 + Al
+ I_(i)(.Alf + ngf + fAQ + Bl))H + H(A1f + ngf + fAQ + B1)H
FIP(A +TA3) + (Ag + A3D) T + TO (AT + T AT + DAy + By) [D
| t A3 =0, I(T) = 0.
According to [39, Theorem 5.3], we have

H(t):—[(o I)\I/(T,t)(?)]_l(o I)\P(T,t)<é>, t e [0,].

Then we get (211)). O
The following proposition further discusses the explicit solutions of ¢(-).

Proposition 2.4 Assume that K() is a constant-valued matriz and denoted by K(t) = A. Suppose

that
det{( 0 I )e“<?>}>o, v tel0,T]

holds. Then (23] admits a unique solution ¢(-) as

¢(t>:fci>_[(o I)eMT—ﬂ(‘})]_l(o 1)6A<T—t><{)>, te[0,7]. (2.12)

Proof Similar to the proof of Proposition 23] (2:12]) is obtained by [22] Theorem 4.3]. O

3 Stochastic optimal control problem for A4;, 1 <i< N

Now, we make some person-by-person analysis, introduce an optimal control problem, solve it and get
the decentralized control in this section.
3.1 Forward-backward person-by-person optimality

It is well-known that by freezing the state-average term we can always derive an auxiliary control
problem in MF game scheme. Actually, due to the difference of cost functional, MF social optima
scheme and MF game scheme are rather different. In MF social optima scheme the person-by-person
optimality is regarded as an effective method to derive the auxiliary control problem, see e.g. Section
below or [I5]. In this section, we will apply variation method to analyze the MF approximation
by virtue of person-by-person optimality principle. Due to forward-backward structure, we call it
forward-backward person-by-person optimality.

Let {u;,u_; € Uf}ijil denote all centralized optimal strategies. Take the perturbation into account
that A; uses u; € U7, 1 < i < N, while the other agents use u—; = (@1, -+ ,Ui—1, Uit1, ** , UN).
States satisfying (L8)-(L3) associated with (u;,u_;) and (u;,u—;) are denoted by (X;,Y;, Z;.) and
(X:,Y;, Z;.), respectively, i =1,2,--- | N. For 1 < j < N, define

ouj =uj; —uj, o0X;=X;-X;, 0Y;=Y;-Y;, 04; =25 —Z;.
Therefore, variation of the dynamic for A;, 1 <i < N is
doX; = [Agi 5X; + Bou; + FéX(N)] dt + Déu;dWi(t),

dsY; = — [Hgiayi + Kou; + LOX; + M&XUV)} dt + 67;. (£)dW (1), (3.1)
5X:(0) =0, 0Yi(T) = d5Xi(T),
and for A;, j # 1,
A6X; = | Ag, X, + Fox ™| at,
A6Y; = — | Ho,8Y; + LoX; + MOX ™) |dt + 52, (4)aw (1), (32)
5X;(0) =0, 6Y;(T) = ®5X;(T).



For 1 <k < K, we define 6 Xy = > ic7 ;20X and 6Y(uy = > 57, 2, 6Y;. We then have
AOX (s = | ApdX ) + (N = I, (3)) FOX™N |dt, 6X3(0) =0,

and
A0Y{yy = [ HkdY(g) + LOX 3y + (Ni — I, (i) MoX N |at + 3" 62,.W (1),
GI]C,‘]#Z
§Y (s (T) = ®5X 4 (T).

Here, Iz, () denotes the indicative function. Define AJ; = Jj(uj,u—;) — J;(u;,u—;). By elementary
calculations, we further derive the variation of cost functional for A; as

AT = E{ /OT [<Q (X - S)Z(N)) X, — 55X<N>> + (Ro, s, 6us) | dt

+ (T'Y;(0), 5Y,~(0)>}.

For j # 14, variation of cost functional for A; is

AJ; = IE{ /T (@ (%5 = sXM) 6, — 55X | dt + (T7;(0),0Y;(0)) }
0

Thus it follows

T N
AJS(OJX):E{/ [Z Q(X*j—SX< >> 5X; — SéX(N)>+<R9iui,6ui>]dt
0
(3.3)

In the following, based on ([B.3]) we will obtain another representation of Ajs(é\cf) which is affected by
0X;, du;, 0Y; and some error terms. We will further derive the decentralized auxiliary cost functional.

Proposition 3.1 The variation of js(é\cf) has the following form
ATGY
T K
— E{/ [(QXi,éXi> —((QS+5TQ—STQS)X,5X;) + Z (m FTYF 6X;)
0 k=1

K
+ (ﬁk(FTEYk — MTXk), 0X;) + <R9i’L_LZ', du;)
k=1

9
dt + <rn<o>,an<o>>} e
=1

where (X, Yi) stands for a type-k representative of (Xf'7 Ylj) when only the distribution is concerned.
X, Xp*, X7, YS, Z7 are the approzimations of XV, 0X(x), NpdXj, NidYj,
NkéZ] , respectwely For j €Iy, j #1,

(dX] = H, X]dt,
avy = | = AlY! + L7 X] - QX |at + z{ aw @),

dYy = [_ AYF+(QS+8TQ-STQX - m(F'EY, - M'X)) (3.5)

K
— ZmFTYQZ] dt
=1

X{(0) = -TY;(0), Y{(T)=-®"X{(T), Yf(T)=0, 1<k<K,




and

e =F /T <<QS +STQ - STQS) (X' - X<N>) ,N5X<N>> dt,
0

er = iE/T ((@5+8TQ-5TQS) X, Xi* — 6X) ) dt,

Eg—ZE/Tl > {QX;, NpdX; — X7) dt,

JETk,jFi

1
— Y (TY;(0), NpdY;(0) — Y (0)),
1 JEZW#Z

<7rkMTXk - Z oM XTI 6X; > dt,
k JETk,jF#i

—m FTEY, + 5 > mFTY],6X; > dt,
N JE€Ly,jF#1

JEL,j#i

K K
Z mFTEY; + Y % Y FTY, X;;*> dt,
=1 =1

JEL,j#i

M= I ﬁbllﬂx iyl TTMw

=/
=/
=/
=/

K K
<Z zMTXl—Z% > MTX{,X;;*>dt,
=1 =1

ZE/ Z— <7rkFTY2k,5Xi> dt.

Proof For the proof we may divide it into three steps.
Step I: Replacing XV) in B3) by MF term X which will be determined later. Specifically,

AT { [ [< (% - X9 ,530) - (@ (% - 550) , 55x)
N
- > <QSX<N) 5X>+ Z (QX;,0X;)
J=1,j#i j=1,j#i
N
-y <Q(’j —SX<N>) ,S5X<N>> (Ro, i, 1) dt+z (T'Y;(0), 6;(0 )>}
J=1,j#i j=1
T
_IE{/ (QXi,0X;) — (@RS +57Q - 5TQS) X,0X; )
0
K K 1
Z<(QS+STQ STQS) X,6X . >+Z 3 (QX;, NibX;)
=1 = Ve JETp jti
K
k=1 k JETLy j;éz

Step II: For 1 < k < K, introduce X" to replace 6.X . For j € Zy, j # i, introduce X7 to replace



N6 X; and (Y}, ZF) to replace (N0Yj, Ny0Z;), where

K
AX}7* = | ARX[ + Frd X+ Fr Y X’**] ”
=1
K
dX; = |ApX] + Frpd X + Fr Y Xl**] o (3.6)
=1 .
K
47 = —|HY? + LX + MmdX, + MﬂkZXl** dt + Z7dW (t),
=1
(X" (0) =0, X;(0)=0, Y;(T)=aX;(T).
Therefore,
AT
. ) .
~E / (QX:,6X;) = (QS+5TQ - STQS)X,6X,)
0
« K (3.7)
T T < ok X * .
(QS+S'Q—-S"Q9)X, X)) + Zﬁk , Z ,<QXJ"X?'>
P k=1 JET,j#1

K 4
dt+<m<0),5n(0>>+ZNik > <F16-<0)JG-*(0>>}+Z€1-
=1

k=1""" jeTy, j#i

Step III: Substitute X7, Y[ and X by dual method. Introduce the adjoint processes (Xf, Ylj, Zf)
and sz of the terms (Yj*, Z ]f, X ]*) and X", respectively, which are assumed to satisfy
dX] = andt,  XJ(0) = —I'Y;(0),
dY{ = cndt + Z7dW (t), YI(T)=—-®"XI(T), jei, j#i,
dYF = agdt + Z5dW,,  YF(T)=0, 1<k<K,

where ay, a9, ag will be determined later. Applying Itd’s formula to (X f, Y]*>, we have

K
d(X],Y}) = <X{', - (Hij* + LX; + MmdX; + Mry, Xl**) > + (o, Y}) | dt
=1
N
+ ) (e )dW(t
j=1
For j € Ty, j # i, integrating from 0 to 1" and taking expectation, we obtain
E (X{(T),®X;(T)) + E(T'V;(0), Y (0)) = E(X{(T),Y;(T)) —E(X](0),v;(0))
T . .
E/O [ — H) X{,Y*> — <LTX{,X;-‘> -y <7rkMTX’,Xl**> (3.8)
=1
_ <7rkMTX{, 5XZ-> ] dt.
Similarly, we derive
—E<<1>TX{(T) X% ( > E{Y{(T), >—E<Yf(0),X;(0)>

T
:E/
0

<a2 +AIYY X > +3 <ka Y, X; > + <7TkFTY1j , 5XZ->] dt, 39
=1




and

o:E<Y2’f(T),X,;**(T)> < F(0), X5 (0 )>
T
),

() = H X7,
ag = — AY] + LTX] - QX;,

(3.10)

X;
Tvk sy
<a3+AkY2,X >+§<ka YE, X7 > <ka Y2,5XZ>] dt.

Letting

K K
az= —AVF+(QS+STQ-STQNX - mF'EY! +> mM'X]
=1 =1

K
— ZTQFTYQl,

and substituting ([B.8)-BI0) into [B.7), we derive ([3.4]). Notice that (X{,Y] ) are exchangeable for
all j € Iy, j # i. Here, “exchangeable” means there is no essential difference for (Xf ,YJ ) in the

same type-k in distribution sense. Thus we apply (X, Yy) to stand for (X{,Y] ) for the type-k
representative when the expectations are involved. The proof is complete. O
Based on the above analysis, we pose the following auxiliary cost functional with perturbation

AJi = E{ /0 ' [<QX}-, 6X;) = ((QS+57Q - 5TQS) X,0X;) + g@rkﬂn’% 6X;)

b (3.11)

+ <wk(FT?k ~MTX),0X) + (Rgiai,éui>
k=1

dt + (Fﬁ(0)753€(0)>}~

Remark 3.1 [t should be noticed that X{ is deterministic, satisfying the ODE in ([B.1) because its
initial value X7(0) is deterministic. Since X, is Fi-adapted, Zfl (1 <1 < N) cannot be omitted,
though the terminal value Y{ (T) is deterministic. By contrast, the drift term of Y2k (the second BSDE

in B3) ) is deterministic (It follows from EI5) that X is deterministic (see below)) and the terminal
value Y5 (T) is zero, thus we derive that Z§ should be zero, which implies Yy is deterministic indeed.
Therefore, system ([B.0) is a coupled FBSDE, and adjoint system ([B.1) is made up by two ODEs and
a BSDE.

Remark 3.2 In Step III, 2N + K adjoint equations are introduced to ensure Ajs(é\c[) to break up
with the dependence on X;,Yj* and X;*. This problem is caused by the existence of XWN) in state

equations, that is F'(-), M(:) # 0. On the contrary, if F(-) =0, M(-) =0, then X;(-) =0, Y;*(:) =0
and X;*(-) = 0. There is no additional adjoint equation required to obtain auxiliary control problem.

3.2 Decentralized strategy

Motivated by ([B.I1]), we will pose an auxiliary forward-backward LQ optimal control problem. Firstly

we substitute X(V)(-) with X(-) in dynamics (L8)-(C3) and get the new dynamics in decentralized
sense. Secondly, taking (.11 as the perturbation of the auxiliary cost functional, one can also guess
a quadratic cost functional in decentralized manner. Then we have

Problem 2. Minimize J;(u;) over u; € U subject to

{dm) = [4.0X:0) + BOw + FOX @]+ [ DOw) + o] awi,
and
{in(t) = — [Hgi(t)Y}(t) + K (tui(t) + L) Xi(t) + M() X (t)} dt + Z(t)dWi(t), (3.13)
Y;(T) = ®X;(T) + n;, |



where
1 T
Ji(ui) = 5{1@/0 [<QX,-,X,-> —2(0, X;) + (Rgiui,ui>]dt+ (FY,-(O),YZ-(O»}, (3.14)

with

K
—(QS+5TQ-STQSX ZkaTyg > m(FTY = MTX).
k=1

Here, )?, X’k, ?k, YQk can be chosen as
L K
(X,Xk,yk,yz’f) = (Z mEaz,Xk,EYk,ﬁk> : (3.15)
=1

where (aka B V> aka Ekv 7197 le Yka Zk7 19]6) , 1 <k < K, with ag, B, gk) Yk € L;,W(k) (Qa C([07 T]7 Rn))v
Vies Vi, 1 € L;W(k) (;R™) and ay,d, € L%(0,T;R") is the solution to consistency condition system

D).
Now, we solve this problem by applying stochastic maximum principle, see e.g. [26]. Introduce an
adjoint equation

dpi(t) = —[Afps + LT g + QX; — ©|dt + pdWi(t),
dqi(t) = Hy, qudt,
pi(T) = ®Tqi(T), (0) = T'Y;(0).

The stochastic maximum principle implies

w(t) = —R (0BT (Opi(t) + DT (0B:(0) + K (Dai(t)).

The related Hamiltonian system becomes

AX;(t) = [A0, () Xi(t) = BB, (1) (BT (Opi(t) + DT (0)F,(8) + K (1)ai (1))
+FOX(®)]dt + |~ DR O(BT (pi(t) + DT (051
(

aYi(t) = = Ho,()Yi() = KRG () (BT (Opi(t) + DT ()p:() + K (1)ai(1))

+ LOXi(1) + MOX ()] dt + Zi()awi(e),

(3.16)

)
Xi(0) =&, YiT)=0X;(T)+m, pi(T)=2 ¢(T), ¢(0)=TY;0).

Remark 3.3 Similar to large population problem, in social optima scheme the state (resp. problem)
corresponding to the external variable X (-) is always called auziliary (or limiting) state (resp. problem);

while the state (resp. problem) corresponding to weakly coupled term XN () is always called real state
(resp. problem).

Remark 3.4 Thanks to Section 2, we derive the wellposedness of consistency condition system (2.1]).
Based on (21) and BI5), one also obtains the wellposedness of [B.0) and (B.10).

4 Asymptotic c-optimality

We start this section with the representation of social cost, which is to be applied to verify the
asymptotic optimality.



4.1 Representation of social cost
System ([L8)-(L9) is rewritten as

N
dX = (AgX + Bu)dt + Y (Dju +7;)dWi(t),

i=1 (4.1)
dY = —(HyY + Ku + MX)dt + ZdW (),

X(0)=¢ Y(T)=®X(T)+7,

where
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Similarly, the social cost takes the form of
1 T
T =35> E{ | [t - sox ™), xi(0) - @)X @)
i=1 0

T
_ §{E/o [<QX,X> + (Ru,u>] dt + (FY(O),Y(0)>}=

where

Q+%(5TQRS-QS-5TQ) £(STQRS-QS-STQ) - X(STQRS-QS-5TQ)
Q- ~(TQS-QS-5TQ) Q+1x(STQRS—QS-5TQ) - {(5TQRS-QS-57Q)
L(STQS-QS-STQ)  £(STQS-QS-STQ) - Q+%(STQRS-QS-STQ)
Ry o - 0
o' Ry, 0 Do g
R: . . . . 7F = I : .
0 0 - Roy 00 - T

Let Wq(:), ¥o(-) be the solutions of

{d\Ifl(t) = Ag(t)\yl(t)dt, tc [O,T], \1’1(0) =1,
d¥s(s) = Hy(s)Wa(s)ds, se[t,T], Yot) =1.



Then the strong solution (X, Y) of (@Il admits

X(t) = Wy(t)€ + Wy(t) /t Uy (s) 1B (s)u(s)ds

0

N t
300 /0 i (s)" (Diuls) + ) dWi(s), (4.2)
i=1

T
Y(t)=E [(‘I’X(T) +7)Uo(T) + /t (K(s)u(s) + M(s)X(s))\I’Q(s)ds‘]—}] .

Define eight operators by

. N .
(Liu()(-) := \Ill(){/o \Ill(s)_lB(s)u(s)ds—i—Z/o \Pl(s)_lDiu(s)dWi(s)},

Lyu() = (Lyu(-)(T),
N .

Lo(€)() = Wi()E+ Y ‘111(')/0 Uy () ' TdWils),  La(€) = La(E)(T),
i=1

T s
(Lau(-)(") ::E[/ (K(S)U(S) +M(8)‘I’1(S){/O Wi(s) " B(s)u(s)ds

N S
+ Z/o \1’1(8)—1Diu(s)dWi(s)}> \y2(3)ds‘}j

i=1

T
+E <I>\I’1(T){/O Uy (s) 1B (s)u(s)ds

N T
+Z/ \I/l(s)_lDiu(s)dWi(s)}\IIQ(T)‘]—". :
T
/ M(5) W (s <§+Z/ Uy (s) "5 (s)dWi (s )) \yQ(s)ds(f.]
(‘1"?1 <§+Z/ V(s (s)dWi(s )) +ﬁ> ‘P2(T)‘f ;

Lau(-) = (L3u(-))(0),

L4EM():=E

Correspondingly, L7, £3 are defined as the adjoint operators of L1, L3 w.r.t. the inner product (-, -)
(see e.g. [1]), respectlvely That is V ¢; € L&(0,T;R"), V¥ (3 € L2(0,T;R™), V (3 € L2 (G R™),

T

T

E / (Lru()) (), C1(H)dt = E / wt), (L3 ()) @)t
0 0
o~ T ~

E(Zsu(), Go(t)) = E /0 (w(t), (B36() (1),

~ T ~
B(Eu(). ) = E [ (), (£36) 0.

.
Given any admissible u(-), we express X, Y as

X(T) = Elu( )+ 52@)



Hence, we rewrite the social cost as
T
2730 w) = E [ [(QX,X) + (Ru,)de + (TY(0), Y(0)
0

! —
- E/O [((ﬁfQﬁlu(.))(t),u(t» 4 2(LIQLE) (1), u(t))

+(QLE)(1): L2©)(1)) + (Ru(t), u(t)) + (LT Lyu()) (1), u(t))
+ 2ALZDLE T (8),u(t) | dt + (DL T), £4(E 7))

T ~ o~ —
—E [ [(€1QEmO)(®) + Rult) + (E5TExu())(0) u) +2£iQLO)

M), u(t)) + (QLE)D), L2(€) ()] dt + (CLiE 7). £4(E,m)

+ LT LL(E 7)(t
u(-)) + 2{(Mi, u(-)) + Mo,

= (Mau(-),

where My is an L? bounded self-adjoint positive definite linear operator; M;j is an L? bounded
operator and My € R; (-,-) denotes the inner product of different space.

4.2 Agent A;, 1 <i < N perturbation
Let w = (uy,--- ,uy) denote the set of decentralized strategies given by

i(t) = =Ry () (B (O)pi(t) + DT (0)Bi(t) + K ()ai(t)), L < i < N,

7

where P
dX;(t) = |Ap,X; = BR,'(B'p;+ D'p; + K'q;) + F > _mEay| dt
=1
+ [~ DB pi+ DThi+ K i) + o] aWi(t),
K
dYi(t) = — |Ho,Y; = KR, (B pi+ D'p; + K qs) + LX; + M ) _ mEal] dt
=1
+ ZidWi(t), ; (4‘3)
dpi(t) = — |Agpi+ L g+ QX — (QS+5'Q - 5TQ8) ) mEq
=1
K K R R
+Y mFTY] 4+ m(FTY - MTX))|dt + pdWi(t),
=1 =1
dqi(t) = Hy qidt,
X;(0) =&, Yi(T)=0X,(T)+m, pilT)=2"q(T), 0)=TY;0)

with oy, Vi, X,, Y, being given by BI5). Actually the wellposedness of (4.3)) can be obtained similar
to 1)) (or ([Z2)) and we omit it. So do the following coupled FBSDEs (1))

Correspondingly, the real state (Xl, X N Yl, o YN) under the decentralized strategy satisfies

dX;(t) = [Agi)?i —BR,' (B'pi+D'p; + K'q;) + FX'(N)] dt
+ | = PR3N (B i+ DB+ K ai) + 03| dWi(o), w

dYi(t) = — {Hgiffi — KRy (BTpi+ D'p + K'q;) + LX; + M)E‘(N)] dt + Z;.dW (),

(Xi(0) =&, Yi(T) = 2X(T) + s,

and XV (1) = + SN X;(-). For 1 < j < N, define the perturbation as

duj =uj— iy, 0X;=X;—X;, 0V =Y;=Y;, AT = Tiluj,ui-g) — T, i-y).



It should be noticed that hereafter the notation (X s ffj), 1 < j < N stands for the state of A; when
applying an alternative strategy w; while A;,[ # j applies u;. Similar to the computations in Section

B we have

AT = /T
0

+ Z <7rlFTY2,5X > EK: <m (FTEYZ - MTXl) ,5XZ-> + (Ro, s, 6us) ] dt (4.5)

(QX:,0%;) - <(QS +5TQ - 5TQS) imﬂzal, 6XZ->

=1

+(T%:(0), v, >}+Zal,
where

T
e = E/ <<QS+STQ - STQS> (Z mEa; — ) NoxWN >> dt,
0
K T
£y = ZE/ <<QS +5TQ— STQ5> ZmEal,X;;* — 5X(k)> dt,
=1
T
ZE/ € > (X NidX; - X )at,

] (SN

K

a=Y Z < 0), NydY;(0) ~ 7 (0)),
k=1 €Tk
K .

5= E / <7TkM Xk—— > wkMTX],(SX,->dt,
k=1 N JETh i i
K

:Z / <-ka EYkJr— Z kaTY1,5X>dt
k=1 Nk JELY,JF1
K K K '

er=Y E / <Z7UM X, -y Ly MTX{,X;;*>dt,
=1 =1 = N JET, ji
K K

es=Y E / < Z oy EYlJer > FTY{ X >dt,
k=1 =1 =1 ljeIl,j;éz

Z e | Izk <7rkFTY2k, 5X,-> dt.

Now, we consider the situation that A;, 1 <14 < N applies an alternative strategy u; while A;, j # ¢
applies u;. The real state with the ith agent’s perturbation is
dX,(t) = [Agi X, + Bu; + F)E(N)} dt + [Dui v ai] AW (t),
dYi(t) = — [Hgiffi + Ku; + LX; + MX’UV)} dt + Z;.dW (1), (4.6)
Xi(0) = &, Yi(T)= ®X,(T)+m,

and
d)u(j(t) = [AOij — BR(,_jl(Bij + Dij —I—Kqu) +FX(N)]dt

+ [ —DR;'(BTp;+ D'p;+ K'qj) + aj] dW;(t),

dvi(t) = — [ngffj — KRy (BTpj+ D'p; + K qj) + LX; + MX™ >] dt (4.7)
+ Z;.dW (t),




where X(V) = L El lX

To obtaln the asymptotic optimality, we first derive some estimations. In all the proofs hereafter,
C will denote a nonnegative constant and its value may change from line to line. Similar to the proof
of [14, Lemma 5.1], by virtue of estimations of FBSDE, we derive

Lemma 4.1 Under (A1)-(A4), there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of N such that

K
SE swp [lau®F +&@OF +1HOF +ROF +1XOF +VOF +10:0F]
=1
(4.8)

+ sup E sup ||Xi(t) + [Yi(t) }+ZE/ [P + @ + 1 2@ dt < .
1<i<N  0<t<T

Similar to Lemma[ET], by the L? boundness of u;, &, ;, 0; and &;, n;, 05,045,050 (1 <j < N,j#i),
we have

.2
sup E sup “Xl(t)‘ +
1<i<N  0<t<T

o2
i) } <c (49)
Lemma 4.2 Under (A1)-(A4), there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of N such that

+ Cé%, (4.10)

E sup | XM (1) — Z mEa(t)

0<t<T

where ey = (W) _
N = SuplngK ™ T -

Proof For 1 <k < K, state average of the k-type agent is defined by

:—ZX], Yy _—ZY

jEZk ]GIk
thus
~ ~ 1 ~
dX®) (1) = [ A4, X" — = > BR'B'pj+D'p;+ Kq;) + FX™N | dt
k jeT,
1
+ﬁk Z [ DR, (B p, "’DTPJ +K ' q5) "’JJ}dW( )
JELy
dy ) (¢) HY® - — %" KR p;+ DD+ K'q;) + LX®
k JELK
~ 1 ~
+ MXWM) gt + i > Zjdw(t),
JELy
X® (0 = ZSJ, v®E(T) = o X *)(T +—Z%
\ k JELk JEIk
Noticing that
K
dEay(t) = |AyEay — BR,'E(B'P,+ D'p, + K'Qy) + Fzmﬂzal dt,
=1

Eoy; (0) = E&®)



we have

d(f((k) (t) — Eak(t)> -

- 1 B B
Ap (X(k> _ Eak> — Fﬂ;@ BRk1<Bij + DT

K
+ KTQj - E(BTPk "‘DTﬁk +KTQk)) + F <5§1(N) - ZmEal) ]dt
=1

1
TN, > [— DR (B'pj+ D0 + K 'q5) + Uj]de( );
JETy
- 1
k) _ _ 1 pe®)
(X Eak>(0) -V 3 & - Ee®

JELy

Here, we apply Py, Py, Q. to denote the k-type representative when the expectations are involved as
(X, Yy) before. Under (A2), for 1 < k < K, {{;,j € I} are identically independent distributed
(i.i.d). Notice that (p;(-),7,(-)) € F{, ¢;(-) € Fj. Therefore {(p;,p;),j € Ty} are i.i.d and {g;,j €

Ty} are deterministic. Using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and
estimations of SDE, we derive

2

E sup X *) —Eak’
0<s<t
1 i Pl 2 |- K ’
<E|z 2 (6-EW) +CE/O | X9 — Bay| + | XM =3 mBay| | ds
JETLy =1
2
i
+O]E/ i > (Bij +D'p;+K"q; —E(B"P,+ D', +KTQk)) ds
0|7k ez,
tq _ _ 2
+C’IE/O N, Z ’—DRkl(Bij —I—Dij—l-Kqu) +O'j‘ ds

JELy
2

t - 2 t C
< CE/ ‘XW—E%} ds+CIE/ ds + —.
0 0 N

K
X(N) — Z mEal
=1

Gronwall inequality implies that

2

- 2 t] K
E sup ‘X(k) —Eak‘ < CE/ XN ZmEal ds + Q
0<s<t 0 =1 N
Since
XN N mEa =Y (WI(MX(:) _ mEaz>
I=1 =1
K N K
= Zﬂ'l(N) <X(l) — qu> + Z <7TI(N) - 7T1>qu,
=1 =1
we get
K 2
E sup | XN — mEa
Oﬁsgt lz_; : :
K N ) ] K 2 c
< CZE sup ‘X(l) —Eal‘ —I-CE?V < CE/ XN ZmEal ds + — —i—Ce?\;.
1=1 0Ssst 0 =1 N
Therefore, the result follows from Gronwall inequality. O

By Lemma L2l we easily derive the following result.



Lemma 4.3 Under (A1)-(A4), there exists a constant C > 0 independent of N such that

< s Céy. (4.11)

sup [E sup ‘Xj(t)—)zj(t)F—i-E sup |Y](t)—§~/](t)‘2 N

1<j<N | o<i<T 0<t<T

Lemma 4.4 Under (A1)-(A4), there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of N such that

sup
1<j<N,j#i

E sup [6X;(¢ )]2+E S \5Y ]2+E/ Z‘éZﬂ )| dt]

0<t<T
SJ\C; <1+E/ léui]2d3>.

(4.12)

Proof According to BI)-@2), it yields

t t
E sup [0Xi]? < C<1+E/ |5ui|2ds> —I—CE/ |6Xi|2ds+C’IE/ 5X M) 2ds,
0 0

0<s<t

t T
E sup ]6Y,~]2+E/ Z\azﬂfds < CE|6X(T)|? +C<1 +E/ léui]2d3>
0 =1 0

0<s<t

t t t 9
+CE/ \5Yi\2ds+CE/ ]6X,~]2ds+CE/ 5x " s,
0 0 0

for j # 1,
t t 2
0<s<t 0 0
t NV 5
E su 5Y—2+E/ 0Z;1|"ds
ogsgt’ i 0 ;é;‘ JA
¢ t t 2
SCEMX].(T)\MCE/ \5Yj\2ds+CE/ yaxj\2ds+CE/ ‘5X(N)‘ ds,
0 0 0
and

t t
E sup [6X([* < CE/ yax(k)y2ds+CN2E/ 16X ) |2ds.
0<s<t 0

Noticing that

K
sx = Loy, o L > 68X
N g N ~ @)

we arrive at
T t c & t 2
E sup [0X;[2 < C 1+E/ |Sui*ds +OE/ |5Xi|2d5+_QZE/ |6X )" ds,
0<s<t 0 0 N o

and

t t K t
E sup |0Xgy|° < CE/ |5X(k)|2ds+CE/ |5Xi|2ds+CZIE/ 16X | ds.
0 0 =1 “0

0<s<t

Therefore, it follows from Gronwall inequality that

T
E sup [6X; ]2+ZE sup |6X () | < C<1 +E/ \5u,~]2ds>.
0

0<s<t =1 0<s<t

Thus,

m2_. ¢ g 2
E sup ‘(5X( )‘ <= 1+E/ |du;|“ds |.
0<s<t N 0



Using Gronwall inequality again, we have

sup
1<j<N,j#i

< 5 <1+E/ léui\2ds>.

0<s<t

t N
E sup |6X; \2+E sup \5Y\2+E/ Z|(5Zjl‘2ds
=1

L]
Lemma 4.5 Under (A1)-(A4), there exists a constant C > 0 independent of N such that
2 ¢ 2 /T 2
E sup |X/* < | —= +Ce 1+E du;|~ds |, 4.13
Z s X700 = 0X0 0] < (5 N)< [ o (413)
for j € I, j;éz, 1§k‘§K,
2 C T
E sup [NedX; (1) - X3(0)[* < (o + O 1+IE/ (Gus[2ds |, (4.14)
0<t<T N 0
C T
E sup |NpoY;(t) — Y (t )|? < ( 5 +CeN> 1+E/ |6u;|*ds | . (4.15)
0<t<T N 0

Proof First,
(

d(XT — 6X ) = ~

Ap(Xg™ = 0Xk)) + F<7Tk - M)5Xi

— I
+F7Tkz —(5X(l +F<7Tk— Zk >Z§X(l]

(Xg" = 6X(1))(0) =0,
and for j € Ty, j # 1,

d(XT — NuoX;) =

4] = NioX;) + F (i — 7)o+ F (m — )ZX**

K

+ Frl Z *—6X( ]dt,
=1

(X — NpoX;)(0) =0,

and
p

AV} = NudY;) = = [ (Y] = NedY) + LOX; = Nad X;) + M (e = m7 ) X,

N

)| dt + (Z;. — NydZ;.)dW (t),

+M<7Tk—7rl(€N)ZX**+M7rk Z

=1 =1
(Y] = NioY5)(T) = (X5 (T) — Nid X;;(T)).

According to Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality,

t K t
E sup |X]:* — 5X(k)|2 < OE/ |X]:* — 5X(k)|2d8 =+ OZE/ |Xl** — 5X([)|2d8
0 — 0

0<s<t
+( 52 +OQ)E /t

t K ¢
< O]E/ | X5 — 0 X |*ds + OZE/ X[ = 0X | *ds

C
+ (N2 + CEN) <1 + E/ |6ul|2d8>

K
|5Xi|2 + Z |6X(l)|2‘| ds
=1



Thus,

ZEsup | X[ —6X |2<C’ZE/ X7 — 0 X )2

=1 0<s<t
C T
+ <N2 —i—CeN) (1 —i—E/O léui\2ds>.

By virtue of Gronwall inequality, we have

ZE sup | X7 (1) — ()|2<<C +Cé ) 1—|—E/T|5u-|2ds
0<t£T Kot N2 N 0 ' '

Similarly,

t K t
E sup |X} — NyoX;|? gC’IE/ ke —NkéXj|2ds—|—C’ZE/ X7 — 6X | ds
0 — 0

0<s<t
t
+ CE?VE/
0

By the first equation of ([3.06]), we derive

K
PP+ |Xl**|2] ds.

=1

t K ¢ t
E sup |X; < CE/ |X,’;*|2ds+C’ZE/ |Xl**|2ds+CE/ 16X, 2ds.
0 — Jo 0

0<s<t

It follows from Gronwall inequality that

t
ZE sup |X;*)? < CE/ 10X, |%ds.

=1 0<s<t

Then noticing ([EI3]),
t K t
E sup |X]—NpdX;|* < CE/ X7 —NchXj|2ds—|—C’ZIE/ X — 0 X Pds
0<s<t =1 70
t
—i—Ce?VE/ 16X, |%ds
0

t C T
gCE/ |X;-‘—Nk5Xj|2ds—|—<m+Ce?V> 1+E/ |6uil?ds |,
0 0

which implies (£14)). With the help of the estimations of BSDE, ([@I3)) is derived.

O

Applying the above estimations, by the standard estimations of FBSDE, the L? boundness of

&y iy 04y Dis Dss Gis B.0)) and ([£4]), we get the following result.

Lemma 4.6 Under (A1)-(A4), there exists a constant C > 0 independent of N such that

2

E sup Xk(t)—Ni Z X1 (t) S%—I—C’e?\;,

k=1 0stsT k ez, i

K

K

E sup EYk(t)—F Z Y (t) S%—I—C’e?\/.

iy O<t<T

(4.16)

(4.17)



Proof It follows from (B3] that

.
(5 ¥ Xf)— S i
JGIW# JGIk,J#Z
1 .
iy _ J J
d(mz,n)— DIRCRETED SIS D AT
JELy,jFi JGIk,J#Z JEIW#Z JGIW#
— Y Z{dw(
JEIk,J#Z
L > Xj(o):—L > Y50 L > YJ(T):_‘I’_T S x{m).
Ny &~ 1 Ny &= TIUON,  Le T N, = 1
\ JETk,jF#i JETk,jF#i JETk,jF#i JETk,jF#i

By the definition of X, Y, we have

dX;, = H} X,dt,
AEY), = [— AJEY, + LTX,, — QEX,,| dt,
Xp(0) = ~TEY(0), EYW(T)=-0"Xu(T), k=1, K,

where )Zk, ?k denote the optimal states of k—type corresponding to ([£4]) and EX, ks
EY}, satisfy

dEX), — [AkE)Zk — BR;'E(B pr+ D' + K 'qi) + FE)Z'W)] dt,
dEYV;, = — | H{EY, — KRy 'E(BTpg + Dby + K ) + LEX, + MEX™|at,
EX;(0) = E¢W,  EYi(T) = PEX,(T) + Eny.

Recall the notations X*) and Y*) defined in the proof of Lemma .2l Noticing

N N,
K ey i k k jeTeiti k
we have
2 2
1 , i »
E — X/ X, | <CE | |— X X, | d
ol XX xid <or [ 37X ds
== JELy,j#1 JELy,JFi
~ 1 ~
+O<(Y —EB(0 )( +|EYk<0)—E5k<0)|2+m|n(0>|2>,
k
2 2
1 , 1 ,
E sup |— Y Y/ -EY,| <CE i > X{(T) - Xi(T)
tsssT |k jer, i R eIy j#i
2 2
T 1 T 1
+CE/ Z Y] —EY} ds+CE/ Z X! —X,| ds
t | Nk JELy,jF1 t | Nk JELy,j#1

T
~ ~ 1 ~
- CE/ (!X(k) —Eoy|? + |EX}, — By |2 + myXZ-\2> ds.
t k

By the L? boundness of &, i, 04,05, D;» Gi» it is easy to get Esupgc,<; (\)22]2 + \}7;\2) <C,1<i<N.



In addition,
2
ds,

K
XN _ ZmEal

sup |EXk —Eoy? < C’E/
0 =1

0<s<t

~ ~ T ~
sup |[EYy — EBp|? < CJEX,(T) — Eay(T))? + CE/ |EX) — Eay|?ds
t<s<T

ds.

+CE/ ‘X(N ZﬂlEaz

With the help of the proof of Lemma [£2] one gets

_ 2 ~ 2
E sup ‘X(k) — Eak‘ < ¢ +Ce%, E sup ‘Y(k) — Eﬂk‘ < ¢ + Ce3,.
0<t<T N 0<t<T N

Then (£I6]) and ([EIT) are obtained based on above inequalities, Lemma 2] and Gronwall inequality.
[
4.3 Asymptotic optimality
To verify the asymptotic optimality, we just need to investigate the perturbation uv; € U7, 1 <i < N
satisfying js(oj\c[) (ug, - ,un) < js(ﬁ) (uy, -+ ,un). Obviously,
js((j\c[)(ﬂlv te 7ﬂN) < ON7

where C' is a nonnegative constant independent of N. Therefore we need only to investigate the
perturbation u; € U satisfying

N T
ZE/ lui|?dt < CN. (4.18)
i=1 0

Let ou; = u; —u;, 1 < i < N. Now we consider a perturbation v = @ + (duy,--- ,0uy) := u + du.

Recalling Lemma 4] and Lemma 5] there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of N such that

2 C
sup E sup [0X; +E sup aY;(t 2+E/ 0Zy(t)| dt| < —,
1<j<N,j#i 0<t<T| ()| | ®)] Z‘ )‘ N2
ZE sup_|X7* (t) — Xy (D) < %+063V,
0<t<T N
N C
E sup ]NkéXj(t)—Xj(t)] +C6N,

0<t<T N2

. C
E sup [NpdY;(t) = Yj (1)]* < <5 + Ce
0<t<T

Further, by Section 1] we have

27N (@ + Su) = (Mo (T + 6u), 1 + u) + 2(My, T + su) + My
= (Mou, u) + (Madu, du) + 2(Mau, du) + 2(My,u) + 2(My, du) + My

= 2~750c (u) + (Madu, du) + 2(Mau, du) + 2(My, du)
= 27N (@) + 2(Ma@i + My, du) + (Madu, du),

where Msou + M7 denotes the Fréchet differential of js(ﬁ) corresponding to u.

Theorem 4.1 Under (A1)-(A4), u = (u1,--- ,un) is a (V_lﬁ + 6N> -social decentralized optimal

strategy, where ey = sup; << ‘WZ(N) — m‘.



Proof By virtue of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

T (@) = TG0 (i + 6u)
N N 1
Sy D IMati+ M2 (o] — 5 (Madu, du) < [Maii + My |O(N).

i=1 i=1

Thus
|IMou + M| = o(1)

ensures the asymptotic optimality. According to Section [£.2] we derive
|M2ﬂ + M1|
T ~
= E{ / [(QXi,5Xi>—<<QS +5TQ - 5TQS) ZmEaz,éx >+Z (mF Y4, 6X)
0

=1

dt + (T'Y;(0), 5Y,-(0)>} + Z 1.
=1

+ Z m(FTEY, — MTEX)),0X;) + (Re, tis, 0u;)
=1

According to the optimality of u,

T K K
E{ /0 [<QX‘,~,5XZ-> - <(QS +8TQ - 57QS) ZmEal,éXi> +) (mF Yy, 6X;)
=1

=1

+ Y (m(FTEY, — MEX,),0X;) + (R, s, 6u;)
=1

dt + <ri(0),5n(0)>} = 0.

Moreover, by Lemmas 2.6 we have

Therefore,

Mol + M| = 0(\/% —i—eN).

5 Conclusion

(4.19)

This paper focuses on solving an L.Q) stochastic optimization problem in MF social optima scheme while
the dynamic is driven by FBSDE. An auxiliary LQ control problem is formulated and a decentralized
strategy is obtained with the help of consistency condition system. We also develop a Riccati equation
and a BSDE to decouple the MF-type FBSDE. At last, we verify the asymptotic optimality. In the
future, enlightened by the first motivation in Section one possible research direction is to study the
case that the dynamic satisfies a nonlinear system, which may be more valuable but more complicated
than the LQ structure shown in this work. Another research problem is LQ MF social optima with
partial observation, which may involve more applications in practice and bring more challenges in

theory.
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