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Social Optima of Linear Forward-Backward Stochastic System∗

Guangchen Wang† Shujun Wang‡ Jie Xiong§

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 LQ MF social optima problem is posed, which will be investigated in
this paper.

1.1 Notation

For T > 0, let (Ω,F , {Ft}0≤t≤T ,P) be a complete probability space, on which a N -dimensional stan-
dard Brownian motion {Wi(t), 1 ≤ i ≤ N}0≤t≤T is defined. W (t) := (W1(t), . . . ,WN (t))⊤. Let
F = {Ft, t ∈ [0, T ]} denote the filtration generated by {Wi(s), ξi, 1 ≤ i ≤ N}0≤s≤t and aug-
mented by NP (which is the class of all P-null sets of F). Let F i

t denote the augmentation of
σ{Wi(s), ξi, 0 ≤ s ≤ t} by NP, 1 ≤ i ≤ N . Here, ξi, 1 ≤ i ≤ N are initial values of states
which will be defined later.

In this paper, the Euclidean inner product is denoted by 〈·, ·〉. A⊤ stands for the transpose of a
matrix (or vector) A. Let Sn denote the set of symmetric n× n matrices. If A ∈ S

n is positive (semi)
definite, we write A > (≥) 0. We write A ≫ 0, if M − ǫI ≥ 0 for some ǫ > 0. We introduce the
following spaces:

• L2
F (Ω;R

n) :=
{
ζ : Ω → R

n|ζ is F-measurable and E|ζ|2 <∞
}
;

• L∞
F (Ω;Rn) :=

{
ζ : Ω → Rn|ζ is F-measurable and uniformly bounded

}
;

• L2
F
(Ω;C([0, T ];Rn)) :=

{
ζ(·) : Ω× [0, T ] → R

n|ζ(·) is continuous and Ft-adapted

satisfying E

[
sup

s∈[0,T ]
|ζ(s)|2

]
<∞

}
;
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• L2
F
(0, T ;Rn) :=

{
ζ(·) : Ω× [0, T ] → R

n|ζ(·) is an Ft-progressively measurable

process satisfying E
∫ T

0 |ζ(s)|2ds <∞
}
;

• L2(0, T ;Rn) :=
{
ζ(·) : [0, T ] → R

n|
∫ T

0 |ζ(s)|2ds <∞
}
;

• L∞(0, T ;Rn×m) :=
{
ζ(·) : [0, T ] → R

n×m|ζ(·) is uniformly bounded
}
.

1.2 Motivation

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

{
dXi(t) = b

(
t,Xi(t), ui(t),X

(N)(t)
)
dt+ σ

(
t,Xi(t), ui(t),X

(N)(t)
)
dWi(t),

Xi(0) = xi0,
(1.1)

with cost functional

Ji(xi0, u(·)) = E

{∫ T

0
L(t,Xi(t), ui(t),X

(N)(t))dt+Φ(xi0,Xi(T ))

}
, (1.2)

where X(N)(·) = 1
N

∑N
i=1Xi(·) denotes the state-average of agents; u(·) = (u1(·), · · · , uN (·)), ui ∈

Ui :=
{
ui(·)|ui(·) ∈ L2

F
(0, T ;Rd)

}
, xi0 ∈ L2

F0
(Ω;Rn), i = 1, · · · , N . Define

J (N)
soc (u(·)) =

N∑

i=1

Ji(xi0, u(·))

as the aggregated functional of N agents. Then we can pose a classical MF optimal control problem.
Problem 0. Find a strategy ū = (ū1, · · · , ūN ) where ūi(·) ∈ Ui, 1 ≤ i ≤ N such that

J (N)
soc (ū(·)) = inf

ui∈Ui,1≤i≤N
J (N)
soc (u1(·), · · · , ui(·), · · · , uN (·)). (1.3)

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 [17] 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. [13] 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, [18] 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, [15] 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 Eg. Replacing E by Eg in (1.2), we obtain an extension of
Problem 0, which may be considered as nonlinear preferences. In details, let g : [0, T ] × R

1+N → R

be a given map, ηi ∈ L2
FT

(Ω;R), and Yi(·) satisfy the BSDE

dYi(t) = g(t, Yi(t), Zi·(t))dt+ Zi·(t)dW (t), Yi(T ) = ηi, 1 ≤ i ≤ N. (1.4)



Define Eg[ηi] := Yi(0; ηi), ηi ∈ L2
FT

(Ω;R), 1 ≤ i ≤ N. Eg[ηi] is called the g-expectation of ηi, 1 ≤ i ≤ N ,

if g(t, y, 0, · · · , 0) = 0 holds for (t, y) ∈ [0, T ] × R, a.s. ([27, 40]). In fact, g-expectation is related to
stochastic differential utility introduced in [10]. According to [10], we regard Yi(·) as the stochastic
differential utility process of ηi, 1 ≤ i ≤ N with the so-called aggregator g(·). In this case, the operator
Eg : L2

FT
(Ω) → R posseses most properties of E except the linearity. By virtue of the above theory,

we replace (1.2) by

J i
g (xi0, u(·)) = Eg

{∫ T

0
L(t,Xi(t), ui(t),X

(N)(t))dt +Φ(xi0,Xi(T ))

}
= Yi(0), (1.5)

with (Yi(t), Zi·(t)) being the unique adapted solution of BSDE




dYi(t) = g
(
t, Yi(t), Zi·(t)

)
dt+ Zi·(t)dW (t),

Yi(T ) =

∫ T

0
L(t,Xi(t), ui(t),X

(N)(t))dt+Φ(xi0,Xi(T )), 1 ≤ i ≤ N.
(1.6)

If we define X∗
i (t) :=

∫ t

0 L(s,Xi(s), ui(s),X
(N)(s))ds, then Problem 0 becomes the one to minimize

J (N)∗
soc (u(·)) =

N∑

i=1

J i
g(xi0, u(·)),

where
J i
g (xi0, u(·)) = Yi(0) = Eg

{
X∗

i (T ) + Φ(xi0,Xi(T ))
}

subject to




d
(

X∗

i (t)

Xi(t)

)
=
(

L(t,Xi(t),ui(t),X(N)(t))

b(t,Xi(t),ui(t),X
(N)(t))

)
dt+

(
0

σ(t,Xi(t),ui(t),X
(N)(t))

)
dWi(t),

dYi(t) = g(t, Yi(t), Zi·(t))dt+ Zi·(t)dW (t),(
X∗

i (0)

Xi(0)

)
=
(

0
xi0

)
, Yi(T ) = X∗

i (T ) + Φ(xi0,Xi(T )), 1 ≤ i ≤ N.

(1.7)

Indeed, (1.7) 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 xi(·) of the individual underlying state (asset) for ith participant is given
by {

dXi(t) =
(
AXi(t) +Bπi(t) + FX(N)(t)

)
dt+Dπi(t)dWi(t),

Xi(0) = xi0 > 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ N.

Here, X(N)(·) = 1
N

∑N
i=1Xi(·) is the average asset; A,B,F,D, xi0 are constants; (Wi(·), 1 ≤ i ≤ N)

is a N -dimensional standard Brownian motion; πi(·) ∈ R is regarded as some economic indicator such
as the investment strategy of the ith participant, 1 ≤ i ≤ N .

Let ci(·), 1 ≤ i ≤ N be a continuous consumption rate process. Assume that a terminal reward
ΦXi(T ) is involved. By [11], the recursive utility operates as a solution of a BSDE, which is denoted
by Y ci,πi

i (·), 1 ≤ i ≤ N . Suppose that Y ci,πi

i (·), 1 ≤ i ≤ N satisfies

{
−dYi(t) =

(
HYi(t) +Kci(t) +MX(N)(t)

)
dt− Zi·(t)dW (t),

Yi(T ) = ΦXi(T ).

Define Ft := σ{Wi(s); 0 ≤ s ≤ t, 1 ≤ i ≤ N}. To find an Ft-adapted process (c̄i(·), π̄i(·)) such that

J (N)
soc (c̄i, π̄i) :=

N∑

i=1

Y
c̄i,π̄i

i (0) = max
(ci,πi)

(
N∑

i=1

Y
ci,πi

i (0)

)
,

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 [8], [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 {Ai : 1 ≤ i ≤ N} are
involved, where the dynamics of the agents satisfy a class of linear FBSDEs with MF coupling: that
is, for 1 ≤ i ≤ N,

{
dXi(t) =

[
Aθi(t)Xi(t) +B(t)ui(t) + F (t)X(N)(t)

]
dt+

[
D(t)ui(t) + σi(t)

]
dWi(t),

Xi(0) = ξi,
(1.8)

and
{
dYi(t) = −

[
Hθi(t)Yi(t) +K(t)ui(t) + L(t)Xi(t) +M(t)X(N)(t)

]
dt+ Zi·(t)dW (t),

Yi(T ) = ΦXi(T ) + ηi,
(1.9)

where X(N)(·) = 1
N

∑N
i=1Xi(·) 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 , (Yi(·), Zij(·), 1 ≤ j ≤ N) ∈ L2

F
(Ω;C([0, T ];Rm))×

L2
F
(0, T ; (Rm)N ) is called the solution of BSDE (1.9). We should point out that (Zij(·), 1 ≤ j ≤ N)

is a part of the solution introduced to make Yi(·) satisfy the adaptation requirement. The coefficients
(Aθi(·), B(·), F (·),D(·), Hθi(·),K(·), L(·),M(·), σi(·)), 1 ≤ i ≤ N depend on time variable t, which is
often suppressed if no confusion is caused. Φ is an m × n matrix; ξi and ηi, 1 ≤ i ≤ N are random
variables. θi is a number, standing for a dynamic parameter relevant to Ai, 1 ≤ i ≤ N which is used
to illustrate the heterogeneous feature. For notational simplicity, here we assume that only A(·) and
H(·) depend on θi, 1 ≤ i ≤ N . If other parameters also depend on θi, 1 ≤ i ≤ N , corresponding
analysis is similar, and thus we will not give the details. We also assume that θi, 1 ≤ i ≤ N take values
in the finite set Θ defined as Θ := {1, 2, · · · ,K}. Ai is called a type-k agent if θi = k ∈ Θ, 1 ≤ i ≤ N .
For 1 ≤ k ≤ K and a given N , define Ik := {i|θi = k, 1 ≤ i ≤ N}, Nk := |Ik|, where |Ik| is the

cardinality of the index set Ik. For 1 ≤ k ≤ K, we define π
(N)
k := Nk

N
. Then π(N) = (π

(N)
1 , · · · , π(N)

K )
is a probability vector representing the empirical distribution of θ1, · · · , θN . Introduce the following
assumption:

(A1) There exists a probability mass vector π = (π1, · · · , πK) such that lim
N→∞

π(N) = π, min
1≤k≤K

πk > 0.

(A2) For 1 ≤ i ≤ N , ξi ∈ L∞
F i

0
(Ω;Rn), ηi ∈ L∞

F i
T

(Ω;Rm). ξi and ξj (resp. ηi and ηj) are identically

distributed if θi = θj = k, and this type-k variable is typically denoted by ξ(k) (resp. η(k)) when
only their distribution is concerned. Here F i

t is the filtration gererated by the Brownian motion
Wi.

(A3) Aθi(·), F (·) ∈ L∞(0, T ;Rn×n), B(·),D(·) ∈ L∞(0, T ;Rn×d), Hθi(·) ∈ L∞(0, T ;Rm×m),
L(·),M(·) ∈ L∞(0, T ;Rm×n), K(·) ∈ L∞(0, T ;Rm×d), σi(·) ∈ L∞(0, T ;Rn), 1 ≤ i ≤ N .

For 1 ≤ i ≤ N , the centralized admissible strategy set for Ai is defined by U c
i =

{
ui(·)|ui(·) ∈

L2
F
(0, T ;Rd)

}
. Correspondingly, the decentralized one forAi is given by Ud

i =
{
ui(·)|ui(·) ∈ L2

Fi(0, T ;R
d)
}
,

1 ≤ i ≤ N. Actually, Ud
i is a subset of U c

i , 1 ≤ i ≤ N . It follows from (A1)-(A3) that (1.8)-(1.9) admits
a unique solution for all ui ∈ U c

i , 1 ≤ i ≤ N. In fact, we can rewrite (1.8)-(1.9) as a high-dimensional
FBSDE and derive the wellposedness by the classical theory of FBSDE.

Denote by u = (u1, · · · , uN ), u−i = (u1, · · · , ui−1, ui+1, · · · , uN ), 1 ≤ i ≤ N . The cost functional
of Ai, 1 ≤ i ≤ N is

Ji(ui(·), u−i(·)) =
1

2
E

{∫ T

0

[ 〈
Q(t)

(
Xi(t)− S(t)X(N)(t)

)
,Xi(t)− S(t)X(N)(t)

〉

+ 〈Rθi(t)ui(t), ui(t)〉
]
dt+ 〈ΓYi(0), Yi(0)〉

}
.

(1.10)

The aggregated team functional of N agents is

J (N)
soc (u(·)) =

N∑

i=1

Ji(ui(·), u−i(·)). (1.11)



We impose an assumption on the coefficients of (1.10).

(A4) Q(·) ∈ L∞(0, T ;Sn), Q(·) ≥ 0, S(·) ∈ L∞(0, T ;Rn×n), Rθi(·) ∈ L∞(0, T ;Sd),
Rθi(·) ≫ 0, Γ ∈ S

m, Γ ≥ 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ N .

Corresponding to (1.8)-(1.11), we will propose a forward-backward stochastic LQ 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 ū = (ū1, · · · , ūN ) where ūi(·) ∈ U c
i , 1 ≤ i ≤ N such that

J (N)
soc (ū(·)) = inf

ui∈Uc
i ,1≤i≤N

J (N)
soc (u1(·), · · · , ui(·), · · · , uN (·)). (1.12)

If Γ = 0 (resp. L(·) ≡ 0, M(·) ≡ 0, Φ = 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 ũi(·) ∈ Ud
i , 1 ≤ i ≤ N is an ε-social decentralized optimal strategy if there

exists ε = ε(N) > 0, limN→∞ ε(N) = 0 such that

1

N

(
J (N)
soc (ũ(·))− inf

ui(·)∈Uc
i ,1≤i≤N

J (N)
soc (u(·))

)
≤ ε.

Remark 1.1 Notice that Yi(·), 1 ≤ i ≤ N is F-adapted because X(N)(·) is involved in the dynamic.
Therefore in (1.9) Zij(·) appears to represent the information of Ai associated with Wj(·), 1 ≤ j ≤ N .
It refers to the characteristic of backward (forward-backward) stochastic optimal control problem.

Remark 1.2 In (1.9)-(1.10), for 1 ≤ i ≤ N , Zij(·), 1 ≤ j ≤ N do not appear in the generator of
the backward dynamic and the cost functional. It is because if Zi·(·) do, we need to make the error

estimation between
∑N

i=1 Zi·(·) and some related quantity as those in Proposition 3.1 below. However,
this seems to be an impossible task based on existing BSDE theory. Similarly, it is worthy pointing out
that due to the difficulties of error estimations of BSDE, Xi(·) does not enter into the diffusion term
in (1.8). As a future work, we hope to overcome this difficulty with the help of some new technique.
Besides, if (1.10) contains the linear term of Yi(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:

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

• 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.

• 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 (3.5) and (3.16) (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 6= m.



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





dαk(t) =

[
Akαk −BR−1

k

(
B⊤β̃k +D⊤γ̃k +K⊤α̃k

)
+ F

K∑

l=1

πlEαl

]
dt

+
[
−DR−1

k

(
B⊤β̃k +D⊤γ̃k +K⊤α̃k

)
+ σk(t)

]
dW (k)(t),

dβk(t) = −
[
Hkβk −KR−1

k

(
B⊤β̃k +D⊤γ̃k +K⊤α̃k

)
+ Lαk +M

K∑

l=1

πlEαl

]
dt+ γkdW

(k)(t),

dβ̃k(t) = −
[
A⊤

k β̃k + L⊤α̃k +Qαk − (QS + S⊤Q− S⊤QS)
K∑

l=1

πlEαl

+

K∑

l=1

πlF
⊤ϑl +

K∑

l=1

πl(F
⊤
EY̌l −M⊤X̌l)

]
dt+ γ̃kdW

(k)(t),

dα̃k(t) = H⊤
k α̃kdt,

dX̌k(t) = H⊤
k X̌kdt,

dY̌k(t) = −
[
A⊤

k Y̌k − L⊤X̌k +Qαk

]
dt+ ŽkdW

(k)(t),

dϑk(t) = −
[
A⊤

k ϑk − (QS + S⊤Q− S⊤QS)
K∑

l=1

πlEαl +

K∑

l=1

πlF
⊤ϑl +

K∑

l=1

πl(F
⊤
EY̌l −M⊤X̌l)

]
dt,

αk(0) = ξ(k), α̃k(0) = Γβk(0), X̌k(0) = −Γβk(0),

Y̌k(T ) = −Φ⊤X̌k(T ), ϑk(T ) = 0, βk(T ) = Φαk(T ) + η(k), β̃k(T ) = Φ⊤α̃k(T ).
(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 (2.1). Before
that, we introduce some notation. Denote by X = (α⊤

1 , · · · , α⊤
K , α̃

⊤
1 , · · · , α̃⊤

K , X̌
⊤
1 , · · · , X̌⊤

K)⊤, Y =

(β⊤1 , · · · , β⊤K , β̃⊤1 , · · · , β̃⊤K ,
Y̌ ⊤
1 , · · · , Y̌ ⊤

K , ϑ⊤1 , · · · , ϑ⊤K)⊤,Z = (γ⊤1 , · · · , γ⊤K , γ̃⊤1 , · · · , γ̃⊤K , Ž⊤
1 , · · · , Ž⊤

K)⊤, MF FBSDE (2.1) then
takes the form of





dX =
[
A1X+ B1Y+ B2Z+ Ā1E[X]

]
dt+

[
CX+ D1Y+ D2Z+Σ0

]
◦ dW(t),

dY = −
[
A2Y+ A3X+ B3Z+ Ā2E[Y] + Ā3E[X]

]
dt+

(
Z

0

)
◦
(
dW(t)

0

)
,

X(0) = Ξ + Γ̄Y(0), Y(T ) = Φ̄X(T ) + Σ,

(2.2)
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Here, “◦” 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
(i, j) 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




φ̇+ φ
(
A1 + Γ̂A3

)
+
(
A2 +A3Γ̂

)
φ+ φ

(
A1Γ̂ + Γ̂A3Γ̂ + Γ̂A2 + B1

)
φ+A3

−
[
φ
(
B2 + Γ̂B3

)
+ B3

][
φ
(
D2 − Γ̂Î

)
− Î
]−1[

φC + φ
(
CΓ̂ +D1

)
φ
]
= 0,

φ(T ) = ĪΦ̂,

(2.3)

where

Aj =

(
Aj + Āj 0

0 Aj

)
,Bj =

(
Bj 0
0 Bj

)
, C =

(
0 0
C C

)
,Dl =

(
0 0
Dl Dl

)
,

Î =




0 0
I I
0 0




8Kn×6Kn

, Ī =

(
I − Φ̄Γ̄ 0

0 I

)−1

, Γ̂ =

(
Γ̄ 0
0 0

)
, Φ̂ =

(
Φ̄ 0
0 Φ̄

)
, j = 1, 2, 3, l = 1, 2

admits a unique solution φ(·) over [0, T ] such that φ(D2 − Γ̂Î) − Î is invertible. Then, consistency
condition system (2.1) has a solution.

Proof Taking the expectation on both sides of (2.2), we have




dE[X] =
[
(A1 + Ā1)E[X] + B1E[Y] + B2E[Z]

]
dt,

dE[Y] = −
[
(A2 + Ā2)E[Y] + (A3 + Ā3)E[X] + B3E[Z]

]
dt,

E[X](0) = E[Ξ] + Γ̄E[Y](0), E[Y](T ) = Φ̄E[X](T ) + E[Σ].

(2.4)

Denote

X =

(
E[X]

X− E[X]

)
, Y =

(
E[Y]

Y− E[Y]

)
, Z =

(
E[Z]

Z− E[Z]

)
,

W =

(
W

W

)
, Ξ̂ =

(
E[Ξ]

Ξ− E[Ξ]

)
, Σ̂ =

(
E[Σ]

Σ− E[Σ]

)
, Σ̂0 =

(
0
Σ0

)
.

Thus MF FBSDE (2.2) is equivalent to




dX =
[
A1X + B1Y + B2Z

]
dt+

[
CX +D1Y +D2Z + Σ̂0

]
◦ dW(t),

dY = −
[
A2Y +A3X + B3Z

]
dt+ Î

(
Z ◦ dW(t)

)
,

X (0) = Ξ̂ + Γ̂Y(0), Y(T ) = Φ̂X (T ) + Σ̂.

(2.5)

Define X̃ (t) = X (t) − Γ̂Y(t) − Ξ̂, t ∈ [0, T ]. Then X (0) = Ξ̂ + Γ̂Y(0) implies X̃ (0) = 0. By (2.5) and

dX̃ = dX − Γ̂dY, we have




dX̃ =
[
(A1 + Γ̂A3)X̃ + (A1Γ̂ + Γ̂A3Γ̂ + Γ̂A2 + B1)Y + (B2 + Γ̂B3)Z

+ (A1 + Γ̂A3)Ξ̂
]
dt+

[
CX̃ + (CΓ̂ +D1)Y + (D2 − Γ̂Î)Z + CΞ̂ + Σ̂0

]
◦ dW(t),

dY = −
[
(A2 +A3Γ̂)Y +A3X̃ + B3Z +A3Ξ̂

]
dt+ Î

(
Z ◦ dW(t)

)
,

X̃ (0) = 0, Y(T ) = ĪΦ̂X̃ (T ) + Ī(Φ̂Ξ̂ + Σ̂),

(2.6)



which is a standard fully-coupled FBSDE. Here, Ī is defined by
(
I−Φ̄Γ̄ 0

0 I

)−1
. In fact, we can easily

obtain that
(
I−Φ̄Γ̄ 0

0 I

)
is a lower triangular matrix and the diagonal elements are all one. Thus it is

invertible. Assume that X̃ and Y have the following relationship

Y(t) = φ(t)X̃ (t) + ψ(t), t ∈ [0, T ],

where φ : [0, T ] → R
8Kn×6Kn is a deterministic matrix-valued function and ψ : [0, T ] × Ω → R

8Kn

is an {Ft}t≥0-adapted process. Now we will derive φ(·) and ψ(·). The terminal values of X̃ and Y
imply that φ(T ) = ĪΦ̂, ψ(T ) = Ī(Φ̂Ξ̂ + Σ̂). Since Ξ̂ ∈ L2

FW
0
(Ω;R6Kn), Σ̂ ∈ L2

FW
T

(Ω;R8Kn), and ψ(·)
is required to be {FW

t }t≥0-adapted, we suppose that ψ(·) satisfies a BSDE

{
dψ(t) = a(t)dt+ Ĩ

(
b(t) ◦ dW(t)

)
,

ψ(T ) = Ī(Φ̂Ξ̂ + Σ̂),
(2.7)

where (a(·), b(·)) ∈ L2
FW (0, T ;R8Kn) × L2

FW (0, T ;R6Kn) is undetermined; Ĩ is the 8Kn × 6Kn-

dimensional matrix, in which the elements are all 1. Here, the given matrix Ĩ plays a role in increasing
the dimension of b(t) ◦ dW(t) to coincide with ψ(t). Applying Itô’s formula to φ(t)X̃ (t) + ψ(t) and
comparing the coefficients with the second equation in (2.6), we get

[
φ̇+ φ

(
A1 + Γ̂A3

)
+
(
A2 +A3Γ̂

)
φ+ φ

(
A1Γ̂ + Γ̂A3Γ̂ + Γ̂A2 + B1

)
φ+A3

]
X̃

+ φ
(
A1Γ̂ + Γ̂A3Γ̂ + Γ̂A2 + B1

)
ψ +

(
A2 +A3Γ̂

)
ψ + φ

(
B2 + Γ̂B3

)
Z + B3Z

+ φ
(
A1 + Γ̂A3

)
Ξ̂ +A3Ξ̂ + a = 0,

and
φ
([(

C +
(
CΓ̂ +D1

)
φ
)
X̃ +

(
D2 − Γ̂Î

)
Z +

(
CΓ̂ +D1

)
ψ + CΞ̂ + Σ̂0

]
◦ dW(t)

)

+ Ĩ
(
b(t) ◦ dW(t)

)
= Î
(
Z ◦ dW(t)

)
.

By some matrix calculations, we derive

[
φC + φ

(
CΓ̂ +D1

)
φ
]
X̃ + φ

(
D2 − Γ̂Î

)
Z + φ

(
CΓ̂ +D1

)
ψ − ÎZ + φ

(
CΞ̂ + Σ̂0

)
+ Ĩb = 0.

Since φ
(
D2 − Γ̂Î

)
− Î is invertible, it follows that

Z = −
[
φ
(
D2 − Γ̂Î

)
− Î
]−1
[(
φC + φ

(
CΓ̂ +D1

)
φ
)
X̃ + φ

(
CΓ̂ +D1

)
ψ + φ

(
CΞ̂ + Σ̂0

)
+ Ĩb

]
.

Noticing (2.3), we have

a =−
[
φ
(
A1Γ̂ + Γ̂A3Γ̂ + Γ̂A2 + B1

)
ψ +

(
A2 +A3Γ̂

)
ψ + φ

(
A1 + Γ̂A3

)
Ξ̂ +A3Ξ̂

−
[
φ
(
B2 + Γ̂B3

)
+ B3

][
φ
(
D2 − Γ̂Î

)
− Î
]−1[

φ
(
CΓ̂ +D1

)
ψ + φ

(
CΞ̂ + Σ̂0

)
+ Ĩb

]]
.

Then equation (2.7) has the form of





dψ = −
{[

A2 +A3Γ̂ + φ
(
A1Γ̂ + Γ̂A3Γ̂ + Γ̂A2 + B1

)

−
[
φ
(
B2 + Γ̂B3

)
+ B3

][
φ
(
D2 − Γ̂Î

)
− Î
]−1

φ
(
CΓ̂ +D1

)]
ψ +

[
φ
(
A1 + Γ̂A3

)

+A3

]
Ξ̂−

[
φ
(
B2 + Γ̂B3

)
+ B3

][
φ
(
D2 − Γ̂Î

)
− Î
]−1(

φCΞ̂ + φΣ̂0 + Ĩb
)}
dt

+ Ĩ
(
b(t) ◦ dW(t)

)
, ψ(T ) = Ī(Φ̂Ξ̂ + Σ̂).

(2.8)

If (2.3) admits a solution φ(·) such that φ
(
D2 − Γ̂Î

)
− Î is invertible, BSDE (2.8) admits a unique

adapted solution (ψ(·), b(·)). Then the equation of X̃ (SDE) admits a unique solution X̃ (·). Further,
(Y(·),Z(·)) is derived. Then X (·) is obtained. The proof is complete.



Remark 2.1 Notice that (2.5) 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, (2.5) is

quite different from those of the existing works. It should be noticed that A1 + Γ̂A3 6= A2 + A3Γ̂ in
general, which implies φ is asymmetric. It follows from the above analysis that Y and X have different
dimensions, which leads to the asymmetry of φ. 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 (2.3). 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 B2 = 0, B3 = 0, or C = 0, D1 = 0, which means
either B = 0, K = 0, or D = 0, Hk = 0 (k = 1, · · · ,K). In this case, (2.3) becomes

{
φ̇+ φ

(
A1 + Γ̂A3

)
+
(
A2 +A3Γ̂

)
φ+ φ

(
A1Γ̂ + Γ̂A3Γ̂ + Γ̂A2 + B1

)
φ+A3 = 0,

φ(T ) = ĪΦ̂.
(2.9)

Proposition 2.2 Let (A1 )-(A4 ) hold. Let (U(·), V (·)) be the solution of the ODE





(
U̇(t)

V̇ (t)

)
=

(
A1 + Γ̂A3 A1Γ̂ + Γ̂A3Γ̂ + Γ̂A2 + B1

−A3 −(A2 +A3Γ̂)

)(
U(t)
V (t)

)
, t ∈ [0, T ],

(
U(T )
V (T )

)
=

(
I

ĪΦ̂

)
,

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

Proof We adapt the method of [12, Theorem 5.12]. Differentiation of the identity U(t)U−1(t) = I
gives

U̇(t)U−1(t) + U(t)
d

dt

{
U−1(t)

}
= 0,

which implies
d

dt

{
U−1(t)

}
= −U−1(t)U̇(t)U−1(t).

Define φ(t) = V (t)U−1(t). Then we obtain that φ(·) satisfies

φ̇+ φ
(
A1 + Γ̂A3

)
+
(
A2 +A3Γ̂

)
φ+ φ

(
A1Γ̂ + Γ̂A3Γ̂ + Γ̂A2 + B1

)
φ+A3 = 0

with φ(T ) = V (T )U−1(T ) = ĪΦ̂. Hence the conclusion.
Another result on the solvability of Riccati equation (2.9) is as follows.

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





d

dt
Ψ(t, s) = Â(t)Ψ(t, s), t ∈ [s, T ],

Ψ(s, s) = I,

(2.10)

where

Â(·) =




A1+Γ̂A3+
(
A1Γ̂+Γ̂A3Γ̂+Γ̂A2+B1

)
ĪΦ̂ A1Γ̂+Γ̂A3Γ̂+Γ̂A2+B1

−
[
ĪΦ̂
(
A1+Γ̂A3

)

+
(
A2+A3Γ̂

)
ĪΦ̂+ĪΦ̂

(
A1Γ̂+Γ̂A3Γ̂+Γ̂A2+B1

)
ĪΦ̂+A3

] −
[
A2+A3Γ̂+ĪΦ̂

(
A1Γ̂+Γ̂A3Γ̂+Γ̂A2+B1

)]

 .

Suppose that [(
0 I

)
Ψ(T, t)

(
0
I

)]−1

∈ L1(0, T ;R8Kn×8Kn).

Then (2.3) admits a unique solution φ(·), which is given by

φ(t) = ĪΦ̂−
[(

0 I
)
Ψ(T, t)

(
0
I

)]−1 (
0 I

)
Ψ(T, t)

(
I
0

)
, t ∈ [0, T ]. (2.11)



Proof Define Π(t) = φ(t) − ĪΦ̂, t ∈ [0, T ]. φ(T ) = ĪΦ̂ implies Π(T ) = 0. By φ(t) = Π(t) + ĪΦ̂, we
obtain 




Π̇ + Π
(
A1 + Γ̂A3 +

(
A1Γ̂ + Γ̂A3Γ̂ + Γ̂A2 + B1

)
ĪΦ̂
)
+
(
A2 +A3Γ̂

+ ĪΦ̂
(
A1Γ̂ + Γ̂A3Γ̂ + Γ̂A2 + B1

))
Π+Π

(
A1Γ̂ + Γ̂A3Γ̂ + Γ̂A2 + B1

)
Π

+ ĪΦ̂
(
A1 + Γ̂A3

)
+
(
A2 +A3Γ̂

)
ĪΦ̂ + ĪΦ̂

(
A1Γ̂ + Γ̂A3Γ̂ + Γ̂A2 + B1

)
ĪΦ̂

+A3 = 0, Π(T ) = 0.

According to [39, Theorem 5.3], we have

Π(t) = −
[(

0 I
)
Ψ(T, t)

(
0
I

)]−1 (
0 I

)
Ψ(T, t)

(
I
0

)
, t ∈ [0, T ].

Then we get (2.11).
The following proposition further discusses the explicit solutions of φ(·).

Proposition 2.4 Assume that Â(·) is a constant-valued matrix and denoted by Â(t) ≡ Λ. Suppose
that

det

{(
0 I

)
eΛt
(

0
I

)}
> 0, ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]

holds. Then (2.3) admits a unique solution φ(·) as

φ(t) = ĪΦ̂−
[(

0 I
)
eΛ(T−t)

(
0
I

)]−1 (
0 I

)
eΛ(T−t)

(
I
0

)
, t ∈ [0, T ]. (2.12)

Proof Similar to the proof of Proposition 2.3, (2.12) is obtained by [22, Theorem 4.3].

3 Stochastic optimal control problem for Ai, 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
3.2 below or [15]. 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 {ūi, ū−i ∈ U c
i }Ni=1 denote all centralized optimal strategies. Take the perturbation into account

that Ai uses ui ∈ U c
i , 1 ≤ i ≤ N , while the other agents use ū−i = (ū1, · · · , ūi−1, ūi+1, · · · , ūN ).

States satisfying (1.8)-(1.9) associated with (ui, ū−i) and (ūi, ū−i) are denoted by (Xi, Yi, Zi·) and
(X̄i, Ȳi, Z̄i·), respectively, i = 1, 2, · · · , N . For 1 ≤ j ≤ N , define

δuj = uj − ūj , δXj = Xj − X̄j , δYj = Yj − Ȳj, δZj· = Zj· − Z̄j·.

Therefore, variation of the dynamic for Ai, 1 ≤ i ≤ N is




dδXi =
[
AθiδXi +Bδui + FδX(N)

]
dt+DδuidWi(t),

dδYi = −
[
HθiδYi +Kδui + LδXi +MδX(N)

]
dt+ δZi·(t)dW (t),

δXi(0) = 0, δYi(T ) = ΦδXi(T ),

(3.1)

and for Aj, j 6= i,




dδXj =
[
AθjδXj + FδX(N)

]
dt,

dδYj = −
[
HθjδYj + LδXj +MδX(N)

]
dt+ δZj·(t)dW (t),

δXj(0) = 0, δYj(T ) = ΦδXj(T ).

(3.2)



For 1 ≤ k ≤ K, we define δX(k) =
∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i δXj and δY(k) =
∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i δYj . We then have

dδX(k) =
[
AkδX(k) + (Nk − IIk(i))FδX

(N)
]
dt, δX(k)(0) = 0,

and
dδY(k) = −

[
HkδY(k) + LδX(k) + (Nk − IIk(i))MδX(N)

]
dt+

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

δZj·dW (t),

δY(k)(T ) = ΦδX(k)(T ).

Here, IIk(·) denotes the indicative function. Define ∆Jj = Jj(uj , ū−j)− Jj(ūj , ū−j). By elementary
calculations, we further derive the variation of cost functional for Ai as

∆Ji = E

{∫ T

0

[〈
Q
(
X̄i − SX̄(N)

)
, δXi − SδX(N)

〉
+ 〈Rθi ūi, δui〉

]
dt

+
〈
ΓȲi(0), δYi(0)

〉
}
.

For j 6= i, variation of cost functional for Aj is

∆Jj = E

{∫ T

0

[〈
Q
(
X̄j − SX̄(N)

)
, δXj − SδX(N)

〉]
dt+

〈
ΓȲj(0), δYj(0)

〉
}
.

Thus it follows

∆J (N)
soc = E

{∫ T

0

[
N∑

j=1

〈
Q
(
X̄j − SX̄(N)

)
, δXj − SδX(N)

〉
+ 〈Rθi ūi, δui〉

]
dt

+

N∑

j=1

〈
ΓȲj(0), δYj(0)

〉
}
.

(3.3)

In the following, based on (3.3) we will obtain another representation of ∆J (N)
soc which is affected by

δXi, δui, δYi and some error terms. We will further derive the decentralized auxiliary cost functional.

Proposition 3.1 The variation of J (N)
soc has the following form

∆J (N)
soc

= E

{∫ T

0

[
〈QX̄i, δXi〉 − 〈(QS + S⊤Q− S⊤QS)X̂, δXi〉+

K∑

k=1

〈πkF⊤Y k
2 , δXi〉

+

K∑

k=1

〈πk(F⊤
EYk −M⊤Xk), δXi〉+ 〈Rθi ūi, δui〉

]
dt+ 〈ΓȲi(0), δYi(0)〉

}
+

9∑

l=1

εl,

(3.4)

where (Xk,Yk) stands for a type-k representative of (Xj
1 , Y

j
1 ) when only the distribution is concerned.

X̂, X∗∗
k , X

∗
j , Y

∗
j , Z

∗
j· are the approximations of X̄(N), δX(k), NkδXj , NkδYj ,

NkδZj·, respectively. For j ∈ Ik, j 6= i,





dX
j
1 = H⊤

k X
j
1dt,

dY
j
1 =

[
−A⊤

k Y
j
1 + L⊤Xj

1 −QX̄j

]
dt+ Z

j·
1 dW (t),

dY k
2 =

[
−A⊤

k Y
k
2 + (QS + S⊤Q− S⊤QS)X̂ −

K∑

l=1

πl(F
⊤
EYl −M⊤Xl)

−
K∑

l=1

πlF
⊤Y l

2

]
dt,

X
j
1(0) = −ΓȲj(0), Y

j
1 (T ) = −Φ⊤Xj

1(T ), Y k
2 (T ) = 0, 1 ≤ k ≤ K,

(3.5)



and 



ε1 = E

∫ T

0

〈(
QS + S⊤Q− S⊤QS

)(
X̂ − X̄(N)

)
, NδX(N)

〉
dt,

ε2 =
K∑

k=1

E

∫ T

0

〈(
QS + S⊤Q− S⊤QS

)
X̂,X∗∗

k − δX(k)

〉
dt,

ε3 =

K∑

k=1

E

∫ T

0

1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

〈
QX̄j , NkδXj −X∗

j

〉
dt,

ε4 =
K∑

k=1

1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

〈
ΓȲj(0), NkδYj(0)− Y ∗

j (0)
〉
,

ε5 =

K∑

k=1

E

∫ T

0

〈
πkM

⊤Xk −
1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

πkM
⊤Xj

1 , δXi

〉
dt,

ε6 =

K∑

k=1

E

∫ T

0

〈
−πkF⊤

EYk +
1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

πkF
⊤Y j

1 , δXi

〉
dt,

ε7 =
K∑

k=1

E

∫ T

0

〈
K∑

l=1

πlM
⊤Xl −

K∑

l=1

πl

Nl

∑

j∈Il,j 6=i

M⊤Xj
1 ,X

∗∗
k

〉
dt,

ε8 =

K∑

k=1

E

∫ T

0

〈
−

K∑

l=1

πlF
⊤
EYl +

K∑

l=1

πl

Nl

∑

j∈Il,j 6=i

F⊤Y j
1 ,X

∗∗
k

〉
dt,

ε9 = −
K∑

k=1

E

∫ T

0

IIk(i)

Nk

〈
πkF

⊤Y k
2 , δXi

〉
dt.

Proof For the proof we may divide it into three steps.

Step I: Replacing X̄(N) in (3.3) by MF term X̂ which will be determined later. Specifically,

∆J (N)
soc = E

{∫ T

0

[〈
Q
(
X̄i − SX̄(N)

)
, δXi

〉
−
〈
Q
(
X̄i − SX̄(N)

)
, SδX(N)

〉

−
N∑

j=1,j 6=i

〈
QSX̄(N), δXj

〉
+

N∑

j=1,j 6=i

〈
QX̄j , δXj

〉

−
N∑

j=1,j 6=i

〈
Q
(
X̄j − SX̄(N)

)
, SδX(N)

〉
+ 〈Rθi ūi, δui〉

]
dt+

N∑

j=1

〈
ΓȲj(0), δYj(0)

〉
}

= E

{∫ T

0

[
〈
QX̄i, δXi

〉
−
〈(
QS + S⊤Q− S⊤QS

)
X̂, δXi

〉

−
K∑

k=1

〈(
QS + S⊤Q− S⊤QS

)
X̂, δX(k)

〉
+

K∑

k=1

1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

〈
QX̄j, NkδXj

〉

+ 〈Rθi ūi, δui〉
]
dt+ 〈ΓȲi(0), δYi(0)〉+

K∑

k=1

1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

〈ΓȲj(0), NkδYj(0)〉
}

+ ε1.

Step II: For 1 ≤ k ≤ K, introduce X∗∗
k to replace δX(k). For j ∈ Ik, j 6= i, introduce X∗

j to replace



NkδXj and (Y ∗
j , Z

∗
j ) to replace (NkδYj , NkδZj), where





dX∗∗
k =

[
AkX

∗∗
k + FπkδXi + Fπk

K∑

l=1

X∗∗
l

]
dt,

dX∗
j =

[
AkX

∗
j + FπkδXi + Fπk

K∑

l=1

X∗∗
l

]
dt,

dY ∗
j = −

[
HkY

∗
j + LX∗

j +MπkδXi +Mπk

K∑

l=1

X∗∗
l

]
dt+ Z∗

j·dW (t),

X∗∗
k (0) = 0, X∗

j (0) = 0, Y ∗
j (T ) = ΦX∗

j (T ).

(3.6)

Therefore,

∆J (N)
soc

= E

{∫ T

0

[
〈QX̄i, δXi〉 − 〈(QS + S⊤Q− S⊤QS)X̂, δXi〉

−
K∑

k=1

〈(QS + S⊤Q− S⊤QS)X̂,X∗∗
k 〉+

K∑

k=1

1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

〈QX̄j ,X
∗
j 〉

+ 〈Rθi ūi, δui〉
]
dt+ 〈ΓȲi(0), δYi(0)〉 +

K∑

k=1

1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

〈ΓȲj(0), Y ∗
j (0)〉

}
+

4∑

l=1

εl.

(3.7)

Step III: Substitute X∗
j , Y

∗
j andX∗∗

k by dual method. Introduce the adjoint processes (Xj
1 , Y

j
1 , Z

j·
1 )

and Y k
2 of the terms (Y ∗

j , Z
∗
j·,X

∗
j ) and X

∗∗
k , respectively, which are assumed to satisfy





dX
j
1 = α1dt, X

j
1(0) = −ΓȲj(0),

dY
j
1 = α2dt+ Z

j·
1 dW (t), Y

j
1 (T ) = −Φ⊤Xj

1(T ), j ∈ Ik, j 6= i,

dY k
2 = α3dt+ Zk

2 dWk, Y k
2 (T ) = 0, 1 ≤ k ≤ K,

where α1, α2, α3 will be determined later. Applying Itô’s formula to 〈Xj
1 , Y

∗
j 〉, we have

d〈Xj
1 , Y

∗
j 〉 =

[〈
X

j
1 ,−

(
HkY

∗
j + LX∗

j +MπkδXi +Mπk

K∑

l=1

X∗∗
l

)〉
+
〈
α1, Y

∗
j

〉
]
dt

+

N∑

j=1

(· · · )dWj(t).

For j ∈ Ik, j 6= i, integrating from 0 to T and taking expectation, we obtain

E

〈
X

j
1(T ),ΦX

∗
j (T )

〉
+ E

〈
ΓȲj(0), Y

∗
j (0)

〉
= E

〈
X

j
1(T ), Y

∗
j (T )

〉
− E

〈
X

j
1(0), Y

∗
j (0)

〉

= E

∫ T

0

[〈
α1 −H⊤

k X
j
1 , Y

∗
j

〉
−
〈
L⊤Xj

1 ,X
∗
j

〉
−

K∑

l=1

〈
πkM

⊤Xj
1 ,X

∗∗
l

〉

−
〈
πkM

⊤Xj
1 , δXi

〉]
dt.

(3.8)

Similarly, we derive

− E

〈
Φ⊤Xj

1(T ),X
∗
j (T )

〉
= E

〈
Y

j
1 (T ),X

∗
j (T )

〉
− E

〈
Y

j
1 (0),X

∗
j (0)

〉

= E

∫ T

0

[〈
α2 +A⊤

k Y
j
1 ,X

∗
j

〉
+

K∑

l=1

〈
πkF

⊤Y j
1 ,X

∗∗
l

〉
+
〈
πkF

⊤Y j
1 , δXi

〉]
dt,

(3.9)



and
0 = E

〈
Y k
2 (T ),X

∗∗
k (T )

〉
− E

〈
Y k
2 (0),X

∗∗
k (0)

〉

= E

∫ T

0

[〈
α3 +A⊤

k Y
k
2 ,X

∗∗
k

〉
+

K∑

l=1

〈
πkF

⊤Y k
2 ,X

∗∗
l

〉
+
〈
πkF

⊤Y k
2 , δXi

〉]
dt.

(3.10)

Letting 



α1 = H⊤
k X

j
1 ,

α2 = −A⊤
k Y

j
1 + L⊤Xj

1 −QX̄j,

α3 = −A⊤
k Y

k
2 + (QS + S⊤Q− S⊤QS)X̂ −

K∑

l=1

πlF
⊤
EY l

1 +

K∑

l=1

πlM
⊤X l

1

−
K∑

l=1

πlF
⊤Y l

2 ,

and substituting (3.8)-(3.10) into (3.7), we derive (3.4). Notice that (Xj
1 , Y

j
1 ) are exchangeable for

all j ∈ Ik, j 6= i. Here, “exchangeable” means there is no essential difference for (Xj
1 , Y

j
1 ) in the

same type-k in distribution sense. Thus we apply (Xk,Yk) to stand for (Xj
1 , Y

j
1 ) for the type-k

representative when the expectations are involved. The proof is complete.
Based on the above analysis, we pose the following auxiliary cost functional with perturbation

∆Ji = E

{∫ T

0

[
〈QX̄i, δXi〉 −

〈(
QS + S⊤Q− S⊤QS

)
X̂, δXi

〉
+

K∑

k=1

〈πkF⊤Y k
2 , δXi〉

+

K∑

k=1

〈
πk(F

⊤Ŷk −M⊤X̂k), δXi〉+ 〈Rθi ūi, δui

〉]
dt+ 〈ΓȲi(0), δYi(0)〉

}
.

(3.11)

Remark 3.1 It should be noticed that Xj
1 is deterministic, satisfying the ODE in (3.5) because its

initial value Xj
1(0) is deterministic. Since X̄j is Ft-adapted, Z

jl
1 (1 ≤ l ≤ N) cannot be omitted,

though the terminal value Y j
1 (T ) is deterministic. By contrast, the drift term of Y k

2 (the second BSDE

in (3.5)) is deterministic (It follows from (3.15) that X̂ is deterministic (see below)) and the terminal
value Y k

2 (T ) is zero, thus we derive that Zk
2 should be zero, which implies Y k

2 is deterministic indeed.
Therefore, system (3.6) is a coupled FBSDE, and adjoint system (3.5) is made up by two ODEs and
a BSDE.

Remark 3.2 In Step III, 2N + K adjoint equations are introduced to ensure ∆J (N)
soc to break up

with the dependence on X∗
j , Y

∗
j and X∗∗

k . This problem is caused by the existence of X(N) in state

equations, that is F (·), M(·) 6= 0. On the contrary, if F (·) ≡ 0, M(·) ≡ 0, then X∗
j (·) ≡ 0, Y ∗

j (·) ≡ 0

and X∗∗
k (·) ≡ 0. There is no additional adjoint equation required to obtain auxiliary control problem.

3.2 Decentralized strategy

Motivated by (3.11), we will pose an auxiliary forward-backward LQ optimal control problem. Firstly

we substitute X(N)(·) with X̂(·) in dynamics (1.8)-(1.9) and get the new dynamics in decentralized
sense. Secondly, taking (3.11) 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 Ji(ui) over ui ∈ Ud
i subject to

{
dXi(t) =

[
Aθi(t)Xi(t) +B(t)ui(t) + F (t)X̂(t)

]
dt+

[
D(t)ui(t) + σi(t)

]
dWi(t),

Xi(0) = ξi,
(3.12)

and
{
dYi(t) = −

[
Hθi(t)Yi(t) +K(t)ui(t) + L(t)Xi(t) +M(t)X̂(t)

]
dt+ Zi(t)dWi(t),

Yi(T ) = ΦXi(T ) + ηi,
(3.13)



where

Ji(ui) =
1

2

{
E

∫ T

0

[
〈QXi,Xi〉 − 2〈Θ,Xi〉+ 〈Rθiui, ui〉

]
dt+ 〈ΓYi(0), Yi(0)〉

}
, (3.14)

with

Θ = (QS + S⊤Q− S⊤QS)X̂ −
K∑

k=1

πkF
⊤Y k

2 −
K∑

k=1

πk(F
⊤Ŷk −M⊤X̂k).

Here, X̂, X̂k, Ŷk, Y
k
2 can be chosen as

(
X̂, X̂k, Ŷk, Y

k
2

)
=

(
K∑

l=1

πlEαl, X̌k,EY̌k, ϑk

)
, (3.15)

where
(
αk, βk, γk, α̃k, β̃k, γ̃k, X̌k, Y̌k, Žk, ϑk

)
, 1 ≤ k ≤ K, with αk, βk, β̃k, Y̌k ∈ L2

FW (k) (Ω; C([0, T ];Rn)),

γk, γ̃k, Žk ∈ L2

FW (k) (Ω;R
n) and α̃k, ϑk ∈ L2(0, T ;Rn) is the solution to consistency condition system

(2.1).
Now, we solve this problem by applying stochastic maximum principle, see e.g. [26]. Introduce an

adjoint equation 



dpi(t) = −
[
A⊤

θi
pi + L⊤qi +QXi −Θ

]
dt+ pidWi(t),

dqi(t) = H⊤
θi
qidt,

pi(T ) = Φ⊤qi(T ), qi(0) = ΓYi(0).

The stochastic maximum principle implies

ūi(t) = −R−1
θi

(t)
(
B⊤(t)pi(t) +D⊤(t)pi(t) +K⊤(t)qi(t)

)
.

The related Hamiltonian system becomes





dXi(t) =
[
Aθi(t)Xi(t)−B(t)R−1

θi
(t)
(
B⊤(t)pi(t) +D⊤(t)pi(t) +K⊤(t)qi(t)

)

+ F (t)X̂(t)
]
dt+

[
−D(t)R−1

θi
(t)
(
B⊤(t)pi(t) +D⊤(t)pi(t)

+K⊤(t)qi(t)
)
+ σi(t)

]
dWi(t),

dYi(t) = −
[
Hθi(t)Yi(t)−K(t)R−1

θi
(t)
(
B⊤(t)pi(t) +D⊤(t)pi(t) +K⊤(t)qi(t)

)

+ L(t)Xi(t) +M(t)X̂(t)
]
dt+ Zi(t)dWi(t),

dpi(t) = −
[
A⊤

θi
(t)pi(t) + L⊤(t)qi(t) +Q(t)Xi(t)−Θ

]
dt+ pi(t)dWi(t),

dqi(t) = H⊤
θi
(t)qi(t)dt,

Xi(0) = ξi, Yi(T ) = ΦXi(T ) + ηi, pi(T ) = Φ⊤qi(T ), qi(0) = ΓYi(0).

(3.16)

Remark 3.3 Similar to large population problem, in social optima scheme the state (resp. problem)

corresponding to the external variable X̂(·) is always called auxiliary (or limiting) state (resp. problem);

while the state (resp. problem) corresponding to weakly coupled term X(N)(·) 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 (2.1) and (3.15), one also obtains the wellposedness of (3.5) and (3.16).

4 Asymptotic ε-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 (1.8)-(1.9) is rewritten as





dX = (AθX+Bu)dt+
N∑

i=1

(Diu+ σi)dWi(t),

dY = −(HθY +Ku+MX)dt+ ZdW(t),

X(0) = ξ, Y(T ) = ΦX(T ) + η,

(4.1)

where

X =

(
X1

...
XN

)
,Y =

(
Y1

...
YN

)
,Z =

1
...
i
...
N




Z11 Z12 ··· Z1i ··· Z1N

...
...

...
...

Zi1 Zi2 ··· Zii ··· ZiN

...
...

...
...

ZN1 ZN2 ··· ZNi ··· ZNN


 ,

Aθ =




Aθ1
+ F

N
F
N

··· F
N

F
N

Aθ2
+ F

N
··· F

N

...
...

. . .
...

F
N

F
N

··· AθN
+ F

N


 ,Hθ =




Hθ1
0 ··· 0

0 Hθ2
··· 0

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 ··· HθN


 ,Di =

1
...
i
...
N




0 ··· 0 ··· 0
...

...
...

0 ··· D ··· 0
...

...
...

0 ··· 0 ··· 0


 ,

M =




L+M
N

M
N

··· M
N

M
N

L+M
N

··· M
N

...
...

. . .
...

M
N

M
N

··· L+M
N


 , σi =

1
...
i
...
N




0
...
σi

...
0


 , ξ =

(
ξ1
...
ξN

)
, η =

(
η1
...

ηN

)
,

B =

(B 0 ··· 0
0 B ··· 0
...
...
. . .

...
0 0 ··· B

)
,K =

(K 0 ··· 0
0 K ··· 0
...
...
. . .

...
0 0 ··· K

)
,Φ =

(Φ 0 ··· 0
0 Φ ··· 0
...
...
. . .

...
0 0 ··· Φ

)
, u =

( u1

...
uN

)
,W =

(
W1

...
WN

)
.

Similarly, the social cost takes the form of

J (N)
soc (u) =

1

2

N∑

i=1

E

{∫ T

0

[〈
Q(t)(Xi(t)− S(t)X(N)(t)),Xi(t)− S(t)X(N)(t)

〉

+
〈
Rθi(t)ui(t), ui(t)

〉]
dt+ 〈ΓYi(0), Yi(0)〉

}

=
1

2

{
E

∫ T

0

[
〈QX,X〉+ 〈Ru, u〉

]
dt+ 〈ΓY(0),Y(0)〉

}
,

where

Q =




Q+ 1
N
(S⊤QS−QS−S⊤Q) 1

N
(S⊤QS−QS−S⊤Q) ··· 1

N
(S⊤QS−QS−S⊤Q)

1
N
(S⊤QS−QS−S⊤Q) Q+ 1

N
(S⊤QS−QS−S⊤Q) ··· 1

N
(S⊤QS−QS−S⊤Q)

...
...

. . .
...

1
N
(S⊤QS−QS−S⊤Q) 1

N
(S⊤QS−QS−S⊤Q) ··· Q+ 1

N
(S⊤QS−QS−S⊤Q)


 ,

R =




Rθ1
0 ··· 0

0 Rθ2
··· 0

...
...

. . .
...

0 0 ··· RθN


 ,Γ =

( Γ 0 ··· 0
0 Γ ··· 0
...
...
. . .

...
0 0 ··· Γ

)
.

Let Ψ1(·), Ψ2(·) be the solutions of

{
dΨ1(t) = Aθ(t)Ψ1(t)dt, t ∈ [0, T ], Ψ1(0) = I,

dΨ2(s) = Hθ(s)Ψ2(s)ds, s ∈ [t, T ], Ψ2(t) = I.



Then the strong solution (X, Y) of (4.1) admits





X(t) = Ψ1(t)ξ +Ψ1(t)

∫ t

0
Ψ1(s)

−1B(s)u(s)ds

+

N∑

i=1

Ψ1(t)

∫ t

0
Ψ1(s)

−1
(
Diu(s) + σi

)
dWi(s),

Y(t) = E

[(
ΦX(T ) + η

)
Ψ2(T ) +

∫ T

t

(
K(s)u(s) +M(s)X(s)

)
Ψ2(s)ds

∣∣∣Ft

]
.

(4.2)

Define eight operators by





(L1u(·))(·) := Ψ1(·)
{∫ ·

0
Ψ1(s)

−1B(s)u(s)ds +

N∑

i=1

∫ ·

0
Ψ1(s)

−1Diu(s)dWi(s)

}
,

L̃1u(·) := (L1u(·))(T ),

L2(ξ)(·) := Ψ1(·)ξ +
N∑

i=1

Ψ1(·)
∫ ·

0
Ψ1(s)

−1σidWi(s), L̃2(ξ) := L2(ξ)(T ),

(L3u(·))(·) := E

[∫ T

·

(
K(s)u(s) +M(s)Ψ1(s)

{∫ s

0
Ψ1(s)

−1B(s)u(s)ds

+

N∑

i=1

∫ s

0
Ψ1(s)

−1Diu(s)dWi(s)

})
Ψ2(s)ds

∣∣∣F·

]

+ E

[
ΦΨ1(T )

{∫ T

0
Ψ1(s)

−1B(s)u(s)ds

+

N∑

i=1

∫ T

0
Ψ1(s)

−1Diu(s)dWi(s)

}
Ψ2(T )

∣∣∣F·

]
, L̃3u(·) := (L3u(·))(0),

L4(ξ, η)(·) := E

[∫ T

·
M(s)Ψ1(s)

(
ξ +

N∑

i=1

∫ s

0
Ψ1(s)

−1σi(s)dWi(s)

)
Ψ2(s)ds

∣∣∣F·

]

+ E

[(
ΦΨ1(T )

(
ξ +

N∑

i=1

∫ T

0
Ψ1(s)

−1σi(s)dWi(s)

)
+ η

)
Ψ2(T )

∣∣∣F·

]
,

L̃4(ξ, η) := L4(ξ, η)(0).

Correspondingly, L∗
1, L̃∗

3 are defined as the adjoint operators of L1, L̃3 w.r.t. the inner product 〈·, ·〉
(see e.g. [41]), respectively. That is ∀ ζ1 ∈ L2

F
(0, T ;Rn), ∀ ζ2 ∈ L2

F
(0, T ;Rm), ∀ ζ3 ∈ L2

FT
(Ω;Rm),





E

∫ T

0
〈(L1u(·))(t), ζ1(t)〉dt = E

∫ T

0
〈u(t), (L∗

1ζ1(·))(t)〉dt,

E〈L̃3u(·), ζ2(t)〉 = E

∫ T

0
〈u(t), (L̃∗

3ζ2(·))(t)〉dt,

E〈L̃3u(·), ζ3〉 = E

∫ T

0
〈u(t), (L̃∗

3ζ3)(t)〉dt.

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

{
X(·) = (L1u(·))(·) + L2(ξ)(·), X(T ) = L̃1u(·) + L̃2(ξ),

Y(·) = (L3u(·))(·) + L4(ξ, η)(·), Y(0) = L̃3u(·) + L̃4(ξ, η).



Hence, we rewrite the social cost as

2J (N)
soc (u) = E

∫ T

0

[
〈QX,X〉+ 〈Ru, u〉

]
dt+ 〈ΓY(0),Y(0)〉

= E

∫ T

0

[
〈(L∗

1QL1u(·))(t), u(t)〉 + 2〈L∗
1QL2(ξ)(t), u(t)〉

+ 〈QL2(ξ)(t),L2(ξ)(t)〉+ 〈Ru(t), u(t)〉 + 〈(L̃∗
3ΓL̃3u(·))(t), u(t)〉

+ 2〈L̃∗
3ΓL̃4(ξ, η)(t), u(t)〉

]
dt+ 〈ΓL̃4(ξ, η), L̃4(ξ, η)〉

= E

∫ T

0

[〈
(L∗

1QL1u(·))(t) +Ru(t) + (L̃∗
3ΓL̃3u(·))(t), u(t)

〉
+ 2
〈
L∗
1QL2(ξ)(t)

+ L̃∗
3ΓL̃4(ξ, η)(t), u(t)

〉
+ 〈QL2(ξ)(t),L2(ξ)(t)〉

]
dt+ 〈ΓL̃4(ξ, η), L̃4(ξ, η)〉

:= 〈M2u(·), u(·)〉 + 2〈M1, u(·)〉 +M0,

where M2 is an L2 bounded self-adjoint positive definite linear operator; M1 is an L2 bounded
operator and M0 ∈ R; 〈·, ·〉 denotes the inner product of different space.

4.2 Agent Ai, 1 ≤ i ≤ N perturbation

Let ũ = (ũ1, · · · , ũN ) denote the set of decentralized strategies given by

ũi(t) = −R−1
θi

(t)
(
B⊤(t)pi(t) +D⊤(t)pi(t) +K⊤(t)qi(t)

)
, 1 ≤ i ≤ N,

where 



dXi(t) =

[
AθiXi −BR−1

θi

(
B⊤pi +D⊤pi +K⊤qi

)
+ F

K∑

l=1

πlEαl

]
dt

+
[
−DR−1

θi

(
B⊤pi +D⊤pi +K⊤qi

)
+ σi

]
dWi(t),

dYi(t) = −
[
HθiYi −KR−1

θi

(
B⊤pi +D⊤pi +K⊤qi

)
+ LXi +M

K∑

l=1

πlEαl

]
dt

+ ZidWi(t),

dpi(t) = −
[
A⊤

θi
pi + L⊤qi +QXi − (QS + S⊤Q− S⊤QS)

K∑

l=1

πlEαl

+
K∑

l=1

πlF
⊤Y l

2 +
K∑

l=1

πl(F
⊤Ŷl −M⊤X̂l)

]
dt+ pidWi(t),

dqi(t) = H⊤
θi
qidt,

Xi(0) = ξi, Yi(T ) = ΦXi(T ) + ηi, pi(T ) = Φ⊤qi(T ), qi(0) = ΓYi(0)

(4.3)

with αl, Y
l
2 , X̂l, Ŷl being given by (3.15). Actually the wellposedness of (4.3) can be obtained similar

to (2.1) (or (2.2)) and we omit it. So do the following coupled FBSDEs (4.4).

Correspondingly, the real state (X̃1, · · · , X̃N , Ỹ1, · · · , ỸN ) under the decentralized strategy satisfies





dX̃i(t) =
[
AθiX̃i −BR−1

θi

(
B⊤pi +D⊤pi +K⊤qi

)
+ FX̃(N)

]
dt

+
[
−DR−1

θi

(
B⊤pi +D⊤pi +K⊤qi

)
+ σi

]
dWi(t),

dỸi(t) = −
[
HθiỸi −KR−1

θi

(
B⊤pi +D⊤pi +K⊤qi

)
+ LX̃i +MX̃(N)

]
dt+ Z̃i·dW (t),

X̃i(0) = ξi, Ỹi(T ) = ΦX̃i(T ) + ηi,

(4.4)

and X̃(N)(·) = 1
N

∑N
i=1 X̃i(·). For 1 ≤ j ≤ N , define the perturbation as

δuj = uj − ũj , δXj = X̆j − X̃j , δYj = Y̆j − Ỹj, ∆Jj = Jj(uj , ũ−j)− Jj(ũj , ũ−j).



It should be noticed that hereafter the notation (X̆j , Y̆j), 1 ≤ j ≤ N stands for the state of Aj when
applying an alternative strategy uj while Al, l 6= j applies ũl. Similar to the computations in Section
3.1, we have

∆J (N)
soc = E

{∫ T

0

[〈
QX̃i, δXi

〉
−
〈(

QS + S⊤Q− S⊤QS
) K∑

l=1

πlEαl, δXi

〉

+

K∑

l=1

〈
πlF

⊤Y l
2 , δXi

〉
+

K∑

l=1

〈
πl

(
F⊤

EYl −M⊤Xl

)
, δXi

〉
+ 〈Rθi ũi, δui〉

]
dt

+
〈
ΓỸi(0), δYi(0)

〉}
+

9∑

l=1

εl,

(4.5)

where 



ε1 = E

∫ T

0

〈(
QS + S⊤Q− S⊤QS

)( K∑

l=1

πlEαl − X̃(N)

)
, NδX(N)

〉
dt,

ε2 =

K∑

k=1

E

∫ T

0

〈(
QS + S⊤Q− S⊤QS

) K∑

l=1

πlEαl,X
∗∗
k − δX(k)

〉
dt,

ε3 =

K∑

k=1

E

∫ T

0

1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

〈
QX̃j , NkδXj −X∗

j

〉
dt,

ε4 =
K∑

k=1

1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

〈
ΓỸj(0), NkδYj(0)− Y ∗

j (0)
〉
,

ε5 =

K∑

k=1

E

∫ T

0

〈
πkM

⊤Xk −
1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

πkM
⊤Xj

1 , δXi

〉
dt,

ε6 =
K∑

k=1

E

∫ T

0

〈
−πkF⊤

EYk +
1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

πkF
⊤Y j

1 , δXi

〉
dt,

ε7 =

K∑

k=1

E

∫ T

0

〈
K∑

l=1

πlM
⊤Xl −

K∑

l=1

πl

Nl

∑

j∈Il,j 6=i

M⊤Xj
1 ,X

∗∗
k

〉
dt,

ε8 =

K∑

k=1

E

∫ T

0

〈
−

K∑

l=1

πlF
⊤
EYl +

K∑

l=1

πl

Nl

∑

j∈Il,j 6=i

F⊤Y j
1 ,X

∗∗
k

〉
dt,

ε9 = −
K∑

k=1

E

∫ T

0

IIk(i)

Nk

〈
πkF

⊤Y k
2 , δXi

〉
dt.

Now, we consider the situation thatAi, 1 ≤ i ≤ N applies an alternative strategy ui whileAj, j 6= i

applies ũj . The real state with the ith agent’s perturbation is




dX̆i(t) =
[
AθiX̆i +Bui + FX̆(N)

]
dt+

[
Dui + σi

]
dWi(t),

dY̆i(t) = −
[
HθiY̆i +Kui + LX̆i +MX̆(N)

]
dt+ Z̆i·dW (t),

X̆i(0) = ξi, Y̆i(T ) = ΦX̆i(T ) + ηi,

(4.6)

and 



dX̆j(t) =
[
Aθj X̆j −BR−1

θj

(
B⊤pj +D⊤pj +K⊤qj

)
+ FX̆(N)

]
dt

+
[
−DR−1

θj

(
B⊤pj +D⊤pj +K⊤qj

)
+ σj

]
dWi(t),

dY̆j(t) = −
[
Hθj Y̆j −KR−1

θj

(
B⊤pj +D⊤pj +K⊤qj

)
+ LX̆j +MX̆(N)

]
dt

+ Z̆j·dW (t),

X̆j(0) = ξj , Y̆j(T ) = ΦX̆j(T ) + ηj , 1 ≤ j ≤ N, j 6= i,

(4.7)



where X̆(N) = 1
N

∑N
i=1 X̆i.

To obtain 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∑

l=1

E sup
0≤t≤T

[
|αl(t)|2 + |α̃l(t)|2 + |βl(t)|2 + |β̃l(t)|2 + |X̆l(t)|2 + |Y̆l(t)|2 + |ϑl(t)|2

]

+ sup
1≤i≤N

E sup
0≤t≤T

[
|X̃i(t)|2 + |Ỹi(t)|2

]
+

K∑

l=1

E

∫ T

0

[
|γl(t)|2 + |γ̃l(t)|2 + |Z̆l(t)|2

]
dt ≤ C.

(4.8)

Similar to Lemma 4.1, by the L2 boundness of ui, ξi, ηi, σi and ξj, ηj , σj , pj, pj, qj (1 ≤ j ≤ N, j 6= i),
we have

sup
1≤i≤N

E sup
0≤t≤T

[∣∣∣X̆i(t)
∣∣∣
2
+
∣∣∣Y̆i(t)

∣∣∣
2
]
≤ C. (4.9)

Lemma 4.2 Under (A1 )-(A4 ), there exists a constant C ≥ 0 independent of N such that

E sup
0≤t≤T

∣∣∣∣∣X̃
(N)(t)−

K∑

l=1

πlEαl(t)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

≤ C

N
+ Cǫ2N , (4.10)

where ǫN = sup1≤l≤K

∣∣∣π(N)
l − πl

∣∣∣ .

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

X̃(k) :=
1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik

X̃j, Ỹ (k) :=
1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik

Ỹj.

thus 



dX̃(k)(t) =

[
AkX̃

(k) − 1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik

BR−1
k

(
B⊤pj +D⊤pj +K⊤qj

)
+ FX̃(N)

]
dt

+
1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik

[
−DR−1

k

(
B⊤pj +D⊤pj +K⊤qj

)
+ σj

]
dWj(t),

dỸ (k)(t) = −
[
HkỸ

(k) − 1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik

KR−1
k

(
B⊤pj +D⊤pj +K⊤qj

)
+ LX̃(k)

+MX̃(N)

]
dt+

1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik

Z̃j·dW (t),

X̃(k)(0) =
1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik

ξj, Ỹ (k)(T ) = ΦX̃(k)(T ) +
1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik

ηj .

Noticing that





dEαk(t) =

[
AkEαk −BR−1

k E
(
B⊤Pk +D⊤pk +K⊤Qk

)
+ F

K∑

l=1

πlEαl

]
dt,

Eαk(0) = Eξ(k),



we have





d
(
X̃(k)(t)− Eαk(t)

)
=

[
Ak

(
X̃(k) − Eαk

)
− 1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik

BR−1
k

(
B⊤pj +D⊤pj

+K⊤qj − E
(
B⊤Pk +D⊤pk +K⊤Qk

))
+ F

(
X̃(N) −

K∑

l=1

πlEαl

)]
dt

+
1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik

[
−DR−1

k

(
B⊤pj +D⊤pj +K⊤qj

)
+ σj

]
dWj(t),

(
X̃(k) − Eαk

)
(0) =

1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik

ξj − Eξ(k).

Here, we apply Pk,Pk,Qk to denote the k-type representative when the expectations are involved as
(Xk,Yk) before. Under (A2), for 1 ≤ k ≤ K, {ξj , j ∈ Ik} are identically independent distributed

(i.i.d). Notice that (pj(·), pj(·)) ∈ F j
t , qj(·) ∈ F j

0 . Therefore {(pj , pj), j ∈ Ik} are i.i.d and {qj, j ∈
Ik} are deterministic. Using Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and
estimations of SDE, we derive

E sup
0≤s≤t

∣∣∣X̃(k) − Eαk

∣∣∣
2

≤ E

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik

(
ξj − Eξ(k)

)
∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

+ CE

∫ t

0



∣∣∣X̃(k) − Eαk

∣∣∣
2

+

∣∣∣∣∣X̃
(N) −

K∑

l=1

πlEαl

∣∣∣∣∣

2

 ds

+ CE

∫ t

0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik

(
B⊤pj +D⊤pj +K⊤qj − E

(
B⊤Pk +D⊤pk +K⊤Qk

))
∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

ds

+ CE

∫ t

0

1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik

∣∣−DR−1
k

(
B⊤pj +D⊤pj +K⊤qj

)
+ σj

∣∣2 ds

≤ CE

∫ t

0

∣∣∣X̃(k) − Eαk

∣∣∣
2

ds+ CE

∫ t

0

∣∣∣∣∣X̃
(N) −

K∑

l=1

πlEαl

∣∣∣∣∣

2

ds+
C

Nk

.

Gronwall inequality implies that

E sup
0≤s≤t

∣∣∣X̃(k) − Eαk

∣∣∣
2
≤ CE

∫ t

0

∣∣∣∣∣X̃
(N) −

K∑

l=1

πlEαl

∣∣∣∣∣

2

ds+
C

Nk

.

Since

X̃(N) −
K∑

l=1

πlEαl =
K∑

l=1

(
π
(N)
l X̃(l) − πlEαl

)

=

K∑

l=1

π
(N)
l

(
X̃(l) − Eαl

)
+

K∑

l=1

(
π
(N)
l − πl

)
Eαl,

we get

E sup
0≤s≤t

∣∣∣∣∣X̃
(N) −

K∑

l=1

πlEαl

∣∣∣∣∣

2

≤ C

K∑

l=1

E sup
0≤s≤t

∣∣∣X̃(l) − Eαl

∣∣∣
2
+ Cǫ2N ≤ CE

∫ t

0

∣∣∣∣∣X̃
(N) −

K∑

l=1

πlEαl

∣∣∣∣∣

2

ds+
C

N
+ Cǫ2N .

Therefore, the result follows from Gronwall inequality.
By Lemma 4.2, we easily derive the following result.



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

sup
1≤j≤N

[
E sup

0≤t≤T

∣∣Xj(t)− X̃j(t)
∣∣2 + E sup

0≤t≤T

∣∣Yj(t)− Ỹj(t)
∣∣2
]
≤ C

N
+ Cǫ2N . (4.11)

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

sup
1≤j≤N,j 6=i

[
E sup

0≤t≤T

|δXj(t)|2 + E sup
0≤t≤T

|δYj(t)|2 + E

∫ T

0

N∑

l=1

∣∣δZjl(t)
∣∣2dt

]

≤ C

N2

(
1 + E

∫ T

0
|δui|2ds

)
.

(4.12)

Proof According to (3.1)-(3.2), it yields

E sup
0≤s≤t

|δXi|2 ≤ C

(
1 + E

∫ T

0
|δui|2ds

)
+ CE

∫ t

0
|δXi|2ds+ CE

∫ t

0
|δX(N)|2ds,

E sup
0≤s≤t

|δYi|2 + E

∫ t

0

N∑

l=1

∣∣δZil

∣∣2ds ≤ CE|δXi(T )|2 + C

(
1 + E

∫ T

0
|δui|2ds

)

+ CE

∫ t

0
|δYi|2ds+ CE

∫ t

0
|δXi|2ds+ CE

∫ t

0

∣∣∣δX(N)
∣∣∣
2
ds,

for j 6= i,

E sup
0≤s≤t

|δXj |2 ≤ CE

∫ t

0
|δXj |2ds+ CE

∫ t

0

∣∣∣δX(N)
∣∣∣
2
ds,

E sup
0≤s≤t

|δYj |2 + E

∫ t

0

N∑

l=1

∣∣δZjl

∣∣2ds

≤ CE|δXj(T )|2 + CE

∫ t

0
|δYj |2ds+ CE

∫ t

0
|δXj |2ds+ CE

∫ t

0

∣∣∣δX(N)
∣∣∣
2
ds,

and

E sup
0≤s≤t

|δX(k)|2 ≤ CE

∫ t

0
|δX(k)|2ds+ CN2

E

∫ t

0
|δX(N)|2ds.

Noticing that

δX(N) =
1

N
δXi +

1

N

K∑

l=1

δX(l),

we arrive at

E sup
0≤s≤t

|δXi|2 ≤ C

(
1 + E

∫ T

0
|δui|2ds

)
+ CE

∫ t

0
|δXi|2ds+

C

N2

K∑

l=1

E

∫ t

0

∣∣δX(l)

∣∣2 ds,

and

E sup
0≤s≤t

∣∣δX(k)

∣∣2 ≤ CE

∫ t

0
|δX(k)|2ds +CE

∫ t

0
|δXi|2ds+ C

K∑

l=1

E

∫ t

0

∣∣δX(l)

∣∣2 ds.

Therefore, it follows from Gronwall inequality that

E sup
0≤s≤t

|δXi|2 +
K∑

l=1

E sup
0≤s≤t

∣∣δX(l)

∣∣2 ≤ C

(
1 + E

∫ T

0
|δui|2ds

)
.

Thus,

E sup
0≤s≤t

∣∣∣δX(N)
∣∣∣
2
≤ C

N2

(
1 + E

∫ T

0
|δui|2ds

)
.



Using Gronwall inequality again, we have

sup
1≤j≤N,j 6=i

[
E sup

0≤s≤t
|δXj |2 + E sup

0≤s≤t
|δYj |2 + E

∫ t

0

N∑

l=1

∣∣δZjl

∣∣2ds
]

≤ C

N2

(
1 + E

∫ T

0
|δui|2ds

)
.

Lemma 4.5 Under (A1 )-(A4 ), there exists a constant C ≥ 0 independent of N such that

K∑

l=1

E sup
0≤t≤T

∣∣X∗∗
l (t)− δX(l)(t)

∣∣2 ≤
( C
N2

+ Cǫ2N

)(
1 + E

∫ T

0
|δui|2ds

)
, (4.13)

for j ∈ Ik, j 6= i, 1 ≤ k ≤ K,

E sup
0≤t≤T

∣∣NkδXj(t)−X∗
j (t)

∣∣2 ≤
( C
N2

+ Cǫ2N

)(
1 + E

∫ T

0
|δui|2ds

)
, (4.14)

E sup
0≤t≤T

∣∣NkδYj(t)− Y ∗
j (t)

∣∣2 ≤
( C
N2

+ Cǫ2N

)(
1 + E

∫ T

0
|δui|2ds

)
. (4.15)

Proof First,




d(X∗∗
k − δX(k)) =

[
Ak(X

∗∗
k − δX(k)) + F

(
πk −

Nk − IIk(i)

N

)
δXi

+ Fπk

K∑

l=1

(X∗∗
l − δX(l)) + F

(
πk −

Nk − IIk(i)

N

)
K∑

l=1

δX(l)

]
dt,

(X∗∗
k − δX(k))(0) = 0,

and for j ∈ Ik, j 6= i,




d(X∗
j −NkδXj) =

[
Ak(X

∗
j −NkδXj) + F

(
πk − π

(N)
k

)
δXi + F

(
πk − π

(N)
k

) K∑

l=1

X∗∗
l

+ Fπ
(N)
k

K∑

l=1

(X∗∗
l − δX(l))

]
dt,

(X∗
j −NkδXj)(0) = 0,

and 



d(Y ∗
j −NkδYj) = −

[
Hk(Y

∗
j −NkδYj) + L(X∗

j −NkδXj) +M
(
πk − π

(N)
k

)
δXi

+M
(
πk − π

(N)
k

) K∑

l=1

X∗∗
l +Mπ

(N)
k

K∑

l=1

(X∗∗
l − δX(l))

]
dt+ (Z∗

j· −NkδZj·)dW (t),

(Y ∗
j −NkδYj)(T ) = Φ(X∗

j (T )−NkδXj(T )).

According to Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality,

E sup
0≤s≤t

|X∗∗
k − δX(k)|2 ≤ CE

∫ t

0

|X∗∗
k − δX(k)|2ds+ C

K∑

l=1

E

∫ t

0

|X∗∗
l − δX(l)|2ds

+
( C
N2

+ Cǫ2N

)
E

∫ t

0

[
|δXi|2 +

K∑

l=1

|δX(l)|2
]
ds

≤ CE

∫ t

0

|X∗∗
k − δX(k)|2ds+ C

K∑

l=1

E

∫ t

0

|X∗∗
l − δX(l)|2ds

+
( C
N2

+ Cǫ2N

)(
1 + E

∫ T

0

|δui|2ds
)
.



Thus,
K∑

l=1

E sup
0≤s≤t

|X∗∗
l − δX(l)|2 ≤C

K∑

l=1

E

∫ t

0
|X∗∗

l − δX(l)|2

+
( C
N2

+ Cǫ2N

)(
1 + E

∫ T

0
|δui|2ds

)
.

By virtue of Gronwall inequality, we have

K∑

l=1

E sup
0≤t≤T

|X∗∗
l (t)− δX(l)(t)|2 ≤

( C
N2

+ Cǫ2N

)(
1 + E

∫ T

0
|δui|2ds

)
.

Similarly,

E sup
0≤s≤t

|X∗
j −NkδXj |2 ≤CE

∫ t

0
|X∗

j −NkδXj |2ds+ C

K∑

l=1

E

∫ t

0
|X∗∗

l − δX(l)|2ds

+ Cǫ2NE

∫ t

0

[
|δXi|2 +

K∑

l=1

|X∗∗
l |2

]
ds.

By the first equation of (3.6), we derive

E sup
0≤s≤t

|X∗∗
k |2 ≤ CE

∫ t

0
|X∗∗

k |2ds+ C

K∑

l=1

E

∫ t

0
|X∗∗

l |2ds+ CE

∫ t

0
|δXi|2ds.

It follows from Gronwall inequality that

K∑

l=1

E sup
0≤s≤t

|X∗∗
l |2 ≤ CE

∫ t

0
|δXi|2ds.

Then noticing (4.13),

E sup
0≤s≤t

|X∗
j−NkδXj |2 ≤ CE

∫ t

0
|X∗

j −NkδXj |2ds+ C

K∑

l=1

E

∫ t

0
|X∗∗

l − δX(l)|2ds

+ Cǫ2NE

∫ t

0
|δXi|2ds

≤ CE

∫ t

0
|X∗

j −NkδXj |2ds+
( C
N2

+ Cǫ2N

)(
1 + E

∫ T

0
|δui|2ds

)
,

which implies (4.14). With the help of the estimations of BSDE, (4.15) is derived.
Applying the above estimations, by the standard estimations of FBSDE, the L2 boundness of

ξi, ηi, σi, pi, pi, qi, (3.5) and (4.4), we get the following result.

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

K∑

k=1

E sup
0≤t≤T

∣∣∣∣∣∣
Xk(t)−

1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

X
j
1(t)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

≤ C

N
+ Cǫ2N , (4.16)

K∑

k=1

E sup
0≤t≤T

∣∣∣∣∣∣
EYk(t)−

1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

Y
j
1 (t)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

≤ C

N
+ Cǫ2N . (4.17)



Proof It follows from (3.5) that





d

(
1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

X
j
1

)
=
H⊤

k

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

X
j
1dt,

d

(
1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

Y
j
1

)
=

[
− A⊤

k

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

Y
j
1 +

L⊤

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

X
j
1 −

Q

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

X̃j

]
dt

+
1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

Z
j·
1 dW (t),

1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

X
j
1(0) = − Γ

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

Ỹj(0),
1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

Y
j
1 (T ) = −Φ⊤

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

X
j
1(T ).

By the definition of Xk, Yk, we have





dXk = H⊤
k Xkdt,

dEYk =
[
−A⊤

k EYk + L⊤Xk −QEX̃k

]
dt,

Xk(0) = −ΓEỸk(0), EYk(T ) = −Φ⊤Xk(T ), k = 1, · · · ,K,

where X̃k, Ỹk denote the optimal states of k−type corresponding to (4.4) and EX̃k,

EỸk satisfy





dEX̃k =
[
AkEX̃k −BR−1

k E
(
B⊤pk +D⊤pk +K⊤qk

)
+ FEX̃(N)

]
dt,

dEỸk = −
[
HkEỸk −KR−1

k E
(
B⊤pk +D⊤pk +K⊤qk

)
+ LEX̃k +MEX̃(N)

]
dt,

EX̃k(0) = Eξ(k), EỸk(T ) = ΦEX̃k(T ) + Eηk.

Recall the notations X̃(k) and Ỹ (k) defined in the proof of Lemma 4.2. Noticing

1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

X̃j = X̃(k) − IIk(i)

Nk
X̃i,

1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

Ỹj = Ỹ (k) − IIk(i)

Nk
Ỹi,

we have

E sup
0≤s≤t

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

X
j
1 −Xk

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

≤ CE

∫ t

0

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

X
j
1 −Xk

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

ds

+ C

(∣∣∣Ỹ (k)(0)− Eβk(0)
∣∣∣
2
+ |EỸk(0)− Eβk(0)|2 +

1

N2
k

|Ỹi(0)|2
)
,

E sup
t≤s≤T

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

Y
j
1 − EYk

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

≤ CE

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

X
j
1(T )−Xk(T )

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

+ CE

∫ T

t

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

Y
j
1 − EYk

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

ds+ CE

∫ T

t

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

Nk

∑

j∈Ik,j 6=i

X
j
1 −Xk

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

ds

+ CE

∫ T

t

(
|X̃(k) − Eαk|2 + |EX̃k − Eαk|2 +

1

N2
k

|X̃i|2
)
ds.

By the L2 boundness of ξi, ηi, σi, pi, pi, qi, it is easy to get E sup0≤s≤t

(
|X̃i|2 + |Ỹi|2

)
≤ C, 1 ≤ i ≤ N .



In addition,

sup
0≤s≤t

|EX̃k − Eαk|2 ≤ CE

∫ t

0

∣∣∣∣∣X̃
(N) −

K∑

l=1

πlEαl

∣∣∣∣∣

2

ds,

sup
t≤s≤T

|EỸk − Eβk|2 ≤ C|EX̃k(T )− Eαk(T )|2 +CE

∫ T

t

|EX̃k − Eαk|2ds

+ CE

∫ T

t

∣∣∣∣∣X̃
(N) −

K∑

l=1

πlEαl

∣∣∣∣∣

2

ds.

With the help of the proof of Lemma 4.2, one gets

E sup
0≤t≤T

∣∣∣X̃(k) − Eαk

∣∣∣
2
≤ C

N
+Cǫ2N , E sup

0≤t≤T

∣∣∣Ỹ (k) − Eβk

∣∣∣
2
≤ C

N
+ Cǫ2N .

Then (4.16) and (4.17) are obtained based on above inequalities, Lemma 4.2 and Gronwall inequality.

4.3 Asymptotic optimality

To verify the asymptotic optimality, we just need to investigate the perturbation ui ∈ U c
i , 1 ≤ i ≤ N

satisfying J (N)
soc (u1, · · · , uN ) ≤ J (N)

soc (ũ1, · · · , ũN ). Obviously,

J (N)
soc (ũ1, · · · , ũN ) ≤ CN,

where C is a nonnegative constant independent of N . Therefore we need only to investigate the
perturbation ui ∈ U c

i satisfying
N∑

i=1

E

∫ T

0
|ui|2dt ≤ CN. (4.18)

Let δui = ui − ũi, 1 ≤ i ≤ N . Now we consider a perturbation u = ũ + (δu1, · · · , δuN ) := ũ + δu.
Recalling Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.5, there exists a constant C ≥ 0 independent of N such that

sup
1≤j≤N,j 6=i

[
E sup

0≤t≤T

|δXj(t)|2 + E sup
0≤t≤T

|δYj(t)|2 + E

∫ T

0

N∑

l=1

∣∣δZjl(t)
∣∣2dt

]
≤ C

N2
,

K∑

l=1

E sup
0≤t≤T

|X∗∗
l (t)− δX(l)(t)|2 ≤

C

N2
+ Cǫ2N ,

E sup
0≤t≤T

|NkδXj(t)−X∗
j (t)|2 ≤

C

N2
+ Cǫ2N ,

E sup
0≤t≤T

|NkδYj(t)− Y ∗
j (t)|2 ≤

C

N2
+ Cǫ2N .

Further, by Section 4.1, we have

2J (N)
soc (ũ+ δu) = 〈M2(ũ+ δu), ũ + δu〉+ 2〈M1, ũ+ δu〉+M0

= 〈M2ũ, ũ〉+ 〈M2δu, δu〉 + 2〈M2ũ, δu〉 + 2〈M1, ũ〉+ 2〈M1, δu〉 +M0

= 2J (N)
soc (ũ) + 〈M2δu, δu〉 + 2〈M2ũ, δu〉 + 2〈M1, δu〉

= 2J (N)
soc (ũ) + 2〈M2ũ+M1, δu〉 + 〈M2δu, δu〉,

where M2ũ+M1 denotes the Fréchet differential of J (N)
soc corresponding to ũ.

Theorem 4.1 Under (A1 )-(A4 ), ũ = (ũ1, · · · , ũN ) is a
(

1√
N

+ ǫN

)
-social decentralized optimal

strategy, where ǫN = sup1≤l≤K

∣∣∣π(N)
l − πl

∣∣∣.



Proof By virtue of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

J (N)
soc (ũ)− J (N)

soc (ũ+ δu)

≤

√√√√
N∑

i=1

|M2ũ+M1|2
N∑

i=1

|δui|2 −
1

2
〈M2δu, δu〉 ≤ |M2ũ+M1|O(N).

Thus
|M2ũ+M1| = o(1)

ensures the asymptotic optimality. According to Section 4.2, we derive

|M2ũ+M1|

= E

{∫ T

0

[
〈QX̃i, δXi〉−

〈
(QS + S⊤Q− S⊤QS)

K∑

l=1

πlEαl, δXi

〉
+

K∑

l=1

〈πlF⊤Y l
2 , δXi〉

+
K∑

l=1

〈πl(F⊤
EYl −M⊤

EXl), δXi〉+ 〈Rθi ũi, δui〉
]
dt+ 〈ΓỸi(0), δYi(0)〉

}
+

9∑

l=1

εl.

(4.19)

According to the optimality of ũ,

E

{∫ T

0

[
〈QX̃i, δXi〉 −

〈
(QS + S⊤Q− S⊤QS)

K∑

l=1

πlEαl, δXi

〉
+

K∑

l=1

〈πlF⊤Y l
2 , δXi〉

+
K∑

l=1

〈πl(F⊤
EYl −M⊤

EXl), δXi〉+ 〈Rθi ũi, δui〉
]
dt+ 〈ΓỸi(0), δYi(0)〉

}
= 0.

Moreover, by Lemmas 4.2-4.6, we have

9∑

l=1

εl = O
( 1√

N
+ ǫN

)
.

Therefore,

|M2ũ+M1| = O
( 1√

N
+ ǫN

)
.

5 Conclusion

This paper focuses on solving an LQ 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 1.2 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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