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1 Introduction

Recently, the study of dynamic optimization in stochastic large-population systems has garnered
significant attention. Distinguishing it from a standalone system, a large-population system
comprises numerous agents, widely applied in fields such as engineering, finance and social
science. In this context, the impact of a single agent is minimal and negligible, whereas the
collective behaviors of the entire population are significant. All the agents are weakly coupled
via the state average or empirical distribution in dynamics and cost functionals. Consequently,
centralized strategies for a given agent, relying on information from all peers, are impractical.
Instead, an effective strategy is to investigate the associated mean-field games (MFGs) to identify
an approximate equilibrium by analyzing its limiting behavior. Along this research direction, we
can obtain the decentralized strategies through the limiting auxiliary control problems and the
related consistency condition (CC) system. The methodological foundations of MFGs, initially
proposed by Lasry and Lions [2I] and independently by Huang et al. [16, [I7], have proven
effective and tractable for analyzing weakly coupled stochastic controlled systems with mean
field interactions, establishing approximate Nash equilibria. The interested readers can refer to
can refer to [2, 8, [10] 11 20} 27, B9] for linear-quadratic (LQ) MFGs, and refer to [4. [5][6, [7, 15, 29]
for further analysis of MFGs and related topics.

We mention that the above listed literature mainly focused on the case in which agents
have access to full information. However, in the real world, usually agents can only get par-
tial information at most cases. Huang and Wang [13] studied a class of dynamic optimization
problems for a large-population system with partial information. Huang et al. [14] investigated
a backward large-population system with partial information with full and partial information.
Wang et al. [38] studied the optimal control problems for forward-backward stochastic differ-
ential equations (FBSDEs) with incomplete information thoroughly. Sen and Caines [34], 35]
investigated the MFG problems with partial observation. Bensoussan et al. [3] focused on a
class of linear-quadratic-Gaussian (LQG) MFGs with partial observation and common noise.
Huang et al. [18, [19] studied a forward-backward stochastic system MFG with partial observa-
tion and common noise and a backward stochastic system MFG with partial information and
common noise, respectively. Li et al. [23] investigated a large-population problem with partial
information. Readers can see [22, [37] and the references therein for further studies.

The Stackelberg differential game, also known as the leader-follower differential game, arises
in markets where certain companies possess greater authority to dominate others or individ-
ual entities. von Stackelberg [33] introduced the concept of the hierarchical solution. Yong
[40] delved into a generalized framework of LQ stochastic leader-follower differential games.
Nourian et al. [30] studied a large-population LQ leader-follower stochastic multi-agent systems
and established their (e1,e9)-Stackelberg-Nash equilibrium. Moon and Basar in [28)] investi-
gated continuous-time mean field LQ Stackelberg stochastic differential games by the fixed-point



method. Si and Wu [31] explored a backward-forward LQ Stackelberg MFG, where the leader’s
state equation is backward, and the follower’s state equation is forward. Feng and Wang [9]
investigated an LQ social optimal problem with a leader and a amount of followers. Wang [36]
employed a direct method to solve LQ Stackelberg MFGs with a leader and a substantial number
of followers.

In this paper, we consider a new class of LQ mean field Stackelberg stochastic differential
games with partial information and common noise, which contains a leader and a number of
followers. The leader first announces his strategy and then each follower optimizes its own cost
based on the leader’s announcement. At last, the leader chooses his own optimal strategy based
on the responses of the followers. Compared with the existing literatures, the contributions of

this paper are listed as follows.

e We introduced a general Stackelberg stochastic differential game with partial information
and common noise. The common noise can not be observed by all agents, which force us to
introduce a stochastic process as the frozen term, rather than a deterministic function, in
the MFG analysis. Due to the framework of partial information, we need to use stochastic
maximum principle with partial information and optimal filter technique to get the open
loop decentralized optimal strategy and feedback decentralized optimal strategy of the

auxiliary limiting problem.

e The state equation and cost functional of the leader both contain the state average term.
This is motivated by real-world scenarios where all followers may have instantaneous and
significant effects on the leader’s dynamic. In addition, the state of the leader enters
the cost functional of the followers, which means that changes in the leader can have
an impact on the followers’ evaluation criteria. This is consistent with the background
where the leaders hold a dominant position. Therefore, complexity arises from the mean-
field coupling term and highlight the strong coupling and interactivity among the state

equations and cost functionals.

e The diffusion terms of all agents’ state equations contain both the control and state vari-
ables, which makes the Hamiltonian system more complicated. And we apply decoupling

technique to obtain the solvability of Hamiltonian system.

e Due to the application of dimension-extension techniques, the Riccati equations are asym-

metric and complex, making their solvability quite challenging.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we formulate our problem. In
Section 3, we introduce the auxiliary limiting problem and solve the problem of the followers
and the leader in turn and derive the decentralized optimal strategies. In Section 4, we prove
the decentralized optimal strategies are the e-Stackelberg-Nash equilibria of the games. Finally,

the conclusion is given in Section 5.



2 Problem formulation

Firstly, we introduce some notations that will be used throughout the paper. We consider a finite
time interval [0, 7] for a fixed T' > 0. Let <Q,]: AFthso ,IP’) be a complete filtered probability
space, on which a standard (IN+1)-dimensional Brownian motion {W(s),Wi(s),1 <i < N}gegey
is defined. {F;} is defined as the complete information of the system at time ¢. Then, forial;y
t > 0, we have

Fi =0 {Wi(s), Wo(s), W(s),1 <i< N,0<s<t}VANp,

where Np is the class of all P-null sets. Define the available information of the i-th follower A,
as
FVii= o {Wi(s),0 < s <t} V N5,

and the available information of the leader Ag as
FVo = o {Wy(s),0 < s <t} V Np.
For i =0,1,..., N, define the involved information of A; as
ftW’Wi =0 {W(s), W;(s),0 < s <t}VNp,
and let the information that is not observable by everyone (common noise) as
FV =0 {W(s),0<s<t}VNp.
And define

Gl=o{Wi(s),0<s<t,0<i<N}VNp,
Gl =0 {Wi(s),0<s<t,1<i<N}VNp,
Fl =0 {W(s),Wy(s), W;(s),0 < s <t}VANp, fori=1,---,N.

Let R™ be an n-dimensional Euclidean space with norm and inner product being defined as
| - | and (-, -), respectively. Next, we introduce three spaces. A bounded, measurable function
f(-) 1 [0,T] — R™ is denoted as f(-) € L*>°(0,T;R™). An R"-valued, F-adapted stochastic process
f(): Qx[0,T] — R™ satisfying EfOT |f(t)|?dt < oo is denoted as f(-) € LA(0,T;R"). Similarly,
an R™-valued, Fr-measurable random variable ¢ with E€2 < oo is denoted as & € LQFT (Q,R™).

For any random variable or stochastic process X and filtration H, EX and E[X|H] represent
the mathematical expectation and conditional mathematical expectation of X, respectively. For
a given vector or matrix M, let M represent its transpose. We denote the set of symmetric
n X n matrices (resp. positive semi-definite matrices) with real elements by S™ (resp. SY). If
M € 8™ is positive (semi) definite, we abbreviate it as M > (>)0. For a positive constant k, if
M € 8™ and M > kI, we label it as M > 0.



Now, let us focus on a comprehensive population system comprised of N 4+ 1 individual
agents, denoted as {A;},<,<n- The state zo(-) € R of the leader A is given by the following

linear SDE
dzo(t) = [ono(t) + Bouo(t) + Eox™(¢) + bo] dt

+ [ooxo(t) + Doug(t) + For™(¢) + ao} AWy (t)
(2.1)

+ [éoxo(t) + Doug(t) + Fox™ () + &0} AW (t),
20(0) = o,
1

where & € R represents the initial state, and (V) (.) := N Zf\il x;(+) signifies the average state
of the followers. The corresponding coefficients Ag(-), Bo(:), Co(), Do(-), Eo(-), Fo(-), Co(-),
Do(+), Fo(+), bo(-), o0(-), Go(-) are deterministic R-valued functions.

The state z;(-) of the follower 4; is given by the following linear SDE

(d;(t) = [Alxi(t) + Brui(t) + Eya™M(¢) + bl] dt
+ [Cla:i(t) + Dyui(t) + Fra™(¢) + 01} AW (t)
+ [C’lzni(t) + Dyu(t) + Fia™(¢) + 51} AW (1),
z;(0) = &,

where & € R represents the initial state, the coefficients Ay (-), B1(-), C1(+), D1(+), E1(+), F1(-),
Ci(-), D1(-), Fi(-), b1(), o1(-), 71(-) are deterministic R-valued functions.
The decentralized admissible control set Z/{(l)’d of the leader Ag is defined as

Uyt = {u0(~) | (") € L, (O,T;R)} :
and the admissible centralized control set Z/{(l)’c of the leader Aj is defined as
l,c
U = {uo() | uol-) € L2 (0. TiR) |

For i =1,--- , N, the decentralized admissible control set Z/{if 4 of the i-th follower A; is defined

as
urHt = {Ui(') | ui-) € L2, (O,T;R)} :

and the centralized admissible control set L{if “ of the i-th follower A; is defined as
fie . 7. 7. 2 .
Ul = {ui() | wil) € L2 (0. TR) }.

For the leader Ay, the cost functional is defined by
(7 2 (N) 1) 2 2
To(uo()) = 5B [ [Baltid(®) + Qo(0) (wo(t) ~ +0)) | dt + Goao(1)?. (23)
0
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where Qo (), Ro(-) are deterministic functions and Gy is a constant. Let u(-) = (u1(-),...,un(+))

be the set of control strategies of all followers and u_;(-) = (u1(+), ..., wi—1(*), wit1(:), ... ,un(+))
be the set of control strategies except for i-th follower A;. For ¢ = 1,--- | N, the cost functional
of the i-th follower A; is defined by

a0 = 58] [ [0+t 1)~ (aat + (1 - 02 0)]*] a .

+ Glxi(T)2},

where Q1(+), R1(-) are deterministic functions and G is a constant. Here A € [0, 1] is a constant.

Moreover, we introduce the following assumptions of coefficients.

Assumption 2.1. Ao(-), Bo(-), Eo(-), Co(-), Do(-), Fo ), Co(-), Do()s Fo (), Ar (), Bi(-), Ba (-),
C1(-); D1(-), Fi(+), C1(), D1 (), Fu(+), bo (), 00(-), 00(+), b1(:), 01.(-), 01 () € L= (0, T5 R).

Assumption 2.2. Qo(-), Q1 (- ) 0(-), R1(-) € L (0,T5R), Qo(-), Q1(-) > 0, Ro(-), R1(-) > 0;
GO(')7G1(') € R7 GO() ( )

We mention that under assumption 2.1 the system of SDEs ([2.)), (2:2)) admits a unique
solution (zo(+),z1("), -+ ,zn (")) € L% (0,7 ;R™N). Under assumption 2.2}, the cost functionals
Z3), [24) are Well—deﬁned.

Our LQ mean field Stackelberg stochastic differential game with partial information and

common noise, investigated in this paper, can be stated as follows.

*

Problem 2.1. Finding a set of strategies (ug(-),ui(:), - ,un(-)) satisfying the following con-
ditions:
(1) given ug(-) € L{é’c, for1 <i <N, finding the control strategy set u*(-;up) = (ui(-;uo),- - -,
uy (-;u0)) of the followers Ay, --- , AN, such that
Ji (u (o), uli(su)) = inf T (wil-),uti (5 u0)) 5

ui(-;uo)euif’c
(it) finding the control strategy uj(-;u*) of the leader Ay such that
Jo (up(5u’)) = inf  Jo(uo(:su")).
uo (u*)e Uy
We call (u(-),ui(-),- -

,wi(+)) the Stackelberg-Nash equilibrium of Problem 211 Moreover,
the corresponding state (x§(+)

21 (+), -, a3y () is called the optimal centralized trajectory.

3 Limiting Stackelberg-Nash equilibria

Since the intricate nature arising from the coupling of the state-average z(N)(.) := N ZZ 1 2i(4),
Problem 2Tl becomes challenging to investigate. We shall employ the MFG theory to seek an ap-

proximate Stackelberg-Nash equilibrium, which serves as a bridge between the “centralized” LQ



games and the limiting state-average as the number of agents N approaches infinity. Typically,
the state-average is replaced by its frozen limit term for computational convenience.

As N — +o00, let us assume that the state-average (™ )() can be approximated by some
F}V-adapted processes z(-) that will be subsequently determined through a CC system. For the
leader Ap, we introduce the following auxiliary state Zo(-) € L2FtW’W° (0,T;R) which satisfies the

following linear SDE

dzo(t) = [Ao(t)Zo(t) + Bo(t)uo(t) + Eo(t)z(t) + bo(t)] dt
+ [Co(t)Zo(t) + Do(t)uo(t) + Fo(t)z(t) + oo(t)] dWo(t)

~ ~ ~ _ (3.1)
+ [Co)mo(t) + Do(yuolt) + Fo(t)=(t) + Go(t) | aw (2),
L EO(O) = 607
and the limiting cost functional
1 T
Jo (uo(+)) = §E/ [Ro(t)uo(t)2 + Qo(t) (Zo(t) — Z(t))z} dt + Gozg(T). (3.2)
0
For each follower A;, i = 1,2,--- /N, we introduce the following auxiliary state Z;(-) €
L;vai (0, T;R) which satisfies the following linear SDE
dz(t) = (A1) + Br(Ous(t) + By (£)2(2) + by ()] e
+ [C1(1)Z4(t) + D1(H)wi(t) + Fi(t)z(t) + o1(2)] dWi(t) 33)
3.3

+ | Uz + Dityu(t) + Fi(0)2() + 5:(8)] aw o),
zi(0) = &,

and the limiting cost functional

T
i) = 5B [ [Ra0u0) + @) ) = Oo(0) + (L= N(0)2] i + Gaad (7). (34

Subsequently, we propose the corresponding limiting Stackelberg-Nash stochastic differential

game with partial information.

Problem 3.1. Finding a set of strategies (ug(-),ui(:), - ,un(-)) satisfying the following con-
ditions:

(1) Given ug(-) € Z/{é’d, for1 <i < N, finding the control strategy set u*(-;up) = (uj(-;up),-- -,
uwy (sup)) of the followers Ay, --- |, Ay, such that

Ji (i (5uo), uli(5uo)) = inf  Ji (ui(5u0),uli(5uo)) ;
wi(eul
(1) finding the control strategy uf(-;u*(-)) of the leader Ay such that
Jo(ug(5u”)) = inf Jo (ug(+su’)).

uo(-;u*)eu(l)’d
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The above (u(-), ui(-), - ,un(-)) is called the decentralized Stackelberg-Nash equilibrium of
Problem [B.11

3.1 Open-loop decentralized strategies of the followers

Observing that the frozen limiting state-average simplifies Problem 2.1] into essentially an LQ
Stackelberg-Nash stochastic differential game with partial information, we will utilize the stochas-
tic maximum principle with partial information to derive its Stackelberg-Nash equilibria. In the
remainder of this section, for brevity and without causing ambiguity, we omit the time depen-
dency of some functions and stochastic processes, except for the terminal time.

Fori=1,---, N, we define the Hamiltonian function H; : [0,T] X RXxRxRXxRxRxR — R

of the ¢-th follower A; as
Hi (t7pi7 qi, fqvi7 jiu ‘%07 ul)
= p; [Alfi + Biu; + Ehz + bl] + q; [Clji + Dyu; + Fiz + 0'1] (3‘5)
[~ ~ ~ - 1
+ q; [lei + Dyu; + Fyz + 0'1} — 5 [Rlu? + Q1 [f, — ()\fo + (1 — )\)Z)]2] ,

and introduce the following adjoint equation

dps = — [Aapi + Crai + Crii — @ 7] — (AT + (1 = V)2)] | e
+ i dW; + GdW + g;,0dWo, (3.6)
pi(T) = — Giz; (T),
where the solution (p;(-),qi(+),q(:),qio(-)) to the backward SDE (BSDE) (B.6]) belongs to the
space L2, (0,T;R) x szi (0, T;R) x L%_.i (0,T;R), i () € Lg_.i (0, T;R) is the optimal solution to
B3) of the follower A;, and Zo(-) € L.27:2/V'WO (0,7;R) is the solution to (31). By applying the
stochastic maximum principle with partial information (for example, Theorem 3.1 of Baghery

and Oksendal [1], or Proposition 2.1 of Shi et al. [32]), we can obtain the open-loop decentralized
optimal strategies for the subproblem (i) of Problem Bl

Theorem 3.1. Let assumptions[21 and[2Z.2 hold. For given uy(-) € Z/{(l]’d and To(-) € Lz;W,Wo (0,T;R)
t

be the solution to (31]), then for i = 1,--- | N, the open-loop decentralized optimal strategy of

i-th follower A; is given by

uf = Ry <Blﬁi + D1gi + 51&7) ; P-a.s., a.e., (3.7)

t



satisfies the following stochastic Hamiltonian system
dz; = (13} + By B3pi + Ry BiD1Gi + Ry Bi DG + Eyz + by | dt
+ €1 + R DiBips + By ' DYy + By ' DiDigi + Fiz + o] dW,

+ {élf: + Rl_lﬁlBlﬁi + Rl_lDlﬁlcji + Rl_lf)%avl + 1?'12 + 51] dW,

(3.8)
dp; = — [Alpi +C1gi + C1gi — Q1 [z7 — (Ao + (1 = A) Z)]} dt
+ q;dW; + q;dW + qi,0dWo,
kf:(O) =¢, pi(T) = _Gl‘fz';'k(T)v
where we denote p; .= E [pl| EWZ} , etc., with z(+) € L (0 T;R) to be determined.
Proof. For each i =1,--- , N, for the open-loop decentralized optimal strategy u;(-), assuming

z;(-) represents the corresponding state trajectory, and (p;(-), ¢i(-), gi(-), ¢i0(-)) is the unique so-
lution to the second equation in ([B.8)) relative to (Z}(-), u;(+)), the stochastic maximum principle

with partial information can be expressed in the following form

H; - :
E [—88 (t, piy Qiy Gir Ty ui) (u; — uy) fth] =0, forany u;(-) € R, P-as., a.e..
U

Substituting ([B.5]) into it, we can derive that
E [(Blpi + Diq; + 151@- — Rmf) (u; — uf)|}}Wl} =0, for any u; € R, P-a.s., a.e..
Then we can derive that

wi=R! (Blﬁi + Dqg; + 51272) , P-as., a.e..

(2
The proof is complete. O

Moreover, because the cost functional ([3:4]) of Problem [B1] (i) is strictly convex, it allows a
unique optimal control, so the sufficiency of the optimal control ([B.7]) can also be obtained. In
addition, the state feedback representation of (3.7]) can be obtained by Riccati equations.

Next, we will study the unknown frozen limiting state-average z(-), which is an 7}V -adapted
process. When N — oo, we would like to approximate z}(-) by z;(-), thus vala;*() is
approximated by + SN (). Since the .FW’Wi—adapted process Z;(-) and .F "i_adapted
process Z;() (for 1 < i # j < N) are identically distributed and conditionally independent
given E [- | FW], we can apply the conditional strong law of large numbers (Majerek et al. [26])

to draw a conclusion

z(-) = lim —Z [Z3 () | F7]. (3.9)

N—>oo



According to ([B3]), by replacing z(-) by E [f;k() ] ]—“.W]7 we can obtain for each i = 1,--- , N,
dz} = [A1Z} + Biuf + BiE [z} | F)V] + b1] dt
+ 1@} + Dyuf + FE [2() | F'] + o1] aW;

~ ~ - _ (3.10)
+[Cia; + Pr; + RE [37() | FY] + 1) aw,
(7i (0) = &
Taking expectation on both sides of the equation (3.I0]), we have
dEi;-k = [(Al + Ep) Eir + BlEu;-k + bl] dt, (3 11)
Ez:(0) =&, fori=1,--- N, '

Since u*(-) is F;"i-adapted, we can obtain E [uj | FV] = E[u]], for i =1,--- ,N. Then taking
E[- | 7] on both sides of B.10), we get for i =1,--- , N,

dz = [(Al + El) z+ BlEu;-k + bl] dt + [(51 + ﬁ1> z+ ElEu;k + o1 | dW,

2(0) = ¢,
which admits a unique solution z(-) € L;W(O, T;R). This indicates that for i =1,--- | N,
t

(3.12)

dEz = [(Al + El) Ez + BlEuf + bl] dt,
(3.13)

Ez(0) = &.

That is to say, Ez}(t) = Ez(¢),t € [0,T], fori =1,--- ,N.

According to (B8), by replacing z(-) by E [z} (-) | FV], we noticing the second equation
of B38) is couple with the state of leader Ap, then we arrive at the following CC system,
which is a conditional mean field FBSDE (CMF-FBSDE) of (Z(-), Zo(-), pi(+), ¢i (), @i (), ¢io(-)) €

dz} = [Alsz;-* + R'BEp; + Ry BiD1Gi + Ry '\BiDyq; + EiE [z} | FV] + bl} dt
+ [O@;‘ + Ry\DyBypi + Ry D2G; + Ry'Dy Dy + FAE [z} | F)V] + 0'1] AW;
+ [5@3 + Ry Dy Byp; + Ry 'DyDidi + Ry D24, + AR [z | F)V] + 51] aw,
dzog = [AoZo + Boug + EoE [z} | F}V] + bo] dt
+ [CoZo + Doug + FoE [z} | F}V] + 00] dWo
+ {50:50 + Doug + FE [zF | FV] + 50} aw,
dpi = — [A1pi + Crgs + Cody — Q1 [27 = (Aao + (1= N E [} | V)] | at
+ q;dW; + ¢;dW + q;,0dWy,
7;(0) =¢&  T0(0) = &, pi(T)=-Gz;(T), fori=1,--- N.

(3.14)

10



Noting that (3.14]) possesses a fully coupled structure and contains conditional expectation terms,

we will discuss its well-posedness in the following subsection.

3.2 State feedback decentralized strategies of the followers

In this section, we derive the state feedback representation of the decentralized optimal strategies
(B of the followers, through Riccati equations.
Noting the terminal condition and structure of (3.14]), for each i = 1,--- , N, we suppose

pi(t) = =P ()7 (t) — Po(t)E [77 ()] — »i(t), t€[0,T], (3.15)

with P1(T) = Gy, P»(T) = 0 for two deterministic differentiable functions P;(-), P>(-), and with
©i(T) = 0, for an F;-adapted process triple (¢;(+),&.0(+),&(-)) satisfying a BSDE

dp;(t) = o;(t)dt + & odWy + &dW;,
where the Fj-adapted process a;(-) is to be determined. Applying It6’s formula, we have
dp; = — Py dT; — P\Zidt — PodBT} — PET dt — aydt — & 0dWo — &dW;
— Pl{ [Avz} + By} + EAE [2F | FIV] + bi] dt + [C12] + Dyl + FiE [z7 | 7]
+o1]dW; + [51922‘ + Dyul + RE [z | FV] + &1] dW} — Pz}
— Py [(Ay + E1)EZ} + BiEu} 4 bi] dt — REZ}dt — oy (t)dt — & odWy — EdW;
=— [/hpz +Cigi+ Cigi — Q1 [} — (Mo + (1 = N E [z} | ftW])]] dt + q;dW;
+ q;dW + q; odWy, fori=1,--- N.
By comparing the coefficients of the diffusion terms, we achieve
i =— Py [C\z} + Dyuf + FIE (2] | FV] + 1] = &,
¢ =-P [5'153: +Dyuf + RE [z} | FV] + 51} ; (3.16)
gio =— &, P-as., ae, fori=1,--- N.
Then, taking the conditional expectation E[- | F;"?], we can obtain
pi = — Pixj — PBET; — @i,

~

4; = — P [C17} + Dyu} + FET] + 0] — &,

. L _ (3.17)
G =~ Pu |Cai} + Diu; + REZ; + 1)
gio = — éi,o, fori=1,---,N.
Substituting them into ([B.7]), we have
uf =Ry [(31 + DOy + 5151> Piat <B1P2 v DI P+ 151EP1) Bz o1

+B1p; + D1 Pio; + l~?1P151 — Dlé,} , P-a.s., a.e., fori=1,---,N.

11



with Ry := Ry + D?P; + D?Py, and

I[*:’LL;k = — Rl_l { |:<B1 + D1Cq + 15161) P, + <B1P2 + D11 P + EIFVIPI)] E:f;k

+BEy; + (Dlal + 15151> P - Dlmg,} . fori=1,---,N. (319
By compare the coefficients of the drift terms, we get for ¢ =1,--- , N,
—q; = <P1A1 + AP+ CEP + CEPL+ Q1 + Pl) T
+ <P2 + Py Ay + P2 By + A1P2> Rz}
+ <P1E1 +C PR+ Ci PR — Qi1 — A)) E [z} | 7Y] (3.20)

+ <P1B1 +CLPD; + (71131151) wi 4+ P B Eul
+ Piby + Paby + Avgp; + C1Pyoy + C1& + C1P16y — Q1A
Then substitute (B.I8]) and (19) into (3.20), we obtain
- (Pl + (24, + C2 + CHP, + Ql) T+ (Pg + (24, + E) Pg) Ez*
n <P1(E1 YO+ CLR) — Qi(1 — /\)> E [z | 7] - (31 + Dy + 51151> PR
[(Bl 4+ DiCy 151(71> Piat+ (31132 + DIF P+ 151171131) Ez
+B1@; + D1Pyoy + D1 P16y — Dléi:| — PBIR? { [<B1 +D1Ch1 + 13151> Py
+B1Py+ DI Py + ﬁlﬁlpl} Ez! + BiEg; + (Dlal + 15151> j. DlEg,}
+ Piby + Poby + A1p; + C1Pioy + C1& + C1 P51 — Q1ATg, fori=1,---,N.
Noting Zo(-) is F;"V°-adapted, we have E {io | .}}Wl} = EZy. Then take the conditional expec-
tation E [ | ]-",Wi] on both sides of above equation, we can obtain
—dy = [Pl + (241 +CE+ CF) P =R (Bu+ CiDy + 51151>2 P} + Ql] i
+ {Pz +(2A+E) P+ Py <E1 +CF1 + 511;1) —Qi1(1—=X)
- (Bl +C1Dy + 5151> PRy (31132 +DIF P+ 151151131)
~P,BiR* [<B1 + D1Ch + 516'1> P, + B1P,+ D F1 P, + 51ﬁ1P1] } Ez;
- (Bl +C1Dq + 6’1151) PR! <31¢i + Dy Pyoy + D1 P16y — Dléi)
~ PBBRT" [ BiEgi + (Diov + D11 ) Py — DiE&;|

+ Piby + Poby + A1@; + C1Pyoy + C1& + C1 P16y — QuAEZg, fori=1,---,N.
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Moreover, from (3.1)), we get the following linear ordinary differential equation (ODE):

{ dEZo = (AoEZg + BoEug + EoEz + by) dt, (321)
Ezo(0) = &o. '

Thus, we introduce the Riccati equations as follows:

. ~ ~ ~ \2
P+ (2404 CE+C2) P =R (Bu+ CiDy + 1Dy ) PR+ Q1 =0,
P (T) =Gy,

(3.22)

(P + P, [2A1 + B -2 <Bl +CiDy + 61151> PR By — <D1F1 + 131171) Blpl}

— B%Rl_lpg + P (El + C1F + 5’11%1)
o o (3.23)
— (Bi+CiDy + CiDy ) PERT (DyFi+ DiFy) = Qi1 = A) =0,

| Py(T) =0,
and the equation of (¢;(-),&(-)) € szwi (0,T;R) x szwi (0,T;R) as
t t
dp; = { <Bl + C1D1 + 51131) PlRl_l (Bltﬁi + D1Pioq + 51["151)
+ PQBlRl_l [BlEQDZ + <D10’1 + 15151> P1 — D1E£Z:|

B (3.24)
— [Plbl + Poby + A1 + C1Pyoy + C1& + CLPioy — Ql)\Ejo} } dt + &dW;,

(@i(T) =0, fori=1,---,N.
By the existence and uniqueness of the solution to mean-field type BSDEs (Li et al. [24]), in
fact, (3.24]) degenerates to the following linear backward ODE (BODE):

dEp; = (M1 Ep; + Q1AEZo + M>) dt,
Epi(T)=0, fori=1,---,N,
which is coupled with the linear ODE (B.2I]), where we have denoted

(3.25)

My = <B1 +C1Dy + 6’1151) P1R1_131 — A+ P2BlRl_lBl’

My i=(By + 1Dy + G Dy ) PRT (D1Pioy + DiPigy ) + PaByRy (Do + Dy ) P

— P1b1 — P2b1 — 01P10'1 — 01P151.

Noting ([3:25)) is independent of i, we could drop the subscript ¢ in the rest part of this paper,
that is, @;(t) = @(t),t € [0,T], for all @ = 1,--- ,N. Therefore, we can get the following
forward-backward ODEs (FBODEs):

dEz = (N\Ez — BiR{ ' BiEp + No) dt,
dEzo = (AoEZo + BoEug + EoEz + by) dt,

dEp = (MEg + Q1\EZq + Ms) dt,
E2(0) = &, Ezo(0) = &o, E(T) =0,

(3.26)
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where
Nii= A1+ By - BIRTY |(Bi+ DiCy+ DiCy) P+ BiPa + DiF P+ DiFy Py
Ny = — BiR]? <D101 + 15151) Py + by
Now, we derive the solvability of the equations (3:22]), (3:23]) and (3:26]). Firstly, we introduce

Assumption 3.1.
Py <E1 +C1F1 + 6’1ﬁ1> — <B1 +C1Dq + 5’1151) P12R1_1 <D1F1 + 51ﬁ1> —Qi(1—X)>0.

Under assumptions 2.1] and 2.2 (3:22)) is standard Riccati equation. Noticing that (3:23]) is
a standard Riccati equation under assumption 31l Therefore, applying the standard results of
Chapter 6 in Yong and Zhou [41], both (B:22]) and ([B:23]) exist unique solutions.

Then, we derive the condition under which ([B.26]) is solvable. To this end, we first rewrite
(B20) in the following form:

Ez Ez
d| Ezg =1I| Ezq + A,
= . (3.27)

Ez(0) =&, EZo(0) = &, Ep(T) =0,

where
N 0 —BlR_lBl No
Il := Ey A 0 , A= BoEug + bo
0 Ql)\ M1 M2

Then, by the variation of constant formula, we have

Ez 13 .
Bz | =00 | & | +0@ / 0-(s)Ads
Ep Iz °

where ©(-) is the fundamental solution matrix of the ODE: ¥ = II¥ with the initial conditions
U (0) = I3 and Ep need to satisfy the initial conditions Ep(0) = u. Noting the terminal condition
in (3:27)), now we present the following result.

Proposition 3.1. For given T > 0, assume

0
det (o 0 1>@(T) 0 || #0,
|

then (3.28) has a unique solution on [0,T], for any initial value & and &.
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Remark 3.1. Similar results about the solvability of coupled FBODE can be referred to the
Chapter 2, Section 3 of Ma and Yong [25] and Section 4 of Huang and Huang [12].

Then, the state feedback representation of the decentralized optimal strategies of the followers

can be obtained in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Let assumptions [2.1], and [Z1] hold, for given uy(-) € Z/{é’d, the state feedback

optimal strategies of the followers A;,i =1,--- | N, can be represented as

uf = — Ryt [(Bl + DCh + 1516'1) Py + <B1P2 +D1F P+ 51ﬁ1P1> Ez

. (3.28)
+B1Ep+ D1 Pio; + D1P151] , P-a.s., a.e.,
where TI(-) € Li__:VZ.(O,T; R) satisfies
(a3t = { [Al — BiR}! <31 + DOy + 15151) Pl} &
+[Bi~ BiRTY (BiP2 + DI P+ DR Py )| B2 - BIRTBiEg
~BiRT! (DiPioy + DiPiGy ) + by [
+{[c1- DRy (Bi+ DiCy+ DiCy) P 3 (3.29)

+ [Fl — DiR]: (131192 + Dy Py + Dy Py } Ez — DiR{ B Eg

~DiRT! (DiPioy + Dy P&y ) + 0 b dWi,

and R-valued function triple (Ez(-),EZo(-), Ep) satisfies (3.26]).

Proof. (328) can be obtained from (BIR) since £(-) = 0 in 24). @29) can be obtained by
putting 3:28) into (33) and taking the conditional expectation E[- | F;"?] on both sides of it.

The proof is complete. O

For notational simplicity and noticing (3.25]), we represent the state feedback optimal strate-
gies (3.28)) of the followers as

uf = K12} + KoEz + K3 — R BiEg, P-as., a.e., (3.30)

where

Ky o= Rl_l (Bl + DGy +516«1> P, Ky:= _R1_1 (Bng + D1Fi P + 151FV1P1) )
K3 = —Rl_l <D1P10'1 + 51P151) )

and then
Eu; = (K1 + K2)Ez + K3 — Ry 'BiEyp, fori=1,---,N. (3.31)
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To conclude this subsection, let’s discuss the well-posedness of the CC system (B.I4]). Similar
as Li et al. [23], we essentially employed the Riccati method.
After obtaining the optimal strategies of the followers in their feedback form (B.3I]), we
substitute them into (8I4]) to obtain
dz; = [A1Z] + B1 (K13} + KoEz + K3 — Ry BiEg) + BrE [z} | FV] + bi] dt
+ [le;k + Kl.’i';k + KsEz 4+ K3 — ’Rl_lBlEcp + FiE [f;k ’ .FtW] + 0'1] dW;
+ [51:7;;* + K15 + KyBz + K3 — Ry\BiEg + RE [z | F)V] + 51} dw,
dTo = [Aoi() + Boug + EQE [ir ’ .EW] + bo] dt
+ [Cofo + Doug + FoE [ij | .EW] + O’o] dWy (3.32)
+ [6’03_30 + 50U0 + ﬁOE [:ﬁ: | ]:tW] + 50:| dW,
dp; = — [Ami +C1gi + C1G; — Q1 [T} — (Mo + (1 — M) E [z} | EW])H dt
+ q;dW; + ¢;dW + q;,0dWo,
i‘r(O) =& 70(0) =&, pi(T)= —Gli;k(T), fori=1,---,N.

Since we have already established the solvability of the FBODE (B.26l), the first equation of
[B32) is a filtered SDE. Taking E[- | 7}V] on both sides of it, we get

dE [z} | FV] = {(A1 + B\)E [z} | 7] + B1 (K:E%} + KoEz + K3 — Ry 'BiEg) + b1 } dt
n {(51 + P)E [2 | F)V] + KiBZ} + KoFz + K3 — Ry 'BiEg + 51} dw,

Ez; | FV](0)=¢ fori=1,--- ,N.
(3.33)
This is a linear SDE, we can easily derive its solvability by standard SDE theory. And the
solvability of (329) of Z;(-) can be guaranteed similarly. After these, we find that the first
equation of (3.32)) is a linear SDE, which is also solvable. And the second equation of ([3:32]) is a
linear SDE, which also admits a unique solution Zo(-). Then, the linear BSDE in ([8.32]) admits
a unique solution (p;(-),¢(+), (), ¢0(-)). Therefore, the well-posedness of ([3.I4]) is obtained.
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3.3 Open loop decentralized strategy of the leader

Noting that the followers take their optimal strategies u*(-;ug) = (uj(-;u0), ..., ux(;uo)), the

leader Ag will face the following “new” centralized state equation

dro = |:on0 + Boug + on*(N) + bo} dt + [Cox() + Doug + Fox*(N) + O'()} dWy

+

_50$0 + Eouo + Fvol‘*(N) + 50] dWw,

dxf =

N

1z + By (Klf: + KQEE: + K3 — ’Rl_lBlEgo) + Elx*(N) + bl} dt

_l’_

Cia; + Dy (K13} + KoE7} + K3 — Ry 'BiEy) + Fra*™) 4 Ul] aw,  (3.34)

+ _51$i + 51 (Kli‘;k + KQEE;F + K3 — Rl_lBlEQD) + ﬁlilﬁ*(N) + 51] dW,
dEp = (MlE(p + Q1 \Ezo + My) dt,
(20(0) = &, 2;(0)=¢, Ep(T)=0, fori=1,--- N,

where z*(N)(.) = %ZZZ\LI a7 (+), whose solution is (zo(-),z(-), -+ ,a§ () € L% (0,T; RN,
together with E¢p(-) € R.
The centralized cost functional (2.3]) of the leader Ay now writes

Jo (uo()) = %E /OT |:R0ug + Qo (xo — x*(N)>2:| dt + G()x%(T). (3.35)

Then, from (310), 39), (312) and (330]), the corresponding decentralized state equation of the
leader A is

dzg = [AOEO + Boug + Eoz + bO] dt + [Cof(] + Doug + Foz + 0'0] dWy
+ [5050 + Doug + Foz + 5’0} dw,
dz = [(A1 + E1) 2+ By [(K; + Ko) Ez + K3 — Ry ' B1Ey] + by dt

_ _ » (3.36)
+[(C1+ ) 2 + Dy [(K + K2) Bz + Ky — RT BiEg] + 31| W,
dEp = {MlE(p + Q1 AEZg + Mg} dt,
:2'0(0) = 607 Z(O) = 57 ECP(T) =0,
and the centralized cost functional is
1 T 2 - 2 _2
Jo (UO()) = §E Roug + Q (ZE(] — Z) dt + GZEO(T). (3.37)
0

Now, we define the Hamiltonian function Hy : [0, T| X RXRXRXxRXxRXxRXxRXxRXxRxR — R
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of the leader Ag as
Hy (%o, 2, B, Yo, 20, 20, 9 1 ho, 1) = yo (AoZo + Bouo + Eoz + bo)
+ 20 (CoZo + Douo + Foz + 00) + Zo (5050 + Doug + Foz + 5’0)
+9[(A1+ Ey) 2+ By [(K1 + K2) Bz + K3 — Ry BiEg] + by (3.38)
+h [(51 - ﬁ1> 2+ Dy [(Ky + K2)Ez + K3 — Ry BiEg] + ’&1]

_ Rou} Qo (%o — 2)°

2 2

By applying the stochastic maximum principle with partial information, we can obtain the
open-loop decentralized strategies of the leader Ay for Problem B (ii). For simplicity of nota-
tion, we let £ :=E [f\ .EWO}.

+ n (MlEQD + Ql)\Ei‘o + MQ)

Theorem 3.3. Let assumption [21] and hold. Then the open-loop decentralized strategy of
the leader Ay is given by

’LLS = Ro_l <Bog0 + Dozy + 50?0) , P-a.s., a.e., (339)

where (:ig(-),z*('),Egp*('),yo('),20('),50(-),9(-),E('),ho('),n(-)) satisfies the following stochastic
Hamiltonian system

dzg = [Aoi"a + BoRy'! (BO% + DoZo + 13030) + Eogz* + bo} dt

+ :Coafs + DoRg? (Bogo + Doo + f)o’z‘o) + For* + 00} AW

+ :5'01"3 + 50361 (BO% + DoZo + 13030) + Foz* + 5—0} aw,

dz* = [(A1 + E1) 2 + By [(K1 + K2) E2* + K3 — R{'BiEp*] + by dt,

+[(Cr+ R) 2+ D [(Ky + Ko) Ea + K — Ry BB’ + 4] W,

dE* ={MiEp* + Q1 \Ezg + M} dt, (3.40)

dyo = — (Aoyo + Cozo + CoZo — Qo (Th — 2*) + Ql)\En> dt + zodWo + ZodW,
dg = — (Eoyo + Fozo + FoZo + (A1 + E1) g + (5'1 + Fvl) B+ Qo (x5 — 2%)
4By (Ky + K2) Eg + Dy (K, + K>) Eh) + hdW + hodW,
dny = — (—R;lB%Eg — R{'BiD\Eh + MlEn> dt,
z7(0) = &o, 27(0) =&, Be™(T) =0, yo(T) = —Gozp(T), g(T) =0, 1(0) = 0.

Proof. For small ¢ > 0, let u§ = uf + edup, and we denote the solution to the FBSDE (3.40)
corresponding with u§ by (Z5(+), 2°(:), E¢®(-)). Then we have

zy =Ty + 0Ty, 25 =2"+e0z, Ep° =Ep" +cEdp,
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where (0Zo(-),02(:), E[d¢](+)) satisfies

dézo = [ApdTo + Bodug + Egdz] dt + [CodZo + Dodug + Fodz] dWy
+ [5@@0 + Dobug + ﬁoéz] aw,
ddz = {(A1 + E1) 6z + By [(K1 + K2)Edz + K3 — Ry ' B1E[d¢]] } dt,
+{(C1+ F) 62+ Dy [(K: + K2) Bz + Ky — Ry BiE[sg]] | aW,
dE[6p] = (MiE[5¢] + Q1 A\EdTo + M) dt,
6Z0(0) =0, 62(0) =0, E[6e)(T)=0.

Noting (337), we have

Jo (ug(+) + €duo () — Jo (ug())

€

T
= E { /0 {Rouo (2u + dug) + Qo (80 — 62) [2 (& — 2) + £ (8%0 — 62)] }dt

+Godao(T) (225(T) + £520(T))] }

e2

T
-ZE { /0 [Roéug + Qo (00 — 5z)2} dt + Goéi%(T)}

T
+ cE {/ [RoéUoua + Qo (&z‘o - 52) (:ﬁa - Z)] dt + Go&io(T)fa(T)} ,
0
where from (3:40]), we get

E [Godzo(T)z5(T)] = E [—yo(T)dz0(T)]
= —E[yo(T)6z0(T) — y0(0)520(0) + g(T)62(T) — g(0)52(0) + n(T)E[5](T) — n(0)E[6¢](0)]

T ~
=—E {/ |:Boy05’LLO + Q05$0 (:ﬁa - Z*) + D05u020 + DoéUoz(] — Qoéz (ZES — Z*):| dt} .
0

Therefore,

2 T
‘E { / [Roaug + Qo (670 — 5z)2] dt + Goéig(T)}
0

Jo (ug () +duo()) = Jo (ug()) = 5

T ~
+ cE {/ |:5UO <R0u(’§ — Boyo — Dozg — Dozo] dt) } .
0
Due to the arbitrariness of €, we finish the proof. O

Noticing ([3:40) is also a CMF-FBSDE, we still discuss its well-posedness in the following

subsection.
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3.4 Feedback decentralized strategy of the leader

Now, we derive the state feedback of the open loop strategy of the leader Ag, by the dimension
expansion technique of Yong [40]. Let

!

zp Yo 20 20

(=R

n Ep* 0
Then, the Hamiltonian system (3.40) of the leader .4y can be rewritten as
ax = (LHX 4 LisEX + LisEY + LiEZ + Boug, + fl) dt
+ (L21X + Doyg + f2) dWo + <L31X + LgoEX — LLEY + Dougy + fs) dw,
dy = (NHX + NpEX — LY — LLEY — L Zy— L1, Z — LLEZ + f4> dt (3.41)
+ ZodWo + ZdW,
X(0) =&, Y(T)=—-GoX(T),

where we have denoted

[ Ay Ep 0 0 0 0 By
Ly = 0 A+ Eq 0 ,Lis: =10 Bl(Kl + KQ) 0 |,By:= 0 y

0 0 -M 0 0 0 0

[0 0 0 0 0 0 bo
Lis:=10 0 ~R{'B? |, Lia:=| 0 0 0|,fi:=] BoKsz+b1 |,

|0 R{'B? 0 0 R{'BiD; 0 0

[ CO FO 0 Do oo C() F() 0
Lyy:=| 0 0 0|, Do:=| 0 |,faor=| 0 |, Lm==| 0 Ci+F 0],

| 0 0 O 0 0 0 0

[ 0 0 0 Dy 50
Lss:=| 0 Dy (K1+K2) 0 |,Dp:= 0 J3:=| DoK3z+a1 |

K 0 0 0 0

Qo —Qo 0 0 0 —@1A
Nip=] Qo Qo 0 |,Niz:=| 0 0 0 ;
0O 0 0 QX 0 0

0 £ Go 0 0
Ji=10 E2=1¢ [,G:=1] 0 00

My 0 0 0 0

Noticing the terminal condition of (3:41]), we can assume that
Y(t) = -T1(t)X(t) — To())EX(t) — ®(t), t€[0,T], (3.42)
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where T'1(-) and T'5(-) are deterministic matrix-valued functions satisfying I'1(7") = Gy and
Do(T) = Osx3, and (B(-), 40 (-)) are an F;"°-adapted process pair of the solution to the following
BSDE:

{ AP = ~dt + YodWo, (3.43)

¢(T) — ngg.

for some .FtWO—adapted process 7(+) to be determined later. In addition, from the first equation

of (3.41)), we have

dEX = [(Lu 4 Ly9)EX + LisEY + Li,EZ + BoEuf, + f1] dt, s
EX(0) = =.
Applying It6’s formula, we have
dY = —T1dX — T Xdt — [.EXdt — TodEX — d®
::—I\{(LHXV%LHEXF%LBEYF%LMEZ+J%US+f0cﬁ
+ (Loy X + Doy + fo) dWp + <L31X + L3EX — LLEY + Douly + fg) dW}
~ Ty Xdt - ToEXdt — Ty [(LH + L12) EX + L13EY + LiyEZ + BoEuj) + fl} dt
— ydt — PodWy
- <N11X + NEX — LY — LLEY — L Zo — LLZ — LLEZ + f4> dt
+ ZodWo + ZdW.

By comparing the coefficients of the drift terms and the diffusion terms, we obtain

—y = (Pl +I'1Lq1 + N11> X+ [Fg + Lo+ Ty (L11 + Lig) + ng] EX — LLY

n [Plng 4+ TyLys — LH EY — L], Zy — LLZ + <P1L14 Tyl — L?Tz) EZ

+ I'1 Boug + ToBoEug + 'y fi + Lo f1 + fa, (3.45)
Zo =—T'1Ly X —T'1Douy — I't fo — 1o, P-as.,

Z = — PnglX — PnggEX + FlLLEY - Flﬁoug - Flfg, P-a.s..

Taking E [| ]:tWO} on the both sides of ([8.42]) and the last two equalities in (3.45]), we have

Y = -T'1X —ILZEX — O,

Zo = —T'1Lo1 X — T'1Doufy — i fo — o, P-ass.,

. ] N (3.46)
Z = —PnglX — PnggEX + F1L1r4EY - F1’D0u6 — Flfg.

= —PnglX — Pl(ng + LLPl + L1|—4P2)EX — PlLLE(I) — Plﬁoug — Plfg, P-a.s..
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Therefore, the open loop decentralized strategy ([3.:39) of the leader 4 can be rewritten as
Rouly = BJY + D} Zy + Dy Z
=By (11X + DEX + &) — Df ([1L X + T1Doufy + Ty fo + 1)
-~ Dy [rnglX + T L3EX — T1L], (-T; — [5)EX — E®) (3.47)
—I—I‘lﬁoua + Flfg] , P-a.s., a.e.,
and thus
(RO +DIT1Dy + DY rlﬁo) wl
—— [(BIT1 + DJT1 Lo + B T1Lar ) X + (Bi T + Dy Ty Lag + Dy T1 L (T +T) ) EX
+BJ &+ D1 fo + DJ o + Dy I L, E® + Dy I'y fg] , P-as., ac..
Assume that
Assumption 3.2. Rg:= Ry + D 1Dy + DJ 1Dy # 0,
we can get
up = — Ryt [(B(]Trl + Dy T1Lat + Dy TiLy ) X
+ (BJ T + DI T1 Ly + BIT1 LY (T + T) ) EX (3.48)
+15’0T<i> + 750TF1L1T4E<I> + D(]Tflfg + D()Tiﬁo + 750TF1f3] , P-a.s., a.e.,
and
Euj = — Rg" [(B()Tl“l + DI Loy + DTy Lgy + BTy + D Ty Lgy + Dy T1 LT, (Ty + PQ)) EX
+(B] +DBIT1LL,) E® + DI T fo + DI Eabo + Dy T /3|
(3.49)
Similarly, taking E [[ .}}WO} on the both sides of the first equality in (345]), we have
—5 = (fl + 1L + Nll) X+ |:f2 +T1L1g+ Ty (L1 + L1a) + ng} EX
— L, (-T1X —IEX — @) + (rlng + Tyl — L1T2) [— (I + T2)EX — E®|
— L (-T1 Loy X — TyDou — Ty fo — o) — Ly [ STy L X
I <L32 T ot L1T4F2) EX — [ L},E® — '\ Djug — Iy fg]
+ <F1L14 +ID2Ly4 — L;z) [_Fl <L31 + L3g + L{,T1 + L1T4F2) EX

“I'LLE® — T1DoEuf — T fg} 4 Ty Boul + ToBoEug + Ty fi + Tofi + fa
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= <f1 + 1Ly + Nig + LT + L Ty Loy + L;1F1L31> X
+ [FQ 4Ty Lyo + DoLyy + DoLys + Nyg + LiyTs — Dy Ly (T + Ty)
—ToLi3(T1 +T9) + Ly (Ty 4+ To) + Ly Ty Lap + L3, T L),y + L3, T L], Ty
- <F1L14 +DoLy4 — L;z) I <L31 + Lap + LTy + L1T4F2>} EX
+ <L2TlP1D0 + LT Dy + r115’0> ul + [FQBO - <F1L14 4 Toliy — L;) rlﬁo} Eu}
+L®+ [—T1L13 —T9Li3+ Ly + Ly T Ly, — (F1L14 + oLy — L:Iz) F1LlT4} E®
+ Lyyo + Ly Ty fo + L4 Ty f3 — <F1L14 + oLy — ng) Lifs+T1ifi +Tof1 + fa
Substituting ([B.48) and (3:49) into the above equation, we get
-y = (Fl + 1Ly + Ny + LTy + L,y Loy + L;1F1L31> X
+ [fz 4Ty Lyo + oLy + DoLys + Nyg + LTy — Dy Ly (T + Ty)
—ToLy3 (T + 1) + Liy (T 4 To) + L3, Ty Lyg 4 L3 Ty L{,Ty + Ly T L{,To
- (F1L14 Tl — L§2> T, (L31 + Las + LI,T1 + LLQ)} EX
+ (L;rlpo + LI Dy + r1130> Ryt [(_Bgn DT Ly — 50TF1L31) X
+ (~BJT2 = Dy TiLg — Dy T1LL,T1 — D T1L[,T2 ) EX — D T4 L,E® — B] &
~D] I'1f2 — DJ Yo — ,5(—)I—F1f3} + [P2Bo - <F1L14 + 9Ly — L?E) F1750} Ry*
[(-BOTFI — DT Ly — Dy T1Ls; — BTy — Dy Ty Lsp — Dy T1L1, Ty — 5OTF1L1T4F2) EX
+ (—750TF1L1T4 - BOT) E® — Dy T'1 fo — Dy Eahy — 25oTlﬂlfg] +L},®
+ [—F1L13 —Toli3+ Lin+ L3, T L], — (F1L14 +IoLy4 — Lng) I‘1L1T4} E®
+ Lo + Ly Ty fo + Ly T1 f3 — <F1L14 + oLy — ng) Fifs+T1ifi+Tofi+ fa
= { [n + 4Ly + Ny + L{i Ty + Loy Ty Loy + LTy Ly
n (L;rlpo + LLT1 Do + r115’0> Ryt <—130Tr1 — DT Loy — ﬁgrnglﬂ X
+ {Fz 4Dy Lyo + DoLyy + DoLys + Nyo + LTy — Dy Ly (T + Ty)
—ToLy3 (D + 1) + Liy (T 4 To) + L3, Ty Lyg 4 L3y Ty L{, Ty + Ly T LT
- (F1L14 4 Toliy — L;) r (L31 + Lgs + LTy + L1T4P2)
+ (L;rlpo + LIy Dy + r1130> Ryt (—BOTFQ DT Lyy — DL, — §JF1L1T4F2>
+ [FQBO - (P1L14 4Tyl — L§2> rlﬁo] Ryt (—BOT Iy — DTy Lo

—DJTLgy — BTy — DIT1Lgy — DIT1L],Ty — ﬁoTrlLLrQ) } EX
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+ (LAT1Do + LTy Do + T1Bo ) Ry (~By & — Dy T4 LLE® — Dy oo — Dy T fo
=D T1fs) + |TaBo — (T1Lus +TaLu — Ly ) T1Do| Ry
X [<—5OTF1L1T4 - BOT) E® — Dy Eapg — Dy I'1 f2 — 25onlfg] + L,
+ [—F1L13 —TyLig+ Ly + Ly T L], — <F1L14 +T9Lq4 — L?Tg) F1L1T4] E®
+ Lgyho + Lo D1 fo + L T'1 f3 — <F1L14 + oLy — LyL) Difs+Tifi +Tefi + fa
Then, we can get the equation of I'y(-):
[y 4+ TyLyy + Nyg + LTy + Lo Ty Loy + Ly Ty Ly
+ (LATWDo + LiTyDo +T1Bo ) Ry (~BJ Ty = DiTiLar = Dy Tilsy) =0, (3.50)
I'(T) = Go,
the equation of T'a(+):
Ty +T1Lig +ToLiy + TaLiz + Nig + L{To — T Ly3 (T'; +T')
—ToLy3 (0 +T2) + Ly (T 4+ To) + L3, Ty Lyg 4+ Ly T LTy + Ly T LTy
- <F1L14 + oLy — Ly;) I <L31 + Ly + L{, Ty + L1T4F2>
+ (LAT1Do + LTy Do + T1Bo ) Ry (~By T2 = Dy T1 Lgz — Dy 1L, Ty (3.51)
D] r1L1T4r2> + [PQBO - <P1L14 4 ToLyy — L:,TQ) rlﬁo] Ry (—BOT r
—DJ 1 Loy — D 1 L3y — By Ty — DY I Ly — DY Iy LT — 50TF1L1T4I‘2) =0,
[o(T) = Osxs,

and the BSDE of (®(-), o(-)):

(—dd = { <L2TlF1D0 + LI Dy + 1“180) Ry [—BOT@ — D{T1LLE® — D] 4y
DT f, — DIT, fg] + [PQBO - <P1L14 4Tl — L:,Tz) rlﬁo} Ry
X [(‘5()TF1L1T4 - BOT> E® — Dy Eypg — Dy ['1 fo — 50TF1f3} + L] ®
+ [-T1Lis = ToLug + L + LT L], — (T1Lug + ToLug — L) T L | E® - (3.52)
+Ly100 + Loy Ty fo + L T'1 fs — <F1L14 + Tl — LyB) [1fs
+Iifi+Tafi + f4}dt — hodWp,
®(T) = Ozx3.

respectively. By the existence and uniqueness of the solution to the mean-field type BSDE [24]
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again, ([352]) degenerates to
—dE® :{ {LlTl + LY + (Lgy + Laz)  T1L], — (T1 +T2) <L13 + L141“1L1T4)
- [L;Flpo + LT Dy + T18y + T2y + <F1L14 + o Lyg + L;)TQ) T150}
xR5" (B] +DIT1LYy) }E® + |(Ty + T2) (L1aTsDo — Bo) )
— (Lg1 + L3y + Lzo) " F150} Ry? <D0Tl“1f2 + 25oTrlf?,) + Ly fo

+ Ly fs — <F1L14 +Tolyg — L;,rz) Fifs+Tifi+Taofi + f4}dt,

E®(T) = Osys.

Remark 3.2. We note that (350) is symmetric Riccati equation, which admits unique solution
by applying the Theorem 3.7 of [23]. But (3.21l) is an asymmetric one, which is hard to solve in
general. In this paper, we need to assume the solvability of (3.51]). Then noticing the equation
(3:53) is linear BODE, which obviously admits a unique solution.

Therefore, the feedback decentralized strategy of the leader Aj can be given in the following.

Theorem 3.4. Let assumptions [21), [2.2, [31] and [32 hold. Let T'1(-) be the solution to (3.50),

and suppose that (3.51) admits a unique solution T's(-), then the feedback decentralized strategy
of the leader Ay can be represented as

uh = — Ry KBOTH 4+ DI Lot + 250TP1L31) X+ (BOTPQ 4+ DIy Lgs + Dy T LY,y

+250TF1L1T4F2) EX + <BOT + 50TF1L1T4) E® + Dl T1fz + 50Tr1f3] ., P-as., ae.,
(3.54)
where X (-) € L;Wo (O,T;]Rg) satisfied the following SDE:
t

aX ={[Ln = (Bo— LuTyDo) Rg" (BT + DI T1 Loy + By Ti L ) | X
+ [L12 - (L13 + L14F1L1T4) (P1 + ) — L1aTy (L1 + L32)
- <Bo - L14r1250) Ryt (BOT Ty + Dy Ty Lsy + D{T1 LTy + DJ F1L1T4r2)] EX
— [ng + Ll L, + (Bo - L14T1750> Ry’ (BoT + 750TT1L1T4>} E®
+f1— Ll fz — <30 - L14F150) Ry'! (DoTrsz + 5oTrlf?,) } dt
+{[L21 = PoRG" (BIT1 + DI T1Loy + BITiLa )| X
—DyRy" (BOT Ty + D 1 Lag + DY T1 LTy + Df F1L1T4F2) EX

~DyRy* (BOT +DJ r1L1T4) E® — DyRy" (DOT 1o + DTy fg) } AWy,

(3.55)
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EX(-) € R3 satisfies the following ODE:
dEX ={ L1 + Liz = (Lis + LuT1 L], ) (T4 + Ta) = Lual's (Lgy + Lso)
- <Bo - L14r1150) Ry (BoTl“l 4 BJ T+ DTy Loy + DTy Ly
DTy Lss + DJT1L,Ty + D F1L1T4P2] EX 556)
— [ng + Lyl L, + (BO - L14F150) Ry <BOT + ﬁ()TF1[11T4)} E® |
+f1 — Lial'1 f3 — <Bo - L14F1750) Ry* (D()Trlf2 + 25on1]"3> } dt
(EX(0) = &,
and E®(-) € R? satisfies the BODE (3.53), respectively.

Proof. [354) can be obtained by B48) with ®(t) = E®(¢),t € [0,7]. (B55) can be achieved
from the first equation of X in (8.41l), noting (B.43)), the third equality in ([3.46]) and ([3.54). And
(3356) can be got by ([3.55]) directly. The proof is complete. O

Similar to the subsection 3.2, in brief, we discuss the well-posedness of ([B41l), which is
equivalent to ([3.40). For simplicity of notation, by ([3.54) we denote

ul = 01X 4+ 6,EX + 0sED + 6, P-as., ae., (3.57)

where
= - RO 1 BJFl + DO F1L21 + DO F1L31)

= —Ry' (B{Ty + Dy 1L + D1 L,y + D] r1L1T4r2) ,

(
(59
:—R01 <BO +DyTiL),
=—Ry" < o T1fa +750TF1f3) :
Noticing ([B.46]) and (B.54]), the first equation of ([B.41]) becomes
dX = {LllX + [ng — L (n +Ty) — L1a(T1 Ly + Ty Lay + Ty LTy + P1L1T4r2)] EX
— (Lag + LuT1 LY, ) E® + LTy Do (0 + 02) EX + 05E® + 0]
+ By (61X + 0EX + 0B + 04) + f1
+ [Lon X + Dy (01X + EX + 03ED + 04) + fo] AWy
+ [LarX + (Lgz + LIT1 + LIT2 ) EX + Do (61X + 0EX + 0E® + 04) + f3| W

(1

X(0) =

(3.58)
Similar as subsection 3.2, we can obtain the solvability of (3.58]). And then, we can obtain the
solvability of the second equation of ([8:41]). The details of the proof are left to the interested

readers.
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4 e-Stackelberg-Nash equilibria analysis

In Section 3, we derived the decentralized Stackelberg-Nash equilibrium, denoted as (ug(-), u*(-)
= (ui(+),u3(:),...,ux(-))), for the limiting Problem Bl In this section, we will prove that the
decentralized strategies (ug(-),u*(-)) satisfy the e-Stackelberg-Nash equilibrium property, for
Problem 211 To begin with, let’s define what an e-Stackelberg-Nash equilibrium entails.

Definition 4.1. A strategy (uj(-),ui(:), - ,un(-)) is said to be an e-Stackelberg-Nash equilib-
rium for Problem[2.1), if there exists a non-negative value € = e(N) such that limy_ o (N) = 0,
which satisfies:

(i) Given ug € Z/{(l]’d, fori=1,--- N, finding the control strategy u*(-;up) = (u(-;uo),...,
uwi (s uo)) such that for any u,(-) € Z/Iif’d,

Ji (ui (yuo);u (s uo)) < Ji (ui();ul (5 u0)) + e
(1) finding the control strategy uf(-;u*(-)) such that for any uo(-) € Z/{é’d,
Jo (ug(u™(+))) < Jo (uo(5u”(+)) +&.
The main result of this section is the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let assumptions(21 [2.2 and[31 hold, then the set of strategies (ug(-), ui(-), u5(+),
. i (+)) constitutes an e-Stackelberg-Nash equilibrium for Problem [2l, where

’UJ:(:RI_1<B1]A)Z+D1@2+E1§Z)7 i=1,2,...,N,
o (4.1)

uy = Ry <BOZ70 + DoZo + D020> ;
with (pi(-), (), 4i(-)), (wo(-), 20(-), 20(-)) satisfying (B8), (34D, respectively.

To establish this theorem, we shall present several lemmas.

Lemma 4.1.

sup |2 (1) — 2 ? = 1
E [0<th (t) = 2(t) ] 0 < N) , (4.2)
* —x 2 i
s E | sup o (0) = () —0<N), (4.3)
_ 1
| sup [ralt) —xo<t>r2] 0 (N) (4.4)
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Proof. From ([22)), we get

N
1
d* M (t) = | (A1 + B ™) + B Z;u + by | dt
+ k= [Cla:;k + Dyl + Pt 4 01] dw;
NI (4.5)
LN
~ =k (IN) ~n L * |~
+ [ (Cy + Fy)zx —i—DlN;ul + 51 | dW,
{ M (0) = ¢.
Then, by ([B.12)) we obtain
L
d(:p —z)— (A1+E1)<3:( )—z>+Bl<N;ui—Eui>]dt

+ % ; [01:13;* + Dyuf + Fz®™) 0’1] dW;
+ (51 +1?'1) (x*(N) —z) + Dy <%§;uj —Euf)] dw,

(x*(N) - z> (0) = 0.

By using BDG’s inequality and standard estimates of SDEs, we have for some positive constant

2
)ds

K (may be different line by line),

E | 70—t

. N
< KE/O sup x*(N)(r) - Z(r)‘2 + %Zuf(r) — Euj (r)
i=1

0<r<s

K _ [t ’

+ mIE Z/ (C’lazf + Dyuj + Fyz* ™) 01> aw;|
Li=1 70

where

N t 2
1 * * *
mE [ E /0 (CL’EZ + Dlui + Pz () + 01) dWZ]
=1

1
= +2E

N t 9
Z/ <C’1ZE:< + Dlu;-k + F1:E*(N) + 01) dW;
i=1"0

+ ZZ /t <C’1JE:< + Dlu;-k + F1:E*(N) + O'1> dW;
0

1<j

z| =

t
X / (Cll’; + Dluj- + Fll’*(N) + 0'1) dW]:| <
0
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Therefore,

E [ sup [¢¥(s) - z(s)ﬂ

0<s<t

t
< KE (/ sup
0 0<r<s
Moreover, noticing that u; and v} are i.i.d., we get
1 &, K 1
NZUi(T)_ ds = N2ZE/ |l (r) — Bul(r))* ds SN_O<N>
i=1

From (4.6]), by applying Gronwall’s inequality, (4.2]) holds. Then, by (£.2)) and standard estimates
of SDEs, (@3] and (£.4)) hold. The proof is complete. O

) (r)—z(r)

2
|+

2

Lemma 4.2.
[T (uf (), u%5()) = Ji (i ()] = O (

2=

\_/
—~
N
NS

150 () — Jo (uh())] = O (
Proof. From (24) and (3.4]), we get

Noting Lemma [4.1] we can obtain

K /0 ' {@1 (27— (o + (1= 02" @u ot — o+ (1 - )\)Z)]z} t

= %E/OT {cm [ = 75 = Ao —a0) = (1= 1) (2" = 2}

+2[EF — (Ao + (1 — \)2))] [x — &~ Axo — To) — (1= ) (x*<N> - z)] }dt

T T %
2
< %E/ {K <|<17Z'k — &+ |y — Fo|* + |27 —Z‘ > + </ [ — (\Zo + (1 — M\)2)] dt>
0 0

< (/OT (a7 — 2 — Ao —20) — (1= ) (a:*(N)z>]2>é}dt

2
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T
< ke | (|w:—:z:|2+|xo—fo|2+
0

) — Z‘2> dt

T 3 T 3 T
+KE[/ ya;;.*—x;fﬁdt] +KE[/ \xS—xOIZdt} +KEU
0 0 0

-o(cr)

1
2 2
) z‘ dt}

Similarly, the order of the terminal term is also O <LN> Therefore, (A7) is proved. And then,

|0 (ug(-)) = Jo (ug(+))]
1
2

Using similar method, we can prove (4.8]). The proof is complete.

=3 { [ e (-~ Qo — 7] e+ 6 gz

O

Now, let’s consider the perturbed controls of the followers. Suppose the i-th follower A;
takes the value of u;(-), while A;(j # i) still takes uj(-). Then, the centralized state equation

for the perturbation of A; is
dr_; = <A1x_,~ + Biu; + Elx(_N) + bl) dt

z-i(0) =&,

+ (C’L’E—i + Dyu; + F1ZE(N) + 0’1) aw;

+ (5137—2' + l~?1ui + ﬁla}(N) + 51) dw,

where a:(_N)(-) =+ (a:_l() + Z;V:L#i x]()> The centralized state equation for the j-th fol-

lower A; is the following equation
dz; = <A1xj + By + Erae™ + b1> dt

+ <01:Ej + Dlu; + le(N) + 01) de

+ (Cray + Duwj + Fz™ +51) aw,

kZEj(O) = f

The corresponding decentralized states satisfy

[ dz_; = (A1Z_; + Biuj + E1z+by) dt

+ (C1Z—; + Dyu; + Fiz + 01) dW;
+ <C~'13_3_i + 51%’ + fyz + 51) dw,

z-;(0) = ¢
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and

+ (Cljj + Dlu;f + F

z;(0) =&

+ (5’1jj + ﬁluj + ﬁlz + 51) dw,

dij = (A1Zj + Biuj + Erz + by ) dt

zZ 4+ 01) dw;
(4.12)

respectively. And then, for the perturbation of the i-th follower A;, the corresponding centralized

state equation of the leader transforms into

dxo,—; = (ono;_i + Boug + Fhx

z0,-i(0) = o,

+ <C(]l‘0;_i + Doug + Fix

+ (603)0;_2' + ﬁou() + Fle

(_N) + bl> dt
(_N) + 0'1) dW(]

(4.13)
(N)

+51) v,

together with the decentralized state equation of the leader

dzo.—; = (A(]:f'(];_i + Boug + F1
+ (Cojfo;_i + Doug +
+ (5’0@0;_1' + ﬁoUo +
607

\ jo§—i(0) =

z+by)dt
Fiz+o01)dWy

- 414
Fiz+ &1> AW, (4.14)

By the definition (1)) of e-Stackelberg-Nash equilibria, we need to show

inf 7 (ui(-),u*;() > T (uf
ui(-)e uH?
Therefore, we only need to consider u;(-) satisfies J; (u
then,

*

T
IE/ Rou (t)dt < J; (wi(-),u; () < J; (uf (), u
0

)

ie.,

—

*
—1

(), uti() —e

*
—1

2()7“

T
IE/ lu; (8))? dt < K.
0

Lemma 4.3.

E | sup

0<t<T

‘x(_N) (t) — z(t)‘zl

sup E

1<i<N

(4.15)



Proof. First, we get

dz™) = (A1 + Ey) 2™ + —uz—i- —Zu +b1] dt
JF#i
(Cm + Dyu; + Fla:( ) + 01> dW;
+ 5 Z [Clscj + Dy + Fa™ + 0y ) aw; (4.16)

JF#i

o B V) E . E * L5

(Cl +F1> s+ S+ Zu] +01] dw,
J#i
w0 =¢

w (x(_N) - x*(N)) = [(Al + Ey) <x(_N) - :E(N)) + b (u; — uf)] dt

+% [Cl (x; — x}) + Dy (u; — )+F19€( )] aw;
PR (-

(51 + ﬁ1> (a;(_N) — x*(N)> + % (u; — uf)] aw,

{ <:17(_N) - x*(N)) (0) = 0.

Utilizing a similar approach in the proof of Lemma [£.]] we can obtain

E [ sup [207(s) - x*<N>(s)ﬂ

0<s<t

t
< KE/ < sup
0 0<r<s

By applying Gronwall’s inequality, the first estimate in (£I5]) holds.

2
a:(_N) (r) — @) (r)‘ 1

Noticing Lemma 1], we have

2 2
E | sup ‘x(_N) (t) — z(t)‘ =E | sup ‘x(_N) ) — 2*MN(t) + 2N (2) — z(t)‘ ]
0<t<T 0<t<T
(N) ™) (| (N) 2 1
<2E | sup ‘x_ (t) — x* (t)‘ +2E | sup ‘x* (t) — z(t)‘ =0|—|.
0<t<T 0<t<T N

Then, by standard estimates of SDEs, we can obtain the last two estimates in (£.I5]). The proof

is complete. O
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Lemma 4.4.

19 (a4 () = )] =0 (). (@.17)
Proof. From (24) and (3.4]), we get
LZ (wi(-),ui () = Ji (ui(’))|
2
-3={/ {@1 ~ (M (1= 020 = Qu s = o+ (1= NI
+ G (22

2 )}.

Noting Lemma (43| we can obtain

1

%E /OT {Q1 [:13_2- — <)\m0;_i +(1- )\):E(_N))]z — Q1 [T — (ATo—i + (1 — A)Z)]z} dt
= %IE /OT {Q1 [:L"_i =% — AMzo—i — To—i) — (1= A) (fﬂ(—N) - Z)r
+ 207 — Ao + (1 — N)2)] [x_i — F = M@0 — Tori) — (1= \) <x(_N) - z)} }dt
%E{ /OT K <|x_i — i + |20,—i — Tosi?] + (:v(_N) - z(2> dt
+ </0T [z — (AZg—i + (1 - )\)2’)]2dt> 5
X </OT {w_i — & = A (wo,—i — To—i) — (1 = N) (l’(—N) - 2)}2 dt) 2}

T N 2
< KE |:/ <|33—z — :ii|2 + |l‘0;_2‘ — fo;_i|2 + ‘ZE(_ ) Z‘ > dt:|
0
T 3 T 3 Ty 2 12
+ KE [/ ]a:_i—a;ilzdt] + KE [/ ]wo;_i—xo;_ilzdt} + KE [/ ‘x(_ ) —z( dt]
0 0 0

- 0().

Similarly, the order of the terminal term is also O(\/—lﬁ), which completes the proof. O

IA

The following is the proof of first part of Theorem 1]

Proof. Applying Lemma [£.2] and Lemma [4.4] we obtain

G0t 0) £ 60)+0 (o2 ) < k)0 (=) £ 3wt 0)+0 ().
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Next, let us consider a perturbed control ug(-) for the leader Ay, the corresponding centralized

state equation is
dr_g = (A()x_o + Boug + on*(N) + bo> dt

+ (C(]l‘_(] + Doug + F(]:E*(N) + 00) dWy

N N N (4.18)
+ (Cox_o + Doug + Fox*(N) + 50) dW,
z-0(0) = &o.
And the corresponding decentralized state equation is
dz_o = (ApT—_o + Boug + Epz + by) dt
+ (CoZ—og + Doug + Foz + 09) dWy
~ ~ ~ _ (4.19)
+ (Coj_o + Doug + Foz + O'()) dw,
Z-0(0) = &o-
By the definition (1)) of e-Stackelberg-Nash equilibria, we need to show
inf  Jo (uo(+)) = Jo (ug(:)) —e-
uo(-)€ Uy
Therefore, we only need to consider ug(-) satisfies Jo (uo(+)) < Jo (ug(+)). And then,
T ) 1
E Rouog®(t)dt < To (ug(+)) < To (ui(+)) < Jo (up(- +O<—>,
| Bowa® (@it < 2 () < o s ) < o i)+ 0 (=
ie..
T
E/ lug()|? dt < K.
0
Lemma 4.5.
1
E | sup |z_o(t) —Z_o(t)]*| = O <—> . (4.20)
0<t<T N
Proof. First, we get
d(x_g—T_9) = |:A0 (x—o—Z—0) + Ep <$*(N) — Z):| dt
+ {C() (x_o — E_o) + Iy (x*(N) — 2)} dWy
+ |:6'0 (l‘_(] — i‘_o) + Fvo <$*(N) — Z):| dW
(x_o — (Z'_Q) (O) = 0.
Using standard estimate of SDEs and Lemma [4.1], (4.20) holds. O
Lemma 4.6. )
Jo (ug(+)) — Jo (ug(: :O<—>. 4.21
[ To (uo(+)) — Jo (uo("))] Wii (4.21)
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Proof. Since

|J0 (uo(+)) — Jo (uo(+))]

- %E {/OT [Qo <:c_0 - :n*(N))z — Qo (T_o — 2)*| dt + Gy [22(T) — 724(T)] } ,

using the same method as in the proof of Lemma 2] and noticing Lemma [Tl and Lemma [.5]
we can prove (L6). O

The proof of the second part of Theorem E.11

Proof. Applying Lemma [£.2] and Lemma [£.6] we obtain

Jo (ug(-)) < Jo (up(+)) + O <L> < Jo (uo(-)) + O <

L ) =P +o ().

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we have considered a linear-quadratic mean field Stackelberg stochastic differen-
tial game with partial information and common noise. The state equations of the single leader
and multiple followers are general. Decentralized strategies are given by the stochastic maxi-
mum principle with partial information and optimal filter technique, and the feedback form of
decentralized strategies have been obtained by using some high-dimensional Riccati equations.
Finally, the decentralized control strategy obtained has been verified as an e-Stackelberg-Nash
equilibrium of the original game (Problem 2.1]).

The general solvability of the high-dimensional Riccati equation ([3.51)) is rather challenging.
Problems with partial observation are an interesting but difficult ones. We will consider these

topics in our future research.
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