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Abstract—This paper studies the discrete-time linear-
quadratic-Gaussian mean field (MF) social control problem
in an infinite horizon, where the dynamics of all agents are
unknown. The objective is to design a reinforcement learning
(RL) algorithm to approximate the decentralized asymptotic
optimal social control in terms of two algebraic Riccati equations
(AREs). In this problem, a coupling term is introduced into
the system dynamics to capture the interactions among agents.
This causes the equivalence between model-based and model-free
methods to be invalid, which makes it difficult to directly apply
traditional model-free algorithms. First, under the assumptions
of system stabilizability and detectability, a model-based policy
iteration algorithm is proposed to approximate the stabilizing
solution of the AREs. The algorithm is proven to be convergent in
both cases of positive semidefinite and indefinite weight matrices.
Subsequently, by adopting the method of system transformation,
a model-free RL algorithm is designed to solve for asymptotic
optimal social control. During the iteration process, the updates
are performed using data collected from any two agents and
the MF state. Finally, a numerical case is provided to verify the
effectiveness of the proposed algorithm.

Index Terms—Algebraic Riccati equations, mean field social
control, model-free reinforcement learning, policy iteration.

I. INTRODUCTION

IN recent years, mean field (MF) model has emerged as
an important tool for modeling large-scale systems. The

topic has been widely applied in various engineering fields,
including unmanned aerial vehicles [1], [2], smart grids [3],
[4], intelligent urban rail transit [5], and epidemics [6]. The
MF game approach provides a critical theoretical frame-
work for analyzing decentralized decision-making problems
in large-scale multi-agent systems. MF games originate from
the parallel works of M. Huang et al. [7], [8] and of J. M.
Lasry and P. L. Lions [9], [10]. Inspired by these works, many
fruitful results have been achieved (see, e.g., [11]–[14]).

The core feature of MF games lies in the property that as
the number of participants increases to a very large number,
the influence of individual agents becomes negligible, while
the impact of the population is significant. Specifically, the
interactions among individual agents are modeled through an
MF term that represents the population aggregation effect,
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thereby characterizing the high-dimensional game problem
as a coupled system of forward-backward partial differential
equations (the forward Kolmogorov-Fokker-Planck equation
and the backward Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equation) [10]. As
a classical type of MF models, linear-quadratic-Gaussian mean
field (LQG-MF) has garnered particular attention due to its
analytical tractability and practical approximation to physical
systems [8], such as [15]–[17]. The nonlinear MF games have
the characteristic of their modeling generality (see, e.g. [18]–
[21]).

Social optima in MF models have attracted increasing
attention. MF social control refers to that all agents cooperate
to minimize a social cost as the sum of individual costs
containing MF coupling term, which is generally regarded as
a team decision-making problem. For the early work, authors
in [22] investigated social optima in the LQG-MF control
and provided an asymptotic team optimal solution, which was
further extended to the case of mixed games in [23]. This
model has also been applied to population growth modeling
in [24]. In the context of complex dynamic environments, [25]
adopted a parametric approach and state space augmentation
to investigate the social optima of LQG-MF control models
with Markov jump parameters. [26] investigates the social
optimality of MF control systems with unmodeled dynam-
ics and applies it to analyzing opinion dynamics in social
networks. [27] studied the MF social control problem with
noisy output and designed a set of decentralized controllers by
the variational method. Furthermore, [28] adopted the direct
approach to investigate MF social control in a large-population
system with heterogeneous agents. For other aspects of MF
control, readers may refer to [29], [30] for nonlinear systems,
[31] for economic social welfare, [32] for collective choice,
and [33] for production output adjustment.

The aforementioned literature has made significant progress
in the MF games and control problem. However, they all
rely on the assumption that the system model is known. In
practical applications, complete system information is often
difficult to obtain, and the system is susceptible to various
external disturbances, which pose significant challenges to
traditional control methods. Reinforcement learning (RL) of-
fers an effective approach to solving MF game and control
problems with unknown system dynamics. Various methods
have been developed, including fictitious play [34], Q-learning
[35], and deep RL [36]. Additionally, [37] proposed an actor-
critic algorithm for RL in infinite-horizon non-stationary LQ-
MF games. [38] gave two deep RL methods for dynamic
MF games. [39] derived a set of decentralized strategies for
continuous-time LQG-MF games based on the trajectory of
a single agent and proposed a model-free method based on
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the Nash certainty equivalence-based strategy to solve ϵ-Nash
equilibria for a class of MF games.

Most of the work literature on RL algorithms focuses on
non-cooperative MF games, while studies on cooperative MF
social control remain relatively limited, which motivates us
to conduct the present study. For MF controls, [40] proposes
an MF kernel-based Q-learning algorithm with a linear con-
vergence rate. In [41], a unified two-timescale MF Q-learning
algorithm was proposed, where the agent cannot observe the
population’s distribution. Both [40] and [41] model large-scale
multi-agent systems as Markov decision process by defining
the state/action space and transition probability function, and
proposed Q-learning algorithms for MF control problems. In
contrast, the works of [42] and [43] describe the system
dynamics through stochastic difference equations. Specifically,
[42] developed an online value iteration algorithm for MF
social control with ergodic cost functions. Furthermore, [43]
studied the continuous-time MF social optimization problem.
They developed a novel model-free method that does not re-
quire any system matrices. Moreover, the algorithm improves
computational efficiency by sampling the dataset from agents’
states and inputs. Different from [42] and [43], we study
MF social control in a discrete-time framework, which is
more suitable for numerical algorithm design and computer
implementation. On the one hand, we introduce coupling terms
in the system dynamics to capture the interactions between
agents. This makes it closer to reality, but difficult to apply
traditional model-free algorithms directly. On the other hand,
we relax the positive semidefinite requirement for the state and
control weighting matrices as in [43], and allow the weighting
matrices to be not definite.

Motivated by the above literature on RL, this paper investi-
gates a discrete-time infinite-horizon LQG-MF social control
problem, in which the dynamics of agents are coupled by an
MF coupling term and all system parameters are unknown.
We first propose a model-based policy iteration (PI) algo-
rithm, and prove that the algorithm is convergent for different
cases. When the weight matrices are positive semidefinite
and the detectability condition is satisfied, the convergence
of the iteration sequence can be ensured by applying the
Lyapunov theorem. When the weight matrices are indefinite,
the Lyapunov theorem no longer holds. By analyzing the
eigenvalues of the system matrix, we prove that the iteration
sequence is monotonically decreasing and bounded below,
which further implies the convergence of the algorithm. In
both cases, by selecting an appropriate initial value, the itera-
tive sequence ultimately converges to the stabilizing solution
of the coupled algebraic Riccati equations (AREs). For the
model-free control, a substantial challenge arises since the
system parameters are fully unknown. Traditionally, deriving
the solution of ARE benefits from the equivalence between
model-based and model-free algorithms. However, the MF
coupling term in our case invalidates such equivalence and thus
increases the complexity of solving the AREs. To overcome
this challenge, we adopt a system transformation approach that
utilizes the state difference between two agents to eliminate
the MF interactions, thereby restoring the equivalence between
model-based and model-free approaches. Through the system

transformation, we design a model-free RL algorithm to solve
for decentralized asymptotic optimal social control. Notably,
the algorithm uses a dataset sampled from the state trajectories
and inputs associated with two agents and the MF coupling
term. By establishing the equivalence between model-free and
model-based methods, we demonstrate the convergence of the
RL algorithm. Finally, the effectiveness of the algorithm is
verified by a numerical example.

The contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:
• For the discrete-time MF social control problems, a

model-based PI algorithm is proposed, and its conver-
gence is proven in different cases. In particular, when the
state weighting matrix is indefinite, through eigenvalue
analysis of relevant matrices, the algorithm is shown
to converge to the unique stabilizing solution of the
coupled AREs, which determines the feedback gain for
MF asymptotic social control.

• For MF social control problems with unknown dynamics,
a system transformation method is adopted to establish
a data-driven iterative equation that eliminates the de-
pendence of AREs on system matrices. Subsequently, we
propose a model-free RL algorithm for obtaining the MF
decentralized asymptotic optimal social control.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Section
II presents the MF social optimal control problem. Section
III designs a model-based PI algorithm, which iteratively
approximates the optimal solution of the AREs. Section IV
proposes a model-free RL algorithm to compute the optimal
decentralized control set for MF social control with unknown
system dynamics. Section V provides a numerical simulation
to validate the effectiveness of the proposed algorithms. Sec-
tion VI concludes the paper and discusses future research
directions.

A list of notations is presented as follows. Let Rn be the n-
dimensional Euclidean space and let Rn×m be the set of real
n×m matrices. Denote by Sn the set of symmetric matrices
in Rn×n. For A ∈ Sn and B ∈ Rn×m, define svec(A) :=
[a11, 2a12, . . . , 2a1n, a22, 2a23, . . . , 2an−1,n, ann]

T ∈ Rn(n+1)/2

and vec(B) := [bT1 , b
T
2 , . . . , b

T
m]T ∈ Rnm, where b1, . . . , bm ∈

Rn. The identity matrix of size n is written as In. The
symbol ⊗ denotes the Kronecker product, and ∥ · ∥ denotes
the Euclidean norm for vectors and the Frobenius norm for
matrices. For a vector z and a matrix Q, ∥z∥2Q = zTQz. We
use Q > 0 (Q ≥ 0) to mean that Q is positive definite (positive
semidefinite). The notation tr(Q) denotes the trace of Q.

II. PROBLEM DESCRIPTION

Consider a large population system with N agents, denoted
as A = {Ai, 1 ≤ i ≤ N}, where Ai represents the i-th agent.
The state of agent i satisfies the following discrete-time linear
stochastic difference equation

xi(k+1) = Axik +Gx
(N)
k +Buik +Dwik, (1)

where xik ∈ Rn, uik ∈ Rm are the state and control input
for agent i, respectively. x

(N)
k = 1

N

∑N
i=1 xik is called the

MF term. {wik, i = 1, . . . , N} is a sequence of independent
random white noises with zero mean and variance σ2. The
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coefficients A,G,B, and D are assumed to be unknown
deterministic matrices with appropriate dimensions. The cost
function of the agent i is given as

Ji(u) =E
{ ∞∑

k=0

γk
[
∥xik − Γx

(N)
k ∥2Q + ∥uik∥2R

]}
, (2)

where 0 < γ < 1 is the discount factor, Q, R and Γ are
known, with Q and R being symmetric. The social cost for
the system (1) and (2) is defined as

Jsoc =

N∑
i=1

Ji(u). (3)

The decentralized control set is defined below

Ud,i =
{
ui|uik ∈ Rm is Fi(k−1) measurable,

∞∑
k=0

E{uT
ikuik} < +∞, i = 1, . . . , N

}
, (4)

where Fik = σ{xi0, wi0, wi1, . . . , wik}.

Problem 1. Develop a data-driven method to find a set of
decentralized control laws to optimize the social cost Jsoc.

Definition 1. For any i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, system (1) is said to
be γ-stabilizable 1 if there exists a feedback control law ui =
Kixi such that for any initial state xi0 ∈ Rn, the state xik

satisfies limk→∞ γkE∥xik∥2 = 0. In this case, Ki is referred
to as a γ-stabilizer of system (1).

We make the following assumptions.

Assumption 1. {xi0, i = 1, . . . , N} are mutually independent
and also independent of {wi, i = 1, . . . , N}. They have the
same mathematical expectation and a finite second moment.

Assumption 2. The system (A,B) is γ-stabilizable, and the
system (A+G,B) is γ-stabilizable.

Assumption 3. The system (
√
γA,

√
Q) is detectable in the

mean sense, and the system (
√
γ(A + G),

√
Q(I − Γ)) is

detectable in the mean sense, Q ≥ 0, R > 0.

Remark 1. The system (A,B) is γ-stabilizable if and only if
(
√
γ A,B) is stabilizable in the mean square sense; the same

holds for (A+G,B).

We define K and K̄ as follows,

K = γ(R+ γBTPB)−1BTPA, (5)

K̄ = γ(R+ γBTΠB)−1BTΠ(A+G)−K, (6)

where P and Π are solutions to the following AREs
P =γATPA−γ2ATPB(R+γBTPB)−1BTPA+Q, (7)
Π= γ(A+G)TΠ(A+G)−γ2(A+G)TΠB(R+γBT

×ΠB)−1BTΠ(A+G) +Q+QΓ,

(8)

1A similar definition is ρ-stability. A system

dx(t) = Ax(t)dt+ Cx(t)dW (t)

is said to be ρ-stable (or [A,C] is ρ-stable, for short) if
E
∫∞
0 e−ρt ∥x(t)∥2 dt < ∞. See the work of Zhang et al [50] for

further results about ρ-stability and ρ-stabilizability.

with QΓ=ΓTQΓ−QΓ−ΓTQ. As an approximation to x
(N)
k ,

we obtain

x̄k+1 =
(
A+G−B(K + K̄)

)
x̄k, (9)

the decentralized control laws may be taken as

ûik = −Kx̂ik − K̄x̄k, (10)

where

x̂i(k+1) = (A−BK)x̂ik +Gx̂
(N)
k −BK̄x̄k +Dwik. (11)

According to [27], the following result holds.

Lemma 1. Under Assumptions 1–3, for Problem 1, the set
of decentralized control laws {û1, . . . , ûN} given by (10) has
asymptotic social optimality, i.e.,∣∣ 1

N
Jsoc(û)−

1

N
inf
u∈Uc

Jsoc(u)
∣∣ = O(

1√
N

), (12)

where

Uc=
{
(u1, . . . , uN )|uik∈Rm is σ{

N⋃
i=1

Fi(k−1)} measurable,

∞∑
k=0

E{uT
ikuik} < +∞

}
. (13)

Proof. The proof follows the same arguments as those used
in the proof of Theorem 4 in [27], and is therefore omitted
for brevity.

Let

M̄ =
{
(P,Π)=(PT,ΠT ) | H(P )≥0, H̄(Π)≥0

}
, (14)

where

H(P )=

[
γATPA−P+Q γATPB

γBTPA R+γBTPB

]
,

H̄(Π)=

[
γ(A+G)TΠ(A+G)−Π+Q+QΓ γ(A+G)TΠB

γBTΠ(A+G) R+γBTΠB

]
.

Assumption 4. [44] M̄ ̸= ∅ and has a nonempty interior
(P̃ , Π̃) in the sense that H(P̃ ) > 0, H̄(Π̃) > 0.

Remark 2. The discount factor γ in the cost function (2)
guarantees that Ji(u) is finite. assumption 3 can be weakened.
Under assumption 4, neither R nor Q is limited to be positive
definite.

For the case of indefinite weight Q, we have the following
lemma on asymptotic optimality.

Lemma 2. Let Assumptions 1, 2 and 4 hold. Assume (7)-(8)
admit negative definite solutions P− and Π−, respectively.
Then, the decentralized control law (10) achieves asymptotic
social optimality. Furthermore, if the initial states {xi0}
share the same variance, then the asymptotic average social
optimum can be expressed as follows

lim
N→∞

1

N
Jsoc(û) = E[∥xi0 − x̄0∥2P + ∥x̄0∥2Π] + q∞, (15)

where

q∞ =

∞∑
k=0

γk σ2 tr
(
DT (P +Π)D

)
. (16)
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Proof. See Appendix A.

Note that (7) and (8) are of vital importance to the design of
the decentralized control. However, it is challenging to solve
the Riccati equations (7) and (8). We next develop a model-
based MF social control design that leverages the system
model to obtain stabilizing gains from the coupled AREs.

III. MODEL-BASED MF SOCIAL CONTROL DESIGN

We approximate the decentralized control law (10) by
iteratively solving the Riccati equation, which is transformed
into a Lyapunov equation. According to (5), equation (7) can
be written as

P = γ(A−BK)TP (A−BK) +KTRK +Q, (17)

For equation (17), in order to approximate the sequence pairs
{P,K}, a PI algorithm is presented as follows. We denote
by Pk the k-th iterative solution of the following Lyapunov
equation

Pk = γAT
k PkAk +KT

k RKk +Q, (18)

where Ak = A−BKk, and update Kk+1 recursively by

Kk+1 = γ(R+ γBTPkB)−1BTPkA, k = 0, 1, · · · . (19)

Based on Theorem 5 in [45] and Proposition 3.2 in [47], we
present the following lemmas.

Lemma 3. [45] Suppose that (A,
√
Q) is detectable, there

does not exist a non-zero symmetric matrix Z , such that{
Z −ATZA = λZ, |λ| ≥ 1,√
QZ = 0.

(20)

Lemma 4. [47] Under the assumption 2, if M̄ ̸= ∅ and
has a nonempty interior (P̃ , Π̃) in the sense that H(P̃ ) >
0, H̄(Π̃) > 0, then the AREs (7)-(8) admit a stabilizing
solution.

The following theorem shows the convergence of the model-
based PI method for two cases.

Theorem 1. Suppose assumption 1 holds, and K0 ∈ Rm×n is
a γ-stabilizer of system (A,B). Let Pk and Kk+1 be solutions
to (18)-(19), respectively. If either assumption 3 or assumption
4 is additionally satisfied, the following properties hold:
a) For all k ≥ 0,

√
γAk is Schur;

b) Pk ≥ Pk+1 ≥ P ;
c) limk→∞ Pk = P and limk→∞ Kk = K.

Proof. See Appendix A.

For notational simplicity, from (6) we obtain the following
equation based on (8),

Π =γ(A+G−BK −BK̄)TΠ(A+G−BK −BK̄)

+ (K + K̄)TR(K + K̄) +Q+QΓ. (21)

Denote the k-th iteration equation Πk based on (21), which
corresponds to the policy evaluation equation.

Πk = γĀT
kΠkĀk+(K+K̄k)

TR(K+K̄k)+Q+QΓ, (22)

where Āk=A+G−BK−BK̄k and update K̄k+1 recursively by

K̄k+1=γ(R+γBTΠkB)−1BTΠk(A+G)−K,k=0,1,· · ·. (23)

Similar to Theorem 1, we can obtain the following conver-
gence result.

Theorem 2. Suppose assumption 1 holds, and K̄0 + K ∈
Rm×n is a γ-stabilizer of system (A+G,B). Let Πk and K̄k+1

be solutions to (22)-(23), respectively. If either assumption 3 or
assumption 4 is additionally satisfied, the following properties
hold:
a) For all k ≥ 0,

√
γĀk is Schur;

b) Πk ≥ Πk+1 ≥ Π;
c) limk→∞ Πk = Π and limk→∞ K̄k = K̄.

Proof. See Appendix B.

In the subsequent steps, based on the iterative equations
(18)-(19) and (22)-(23), along with the MF state dynamics
(9), we aim to further eliminate the dependence on the system
matrix coefficients in the AREs.

IV. MODEL-FREE MF SOCIAL CONTROL DESIGN

In this subsection, we propose a model-free algorithm to ap-
proximate the decentralized control policy set (10). Due to the
MF coupling term in our case, which disrupts the equivalence
between model-based and model-free methods, we restore this
equivalence through a system transformation approach. Then,
by employing RL techniques, we eliminate the dependence of
the AREs on system parameters. Finally, using the obtained
gain matrices, we compute an approximation of the MF state.

A. Matrix approximation with unknown dynamics

To proceed, we define error variables and average variables

∆xk = E[xik − xjk],∆uk = E[uik − ujk], i ̸= j, (24)

x̄k = E[
1

N

N∑
i=1

xik], ūk = E[
1

N

N∑
i=1

uik], (25)

By equation (1), the system dynamics can be written as

∆xk+1 =A∆xk +B∆uk

=Ak∆xk +B(∆uk +Kk∆xk), (26)
x̄k+1 =(A+G)x̄k +Būk

=Ākx̄k +B(ūk + (K + K̄k)x̄k). (27)

Define the following quadratic function

V1(∆xk) = ∆xT
k Pk∆xk.

By equation (26), one has

E[γ∆xT
k+1Pk∆xk+1 −∆xT

k Pk∆xk]

=E[∆xT
k (γA

TPkA− Pk)∆xk + 2γ∆uT
kB

TPkA∆xk

+ γ∆uT
kB

TPkB∆uk], (28)
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which is equivalent to

E[γ∆xT
k+1Pk∆xk+1 −∆xT

k Pk∆xk]

=E[∆xT
k (γA

T
k PkAk + 2γKT

k B
TPkAk + γKT

k B
TPkBKk

− Pk)∆xk + 2γ∆uT
k (B

TPkAk +BTPkBKk)∆xk

+ γ∆uT
kB

TPkB∆uk]. (29)

By substituting equations (19) and (18) into equation (29) and
then letting

Qk = KT
k RKk +Q, (30)

Λ1
k = γBTPkB, (31)

Kk+1 = (R+ Λ1
k)Kk+1, (32)

we can get

E[γ∆xT
k+1Pk∆xk+1 −∆xT

k Pk∆xk]

=E[−∆xT
kQk∆xk+2∆uT

kKk+1∆xk+2∆xT
kK

T
k Kk+1∆xk

+∆uT
kΛ

1
k∆uk −∆xT

kK
T
k Λ

1
kKk∆xk]. (33)

In addition, by Kronecker product representation, we have

∆xT
kQk∆xk = (∆xT

k ⊗∆xT
k )svec(Qk),

∆xT
kK

T
k Kk+1∆xk = (∆xT

k ⊗∆xT
k )(In ⊗KT

k )vec(Kk+1),

∆xT
kK

T
k Λ

1
kKk∆xk = (∆xT

k ⊗∆xT
k )(K

T
k ⊗KT

k )svec(Λ
1
k).

Let l > 0 represent the number of sets of training data. The
following definitions are made for the sake of convenience.

I∆x∆x ≜ [I1
∆x∆x, I2

∆x∆x, . . . , Il−1
∆x∆x],

Ik
∆x∆x ≜ E[∆xT

k ⊗∆xT
k ],

I
′

∆x∆x ≜ [I2
∆x∆x, I3

∆x∆x, . . . , Il
∆x∆x],

I∆x∆u ≜ [I1
∆x∆u, I2

∆x∆u, . . . , Il−1
∆x∆u],

Ik
∆x∆u ≜ E[∆uT

k ⊗∆xT
k ],

I∆u∆u ≜ [I1
∆u∆u, I2

∆u∆u, . . . , Il−1
∆u∆u],

Ik
∆u∆u ≜ E[∆uT

k ⊗∆uT
k ],

(34)

where I∆x∆x, I
′

∆x∆x ∈ R(l−1)×n(n+1)
2 , I∆x∆u ∈ R(l−1)×nm,

I∆u∆u∈R(l−1)×m(m+1)
2 . Then we have

I∆x∆xsvec(Qk)=(I∆x∆x−γI
′

∆x∆x)svec(Pk)

+2I∆x∆uvec(Kk+1)+2I∆x∆x(In⊗KT
k )vec(Kk+1)

+I∆u∆usvec(Λ
1
k)−I∆x∆x(K

T
k ⊗KT

k )svec(Λ
1
k).(35)

Further, equation (46) can be rewritten in the following matrix
form of a linear equation,

A1
k

 svec(Pk)
vec(Kk+1)
svec(Λ1

k)

 = B1
k, (36)

where

A1
k =

[
I∆x∆x − γI

′

∆x∆x, 2I∆x∆u + 2I∆x∆x(In ⊗KT
k ),

I∆u∆u − I∆x∆x(K
T
k ⊗KT

k )
]
,

B1
k =I∆x∆xsvec(Qk).

Assumption 5. l − 1 ≥ n
2 (n+ 1) + nm+ m

2 (m+ 1) and

rank(I1) = rank

I1
∆x∆x, I2

∆x∆x, . . . , I
l−1
∆x∆x

I1
∆x∆u, I2

∆x∆u, . . . , I
l−1
∆x∆u

I1
∆u∆u, I2

∆u∆u, . . . , I
l−1
∆u∆u


=

n

2
(n+ 1) + nm+

m

2
(m+ 1). (37)

Theorem 3. Suppose assumption 5 holds, then the unknown
sequence {Pk,Kk+1,Λ

1
k}∞1 can be solved using the following

equation  svec(Pk)
vec(Kk+1)
svec(Λ1

k)

 = (A1T
k A1

k)
−1A1T

k B1
k, (38)

and it satisfies the following expression
a) limk→∞ Pk = P ;
b) limk→∞(R+ Λ1

k)
−1Kk+1 = K.

Proof. See Appendix B.

Second, we continue to eliminate the system information
in the iterative equations (23)-(22). Define the following
quadratic function

V2(x̄k) = x̄T
kΠkx̄k.

By equation (27), one has

E[γx̄T
k+1Πkx̄k+1 − x̄T

kΠkx̄k]

=E[x̄T
k (γ(A+G)TΠk(A+G)−Πk)x̄k

+ 2γūT
kB

TΠk(A+G)x̄k + γūT
kB

TΠkBūk], (39)

which is equivalent to

E[γx̄T
k+1Πkx̄k+1 − x̄T

kΠkx̄k]

=E[x̄T
k

(
γĀT

kΠkĀk+2γ(K+K̄k)
TBTΠkĀk+γ(K+K̄k)

T

×BTΠkB(K + K̄k)−Πk

)
x̄k + 2γūT

k

(
BTΠkĀk

+BTΠkB(K + K̄k)
)
x̄k + γūT

kB
TΠkBūk]. (40)

By substituting equations (23) and (22) into equation (40) and
then letting

Q̄k = (K + K̄k)
TR(K + K̄k) +Q+QΓ, (41)

Λ2
k = γBTΠkB, (42)

K̄k+1 = (R+ Λ2
k)(K + K̄k+1), (43)

we can get

E[γx̄T
k+1Πkx̄k+1 − x̄T

kΠkx̄k]

=E[−x̄T
k Q̄kx̄k + 2ūT

k K̄k+1x̄k + 2x̄T
k (K + K̄k)

T K̄k+1x̄k

+ ūT
kΛ

2
kūk − x̄T

k (K + K̄k)
TΛ2

k(K + K̄k)x̄k]. (44)

The following definition is given by the properties of the
Kronecker product,

Ix̄x̄ ≜ [I1
x̄x̄, I2

x̄x̄, . . . , Il−1
x̄x̄ ], Ik

x̄x̄ ≜ E[x̄T
k ⊗ x̄T

k ],

I
′

x̄x̄ ≜ [I2
x̄x̄, I3

x̄x̄, . . . , Il
x̄x̄],

Ix̄ū ≜ [I1
x̄ū, I2

x̄ū, . . . , Il−1
x̄ū ], Ik

x̄ū ≜ E[ūT
k ⊗ x̄T

k ],

Iūū ≜ [I1
ūū, I2

ūū, . . . , Il−1
ūū ], Ik

ūū ≜ E[ūT
k ⊗ ūT

k ],

(45)
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where Ix̄x̄, I ′

x̄x̄ ∈ R(l−1)×n(n+1)
2 , Ix̄ū ∈ R(l−1)×nm, Iūū ∈

R(l−1)×m(m+1)
2 . Then we have

Ix̄x̄svec(Q̄k)=(Ix̄x̄−γI
′

x̄x̄)svec(Πk)

+2Ix̄ūvec(K̄k+1)+2Ix̄x̄(In⊗(K+K̄k)
T )vec(K̄k+1)

+Iūūsvec(Λ2
k)−Ix̄x̄((K+K̄k)

T⊗(K+K̄k)
T )svec(Λ2

k).(46)

Further, equation (44) can be rewritten in the following matrix
form of a linear equation,

A2
k

 svec(Πk)
vec(K̄k+1)
svec(Λ2

k)

 = B2
k, (47)

where

A2
k =[Ix̄x̄ − γI

′

x̄x̄, 2Ix̄ū + 2Ix̄x̄(In ⊗ (K+K̄k)
T ), Iūū

− Ix̄x̄((K+K̄k)
T ⊗(K+K̄k)

T )],

B2
k =Ix̄x̄svec(Q̄k).

Assumption 6. l − 1 ≥ n
2 (n+ 1) + nm+ m

2 (m+ 1) and

rank(I2) = rank

I1
x̄x̄, I2

x̄x̄, . . . , Il−1
x̄x̄

I1
x̄ū, I2

x̄ū, . . . , Il−1
x̄ū

I1
ūū, I2

ūū, . . . , Il−1
ūū


=

n

2
(n+ 1) + nm+

m

2
(m+ 1). (48)

Theorem 4. Suppose assumption 6 holds, then the unknown
sequence {Πk, K̄k+1,Λ

2
k}∞1 can be solved using the following

equation  svec(Πk)
vec(K̄k+1)
svec(Λ2

k)

 = (A2T
k A2

k)
−1A2T

k B2
k, (49)

and it satisfies the following expression
a) limk→∞ Πk = Π;
b) limk→∞

(
(R+ Λ2

k)
−1K̄k+1 −K

)
= K̄.

Proof. To prove that equation (49) has a unique solution, we
need to show that the matrix A2

k is of full column rank. The
convergence result follows Theorem 2. We next show that A2

k

is of full column rank.
Assume that there exists a vector T =

[svec(T1), vec(T2), svec(T3)]T , such that

A2
kT = 0, (50)

where T1∈R
n(n+1)

2 , T2∈Rm×n, T3∈R
m(m+1)

2 . Then we have

(Ix̄x̄ − γI
′

x̄x̄)svec(T1) + Ix̄x̄svec
(
(K + K̄k)

TT2
+ T T

2 (K + K̄k)− (K + K̄k)
TT3(K + K̄k)

)
+ 2Ix̄ūvec(T2) + Iūūsvec(T3) = 0, (51)

According to the equation (39), it gives

(γI
′

x̄x̄ − Ix̄x̄)svec(T1)
=Ix̄x̄svec

(
γ(A+G)TT1(A+G)− T1

)
+ 2Ix̄ūvec

(
BTT1(A+G)

)
+ Iūūsvec(BTT1B). (52)

Combining equation (51) and (52), we can get

Ix̄x̄svec(V1) + 2Ix̄ūvec(V2) + Iūūsvec(V3) = 0, (53)

where

V1 =γ(A+G)TT1(A+G)− T1 − (K + K̄k)
TT2

− T T
2 (K + K̄k) + (K + K̄k)

TT3(K + K̄k),

V2 =γBTT1(A+G)− T2,
V3 =γBTT1B − T3.

Based on the rank condition (48), we can derive that V1 =
V2 = V3 = 0. Then we have

T1 − γĀT
k T1Āk = 0, (54)

Since Theorem 2 previously proved that
√
γĀk is Schur.

According to [48], we can conclude that T1 = 0, which in
turn implies that T2 = T3 = 0. Thus, we have T = 0,and so
A2

k has full column rank.

B. Data-driven MF social control algorithm design

Herein, we are in the position to present the data-driven
MF social control algorithm. This algorithm eliminates the
dependency on the system matrix in the model-based AREs
discussed in Section 3. In the case of unknown system dy-
namics, the feedback gain matrices can be solved by updating
them through the iterative optimization equation based on data-
driven, and then the optimal control strategies can be obtained.
The sampling dataset is collected from the states and inputs of
any two agents, along with the relevant data of the MF state.

Algorithm 1 Data-driven model-free MF social control
Input1: Choose a γ-stabilizer K0 of system (A,B) and set

convergence criterion ϵ.
Data: Execute uil = −K0xil + ξil, i = 1, 2, where ξik

is the exploration noise and collect data D1, D2.
repeat

Calculate matrices (34), (45).
until Rank conditions (37) and (48) are satisfied.

Output1: P̂ = Pk, K̂ = (R+ Λ1
k)

−1Kk+1

while ∥Kk+1 −Kk∥ > ϵ do
Solve {Pk,Kk+1,Λ

1
k} by (38),

k = k + 1
end while

Input2: Choose a γ-stabilizer K̄0+K̂ of system (A+G,B).
Output2: Π̂ = Πk, ˆ̄K = (R+ Λ2

k)
−1K̄k+1 − K̂

while ∥K̄k+1 − K̄k∥ > ϵ do
Solve {Πk, K̄k+1,Λ

2
k} by (49)

k = k + 1
end while

Result: Apply uik=−K̂xik− ˆ̄Kx
(N)
k , where i=1, 2, ..., N .

The notation ˆ in Algorithm 1 is used to indicate the
estimated values of matrix coefficients and parameters, dis-
tinguishing them from the true values. The Figure 1 illustrates
the logical diagram of the Algorithm 1, providing a more in-
tuitive understanding of the relationship between the different
steps. The effectiveness of the algorithm can be supported by
theoretical guarantees provided by Theorems 3 and 4.
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Data
Collection

Approximation
of (P,K,Λ1)

Approximation
of (Π, K̄,Λ2)

Start
Choose a γ-stabilizer K0 of system (A,B), set k = 0,
discount factor γ and convergence criterion ϵ.

Employ uil = −K0xil + ξil, where i = 1, 2,
to collect datasets D1, D2. l represents the
iteration index, and ξil is the exploration noise.

Calculate matrices I∆x∆x,
I ′
∆x∆x, I∆x∆u, I∆u∆u, Ix̄x̄,

I ′
x̄x̄, Ix̄ū, Iūū.

I1 and I2 full rank?

Solve {Pk,Kk+1,Λ
1
k} by svec(Pk)

vec(Kk+1)
svec(Λ1

k)

 = (A1T
k A1

k)
−1A1T

k B1
k,

∥Kk+1 −Kk∥ > ϵ ?

k = k+1

P̂ = Pk, K̂ = (R + Λ1
k)

−1Kk+1

Choose a γ-stabilizer
K̄0 + K̂ of system

(A+G,B) and set k = 0

Solve {Πk, K̄k+1,Λ
2
k} by vec(Πk)

vec(K̄k+1)
vec(Λ2

k)

 = (A2T
k A2

k)
−1A2T

k B2
k,

∥K̄k+1 − K̄k∥ > ϵ ?

k = k+1

Π̂ = Πk, ˆ̄K = (R + Λ2
k)

−1K̄k+1 − K̂

Apply uik = −K̂xik − ˆ̄Kx
(N)
k , where i = 1, 2, ..., N .End

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Fig. 1. Algorithm logic diagram

V. SIMULATION

In this section, a numerical simulation is carried out to
validate the effectiveness of the proposed algorithm. The large-
scale population involves 500 agents, where the coefficients of
each agent’s dynamics are as follows

A =

[
0.08 0.63
0.39 0.26

]
, B =

[
0.10
0.16

]
,

G =

[
0.10 0.05
0.07 0.06

]
, D =

[
0.12 0.05
0.11 0.12

]
,

with xik ∈ R2, uik ∈ R, and wik ∼ N (0, 0.01). The initial
state xi0 is uniformly distributed on [−6, 0] × [0, 12] ⊂ R2

with E[xi0] = [6,−3]T . The parameters of the cost function
(2) are

Q =

[
2.00 −1.54
−1.54 −0.12

]
, Γ =

[
0.62 0.84
0.80 0.54

]
, R = −1.74,

where the eigenvalues of Q are approximately λ1 = 2.8642,
λ2 = −0.7442. In this simulation, to implement Algorithm 1,
the discount factor is chosen as γ = 0.9 and the control inputs
of A1 and A2 are designed as

K0 =
[
0.05 −0.91

]
, K̄0 =

[
2.87 0.83

]
,

ξik =

100∑
j=1

sin(wj
ik), (55)

where the frequencies wj
ik, i, j = 1, · · · , 100, are randomly se-

lected from [−100, 100], and convergence criterion ϵ = 10−4.
We apply the control input (55) to A1 and A2, and collect

the dataset of the MF term as well as agents 1 and 2 after
50 iterations under the rank conditions (5) and (6). Fig. 2
illustrates the states and control trajectories of the MF term
and agents 1 and 2 under the effect of control input (55).

Fig. 2. Real-time data collected from agent 1 and 2

Fig. 3. MF state trajectory comparison
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In addition, Fig. 3 compares the MF state trajectory re-
constructed from the learned gains with that obtained from
the collected data, which shows that the learned controller
can approximate the population behavior of the large-scale
population system.

The convergence sequences {P̂ , K̂, Λ̂1} and {Π̂, ˆ̄K, Λ̂2} are
shown in Fig. 4. Simulation results indicate that {P̂ , K̂, Λ̂1}
converges at the 3rd iteration under the convergence criterion
ϵ, while {Π̂, ˆ̄K, Λ̂2} reaches convergence at the 3rd iteration.
Therefore, the algorithm remains valid and achieves conver-
gence under certain conditions, despite the weight matrices
not being positive semidefinite.

Fig. 4. {P̂ , K̂, Λ̂1} and {Π̂, ˆ̄K, Λ̂2} of Algorithm 1

Tables I and II provide a summary of the final estimated
parameters along with their corresponding relative errors. The
model-based algorithm presented in Section III was used to
obtain the reference values (P∗,K∗) and (Π∗, K̄∗), which
serve as the ground truth for comparison. The relative errors
presented in the tables reflect the accuracy of the estimated
values, indicating that the algorithm performs well in approx-
imating the real values, with the estimates closely matching
the theoretical results.

TABLE I
ESTIMATES OF {P̂ , K̂}

Model-free Value Model-based Value Error Value

[P̂11] 1.7614 [P∗
11] 1.7835

[P̂12] -2.0053 [P∗
12] -2.0194

∥P∗ − P̂∥2
∥P∗∥2

0.0112

[P̂22] -0.9746 [P∗
22] -0.9653

[K̂11] 0.0723 [K∗
11] 0.0727 ∥K∗ − K̂∥2

∥K∗∥2
0.0064

[K̂12] 0.0901 [K∗
12] 0.0905

TABLE II
ESTIMATES OF {Π̂, ˆ̄K}

Model-free Value Model-based Value Error Value

[Π̂11] 0.8556 [Π∗
11] 0.8106

[Π̂12] -1.7479 [Π∗
12] -1.7897

∥Π∗ − Π̂∥2
∥Π∗∥2

0.0278

[Π̂22] 2.3274 [Π∗
22] 2.2639

[ ˆ̄K11] -0.0978 [K̄∗
11] 0.0976 ∥K̄∗ − ˆ̄K∥2

∥K̄∗∥2
0.0838

[ ˆ̄K12] -0.0249 [K̄∗
12] -0.0508

Furthermore, we investigate the influence of the discount
factor γ. With all other parameters fixed, we vary γ ∈ (0, 1)
and perform 200 runs for each value to compute the mean
and standard deviation of the relative estimation errors, as
shown in Fig. 5. It is observed that increasing γ leads to
a noticeable growth in the relative errors of P and Π, and
larger variances in the errors of K and K̄. This suggests that
the learned feedback gains are more susceptible to randomness
under finite data and noise. Since smaller relative errors do not
necessarily imply better long-term performance, we finally set
γ = 0.9 as a compromise between estimation accuracy and
closed-loop behavior.

Fig. 5. Relative estimation errors versus γ

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, a data-driven RL algorithm is proposed
to solve the decentralized asymptotic optimal control for
discrete-time LQG-MF social control, where state coupling
and the state and control weighting matrices are allowed
not to be positive semidefinite. Subsequently, a data-driven
iterative optimization equation is derived through a system
transformation method, which eliminates the dependence of
the AREs on system dynamics. Simulation results validate the
effectiveness of the proposed algorithm. For future work, a
possible extension is to explore leader-follower MF game and
control problems.
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APPENDIX A
PROOFS OF LEMMA 2 AND THEOREM 1

Proof of Lemma 2. Under the assumption 1, 2 and 4, it can
be shown that the Riccati equations (7)-(8) admit a pair of
γ-stabilizing solutions P,Π and a pair of negative definite
solutions P−,Π−( [49]). We have

Jsoc(u)

=

N∑
i=1

E
{ ∞∑

k=0

γk
[
∥xik − x

(N)
k ∥2Q + ∥x(N)

k ∥2Q+QΓ

+ ∥uik − u
(N)
k ∥2R + ∥u(N)

k ∥2R
]}

=

N∑
i=1

E
{
∥xi0 − x

(N)
0 ∥2P− + ∥x(N)

0 ∥2Π−

}
− lim

k→∞

N∑
i=1

E
{
γk+1

[
∥xi(k+1)−x

(N)
k+1 ∥

2
P−+∥x(N)

k+1 ∥
2
Π−

]}
+

N∑
i=1

E
{ ∞∑

k=0

γk
[
∥uik−u

(N)
k +K(xik−x

(N)
k )∥2R+γBTPB

+ ∥u(N)
k + K̄x

(N)
k ∥2R+γBTΠB

]}
+ q∞. (56)

Consider the following control set

U
′

c =
{
(u1, . . . , uN )|uik ∈ Rm is adapted to Fi(k−1),

E{
∞∑
k=0

∥xik∥2} < ∞, i = 1, . . . , N
}
. (57)

For any u ∈ U ′

c satisfying Jsoc(u) ≤ NC, we have

Jsoc(u)

=

N∑
i=1

E
{
∥xi0 − x

(N)
0 ∥2P + ∥x(N)

0 ∥2Π
}

+

N∑
i=1

E
{ ∞∑

k=0

γk
[
∥uik−u

(N)
k +K(xik−x

(N)
k )∥2R+γBTPB

+ ∥u(N)
k + K̄x

(N)
k ∥2R+γBTΠB

]}
+ q∞ ≤ NC. (58)

Denote v
(N)
k = u

(N)
k + K̄x

(N)
k . From (1),

x
(N)
k+1=(A+G−BK̄)x

(N)
k +Bv

(N)
k +

1

N

N∑
i=1

Dwik. (59)

By Huang [15], there exist constants C1, C2 > 0 such that

E
{ ∞∑

k=0

γk∥x(N)
k ∥2

}
≤ C1E

{ ∞∑
k=0

γk∥v(N)
k ∥2

}
+ C2. (60)

Combining this inequality with (58) yields
N∑
i=1

E
{ ∞∑

k=0

γk
[
∥x(N)

k ∥2 + ∥u(N)
k ∥2

]}
=NE

{ ∞∑
k=0

γk
[
∥x(N)

k ∥2 + ∥v(N)
k − K̄x

(N)
k ∥2

]}
≤NC3E

{ ∞∑
k=0

γk∥v(N)
k ∥2

}
+NC4 ≤ NC. (61)

Similarly, we obtain
N∑
i=1

E
{ ∞∑

k=0

γk
[
∥xik−x

(N)
k ∥2+∥uik−u

(N)
k ∥2

]}
≤ NC. (62)

Consequently, from the above and (61), it follows that
N∑
i=1

E
{ ∞∑

k=0

γk
[
∥xik∥2 + ∥uik∥2

]}
≤ NC. (63)

The remaining part of the proof is similar to that of Lemma
1. For the case that initial state {xi0} share the same variance,
then from (15), the asymptotic average social optimum is given
by E

[
∥xi0 − x̄0∥2P + ∥x̄0∥2Π

]
+ q∞.

Proof of Theorem 1. Assumptions 3 and 4 specify different
properties of the matrix Q. This leads to a different proof
for part a), while the proofs for parts b) and c) are similar.
Specifically:
a) We divide the proof of part a) into two parts:
(i) The case that Q ≥ 0 and R > 0 (under the assumption 3).
To simplify the proof, we abbreviate equation (18) as follows

Pk = γAT
k PkAk + Sk, where Sk = KT

k RKk +Q. (64)

Given an arbitrary γ-stabilizing feedback gain matrix K0,
assume that Kk γ-stabilizes (A,B) for k ≥ 1. We can prove
by contradiction that (

√
γAk,

√
Sk) is detectable. According

to Lemma 3, assume that there exists a non-zero symmetric
matrix X such that{

X − γAT
kXAk = λX , |λ| ≥ 1,√

SkX = 0.
(65)

Due to R > 0, we have KkX = 0 and
√
QX = 0. Equation

(65) can be simplified as follows{
X − γATXA = λX , |λ| ≥ 1,√

QX = 0,
(66)

which implies that (
√
γA,

√
Q) is not detectable, contradicting

Assumption 3. Therefore, (Ak,
√
Sk) is detectable. Addition-

ally, Kk is a γ-stabilizer of (A,B). According to Theorem 3
in [46], Pk ≥ 0 is the unique positive semidefinite solution to
equation (18). In order to demonstrate that Kk+1 serves as a
γ-stabilizer for (A,B), we rewrite equation (64) as follows

Pk = γAT
k+1PkAk+1 + S̃k+1, (67)

where S̃k+1 = (Kk−Kk+1)
T (R+γBTPkB)(Kk−Kk+1)+

KT
k+1RKk+1 +Q. Based on the above derivation, combined

with the positive semidefinite condition of Pk ≥ 0 and the
conclusion of Theorem 3 in reference [46], it can be proven

that (
√
γAk+1,

√
S̃k+1) is detectable, and Kk+1 constitutes a

γ-stabilizer for the system (A,B). Hence, Kk is a γ-stabilizer
of the system (A,B), which implies that

√
γAk is Schur.

(ii) The case that Q and R are symmetric matrices (under
the assumption 4). For k = 0, the matrix

√
γA0 is Schur due

to the γ-stabilizing feedback gain matrix K0. Thus, equation
(18) transforms to

P0 = γAT
0 P0A0 +KT

0 RK0 +Q, (68)
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For k ≥ 1, assuming that
√
γAk is Schur, equation (68) can

be rewritten as

P0 =γAT
k P0Ak − (Kk −K0)

T (R+ γBTP0B)(Kk −K0)

+KT
k RKk +Q, (69)

then we have

Pk − P0 =

∞∑
n=0

γn(AT
k )

n(Kk −K0)
T (R+ γBTP0B)

× (Kk −K0)(Ak)
n ≥ 0. (70)

Next, by contradiction, we show the matrix
√
γAk+1 is Schur

and rewrite equation (70) as

Pk − P0 = γAT
k+1(Pk − P0)Ak+1

+ (Kk+1 −K0)
T (R+ γBTP0B)(Kk+1 −K0)

+ (Kk −Kk+1)
T (R+ γBTPkB)(Kk −Kk+1). (71)

Assume
√
γAk+1z = λiz, for |λi| ≥ 1 and z ̸= 0, then we

have

γzTAT
k+1(Pk−P0)Ak+1z−zT(Pk−P0)z

=−zT(Kk+1−K0)
T(R+γBTP0B)(Kk+1−K0)z

−zT(Kk−Kk+1)
T(R+γBTPkB)(Kk−Kk+1)z≤0.(72)

Substituting
√
γAk+1z = λiz into the equation (72), we have

γzTAT
k+1(Pk − P0)Ak+1z− zT (Pk − P0)z

=(λ2
i − 1)zT (Pk − P0)z ≥ 0. (73)

Thus, combining inequality (73) with (72), we conclude that

−zT(Kk−Kk+1)
T(R+γBTPkB)(Kk−Kk+1)z

−zT(Kk+1−K0)
T(R+γBTP0B)(Kk+1−K0)z=0,(74)

which gives rise to (Kk−Kk+1)z = 0. Consequently, we can
get

√
γAk+1z =

√
γAkz = λiz. It contradicts the induction

assumption. Therefore, by mathematical induction, we have
ultimately proven that

√
γAk is Schur.

b) Using the result in part a),
√
γAk is Schur. We rewrite

equation (7) as

P =γAT
k PAk − (Kk −K)T (R+ γBTPB)(Kk −K)

+KT
k RKk +Q. (75)

Then we have

Pk − P

=γAT
k (Pk−P )Ak+(Kk−K)T (R+γBTPB)(Kk−K)

=

∞∑
n=0

γn(AT
k )

n(Kk−K)T(R+γBTPB)(Kk−K)(Ak)
n,(76)

which yields Pk ≥ P , as R+ γBTPB > 0. By equation (18)

Pk+1 = γAT
k+1Pk+1Ak+1 +KT

k+1RKk+1 +Q, (77)

Pk =γAT
k+1PkAk+1 + (Kk −Kk+1)

T (R+ γBTPkB)

× (Kk −Kk+1) +KT
k+1RKk+1 +Q. (78)

Then we can get

Pk−Pk+1 =

∞∑
n=0

γn(AT
k+1)

n(Kk−Kk+1)
T

×(R+γBTPkB)(Kk−Kk+1)(Ak+1)
n, (79)

which yields Pk ≥ Pk+1, as R + γBTPkB > 0. Combining
with the obtained result, we have Pk ≥ Pk+1 ≥ P .

c) Since Kk+1 is uniquely determined by (19), the con-
vergence of the sequence {Pk}∞0 implies that {Kk}∞0 also
converges. It follows from b) that {Pk}∞0 is monotonically
decreasing sequence and has a lower bound P , leading to
limk→∞ Pk = P . Hence, the proof is complete.

APPENDIX B
PROOFS OF THEOREM 2 AND THEOREM 3

Proof of Theorem 2. Assumptions 3 and 4 define different
properties of Q, resulting in a distinct proof for part a), with
parts b) and c) following similarly.
a) We divide the proof of part a) into two parts:
(i) The case that Q ≥ 0 and R > 0 (under the assumption 3).
To simplify the proof, we abbreviate equation (22) as follows

Πk = γĀT
kΠkĀk + S̄k, (80)

where S̄k = (K+K̄k)
TR(K+K̄k)+Q+QΓ. Given that K̄0+

K be any γ-stabilizing feedback gain matrix, and assuming
that K̄k + K is a γ-stabilizer of (A + G,B) for k ≥ 1. We
can prove by contradiction that (

√
γĀk,

√
S̄k) is detectable.

According to Theorem 3 in [46], Πk ≥ 0 is the unique positive
semidefinite solution to equation (22).

In order to demonstrate that K̄k+1 + K serves as a γ-
stabilizer for (A+G,B), we rewrite equation (80) as follows

Πk = γĀT
k+1ΠkĀk+1 +

˜̄Sk+1, (81)

where ˜̄Sk+1 = (K̄k−K̄k+1)
T (R+γBTΠkB)(K̄k−K̄k+1)+

(K̄k+1+K)TR(K̄k+1+K)+Q+QΓ, and it can be proven that

(
√
γĀk+1,

√
˜̄Sk+1) is detectable, combined with Πk ≥ 0 and

the conclusion of Theorem 3 in reference [46], which results in
K̄k+1+K being a γ-stabilizer of (A+G,B). Hence, K̄k+K
is a γ-stabilizer of the system (A+G,B), which implies that√
γĀk is Schur.
(ii) The case that Q and R are symmetric matrices (under

the assumption 4). For k = 0, the matrix
√
γĀ0 is Schur

because K̄0+K γ-stabilizes (A+G,B). For k ≥ 1, assuming
that

√
γĀk is Schur, and combined with equation (21), we

have

Πk−Π0 =

∞∑
n=0

γn(ĀT
k )

n(K̄k−K̄0)
T

× (R+γBTΠ0B)(K̄k−K̄0)(Āk)
n ≥ 0, (82)

Next, we show that the matrix
√
γĀk+1 is Schur by contra-

diction. equation (82) can be rewriten as

Πk −Π0 = γĀT
k+1(Πk −Π0)Āk+1

+ (K̄k+1 − K̄0)
T (R+ γBTΠ0B)(K̄k+1 − K̄0)

+ (K̄k − K̄k+1)
T (R+ γBTΠkB)(K̄k − K̄k+1). (83)
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Assume
√
γĀk+1z = λ̄iz, for |λ̄i| ≥ 1 and z ̸= 0, we have

γzTĀT
k+1(Πk−Π0)Āk+1z−zT(Πk−Π0)z

=−zT(K̄k+1−K̄0)
T(R+γBTΠ0B)(K̄k+1−K̄0)z

−zT(K̄k−K̄k+1)
T(R+γBTΠkB)(K̄k−K̄k+1)z≤0, (84)

Substituting
√
γĀk+1z = λ̄iz into the equation (84), we have

γzT ĀT
k+1(Πk −Π0)Āk+1z− zT (Πk −Π0)z

=(λ̄2
i − 1)zT (Πk −Π0)z ≥ 0, (85)

Thus, combining (85) with (84), we conclude that (K̄k −
K̄k+1)z=0. Consequently, we can get

√
γĀk+1z=

√
γĀkz=

λ̄iz. It contradicts the induction assumption. Therefore, by
mathematical induction, we have ultimately proven that

√
γĀk

is Schur.
b) Using the result in part a),

√
γĀk is Schur. We rewrite

equation (8) and then we have

Πk −Π =

∞∑
n=0

γn(ĀT
k )

n(K̄k − K̄)T

× (R+ γBTΠB)(K̄k − K̄)(Āk)
n, (86)

We can get Πk ≥ Π by R+ γBTΠB > 0. By equation (22),
we have

Πk−Πk+1 =

∞∑
n=0

γn(ĀT
k+1)

n(K̄k−K̄k+1)
T

×(R+γBTΠkB)(K̄k−K̄k+1)(Āk+1)
n, (87)

which yields Πk ≥ Πk+1, as R+ γBTΠkB > 0. Combining
with the previously obtained result, we have Πk ≥ Πk+1 ≥ Π.

c) Since K̄k+1 is the unique solution of equation (23),
proving the convergence of the sequence {Πk}∞0 would ensure
that {K̄k}∞0 also converge. It follows from b) that {Πk}∞0 is
monotonically decreasing sequence and has a lower bound Π,
leading to limk→∞ Πk = Π. Hence, the proof is complete.

Proof of Theorem 3. To prove that equation (38) has a unique
solution, we need to show that the matrix A1

k is of column
full rank. The convergence result follows Theorem 1. Next,
we show that A1

k is of column full rank.
Assume that there exists a vector S = [svec(S1), vec(S2),

svec(S3)]
T , such that

A1
kS = 0, (88)

where S1∈R
n(n+1)

2 ,S2∈Rm×n,S3∈R
m(m+1)

2 . Then we have

(I∆x∆x−γI
′

∆x∆x)svec(S1)+I∆x∆xsvec(K
T
kS2+ST

2Kk

−KT
kS3Kk)+2I∆x∆uvec(S2)+I∆u∆usvec(S3)=0. (89)

According to the equation (28), it gives

(γI
′

∆x∆x−I∆x∆x)svec(S1)=I∆x∆xsvec(γA
TS1A−S1)

+2γI∆x∆uvec(B
TS1A)+γI∆u∆usvec(B

TS1B). (90)

Combining equation (89) and (90), we can get

I∆x∆xsvec(U1)+2I∆x∆uvec(U2)+I∆u∆usvec(U3)=0, (91)

where

U1 = γATS1A− S1 −KT
k S2 − ST

2 Kk +KT
k S3Kk,

U2 = γBTS1A− S2,

U3 = γBTS1B − S3.

Based on the rank condition (37), we can derive that U1 =
U2 = U3 = 0. Then we have

S1 − γAT
k S1Ak = 0, (92)

Since Theorem 1 previously proved that
√
γAk is Schur.

According to [48], we can conclude that S1 = 0, which in
turn implies that S2 = S3 = 0. Thus, we have S = 0,and so
A1

k has full column rank.
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