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A Dual-Mode Framework for Mean-Field
Systems: Model-Based H2/H∞ Control with

Jump Diffusions and Model-Free Reinforcement
Learning

Huimin Han, Shaolin Ji, and Weihai Zhang, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract— The stochastic H2/H∞ control problem for
continuous-time mean-field stochastic differential equa-
tions with Poisson jumps over finite horizon is investigated
in this paper. Continuous and jump diffusion terms in the
system depend not only on the state but also on the control
input, external disturbance, and mean-field components.
By employing the quasi-linear technique and the method
of completing the square, a mean-field stochastic jump
bounded real lemma of the system is derived. This study
demonstrates that the feasibility of the stochastic H2/H∞
control problem is equivalent to the solvability of four sets
of cross-coupled generalized differential Riccati equations,
which generalizes the previous results to mean-field jump-
diffusion systems. To validate the proposed methodology,
a numerical simulation example is provided to illustrate
the effectiveness of the control strategy. This paper also
presents a data-driven, model-free, off-policy reinforcement
learning approach, which can be utilized to solve the
H∞ control problem for the mean-field systems discussed
herein. The findings establish a systematic framework for
designing robust controllers for interacting particle sys-
tems.

Index Terms—H2/H∞ control , mean-field stochastic
differential equation , Poisson jumps , Riccati differential
equation , reinforcement learning

I. INTRODUCTION

This paper addresses the design of stochastic H2/H∞
control for mean-field Poisson jump systems over a finite time
horizon, as well as the model-free H∞ control design for linear
mean-field systems. Consider System (1), where u(t), v(t),
and z(t) denote the control input, external disturbance, and
controlled output, respectively. {Ñp}0≤t≤T denote a Poisson
random martingale measure and {W (t)}0≤t≤T represent a
one-dimensional standard Brownian motion defined on the
complete probability space (Ω,F , P ). The system dynamics
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are then given by:

dx(t) =
{
A(t)x(t) + Ā(t)E[x(t)] +B2(t)u(t)+

B̄2(t)E[u(t)] +B1(t)v(t) + B̄1(t)E[v(t)]
}
dt+ {C(t)x(t)

+ C̄(t)E[x(t)] +D2(t)u(t) + D̄2(t)E[u(t)] +D1(t)v(t)+

D̄1(t)E[v(t)]
}
dW (t) +

∫
G

{E(t, θ)x(t−)+

Ē(t, θ)E[x(t−)] + F2(t, θ)u(t) + F̄2(t, θ)E[u(t)]+
F1(t, θ)v(t) + F̄1(t, θ)E[v(t)]

}
Ñp(dθ, dt),

x(0) = x0,

z(t) =

(
M(t)x(t)
N(t)u(t)

)
,

(1)
where T < ∞, t ∈ [0, T ], and N ′(t)N(t) = I . All coeffi-
cients in (1) constitute deterministic continuous matrices with
appropriate dimensions.

The distinctive feature of equation (1) lies in its incorpora-
tion of mean-field terms E[x(t)], E[u(t)], and E[v(t)], which
fundamentally differentiates it from conventional stochastic
differential equations (SDEs). There are subsequent results
about MF-SDEs and their applications, including mean-field
games [1], [2], mean-field backward stochastic differential
equations [3], and mean-field control systems [4]–[10].

Poisson jump processes model discontinuous dynamics
prevalent in practical applications, particularly in financial
markets. We refer the reader to [11] to obtain comprehensive
information about financial modeling with jump processes. In
2011, Lin and Zhang’s research [12] on H∞ control for SDEs
with Poisson jumps initiated the study of H2/H∞ control in
jump systems.

Although some results have been obtained in stochastic
H2/H∞ control, few works focus on mean-field systems with
jump diffusion. Such systems are particularly relevant to finan-
cial optimization, where they accurately describe risky asset
pricing and strategic interactions. While existing literature
extensively addresses control problems for these systems, see,
[13], [14], [15], [16], [17], [18], [19], [20], [21]. In this paper,
we investigate system (1), assuming that disturbance can not
be detected and optimization is under worst-case disturbance
scenarios. The stochastic H2/H∞ control problem is investi-
gated in this work via a Nash game approach. In addition to
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model-based methods, data-driven approaches are also gaining
increasing attention, such as [22], [23]. Building upon the
necessary and sufficient conditions derived for the H2/H∞
control problem, a reinforcement learning method for mean-
field systems is developed. By leveraging the corresponding
Lyapunov equation, the associated H∞ control solution for
mean-field system is obtained in a model-free setting.

In our work, the H2/H∞ control problem is linked to
finding a Nash equilibrium point (u∗, v∗) with respect to
performance

J1 (u
∗, v∗) = E

∫ T

0

(
γ2(v∗)′(v∗)− x′M ′Mx− (u∗)′(u∗)

)
dt

≤ J1 (u
∗, v) ,

(2)

J2 (u
∗, v∗) = E

∫ T

0

(x′M ′Mx+ (u∗)′(u∗)) dt ≤ J2 (u, v
∗) ,

(3)
under the constraint of the perturbation operator ∥L∥[0,T ] < γ.

Our results extend the framework for SDEs by incorpo-
rating mean-field terms E[x(t)],E[u(t)], and E[v(t)] into the
state equation, leading to coupled Riccati equations (23)-
(26) with respect to (P,Q) instead of the Riccati equations
solely dependent on P . We have proved the solvability of
two coupled Riccati equations, which are nonlinear matrix-
valued ordinary differential equations. We not only overcome
the Riccati equation coupling difficulty in game frameworks
with incomplete information highlighted in [18], but also
resolved the complexities arising from Poisson jump process-
induced stochastic disturbances and mean-field expectation
coupling. Based on the bounded real lemma, we derived the
corresponding Lyapunov equation for solving the H∞ control
problem and utilized it for policy evaluation. Thus, for the
first time, we established an Actor-Critic type reinforcement
learning method for the robust control problem of mean-field
systems.

For the model-based approach, we employ the quasi-
linearization technique for the Riccati equations and apply
the completing the square approach to the cost function
(2). The positive definiteness of the algebraic operators is
analytically verified via the Lebesgue differentiation theorem.
Subsequently, the unique solvability of the coupled Riccati
equations (12)-(13) is guaranteed via Picard iteration, and
the explicit state feedback control representation is derived.
For the model-free setting, this work transforms the policy
evaluation problem into a linear regression problem (33)
by using Kronecker products and vectorization techniques,
thereby reducing computational complexity while avoiding
dependence on system dynamics coefficients.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 for-
mulates the problem and introduces key notations, definitions,
and preliminary lemmas. Section 3 develops the Stochastic
Bounded Real Lemma for mean-field jump-diffusion systems
(MF-SJBRL). Section 4 describes the main results. Using
classical linear quadratic control results and MF-SJBRL, the
feedback representations are obtained through solving four
coupled sets of generalized differential Riccati equations
(GDREs). Numerical simulations are presented in Section 5,

followed by a model-free reinforcement learning approach for
the mean-field system in Section 6. The paper concludes with
final conclusion in Section 7.

II. PRELIMINARIES

A. Notations

1) Rn is the real n-dimensional space and Rn×m is the
space of all real n×m matrices. I is the identity matrix
in Rn×n. For a matrix/vector A,A′ denotes the transpose
of A, and |A| denotes the square root of the summarized
squares of all the components of the matrix/vector A. For
square matrix A, det(A) is the determinant of A, and
A−1 is its inverse if A is nonsingular. A > 0/A ⩾ 0
means that A is a positive definite/positive semi-definite
symmetric matrix. ⟨A1, A2⟩ denotes the inner product
of two vectors A1 and A2.

2) (Ω,F , {Ft}t≥0, P ) is a given complete filtered probabil-
ity space, on which a one-dimensional standard Brown-
ian motion {W (t)}0≤t≤T and a compensated Poisson
random measure Ñp are defined and assumed to be
mutually independent.

Ft :=σ[W (s); 0 ⩽ s ⩽ t]∨

σ

[∫∫
A×(0,s]

Ñp(dθ, dr); 0 ⩽ s ⩽ t

]
, A ∈ B(G)

is P -completed filtration. More specifically, denote by
B(Λ) the Borel σ-algebra of any topological space Λ.
Let (G,B(G), ν) be a measurable space, ν is a measure
with ν(A) <∞ for any A ∈ B(G). And p : Ω×Dp −→
G is a Ft-adapted stationary Poisson point process with
characteristic measure ν, where Dp is a countable subset
of (0,∞). Then the counting measure induced by p is

Np((0, t]×A) := #{s ∈ Dp; s ≤ t, p(s) ∈ A},

for t > 0, A ∈ B(G). Let Ñp(dθ, dt) := Np(dθ, dt) −
ν(dθ)dt be a compensated Poisson random martingale
measure.

3) Sn ∈ Rn×n: the collection of n × n real symmetric
matrices.
Sn+ ∈ Rn×n: the set of all non-negative definite matrices
of Sn.
L2
Ft
(Ω;Rd): the collection of Rd-valued, Ft-measurable

random variables η with

||η||2 := E[|η|2] < +∞.

L2
F ([0, T ];Rd): the collection of Rd-valued, F-adapted

random processes η(t) with

||η(t)||2[0,T ] := E
∫ T

0

|η(t)|2dt < +∞.

H2
F ([0, T ];Rd): the space of all Rd-valued, F-adapted

càdlàg process φ(t) on [0, T ], such that

E
∫ T

0

|φ(t)|2dt < +∞.
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S2
F ([0, T ];Rd): the space of all Rd-valued, F -adapted
càdlàg random process φ(t) on [0, T ] with

E[ sup
0≤s≤T

|φ(t)|2] < +∞.

Mν,2 ([0, T ]×G,Rn×n): the collection of Rn×n-
valued, r(t, θ) with

||r(t, θ)||2Mν,2 :=

∫ T

0

∫
G

∥r(t, θ)∥2ν(dθ)dt < +∞.

Mν,2
F ([0, T ]×G,Rn×n): the collection of Rn×n-

valued, F-predictable random processes r(t, ω, θ) with

||r(t, θ)||2
Mν,2

F
:= E

∫ T

0

∫
G

∥r(t, θ)∥2ν(dθ)dt < +∞.

Pn(Rn): the collection of probability measures ν on Rn
with finite second order moment, i.e.∫

|x|nν(dx) < +∞.

U([0, T ];Rn): the collection of predictable random pro-
cesses u(t), which belongs to L2

F ([0, T ];Rn).
4) To simplify the system representation, the following

symbols (with t omitted) are defined:

x =

(
x− E[x]
E[x]

)
,u =

(
u− E[u]
E[u]

)
,v =

(
v − E[v]
E[v]

)
,

A =

(
A 0
0 A+ Ā

)
, C =

(
C C + C̄
0 0

)
,

E(θ) =
(
E(θ) E(θ) + Ē(θ)
0 0

)
, I1,2 =

(
1 1

)
,

Bi =
(
Bi 0
0 Bi + B̄i

)
,Di =

(
Di Di + D̄i

0 0

)
,

Fi(θ) =
(
Fi(θ) Fi(θ) + F̄i(θ)
0 0

)
, i = 1, 2.

The above notations are adopted in the subsequent
analysis.

B. Problem Formulation

Assuming that A, Ā, C, C̄ ∈ L∞ ([0, T ],Rn×n), B2, B̄2,
D2, D̄2 ∈ L∞ ([0, T ],Rn×nu) , B1, B̄1, D1, D̄1 ∈
L∞ ([0, T ],Rn×nv ) , E, Ē ∈ Mν,2 ([0, T ]×G,Rn×n) ,
F2, F̄2 ∈ Mν,2 ([0, T ]×G,Rn×nu) , F1, F̄1 ∈
Mν,2 ([0, T ]×G,Rn×nv ) . Above standard assumptions
will be in force throughout this paper.

Definition 1: (see [24]) For 0 < T < ∞, by Lemma
1, when (u, v, x0) ∈ U([0, T ];Rnu) × U([0, T ];Rnv )× Rn,
there exists a unique solution x(t) : x (t, u, v, x0) ∈
H2

F ([0, T ];Rn). The finite horizon stochastic H2/H∞ control
problem of (1) can be stated as follows.

Given disturbance attenuation γ > 0, to find u∗(t, x) ∈
U ([0, T ];Rnu), such that

(1)

∥Lu∗∥[0,T ] = sup
v∈U([0,T ];Rnv )
v ̸=0,x0=0

∥z∥[0,T ]

∥v∥[0,T ]

:= sup
v∈U([0,T ];Rnv )
v ̸=0,x0=0

{
E
∫ T
0
(x′M ′Mx+ u∗′u∗) dt

}1/2

{
E
∫ T
0
v′vdt

}1/2

< γ,
(4)

where

Lu∗(v) =

[
Mx (t, u∗, v, 0)

Nu∗

]
is called the perturbation operator of (1).

(2) When the worst-case disturbance v∗(t, x) ∈
U([0, T ];Rnv ), if it exists, is applied to system (1),
u∗(t, x) minimizes the output energy

J2 (u, v
∗; 0, x0) = ∥z∥22 = E

∫ T

0

(x′M ′Mx+ u′u) dt.

Here, v∗(t, x) is called a worst-case disturbance in the sense
that

v∗(t, x) = argmin
v∈U([0,T ];Rnv )

J1 (u
∗, v; 0, x0) ,∀x0 ∈ L2

F0
(Ω;Rn) ,

J1 (u
∗, v; 0, x0) = E

∫ T

0

(
γ2v′v − z′z

)
dt.

If an admissible control u(t, x) ∈ U([0, T ];Rnu) only satisfies
(4), then this u(t, x) is called a solution to H∞ control of
(1). Obviously, there may be more than one solution to the
H∞ control problem. If the previous predictable progresses
(u∗, v∗) exists, then we say that the finite horizon H2/H∞
control admits a pair of solutions.

Remark 1: (see [24]) If the finite horizon stochastic
H2/H∞ control problem is solvable, then the global Nash
equilibrium strategies (u∗, v∗) for two-player, nonzero-sum
game satisfying

J1 (u
∗, v∗) ≤ J1 (u

∗, v) (5)

and
J2 (u

∗, v∗) ≤ J2 (u, v
∗) . (6)

To guarantee the uniqueness of the global Nash equilibrium
in (5) and (6), both players are restricted to using linear,
memoryless state feedback control.

C. Three Useful Lemmas

Now we recall three lemmas for SDE driven by the Brow-
nian motion and Poisson random jump.

Lemma 1: (see [25] and [16]) Assume that b : [0, T ]×Rn×
P2(Rn) → Rn, σ : [0, T ]× Rn × P2(Rn) → Rn, π : [0, T ]×
G× Rn × P2(Rn) → Rn satisfy the following conditions:

(1) b(·, 0, 0) ∈ L2
F ([0, T ];Rn), σ(·, 0, 0) ∈ L2

F ([0, T ];Rn),
and π(·, ·, 0, 0) ∈Mν,2

F ([0, T ]×G;Rn);
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(2) For all x, x̄ ∈ Rn, µ1, µ2 ∈ P2(Rn), there exists a
constant Ct > 0 such that

|b(t, x, µ1)− b(t, x̄, µ2)|+ |σ(t, x, µ1)− σ(t, x̄, µ2)|

+

(∫
G

|π(t, θ, x, µ1)− π(t, θ, x̄, µ2)|2ν(dθ)
) 1

2

⩽C(|x− x̄|+ ρ(µ1, µ2)),

where ρ(µ1, µ2) is Wasserstein metric which satisfies

ρ(µ1, µ2)

= inf

{∫
|x− y|r(dx, dy); r has marginals µ1 and µ2

}
=sup {⟨g, µ1⟩ − ⟨g, µ2⟩; g(x)− g(y) ≤ |x− y|} .

Then the following equation with the Poisson random jumps

x(t) = x0 +

∫ t

0

b (s, x(s), µ(s)) ds

+

∫ t

0

σ (s, x(s), µ(s)) dW (s)

+

∫ t

0

∫
G

π (s, θ, x(s−), µ(s)) Ñp(dθ, ds)

admits a unique strong solution x ∈ S2
F (0, T ;Rn).

Moreover, for system (9), the following estimate holds:

E
{

sup
0⩽t⩽T

|x(t)|2
}

⩽ KE

{
|x(0)|2 +

∫ T

0

|v(t)|2 dt

}
, (7)

where K > 0 is a constant relying on the Lipschitz constant
C and the time horizon T .

Lemma 2: (Generalized Itô formula) Let x(t) satisfy

dx(t) =b (t, x(t)) dt+ σ (t, x(t)) dW (t)

+

∫
G

c (t, θ, x(t−)) Ñp(dθ, dt),

and ϕ(·, ·) ∈ C1,2 ([0, T ]× Rn). Then

dϕ (t, x(t)) = ϕt (t, x) dt+ ⟨ϕx (t, x) , b (t, x)⟩ dt+

⟨ϕx (t, x) , σ (t, x)⟩ dW (t) +
1

2
tr {σ′(t, x)ϕxx(t, x)σ(t, x)} dt

+

∫
G

[ϕ(t, x+ c(t, θ, x))− ϕ(t, x)−

⟨ϕx(t, x), c(t, θ, x)⟩] ν(dθ)dt

+

∫
G

[ϕ (t, x(t−) + c (t, θ, x(t−)))− ϕ (t, x(t−))] Ñp(dθ, dt),

(8)
and ϕt and ϕx denote the partial derivatives of ϕ with respect
to t and x respectively, and ϕxx denotes the second-order
partial derivative of ϕ with respect to x.

Lemma 3: Consider the following differential equation:
Ṗ + PÃ+ Ã′P + C̃ ′PC̃ + Q̃

+

∫
G

(
Ẽ′(θ)PẼ(θ)

)
ν(dθ) = 0,

P (T ) = G̃, t ∈ [0, T ],

where Ã, C̃ ∈ L∞ (0, T ;Rn×n), Ẽ ∈
Mν,2 ([0, T ]×G,Rn×n), G̃ ∈ Sn+, Q̃ ∈ L∞ (0, T ;Sn+). Then,
the equation admits a unique solution P ∈ C

(
[0, T ];Sn+

)
.

III. MEAN-FIELD STOCHASTIC JUMP BOUNDED REAL
LEMMA

A finite horizon mean-field stochastic jump bounded real
lemma (for short, MF-SJBRL) is obtained in this section,
which serves as a crucial tool for analyzing stochastic H2/H∞
control. For stochastic system



dx(t) = I1,2 {A11(t)x(t) + B11(t)v(t)} dt
+ I1,2 {C11(t)x(t) +D11(t)v(t)} dW (t)

+

∫
G

I1,2{E11(t, θ)x(t−) + F11(t, θ)v(t)}Ñp(dθ, dt),

x(0) = x0 ∈ Rn,
z1(t) =M11x(t), t ∈ [0, T ],

(9)
define the perturbation operator as

∥L̃∥[0,T ] = sup
v∈U([0,T ];Rnv )
v ̸=0,x0=0

∥z1∥[0,T ]

∥v∥[0,T ]

:= sup
v∈U([0,T ];Rnv )
v ̸=0,x0=0

{
E
∫ T
0
(x′M ′

11M11x) dt
}1/2

{
E
∫ T
0
v′vdt

}1/2
,

(10)
and cost funtional

J1 (0, v; 0, x0) = E
∫ T

0

(
γ2v′v − z′1z1

)
dt. (11)

Lemma 4: (MF-SJBRL) ∥L̃∥[0,T ] < γ for some γ > 0 iff
the following differential Riccati equations (DRE) (with the
time argument t suppressed)

S(P )− G(P )Σ−1
0 (P )G′(P ) = 0,

P (T ) = 0,

Σ0(P ) > 0,

(12)


S̃(P,Q)− G̃(P,Q)Σ−1

2 (P )G̃′(P,Q) = 0,

Q(T ) = 0,

Σ2(P ) > 0.

(13)

have unique solution P,Q ≤ 0 on [0, T ], where

S(P ) = Ṗ + PA11 +A′
11P + C ′

11PC11

+

∫
G

{E11(θ)
′PE11(θ)}ν(dθ)−M ′

11M11,

G(P ) = PB11 + C ′
11PD11 +

∫
G

{E11(θ)
′PF11(θ)}ν(dθ),

Σ0(P ) = γ2I +D′
11PD11 +

∫
G

{F11(θ)
′PF11(θ)}ν(dθ),

S̃(P,Q) = Q̇+Q(A11 + Ā11) + (A11 + Ā11)
′Q

+ (C11 + C̄11)
′P (C11 + C̄11)
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+

∫
G

{(E11 + Ē11)(θ)
′P (E11 + Ē11)(θ)}ν(dθ)−M ′

11M11,

G̃(P,Q) = Q(B11 + B̄11) + (C11 + C̄11)
′P (D11 + D̄11)

+

∫
G

{(E11 + Ē11)(θ)
′P (F11 + F̄11)(θ)}ν(dθ),

Σ2(P ) = γ2I + (D11 + D̄11)
′P (D11 + D̄11)

+

∫
G

{(F11 + F̄11)(θ)
′P (F11 + F̄11)(θ)}ν(dθ).

(14)
For convenience, we denote Φ = −Σ0(P )

−1G′(P ),Ψ =
−Σ2(P )

−1G̃′(P,Q). Before proving the MF-SJBRL, we pro-
pose some lemmas.

Lemma 5: Assume that φ,ψ ∈ C ([0, T ];Rn×n) and
P γ,φ, Qγ,φ,ψ ∈ C ([0, T ];Sn) satisfy the following linear
differential matrix-valued equations

(
I

φ

)′(
S(P γ,φ) G(P γ,φ)
G′(P γ,φ) Σ0(P

γ,φ)

)(
I

φ

)
= 0,

P γ,φ(T ) = 0,
(15)

(
I

ψ

)′(
S̃(P γ,φ, Qγ,φ,ψ) G̃(P γ,φ, Qγ,φ,ψ)
G̃′(P γ,φ, Qγ,φ,ψ) Σ2(P

γ,φ)

)(
I

ψ

)
= 0,

Qγ,φ,ψ(T ) = 0.
(16)

Then, for any (τ, ξ) ∈ [0, T ] × L2
Fτ

(Ω;Rn), v ∈
U([τ, T ];Rnv ), we derive that

J1
(
0, v + φ(xφ,ψ − Exφ,ψ) + ψExφ,ψ; τ, ξ

)
=E ⟨(ξ − Eξ), P γ,φτ (ξ − Eξ)⟩+

〈
Eξ,Qγ,φ,ψτ Eξ

〉
+ E

∫ T

τ

⟨(v(t)− Ev(t)), (G′(P γ,φ) + Σ0(P
γ,φ)φ(t))·

(xφ,ψ(t)− Exφ,ψ(t))
〉
+ ⟨(G′(P γ,φ) + Σ0(P

γ,φ)φ(t))·
(xφ,ψ(t)− Exφ,ψ(t)), v(t)− Ev(t)

〉
+ ⟨v(t)− Ev(t),Σ0(P

γ,φ)(v(t)− Ev(t))⟩

+
〈
Ev(t), (G̃′(P γ,φ, Qγ,φ,ψ) + Σ2(P

γ,φ)ψ(t))Exφ,ψ(t)
〉

+
〈
(G̃′(P γ,φ, Qγ,φ,ψ) + Σ2(P

γ,φ)ψ(t))Exφ,ψ(t),Ev(t)
〉

+ ⟨Ev(t),Σ2(P
γ,φ)Ev(t)⟩ dt,

(17)
where

xφ,ψ(t, v(·); τ, ξ) = x
(
t, v + φ(xφ,ψ − Exφ,ψ) + ψExφ,ψ; τ, ξ

)
solves (9). In particular,

J1
(
0, φ(xφ,ψ − Exφ,ψ) + ψExφ,ψ; τ, ξ

)
=E ⟨(ξ − Eξ), P γ,φτ (ξ − Eξ)⟩+ ⟨Eξ,Qγ,φτ Eξ⟩ .

(18)

Lemma 6: If ∥L̃∥ < γ, then for any (τ, ξ) ∈ [0, T ] ×
L2
Fτ

(Ω;Rn), v ∈ U([τ, T ];Rnv ), there exists µ > 0 such that
J1 (0, v; τ, ξ) ≥ −µE|ξ|2.

Lemma 7: If ∥L̃∥ < γ, φ,ψ ∈ C ([0, T ];Rn×n) and
P γ,φ, Qγ,φ,ψ ∈ C ([0, T ];Sn) are the solutions of linear
differential matrix-valued equations (15)-(16). Then for any
δ > 0 satisfying δ < γ2−∥L̃∥2, Σ0(P

γ,φ) ≥ δI , Σ2(P
γ,φ) ≥

δI.

Proof: [Proof of Lemma 7] For any deterministic ṽ(·) ∈
Rnv , let x be the solution of

dx(t) =
{
A11(t)x(t) +B11(t)v(t)

}
dt

+
{
C11(t)x(t) +D11(t)v(t)

}
dW (t)

+

∫
G

{E11(t, θ)x(t−) + F11(t, θ)v(t)}Ñp(dθ, dt),

x(0) =0, t ∈ [0, T ],

and set

v(·) ≜ ṽW + φ(x− Ex) + ψEx ∈ U([0, T ];Rnv ).

Clearly,

E [x(t)] = 0, E[v(t)] = 0, t ∈ [0, T ]

By the uniqueness of the solution, x also solves (9) when
x0 = 0.

If ∥L̃∥ < γ, then

J1 (0, v; 0, 0) ≥ δE
∫ T

0

|v(s)|2ds, ∀v ∈ U([0, T ];Rnv ).

By Lemma 5,

J1
(
0, ṽW + φ(xφ,ψ − Exφ,ψ) + ψExφ,ψ; 0, 0

)
=E

∫ T

0

〈
ṽW, (G′(P γ,φ) + Σ0(P

γ,φ)φ(t))xφ,ψ(t)
〉

+
〈
(G′(P γ,φ) + Σ0(P

γ,φ)φ(t))xφ,ψ(t), ṽW
〉

+ ⟨ṽW,Σ0(P
γ,φ)ṽW ⟩ dt

≥δE
∫ T

0

|ṽW + φxφ,ψ|2dt.

(19)

Hence, the following holds:

E
∫ T

0

2
〈
[G′(P γ,φ) + (Σ0(P

γ,φ)− δI)φ]Wxφ,ψ, ṽ
〉

+W 2 ⟨(Σ0(P
γ,φ)− δI) ṽ, ṽ⟩ dt ≥ 0.

Now, applying Itô’s formula, we have dE
[
W (s)xφ,ψ(s)

]
= {[(A11(s) +B11(s)φ(s))]

E
[
W (s)xφ,ψ(s)

]
+ sB11(s)ṽ(s)

}
ds, s ∈ [0, T ],

E
[
W (0)xφ,ψ(0)

]
= 0.

Fix any u0 ∈ Rnv and take ṽ(s) = u01[t′,t′+h](s), with 0 <
t′ < t′ + h ⩽ T . Then

E [W (s)x(s)] =


0, s ∈ [0, t′] ,

Φ(s)
∫ s∧(t′+h)
t′ Φ(r)−1B11(r)ru0 dr,

s ∈ [t′, T ] ,

where Φ(·) is the solution of the following ordinary differential
equation:{

Φ̇(s) = [A11(s) +B11(s)φ(s)]Φ(s), s ∈ [0, T ],
Φ(0) = I.

Consequently, (19) becomes∫ t′+h

t′

{
2 ⟨[G′(P γ,φ) + (Σ0(P

γ,φ)− δI)φ] Φ(s)·∫ s

t′
Φ(r)−1B11(r)ru0dr, u0

〉
+ s ⟨(Σ0(P

γ,φ)− δI)u0, u0⟩
}
ds ⩾ 0.
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Dividing both sides by h and letting h→ 0, by using Lebesgue
differentiation theorem, we obtain

t′ ⟨[Σ0(P
γ,φ)− δI]u0, u0⟩ ⩾ 0, ∀u0 ∈ Rnv , t′ ∈ (0, T ].

By the continuity of Σ0(P
γ,φ), Σ0(P

γ,φ) ≥ δI on [0,T]. Set

v(·) ≜ ṽ + φ(x− Ex) + ψEx ∈ U([0, T ];Rnv ).

By lemma 5,

J1
(
0, ṽ + φ(xφ,ψ − Exφ,ψ) + ψExφ,ψ; 0, 0

)
=

E
∫ T

0

〈
Ev(t), (G̃′(P γ,φ, Qγ,φ,ψ) + Σ2(P

γ,φ)ψ(t))Exφ,ψ(t)
〉

+
〈
(G̃′(P γ,φ, Qγ,φ,ψ) + Σ2(P

γ,φ)ψ(t))Exφ,ψ(t),Ev(t)
〉

+ ⟨Ev(t),Σ2(P
γ,φ)Ev(t)⟩ dt

≥δE
∫ T

0

|ṽ + φ(xφ,ψ − Exφ,ψ) + ψExφ,ψ|2dt.
(20)

Hence, the following holds:∫ T

0

2
〈[

G̃′(P γ,φ, Qγ,φ,ψ) + (Σ2(P
γ,φ)− δI)ψ(t)

]
Exφ,ψ, ṽ

〉
+ ⟨(Σ2(P

γ,φ)− δI) ṽ, ṽ⟩ dt ≥ 0.

Now, applying Itô formula, we have dE
[
xφ,ψ(s)

]
=
{
[(A11(s) + Ā11(s)) + (B11(s)

+B̄11(s))ψ(s)]E
[
xφ,ψ(s)

]
+ (B11(s) + B̄11(s))ṽ(s)

}
ds,

E
[
xφ,ψ(0)

]
= 0, s ∈ [0, T ].

Fix any u0 ∈ Rnv and take ṽ(s) = u01[t′,t′+h](s), with 0 ⩽
t′ < t′ + h ⩽ T . Then

E
[
xφ,ψ(s)

]
=


0, s ∈ [0, t′] ,

Φ(s)
∫ s∧(t′+h)
t′ Φ(r)−1B̄11(r)u0dr,

s ∈ [t′, T ] ,

where Φ(·) is the solution of the following ordinary differential
equation:{

Φ̇(s) = [(A11(s) + Ā11(s)) + (B11(s) + B̄11(s))ψ(s)]Φ(s),
Φ(0) = I, s ∈ [0, T ].

Consequently, (20) becomes∫ t′+h

t′

{
2
〈[

G̃′(P γ,φ, Qγ,φ,ψ) + (Σ2(P
γ,φ)− δI)ψ(s)

]
Φ(s)·∫ s

t′
Φ(r)−1B̄11(r)u0dr, u0

〉
+ ⟨(Σ2(P

γ,φ)− δI)u0, u0⟩
}
ds ⩾ 0.

Dividing both sides by h and letting h→ 0, by using Lebesgue
differentiation theorem, we obtain

⟨[Σ2(P
γ,φ)− δI]u0, u0⟩ ⩾ 0, ∀u0 ∈ Rnv , a.e. t′ ∈ [0, T ].

So Σ0(P
γ,φ) ≥ δI and Σ2(P

γ,φ) ≥ δI .
Proof: [Proof of Lemma 4] Sufficiency:

By Itô formulation and DRE (12)-(13), the following equa-
tion holds.

J1 (0, v; τ, ξ)

=E ⟨ξ − Eξ, P (τ)(ξ − Eξ)⟩+ ⟨Eξ,Q(τ)Eξ⟩

+ E
∫ T

τ

{
{(v − Ev)− Φ(P )(x− Ex)}′Σ0(P )

{(v − Ev)− Φ(P )(x− Ex)}
+ {(Ev)−Ψ(P,Q)(Ex)}′Σ2(P )

{(Ev)−Ψ(P,Q)(Ex)}
}
dt.

When τ = 0, ξ = 0,

J1 (0, v; 0, 0) = E
∫ T

0

(
γ2∥v∥2 − ∥z1∥2

)
dt ≥ 0,

i.e. ∥L̃∥[0,T ] ≤ γ. We prove ∥L̃∥[0,T ] < γ below. Define the
operators L1 : L2

F ([0, T ],Rnv ) 7→ L2
F ([0, T ],Rnv ) and L̃1 :

L2
F ([0, T ],Rnv ) 7→ L2

F ([0, T ],Rnv ) as

L1(v(t)− Ev(t)) = v(t)− Ev(t)− (v∗(t)− Ev∗(t)),

L̃1(Ev(t)) = Ev(t)− Ev∗(t),

with the realization

dx(t) = {A11(t)x(t) + B11(t)v(t)} dt
+ {C11(t)x(t) +D11(t)v(t)} dW (t)

+

∫
G

{E11(t, θ)x(t−) + F11(t, θ)v(t)}Ñp(dθ, dt),

x(0) =

(
ξ − E[ξ]
E[ξ]

)
,

Ev(t)− Ev∗(t) = Ev(t)−Ψ(t)Ex(t),
v(t)− Ev(t)− (v∗(t)− Ev∗(t)) =
v(t)− Ev(t)− Φ(t)(x(t)− Ex(t)).

Then this is a linear continuous bijection. By inverse mapping
theorem, L−1

1 , L̃−1
1 exists and L−1

1 , L̃−1
1 is bounded, which is

determined by
dE[x(t)] = (A11(t) + Ā11(t)− (B11(t) + B̄11(t))Ψ(t))

E[x(t)] + (B11(t) + B̄11(t))(E[v(t)]− E[v∗(t)])dt,
E[x(0)] = E[ξ]

with
Ev(t) = Ψ(t)Ex(t) + (Ev(t)− Ev∗(t)),

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

dx(t)− E[x(t)] =
{
(A11(t)−B11(t)Ψ(t))(x(t)− E[x(t)])

+B11(t)(v(t)− E[v(t)]− (v∗(t)− Ev∗(t)))
}
dt

+
{
(C11(t)−D11(t)Ψ(t))(x(t)− E[x(t)])

+ (C11(t) + C̄11(t))E[x(t)]
+D11(t)(v(t)− E[v(t)]− (v∗(t)− Ev∗(t)))
+ (D11(t) + D̄11(t))E[v(t)]

}
dW (t)

+

∫
G

{
(E11(t, θ)− F11(t, θ)Ψ(t))(x(t−)− E[x(t−)])

+ (E11(t, θ) + Ē11(t, θ))E[x(t−)]

+ F11(t, θ)(v(t)− E[v(t)]− (v∗(t)− Ev∗(t)))
+ (F11(t, θ)− F̄11(t, θ))E[v(t)]

}
Ñp(dθ, dt),

x(0)− E[x(0)] = ξ − E[ξ]
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with

v(t)− Ev(t) =
Φ(t)(x(t)− Ex(t)) + (v(t)− Ev(t)− (v∗(t)− Ev∗(t))).

Then there exists ε > 0, δ > 0, such that

J1 (0, v; 0, 0)

=E
∫ T

0

{
{(v − Ev)− Φ(x− Ex)}′Σ0(P )

{(v − Ev)− Φ(x− Ex)}+
{(Ev)−Ψ(Ex)}′Σ2(P ){(Ev)−Ψ(Ex)}

}
dt

≥δE
∫ T

0

{
((v − Ev)− Φ(x− Ex))2 + (Ev −Ψ(Ex))2

}
dt

=δ ∥L1(v(t)− Ev(t))∥2[0,T ] + δ∥L̃1(Ev(t))∥2[0,T ]

=δ
1

∥L−1
1 ∥

∥v(t)− Ev(t)∥2[0,T ] + δ
1

∥L̃−1
1 ∥

∥Ev(t)∥2[0,T ]

≥ε(∥v(t)− Ev(t)∥2[0,T ] + ∥Ev(t)∥2[0,T ])

>0,

which yields ∥L̃∥ < γ. The sufficiency of MF-SJBRL is
completely proved.

Necessity: We study the global solvability of DREs. The
function

f (t, P ) = S(P )− G(P )Σ−1
0 (P )G′(P )− Ṗ

is continuously differentiable on [0, T ] × Df , where Df =
{P : det (Σγ0(t, P (t))) ̸= 0}. The global solution of DREs is
equivalent to the solution of

P (t) = P (T ) +

∫ T

t

f (t, P ) dt.

Define φ(P̂ ) = −Σ0(P̂ )
−1G′(P̂ ), and

F (t, P ; P̂ ) =

(
I

φ(P̂ )

)′( S(P ) G(P )
G′(P ) Σ0(P )

)(
I

φ(P̂ )

)
.

(21)
Obviously,

F (t, P ; P̂ ) = Ṗ + P (A11 +B11φ(P̂ )) + (A11 +B11φ(P̂ ))
′P

+ (C11 +D11φ(P̂ ))
′P (C11 +D11φ(P̂ ))

+

∫
G

{(E11 + F11φ(P̂ ))(θ)
′P (E11 + F11φ(P̂ ))(θ)}ν(dθ)

−M ′
11M11 + γ2φ(P̂ )′φ(P̂ ).

Then construct an iteration sequence below. At first, let P̂ = 0,
then {

F (t, P1; P̂ ) = 0,

P1(T ) = 0.

It is a linear ordinary differential equation which has a unique
solution P1. Next, let P̂ = P1, then{

F (t, P2;P1) = 0,

P2(T ) = 0.

Repeat the above step to obtain the sequence {Pn}∞n=1. And

− d(Pn − Pn+1)

=(Pn − Pn+1)Ãn + Ã′
n(Pn − Pn+1) + C̃ ′

n(Pn − Pn+1)C̃n

+

∫
G

{Ẽn(θ)′(Pn − Pn+1)Ẽn(θ)}ν(dθ)

+ PnB11(φ(Pn−1)− φ(Pn)) + (φ(Pn−1)− φ(Pn))
′B′

11Pn

− γ2φ(Pn)
′φ(Pn) + γ2φ(Pn−1)

′φ(Pn−1)

+ C̃ ′
n−1PnC̃n−1 − C̃ ′

nPnC̃n

+

∫
G

{Ẽn−1(θ)
′PnẼn−1(θ)}ν(dθ)

−
∫
G

{Ẽn(θ)′PnẼn(θ)}ν(dθ)

=(Pn − Pn+1)Ãn + Ã′
n(Pn − Pn+1) + C̃ ′

n(Pn − Pn+1)·

C̃n +

∫
G

{Ẽn(θ)′(Pn − Pn+1)Ẽn(θ)}ν(dθ)

+ (φ(Pn−1)− φ(Pn))
′Σ0(Pn)(φ(Pn−1)− φ(Pn)),

where Ãn = A11 +B11φ(Pn), C̃n = C11 +D11φ(Pn), Ẽn =
E11 + F11φ(Pn). By Lemma 3, (Pn − Pn+1) ≥ 0. Repeat
the same procedure, we can also get the decreasing sequence
{Qn}∞n=1.

By Lemma 5 and Lemma 6, when ξ = xWt, x ∈ Rn,

J1
(
0, φ(xφ,ψ − Exφ,ψ) + ψExφ,ψ; t, ξ

)
=

E ⟨xWt, Pn(t)xWt⟩ ≥ −µE|xWt|2.

Then Pn(t) ≥ −µI for t ∈ [0, T ]. When ξ ∈ Rn, we have

J1
(
0, φ(xφ,ψ − Exφ,ψ) + ψExφ,ψ; t, ξ

)
= ⟨Eξ,Qn(t)Eξ⟩ ≥ −µE|ξ|2.

Then Qn(t) ≥ −µI for t ∈ [0, T ].

Considering that 0 ≥ P1 ≥ P2 ≥ . . . ≥ Pn ≥ . . . ≥ −µI
and 0 ≥ Q1 ≥ Q2 ≥ . . . ≥ Qn ≥ . . . ≥ −µI . By monotone
convergence theorem, there exists P,Q such that Pn → P,
Qn → Q. Because of Lebesgue’s dominated convergence
theorem,

P (t) = lim
n→∞

Pn(t) = P (T ) + lim
n→∞

∫ T

t

f (s, Pn;Pn−1) ds

= P (T ) +

∫ T

t

lim
n→∞

f (s, Pn;Pn−1) ds

= P (T ) +

∫ T

t

f (s, P ;P ) ds

satisfies (12). Moreover, by Lemma 7,

Σ0(t, P (t)) = lim
n→∞

Σ0(t, Pn(t)) ≥ δI > 0,

so is Σγ2(t, P (t)) on [0, T ]. Repeating the procedure for Qn,
and then derives the DRE (12)-(13) having a solution (P,Q)
on [0, T ].
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Suppose P̃ ∈ C ([0, T ];Rn×n) is another solution of (12).
Set P̂ ≜ P − P̃ . Then P̂ satisfies

S(P̂ ) +M ′
11M11 − G′(P̂ )Σ−1

0 (P )G′(P )

− G(P̃ )Σ−1
0 (P̃ )G′(P̂ )

+ G(P̃ )Σ−1
0 (P )D′

11P̂D11Σ
−1
0 (P̃ )G′(P̃ ) + G(P̃ )·

Σ−1
0 (P )

∫
G

F ′
11P̂F11ν(dθ)Σ

−1
0 (P̃ )G′(P̃ ) = 0,

P̂ (T ) = 0,

where Σ0(P ) > 0 and Σ0(P̃ ) > 0. Since
∣∣Σ−1

0 (P )
∣∣ and∣∣∣Σ−1

0 (P̃ )
∣∣∣ are uniformly bounded due to their continuity, we

can apply Gronwall’s inequality to get P̂ (t) ≡ 0. This proves
the uniqueness of the equation (12). Repeating the previous
steps, the uniqueness for equation (13) is derived due to the
uniform boundedness of all the coefficients. The proof is
completed.

IV. STOCHASTIC H2/H∞ CONTROL

Theorem 1: Finite horizon H2/H∞ control has solution
(u∗(t, x), v∗(t, x)), where u∗(t, x) and v∗(t, x) are the fol-
lowing time-variant feedback strategies:

u∗(t, x) = K2(t)x(t) + K̃2(t)E(x(t))
= K2(t)[x(t)− E(x(t))] + (K2(t) + K̃2(t))E(x(t)),

v∗(t, x) = K1(t)x(t) + K̃1(t)E(x(t))
= K1(t)[x(t)− E(x(t))] + (K1(t) + K̃1(t))E(x(t)),

(22)
respectively, iff the four sets of coupled Riccati equations S1(P1)− G1(P1)Σ

−1
0 (P1)G′

1(P1) = 0,
P1(T ) = 0,
Σ0(P1) > 0,

(23)

 S̃1(P1, Q1)− G̃1(P1, Q1)Σ2(P1)
−1G̃′

1(P1, Q1) = 0,
Q1(T ) = 0,
Σ2(P1) > 0,

(24)
S2(P2)− G2(P2)Σ

−1
0 (P2)G′

2(P2) = 0,
P2(T ) = 0,

Σ̃0(P2) > 0,
(25)

 S̃2(P2, Q2)− G̃2(P2, Q2)Σ
−1
2 (P2)G̃′

2(P2, Q2) = 0,
Q2(T ) = 0,

Σ̃2(P2) > 0,
(26)

have the solution (P1, Q1;P2, Q2;K1, K̃1;K2, K̃2) on [0, T ].
Furthermore, P1(t), Q1(t) < 0, P2(t), Q2(t) > 0. In this case,

1)

u∗(t, x) =− Σ̃−1
0 (P2)G′

2(P2)(x(t−)− E(x(t−)))

− Σ̃−1
2 (P2)G̃′

2(P2, Q2)E(x(t−)),

v∗(t, x) =− Σ−1
0 (P1)G′

1(P1)(x(t−)− E(x(t−)))

− Σ−1
2 (P1)G̃′

1(P1, Q1)E(x(t−)),

2)

J1(u
∗, v∗; 0, x0) =E ⟨x0 − Ex0, P1(0)(x0 − Ex0)⟩

+ ⟨Ex0, Q1(0)Ex0⟩ ,
J2 (u

∗, v∗; 0, x0) =E ⟨x0 − Ex0, P2(0)(x0 − Ex0)⟩
+ ⟨Ex0, Q2(0)Ex0⟩ ,

where

S1(P1) = Ṗ1 + P1(A+B2K2) + (A+B2K2)
′P1

+ (C +D2K2)
′P1(C +D2K2)

+

∫
G

{(E + F2K2)
′(θ)P1(E + F2K2)(θ)}ν(dθ)

−M ′M −K ′
2K2,

G1(P1) = P1B1 + (C +D2K2)
′P1D1

+

∫
G

{(E + F2K2)
′(θ)P1F1(θ)}ν(dθ),

Σ0(P1) = γ2I +D′
1P1D1 +

∫
G

{F ′
1(θ)P1F1(θ)}ν(dθ),

S̃1(P1, Q1) = Q̇1 +Q1[A+ Ā+ (B2 + B̄2)(K2 + K̃2)]

+ {A+ Ā+ (B2 + B̄2)(K2 + K̃2)}′Q1

+ {C + C̄ + (D2 + D̄2)(K2 + K̃2)}′P1·
[C + C̄ + (D2 + D̄2)(K2 + K̃2)]

+

∫
G

{[E + Ē + (F2 + F̄2)(K2 + K̃2)]
′(θ)P1·

{E + Ē + (F2 + F̄2)(K2 + K̃2)}(θ)}ν(dθ)
−M ′M −K ′

2K2 − K̃ ′
2K̃2,

G̃1(P1, Q1) = Q1(B1 + B̄1) + [C + C̄ + (D2 + D̄2)(K2

+ K̃2)]P1(D1 + D̄1) +

∫
G

[E + Ē + (F2 + F̄2)(K2

+ K̃2)](θ)P1(F1 + F̄1)(θ)ν(dθ),

Σ2(P1) = γ2I + (D1 + D̄1)
′P1(D1 + D̄1)

+

∫
G

{(F1 + F̄1)(θ)
′P1(F1 + F̄1)(θ)}ν(dθ),

S2(P2) = Ṗ2 + P2(A+B1K1) + (A+B1K1)
′P2

+ (C +D1K1)
′P2(C +D1K1) +

∫
G

{(E + F1K1)
′

(θ)P2(E + F1K1)(θ)}ν(dθ) +M ′M,

G2(P2) = P2B2 + (C +D1K1)
′P2D2

+

∫
G

{(E + F1K1)
′(θ)P2F2(θ)}ν(dθ),

Σ̃0(P2) = I +D′
2P2D2 +

∫
G

{F ′
2(θ)P2F2(θ)}ν(dθ),
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S̃2(P2, Q2) = Q̇2 +Q2{A+ Ā+ (B1 + B̄1)(K1 + K̃1)}+
{A+ Ā+ (B1 + B̄1)(K1 + K̃1)}′Q2

+ {C + C̄ + (D1 + D̄1)(K1 + K̃1)}′P2·
{C + C̄ + (D1 + D̄1)(K1 + K̃1)}

+

∫
G

{(E + Ē + (F1 + F̄1)(K1 + K̃1))
′(θ)P2·

(E + Ē + (F1 + F̄1)(K1 + K̃1))(θ)}ν(dθ)
+M ′M,

G̃2(P2, Q2) = Q2(B2 + B̄2) + [C + C̄ + (D1

+ D̄1)(K1 + K̃1)]P2(D2 + D̄2)

+

∫
G

{E + Ē + (F1 + F̄1)(K1 + K̃1)}(θ)·

P2(F2 + F̄2)(θ)ν(dθ),

Σ̃2(P2) =I + (D2 + D̄2)
′P2(D2 + D̄2)+∫

G

{(F2 + F̄2)(θ)
′P2(F2 + F̄2)(θ)}ν(dθ).

Proof: Sufficiency: From the state equation, we have



dx(t) = {A(t)x(t) + B2(t)u(t) + B1(t)v(t)} dt
+ {C(t)x(t) +D2(t)u(t) +D1(t)v(t)} dW (t)

+
∫
G
{E(t, θ)x(t−) + F2(t, θ)u(t)

+F1(t, θ)v(t)}Ñp(dθ, dt),
x(0) = x0,

Then by Itô formulation and DRE (23), it follows that

J1

(
K2x+ K̃2E(x), v; 0, x0

)
=E

∫ T

0

(
γ2v′v − x′M ′Mx− (u∗)′(u∗)

)
dt

+ E
∫ T

0

d((x− Ex)′P1(x− Ex)) + E
∫ T

0

d((Ex)′Q1(Ex))

+ E ⟨x0 − Ex0, P1(0)(x0 − Ex0)⟩+ ⟨Ex0, Q1(0)Ex0⟩
=E ⟨x0 − Ex0, P1(0)(x0 − Ex0)⟩+ ⟨Ex0, Q1(0)Ex0⟩

+ E
∫ T

0

{
{(v − Ev) + Σ−1

0 (P1)G′
1(P1)(x− Ex)}′Σ0(P1)·

{(v − Ev) + Σ−1
0 (P1)G′

1(P1)(x− Ex)}
+ {(Ev) + Σ−1

2 (P1)G̃′
1(P1, Q1)(Ex)}′Σ2(P1){(Ev)

+ Σ−1
2 (P1)G̃′

1(P1, Q1)(Ex)}
}
dt.

It is obvious that v − Ev = −Σ−1
0 (P1)G′

1(P1)(x − Ex) and
Ev = −Σ−1

2 (P1)G̃′
1(P1, Q1)(Ex) arrive at the minimum of

cost function J1(u∗, v; 0, x0), i.e.

v∗ =− Σ−1
0 (P1)G′

1(P1)(x(t−)− Ex(t−))

− Σ−1
2 (P1)G̃′

1(P1, Q1)(Ex(t−)),

J1(u
∗, v∗; 0, x0) =E ⟨x0 − Ex0, P1(0)(x0 − Ex0)⟩

+ ⟨Ex0, Q1(0)Ex0⟩ .

When x0 = 0, J1(u
∗, v; 0, 0) ≥ 0, then ∥L∥ ≤ γ. By the same

procedure,

J2(u, v
∗; 0, x0)

=E ⟨x0 − Ex0, P2(0)(x0 − Ex0)⟩+ ⟨Ex0, Q2(0)Ex0⟩

+ E
∫ T

0

{
{(u− Eu) + Σ̃−1

0 (P2)G′
2(P2)}(x− Ex)}′Σ̃0(P2)·

{(u− Eu) + Σ̃−1
0 (P2)G′

2(P2)}(x− Ex)}
+ {(Eu) + Σ̃−1

2 (P2)G̃′
2(P2, Q2)(Ex)}′·

Σ̃2(P2){(Eu) + Σ̃−1
2 (P2)G̃′

2(P2, Q2)(Ex)}
}
dt,

and
u∗ =− Σ̃−1

0 (P2)G′
2(P2)(x(t−)− Ex(t−))

− Σ̃−1
2 (P2)G̃′

2(P2, Q2)E(x(t−)).

The proof of ∥L∥ < γ is the same as in MF-SJBRL.
Necessity: Implementing u∗(t, x) = K2(t)x(t) +

K̃2(t)E(x(t)) in system (1), the state equation becomes

dx(t) = {(A+B2K2)x(t) + (Ā+B2K̃2 + B̄2(K2 + K̃2))·
E[x(t)] +B1(t)v(t) + B̄1(t)E[v(t)]}dt+
{(C +D2K2)x(t) + (C̄ +D2K̃2 + D̄2(K2 + K̃2))E[x(t)]
+D1(t)v(t) + D̄1(t)E[v(t)]}dW (t)+∫
G

{(E + F2K2)(θ)x(t−) + (Ē + F2K̃2 + F̄2(K2 + K̃2))

(θ)E[x(t−)] + F1(t, θ)v(t) + F̄1(t, θ)E[v(t)]}Ñp(dθ, dt),
x(0) = x0,

z(t) =

(
Mx(t)

NK2x(t) +NK̃2E(x(t))

)
.

By definition of H2/H∞ control, we have ∥L∥ < γ. Then
we can derive that Riccati equation (23) has a unique solution
(P,Q) through MF-SJBRL. And the worst-case disturbance

v∗ =− Σ−1
0 (P1)G′

1(P1)(x(t−)− E(x(t−)))

− Σ−1
2 (P1)G̃′

1(P1, Q1)E(x(t−)).

Substituting v∗(t) = K1(t)x(t) + K̃1(t)E(x(t)) into system
(1), it is obvious that minimizing J2(u, v∗; 0, x0) is a classical
linear quadratic control problem under standard assumption.
By using Theorem IV.1. in [17], the Riccati equation (25) has
a unique solution. Combining all of the above, we get Theorem
1. The proof is completed.

V. NUMERICAL SIMULATION

In this section, we consider a portfolio problem in financial
markets. System (1) represents dynamics of the stock price,
external interference v(t) represents macroeconomic fluctua-
tions, tariff policy, or other factors on the stock price, jumping
process simulates the instantaneous impact of such as breaking
news events or black swan events or other events on the stock
price, and the mean field term reflects the interaction between a
large number of investors and the market (according to market
pricing theory, the game between investors affects the overall
price trend through anticipation transmission). So the stock
price is modeled as formula (1).
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In order to ensure the robustness of the investment strategy,
we model it as H2/H∞ control problem represented by (2) and
(3). Not only the impact of external interference is considered
to avoid reliance on policy intervention leading to a large
withdrawal of the portfolio, but also the implementation cost
(3) is considered. For continuous coupled Riccati equations, it
is not easy to get its unique solution. Therefore, we consider to
discretize it and obtain the solution by numerically simulating
the difference equation. If the matrix-valued equations (23),
(25) are solvable, we can obtain H2/H∞ control by the
algorithm as follows:

1) For given γ > 0, we can compute Σ0,Σ2, Σ̃0, Σ̃2 and
K1,K1 + K̃1,K2,K2 + K̃2.

2) If Σ0 > 0,Σ2 > 0, Σ̃0 > 0, Σ̃2 > 0, we can
substitute the obtained K1,K1 + K̃1,K2,K2 + K̃2

into the matrix equations (23), (24), (25), (26). Then
P1(T −∆t), Q1(T −∆t), P2(T −∆t), Q2(T −∆t) are
available by solving the matrix equations (23), (24), (25),
(26) with P1(T ), Q1(T ), P2(T ), Q2(T ).

3) Repeat the above procedures, (K1,K1 + K̃1,K2,K2 +
K̃2) and (P1, Q1, P2, Q2) can be computed recursively
for t = T, T −∆t, T − 2∆t, · · ·,∆t, 0.

Next, we present a two-dimensional numerical example. In
system (1), set T = 0.1, ∆t = 0.001, γ = 5, G =
{1}, ν(G) = 1. According to the above algorithm, we can
obtain the solutions of the coupled matrix-valued equations
(23), (24), (25), (26) backward by using standard fourth-order
Runge-Kutta iteration procedure. Figure 1 and figure 2 shows
the evolution of P1, Q1 and P2, Q2. Figure 3 and 4 shows the
evolution of det(P1), det(Q1) and det(P2), det(Q2).

For simplicity, we set the parameter matrix to be a constant
matrix in example. There is no intrinsic difficulty for time-
varying matrices. The parameters of system (1) are set as
follows:

M =

[
1 0
0 1

]
, A =

[
1 2
−2 1

]
, Ā =

[
1 −2
2 1

]
, B1 =

[
1
1

]
,

B̄1 =

[
0.5
−1

]
, B2 =

[
1
1

]
, B̄2 =

[
2
−1

]
, C =

[
1 2
2 1

]
,

C̄ =

[
1 2
2 1

]
, D1 =

[
2
1

]
, D̄1 =

[
1
1

]
, D2 =

[
2
−2

]
,

D̄2 =

[
−2
2

]
, E = θ ∗

[
−1 1
3 1

]
, Ē = θ ∗

[
−1 0
3 1

]
,

F1 = θ ∗
[
2
1

]
, F̄1 = θ ∗

[
2
2

]
, F2 = θ ∗

[
2
1

]
, F̄2 = θ ∗

[
2
2

]
.

If we keep reducing the value of γ, we will meet a threshold
which determine the solvability of Riccati equations (23)-(25).

VI. SOLVE H∞ CONTROL BY REINFORCEMENT
LEARNING

In this section, we propose a reinforcement learning ap-
proach to solve the H∞ control problem for the mean-field

system (27) without prior knowledge of the system dynamics.



dx(t) =
{
A(t)x(t) + Ā(t)E[x(t)] +B2(t)u(t)

+B̄2(t)E[u(t)] +B1(t)v(t) + B̄1(t)E[v(t)]
}
dt

+
{
C(t)x(t) + C̄(t)E[x(t)] +D2(t)u(t)

+D̄2(t)E[u(t)] +D1(t)v(t) + D̄1(t)E[v(t)]
}
dW (t),

x(0) =

(
ξ − E[ξ]
E[ξ]

)
.

(27)
Based on the discussions in the previous sections, we have the
following lemma.

Lemma 8: Assume that ū(t) = L ∗ [x(t)− E(x(t))] + L̃ ∗
E(x(t)) is an H∞ control and v̄(t) = F ∗ [x(t)−E(x(t))] +
F̃ ∗E(x(t)) is the corresponding worst-case disturbance, then

Fig. 1. The trajectories of P1 and Q1

Fig. 2. The trajectories of P2 and Q2
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Fig. 3. The trajectories of det(P1) and det(Q1)

Fig. 4. The trajectories of det(P2) and det(Q2)

Fig. 5. The trajectories of K1 and K1 + K̃1

Fig. 6. The trajectories of K2 and K2 + K̃2

the following DREs:

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

Ṗ + PA+A′P + C ′PC +M ′M + [PB1 + C ′PD1]

[γ2I −D′
1PD1]

−1[PB1 + C ′PD1]
′−

[PB2 + C ′PD2][I +D′
2PD2]

−1[PB2 + C ′PD2]
′ = 0,

P (T ) = 0,

Q̇+Q(A+ Ā) + (A+ Ā)′Q+ (C + C̄)′P (C + C̄)

+M ′M + [Q(B1 + B̄1) + (C + C̄)′P (D1 + D̄1)]

[γ2I − (D1 + D̄1)
′P (D1 + D̄1)]

−1

[Q(B1 + B̄1) + (C + C̄)′P (D1 + D̄1)]
′

− [Q(B2 + B̄2) + (C + C̄)′P (D2 + D̄2)]

[I + (D2 + D̄2)
′P (D2 + D̄2)]

−1

[Q(B2 + B̄2) + (C + C̄)′P (D2 + D̄2)]
′ = 0,

Q(T ) = 0,
(28)

admit a solution pair (P,Q) and

L =− [I +D′
2PD2]

−1[PB2 + C ′PD2]
′,

F =[γ2I −D′
1PD1]

−1[PB1 + C ′PD1]
′,

L̃ =− [I + (D2 + D̄2)
′P (D2 + D̄2)]

−1

[Q(B2 + B̄2) + (C + C̄)′P (D2 + D̄2)]
′,

F̃ =[γ2I − (D1 + D̄1)
′P (D1 + D̄1)]

−1

[Q(B1 + B̄1) + (C + C̄)′P (D1 + D̄1)]
′.

(29)

This lemma leads to the following Lyapunov equations for
policy evaluation in the k-th iteration:



Ṗ k+1,j+1 + P k+1,j+1(A+B2L
k+1,j +B1F

k)+

(A+B2L
k+1,j +B1F

k)′P k+1,j+1 + (C +D2L
k+1,j

+D1F
k)′P k+1,j+1(C +D2L

k+1,j +D1F
k)

+M ′M + (Lk+1,j)′Lk+1,j − γ2(F k)′F k = 0,

P k+1,j+1(T ) = 0,
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

Q̇k+1,j+1 +Qk+1,j+1[A+ Ā+ (B2 + B̄2)(L̃
k+1,j)+

(B1 + B̄1)(F̃ k)] + [A+ Ā+ (B2 + B̄2)(L̃
k+1,j)

+ (B1 + B̄1)(F̃ k)]
′Qk+1,j+1 + [C + C̄+

(D2 + D̄2)L̃
k+1,j + (D1 + D̄1)F̃ k]

′P k+1,j+1

[C + C̄ + (D2 + D̄2)L̃
k+1,j + (D1 + D̄1)F̃ k]

+M ′M + (L̃k+1,j)′L̃k+1,j − γ2F̃ k
′
F̃ k = 0,

Qk+1,j+1(T ) = 0,
(30)

and the equations for policy improvement:

Lk+1,j+1 =− [I +D′
2P

k+1,j+1D2]
−1

[P k+1,j+1B2 + (C +D1F
k)′P k+1,j+1D2]

′,

F k+1 =[γ2I −D′
1P

k+1D1]
−1

[P k+1B1 + (C +D2L
k+1)′P k+1D1]

′,

L̃k+1,j+1 =− [I + (D2 + D̄2)
′P k+1,j+1(D2 + D̄2)]

−1

[Qk+1,j+1(B2 + B̄2) + {(C + C̄) + (D1 + D̄1)

F̃ k}′P k+1,j+1(D2 + D̄2)]
′,

F̃ k+1 =[γ2I − (D1 + D̄1)
′P k+1(D1 + D̄1)]

−1

[Qk+1(B1 + B̄1) + {(C + C̄) + (D2 + D̄2)

L̃k+1}′P k+1(D1 + D̄1)]
′.

(31)

Applying Itô’s formula to (x(τ) − E[x(τ)])⊤P (x(τ) −
E[x(τ)]) and (E[x(τ)])⊤Q(E[x(τ)]), then integrating along
the trajectory of system (27) and taking the condi-
tional expectation, we obtain from (30) that (abbreviate
(P k+1,j+1, Qk+1,j+1) as (P k+1, Qk+1)):

E
[
(xti+1 − E[xti+1 ])

⊤P k+1
ti+1

(xti+1 − E[xti+1 ]) | Fti
]
+

E[xti+1
| Fti ]⊤Qk+1

ti+1
E[xti+1

| Fti ]− x⊤tiQ
k+1
ti xti

=E
{∫ ti+1

ti

[
−E[x(τ)]⊤

(
M⊤M − γ2

(
F̃ k
)⊤

F̃ k+(
L̃k+1,j

)⊤
L̃k+1,j

)
E[x(τ)]− (x(τ)− E[x(τ)])⊤

(
M⊤M

−γ2(F k)⊤F k + (Lk+1,j)⊤Lk+1,j
)
(x(τ)− E[x(τ)])

+ 2
(
E[u(τ)]− L̃k+1,jE[x(τ)]

)⊤
{(B2 + B̄2)

⊤Qk+1+

[(D2 + D̄2)
⊤P k+1(C + C̄) + (D1 + D̄1)F̃

k]}E[x(τ)]

+ 2
(
E[v(τ)]− F̃ kE[x(τ)]

)⊤
{(B1 + B̄1)

⊤Qk+1+

(D1 + D̄1)
⊤P k+1[C + C̄ + (D2 + D̄2)L̃

k+1,j ]}E[x(τ)]

+ 2
(
(u(τ)− E[u(τ)])− Lk+1,j(x(τ)− E[x(τ)])

)⊤
{B⊤

2 P
k+1 +D⊤

2 P
k+1(C +D1F

k)}(x(τ)− E[x(τ)])

+ 2
(
(v(τ)− E[v(τ)])− F k(x(τ)− E[x(τ)])

)⊤
[B⊤

1 P
k+1

+D⊤
1 P

k+1(C +D2L
k+1,j)](x(τ)− E[x(τ)])

+ (u(τ)− E[u(τ)])⊤D⊤
2 P

k+1D2(u(τ)− E[u(τ)])
− (x(τ)− E[x(τ)])⊤(Lk+1,j)⊤D⊤

2 P
k+1D2L

k+1,j(x(τ)−
E[x(τ)]) + (v(τ)− E[v(τ)])⊤D⊤

1 P
k+1D1(v(τ)− E[v(τ)])

− (x(τ)− E[x(τ)])⊤F k⊤D⊤
1 P

k+1D1F
k(x(τ)− E[x(τ)])

+ E[u(τ)]⊤(D2 + D̄2)
⊤P k+1(D2 + D̄2)(E[u(τ)])

− E[x(τ)]⊤(Lk+1,j)⊤(D2 + D̄2)
⊤P k+1

(D2 + D̄2)(L
k+1,j)E[x(τ)]

+ (E[v(τ)])⊤(D1 + D̄1)
⊤P k+1(D1 + D̄1)(E[v(τ)])

− E[x(τ)]⊤F k⊤(D1 + D̄1)
⊤P k+1(D1 + D̄1)F

kE[x(τ)]
+ 2(u(τ)− E[u(τ)])⊤D⊤

2 P
k+1D1(v(τ)− E[v(τ)])

− 2(u(τ)− E[u(τ)])⊤D⊤
2 P

k+1D1F
k(x(τ)− E[x(τ)])

− 2(x(τ)− E[x(τ)])⊤(Lk+1,j)⊤D⊤
2 P

k+1D1

(v(τ)− E[v(τ)]) + 2(x(τ)− E[x(τ)])⊤(Lk+1,j)⊤

D⊤
2 P

k+1D1F
k(x(τ)− E[x(τ)])

+ 2E[u(τ)]⊤(D2 + D̄2)
⊤P k+1(D1 + D̄1)(E[v(τ)])

− 2E[u(τ)]⊤(D2 + D̄2)
⊤P k+1(D1 + D̄1)F̃

kE[x(τ)]
− 2E[x(τ)]⊤(L̃k+1,j)⊤(D2 + D̄2)

⊤P k+1(D1 + D̄1)E[v(τ)]
+ 2E[x(τ)]⊤(L̃k+1,j)⊤(D2 + D̄2)

⊤P k+1(D1 + D̄1)F̃
k

E[x(τ)]] dτ | Fti} .
(32)

For any matrix P ∈ Sn and vector x ∈ Rn, we define

svec(P ) := [p11, 2p12, . . . , 2p1n, p22, 2p23, . . . , 2pn−1,n, pnn]
⊤

∈ R
1
2n(n+1),

x̄ :=[
x21, x1x2, . . . , x1xn, x

2
2, x2x3, . . . , xn−1xn, x

2
n

]⊤ ∈ R
1
2n(n+1).

Construct the regression column vector as

Ξk+1,j+1
i :=[
svec

(
Qk+1,j+1(ti+1)

)⊤
, svec

(
Qk+1,j+1(ti)

)⊤
,

vec
(
B̃k+1,j+1
2 (ti)

)⊤
, vec

(
B̃k+1,j+1
1 (ti)

)⊤
,

vec
(
Bk+1,j+1
2 (ti)

)⊤
, vec

(
Bk+1,j+1
1 (ti)

)⊤
,

svec
(
D̃k+1,j+1

2 (ti)
)⊤

, svec
(
D̃k+1,j+1

1 (ti)
)⊤

,

svec
(
Dk+1,j+1

2 (ti)
)⊤

, svec
(
Dk+1,j+1

1 (ti)
)⊤

,

vec
(
Hk+1,j+1(ti)

)⊤
, vec

(
H̃k+1,j+1(ti)

)⊤
,

svec
(
P k+1,j+1(ti+1)

)⊤]⊤
,

where (abbreviate (P k+1,j+1, Qk+1,j+1) as (P k+1, Qk+1))

B̃(k+1,j+1)
2 = (B2 + B̄2)

⊤Qk+1 + [(D2 + D̄2)
⊤P k+1

(C + C̄) + (D1 + D̄1)F̃
k],

B̃(k+1,j+1)
1 = (B1 + B̄1)

⊤Qk+1 + [(D1 + D̄1)
⊤P k+1

(C + C̄) + (D2 + D̄2)L̃
k+1,j ],

B(k+1,j+1)
2 = B⊤

2 P
k+1 + [D⊤

2 P
k+1(C +D1F

k)],

B(k+1,j+1)
1 = B⊤

1 P
k+1 + [D⊤

1 P
k+1(C +D2L

k+1,j)],
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D̃(k+1,j+1)
2 = (D2 + D̄2)

⊤P k+1(D2 + D̄2),

D̃(k+1,j+1)
1 = (D1 + D̄1)

⊤P k+1(D1 + D̄1),

D(k+1,j+1)
2 = D⊤

2 P
k+1D2,

D(k+1,j+1)
1 = D⊤

1 P
k+1D1,

Hk+1 = D⊤
2 P

k+1D1,

H̃k+1 = (D2 + D̄2)
⊤P k+1(D1 + D̄1).

Then (32) on the interval [ti, ti+1] can be reformulated as:

Φk+1,j
i Ξk+1,j+1

i = Θk+1,j
i . (33)

Under the assumption that Φ has full column rank (which can
be ensured by an appropriate rank condition), the unknown
vector Ξk+1,j+1 can be solved in the least-squares sense by

Ξk+1,j+1
i =

((
Φk+1,j
i

)⊤
Φk+1,j
i

)−1 (
Φk+1,j
i

)⊤
Θk+1,j
i ,

where the matrices Φ and Θ are defined by the collected data.

Φk+1,j
i =

[
∆x̄, ∆̃x̄, 2Ĩxu, 2Ĩxv, 2Ixu, 2Ixv, ÃU , ÃV ,AU ,AV ,

2Ĩuv, 2Iuv, Ix̃
]
,

Θk+1,j
i := [θ1, θ2, . . . , θs]

⊤
,

θq = ω̃(xq, F̃ k, L̃k+1,j) + ω(xq, F k, Lk+1,j).
(34)

where

ω̃(x, F̃ k, L̃k) =

∫ ti+1

ti

{
EFti [x(s)]⊤

(
M⊤M − γ2

(
F̃ k
)⊤

F̃ k

+
(
L̃k
)⊤

IL̃k
)
EFti [x(s)]

}
ds,

ω(x, F k, Lk) = EFti

{∫ ti+1

ti

(x(s)− EFti [x(s)])⊤(
M⊤M − γ2(F k)⊤F k + (Lk)⊤ILk

)
(x(s)− EFti [x(s)])ds

}
,

α̃i(u) :=

∫ ti+1

ti

[
¯EFtiu(s)

]
ds,

αi(u) := EFti

[∫ ti+1

ti

¯(u− Eu)(s)ds
]
,

ϕi(x, x) := EFti

[∫ ti+1

ti

(x− Ex)(s)⊗ (x− Ex)(s)ds
]
,

ϕ̃i(x, x) :=

∫ ti+1

ti

[
EFtix(s)⊗ EFtix(s)

]
ds,

ϕi(x, u) := EFti

[∫ ti+1

ti

(x− Ex)(s)⊗ (u− Eu)(s)ds
]
,

ϕ̃i(x, u) :=

∫ ti+1

ti

[
EFtix(s)⊗ EFtiu(s)

]
ds,

ϕi(x, v) := EFti

[∫ ti+1

ti

(x− Ex)(s)⊗ (v − Ev)(s)ds
]
,

ϕ̃i(x, v) :=

∫ ti+1

ti

[
EFtix(s)⊗ EFti v(s)

]
ds.

∆x̄ = [δ1, δ2, . . . , δs]
⊤
, δj := − ¯EFti [x]

⊤
,

∆̃x̄ =
[
δ̃1, δ̃2, . . . , δ̃s

]⊤
, δ̃j = x̄⊤,

Ix̃ =
[
X̃1, X̃2, . . . , X̃s

]⊤
, X̃j := −EFti

[
¯(x− EFti [x])

]
,

ÃU =
[
ϕ1, ϕ2, . . . , ϕs

]⊤
,

ϕj = α̃k+1,j
i (u)− ϕ̃k+1,j

i (x, x)((L̃k+1,j
i )⊤(ti)⊗ L̃k+1,j

i (ti)),

ÃV =
[
ϕ1, ϕ2, . . . , ϕs

]⊤
,

ϕj = α̃k+1,j
i (v)− ϕ̃k+1,j

i (x, x)((F̃ ki )
⊤(ti)⊗ F̃ ki (ti)),

AU =
[
ϕ1, ϕ2, . . . , ϕs

]⊤
,

ϕj = αk+1,j
i (u)− ϕk+1,j

i (x, x)((Lk+1,j
i )⊤(ti)⊗ Lk+1,j

i (ti)),

AV =
[
ϕ1, ϕ2, . . . , ϕs

]⊤
,

ϕj = αk+1,j
i (v)− ϕk+1,j

i (x, x)((F ki )
⊤(ti)⊗ F ki (ti)),

Ĩxu = [U1,U2, . . . ,Us]⊤ ,
Uj := 2ϕ̃k+1,j

i (u, x)− 2ϕ̃k+1,j
i (x, x)(In ⊗ L̃k+1,j

i (ti)),

Ixu = [U1,U2, . . . ,Us]⊤ ,
Uj := 2ϕk+1,j

i (u, x)− 2ϕk+1,j
i (x, x)(In ⊗ Lk+1,j

i (ti)),

Ĩxv = [V1,V2, . . . ,Vs]⊤ ,
Vj := 2ϕ̃k+1,j

i (v, x)− 2ϕ̃k+1,j
i (x, x)(In ⊗ F̃ ki (ti)),

Ixv = [V1,V2, . . . ,Vs]⊤ ,
Vj := 2ϕk+1,j

i (x, v)− 2ϕk+1,j
i (x, x)(In ⊗ F ki (ti)),

Ĩuv = [V1,V2, . . . ,Vs]⊤ ,
Vj := 2ϕ̃k+1,j

i (u, v)− 2ϕ̃k+1,j
i (u, x)(In ⊗ F̃ ki (ti))−

2ϕ̃k+1,j
i (x, v)(L̃k+1,j

i (ti)⊗ In)+

2ϕ̃k+1,j
i (x, x)(L̃k+1,j

i (ti)⊗ F̃ ki (ti)),

Iuv = [V1,V2, . . . ,Vs]⊤ ,
Vj := 2ϕk+1,j

i (u, v)− 2ϕk+1,j
i (u, x)(In ⊗ F ki (ti))−

2ϕk+1,j
i (x, v)(Lk+1,j

i (ti)⊗ In) + 2ϕk+1,j
i (x, x)(Lk+1,j

i (ti)⊗ F ki (ti)).
(35)

We discretize the continuous function represented by the
components of Ξ over the time interval [t0, tf ] in order to
apply the least squares method for estimation. Therefore,
we select a sampling interval ∆t, such that there are N =
tf−t0
∆t + 1 sampling instants: ti = t0 + i∆t, i = 0, · · · , N.

The proposed algorithm attempts to find a piecewise constant
approximation for the components of Ξ at the time points
ti, i = 0, · · · , N − 1, for the expression. By choosing a
sufficiently small ∆t, the discretization error can be confined
to a small bound. To avoid an overly technical discussion, we
neglect the discretization error in the above representation.

Since there are g = 3n(n+1)
2 +2(nu)n+2(nv)n+nu(nu+

1)+nv(nv+1)+2nunv unknown components in the regression
vector, we need s (s ≥ g) initial states to record the trajectories
to satisfy the rank condition.

The conditional expectations in data matrices Φki and Θki
cannot be obtained exactly. In practice, we adopt numerical
averages to approximate the conditional expectations and use
summations to approximate the integrals. More specifically, if
we have L̄ sample paths x(l), l = 1, 2, · · · , L̄ with the data
collected at time tik , k = 1, 2, · · · ,K, where ti = ti0 < ti1 <
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· · · < tiK = ti+1, we approximate

EFti [x(tik)] =
1

L̄

L̄∑
l=1

[
x(l) (tik)

]
.

and

E
[∫ ti+1

ti

x(τ)⊗ x(τ)dτ | Fti
]

=
1

L̄

L̄∑
l=1

[
K∑
k=1

(
x(l) (tik)⊗ x(l) (tik)

)
·
(
tik − tik−1

)]
.

The integrals in (34) can be approximately obtained in the
same way. Then we can now present the data-driven RL
Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1: Model-Free Algorithm

Input: Choose an initial matrix L̂0, F̂ 0, ˆ̃L0, ˆ̃F 0.
Apply control policies
u(t) = L̂0[x(t)− E(x(t))] + ˆ̃L0E[x(t)],
v(t) = F̂ 0[x(t)− E(x(t))] + ˆ̃F 0E[x(t)] with
exploration noises to system (27) and collect the
input and state data;

Select a large enough number s (to ensure the rank
condition is satisfied) and calculate Φ. Let the
iteration index k = 0, j = 0, L(k+1,0) = L̂0,
L̃(k+1,0) = ˆ̃L0,F 0 = F̂ 0, F̃ 0 = ˆ̃F 0;

Approximately calculate Φ̂ and Ξ̂ from the collected
data.

repeat
repeat

Solve the equation Φ̂k+1,jΞ̂k+1,j+1 = Θ̂k+1,j

for Ξ̂k+1,j+1;
Update Lk+1,j+1 and L̃k+1,j+1 by (31);
j = j + 1.

until
∥∥P (k+1,j) − P (k+1,j−1)

∥∥ ⩽ ϵ1 and∥∥Q(k+1,j) −Q(k+1,j−1)
∥∥ ⩽ ϵ1;

Update F k+1 and F̃ k+1 by (31);
k = k + 1.

until
∥∥F (k) − F (k−1)

∥∥ ⩽ ϵ and
∥∥∥F̃ (k) − F̃ (k−1)

∥∥∥ ⩽ ϵ;

return L̂, ˆ̃L and F̂ , ˆ̃F .

VII. CONCLUSION

This paper discussed the finite horizon H2/H∞ control
problem for mean-field jump systems with (x, u, v)-dependent
noise. A necessary and sufficient condition is derived based
on four coupled Riccati equations, for which a recursive
algorithm is provided. A model-free reinforcement learning
approach is also proposed to design robust controllers for
mean-field systems. Potential extensions include applying the
framework to infinite horizon problems and systems with
random coefficients.

APPENDIXES

Proof: [Proof of Lemma 3] Since the equation is linear
and all coefficients are uniformly bounded, it admits a unique
solution P ∈ C (0, T ;Sn). For any given x ∈ Rn, suppose
ϕ(·) is the solution of the following equation:

dϕ(s) =Ã(s)ϕ(s)ds+ C̃(s)ϕ(s)dW (s)

+

∫
G

(
Ẽ(s)ϕ(s−)

)
ν(dθ)ds,

ϕ(t) =x, t ∈ [0, T ].

Through Itô formula, we obtain

d (ϕ′(s)P (s)ϕ(s)) = ϕ(s)′Ṗ (s)ϕ(s)ds+

ϕ′(s)
[
P (s)Ã(s) + Ã′(s)P (s) + C̃ ′(s)P (s)C̃(s)

]
ϕ(s)ds

+ ϕ′(s)
[
C̃ ′(s)P (s) + P (s)C̃(s)

]
ϕ(s)dW (s)

+

∫
G

[
ϕ′(s)Ẽ′(s)P (s)Ẽ(s)ϕ(s)

]
ν(dθ)ds

+

∫
G

ϕ′(s−)Ẽ′(s)P (s)Ẽ(s)ϕ(s−)Ñp(dθ, ds).

(36)
Integrating from t to T , and taking E on both sides of (36)
yield

⟨P (t)x, x⟩ = E

{
ϕ′(T )G̃ϕ(T ) +

∫ T

t

ϕ′(s)Q̃(s)ϕ(s)ds

}
.

Given G̃ ⩾ 0, Q̃ ⩾ 0, it follows that P (t) ⩾ 0 for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof: [Proof of Lemma 5]

J1
(
0, v + φ(xφ,ψ − Exφ,ψ) + ψExφ,ψ; τ, ξ

)
=E

∫ T

τ

(
γ2∥v + φ(xφ,ψ − Exφ,ψ) + ψExφ,ψ∥2

−(xφ,ψ)′M ′
11M11x

φ,ψ
)
dt

+ E
∫ T

τ

d((xφ,ψ − Exφ,ψ)′P γ,φ(xφ,ψ − Exφ,ψ))

− E
∫ T

τ

d((xφ,ψ − Exφ,ψ)′P γ,φ(xφ,ψ − Exφ,ψ))

+ E
∫ T

τ

d((Exφ,ψ)′Qγ,φ,ψ(Exφ,ψ))

− E

∫ T

τ

d((Exφ,ψ)′Qγ,φ,ψ(Exφ,ψ)).

Then by Lemma 2 and equations (15)-(16), we can derive (17).

Proof: [Proof of Lemma 6] By linearity of the system,
the solution x(t, v; τ, ξ) to system (9) can be decomposed as
x(t, v; τ, ξ) = x(t, v; τ, 0) + x(t, 0; τ, ξ). Denote X and Y as
the solutions of {

S(X) = 0,

X(T ) = 0

and {
S̃(Y, Y ) = 0,

Y (T ) = 0
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respectively. It is easy to check that

J1 (0, v; τ, ξ)− J1 (0, v; τ, 0)

=E ⟨(ξ − Eξ), Xτ (ξ − Eξ)⟩+ ⟨Eξ, YτEξ⟩

+E
∫ T

τ

(v − Ev)G′(X)(x(t, 0; τ, ξ)− Ex(t, 0; τ, ξ))

+(x(t, 0; τ, ξ)− Ex(t, 0; τ, ξ))′G(X)(v − Ev)
+(Ev)G̃′(X,Y )(Ex(t, 0; τ, ξ))
+(Ex(t, 0; τ, ξ))′G̃(X,Y )(Ev)dt.

Because of ∥L̃∥ < γ, we can take 0 ≤ ϵ2 ≤ γ2 − ∥L̃∥2, then

J1 (0, v; τ, 0) ≥ γ2∥v̄∥2[0,T ] − ∥z1∥2[0,T ]

≥(γ2 − ∥L̃∥2)∥v̄∥2[0,T ] ≥ ϵ2∥v̄∥2[0,T ] = ϵ2∥v∥2[τ,T ],

where

v̄ =

{
v, t ∈ [τ, T ],

0, t ∈ [0, τ).

Therefore, by completing the square,

J1 (0, v; τ, ξ)

≥E ⟨(ξ − Eξ), Xτ (ξ − Eξ)⟩+ ⟨Eξ, YτEξ⟩+ E
∫ T

τ

{
ϵ2∥v∥2

+ (v − Ev)G′(X)(x(t, 0; τ, ξ)− Ex(t, 0; τ, ξ))
+ (x(t, 0; τ, ξ)− Ex(t, 0; τ, ξ))′G(X)(v − Ev)
+ (Ev)G̃′(X,Y )(Ex(t, 0; τ, ξ))

+ (Ex(t, 0; τ, ξ))′G̃(X,Y )(Ev)
}
dt

≥E ⟨(ξ − Eξ), Xτ (ξ − Eξ)⟩+ ⟨Eξ, YτEξ⟩

− E
∫ T

τ

∥1
ϵ
G′(X)(x(t, 0; τ, ξ)− Ex(t, 0; τ, ξ))∥2

− ∥1
ϵ
G̃′(X,Y )(Ex(t, 0; τ, ξ))∥2dt.

By Lemma 1 and the estimate (7), there are α1, α2 > 0
satisfying

E
∫ T

τ

∥(x(t, 0; τ, ξ)− Ex(t, 0; τ, ξ))∥2dt ≤ α1E∥ξ − Eξ∥2,

E
∫ T

τ

∥Ex(t, 0; τ, ξ)∥2dt ≤ α2∥Eξ∥2,

and there are α3, α4 > 0 that the following hold.

E ⟨(ξ − Eξ), Xτ (ξ − Eξ)⟩ = −E
∫ T

τ

d(x(t, 0; τ, ξ)−

Ex(t, 0; τ, ξ))′X(x(t, 0; τ, ξ)− Ex(t, 0; τ, ξ))

=− E
∫ T

τ

(x(t, 0; τ, ξ)− Ex(t, 0; τ, ξ))′M ′
11M11(x(t, 0; τ, ξ)

− Ex(t, 0; τ, ξ))dt
≥− α3E∥ξ − Eξ∥2,

⟨Eξ, YτEξ⟩ = −E
∫ T

τ

d(Ex)′Y (Ex)

=− E
∫ T

τ

(Ex(t, 0; τ, ξ))′M ′
11M11(Ex(t, 0; τ, ξ))dt

≥− α4∥Eξ∥2.

Then there exists µ > 0, such that J1 (0, v; τ, ξ) ≥ −µE|ξ|2.
The proof is completed.
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