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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we first study the existence-uniqueness and large deviation
estimate of solutions for stochastic Volterra integral equations with singular kernels in
2-smooth Banach spaces. Then, we apply them to a large class of semilinear stochastic
partial differential equations (SPDE) driven by Brownian motions as well as by fractional
Brownian motions, and obtain the existence of unique maximal strong solutions (in the
sense of SDE and PDE) under local Lipschitz conditions. Lastly, high order SPDEs in
a bounded domain of Euclidean space, second order SPDEs on complete Riemannian
manifolds, as well as stochastic Navier-Stokes equations are investigated.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The aims of this paper are three folds: First of all, we prove the existence and uniqueness
of solutions with continuous paths for stochastic Volterra integral equations with singular
kernels in a 2-smooth Banach space. Secondly, the large deviation principles (abbrev.
LDP) of Freidlin-Wentzell type for stochastic Volterra equations are established under
small perturbations of multiplicative noises. Thirdly, we apply them to several classes of
semilinear stochastic partial differential equations (abbrev. SPDE). In particular, we give
a unified treatment in certain sense for the LDPs of a large class of SPDEs.

In finite dimensional space, stochastic Volterra integral equations with regular kernels
and driven by Brownian motions were first studied by Berger and Mizel in [6]. Later,
Protter [62] studied the stochastic Volterra equations driven by general semimartingales.
Using the Skorohod integral, Pardoux and Protter [57] also investigated the stochastic
Volterra equations with anticipating coefficients. The study of stochastic Volterra equations
with singular kernels can be found in [I8] 20, 78| [45], 53] etc.]. Recently, the present author
[82] studied the approximation of Euler type and the LDP of Freidlin-Wentzell type for
stochastic Volterra equations with singular kernels. In particular, the kernels in [82] may
deal with the fractional Brownian motion kernels as well as the fractional order integral
kernels. The study of LDP for stochastic Volterra equations is also referred to [53] [45].

Since the work of Freidlin and Wentzell [26], the theory of small perturbation large devi-
ations for stochastic differential equations (abbrev. SDE) has been studied extensively (cf.
[3, [74], etc.]). In the classical method, to establish such an LDP for SDE, one usually needs
to discretize the time variable and then prove various necessary exponential continuity and
tightness for approximation equations in different spaces by using comparison principle.
However, such verifications would become rather complicated and even impossible in some
cases, e.g., stochastic evolution equations with multiplicative noises.

Recently, Dupuis and Ellis [24] systematically developed a weak convergence approach to
the theory of large deviation. The central idea is to prove some variational representation
formula for the Laplace transform of bounded continuous functionals, which will lead to
proving a Laplace principle which is equivalent to the LDP. In particular, for Brownian
functionals, an elegant variational representation formula has been established by Boué-
Dupuis [9] and Budhiraja-Dupuis [14]. A simplified proof was given by the present author
[81]. This variational representation has already been proved to be very effective for various
finite and infinite dimensional stochastic dynamical systems even with irregular coefficients
(cf. [64] [65] 15 82] 66, etc.]). One of the main advantages of this argument is that one
only needs to make some simple moment estimates (see Section 4 below).

On the other hand, it is well known that in the deterministic case, many PDE problems of
parabolic and hyperbolic types can be written as Volterra type integral equations in Banach
spaces by using the corresponding semigroup and the variation-of-constants formula (cf.
[27, 37, 58]). An obvious merit of this procedure is that the unbounded operators in
PDEs no longer appear and the analysis is entirely analogous to the ODE case. Thus,
one naturally expects to take the same advantages for SPDEs in Banach spaces. However,
it is not all Banach spaces in which stochastic integrals are well defined. One can only
work in a class of 2-smooth Banach spaces. The definition of stochastic integrals in 2-
smooth Banach spaces and related properties such as Burkholder-Davis-Gundy’s (abbrev.
BDG) inequality, Girsanov’s theorem, stochastic Fubini’s theorem and the distribution of
stochastic integrals can be found in [52 10, 11 54] etc. |. Thus, similar to the deterministic
case, we can develop a parallel theory in 2-smooth Banach spaces for SPDEs. It should
be emphasized that besides the usual SPDEs driven by multiplicative Brownian noises,
a class of stochastic evolutionary integral equations appearing in viscoelasticity and heat
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conduction with memory (cf. [63]) as well as a class of SPDEs driven by additive fractional
Brownian noise, can also be written as abstract stochastic Volterra equations in Banach
spaces.

In the past three decades, the theory of general SPDEs has been developed extensively
by numerous authors mainly based on two different approaches: semigroup method based
on the variation-of-constants formula (as said above) (cf. [77, 19, [10] 1], 12} 80, etc.]) and
variation method based on Galerkin’s finite dimensional approximation (cf. [56], 44, 68|
43, B0, 61), 83, BIL etc.]). A new regularization method is given in [86]. An overview for
the classification and applications of SPDEs are referred to the recent book of Kotelenez
[42]. In the author’s knowledge, most of the well known results are primarily concentrated
on the mild or weak solutions, even measure-valued solutions. Such notions of solutions
naturally appear in the study of SPDEs driven by the space-time white noises, and in this
case one cannot obtain any differentiability of the solutions in the spatial variable.

Nevertheless, when one considers an SPDE driven by the spatial regular and time white
noises, it is reasonable to require the existence of spatial regular solutions or classical
solutions in the sense of PDE. For linear SPDEs, such regular solutions are easy and well
known (cf. |44, [68, 25, etc.]). However, for nonlinear SPDEs, there seems to be few results
(cf. [43, /48] [81], [86]). A major difficulty to prove the spatial regularity of solutions is that
one cannot use the usual bootstrap method in the theory of PDE since there is no any
differentiability of solutions with respect to the time variable. The present author [81] (see
also [32, B6]) solves this problem by using a non-linear interpolation result due to Tartar
[75]. Obviously, for the regularity theory of SPDESs, by using Sobolev’s embedding theorem
(cf. [1]), it is natural to consider the LP-solution of SPDEs. This is also why we need to
work in 2-smooth Banach spaces. It should be remarked that the LP-theory for SPDEs
has been established in [10} 1], 12, [43] 22} 23, 80 etc.]. But, there are few results to deal
with the LP-strong solution in the sense of PDE. In the present paper, we shall prove a
general result about the existence of strong solutions in the sense of both SDE and PDE
(see Theorem [6.9]).

We now describe our structure of this paper: In Section 2, we prepare some preliminaries
for later use, and divide it into four subsections. In Subsection 2.1, we prove a Gronwall’s
lemma of Volterra type under rather weak assumptions on kernel functions. Moreover, two
simple examples are provided to show this lemma. In Subsection 2.2, we recall the Ito
integral in 2-smooth Banach spaces and Burkholder-Davies-Gundy’s inequality as well as
Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion of random fields in random intervals. In Subsection 2.3,
we recall the properties of analytic semigroups and prove a local non-linear interpolation
lemma, see also [75] for other related non-linear interpolation results. This lemma will
play an important role in proving the existence of strong solutions (in the PDE’s sense) in
Theorems and below. In Subsection 2.4, we recall the criterion of Laplace principle
established by Budihiraja and Dupuis [9} 14] (see also [84]).

In Section 3, using the Gronwall inequality of Volterra type in Subsection 2.1, we first
prove the existence and uniqueness of solutions for stochastic Volterra equations in 2-
smooth Banach spaces under global Lipschitz conditions and singular kernels. Next, in
Subsection 3.2, we study the regularity of solutions under slightly stronger assumptions on
kernels. Moreover, a BDG type of inequality for stochastic Volterra type integral is also
proved. In Subsection 3.3, employing the usual localizing method, we prove the existence of
a unique maximal solution for stochastic Volterra equation under local Lipschitz conditions.
Lastly, in Subsection 3.4, we discuss the continuous dependence of solutions with respect
to the coefficients.

In Section 4, using the weak convergence method, we prove the Freidlin-Wentzell large
deviation principle for the small perturbations of stochastic Volterra equations under a
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compactness assumption and some uniform non-explosion conditions for the controlled
equations. We also refer to [47, [66] for the application of weak convergence approach in
the LDPs of stochastic evolution equations (the case of evolution triple). In the proof of
Section 4, we need to use the Yamada-Watanabe Theorem in infinite dimensional space,
which has been established by Ondrejét [54] (see also [67] for the case of evolution triple).
We want to say that although Ondrejat only considered the case of convolution semigroup,
their proofs are also adapted to more general stochastic Volterra equations. Moreover,
since we are considering the path continuous solution, the proof in [54] can be simplified .

In Section 5, a simple application in a class of semilinear stochastic evolutionary integral
equations is presented, which has been studied in [I7, 8 [40, etc.] for additive noises.
Such type of stochastic evolution equations appears in viscoelasticity, heat conduction in
materials with memory, and electrodynamics with memory [63].

In Section 6, we apply our general results to a large class of semilinear stochastic evolution
equations driven by multiplicative Brownian noise and additive fractional Brownian noise.
A basic result in semigroup theory states that if f is a Holder continuous function in the
Banach space X, then

t
t— / Ti_sf(s)ds is continuous in Z(£),
0

where T; is an analytic semigroup and £ is the generator of T;. We will use this result to
prove the existence of strong solutions (in the sense of PDE) for semilinear SPDEs. More-
over, we also give a simple result about the SPDE driven by additive fractional Brownian
noises. The corresponding LDPs are also obtained (see also [71], [59] 15} 66, 47, etc.] for the
study of LDPs of stochastic evolution equations). We remark that the skeleton equation
for the LDP of SPDEs driven by fractional Brownian motion is a non-convolution type of
Volterra integral equation.

In Section 7, high order SPDEs in a bounded domain of Euclidean space are studied.
Our stochastic version may be regarded as a parallel result in the deterministic case (cf.
[58, p.246, Theorem 4.5]). Moreover, the LDP is also obtained.

In Section 8, we in particular study the second order stochastic parabolic equations on
complete Riemannian manifolds. Under one-side Lipschitz and polynomial growth condi-
tions, we obtain the global existence-uniqueness of strong solutions. When the manifold
is compact, the LDP also holds in this case. In particular, stochastic reaction diffusion
equations with polynomial growth coefficients are included.

In Section 9, we first prove the existence and uniqueness of local LP-strong solutions for
stochastic Navier-Stokes equations (SNSE) in any dimensional case. In the two dimensional
case, we also obtain the non-explosion of solutions. Moveover, the LDPs for 2-dimensional
SNSEs are also established in the case of both Dirichlet boundary and periodic boundary.
We remark that the LP-solutions for SNSEs have been studied by Brzezniak and Peszat
[13] (bounded domain) and Mikulevicius and Rozovskii [49] (the whole space). The large
deviation result for two dimensional SNSEs with additive noise was proved by Chang
[16] using Girsanov’s transformation. In [70], the authors also used the weak convergence
method to prove the large deviation estimate for two dimensional SNSEs with multiplicative
noises. But, it seems that there is a gap in their proofs [70, p.1655 line 6 and p.1658 line
2]. Therein, the v,, only weakly converges to v in Sy;. This seems not enough to derive
their limits.

We conclude this introduction by making the following CONVENTION: Throughout this
paper, the letter C' with or without subscripts will denote a positive constant, whose value
may change from one place to another. Moreover, we also use the notation F; =< FE5 to

denote E; < C - Ey, where C' > 0 is an unimportant constant.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Gronwall’s inequality of Volterra type. Let A := {(¢,s) € R% : s <t}. We first
recall the following result due to Gripenberg [33] Theorem 1 and p.88].

Lemma 2.1. Let k: A — R, be a measurable function. Assume that for any T > 0

t
ti / k(t, s)ds € L=(0,T)
0

and
e
lim sup H/ k(- + €, 5)ds <1
€l0 . L*(0,T)
Define
¢
ri(t,s) == k(t,s), Tpyi(t,s) = / k(t, u)ry(u, s)du, n e N. (2.1)

Then for any T > 0, there exist constants Cp > 0 and y € (0,1) such that

‘/ (-, s)ds < Crny", Vne N (2.2)
0 L>(0,T)
In particular, the series
r(ts) =Y ra(t,s) (2.3)
n=1
converges for almost all (t,s) € A\, and
¢ t
r(t,s) — k(t,s) :/ k(t, u)r(u, s)du:/ r(t,u)k(u, s)du (2.4)
and for any T > 0
¢
t— / r(t,s)ds € L*=(0,T). (2.5)
0

The function r defined by (Z3)) is called the resolvent of k. All the functions s in Lemma
2.1 will be denoted by . In what follows, we shall denote by .#; the subclass of # with
the property that

=0.

e
lim sup H/ k(- + €, 5)ds
- L°(0,T)

€l0

We also denote by 7~ the set of all positive measurable functions x on A with the property
that for any 7" > 0 and some g = 3(T) > 1

t— /t KA (t,s)ds € L>=(0,T). (2.6)

It is clear that 5, C J#y C # and for any kq, ko € Hy (resp. #51) and C1,Cy > 0,
C1k1 + Cakg € g (resp. Haq).
Let 0 < h e L} (Ry). If k(t,s) = h(s), then x € %, and

e 9 e { / t h(u)du};
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if k(t,s) = h(t — s), then k € J#; and

r(t,s) =a(t —s) := Z a,(t — s), (2.7)

where
ar(t) = h(t), aps1(t) := /0 h(t — s)a,(s)ds.

When 0 < h € L' (R, ), a classical result due to Paley and Wiener (cf. [51, p.207, Theorem
5.2]) says that

a € L*(R,) if and only if / h(t)dt < 1. (2.8)
0

~

In this case, a(s) = h(s)/(1 — h(s)), where the hat denotes the Laplace transform, i.e.:
h(s) := / e *'h(t)dt, s=0.
0

We want to say that (2.8]) is useful in the study of large time asymptotic behavior of
solutions for Volterra equations. An important extension to nonintegrable convolution
kernel can be found in [69, [3§] (see also [33]). A simple example is provided in Example
below.

We now prove the following Gronwall lemma of Volterra type (see also [37, Lemma 7.1.1]
for a case of special convolution kernel).

Lemma 2.2. Let k € & and r, and r be defined respectively by (2Z1) and (2.3). Let
frg: Ry — R, be two measurable functions satisfying that for any T > 0 and somen € N

L /Ot rlts)f(s)ds € L®(0,T) (2.9)

and for almost all t € (0,00)

/0 (. 8)g(s)ds < +oo. (2.10)
If for almost all t € (0, 50)
F0 <00+ [ wlt.0) (6105, (.11)
then for almost all t € (0,00)
F0 <90+ [ 99l (212)

Proof. First of all, if we define

then by (2.4) and (2.10)
t
h(t) = g(t) —i—/ k(t,s)h(s)ds for a.a. t € (0,00).
0
Thus, by (ZII]) we have

f(t) —h(t) < /0 k(t,s)(f(s) — h(s))ds fora.a. t € (0,00). (2.13)
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Set f(t) := f(t) — h(t) and define

f*(t) ;= esssup f(s), t>0
s€(0,t]

and .
10 = inf{t > 0: f*(¢t) > 0}.
Clearly, t — f*(t) is increasing and
f(t) <0 foraa. te|0,m). (2.14)

We want to prove that
To = +00.
Suppose 7y < +o00. Iterating inequality (ZI3]), we obtain

ft) < /Ot ra(t,s) f(s)ds < /Ot ra(t,s)f(s)ds, Vn €N,

By (Z9), one knows that 0 < f*(t) < +oc for any ¢ > 75. Moreover, we have

214 rt R R t
ft) < /rn(t,s)f(s)dséf*(t)/ ro(t, s)ds, Vn € N.

70 70

/TO rn(s, s)ds

as n — 0o, which is impossible. So, 79 = 400. O

So, for any T" > 7
223

L (19,T)

0 < fH(T) < f(1)- 0

The following two examples show that (2.12) is sensitive to k € .

Example 2.3. For Cy > 0, set
C
ke (t, 8) = ——m—, s <.

,/t2_82’

It is clear that ,
/ Koy (t, u)du = Co((m/2) — arcsin(s/t)).
From this, one sees that
ke, € A, if Cy = 2/m;
Ko, € K N, if0<Cy<2/m.

Consider the following Volterra equation

x(t) = /Ot Koy (t, s)z(s)ds, t > 0.

If Cy = 1, there are at least two solutions z(t) = 0 and x(t) = t; if Cy = 2, there are
infinitely many solutions z(¢) = constant; if 0 < Cy < 2/7, by Lemma there is only
one solution z(¢) =0 in L2, (R,).
Example 2.4. For Cy > 0 and «, 8 € [0,1), set
C
a,fB 0
t S e —— t.
HCO(vs) (t_s)asﬁv s <

It is clear that

t 1
1
/ K2 (1, 5)ds = Cot' / S (2.15)

i (1 —s)os?
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From this, one sees that

Wz%’f%%, if a+3>1and Cy>0;

mg’oﬁgé,%/, ifoz+ﬁ:1and6’02folmds;

kgl € A N, ifat+B=1and Co < [) gHmmds:
\nacfe%gl, ifa+ 3 <1and Cy>0.

Consider the following Volterra equation

t
z(t) = / kgl (t,s)z(s)ds, t >0,
0

If « +5 <1, by Lemma there is only one solution z(t) = 0 in L (R, ); if o = 8 =
Cy = 1/2, there are at least two solutions z(t) = 0 and x(t) = /1.

2.2. Tto’s integral in 2-smooth Banach spaces. Throughout this paper, we shall fix a
stochastic basis (Q, F, P; (Ft)i>0), i-€., a complete probability space with a family of right-
continuous filterations. In what follows, without special declarations, all expectations E
are taken with respect to the probability measure P.

Let {Wk(t) : t > 0,k € N} be a sequence of independent one dimensional standard
Brownian motions on (2, F, P; (F;)i>0). Let [* be the usual Hilbert space of all square
summable real number sequences, {e;, k € N} the usual orthonormal basis of I2. Let X be
a separable Banach space, and L(I*;X) the set of all bounded linear operators from I? to
X. For an operator B € L(I*;X), we also write

B = (By,By,---) € X", B, = Be.
Definition 2.5. An operator B € L(1%;X) is called radonifying if
the series Z Bey - WH(1)  converges in  L*(£2; X).
k
We shall denote by Ly(1%X) the space of all radonifying operators, and write for B €
Lo(1%;X)

9\ 1/2
1Bl = (B[ Bee- W) (2.16)
Here and below, we use the convention that the repeated indices will be summed.

The following proposition is well known, and a detailed proof was given in [54, Proposi-
tion 2.5].

Proposition 2.6. The space Lo(1?;X) with norm (218) is a separable Banach space.

In order to introduce the stochastic integral of an X-valued measurable (F;)-adapted
process with respect to W, in the sequel, we assume that X is 2-smooth (cf. [60]), i.e.,
there exists a constant C'x > 2 such that for all z,y € X

lz + yl% + e — yllx < 2ll2)% + Cxllyllx.
Let now s — B(s) be an Ly(I?; X)-valued measurable and (F;)-adapted process with

T
/ ||B(s)||%2(lz;x)ds < 400, a.s., VT > 0.
0
One can define the It6 stochastic integral (cf. [54, Section 3])

ts T,(B) = /OtB(s)dW(s):/OtBk(s)-de(s)EX
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such that ¢ — Z;(B) is an X-valued continuous local (F;)-martingale. Moreover, let 7 be
any (JF;)-stopping time, then

tAT t
/ B(s)dW (s) = / Lis<ry - B(s)dW (s).
0 0
The following BDG inequality for Z;(B) holds (cf. [54], Section 5]).

Theorem 2.7. For any p > 0, there exists a constant C, > 0 depending only on p such

that
T p/2
<Sup H/ ) <GE (/ HB(S)H;(IZ;X)ds) . (2.17)
te[0,T 0

The following two typical examples of 2-smooth Banach spaces are usually met in appli-
cations.

Example 2.8. Let X be a separable Hilbert space. Clearly, X is 2-smooth. In this case,
Ly(1%;X) consists of all Hilbert-Schmidt operators of mapping /2 into X, and

1/2
1Bl Lo2:3) = (ZHBekHX) :

Example 2.9. Let (E, &, u) be a measure space, H a separable Hilbert space. For p > 2,
let LP(E, u; H) be the usual H-valued LP-space over (E, &, ). Then X = LP(E, u; H) is 2-
smooth (cf. [60, 10]). In this case, by BDG’s inequality for Hilbert space valued martingale

we have
2/p
1BIZ, ey = E( / HBk<x>-W’f<1>H§;u<dx>)

< ([ElBi)- W’f(l)H;de))z/p
p/2 2/p
< (/ (Zan ) u(dx)>

= CPHBHLP(E,;L;P@H)' (2.18)
Hence
LP(E, p; ? @ H) < Ly(1%;X) = Lo(1%; LP(E, p; H)).
We also recall the following Kolmogorov continuity criterion, which can be derived di-

rectly by Garsia’s inequality (cf. [77]).

Theorem 2.10. Let {X(t),t > 0} be an X-valued stochastic process, and T a bounded
random time. Suppose that for some Cy,p >0 and 6 > 1

E[|(X(t) = X(s)) - Lsreromp ik < Colt — s|°.

Then there exist constants Cy > 0 and a € (0, (6—1)/p) independent of Cy and a continuous
version X of X such that

E( . ||X<t>—X<s>||§;) <o

s#t€[0,7] |t - s|ap
9




2.3. A local non-linear interpolation lemma. In what follows, we fix a densely defined
closed linear operator £ on X for which

Sp={AeC:0< ¢ < |arg\| <7} C p(L), (2.19)

and for some C' > 1

C
14+ |A
where p(£) denotes the resolvent set of £. The above operator £ is also called sectorial
(cf. [37, p.18]). It is well known that £ generates an analytic semigroup

the_gt, t}O

A =€) o) < e Sy,

Moreover, we also assume that £7! is a bounded linear operator on X, i.e.,
0€p(L).

Thus, for any o € R, the fractional power £ is well defined (cf. [37, 58]). For a > 0, we
define the fractional Sobolev space X, by

Xy = 2(£%)

with the norm
zllx, == [[£%||x.

For a < 0, X,, is defined as the completion of X with respect to the above norm. It is clear
that X, is still 2-smooth, and B € Ly(I*;X,) if and only if £*B € Ly(I*;X), i.e.,

1Bl 2220y = 1£7BllLo02x) - (2.20)
The following properties are well known (cf. [37, p.24-27] or [58, p.74]).

Proposition 2.11. (i) %, : X = X,, for each t >0 and o > 0.
(i1) For eacht >0, a € R and every x € X,,, T,£% = £*T,x.
(i1i) For some 6 > 0 and each t,a > 0, the operator £%; is bounded in X and

LT y|x < Cot™%e™|2|x, V2 eX.
(iv) Let o € (0,1] and x € X,,, then
[T — xllx < Cat®|x]|x,
(v) For any 0 < f < «

_B g
lollx, < Cagllzl' 5 llelE,, ¥o € Xe.
We need the following embedding result.

Proposition 2.12. Forany 0 <0 <1 and a >0

(Lo (1% X), Lo(1%:X0))o1 C La(I%; (X, X0 )p.1) C La(1%Xp,), (2.21)
where (-, -)g.1 stands for the real interpolation space between two Banach spaces.
Proof. We only prove the first embedding. The second embedding follows from [76, p.101,
(d) and (f)], i.e.,

(Xv Xa)@,l C XGa-
Let
B € (Ly(1%X), Ly(I*; X))o =: Bg,1.
By the K-method of real interpolation space, we have (cf. [T6, p.24])
~tK(t,B)
B, = [
0

t
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where the K-function of B is defined by

K(t,B):= it {IBillea + 1Bl o 20
By Definition we have
: :
Kt,B) = ot {(E|Bier- WHD)IZ)" + (Bl Ber - WHDIZ, )"}
B=B1+B>

1

> it {(B[IBier WEQ) |+t Baer - WHOD)]1]*)

B=B1+B>

(NI

> (E|, inf {||Blek-wk<1>ux+tn32ek-Wk<1>an2>

B=B1+DB>
> (E[K(t,Bek-W’“(l))r)%,
where

K(tBeo WHD) = inf  {flaalz + tlaslx, |

Bey-Wk(1)=z1+x2
Therefore, by Minkowski’s inequality we obtain

/00 t7K (t, Bey, - WH(1)) dt] i

|Blis,, > (E :

1

2
= (EIBex WH W)y, ) = 1Bl rae o

The result follows.

O

The following local non-linear interpolation lemma will play a crucial role in the proofs
of Theorems and below. We refer to [75] for some other nonlinear interpolation

results.

Lemma 2.13. Let 0 < ap < ag < 1 and 0 < ay < az < 1. Let ¥ : X,, — Ly(1%X,,)
be a locally Lipschitz continuous map, and satisfy that for all R > 0 and v € X, with

2], < R
[ (2)[| 2202%0y) < Cr(L+ (2], )-
Then for any 0 <0 <0 <1 and R >0

sup H\Il(x)||L2(12;Xa2+9/(a37o¢2)) < Cg.

12017 1oy —arg) <

Proof. By ([Z.20), we may assume that ap = 0. Fix R > 0 and © € X,019(ay—ag) With
120150 o0y -0 < B

Set fort >0

K u@) = ok {0 e + 0] e, |-

For § > 0 and ¢ € [0, 1], noting that
<R,

1Fes 2%y = N2l 2 N2 l%0g 400 -0 =

by the assumptions and (iii) and (iv) of Proposition [Z11] we have
K(t,¥(x)) W(2) = W (Tp2)|| Loz + W (T2) || o220,

Crl|Twr — zl|x,, + Crt - (1 + [ Tpzlx,,)
11
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< CRtée(oq—ao) . ||1’||Xa0+0(a17a0)
+Cgt - (1 + t—a(l_e)(al—ao)Hx||XQO+9(arao))
< CR(t59(a1—ao) +t—|—t1_5(1_9)(a1_a0)).
[0, 1]
K(t,¥(x)) < Cr(t? +t) < Crt’.
Moveover, it is clear that for t > 1
K(t,¥(2) < ¥ ()] L0230 < Crllzllag + 1¥(0)][ 202%) < Ckr-
Hence, for any 0 < ¢ <6 <1

Letting § = 1,

/°° R,

6—6’ 0o 40/
[/ t—dt—l—/ tTdt] Chg.

The result follows by (2.21]). O

10 (@) | (2202:%), Lo 125 g )

2.4. A criterion for Laplace principles. It is well known that there exists a Hilbert
space so that [? C U is Hilbert-Schmidt with embedding operator J and {W¥(t), k € N}
is a Brownian motion with values in U, whose covariance operator is given by Q) = J o J*.
For example, one can take U as the completion of I2 with respect to the norm generated
by scalar product

1
L) hkh/ 2
(h, W)y = <Z k2’f) . hoHell
k=1

For T" > 0 and a Banach space B, we denote by B(B) the Borel o-field, and by Cr(B)
the continuous function space from [0, 7] to B, which is endowed with the uniform norm.

Define
2 = {h :/ h(s)ds: h e L*(0,T; 12)} (2.22)
0

T ) 1/2
il = ( / ||h<s>||%2ds) |

where the dot denotes the generalized derivative. Let u be the law of the Brownian motion
W in Cr(U). Then

with the norm

((CT (U)v 6%7 M)
forms an abstract Wiener space.
For T' N > 0, set

Dy :={h € 7 :[|hllz < N}
and

h:[0,T] — [? is a continuous and (F;)-adapted

process, and for almost all w, h(-,w) € Dy
It is well known that with respect to the weak convergence topology in (2 (cf. [41]),
Dy is metrizable as a compact Polish space. (2.24)

Let S be a Polish space. A function I : S — [0, 00| is given.
12



Definition 2.14. The function I is called a rate function if for every a < oo, the set
{feS:I(f)<a} is compact in S.

Let {Z. : Cr(U) — S,e € (0,1)} be a family of measurable mappings. Assume that
there is a measurable map Zj : {2 — S such that

(LD); For any N > 0, if a family {h¢,e € (0,1)} € A% (as random variables in Dy)
converges in distribution to h € A%, then for some subsequence ¢, Z. ( . —i—hk—\/%))
converges in distribution to Zy(h) in S.

(LD)s For any N > 0, if {h,,n € N} C Dy weakly converges to h € (2, then for some
subsequence hy,, , Zo(hy,) converges to Zy(h) in S.

For each f € S, define

1) =5, it . (225)

1
2 (helz: j=Zo(h)

where inf() = oo by convention. Then under (LD)jy, I(f) is a rate function. In fact,
assume that I(f,) < a. By the definition of I(f,,), there exists a sequence h,, € {5 such
that Zy(h,) = f, and

T 1
Slhnlle < at—.

By the weak compactness of Dy, o, there exist a subsequence ny, (still denoted by n) and
h € (2 such that h,, weakly converges to h and

B, < lim )%, < 2.
n—oo

Hence, by (LD)2 we have
Jim [ Zo(hn,) = Zo(h)lls = 0
and
1(Zy(h)) < a.
We recall the following result due to [9, [14] (see also [81, Theorem 4.4]).

Theorem 2.15. Under (LD); and (LD)2, {Z.,€ € (0,1)} satisfies the Laplace principle
with the rate function I(f) given by (2.23). More precisely, for each real bounded continuous
function g on S:

A
lim € log E# <exp [_g( 6)}) =—inf{g(f)+ 1(f)}. (2.26)
e—0 € fes
In particular, the family of {Z., e € (0,1)} satisfies the large deviation principle in (S, B(S))
with the rate function I(f). More precisely, let v, be the law of Z. in (S, B(S)), then for
any A € B(S)

— inf I(f) <liminfelog v (A) < i log ve(A) < — inf I(f),
Jnf I(f) < lim inf elog v (A) lriljélpeogV() inf (f)

where the closure and the interior are taken in 'S, and I(f) is defined by (2.23).
13



3. ABSTRACT STOCHASTIC VOLTERRA INTEGRAL EQUATIONS

In this section, we consider the following stochastic Volterra integral equation in a 2-
smooth Banach space X:

X(t) :g(t)+/0 A(t,s,X(s))ds+/0 B(t, s, X(s))dW (s), (3.1)

where ¢(t) is an X-valued measurable (F;)-adapted process, and
A:AxQxX = XeMapxB(X)/B(X)
and
B: A xQxX = Ly(l%X) € Ma x B(X)/B(Ly(I%X)).

Here and below, A := {(t,s) € R : s < t}, and M denotes the progressively measurable
o-field on A x Q) generated by the sets E € B(A) x F with properties: 1g(t,s,-) € F; for
all (t,s) € A, and s — 1g(t, s,w) is right continuous for any t € R, and w € Q.

We start with the global existence and uniqueness of solutions of EQ.(B.1]) under global
Lipschitz conditions and singular kernels.

3.1. Global existence and uniqueness. In this subsection, we make the following global
Lipschitz and linear growth conditions on the coefficients:

(H1) For some p > 2 and any 7' > 0
t
esssup [ [ra(t,5) + ralt, )] - Blg(s) s <+
tefo,7] Jo

where k1 and k9 are from (H2) and (H3) below.
(H2) There exists k1 € #; such that for all (t,s) € A, w € Q and x € X

[A(E, s, w, 2)[[x < kalt; s) - (lzlx + 1)
and
IB(t, 5w, 2)||7, 025 < Rty ) - (o]l + 1)
(H3) There exists ko € % such that for all (¢,s) € A, w e Qand z,y € X
[A(t, s,w,2) — AL, s,w, y)|Ix < K2(t, 8) - [lz = yllx
and
IB(t, s,w,2) = B(t,s,w, Y)|[ 1,025 < w2(t,s) - |z — yll%
We now prove the following basic existence and uniqueness result.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that (H1)-(H3) hold. Then there exists a unique measurable
(Fi)-adapted process X (t) such that for almost all t > 0,

t t
X (t) = g(t) —i—/ A(t,s, X (s))ds —|—/ B(t,s, X(s))dW(s), P-a.s. (3.2)
0 0
and for any T' > 0 and some Cr,, ., > 0,
t
E[[X O < Crpr |Ellg(®)k + ess S[%PT]/ ra(t, s) - Ellg(s)|xds (3.3)
tef0,7] Jo

for almost all t € [0,T], where p is from (H1). Moreover, if

t
t— / k1(t, s)ds € L™®(R,), (3.4)
0
14



then for almost all t > 0

t
E[X®Ix < Op,m(E||g(t)||§+/0 F(t,s) - Ellg(s)[[xds

+ [t [ s Elggas|a), @9

where k1 = C’pm - K1, Ts 15 defined by (2.3) in terms of k1, and C, 4, C~'p7,.€1 are constants
only depending on p, k1.

Proof. We use Picard’s iteration to prove the existence. Let X;(t) := ¢(t), and define
recursively for n € N

t t
Xoi1(t) = g(¥) +/ Alt, s,Xn(s))ds—l—/ B(t, s, X,,(s))dW (s). (3.6)
0 0
Fix T'> 0 below. By (H2), the BDG inequality (ZI7) and Holder’s inequality we have

El X2 = E!|g(t>!\§+E( / HA(t,s,Xn(s))des)

p

+E ‘ /0 "Bt 5, X () AW (s)

X

< B0l + [ mlts) (6uls) - 1)
4 ([ 180 X6 s
< Bl + [ ) B+ i ([ o)
# [ ) B+ 1ds - [ e o)
< B0} + Cry Cr+Cry [ mlts) B (D

where O 1= esssupc(o. 1 | fot k1(t, s)ds| and Crp, = CP7' + Cé?”)/?‘
Set
fu(t) := sup  E[Xn (1[5

n=1 m

Then .
Fnlt) < Cor (Lo +1) + [ 7a(t:5) - (o)

where k1 = Cr, 4, - K1 and the constant Cr, ., is independent of m.
Let rz, be defined by (2.3)) in terms of %;. Note that by (2.4)

/0 rer (£, 5) - Ellg(s)|2ds — / Falt, s) - Ellg(s)|2ds

- (/ (6 ), o)) - Ellg(s) s
= [t ([ #atu) - Bloto)15s) o

15



Hence, by Lemma and (H1), we obtain that for almost all ¢t € [0, 7]

t
sup B[ X (0 = lim fi() < Crpiy (Ellg(t)||§+/ 77 (L, 5) 'EHQ(S)H%dS)
m—0oQ 0

neN

t
< Crpm (Eug(wusg n / Falt,s) - Ellg(s)|nds

# [t ([ R Blaizas)a) @)

E[lg(t)[[x + ess sup / m(t,S)'Ellg(S)H%dS]- (3.9)
1J0

te[0,T

2.5)
< CT,I)’KJ

On the other hand, set
Znm(t) = X, (t) — Xon ().
As the above calculations, by (H3) we have

2

E|Zpsimn®)lz = E /0(A(t,&Xn(S))—A(t>S>Xm(8)))d8

X
2

E /0 (B(t, s, X (s)) — B(t, 5, Xon(s))) AW (s)

X
t

< / ka(t, 5) - El| Zum (5) |25,
0

Set
f(t) == limsup E||Z, ..(¢) 1%.

7,1M—+00

By (89), (H1) and using Fatou’s lemma, we get

t
10 = [ ratos) - f5)ds.
0
By Lemma again, we have for almost all ¢t € [0, 7]
£(t) = tim sup B Z, ()12 = 0.

n,Mm—00

Hence, there exists an X-valued (F;)-adapted process X (¢) such that for almost all ¢ € [0, 7]
lim E[| XA (t) - X (2)llx = 0.

Taking limits for (3.6]), one finds that (3:2)) holds.

Moreover, the estimate (3.3]) follows from (B3.9). Note that when (3.4) is satisfied, the
constant Cr,, in (3.7) is independent of T". Hence, the estimate (8.5) is direct from (3.8)).
The uniqueness follows by similar calculations as above. U

Example 3.2. Let for 6 >0

6—63
h(s) := ——5—, t>s2>0.
2

slog” s

It is easy to see that h € L'(R,). Consider the following stochastic Volterra equation:

X (t) = zo/|log(t A1)| + /0 h(t — s)A(X(s))ds + /0 h(t — s)B(X(s))dW (s),
16



where A : X — X and B : X — Ly(I%;X) are global Lipschitz continuous functions. By
elementary calculations, one finds that

/t e9=%)|log(s A 1)
sup >
>0 Jo (t—s)log”(t —s)

So, (H1)-(H3) are satisfied with p = 2. Moreover, by (2.8)) and (B.5]), one finds that if §
is large enough, then for any 7" > 0

ds < +o0.

sup E[| X () ||3 < +o0.
=T

We remark that in this example, X (0) = oo.

3.2. Path continuity of solutions. In this subsection, in addition to (H2) and (H3),
we also assume that

(H1)’ The process t — g¢(t) is continuous and (F;)-adapted, and for any p > 2 and 7" > 0
E<wpmm&><+w
te[0,7
(H4) Forall s<t<t,weQand x € X
||A(t/’ s,w,x) - A(t> S, W, x)HX < )‘(t,a t S) ) (HxHX + 1)
and
||B(t/7 S,W,I) - B(tv 87w7m)||2L2(12;X) < )‘(t/vtv 8) ’ (Hxngi + 1)7
where A is a positive measurable function satisfying that for any 7" > 0 and some
5 =~(T),C = C(T) > 0
t
/ At t,8)ds < Ct —t]), 0<t<t' <T. (3.10)
0

Theorem 3.3. Assume that (H1)" and (H2)-(H4) hold, and the kernel function ky in
(H2) belongs to #~1. Then there exists a unique X-valued continuous (F;)-adapted process
X(t) such that P-a.s., for allt >0

X(t) :g(t)+/OtA(t,s,X(s))ds+/OtB(t,s,X(s))dW(s) (3.11)

and for any p > 2 and T > 0,

E ( sup HX(t)H%) < +00. (3.12)
te[0,7
Moreover, if for some d > 0 and any p > 2,T > 0, it holds that
Ellg(t") — gl < Crplt’ -1,

then, t — X(t) admits a Hélder continuous modification and for any p > 2,T > 0 and
some a > 0

sup
t#t'€[0,T] |t/ - t|ap

E( wmw—xw&)<GmW

Proof. First of all, for any p > 2 and T' > 0, by (H1)’ and (3.3) we have
esssup E|| X (t)|% < +o0. (3.13)

t€[0,T
17



Set

and write for 0 <t < ¢ <T

Jt)—Jt) = /0[B(t',s,X(s))—B(t,s,X(s))]dW(s)

+ / ' B(t', s, X())dW(s) = Ji (', 1) + Jo(t', ).
=8

In view of k1 € #%1, ([26]) holds for some 5 > 1. Fix p > 2(8*
inequality (2.17), (H2) and Hélder’s inequality we have

/(8 —1)). By the BDG

P
2

B[l Ol = E(/ﬁ %1(%8)-(IIX(S)I|§+1)dS>

D

</t kf(t',s)ds) E(/t (||X(s)||§f*+1)ds)

t/
0 — g / EIX ()] + 1)ds
t

A

2.6
=
B.13) b
N
and by (H4) and Minkowski’s inequality

P
2

L0 < E(/ A(t’n:s)~<r|X<s>||§+1>ds)

NS

: (/otW’@ $) - (EIX () I15)7 + 1>ds)

63 ( /0 A s)ds) ’

= =tz

Hence, forall 0 <t <t/ <T
E[J(t) = J@O)IE < [t =% + [t — |7
Similarly, we may prove that for all 0 <t <t < T and p > §*
p
< t=tPP |t -t

P
B* .

E

[ awsxpas— [ s xispas

The desired conclusions follow from Theorem [2.101 O

We conclude this subsection by proving a lemma, which will be used frequently later.
We put it here since the proof is similar to Theorem [B.3]

Lemma 3.4. Let T be an (F;)-stopping time and
G: A xQ— Ly(%X) € Ma/B(Ly(1%X)).
Assume that for all0 < s <t <t andw € Q

HG(tv S5 w)”%g(lz;X) < H(tv S) ’ fz(sv w)? (314)
18



||G(t/7 S, w) o G(tv S5 w)”%g(ﬂ;X) < )‘(t/v tu 8) ’ f2(87 w)v (315)
where k € 51 and for any T > 0 and some o« > 1 and v > 0

t
/ Nt 4, s)ds < Crlt — ), YO<t<t <T
0

and (s,w) — f(s,w) is a positive measurable process with

TAT
E (/ fp(s)ds) < 400, Vp=2
0

Then t — J(t fo (t,s)dW (s) € X admits a continuous modification on [0,7), and for

any T"> 0 and p large enough
t P TNAT
E( sup / G(t, s)dW (s) < CrE (/ fp(s)ds) ,
te[0,TAT] 0 X 0

where the constant Cr is independent of f and 7.

Proof. Fix T > 0 and write for 0 <t <t/ < T

J(t)—J(t) = /t G(t', s)dW (s) + /0 [G(t, 5) — G(t, s)]dW (s)

= Jl(t/, t) + JQ(t/, t)

In view of kK € 5, and (2.6), by the BDG inequality (2.I7) and Hélder’s inequality we
have, for some 5 > 1 and p > 2(6* = 3/(5 — 1)),

/ttlm G, s)dW (s)

AT

P

E|Ji(t',t) - Lipuepnlly < E

X

t'AT p/2
/ IG(t, S)||2L2(l2;X)ds>
tAT

t'AT p/2
B g / m(t',s)~f2(s)ds>

AT

t % t'AT Q»BL*
(/ KO (¢ s)ds) ‘E ( fzﬁ*(s)ds>
t tAT
» TAT
[t —tjz= R (/ fp(s)ds)
0

PN
=

PN

PN

and for p > 2(a* = a/(a — 1)),

A

tAT P/2
E|l () - Ly seiomny 2 E ( / G, s) - Gt s>||i2(,z;x>ds)
&) inr p/2
E(/ A1, s) - F2(s)d )
0
t

(o) 2 ([ o)™

" TNAT )
|t' —t|z= - E fP(s)ds | .
0

19
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Hence, for any p > 2(a* V") and 0 <t <t/ < T

Y

TNAT
E||(J(#') = J(8)) - Lperomplly < ¢ — t|(F=-0"E B ( / fp(S)dS) .
0
The desired result now follows by Theorem 2.10. O

3.3. Local existence and uniqueness. In this subsection, we assume that

(H2)' For any R > 0, there exists k1 g € #~1 such that for all (¢,s) € A, w € Q and
x € Xwith ||z|x <R

IA(t, s,w,2)llx + |1B(t, 5,0, 2) 17,025 < KLg(t, s).

(H3)" For any R > 0, there exists ko r € J#; such that for all (¢,s) € A, w €  and
z,y € X with |[z]lx, lyllx < R

[A(t, 5,0, 2) = At 5,0, 9)|[x < Kor(t8) - |2 = yllx

and
||B(t> S, W, ZE') - B(t’ S, W, y)”%g(ﬂ;X) < ’{2,R(t> S) ’ ||Zl§' - y”%i

(H4)' For any R > 0, there exists a measurable function Ay satisfying that for any 7' > 0
and some v, C > 0

t
/ a1, 8)ds < Clf — ', 0<t<t<T
0

such that for all s <t <t', w € Q and x € X with ||z||x < R,
|A(t, s,w,x) — A(t, s,w, z)||x + || B(t', s,w, x) — B(t, s, w, l')||%2(l2;x)
< Ar(t)t, 8).
We first introduce the following notion of local solutions.

Definition 3.5. Let 7 be an (F;)-stopping time, and {X(t);t € [0,7)} an X-valued con-
tinuous (F;)-adapted process. The pair of (X, 7) is called a local solution of EQ.(31) if
P-a.s., for allt € [0,7)

X(t) :g(t)+/0 A(t,s,X(s))ds+/0 B(t, s, X(s))dW (s);

(X, 1) is called a mazimal solution of EQ.(31) if

%ir(n) | X(t,w)|lx = +o0 on {w:7(w) <4}, P—a.s.
7 (w

We call (X, T) a non-ezxplosion solution of EQ.(31) if
P{w:71(w) < 400} = 0.
Remark 3.6. The stochastic integral in the above definition is defined on [0,T) by

tATh

/ CBlts X(s)AW(s) = lm [ B(t.s, X(s)dW(s). <.

n—o0 0
where 7, ;= inf{t > 0: || X (t)||x > n} 7 T.
We now prove the following main result in this section.

Theorem 3.7. Under (H1)'-(H4)', there exists a unique mazimal solution (X,7) for
EQ. (31) in the sense of Definition [T3.
20



Proof. For n € N, let x,, be a positive smooth function on R, with x,(s) = 1,s < n and
Xn(s) =0, > n+ 1. Define

An(t>s>wax) = A(t>$>w’x)'xn(||x||x)
Bn(t>s>wax) = B(t>s>w?x)'xn(||x||x)‘

It is easy to see that for A,, and B,,, (H2) holds with k1,41, (H4) holds with A,;, and
(H3) holds with some k3, € #;. Thus, by Theorem there exists a unique continuous
(Fi)-adapted process X,,(t) such that for any p > 2 and 7' > 0

te€[0,T

E ( sup ||Xn(t)!|§’g> < Crpm
and

t t
X, (t) = g(¢) +/ A,(t, s,Xn(s))ds—l—/ B, (t, s, X,,(s))dW (s). (3.16)
0 0
We have the following claim:

Let T be any stopping time. The uniqueness holds for (3.14) on [0, 7).

We remark that when 7 = 7" is non-random, it follows from TheoremB.Il Let X;(¢),i = 1,2
be two X-valued continuous (F;)-adapted processes, and satisfy on [0, 7)

X;(t) = g(t) —l—/o At s, Xi(s))ds +/0 B,(t, s, X;(s))dW(s), i =1, 2.
Set
Z(t) == X1(t) — Xo(t).

Since k3, € %4, as the calculations in ([3.7)), by the BDG inequality (2.17) and (H3) for
A, and B,,, we have

tAT p
B2 taenlly = B ([ kanltis) 12060 es)
0

2 ([ hn(t.9) - 12060135 )

t
_ E(/‘@m@ﬁylﬁqynzwmwk)
0

p

2

t
+E</“@muﬁ»1@qynzwm%k)
0

A

[ ronts5) - BIZ05) 1o s (317)
By Lemma 2.2 we get
E||Z(t) - 1u<ry|l% =0 for almost all ¢ € [0, T,
which implies by the arbitrariness of 7" and the continuities of X;(t),i = 1,2,
X1l = X2() o,
The claim is proved.

Now, for n € N, define the stopping times

T, = inf{t > 0: [| X,,(t)|lx > n}
21



and
op = inf{t > 0: || X,41(¢)]|x > n}.
By the above claim, we have

Xn(Mommnon) = Xns1()|0,mmA00)5
which implies
Tn L Op & Tnitl, G.€..
Hence, we may define

T(w) = nh_):a;o Tn(w)

and for all ¢ < 7(w)
X(t,w) = X,(t,w), ift <7, (w).
Clearly, (X, 7) is a maximal solution of EQ.(3]]) in the sense of Definition 3.5
We next prove the uniqueness. Let (X, 7) be another maximal solution of EQ.([3I) in
the sense of Definition Define the stopping times

Fo o= inf{t >0 || X(t)||x > n}

and
Tn =T NTp, T =TAT.
It is clear that

T /T a.s. asn — 00
and

Loan®) - X = T (®) - 9) + om0 - / A(t, 5, X(s))ds

g () - /0 B(t, s, X(s))dWV(s)

= Ty (t) - g(t) + Loz (2) - /0 An(t, s, X(s))ds

Flioan(t) - [ Balt, s, X(s)dW (s).

S—

By the above claim again, we have
XOos) = XO)lo70)-
So 3
XOlos = XOlos-
By the definition of maximal solution we must have 7 =7 = 7. U

We have the following simple criterion of non explosion.

Theorem 3.8. Assume that (H1)', (H2) and (H4) hold, and r, in (H2) belongs to <.
Then there is no explosion for EQ.([31).

Proof. Let (X, 7) be a maximal solution of EQ.(3I]). Define
T, = inf{t > 0: | X(¢)|x = n}.

By the BDG inequality (2.I7) and Holder’s inequality, and using the same method as
estimating (3.17)), we have, for any 7" > 0, some 8 > 1 and p > 2(8* = 5/( — 1))

b=l ([ s X6)lds )
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p

+E /0 " B s, X ()W ()

X

A

Ellg(t)% + E ( / T ats) - (1X () + 1>ds)p

2

tATh
E ( JRNEE s,X<s>>||iQ<lz;X)ds)
0

_p_
B*

IA

Ellg()|l} + ( / X + 1>ds)
w2 ([ + ) .

t
< Cr [Eug@)ng 1+ [ EIx()- 1{5@}”@@18} |

where the constant Cr,, is independent of n.
By Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain

sup E[[X () - 1p<ny % < COrp.
te[0,T

Using this estimate, as in the proofs of Theorem and Lemma B4l we can prove that
forany "> 0 and p > 2

SupE< sup HX(t)H§> < Orype

neN te[0,TATy]
Hence,
lim P{r, <T} = lim P¢ sup [ X{@)|x=n
n—o0 n—oo tE[O,T/\Tn]
< ImE| sup [[X(O)[ | /n"
n—00 te[0,TATh]
< i P —
S i Cra/n” =0,
which produces the non-explosion, i.e., P{T < co} = 0. O

Remark 3.9. One cannot directly prove
supE[| X (t A 1,)|[% < 400, VE=0
neN

to obtain the non-explosion, because it does not in general make sense to write
tATn
/ B(t A Tn, s, X(s))dW (s).
0

3.4. Continuous dependence of solutions with respect to data. In this subsection,
we study the continuous dependence of solutions for EqQ.(BI]) with respect to the coeffi-
cients.

Let {(gm, Am, Bm), m € N} be a sequence of coefficients associated to EQ.([BI]). Assume
that for each m € N, (g, Ay, By,) satisfies (H1)'-(H4)' with the same k1 g, ko g and Ag
as (g, A, B), and for each p > 2

lim sup E|lgim(t) — g(t)[Ix =0 (3.18)
M= 40,7
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and for each T, R > 0,

t
lim sup / |Am(t, s, x) — A(t, s, z)||xds = 0, (3.19)

0 1€(0,T] |z l|lx <R Y0

t
lim sup / | B (t, s, x) — B(t, s, x)H%Z(P;X)dS = 0. (3.20)

MO0 1€(0,T] |z l|lx <R /0

Let (X, Tm) (resp. (X, 7)) be the unique maximal solution associated with (gy,, A, Bm)
(resp. (g, A, B)). For each R > 0 and m € N, define

T o= if{t > 02 | X (#) |15, [| X ()] > R}
Suppose that for each t > 0
lim sup P{rF <t} =0. (3.21)

R—oo 1y

Then we have:
Theorem 3.10. For eacht > 0 and e > 0

Jim P{X0(0) = X ()]l > ¢} =0,
Proof. For R > 0 and m € N| set

Z(t) == (X (t) = X (1)) - Lpscrry-

Then
ZR() = () + J3, () + Jg, () + I (1) + i (1),
where
JE) = Llpycrr - [gm(t) — g(t)],
t/\'rf,";
me(t) = lpger / [Am(t, s, Xn($)) —Am(t,s,X(s))}ds,
0
t/\'rf,";
me(t) = lyger / [Am(t, s, X (s)) —A(t,X(s))}ds,
0
t/\'r,l;‘;
me(t) = 1{t<'r71ﬂ : / [Bm(t? S, Xm(S)) - Bm(ta S, X(S))}dW(S),
0
t/\'rfi
T = Tengy [ [Bultos, X(5) = Bltos, X()]AW(s).
0

Fix T' > 0. Clearly, for any p > 2 and t € [0, T]
El|J{5 0% < sup Ellgn(t) — g% =t Tim-

te€[0,T

For me(t), by (H3)" and Holder’s inequality we have, for p large enough (ko g € H#%1)

R

tAT,y P
Ell 0% < E(/ %zR(t,S)-IIXm(S)—X(S)ledS>
0

< [ [ it ] e[ [z ||de]*

t
< ¢ [ Bzl
0
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For J§,(t), we have

t/\'rf,"; p
ElJ5.0)% < E<| Sup/ ||Am(t,s,x)—A(t,s,x)deS)

lzllx<R Jo

t p
< ( sup  Sup / ||Am(t7 va) - A(tv va)Hde) = \73},2771

te[0,T] [lz]lx<R JO

Similarly, by the BDG inequality (2.I7) we have, for p large enough
t
B (0l < C [ BIZ) s

and

p
2

E||J35 ()l < G, (sup sup /IIB (,s,2) (t,s,w)llizm;X)dS) = Jom-

te[0.7] allx<R

Combining the above calculations, we get
t
BIZE0)E < Tin + T+ T+ C [ B2 s
0

By Gronwall’s inequality and (B.I8)-([3.20) we get, for any R > 0 and p large enough
lim E||ZE(#)|% = 0.
m—roo

Hence

P{IXn() = X(®)lx =€} < P{IXn(t) = X(®)llx - Lpcrny > €} + P{rl <t}
<

E||Z 0%/ + P{r, < t}.
First letting m — oo, then R — 0o, we then get the desired limit by (3.21). d

4. LARGE DEVIATION FOR STOCHASTIC VOLTERRA EQUATIONS

In this section, we study the large deviation of small perturbations for stochastic Volterra
equations. In addition to (H2)’, (H3)" and (H4)’, we assume that g and A, B are non-
random, and

(H1)” For any 7" > 0 and some § > 0,
lg(t) = g(®)lx < Clt = ¢1°, ' €[0,T]

and for some a > 0,

sup_|[|g(t)||x, < +oo.
te[0,T

(H2)” For the same « as in (H1)” and any R > 0, there exists a kernel function x, p €
such that for all (t,s) € A and x € X with [|z||x < R
1A 5, 2)llxo + 1B(E 5, 0) 7,025 ) < Faur(t, 8)-

Remark 4.1. If the k4 r in (H2)" belongs to <, then (H2)" implies (H2)" in view of
X, — X.
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Consider the following small perturbation of stochastic Volterra equation (B.1)

X(t) = g(t) + /OtA(t, s, Xe(s))ds + \/E/Ot B(t, s, X(s))dW (s), (4.1)

where ¢ € (0,1). By Theorem B.7 there exists a unique maximal solution (X, 7.) for
EqQ.(@1). Below, we fix T' > 0 and work in the finite time interval [0, 7], and assume that
for each € € (0,1)

7. >1T, a.s..
By Yamada-Watanabe’s theorem (cf. [54] [67]), there exists a measurable mapping
P, : Cp(U) — Cr(X)
such that
Xc(t,w) = @(W(-,w))(1).

It should be noticed that although the equation considered in [54] is a little different from
EQ.([31]), the proof is obviously adapted to our more general equation.

We now fix a family of processes {h¢, e € (0,1)} in A% (see (Z23) for the definition of
AZL), and put

he(-
X(t,w) := @E(W(-,w) + %)(t)
Here, we have used a little confused notations X, and X¢, but they are clearly different.
By Girsanov’s theorem (cf. [54], Section 7]), X () solves the following stochastic Volterra
equation (also called control equation):

X(t) = g(t)—l—/o A(t,s,XG(s))dst/O B(t,s, X(s))h(s)ds

+\@/0 B(t, s, X(s))dW(s). (4.2)

Although  is defined only on [0, 7], we can extend it to R, by setting h(t) = 0 for t > T
so that EQ.([@2]) can be considered on R,. We shall always use this extension below. Let
7¢ be the explosion time of EQ.([#2). For n € N, define

7= 1nf{t > 0: || X(t)||x > n}. (4.3)
Then 77  7¢, and we have:

Lemma 4.2. For any o € (0, ), there is an a > 0 such that for p sufficiently large

< 1X() = X (D).,

sup E
e€(0,1)

sup
t£t'€[0,TATE] |t" — t]op

) < CanvTvpvﬁa,nvaO ‘

Proof. Note that

tATS

X)Ly llxa - < ||9(t)||xa+/ [A(E, s, X°(s)) [ xads
0

tATS, .
n / IB(E, 5, X(s))i ()| s
0

/e /0 o B(t, s, X<(s))AW (s)

= Jl(t) —+ JQ(t) -+ Jg(t) -+ J4(t)
26
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By (H2)” and (4.3)) we have

tATS, p
E|J>(t)]P < CoE ( / Kan(t, s)ds) < Cotoprns
0

and by Holder’s inequality

HA@PSEE< nBtsX<»%QMﬂ§

/A

P
E( nBtsX<»mmm@wmwmm§

P
2

/N

NE(A HB@sxwmmm%¢§

< CN,TL,T,]),K/a,nJ

where we have used that h¢ € A%
Similarly, by the BDG inequality (2.I7) and (H2)” we have

P
2

tATS,
E‘J4(t)‘p < CPE (/0 HB(T,, S"XE(S))H%Q(IZ;XQ)dS) < Cn,T,p,Ra,n'

Combining the above calculations, we get

sup sup B[ X(t) - Ly lk,
€€(0,1) t€[0,T]

Moreover, as in the proofs of Theorem B3 and Lemma [3.4] by (H1)”, (H2)' and (H4)',
for some B3 > 1 and p > 2(8;5 := PB5/(F3 — 1)), we have that for any 0 <t <t/ < T

sup E[[(X(¢) — X(1)) - Lppesry %
€€(0,1)

< ONnTpiran, P22 (4.4)

_b_
< Crpn(Jt = €17 £ = 1% 41— #)75).

Thus, by (v) of Proposition 21T and (&4), for any ag € (0, ) and p large enough we have

sup E[[(X(¥) = X(1)) - L erangy %,
e€(0,1)

@0

1—%0
< Onnpamon (1L = 17 4 [t = 1 F 4 |t —¢)F) 7
The desired estimate now follows by Theorem 2.10L O

In order to obtain the tightness of the laws of {X¢ e € (0,1)} in Cy(X), we assume that
(C1) £7!is a compact operator on X.
(C2) limy, 00 SUP o1y P{w : 75(w) < T} = 0.
Note that (C2) implies
Plw:1%(w)>T} = 1.
We now prove the following key lemma for the large deviation principle of EqQ.(4I]).

Lemma 4.3. Under (C1)~anc£ (C~2), there exist subsequence € | 0, a probability space
(2, F, P) and a sequence {(h*, X* W*)}ren as well as (h, X", W) defined on this probability
space and taking values in Dy x Cp(X) x Cp(U) such that

(i) (h¥, X* W*) has the same law as (hs, X, W) for each k € N;

(i) (h¥, X* W*) = (h, X", W) in Dy x Cp(X) x Cp(U), P-a.s. as k — oo;
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(iii) (h, X™) uniquely solves the following Volterra equation.:

XM(t) = g(t) + /Ot A(t, s, X"(s))ds + /Ot B(t,s, X"(s))h(s)ds. (4.5)

In particular, (LD); in Subsection holds.
Proof. Let ap € (0,) and a > 0 be as in Lemma [42l For R > 0, set

te[0,7) s#£t€[0,T) [t — sl

K = {“CT@@: oup [lo(®)x + sup ”x(t)_x(S)HxaogR}’

By (C1), X,, — X is compact (cf. [37, p.29, Theorem 1.4.8]). Thus, by Ascoli-Arzela’s
theorem (cf. [39]), the set Kg is compact in Cp(X). For any 6 > 0, by (C2) we can choose
n sufficiently large such that

sup P{w P (w) < T} < 0.
e€(0,1)
By Lemma and Chebyschev’s inequality, for any R > n we have

P{X() ¢ Kr} = P{X°() ¢ Kp, 7, 2T} + P{X() ¢ Kp, 7, <T}

[X(t) — X°(5)lIxa, ]
< P sup >R—np+ P{r, <T}
s#LE[0,TATE] |t - S|a
[X(t) — X(s)I%
< E sup Koo J/(R—n)’ 446
s#t€[0,TATE] |t — s|oP

< CanvTvpvﬁa,n#XO/(R - n)p + 6/‘
Therefore, for R large enough we have
sup P{X“(-) ¢ Kr} < 20.

€€(0,1)

Thus, by the compactness of Dy (see (2.24])), the laws of (h¢, X, W) in Dy x C7(X) xCr(U)
is tight. By Skorohod’s embedding theorem (cf. [39]), the conclusions (i) and (ii) hold.
We now prove (iii). Note that by (i) (cf. [54, Section 8])

Xkt) = g(t)—i—/o A(t,s,Xk(s))ds+/0 B(t,s,Xk(s));Lk(s)ds

t
—h/@/ B(t, s, X*(s))dW*(s)
0
= g(t)+ JF@t) + JE(t) + JE(t), P —a.s.
Set )
o= inf{t > 0: || X*(#)||x > n}.
Then for any § > 0, by (i) and (C2) there exists an n large enough such that

sup P{7} < T} = Supls{ sup || X*(s)[|x > n}

keN keN s€[0,T)

= sup P< sup [|[X%(s)|lx >n
keN s€[0,T)
= sup P{rk <T} <.
keN
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Hence, for any ¢’ > 0, by the BDG inequality (2.17) and (H2)" we have
Pliwllx =o'} < P{aw > 57 > 1)+ Lk <1}
E”||J5 (1) - Ly Ik

< 57 +6
e - C,EF ( JA%ﬁ K1n(t, s)ds)

< 57 +46
€ - Cn,t

< 572 + 0.

Thus, we get
lim P{||J§(t)||x > 5'} —0.
k—o0

Let Ji(t),i = 1,2 be the corresponding terms in EQ.(&H). In order to prove that X"
solves EQ.(4.5)), it is now enough to show that for any ¢ € [0,7] and y € X*

lim x(JE@t) — Ji(t),y)x. =0, i=1,2, P—a.s.
—00
Observe that

(T3 (8) = L), )] <y

x*-/o [[B(t,5, X*(s)) — B(t,5, X"(s))]A*(s) | xds

+

/0 x(B(t, s, X"(s))[ﬁ’f(s) — i(s)], Y)ds

= |lyllx- - ng(t) + J§2(t)-
By the weak convergence of h* to h in Dy, we have
lim J5,(t) = 0.
k—oo

Noting that by (ii), for almost all & € Q and some K (&) € N

n(@) := sup ||Xh(s,c7j)||x\/ sup sup ||)~(k(s,u7)||x<—|—oo,
s€[0,T] k>K (@) s€[0,T]

we have, by Holder’s inequality and (H3)'

t 1/2
~ Tk~ S ~ ~ 2
Jh(t@) < ||h’“<w>||@-( / HB(t,s,X‘“(s,w»—B(t,&X"(s,w»}lh(p;mds)
1/2

t
@ N ([ o (0.9 14(5.8) - X0, 2) s
0

(’lQ 0, ask — oo,
where we have used h*(0) € Dy.
Similarly, we have

lim || Jf(t) — Ji(t)|lx = 0, P — a.s..
k—o0

Combining the above estimates, we find that X" solves EQ. @5). -
Let I(f) be defined by
I(f)=5 _jnf 5l Cr(X 4.
(f) 5 {heéle:nfth} Il f € Cr(X), (4.6)

where X" is defined by EQ.(&3)). In order to identify I(f), we assume that
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(C3) For any N € N

sup sup || X"(t)|x < +oo.
heby t€[0,T]

Similar to the proof of Lemma [£3] we can prove that:
Lemma 4.4. Under (C3), (LD)y in Subsection [2.4] holds.
Thus, by Theorem [2.15] we have proven:

Theorem 4.5. Assume that (H1)"-(H2)”, (H2)'-(H4)" and (C1)-(C3) hold. Then,
{X,e€(0,1)} satisfies the large deviation principle in Cp(X) with the rate function I(f)

given by ({4.0).

Remark 4.6. The conditions (C2) and (C3) are satisfied if (H1)”, (H2) and (H4) hold,
and Ky in (H2) belongs to 1. In fact, we can prove as the proof of Theorem[38

neN e€(0,1) te[0,TATS]

sup sup E( sup ||X5(t)||l§7g> < CTJLHN

which then implies (C2). The condition (C3) is more direct in this case.

5. SEMILINEAR STOCHASTIC EVOLUTIONARY INTEGRAL EQUATIONS

In this section, we consider the following semilinear stochastic evolutionary integral
equation:

t t t
X(t) =z — / a(t — s)LX(s)ds +/ O(s, X (s))ds +/ U(s, X(s))dW(s), (5.1)

0 0 0

where a : R, — R, is a measurable function, and
PR xOxX—=XeMx B(X)/B(X)
and
TR, x Qx X = Ly(l%X) € M x B(X)/B(Ly(I*; X)).
Here and below, M stands for the progressively measurable o-algebra over R, x ().
Consider first the following deterministic integral equation:

x(t) = xo — /0 a(t — s)Lx(s)ds. (5.2)

The solution of this equation is called the resolvent of (a, £), and denoted by S,zq = x(t).
Note that in general
Siis # 6,06,
We make the following assumptions:

(S1) The resolvent {&, : t > 0} is of analyticity type (wp, 8p) in the sense of [63, Definition
2.1], where wy € R and 6, € (0, 7/2].

(S2) For any R > 0, there exist Cr > 0 and 8 € [0, 1) such that for all s > 0, w € Q and
z,y € X with |zx, lyllx < R

Cr
(5,2l + 1,0, 2) 0 < 52 5
and
Cr
|o(s,0,0) = (s, 0 v)llx < sl = ulls
2 CR 2
(s, 2) = ¥(s,w,9) e < o rppslle = vl
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(S3) Forall s >0, w € Q and z € X, it holds that

C
[Bswalle < g1+ lelbo)
19 (s, 0 2) Py < (14 2]2)
S, W, T Ly(12X) X (S/\l)ﬁ Zllx)-

The following property of analytic resolvent {&; : ¢t > 0} is crucial for the proof of
Theorem (5.2 below (cf. [63, Corollary 2.1]).

Proposition 5.1. Let &, be an analytic resolvent of type (wo, o). Then for any T > 0

sup |6l Lex) < COr (5.3)
te[0,7
and for any t € (0,T]
16 Leex) < Crt™t, (5.4)
where the dot denotes the operator derivative and || - ||Lxx) denotes the norm of bounded

linear operators.

By a solution of EQ.(5.1]) we mean that X () satisfies the following stochastic Volterra
equation:

X(t) = S + /Ot Si_sP(s, X(s))ds + /Ot Si_sV(s, X(s))dW(s). (5.5)

Let us define
Aty s,w,x) := 6,_s®(s,w,z), Bl(t,s,w,x):=6,_sV(s,w,x).
We have:

Theorem 5.2. Under (S1) and (S2), there ezists a unique mazimal solution (X,T) for
EQ. (5.3) in the sense of Definition[3.3. Moreover, if (S3) holds, then T = 400, a.s..

Proof. First of all, it is easy to see by (5.3) that (H2)" and (H3)’ hold with

C
/€17R(t, S) = /‘{,27R(t, S) = (37}%5 c <%/>1.

A1)
For0<s<t<t,weand z € X with ||z||x < R, we have
||A(t’,s,w,:v) _A(t> S,W,ZL’)HX = ||(6t’—8 - et—S)q)(sawax)HX
Cg
< w”et’—s — G —sllnxx)
CR t'—s
< S, s d
a1 s
M CR /t’—s 1
< —dr
(sAn1)B J_y r
CR t/ — S
- (s/\l)ﬁlOg t—s
and c /
t—s
/ _ 2 < R 2 .
||B(t ) S, W, .CL’) B(tv Suwvx)HLg(lQ;X) ~ (S A 1)5 lOg <t — S)

Note that the following elementary inequality holds for any v € (0, 1)
log(1+s) < Cs?, Vs> 0.
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Therefore, for 0 < s <t <t, w e Q and x € X with ||z||x < R
JA(t,s,w,x) — A(t, s,w,2)|x + [| B(t', s,w,2) — B(t, 5,0, 2)[|7,02%)

Cr(t' —t)7 (t'—t)7 N 4
< AP |1 () = M)

Thus, we find that (H4) holds if v € (0, (1 — 5)/2).
Lastly, if (S3) is satisfied, it is clear that (H2) holds with x4(¢,s) = ﬁ € 54, and
(H4) also holds from the above calculations. The non-explosion now follows from Theorem

3.8 O

We now turn to the small perturbation of EQ.(5.5]) and assume that ® and ¥ are non-
random. Consider

t t
Xe(t) = 6#170 +/ Gt—sq)(sa XE(S))dS + \/E/ Gt—s\D(Sa XE(S))dW(S)
0 0
In order to use Theorem [0 to get the LDP for {X,, e € (0,1)}, we also assume

(S4) Let {&; : t > 0} be an analytic resolvent of type (wo,fp). Assume that for some
wp > wp, 0 <0y <y, C>0and a; >0

la(\)| = C(IA —wi|™ + 1), VA € C with |arg(A — w)| < 61, (5.6)
where a denotes the Laplace transform of a. Moreover, we also assume that
T t
/ a(s)ds +/ la(r + s) — a(s)|ds < Cplr|°, (5.7)
0 0
where r,t € [0,T] and T,0 > 0.

We have

Theorem 5.3. Under (S1)-(S4) and (C1), for any xo € 2(L£), {X., € € (0,1)} satisfies
the large deviation principle in Cp(X) with the rate function I(f) given by ({4.0).

Proof. From the proof of Theorem [5.2] it is enough to check (H1)” and (H2)"”. By (5.0)
and [63, p.57, Theorem 2.2 (ii)], we have

||£6t||L(X;X) < Cewlt(l + t_al), Vit > 0,
which together with (v) of Proposition 2.11] yields that for any o € (0,1) and 7" > 0
€96 Leex) < Cr(L+¢7%), vt € (0,T].

Thus, (H2)"” holds by choosing a < %, where [ is from (S3).
For (H1)”, since xy € Z(£) = Xy, by (53) we have

[1£6pxollx = [[S¢Laol[x < O Lxollx
On the other hand, by the resolvent equation (5.2]) and (5.7) we have, forany 0 <t <t < T

t
1Guz0 — Gurollx < / la(t' — s) — alt — 5| - |86 o lxds
0

t/
+/ la(t" — s)| - || LS sxol|xds
t
< Orl|&xollx - [t —t)°.

The proof is thus completed by Theorem and Remark O
32



Example 5.4. Let a be a completely monotonic kernel function, i.e.,
a(t) :/ e *dp(s), t>0, (5.8)
0

where s — p(s) is nondecreasing, and such that [~ dp(s)/s < co. Then the resolvent
{&,; : t > 0} associated with a is of analyticity type (0,6) for some 6 € (0,7/2) (cf. [63]
p.55, Example 2.2]), i.e., (S1) holds. For (S4), besides (5.8) and (5.7), we also assume
that for some C, a1 > 0

Cl+A)™ < / e M. a(t)dt < 400, YA >0, (5.9)
0
which implies by [63, p.221, Lemma 8.1 (v)| that (5.6) holds. In particular,
ta—l
olt) = =, 1
alt) = foye @€ (0.1

is completely monotonic, and satisfies (5.7) and (5.9), where I' denotes the usual Gamma
function.
Moreover, for the kernel function a,,, if

2
1<a<2——¢<2,
m

where ¢ comes from ([2.19), then &; is analytic (cf. [63] p.55, Example 2.1]). Notice that
in [63], —£ is considered. In this case, (B.6) and (5.7) clearly hold since a,(\) = A~
ReA > 0.

6. SEMILINEAR STOCHASTIC PARTIAL DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS

When a = 1 in EQ.(5.1]), one sees that EQ.(5.1)) contains a class of semilinear SPDEs.
However, it cannot deal with the equation like stochastic Navier-Stokes equation. In this
section, we shall discuss strong solutions of a large class of semilinear SPDEs by using the
properties of analytic semigroups.

6.1. Mild solutions of SPDEs driven by Brownian motions. Consider the following
semilinear stochastic partial differential equation:

AX (t) = [—LX(t) + (¢, X (£))]dt + U(t, X ()W (L), X(0) = xo. (6.1)

We study two cases, in application, which correspond to different types of SPDEs. First
of all, we introduce the following assumptions on the coefficients:

(M1) For some « € (0,1)
O R, x Q2 xX, »XeMxB(X,)/B(X)
and
ViR x Qx Xy = Ly(I%Xg) € M x B(Xo)/B(Ly (1% Xg)).
(M2) For any R > 0, there exist Cg > 0 and 5 € [0, 1) with

a+ <1
such that for all s > 0, w € Q and z,y € X, with ||z|x., [|y|x. < R,
Cr
(5,602l + 19(5,0.0) ) € s
and
[(5,0,2) — B(s,w, e < —Elz — g
— w < ——— |z — ,
M ) ) 7y X (8/\ 1)6 y XQ
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Cr
||\I](8,w,$) - @(vaay)nig(lz;x%) < WHx - y”?ia

(M3) For all s >0, w € Q and = € X,, it holds that

C
(sA1)P

C
2
1P (s, w, 1’)||L2(l2;X%) S w

By a mild solution of equation (6.1 we mean that X(¢) solves the following stochastic
Volterra integral equation:

[®(s,w, 2)[lx <

(1 + [#flx,),

L+ l=l%,)-

X(t) = Tyao + / t‘Zt_sq)(s,X(s))ds+ / t‘It_s\If(s,X(s))dW(s). (6.2)

0 0

Theorem 6.1. Under (M1) and (M2), for any zo € X, (« is from (M1)), there ezists
a unique maximal solution (X, ) for EQ.(6.2) so that

(1) t — X(t) € X, is continuous on [0, 7T) almost surely;
(i) limg, [| X (8)]|x, = +00 on {w: 7(w) < +00};
(1) it holds that, P-a.s, on [0,T)

X(t) = Tyxo + /t T P(s, X(s))ds + /t T U(s, X(s))dW(s).

0 0
Moreover, if (M3) holds, then T = +00, a.s..

Proof. We first consider the following stochastic Volterra integral equation

t
Y(t) = Qa‘ftxo—i-/ L9, (s, £74Y (s))ds
0

+ / t LOT,_W(s, £V (s))dW (s). (6.3)

Define
g(t) = £a‘3:t$lf0,
At s,w,y) = L£9T,_D(s,w, £ %),
B(t,s,w,y) = £%%, V(s,w, £ %).
Let us verify (H1)'-(H4)'. Clearly, (H1)’ holds since z, € X,.

By (iii) of Proposition Z11] and (M2), for all t > s > 0, w € Q and z,y € X with
|z||x, |lyllx < R we have

||A(ta S, W, z)”X + ||B(t> S, W, ZE') ||%2(l2;X)
1 o o
< gy (1205, 80l 105, 0, £70) [y
Cr
< ;
(t—s)*(sN1)P

and
1
||A(t’ Saw>$) - A(t> S,W,y)HX = m”é(&wa’g_ax) - ®(S>w’£_ay)||x
Cr

(t—s)*(sA1)P
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SR
T t—s)e(sanpt T YIE

as well as
||B(t, S,W,I) - B(t> S, W, y)”%g(l?;X)
1 o —a
< WH\I’(S,M,Q z)—V(s,w, L y)||2L2(l2;X%)
Cr 2
< — .

Hence, if we take

Cr
t—s)(sA1)P

€ ‘%/>17

K’l,R(ta ‘9) = KJ2,R(t, S) = (

then (H2)" and (H3)’ hold.
Let 0 <y < 1—(a+f). By (iv) of Proposition 211 and (M2) we have

A, s,w,x) — A(t, s,w, 2)||lx = [[(Zr_r — 1)L¥T,_P(s,w, £7%)|x
< (=)L T D5, w, £7%) ||
o Cr(t' —1t)7

(t—s)2t1(s AN1)P
and
||B(t,a S, W, I) - B(ta S, W, I)H%Q(P;X)
< Fv—e = )& TV (s,w, £7°2)[17, 025
< (' = ) L0PE W (s, £ |7, e

=t | L« .
- (t—s)a+“/||£2\11(8’£ x)H%Q(P;X)
Cr(t' —t)7

St —s)t(s AL)B
So, if we take
Cr(t' —t)7

)\R(t ,t,S) = (t _ S)OH_'Y(S A 1)67

then (H4)’ holds.

Hence, by Theorem .1 there is a unique maximal solution (Y, 7) for EQ.(63]) in the

sense of Definition Set
X(t) = £7Y(¢).

It is easy to see that (X, 7) a unique maximal solution for EQ.([6.2)), which satisfies (i), (ii)

and (iii) in the theorem.

Lastly, if (M3) is satisfied, then as estimating (6.4), for the above A and B, (H2) holds
with some k1 € 51, and also (H4) holds. So, by Theorem we have 7 = 00 a.s..

Remark 6.2. The solution (X, 7) in Theorem 6.1 is clearly a local solution of EQ.([6.3)
in X. However, it may be not a mazximal solution in X because it may happen that

%ir(n) | X (¢, w)|lx < +00 on {w: T7(w) < 00}
T (w
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Next, we study the large deviation estimate for EQ.(6.1]), and assume that ® and ¥ are
non-random. Consider the following small perturbation of EQ.(6.1):

dX (t) = [-LX(t) + D(t, X (1))]dt + VeV (t, X (1))dW (t), X (0) = . (6.5)

In order to apply Theorem to this situation, we need the non-explosion assumptions
as (C2) and (C3). For a family of processes {h¢, e € (0,1)} in A% (see [223) for the
definition of A%), consider

X(t) = ‘tho+/Ot‘3ft_s<I>(S,X5(s))ds+/Ot‘zt_s\II(S,Xe(s))he(s)ds

+\/g/0t TisW(s, X(s))dW (s),
and for h € (2 (see (2.22))

Xh(t) = Tyxo + /t Ti_D(s, X"(s))ds + /t Ty (s, X"(s))h(s)ds.

Below, for n € N we define
7o =1inf{t > 0: || X(t)||x, > n}.
Our large deviation principle can be stated as follows:

Theorem 6.3. Assume (M1) and (M2). Let xy € X5 for some 1 > § > «, where « is
from (M1). We also assume that 2(£) = Xy C X is compact, and

lim sup P{w:75(w) <T} =0 (6.6)
N0 eg(0,1)
and for any N > 0
sup sup || X"(t)|x, < +oo. (6.7)
heDy t€[0,T]

Then, {X., e € (0,1)} satisfies the large deviation principle in Cr(X,,) with the rate function
I(f) given by

I(f) = inf Al f € Cr(Xa). (6.8)

1
2 {he2: f=Xx"h}

Proof. By Theorem 5] it only need to check (H1)” and (H2)" for EQ.(6.3). Since o € X°
with & > «, by (iv) of Proposition 2111 (H1)” holds with &' = § — « and o' € (0,0 — «).
As the calculations given in (6.4]), one finds that (H2)” holds with o € (0,1 —a—f). O

Remark 6.4. If (M3) is satisfied, one can see that (6.6) and (67) hold by Remark[{.0,

We now consider another group of assumptions on the coefficients:
(M1)’ For some « € (0,1)

PRy x OxX =X, eMxBX)/B(X_,)
and
TR, x Qx X o Lyl X_s) € M x BX)/B(Ly(I%X_2)).
(M2)" For any R > 0, there exist Cg > 0 and 5 € (0,1) with

a+ <1
such that for all s > 0, w € Q and z,y € X with ||z|x, |ly]|x < R,
Cr
H(I)(S,M,SL’)HsLQ _'_ ||\I](87w7x)||%2(l2;xi%) < (S /\ 1)5
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and

Cr
H(I)(S,M,SL’) —@(s,w,y)“xw < (s/\l)ﬁHx_yHX’
Cr
1P (s,w,2) = (s, 0, 9) L0 _y) < WHSIj —yllk.
(M3)’ For all s >0, w € Q and z € X it holds that
[P(s,w, 2)[|x_, < W(1+|le|x),
2 c 2
||‘I’($>W,95)||L2(12;x7%) < W(1+||93||X)~

The following two results are parallel to Theorems and [6.3, we omit the details.

Theorem 6.5. Under (M1)' and (M2)', for any x¢ € X, there erists a unique maximal
mild solution (X, 7) for EQ. (6.2) in the sense of Definition [3.0. Moreover, if (M3)’
holds, then T = +00, a.s..

Theorem 6.6. Assume that (M1)’, (M2)" and (C1)-(C3) hold. Let xo € X5 for some
d >0 Then, {X., e € (0,1)} satisfies the large deviation principle in Cp(X) with the rate

function I(f) given by ({4.0).

Remark 6.7. Theorem is due to Brzezniak [I1]. Compared with Theorem [61, the
solution in Theorem [6.1 has better reqularity, and is in fact a strong solution under a
slightly stronger assumption (M4) below.

6.2. Strong solutions of SPDEs driven by Brownian motions. In this subsection,
following the method used in the deterministic case (cf. [37, [58]), we prove the existence
of strong solutions for EQ.(6.]). For this aim, in addition to (M1) and (M2) with g = 0,
we also assume

(M4) For any R,T > 0, there exist 6 > 0 and o’ > 1 such that for all s,s" € [0,T], w € Q2
and x € X, with ||z||x, < R

|®(s",w, ) — ®(s,w,z)||lx < Crgls’ — s, (6.9)

||\I](37wvx)||2Lg(l2;X%/) < Cng (6.10)

Let us first recall the following result (cf. [37, Theorem 3.2.2] or [58, p.114, Theorem 3.5]).
Lemma 6.8. Let [0,T] 5 s — f(s) € X be a Hélder continuous function. Then

t— /t Tisf(s)ds € C(]0,T]; Xy).

Using this lemma, we can prove the existence of strong solutions for EQ.(G.1]).
Theorem 6.9. Assume that (M1), (M2) and (M4) hold. For any x € Xy, let (X, ) be
the unique maximal solution of EQ.(6.2) in Theorem[61. Then

(1) t — X(t) € Xy is continuous on [0,7T) a.s.;
(1) it holds that in X

X(t):xo—/o SX(s)ds—i-/O @(S,X(s))ds—l—/o U(s, X(s))dW(s)

for allt €]0,7), P-a.s..

We shall call (X, 7) the unique mazimal strong solution of EQ.(6.1).
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Proof. For n € N, set

=inf{t > 0: || X(¢)]x, > n}
and

G(t,s) =% sV(s, X(s)).
Then by (iii) and (iv) of Proposition 2.1 we have

1

1G(t, )17, 2.5, = WH‘I’(&X(S))||2L2(12;xa,/2)>
and in view of o/ > 1

(t — t)(/ =12

1G(t,s) — G2, 3)||%2(z2;x1) = WH‘I’(S , X (s ))||%2(z2;xa,/2)-

Hence, by Lemma 3.4 and (6.10),
t
t— / T U(s, X(s)dW (s) € X
0
admits a continuous modification on [0, 7,).

Moreover, starting from (6.3)), as in the proof of Theorem [B.3] there exists an a > 0 such
that for p sufficiently large

X(t)— X(t)]%a
E( ap  IX®) =X >< Com

{44 €[0,T A7) |t/ — t|op

Thus, by (M2) and (M4) we know that
s+ P(s, X (s)) € X is Holder continuous on [0, T A 7,,] P-a.s..
Therefore, by Lemma [6.8 we have

t
t— / TisP(s,X(s))ds € C([0,T ANT7,],Xy), P—a.s..
0
Noting that xy € X; and

t
1{t<’rn} . X(t) = 1{t<m} . Tt:li’o + 1{t<'rn} . / Tt_S(I)(S, X(s))ds
0

t
Flieny - / T, (s, X(s)dW(s), V>0, P—as
0

by 7, ' 7, we therefore have that t — X (t) € X is continuous on [0, 7) P-a.s..
Lastly, by stochastic Fubini’s theorem (cf. [54, Section 6]) we have

/OtS:X(s)ds = /ss xods+/ / £, ®(r, X(r))drds
/ / LT, W (r, X(r))dW (r)ds
= 29— Tuwo + /0 / £T,,®(r, X (r))dsdr
- /0 t / T, X () dsdW (1)

— 20— Tiro + /Ot Lj(r, X(r)) — T, D(r, X(r))]dr



+ /Ot [\II(T,X(T)) — T U (r, X(r))]dW(r)

t t
= xo— X(¢) —i—/ @(s,X(s))der/ U(s, X(s))dW(s)
0 0
on {t < 7,}. The proof is completed by letting n — oc. O

6.3. SPDESs driven by fractional Brownian motions. In this subsection, we study the
existence-uniqueness and large deviation for SPDEs driven by additive fractional Brownian
motions. Let for H € (0,1)

Ky(t,s) = (cH(t — s)H_% + sH_%F(t/s)> Lis<ty, s,t€0,1],

1/2
where cpy = (r( ;1111“/(2)/13(—21_{; H)> , I' denotes the usual Gamma function, and
1 u
Flu) = culy ~ H) [ (0= )" 30— D
1

The sequence of independent fractional Brownian motions with Hurst parameter H € (0, 1)
may be defined by (cf. [21])

t
w@wﬁzlz@uﬁmw%@,ksz~w

which has the covariance function

Rt s) = E(Wh(OWh(s)) = 2(s27 + 27 — |t — /M),

2
Consider the following stochastic partial differential equation driven by {Wr k € N}
dX(t) = [-£X(t) + P(t, X (t))]dt + ¥ (¢t)dWg(t), X(0) =z € X, (6.11)

where W(t) is a deterministic function and will be specified in Theorem [G.10
As above, we consider the mild solution:

X(t) = Tpxo + /t T P(s, X(s))ds + /t T sU(s)dWg(s). (6.12)

Here the stochastic integral is defined by the integration by parts formula as

/ T U(s)dWr(s) = UEHWi(t) + /0 Wi (5)[£F,_ U (s) — T, ¥ (s)]ds

0
t
_ / B(t, 5)dW (s),
0
where .
B(t,s) .=V (t)Ky(t,s) +/ Kp(u, s)[£T-, ¥ (u) — T ¥ (s)] du.
We also define ’
Aty s, ) == T sP(s, ).
Then we have:

Theorem 6.10. Assume that © satisfies (M1)" and (M2)" and ¥ satisfies for some v > 0

[B(E) — WOl < O — 7, 1,7 € [0,1] (6.13)
and for some § € (0,1)
sup (190 aqezy + 190 ey ) < +oo. 1€ (0,1 (6.14)

te[0,1]
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Then for any xo € X, there ezists a unique mazximal solution for EQ.(6.12) in the sense
of Definition [3.3. In particular, if ® also satisfies (M3)’, then there is no explosion for

Bq. (613).

Proof. As the proof of Theorem [6.1], one can check that A satisfies (H2)"-(H4)'. In order
to finish the proof by Theorem [B.7] we need to verify that B also satisfies (H2) and (H4).
We first check that for some 4" > 0

t
J 1B = Bt pgds < o1 o<t <t <0 (6.15)

Noting that
Ku(t,s) < Clt— s/ 2 + Cs7 12l (6.16)
and
t
/ (Ku(t,s) — Ku(#,s)2ds < Rult,t) — 2Ru(t,t) + Ru(t,t)
0

— t2H o (t2H + (t/)2H o ‘t/ . t|2H) + (t/)2H
|t/ o t|2H,

by (613]) we have
t
/ IOtV Kn (¥, s) = WO En(t, s)|L0emds < [ — .
0

Observe that

t t t 2
/ / Ky(u, $)£%y_,V(u)du —/ Ky(u, $)£%_,¥(u)du ds
0 S s Lz(lz;X)
t t 2
= / / Ky (u,s) - | €80 _o ¥ (u) || no02xdu| ds
o |Jt
t t 2
+/ / KH(U, S) : ||£(‘3:t’—u - ‘Zt_u)\If(u)||L2(lz;X)du ds
0 s
= Jl + JQ.
By (6.16), (iii) (iv) of Proposition 211 and (6.14]), we have
t t/ L L 2
Jo= / / [(u _ )i s—‘H—a‘] (¢ — u)®du| ds
o [Jt
t ) 1,72 t 2
< [T | e
0 ¢
=< |t/ . t‘%
and
t t 1 1 [ [ 2
Jo = / / [(u — )7z 4 s_‘H_Eq -t —t)z - (t —w)2 dul| ds
0 s
t| pt . s 2
< - t)5/ / (u— 5)T=4 (¢ — u)i2dul ds
0 s
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2

t
(- t)5/ s 2H—2 ds
0

=: Jo + Ja.
It is clear that

t
/ (t — u)%_ldu

t
Jog < (1 — t)‘;/ sTA=3l(t — 6)0ds = (¢ — t)°.
0

For Jy1, let us make the following elementary estimation:

t) gt
//(u—s)H_%(t—u)g_ldu
0 s
=/ |/
0 s
t
y
0 e
t e 2
j/(t—s)6_2 / (u—s)H_%du
0 s

¢ ¢
+/ (t — )21 / (t— u)%_ldu
0 tts

2
t
< / (t —s)2A T 1ds < C.
0

2

ds

2
(u— S)H_%(t — u)%_ldu ds

2
t
/ (= Y74 (¢ — u)31dul ds

ds

2
ds

Hence
Ji+J, <CH —1)°.
Similarly, we have

t
J
<Ot —t)°.

Summing up the above calculations, we get (6.15). Thus, B satisfies (H4)'.
Moreover, from the above calculations, one can see that

1B(t, 8)I[7, o) < Ot = s 4 s7PHT 4 [t — 5070 =2 w(t, 5).

So, B satisfies (H2)" with k € ;.
Lastly, if ® also satisfies (M3)’, then the non-explosion follows from Theorem B.8 [

Consider the following small perturbation of EQ.(EI2):

t t
Xe(t) = Tumg +/ Ti—sP(s, Xe(s))ds + \@/ T U(s)dWhg(s).
0 0
A direct application of Theorem yields that

Theorem 6.11. Keep the same assumptions as Theorem [0 10, where ® satisfies (IM1)'-
(M3)'. Then for any xy € X, (o > 0), {X,e € (0,1)} satisfies the large deviation
principle in C1(X) with the rate function I(f) given by

I(f) :

2

t t
/ Ky (u, s)Ty_oU(u)du — / Ky (u, 8)%,_, ¥ (u)du ds

Lo(I1%:X)

= inf h||%, f€Ci(X),
2 ey 12l f € Ci(X)
a1



where X" solves the following integral equation
t t
Xht) = thzo+/ ‘It_S(I)(S,Xh(s))ds—l—/ B(t, s)h(s)ds.
0 0

Remark 6.12. Let Uy € Ly(1%;X;) for some § € (0,1). Then ¥(t) := T, ¥, satisfies (6.13)
and (6.14) by Proposition [2.11. Moreover, under stronger assumptions on V(t), we can
also prove the existence of strong solutions for EQ.([6.13) as Theorem [G.3.

7. APPLICATION TO SPDES IN BOUNDED DOMAINS OF R?

Let O be an open bounded domain of R? with smooth boundary. For m € N, by C™(O)
(resp. CJ'(O)) we denote the set of all m-times continuously differentiable functions in O
(resp. with compact support in Q). For u € C™(O) and p > 1 we define

m 1/p
|l w||mp = <Z/ |DJu(:):)|pdx> ,
j=070

where D7 is the usual derivative operator. The Sobolev spaces W™P(O) and Wy"?(O) are
defined respectively as the completions of C™(O) and C§*(O) with respect to the norm

I [l p-

Let o/ (z, D) be a strongly elliptic differential operator in O of the form (cf. [27, [58]):

2m
A (x, D)u = Z Z Aoy oay () DT - DGu, m > 1,

k=0 a1+ aq=k
where dq,..q,(z) € C*(0), and D’ is the aj-order derivative with respect to the j-th
variable. We consider the following stochastic partial differential equation:
du(t, z) = [52%(1', Du(t) + ¢(t, z,u, Du, - -- , D*™ )| dt

+ w(t, z,u, Du,--- ’Dm_lu)dW(t), ( )

| 7.1

)]

M :0, ]:0a1> ?m_]" :pG@O,
vl

(- u(0,7) =uo(),

where aa—lfj denotes the j-th outward normal derivative, ¢ and v are two measurable func-
tions with the entries:

0 R, X OXRxRIx ... x R Dd 5 R
VR XxOXRxRYx - x RN 5 2,
Define for p > 1 and A > 0
Lou = u— o (z,D)u
with
u € P(L,) == W™P(O) N WP (O).
It is well known that for u € 2(£,) (cf. [58, p. 212, Theorem 3.1] or [76])
[eellomp = 1 €pull e + [Jullze, (7.2)

and (£,, 2(£,)) is a sectorial operator on X{ = LP(O) with 0 € p(£,) for A large enough
(cf. [58 p. 213, Theorem 3.5]). Below we shall write for p > 1 and a > 0

XP = P(£2).

We first recall the following well known result (cf. [58, p.243]).
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Lemma 7.1. Foranyp>1, j <2m and any 0 < o’ < # < a <1 we have

1€ ul| 1o < Julljp < [1€0ull e, w € D(L2). (7.3)
Moreover,
XP ey W fork:—§<2ma—%, qg=p
and

XP > C¥(0) for0< v <2ma— 9, (7.4)

where C¥(QO) is the usual Holder space (cf. |1, 58]).

In this section, we fix

2m — 14 4
p>dand ——— <oy <a<1 (7.5)
so that
m(l —a)® < (a— ap). (7.6)

Suppose that
(F1) For any T, R > 0, there exist § > 0 and Cr 1 > 0 such that for all s,¢ € [0,T], z € O
and U,V € R™Cm=Dd+1 with |U], |[V| < R
ot 2, U) — (5,2, V)| < Cra(lt = s|” + [U = V).

Moreover, sup,co |¢(0,z,0)| < 4o0.

(F2) For each t € Ry, ¥(t, ) € C™ (O x R™m+1d/2+d+1.12) * Here and below, the
asterisk stands for the rest variables.

(F3) For each u € X?

aQp?
O(t, -, u, Du, -, D™ ) € Xp%.
(F4) For any T' > 0, there exist constant Cr > 0 and Ay € LP(O) such that for all
t€0,7],z € O and U € RmZm—1)d+1
lo(t, 2, U)| < Cr(do(x) + |U]), (7.7)

and

;

m—1
U(t,z,u, Du, -+, D™ 1u) = Z g;(t) - DI+ o (t, ), m > 2,
=0

for some § > 0 and each r € R, supp(u(¢,-, 7)) C Os, (7.8)
Y(t,*) € C*(O x RTLE), 0,9(t,z.7)|e < O, , m=1,
(D29, 2, 7)[li2xra + [O(E 2, 7) |2 < C(folt, ) + |7])

where O5 C O5 C O is an open subset, and for each j =0,--- ,m — 1,

t g;(t) € 2 x RI
t— ’Qbo(t, ) S l2 X XZ?
t— fo(t,-) € LP(O)

are bounded measurable functions.
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We remark that (F3) is related to the boundary conditions, e.g., ¥ =constant does not
satisfy (F3). It is easy to see that (Z.8)) implies (F3).

Set
O(t,u)(z) = (t,z,u, Du,---,D* )+ u, (7.9)
U(t,u)(x) = Y(t,x,u,Du,---, D™ u). (7.10)
Then the system (7)) can be written as the following abstract form:
du(t) = [-Lyu+ (¢, u(t))]dt + U(t, u(t))dW (t), «(0) = uo. (7.11)

Using Theorem [6.9] we have the following result.

Theorem 7.2. Let p > d and o, o satisfy (7.3) and (7.6). Assume that (F1)-(F3) hold.
For any ug € XY, there exists a unique mazximal strong solution (u,T) for EQ. (7.11]) so
that

(1) t — u(t) € X is continuous on [0,7) almost surely;
(ii) limyr ||u(t)||sxe = 400 on {w : T(w) < +o0};
(111) it holds that in LP(O)

u(t) = uo—/o Spu(s)ds+/0 @(s,u(s))ds—l—/o U (s, u(s))dW (s)
= u0+/0 o (x, D)u(s)ds—l—/0 o(s,z,u(s), Du(s), -+, D* 1 u(s))ds

+/0 W(s, z,u(s), Du(s), -, D™ ‘u(s))dW (s)

forallt <7, P-a.s..
Moreover, if (F4) holds, then
T =400, a.s..

Proof. We only need to verify that (M1)-(M4) hold for & and ¥ defined by (7.9) and
(CI0). In virtue of (TH), by (4]) we have

I1D7ullo) = llullxg,, =0,1,---,2m —1. (7.12)
It is easy to see by (F1) that ® given by (Z9) is locally Lipschitz continuous and locally

bounded with respect to v on XP, and is d-order Holder continuous with respect to ¢.
Note that by the chain rule, for j =1,--- ,m+1

Dj\I/(t>U) = (aDm71u’l7D)(t’ T, U, Du’ - ,Dm_lu) . Dm_1+ju
_'_wj(t’ €, U, Du7 T Dm_2+ku)7 (713)
where 9; is an [2-valued continuously differentiable function of all its variables with the

exception of the t-variable. For any u,v € Xf, ' with [Jul[xz ,[[v[lxz, < R, by (F2) and (F3)
we have

1% (Ut u) = Wt )7, g2 < 1£2 (U (t, u) = U(t,0)I7s(0)
@3) > .
= SO D (Wt u) = Uit 0) 70002y
k=1 j=0

WE
NE

D7 (W, (¢, u) — Wy(t, U))||2C(@)

=
Il
Il
=)

1
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(CI37.12) ol
< Cr Y D7 (u—=0)lI3

J=0

= Crllu = vllzz, < Crllu— vl

Thus, (M2) holds.
We next look at (M4). As above, by (.I3) and (Z.I2)) we have

(Z.2)
ID™ 10 (8, w) || ooy < Cr(L+ [D*Mullrs) < Cr(L+ [lullxe) (7.14)
p .
for all uw € X¥ with [Jul[xz < R. By (Z8), we may choose
1
<o <a” <07
m

such that

a—oy o —«

0 : = 0.

1—ap a’ — «

Thus, for all u € X7 with |[u[xz < R, we have

2.18) o
||‘I’(t,u)||2Lz(12;xZ,,/2) = ||£T‘I’(tau)||%p(o;12)
w3
= D D)o
=0
= D D DU W) o)
=0 k=1
HID™HU(E, w)||Fo 02y
14

< a1+ [ullZy).

Using Lemma 2.13] with the data «q, 6 and €' as above and

o a//

ar =1, =3, 3= 7,
we obtain that for all u € XP with [Jullxr <R

||‘I’(t>u)||L2(z2;Xi,/2) = ||‘I’(t>u)||L2(l2;Xp ) S Chr.

0’(a3 —ag)+tag

Thus, (M4) holds.
We now verify (M3) under (F4). First of all, by the linear growth of ¢(t, z, ) with
respect to *, we have

||(I)(t>u)||Xg = ||¢(t>'>u>Du>D2u>”' aDzm_lu)HLP
2m—1

L+ Y [ID7ul 1
j=0

L [Jullam—1,

=
(.3)
= 1+ fulls.
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For ¥, we only consider the case of m = 1, and have

@18 .
1t e, = 15U W)L
2

(.3
= (W) Lo + IDY(E W) Le0u)-

Noting that
DU(t,u) = (D) (t, z,u) + (0u0)(t, z,u) Du

by (7.8)) we have
1D (t, u)[Znouzy = 1+ lullee + [[Dulle =1+ [Jullz.
So
||‘1’(t,U)||%2(l2;xP%) =1 [l
Thus, (M3) holds. O

Consider the small perturbation of equation ([Z.IT)):
duc(t) = [—Louc(s) + D(t, uc(t))]dt + VeV (t, u(¢))dW (t), u(0) = uo. (7.15)
Using Theorem [6.3], we have

Theorem 7.3. Let p > d and a, aq satisfy (7.9) and (7.6). Assume that (F1) and (F4)
hold. Let ug € XY. Then {ue, e € (0,1)} satisfies the large deviation principle in Cp(XP)
with the rate function I(f) given by (6.8).

8. APPLICATION TO SPDES ON COMPLETE RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS

Let (M, g) be a d-dimensional complete Riemannian manifold without boundary. The
Riemannian volume is denoted by dgz. Let V denote the gradient or covariant deriva-
tive associated with g, A the Laplace Beltrami operator, T'(M) the tangent bundle. Let
LP(M,d4x) be the usual real LP-space on M with respect to dgx. It is well known that the
symmetric heat semigroup (%;);> associated with A is strongly continuous and contracted
on LP(M,dgx) for 1 < p < 400, which is also contracted on L>(M,dgx) (cf. Strichartz
[73, Theorem 3.5]). Therefore, for each 1 < p < 400, (F;)i>0 forms an analytic semigroup
on LP(M,dgz) (cf. Stein [72, p.67 Theorem 1]). The Bessel spaces over M are defined by

HP .= (I — A)~*(LP(M, dgx)).

In this section, we make the following geometric assumptions:

(G)n: The Ricci curvature Riccig and curvature Ry tensors together with their covariant
derivatives up to n-th order are bounded.

(G)in;: The injectivity radius of (M, g) is strictly positive.

It was proved by Yoshida [79] that under (G),, an equivalent norm of H? is given by
the covariant derivatives up to n-th order, i.e., there are two positive constants C; and Cy
such that for any u € C§°(M)

Cr Y IVFullr < I = 2)"ulln < Co Y (1VFul| 10, (8.1)
k=0 k=0

where V¥ denotes the k-th covariant derivative. As an example, the components of Vu
in local coordinates are given by (Vu); = Qu, while the components of V?u in local
coordinates are given by
(V2u);j = Oyju — Ffj@ku,
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where Ffj are Christoffel symbols. By definition one has that
|Vku|2 = giljl T gikjk (Vk)ir"ik(vk)jr"jm
where g;; = g(9;,0;) and (¢*) denotes the inverse matrix of (g;;).
We remark that when n = 1, (81]) was first proved by Bakry [4] under the assumption
that Ricci curvature is bounded from below.

The following embedding result was proved in [83]. We refer to [2], 35, B36] for a detailed
study of integer order Sobolev spaces over M.

Theorem 8.1. Under (G),+1 and (G)inj, for a € (0,1) and p > d/a we have
Hta = Cp (M),

where CJ'(M) denotes the Banach space of all n-times continuously differentiable functions
on M with

Julleg = sup 3 19¥u(a)] < +oo.
reM k=0

Consider the following SPDE:
du(t, z) =[Au(t, ) + o(t,z,u(t), g(Y (z), Vu(t)))]dt
+ (t, z,u(t, x))dW (1), (8.2)
u(0, ) =uo(x),
where Y : M — T (M) is a measurable vector field with
sgj‘gg(Y(x),Y(x)) < 400 (8.3)

and
0 R, xOxMxR* =R € MxB(M)x B(R*)/B(R),
PRy xQx MxR— 1> € MxB(M) x B(R)/B(I?).

In this section, we fix

3 3 d
—— == = 1. A4
p>0lau1r1d2 1/4 2p<a< (8.4)
Assume that

(R1) For each T, R > 0, there exist constants Crr,d > 0 and )\ﬁ’}, Aﬁf“T € LP(M,dyx)
such that for all s,t € [0,T],w € Q, x € M and |u1], |v1|, |ual, |v2] < R
‘gp(tv W, T, U1, u2) - 90(757 W, T, U1, U2)|
< CR7T(>\§’}(I) . ‘t — 8‘5 + \ul — U1| + |u2 — Ug‘)
and
|w(taw>$au1>u2)| < )\?Zﬂ([lf)
(R2) For each (t,w) € Ry xQ, ¢(t,w,-,-) € C*(M x R;I?). For each T, R > 0, there exist
constant Cgr > 0 and )\}é,T € LP(M,dgz) such that for all t € [0, T],w € Q, z € M
and |u| < R
||anu¢(t>¢d, 'au)||l2 + ||a1]/¢(taw> ',U)le < CR,T) ] = 172
and
"¢(tvw7 ) u)||l2 + ||vg:¢(tvw7 ) u)||l2 < A%,T(‘r% J=12
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Theorem 8.2. Let p > d and « satisfy (84). Under (G)2-(G)in; and (R1)-(R2), for
each ug € HE, there exists a unique mazimal strong solution (u,7) for EQ.(82) so that

(i) t — u(t) € HY is continuous on [0,7) almost surely;
(i) limgyr [[u(t)|lge. = +oo on {w: 7(w) < +oo};
(1) it holds that, P-a.s., on [0,T)
) = ot [ [Bu(s)+ (s, uls). 60V (), Tuls))))ds
+/ P(s, - u(s))dW(s) in LP(M,dgx).
0

Proof. Choose «y such that

1 d
§+2—p<ao<3a—a2—1<a<1. (8.5)
Let u,v € HS, with ||u||H§’a0> HUHH’SQO < R. By Theorem BJ] we have
[ulley + llvllep < Cr. (8.6)
Set
Ot w,u) = p(t,w, - u,g(Y(), Vu)),

U(t,w,u) = Y(t,w,- u).

By (R1) and (81)) (83) (8.6), we have
1Bt w,u) — B(s,w,0)||ee = |t — s>+ [|u—2|e + | V(u—0)]| e

<t = s’ + [lu— ol
=

5
[t =" + llu— vllug,

and
||(I)(t7 W, u)HLP < CR.
Note that
Val(tw,u) = (Vo) (b, ) + ()t 2 0) Vi (8.7)
and

V2U(tw,u) = (V2)(tw, - u) + 2(V0,1)(tw, -, u) @ Vyu
+(0,0) (t, w, 7, u)Vou @ Veu + (0,0)(t, w, 2, u) Vu. (8.8)
By (R2) and (8.6]) we have
W (t,w,u) — W (t,w,v)|r < ||u— v
and by (81 and (8.7
IV(¥(t,w,u) =W (t,w,0))|le = flu— 0.

Hence,

(@, u) = Wt w, 0)lmr, 2V (Ew,u) = U w,0) || = flu— vl -
Moreover, by (R2) and (81) (817) (BS),

||\I/(t,w,u)||Hzla < Cryr

and
[Pt w,u)|lzr < Crr(l + [Jullu).
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Using Lemma 2.13] with the data «q as above and
a o — Qg (53%)) 11—«

=g =1 = — =0 > 0>
a3z = Qq 2= o 1—ag 9o
we find that for all u € X2 with [jux» < R
H\Il(tvwvquz(lz;HZ,) = ||\I](tvw7 u)||L2(l2;H§9,(a37a2)+2a2) < Cp,

where o/ = 26'(a3 — ag) + 20 > 1. Thus, (M2) and (M4) hold, and the theorem follows
from Theorem [6.9l O

For the non-explosion, we assume that

(R3) For each T > 0, there exist \; € LP(M,dgx),i = 0,1,2 and k € N such that for all
(t,w) € [0,T] x Q,u,v € R such that

u-(t,w,z,u,v) < Crlul - (Jul + |[v] + Xo(x)), (8.9)
ot w2, u,0)] < Or(ful® + Jv] + A (2)) (8.10)
and
10u(t, w, - w)lle < Cr, (8.11)
[t w, - w)llee + [Vt (t, w, - u)le < Cr(fuf 4+ Aa(2). (8.12)

The following theorem will follow from the proof of Lemma 8.4l below.

Theorem 8.3. Keep the same assumptions as in Theorem[82, and also assume (R3). Let
(u, ) be the unique mazximal strong solution of EQ.(83) in Theorem[83. Then T = +o0
a.s..

Let ¢ and ¢ be independent of w. Consider now the small perturbation of EQ.(8.2):
duc(t, ) :[Aue(t, x) + ot z,u(t), g(Y(x), Vus(t)))}dt
+Vep(t, zuc(t, ) dW (t),
ue(0, ) =ug(z) € HE,
as well as the control equation
du(t, z) =[Au(t,z) + (t, z,u(t), g(Y (z), Vu(t)))]dt
+ )tz us(t, ) )he(s)ds + eb(t, x, ul(t, x)) AW (t), (8.13)
u(0, ) =ug(z) € H,

where h¢ € A% (see (2.23) for the definition of A%), and T' > 0 is fixed below.
Let (uf, 7¢) be the unique maximal strong solution of EQ.(8I3]). Define

7y = inf {t : [[u(t)||mp > n}.
Then we have:
Lemma 8.4. Assume (R3). Then
lim sup P{w:75(w) <T} =0.

N0 ¢e(0,1)

Proof. For the simplicity of notations, we drop the superscript € in «¢ in the following.
First of all, note that (cf. [2])

Uy € Hg - ﬂq>1Lq(M, dgl’)
For q,r > 2, by the usual It6 formula (cf. [I2] Theorem A.2]), we have

lu()lIze = lluollza + J1(t) + J2(4t9) + J5(t) + Ja(t) + J5() + Jo()



on [0, 75], where

A(t) = TQ/O lu(s) 15 ()" 2u(s), Au(s)) 2ds,

Jo(t) = “1/ lu(s)[Z " (Julo) " 2uls), (s, - uls), 8(Y (), Vauls))) 2ds,

A0 = a3 [ I Qa2 s o) W

T_Z / ()G ()12, fns, - uls)) ) o,

> J e O R

Js(t) = Tq/o ||U(S)||gq_1)q<|u($)|q_2u(s),¢(s,-,u(s))ff(s»des.
For J;(t) we have

Ji(t) = —ra(q — 1) / Ju(s)l| /M u(s) 72| Vu(s) P g

For J,(t), by (89) (B3) and Young’s inequality we have

ht) < rq / (s /M ()] (Ju(s)] + lg(Y: Fu(s))] + Ao)dgads

1(t) .
< 2 (||U(8)||qu + 1)ds
Similarly, by (812]) we have

50+ 50 < € [ (o)l

and by Young’s inequality

B0 = [ G+ 1) ) eds

< (/ ()29 ||<>||%q+1>2ds)1/2

< N s a2 / ()l + 1)d )1/2

s€[0,t]
1 ! rq
< g sup Jluls)lzs + Cn - [ (luls)llzs +1)ds
s€[0,t] 0
Combining the above calculations, we obtain
sup ||u(s A7) |75 < 2||luol|7s + 2 sup J3(s A Ty) +CN/ (lu(s)| 74
s€[0,t] s€[0,t] 0
Set

fi(t) :zE(sup |u(s A7) )

s€[0 t]

+1)ds

(8.14)



By BDG'’s inequality and as (814]) we have

t/\TfL 1/2
E(sup |J3<sm;>\) < E(/ Hu(s)Hi(l‘”q(Hu(s)H%q+1>2ds)

s€[0,t]

N

g+ e ([ o+ nas)

Therefore,

tATS,
H®) < Auollzs +CNE/ (Ju(s)lza + 1)ds
0

t
< 4uoll + Cy / (fi(s) + 1)ds,
0

which yields by Gronwall’s inequality that

E ( sup |lu(t A Tﬁ)H’E{,) < Cry. (8.15)
t€[0,T

Here and below, the constant Cr x is independent of n and e.
Set
E(t) =t NTS
and for ¢ > 2

f2(t) =E ( sup [Ju(t')|[ e ) :
<ES(t) 2
Note that

u(t) = Ttuo—l—/oTt_sap(s,-,u(s),g(Y(-),Vu(s)))ds

+ /O T st(s, -, u(s))h(s)ds + Ve /0 T sh(s, -, u(s))dW (s)

= Tyuo + J1(t) + Ja(t) + Ts5(t).
By (iii) of Proposition 2Z.11] and Hélder’s inequality we have, for ¢ > ﬁ

E( sup ||~71(t)||%1p>
S EA0) .

t/ 1 e
jE< o / ano(s,-,u<s>,g<Y<->,w<s>>>umds>

vef0,£s (¢ —5)

0
=E (/0 le(s, '7U(S)79(Y(')7VU(S)))l|qud8>
BI0R.3) 310
= E (/0 (1 + [lu(s) o + IIVU(S)IIqu)dS>

BI @15 ot
= / (u(s)llge + s = / (f2(s) + 1)ds.
0 0
On the other hand, by 1)), (2I8) and (R3) we have, for u € H}

||¢(5>'>U)||%2(l2;Hg) = ||¢(5>'>U)||%p(M;l2)+||V¢(S>'>U)||%9(M;l2)
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= Nl + IVullLe +1 = flullgy + 1. (8.16)

Thus, as above, by (iii) of Proposition 2.11] and Hélder’s inequality we have, for ¢ > %

E( sup ||J2<t>||§ﬂp>
t'€[0,65 (t)] 2o

q
< sup /H‘It P (s, ())'6(S>’|H’2’ad5>
t'€[0,£5 (¢)]

q/2
<N < sup / ||Tt Sw S5 (S))Hig(lz;]ﬂlga)ds)
t'€[0,&5 (¢)]

q/2
S CNE sup / ||¢( s, -, (S))H2 _ouds
(t'e{ovéz(tn o (t—s)° La(12HE)

&I6) €0
< COpyE </ (||U(3)||]%p; + 1)d5>
0

<@w/kmg+nm
0

Set
G(t,s) == VeT,_ (s, -, u(s)).
Then by (iii) and (iv) of Proposition 2-TT] we have

16 )Zy <

C
(t — 8)a (37 K U(S))”%Z(F;HQ)

and for v € (0, (1 — a)/2)
t =P
IG(t,s) — G(t, S)HI2HI§a < WW( s w()) 102
Therefore, using Lemma 3.4}, for ¢ large enough, we have
q

t/
E( sup ||j3(t)||]‘f{§a) = E [sup /OG(t”s)dW(S)

t'€[0,£5.(1)] t'€[0,TAE (1)

P
H2a

TAE (1)
< CTE </0 ||¢(S> ) ( ))||L2 12;HE) )

B.16) t
< O [l + 1)ds
0
Combining the above estimates, we get
t
Folt) < Clually + Cry [ (fas) + s
0

By Gronwall’s inequality again, we find

E( sup [|u(t)]|5 ) fo(T) < Crw,

t<TATE
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which in turn implies that
lim sup P{7, <T}=0.

N0 ¢c(0,1)

The proof is complete. [l

Moreover, under (R3), similar to the above lemma, we can check that (6.7]) holds. Thus,
using Theorem we obtain

Theorem 8.5. Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold, and p > d, « satisfy (8-4).
Let ug € HY. Under (R1)-(R3), {u., e € (0,1)} satisfies the large deviation principle in
Cr(HE,) with the rate function I(f) given by

. 1 : 2 14
T = 5 o™y, WG S € CrlE,),

where u" solves the following equation:

W0 = ot [ A (s, gV (), T ) s

—l—/o W(s, -, ul(s))h(s)ds.

9. APPLICATION TO STOCHASTIC NAVIER-STOKES EQUATIONS

9.1. Unique maximal strong solution for SNSEs. Let O be a bounded smooth do-
main in R%(d > 2), or the whole space R¢, or d-dimensional torus T¢. Let

WH(0) i= (WPH(O)), WEP(O) i= (W (0))
and
Co,(0) :={ue (Ce2(0))4 : div(u) = 0}.
Notice that W™P(R?) = W’ (RY) and W™P(T¢) = W"P(T9),

Let L2(O) be the closure of C§,(O) with respect to the norm in LP(O) := (LF(O))".
Let &, be the orthonormal projection from L?(0) to L2(0). It is well known that 22,
can be extended to a bounded linear operator from L”(QO) to L2(O) (cf. [28]) so that for
every u € L?(O)

u=Zu+Vnr, we (P (0)~
The stokes operator is defined by
Apu = —-Z,Au, 2(A,) =H,NL2(0), (9.1)

where
HS := W2P(0) N WP (0) = 2(1 — A,)
and A, is the Laplace operator on L?(O).

It is well known that (A4,, Z(A,)) is a sectorial operator on LE(O) (cf. [29]). It should
be noticed that when O = R? or T?, since the projection &2, can commute with V (cf.
[46], p.84]), we have

Au=-AZu=—-Au, uecZ(4,).
That is, the stokes operator is just the restriction of —A, on W2?(0) N LE(O), where
O =R or T
Below, we write
£, =1+A4,
and
H? = 9(£5/%).
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Giga [30] proved that for a € [0, 1]
HY, = [L7(0), 2(A4))]a = HE, N L (0), (9.2)

where HP = [LP(O), HE],, and [+, -], stands for the complex interpolation space between two
Banach spaces. In particular, the following embedding results hold (see (T.3]) and (7.4)):
forp>1and0<o/<%<a<1

lulle , < lfulliy = fullg,. o e H, (9.3
andforq}p,k—g<2a—g
HY, — WH(0), (9.4)
and for a > %
HE — (,(0). (9.5)
In what follows, we fix
p>d, %<a<L (9.6)

and consider the following stochastic Navier-Stokes equation with Dirichlet boundary (only
for bounded smooth domain):

du(t) = [Au(t) + (u(t) - V)u(t) + Vr(t)]dt
+ F(t,u(t))dt + (¢, u(t))dW(t)
u(t, )|oo =0, divu(t) = 0,
u(0,z) = up(x),
where u and 7 are unknown functions, and
F:Ry xH) — Hjand V: R, xH) — H?

are two measurable functions.
We assume that

(N1) For each T\, R > 0, there exist 6 > 0 and Cr rs > 0 such that for all ¢, s € [0,7] and
u, v € Hy, with |lullgg , [Vl <R
|F(t, ) = F(s, V)l < Crs (18 = 1 + u = Vg, ).

(N2) For each T, R > 0, there exist o' > 1 and Crp > 0 such that for all ¢t € [0,7] and
u,v e Hgoc with HuHHgav HVHH’z’a <R

) - ) Lo(12;HE) X YT,R - HE
[t 0) = W, v)| < Crplu— vl

and
||‘I’(t>u)||L2(l2;H§,) < Crr. (9.8)
Set
O(t,u) :=u+ Zp[(u- V)u] + F(t,u). (9.9)
Then EQ.([@.7) can be written as the following abstract form:
du(t) = [-£yu(t) + @(¢t,u)]dt + ¥ (¢t,u)dW(s), u(0) = uy. (9.10)

Theorem 9.1. Let p > d and § < o < 1. Under (N1) and (N2), for any u, € H, there
exists a unique maximal strong solution (u,7) for EQ.(210) so that
(i) t — u(t) € HY is continuous on [0,7) a.s.;
(i1) limgy, [[u(t)|[gy = oo on {1 < +o0};
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(ii1) it holds that in L2(O) = Hj

u(t) = u0+/0[—£pu(s)+<1>(s,u(s)

ds + i U(s,u(s))dW(s)

)]
= uo+/0[Apu(8)+9p((U(S)-V) (s))lds

t t
+/ F(s,u(s))ds +/ U(s,u(s))dW(s),
0 0
for allt €10,7), P-a.s..
Proof. In view of (@.6), (@3] and ([@.3), for any u,v € HS we have

[Zpl(u- V)u—(v- Vvl = [[(u-V)u—(v-V)v]rs
= o= vlee - [Vl

Vil - [[V(a = V)l
= Jlu =iz, - llallm,

Hviiaz, - lu—vaz,

Thus, by (N1) and (IN2), it is easy to see that (M2) and (M4) hold for the above ® and
U. The result now follows by Theorem [6.9l O

We now give two concrete functionals so that (N1) and (N2) are satisfied. Let f :
R, x O x R* — R? be a measurable function, and satisfy that: for any 7, R > 0, there
exist constants 6, Cr.p > 0 and X\, € LP(O) such that for all ¢,s € [0,7],2z € O and
u,v € R? with |[u|,|v|< R

If(t,z,u) — f(s,z,v)| < CT7R()\§{7T(:£) Jt— s+ u—v]).

Let g: Ry x O x R? — [2 x R? be a measurable function, and satisfy that:

( g(t,x,u) :C<t)u+g2(t,x)’
3o’ > 1 st sup (|e(t)] + g2t ) lar,) < Cr, (0 O bounded;
te[0,T] a

g(t,-,-) € C*O x R% %), and for |u| < R,
|V.0ug(t, z,0)|2 + || .g(t, z, 0|2 < Crr,j = 1,2, O—Rlor T,
i IV7g(t, -, 0)llgase < A p(2), j=0,1,2

\ t€[0,T
where A% - € LP(O).
We define
F(t,u) = Z,(f(t,-,u)) (9.11)
and
U(t,u) := Z,(g(t, -, u)). (9.12)

One can see that (N1) and (N2) hold. Indeed, for u,v € Hj, with [[ullgz ,|[v|m <R,
we have

||F(t>u) - F(SaV)HLg ||f(t>'>u) - f(Sa 'aV)HLP

Cra(lt = s” + lu—v|w)

Crr(lt = sl + [lu = vu, ).
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Thus, (N1) holds. For (N2), let us look at the case of O = R? or T?. Since A, can
commute with &, we have, for u,v € H}, with [[ul|gz ,[[v]m <R

218
||\Il(t> u) - \I](ta V)H%g(lz;Hﬁ) = ||’QE ‘@p[ (t> u) g(@")]”%g(o;l?)
I = A,) 3 [g(t, w) — g(t. V) Looue)

> Nkt u) — gt VI,

< Cgllu—v|g -

Using Lemma 213 as the calculations given in Theorem [R.2] one can verify that (9.8])
holds under (8.4]). Thus, (N2) holds.

9.2. Non-explosion and large deviation for 2D SNSEs. In this subsection, we study
the non-explosion and large deviation for SNSE in the case of two dimension. For this aim,
in addition to (N1) and (N2), we also suppose that

(N3) For any T > 0, there exists Cr > 0 such that for all t € [0,7] and u € H}
1F(¢w)|mz < Cr([[uflme +1),
IFt Wl < Cr(lul +1)
and for i = 0,1
1V (s,u)|p,pem2y < Cr(14 [ullee),
1V (s, w)llL,02m) < Cr(1+ [ullug,),
where p and « satisfy (9.6]).
We remark that F' and ¥ defined by ([@.I1]) and (@.12) satisfy (IN3) when f satisfies
£(t, z,u)| < Cr(|uf 4 Ao(z))
and g satisfies (O = R? or T?)
10ug(t, z,u)[iz < Cr,
g, z, )|z + [[Vog(t, 2, u)liz < Cr(Jul + (),

where Ao, Ay € LP(O).
We have the following result, the proof will be given in Lemma below.

Theorem 9.2. Let p > d and 1 < a < 1. Assume that (N1)-(N3) hold. Let (u,) be the
unique mazimal solution of EQ.(9.13) in Theorem[9 1 Then T =400 a.s..

We now consider the small perturbation for 2D stochastic Navier-Stokes equation:
duc(t) = [ — Louc(t) + (¢, u(t)]dt + Vel (t,u(t))dW(t), u.(0)=ug
as well as the control equation:
du‘(t) = [—Lu(t) + O, u(t)) + W(t, u(t))he(t)]dt
+/el(t,u(t))dWw (t), u(0) = uy, (9.13)

where h¢ € A% (see (2.23) for the definition of A%), and T' > 0 is fixed below.
Let (u, 7¢) be the unique maximal strong solution of EQ. (Q.I3]) with the properties:

i (1), = oo on {7 < oo},
and ¢t — u‘(t) € HY is continuous on [0, 7°).

Before proving the non-explosion result (Lemmal[0.7)), we first prepare a series of lemmas.
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Lemma 9.3. There exists a constant Cp > 0 such that for any t € [0,T] and u € H3

1
(u,~Lau+ O(s, W)y < 5/l + Cr(lulig + 1), (914)
(S, ~Lau+ 0(s, )y < Cllullglully + Cr(1+ ullg)  (0.15)
and
19, W)[lmr < Cr(1+ [ullgz) - (1+ llullaz ). (9.16)

Proof. Let u € H3. Noting that

(1. Za((0- V) = (. (- D))y = 5 [ (o) - )z = 0

by (N3) and Young’s inequality we have
(0~ Lt s, W)y = —lulle + 0 F(Ew))

1
< —5llullis + Crllullg +1).

Thus, (@.14)) is proved.
For (@.15), noting that by Gagliado-Nirenberge’s inequality (cf. [27, p.24 Theoerem 9.3])

and (9.2))

e =l - [ulleg = llaluag - ol

by Young’s inequality we have

1
(Lou, Zo((u- VI < llulli + [2((u- V)l

<l +Cliw- ViR

<l +ClulE- - [vul?.

< gl + Cllulle -l -
< llullg + Clulig -l

and by (N3)
1
(Lo, F(s,0)) gz < 5 llulli + Cr(1 + [fulli)-

Thus, (@.I5) holds.
Let

d . ap

<qg< —F———, ¢F = —.

P=a=1y 4 —2a R
By Holder’s inequality we have

|Zp(a- V)ulz

= fu- V|
= [ullpe - [Vl
@.4)
=l - o, -
The estimate (@.16]) now follows by (N3). O
Below, set for n € N
75 = inf {t >0 [u(t) |, > n}
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Lemma 9.4. There exists a constant Cr > 0 such that for all e € (0,1) and n € N

TNTS
E( s Jus(s) +E(/ ||u6<s>||%{2ds)<cr
S€[0,TATE] 0 0 !

Proof. By Ito’s formula we have
@l = ol +2 (0 ().~ (s) + D, (5) s
2 [ (9 W ()0 (5
+2f2/ ), (s, 0 (s))) AW (s)
+e 37 [ 1Wals u(9) s
i

=t |[uollga + Ji(t) + Ja(t) + J5(t) + Ju(2).
Set

ft) =E ( sup ||UE(S)||%13> -
SE[0,EATE]
First of all, noting that by (Q.14))

t t
7)< = [ Iy +Cr [ (o)l + Das,

tATS, t
E ( sup Jl(s)> +E (/ Hug(s)||f{2ds) < C’T/ (f(s)+ 1)ds.
s€[0,tATE] 0 . 0

By (N3) and Young’s inequality we have

tATS .
E( sup J2(3)> < 2E </ [u(s) ez - ¥ (s, ()| £, 202 - IIhE(S)IIzzdS)
s€ 0

we have

[0,tATE]
EATE 1/2
< e ([ Iy 10w s
1 ’ tATE
< po+oe([as o)
1 t
< {0+ [ )as

Similarly, we also have

E( sup Jg(S)) <
SE[0,ENATE]

E( sup  Jy(s ) C'/ 1+ f(s
s€[0,tATE]

NH

+C/1+f ds

and



Combining the above calculations we get
tATS,

F(t) + 2 /

0
The desired estimate follows by Gronwall’s inequality. U

Ju(5) [2ds < 2||uo||Hz+cN+cN/0 (1+ f(s))ds.

Set forn € N

tAT,,
0 = [ I e o) s + o
0
t
[ ) - T (9l - T () + ¢

and

0,,(t) :=inf{s > 0:1;(s) >t} .
Clearly, t — 15 (¢) is a continuous and strictly increasing function, and the inverse function
of t — 6¢(t) is just given by nS. Moreover, since 75 (t) > t, we have

Or(t) <t

Lemma 9.5. For any K > 0, there exists a constant Cx y > 0 such that for all € € (0,1)

andn € N
E( sup IIHE(S))II?{§> < Cko.
s€[0,05 (K)ATE]

Proof. Consider the following evolution triple
H; C H} C H.
By Ito’s formula (cf. [68]), we have

O = Tl +2 [ (S (), ~2u () + 0o, w6 s
o R OR TR
wfz/ ), Wi 0 () g5
ﬂ%;AH%@m%W%ﬁS

=t |Juollgz + Ji(t) + Ja(t) + J5(t) + Ju(t).
Set

s€[0,t]

_ E( sup mﬂgﬁa-
s€[0,05 (H)ATE]
For J;(t), by (@.I3]) we have, for ¢t € [0, K]

f@) = E(Sup IIUE(9Z(S)ATZ)II%5)

05, (ATS
RO AT < A () - ()l + Coc(1+ [ (5)[3,) | s
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o5, (1)
< o[ s Al (s) + Ci
0

t
_ o/ (85 (5) A7) [Zds + Cie,
0

where the last step is due to the substitution of variable formula . So,

E (sup J1(65,(s) A T;)) < C’/t f(s)ds + Ck.

s€[0,t]

Using the same trick as used in Lemma 0.4 and by (N3), we also have

E ( sup J;(05,(s) A 7'5)) < %f(t) +Cn /t(f(s) + 1)ds, i=2,3,4.
0

s€[0,t]
Thus, we get t
70 < 2l + O [ (7(5)+ 1),
which yields the desired estimate by Gronwall’s inequality. U
Set for M >0

¢ (M) := inf {t >0 Ju (t AT e > M}.

Lemma 9.6. For any M > 0 and q > 2, there exists a constant Cparn > 0 such that for
alle € (0,1) andn € N

E < Crun.

sup [u(®) 11
te[0,TATENCE (M) H,

Proof. Set for t € [0, T
§(t) =t AT AGL(M)
and for ¢ > 2

f(t) =E

sup [|u(t)||§p | -
1El0.65 (1) Ha

Note that
t t
u‘(t) = ‘Ituo—i-/ ‘It_sfl)(s,ue(s))ds—i-/ Ti_sU(s,u(s))h(s)ds
0

+\/E/0 T sU(s,u(s))dW (s).

By (iii) of Proposition 211l Holder’s inequality and Lemma [0.16, we have, for ¢ > ﬁ

q

E sup
t'€[0,65(1)]

t/
/ Ty_sD(s,u(s))ds
0

P
H2a

t! 1 .
Sl / a2 | P(s, u’(s))[|mrds
| ¢'€[0,£5.(1)] ( o (t'— s)aH ( ( ))HHO ) ]

£a () .
<E| [ 10w () s
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@.16)
< E

£n.(t)
/0 [(1 +[lu(s)[f2) - (1+ ||u€(s)||‘l’{ga)]ds]

t
< CM/ (f(s)+ 1)ds.
0
On the other hand, set
G(t,s) == T_s¥(s,u(s)).
Then by (iii) and (iv) of Proposition 2-TT] we have

¢ e
IG(t, 9)llry, < = S)QH‘I’(&U ()17 027)
and for v € (0, (1 — «)/2)

|t, B t‘ﬂy €
IG(#, ) = G(t,s)|lfe < m“‘l’(sau (D75 2.0

Therefore, using Lemma [3.4] for ¢ large enough, we get

E sup )
OT/\é-n(t HP
2a
TAE (L)
< CiE / TICR O a——
(N3)

< CT/O(f(s)+1)ds.

Similarly, we have

/O‘It_s\lf(s,uﬁ(s))hﬁ(s)ds

q )
H3,

E sup
t'€[0,TNEE (2)]
t
< Crn / (F(s) + 1)ds.
0

Combining the above calculations, we obtain

t
f(t) < CT,M,N/ f(s)ds + Crun,
0

which yields the desired estimate by Gronwall’s inequality. U
Lemma 9.7. It holds that
lim sup P{w 76 (w) < T} ~0. (9.17)
N0 ¢g(0,1)

Proof. First of all, for any M, K > 0 we have
P{G(M) <T} < P{G(M) <T:0,(K)>T}+ P{0,(K) <T}
= P{ sup [[u(t A 7,)|lme > M; 0, (K) > T}

te[0,T)

+P{ sup n5(s) > K}

s€[0,T)
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< P{ sup ||u€(t)||Hg>M}+P{ni(T)>K}
te|

0,05 (K)ATe]
< E ( sup ||u5(t)||%g> /M? +E (1,(T)) / K.
te[0,05 (K)ATE)
Hence, by Lemmas and we have
m sup P{( (M) <T} =0.

N
Secondly, we also have
Plre <T} < P{rs <T;¢ (M) =T} + P{C(M) < T}. (9.18)
For the first term, by Lemma we have

Plri < T5G(M) > T} = P{wpmﬂmma>mqwﬂ>T}

tel0,T)

< P osup [[u ()|l =ni G (M) =T
te[0,TATE] 2

< PS s (), >0
s€[0,TACE(M)ATE] @

< E( sup nw&m;)/m
Se[ 2

0,TACE(M)AT]

C’T,M,N
X )
nd

where Cr pr n is independent of € and n. The desired limit now follows by taking limits for
([@.I3), first n — oo, then M — oo. O

Thus, using Theorem 6.3 we get:

Theorem 9.8. Let O = T? or a bounded smooth domain in R?. Under (N1)-(N3), for
uy € HY), {u., e € (0,1)} satisfies the large deviation principle in Cr(H5,) with the rate
function I(f) given by

(D)=, n bl F € Cr(Hg,)

1
2 {heez: f=

where u" solves the following equation:

u'(t) = u0+/0 Auh(s)ds+/0 2, ((u"(s) - V)u"(s))ds

# [ Flsatenas [ wsat6)his)ds.
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