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LARGE DEVIATIONS FOR NONLINEAR STOCHASTIC
SCHRODINGER EQUATION

PARISA FATHEDDIN AND ZHAOYANG QIU

ABSTRACT. Large deviation principle by the weak convergence approach is established
for the stochastic nonlinear Schrédinger equation in one-dimension and as an application
the exit problem is investigated.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Schrodinger equation describes how the quantum state of the physical mechanics
changes with time, which is widely used to model many important physical phenomena,
such as Taylor-Couette flow, superconductivity, and Bose-Einstein condensation. It is used
especially in optics to model laser beam propagation through random media. For more
background, we refer the reader to [1L27].

Because of its importance in applications in physics, the Schrédinger equation has been
broadly studied. Here we consider the stochastic nonlinear Schrodinger equation of the
form,

du(t) = iAu(t)dt — NMu(t)|*7u(t)dt + g(t, u(t))dW, (1.1)

where o € [1,p] for all p > 1, A > 0 and W is a Q-Wiener process to be made precise in
the subsequent section. Many authors have studied the well-posedness of the stochastic
Schrédinger equation which takes several forms depending on the physical situation. A.
Bouard and A. Debussche [6] established the well-posedness of weak solution to equation
([C2) given below with 0 = 1 in the case of multiplicative noise using the fixed point
argument. In addition, in [7] they enhanced the result to the energy space H' in both
cases of additive and multiplicative noise. Using the Galerkin approximation coupled
with the energy method, W. Grecksch and H. Lisei [25] proved the variational solution
to equation (LI]) with the second and third terms on the right hand side multiplied by
—i and 1, respectively, for all ¢ > 1 and W being the cylindrical Wiener process and
also they extended their result to the system driven by both cylindrical Wiener process
and fractional Brownian motion. Furthermore, V. Barbu, M. Rockner and D. Zhang [2]
established the well-posedness of weak solution to equation,

idu(t) = Au(t)dt + ipu(t)dt — Nu(t)|”  u(t)dt + iu(t)dW.

The constitution of linear multiplicative noise makes it possible to reduce the system to a
random nonlinear equation with lower-order terms by a rescaling transform, then results
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in the deterministic setting may be applied directly. As a natural continuation of [2], they
obtain the well-posedness of solution in the energy space H' in [3].

We achieve the large deviation principle by the weak convergence approach introduced
by [9,[10] for (II). Large deviations is a growing field with applications in communica-
tions, finance and statistical mechanics. For more details see [I5L[19,24]. Regarding the
Schrodinger equation there were some pioneer works on large deviation principle using the
classical method achieved by E. Gautier for the equation,

idu(t) = Au(t)dt + Nu(t)|* u(t)dt + (dW or u(t)dW or dWH), (1.2)

where additive noise was considered in [21], linear multiplicative noise in [20] and fractional
noise in [22]. More specifically, the Azencott method was implemented in the case of
multiplicative noise by proving the continuity of the controlled equation and achieving the
Freidlin-Wentzell inequality. For additive and fractional noise, E. Gautier relies on large
deviations already known for centered Gaussian measures and applies the Dawson-Gartner
theorem. The weak convergence approach implemented here, does not involve technical
exponential tail estimates with time discretization making the proof more concise. For
some results on large deviation principle by the weak convergence approach see [5l28/30] for
stochastic Navier-Stokes equation, [I3l[17] for the stochastic Boussinesq equation, and [4]
for stochastic shell model.

Before giving the proof of the large deviation principle, we follow the one dimensional
setting of [26] to show the well-posedness of stochastic controlled Schrédinger equation
directly. Since the noise term is not uniformly bounded in €, the Girsanov transformation
theorem can not be applied to obtain this well-posedness result. Unlike most fluid models,
due to the complex nature of the Scédinger equation, we can only achieve an a priori
L?-bound, and a higher regularity of the approximate solution cannot be obtained when
the Itd formula is applied. Therefore, in order to achieve higher regularity estimates of
the approximate solution, we have to impose the H' regularity on the initial data. Also
because of the lack of the smoothing properties of the Schrodinger equation, space time
white noise cannot be used and we are limited to noise that is white in time and colored
in space.

Similar to the result in [4], we are only able to prove large deviations on a weaker space
C([0,T]; H) than the space of solutions, C([0,T]; H) N LP(0,T; V'), due to the cancellation
of the diffusion term, i{Au when the It6 formula is applied. To achieve the compactness in
space C([0,T]; H), the convergence, u¢ — u, in L?(0,T; H), P a.s. as ¢ — 0, is established
in advance in the spirit of [29], without using the time discretization estimates developed
by [13]. Different from [29], thanks to Gyongy-Krylov’s lemma and uniqueness of solutions,
we are able to recover the convergence u® — w on the original probability space, which
makes the proof more direct. Also, we give a detailed proof that the limit u is the solution
of the controlled system following the idea of [5].

Exit problem may also be considered as a consequence of large deviations as was proved
by E. Gautier in [23]. Here the probability of exit time being before a given time, Ty
is studied using the large deviations result by a different method following results by M.
Freidlin, A. Wentzell in Chapters 3 and 4 of [18].

The article is organized as follows. We begin in Section 2 with notations, deterministic
and stochastic preliminaries needed for the rest of the paper and state the main results.
Then we focus in Section 3 on establishing the well-posedness of the controlled system.
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With this in hand, the large deviation principle is achieved in Section 4 and in Section 5,
the exit problem is shown. We have also included an Appendix stating the results used
frequently in the paper.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND MAIN RESULTS

Let H denote the space L?(D) and V be the space H'(D) with norms,

l|ul|? == / u - udz, for u € H,
D

Jullf == /Du U+ Ogu - Oyudzx, for u eV,

respectively, where D = (0, 1) is the domain. Using notation X* as the dual space of X,
we apply operator A : V' — V* defined as (Au,v) = [, %u(w)%@(w)dw for u,v € V, to
write Au = —Au. Furthermore, for u € V, letting f(u) := |u|[**u, equation (LI]) may be
given in the following abstract form,

du(t) + iAu(t)dt = Af(u(t))dt + g(t, u(t))dW, (2.1)

where W is an H-valued Wiener process defined on a probability space (Q, F, {F; }+>0,P),
with the covariance operator (), adapted to the complete, right continuous filtration
{Fit>0. If {ex}r>1 is a complete orthonormal basis of H such that Qe; = A;e;, then

W can be written formally as the expansion W (t,w) = > v/ Apep Wy (t,w) where {Wj }r>1
E>1

is a sequence of independent standard one-dimensional Brownian motions. We also have

that W € C([0,00), H) almost surely, see [12].

Let Hy = Q%H , then Hj is a Hilbert space with inner product,

(hy@)o = (Q 2h,Q 2g)p, ¥ h,g € Ho,

and the induced norm, | - |3, = (-,-)r,. The imbedding map i : Hy — H is Hilbert-
Schmidt and hence compact operator with ii* = ). Now consider another separable
Hilbert space X and let Lg(Hp, X) be the space of linear operators S : Hy — X such

that SQ% is a linear Hilbert-Schmidt operator from H to X, endowed with the norm
1S]13,, = tr(SQS*) = X [SQex|%. Set Lo(Ho, X) = {SQ= : S € Lo(Ho, X)} with the
k

1
norm defined by HfH%2(H0,X) = % |fQzer|%.
For an X-valued predictable process G € L%(Q; L2 ([0, 00), La(Hy, X))), by taking Gj, =

loc
GQ%ek, one can define the stochastic integral,

t t t
0 w Jo e 70

as an element in M?X which is the space of all X-valued square integrable martingales. For
more details see [12]. For the process {M;}i>0, the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality
holds, which in the present context takes the form,

¢ P T ) 2
/de < oF (/ HGHLQ(HO,X)ds> , (2.2)
0 X 0

E | sup
te[0,T
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for any p > 1.
Based on Lemmas 7.1 and 7.2 in [26], function f : V' — H has the following properties
for every u,v € V, which will be used throughout the rest of the paper,

Re(f(u),u) >0, and Re(f(u)— f(v),u—v) >0, (2.3)
1F(@)]2 < 220+ )i+, (2.4
1 (w) = F@)I? < 2277 (4o = D (Julli? + [0l lu — o], (2.5)
Re(f(v), Av) > 0. (2.6)

Moreover, we assume that the operator g satisfies the Lipschitz continuous and linear
growth conditions. Namely,

gt W17, (pro,mry < K1 (1 + [|ul®), for all uw € H, (2.7)
|’g(t7u)|’%2(Ho,V) < Kl(l + HUH%/)7 for all u € V, (28)
lg(t, 1) = g(t, )7, (rr0.ry < Kallu—v]?, for all u,v € H. (2.9)

For large deviations, we consider variational solutions which are equivalent to weak
solutions in the PDE sense but strong solutions in the probability sense, to the following
stochastic controlled equation,

(t)—uo—z/ Auc( ds—A/f ds+\f/ 5,1 dW+/ o, u(5))h(s)ds,

(2.10)
and to the skeleton equation given by,

up(t) = ug —i/ Aup(s)ds — )\/ flup(s))ds +/0 g(s,un(s))h(s)ds, (2.11)

0
where h € Sy(Hp) := {u € L?(0,T; Hy) : fo [u(s)[13,ds < M}, which is a Polish space

fo g(s), §k)ds‘ with the se-

quence {&;}x>1 being an orthonormal basis of L?(0, T’ Ho).
First, we have the following well-posedness result to equation (210]). Similarly we may
prove the well-posedness of the variational solution to (2I1]), denoted as G( fo s)ds).

endowed with the weak topology d(h,g) = Zk>1 5k

Theorem 2.1. Suppose that the initial data ug is Fo measurable random variable, and
is in LP(Q; V') for any p > 1 and operator g satisfies conditions (2.7)-(2.9). For any € €
[0,1], there exists a unique solution of Schridinger equation (2.10Q) in space C([0,T]; H) N
LP(0,T;V), P a.s. in the following sense,

(e (t), 6) = (o, 9) — i / (Vu(s). Fo)s = [ (7(u()). o)
e / (5. (9). )W + [ (a(s.()hs). )

forany ¢ € V and t € [0,T]. Moreover, the following energy estimates hold for all p > 1,

sup E
e€[0,1]

sup Huﬁ(t)ll”] <C(p,T,K1,Eluo|?), (2.12)
t€[0,7]
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T
sup B | v a < ¢ (oK 2ol (2.13)
ec[0,1 0

Using the above notation, we have the following large deviations result by applying
theorem 6 of [10].

Theorem 2.2. The family {u(-)}ccjo,1] satisfies the large deviation principle in C([0,T]; H)
with rate function,
1

T
I(v) =5 inf h(s)|%. ds,
( ) 2 {h€L2(07T;H0):v:g(f0' h(s)ds)}/o H ( )HHO

where the infimum of empty set is taken to be infinity.

As a direct consequence of large deviations, we obtain the result below concerning the
exit problem with,

T :=inf {t:u'(t) € DS}, (2.14)
where Dy, is defined by D, = {uE L SUDe(0,1p) luc(t)]|? < r} for any r € RT.

Theorem 2.3. For any given time Ty and fized § > 0, € < ﬁ%, the probability of exit
time being before Ty can be estimated by,

1 . 2\/6K1C(Tg,ﬂ0)
—— f I 1) <P(rc < Ty < (21
exp ( € <v€1%%0 (U) + )) - (T - 0) or (1 — eKlT()) — HU0”2 —eK T ( 5)

Also the mean exit time is bounded as follows,

. 1
T S e (L (o, 100) =)

3. WELL-POSEDNESS

In this section, we consider the well-posedness of the equations (2.10) and (2.I1]), which
will be divided into two parts. For the first part, we aim to prove the existence of solutions
by implementing the Galerkin approximation scheme following the method applied in
[8,26], where we refer to Theorems 5.1 and 5.2 in [26] for some of the details to avoid
repetition. For the second part, we show the uniqueness of solutions.

Define H,, = span{ey, €9, ..., €, } and let 7, be the projector from H to H, given by,

n

Tl = Z(u, er)ek, for u € H.

k=1
To handle the nonlinear term, we consider for each fixed R € N,
1, 0<r<R,
Ulir)={ R+1-r, R<r<R+1,
0, r>R+1,

then WE(||us™]) £ (us™) is lipschitz continuous and satisfies the linear growth condition,
which along with conditions (27]), [29]) imply the existence and uniqueness of solutions
in L2(Q;C([0,T); H,,)) to the finite dimensional system,

dwst o) = —i(Au§t, p)dt — X (TE(|usP) fo(usT), ) dt



6 P. FATHEDDIN AND Z. QIU

+ Ve (gnlt uH(0)dW, ) + (gu(t, ug(0)h, @) dt, (3.1)

for o € H,. We next achieve the required a priori estimates to solution u?L’R of the finite
dimensional system (3.]).

Lemma 3.1. For any n > 1, € € [0,1] and p > 1, assume that the initial data ug is
Fo measurable random variable with ug € LP(2; V') and conditions 2.1), 2.8) hold, then
there exists constant C = C(M, T, p, K1,E|uol[},) independent of n,e and R such that

sup (E [ sup |ug, ™ (¢)|IP

e€[0,1] te[0,7)

T
+E | uu:;R<t>Hpvdt> <C. (3:2)
0

Proof. Applying the Ito formula to ||u§™||P gives,

dllug™@)P = pIm{Aug™(t), ug™ (1)) lug " (8) [P 2dt
—Ap||ug (@) [P Re (W (flug (4 1) f (ug " (£)), ug (1)) dt
+pVeRe (gn(t, ug " (£)), ug (1)) ug ™ (£) P~ 2dW
+pRe (gn (t, ug ™ () h(t), ug (1)) [Jug () [P~ >dt
+epllgn (t, ug ", 10,11y s ()P~ dlt
p(p—2
2

Here, we focus on the fourth term on the right hand side since estimates for bounds by
constants for the rest of the terms were shown in the proof of Theorem 4.1 of [26]. Let

+e€

) [Re (gnt, ), 5" O) "0t

7n = inf {¢: |uS B ()P > N}, (3.3)

if the set is empty, take 7y = T. Note that 7 is increasing with limy_ 78y =T, P a.s.
Taking the integral on [0, A 7x], then expectation, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
along with condition (7)), the fourth term may be bounded as follows,

’ 'p/ " Re (g (s, ugP(9)A(s), () i (5) |72
0

tATN
< JE /O s (5) [P~ g (5, wS RN paars ) 1(8) | o s
1 6,R P 2 AT 2 €,R p—2 R 2
< SE| sw (gt )| KR [ ), )P0+ g (6)]2)ds
SE[0,tATN] 0
1 R tATN R 9
< SE| sw |+ OERE [ (1 ) k) ds
SE[0,tATN] 0

which by noting that h € Sy; and applying the Gronwall inequality, then letting N tend
to infinity lead to,

sup E

e€[0,1] | te[0,T]

sup HUZ’R(t)H”] < C(M,T,p, Ky, El|ug|[”). (3.4)
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where C' is independent of n,e, R. Next, we apply the It6 formula to |]8xu${R(t)Hp to
obtain,

d|o,us @IP = phm (Au§T(t), AugR (D)) [|0pug™(0)|" " dt
~ARe (W([lug R (0)I1) fo (ug (1)), Aug(2)) [[0pusR(0)||P " dt
+py/eRe (gn(t, uG (1)), AuSE (D)) || 0pus R (8)||P 2 aw
+pRe (ga (t,u ™ (1) (1), AugT (1)) || 0l (8 ||P dt
+pellgn(t, ugREDNZ, srov) O ()| 7 dt

e e (g, (0,0 0). Au0) [ 0,0 a

where we again only determine an estimate for the fourth term and refer the reader to
the proof of Theorem 4.2 of [26]. We take the integral on time interval [0,t A 7y], where
stopping time 7y := inf {t | opus T ()P > N}, and 7y =T when the set is empty. Then
taking the expectation on both sides and estimating it using condition (2.8)) leads to,

‘ / " Re (ga (s, u R ($)(5), AuSE(s)) [[0pusB(s)|[P ds

e A O e [ P R ) e [ P
1 ‘R tATN R 9
< 1E| s el | + OB / (1 + (0,652 (s) [P)1(s) 12, )ds
SE[0,EATN] 0

and similar to the previous case, the Gronwall inequality gives

sup E | sup  [ug™(O)|F | < C(M,T,p, Ki,E|uoll},). (3.5)
e€[0,1] SE[0,ENATN]
Then, letting N — oo yields the desired result. O

With these estimates in hand, using the same argument as in [26], we may show that
there exists a unique approximate solution uf, to the finite dimensional system,

d(u;(t)7 (10) = _Z<Au:z(t)v 90>dt —A (fn(u:z(t))v 90) dt
+Ve (gn(t, up, (£) AW, @) + (gn(t, up, ()R, ©) dt, (3.6)
for ¢ € H,. Moreover, we have the following a priori estimates
sup E | sup Hu;(t)Hp] < C(M,T,p, Ky,E|uo|?), (3.7)
ec0,1] | te[0,7]
T
up | 0l < 08T, p, 1 Bl (3.
ee0,1]  Jo

In addition, the following bounds may be achieved using the same estimates as lemma 3.1,
after taking the inner product with w,, ,(t) and dyu,, (t), respectively,

sup sup |[upp(t)|[P < C(T,p), and  sup sup [|punn(®)|ly, < C(T,p),  (3.9)
e€[0,1] t€[0,T] e€[0,1] t€[0,T]
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where u,, , is the approximate solution to the finite dimensional analogue of ([ZI1).
Based on these estimates, we next prove the Theorem 1. Observe that by condition

@) and property ([24) we may obtain using 3.1), (.8),
B [ I <27 [ s < CloMp KD, (310

t
/ oo DI,y < KB [ (14 i (9)) ds < COLTE),  (311)
0

where C(M, T, K1) is a constant independent of n. Then, the bounds (B.1)-(B.8), (B.10)-
(BI0) and the Banach-Alaoglu theorem implies that there exist processes u€, f, g such that
for any fixed € > 0, as n goes to oo, we have, for p € [1,00),
us, = uf,  weak-* in LP(Q;C([0,T]; H)), weakly in LP(Q2 x [0,T];V), (3.12)
fug) — f, in LP(Q x [0,T]; H), (3.13)

g(s,u5(s)) = g, in L*(Q x [0,T]; La(Ho, H)), (3.14)

where — denotes weak convergence. Using these weak limits and letting n tend to infinity
in (3.0), we obtain that u€, f, g satisfy the following equation for all ¢ € [0, 7],

((0.0) = (0.0) =i [ (V). Voyts = [ (Fs).0) ds+ Ve [ (i) 0)aw
+ [ @), ops (3.15)
0

for all t € [0,T] and ¢ € V. Next, we aim to identify the nonlinear term f = f(u¢) and
g =g(s,u(s)) P as. in BI5). Let 4, := myus, fn = mpf and g, := m,g. Then observe
that 4 (t) satisfies the system,

W09 = ()i [ (i -2 [ (7)) ds 4 v [ 600w
—I—/Ot(g(s)h(s),go)ds, (3.16)

for all t € [0,T], ¢ € H,. Taking the difference of u,(¢) with the solution uS (¢) of equation
([B.6), then applying the It6 formula to ||u (t) — @, (¢)||?, we obtain,

lus, (8) = an ()I* = —ZIm/ (Alup(5) = @ (5)), up(s) — Uy, (s)) ds
0
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By ([23) and Young’s inequality we may decompose the nonlinear term as follows,
~22Re ( f(ug) — fls),ug, — i)
— —2ARe (f(uf) — F(a5),uf — i5) — 2ARe (f(i5) — £(u), u, — )
~2ARe (f(u) = f(s),uf, — i)
< 2G5 — F@OIP + gl — agl? — 23Re (F(u) — Fls),u, — i)
In addition, condition (29]) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality give,

lg(s,u5,(5)) = G ()12, (110,11

< lg(s:up) = 3 Locrro,mm) + 190 () = G a10,11)

< lg(s,u) = g(s,u ), g,y — N9 (s, 1) = 31T a1y,11)
+2(g(s) — 9(s,u5), 3(5) — g(s,u)) + 19a(s) = G Ly (110,10)

< Kallug, — ap)? + Kallay, — ul® = lg(s,u) = 08I, z10,m)

+2(g(s) = 9(s,u5,), 3(5) — 9(5,u)) + 19 (s) = G T, (110,10

and

IN
21
=
3,
N~—
!
£

)
Eolh(s) |13, llur, (s) — ar, ()12
+Re ((g(s, dy(s)) — 9(8)) h(s), up(s) — i, (s)) -

Now multiplying both sides of BIT) by ¢(t) = exp (— fot K|\ h(s)||%, + eKa + 1ds> and
then taking expectation yields,

B [6(t)]ug, (t 1] +E/ (s)lup (s) — a5 ()|° (1 + e + Ka || h(s) ||, ) ds

+eE /0 3(s)llg(s,u(s) = G (110, 1y B

IN

CxE [ o(s) 11056 — £ 9 P s

+OE [ 9(6)Re ( 0(s) = Fls) i (5) — 5)) s
+0ek [ 0(5) (005 — g, 1) 905) = (s (5))
+OB [ 0(6)Re (9(5) — ol 59) bls) i 5) — 1 5) s

t
ez /0 05) (1n(5) = 55) 3, 10 ) + 2l — w[[2) ds
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= Ji+J+J3+ Js+ Js.
We proceed to estimate each term. Using (2.35]), we have,

5 < 22 (4o —1)E / o(5) (1851 + ()42 (125 (5) — ue(s)|%ds

< C(Ro) (E /0 S (I + 1us(s) >/( / I (5) — us(s)] ds)m.

Since @S, = m,u, we have 45(-) — u(+) in L*(0,T; H) P a.s. for fixed € > 0 as n — oo,
combining this with the bound ¢ € LP(2 x [0,T]; V) for all p > 1, we apply the Vitali
convergence theorem (Theorem in Appendix) to obtain,

T
E/ 1G5 (t) — u ()| dt — 0, as n — oc.
0
Therefore, noting estimate (B.8]) we conclude that J; — 0 as n — oo. Moreover,

Jy < CXE /tqs(s)Re f(uE(S))—f(S),%(S)—uE(S)) ds
+0[e [ o66) (1) = o)) — ) |-

Now due to the facts that
ug, — uf, weak-* in LP(Q;C([0,T]; H)),

and
as, — uS, in L2(Q x [0,T]; H),

together with the bound f € LP(Q x [O,T]7 H), yield |Ja] — 0 as n — oo. Similarly, as
in estimate (B.II), we have g(s,u(s)) € L*(Q x [0,T]; La(Hy, H)), this along with the
convergence g(s,uS,(s)) — g, in L2(Q x [0, T); Lo(Ho, H)) lead to

t

J5 = OcE /0 8(5) (3(5) — g(5,u%,(5)), 3(5) — (s, u<(5))) ds — 0,

as n — o0o. Furthermore,

Ji = E/ ¢(s)Re ((9(s) — g(s,u(s)) + g(s,u"(s)) = g(s,1y,(5))) hls), u (s) — 1y, (s)) ds

= g(s,u(8)))h(s), up (s) — iy (s)) ds

A
=
\O
<
&
=
[¢]

+E/ lg(s,u(s)) = g(s, @ ()| L, (o, by 1 (8) = @ ()1 A(3)]| 1o ds

= 1+

Regarding J;, notice that u(-) — 4, (-) — 0 in L*(Q x [0,7]; H) for any fixed € > 0 and
we ensure that (§ — g(s,u(s)))h € L*(Q x [0,T]; H) by the following calculation,

T
E/O 1(3(s) — g(s,u(s)))h(s)|*ds
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T ) ) ,
< IE/O (II?/(s)HLZ(HO,H) + ||g(s,u€(8))||L2(H07H)) 1R (s)|[3, ds

T
< E [ sup (Hg(S)HzLQ(HO,H)Jr ”g(s,ue(s))H%Q(Ho,H)>]/0 1A (s)][77, ds

s€[0,T
< C(M7 T7 K1)7
implying that J; — 0 as n — oo. Now Young’s inequality may be applied to J> to obtain,
|Ja| < KR [ sup ||ug, (s) — iy, ||] / [[u(s) =t (s) [ 2(s) || 1z s
s€[0,T7]
< KGR | sup [u(s) — i ||] ( / Ju(s) — ()] ds> ([ s uHods)
s€[0,T

< C’MTK2</Hu )Hds)

Since 4, — u€ in L?(Q x [0,T]; H), we have Jo — 0 as n — oo. Finally, by the definition
of g, and af,, we have J5 — 0 as n — oo. Thus,

/ s (s) — 45 (s)[|2ds — 0, (3.18)
as n — oo and

g(s) = g(s,u(s)), P as.
We proceed to show that f(s) = f(u), P as. Let ¢p € V and set B C Q x [0,T],

B [ (76) - 1) 1) ds =B [ (766) - 10050, 18¢) s
v [ () = a5 1m0) ds B [ (7080 - 1) 1) ds
<E /0 (F(s) ~ £lus). Lo ds + [[ol[E /0 (@) — F + 1£(a5) — £(u)lds

< (o lelh (& | +||u<>||é"+||u;<s>||é“ds>l/2
. (E [ ) = P ) — )17 s T [ (76) - 160 100 as.

By (3I3), (3I8) and the strong convergence ¢, — u in L2(Q x [0,T]; H), we have the
right hand side going to 0 as n — oo, which implies f(s) = f(uf), P a.s. using the density
argument. Hence, we obtain the existence of solutions.

To show the uniqueness of solutions, let v¢ = u{ — u$ satisfying,

Ao +iAvidt = —A(F(u§) — F(uf))dt + Velg(t, us (1)) — gt us(t)))dW
(g(t, () — gt ug(D)h(t)dt,
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then applying the Ité formula to [|v¢(t)||? gives,

dlv" I = —2ARe(f(ui(s)) — f(u3(s)),v"(s))ds
+2v/eRe(g(s, ui (s)) = g(s, uj(s)), v°(s))dW
+2Re([g(s, ui(s)) — g(s, u5(s))lh(s), v* (s))ds
+ellg(s, ui () — g(s, uS ()L a6,y d5-

Observe that, by (Z9]),
[2Re([g(s, ui (5)) — g(s,u5(s))]Als), v*(s)] < 2K]lv"(s) [P [1(s) | mp0  (3.19)
this together with ([2.8]), property (23] and [BI9]), we have,
dlv@)* < 2Ks]lv°(s) [P [1(s) |1y ds + eBa||v(s)||*ds
+ 2VeRe(g(s,ui(s)) — g(s,uj(s)), v°(s))dW. (3.20)

Now we multiply both sides of [B.20) by ¢(t) = exp <— fg eKo + 2K2Hh(s)HHods) and
then take the expectation to obtain,

Eé(s)[[o%(s)]? < E /0 6(5) [v<(s) |2ds,

which implies that u{ = u§ P a.s. for t € [0,7]. This completes the proof of Theorem 211
Note that using estimates in ([39) the existence and uniqueness of solutions to equation
(2II) may be obtained following the same lines of reasoning as above.

4. LARGE DEVIATIONS

After achieving the well-posedness of solutions to equations, (2I0) and (2.I1I), we now
proceed to prove the large deviation principle by verifying the two conditions given in
Theorem 6 in [10] stated below. We begin by providing the definition of large deviation
principle as follows for completeness.

Definition 4.1 (Large Deviation Principle). The sequence {X,, } e satisfies the LDP on
polish space £ with rate function I if the following two conditions hold,
a. LDP lower-bound: for every open set U C &,

— inf I(z) < liminf — log]P’(X el), (4.1)

zeU n—oo n,

b. LDP upper-bound: for every closed set C' C &,

lim sup — log]P’(X € C) < —inf I(z). (4.2)
n—oo T zelC
More background on this area of study may be found in [I1,[14]. To apply the weak
convergence approach, we use the following theorem due to A. Budhiraja, P. Dupuis, V.
Maroulas.

Theorem 4.1 (Theorem 6 in [10]). Let & and E be two Polish spaces and family { X"}~
be defined by X% := G(x,\/eW) for a measurable map G : Ey x C([0,T); H) — E. If there
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exists a measurable map G° : & x C([0,T]; H) — & such that,
1. For any fired M < oo and compact set K C &,

= {go <:17 /0 h(s)ds> b€ Su(Ho)w € K} , (4.3)

is a compact subset of £.
ii. For M < 0o and {h¢}eso C Spr(Ho) and {x}eso C & if as € tends to zero, he converges
i distribution to h and x¢ converges to x then,

G <x5,\ﬁW+ /0 | he(S)d3> -G <a: /0 'h(s)ds> ) (4:4)

wn distribution as € tends to zero.
Then { X" }.~o satisfies the large deviation principle with rate function,

T
L(f) = inf ! /0 1(s)|2, ds, (4.5)

{heL2(0,T;Ho): f=G (. f; h(s)ds) } 2
where, x € &, f € &.

In the stochastic PDE setting, the maps G¢, G° correspond to the unique variational solu-
tion to (210) and (2.I1), respectively. Thanks to the uniqueness of solutions, G¢(uf, v/eW +
fo s)ds) is the solution of the following stochastic control equation,

{ dui(e (7)5) = —iAuj, (t)dt — Mf(uj,, (1))dt + g(t,uj, (t))he(t)dt + \/eg(t, uj, (t))dW, (4.6)
ug, (0) = ug. )

In order to verify the two conditions needed by Theorem 4.1, we first recall the fractional
order Sobolev space WP which is required to establish the tightness of the probability
measures. It is natural to consider these spaces since the solution of the stochastic evo-
lution system are Holder continuous of order strictly less than % with respect to time.
Let

T
(t1) — o(t
WP (0,T; X) 1= {v € LP(0,T; X) / / ”U|tl tz|}1+2ol‘;|th1dt2 < oo},
1= t2

for any fixed p > 1 and a € (0, 1), endowed with the norm,

T o(ty) — v(t2) |5
p X
e N L e

where X is a separable Hilbert space. For the case a = 1, we take,

d
WP(0,T; X) == {v e LP(0,T; X) : d—: € Lp(O,T;X)} ,

which is the classical Sobolev space with its usual norm,

T
dv
IoWysmorsy = [ IO +]

P
—(t dt.
o)
Note that for o € (0,1), the embedding of WP(0,T; X) into W*P(0,T; X) also holds.
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Lemma 4.1. For {hc}e~o C Sp(Hp), the following convergence holds P a.s.
uf, — up, in L*(0,T; H), (4.7)

as € — 0, where uj,_,up, are solutions corresponding to systems (4.0)), and equation (2.11),
respectively.

Proof. We first show that

t 2
B ||uf, — \/E/ g(s,up,_(s))dW <C, (4.8)
0 W1L2(0,T;V")
t p
EHf | ats. (spaw <c (49)
0 Weer(0,T5V")

for o € [0,1) and p € [1,00), where C is a constant independent of e. We proceed as

2
follows,
t t t
(8 = uf i / Au§, (s)ds — A / F, ())ds + / g5, 15, (5))he(s)ds
0 0 0

t
Ve [ gl (s)aw
0
= I(]—I—Il—I—IQ—I-Ig—I—Ll.

Note that by definition,
, T ) T
EHIlHWl'Q(O,T;V’) - E/O\ H14'LLZ6 (S)HvldS + E/O dt
V/

t
’L/ Auj, (s)ds
0

T
< CE [ [1Au, (5) [ ds
0

T
< O(T)E / s, ()17, ds < C(M,p, T, Ky).
0

Furthermore, the nonlinear term can be controlled using (Z4]) as follows,

T
5 [
0

2 T
dt < NTE [l (0, (0] e
1% 0

t
/O iy (3)27 s, (s)ds

IN

T
ATE /0 sy (£)[27 s, (2)] 2t

IN

T

C\T, M, 0)E / s, ()12
0

< C()\,M,T,p, Kl,a).

Moreover, by (2.7

T 2
E / 1152 dt
0

dt

IN

t
/0||9(3,uzs(3))||L2(HO,H)Hhe(s)HHods

T
E/
0

T rt .
CE/O /0K1(1+||UZ€(8)H2)d8/0 e (5)[1, dsdt

IN
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T
< CMTKlE/ (1 + |Juf,, (s)]|*)ds < C(M, T, Ky).
0

Thus, we obtain the bound (£8]). For bound (4.9]), the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality

([22) may be applied as follows,
o |[Ve s ot
<E / / - V' dsdt
W‘“’(OTV’ t_3’ o

22 [ st
/ /TezE [l (1)) ]

It — s]1+0‘p

L b (t—5)5 B 1+ sup,eo ) g, (7))
EZKQ// dsdt

|t — s|T+op

sdt

IN

< COle,T,p, Ky) / / — 5| (e=2)Pgrds < O(T, p, Ky).

Define the set of probability measures,
v(0) =P(uj, € 0), (4.10)

for any set O € B(X), where X is the path space L?(0,T; H). Based on the bounds (&3],
@3), and the fact that L2(0,T; V)N WP(0,T; V') is compactly embedded in L?(0,7'; H)
for any p € (1,00), a € (0, 1), we have that the set of probability measures {v}.~ is tight
on the path space L%(0,T; H). Indeed, note that

Bg = {uj,, € L*(0,T; V) N W*P(0,T; V') : |luf, |l r20mv) + 1, Iweworyn < K}

is compact on L2(0,T; H). Moreover, the bounds {@8), {@1), along with the Chebyshev
inequality give,
v (Bg) = Plup 2070y + llup lwero,rvy > K)
1 C
< KE(HULHLQ(O,T;V) + [lup, [lwerorv7)) < i
Using the Skorokhod representatlon theorem (see Appendix), we then deduce the exis-
tence of a stochastic basis (Q, F, {F; ¢, ) in which there are processes {1, }e>0, such that

g, has the same distribution as uj,_and Pa.s. uy, converges to up, in L*(0,T;H) as e — 0.
With the uniqueness of solutions, we recover the convergence on the original probability
space (Q, F,{Fi}t>0,P) using Gyongy-Krylov’s lemma, for more details, see [17], that is,

uf, — up, in L2(0,T; H), P as. (4.11)

In the spirit of [5], we now show that wy, is the solution to equation (2.11). For any ¢ € H*,
and set B C 2 x [0,T7,

(. 010~ (i | un.1goids A [ (Fun). 1m0)ds + [ (alssn L)

t t
_ z/ (Vuze—Vuh,lBqu)ds—)\/ (F,) — f(un), Lpd)ds
0 0
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e / (9(s, 5, (), 1pd)dW + / (g5, w5 )he — gls,un)h 1pd)ds.  (4.12)
0 0

We now show that the expectation of the right hand side of ([AI2]) tends to 0 as ¢ — 0.
Since uj, — up, weakly in LP(Q x [0,T]; V') for p > 1 we have,

t
E/ i(Vuy, — Vup, 15Ve)ds — 0, as € — 0. (4.13)
0
Inequalities (Z5)), (ZI3]) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yield,

AR /0 (F,) — f(un), 1pd)ds < A[|S|E /0 1£(us,) — F(un)llds

t
< OO\ 6l )R / (I, 112 + N 132 s, — unllds
3 t 3
< A||¢ua( / g, 182 +\|uhu4v0ds) (E / Hu;e—uhn?ds)
% 0
< Ol L) (E [ i, —wlids)” o, (414
0

where the last step is deduced from the result of (£I1]) along with the Vitali convergence
theorem. Using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality (2.2)) and condition (2.7)), we have
as € — 0,

[f / oo, ( 1B¢>dw] < ﬁE(/Ot<g<s,u;€<s>>,13¢>2ds)%

< ollvV K TeE sup]1+Huh€()H)]

< C(lI9ll,T, K1)v/e = 0. (4.15)
With regards to the last term in (£12]), we use the decomposition,

t
E / (95,105, Yhe — 95, up)h, Lp)ds
0

t t
— & [ ((g(s.08,) — 9(s )b, 150)ds + E [ (gls.un)(he — b), 1p)ds
0 0
=J1+ Jo.
Applying condition ([2Z.9) and the Hélder inequality, J; can be bounded as follows,

t
|1 Kzllcb\lﬂi/0 [uh,, — unllllhell o ds

IN

IN

1
t 2
C (K, 0|, M) <E/ |uf,, — UhH2dS> — 0. (4.16)
0
Finally, by condition (2.7) and bound in ([3.9]), we have,

t t
/0 lg* (s, un) 15l ds < K1||¢H2/0 (1 + unl*)ds < C(K1, [|6],T). (4.17)
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Now the set Sys being closed and bounded implies that he — h weakly in L?(0,T; Hy) P
a.s. and with ([@I7) we have that P a.s.

/t(he — h,g*(s,up)1pp)ds — 0. (4.18)
0

Furthermore, (£I8]) and the Vitali convergence theorem give Jy — 0 as ¢ — 0. Combining
these estimates, we arrive at,

E |(uj,,18¢) — (i t(Auh, 1po)ds — A t(f(uh), 1pd)ds + t(g(s,uh)h, 1po)ds
[ < /0 /0 /0 >]
— 0, as e — 0. (4.19)

On the other hand, since uj, € LP(€;C([0, T]; H)) uniformly in €, we have by the Banach-
Alaoglu theorem, as ¢ — 0,

E [ sup (uj, (1) — un(t), 1B<Z5)] — 0, (4.20)
te[0,7]

and thus we infer from ([£I9) and ([@20) that uy, is a solution of equation (Z.I1]) completing
the proof. O

For p > 1, let the polish space

X :=C([0,T); H) N LP(0,T;V), (4.21)

be endowed with the norm [|u||% = SUPyeo,7] [|lu(t)]|?.

Proposition 4.1. For a positive constant M, if {h¢}eso is a sequence in Syr(Hp) such
that he converges in distribution to h as € — 0 then,

G <ﬁW + /0 | hﬁ(s)ds> Nt < /0 | h(s)ds) ,

in distribution in Xas € — 0, where G(\/eW') denotes the unique variational solution of
equation (Z1).

Proof. Denote G (veW + [, he(s)ds) as the Variational solution of (6l). Due to the
uniqueness of solutions, we have G (VEW + [y he(s)ds) = uf, (-). Let V(t) := uf,_(t) —
up(t), then V¢(t) satisfies

= —z/ AVE(s)ds — A /f fun(s) ds+\/_/ g(s,uj, (s)dW
4 /0 95,1, (3))(he(s) — h(s))ds + /O (905,15, (5)) — (s, un()))h(s)ds.

For N € N, let 7 :=inf {¢ : [[V<(t)||> > N}, and 7y = T if the set is empty. Applying the
Ito formula to ||[V€||?, then taking the supremum over interval [0,t A 7], and afterwards
the expectation we obtain,

tATN
E [ sup HVE(S)HQI < 2EIm/ VVe(s)||ds
[ 0

se O,t/\TN]
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~20BRe [ (£(uh, (9) = Flun(3).V(5) ds

+2E Re/0 " (9(s,ujy, (3)) (he(s) — h(s)), V(s)) ds

+2E Re/0 " ((g(s,uf, () — g(s,un(s))) h(s), V<(s)) ds

+2/€E | sup

s€[0,tATN]

tATN 9
T eE /0 s, . (N2, s

Re /08 (g(r, uj,, (r))dW, VE(?“))‘

By the properties of f(-), conditions on g(-), the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and Burkholder-
Davis-Gundy inequality (2.2)), we arrive at,

IN

tATN
LoVeE ( / Hg(s,uze<s>>H%2<HO,H>Hve<s>u2ds)

HVE(S)HQ]
2E/0 ™ 19(s,ufy, ()| Lo (tro,20) |1 Be(8) — 1(8) || 11 [V E(5) | ds

tATN
+2E/0 17() 1019 (s, iy, (5)) — g8, un($)) Ly (a6, 1V (5) | ds

1/2

tATN

+EE/ Ky (1 + [, (s)]%)ds
0

I + 1o + Is + 1.

Next, we show that the terms on the right hand side converge to zero as ¢ — 0. For Iy,

tATN
L] < 2K1E/0 (L + [Jup, [Nl he(s) = h(s)]| 1 IV (s)]|ds

IN

IN

IN

2K E

: }(1 + [|ug,, |I) (/OMTN e (s) — h(3)|’§{0ds> 1/2 </0tATN HVE(S)”2dS> 1/2]
2K, M> (E/Ot/\w ‘|V€(S)\|2ds>% <E

tATN %
con ) (B [ v
0

1

sup (1+ HUZJI)QD

te[0,7

Similarly, using the bounds (2.12]), (213),

tATN %
L < 260 (E / \\Vﬁ(s)\\zds) E
0

1
2
sup HVE(S)H2]>
s€[0,7T]
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tIATN 2
< o (B[ vilkas)
0

Moreover,

|13]

IN

tATN 1/2
2R [/0 K1+ ||u25(8)||2)||V6(8)H2d8]

IN

2K1VeTE
s€[0,7T

C(K1,T)e.

Combining these estimates, we conclude,

sup [[V(s)[I(1 + HUZJS)H)]

IN

1
tATN 3
E| sup [[V(s)[I*| < C(K, T)Ve+ C(Ky, Ky, T, M) <E/ ||V€(8)H2d8> (4.22)
0

s€[0,tATN]

Finally, the second term in ([d22]) converges to zero as e — 0 by the Vitali convergence
theorem leading to,

limE sup  [|[VE(s)|]?| =0,
=0 LE[O,t/\TN} ” ( )” ]
then letting N — oo, we achieve the desired result. U

Proposition 4.2. For any positive constant M, the set,

K = {go </0 h(s)ds) e SM(HO)} , (4.23)

s compact in X .

Proof. Tt suffices to show that K, is sequentially compact. Let {h.}.~o be a sequence in
Sn(Hp) with the corresponding solutions {up, }e>o to ([210). Note that wy, is uniformly
bounded in C([0,7]; H) N LP(0,T; V) and it is not difficult to obtain that wy,, is uniformly
bounded in W12(0,7; V') using a similar argument as in lemma @Il Then, the Aubin-
Lions compactness embedding lemma (stated in Appendix),

L*0,T;V)nWh20,T; V') — L*(0,T; H),

implies that there exists a subsequence of uy, still denoted by wy, , and a function wy,
such that u,, — wuy in L2(0,T; H) as € — 0. It can be shown that uy, is the solution
corresponding to equation (ZI1]) using the fact that {h.}.~o has a subsequence still denoted
here as {h¢}¢>0, which converges in distribution to an h € Sys(Hy).

Let VE(t) := up, (t) — up(t) given by,

Vi) = =i [ avi(as = [ flu(s) = flun(s)ds
4 /0 9(5,un, (5)) (he(s) — h(s))ds + /O (9(5,un. (5)) — 95, un(s)))h(s)ds.
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Taking the inner product with V¢, then the supremum on time interval [0, ¢], yields,

sup [V<(s)[2 < 2Im /0 [VV(s)]|2ds — 2ARe /0 (Fun(5)) — F(un(s)), V(s)) ds

s€[0,t]

+2‘Re/ (9(s,un.(s)) (he(s) — h(s)),V*(s)) ds
0

t
#2[Re [ (ot un, () = g5, (50) o), V(o) s
0
Conditions ([2.7), (29) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality lead to,

\Re [ (060 Ches) = ) V<G5 s
0

<K / IVE()Il[IPe(s) = hs)l[ o (1 + [fun(s)]])ds

Li“opt (1 + (s H](/ Ihe(s HHods) ([ e \ds)

< C(K1,T, M) </ IVe(s |ds> , (4.24)

and

Re/ ((g(s,un(5)) — g(s,un(s))) h(s), V*(s)) ds
0

< 5 [ VPN s
< K Li“opt e / Ih(s) uHods);( /Otums)uzds)%
< C(K», T, M) </0 1Vees)| d8>_. (4.25)

Combining estimates (24 and (£25]), and using property in (Z3]), we conclude,
1
t 2
sup V() < O a0 ([ V(o)1) (4.20
s€[0,t] 0

for all + € [0,7]. Hence, the strong convergence V¢ — 0 in L%(0,T; H) leads to the
compactness of the solution in X. O

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Combining Propositions 4.1 and 4.2, we obtain the result of
Theorem 2.2 according to Theorem 4.1.

5. EXIT PROBLEM

As an application of the LDP, we consider the exit problem and make the remark that
since large deviations was proved in space C([0, T]; H) only, then the exit problem is limited
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to this space. Recall the exit time 7¢ given by ([2.14]) and notice that,

P(re>Tp) =P < sup lu(t)]* < 7") :

t€[0,To]

By the It6 formula we proceed as follows,

E2—u2—mtu6828—etuesuﬁss
[u @7 = lluol” —2I /0||V (s)l°d 2AR/O(f( (s)),u(s))d

-ﬂ¢m§A@@w%mﬂMﬁ@D+EAHm&ﬁﬁnﬁwmmﬁ-

Now by taking the supremum on time up to time 7T, using condition (2.7]) and property
in (2.3, we have,

sup ||u(t)
te€[0,To]

I

t
< Jug||® + 2v/€ sup Re/ (g(s,uc(s))dW,uc(s)) + eK \Tp + eK 1Ty sup |[uc(t)|?,
te€[0,To] 0 t€[0,To)

arriving at,

1 t
sup [Jus(t)||* < ——=—= | |Juo||® + 2v/€ sup Re/ (g(s,u(s)dW,u(s)) + eK 1Ty | -
t€[0,T0] 1 —eKq Ty t€[0,T0] 0

Thus, we obtain,

P(rc<Ty) =P < sup |lu(t)|]* > 7’)

te[0,T0]

t
< P(\Iuo||2 +2y/e sup Re/ (9(s,u(s))dW,u(s)) + ek Tp > r (1 — 6K1T0)>,
te[0,T0] 0

where Doob’s inequality may be applied to yield,

P(r° < Tp)
t

< P (2\/E sup Re/ (g(s,u(8))dW,u(s)) > r(1 — eK1Tp) — ||luol|* — 6K1T0>

te[0,To] 0

Ve i :
2/€ 0

< E € 2 € 2
< e | [ s DI (o) P

1
2

2VeK, [/T 2 2 ]
< E 1+ ||u(s u(s)||“ds
e e o0 il MU RO IO

2\/6K10(T0,’u,0)
T (1 — EKlT()) — ||UOH2 — EKlTO.

Therefore, we obtain the upperbound given in ([ZI3]). Observe that the above upperbound
complies what is expected in the physical sense. More precisely, the likelihood of the exit
time to occur before a given time, T becomes negligible as the radius of the domain
becomes arbitrary large or as the noise is set to diminish to zero by letting € tend to zero.
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For the lowerbound, the large deviation bound (£2]) may be used to obtain for the open
set D, ,
0

liminfelogP [ sup [[u(t)||> > | =liminfelogP (u¢ € DS.) > — inf I(v).
e—0 (te[O,To]H @l e—0 ( TO) veDg, ()

Thus, we have for a fixed § > 0, there exists some ¢y such that for all € € (0, ¢g),

1
P(r¢ < Tp) > —= | inf Iw)+5)].
(r° < 0)_€XP< 6<U€1%%0 (v) + >>

In addition, the upperbound (£.2]) may be used to obtain,

P(r¢>Ty) < P < sup [uc(t)|? < r) < exp <—1 < inf I(v)— 5>> ,

t€[0,To) € \veDT,

for a fixed 6 > 0 and for all € € (0,¢;) for some €¢; > 0. This together with the strong
Markov property of uf(t) can be used to apply an inductive argument given in [16] to
arrive at,

k

P(r¢ > k) < < sup Pe) (7° > 1)> .
uceDy

Hence, we have,

k
E(r¢) < ZIP’T > k) <Z< sup Py )(T€>1)>

uﬁ(t €D1
1
1 /- )
1- €xp (_E (lnfUEDl I(U) - 5))
obtaining the mean exit time.

6. APPENDIX
Here we collect some lemmas that are used in the paper.

Lemma 6.1. (The Aubin-Lions lemma) Suppose that X1 C Xo C Xy are Banach spaces
and X1 and Xo are reflexive and the embedding of X1 into Xy is compact. Then for any
1<p<oo, 0<a<l, the embedding,

LP(O, T, Xl) N W‘“’(O, T, Xg) — LP(O, T, XQ),
18 compact.

Theorem 6.1. (The Vitali convergence theorem) Let p > 1, { X, }n>1 € LP and X,, — X
in probability. Then, the following are equivalent,

(1) X, = X;

(2) the sequence |X,|P is uniformly integrable;

(3) E|X,|P - E|X|P.

Theorem 6.2. (The Skorokhod representative theorem) Let X be a Polish space. For
an arbitrary sequence of probability measures {vy,}n>1 on B(X) weakly convergence to a

probability measure v, there exists a probability space (0, F,P) and a sequence of random
variables u,,u with laws vy, v, respectively and u, — u, P a.s. as n — oo.
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