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Abstract

This work focuses on the Laplace approximation for the rough differential equation (RDE) driven by mixed
rough path (BH ,W ) with H ∈ (1/3, 1/2) as ε → 0. Firstly, based on geometric rough path lifted from
mixed fractional Brownian motion (fBm), the Schilder-type large deviation principle (LDP) for the law of
the first level path of the solution to the RDE is given. Due to the particularity of mixed rough path, the
main difficulty in carrying out the Laplace approximation is to prove the Hilbert-Schmidt property for the
Hessian matrix of the Itô map restricted on the Cameron-Martin space of the mixed fBm. To this end, we
imbed the Cameron-Martin space into a larger Hilbert space, then the Hessian is computable. Subsequently,
the probability representation for the Hessian is shown. Finally, the Laplace approximation is constructed,
which asserts the more precise asymptotics in the exponential scale.

Keywords. Large deviation principle, Laplace approximation, Mixed rough path, fractional Brownian
motion
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider the rough differential equation (RDE) driven by mixed rough paths as follows,

dY ε
t = [σ (Y ε

t ) |σ̂ (Y ε
t )] εd(B

H ,W )t + β (ε, Y ε
t ) dt, Y ε

0 = 0, (1.1)

where ε > 0 is a small parameter. And [σ|σ̂] denotes the block matrix with σ ∈ C∞
b (Rn,Mat(n, d1)) and

σ̂ ∈ C∞
b (Rn,Mat(n, d2)), and β ∈ C∞

b ([0, 1]× R
n,Rn) with C∞

b being the set of bounded smooth functions
with bounded derivatives. (BH ,W )t ∈ GΩp(R

d1+d2), where GΩp(R
d1+d2) is the geometric rough path space,

represents the mixed geometric rough path, which will be introduced in Section 2. Let
(

Ω,F , {Ft}t≥0 ,P
)

be

a completely probability space, (bHt )t≥0 is R
d1-valued fractional Brownian motion (fBm) with Hurst index

H ∈ (1/3, 1/2), (wt)t≥0 is Rd2-valued Brownian motion (Bm). For each time t, we denote by Ft the σ-field
generated by the random variables {(bHs , ws), 0 ≤ s ≤ t} and all P-null sets. The expectation with respect
to P is denoted by E. More details about fBm could see [5, 26].

Let Y ε = Φ̂ε(ε(B
H ,W ), λ) : GΩp

(

R
d1+d2+1

)

7→ GΩp (R
n) denote the Itô map corresponding to (1.1)

with λt = t. The purpose of this paper is to prove the Laplace approximation for Y ε,1 under natural
assumptions, the first level path of the solution map,

J(ε) := E

[

exp

(

−F
(

Y ε,1
t

)

ε2

)]

, (1.2)

where F is a suitable real-valued bounded continuous function. See Section 2 for precise assumptions.
Laplace approximation is devised by Pierre-Simon Laplace in 1977. For SDE theory, the origins can

be traced back to the Azencott’s work on stochastic Taylor expansion [2]. Based on this, Ben Arous gave
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some Laplace short time expansion for Wiener functional [4]. Since then, Laplace approximation has been
a central topic in the probability field. Watanabe studied the precise asymptotics of the Schilder-type for
some classes of generalized Wiener functionals by Malliavin calculus [30, 29]. Besides, Kusuoka and Stroock
presented the asymptotic expansion of certain Wiener functionals as the variance of the Wiener goes to 0
[20]. Osajima focused on the asymptotic expansion of the density function of Wiener functionals [21]. For
stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs), it could refer to [28, 9, 13].

However, the abovementioned references focused on the Bm. Different from Bm, fBm is self-similar and
possesses long-range dependence, which has been applied in some complex systems [5]. Since the fBm is
neither a semi-martingale nor a Markov process, it can not be solved by conventional stochastic analysis [26].
Rough path, proposed by Terry Lyons in 1998, considers the path itself and the iterated integral together
[23]. It does not need martingale integration theory, Markov property, and filtration theory, but focuses on
the real analysis. Hence, it is effective to analyze fBm. More importantly, the central result in rough path
theory, Lyons’ universal limit theorem, states that the solution map is continuous (and locally Lipschitz) with
respect to the topology of geometric rough path space [24]. Up to now, there exist three main formulations
to rough path theory, Lyons’ original formulation [24], Gubinelli’s controlled path theory [10], and Davie’s
formulation [12, 6]. With the aid of rough path theory, Gaussian processes, including Bm and fBm, can
be lifted to geometric rough paths. Therefore, it has been applied to analyze the LDP for Gaussian rough
paths, including the Brownian rough path and fBm [22, 25, 11, 14]. Further, starting with Aida [3], Inahama
and Kawabi studied the Taylor expansion and Laplace approximation for Gaussian rough paths, where the
fractional rough paths can be covered [15, 16, 17].

Therefore, we wish to investigate the precise Laplace asymptotics for the first level path of Y ε
t . Firstly, we

prove that the mixed fBm can be lifted to the mixed geometric rough path. Then, we give the Schilder-type
LDP for the laws of the first level path of the solution to the above RDE (1.1), which provides the asymptotics
of J(ε) with ε → 0 on logarithmic scale. Furthermore, it proceeds to show the Laplace approximation,
providing more precise asymptotics in the exponential scale. Due to the particularty of mixed rough path,
the main difficulty in carrying out the Laplace asymptotics is to analyze Hilbert-Schmidt property for the
Hessian matrix of the Itô map restricted on the Cameron-Martin space. To this end, we imbed the Cameron-
Martin space into a larger Hilbert space. We prove the Hilbert-Schmidt property with an orthonormal basis
in this Hilbert space. Then, the probability representation for the Hessian is analyzed. Finally, the precise
Laplace asymptotics for RDE driven by mixed rough path is constructed.

The plan of this paper is as follows. In the next section, we establish notation, give some precise conditions
and main result. In Section 3, we state and prove the Schilder-type LDP for the laws of the first level path
of the solution to the RDE (1.1). We prove the Hilbert-Schmidt property and probability representation of
the Hessian matrix in Section 4. Finally, Section 5 states the main proof. Throughout this paper, c, C, C⋆

denote certain positive constants that may vary from line to line. Throughout this paper, we take t ∈ [0, 1].
Analogous results hold for any finite time interval.

2. Preliminaries and main results

Before introducing the fBm and rough path, we illustrate some information for spaces. Let B be a Banach
space with dimB <∞, such as B = R

d1+d2 or B =Mat(n, d1 + d2). Denote that

C = C([0, 1], B) = {k : [0, 1] → B | continuous },

the space of B-valued continuous functions with the usual sup-norm. For p ≥ 1, Cp−var is the set of k ∈ C
such that

‖k‖p−var := |k0|+
(

sup
P

n
∑

i=1

∣

∣kti − kti−1

∣

∣

p

)1/p

<∞,

where P runs over all the finite partition of [0, 1].
Denote W δ,p with p > 1, 0 < δ < 1 the Besov space, for a measurable function k : [0, 1] → B,

‖k‖W δ,p = ‖k‖Lp +

(

∫∫

[0,1]2

|kt − ks|p
|t− s|1+δp

dsdt

)1/p

.

2



Refer to [1], we can see that W δ,p is given by the interpolation of W 1,p and W 0,p = Lp. When p = 2,

W δ,2
0

∼= Lδ,2
0 = [W 1,2, L2]1−δ, which can be defined as follows,

Lδ,2 =
{

f = c0 +

∞
∑

n=1

cn
√
2 cos(nπx)|cn ∈ C,

∞
∑

n=0

(

1 + n2
)δ |cn|2 <∞

}

,

then W δ,2
0 and Lδ,2

0, real = [W 1,2, L2]1−δ are equivalent Hilbert spaces.

2.1. FBm and Bm

Consider the R
d1-valued fBm (bHt )t≥0 with Hurst parameter H ∈ (1/3, 1/2),

bHt = (bH,1
t , bH,2

t , · · · , bH,d1

t ),

where (bH,i
t )t≥0, i ∈ {1, · · · , d1} are independent one-dimensional fBms. The above R

d1-valued fBm (bHt )t≥0

is a centred Gaussian process, satisfying that

E
[

bHt b
H
s

]

=
1

2

[

t2H + s2H − |t− s|2H
]

× Id1 , (s, t ≥ 0),

and
E
[ (

bHt − bHs
)2 ]

= |t− s|2H × Id1 , (s, t ≥ 0),

where Id1 is the identity matrix in R
d1×d1 . When H = 1/2, it is a standard Bm in R

d1 . The reproducing
kernel Hilbert space for the fBm (bHt )t≥0 denoted by HH,d1 .

Then, consider the R
d2-valued Bm (wt)t≥0,

wt = (w1
t , w

2
t , · · · , wd2

t ),

where (wi
t)t≥0, i ∈ {1, · · · , d2} are independent one-dimensional Bms. The reproducing kernel Hilbert space

for (wt)t≥0, denoted by H 1
2 ,d2 , which is defined as follows,

H 1
2 ,d2 :=

{

k̂ ∈ P (Rd2) | k̂t =
∫ t

0

k̂′sds for all t with ‖k̂‖2
H

1
2
,d2

:=

∫ 1

0

|k̂′t|2Rd2dt <∞
}

,

where P (Rd2) :=
{

k̂ ∈ C([0, 1],Rd2) | k̂0 = 0
}

. Due to [[17], Proposition 3.4], it hasHH,d1 →֒W δ,2
0

∼= Lδ,2
0, real .

Let H := HH,d1 ⊕H 1
2 ,d2 be the Cameron-Martin subspace of the mixed fBm (bHt , wt)0≤t≤1. Hence,

(k, k̂) ∈ H is of finite q-variation with (H + 1/2)−1 < q < 2.

2.2. Rough path

Next, we introduce the geometric rough path. Set 2 < p < 3, and ∆ = {(s, t) | 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ 1}, for the
continuous map A from ∆ to the Banach space B, define that

‖A‖p−var =
(

sup
P

n
∑

i=1

∣

∣Ati−1,ti

∣

∣

p

B

)1/p
,

where P stands for the finite partition of [s, t].
Denote B be the Banach space, a continuous map

X =
(

1, X1, X2
)

: ∆ → T 2(B) = R⊕B ⊕B⊗2,

is said to be a B-valued rough path of roughness 2 if it satisfies the following conditions,
(Condition A): For any s ≤ u ≤ t, Xs,t = Xs,u ⊗Xu,t where ⊗ stands for the tensor product.
(Condition B) For all 1 ≤ j ≤ [p],

∥

∥Xj
∥

∥

p/j−var
<∞.

The 0-th component 1 is omitted. Therefore, we denote the rough path by X =
(

X1, X2
)

. The set of
all the B−valued rough paths of roughness 2 < p < 3 is denoted by Ωp(B). With the distance dp(X,Y ) =
∑⌊p⌋

i=1

∥

∥Xj − Y j
∥

∥

p/j−var
, it is a complete space.
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For rough path X , denote that

|||X |||p−var =
∥

∥X1
∥

∥

p−var
+
∥

∥X2
∥

∥

1/2

p/2−var
.

Next, for rough paths X , Y , for κ > p− 1, define that

Dj,p (X,Y ) = Dj,p

(

Xj, Y j
)

=

(

∞
∑

n=1

nκ
2n
∑

l=1

∣

∣

∣
Xj

tnl−1,t
n
l
− Y j

tnl−1,t
n
l

∣

∣

∣

p/j
)j/p

, (2.1)

and

dp (X,Y ) ≤ Cmax (D1,p (X,Y ) , D1,p (X,Y ) (D1,p (X) +D1,p (Y )) , D2,p (X,Y )) . (2.2)

Then, from [[24], Section 4.1], it has

∥

∥X1 − Y 1
∥

∥

p

p−var
≤ c1D1,p(X,Y )p,

and

∥

∥X2 − Y 2
∥

∥

p/2

p/2−var

≤ c1

[

D2,p(X,Y )p/2 +D1,p(X,Y )p/2 (D1,p(X)p +D1,p(Y )p)1/2
]

,

where c1 is a constant.
And B-valued continuous path x with finite variation can be lifted to the rough path X , where the j-th

level path is defined in the following way,

Xj
s,t =

∫

s≤t1≤···≤tj≤t

dxt1 ⊗ dxt2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ dxtj .

The rough path obtained in above way is called smooth rough path. A rough path constructed as the
dp-limit of a sequence of smooth rough path is called a geometric rough path. The set of all the geometric
rough paths is denoted by GΩp(B), and it is a complete separable metric space [24].

For any m ∈ N, consider the m-dyadic grid that tml = l
2m and set ∆m

l (bH , w)T = (bH , w)Ttml − (bH , w)Ttml−1

for 0 ≤ l ≤ 2m. Then denote by (bH(m), w(m))t the process obtained by linear interpolation of (bH , w)Tt on
the mth dyadic grid. So (bH(m), w(m))0 = 0 and for t ∈ [tml−1, t

m
l ],

(bH(m), w(m))Tt = (bH(m), w(m))Ttm
l−1

+ 2m
(

t− tml−1

)

∆m
l (bH , w)T.

The corresponding smooth rough path (BH(m),W (m))s,t =
(

1, (BH(m),W (m))1s,t, (B
H(m),W (m))2s,t

)

is
built by taking its iterated path integrals, that is

(BH(m),W (m))js,t =

∫

s≤t1≤···≤tj≤t

d(bH(m), w(m))Tt1 ⊗ d(bH(m), w(m))Tt2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ d(bH(m), w(m))Ttj .

For n ≤ m, l = 1, . . . , 2n

(BH(m),W (m))1tnl−1,t
n
l
= ∆n

l (b
H , w)T for n ≤ m,

and when n ≥ m
(BH(m),W (m))1tnl−1,,t

n
l
= 2m−n∆m

l̃
(bH , w)T for n ≥ m,

where l̃ is the unique integer l̃ among 1, · · · , 2m.
The second level path (BH(m),W (m))2s,t could be defined as follows, when n ≤ m,

(BH(m),W (m))2tnl−1,t
n
l

=
1

2
∆n

l (b
H , w)T ⊗∆n

l (b
H , w)T

4



+
1

2

2m−nl
∑

r,s=2m−n(l−1)+1

(

∆m
r (bH , w)T ⊗∆m

s (bH , w)T −∆m
s (bH , w)T ⊗∆m

r (bH , w)T
)

.

While for the case of n ≥ m,

(BH(m),W (m))2tnl−1,t
n
l
= 22(m−n)−1

(

∆m
l̃
(bH , w)T ⊗∆m

l̃
(bH , w)T

)

.

The smooth rough path (BH(m),W (m))s,t =
(

1, (BH(m),W (m))1s,t, (B
H(m),W (m))2s,t

)

with order 2 is
constructed.

In this paper, the mixed fBm (bH , w)T ∈ R
d1+d2 can be lifted to a geometric rough path (BH ,W ) ∈

GΩp(R
d1+d2) with roughness 2 < p < 3.

Proposition 2.1. Let (bHt , wt)
T
t≥0 ∈ R

d1+d2 be the mixed fBm with Hurst parameter 1/3 < H < 1/2. Then,

for any 2 < p < 3 such that hp > 1, the sequence of its dyadic polygonal approximations (BH(m),W (m)) =
(

1, (BH(m),W (m))1, (BH(m),W (m))2
)

converges to a unique geometric rough path (BH ,W ) =
(

1, (BH ,W )1, (BH ,W )2
)

almost surely according to the p-variation.

Proof. For i = 1, 2 and 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ 1, we proceed to prove that

E
[ ∥

∥(BH(m),W (m))j − (BH ,W )j
∥

∥

p/j

p/j−var

]

≤ C

(

1

2m

)hp/2−1/2

, (2.3)

for some constant C. Since p > 2, this implies that

∞
∑

m=1

∥

∥(BH(m),W (m))1 − (BH ,W )1
∥

∥

p−var
<∞, a.s.. (2.4)

In particular, the sequence of its dyadic polygonal approximations (BH(m),W (m)) converges to a unique
geometric rough path (BH ,W ) almost surely according to the p-variation.

The subsequent proof consists of two steps.
Step 1. Prove that (2.3) and (2.4) hold for i = 1. In particular, (BH(m),W (m))1 converges to (BH ,W )1

in p-variation almost surely.
Note that for n ≤ m, l = 1, . . . , 2n, it has (BH(m),W (m))1tnl−1,t

n
l
− (BH ,W )1tnl−1,t

n
l
= 0. On the other

hand, for n > m and γ > p/i− 1, we can conclude that

E
[ ∥

∥(BH(m),W (m))1 − (BH ,W )1
∥

∥

p

p−var

]

≤ C

∞
∑

n=m+1

nκ
2n
∑

l=1

E
[
∣

∣(BH(m),W (m))1tn
l−1

,tn
l
− (BH ,W )1tn

l−1
,tn

l

∣

∣

p]

≤ C2p−1
∞
∑

n=m+1

nκ
2n
∑

l=1

E
[∣

∣(BH(m),W (m))1tnl−1,t
n
l

∣

∣

p]
+ E

[∣

∣(BH ,W )1tnl−1,t
n
l

∣

∣

p]

≤ C

∞
∑

n=m+1

nκ

(

1

2n

)hp−1

≤ C

(

1

2m

)hp/2−1/2 ∞
∑

n=m+1

nκ

(

1

2n

)hp/2−1/2

, (2.5)

the last series converges to a finite constant C. Moreover, we can assert that (2.3) holds for i = 1.
Then, with Hölder inequality and (2.5), we have

∞
∑

m=1

E
[
∥

∥(BH(m),W (m))1 − (BH ,W )1
∥

∥

p−var

]

≤
∞
∑

m=1

E

[

sup
π∈Π([0,1])

(

∑

l

∣

∣(BH(m),W (m))1tL−1,tL − (BH ,W )1tL−1,tL

∣

∣

p)1/p
]

5



≤
∞
∑

m=1

[

E
[

sup
π∈Π([0,1])

∑

l

∣

∣(BH(m),W (m))1tL−1,tL − (BH ,W )1tL−1,tL

∣

∣

p]
]1/p

≤ C

∞
∑

m=1

(

1

2m

)h/2−1/2p

. (2.6)

Since h/2 − 1/2p > 0, the last series converges. Hence it deduces that (2.4) holds for i = 1. In particular,
(BH(m),W (m))1 converges to (BH ,W )1 in p-variation almost surely.

Step 2. Prove that (2.3) and (2.4) hold for i = 2. In particular, (BH(m),W (m))2 converges to (BH ,W )2

in p-variation almost surely.
For n ≥ m,

(BH(m+ 1),W (m+ 1))2tnl−1,t
n
l
− (BH(m),W (m))2tnl−1,t

n
l
= 22(m+1−n)−1

(

∆m+1

l̃
(bH , w)T

)⊗2 − 22(m−n)−1
(

∆m
l̃
(bH , w)T

)⊗2
.

Then by the triangle inequality, it has

2n
∑

l=1

E
[
∣

∣(BH(m+ 1),W (m+ 1))2tnl−1,t
n
l
− (BH(m),W (m))2tnl−1,t

n
l

∣

∣

p/2]

≤ C2(2(m−n)+1)p/2
2m+1
∑

l̃=1

E
[∣

∣

(

∆m+1

l̃
(bH , w)T

)⊗2∣
∣

p/2]

+C2(2(m−n)−1)p/2
2m+1
∑

l̃=1

1

2p
E
[∣

∣

(

∆m
l̃
(bH , w)T

)⊗2∣
∣

p/2]

≤ C2(2(m−n)+1)p/2
2m+1
∑

l̃=1

(

1

2m+1

)hp

+
1

2p

(

1

2m

)hp

≤ C

(

2m

2n

)p−hp (
1

2m

)hp−1

. (2.7)

For n ≤ m,

(BH(m+ 1),W (m+ 1))2tnl−1,t
n
l
− (BH(m),W (m))2tnl−1,t

n
l

= 1
2

∑2m−nl
r=2m−n(l−1)+1

(

∆m+1
2r−1(b

H , w)T ⊗∆m+1
2r (bH , w)T −∆m+1

2r (bH , w)T ⊗∆m+1
2r−1(b

H , w)T
)

.

Denote
Θ (n,m, l) = (BH(m+ 1),W (m+ 1))2tnl−1,t

n
l
− (BH(m),W (m))2tnl−1,t

n
l
,

then,

Θ (n,m, l) =
1

2

2m−nl
∑

r=2m−n(l−1)+1

(

∆m+1
2r−1(b

H , w)T ⊗∆m+1
2r (bH , w)T −∆m+1

2r (bH , w)T ⊗∆m+1
2r−1(b

H , w)T
)

,

By the hypercontractivity inquality [11], it follows that

E
[∣

∣Θ(n,m, l)
i,j ∣
∣

p/2]2/p ≤ C
p

2
E
[∣

∣Θ(n,m, l)
i,j ∣
∣

2] 1
2 . (2.8)

Moreover,

E
[∣

∣Θ(n,m, l)i,j
∣

∣

2] ≤ C
(

Θ1 (n,m, l)
i,j +Θ2 (n,m, l)

i,j ), (2.9)

where

Θ1 (n,m, l)
i,j

=

2m−nl
∑

r=2m−n(l−1)+1

E
[ ∣

∣∆m+1
2r−1(b

H , w)T,i∆m+1
2r (bH , w)T,j −∆m+1

2r−1(b
H , w)T,j∆m+1

2r (bH , w)T,i
∣

∣

2 ]
,

6



and

Θ2 (n,m, l)
i,j

=
∑

l 6=r

E
[ (

∆m+1
2r−1(b

H , w)T,i∆m+1
2r (bH , w)T,j −∆m+1

2r−1(b
H , w)T,j∆m+1

2r (bH , w)T,i
)

(

∆m+1
2l−1(b

H , w)T,i∆m+1
2l (bH , w)T,j −∆m+1

2l−1(b
H , w)T,j∆m+1

2l (bH , w)T,i
) ]

. (2.10)

On the one hand, due to the property of fBm and standard Bm, it follows that

Θ1 (n,m, l)
i,j ≤ C

2m−nl
∑

r=2m−n(l−1)+1

E
[ ∣

∣∆m+1
2r−1(b

H , w)T,i
∣

∣

2 ]
E
[ ∣

∣∆m+1
2r (bH , w)T,j

∣

∣

2 ]

≤ C2−
n
2 2−2m(H− 1

4 ), (2.11)

On the other hand, let

A ≡ E
[

△m+1
2r−1 (b

H , w)T,i △m+1
2r (bH , w)T,j △m+1

2l−1 (b
H , w)T,i △m+1

2l (bH , w)T,j
]

−E
[

△m+1
2r (bH , w)T,i △m+1

2r−1 (b
H , w)T,j △m+1

2l−1 (bH , w)T,i △m+1
2l (bH , w)T,j

]

−E
[

△m+1
2r−1 (b

H , w)T,i △m+1
2r (bH , w)T,j △m+1

2l (bH , w)T,i △m+1
2l−1 (bH , w)T,j

]

+E
[

△m+1
2r (bH , w)T,i △m+1

2r−1 (b
H , w)T,j △m+1

2l (bH , w)T,i △m+1
2l−1 (bH , w)T,j

]

= 2E
[

△m+1
2r−1 (b

H , w)T,i △m+1
2l−1 (bH , w)T,i

]

E
[

△m+1
2r (bH , w)T,j △m+1

2l (bH , w)T,j
]

−2E
[

△m+1
2r (bH , w)T,i △m+1

2l−1 (bH , w)T,i
]

E
[

△m+1
2r−1 (b

H , w)T,j △m+1
2l (bH , w)T,j

]

. (2.12)

When i ∈ {1, · · · , d1}, (bH , w)T,i are independent fBms for different i. With the result in [[7], Section 3.3],
it has

E
[ (

△n
l (b

H , w)T,i △n
l′ (b

H , w)T,i
) ]

≤ (2h− 1)C
|l′ − l|2h−2

(2n)2h
, i ∈ {1, · · · , d1}. (2.13)

Besides, when i ∈ {d1 + 1, · · · , d1 + d2}, (bH , w)T,i are independent Bms for different i, we have

E
[

△n
l (bH , w)T,i △n

l′ (b
H , w)T,i

]

= 0, (2.14)

for l′ 6= l. Meanwhile, it has

E
[

△n
l (bH , w)T,i △n

l′ (b
H , w)T,j

]

= 0, i 6= j. (2.15)

From the above it follows that,

Θ2 (n,m, l)
i,j ≤ C2−

n
2 2−2m(H− 1

4 ), (2.16)

for i, j ∈ {1, · · · , d1 + d2}.
Therefore, by the (2.11) and (2.16), it has

E
[
∣

∣Θ(n,m, l)
i,j ∣
∣

2]1/2 ≤ C2−
n
2 2−2m(H− 1

4 ), (2.17)

for i, j ∈ {1, · · · , d1 + d2}.
When n = m, we get

E
[
∣

∣Θ(n, n, l)
i,j ∣
∣

2]1/2 ≤ C2−2nH . (2.18)

Combined with (2.2), (2.7), and (2.17), it deduces that

E
[
∥

∥(BH(m),W (m))2 − (BH ,W )2
∥

∥

p/2

p/2−var

]

≤ C

m
∑

n=1

nκ

(

1

2n+m

)hp/2−1/2

+ C

∞
∑

n=m+1

nκ

(

2m

2n

)p−hp(
1

2m

)hp−1
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+C

[ ∞
∑

n=m+1

nκ

(

1

2n

)hp−1 ]1/2

≤ C

(

1

2m

)(hp−1)/2

, (2.19)

hence, (2.3) holds for i = 2. By the straightforward computation, it follows that (2.4) holds for i = 2.
Therefore, (BH(m),W (m))2 is a Cauchy sequence in p-variation, and the conclusion follows.

In above, the sequence of its dyadic polygonal approximations (BH(m),W (m)) converges to a unique
function (BH ,W ) almost surely in p-variation distance. According to the definition, (BH ,W ) is a geometric
rough path. The proof is completed. �

Proposition 2.2. Let (bHt , wt)
T
t≥0 ∈ R

d1+d2 be the mixed fBm with R
d1-valued fBm (bHt )t≥0 (1/3 < H < 1/2)

and R
d2-valued standard Bm (wt)t≥0. Then,

(BH ,W )1st =
(

bHst , wst

)T
, (BH ,W )2st =

(

BH,2
st I[bH , w]st

I[w, bH ]st W 2
st

)

, (2.20)

where the (BH,1, BH,2) is a canonical geometric rough path, and the (W 1,W 2) is a geometric rough path in
Stratonovich sense. Then

I[bH , w]st ,

∫ t

s

bHsu ⊗ dIwu, (2.21)

I[w, bH ]st , wst ⊗ bHst −
∫ t

s

dIwu ⊗ bHsu, (2.22)

where
∫

· · ·dIw stands for the Itô intrgral.

Proof. (BH,1, BH,2) is a canonical geometric rough path (see [[10],Section 10.3]). And (W 1,W 2) is a
geometric rough path in Stratonovich sense (see [[10],Section 3]). It remains to show (2.21) and (2.22) hold.
Take s = 0, t = 1 for simplicity. Then denote by (bHt (m))0≤t≤1 the process obtained by linear interpolation
of (bHt )0≤t≤1 on the mth dyadic grid. Similar for (wt(m))0≤t≤1. To show (2.21) hold, it turns to prove that

lim
m→∞

∫ 1

0

bH,i
t (m) dwj

t (m) =

∫ 1

0

bH,i
t dwj

t , (2.23)

for i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , d1} and j ∈ {1, 2, · · · , d2}. The right hand side of (2.23) is in the Itô sense.

To this end, define a step function b̂H,i
t = bH,i

tmk−1
for t ∈ [tmk−1, t

m
k ] and 1 ≤ k ≤ 2m. Then it decuces that

E
[

|
∫ 1

0

(bH,i
t − b̂H,i

t )dwj
t |2
]

→ 0, (2.24)

as m → ∞. Hence, the right hand side of (2.23) is in the Itô sense. According to the definition of dyadic
approximation, the left hand side of (2.23) can be rewritten as follows,

∫ 1

0

bH,i
t (m) dwj

t (m) =

2m
∑

k=1

∫ tmk

tmk−1

bH,i
u (m)

(

wj
tmk

− wj
tmk−1

1/2m
)

du. (2.25)

Next, we get that

E

[

∣

∣

∣

∣

2m
∑

k=1

(

2m
∫ tmk

tmk−1

bH,i
u (m)du − bH,i

tmk−1
(m)

)

(

wj
tmk

− wj
tmk−1

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2
]
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=

2m
∑

k=1

E

[∣

∣

∣

∣

2m
∫ tmk

tmk−1

bH,i
u (m)du − bH,i

tmk−1
(m)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2]

E
[(

wj
tmk

− wj
tmk−1

)2]

=

2m
∑

k=1

2mE

[
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ tmk

tmk−1

(

bH,i
u (m)− bH,i

tmk−1
(m)

)

du

∣

∣

∣

∣

2]

≤
2m
∑

k=1

∫ tmk

tmk−1

E

[∣

∣

∣

∣

bH,i
u (m)− bH,i

tmk−1
(m)du

∣

∣

∣

∣

2]

≤ C

2m
∑

k=1

∫ tmk

tmk−1

(u− tmk−1)
2Hdu

≤ C2−2mH , (2.26)

then, it follows that (2.23) holds. Likewise, it asserts that (2.22) holds. The above definition coincides with
[[27], Proposition 1.1].

The proof is completed. �

2.3. Assumptions and main results

Denote Cp−var
0 (Rn) the space of continuous paths in R

n with p-variation (2 < p < 3) starting at 0. Let

Y ε = Φ̂ε(ε(B
H ,W ), λ) : GΩp

(

R
d1+d2+1

)

7→ GΩp (R
n) denote the Itô map corresponding to (1.1) with λt = t.

Denote the Y ε,1 is the first level path of the solution map. Consider the solution map Φ̂ε(ε(B
H ,W )+(γ, η), λ),

dỸ ε
t =

[

σ
(

Ỹ ε
t

)

|σ̂
(

Ỹ ε
t

)]

(εd(BH ,W )t + (γt, ηt)
T) + β

(

ε, Ỹ ε
t

)

dt, Ỹ ε
0 = 0. (2.27)

Denote φ(ε) = Ỹ ε,1 the first level path of the solution map. Now Φ̂0((γ, η), λ) is the solution map lying above
φ0 = Ψ(γ, η) ∈ Cq−var

0 (Rn) with 1 < q < 2, satisfying that

dφ0t =
[

σ
(

φ0t
)

|σ̂
(

φ0t
) ]

d(γt, ηt)
T + β

(

0, φ0t
)

dt, φ00 = 0. (2.28)

We assume

A1. The function F is real-valued bounded continuous on Cp′−var
0 (Rn) with p′ > 1/H .

A2. The function FΛ := F ◦ Φ + ||(·, ·)||2H/2 attains its minimum at a unique point (γ, η)T ∈ H, with
Φ(γ, η) = φ0.

A3. The function F is m+3 times Fréchet differentiable on a neighborhood U(φ0) with φ0 ∈ Cp′−var
0 (Rn).

Furthermore, there exist positive constants M1,M2, · · · such that
∣

∣∇jF (η)〈z, . . . , z〉
∣

∣ ≤Mj‖z‖jp′−var (j = 1, . . . ,m+ 3),

hold for any η ∈ U(φ0) and z ∈ Cp′−var
0 (Rn).

A4. The bounded self-adjoint operatorA onH, which is related to the Hessian matrix ∇2(F ◦Ψ)(γ, η)
∣

∣

H×H
,

is strictly larger than −IdH.

Then, here follows our main result.

Theorem 2.3. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A4), we have the following asymptotic expansion with ε → 0.
There exist constants c, α0, α1, · · · s.t.

E
[

exp
(

−F
(

Y ε,1
)

/ε2
)]

= exp
(

−FΛ(γ, η)/ε
2
)

(−c/ε) ·
(

α0 + α1ε+ · · ·+ αmε
m +O

(

εm+1
))

, (2.29)

for any m ≥ 0.

Remark 2.4. Denote τp,p′ the injection from Cp−var(Rn) to Cp′−var(Rn). Then, we focus on the Laplace

approximation for the first level path to the solution map, that is F
(

τp,p′(Y ε,1
t )

)

. But for simplicity, we write

in the sense that F
(

Y ε,1
t

)

. The another way of saying that one views F as a function on Cp−var(Rn), even
if it can be done and assumptions (A1)-(A4) remains equivalent.
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3. Schilder-type large deviation principle

In this section, we prove the Schilder-type LDP for the law of the first leve path of the solution map to
the RDE (1.1) with ε→ 0.

Proposition 3.1. With ε→ 0, the law of ε(BH ,W ),
{

P
H
ε

}

ε>0
satisfies the LDP with the good rate function

I, which is defined as follows,

I(BH ,W ) =

{

1
2‖(k, k̂)‖2H

(

if (BH ,W ) is lying above (k, k̂)T ∈ H
)

,

∞ ( otherwise ).
(3.1)

Proof. The subsequent proof consists of several steps.
Step 1. Prove that the smooth rough paths (BH(m),W (m)) are exponentially good approximations of

(BH ,W ) in the sense that, for every δ > 0,

lim
m→∞

lim sup
ε→0

ε2 logP
(

dp(F (ε(B
H(m),W (m))), F (ε(BH ,W ))) > δ

)

= −∞. (3.2)

Let pH > 1, it will be enough to show that there is a sequence c(m) → 0 such that for ̺ > 1,

E
[

D1,p

(

(BH(m),W (m)), (BH ,W )
)̺ ]1/̺ ≤ c (m)

√
̺, (3.3)

and

E
[

D1,p(B
H(m),W (m))̺

]1/̺
6 C

√
̺, (3.4)

and

E
[

D2,p

(

(BH(m),W (m)), (BH ,W )
)̺ ]1/̺ ≤ c (m) ̺, (3.5)

where c(m) tends to zero as m→ ∞.
Accordingly, by the Chebyshev inequality, for ̺ = ̺(ε) = ε−2, and j = 1, 2, we can conclude

P
(

Dj,p

(

(BH(m),W (m)), (BH ,W )
)

> δε−j
)

≤
(

δ−1εj
)̺
c (m)

̺
̺j̺/2 ≤

(

δ−1c (m)
)̺
.

It deduces that

lim
ε→0

supε2 logP
(

Dj,p

(

(BH(m),W (m)), (BH ,W )
)

> δε−j
)

≤ log
(

δ−1c (m)
)

. (3.6)

Besides, since that for some constant C, we have E
(

D1,p(B
H ,W )̺

)1/̺
6 C

√
̺. Then by the Cauchy-Schwarz

inequality and triangle inequalities, for every ̺, it has

E
[ [

D1,p((B
H(m),W (m)), (BH ,W ))

(

D1,p(B
H(m),W (m)) +D1,p(B

H ,W )
)]̺ ]1/̺

6 2c(m)(2C + c(m))̺,

in consequence,

lim sup
ε→0

ε2 log P
(

D1,p((B
H(m),W (m)), (BH ,W ))

(

D1,p(B
H(m),W (m)) +D1,p(B

H ,W )
)

> δε−2
)

6 log
(

δ−12c(m)(2C + c(m))
)

, (3.7)

combined with (3.6), we can assert that (3.2) holds.
Therefore, we proceed to prove (3.3) and (3.5). First, for any ̺ > p, it has

E
[

D1,p

(

(BH(m),W (m)), (BH ,W )
)̺ ] ≤ A (m, ̺)

∞
∑

n=m+1

a̺/pn

2n
∑

l=1

E
[∣

∣2m−n∆m
l̃
(bH , w)T −∆n

l (b
H , w)T

∣

∣

̺]
,(3.8)
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where A (m, ̺) =
(
∑∞

n=m+1 2
n
(

nκ

an

)̺/(̺−p))(̺−p)/p
.

Then due to the fact that when i ∈ {1, · · · , d1}, (bH , w)T,i are independent fBms, when i ∈ {d1 +

1, · · · , d1 + d2}, (bH , w)T,i are independent Bms. Choose A (m, ̺) =
(

∑∞
n=m+1 2

n (nκ/an)
̺

̺−p

)

̺−p
p

, an =

2np(H− 1
̺−β1) and nκ ≤ C2npβ2 with β2 > 0 and β1 + β2 ∈ (0, (H − 1/p)/2), we get

E
[

D1,p

(

(BH(m),W (m)), (BH ,W )
)̺ ] ≤ A (m, ̺)

∞
∑

n=m+1

ap/̺n

2n
∑

l=1

E
[ ∣

∣2m−n∆m
k (bH , w)T −∆n

l (b
H , w)T

∣

∣

̺ ]

≤ A (m, ̺) (2d1)
̺
̺

̺
2

∞
∑

n=m+1

ap/̺n 2n
(

2(m−n)̺2−m̺H + 2−n̺H
)

+A (m, ̺) (2d2)
̺
̺

̺
2

∞
∑

n=m+1

ap/̺n 2n
(

2(m−n)̺2−m̺/2 + 2−n̺/2
)

≤ A (m, ̺) (2d1 + 2d2)
̺ ̺

̺
2

∞
∑

n=m+1

ap/̺n 2n
(

2(m−n)̺2−m̺H + 2−n̺H
)

≤ C (2d1 + 2d2)
̺
̺

̺
2 2−m̺β1 , (3.9)

where the second inequality is due to Lemma 4 in [22] and A (m, ̺) is a bounded double-sequence in m and
̺.

Similarly, it has

E
[

D1,p(B
H(m),W (m))̺

]

6 A(0, ̺) (2d1 + 2d2)
̺
̺

̺
2

∞
∑

n=1

a
̺
p
n 2

n(1−̺H) <∞. (3.10)

Combined with (3.9) and the triangle inequality, we can prove that

E
[

D1,p(B
H ,W )̺

]

<∞. (3.11)

When j = 2, we proceed to assert that (3.5) holds. Consider the case of n ≥ m,

(BH(m),W (m))2tnl−1,t
n
l
= 22(m−n)−1

(

∆m
l̃
(bH , w)T

)⊗2
.

then due to the property of fBm and standard Bm, it follows that

E
[∣

∣(BH(m),W (m))2tnl−1,t
n
l

∣

∣

̺]1/̺ ≤ C̺2−2n2−2m(H−1), (3.12)

and

E
[∣

∣(BH ,W )2tnl−1,t
n
l

∣

∣

̺]1/̺ ≤ C̺2−2nH . (3.13)

Likewise, we can see

E
[

|(BH ,W )2tnl−1,t
n
l
− (BH(m),W (m))2tnl−1,t

n
l
|̺
]

≤ 2(̺−1)
(

E|(BH ,W )2tnl−1,t
n
l
|̺ + |(BH(m),W (m))2tnl−1,t

n
l
|̺
)

≤ C2(̺−1)̺2−2n̺H + C2(̺−1)̺2−2(n−m)̺2−2m̺H

≤ C̺2−2n̺H . (3.14)

When n ≤ m,

(BH(m+ 1),W (m+ 1))2tnl−1,t
n
l
− (BH(m),W (m))2tnl−1,t

n
l

= 1
2

∑2m−nl
r=2m−n(l−1)+1

(

∆m+1
2r−1(b

H , w)T ⊗∆m+1
2r (bH , w)T −∆m+1

2r (bH , w)T ⊗∆m+1
2r−1(b

H , w)T
)

.

Take same manner from (2.8) to (2.18), it follows that

E
[∣

∣(BH(m+ 1),W (m+ 1))2tnl−1,t
n
l
− (BH(m),W (m))2tnl−1,t

n
l

∣

∣

̺] 1
̺ ≤ C2−

n
2 2−2m(H− 1

4 ). (3.15)
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Fix M large enough, we can obtain that

E
[∣

∣(BH(M),W (M))2tnl−1,t
n
l
− (BH(m),W (m))2tnl−1,t

n
l

∣

∣

̺] 1
̺ ≤ C̺2−

n
2

M−1
∑

N=m

2−2N(H− 1
4 )

≤ C̺2−
n
2 2−2m(H− 1

4 ).

By the construction of the rough path lying above,

lim
M→∞

(BH(M),W (M))2tnl−1,t
n
l
= (BH ,W )2tnl−1,t

n
l
.

Hence, we get

E
[
∣

∣(BH ,W )2tnl−1,t
n
l
− (BH(m),W (m))2tnl−1,t

n
l

∣

∣

̺]1/̺ ≤ C̺2−
n
2 2−2m(H− 1

4 ). (3.16)

It means that

E
[

D2,p

(

(BH(m),W (m)), (BH ,W )
)̺ ] ≤ A (̺)

∞
∑

n=1

a2̺/pn

2n
∑

l=1

E
[
∣

∣(BH(m),W (m))2tn
l−1

,tn
l
− (BH ,W )2tn

l−1
,tn

l

∣

∣

̺]

≤ CA (̺) ̺̺
[ m
∑

n=1

a2̺/pn 2−n( ̺
2−1)2−2m̺(H− 1

4 ) +

∞
∑

n=m+1

a2̺/pn 2−n(2̺H−1)

]

,

where A (̺) =
(
∑∞

n=1 2
n (nκ/an)

2̺
2̺−p

)

2̺−p
p .

Then choose approriate an = 2−np(β3−H+
β4
2 + 1

2̺ ) and nκ ≤ C2npβ5 with β3 > 0, β4 ∈ (0, 2H − 1/2), and

β3 +
β4

2 + β5 < H − 1
p , the series

∑

n a
2̺
p
n 2−n[̺(2H−β4)−1] converges. A (̺) is a bounded double-sequence in

̺. Moreover,

E
[

D2,p((B
H(m),W (m)), (BH ,W ))̺

]1/̺ ≤ C̺2−mρ, (3.17)

where ρ > 0.
In above, (3.3), (3.4) and (3.5) are proved. Furthermore, the smooth rough paths (BH(m),W (m)) are

exponentially good approximations of the geometric rough path (BH ,W ).

Step 2. Prove that the rough path F (K, K̂) above any element (k, k̂) in the Cameron-Martin space H
is defined as the limit of F (K(m), K̂(m)),

lim
m→∞

sup
|(k,k̂)|H≤α

dp(F (K(m), K̂(m)), F (K, K̂)) = 0. (3.18)

That is to say proving

lim
m,m′→∞

sup
|(k,k̂)|H≤α

Dj,p

(

(K(m), K̂(m)), (K(m′), K̂(m′))
)

= 0, (3.19)

for j = 1, 2, and

sup
m∈N

sup
|(k,k̂)|H≤α

Dj,p

(

K(m), K̂(m)
)

<∞, (3.20)

with j = 1.
For j = 1, when m ≥ n, it has D1,p

(

(K (m) , K̂ (m)), (K, K̂)
)p

= 0. Then turn to the case that m ≤ n,

sup
|(k,k̂)|H≤α

D1,p

(

(K (m) , K̂ (m)), (K, K̂)
)p

≤ sup
|(k,k̂)|H≤α

∞
∑

n=m+1

nκ
2n
∑

l=1

∣

∣

∣
2m−n∆m

l̃
(k, k̂)T −∆n

l (k, k̂)
T
∣

∣

∣

p

12



≤ Cp

∞
∑

n=m+1

nκ
2n
∑

l=1

(

2(m−n)p2−mpH + 2−pnH
)

≤ Cαp2−m(pH−1−β6), (3.21)

in the final line, take suitable β6 > 0 such that pH − 1− β6 > 0. Hence, (3.19) holds for j = 1.
In the same manner we can see that,

sup
m∈N

sup
|(k,k̂)|H≤α

D1,p

(

K, K̂
)

<∞, (3.22)

Together with (3.21), we can prove that (3.20) holds for j = 1.
For j = 2, when m ≤ n,

sup
|(k,k̂)|H≤α

∣

∣(K(m+ 1), K̂(m+ 1))2tn
l−1

,tn
l
− (K(m), K̂(m))2tn

l−1
,tn

l

∣

∣

≤ sup
|(k,k̂)|H≤α

(∣

∣(K(m+ 1), K̂(m+ 1))2tnl−1,t
n
l

∣

∣+
∣

∣(K(m), K̂(m))2tnl−1,t
n
l

∣

∣

)

≤ C22(m−n)
(∣

∣

(

∆m+1

l̃
(k, k̂)T

)⊗2∣
∣+
∣

∣

(

∆m
l̃
(k, k̂)T

)⊗2∣
∣

)

≤ C2−2nH . (3.23)

When m ≥ n, it deduces that

(K(m+ 1), K̂(m+ 1))2tnl−1,t
n
l
− (K(m), K̂(m))2tnl−1,t

n
l

=
1

2

2m−nl
∑

l̃=2m−n(l−1)+1

(

∆m+1

2l̃−1
(k, k̂)T ⊗∆m+1

2l̃
(k, k̂)T −∆m+1

2l̃
(k, k̂)T ⊗∆m+1

2l̃−1
(k, k̂)T

)

.

Clearly,
∣

∣(K(m+ 1), K̂(m+ 1))2,i,jtnl−1,t
n
l
− (K(m), K̂(m))2,i,jtnl−1,t

n
l

∣

∣ ≤ C
(

Ξi,j
n,m,l + Ξj,i

n,m,l

)

. (3.24)

where i, j ∈ {1, · · · , d1 + d2} and i 6= j,

Ξi,j
n,m,l =

∣

∣

∣

∣

2m−nl
∑

l̃=2m−n(l−1)+1

∆m+1

2l̃−1
(k, k̂)T,i∆m+1

2l̃
(k, k̂)T,j

∣

∣

∣

∣

,

Therefore, due to the Hölder inequality, one can get

Ξi,j
n,m,l ≤

[

2m−nl
∑

l̃=2m−n(l−1)+1

|∆m+1

2l̃−1
(k, k̂)T,i|2

]
1
2
[

2m−nl
∑

l̃=2m−n(l−1)+1

|∆m+1

2l̃
(k, k̂)T,j |2

]
1
2 .

With Lemma 5.1 in [11], it has
∑2m−nl

l̃=2m−n(l−1)+1 |∆m+1

2l̃−1
(k, k̂)T,i|2 ≤ C2−m(2H−1/2)−n/2 for i ∈ {1, · · · , d1},

and
∑2m−nl

l̃=2m−n(l−1)+1 |∆m+1

2l̃−1
(k, k̂)T,i|2 ≤ C2−m/2−n/2 for i ∈ {d1 + 1, · · · , d1 + d2}. Then it deduces

Ξi,j
n,m,l ≤ C2−m(2H−1/2)−n/2,

and similar results hold for the Ξj,i
n,m,l.

Together with (3.23), we have

sup
|(k,k̂)|H≤α

D2,p

(

(K(m+ 1), K̂ (m+ 1)), (K(m), K̂ (m))
)

≤ C2−mβ7 ,

where β7 > 0. This gives (3.18) combined with (3.21).
Step 3. Combine Step 1 and Step 2, with ε → 0, the law of ε(BH ,W ),

{

P
H
ε

}

ε>0
satisfies the Schilder-

type LDP with the good rate function I defined in (3.1) by means of an extension of the contraction principle
[[8], Theorem 4.2.23].

The proof is completed. �
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Lemma 3.2. Let
(

BH ,W
)

be the mixed geometric rough path with H ∈ (1/3, 1/2), there exists some constant
c > 0 such that

E

[

exp
(

c
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣ε(BH ,W )
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

p−var

)]

=

∫

GΩp

(

Rd1+d2

)

exp
(

c
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣ε(BH ,W )
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

p−var

)

P
H
(

BH ,W
)

<∞.

Proof. Proposition 3.1 shows that, there is a sequence c(m) → 0 such that for ̺ > 1,

E
[

D1,p

(

(BH(m),W (m)), (BH ,W )
)̺ ]1/̺ ≤ c (m)

√
̺, (3.25)

and

E
[

D1,p(B
H(m),W (m))̺

]1/̺
6 C

√
̺, (3.26)

and

E
[

D2,p

(

(BH(m),W (m)), (BH ,W )
)̺ ]1/̺ ≤ c (m) ̺, (3.27)

where c(m) tends to zero as m→ ∞.
Then, it deduces that

E
[

ecDj,p((B
H(m),W (m)),(BH ,W ))2/j

]

≤
∞
∑

N=0

ec(N+1)
P
(

N < Dj,p((B
H(m),W (m)), (BH ,W ))2/j ≤ N + 1

)

≤
(

ec + · · ·+ c4c
)

+ec
∞
∑

N=4

ecNP

(

N < Dj,p((B
H(m),W (m)), (BH ,W ))2/j

)

≤
(

ec + · · ·+ c4c
)

+ec
∞
∑

N=4

ecNN−N
E

[

(Dj,p((B
H(m),W (m)), (BH ,W ))2/j)N

]

≤
(

ec + · · ·+ c4c
)

+ ec
∞
∑

4

exp [N (c+ log c2 + log am)] ,

for j = 1, 2. We choose m0 large enough such that for any m > m0, it has [N (c+ log c2 + log am)] < 0,
moreover, it has

sup
m≥m0

E
[

ecDj,p((B
H(m),W (m)),(BH ,W ))2/j

]

<∞.

Besides, it is clear to see that for any fixedm0, there exists a constant C(m0) such thatDj,p(B
H(m0),W (m0))

1/j 6
C(m0)‖(bH , w)‖∞. By the conventional Fernique theorem for Gaussian measures, it follows thatDj,p(B

H(m0),W (m0))
1/j

is square exponential integrable. Then with the triangle inequality, the conclusion follows.
The proof is completed. �
Then, for simplicity, the RDE (1) is rewritten as follows,

dY ε
t = [σ (Y ε

t ) |σ̂ (Y ε
t )] εd(B

H ,W )t + β (Y ε
t )λ

εdt, Y ε
0 = 0. (3.28)

Denote δλε the law of λεt .

Proposition 3.3. With ε→ 0, the law of Y ε,1 satisfies the LDP with the good rate function I,

I(y) =

{

inf
{

‖(k, k̂)‖2H/2 | y = Φ̂0((k, k̂), λ)
1
}

(

if y = Φ̂0((k, k̂), λ)
1for some (k, k̂)T ∈ H

)

,

∞ (otherwise).
(3.29)
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Proof. The Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2 state that the law of the geometric rough path ε(BH ,W ), {PH
ε }0<ε≤1

is exponential tight and satisfies the LDP with the good rate function (3.1). Obviously, the deterministic
family {δλε}0<ε≤1 is exponential tight and satisfies LDP on C1−var

0 ([0, 1],R) with the good rate function
+∞ · I0c with the convention that +∞ · 0 = 0. By the result for LDP of product measure [[8], Exercise
4.2.7], the product measure {PH

ε ⊗ δλε}0<ε≤1 satisfies the LDP on the GΩp(R
d1+d2)×C1−var

0 ([0, 1],R) with
the good rate function as follows,

Î1(B
H ,W ) +∞ · 1{0}c(λ) =

{

1
2‖k, k̂‖2H

(

if (BH ,W ) is lying above (k, k̂)T ∈ H and λ = 0
)

,

∞ ( otherwise ).
(3.30)

Clearly, the continuity theorem of Itô map [[24], Section 6.3] and the contraction principle yield that the
above proposition holds.

The proof is completed. �

Remark 3.4. Consider the following RDE,

dỸ ε
t =

[

ευσ
(

Ỹ ε
t

)

|ευ′

σ̂
(

Ỹ ε
t

)]

d(BH ,W )t + β
(

ε, Ỹ ε
t

)

dt, Ỹ ε
0 = 0, (3.31)

where υ, υ′ > 0. If υ < υ′, the above RDE (3.31) can be rewritten as follows,

dỸ ε
t =

[

ευ−υ′

σ
(

Ỹ ε
t

)

|σ̂
(

Ỹ ε
t

)]

ευ
′

d(BH ,W )t + β
(

ε, Ỹ ε
t

)

dt, Ỹ ε
0 = 0. (3.32)

Let Ỹ ε = Ψ̂ε(ε
υ′

(BH ,W ), λ) : GΩp

(

R
d1+d2+1

)

7→ GΩp (R
n) denote the Itô map corresponding to (3.31) with

λt = t. Consider the solution map Ψ̂ε(ε
υ′

(BH ,W ) + (γ, η), λ),

dỸ ε
t =

[

ευ−υ′

σ
(

Ỹ ε
t

)

|σ̂
(

Ỹ ε
t

)]

(ευ
′

d(BH ,W )t + (γt, ηt)
T) + β

(

ε, Ỹ ε
t

)

dt, Ỹ ε
0 = 0. (3.33)

Now Ψ̂0(η, λ) is the solution map lying above ψ0 = Ψ̂0(η, λ) ∈ Cq−var
0 (Rn) with 1 < q < 2, satisfying that

dψ0
t = σ̂

(

ψ0
t

)

dηt + β
(

0, ψ0
t

)

dt, ψ0
0 = 0. (3.34)

The Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2 state that the law of the geometric rough path ευ
′

(BH ,W ), {PH
ευ′}0<ε≤1 is

exponential tight and satisfies the LDP with the good rate function (3.1). The deterministic family {δλε}0<ε≤1

is exponential tight and satisfies LDP on C1−var
0 ([0, 1],R) with the good rate function +∞ · I0c with the

convention that +∞ · 0 = 0. Similar to Lemma 3.3, with aid of the [[8], Exercise 4.2.7], it deduces that the
product measure {PH

ευ′ ⊗ δλε}0<ε≤1 satisfies the LDP on the GΩp(R
d1+d2) × C1−var

0 ([0, 1],R) with the good
rate function as follows,

Î1(B
H ,W ) +∞ · 1{0}c(λ) =

{

1
2‖k, k̂‖2H

(

if (BH ,W ) is lying above (k, k̂)T ∈ H and λ = 0
)

,

∞ ( otherwise ).
(3.35)

Clearly, the continuity theorem of Itô map [[24], Section 6.3], the contraction principle and the fact that
υ − υ′ > 0 yield that with ε→ 0, the law of Ỹ ε,1 satisfies the LDP with the good rate function I,

I(ỹ) =

{

inf
{

‖k̂‖2
HH,d1

/2 | ỹ = Ψ̂0(k̂, λ)
1
}

(

if ỹ = Ψ̂0(k̂, λ)
1for some k̂ ∈ HH,d1

)

,

∞ (otherwise).
(3.36)

If υ < υ′, the above RDE (3.31) can be rewritten as follows,

dỸ ε
t =

[

σ
(

Ỹ ε
t

)

|ευ′−υσ̂
(

Ỹ ε
t

)]

ευd(BH ,W )t + β
(

ε, Ỹ ε
t

)

dt, Ỹ ε
0 = 0. (3.37)

Let Ỹ ε = Ψ̂ε(ε
υ(BH ,W ), λ) : GΩp

(

R
d1+d2+1

)

7→ GΩp (R
n) denote the Itô map corresponding to (3.37) with

λt = t. Consider the solution map Ψ̂′
ε(ε

υ(BH ,W ) + (γ, η), λ),

dỸ ε
t =

[

σ
(

Ỹ ε
t

)

|ευ′−υσ̂
(

Ỹ ε
t

)]

(ευd(BH ,W )t + (γt, ηt)
T) + β

(

ε, Ỹ ε
t

)

dt, Ỹ ε
0 = 0. (3.38)
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Now Ψ̂′
0(γ, λ) is the solution map lying above ψ̂0 = Ψ̂′

0(γ, λ) ∈ Cq−var
0 (Rn) with 1 < q < 2, satisfying that

dψ̂0
t = σ

(

ψ̂0
t

)

dγt + β
(

0, ψ̂0
t

)

dt, ψ̂0
0 = 0. (3.39)

with ε → 0, take the same manner as above, it can deduces that the law of Ỹ ε,1 satisfies the LDP with the
good rate function I,

I(ỹ) =

{

inf
{

‖k‖2
H

1
2
,d2
/2 | ỹ = Ψ̂′

0(k, λ)
1
}

(

if ỹ = Ψ̂′
0(k, λ)

1for some k ∈ H 1
2 ,d2
)

,

∞ (otherwise).
(3.40)

If υ = υ′, the resuts is shown in Lemma 3.3.

Here follows the result for the Taylor expansion of φ(ε)−φ0 in (2.27) with mth term φm around (γ, η)T ∈
Cq−var

0

(

R
d1+d2

)

with 1/p+ 1/q > 1.

Lemma 3.5. Let p ≥ 2, 1 ≤ q < 2, for any m = 1, 2, · · · ,

φ(ε) = φ0 + εφ1 + · · ·+ εmφm +Rm+1
ε .

The maps ((BH ,W ), (γ, η)T) ∈ GΩp

(

R
d1+d2

)

×Cq−var
0

(

R
d1+d2

)

7→ φk, Rm+1
ε ∈ Cp−var

0 (Rn) are continuous
for 0 ≤ m′ ≤ m. Moreover, we have the following properties:

(i) For any r1 > 0, there exists C1 > 0 depending on r1 such that if ‖(γ, η)‖q−var ≤ r1, then
∥

∥φm̂
∥

∥

p−var
≤

C1(1 +
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣(BH ,W )
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p−var
)m̂.

(ii) For any r2, r3 > 0, there exists C2 > 0 depending on r2 and r3 such that if ‖(γ, η)‖q−var ≤ r2 and
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣ε(BH ,W )
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p−var
≤ r3, then

∥

∥Rm+1
ε

∥

∥

p−var
≤ C2(ε+

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣(BH ,W )
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p−var
)m+1.

Proof. This lemma could be covered by reference [18]. �
Now, we give the Cameron-Martin theorem for mixed geometric rough path.

Theorem 3.6. (Cameron-Martin theorem for mixed rough path) For any (k, k̂)T ∈ H, the law of (BH ,W ),
{

P
H
ε

}

and
{

P
H
ε ((·, ·)+(K, K̂))

}

are mutually absolutely continuous, moreover, for any bounded Borel function

f on GΩp

(

R
d1+d2

)

,

∫

GΩp(Rd1+d2) f((B
H ,W ) + (K, K̂))PH

ε (d(BH ,W ))

=
∫

GΩp(Rd1+d2) f(B
H ,W ) exp

(

1
ε

〈

(k, k̂)T, (BH ,W )1
〉

− 1
2ε2 ‖(k, k̂)‖2H

)

P
H
ε (d(BH ,W )). (3.41)

Proof. (BH(m),W (m)) + (K(m), K̂(m)) is the smooth rough path constructed by (bH(m), w(m)) +

(k(m), k̂(m)). Meanwhile, as m → ∞, (BH(m),W (m)) → (BH ,W ) in GΩp(R
d1+d2) and (k(m), k̂(m)) →

(k, k̂) with q−norm, it is easy to see that (3.41) holds based on the Cameron-Martin theorem for fBm and
Bm (bHt , wt)t≥0.

The proof is completed. �
Next, we give the Fernique type theorem for the mixed geometric rough path for later use.

4. Computation of Hessian

In this section, we set conditions for parameters. Firstly, for the fBm, the Hurst parameterH ∈ (1/3, 1/2).
Then, choose p and q such that

1

p′
∨ 1

[1/H ] + 1
<

1

p
< H, 1 <

1

q
< H +

1

2
1

p
+

1

q
> 1,

1

q
− 1

p
>

1

2
. (4.1)

For example, choose that 1/p = H − 2ε and 1/q = H + 1/2 − ε for small parameter ε, then the above
condition (4.1) is satisfied.

16



4.1. Hilbert-Schmidt property of Hessian

In this subsection, we show the Hilbert-Schmidt property for the Hessian matrix of the Itô map restricted
on the Cameron-Martin space H. Throught this section, set β0(y) = β(0, y).

For fixed (γ, η)T ∈ Cp−var
0 (Rd1+d2), set

dΩt = [σ(φ0t )|σ̂(φ0t )]
〈

·, d(γt, ηt)T
〉

+∇β0
(

φ0t
)

〈·, 1〉dt, (4.2)

where φ0 is the solution to the ODE (2.28). And Mt satisfies the ODE as follows,

dMt = dΩt ·Mt, M0 = Idn,

where Idn is an identity matrix in R
n×n.

Similarly, its inverse exists and satisfies the ODE,

dM−1
t = −M−1

t · dΩt, M−1
0 = Idn .

More details about Mt, M
−1
t and Ωt refer to [18].

Set χ(k, k̂) = (∇Ψ)(γ, η)〈(k, k̂)〉 ∈ Cp−var
0 (Rn), which satisfies the following ODE,

dχt − [∇σ(φ0t )|∇σ̂(φ0t )]
〈

χt, d(γt, ηt)
T
〉

−∇β0(φ0t ) 〈χt, 1〉 dt = [σ(φ0t )|σ̂(φ0t )]d(kt, k̂t)T, χ0 = 0. (4.3)

With aid of the results in [18], the solution could be written explicitly as follows,

χ(k, k̂)t = (∇Ψ)(γ, η)〈(k, k̂)〉t =Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]d(ks, k̂s)T. (4.4)

According to the Young integral theory, the above integral can be defined in the Young integral sense. And
(k, k̂)T ∈ Cp−var

0 (Rd1+d2) 7→ χ(k, k̂) ∈ Cp−var
0 (Rn) is a continuous map.

Likewise, ψ2((k, k̂), (γ, η)) = ∇2Ψ(γ, η)
〈

(f, f̂), (k, k̂)
〉

t
∈ Cp−var

0 (Rn) satisfies the following ODE,

dψt − [∇σ(φ0t )|∇σ̂(φ0t )]〈ψt, d(γt, ηt)
T〉 − ∇β0

(

φ0t
)

〈ψt, 1〉dt
= 2[∇σ(φ0t )|∇σ̂(φ0t )]

〈

χ(k, k̂)t, d(kt, k̂t)
T
〉

+[∇2σ(φ0t )|∇2σ̂(φ0t )]
〈

χ(k, k̂)t, χ(k, k̂)t, d(γt, ηt)
T
〉

+∇2β0
(

φ0t
) 〈

χ(k, k̂)t, χ(k, k̂)t
〉

dt, ψ0 = 0. (4.5)

Then, its solution can be written in the following sense,

∇2Ψ(γ)
〈

(f, f̂), (k, k̂)
〉

t
= Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]

〈

χ(f, f̂)s, d(ks, k̂s)
T
〉

+[∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]
〈

χ(k, k̂)s, d(fs, f̂s)
T
〉

+Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇2σ(φ0s)|∇2σ̂(φ0s)]

〈

χ(f, f̂)s, χ(k, k̂)s, d(γ, η)
T
s

〉

+∇2β
(

φ0s
) 〈

χ(f, f̂)s, χ(k, k̂)s
〉

ds

=: V1
(

(f, f̂), (k, k̂)
)

t
+ V2

(

(f, f̂), (k, k̂)
)

t
. (4.6)

Next, define ∇2(F ◦Ψ)(γ, η)〈(·, ·), (·, ·)〉 as follows,

∇2(F ◦Ψ)(γ, η)〈(·, ·), (·, ·)〉 = ∇2(F (Ψ(γ, η)))
〈

∇2Ψ(γ, η)〈(f, f̂), (k, k̂)〉
〉

+∇(F (Ψ(γ, η)))
〈

∇Ψ(γ, η)〈(f, f̂)〉,∇Ψ(γ, η)〈(k, k̂)〉
〉

,

where ∇Ψ(γ, η)〈(f, f̂) and ∇2Ψ(γ, η)〈(f, f̂), (k, k̂)〉 are defined in (4.4) and (4.6) respectively.

Theorem 4.1. (Hilbert-Schmidt property of Hessian) ∇2(F ◦ Ψ)(γ, η)〈(·, ·), (·, ·)〉 is a symmetric Hilbert-
Schmidt bilinear form on H for all (γ, η)T ∈ H.

We have divided the proof for Theorem 4.1 into a sequence of lemmas.
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Lemma 4.2. Choose appropriate p and q. Then, if p′ ≥ p, ∇F
(

φ0
)

◦ V2 is of trace class for a Fréchet

differentiable function F . A similar fact holds for ∇2F
(

φ0
) 〈

χ(k, k̂)t, χ(k, k̂)t
〉

.

Proof. According to the Young integral, V2 can be defined in the Young integral sense. Then, applying
Lemma 3.5, it follows that ||M−1

u [σ(φ0u)|σ̂(φ0u)]||q−var <∞. With aid of the Young integral,

∥

∥χ(k, k̂).
∥

∥

q−var
≤ c1

∥

∥M−1
. [σ(φ0. )|σ̂(φ0· )]

∥

∥

q−var
‖(k, k̂)‖p−var

≤ c2‖(k, k̂)‖p−var,

for some constants c1, c2. Hence, (k, k̂)T ∈ Cp−var
0 (Rd1+d2) 7−→ χ(k, k̂) ∈ Cp−var

0 (Rn) is a bounded linear
map.

Moreover, ((f, f̂)T, (k, k̂)T) ∈ Cp−var
0 (Rd1+d2) × Cp−var

0 (Rd1+d2) 7−→ V2 ∈ Cp−var
0 (Rn) is a bounded

bilinear map. Due to the fact that the space Cp−var
0 (Rd1+d2) is not separable, consider the abstract Wiener

space (X ,H, µH). The Goodman’s theorem (Theorem 4.6, [[19]]) shows that, its restriction on the Cameron-

Martin space H is of trace class. The same reasoning applies to the case of ∇2F
(

φ0
) 〈

χ(k, k̂)t, χ(k, k̂)t
〉

.
The proof is completed. �

Our next concern will be V1
〈

(f, f̂), (k, k̂)
〉

, and it can be rewritten as follows,

V1
〈

(f, f̂), (k, k̂)
〉

= R1

〈

(f, f̂), (k, k̂)
〉

+R1

〈

(k, k̂), (f, f̂)
〉

−
(

R2

〈

(f, f̂), (k, k̂)
〉

+R2

〈

(k, k̂), (f, f̂)
〉)

,

where

R1

〈

(f, f̂), (k, k̂)
〉

t
=Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]

〈

[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)](fs, f̂s)T, d(ks, k̂s)T
〉

, (4.7)

and

R2

〈

(f, f̂), (k, k̂)
〉

t
=Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]

〈

Ms

∫ s

0

d
[

M−1
u [σ(φ0u)|σ̂(φ0u)]

]

(fu, f̂u)
T, d(ks, k̂s)

T
〉

. (4.8)

Lemma 4.3. As a bilinear form on Cameron-Martin space H, ∇F
(

φ0
)

◦R2 is of trace class. Moreover, if

ϑl is weak⋆ convergent to ϑ as l → ∞ in Cp−var
0 (Rn)⋆ , then ϑl ◦ R2 converges to ϑ ◦ R2 as l → ∞ in the

Hilbert-Schmidt norm.

Proof. Applying Lemma 3.5, it deduces that ||M−1
. [σ(φ0. )|σ̂(φ0. )]||q−var <∞ and ||M−1

. [∇σ(φ0. )|∇σ̂(φ0. )]||q−var <
∞. Therefore

∥

∥

∥

∥

∫ ·

0

d
[

M−1
u [σ(φ0u)|σ̂(φ0u)]

]

(fu, f̂u)
T

∥

∥

∥

∥

q−var

≤ c1
∥

∥M−1
. [σ(φ0. )|σ̂(φ0· )]

∥

∥

q−var
‖(f, f̂)‖p−var

≤ c2‖(f, f̂)‖p−var,

for some constant c2. Moreover,

∥

∥

∥

∥

M.

∫

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]

〈

Ms

∫ .

0

d
[

M−1
u [σ(φ0u)|σ̂(φ0u)]

]

(fu, f̂u)
T, d(ks, k̂s)

T

〉
∥

∥

∥

∥

p−var

≤ c3‖(f, f̂)‖p−var‖(k, k̂)‖p−var,

for some constant c3. Obviously, ((f, f̂)T, (k, k̂)T) ∈ Cp−var
0 (Rd1+d2)×Cp−var

0 (Rd1+d2) 7−→ R2 ∈ Cp−var
0 (Rn)

is a bounded bilinear map. In particular, ϑ ◦R2 is a bounded bilinear form on Cp−var
0 (Rn). The Goodman’s

theorem (Theorem 4.6, [[19]]) shows that , its restriction on the Cameron-Martin space H is of trace class.

Next, we intend to prove the second argument. Since HH,d1 →֒ W δ,2
0

∼= Lδ,2
0, real [[17], Proposition 3.4],

it has H →֒ Lδ,2
0, real (R

d1) ⊕ H 1
2 ,d2 . Then choose the ONB (f, f̂)T0,i = 1 · ei,(f, f̂)Tm,i =

√
2 cos(mπt)

(1+m2)1/2q
ei

for i = 1, · · · , d1, (f, f̂)T0,i = t · ei, (f, f̂)T2m−1,i = cos(2mπt)−1
2mπ · ei and (f, f̂)T2m,i = sin(2mπt)

2mπ · ei for i =
d1 + 1, · · · , d1 + d2.
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Fix i = 1, · · · , d1, (f, f̂)Tm,i =
√
2 cos(mπt)

(1+m2)1/2q
. For the jog-free function, it is easy to check that ‖cos(nπt)− 1‖p−var =

2n1/p[17]. Therefore,

∥

∥(f, f̂)Tm,i

∥

∥

p−var
≤
(

1 +m2
)−δ/2 √

2
(

1 + 2m1/p
)

≤ c

(

1

1 +m

)1/q−1/p

, (4.9)

due to 2(1/q − 1/p) > 1, it leads to

d1
∑

i,j=1

∞
∑

m,m′=0

∥

∥R2

〈

(f, f̂)m,i, (f, f̂)m′,j

〉∥

∥

2

p−var
≤ c

d
∑

i,j=1

∞
∑

m,m′=0

∥

∥(f, f̂)m,i

∥

∥

2

p−var

∥

∥(f, f̂)m′,j

∥

∥

2

p−var

≤ c

∞
∑

m=0

(

1

1 +m

)2(1/q−1/p) ∞
∑

m′=0

(

1

1 +m′

)2(1/q−1/p)

< ∞.

Fix i = d1 + 1, · · · , d1 + d2. Likewise, it has ‖sin(nπt)‖p−var ≤ c(1/2p + n)1/p. Then

∥

∥(f, f̂)T2m,i

∥

∥

p−var
≤ c(2mπ)−1(1/2p +m)1/p ≤ c

(

1

1 +m

)1−1/p

, (4.10)

Fix i = d1 + 1, · · · , d1 + d2, j = 1, · · · , d1, since 2(1− 1/p) > 1 and 2(1/q − 1/p) > 1, we have

d1+d2
∑

i=d1+1

d1
∑

j=1

∞
∑

m,m′=0

∥

∥R2

〈

(f, f̂)2m,i, (f, f̂)m′,j

〉
∥

∥

2

p−var

+

d1+d2
∑

i=d1+1

d1
∑

j=1

∞
∑

m,m′=0

∥

∥R2

〈

(f, f̂)2m−1,i, (f, f̂)m′,j

〉∥

∥

2

p−var

≤ c

d1+d2
∑

i=d1+1

d1
∑

j=1

∞
∑

m,m′=0

∥

∥(f, f̂)2m,i

∥

∥

2

p−var

∥

∥(f, f̂)m′,j

∥

∥

2

p−var

+c

d1+d2
∑

i=d1+1

d1
∑

j=1

∞
∑

m,m′=0

∥

∥(f, f̂)2m−1,i

∥

∥

2

p−var

∥

∥(f, f̂)m′,j

∥

∥

2

p−var

≤ c

∞
∑

m=0

(

1

1 +m

)2(1−1/p) ∞
∑

m′=0

(

1

1 +m′

)2(1/q−1/p)

< ∞.

Fix i = 1, · · · , d1, j = d1, · · · , d1 + d2, in the same manner, it deduces that

d1
∑

i=1

d1+d2
∑

j=d1+1

∞
∑

m,m′=0

∥

∥R2

〈

(f, f̂)m,i, (f, f̂)2m′−1,j

〉
∥

∥

2

p−var
<∞,

and
d1
∑

i=1

d1+d2
∑

j=d1+1

∞
∑

m,m′=0

∥

∥R2

〈

(f, f̂)m,i, (f, f̂)2m′,j

〉
∥

∥

2

p−var
<∞.

Fix i = d1 + 1, · · · , d1 + d2, j = d1 + 1, · · · , d1 + d2, since 2(1− 1/p) > 1, we have

d1+d2
∑

i=d1+1

d1+d2
∑

j=d1+1

∞
∑

m,m′=0

∥

∥R2

〈

(f, f̂)2m−1,i, (f, f̂)2m′−1,j

〉∥

∥

2

p−var

+

d1+d2
∑

i=d1+1

d1+d2
∑

j=d1+1

∞
∑

m,m′=0

∥

∥R2

〈

(f, f̂)2m−1,i, (f, f̂)2m′,j

〉∥

∥

2

p−var
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+

d1+d2
∑

i=d1+1

d1+d2
∑

j=d1+1

∞
∑

m,m′=0

∥

∥R2

〈

(f, f̂)2m,i, (f, f̂)2m′−1,j

〉∥

∥

2

p−var

+

d1+d2
∑

i=d1+1

d1+d2
∑

j=d1+1

∞
∑

m,m′=0

∥

∥R2

〈

(f, f̂)2m,i, (f, f̂)2m′,j

〉∥

∥

2

p−var

≤ c

d1+d2
∑

i=d1+1

d1+d2
∑

j=d1+1

∞
∑

m,m′=0

∥

∥(f, f̂)2m−1,i

∥

∥

2

p−var

∥

∥(f, f̂)2m′−1,j

∥

∥

2

p−var

+c

d1+d2
∑

i=d1+1

d1+d2
∑

j=d1+1

∞
∑

m,m′=0

∥

∥(f, f̂)2m−1,i

∥

∥

2

p−var

∥

∥(f, f̂)2m′,j

∥

∥

2

p−var

+c

d1+d2
∑

i=d1+1

d1+d2
∑

j=d1+1

∞
∑

m,m′=0

∥

∥(f, f̂)2m,i

∥

∥

2

p−var

∥

∥(f, f̂)2m′−1,j

∥

∥

2

p−var

+c

d1+d2
∑

i=d1+1

d1+d2
∑

j=d1+1

∞
∑

m,m′=0

∥

∥(f, f̂)2m,i

∥

∥

2

p−var

∥

∥(f, f̂)2m′,j

∥

∥

2

p−var

≤ c
∞
∑

m=0

(

1

1 +m

)2(1−1/p) ∞
∑

m′=0

(

1

1 +m′

)2(1−1/p)

<∞.

From the Banach-Steinhaus theorem, ‖ϑl − ϑ‖Cp−var,∗ ≤ c, then we have

∣

∣ (ϑl − ϑ) ◦R2

〈

(f, f̂)m,i, (f, f̂)m′,j

〉∣

∣

2 ≤ c2
∥

∥R2

〈

(f, f̂)m,i, (f, f̂)m′,j

〉∥

∥

2

p−var
, (4.11)

similar results could be obtained for i = 1, · · · , d1, j = d1+1, · · · , d1+d2, i = d1+1, · · · , d1+d2, j = 1, · · · , d1
and i = d1 + 1, · · · , d1 + d2, j = d1 + 1, · · · , d1 + d2, and omited for simiplicity.

By the dominated convergence theorem, it is clear to see that

‖ϑl ◦R2 − ϑ ◦R2‖
HS−HH,d1⊕H

1
2
,d1

≤ ‖ι‖op ‖ι∗‖op ‖ϑl ◦R2 − ϑ ◦R2‖
HS−Lδ,2

real
(Rd1)⊕H

1
2
,d2

→ 0, (4.12)

with l → 0. Hence, if ϑl is weak⋆ convergent to ϑ as l → ∞ in Cp−var
0 (Rn)⋆ , then ϑl ◦ R2 converges to

ϑ ◦R2 as l → ∞ in the Hilbert-Schmidt norm. The proof is completed. �

Lemma 4.4. As a bilinear form on Cameron-Martin space H, ∇F
(

φ0
)

◦R1 is Hilbert-Schmidt. Moreover,

if ϑl is weak⋆ convergent to ϑ as l → ∞ in Cp−var
0 (Rn)⋆, then ϑl ◦ R1 converges to ϑ ◦ R1 as l → ∞ in the

Hilbert-Schmidt norm.

Proof. Similar to Lemma 4.3, it is sufficient to make the following observation,

d1
∑

i=1

d1
∑

j=1

∞
∑

m,m′=0

∥

∥R1

〈

(f, f̂)m,i, (f, f̂)m′,j

〉∥

∥

2

p−var
<∞, (4.13)

and similar for i = 1, · · · , d1, j = d1, · · · , d1+d2, i = d1, · · · , d1+d2, j = 1, · · · , d1 and i = d1, · · · , d1+d2, j =
d1, · · · , d1 + d2.

We divide the rest of the proof into four steps.
Step 1. Fix i = 1, · · · , d1, j = 1, · · · , d1.
Now, (f, f̂)Tm,i =

√
2 cos(mπt)

(1+m2)1/2q
, (f, f̂)Tm′,j =

√
2

cos(m′πt)
(1+m′2)1/2q

, m 6= m′,

√
2 cos (mπt) d

[
√
2 cos (m′πt)

]

= m′d

[

cos((m′ +m)πt)

m′ +m
+

cos((m′ −m)πt)

m′ −m

]

.

Then,

R1

〈

(f, f̂)m,i, (f, f̂)m′,j

〉

t
= Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉

√
2

cos (mπt)

(1 +m2)
1/2q
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×d
[√

2 cos (m′πs)

(1 +m′2)
1/2q

]

=
m′

(1 +m2)
1/2q

(1 +m′2)
1/2q

(m′ +m)

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [cos ((m′ +m)πs)]

+
m′

(1 +m2)
1/2q

(1 +m′2)
1/2q

(m′ −m)

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [cos ((m′ −m)πs)]

=: I1 + I2.

For the jog-free function, it is easy to check that ‖cos(nπt)− 1‖p−var = 2n1/p[17]. Next by the Young
integral, 2(1/q − 1/p) > 1, 2/q > 1, 4(1/q − 1/2) > 1, and 2(1− 1/p) > 1, we can obtain

∑

0≤m,m′<∞,m 6=m′

‖I1‖2p−var ≤ c
∑

m∈Z

1

(1 + |m|)2/q

(

∑

m′∈Z

1

(1 + |m′ +m|)2(1/q−1/p)

)

+ c
∑

m∈Z

1

(1 + |m|)4(1/q−1/2)

(

∑

m′∈Z

1

(1 + |m′ +m|)2(1−1/p)

)

<∞.

Likewise, it has
∑

0≤m,m′<∞,m 6=m′ ‖I2‖2p−var <∞.
Next, we turn to the case that m = m′,

√
2 cos (mπt) d[

√
2 cos (mπt)] = d [cos (2mπt)] /2,

therefore

R1

〈

(f, f̂)m,i, (f, f̂)m,j

〉

t
= Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉

√
2

cos (mπt)

(1 +m2)
1/2q

×d
[√

2 cos (mπs)

(1 +m2)
1/2q

]

=
1/2

(1 +m2)
1/q

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [cos (2mπs)] .

Since 4/q − 2/p > 1,

d1
∑

i,j=1

∞
∑

m=0

∥

∥R1

〈

(f, f̂)m,i, (f, f̂)m,j

〉∥

∥

2

p−var
≤ c

(1 +m2)
2/q

‖ cos(2mπ·)− 1‖2p−var

≤
∞
∑

m=0

c

(1 +m)4/q−2/p
<∞.

Step 2. Fix i = 1, · · · , d1, j = d1 + 1, · · · , d1 + d2.

Consider that (f, f̂)Tm,i =
√
2 cos(mπt)

(1+m2)1/2q
, (f, f̂)T2m′−1,j =

cos(2m′πt)−1

2m′π , and m 6= 2m′, then

√
2 cos (mπt) d

[

cos (2m′πt)− 1

2m′π

]

=
1√
2
d

[

cos((2m′ +m)πt)

(2m′ +m)π
− cos((2m′ −m)πt)

(2m′ −m)π

]

,

then

R1

〈

(f, f̂)m,i, (f, f̂)2m′−1,j

〉

t
= Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉

√
2

cos (mπt)

(1 +m2)
1/2q
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×d
[

cos (2m′πs)− 1

2m′π

]

=
1

√
2 (1 +m2)

1/2q
(2m′ +m)π

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [cos ((2m′ +m)πs)]

+
1

√
2 (1 +m2)

1/2q
(2m′ −m)π

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [cos ((2m′ −m)πs)]

=: I3 + I4.

Next by the Young integral, and 2/q > 1, we can obtain

∑

0≤m,m′<∞,m 6=2m′

‖I3‖2p−var ≤ c
∑

m∈Z

1

(1 + |m|)2/q

(

∑

m′∈Z

1

(1 + |2m′ +m|)2/q

)

<∞.

Likewise, it has
∑

0≤m,m′<∞,m 6=2m′ ‖I4‖2p−var <∞.

When (f, f̂)Tm,i =
√
2 cos(mπt)

(1+m2)1/2q
, (f, f̂)T2m′−1,j =

cos(2m′πt)−1

2m′π , and m = 2m′, then

√
2 cos (mπt) d

[

cos (mπt)− 1

mπ

]

=
1√
2
d

[

cos(2mπt)

2mπ

]

,

then

R1

〈

(f, f̂)m,i, (f, f̂)2m′−1,j

〉

t
= Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉

√
2

cos (mπt)

(1 +m2)1/2q

×d
[

cos (2m′πs)− 1

2m′π

]

=
1

2
√
2 (1 +m2)

1/2q
mπ

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [cos (2mπs)]

=: I5.

In the same manner, we can deduce that
∑

0≤m<∞ ‖I5‖2p−var <∞.

Consider that (f, f̂)Tm,i =
√
2 cos(mπt)

(1+m2)1/2q
, (f, f̂)T2m′,j =

sin(2m′πt)
2m′π , and m 6= 2m′, then

√
2 cos (mπt) d

[

sin (2m′πt)

2m′π

]

=
1√
2
d

[

sin((2m′ +m)πt)

(2m′ +m)π

]

+
1√
2
d

[

sin((2m′ −m)πt)

(2m′ −m)π

]

,

it follows that

R1

〈

(f, f̂)m,i, (f, f̂)2m′,j

〉

t
= Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉

√
2

cos (mπt)

(1 +m2)
1/2q

d

[

sin (2m′πs)

2m′π

]

=
1

√
2 (1 +m2)

1/2q
(2m′ +m)π

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [sin ((2m′ +m)πs)]

+
1

√
2 (1 +m2)

1/2q
(2m′ −m)π

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [sin ((2m′ −m)πs)]
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=: I6 + I7.

By the Young integral and 2/q > 1, we can obtain

∑

0≤m,m′<∞,m 6=2m′

‖I6‖2p−var ≤ c
∑

m∈Z

1

(1 + |m|)2/q

(

∑

m′∈Z

1

(1 + |2m′ +m|)2/q

)

<∞. (4.14)

Likewise, it has
∑

0≤m,m′<∞,m 6=2m′ ‖I6‖2p−var <∞.

Consider that (f, f̂)Tm,i =
√
2 cos(mπt)

(1+m2)1/2q
, (f, f̂)T2m′,j =

sin(2m′πt)
2m′π , and m = 2m′, then

√
2 cos (mπt) d

[

sin (mπt)

mπ

]

=
1√
2
d

[

sin(2mπt)

2mπ

]

+
1√
2
dt.

Therefore,

R1

〈

(f, f̂)m,i, (f, f̂)m′,j

〉

t
= Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉

√
2

cos (mπt)

(1 +m2)1/2q
d

[

sin (mπs)

mπ

]

=
1

2
√
2 (1 +m2)

1/2q
mπ

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [cos (2mπs)]

+
1

√
2 (1 +m2)

1/2q
×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉dt

=: I8 + I9.

By that 2(1/q − 1/p) > 1, we can obtain

∑

0≤m<∞

‖I8‖2p−var ≤ c
∑

m∈Z

1

m2(1 + |m|)2(1/q−1/p)
<∞.

Likewise, it has
∑

0≤m<∞ ‖I9‖2p−var <∞.
Step 3. Fix i = d1 + 1, · · · , d1 + d2, j = 1, · · · , d1.
Consider that (f, f̂)T2m−1,i =

cos(2mπt)−1
2mπ , (f, f̂)Tm′,j =

√
2

cos(m′πt)
(1+m′2)1/2q

, and 2m 6= m′, then

cos (2mπt)− 1

2mπ
d
[√

2 cos (m′πt)
]

=
m′

2
√
2m

d

[

cos((2m+m′)πt)

(2m+m′)π
− cos((2m−m′)πt)

(2m−m′)π

]

− 1

2mπ
d
[√

2 cos (m′πt)
]

,

hence

R1

〈

(f, f̂)2m,i, (f, f̂)m′,j

〉

t
= Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉

√
2

cos (mπt)

(1 +m2)1/2q

×d
[

cos (2m′πs)− 1

2m′π

]

=
m′

2
√
2 (1 +m′2)

1/2q
(2m+m′)π

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [cos ((2m+m′)πs)]

− m′

√
2 (1 +m′2)

1/2q
(2m−m′)π

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [cos ((2m−m′)πs)]
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− 1
√
2 (1 +m′2)

1/2q
mπ

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [cos (m′πs)]

=: I10 + I11 + I12.

Next by the Young integral, 2/q > 1 and 2(1− 1/p) > 1, we have

∑

0≤m,m′<∞,2m 6=m′

‖I10‖2p−var ≤ c
∑

0≤m,m′<∞,2m 6=m′

m′(1 + |m′ + 2m|)2/p

(1 + |m′|)2/q |2m′ +m|2

≤ c
∑

m∈Z

1

(1 + |m|)2

(

∑

m′∈Z

1

(1 + |2m′ +m|)2(1/q−1/p)

)

+c
∑

m∈Z

1

(1 + |m|)2/q

(

∑

m′∈Z

1

(1 + |2m′ +m|)2(1−1/p)

)

< ∞.

Likewise, it has
∑

0≤m,m′<∞,2m 6=m′ ‖I11‖2p−var <∞, and
∑

0≤m,m′<∞,2m 6=m′ ‖I12‖2p−var <∞.

Consider that (f, f̂)T2m−1,i =
cos(2mπt)−1

2mπ , (f, f̂)Tm′,j =
√
2

cos(m′πt)
(1+m′2)1/2q

, and 2m = m′, then

cos (mπt)− 1

2mπ
d
[√

2 cos (mπt)
]

=
1

2
√
2
d

[

cos(2mπt)

2mπ

]

− 1

2mπ
d
[√

2 cos (2mπt)
]

,

then

R1

〈

(f, f̂)2m−1,i, (f, f̂)m′,j

〉

t
= Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉

cos (mπt)− 1

mπ
d

[√
2 cos (mπs)

(1 +m2)
1/2q

]

=
1

4
√
2 (1 +m2)1/2qmπ

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [cos (2mπs)]

−
√
2

2 (1 +m2)1/2qmπ

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [cos (2mπs)]

=: I13 + I14.

Next by the Young integral and 2(1/q − 1/p) > 1, we can obtain

∑

0≤m<∞

‖I13‖2p−var ≤ c
∑

m∈Z

1

m2(1 +m)2(1/q−1/p)
<∞.

Likewise, it has
∑

0≤m<∞ ‖I14‖2p−var <∞.

Consider that (f, f̂)T2m,i =
sin(2mπt)

2mπ , (f, f̂)Tm′,j =
√
2

cos(m′πt)
(1+m′2)1/2q

, and 2m 6= m′, then

sin (2mπt)

2mπ
d
[√

2 cos (m′πt)
]

=

√
2m′

4m
d

[

sin((2m+m′)πt)

(2m+m′)π
− sin((2m−m′)πt)

(2m−m′)π

]

,

then it has

R1

〈

(f, f̂)2m,i, (f, f̂)m′,j

〉

t
= Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉

sin (2mπt)

2mπ
d

[

√
2

cos (m′πs)

(1 +m′2)1/2q

]

24



=

√
2m′

4 (1 +m′2)
1/2q

(2m+m′)π

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [sin ((2m+m′)πs)]

−
√
2m′

4 (1 +m′2)
1/2q

(2m−m′)π

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [sin ((2m−m′)πs)]

=: I15 + I16.

Similar to (4.14), we have
∑

0≤m,m′<∞,m 6=m′ ‖I15‖2p−var <∞, and
∑

0≤m,m′<∞,m 6=m′ ‖I16‖2p−var <∞.

Consider that (f, f̂)T2m,i =
sin(2mπt)

2mπ , (f, f̂)Tm′,j =
√
2

cos(m′πt)
(1+m′2)1/2q

, and 2m = m′, then

sin (2mπt)

2mπ
d
[√

2 cos (2mπt)
]

=

√
2

8mπ
d [sin(4mπt)]− 1√

2
dt,

Therefore,

R1

〈

(f, f̂)2m,i, (f, f̂)m′,j

〉

t
= Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉

sin (2mπt)

2mπ

×d
[

√
2

cos (2mπs)

(1 + (2m)2)
1/2q

]

=
1

4
√
2 (1 + (2m)2)1/2qmπ

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [sin (4mπs)]

− 1
√
2 (1 + (2m)2)1/2q

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉dt

=: I17 + I18. (4.15)

Analysis similar to the proof in (4.14), we claim that
∑

0≤m<∞ ‖I17‖2p−var <∞, and
∑

0≤m<∞ ‖I18‖2p−var <
∞.

Step 4. Fix i = d1 + 1, · · · , d1 + d2, j = d1 + 1, · · · , d1 + d2.

When (f, f̂)T2m−1,i =
cos(2mπt)−1

2mπ , (f, f̂)T2m′−1,j =
cos(2m′πt)−1

2m′π and m 6= m′,

[

cos (2mπt)− 1

2mπ

]

d

[

cos (2m′πt)− 1

2m′π

]

=
1

4mπ
d

[

cos((2m+ 2m′)πt)

(2m+ 2m′)π

]

− 1

4mπ
d

[

cos((2m− 2m′)πt)

(2m− 2m′)π

]

− 1

4mm′π2
d [cos(2m′πt)] .

then

R1

〈

(f, f̂)2m−1,i, (f, f̂)2m′−1,j

〉

t
= Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉

[

cos (2mπt)− 1

2mπ

]

×d
[

cos (2m′πs)− 1

2m′π

]

=
1

4m(2m+ 2m′)π2

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [cos((2m+ 2m′)πs)]

− 1

4m(2m− 2m′)π2
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×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [cos((2m− 2m′)πs)]

− 1

4m′mπ2
Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [cos(2m′πs)]

=: I19 + I20 + I21.

The Young integral and 2/q > 1 yield that

∑

0≤m,m′<∞,m 6=m′

‖I19‖2p−var ≤ c
∑

m∈Z

1

(1 + |m|)2

(

∑

m′∈Z

1

(1 + |m′ +m|)2/q

)

<∞. (4.16)

Likewise, it has
∑

0≤m,m′<∞,m 6=m′ ‖I20‖2p−var <∞,
∑

0≤m,m′<∞,m 6=m′ ‖I21‖2p−var <∞.

When (f, f̂)T2m−1,i =
cos(2mπt)−1

2mπ , (f, f̂)T2m′−1,j =
cos(2m′πt)−1

2m′π and m = m′,

[

cos (2mπt)− 1

2mπ

]

d

[

cos (2mπt)− 1

2mπ

]

= d

[

cos(4mπt)

16m2π2

]

− d

[

cos(2mπt)− 1

4m2π2

]

,

then

R1

〈

(f, f̂)2m−1,i, (f, f̂)2m−1,j

〉

t
= Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉

[

cos (2mπt)− 1

2mπ

]

×d
[

cos (2mπs)− 1

2mπ

]

=
1

16m2π2
Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [cos (4mπs)]

− 1

4m2π2
Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [cos (2mπs)]

=: I22 + I23.

According to that 2/q > 1, we can prove

∑

0≤m<∞

‖I22‖2p−var ≤ c
∑

m∈Z

1

m2(1 +m)2/q
<∞.

Likewise, it has
∑

0≤m<∞ ‖I23‖2p−var <∞.

When (f, f̂)T2m−1,i =
cos(2mπt)−1

2mπ , (f, f̂)T2m′,j =
sin(2m′πt)

2m′π and m 6= m′,

[

cos (2mπt)− 1

2mπ

]

d

[

sin (2m′πt)

2m′π

]

=
1

4mπ
d

[

sin((2m+ 2m′)πt)

(2m+ 2m′)π

]

+
1

4mπ
d

[

sin((2m− 2m′)πt)

(2m− 2m′)π

]

− 1

4mm′π2
d [sin(2m′πt)] ,

then it has

R1

〈

(f, f̂)2m−1,i, (f, f̂)2m′,j

〉

t
= Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉

√
2

cos (mπs)

(1 +m2)1/2q
d

[

sin (2m′πs)

2m′π

]

=
1

4m(2m+ 2m′)π2

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [sin((2m+ 2m′)πs)]

+
1

4m(2m− 2m′)π2

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [sin((2m− 2m′)πs)]
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− 1

4m′mπ2
Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [sin(2m′πs)]

=: I24 + I25 + I26.

Similar arguments apply to the (4.16), we can prove

∑

0≤m,m′<∞,m 6=m′

‖I24‖2p−var <∞,
∑

0≤m,m′<∞,m 6=m′

‖I25‖2p−var <∞,
∑

0≤m,m′<∞,m 6=m′

‖I26‖2p−var <∞.

When (f, f̂)T2m−1,i =
cos(2mπt)−1

2mπ , (f, f̂)T2m′,j =
sin(2m′πt)

2m′π and m = m′,

[

cos (2mπt)− 1

2mπ

]

d

[

sin (2mπt)

2mπ

]

=
1

16m2π2
d [sin(4mπt)] +

1

4mπ
dt− 1

4m2π2
d [sin(2mπt)] ,

then it has

R1

〈

(f, f̂)2m−1,i, (f, f̂)2m′,j

〉

t
= Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉

[

cos (2mπt)− 1

2mπ

]

×d
[

sin (2mπs)

2mπ

]

=
1

16m2π2
×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [sin(4mπs)]

+
1

2mπ
×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉ds

− 1

4m2π2
Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [sin(2mπs)]

=: I27 + I28 + I29.

Likewise, we can prove that
∑

0≤m<∞ ‖I27‖2p−var <∞,
∑

0≤m<∞ ‖I28‖2p−var <∞ and
∑

0≤m<∞ ‖I29‖2p−var <
∞.

When (f, f̂)T2m,i =
sin(2mπt)

2mπ , (f, f̂)T2m′−1,j =
cos(2m′πt)−1

2m′π and m 6= m′,

sin (2mπt)

2mπ
d

[

cos (2m′πt)− 1

2m′π

]

=
1

4mπ
d

[

sin((2m+ 2m′)πt)

(2m+ 2m′)π

]

− 1

4mπ
d

[

sin((2m− 2m′)πt)

(2m− 2m′)π

]

.

then

R1

〈

(f, f̂)2m,i, (f, f̂)2m′−1,j

〉

t
= Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉

[

cos (2mπt)− 1

2mπ

]

×d
[

cos (2m′πs)− 1

2m′π

]

=
1

4m(2m+ 2m′)π2

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [sin((2m+ 2m′)πs)]

− 1

4m(2m− 2m′)π2

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [sin((2m− 2m′)πs)]

=: I30 + I31.

Similar arguments apply to the (4.14), we can prove

∑

0≤m,m′<∞,m 6=m′

‖I30‖2p−var <∞,
∑

0≤m,m′<∞,m 6=m′

‖I31‖2p−var <∞.
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When (f, f̂)T2m,i =
sin(2mπt)

2mπ , (f, f̂)T2m′−1,j =
cos(2m′πt)−1

2m′π and m = m′,

[

sin (2mπt)

2mπ

]

d

[

cos (2mπt)− 1

2mπ

]

=
1

16m2π2
d [sin(4mπt)]− 1

4mπ
dt,

then

R1

〈

(f, f̂)2m,i, (f, f̂)2m−1,j

〉

t
= Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉

sin (2mπt)

2mπ
d

[

cos (2mπs)− 1

2mπ

]

=
1

16m2π2
Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [sin (4mπs)]

− 1

4mπ
Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉ds

=: I32 + I33.

Similar to the (4.14), we can show
∑

0≤m<∞ ‖I32‖2p−var <∞ and
∑

0≤m<∞ ‖I33‖2p−var <∞.

When (f, f̂)T2m,i =
sin(2mπt)

2mπ , (f, f̂)T2m′,j =
sin(2m′πt)

2m′π and m 6= m′,

sin (2mπt)

2mπ
d

[

sin (2m′πt)

2m′π

]

= − 1

4mπ
d

[

cos((2m+ 2m′)πt)

(2m+ 2m′)π

]

− 1

4mπ
d

[

cos((2m− 2m′)πt)

(2m− 2m′)π

]

,

then it has

R1

〈

(f, f̂)2m,i, (f, f̂)2m′,j

〉

t
= Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉

√
2

cos (mπs)

(1 +m2)
1/2q

×d
[

sin (2m′πs)

2m′π

]

= − 1

4m(2m+ 2m′)π2

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [cos((2m+ 2m′)πs)]

− 1

4m(2m− 2m′)π2

×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [cos((2m− 2m′)πs)]

=: I34 + I35.

Similarly, we can obtain that
∑

0≤m,m′<∞,m 6=m′ ‖I34‖2p−var <∞ and
∑

0≤m,m′<∞,m 6=m′ ‖I35‖2p−var <∞.

When (f, f̂)T2m,i =
sin(2mπt)

2mπ , (f, f̂)T2m′,j =
sin(2m′πt)

2m′π and m = m′,

sin (2mπt)

2mπ
d

[

sin (2mπt)

2mπ

]

= − 1

16m2π2
d [cos(4mπt)] ,

then it has

R1

〈

(f, f̂)2m,i, (f, f̂)2m′,j

〉

t
= Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉

sin (2mπt)

2mπ
d

[

sin (2mπs)

2mπ

]

= − 1

16m2π2
×Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]〈[σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]ei, ej〉d [cos(4mπs)]

=: I36.

Similar to the (4.14), it has
∑

0≤m<∞ ‖I36‖2p−var <∞ with 4− 2/p > 1.
According to estimates in Step 1 to Step 4, it deduces that

d1
∑

i,j=1

∞
∑

m,m′=0

∥

∥R1

〈

(f, f̂)m,i, (f, f̂)m′,j

〉
∥

∥

2

p−var
<∞,
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and similar estimates for i = 1, · · · , d1, j = d1, · · · , d1 + d2, i = d1, · · · , d1 + d2, j = 1, · · · , d1 and i =
d1, · · · , d1 + d2, j = d1, · · · , d1 + d2.

The proof is completed. �

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Combine Lemma 4.2, Lemma 4.3, and Lemma 4.4, ∇2(F ◦ Ψ)(γ, η)〈(·, ·), (·, ·)〉 is
a symmetric Hilbert-Schmidt bilinear form on H for all (γ, η) ∈ H.

�

4.2. A probabilistic representation of Hessian

Denote A1 be a self-adjoint Hilbert-Schmidt operator H which corresponds to

∇F
(

φ0
)

〈V1((·, ·), (·, ·))〉 .

Let A−A1 be a self-adjoint Hilbert-Schmidt operator H which corresponds to

∇F
(

φ0
)

〈V2((·, ·), (·, ·))〉 +∇2F
(

φ0
)

〈χ((·, ·)), χ((·, ·))〉.

Then combining with these all, it deduces that

(k, k̂) ∈ H 7→ 〈A(k, k̂), (k, k̂)〉H = ∇F
(

φ0
)

〈ψ((k, k̂), (k, k̂))〉
+∇2F

(

φ0
)

〈χ((k, k̂)), χ((k, k̂))〉 (4.17)

extends to a continuous map on GΩp

(

R
d1+d2

)

.

Let X be the closure of H with respect to the p-variation, then
(

X ,H, µH
)

is the abstract Wiener space.

Any 〈(k, k̂)T, (·, ·)T〉 ∈ H∗ = (HH,d1)∗ ⊕ (H 1
2 ,d2)∗ extends to a measurable linear functional on X , which

is denoted by 〈(k, k̂)T, (bH , w)T〉. Denote that Cn = Cn
(

µH
)

(n = 0, 1, 2, . . .) be the nth Wiener chaos of
(bH , w)T.

For a cylinder function F
(

bH , w
)

= f
(〈

(k, k̂)1, (b
H , w)T

〉

, . . . ,
〈

(k, k̂)d1+d2 , (b
H , w)T

〉)

, where f : Rd1+d2 →
R is a bounded smooth function with bounded derivatives, define that

D(k,k̂)F
(

bH , w
)

:=

d1+d2
∑

j=1

∂jf
(〈

(k, k̂)1, (b
H , w)T

〉

, . . . ,
〈

(k, k̂)d1+d2 , (b
H , w)T

〉)(

(k̂, k̂)j , (k, k̂)
)

H
,

for (k, k̂)T ∈ H.
Firstly, we consider the stochastic integration of the kernel associated with A1.

Lemma 4.5. For each fixed t, V1
(

(bH(m), w(m)), (bH(m), w(m))
)i

t
, i ∈ {1, · · · , n} converges almost surely

and in L2(µH) with m→ ∞. Morever,

lim
m→∞

V1
(

(bH(m), w(m)), (bH(m), w(m))
)i

t
= Θi

t + Λi
t,

where Λi
t = limm→∞ E

[

V1
(

(bH(m), w(m)), (bH (m), w(m))
)i

t

]

is of finite p−variation, and Θi
t ∈ C2 which

corresponds to the symmetric Hilbert-Schmidt bilinear form V1 ((·, ·), (·, ·))it.

Proof. Consider the rough path V ′(BH ,W ) of V1
(

(bH , w), (bH , w)
)

, and V ′(BH ,W )1 = V1
(

(bH , w), (bH , w)
)

being the first level path. Moreover, V ′(BH ,W ) and V1
(

(bH , w), (bH , w)
)

is of second order, it follows that

∥

∥V ′(BH ,W )1
∥

∥

p−var
≤ c

(

1 +
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣ε(BH ,W )
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

p−var

)

, (4.18)

and

∥

∥V ′(BH ,W )1 − V ′(B̂H , Ŵ )1
∥

∥

p−var
≤ c

(

1 +
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣ε(BH ,W )
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

c

p−var

)

[p]
∑

∥

∥(BH ,W )j − (B̂H , Ŵ )j
∥

∥

p/j−var
,(4.19)
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where c is some constant, and
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣(BH ,W )
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p−var
is defined in Section 3. With Proposition 3.1, it is easy to

see that V ′(bH(m),W (m))1 = V1
(

(bH(m), w(m)), (bH(m), w(m))
)

converges to V1
(

(bH , w), (bH , w)
)

almost
surely. Consequently, we also have

E

[

∥

∥V ′(BH(m),W (m))1 − V ′(BH ,W )1
∥

∥

2

p−var

]

→ 0 as m→ ∞. (4.20)

Likewise, with (4.18) and Proposition 3.1, it shows that

E

[

∥

∥V ′(BH ,W )1
∥

∥

p−var

]

<∞. (4.21)

Hence, it is clear to see that Λi
t = limm→∞ E

[

V1
(

(bH(m), w(m)), (bH (m), w(m))
)i

t

]

is of finite p−variation.

Our next objective is to prove that Θi
t ∈ C2 which corresponds to the symmetric Hilbert-Schmidt bilinear

form V1 ((·, ·), (·, ·))it. Due to the definition of derivative operator,

D(k,k̂)χ(b
H(m), w(m))t = Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]D(k,k̂)d(b

H(m), w(m))Ts

= Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]d(k(m), k̂(m))Ts

= χ(k(m), k̂(m))t.

As m → ∞, it has ‖(k(m), k̂(m)) − (k, k̂)‖q−var with 2 > q > 1. Combined with the result that (k, k̂)T ∈
Cq−var

0 (Rd1+d2) 7→ χ(k, k̂) ∈ Cq−var
0 (Rn) is a bounded linear map, it follows that ‖χ(k(m), k̂(m))−χ(k, k̂)‖q−var →

0 with m→ ∞.
Similarly, we have

1

2
D(k,k̂)V1

(

(bH(m), w(m)), (bH (m), w(m))
)

t

= Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s

{

[∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]
〈

D(k,k̂)χ(b
H(m), w(m))s, d(b

H(m), w(m))Ts
〉

+[∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]
〈

χ(bH(m), w(m))s, D(k,k̂)d(b
H(m), w(m))Ts

〉

}

= Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s

{

[∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]
〈

χ(k(m), k̂(m))s, d(b
H(m), w(m))Ts

〉

+[∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]
〈

χ(bH(m), w(m))s, d(k(m), k̂(m))Ts
〉

}

= V1
(

(k(m), k̂(m)), (bH(m), w(m))
)

t
,

when m → ∞, we have ||(bH(m), w(m)) − (bH , w)||p−var → 0 almost surely and in Lr for any r > 0,

it is clear to see that 1
2D(k,k̂)V1

(

(bH(m), w(m)), (bH(m), w(m))
)

t
= V1

(

(k(m), k̂(m)), (bH(m), w(m))
)

t
→

V1
(

(k, k̂), (bH , w)
)

t
almost surely as m→ ∞.

In the same manner, it deduces that

1

2
D

(k̃,
˜̂
k)
D(k,k̂)V1

(

(bH(m), w(m)), (bH (m), w(m))
)

t
= V1

(

(k(m), k̂(m)), (k̃(m),
˜̂
k(m))

)

t
→ V1

(

(k, k̂), (k̃,
˜̂
k)
)

t
,

almost surely as m→ ∞.
Meanwhile, by the definition of derivative operator, it has

1

2
D

(k̃,
˜̂
k)
D(k,k̂)V

′
(

BH ,W
)1,i

t
= V1

(

(k, k̂), (k̃,
˜̂
k)
)i

t
i ∈ {1, · · · , n},

and

1

2
D(k,k̂)V

′
(

BH ,W
)1,i

t
= V1

(

(k, k̂), (bH , w)
)i

t
, i ∈ {1, · · · , n},

which claims that all elements in the first Wiener chaos C1 equal to 0. Furthermore, combined with The-
orem 4.1, and the fact that the second Wiener chaos C2 is unitarily isometric with the space of symmetric
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Hilbert-Schmidt operators in H ⊗H, it suffices to show that Θi
t ∈ C2 which corresponds to the symmetric

Hilbert-Schmidt bilinear form V1 ((·, ·), (·, ·))it.
The proof is completed. �

Lemma 4.6. Let p′ > p and F : Cp′−var
0 (Rn) be a Fréchet differentiable function, then ∇F

(

φ0
)

〈Θ〉 ∈
C2
(

µH
)

which is related to the symmetric Hilbert-Schmidt bilinear form ∇F
(

φ0
)

◦V1 = ∇F
(

φ0
)

〈V1((·, ·), (·, ·))〉
in Cameron-Martin space H.

Proof. Denote gK the elements of C2(µH), where K is sysmetric Hilbert-Schmidt bilinear form, define that

M :=
{

ϑ ∈ Cp−val
0 (Rn)∗ | ϑ〈Θ(w)〉 = gϑ◦V1(w) a.a.w

(

µH
)

}

, (4.22)

M is a linear subspace. From Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4, if ϑ1 ∈M converges to ϑ ∈M in the weak⋆-limit
as l → ∞, it deduces that ϑl ◦ V1 converges to ϑ ◦ V1 almost surely as l → ∞. Therefore, M is closed under
weak⋆-limit.

Since yik/2m (1 ≤ k ≤ 2m, 1 ≤ i ≤ n) is the dyadic approximation of y ∈ Cp−var
0 (Rn), ∇F

(

φ0
)

〈y(m)〉 is

the linear combination of yik/2m (1 ≤ k ≤ 2m, 1 ≤ i ≤ n). Furthermore, ∇F
(

φ0
)

◦ π(m) ∈ M . Due to that

∇F
(

φ0
)

◦ π(m) → ∇F
(

φ0
)

in the weak⋆-limit, it follows that ∇F
(

φ0
)

∈M . The proof is completed. �
Next, we turn to the stochastic integration of the kernel associated with A−A1.

Lemma 4.7. A−A1 being a self-adjoint Hilbert-Schmidt operator H which corresponds to

∇F
(

φ0
)

〈V2((·, ·), (·, ·))〉 +∇2F
(

φ0
)

〈χ((·, ·)), χ((·, ·))〉.

is of trace class, moreover,

〈

(A−A1) (B
H ,W ), (BH ,W )

〉

:= ∇F
(

φ0
) 〈

V2((B
H ,W ), (BH ,W ))

〉

+∇2F
(

φ0
)

〈χ(BH ,W ), χ(BH ,W )〉, (4.23)

is the sum of Tr(A − A1) and the second Wiener chaos corresponding to A − A1 which is denoted by
K̂A−A1

(

(BH ,W )1
)

.

Proof. With the aid of Lemma 4.2, A − A1, which is a self-adjoint Hilbert-Schmidt operator H is of trace
class for a Fréchet differentiable function F . It yields that

〈

(A−A1) (B
H ,W ), (BH ,W )

〉

can be rewritten
as the sum of Tr(A−A1) and the second Wiener chaos corresponding to A−A1,

〈

(A−A1) (B
H ,W ), (BH ,W )

〉

= K̂A−A1

(

(BH ,W )1
)

+Tr(A−A1). (4.24)

The proof is completed. �

Theorem 4.8. Let α > 1 be such that IdH + αA is strictly positive in the form sense, then

∫

GΩp(Rd1+d2)
exp

(

− α

2
〈A(BH ,W ), (BH ,W )〉

)

P
H(d(BH ,W ))

= exp[−α
2
(Tr (A−A1) +∇F

(

φ0
)

〈Λ〉)] · det
(

IdH + αA
)−1/2

, (4.25)

where det2 denotes the Carleman-Fredholm determinant.

Proof. Firstly, we have

∇F (φ)ψ(BH ,W ) +∇2F (φ)
〈

χ(BH ,W ), χ(BH ,W )
〉

= ∇F (φ)〈V1(BH ,W )〉+ 〈(A −A1)(B
H ,W ), (BH ,W )〉,

where

〈

(A−A1) (B
H ,W ), (BH ,W )

〉

:= ∇F
(

φ0
) 〈

V2((B
H ,W ), (BH ,W ))

〉
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+∇2F
(

φ0
)

〈χ(BH ,W ), χ(BH ,W )〉,

then by Lemma 4.7 and Lemma 4.6, it follows that
〈

(A−A1) (B
H ,W ), (BH ,W )

〉

is the sum of Tr(A −
A1) and the second Wiener chaos corresponding to A − A1 which is denoted by K̂A−A1

(

(BH ,W )1
)

, and

∇F
(

φ0
)

〈Θ〉 ∈ C2
(

µH
)

. Hence, define that {λj} and {κj} are eigenvalues and corresponding (orthonormal)

eigenvectors of A−A1, and {λ̂j} and {κ̂j} are eigenvalues and corresponding (orthonormal) eigenvectors of
A, we have

∇F (φ)〈V1(BH ,W )〉+ 〈(A−A1)(B
H ,W ), (BH ,W )〉

= ∇F (φ)〈V1(BH ,W )〉+
∑

j

λj
〈

ej , (B
H ,W )1

〉2

= ∇F (φ)〈V1(BH ,W )〉+ K̂A−A1

(

(BH ,W )1
)

+Tr(A−A1)

=
∑

λ̂j
( 〈

κ̂j , (B
H ,W )1

〉2 − 1
)

+Tr(A−A1) +∇F
(

φ0
)

〈Λ〉,

where {κ̂j}j=1,2,... are ONB of Cameron-Martin space H, and Λ defined in Lemma 4.5 is of finite p-variation.

Take the above proof into consideration, (4.25) is obtained.
The proof is completed. �

5. Main proof

Now, we give the proof of our main result.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. By Assumption (A2), FΛ := F ◦ Φ + ||(·, ·)||2H/2 attains its minimum at a unique
point (γ, η)T ∈ H. In the nerghborhood O ⊂ GΩp

(

R
d1+d2

)

of (γ, η), there exists a constant C such that

∫

Oc

exp
(

− F
(

Φ̂ε((B
H ,W ), λ)1

)

/ε2
)

P
H
ε (d(BH ,W )) ≤ Ce−(a+δ)/ε2 , (5.1)

for ε ∈ (0, 1]. The above term (5.1) converges to zero as ε→ 0.

According to the Lemma 3.6, setO = γ+Uρ where Uρ =
{

(BH ,W ) ∈ GΩp

(

R
d1+d2

)

|
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣(BH ,W )
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p−var
< ρ
}

for ρ > 0,
∫

γ+Uρ

exp
(

− F
(

Φ̂ε((B
H ,W ), λ)1

)

/ε2
)

P
H
ε (d(BH ,W ))

=

∫

Uρ

exp
(

− F
(

Φ̂ε((B
H ,W ) + (γ, η)T, λ)1

)

/ε2
)

× exp

(

− 1

ε2
〈

(γ, η)T, (BH ,W )1
〉

− 1

2ε2
‖(γ, η)‖2H

)

P
H
ε (d(BH ,W ))

=

∫

{|||(BH ,W )|||p−var<ρ}

exp

(

− F
(

φ(ε)
)

ε2
− 1

ε

〈

(γ, η)T, (BH ,W )1
〉

− 1

2ε2
‖(γ, η)‖2H

)

P
H(d(BH ,W )). (5.2)

Take the stochastic Taylor expansion for φ(ε) in the neighbourhood of φ(0), one can get

F (φ(ε)) = F
(

φ0
)

+∇F
(

φ0
) 〈

φ(ε) − φ0
〉

+ 1
2∇2F

(

φ0
) 〈

φ(ε) − φ0, φ(ε) − φ0
〉

+ 1
6

∫ 1

0 dθ∇3F
(

θφ(ε) + (1− θ)φ0
) 〈

φ(ε) − φ0, φ(ε) − φ0, φ(ε) − φ0
〉

= F
(

φ0
)

+∇F
(

φ0
) 〈

εφ1 + ε2φ2
〉

+ 1
2∇2F

(

φ0
) 〈

εφ1, εφ1
〉

+Q3
ε. (5.3)

Due to the result in Lemma 3.5, there exists some constanct C > 0 such that
∣

∣Q3
ε

∣

∣ ≤ C(ε+
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣ε(BH ,W )
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p−var
)3

on the set
{∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣ε(BH ,W )
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p−var
< ρ0

}

.

Consider the term with order −2 in (5.2), due to the Assumption (A2)

− 1

ε2
(

F
(

φ0
)

+
1

2
‖(γ, η)‖2H

)

= − a

ε2
.
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For the term of order −1 in (5.2), we have φ1 : GΩp(R
d1+d2) 7→ Cp−var

0 (Rn), and it satisfies the following
differential equation,

dφ1t − [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]
〈

φ1t , d(γt, ηt)
T
〉

−∇yβ
(

0, φ0t
) 〈

φ1t , 1
〉

dt

= [σ(φ0t )|σ̂(φ0t )]d(kt, k̂t)T +∇εβ
(

0, φ0t
)

dt, φ10 = 0 (5.4)

Then, set θ1(k, k̂)t = φ1(k, k̂)t − χ(k, k̂)t, where

χ(k, k̂)t =Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s [σ(φ0s)|σ̂(φ0s)]d(ks, k̂s)T. (5.5)

By the Assumption (A2), we conclude that

〈(k, k̂), (γ, η)〉H +∇F
(

φ0
)

〈χ(k, k̂)〉 = 0, (5.6)

Then, θ1(k, k̂)t satisfies the following differential equation,

dθ1t − [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]
〈

θ1t , d(γt, ηt)
T
〉

−∇yβ
(

0, φ0t
) 〈

θ1t , 1
〉

dt

= ∇εβ
(

0, φ0t
)

dt, θ10 = 0, (5.7)

its solution can be rewritten as θ1t =Mt

∫ t

0 M
−1
s ∇εβ

(

0, φ0s
)

ds, then, θ1(BH ,W )t is independent of (B
H ,W )

and of finite q-variation.
Hence, with (5.6) and straightforward computation, it deduces that

−1

ε
[〈(k, k̂), (γ, η)〉H +∇F

(

φ0
)

〈φ1(k, k̂)〉] = −∇F
(

φ0
)

〈θ1(k, k̂)〉
ε

.

Next, we focus on the term of order 0 in (5.2), it has

dφ2t − [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]
〈

φ2t , d(γt, ηt)
T
〉

−∇yβ
(

0, φ0t
) 〈

φ2t , 1
〉

dt

= [∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]
〈

φ1t , d(kt, k̂t)
T
〉

+
1

2
[∇2σ(φ0t )|∇2σ̂(φ0t )]

〈

φ1t , φ
1
t , d(γt, ηt)

T
〉

+
1

2
∇2

yβ
(

0, φ0t
) 〈

φ1t , φ
1
t

〉

dt+∇y∇εβ
(

0, φ0t
) 〈

φ1t , 1
〉

dt

+
1

2
∇2

εβ
(

0, φ0t
)

dt, φ20 = 0. (5.8)

Then, χ and ψ extend to continuous maps fromGΩp(R
d1+d2), and rewrite that χ(BH ,W ) and ψ((BH ,W ), (BH ,W )).

Consequently, we set θ2(k, k̂)t = φ2(k, k̂)t − ψ2((k, k̂), (k, k̂))t/2 , where

dψt − [∇σ(φ0t )|∇σ̂(φ0t )]〈ψt, d(γt, ηt)
T〉 − ∇yβ

(

0, φ0t
)

〈ψt, 1〉dt
= 2[∇σ(φ0t )|∇σ̂(φ0t )]

〈

χ(k, k̂)t, d(kt, k̂t)
T
〉

+[∇2σ(φ0t )|∇2σ̂(φ0t )]
〈

χ(k, k̂)t, χ(k, k̂)t, d(γt, ηt)
T
〉

+∇2β0
(

φ0t
) 〈

χ(k, k̂)t, χ(k, k̂)t
〉

dt, ψ0 = 0. (5.9)

And θ2(k, k̂)t statifies the differential equation as follows,

dθ2t − [∇σ(φ0t )|∇σ̂(φ0t )]
〈

θ2t , d(γt, ηt)
T
〉

−∇yβ
(

0, φ0t
) 〈

θ2t , 1
〉

dt

= [∇σ(φ0t )|∇σ̂(φ0t )]
〈

θ1t , d(kt, k̂t)
T
〉

+
1

2
[∇2σ(φ0t )|∇2σ̂(φ0t )]

〈

θ1t , θ
1
t , d(γt, ηt)

T
〉

+[∇2σ(φ0t )|∇2σ̂(φ0t )]
〈

θ1t , χt, d(γt, ηt)
T
〉

+
1

2
∇2

yβ
(

φ0t
) 〈

θ1t , θ
1
t

〉

dt+∇2
yβ
(

φ0t
) 〈

θ1t , χt

〉

dt

+∇y∇εβ
(

φ0t
) 〈

θ1t + χt

〉

dt+
1

2
∇2

εβ
(

0, φ0t
)

dt, θ20 = 0. (5.10)

Equivalently, its solution can be rewritten as

θ2t = Mt

∫ t

0

M−1
s

[

[∇σ(φ0s)|∇σ̂(φ0s)]
〈

θ1s , d(ks, k̂s)
T
〉

+
1

2
[∇2σ(φ0s)|∇2σ̂(φ0s)]

〈

θ1s , θ
1
s , d(γs, ηs)

T
〉
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+[∇2σ(φ0s)|∇2σ̂(φ0s)]
〈

θ1s , χs, d(γs, ηs)
T
〉

+
1

2
∇2

yβ
(

φ0s
) 〈

θ1s , θ
1
s

〉

ds+∇2
yβ
(

φ0s
) 〈

θ1s , χs

〉

ds

+∇y∇εβ
(

φ0s
) 〈

θ1s + χs

〉

ds+
1

2
∇2

εβ
(

0, φ0s
)

ds
]

. (5.11)

So, θ2((k, k̂), (k, k̂)) extends a map from GΩp(R
d1+d2) to Cp−var

0 (Rn). Moreover, from Lemma 3.5, for some
constant C > 0, it has

∥

∥θ2(BH ,W )
∥

∥

p−var
≤ C(1 +

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣(BH ,W )
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p−var
) with (BH ,W ) ∈ GΩp(R

d1+d2). By

the Lemma 3.2, it follows that θ2(BH ,W ) is exponential integrable.
By Lemma 3.5, Lemma 3.2 and Theorem 4.1, it deduces that

exp
(

−∇F
(

φ0
) 〈

φ2
〉

− 1

2
∇2F

(

φ0
) 〈

φ1, φ1
〉 )

∈ Lr
(

GΩp

(

R
d1+d2

)

,PH
)

, r > 1.

When ε ≤ ρ, it has

1{|||ε(BH ,W )|||p−var<ρ} exp
(

−∇F
(

φ0
) 〈

φ2
〉

− 1
2∇2F

(

φ0
) 〈

φ1, φ1
〉 )

exp
(

−ε−2Q3
ε

)

≤ exp
(

−∇F
(

φ0
) 〈

φ2
〉

− 1
2∇2F

(

φ0
) 〈

φ1, φ1
〉 )

exp
[

2Cρ(1 +
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣(BH ,W )
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p−var
)2
]

. (5.12)

The dominated convergence theorem yields that

lim
ε→0

∫

{|||ε(BH ,W )|||p−var<ρ}

exp
(

−∇F
(

φ0
) 〈

φ2
〉

− 1

2
∇2F

(

φ0
) 〈

φ1, φ1
〉

− 1

ε2
Q3

ε

)

P
H(d(BH ,W ))

=

∫

GΩp(Rd1+d2)
exp

(

−∇F
(

φ0
) 〈

φ2
〉

− 1

2
∇2F

(

φ0
) 〈

φ1, φ1
〉 )

P
H(d(BH ,W )). (5.13)

By Lemma 4.8, the right-hand side of (5.13) exists, then the coefficient α0 can be defined in the following
sense,

α0 = exp[−1

2
(Tr (A−A1) +∇F

(

φ0
)

〈Λ〉)] · det
(

IdH +A
)−1/2

, (5.14)

where Λ is of finite p−variation.
The proof is completed. �
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