arXiv:2308.01591v3 [math.PR] 26 Mar 2024

Moderate deviations for rough differential equations
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Abstract

Small noise problems are quite important for all types of stochastic differential
equations. In this paper we focus on rough differential equations driven by scaled
fractional Brownian rough path with Hurst parameter H € (1/4,1/2]. We prove
a moderate deviation principle for this equation as the scale parameter tends to
ZETO.
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1 Introduction

Consider the following stochastic differential equation (SDE) with a deterministic initial
point a € R® driven by a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion (w;)scp,1) scaled by
a small parameter ¢ € (0, 1]:

AYF = b(Y7)dt + eo(YE) xdw,, Vi =a.

Here, the coefficients o: R® — R*? and b: R® — R are sufficiently regular functions
and *dw; denotes either the It6 stochastic differential dw; or the Stratonovich one odw;.

Investigating various limiting behaviors of Y* = (Y}%) 0,1 as € N\ 0 is quite important
not just for the standard SDE as above but also for many variants of SDEs. These
problems are called small noise problems. One of the most typical examples are Freidlin-
Wentzell’s large deviation principle (LDP) for {Y*}.c(0,1. Another example could be a
central limit-type theorem for (Y° — Y?)/e, which states that this process converges in
law to a Gaussian process.

In this paper we take up a moderate deviation principle (MDP), which is in fact an
LDP for {Z}.c(0,1) by definition, where we set

Y,
Zp = ———, 0< A<l

This is equivalent to Freidlin-Wentzell’s LDP when A = 0, while { Z¢} satisfies the central
limit-type theorem when A = 1. Therefore, the MDP bridge the gap between these two
famous limit theorems.
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The following is a partial list of preceding works on MDPs of this kind. MDPs
for various stochastic systems such as jump-type SDEs [3, 2], SDEs with delay [21],
stochastic Hamiltonian systems [24], slow-fast systems [10] 9] [16], 12], and Volterra-type
SDEs [17, 14] have already been proved. For MDPs for stochastic PDEs, see [22], 23] [1§]
among others. In these works, the driving noises are standard, i.e. either Brownian or
Poisson type.

Study of MDPs for SDEs driven by a (mixed) fractional Brownian motion is still in
its infancy. To our knowledge, there are only three works [1} 8, 25]. All of them are quite
recent and study the case where Hurst parameter is larger than 1/2. MDPs of this type
is not known in the setting of rough path theory. (Before finishing this work, however,
the author was informed of [I1], in which an MDP is proved for certain rough partial
differential equations. These equations look quite different from those in this paper.)

However, to the best of the authors’ knowledge, no such result is known for rough
differential equations (RDEs) of standard type. Our main result (Theorem B.2) is an
MDP for RDEs driven by a scaled fractional Brownian rough path with Hurst parameter
H € (1/4,1/2]. To prove it, we only use Lyons’ continuity theorem, a Schilder-type LDP
for fractional Brownian rough path and the contraction principle for LDPs.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we discuss RDE for the
process Z°. Everything in this section is deterministic. The drift term of the RDE is
unbounded, but thanks to [20], we can make sure that solutions never explode. Once
non-explosion is confirmed, we can show that Z¢ satisfies Lyons’ continuity theorem, that
is, it depends continuously on both the driving rough path and the small parameter ¢.
Section 3 is a probabilistic part. We start by recalling a Schilder-type LDP for fractional
Brownian rough path on the geometric rough path space. Our main result is Theorem
[B.2] in which the MDP is stated and proved. The proof is almost immediate from
the continuity theorem for Z¢ since we can combine the contraction principle and the
Schilder-type LDP. Besides, a central limit-type theorem is also provided in Proposition
3.1l

Notation: In this paper we will use the following notation (unless otherwise specified).
We write N = {1,2,...}. The time interval of (rough) paths and stochastic processes is
[0,1]. All the vector spaces are over R.

Now we will introduce the notation for some Banach spaces. (Below, d,e € N and
V is the standard gradient on a Euclidean space.)

e For brevity, we write R®*? for the set of real e x d-matrices. The identity matrix
of size e is denoted by Id, or simply Id. Similarly, we write Re*? for R¢ @ R®.

e The set of all continuous path ¢: [0, 1] — R? is denoted by C(R?). Equipped with
the usual sup-norm ||¢||~, this is a Banach space. For a € (0, 1], the set of a-Holder
continuous paths is denoted by C®(R%) := {¢ € C(R?): ||¢||la < oo}, where [|¢]s
is the usual a-Holder seminorm. Similarly, for p € [1,00), the set of continuous
paths of finite p-variation is denoted by CPV®(R?) = {¢ € C(R%): ||o||pvar < 00},
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where ||¢||pvar is the usual p-variation seminorm. The set of continuous paths that
start at 0 is denoted by Co(R?). In a similar way, C§'(R?) and C§™**" are defined.

Let U C R? be a domain. For k € NU {0}, C*(U,R¢) denotes the set of C*-
functions from U to R®. (When k£ = 0, we simply write C'(U,R®) instead of
CY(U,R?).) The set of bounded C*-functions f: U — R® whose derivatives up to
order k are all bounded is denoted by C(U,R¢). This is a Banach space with the
norm || f|lcx == Zf:o |Vflloo- (Here, || - ||oo stands for the usual sup-norm on U.)

As usual, we set C°°(U,R®) := N2 ,C*(U,R°) and C°(U,R®) := N, CF(U, R).
Let U C R? be a domain and v > 0. We write v = k+a for k € Nand a € (0, 1] in
a unique way. We say f: U — R€ is of Lip” if f € CF(U,R®) and V*f is a-Holder

continuous on U. The set of all such Lip”-functions is denoted by Lip” (U, R®).
The Lip”-norm is defined by

Wl = 1 fllgp + sup L =IW

ryeUary T —Y[®
Note that for CF(U,R®) C Lip*(U,R¢) for every k € N.

Let « = 1/p € (1/2,1] and N € N. If w belongs to C§(R?) or CJ* (R?), then we
can define

Sn(w)ey ::/ dwy, ® - - - ® dwy,,, 0<s<t<1
0<ty <<t <1

as an iterated Young integral for all m (1 < m < N). We call Sy(w) the natural
lift of w.

Let a € (1/4,1/2]. We denote by GQ,(R?) the a-Holder geometric rough path
space over R (See [7, [19] for a precise definition.) By definition, G, (R?) is
the closure of {S|1/a)(w): w € C§(R?)} with respect to the a-Holder rough path
metric. It also coincides with the closure of {S|i/qj(w): w € CP (R} for every

B e (1/2,1].

Deterministic Part

Let a € (1/4,1/2] and ¢ € (0,1]. In this section, we consider the following rough
differential equation (RDE) driven by x € G, (R%):

dy; = b(y;)dt + eo(yf)dxi,  y;=a R, (2.1)

In this work a is arbitrary, but basically fixed. In sprit € is a small constant. We will
let € tend to 0 later. It should be recalled that a unique solution of an RDE continously
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depends on both the driving rough path and the coefficients with respect to appropriate
topologies under natural assumptions.

Though there are several formulations of RDEs, we adopt one in Friz-Victoir’ book
[7 in this paper because two main preceding results we use are both proved in that
formulation ([7, Theorem 12.10] and [20, Theorem 3.1]). In this formulation, a solution
of an RDE is a continuous path in the usual sense and has no “higher level” objects.
(In any formulation, the first level path of a solution, i.e. the component that plays the
role of a usual path, coincides with a solution in the above sense after an adjustment of
the initial value.)

Let : (0,1] — (0, 00) be a continuous, non-increasing function such that lim.\ g ex(e) =
0. (In what follows we understand 0x(0) = 0.) We are interested in the following object:

5 0
Ye — Y
ZE‘: t t

: 2.2
! ek(e) (22)
At least formally, one can easily check that z° satisfies
1
dz; = </ Vb(y? + Gem(e)zfxzf}clﬁ) dt + k() to(y) +ek(e)zf)dx;, z5 = 0.
0

The above heuristic consideration leads us to study the following system of RDEs:

dy; = b(y;)dt, vi=a,  (23)

1
di; = (/ Vb(yto + 98&(8)2E)<2§>d9) dt + a(yf + er(e)z;)dxy, ze = 0. (2.4)
0

For the rest of this section, we will show some deterministic properties of (2.3))—(2.4).
Note that this system of RDEs makes sense even when ¢ = 0.

Proposition 2.1. Let o € (1/4,1/2], € € [0,1] and consider the system [23)—24) of
RDEs driven by x € GQu(RY).

(i) Suppose that o is of Lip™™ for some v > a™' and b is of Lip?. Then, (23)-(@24) has
a unique (time-global) solution (y°, 2%) for every x € GQ,(R?), a € R® and ¢ € [0, 1].
Moreover, for every r > 0 and a € R®, there ezists a constant Cy, > 0 such that

Hyo”oo + H'%EHOO < Cop (2-5>

for every € € [0,1] and x with Z}i/lod ||XZ||é/Z <r. Here, C,, depends only on r and |a|
(and o, b, a).
(ii) Suppose that o is of Lip"™! for some v > a~' and b is of C3. Then,

0,1] x GQ(RY) 3 (g,x) = 2° € C*(R%) (2.6)

18 continuous.



Proof. We set Br = {(z,y) € R : |z|> + |y|* < R?*} for R > 0. We write 7 = m + A
for a unique (m, \) € N x (0, 1]. Recall that ¢ — er(e) is continuous on [0, 1].
First, we show (i). The diffusion coefficient of the system of RDEs is

R 3 (Z) ~ (cr(erg/{(»S)z)) € R (27)

which is again of Lip”*!. Since ex(e) is bounded in e, its Lip?™'-norm is bounded by
c||o|lpipr+1, where ¢ > 0 is a constant independent of e. The drift of the system of RDEs

IS R 3 (Z) - ( 1 b(y +l§§/i(e)z)(z>d0) € R, (28)

which is clearly locally Lipschitz continuous. Moreover, it is of linear growth uniformly
in € € [0,1], that is,

[b(y)| +

1
[ 9o+ 00(@)2)00] < ol + IV, i € R
0

Now, we use [20, Theorem 3.1], in which Lyons’ continuity theorem was extended to the
case of RDEs with drift vector field of linear growth. It assures the existence of a unique
global solution (y°, 2%) for every x and e. Inequality (ZH) is also proved in [20].

Next, we show (ii). We write d.(y, 2) := o(y+er(e)z). Since it holds for all y, z € R®
and ¢ (0 <1i < m) that

Vio(y +er(e)z) — Via(y + cor(eo)2)
= {ek(e) — 50/{(60)}/0 drV' o (1(y 4+ erle)z) + (1 — 7)(y + cor(c0)2)) (2),
we can easily see that

lim sup |Vie(y+ek(e)z) — Vio(y + cor(e)z)| = 0

€0 (y,Z)EBR
for all R > 0 and i (0 < ¢ < m). Moreover, since
V"0 (y1 +ek(e)21) — V"o (yz + ek(e)22)

= /0 drV™ o (r(yr + ekle)z) + (1= 7) (1o + eri(e)22)) (Y1 — 12) +ek(e) (21 — 22)),

we can easily show for all R > 0 that the A-Hélder norm on Bpy of
Br3 (y,z) = V"0(y+er(e)z) — V"0 (y + eor(e0)2)

converges to 0 as € — ¢p. It should be noted that we used above only the dominated
convergence theorem and that V™*lo is bounded and uniformly continuouson every
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bounded subset. (In other words, the Holder continuity of V™o was not used). Com-
bining these, we can see that

[0,1] > e~ 6. € Lip"(Bg, R

is continuous for all R > 0.
Similarly, we set S:(y, z) := fol Vb(y + Ock(e)z)(z)df. Then, essentially in the same
way as above, we can also show that

0,1] 3 e~ B. € Lip'™°(Bg, R (2.9)

for every R > 0 and sufficiently small § > 0.

Now, we use [7, Theorem 12.10 and Remark 12.7 (i)], which is a version of Lyons’
continuity theorem for RDEs with drift. It claims that a solution of such an RDE
continuously depends on both the driving rough path and the coefficients. Thanks to
(i), we can use a standard cut-off technique. Combining these, we can show that

[1/a]
0.1] x {x € GRY): > X1 <r} 3 (e,x) = (4°,2°) €CO®R™)  (2.10)
i=1

is continuous for all » > 0. This proves (ii).

Before closing, we elaborate on the above cut-off procedure. Set R = C,, for every
r > 0, where C,, > 0 is as in (Z5). Choose a smooth function x,: R**¢ — [0, 1] such
that x, = 1 on Bg and x, = 0 outside Bry; . We cut off the coefficients of (2.4]) by
replacing 6.(y, z) and B.(y, z) by x»(y, 2)5-(y, z) and x,(y, 2)B-(y, 2), respectively. (No
need to cut off the coefficient b in (2.3]).) Suppose that ZZLL/IQJ ||X’||i/Z < r. Then, due to
(i), (3°, 2°) also solves a new system of RDEs with the new coefficients x,3, x,&. and b.
Since € — x,6. € Lip?(R“t*, R*%) and ¢ — f. € Lip**(R°+¢, R®) are both continuous,
we can apply the above-mentioned facts in [7] to the new system of RDEs to prove the
continuity of the map in (2.10). O

Definition 2.2. ([2.6) We denote by @: [0, 1] x GQu(RY) — C*(R®) the map defined by
(2:6), namely, ®(e,x) = 2°.

Proposition 2.3. Let a € (1/4,1/2] and € € (0,1]. Let y* be a unique solution of RDE
@) and set 2= by [2.2). Then, we have

2f = ®(e, k(e) 'x), x € GQ(RY), € € (0,1].
Here, r(g)™'x is the dilation of x by k(e)™' > 0.

Proof. Let x € C*(R?) and denote its natural lift by x := 5|14 (2). In this case, y° is a
unique solution of the following Riemann-Stieltjes ODE:

dy; = b(y;)dt + eo(y;)dxy, Yo = a € R
6



We can see from this that
=< e { [ 00 - oulas < [ otu)an
— e [ 0+ 2h(2)2) — B s + () / o4+ 2n(2):2)dr,

! t
= / (/ Vb(y? + 05/@(5)22)(22)%) ds + /{(5)_1/ o(y? + ek(e)zf)du,.

o \Jo 0

Hence, we have z° = ®(e, k(g)7'S|1/a)(2)) in this case. For a general x € GQ,(R?),
we take {1p}reny C CHR?) such that limy_,o Sl1/a)(Tr) = x in GO (RY) and use the
continuity of ®(g,-) and x — y° for each fixed e € (0, 1]. O

3 Probabilistic Part

In this section, we take parameters as follows. Let H € (1/4,1/2]. It H € (1/3,1/2], we
take o € (1/3, H). if H € (1/4,1/3], we take « € (1/4, H). Note that |H™ '] = [a!].)

Denote by (wf)ejo,1) = (w; L wlh )ic[o,1] be a d-dimensional fractional Brownian
motion with Hurst parameter H. A canonical rough path lift of w! is denoted by W
and is called fractional Brownian rough path with Hurst parameter H. It is viewed as
a GQq(R?Y)-valued random variable. For m € N, we denote by w(m) be a piecewise
linear approximation of w# associated with {i/2™ : 0 < i < 2™}. It is known that
S|1/a) (W (m)) converges (at least) in probability to W# with respect to the a-Hélder
rough path topology.

We denote by H (R?) be the Cameron-Martin space of w. Each h € H# (R?) is H-
Holder continuous and of finite { H + (1/2)} ~!-variation (see [6, 5]). Note that 1 < {H +
(1/2)}~' < 4/3. Hence, S|1/q(h) is well-defined in the variation setting, although its
Holder regularity is not so clear a priori. However, it is known that S|1/4)(h) € GQq(R?)
(see [6]). The injection S|1/q): HY (R?) < GQ(R?) is locally Lipschitz continuous.

Let eW be the dilation of W by ¢ € (0,1]. A Schilder-type LDP is known, that
is, {eEWH} (01 satisfies an LDP on GQ,(R?) as £ \, 0 with speed % and a good rate
function J, which is defined by

J(x) = HhH%H(Rd)/Q (if x = S|1/a)(h) for some h € H*(RY)),
| 4o (otherwise).

(See [7, Theorem 15.55].) Moreover, {eW#}.c 1) is exponentially tight on GQ,(R?),
due to a Fernique-type theorem for W#. (See [7, Theorem 15.33].).

For € € [0,1], let Y¢ be a unique solution of (ZI)) with x being replaced by W#
namely,

dYF = b(Y7)dt + eo(YE)AWE,  Yi=acR", (3.1)
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and set for € € (0, 1]
Ye — YO
Zy = ——". 3.2
t 6/‘6(6) ( )
Clearly, Z¢ is a C%(R%)-valued random variable.

Proposition 3.1. Consider the case k = 1. Suppose that o is of Lip”™ for some
v> H™ and b is of C3. Then, as e \0,

}/tz-:_)/tO

7: = — &0, WH)

in C*(R%) almost surely. Moreover, ®(0, W) is a mean-zero Gaussian process.

Proof. Let H™' < a™' <~y A (|H™'| +1). The convergence is immediate from Propo-
sitions 21 and 23] (and Definition 22 too). So, it remains to show that Gaussian
property. Since

(0, WH) = Wlbgr(l)o ®(0, S|1/a) (0 (m))) a.s.,

it suffices to check that ®(0, S|1/a|(w(m))), which will be denoted by Z(m), is Gaussian
with mean zero. By definition, Z(m) solves the following Riemann-Stieltjes ODE:

m)
d=(m); = Vb(y,)(Z(m)e)dt + o (y;)dw™ (m),, E(m)o = 0.
Let M be a unique solution of the following e x e matrix-valued ODE:
dM, = Vb(y)) M,dt, My = 1d,.

Note that Vb is viewed as an e x e matrix-valued function. Then, M; is invertible and
non-random and we have

(1]

(m), = M, / Mo (y)w" (), ds

for all t € [0,1]. Note that, for all s, w”(m). can be written as a linear combination
of {wi%m: 0 <i< 2™} So, Z(m); can be written as a limit of linear combinations of

{wl: 0 < s <1}, which implies that Z(m) is a mean-zero Gaussian process. O

Now we provide our main theorem. It is an MDP for RDEs driven by fractional
Brownian rough path with Hurst parameter H € (1/4,1/2]. A prominent example of
isk(e)=clfor0<f<1.

Theorem 3.2. Let H € (1/4,1/2] and a € (0, H). Suppose that k: (0,1] — (0,00) is a
continuous, non-increasing function such that lim.\ o k(e) = +o00 and lim. o ek(e) = 0.
Suppose further that o is of Lip"** for some v > H™' and b is of C3.

Then, {Z¢}.c(0q) satisfies an LDP in C*(R?) as € \, 0 with speed k(g)? and a good

rate function I given by

I(§) = inf{HhH;H(Rd)/Z: h € HA(RY) such that € = Z"}, ¢ € C*(RY).
8



As usual we set inf() = 4+o00. Here, =" stands for a unique solution of the following
Young ODFE driven by h:

d=t = by (EMdt + o (yP)dhs, =h = 0. (3.3)

Proof. The larger « is, the stronger the claim of the theorem becomes. Hence, it is
enough to assume H' < a™' <~y A (|[H '] +1).

Consider the family of point masses {.}.c(,1] on [0,1]. Clearly, it satisfies an LDP
on [0,1] as e \, 0 with speed x(g)? and a good rate function K, where K (0) := 0 and
K(s) :=400if 0 < s < 1. It is also clear that {d. }.c(o,1) is exponentially tight on [0, 1].

By a general fact for LDPs for product measures (see [4, p. 129] for instance),
{(e, k() "WH)}.c(0.1] satisfies an LDP on [0, 1] x G, (R?) as £ N\, 0 with speed (e)?
and a good rate function J, where

j( ) R ||h||3-lH(]Rd)/2 (1f e=0and x = SU/WJ (h) for some h € HH(Rd))’
2 +00 (otherwise).

By Proposition 2.3, we have Z° = &(e, s(e)'WH) and ® is continuous by Propo-
sition 2.Il Therefore, we can use the contraction principle [4, Theorem 4.2.1] to obtain
the desired LDP for {Z°}.c(o,1) with a good rate function I given as follows:

I1(¢) = inf{HhHiH(Rd)/Q: h € HA(R?) such that & = ®(0, S)1/ai(h))}, € € C*(RY).

Noting that =" = ®(0, S|1/4(h)), we completes the proof. O

Remark 3.3. By specializing H = 1/2 in Theorem B.2] we recover known moderate
deviation results for usual SDEs at least to some extent. (Since we use rough path
theory, the conditions on b and ¢ in this remark are stronger than those in preceding
works.) Note that W# is Stratonovich-type Brownian rough path in this case. In this
remark,  is the same as in Theorem

(1) Suppose that o is of Lip”™* for some v > 2 and b is of C. Then, the solution Y©
of RDE (B coincides with a unique solution of the following usual Strotonovich-type

SDE driven by standard Brownian motion (w, / 2)t€[0,1]1
dy; = b(y;)dt + eo(yf) o dw”®, Y5 =a R

Note that this SDE has a unique (non-exploding) solution because both b and o are of
CZ (see a corollary in [I3| p. 106] for instance). Therefore, an MDP for {y*}.c(0,1 (i-e.
an LDP for {2%}.c(0,1), where 2% := (y* — %) /{er(e)}) is a special case of Theorem
above.

(2) Next, we discuss Ito-type SDEs. Suppose that o is of Cf and b is of C?. Instead
of (B.1]), we consider the following RDE:

AV = b (YE)dt + eo (Y)W, Yi =a € R, (3.4)
9



where
e

d
= . g2 . )
be(y) := -5 E ki (Y) - Okoij (y), yeR 1<i<e.

j=1 k=1

In other words, b in (3.1]) was replaced by b€,~which is of C} again. Note & in front of
the It6-Stratonovich correction term. Then, Y¢ coincides with a unique solution of the
following usual Ito-type SDE:

de = b(i)dt + eo(7)dw,”®,  §5=a € R".

It should be noted that since b. depends on e, an MDP for {175}56(0,1] (equivalently,
those for {°}.c(,1]) is not proved in Theorem B2l But, we can slightly modify Theorem
to cover this case as follows. First, b in RDE (24) is replaced by b.. Then, the
(new) drift vector field of this RDE, as a function of ¢, still satisfies the same property
as in (2.9). Moreover, thanks to the factor €2, the limiting skeleton ODE (B.3]) remains
unchanged, i.e. the correction term vanishes from this ODE. For these reasons, we can
see the same MDP holds for {Y*}.c(o) (and {§}ee(o.), toO.
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