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UNIFORM ATTRACTION AND EXIT PROBLEMS FOR STOCHASTIC DAMPED WAVE

EQUATIONS

IOANNIS GASTERATOS, MICHAEL SALINS, AND KONSTANTINOS SPILIOPOULOS

ABSTRACT. We consider a class of wave equations with constant damping and polynomial nonlinearities that
are perturbed by small, multiplicative, space-time white noise. The equations are defined on a one-dimensional
bounded interval with Dirichlet boundary conditions, continuous initial position and distributional initial veloc-
ity. In the first part of this work, we study the corresponding deterministic dynamics and prove that certain neigh-
borhoods of asymptotically stable equilibria are uniformly attracting in the topology of uniform convergence.
Then, we consider exit problems for local solutions of the stochastic damped wave equations from bounded do-
mains D of uniform attraction. Using tools from large deviations along with novel controllability results, we
obtain logarithmic asymptotics for exit times and exit places, in the vanishing noise limit, that are expressed in
terms of the corresponding quasipotential. In doing so, we develop arguments that take into account the lack of
both smoothing and exact controllability that are inherent to the problem at hand. Moreover, our exit time results
provide asymptotic lower bounds for the mean explosion time of local solutions. We introduce a novel notion
of "regular" boundary points allowing to avoid the question of boundary smoothness in infinite dimensions and
leading to the proof of a large deviations lower bound for the exit place. We illustrate this notion by providing
explicit examples for different classes of domains D. Conditions under which lower and upper bounds for exit
time and exit place logarithmic asymptotic hold, are also presented. In addition, we obtain deterministic stability
results for linear damped wave equations that are of independent interest.

1. INTRODUCTION

We are concerned with the stochastic damped wave equations




∂2t u
ǫ + α∂tu

ǫ = ∂2xu
ǫ + b

(
uǫ
)
+ ǫσ

(
uǫ
)
Ẇ

uǫ(0, x) = u(x), ∂tu
ǫ(0, x) = v(x), x ∈ (0, ℓ),

uǫ(t, x) = 0, (t, x) ∈ [0,∞)× {0, ℓ} , ǫ > 0

(1)

defined on the one-dimensional spatial interval (0, ℓ) with Dirichlet boundary conditions. The solution
uǫ can be thought as the displacement field of a one-dimensional string of length ℓ > 0 with fixed ends
and unit density. The string is subject to small, state-dependent random forcing σẆ of intensity ǫ ≪ 1, a
nonlinear polynomial force b and a damping force of constant magnitude α > 0 that is proportional to the
velocity field ∂tuǫ. Throughout this work, Ẇ is space-time white noise and the initial position/velocity pair
(u, v) ∈ C0(0, ℓ) × C−1(0, ℓ) is given respectively by a continuous function that vanishes on the boundary
points and a distribution that can be thought as the generalized derivative of a continuous function (see
Section 2 for precise definitions).

Random perturbations of dynamical systems such as (1) have been extensively studied in the literature
since the classical work of Freidlin-Wentzell in the 70’s [24]. A significant part of their theory is devoted to
studying the long-time effects of small noise on the behavior of a finite-dimensional dynamical system. As
a prototypical example, they consider the exit problem of a finite-dimensional diffusion process Zǫ from a
domain of attraction. Letting D be a bounded, uniformly attracting domain that contains an asymptotically
stable equilibrium z∗ of the noiseless dynamics, they prove logarithmic asymptotics for the exit times τ ǫD of
Zǫ from D in the zero-noise limit ǫ→ 0. Moreover, their analysis provides asymptotic results for the law of
exit places Zǫ(τ ǫD) that is supported on the boundary ∂D.
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Roughly speaking, as ǫ→ 0, exit times from D are expected to diverge since the noiseless dynamics will
stay trapped in D without exiting. When ǫ is small but non-zero, random trajectories issued from points
in D tend to spend a large amount of time near small neighborhoods of z∗ with overwhelming probability.
Nevertheless, fast "rare" exits to the boundary take place in time scales of order exp(1/ǫ2). Moreover, it can
be shown that such exits are facilitated when the random trajectories remain close to certain deterministic
paths of minimal "energy". Following this rationale and making use of large deviations estimates and the
Markov property, Freidlin-Wentzell [24] show that, when ǫ ≈ 0,

τ ǫD ≈ exp

(
V (z∗, ∂D)

ǫ2

)
,

where the asymptotic growth rate is given by the quasipotential V (z∗, ∂D). The latter quantifies the minimal
energy required by a controlled trajectory issued from z∗ to reach ∂D in finite time. It is defined, see also
Definition 6.2, by

V (z∗, ∂D) := inf

{
Iz,T (φ)

∣∣∣∣ T > 0, φ ∈ C([0, T ]; E) : φ(0) = z∗, φ(T ) ∈ ∂D

}
(2)

where E is the corresponding state space and Iz∗,T : C([0, T ]; E) → [0,∞] the large deviations rate function
of {Zǫ; ǫ > 0} :

Iz,T (φ) := inf

{
1

2
|u|2L2([0,T ];H)

∣∣∣∣u ∈ L2([0, T ];H) : φ = Zu
z

}
.

Here, u, Zu
z , H denote respectively a deterministic control, a controlled trajectory of the underlying deter-

ministic equation (also known as the "skeleton" equation) issued from z ∈ D and an appropriate Hilbert
space depending on the covariance of the driving noise (for d-dimensional diffusions H := Rd) . As for the
distribution of exit places, the classical theory shows that Zǫ(τ ǫD) concentrates on minimizers of V (z∗, ∂D)
with probability converging to 1 as ǫ → 0. Such results on exit problems for diffusions can be found e.g.
in [24, Chapter 4] (see also [21, Section 5.7] and references therein). Several extensions in finite dimensions
have been explored in settings such as characteristic boundaries (i.e. when ∂D contains saddle points)
[17, 18, 19], delay equations [30] and McKean-Vlasov equations [45].

Turning to infinite dimensions, a natural question is whether similar asymptotics continue to hold when
Zǫ is the solution of a parabolic Stochastic Partial Differential Equation (SPDE). Essential difficulties arise
when it comes to both controllability properties and regularity of the quasipotential. In particular, lower
bounds for the exit times τ ǫD rely on certain continuity properties of V. In order to prove the latter, one
needs to show that two states in E that are arbitrarily close can be joined with a controlled path Zu

z with
arbitrarily small energy. In contrast to finite dimensions, where linear paths are sufficient to obtain such
statements, the presence of unbounded operators prevents from using classical arguments. Nevertheless,
the authors of [40] were able to overcome these obstacles and proved exit time and place asymptotics for
a class of parabolic SPDEs with Allen-Cahn type nonlinearities, in spatial dimension d = 1, and in the
case where E = C0(0, ℓ) and D is a domain with characteristic boundary (thus extending results from [19]
to an infinite-dimensional setting). In [40], the smoothing properties of the heat kernel along with the
superlinear dissipativity (or "coming-down-from-infinity") of the dynamics are key ingredients that allow
for such extensions. Related results for SPDEs in any spatial dimension d > 1 with "smooth" additive noise
and Lipschitz nonlinearities have been obtained in [8]; see also [12, 15, 20].

In the present work, we are interested in exit problems for hyperbolic SPDEs such as (1). In the lit-
erature, similar problems have been considered exclusively in the context of small-mass asymptotics (or
Smoluchowski-Kramers approximations) which amount to studying (1) with a small constant µ multiply-
ing the acceleration term ∂2t u

ǫ. In particular, [11, 23] consider finite-dimensional Lengevin equations and
compare exit problem asymptotics for the position component as µ, ǫ → 0. As for the infinite-dimensional
case, [10] focuses on small-mass, small-noise damped wave equations in d ≥ 1 spatial dimensions, with
additive colored noise and Lipschitz nonlinearities. Letting E = L2 × H−1, G ⊂ L2 open and bounded,
they generalize exit problem results from [11] to infinite dimensions by studying quasipotentials and exits
from cylindrical domains D = G × H−1 as ǫ, µ → 0. Next, we mention a number of works that develop
general approaches to Freidlin-Wentzell exit problems for small-noise stochastic evolution equations that
take values in Banach spaces: [36] obtains exit time and place asymptotics for equations with multiplicative
noise under strong dissipativity assumptions on the nonlinearity b and in the case of a single equilibrium
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point. Uniform large deviation principles and their applications to exit problems are investigated in [39]
under the assumptions that the associated semigroups are smoothing and that the quasipotential is reg-
ular. Generic estimates for exit time and place asymptotics for additive noise SPDEs are included in [16,
Chapter 12.5]. We conclude the literature review by mentioning a few other works concerned with small-
noise, long time behaviour for wave equations: [31] proves large deviations for invariant measures of a
3d-version of (1) driven by spatially smooth noise. Finally, mean transition frequencies between metastable
states for 1d, additive-noise, undamped wave equations with double well-potentials are computed in [34],
under the assumption that initial data is sampled from a stationary distribution. Recently, using potential-
theoretic methods, the authors of [3] generalized [34] to the singular regime of spatial dimensions d = 2, 3,
with b(u) = u − u3, periodic boundary conditions and working under the assumption that ℓ < 2π which
guarantees the existence of a single saddle point between the wells.

In contrast to the aforementioned works, we aim to study the long-time, small-noise behaviour of the
Markov process Zǫ = (uǫ, ∂tu

ǫ) consisting of the displacement/velocity components of (1) and viewed as a
random evolution on the phase space E = C0(0, ℓ)× C−1(0, ℓ). To be more precise, we obtain exit time and
exit place (or exit shape) asymptotics for general bounded domains D ⊂ E that are uniformly attracted to
asymptotically stable equilibria z∗ = (x∗, 0) ∈ E . The nonlinearity b is allowed to be any degree polynomial
such that a certain stability condition for the elliptic problem ∂2xu + b(u) = 0 with Dirichlet boundary
conditions holds, Assumption 3, and the noise coefficient σ is locally Lipschitz. Consequently, the noiseless
dynamics Z0 will typically feature multiple stable equilibria and the corresponding quasipotential is not
available in closed form. As we shall discuss below, our choice for the phase space E and the boundedness
ofD enable us to prove our results for local solutions. In turn, we bypass several restrictive assumptions on
b that imply global well-posedness. Nevertheless, for the sake of completeness, we shall also discuss exit
problems for global solutions in Section 8.

Our setting presents a number of significant difficulties due to the following reasons:
a) Lack of superlinear dissipativity: this poses challenges at the level of the deterministic dynamics. Since b is

non-Lipschitz, non-dissipative and we work with supremum-norm topologies, L2− type energy estimates
are not sufficient to prove uniform attraction to stable equilibria. Consequently, we need to investigate
existence of uniformly attracting and invariant domainsD in the topology of E = C0(0, ℓ)×C−1(0, ℓ) before
studying the exit problem for the stochastic dynamics. Such investigations take place in Section 4 and our
main result on uniformly attracting domains for the noiseless dynamics is Theorem 4.1. Moreover, stability
results for the (one-dimensional) linear damped wave equation in the topology of E are not available in
the literature (see Section 3 below). For this reason, we provide here such a result (Theorem 3.1) that is
necessary for our subsequent analysis but is also of independent interest.

b) Lack of smoothing properties: Since wave equations do not regularize "rough" initial data and the noise
only appears in the velocity component of Zǫ, the controllability arguments from the parabolic case in
[40] are no longer applicable here. Moreover, exact controllability in H1 × L2 is known to fail in the set-
ting of wave equations with superlinear nonlinearities (see e.g. [46, Theorem 2]; other exact controllability
results for wave equations have appeared e.g. in [25, 29] and are also not applicable to the setting we
are working on, see Section 6). Therefore, proving regularity properties for the quasipotential and exit
time lower bounds becomes more involved. To be precise, we are only able to show that any point in
z ∈ H1(0, ℓ)×L2(0, ℓ) can be connected to z∗ by paths of small energy, provided that z∗, z are close. Never-
theless, this controllability property is sufficient to prove that an associated quasipotential is inner regular,
a property that is stated as an assumption in [39]. These results are contained in Section 6.

In this work, we suggest that the natural topology to investigate metastability for wave equations with
superlinear forcing is E = C0(0, ℓ) × C−1(0, ℓ). The Hilbert space topology L2 × H−1, in which the wave
semigroup is a contraction, is used throughout the previously mentioned literature on exit problems for
wave equations. This topology is particularly well-suited for the important but limited setting of nonlin-
earities b that are globally Lipschitz continuous. In contrast, and in alignment with applications in the
physical literature (see e.g. [4] and references therein), we allow b to be a polynomial of arbitrary degree
and hence the Hilbert space L2 × H−1 is unsuitable for our purposes. Briefly, if u is a square-integrable
function defined on [0, ℓ] and b(u) = −ur, r ≥ 3 is a nonlinearity of Klein-Gordon type, then the functional
composition b(u(·)) is no longer guaranteed to belong to L2.

Apart from resolving such issues with function composition, the supremum norm topology allows for a
definition of local mild solutions that exist until the first time that the position reaches an infinite value (see
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Definition 5.2, below). Such localization methods enable us to study Freidlin-Wentzell exit problems from
bounded domains D ⊂ E . We believe that similar localization methods are not possible in Lp topologies.
Moreover, while it remains an open problem whether global solutions to the one-dimensional stochastic
wave equation exist when r > 3 [32], our exit time results can be used to prove quantitative lower bounds
on the mean explosion time of local solutions (Remark 10 below). Technical aspects aside, the topology of E
allows for a more natural interpretation of the exit problem: exiting neighborhoods in the uniform topology
amounts to exiting from "tubes" around the stable equilibria z∗. Finally, by working in E ,we obtain intuitive
descriptions of geometric notions such as "inward" and "outward" pointing vectors (see Section 7.4 and in
particular Examples 2- 5). For these reasons we argue that C0(0, ℓ) × C−1(0, ℓ) is the most useful topology
for investigating Freidlin-Wentzell exit problems, and we work in this topology for the rest of the paper.

To the best of our knowledge, the Freidlin-Wentzell exit problem for (local) solutions of damped wave
equations with multiplicative noise and multiple stable equilibria is considered here for the first time. In
summary, our contribution is fourfold:

a) We prove new linear and non-linear stability results for the deterministic damped wave equation in
topologies of uniform convergence. Recent developments in the linear, deterministic damped wave
equation literature [14, 13, 28] have focused on the long time behavior of the damped wave semi-
group in Lp topologies, p ∈ (1,∞) and general stability estimates in the case p = ∞ have been
conjectured to hold in [14, pp.4]. We believe that our Theorem 3.1 is the first to address the topology
of E and, thus, is of independent interest.

b) Our mean exit time asymptotic upper and lower bounds from Theorem 7.1(1), 7.2(2) read: for all
z ∈ D :

V (z∗, ∂D) ≤ lim inf
ǫ→0

ǫ2 logE
[
τ ǫ,zD

]
≤ lim sup

ǫ→0
ǫ2 logE

[
τ ǫ,zD

]
≤ V (z∗, D̄c), (3)

where the quasipotential on the right-hand side is defined analogously to (2) and τ ǫ,zD is the first
exit time from D of the trajectories Zǫ

z = (uǫz , ∂tu
ǫ
z) starting from Zǫ

z(0) = z ∈ E . We investigate
the equality of the upper and lower bounds by introducing a notion of "regular" boundary points
(Definition 7.1) and identifying conditions on D that guarantee V (z∗, D̄c) = V (z∗, ∂D) (Section 7.4).
This equality is automatic in finite dimensions as a consequence of smoothness of the boundary and
is often stated as an assumption in relevant literature on infinite dimensions.

c) Apart from the typical behavior of asymptotic exit shapes (Theorem 7.3(1)), we also obtain large
deviations bounds for exit shapes (albeit with non-matching upper and lower bounds); see Theorem
7.3(2),(3). The exit shape large deviations bounds are in terms of two other related quasipotentials
VD and VD̄ that play a significant role and they are defined similarly to V but with the additional
requirement that the trajectories stay in D and D̄ respectively for all times (see Section 6). In the
context of wave equations, such estimates cannot be found elsewhere in the literature.

d) Our exit time and exit shape asymptotic results apply to local solutions of (1) and do not rely on
stationarity of solutions. Moreover, they provide asymptotic lower bounds for the mean explosion
time of local solutions per Remark 10.

The rest of this article is organized as follows: In Section 2 we introduce all the necessary notation,
function spaces and assumptions on (1). In Section 3 we present our first main result, Theorem 3.1, on
linear stability of damped wave equations. Section 4 is devoted to the study of the nonlinear, noiseless
dynamics. The main result here is Theorem 4.1 in which we prove uniform attraction for the nonlinear
deterministic equation in E . In Section 5 we first show existence and uniqueness of local, E−valued mild
solutions to a controlled version of (1) under the assumption that b is a polynomial of arbitrary degree
(Assumption 1). Then we prove estimates and continuity properties for the "skeleton" equation as well as a
local Large Deviation Principle for {Zǫ

z; ǫ > 0} that is uniform over bounded sets of initial data (ULDP). In
Section 6 we introduce quasipotentials VD and VD̄ , (30) and (31) respectively, and prove controllability and
inner regularity results for VD Lemma 6.3. Section 7 contains all our analysis and results for exit problems.
The main results here, given by Theorems 7.1, 7.2, 7.3, treat exit time upper bounds, exit time lower bounds
and exit place/shape asymptotics respectively. As mentioned above, this section also contains a discussion
on the matching of the upper and lower bounds in (3). Moreover, we provide here several examples of
regular and irregular boundary points of cylindrical and spherical domains. In Section 8 we consider the
case of global solutions which requires the additional assumption that b has a contracting nonlinearity of
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at-most-cubic growth (e.g. b(u) = u−u3). Global well-posedness results exist in the literature but for spaces
H = H × H−1, see [5, 7]. In Section 8, we prove global well-posedness on the smaller space E , which we
believe is of independent interest. Proofs of several auxiliary results are collected in Appendix A.

2. SETUP AND PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Notation, function spaces and assumptions. The lattice notation ∧,∨ is used to denote minimum and
maximum of real numbers respectively. We use 1E to denote the indicator of a setE.We write sgn to denote
the sign function sgn(x) = 1 if x > 0, sgn(x) = −1 if x < 0 and sgn(0) = 0. The identity operator on a
vector space will be denoted by I, provided that there is no need for further indication of its domain and
co-domain.

We denote by E⋆ the continuous dual of a Banach space E. Given another Banach space E′, L (E;E′) is
the space of bounded, linear operators from E to E′. The open ball of radius R > 0, centered at x ∈ E, the
closure, interior, boundary and complement of a setD ⊂ E are denoted respectively byBE(x,R), D̄, int(D),
∂D, Dc. We write distE(x,D) := infy∈D |x− y|E for the distance between x and D. For another set D′ ⊂ E,
distE(D,D′) := infx∈D′,y∈D |x− y|E . Moreover, we use the notation D̄c to denote the set E \ D̄.

Throughout this work and unless otherwise stated the brackets 〈·, ·〉 with no subscript will denote the
duality pairing between dual topological vector spaces. The subdifferential of a function f : E → R at the
point x0 ∈ E is defined to be the set

∂f(x0) :=
{
x⋆ ∈ E⋆ : f(x) ≥ f(x0) + 〈x⋆, x− x0〉

}
.

If f is Lipschitz continuous, we denote its Lipschitz constant by |f |Lip .
For ℓ > 0 we set H := L2(0, ℓ) and denote respectively by {ek}k∈N ⊂ H, {ak}k∈N ⊂ [0,∞) the orthonor-

mal basis consisting of the Dirichlet eigenfunctions of the second derivative operator −∂2x in H and the
corresponding eigenvalues. In particular, we have for each x ∈ (0, ℓ), k ∈ N

ek(x) =

√
2

ℓ
sin

(
kπx

ℓ

)
, ak =

k2π2

ℓ2
.

For δ ∈ R, Hδ is the completion of C∞(0, ℓ) with respect to the norm

|f |2Hδ :=

∞∑

n=1

aδk〈f, ek〉2H =

∞∑

n=1

aδkfk.

With this notation we have H0 = H = L2((0, ℓ)). Moreover, we shall refer to fk as the k−th Fourier coeffi-
cient of f. We define

Hδ := Hδ(0, ℓ)⊕Hδ−1(0, ℓ),

where ⊕ denotes the Hilbert space direct sum and we shall frequently use the notation

H := H0 = L2(0, ℓ)⊕H−1(0, ℓ).

The space of real-valued continuous functions f, defined on [0, ℓ] and such that f(0) = f(ℓ) = 0 is denoted
by C0(0, ℓ). The latter is a Banach space with the topology of uniform convergence induced by the supre-
mum norm | · |∞. M(0, ℓ) := C(0, ℓ)⋆ denotes the continuous dual of C(0, ℓ) i.e. the space of finite, Borel
signed measures on (0, ℓ).

The space of distributions on (0, ℓ) that can be expressed as weak derivatives of continuous functions is
denoted by C−1(0, ℓ). In particular,

C−1(0, ℓ) :=

{
f ∈ (C∞

c (0, ℓ))⋆
∣∣∣∣ ∃f̂ ∈ C(0, ℓ), ∀φ ∈ C∞

c (0, ℓ) : 〈f, φ〉 = −
∫ ℓ

0

f̂(y)φ′(y)dy

}
, (4)

where C∞
c (0, ℓ) is the set of smooth, compactly supported test functions. C−1(0, ℓ) is a Banach space

endowed with the norm

|f |C−1 := |f̂ |∞ ≡ sup
x∈(0,ℓ)

∣∣∣∣
∫ x

0

f(y)dy

∣∣∣∣

where we remark that the anti-derivative notation is used formally for both functions and distributions.
Furthermore, we emphasize that we shall frequently use the notation f̂ for the antiderivative of f vanishing
at 0.
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In the sequel we fix
E := C0(0, ℓ)⊕ C−1(0, ℓ) (5)

and note that E ⊂ H with continuous inclusion. The Hilbert spaces Hδ come with natural projection
operators Π1 : Hδ → Hδ(0, ℓ),Π2 : H → Hδ−1(0, ℓ) defined, for i = 1, 2, by Πi(u1, u2) = ui. Unless
otherwise stated, the Banach space direct sums E ,H are respectively endowed with the norms | · |E :=
| · |∞ + | · |C−1 , | · |H := | · |H + | · |H−1 .

Remark 1. The space C−1(0, ℓ) is a closed subspace of the Sobolev space W−1,∞
0 (0, ℓ). Indeed the latter can

be represented as the space of distributions f for which there exists f̂ ∈ L∞(0, ℓ) such that f = −∂f̂ (see
e.g. [1, Theorem 3.12]). Note that, in contrast to W−1,∞

0 , C−1(0, ℓ) is separable.

We turn to our assumptions for the coefficients of the wave equation (1).

Assumption 1. The function b : R → R is a polynomial of degree γ ∈ N.

Assumption 1 guarantees local well-posedness for the stochastic wave equation (1) on E (see Proposition
5.1 below) and we impose it throughout Sections 4-7.

Regarding the noise coefficient σ we have:

Assumption 2. The function σ : R → R is locally Lipschitz continuous.

In Section 8, we show that all the results of this work are valid for global solutions under a more restric-
tive set of assumptions on b and σ.

The random forcing Ẇ is a space-time white noise on a complete filtered probability space (Ω,F , {Ft}t≥0,P),
i.e. the distributional time-derivative of a cylindrical Wiener process W i.e. a Gaussian process with covari-
ance given for t, s ≥ 0, f, g ∈ H by

E[〈W (t), g〉〈W (s), g〉] = t ∧ s〈f, g〉H .
Next, we introduce an assumption that concerns the stability properties of the deterministic problem.

Assumption 3. There exists at least one solution x∗ ∈ C0(0, ℓ) of the elliptic problem ∂2xu+b
(
u
)
= 0 with Dirichlet

boundary conditions. Moreover, the linear, self-adjoint operator −∂2x − b′(x∗), defined on H, has a countable, non-
decreasing sequence of eigenvalues {abk}k∈N corresponding to a complete orthonormal set of eigenvectors {ebn}n∈N ⊂
C0(0, ℓ). Finally, we assume that λb := ab2 − ab1 > 0.

Assumption 3 is always assumed to hold from Section 4 onwards. For a discussion of examples that
are covered by this assumption we refer to Example 1 below. Finally, we shall impose a non-degeneracy
condition on σ from Section 6 onwards.

Assumption 4. σ is non-degenerate, i.e. there exists Cσ > 0 such that for all x ∈ R : σ(x) > Cσ .

Two additional assumptions, Assumption 5, 6, on domains of attraction related to the exit problem will
be introduced in Section 7.

2.2. Semigroups and linear stability. Letting vǫ := ∂tu
ǫ denote the velocity of the solution to (1), we re-

write the latter as a first-order system

∂t

(
uǫ

vǫ

)
= Aα

(
uǫ

vǫ

)
+

(
0

b(uǫ)

)
+

(
0

ǫσ
(
uǫ
)
)
Ẇ ,

(
uǫ(0)
vǫ(0)

)
=

(
u
v

)
, (6)

where

Aα =

(
0 I
∂2x −αI

)
, α ≥ 0 (7)

is the damped wave operator. For any δ ∈ R, α > 0, Aα generates a strongly continuous group {Sα(t)}t∈R ⊂
L (Hδ) of bounded linear operators; a proof of this can be found e.g. in [35, Section 7.4], [6, Proposition
2.4]. For u, v ∈ Hδ and

Π1Sα(t)(u, v) =

∞∑

k=1

fkek , Π2Sα(t)(u, v) =

∞∑

k=1

gkek,
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it is possible to express the Fourier coefficients fk, gk explicitly in terms of those of u, v via:

fk =
1

2
exp

(
− αt

2

){[(
1 +

α

2γαk

)
exp(γαk t) +

(
1− α

2γαk

)
exp(−γαk t)

]
uk +

1

γαk

[
exp(γαk t)− exp(−γαk t)

]
vk

}
,

and

gk =
1

2
exp

(
−αt

2

){
−αak
γk

[
exp(γαk t)−exp(−γαk t)

]
uk+

[(
1− α

2γαk

)
exp(γαk t)+

(
1+

α

2γαk

)
exp(−γαk t)

]
vk

}
,

where γαk =
√
α2 − 4ak/2, ak are given in Section 2.1 and, if γαk = 0, we use the convention

1

γαk
(eγkt + e−γkt) = 2t.

A similar formula for the Fourier coefficients in the case of wave equations with small mass and unit friction
can be found e.g. in [6, Proposition 2.2].

Turning to the action of the semigroup on E , we shall start with the case α = 0. To this end, we let
uo ∈ C(R) denote the odd, 2ℓ−periodic extension of a function u ∈ C(0, ℓ) by

uo(x) :=





u(x) if x ∈ [0, ℓ],

−u(−x) if x ∈ [−ℓ, 0],
uo(x+ 2ℓk) := uo(x) for all x ∈ [−ℓ, ℓ], k ∈ Z.

Similarly one can define an even 2ℓ−periodic extension ue.
For each (u, v) ∈ E , t ≥ 0, x ∈ (0, ℓ) we have, by virtue of d’Alembert’s formula,

Π1S0(t)(u, v)(x) =
1

2

(
uo(x− t) + uo(x+ t)

)
+

1

2

∫ x+t

x−t

vo(y)dy. (8)

When the initial velocity is a distribution, the second term on the right-hand side should be interpreted
as the antiderivative of the distribution vo ∈ C−1(R). In turn, vo is the odd, 2ℓ−periodic extension of
v ∈ C−1

0 (0, ℓ) i.e. the unique distribution v such that

vo :=





v on [0, ℓ],

−v̌ on [−ℓ, 0],
T2ℓkv

o := vo on[−ℓ, ℓ], k ∈ Z,

where, for any test function φ and r ∈ R, φ̌(x) := φ(−x), Trφ(x) = φ(x + r) and analogously 〈v̌, φ〉 :=

〈v, φ̌〉, 〈Trv, φ〉 = 〈v, T−rφ〉. Existence and uniqueness of such a distribution can be found e.g. in [44, Theo-
rem 24.1]. For t > 0, φ ∈ C∞

c (0, ℓ) the component of S0(t) in C−1(0, ℓ) is given by

〈
Π2S0(t)(u, v), φ

〉
=

1

2

〈
uo(· − t)− uo(·+ t), φ′

〉
− 1

2

〈
V o(·+ t) + V o(· − t), φ′

〉
, (9)

where V o ∈ C(R) is the anti-derivative of v0 vanishing at 0 as in (4). From the last two displays it is
straightforward to deduce that {S0(t)}t≥0 ⊂ L (E) is a C0−semigroup.

Remark 2. (1) The function z(t) = Π1S0(t)(u, v) is the unique solution of the linear wave equation

(∂2t − ∂2x)z = 0, (z(0), ∂tz(0)) = (u, v) ∈ E .
(2) The formula for Π2S0(t)(u, v) := ∂tΠ1S0(t)(u, v) follows by integration-by-parts since, for any test

function φ ∈ C∞
c (R), it holds that

〈Π1S0(t)(u, v)(t, ·), φ〉 =
1

2
〈uo, φ(· − t) + φ(·+ t)〉+ 1

2
〈V o, φ(· − t)− φ(·+ t)〉.

Differentiation under the sign of the integral and another integration by parts then yields (9).

Due to the presence of friction, the semigroup {Sα(t)}t≥0 ⊂ L (H) is of negative type. The following
stability estimate provides an explicit upper bound for the exponential decay rate in the topology of the
Hilbert space H:
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Proposition 2.1. [43, Ch.IV, Proposition 1.2] Let α > 0, and a1 as in (2.1). For any θ < α
8 ∧ a1

α , there exists
M > 0 such that for all t > 0

|Sα(t)(u, v)|H ≤Me−θt|(u, v)|H.
Section 3 and in particular Theorem 3.1 shows that an interpolation of this estimate yields stronger sta-

bility estimates for the solution of the linear damped wave equation in the topology of E defined in (5).

3. EXPONENTIAL DECAY OF THE DAMPED WAVE SEMIGROUP IN THE SUPREMUM NORM

In this section we prove Theorem 3.1, which shows that the damped wave semigroup Sα(t) decays
exponentially in the E norm for any size of friction α > 0. Beyond the Hilbert space setting of [43], sta-
bility estimates for the one-dimensional damped wave semigroup with initial data in the Banach spaces
W 1,p

0 (0, ℓ) × Lp(0, ℓ), p ∈ (1,∞) have been recently proved in [28, Theorem 4.3] with Fourier multiplier
techniques. Regarding the case p = ∞, the authors obtain a partial exponential stability result (Proposition
5.1 in the same reference) in the case where the damping constant α is small enough. Moreover, they con-
jecture that such stability estimates are true without the imposed restrictions on α (see also [14, pp.4], [13,
Section 3.3] for more recent references to the open case of p = ∞). To the best of our knowledge, Theorem
3.1 is the first result to provide such estimates with initial data in C(0, ℓ) × C−1(0, ℓ) (i.e. in Banach spaces
that impose no weak differentiability). In fact, from a closer look at the proof of Theorem 3.1, it is straight-
forward to obtain the same result with initial data inW k,∞

0 (0, ℓ)×W k−1,∞(0, ℓ) for any k ∈ N. In particular,
the case k = 1 generalizes [28, Proposition 5.1] to arbitrary values of α, thus confirming the aforementioned
conjecture in the case of constant damping.

Theorem 3.1. Let (u, v) ∈ E . Then for any θ < α
8 ∧ a1

4α , there exists M =M(θ) > 0 such that for any t > 0,

|Sα(t)(u, v)|E ≤Me−θt|(u, v)|E .
In order to prove Theorem 3.1 we take advantage of the following transformation: if u solves the damped

linear wave equation (∂2t + α∂t − ∂2x)u = 0 with initial data in (u, v) ∈ E then q := e
αt
2 u solves

∂2t q = ∂2xq +
α2

4
q,

or in mild form

q(t, x) = Π1S0(t)

(
q(0)
∂tq(0)

)
+
α2

8

∫ t

0

∫ x+(t−s)

x−(t−s)

qo(s, y)dyds, (10)

with (q(0), ∂tq(0)) = (u, α2 u+ v) and qo is the odd-periodic extension of q.
Moreover, for any odd 2ℓ periodic v : R → R, define

Iv(t, x) :=
1

2

∫ x+t

x−t

v(y)dy. (11)

Before we proceed to the proof of Theorem 3.1, we state two auxiliary lemmas that establish time-periodicity
and uniform spatio-temporal bounds for Iv.

Lemma 3.1. For any odd 2ℓ periodic v : R → R and any x ∈ [0, ℓ], t 7→ Iv(t, x) is 2ℓ periodic.

Proof. Because v is odd and periodic, for any k ∈ Z, x ∈ [0, ℓ]
∫ x+ℓk

x−ℓk

v(y)dy = 0.

Furthermore, by odd periodicity we have, for any t ∈ [0, ℓ],
∫ x+2ℓk+t

x−2ℓk−t

v(y)dy =

∫ x+t

x−t

v(y)dy.

and ∫ x+(2k+1)ℓ+t

x−(2k+1)ℓ−t

v(y)dy = −
∫ x+t

x−t

v(y)dy.

�
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Lemma 3.2. Assume that v ∈ H . Then there exists C > 0 such that

sup
t>0

sup
x∈[0,ℓ]

|Iv(t, x)| ≤ C|v|H .

Proof. By odd periodicity in time (Lemma 3.1),

sup
t>0

sup
x∈[0,ℓ]

|Iv(t, x)| = sup
t∈[0,ℓ]

sup
x∈[0,ℓ]

|Iv(t, x)|.

By Hölder’s inequality, for any t ∈ [0, ℓ] and x ∈ [0, ℓ],

|Iv(t, x)| =
∣∣∣∣
1

2

∫ x+t

x−t

v(y)dy

∣∣∣∣ ≤
√
2t

2
|v|L2[x−t,x+t] ≤

√
2ℓ

2
|v|L2[−ℓ,ℓ] ≤

√
ℓ|v|H .

�

We are now ready to estimate the exponential decay rate of the damped wave semigroup on E .

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Let q = e
αt
2 u so that, in view of (10), (11), q satisfies

q(t, x) =
1

2
(qo(0, x− t) + qo(0, x+ t)) +

1

2
I(∂tq)o(0)(t, x) +

α2

4

∫ t

0

Iqo(s)(t− s, x)ds, (x, t) ∈ [0, ℓ]× (0,∞).

By definition of C and C−1 norms the first two terms satisfy
∣∣∣∣
1

2
(qo(0, x− t) + qo(0, x+ t))

∣∣∣∣ ≤ |q(0)|∞,
∣∣∣∣
1

2
I(∂tq)o(0)(t, x)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ |∂tq(0)|C−1 .

By Lemma 3.2, ∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Iqo(s)(t− s, x)ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤
√
2ℓ

∫ t

0

|q(s)|Hds.

Using the definition of q and Proposition 2.1 it follows that
∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Iqo(s)(t− s, x)ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤
√
2ℓ

∫ t

0

|u(s)|He
αs
2 ds

≤
√
2ℓ

∫ t

0

M |(u(0), ∂tu(0))|He(
α
2
−θ)sds.

These estimates prove that

sup
x∈[0,ℓ]

|q(t, x)| ≤ |Q(0)|E +
Mα2

√
2ℓ

4
(
α
2 − θ

) |(u(0), ∂tu(0))|He(
α
2
−θ)t

where Q(0) = (q(0), ∂tq(0)) = (u(0), αu(0)/2 + ∂tu(0)). Finally we multiply by e−
αt
2 to conclude that for

any t > 0,

sup
x∈[0,ℓ]

|u(t, x)| ≤ e−
αt
2 |Q(0)|E +

Mα2
√
2ℓ

4
(
α
2 − θ

)e−θt|(u(0), ∂tu(0))|H

≤ M̃e−θt|(u(0), ∂tu(0))|E .
A similar estimate is true for the velocity component. Indeed,

∂tu = Π2u = ∂t(e
−αt

2 q) = −α
2
e−

αt
2 q + e−

αt
2 ∂tq. (12)

From (10) we have

∂tq(t, x) = Π2S0(t)

(
q(0)
∂tq(0)

)
+
α2

8

∫ t

0

Π2S0(t− s)

(
0
q(s)

)
ds. (13)

From (9) and for each t > 0

Π̂2S0(t)

(
q(0)
∂tq(0)

)
(x) =

1

2

(
qo(0, x− t)− qo(0, x+ t)

)
− 1

2

(
(̂∂tq)o(0, x+ t) + (̂∂tq)o(0, x− t)

)
,
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(recall here that ·̂, ·o denote anti-differentiation and odd periodic extension respectively) hence
∣∣∣∣Π2S0(t)

(
q(0)
∂tq(0)

) ∣∣∣∣
C−1

=

∣∣∣∣Π̂2S0(t)

(
q(0)
∂tq(0)

) ∣∣∣∣
∞

≤ |q(0)|∞ + |∂tq(0)|C−1 .

Turning to the convolution term,

−2Π̂2S0(t− s)

(
0
q(s)

)
(x) =

∫ x+(t−s)

0

qo(s, y)dy +

∫ x−(t−s)

0

qo(s, y)dy

From the latter, along with the odd periodicity of q0 and Proposition 2.1 we obtain
∣∣∣∣Π2S0(t− s)

(
0
q(s)

) ∣∣∣∣
C−1

≤ x ∧ (t− s)|qo(s)|∞ ≤ ℓe(
α
2
−θ)s|Q(0)|E .

Combining these estimates with (12), (13) we deduce

|∂tu(t)|C−1 ≤ Ce−θt|(u(0), ∂tu(0))|E .
The proof is complete. �

4. UNIFORM ATTRACTION AND INVARIANT SETS FOR THE NON-LINEAR DYNAMICS

We remind the reader that, from this point on, Assumption 3 is assumed to hold. The latter guarantees
that there exists an asymptotically stable equilibrium x∗ for the parabolic problem ∂tu = ∂2xu + b(u) with
Dirichlet boundary conditions on (0, ℓ). The goal of this section is to show that solutions Z0 := (u0, ∂tu

0) of
the nonlinear hyperbolic problem

∂2t u
0 + α∂tu

0 = ∂2xu
0 + b(u0) (14)

on (0, ℓ), with initial data in E , converge to the stable equilibrium z∗ := (x∗, 0) as t → ∞ uniformly over
initial data that are sufficiently close to z∗.

The main result of this section, Theorem 4.1, guarantees the existence of domains D that are uniformly
attractive to z∗ in the topology of E . Next, we prove in Proposition 4.1 that there exist uniformly attractive
domains that are also invariant for the solution flow on E . Existence of such domains is essential for the
study of exit problems in Section 7.

We start with a few preliminary stability properties of the linearized problem at z∗.

Lemma 4.1. Let x∗, λb as in Assumption 3 and {S̄α(t)}t≥0 ⊂ L (H) be the semigroup generated by the operator
∂2t + α∂tu− ∂2x − b′(x∗). Under Assumption 3 the following hold:

(1) For any θ < α
8 ∧ λb

α , there exists M > 0 such that for all t > 0, z ∈ H
|S̄α(t)z|H ≤Me−θt|z|H.

(2) There exists θ0 > 0 such that for all θ < θ0 there exists M > 0 such that for all t > 0, z ∈ E
|S̄α(t)z|E ≤Me−θt|z|E .

Proof. (1) This follows once again by [43, Chapter IV, Proposition 1.2] by setting A = ∂x + b′(x∗) and
λ1 = λb.

(2) Apart from the presence of an additional linear term, the proof is nearly identical to that of Theorem
3.1 above. In particular, we perform the transformation q := e

αt
2 u,where ∂2t u+α∂tu = ∂2xu+b

′(x∗)u.
Then q satisfies the linear wave equation

∂2t q = ∂2x +

(
α2

4
+ b′(x∗)

)
q.

Writing the latter in mild form and using the L2−bound from part (1), as we did in Theorem 3.1,
yields the desired estimate for a constant M that depends on |b′(x∗)|∞.

�

We are now ready to proceed to the stability analysis of the nonlinear problem. We emphasize here that
our main theorem below applies to polynomial nonlinearities of arbitrary degree, provided that Assump-
tion 3 is satisfied.
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Theorem 4.1 (Uniform attraction). Let M be as in Lemma 4.1(2). Next let u0z denote the solution of (14) with
initial conditions z = (x, y) ∈ E . Under Assumptions 1, 3 and for all θ < min{α/8, λb/(4α)}, there exists ρ0 =

ρ0(ℓ,M, |b(2)(x∗)|∞, . . . , |b(N)(x∗)|∞) such that for all R < ρ0, t > 0

sup
z∈BE(z∗,R)

∣∣Z0
z (t)− z∗

∣∣
E
= sup

z∈BE (z∗,R)

∣∣(u0z(t), ∂tu0z(t)) − z∗
∣∣
E
≤ Cρ0

e−θt. (15)

Remark 3. This can be seen as a "refined", local version of the stable manifold theorem for Banach-space
valued flows; see e.g. [26, Theorem 1.1] for a related result. Indeed, while the latter proves existence
of a stable manifold for the nonlinear dynamics, we are interested in finding stable domains that feature
uniform attraction, which is a stronger property. For the case of wave equations, and to the best of our
knowledge, such domains have only been identified in [41, Theorem 1] when the initial data is smooth.
Theorem 4.1 proves existence of such attractive domains in the much larger phase space E . Finally, from a
look at the proof, it becomes clear that the arguments are applicable to mild solutions of a larger class of
evolution equations provided that a) the semigroup is contractive b) the nonlinearities are polynomial (or
at least analytic) c) the solutions are real-valued.

Proof. Let R > 0 and consider the ansatz

Z0
z (t) =

∞∑

n=0

RnZn(t), (16)

where Z0
z = (u0z, ∂tu

0
z) is the solution with initial data z ∈ BE(z

∗, R) and {Zn}n∈N a sequence of functions
in C([0,∞); E) to be determined. From the latter, in combination with the mild formulation, we obtain

∞∑

n=0

RnZn(t) = Sα(t)z
∗ +RSα(t)z0 +

∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)

(
0, b

( ∞∑

n=0

RnΠ1Zn(s)

))
ds,

where we wrote z = z∗ + Rz0, for some z0 ∈ BE(0, 1). From a (pointwise for every x ∈ (0, ℓ)) Taylor
expansion of b around Π1Z0(s)

b

( ∞∑

n=0

RnΠ1Zn(s)

)
=

∞∑

k=0

b(k)(Π1Z0(s))

k!

( ∞∑

n=1

RnΠ1Zn(s)

)k

= b(Π1Z0(s)) +

∞∑

k=1

b(k)(Π1Z0(s))

k!

∞∑

n=k

Rn
∑

i1+···+ik=n

Π1Zi1(s) . . .Π1Zik(s)

= b(Π1Z0(s)) +

∞∑

n=1

Rn
n∑

k=1

b(k)(Π1Z0(s))

k!

∑

i1+···+ik=n

Π1Zi1(s) . . .Π1Zik(s),

where the change in the order of summation on the last line will be justified from the absolute convergence
of the series. The last two displays allow to determine the functions Zn by identifying terms of the same
order in R. Indeed, from the zeroth order terms we see that

Z0(s) = Sα(t)z
∗ +

∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)

(
0, b(Π1Z0(s))

)
ds.

Since z∗ is an equilibrium, it follows that Z0(s) = z∗ for all s. From the first order terms it follows that

Z1(s) = Sα(t)z0 +

∫ t

0

S(t− s)

(
0, b′(Π1Z0(s))Π1Z1(s)

)
ds,

i.e. Z1(s) = S̄α(s)z0, where S̄α is the semigroup generated by the linearisation of (14) around x∗. In view of
Lemma 4.1(2), we have the estimate

|Z1(s)|E ≤ Ce−θs|z0|E ≤Me−θs.

Turning to n−th order terms for n ≥ 1 we have

Zn(t) =

∫ t

0

S̄α(t− s)

(
0,

N∑

k=2

b(k)(x∗)

k!

∑

i1+···+ik=n

Π1Zi1(s) . . .Π1Zik(s)

)
ds,
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where we used Assumption 1 which implies that all derivatives b(k) of order k > N vanish. With A1 :=M,
we assume that for each k = 1, . . . , n− 1 there is a constant Ak > 0 such that

|Zk(s)|E ≤ Ake
−θs.

Notice that Zn satisfies a non-homogeneous linear equation with a source term that is independent of
Zk, k ≥ n. From the induction assumption, and with γ from Assumption 1, we thus have

|Zn(t)|E ≤ A1

∫ t

0

e−θ(t−s)

γ∑

k=2

|b(k)(x∗)|∞
k!

∑

i1+···+ik=n

|Π1Zi1(s) . . .Π1Zik(s)|C−1ds

≤ ℓA1

γ∑

k=2

|b(k)(x∗)|∞
k!

∫ t

0

e−θ(t−s)
∑

i1+···+ik=n

|Π1Zi1(s) . . .Π1Zik(s)|∞ds

≤ ℓA1

γ∑

k=2

∑

i1+···+ik=n

Ai1 . . . Aik

|b(k)(x∗)|∞
k!

∫ t

0

e−θ(t−s)e−kθsds

≤ ℓA1e
−θt

γ∑

k=2

∑

i1+···+ik=n

Ai1 . . . Aik

|b(k)(x∗)|L∞

k!(k − 1)
.

Thus, one can take

An := ℓA1

γ∑

k=2

Rk

∑

i1+···+ik=n

Ai1 . . . Aik , Rk :=
|b(k)(x∗)|∞
k!(k − 1)

. (17)

We claim that, in order to obtain (15), it remains to identify a lower bound ρ0 > 0 for the radius of conver-
gence of the series

F (ζ) =

∞∑

n=1

Anζ
n.

Indeed, from (16)

|Z0
z (t)− z∗|E =

∣∣∣∣
∞∑

n=0

RnZn(t)− Z0(t)

∣∣∣∣
E

≤
∞∑

n=1

Rn|Zn(t)|E ≤ e−θt
∞∑

n=1

RnAn

i.e. the desired estimate holds provided that R < ρ0. To find the latter, note that F is invertible around 0
(since F ′(0) = A1 6= 0) and from the recursive relations (17) its inverse is given by

F−1(ζ) =
ζ

A1
− ℓ

γ∑

k=2

Rkζ
k.

The radius of convergence of F can then be determined by the largest interval around 0 where (F−1)′ is
non-zero. Since F−1 is an γ−th degree polynomial with a root at 0 there must exist ρ0 > 0 such that F−1

does not change monotonicity in (−ρ0, ρ0). The proof is complete. �

Example 1. A simple and important example of a nonlinearity that satisfies the assumptions of Theorem
4.1 is given by b(x) = x− x3. Indeed, Assumption 3 can be seen to hold from the analysis of [22, Section 7].
Explicit expressions for the equilibrium point x∗ and eigenvalues of the Schrödinger operator ∂2x + b′(x∗)
for this example as well as for polynomial nonlinearities of higher degree can be found in [27, Section 5.1]
and references therein.

For this case, it is also possible to find an explicit expression for the size ρ0 of domains of uniform
attraction to z∗. Indeed, by examining the proof of Theorem 4.1, we have that

F−1(z) =
ζ

A1
− ℓ(R2ζ

2 +R3ζ
3).

Since the roots of F ′(ζ) = A−1
1 − 2ℓR2ζ − 3ℓR3ζ

2 are given by ±ρ,

ρ± :=
2R2 ±

√
4R2

2 + 12A−1
1 ℓ−1R3

6R3
,
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it suffices to take

ρ0 = ρ+ =
2|b′′(x∗)|∞ + 2

√
|b′′(x∗)|2∞ +A−1

1 ℓ−1|b(3)(x∗)|∞
|b(3)(x∗)|∞

.

Remark 4. Our stability result is stated for nonlinear equations with polynomial nonlinearities of arbitrary
degree and "rough" initial data in the sense that the initial position is only continuous. A similar result
holds in the more general case where p is only assumed to be the restriction of an analytic function on the
real line. A proof of such a statement, in the case where the initial data is continuously differentiable, can
be found in [42].

The previous theorem establishes existence of uniformly attracting balls around the asymptotically stable
equilibrium z∗. However, as we shall see in Section 7.4 (see also Remarks 11, 15) such balls need not neces-
sarily be invariant for the solution flow induced by Z0 (14). Nevertheless, we show in the next proposition
that invariant domains can be obtained by considering all the orbits issued from such uniformly attracting
balls.

Proposition 4.1. Let Z0
z = (u0z, ∂tu

0
z) denote the solution of (14) with initial data z ∈ E . Then, there exists an open

bounded set D ⊂ E such that the following hold:

(1) (Uniform attraction) limt→∞ supz∈D |Z0
z (t)− z∗|E = 0.

(2) (Invariance) For all z ∈ D, t > 0 : Z0
z (t) ∈ D.

Proof. Let (t, z) 7−→ Z(t, z) := Z0
z (t) denote the induced flow map. With ρ0 as in Theorem 4.1, let

D :=
⋃

t≥0

Z
(
t, BE(z

∗, ρ0)

)
. (18)

From (15) it is straightforward to deduce that D is bounded and satisfies (1). Indeed,

sup
z∈D

|z|E = sup
t≥0,z∈BE(z∗,ρ0)

|Z0
z (t)|E ≤ Cρ0

<∞.

Moreover, from the flow property and definition of D it follows that for each z ∈ D there exist z′ ∈
BE(z

∗, ρ0), t
′ ≥ 0 such that for each t ≥ 0,

Z0
z (t) = Z0

Z0

z′
(t′)(t) = Z0

z′(t+ t′) ∈ Z(t+ t′, BE(z
∗, ρ0)) ⊂ D.

It remains to show that D is open. To this end, we have from time-reversibility and continuity of the wave
flow that Z

(
t, BE(z

∗, ρ0)
)
= Z−1

(
(−t), BE(z

∗, ρ0)
)
, where, for each z ∈ BE(z

∗, ρ0), u = Π1Z
0
z (−t) solves

∂2t u− α∂tu = ∂2xu+ b(u), u(0) = Π1z.

As in the proof of Theorem 3.1, we let q(t) := e−αt/2u(t) and note that ∂2t q = ∂2xq − α2

4 q + e−αt/2b(eαt/2q).
Letting {zn} ⊂ E such that zn → z ∈ E and T ≥ t we set R = supt∈[0,T ] |uz(t)|E ∨ supn∈N,t∈[0,T ] |uzn(t)|E .
Using the local Lipschitz continuity of b on BE(0, R), along with Grönwall’s inequality, we can then show

|Z0
zn(−t)− Z0

z (−t)|E ≤ eCT |zn − z|E → 0

as n→ ∞. Hence, for each t ≥ 0 the time-reversed flow map

E ∋ z 7−→ Z0
z (−t) ∈ E

is continuous. The latter proves that, for each t, Z
(
t, BE(z

∗, ρ0)
)

is the continuous inverse image of an open
set hence an open set itself. The latter is also true for D as an arbitrary union of open sets. The proof is
complete. �

5. LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS AND LOCAL UNIFORM LARGE DEVIATIONS

5.1. The controlled equation. With the notation introduced in the previous section, we can recast (6) as a
stochastic evolution equation on E . In fact we shall consider here a slightly more general controlled equation
which results from (6) after replacing Ẇ by Ẇ + h/ǫ for some deterministic control h ∈ L2([0, T ];H). Such
perturbations arise naturally in the weak convergence approach to large deviations for (6). To this end,
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we define superposition operators B : E → E , B(x, y) := (0, b(x)) and for each f ∈ H, Σ : E → L (E),
Σ(x, y)f := (0, σ(x))f. The controlled equation then takes the form

dZǫ,h(t) = AαZ
ǫ,h(t)dt+B(Zǫ,h(t))dt+Σ

(
Zǫ,h(t)

)
h(t)dt+ ǫΣ

(
Zǫ,h(t)

)
dW (t) , Zǫ,h(0) = z ∈ E , (19)

with Aα as in (7).

Definition 5.1 (Global mild solutions). Let T, α, ǫ > 0, p ≥ 1, z ∈ E , h ∈ L2([0, T ];H).
A process {Zǫ,h

z (t); t ∈ [0, T ]} is a mild solution of (19) in Lp(Ω;C([0, T ]; E)) if

Π1Z
ǫ,h
z ∈ Lp(Ω;C([0, T ];C0(0, ℓ))),Π2Z

ǫ,h
z ∈ Lp(Ω;C([0, T ];C−1(0, ℓ)))

and P−almost surely for all t ∈ [0, T ]

Zǫ,h
z (t) = Sα(t)z +

∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)B(Zǫ,h
z (s))ds+

∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)Σ(Zǫ,h
z (s))h(s)ds

+ ǫ

∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)Σ(Zǫ,h
z (s))dW (s).

A mild solution is global if it is well-defined for any T > 0.

Our interest here is focused on local (mild) solutions of (19) as defined below:

Definition 5.2 (Local mild solutions). Let ǫ > 0, n ∈ N, z ∈ E ,

bn(x) :=





b(n) + (n− x)b′(n) , x > n

b(x) , |x| ≤ n

b(−n) + (x+ n)b′(−n) , x < −n
(20)

(resp. σn) be a Lipschitz approximation of b (resp. σ) and Bn (resp. σn) the corresponding nonlinear operator. If, for
each n ∈ N, the evolution equation (19), with B,Σ replaced by Bn,Σn admits a unique global mild solution denoted
by Zǫ,h

z,n, we define a local mild solution to (1) as follows: Consider the family of stopping times

τ ǫ,hz,n := inf{t > 0 : |Π1Z
ǫ,h
z,n(t)|C0(0,ℓ) > n}.

By uniqueness, the Zǫ,h
z,n are consistent in the sense that

Zǫ,h
z,n = Zǫ,h

z,m

on [0, τ ǫ,hz,m] for each m < n. A local mild solution to (1) is then defined by Zǫ,h
z := Zǫ,h

z,n ∈ C([0, T ]; E) for all

T ≤ τ ǫ,hz,n. The explosion time of a local mild solution is given by

τ ǫ,hz,∞ := sup
n∈N

τ ǫ,hz,n. (21)

This localization procedure requires the use of supremum norms, and cannot easily be accomplished in
other topologies. In Proposition 5.1 we will prove local well-posedness by showing that for each n, there
exists a unique global mild solution Zǫ,h

z,n.
Before we present a local well-posedness result for the controlled equation, we proceed with an apriori

estimate for the stochastic convolution. To this end, let {Ψǫ}ǫ ⊂ Lp(Ω;C([0, T ];C0(0, ℓ))) and consider the
process

ΓΨǫ(t) :=

∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)(0,Ψǫ(s))dW (s).

Lemma 5.1. Let T > 0, p ≥ 2 and {Ψǫ
1; ǫ > 0}, {Ψǫ

2; ǫ > 0} ⊂ Lp(Ω;C([0, T ];C0(0, ℓ))). Under Assumption 2
there exists C > 0 such that

E|ΓΨǫ
1
− ΓΨǫ

2
|pC([0,T ];E) ≤ CE|Ψǫ

1 −Ψǫ
2|pC([0,T ];C0(0,ℓ))

. (22)

The proof is postponed to Appendix A.1.

Remark 5. Estimates similar to (22), with E replaced by the Hilbert spaces Hδ can be found in several
places in the literature (see e.g. [7, proof of Theorem 4.2]). The difference here is that we work on a stronger
topology and hence we require stronger estimates. For this reason we present a self-contained proof for the
previous lemma and the next proposition.
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Proposition 5.1 (Local well-posedness of controlled equation). Under Assumptions 1, 2, (19) admits, for each
ǫ > 0, z ∈ E , and adapted h ∈ L2([0, T ];H) a unique local mild solution on [0, T ∧ τ ǫ,hz,∞).

Proof. It suffices to prove well-posedness for ǫ = 1. Moreover, from Definition 5.2 it suffices to prove global
well-posedness for Z1,h

z,n for each n ∈ N. The local solution to (19) is then defined by patching up such global
solutions up to the explosion time. In turn, since we are working on E , this reduces to the case when b, σ
are bounded and Lipschitz continuous.

To this end we consider the map S : E × Lp(Ω;C([0, T ]; E)) → Lp(Ω;C([0, T ]; E))

S (z, Z)(t) = S(t)z +

∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)B(Z(s)
)
ds+

∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)Σ(Z(s)
)
h(s)ds+

∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)Σ(Z(s)
)
dW (s)

=: S(t)z + ρZ(t) +HZ(t) + ΓZ(t).

For Z1, Z2 ∈ Lp(Ω;C([0, T ]; E)), Theorem 3.1 yields the almost sure estimates

|ρZ1
(t)− ρZ2

(t)|E ≤
∫ t

0

∣∣Sα(t− s)
(
B(Z1(s)

)
−B(Z2(s)

)
|Eds

≤
∫ t

0

e−θ(t−s)|b(Π1Z1(s))− b(Π1Z2(s))|C−1ds

≤ C

∫ t

0

|b(Π1Z1(s))− b(Π1Z2(s))|∞ds

≤ C|b|LipT sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Z1(t)− Z2(t)|E ,

|HZ1
(t)−HZ2

(t)|E ≤
∫ t

0

e−θ(t−s)
∣∣(σ(Π1Z1(s)) − σ(Π1Z2(s))

)
h(s)

∣∣
C−1ds

≤ C

∫ t

0

∣∣(σ(Π1Z1(s))− σ(Π1Z2(s))
)
h(s)

∣∣
H
ds

≤ C|σ|Lip

√
T sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Z1(t)− Z2(t)|E |h|L2([0,T ];H).

In view of Lemma 5.1 we also have

E|ΓZ1
− ΓZ2

|pC([0,T ];E) ≤ CTE|Z1 − Z2|pC([0,T ];C0(0,ℓ))

for a constant C = CT that is increasing in T. From these estimates we deduce that
∣∣S (z, Z1)− S (z, Z2)

∣∣
Lp(Ω;C([0,T ];E)

≤ CT |Z1 − Z2|Lp(Ω;C([0,T ];E).

In particular, for T ≤ T0 sufficiently small the map S (z, ·) is a contraction. From a classical fixed-point ar-
gument it follows that, for each ǫ > 0, (19) has a unique mild solution Zǫ,h ∈ Lp(Ω;C([0, T0]; E)). The restric-
tion on T can then be lifted by repeating this argument on time-intervals of the form [kT0, (k+1)T0], k ∈ N.
Thus for each n ∈ N Zǫ,h

z,n is globally well-posed and the proof is complete. �

Remark 6. The previous proof establishes existence and uniqueness of local solutions to (19) i.e. solutions
defined up to explosion time. Local well-posedness is a consequence of working in the topology of con-
tinuous functions. Our exit problem asymptotics in Section 7 are valid for exits of such local solutions
from bounded neighborhoods of a stable equilibrium. Moreover they provide asymptotic lower bounds for
mean explosion times as ǫ → 0 (Remark 10). Nevertheless, as we explain in Section 8, it is also possible to
obtain global well-posedness on E in the case where b is a nonlinearity with at most cubic growth.

5.2. Continuity properties of the skeleton equation. From this point on, Zǫ
z = (uǫz, ∂tu

ǫ
z), Z

u
z := Z0,u

z will
denote the local mild solutions of (1) and (19) with initial data Zǫ

z(0) = Zu
z (0) = z ∈ E and control u

respectively. This section contains a number of useful lemmas regarding the so-called skeleton equation
Zu
z , where u ∈ L2([0, T ];H) is a deterministic control. These properties will be useful for the exit problem

analysis of Section 7.
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Lemma 5.2. For each n ∈ N, let Σn denote the Lipschitz approximation of the operator Σ per Definition 5.2. For
n ∈ N, T, α > 0, z ∈ E , u ∈ L2([0, T ];H,Z ∈ C([0, T ]; E), under Assumption 2, the linear operator

L2([0, T ];H) ∋ u 7−→ K(u)(t) :=

∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)Σn(Z(s))u(s)ds ∈ C([0, T ]; E)

is compact.

Proof. Let U ⊂ L2([0, T ];H) be a bounded set. The statement follows by showing that K(U) is relatively
compact in C([0, T ]; E). First note that, from Lemma 5.1 (with ǫ = 1,Ψǫ

2 = 0 and Ψǫ
1 = Σ(Z)) we obtain the

bound

sup
u∈U

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)Σn(Z(s))u(s)ds

∣∣∣∣
H1

≤ Cn, (23)

for some constant Cn that depends on T, |σn|∞ and the diameter of U . We claim now that H1 is relatively
compact in E . Indeed, the inclusion H1 ⊂ C0 is compact by Sobolev embedding. Turning to the inclusion
L2 ⊂ C−1 we have , for any φ ∈ H,

|φ|C−1 =
∣∣φ̂
∣∣
∞

:= sup
r∈(0,ℓ)

∣∣∣∣
∫ r

0

φ(ξ)dξ

∣∣∣∣.

Hence, for any bounded sequence {φm}m∈N ⊂ H, the sequence of anti-derivatives {φ̂m}m∈N ⊂ C0(0, ℓ) is
uniformly bounded and uniformly 1/2−Hölder continuous. From the classical Arzelà-Ascoli theorem it
follows that, up to a subsequence, φ̂m converges uniformly to a function φ̂ ∈ C0. Passing if necessary to a
further subsequence and without changing the notation, the weak L2−compactness of {φm}m and unique-
ness of the limit imply that φ̂ has a weak derivative φ̂′ ∈ H. From the latter we deduce that limm→∞ φm = φ̂′

in C−1, which allows us to conclude our initial claim.
It remains to show that K(U) ⊂ C([0, T ]; E) is uniformly equicontinuous. To this end, note that for any

s < t ∈ [0, T ], u ∈ U we have

K(u)(t)−K(u)(s) =

∫ t

s

Sα(t− r)Σn(Z(r))u(r)dr +

∫ s

0

[Sα(t− r) − Sα(s− r)]Σn(Z(r))u(r)dr.

From continuity of the semigroup S in H1 (2.1) and the local boundedness of σ, u we obtain

∣∣K(u)(t)−K(u)(s)
∣∣
E
≤ C

∫ t

s

|Σn(Z(r))u(r)|Edr

+ C

∫ s

0

|Sα(s− r)[Sα(t− s)− I]|L (H1)|σn(Π1Z(r))u(r)|Hdr

≤ Cσn
(t− s)1/2|u|L2([0,T ];H) + Cn

∫ s

0

e−ω(s−r)|Sα(t− s)− I|L (H1)|u(r)|Hdr

≤ Cσn,U(t− s)1/2 + Cn,T,U |Sα(t− s)− I|L (H1),

where the latter holds uniformly over u ∈ U and s, t ∈ [0, T ]. Next, let ǫ > 0. From the strong continuity
of Sα, there exists δ1 = δ1(T,U) > 0 such that for all s, t with |t − s| < δ1 the second term in the last
display is below ǫ/2. Thus, the choice δn := min{δ1, (ǫ/2Cσn,U)

2} satisfies the ǫ−challenge for uniform
equicontinuity ofK(U). The proof is complete in view of the latter, (23) and an infinite-dimensional version
of Arzelà-Ascoli theorem. �

In the next lemma we show that localizations of the solution to the skeleton equation are continuous with
respect to controls and initial conditions. Then we prove a quantitative estimate for the difference between
controlled and uncontrolled trajectories in terms of the L2 norm of the controls.

Lemma 5.3. Let Zu
n,z, Z

0
n,z as in Definition 5.1. Under Assumptions 1, 2 the following hold:

(1) Let T,N > 0 and UN ⊂ L2([0, T ];H) be the centered ball of radius N, endowed with the weak L2 topology.
For each n ∈ N the map

E × UN ∋ (z, u) 7−→ Zu
n,z ∈ C([0, T ]; E)

is continuous.
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(2) Let T > 0, n ∈ N, u ∈ L2([0, T ];H). There exists a smooth, non-decreasing function Λn : [0,∞) → [0,∞)
with Λ(0) = 0, limx→∞ Λ(x) = ∞ such that for all z ∈ E

|Zu
n,z − Z0

n,z|C([0,T ];E) ≤ Λn

(
|u|L2([0,T ];H)

)
.

Proof. Throughout the proof and for the sake of lighter notation we shall drop the subcript n and work
instead in the case of bounded, Lipschitz continuous coefficients b, σ.

(1) Since the weak topology on bounded sets is metrizable, it suffices to consider a sequence {(zm, um)}m∈N ⊂
UN × E that converges weakly, as m→ ∞, to a pair (z, u) ∈ UN × E . For t ∈ [0, T ] we have

|Zum
zm (t)− Zu

z (t)
∣∣
E
≤
∣∣Sα(t)(zm − z)

∣∣
E
+

∫ t

0

∣∣∣∣Sα(t− s)
[
B(Zum

zm (s)) −B(Zu
z (s))

]∣∣∣∣
E

ds

+

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)
[
Σ(Zum

zm (s))um(s)− Σ(Zu
z (s))u(s)

]
ds

∣∣∣∣
E

From Assumption 1, Assumption 2 and Theorem 3.1 we obtain

|Zum
zm (t)− Zu

z (t)
∣∣
E
≤ C|zm − z|E + C

∫ t

0

∣∣b(Π1Z
um
zm (s))− b(Π1Z

u
z (s))

∣∣
H
ds

+ C

∫ t

0

∣∣[σ(Π1Z
um
zm (s))− σ(Π1Z

u
z (s))

]
um(s)

∣∣
H
ds

+ C

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)Σ(Zu
z (s))

[
um(s)− u(s)

]
ds

∣∣∣∣
E

≤ C|zm − z|E + C|b|Lip

∫ t

0

∣∣Π1Z
um
zm (s)−Π1Z

u
z (s)|Hds

+ |σ|Lip

∫ t

0

∣∣Π1Z
um
zm (s)−Π1Z

u
z (s)|C0(0,ℓ)|um(s)|Hds

+ C sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)Σ(Zu
z (s))

[
um(s)− u(s)

]
ds

∣∣∣∣
E

.

Thus, from an application of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for the control term we obtain

|Zum
zm (t)− Zu

z (t)
∣∣2
E
≤ C|zm − z|2E + CT 1/2

∫ T

0

∣∣Zum
zm (s)− Zu

z (s)|2Eds

+ C̃T 1/2

∫ T

0

|Zum
zm (s)− Zu

z (s)
∣∣2
E
ds

+ |σ|Lip sup
m∈N

|um|2L2([0,T ];H)

∫ T

0

∣∣Zum
zm (s)− Zu

z (s)|2Eds

+ C sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)Σ(Zu
z (s))

[
um(s)− u(s)

]
ds

∣∣∣∣
2

E

.

Grönwall’s inequality then furnishes

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Zum
zm (t)− Zu

z (t)
∣∣2
E
≤ CeCσ,b,N,T

(
|zm − z|2E + sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)Σ(Zu
z (s))

[
um(s)− u(s)

]
ds

∣∣∣∣
2

E

)
.

In view of Lemma 5.2 with Z = Zu
z , the right-hands side vanishes as n → ∞ and the conclusion

follows.
(2) For t ≤ T we have

Zu
z (t)− Z0

z (t) =

∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)
[
b(Π1Z

u
z (s))− b(Π1Z

0
z (s))

]
ds+

∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)σ(Π1Z
u
z (s))u(s)ds.

From the local boundedness of σ, the second term on the right hand side satisfies
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∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)σ(Zu
z (t))u(t)dt

∣∣∣∣
E

≤ C

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)σ(Zu
z (t))u(t)dt

∣∣∣∣
H1

≤ C|σ|∞
∫ t

0

e−θ(t−s)|u(s)|Hds ≤ C|σ|∞T 1/2|u|L2([0,T ];H).

As for the first term, we use the (local) Lipschitz continuity of b to obtain
∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)
[
b(Zu

z (s))− b(Z0
z (s))

]
ds

∣∣∣∣
E

≤ C

∫ T

0

sup
r≤s

|Zu
z (r) − Z0

z (r)|Eds.

From the last two estimates along with Grönwall’s inequality we may conclude

|Zu
z − Z0

z |C([0,T ];E) ≤ C′T 1/2|u|L2([0,T ];H) exp(CT )

for constants C,C′ > 0. The proof is complete upon observing that the function

Λ(x) = C′T 1/2 exp(CT )x, x ≥ 0

satisfies the desired properties.

�

5.3. Local Uniform Large Deviations. We conclude this section by formulating and proving a local Uni-
form Large Deviations Principle (LULDP), per Definition 5.4, for the local solutions {Zǫ

z,n; ǫ ∈ (0, 1)} over
bounded sets of initial data. This is an important ingredient in the study of the exit problem for local
solutions of (1).

To do so, we first state the definition of a global Uniform Large Deviations Principle (GULDP) in Defini-
tion 5.3. The idea that we exploit is that given that we are interested in the exit from a non-empty bounded
set D ⊂ E with z∗ ∈ D, proving a local ULDP for the family {Zǫ

z; ǫ ∈ (0, 1)} is the same as proving a global
ULDP for the family {Zǫ

z,n; ǫ ∈ (0, 1)} where the process Zǫ
z,n is a localized version of Zǫ

z .

Remark 7. As a matter of fact, as it is implied by the context and we will more specifically elaborate in
Section 6, we are mainly interested in the process {Zǫ

z,nD
; ǫ ∈ (0, 1)}, i.e., for a specific value of n = nD. In

particular, nD is fixed to be large enough so that a ball with radius nD contains D, i.e., nD := inf
{
n ∈ N :

D ⊂ B̄E(0, n)}, see also (29).

Definition 5.3 (Global ULDP). Let D ⊂ E be a bounded set of initial data.

1. Let z ∈ E , T > 0. A lower semicontinuous function Iz,T : C([0, T ]; E) → [0,+∞] is called a rate function.
For each s ≥ 0 we define the sublevel sets

Φz,T (s) := {φ ∈ C([0, T ]; E) : Iz,T (φ) ≤ s} . (24)

2. A family {Zǫ
z; ǫ ∈ (0, 1)} of C([0, T ]; E)−valued random elements is said to satisfy a (global) ULDP with

respect to D if for any T > 0, s0 > 0 and δ > 0 the following hold:
(a)

lim inf
ǫ→0

inf
z∈D

inf
φ∈Φz,T (s0)

{
ǫ2 logP

(
|Zǫ

z − ϕ|C([0,T ];E) < δ

)
+ Iz,T (ϕ)

}
≥ 0, (25)

(b)

lim sup
ǫ→0

sup
z∈D

sup
s∈[0,s0]

{
ǫ2 logP

(
distC([0,T ];E)

(
Zǫ
z,Φz,T (s)

)
≥ δ

)
+ s

}
≤ 0. (26)

Next, we define the local ULDP.

Definition 5.4 (Local ULDP). Let T > 0, z ∈ E and {Inz,T ;n ∈ N} be a countable collection of good rate functions
on C([0, T ]; E). The family {Zǫ

z; ǫ ∈ (0, 1)} of C([0, T ]; E)−valued local mild solutions to (1) is said to satisfy a
Local Uniform Large Deviations Principle (LULDP) over bounded sets of initial data if, for all n ∈ N, the family of
localized (global) mild solutions {Zǫ

z,n; ǫ ∈ (0, 1)} (per Definition 5.2) satisfies a Global ULDP, per Definition 5.3,
over bounded sets with rate function Inz,T . The level sets of the latter will be denoted by Φn

z,T (s) for s ≥ 0.
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Proposition 5.2. Let Zu
z be the local mild solution of the skeleton equation starting at z ∈ E . Under Assumptions 1,

2, local solutions of (1) satisfy, per Definition 5.4, a LULDP over bounded sets of initial data with good rate functions

Inz,T (φ) := inf
u∈L2([0,T ];H)

{
1

2

∫ T

0

∫ ℓ

0

|u(s, y)|2dyds : φ = Zu
z,n

}
, n ∈ N (27)

for all T > 0 and φ ∈ C([0, T ]; E), where the convention that inf ∅ = ∞ is understood.

Proof. Let T > 0, n ∈ N and Zǫ
z,n be a localized mild solution, per Definition 5.2, with control h = 0.We shall

rely on the equivalence of the ULDP and Equicontinuous Uniform Laplace Principle (EULP); see e.g. [37,
Theorem 2.9]). In view of [37, Theorem 2.12], the latter holds over bounded subsets of initial data, provided
that for any δ > 0, D ⊂ E bounded and M > 0,

lim
ǫ→0

sup
z∈D

sup
u∈PM

2

P

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣Zǫ,u
z,n(t)− Zu

z,n(t)
∣∣
E
≥ δ

]
= 0. (28)

Here, PM
2 is the collection of adapted, H−valued stochastic controls u such that P(|u|2L2([0,T ];H) ≤ M) = 1.

Moreover, Zǫ,u
z,n is a localized mild solution, per Definition 5.2, with control h = u.

We can now estimate the latter using the local Lipschitz continuity of b, σ and Grönwall’s inequality. Indeed,

∣∣Zǫ,u
z,n(t)− Z0,u

z,n(t)
∣∣
E
≤
∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)
[
Bn(Z

ǫ,u
z,n(s))−Bn(Z

0,u
z,n(s))

]
ds

∣∣∣∣
E

+

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)
[
Σn(Z

ǫ,u
z,n(s))− Σn(Z

0,u
z,n(s))

]
u(s)ds

∣∣∣∣
E

+ ǫ

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)Σn(Z
ǫ,u
z,n(s))dW (s)

∣∣∣∣
E

≤ C

∫ t

0

∣∣bn(Π1Z
ǫ,u
z,n(s))− bn(Π1Z

0,u
z,n(s))

∣∣
H
ds

+ C

∫ t

0

∣∣[σn(Π1Z
ǫ,u
z,n(s))− σn(Π1Z

0,u
z,n(s))

]
u(s)

∣∣
H
ds+ 2Cǫ sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣Γǫ
n(t)

∣∣
E

where Γǫ
n(t) is the stochastic convolution term. From Assumption 1, 2, there exists Ln such that

∣∣Zǫ,u
z,n(t)− Z0,u

z,n(t)
∣∣
E
≤ Ln

∫ t

0

∣∣Π1Z
ǫ,u
z,n(s))−Π1Z

0,u
z,n(s))

∣∣
∞
ds

+ Cσn

∫ t

0

∣∣Π1Z
ǫ,u
z,n(s)−Π1Z

0,u
z,n(s)

∣∣
∞
|u(s)|Hds+ Cǫ sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Γǫ
n(t)|E .

From the L2−bound on u and Grönwall’s inequality we get

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣Zǫ,u
z,n(t)− Z0,u

z,n(t)
∣∣2
E
≤ Cǫ2eCnT sup

ǫ∈(0,1),n∈N

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣Γǫ
n(t)

∣∣2
E
≤ Cǫ2eCnT ,

where the last estimate follows by applying Lemma 5.1 with Ψ2 = 0, p = 2 and using the boundedness of
σn. Taking ǫ→ 0 we see that (28) holds true for any δ, T > 0 and any bounded set D ⊂ E of initial data.

From the previous argument we deduce that the family of random elements {Zǫ
z,n; ǫ > 0} satisfies a

ULDP with rate function given in variational form by

inf
u∈L2([0,T ];H)

{
1

2

∫ T

0

∫ ℓ

0

|u(s, y)|2dyds : φ = Zu
z,n

}
,

where Zu
z,n is a localization of the skeleton equation. Finally, Inz,T is a good rate function since its sublevel

sets Φn
z,T (s0) are compact as a consequence of lower semicontinuity. The proof is complete. �
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6. EXACT CONTROLLABILITY AND REGULARITY OF THE QUASIPOTENTIAL

Let z∗ ∈ E be the asymptotically stable equilibrium from Assumption 3. An observation that is important
for the subsequent analysis is that such a point enjoys higher regularity. Indeed, z∗ satisfies

{
Π2z

∗ = 0,

∂2xΠ1z
∗ + b(Π1z

∗) = 0.

By standard elliptic regularity theory, Π1z
∗ ∈ H2 because b(Π1z

∗) ∈ L∞ ⊂ H . Hence, z∗ ∈ H2 ⊂ H1.
The goal of this section is to show that we can connect any state z ∈ H1 to z∗ with a (controlled) path

of the local solution of the skeleton equation Zu
z∗ := Z0,u

z∗ (19). Moreover, we show that this path has
arbitrarily small energy, provided that z is sufficiently close to z∗. In turn, this controllability property
implies a continuity property of the quasipotential (2) which we prove in Lemma 6.3 below.

Fix a non-empty bounded set D ⊂ E with z∗ ∈ D, and set

nD := inf
{
n ∈ N : D ⊂ B̄E(0, n)

}
. (29)

Next, we formally define the notion of two quasipotentials that will be of central interest in the study of
exit time and exit place asymptotics in Section 7. In this section we study some of their properties.

Definition 6.1 (Quasipotentials VD and VD̄). Let T > 0, z ∈ E and fix a set N ⊂ D̄. Let InD

z,T : C([0, T ]; E) →
[0,∞] be the LULDP rate function corresponding to the localized process {Zǫ

z,nD
} from Proposition 5.2 (see also (27)).

The quasipotential VD from z ∈ E to N defined with respect to paths that are bound to stay in D is given by

VD(z,N) := inf

{
InD

z,T (φ) ; T > 0, φ ∈ C([0, T ]; E) : φ(0) = z , φ(T ) ∈ N, ∀t ∈ [0, T ) φ(t) ∈ D

}
. (30)

Analogously, if we require that paths are bound to stay in D̄ we define

VD̄(z,N) := inf

{
InD

z,T (φ) ; T > 0, φ ∈ C([0, T ]; E) : φ(0) = z , φ(T ) ∈ N, ∀t ∈ [0, T ) φ(t) ∈ D̄

}
. (31)

For z′ ∈ E we shall also use the notation VD(z, z′) := VD(z, {z′}) and VD̄(z, z′) := VD̄(z, {z′}). These
functionals are important in the study of exit shape asymptotics because there we need to make sure that
paths do not spend time on the exterior ofD before hitting N ; see Remark 13 for a more detailed discussion.

In the case where paths are allowed to exit D before hitting the target set N ⊂ D̄, we drop the subscripts
D and D̄ from VD and VD̄ respectively and we simply define V via Definition 6.2.

Definition 6.2 (Quasipotential V ). Let T > 0, z ∈ E and fix a set N ⊂ D̄. Let InD

z,T : C([0, T ]; E) → [0,∞]

be the LULDP rate function corresponding to the localized process {Zǫ
z,nD

} from Proposition 5.2 (see also (27)). The
quasipotential V from z ∈ E to N is given by

V (z,N) := inf
{
InD

z,T (φ); , T > 0, φ ∈ C([0, T ]; E) : φ(0) = z , φ(T ) ∈ N
}
.

In general, we may drop the superscript nD from the rate function Iz,T : C([0, T ]; E) → [0,∞] and for a given set
G ⊂ E , we may set for the quasipotential V from z to G

V (z,G) := inf
{
Iz,T (φ); , T > 0, φ(0) = z , φ ∈ C([0, T ]; E) : φ(T ) ∈ G

}
.

In some particular cases, VD and VD̄ (from Definition 6.1) are related to each other and to the quasipo-
tential V (from Definition 6.2) as shown in Lemma 6.1 below.

Lemma 6.1. For any ∅ 6= D ⊂ E and z ∈ D we have

VD̄(z, ∂D) = VD(z, ∂D) = V (z, ∂D).

Proof. The equality VD̄(z, ∂D) = VD(z, ∂D) is clear, so we focus on showing VD(z, ∂D) = V (z, ∂D). On the
one hand, the inequality V (z, ∂D) ≤ VD(z, ∂D) is trivial since VD is an infimum over a smaller set than the
one used for V. For the reverse inequality, let η > 0, T > 0, z′ ∈ ∂D, u ∈ L2([0, T ];H) and φ = Zu

z such that
Zu
z (T ) = z′ and

1

2
|u|2L2([0,T ];H) < V (z, ∂D) + η.



UNIFORM ATTRACTION AND EXIT PROBLEMS FOR STOCHASTIC DAMPED WAVE EQUATIONS 21

Next let τ = inf{t > 0 : φ(t) ∈ ∂D} be the first time that φ hits the boundary and note that τ ≤ T. Since the
restriction of φ on [0, τ ] is in C([0, τ ]; E) and φ(t) ∈ D for any t < τ we conclude that

VD(z, ∂D) ≤ 1

2
|u|2L2([0,τ ];H) < V (z, ∂D) + η.

Since η is arbitrary, the proof is complete. �

Before we proceed to the main body of this section we make the following important remark on notation:

Remark 8. Throughout the rest of this section, we shall omit the index nD (29) from both the rate function
InD

z,T and the local solutions Zu
z,nD

of the skeleton equation. Hence, we shall abuse notation and write
Zu
z,nD

≡ Zu
z and InD

z,T ≡ Iz,T for the sake of lighter notation. This simplified notation will also be used for
the nonlinear terms B,Σ. In other words, from this point on, we shall write B,Σ instead of BnD

,ΣnD
(20).

The localization index nD is important for the study of the exit problem for local solutions. We defer a more
detailed discussion to the introduction of Section 7.

Lemma 6.2 (Exact controllability from z∗ to H1 ×H). Under Assumptions 1-4 the following holds:
There exists T0 > 0 such that for any η > 0, there exists δ > 0 such that whenever |z − z∗|H1

< δ, there exists a
control u ∈ L2([0, T0];H) such that

1

2

∫ T0

0

∫ ℓ

0

|u(s, x)|2dxds < η

and
Zu
z∗(T0) = z.

Proof. For T0 > 0 to be chosen later, define the linear operator LT0
: L2([0, T0];H) → H1 by

LT0
u :=

∫ T0

0

Sα(T0 − s)

(
0

u(s)

)
ds.

This operator maps L2([0, T0];H) onto H1 when T0 is sufficiently large. Indeed, the adjoint operator
L⋆
T0

: H1 → L2([0, T ];H) is given by

[L⋆
T0
z](t, x) = [Π2S

⋆
α(T0 − t)z](x).

In view of [6, Proposition 2.3] and Proposition 2.1 it follows that the operator S⋆
α is of negative type with

the same exponent as S. From direct calculations (see e.g. [9, Lemma 3.2]) we have

|L⋆
T0
z|2L2([0,T0];H) =

∫ T0

0

∫ ℓ

0

|[Π2S
⋆
α(T0 − t)z](x)|2dxdt = 1

2α

(
|z|2H1

− |S⋆
α(T0)z|2H1

)
≥ 1

2α
(1−M2e−2θt)|z|2H1

.

Choosing T0 big enough so that

M2e−2θT0 =
1

2
yields

|z|2H1
≤ 4α|L⋆

T0
z|2L2([0,T0];H) = 4α|(LT0

L⋆
T0
)1/2z|2H1

.

By [16, Corollary B7], this proves that the image
{
z ∈ H1 ×H : |z|H1

≤ 1
}
⊂
{
LT0

u : |u|L2([0,T0];H) ≤ 2
√
α
}
.

In particular, this proves that for any z ∈ H1, there exists a control u ∈ L2([0, T0];H) such that

z =

∫ T0

0

Sα(T0 − t)

(
0
u(t)

)
dt

and
|u|L2([0,T0];H) ≤ 2

√
α|z|H1

.

Now let δ > 0 to be specified later. Given any z ∈ H1 such that |z − z∗|H1
< δ, let |u1|L2([0,T0];H) ≤ 2

√
αδ

be a control such that LT0
u1 = z − z∗. Next, define Z(t) := z∗ +

∫ t

0
Sα(t − s)

(
0

u1(s)

)
ds. Since z∗ is an

equilbrium and σ is non-degenerate we can write

Z(t) = Sα(t)z
∗ +

∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)B(Z(s))ds +

∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)

(
0

σ(Π1Z(s))u(s)

)
ds,
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where

u(s, x) :=
1

σ(Π1Z(s, x))

(
u1(s, x) + b(Π1z

∗(x)) − b(Π1Z(s, x))

)
, (s, x) ∈ [0, t]× (0, ℓ).

In particular, Z = Zu
z∗ and moreover Z(T0) = z. Notice that the path Z exists for all times even though

Zu
z∗ is understood as a local solution.

It remains to estimate the L2 norm of u. By contractivity of the semigroup in H1 (Proposition 2.1) and
choice of u1 we have

sup
t∈[0,T0]

|Z(t)− z∗|H1
≤ Cδ. (32)

The latter, along with Assumption 4 and the choice of u1 yield
∫ T0

0

∫ ℓ

0

|u(s, x)|2ds ≤ C′ sup
t∈[0,T0]

|b(Π1z
∗(x)) − b(Π1Z(s))|2∞ + Cδ2.

By (32), the Sobolev embedding H1 ⊂ C0 and the continuity of b, we can take δ small enough so that the
right-hand side is less than η. The proof is complete. �

We are now ready to prove an important continuity property of VD̄ that is needed for our proof of
exit time lower bounds and exit shape asymptotics; Theorems 7.2, 7.3. This property, also known in the
literature as inner regularity, is listed as an assumption in [16, Section 12.5.1] (see in particular the definition
of the "lower exit rate" e therein) and [39] (see Assumption 8.2). It is proven via controllability theorems in
[40, Section 5.4; see also Theorem 5.7]. Those controllability arguments from the parabolic case do not work
in the setting of wave equations. This is mainly attributed to the fact that, due to the lack of smoothing,
arbitrary controlled trajectories of the underlying dynamics cannot necessarily be connected. A version
of this lemma was proved in [10, Section 6] under much stronger assumptions. In particular, the authors
worked in the case of additive noise under the assumption that there exists a unique stable equilibrium
and assumed some extra smoothness on b (see Assumption 2 therein). We are interested in the case of
multiplicative noise and multiple stable equilibria, so we need such a result in higher generality.

Lemma 6.3 (Inner regularity of VD̄). Let D ⊂ E be a bounded set that contains the asymptotically stable equilib-
rium z∗ and VD̄ as in (31). For any closed N ⊂ ∂D, let BE(N, δ) = {z ∈ E : distE(z,N) < δ} and

VD̄
(
BE(z

∗, ρ), BE(N, δ)
)
:= inf

{
VD̄(z1, z2) : z1 ∈ B(z∗, ρ), z2 ∈ B(N, δ)

}
.

If VD̄(z∗, N) <∞ then, under Assumptions 1- 4

lim
(ρ,δ)→(0,0)

VD̄
(
BE(z

∗, ρ), BE(N, δ)
)
= VD̄(z∗, N).

Proof. Assume by contradiction that

lim
(ρ,δ)→(0,0)

VD̄
(
BE(z

∗, ρ), BE(N, δ)
)
< VD̄(z∗, N).

This means that there exist a sequence of initial data {zn;n ∈ N} ⊂ E such that limn |zn − z∗|E = 0, a
sequence of time horizons Tn > 0, a sequence of controls un ∈ L2([0, Tn];H), and a distance η > 0 such that

1

2
|un|2L2([0,Tn];H) ≤ VD̄(z∗, N)− η, (33)

such that the controlled processes Zun
zn (t) have the properties that Zun

zn (t) ∈ D̄ for all t ∈ [0, Tn) and
dist(Zun(Tn), N) → 0. Since Zun

zn (t) ∈ D̄ for all t, there exists N0 = N0(D) ∈ N (independent of n) such
that the local Zun

zn coincides with the process Zun

zn,N0
(see Definition 5.2). Hence, without loss of generality,

we shall assume that b, σ are bounded, Lipschitz continuous. Moreover, we drop the subscript N and write
Zun
zn instead of Zun

zn,N0
for the sake of lighter notation.

We separate the analysis into two cases; first where there exists a bounded subsequence of time horizons
{Tn;n ∈ N} and second where Tn ↑ +∞.
Case 1: (A subsequence of {Tn;n ∈ N} is upper bounded). Notice that (33) provides a uniform L2 bound
for the controls, hence the sequence {un;n ∈ N} is weakly pre-compact. Thus, there exists a further subse-
quence (relabeled by n) such that Tn → T and un converges weakly in L2([0, T ];H) to u. Then by Lemma
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5.3(1),

|Zun
zn (Tn)− Zu

z∗(T )|E → 0.

Because dist(Zun
zn (Tn), N) → 0 and N is closed this proves that Zu

z∗(T ) ∈ N. But

VD̄(z∗, N) ≤ 1

2
|u|2L2([0,T ];H) ≤ VD̄(z∗, N)− η

which is a contradiction.
Case 2: (Tn ↑ ∞). We want to show that we also have a kind of convergence in this case. To guarantee
convergence, we translate these processes to the negative half line (−∞, 0]. Define for t < 0

ϕn(t) =

{
Zun
zn (Tn + t) for t ∈ [−Tn, 0]

zn for t < −Tn

and

hn(t) =

{
un(t+ Tn) for t ∈ [−Tn, 0],
0 for t < −Tn.

(34)

For t ∈ [−Tn, 0], ϕn(t) solves

ϕn(t) =Sα(Tn + t)zn +

∫ t

−Tn

Sα(t− s)

(
0

b(Π1ϕn(s))

)
ds+

∫ t

−Tn

Sα(t− s)

(
0

σ(Π1ϕn(s))hn(s)

)
ds

=Sα(Tn + t)(zn − z∗) + z∗ +

∫ t

−Tn

Sα(t− s)

(
0

(b(Π1ϕn(s))− b(Π1z
∗))

)
ds

+

∫ t

−Tn

Sα(t− s)

(
0

σ(Π1ϕn(s))hn(s)

)
ds

=:z∗ + Sα(Tn + t)(zn − z∗) + In(t) + Yn(t).

The second to last line is a consequence of the assumption that z∗ is invariant, implying that

z∗ = Sα(t)z
∗ +

∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)

(
0

b(Π1z
∗)

)
ds.

We shall proceed to the asymptotic analysis of the paths {φn(t); t ∈ [−∞, 0]}.
Step 1: Pre-compactness in C([−T, 0]; E). We shall use a functional analytic version of Arzelà-Ascoli to prove
that a subsequence In(t) + Yn(t) converges in E for all t ∈ (−∞, 0]. The fact that ϕn(t) ∈ D̄ for all t < 0
guarantees that |b(Π1ϕ(s)) − b(Π1z

∗)|H is uniformly bounded in s < 0. In particular, from Proposition 2.1
there exist M, θ > 0 such that

|In(t)|H1
≤M

∫ t

−Tn

e−θ(t−s)ds ≤ M

θ
.

Because H1 is compactly embedded into E (as was shown e.g. in the proof of Lemma 5.2), this proves that
for fixed t < 0, the family {In(t)}n is compact. As for the control term, (33) furnishes

|Yn(t)|H1
≤ C|hn|L2([−Tn,0];H) ≤ C

√
VD̄(z∗, N)− η. (35)

We turn to temporal equicontinuity estimates for In, Yn. A direct consequence of the compact inclusion
H1 ⊂ E is that

lim
t→0

|Sα(t)− I|L (H1;E) = 0.
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Now for s < t < 0,

|In(t)− In(s)|E

≤
∫ s

−Tn

∣∣∣∣(Sα(t− r) − Sα(s− r))

(
0

(b(Π1ϕn(r)) − b(Π1z
∗))

)∣∣∣∣
E

dr

+

∫ t

s

∣∣∣∣Sα(t− r)

(
0

(b(Π1ϕn(r)) − b(Π1z
∗))

)∣∣∣∣
E

dr

≤
∫ s

−Tn

Me−θ(s−r)|Sα(t− s)− I|L (H1;E)|(b(Π1ϕn(r)) − b(Π1z
∗))|Hdr

+

∫ t

s

Me−θ(t−r)|(b(Π1ϕn(r)) − b(Π1z
∗))|Hdr

≤ C|Sα(t− s)− I|L (H1;E) + C(t− s),

which proves equicontinuity for In. The constant C depends on M , θ and supz∈D̄ |b(z)− b(z∗)|H .
Equicontinuity for the Yn(t) terms is similar. For s < t < 0,

|Yn(t)− Yn(s)|E

≤
∫ s

−Tn

∣∣∣∣(Sα(t− r) − Sα(s− r))

(
0

σ(Π1ϕn(r))hn(r)

)∣∣∣∣
E

dr

+

∫ t

s

∣∣∣∣Sα(t− r)

(
0

σ(Π1ϕn(r))hn(r)

)∣∣∣∣
E

dr

≤
∫ s

−Tn

Me−θ(s−r)|Sα(t− s)− I|L (H1×H,E)|σ(Π1ϕn(r))hn(r)|Hdr

+

∫ t

s

Me−θ(t−r)|σ(Π1ϕn(r))hn(r)|Hdr.

Now we use the fact that supz∈D̄ |σ(Π1z)|∞ < +∞ and a Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in time to bound the
above expression by

|Yn(t)− Yn(s)|E ≤ |Sα(t− s)− I|L (H1;E)C|hn|L2([−Tn,0];H) +
√
t− s|hn|L2([−Tn,0];H)

≤ C
√
VD̄(z∗, N)− η

(
|Sα(t− s)− I|L (H1;E) +

√
t− s

)
,

where the last line follows from (35). This proves equicontinuity for the Yn terms.
Step 2: Identification of limiting paths. By the Arzelà-Ascoli Theorem (see e.g. [33, Theorem 47.1], there exists
a subsequence (relabeled as Yn, In) and limits I(t) and Y (t) such that for any −T < 0

lim
n→∞

sup
t∈[−T,0]

|In(t)− I(t)|E = lim
n→∞

sup
t∈[−T,0]

|Yn(t)− Y (t)|E = 0,

i.e. we have uniform convergence on compact time intervals.
Because Tn ↑ ∞ and |zn − z∗|E → 0, it follows that

lim
n→∞

sup
t∈[−Tn,0]

|Sα(t+ Tn)(zn − z∗)|E = 0.

Therefore, a subsequence of ϕn(t) converges to a limit ϕ(t) uniformly on compact time intervals. In order
to charactherize ϕ we use the dominated convergence theorem and uniqueness of the limit to conclude that

In(t) −→
∫ t

−∞

Sα(t− s)

(
0

b(Π2ϕ(s)) − b(z∗))

)
ds =: I(t), n→ ∞.

In view of (33), (34), the sequence {hn1[−Tn,t];n ∈ N} ⊂ L2((−∞, 0);H) is weakly pre-compact. Passing if
necessary to a further subsequence so that hn1[−Tn,t] → h1[−∞,t] weakly, it follows that

Yn(t) −→
∫ t

−∞

Sα(t− s)

(
0

σ(Π1ϕ(s))h(s)

)
=: Y (t), n→ ∞.
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Hence, for t < 0 the limiting path ϕ satisfies

ϕ(t) =z∗ +

∫ t

−∞

Sα(t− s)

(
0

(b(Π1ϕ(s))− b(Π1z
∗))

)
ds

+

∫ t

−∞

Sα(t− s)

(
0

σ(Π1ϕ(s))h(s)

)
ds. (36)

Step 3: Long-time behaviour of the limiting path in E . The next step is to prove that limt↓−∞ |ϕ(t) − z∗|E = 0.
For any T < t < 0, a representation for ϕ(t) is

ϕ(t) =Sα(t− T )ϕ(T ) +

∫ t

T

Sα(t− s)

(
0

(b(Π1ϕ(s)))

)
ds+

∫ t

T

Sα(t− s)

(
0

σ(Π1ϕ(s))h(s)

)
ds.

By the proof of Lemma 5.3(2), given ρ > 0, there exists Tρ > 0 and αρ > 0 such that

|Zu
z (Tρ)− z∗|E < ρ

if z ∈ D and |u|L2([0,Tρ];H) ≤ αρ. Because h ∈ L2((−∞, 0);H), there exists −T ′
ρ < 0 such that

|h|L2((−∞,−T ′
ρ);H) < αρ.

Then for any t < −T ′
ρ, ϕ(t) can be written as

ϕ(t) =Sα(T
′
ρ)ϕ(t− T ′

ρ) +

∫ t

t−T ′
ρ

Sα(t− s)

(
0

(b(Π1ϕ(s)))

)
ds

+

∫ t

t−T ′
ρ

Sα(t− s)

(
0

σ(Π1ϕ(s))h(s)

)
ds.

Therefore, because |h|L2((t−T ′
ρ,t);H) < αρ, it follow that |ϕ(t) − z∗|E < ρ. This is true for all t < −T ′

ρ. We can
do this argument for arbitrarily small ρ > 0, proving that

lim
t↓−∞

|ϕ(t)− z∗|E = 0.

Step 4: Long-time behaviour of the limiting path in H1.Next, we argue that, because we know that |ϕ(t)−z∗|E →
0 as t ↓ −∞, the stronger H1 convergence holds

lim
t↓−∞

|ϕ(t)− z∗|H1
= 0.

For this we use the representation (36). From Proposition 2.1, for any t < 0,
∣∣∣∣
∫ t

−∞

Sα(t− s)

(
0

(b(Π1ϕ(s)) − b(Π1z
∗))

)
ds

∣∣∣∣
H1

≤ M

θ
sup
s≤t

|(b(Π1ϕ(s)) − b(Π1z
∗))|H .

This converges to 0 as t ↓ −∞ because ϕ(s) → z∗ in E .
For the second term,
∣∣∣∣
∫ t

−∞

Sα(t− s)

(
0

σ(ϕ(s))h(s)

)
ds

∣∣∣∣
H1

≤
∫ t

−∞

Me−ω(t−s)|σ(ϕ(s))h(s)|Hds ≤
|σ|∞M√

2ω
|h|L2((−∞,t);H),

where the final inequality is the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with respect to the time variable. This expres-
sion converges to 0 as t ↓ −∞ because h ∈ L2((−∞, 0);H).
Step 4: Exact controllability. Now that ϕ(t) → z∗ in H1, we can use exact controllability Lemma 6.2. Given
η > 0, there exists T0 > 0 and δ > 0 such that when |z−z∗|H1

< δ0 there exists a controlled path that connects
z∗ to z with action less than η

2 . Because ϕ(t) → z∗ in H1, we can find −t0 < 0 such that |ϕ(−t0)−z∗|H1
< δ0.

Therefore, we can find a controlled path Zu0

z∗ such that

Zu0

z∗ (T0) = ϕ(−t0)
and

1

2
|u0|2L2([0,T0];H) <

η

2
.
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Finally, we build a path by concatenation for t > 0

ϕ1(t) =

{
Zu0(t), for t ∈ [0, T0],

ϕ(−t0 + t− T0), for t ∈ [T0, T0 + t0].

We have that ϕ1 = Zu
z∗ is a path controlled by

u(t) =

{
u0(t), for t ∈ [0, T0],

h(−t0 + t− T0), for t ∈ [T0, T0 + t0]

such that
1

2
|u|2L2([0,T0+t0];H) ≤

1

2
|h|2L2((−∞,0);H) +

η

2
≤ VD̄(z∗, N)− η

2
and Zu

z∗(T0 + t0) ∈ N. This is a contradiction. Therefore, in this case we must have

lim
(ρ,δ)→(0,0)

VD̄(B(z∗, ρ), N) = VD̄(z∗, N).

The proof is complete. �

7. THE PROBLEM OF EXIT FROM A DOMAIN OF ATTRACTION

Throughout this section, we fix a bounded subset D ⊂ E of the phase space that contains the asymptot-
ically stable equilibrium z∗. We are concerned with the problem of exit of local solutions Zǫ = (uǫ, ∂uǫ) to
(1) from D. In particular, we shall prove logarithmic asymptotics for the distribution of exit times

τ ǫ,zD := inf
{
t > 0 : Zǫ

z(t) /∈ D
}

(37)

and exit shapes (or exit places)
Zǫ
z

(
τ ǫ,zD

)
(38)

as ǫ→ 0.We only work with local mild solutions (Definition 5.2) of the stochastic wave equations (1). As we
have explained above, this definition heavily relies on the supremum-norm topology that we are using and,
since D is bounded, leads to the following important observation. With nD = inf{n ∈ N : D ⊂ B̄E(0, n)},
as in (29), we have

τ ǫ,zD := inf
{
t > 0 : Zǫ

z,nD
(t) /∈ D

}

and
Zǫ
z

(
τ ǫ,zD

)
= Zǫ

z,nD

(
τ ǫ,zD

)
.

In other words, to study exits of our local mild solutions from the bounded domain D ⊂ E , it suffices to
consider the localized process Zǫ

z,nD
which evolves according to a wave equation with globally Lipschitz

coefficients.
Local mild solutions are well-defined in the topology of E and satisfy LULDPs over bounded sets of

initial data (Proposition 5.2). Moreover, the aforementioned asymptotics are meaningful for local solutions
since exit times from D occur before explosion times, i.e. for each ǫ > 0, z ∈ D we have

τ ǫ,zD < τ ǫz,∞.

In fact, our exit time analysis yields novel asymptotic lower bounds for explosion times that are of order
exp(1/ǫ2) (a more detailed discussion is deferred to Remark 10).

We remind to the reader that Remark 8 of Section 6 is in place. In particular, for the duration of this
section, even though we work with the localized solution Zǫ

z,nD
, we omit the subscript nD and we simply

write Zǫ
z . The same index omission is in place for the level sets ΦnD

T,z which will be simply denoted by ΦT,z .

Intuitively, it is clear that, as ǫ→ 0, τ ǫ,zD diverges to +∞ since the deterministic dynamics Z0
z are attracted

to z∗ and never exit D. The exponential growth rate of exit times and concentration of the exit place distri-
bution are characterized by the quasipotentials, VD , VD̄ and V whose definition are given in Definitions 6.1
and 6.2 respectively. In particular, the quasipotentials VD and VD̄ are important for the study of exit shape
asymptotics (Section 7.3).

Starting from the classical work of Freidlin and Wentzell [24, Chapters 4, 6.5], it is typically assumed that
the domain D is open, bounded, uniformly attractive and invariant for the deterministic dynamics Z0

z . In
Proposition 4.1, we proved the existence of such a domain. Nevertheless, we choose to present our main
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results in a way that clarifies precisely what conditions onD are required for each of the asymptotic bounds
to hold.

The rest of this section is organized as follows: In Sections 7.1, 7.2 we present our analysis for the exit
time upper and lower bounds, Theorems 7.1, 7.2 respectively. Then, Section 7.3 is devoted to the typical
behavior and large deviation asymptotics of exit shapes, Theorem 7.3. In Section 7.4 we investigate condi-
tions under which our exit time and exit shape upper and lower bounds are equal. This question is closely
related to a notion of "regular" boundary points that we introduce in Definition 7.1. In the same section,
we illustrate this definition by providing examples of both regular and irregular boundary points for two
concrete domains of attraction. Throughout this section we work with local solutions of (1) (Definition 5.2).
In Section 8, we briefly explain how to adapt all the results of this section in the setting of global solutions.

7.1. Logarithmic exit time upper bound. Let us recall here the notation D̄c := E \ D̄. The main result of
this section is the following:

Theorem 7.1 (Exit time upper bound). Let D ⊂ E be a bounded, uniformly attracting set that contains the stable
equilibrium z∗. Under Assumptions 1-3 and for any z ∈ D we have

(1)
lim sup

ǫ→0
ǫ2 logE

[
τ ǫ,zD

]
≤ V (z∗, D̄c).

(2) For any δ > 0

lim
ǫ→0

P

[
ǫ2 log τ ǫ,zD > V (z∗, D̄c) + δ

]
= 0.

For the proof we shall need the following auxiliary lemma:

Lemma 7.1. With D ⊂ E and the same assumptions as in Theorem 7.1 we have: For any δ > 0 there exists T > 0
such that

lim inf
ǫ→0

inf
z∈D

ǫ2 logP
[
τ ǫ,zD ≤ T

]
> −V (z∗, D̄c)− δ.

Proof. Without loss of generality we assume that V (z∗, D̄c) < ∞ (otherwise there is nothing to prove). By
definition of the quasipotential and rate function there exists T1 > 0, y ∈ D̄c and a control v ∈ L2([0, T1];H)
such that Zv

z∗(T1) = y and 1
2 |v|2L2([0,T1];H) < V (z∗, D̄c) + δ. Letting d := distE(y, ∂D) and using the flow

continuity of the skeleton equation (Lemma 5.3(1)), there exists ρ > 0 such that for all initial data z ∈ E with
|z− z∗|E < ρ we have |Zv

z −Zv
z∗ |C([0,T1];E) < d/2. By uniform attraction to x∗ we can find a time T2 > 0 such

that supz∈D |Zv
z (T2)− z∗|E < ρ. Next we define a control u by

u(t) =

{
0, t ∈ [0, T2]

v(t− T2), t ∈ [T2, T1 + T2].

Letting T := T1 + T2 we see that

1

2
|u|2L2([0,T ];H) =

1

2
|v|2L2([0,T1];H) < V (z∗, D̄c) + δ.

Moreover, a direct application of the reverse triangle inequality yields

distE(Zu
z (T ), ∂D) ≥ distE(Zu

z∗(T ), ∂D)− |Zv
z − Zv

z∗ |C([0,T1];E) > d− d/2 = d/2.

The latter, along with another triangle inequality, furnishes the inclusion
{
|Zǫ

z − Zu
z |C([0,T ];E) < d/4

}
⊂
{

distE(Zǫ
z(T ), ∂D) > d/4

}
.

Hence

P

[
|Zǫ

z − Zu
z |C([0,T ];E) < d/4

]
≤ P[τ ǫ,zD ≤ T ].

Since Zu
z has finite energy and remains bounded in E uniformly over t ∈ [0, T ], there exists s0 > 0 such that

Zu
z ∈ Φz,T (s0) (with the sublevel set notation introduced in (24)). From the ULDP lower bound (25), we

conclude that

lim inf
ǫ→0

inf
z∈D

ǫ2 logP
[
τ ǫ,zD ≤ T

]
≥ −1

2
|u|2L2([0,T ];H) > −V (z∗, D̄c)− δ.

�
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With Lemma 7.1 at hand, Theorem 7.1 follows from the arguments in the proof of [21, Theorem 5.7.11(a)].
We include the proof below for completeness and readers’ convenience.

Proof. (Of Theorem 7.1)

(1) Let δ > 0 and take T > 0 from Lemma 7.1. By virtue of the Markov property of Zǫ
z , for any k ∈ N,

we have

sup
z∈D

P(τ ǫ,zD > kT ) ≤
(
sup
z∈D

P(τ ǫ,zD > T )

)k

≤
(
1− inf

z∈D
P(τ ǫ,zD ≤ T )

)k

.

Thus, by the tail probability formula

E[τ ǫ,zD ] ≤ T

(
1 +

∞∑

k=1

P
(
τ ǫ,zD ≥ kT

))
.

From the combination of the last two displays, along with the geometric series formula, we have

sup
z∈D

E[τ ǫ,zD ] ≤ T

1− (1− infz∈D P(τ ǫ,zD ≤ T ))
=

T

infz∈D P(τ ǫ,zD ≤ T )
.

From Lemma 7.1 it follows that

lim sup
ǫ→0

sup
z∈D

ǫ2 logE
[
τ ǫ,zD

]
≤ − lim inf

ǫ→0
inf
z∈D

ǫ2 logP(τ ǫ,zD ≤ T ) ≤ V (z∗, D̄c) + δ.

Since δ > 0 was arbitrary, this concludes the proof of the first assertion.
(2) We have by Chebyshev’s inequality

P

[
ǫ2 log τ ǫ,zD > VD(z∗, D̄c) + δ

]
= P

[
τ ǫ,zD > exp

(
V (z∗, D̄c) + δ

ǫ2

)]

≤ E
[
τ ǫ,zD

]
exp

(
− V (z∗, D̄c) + δ

ǫ2

)
.

By (1), the right-hand side converges to 0 as ǫ→ 0 and the proof is complete.

�

7.2. Logarithmic exit time lower bound. We turn to the proof of lower bounds for the exit times (37). To
do so, we assume that the interior of D contains a ball around the equilibrium z∗.

Assumption 5. There exists R > 0 such that BE(z
∗, R) ⊂ int(D).

It is clear that this is satisfied e.g. if D is an open subset of E ; in particular, both an open ball around z∗

and the set D that we identified in Proposition 4.1 satisfy this assumption. In this section we shall prove
the following:

Theorem 7.2 (Exit time lower bound). Let D ⊂ E be a bounded, invariant, uniformly attractive set that contains
the asymptotically stable equilibrium z∗. Under Assumptions 1- 5 the following hold:

(1)

lim
ǫ→0

P

[
ǫ2 log τ ǫ,zD ≤ V (z∗, ∂D)− δ

]
= 0.

(2)

lim inf
ǫ→0

ǫ2 logE
[
τ ǫ,zD

]
≥ V (z∗, ∂D).

Remark 9. Notice that, a priori, the asymptotic upper and lower bounds from Theorems 7.1(1) 7.2(2) do
not match. This will only be the case for domains D that satisfy V (z∗, ∂D) = V (z∗, D̄c). Such domains also
play an important role for our exit shape asymptotics (see Remark 14). Necessary conditions on D will be
discussed in Section 7.4.
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Remark 10 (Explosion time lower bounds). An immediate corollary of Theorem 7.2 is that, when perturbed
by noise of sufficiently small intensity, local solutions to (1) exist, on average, for exponentially long time
periods before exploding. Indeed, since for each ǫ > 0, z ∈ D it holds that τ ǫ,zD < τ ǫz,∞, we can use Theorem
7.2(2) to derive the asymptotic lower bound(21)

lim inf
ǫ→0

ǫ2 logE[τ ǫz,∞] ≥ lim inf
ǫ→0

ǫ2 logE[τ ǫ,zD ] = V (z∗, ∂D).

Delayed blowup for solutions of reaction-diffusion equations perturbed by small transport noise has been
recently observed in [2]. Roughly speaking, the lower bound above provides a quantitative description of
the same phenomenon in the setting of wave equations.

Theorem 7.2 relies on a number of preliminary lemmas given below. Conditionally on these lemmas, the
proof is identical to that of [21, Theorem 5.7.11(a)]. For completeness and readers’ convenience we present
it at the end of this subsection.

Let us now fix some notation:
From Assumption 5, we can find ρ > 0 small enough such that

γρ := B̄E(z
∗, ρ) ⊂ D , γρ ∩ ∂D = ∅. (39)

For each z ∈ D, ǫ we consider the stopping times

τ ǫ,zρ := inf

{
t > 0 : Zǫ

z(t) ∈ γρ ∪ ∂D
}

(40)

in which the random trajectories hit either the small ball γρ or the boundary ∂D. Our first auxiliary state-
ment shows that, with overwhelmingly large probability, the dynamics cannot "meander" for an arbitrarily
long time without hitting either γρ or ∂D.

Lemma 7.2. Let D be a bounded and uniformly attractive set that contains the asymptotically stable equilibrium z∗.
Under Assumption 5 there exists R > 0 such that for all ρ < R

lim sup
t→∞

lim sup
ǫ→0

sup
z∈D

ǫ2 logP

[
τ ǫ,zρ > t

]
= −∞.

Proof. Let ρ be small enough for (39) to hold. By the uniform attraction shown in Theorem 4.1 there exists
T0 = T0(ρ) > 0 such that supz∈D |Z0

z (T0) − z∗|E < ρ/2. In view of the latter, Lemma 5.3(2) and a triangle
inequality imply that, if there exists a control u such that |Zu

z (T0)− z∗|E > 3ρ/4 then
ρ

4
< |Zu

z (T0)− Z0
z (T0)|E ≤ Λ

(
|u|L2([0,T0];H)

)
.

Since Λ is invertible with a non-decreasing inverse it follows that

0 <
1

2

(
Λ−1(ρ4 )

)2

≤ 1

2
|u|2L2([0,T0];H).

Hence there exists s0 > 0 such that the set of trajectories φ ∈ C([0, T0]; E) such that 1) φ(0) = z, 2)
φ(t) ∈ D for all t ∈ [0, T0], and 3) |φ(T0) − z∗|E > 3ρ/4 is disjoint from the sublevel set ΦT0,z(s0) (recall the
notation (24)). Hence all trajectories that satisfy 1), 2) and φ(t) ∈ D \ (γρ ∪ ∂D) for all t ∈ [0, T0] must also
satisfy

distC([0,T0];E)

(
φ; ΦT0,z(s0)

)
≥ ρ/4.

From the ULDP upper bound it follows that

lim sup
ǫ→0

sup
z∈D

ǫ2 logP

[
τ ǫ,zρ > T0

]
≤ lim sup

ǫ→0
sup
z∈D

ǫ2 logP

[
∀t ∈ [0, T0] Z

ǫ
z(t) ∈ D \ (γρ ∪ ∂D)

]

≤ lim sup
ǫ→0

sup
z∈D

ǫ2 logP

[
Zǫ
z(t) ∈ D, t ∈ [0, T0] and distC([0,T0];E)(Z

ǫ
z ; ΦT0,z(s0)) ≥ ρ/4

]

≤ −s0.
This bound can then be bootstrapped via the Markov property so that for all k ∈ N

sup
z∈D

P

[
τ ǫ,zρ > kT0

]
≤
(
sup
z∈D

P

[
τ ǫ,zρ > T0

])k

.
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We conclude that

lim sup
ǫ→0

sup
z∈D

ǫ2 logP

[
τ ǫ,zρ > kT0

]
≤ −ks0

and the proof is complete upon taking k → ∞. �

Next, we let
M := 1 ∨ sup

t≥0
|Sα(t)|L (E). (41)

Taking ρ > 0 to be small enough, we consider a sphere

Γρ := ∂BE(z
∗, 2Mρ),Γρ ∩ ∂D = ∅ (42)

of radius 2Mρ > ρ. The following lemma proves that "fast excursions" to Γρ of random trajectories issued
from γρ are exponentially unlikely.

Lemma 7.3. Let D ⊂ E be bounded and such that Assumption 5 holds. For any ρ > 0 and with γρ,Γρ as in (39),
(42) respectively we have

lim sup
T→0

lim sup
ǫ→0

sup
z∈γρ

ǫ2 logP

[
Zǫ
z(t) ∈ Γρ for some t ∈ [0, T ]

]
= −∞.

Proof. For any z ∈ γρ, u ∈ L2([0, T ];H) and Zu
z a controlled path we have

|Zu
z (t)− z∗|E ≤|Sα(t)(z − z∗)|E +

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)(B(Zu
z (s))−B(z∗))ds

∣∣∣∣
E

+

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)Σ(Zu
z (s))u(s)ds

∣∣∣∣

≤Mρ+ Ct+ C
√
t|u|L2([0,t];H),

where M as in (41), C a constant independent of z, T and we used the local Lipschitz continuity of b, σ.
Notice that if Zu

z (t) /∈ BE(z
∗, 3Mρ/2) then

|u|L2([0,t];H) ≥
Mρ
2 − Ct

C
√
t

=: E(t).

In other words, recalling the sublevel set notation (24), we have the inclusion

Φz,T

(
1
2E

2(T )
)
⊂
{
φ ∈ C([0, T ]; E) : φ(t) ∈ BE(z

∗, 3Mρ/2) for some t ∈ [0, T ]

}
.

Therefore, because Γρ is a sphere of radius 2Mρ

sup
z∈γρ

P

[
Zǫ
z(t) ∈ Γρ for some t ∈ [0, T ]

]
≤ sup

z∈γρ

P

[
dist

(
Zǫ
z,Φz,T (E

2(T )/2)
)
≥ Mρ

2

]
.

By the ULDP upper bound (26),

lim sup
ǫ→0

sup
z∈γρ

ǫ2 logP

[
Zǫ
z(t) ∈ Γρ for some t ∈ [0, T ]

]
≤ −1

2
E2(T ).

The conclusion follows because E(T ) → ∞ as T → 0. �

The following lemma is concerned with the "typical behavior" of the random trajectories in an invariant,
uniformly attracting set D. In particular it says that, with probability converging to 1 as ǫ → 0, they will
hit the small ball γρ before hitting the boundary ∂D. As we shall discuss in Remark 11 the assumption on
invariance of the set D is key for this property to hold.

Lemma 7.4. Let D be an invariant and uniformly attracting set that contains z∗. For ρ small enough for (39) to
hold, τ ǫ,zρ as in (40) and all z ∈ D we have

lim
ǫ→0

P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
ρ ) ∈ γρ

]
= 1.
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Proof. This follows from the convergence in probability Zǫ
z → Z0

z , ǫ → 0, which holds uniformly over
compact time intervals, and the asymptotic stability of z∗.

In particular, for z ∈ γρ there is nothing to prove. Thus, we fix z ∈ D \ γρ. By virtue of asymptotic
stability, the deterministic hitting time τz := inf{t > 0 : |Z0

z (t) − z∗|E = ρ/2} is finite. By invariance of D
(due to Proposition 4.1) and path continuity of Z0

z we have

d = distE
(
{Z0

z (t); t ∈ [0, τz ]}, ∂D
)
> 0.

An application of the triangle inequality and the aforementioned convergence then yield

P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
ρ ) ∈ γρ

]
≥ P

[∣∣Zǫ
z − Z0

z

∣∣
C([0,τz];E)

<
d ∧ ρ
2

]
−→ 1 , ǫ→ 0.

The proof is complete. �

From the preceding analysis it becomes clear that the probability of any trajectory, issued from Γρ, hitting
a subset of ∂D before γρ is (exponentially) small. The next lemma provides an asymptotic upper bound for
this probability. The proof crucially relies on the inner regularity of the quasipotential VD (Lemma 6.3).

Lemma 7.5. Let D ⊂ E be a bounded and uniformly attracting set that contains z∗ and satisfies Assumption 5. With
VD̄, τ

ǫ,z
ρ ,Γρ as in (31), (40), (42) respectively and for any closed N ⊂ ∂D

lim sup
ρ→0

lim sup
ǫ→0

sup
z∈Γρ

ǫ2 logP

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
ρ ) ∈ N

]
≤ −VD̄(z∗, N).

Proof. Let s0 < VD̄(z∗, N). For T > 0, ρ > 0, z ∈ Γρ we have

P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
ρ ) ∈ N

]
= P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
ρ ) ∈ N, τ ǫ,zρ ≤ T

]
+ P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
ρ ) ∈ N, τ ǫ,zρ > T

]
.

From Lemma 6.3, there exist ρ0, δ0 > 0 such that for all ρ < ρ0, δ < δ0 we have

VD̄(B(z∗, ρ), B(N, δ)) > s0. (43)

By choosing a possibly smaller ρ, Lemma 7.2 furnishes a sufficiently large T0 such that

lim sup
ǫ→0

sup
z∈Γρ

ǫ2 logP

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
ρ ) ∈ N, τ ǫ,zρ > T0

]
≤ lim sup

ǫ→0
sup
z∈Γρ

ǫ2 logP

[
τ ǫ,zρ > T0

]
≤ −s0. (44)

In view of (43), any path ψ ∈ C([0, T0]; E) with ψ(0) ∈ Γρ and distE(ψ(T0), N) = δ will satisfy

distC([0,T0];E)(ψ,Φz,T0
(s0)) > 0.

The latter, along with the triangle inequality, implies that for all paths φ that exit D through N by time T0

distC([0,T0];E)(φ,Φz,T0
(s0)) ≥ |φ− ψ|C([0,T0];E) + distC([0,T0];E)(ψ,Φz,T0

(s0)) ≥ δ. (45)

From (45) and the ULDP upper bound (26) it follows that

lim sup
ǫ→0

sup
z∈Γρ

ǫ2 logP

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
ρ ) ∈ N, τ ǫ,zρ ≤ T0

]
≤ lim sup

ǫ→0
sup
z∈Γρ

ǫ2 logP

[
distC([0,T0];E)(Z

ǫ
z,Φz,T0

(s0)) > δ

]
≤ −s0.

From the latter, along with (44), we conclude that

lim sup
ρ→0

lim sup
ǫ→0

sup
z∈Γρ

ǫ2 logP

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
ρ ) ∈ N

]

≤ lim sup
ρ→0

lim sup
ǫ→0

sup
z∈Γρ

max

{
ǫ2 logP

[
τ ǫ,zρ > T0

]
, ǫ2 logP

[
distC([0,T0];E)(Z

ǫ
z,Φz,T0

(s0)) > δ

]}
≤ −s0.

Since s0 < VD̄(z∗, N) was arbitrary, the proof is complete. �

At this point we have all the necessary ingredients to prove Theorem 7.2. Before doing so, we introduce
some additional notation:
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For n ∈ N and z ∈ D we define the stopping times

θǫ,z0 := 0

τ ǫ,z0 := τ ǫ,zρ = inf
{
t ≥ θǫ,z0 : Zǫ

z(t) ∈ γρ ∪ ∂D
}

...

θǫ,zn+1 := inf
{
t > τ ǫ,zn : Zǫ

z(t) ∈ Γρ

}

τ ǫ,zn+1 = inf
{
t ≥ θǫ,zn+1 : Zǫ

z(t) ∈ γρ ∪ ∂D
}
.

(46)

The lower bound on τ ǫ,zD (37) rely on the asymptotic behavior of the Markov chain

Zǫ,z
n := Zǫ

z(τ
ǫ,z
n ) (47)

whose law is supported on γρ ∪ ∂D.

Proof. (Of Theorem 7.2)

(1) Let δ > 0,m ≥ 1. From Lemma 7.5 with N = ∂D and Lemma 6.1 there exists ρ0 such that for all
ρ < ρ0

lim sup
ǫ→0

sup
z∈Γρ

ǫ2 logP (Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
0 ) ∈ ∂D) ≤ −VD̄(z∗, ∂D) +

δ

2
= −V (z∗, ∂D) +

δ

2
.

The latter and the Markov property of Zǫ
z then furnish

sup
z∈D

P[τ ǫ,zD = τ ǫ,zm ] ≤ sup
z∈D

P

[m−1⋂

k=0

τ ǫ,zD 6= τ ǫ,zk

]
sup
z∈Γρ

P
[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
0 ) ∈ ∂D

]

≤ sup
z∈Γρ

P
[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
0 ) ∈ ∂D

]
≤ exp

{
− 1

ǫ2

(
V (z∗, ∂D)− δ

2

)}
,

(48)

which holds for ǫ sufficiently small. Next, from Lemma 7.3, we choose T0 small enough such that

lim sup
ǫ→0

sup
z∈γρ

ǫ2 logP

[
Zǫ
z(t) ∈ Γρ for some t ∈ [0, T0]

]
≤ −V (z∗, ∂D).

The latter, along with the Markov property, implies that for each m ∈ N

lim sup
ǫ→0

sup
z∈G

ǫ2 logP
(
θǫ,zm+1 − τ ǫ,zm ≤ T0

)
≤ −V (z∗, ∂D). (49)

Next notice that for each k ∈ N,m ≤ k, z ∈ D

{τ ǫ,zD ≤ kT0} ⊂
k⋃

m=0

{τ ǫ,zD = τ ǫ,zm } ∪
k⋃

m=0

{τ ǫ,zm+1 − τ ǫ,zm ≤ T0}

( see e.g. the proof of [21, Theorem 5.7.11(a)] for a similar argument). Thus,

P
[
τ ǫ,zD ≤ kT0

]
≤

k∑

m=0

(
P
[
τ ǫ,zD = τ ǫ,zm

]
+ P

[
θǫ,zm+1 − τ ǫ,zm ≤ T0

])

≤ P
[
τ ǫ,zD = τ ǫ,z0

]
+ 2k exp

{
− 1

ǫ2

(
V (z∗, ∂D)− δ

2

)}

≤ P
[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
ρ ) ∈ ∂D

]
+ 2k exp

{
− 1

ǫ2

(
V (z∗, ∂D)− δ

2

)}
,

where we used (48), (49) and the fact that θǫ,zm+1 ≤ τ ǫ,zm+1 almost surely. Letting

k = k0(ǫ) :=

[
1

T0
exp

{
V (z∗, ∂D)− δ

ǫ2

}]
+ 1,

where [·] here is the integer part, we obtain the estimate

P
[
τ ǫ,zD ≤ e

1

ǫ2
(V (z∗,∂D)−δ)] ≤ P

[
τ ǫ,zD ≤ k0T0

]
≤ P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
ρ ) ∈ ∂D

]
+ Ce−

δ

2ǫ2
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which holds for ǫ sufficiently small. From an application of Lemma 7.4 we conclude that the right-
hand side converges to 0 as ǫ→ 0. The argument is complete.

(2) Let δ > 0. By Chebyshev’s inequality we have

ǫ2 logP

[
τ ǫ,zD > e

1

ǫ2
(V (z∗,∂D)−δ)

]
+ V (z∗, ∂D)− δ ≤ ǫ2 logE[τ ǫ,zD ].

The statement follows by an application of part (1).

�

Remark 11 (On the role of invariance). On the one hand, the assumption thatD is invariant is not necessary
for the validity of the exit time upper bound (Theorem 7.1(1)). On the other hand, invariance is crucial for
the exit time lower bound (Theorem 7.2(2)). In particular, it is used in Lemma 7.4 which states that, with
overwhelming probability, random trajectories hit a small ball around z∗ before hitting ∂D. Without this as-
sumption, one cannot exclude cases in which, on average, trajectories exit from D faster than CeV (z∗,∂D)/ǫ2

as ǫ→ 0.

7.3. Exit shape asymptotics. This section is devoted to the asymptotic distribution of the exit shapes (38).
Our arguments are largely based on the auxiliary Lemmas 7.2-7.5 that were used for the proof of Theorem
7.2. For this reason, we shall frequently use notation that was introduced in Section 7.2. First, we prove
a "Law of Large Numbers" (LLN) which shows that Zǫ

z

(
τ ǫ,zD

)
"almost" concentrates on minimizers of the

quasipotential
∂D ∋ z 7−→ VD̄(z∗, z) ∈ [0,∞]

with probability converging to 1 as ǫ → 0 (for a justification of the quotes see Theorem 7.3(1) and Remark
14 below). Furthermore, we prove Large Deviations upper and lower bounds formulated respectively in
terms of the functionals

∂D ∋ z 7−→ J1(z) := VD̄(z∗, z)− V (z∗, D̄c) (50)

and
∂D ∋ z 7−→ J2(z) := VD(z∗, z)− V (z∗, ∂D) ∈ [0,∞], (51)

where VD and VD̄ are given by Definition 6.1. Before we present our main result, Theorem 7.3, we introduce
a notion of "regular" boundary points, defined exclusively in terms of minimal energy. This non-geometric
definition is particularly well-suited for infinite-dimensional settings such as the one considered here.

Definition 7.1 (Regular boundary points). Let D ⊂ E be a bounded set and Iz,T0
the LULDP rate function (27).

A point z ∈ ∂D is called regular if for any δ > 0 there exists T0 > 0 and a path φ ∈ C([0, T0]; E) such that φ(0) = z,
Iz,T0

(φ) < δ and for all t ∈ (0, T0], φ(t) ∈ D̄c.

Remark 12. In finite dimensions, all boundary points of a domain D ⊂ Rd with a smooth boundary are
regular (per Definition 7.1), provided that the stochastic dynamics are governed by an Itô diffusion with
uniformly elliptic diffusion coefficient. Apart from avoiding questions of boundary smoothness in infinite
dimensions, our definition is also agnostic to the degeneracy of σ. This last aspect is particularly important
for wave equations which, in view of (6), do not satisfy such ellipticity conditions. The reader is referred to
the discussion preceding Assumption 6, Section 7.4 for more details on geometric conditions and relevant
references to the literature.

Theorem 7.3 (Exit shape asymptotics). Let D ⊂ E be a bounded, invariant, uniformly attracting domain that
contains the asymptotically stable equilibrium z∗ and satisfies Assumption 5. With VD, VD̄, J1, J2 as in (30),(31),
(50), (51) respectively and under Assumptions 1-4, we have that for all z ∈ D the following hold:

(1) (LLN) For any closed N ⊂ ∂D such that VD̄(z∗, N) > V (z∗, D̄c) we have

lim
ǫ→0

P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
D ) ∈ N

]
= 0.

(2) (Large deviations upper bound) For any closed N ⊂ ∂D

lim sup
ǫ→0

ǫ2 logP

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
D ) ∈ N

]
≤ − inf

z∈N
J1(z). (52)



34 IOANNIS GASTERATOS, MICHAEL SALINS, AND KONSTANTINOS SPILIOPOULOS

(3) (Large deviations lower bound) Assume moreover that D is open. For all η > 0 and any regular point
y ∈ ∂D

lim inf
ǫ→0

ǫ2 logP

[
|Zǫ

z(τ
ǫ,z
D )− y|E < η

]
≥ −J2(y). (53)

Before we proceed to the proof, we shall attempt to explain the role of the quasipotentials VD, VD̄ for our
exit shape asymptotics.

Remark 13 (On the roles of VD and VD̄). Note that VD and VD̄ appear in the exit shape asymptotics of
Theorem 7.3, and the reason for this is fundamental. The proof of Theorem 7.3(3) requires us to construct
a path that exits D from a neighborhood N of a regular boundary point y ∈ ∂D. To do so, we need to
make sure that such a path does not "wander" on the exterior of D before it hits N. Moreover, the proofs of
Theorem 7.3(1), (2) make use of the inner regularity result of the quasipotential VD̄ Lemma 6.3. Hence, VD
and VD̄ are the relevant quantities for meaningful lower and upper bounds.

Proof. (Of Theorem 7.3) Let τ ǫ,zk be defined by (46)

(1) Given Lemmas 7.3-7.5, the proof is analogous to that of [21, Theorem 5.7.11(b)]. For z ∈ D, k ∈
N, T > 0 we have

P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
D ) ∈ N

]
= P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
D ) ∈ N, τ ǫ,zD > τ ǫ,zk

]

+ P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
D ) ∈ N, τ ǫ,zD = τ ǫ,zm for some m ∈ {0, . . . , k}

]

≤ P

[
τ ǫ,zD > kT

]
+ P

[
τ ǫ,zk ≤ kT

]
+ P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
0 ) ∈ N

]

+

k∑

m=1

P
[
τ ǫ,zD > τ ǫ,zm−1

]
P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
m ) ∈ N

∣∣∣∣τ
ǫ,z
D > τ ǫ,zm−1

]

≤ 1

kT
E
[
τ ǫ,zD

]
+ P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
0 ) ∈ N

]

+ k sup
z∈γρ

P

[
Zǫ
z(t) ∈ Γρ for some t ∈ [0, T ]

]
+ k sup

z∈Γρ

P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
0 ) ∈ N

]
,

(54)

where we used Chebyshev’s inequality and the Markov property on the last line. Next let δ > 0.
From Lemma 7.3, we can find T0 such that

lim sup
ǫ→0

sup
z∈γρ

ǫ2 logP

[
Zǫ
z(t) ∈ Γρ for some t ∈ [0, T0]

]
≤ −VD̄(z∗, N) + δ.

Moreover, from Lemma 7.5 we can find ρ such that

lim sup
ǫ→0

sup
z∈Γρ

ǫ2 logP

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
0 ) ∈ N

]
≤ −VD̄(z∗, N) + δ

(recall that τ ǫ,zρ = τ ǫ,z0 ). A combination of the last three displays, along with the exit time upper
bound from Theorem 7.1(1) implies

P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
D ) ∈ N

]
≤ 1

kT0
e(V (z∗,D̄c)+δ)/ǫ2

+ 2k exp

{
− 1

ǫ2

(
VD̄(z∗, N)− δ

)}
+ P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
0 ) ∈ N

]
.

Choosing k = [e(V (z∗,D̄c)+2δ)/ǫ2 ], (with [·] being the integer part),

0 < δ <
VD̄(z∗, N)− V (z∗, D̄c)

3
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and invoking Lemma 7.4 we conclude that

lim sup
ǫ→0

P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
D ) ∈ N

]
≤ lim sup

ǫ→0
P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
0 ) ∈ N

]

+ lim sup
ǫ→0

exp

(
− 1

ǫ2
(VD̄(z∗, N)− V (z∗, D̄c)− 3δ)

)
= 0.

The proof is complete.
(2) The upper bound essentially follows from the estimates in (54). In particular, for any initial condi-

tion z ∈ γρ we have P[Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
1 ) ∈ N ] = 0. Hence, using the exact same arguments as in the proof of

part (1) we get for any δ > 0

lim sup
ǫ→0

ǫ2 log sup
z∈γρ

P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
D ) ∈ N

]
≤ −VD̄(z∗, N) + V (z∗, D̄c) + 3δ = − inf

y∈N
J1(y) + 3δ.

For z ∈ D \ γρ, Lemma 7.4 and the strong Markov property furnish the asymptotic estimates

lim
ǫ→0

P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
ρ ) ∈ γρ

]
= 1

and

lim sup
ǫ→0

ǫ2 logP

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
D ) ∈ N

]
≤ lim sup

ǫ→0
ǫ2 log

(
P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
ρ ) ∈ γρ

]
sup
y∈γρ

P

[
Zǫ
y(τ

ǫ,z
D ) ∈ N

])

≤ − inf
y∈N

J1(y) + 3δ.

Since δ is arbitrary, the argument is complete.
(3) We break the proof in two steps. In Step 1 we discuss the case of initial data z ∈ γρ, while in Step 2

we consider initial data z ∈ D \ γρ.
Step 1: We start by showing that (53) holds uniformly over initial data z ∈ γρ and ρ sufficiently
small. Recalling the Markov chain (47), let

ζǫ,z = inf
{
n ∈ N : Zǫ,z

n /∈ γρ
}

and note that

P

[∣∣Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
D )− y

∣∣
E
< η

]
= P

[
Zǫ,z
ζǫ,z ∈ B∂D(y, η)

]
,

where the subscript ∂D indicates that the ball is taken in the subspace topology of ∂D. By virtue of
the strong Markov property we have (with Zǫ,z

0 ≡ Zǫ,z
z (τ ǫ,zρ ))

P

[∣∣Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
D )− y

∣∣
E
< η

]
=

∞∑

k=0

P

[
ζǫ,z = k, Zǫ,z

ζǫ,z ∈ B∂D(y, η)

]

≥
∞∑

k=1

inf
z∈γρ

P

[
Zǫ,z
0 ∈ γρ

]k−1

inf
z∈γρ

P

[
Zǫ,z
0 ∈ B∂D(y, η)

]

=

infz∈γρ
P

[
Zǫ,z
0 ∈ B∂D(y, η)

]

1− infz∈γρ
P

[
Zǫ,z
0 ∈ γρ

]

≥
infz∈γρ

P

[
Zǫ,z
0 ∈ B∂D(y, η)

]

supz∈γρ
P

[
Zǫ,z
0 /∈ γρ

] .

An upper bound for the denominator follows from Lemma 7.5 with N = ∂D. Indeed, for δ > 0,
there exist ρ, ǫ sufficiently small such that

sup
z∈γρ

P

[
Zǫ,z
0 /∈ γρ

]
= sup

z∈γρ

P

[
Zǫ,z
0 ∈ ∂D

]
= sup

z∈γρ

P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
ρ ) ∈ ∂D

]
≤ e−

(
V (z∗,∂D)+δ

)
/ǫ2 . (55)
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In order to obtain a lower bound for the numerator we make use of the following:
Claim: For any δ > 0, there exist T0 > 0, r > 0, and ρ > 0 such that for any z ∈ γρ there exists a
controlled path φz ∈ C([0, T0]; E) such that φz(0) = z,

Iz,T0
(φz) < VD(z∗, y) + δ

and {
|Zǫ

z − φz|C([0,T0];E) < r
}
⊂
{
Zǫ,z
0 ∈ B∂D(y, η)

}
.

The latter, along with the LULDP lower bound (25), immediately yield

lim inf
ǫ→0

inf
z∈γρ

{
ǫ2 logP

[
Zǫ,z
0 ∈ B∂D(y, η)

]
+ Iz,T0

(φz)

}
≥ 0. (56)

Then, the combination of (56) and (55) furnishes

lim inf
ǫ→0

inf
z∈γρ

ǫ2 logP

[∣∣Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
D )− y

∣∣
E
< η

]
≥ V (z∗, ∂D)− VD(z∗, y)− 2δ = −J2(y)− 2δ

which concludes the proof of Step 1 since δ can be taken to be arbitrarily small.
Proof of Claim: Turning to the construction of φz , we assume without loss of generality that

VD(z∗, y) < ∞ (otherwise the lower bound holds trivially). Thus, there exists T > 0 a control
v1 with

1

2
|v1|2L2([0,T ];H) < VD(z∗, y) + δ/2 (57)

and a controlled path φ1 := Zv1
z∗ ∈ C([0, T ]; E) with φ1(0) = z∗, φ1(T ) = y and φ1(t) ∈ D for all

t ∈ [0, T ). From the regularity of the boundary point y, there exists a controlled path φ2 := Zv2
y such

that {φ2(t); t ∈ [0, t0]} ⊂ D̄c and

1

2
|v2|2L2([0,t0];H) <

δ

2
. (58)

Because φ2(t) is continuous in E , there exists T1 ∈ (0, t0) such that for all t ∈ (0, T1), |φ2(t) −
y|E < η/3. Define φz∗ ∈ C([0, T + T1]; E), as the concatenation of φ1 and φ2. This trajectory has the
properties that φz∗(0) = z∗, φz∗(T + T1) = φ2(T1) =: y′ ∈ D̄c,

|φz∗(t)− y|E < η/3, for all t ∈ [T, T + T1] (59)

and in view of (57), (58)
Iz∗,T+t0(φz∗) < VD(z∗, y) + δ. (60)

Because φz∗(t) ∈ D for all t ∈ [0, T ), |φz∗(t) − y| < η
3 for t ∈ [T, T + T1], and φz∗(T + T1) ∈ D̄c

there exists a small η̃ ∈
(
0, η3 ∧ distE(y′, D)

)
such that any trajectory ψ ∈ C([0, T + T1]; E) with the

property that
sup

t∈[0,T+T1]

|φz∗(t)− ψ(t)|E < η̃, (61)

will have the properties that ψ exits D and its exit location is within η of y.
Define a control

u(t) =

{
v1(t), t ∈ [0, T ]

v2(t− T ), t ∈ [T, T + T1]
(62)

so that φz∗ = Zu
z∗ . We use the continuity of the skeleton equation with respect to initial conditions,

Lemma 5.3, to deduce that there exists ρ > 0 such that for any z ∈ γρ

sup
t∈[0,T+T1]

|Zu
z∗(t)− Zu

z (t)|E = sup
t∈[0,T+T1]

|φz∗(t)− Zu
z (t)|E <

η̃

3
. (63)

Then T0 := T + T1, r := η̃
3 , and φz := Zu

z are the quantities that we claimed existed. From (60),
Iz,T0

(φz) < VD(z∗, y) + δ. If a random trajectory Zǫ
z has the properties that

sup
t∈[0,T0]

|Zǫ
z − φz |E < r, (64)

then by the triangle inequality,

sup
t∈[0,T0]

|Zǫ
z(t)− φz∗(T )|E < sup

t∈[0,T0]

|Zǫ
z(t)− φz(t)|E + sup

t∈[0,T0]

|φz(t)− φz∗(t)|E < η̃. (65)
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Therefore, by (61), the random path must exit D and its exit location must be within η of y.
Step 2: It remains to prove (53) for initial data z ∈ D \ γρ. This follows by uniform attraction to z∗,
the strong Markov property and the previous step. Indeed, from Lemma 7.4, for ρ sufficiently small
we have

lim
ǫ→0

P

[
Zǫ
0 ∈ γρ

]
= lim

ǫ→0
P

[
Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
ρ ) ∈ γρ

]
= 1

and

lim inf
ǫ→0

ǫ2 log P

[
|Zǫ

z(τ
ǫ,z
D )− y|E < η

]
≥ lim inf

ǫ→0
ǫ2 log

(
P

[
Zǫ
0 ∈ γρ

]
inf
z∈γρ

P

[
|Zǫ

z(τ
ǫ,z
D )− y|E < η

])

≥ −J2(y)− 2δ.

The proof is complete. �

We collect a few observations for our exit shape asymptotics in the following remark:

Remark 14. The LLN, Theorem 7.3(1), says that the probability of exiting from any part of the boundary
N with VD̄(z∗, N) > V (z∗, D̄c) converges to 0. If the quantities V (z∗, D̄c) and V (z∗, ∂D) = VD̄(z∗, ∂D) (see
also Lemma 6.1) happen to be equal, we can conclude that, with probability converging to 1, exits take
place near minimizers of VD̄(z∗, ·).

On the level of exit shape large deviations, if D is such that

V (z∗, D̄c) = V (z∗, ∂D), (66)

and if Lemma 6.3 on inner regularity can be shown to hold for VD in place of VD̄ , then the upper and lower
bounds from Theorem 7.3(1), (2) hold with matching (non-negative) rate function

J1(y) = J2(y) = VD(z∗, y)− VD(z∗, ∂D), y ∈ ∂D.

Of course, even ifD satisfies (66), the lower bound only holds for regular points y ∈ ∂D. Thus if, in addition
to (66), we assume that ∂D only consists of regular points then Theorem 7.3(2) is truly equivalent to the LDP
lower bound

lim inf
ǫ→0

ǫ2 logP[Zǫ
z(τ

ǫ,z
D ) ∈ G] ≥ − inf

y∈G
J2(y)

which holds for any open G ⊂ ∂D. Together with the upper bound (52), the latter results to a full LDP for
the exit shape {Zǫ

z(τ
ǫ,z
D ) ; ǫ > 0} with rate function J = J1 = J2. Examples of regular points and necessary

conditions for (66) to hold are discussed in the next subsection.

7.4. Regular boundary points and matching bounds. In this section we are concerned with the following
questions:

(1) What further assumptions on D imply (66)?
(2) What are some examples of regular and irregular boundary points for some typical choices of D ?

We remind the reader, once again, that Remark 8 of Section 6 is in place. In particular, for the duration of
this section, even though we work with the localized solution Zǫ

z,nD
and corresponding skeleton equation

Zu
z,nD

, we omit the subscript nD and we simply write Zǫ
z . The same index omission is in place for the

LULDP rate function InD

T,z which will be simply denoted by IT,z .

7.4.1. On V(z∗, D̄c) = V(z∗, ∂D). In the finite-dimensional setting of [21, 24], this equality is a consequence
of smoothness of the boundary and uniform ellipticity of the diffusion coefficient. The former implies an
exterior ball condition i.e. that for any boundary point z ∈ ∂D one can find r > 0 and y ∈ D̄c such that
B(y, r) ∩D = ∅ and z ∈ ∂B(y, r). The latter implies that any point in D̄c ∩ B(y, r), that is arbitrarily close
to z, can be connected to z via a linear path of arbitrarily small energy (see e.g. Assumption A.4, Exercise
5.7.29 in [21]).

Exterior ball conditions on D are suitable for infinite dimensional settings where boundary smooth-
ness/geometric conditions are not easy to formulate. Indeed, in the setting of parabolic SPDEs, the authors
of [40] work on the state space E := C0(0, ℓ) and assume a similar condition that for all z ∈ ∂D, δ > 0

BE(z, δ) ∩ D̄c 6= ∅.
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Exploiting the smoothing properties of the heat semigroup, they proceed in showing that any two states in
E can be connected via controlled paths of arbitrarily small energy, provided that they are sufficiently close.
The latter along with the exterior ball condition are sufficient to guarantee the desired equality (66).

As explained in the introduction, such good controllability properties are no longer true in the setting
of hyperbolic equations with superlinear nonlinearities (see also the counterexamples from [46, Theorem
2]). The authors of [10] work in the small-mass, single-equilibrium, additive-noise setting and consider
exits from cylinders of the form D = G ×H−1, G ⊂ L2. Similar to our setting, they are only able to prove
controllability from x∗ = Π1z

∗ to any point in H1. Despite the lack of controllability, it turns out that, in
their setting, the following "exterior line segment condition" is sufficient to prove (66):

Exterior line segment condition( [10], Hypothesis 3])
For any x ∈ ∂D ∩H1 there exists x′ ∈ H1 ∩ D̄c such that

ℓx,x′ :=
{
(1 − t)x+ tx′; t ∈ (0, 1]

}
⊂ D̄c.

By virtue of the Hahn-Banach theorem and the density of H1 in L2, this condition is satisfied for any
convex D ⊂ L2.

In contrast to [10], where exits happen only from directions of the position component, we consider
general bounded domains of the full phase space E . As a consequence, exits can occur due to both the
position and the velocity components and questions of boundary regularity become more subtle. In fact,
even though the "exterior line segment condition" is satisfied for typical convex subsets of E (such as cylin-
ders and balls) it is still possible to find boundary points from which instant exits to nearby exterior points
require "large energy"; see Example 3 below. Using the notion of regular boundary points introduced in
Definition 7.1, we are able to formulate a sufficient condition for (66) that is more appropriate for our set-
ting. Examples of such points in the case where D is spherical or cylindrical are presented in the next
section.

Assumption 6. The collection R ⊂ ∂D of regular boundary points is non-empty and

V (z∗, ∂D) = V (z∗, ∂D ∩R).

Lemma 7.6. Under Assumption 6 we have

V (z∗, D̄c) = V (z∗, ∂D).

Proof. By continuity of controlled paths and monotonicity of Iz∗,T in T it is clear that V (z∗, D̄c) ≥ V (z∗, ∂D).
In order to show the reverse inequality V (z∗, D̄c) ≤ V (z∗, ∂D) let η > 0. By Assumption 6 there exist T > 0,
a regular boundary point z ∈ ∂D ∩R and φ1 ∈ C([0, T ]; E) such that φ1(0) = z∗, φ1(T ) = z such that

Iz∗,T (φ1) ≤ V (z∗, ∂D) + η/3.

In turn, there exists u ∈ L2([0, T ];H) such that φ1 = Zu
z∗ and

1

2
|u|2L2([0,T ];H) < V (z∗, ∂D) + 2η/3.

Since z∗ ∈ H1, it follows by regularity properties of the skeleton equation that z = φ1(T ) = Zu
z∗(T ) ∈

H1 ∩ ∂D. In order to conclude, we use the regularity of z to find an exterior point z′′ ∈ D̄c and a controlled
path φ2 = Zv

z and T1 > 0 with φ2(T1) = Zv
z (T1) = z′′ and 1

2 |v|2L2([0,T ];H) < η/3. Therefore, letting φ ∈
C([0, T + T1]; E) be the concatenation of φ1, φ2 we see that φ(0) = z∗, φ(T + T1) = z′′ ∈ D̄c and

V (z∗, D̄c) ≤ I0,T+T1
(φ) <

1

2
|v|2L2([0,T ];H) + V (z∗, ∂D) + 2η/3 < V (z∗, ∂D) + η.

�

7.4.2. On regular boundary points. As we have seen, the notion of regular boundary points plays an im-
portant role in the form of our exit time and shape asymptotics. To wit, if we fix a bounded, invariant,
uniformly attracting set D that satisfies Assumption 5 (e.g. the set of orbits exhibited in (18)), then The-
orems 7.1(1), 7.2(2) hold with non-matching upper bounds. If, however, there exists at least one regular
boundary point that minimizes the quasipotential to the boundary (so that Assumption 6 holds), then we
obtain the asymptotic

lim
ǫ→0

ǫ2 logE[τ ǫ,zD ] = V (z∗, ∂D)
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which agrees with the classical results by Freidlin-Wentzell in finite dimensions. Under the same assump-
tion of minimizing regular boundary points, the exit shape concentrates on minimizers of VD̄ with high
probability. Moreover, as mentioned in Remark 14, if Lemma 6.3 can be shown to hold for VD in place of
VD̄, the "rate functions" J1, J2 (Theorem 7.3) are equal.

In this section we attempt to shed more light to this notion. Before we proceed to the main body of
our analysis, we emphasize that none of the results in this section rely on the fact that b is a polynomial,
Assumption 1. As we shall see below, the analysis here applies to any nonlinearity b that guarantees the
existence of bounded uniformly attracting domains D ⊂ E .

First, let us introduce a few useful definitions and facts related to differentials of the supremum norm.

Definition 7.2. Let x0 ∈ C(0, ℓ).

(1) The subdifferential ∂|x0|∞ of the mapping C(0, ℓ) ∋ x 7→ |x|∞ ∈ [0,∞), at the point x0, is defined by

∂|x0|∞ :=
{
µ ∈ M(0, ℓ) : 〈x0, µ〉C(0,ℓ),M(0,ℓ) = |x0|∞, |µ|M(0,ℓ) = 1

}
.

(2) Let f : R → R be a continuous function. The right and left Dini derivatives of f at x ∈ R are respectively
given by

d+

dx
f(x) := lim sup

h→0

f(x+ h)− f(x)

h
,
d−

dx
f(x) := lim inf

h→0

f(x)− f(x− h)

h
.

The following provides a useful characterization for the subdifferential of | · |∞ and chain-rule estimates
for Dini derivatives of supremum norms.

Proposition 7.1 ([38], Propositions 3.3, 3.5). Let x0 ∈ C(0, ℓ). The following hold:

(1) µ ∈ ∂|x0|∞ if and only if there exists a probability measure µ̃, supported on argmax{|x(ξ)|; ξ ∈ (0, ℓ)},
such that for all φ ∈ C(0, ℓ)

〈µ, φ〉C(0,ℓ),M(0,ℓ) = 〈µ̃, φ · sgn(x0)〉C(0,ℓ),M(0,ℓ).

(2) Let f : [0, T ]× (0, ℓ) → R be continuously differentiable in the first argument and such that f(t, ·) ∈ C(0, ℓ)
for any t ∈ [0, T ]. For any t− ∈ (0, T ], t+ ∈ [0, T ) and µ− ∈ ∂|f(t−, ·)|∞ we have

d−

dt
|f(t, ·)|∞

∣∣∣∣
t=t−

≤
〈
∂f(t, ·)
∂t

∣∣∣∣
t=t−

, µ−

〉

C(0,ℓ),M(0,ℓ)

and
d+

dt
|f(t, ·)|∞

∣∣∣∣
t=t+

= max
µ∈∂|f(t+,·)|∞

〈
∂f(t, ·)
∂t

∣∣∣∣
t=t+

, µ

〉

C(0,ℓ),M(0,ℓ)

. (67)

The last inequality is a consequence of [16, Proposition D.4, Equation (D.5)]. In turn, the latter follows
from Equation (D.2) of the same reference which is stated without proof. For the sake of completeness, we
provide a proof in Appendix A.2.

For our first example, we consider cylindrical subsets of E . Roughly speaking, when the initial velocity v
and the initial position x have the same sign, at points where the latter is maximized, there exists a path of
zero energy that connects (x, v) to the exterior of the domain. Thus, all boundary points with this property
are regular.

Example 2 (Regular boundary points of cylindrical sets: outward pointing velocity). Let R > 0, ρ > 0 and
consider the domain

D = B(x∗, R)×B(0, ρ) =

{
(x, v) ∈ C0(0, ℓ)× C−1(0, ℓ) : |x− x∗|∞ < R, |v|C−1 < ρ

}
. (68)

The boundary points

Bout :=

{
(x, v) ∈ C1

0 (0, ℓ)× C0(0, ℓ)

∣∣∣∣ |x− x∗|∞ = R, ∃µ ∈ ∂|x− x∗|∞ : 〈v, µ〉 > 0

}
⊂ ∂D

with "outward pointing" velocity are regular. To this end let z = (x, v) ∈ Bout.
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From Proposition 7.1, there exists a probability measure µ̃ supported on argmax |x− x∗|∞ such that
∫

arg max |x−x∗|

v(ξ)sgn
(
x(ξ)− x∗(ξ)

)
dµ̃(ξ) > 0.

Hence, there must exist v0 > 0 and ξ0 ∈ argmax |x− x∗| such that

v(ξ0)sgn
(
x(ξ0)− x∗(ξ0)

)
> v0.

Noting that, for each z ∈ Bout, Z
0
z ∈ C([0,∞);C1

0 (0, ℓ)× C0(0, ℓ)) we let

ζ := sup
t>0

|Π1Z
0
z (t)|∞ + sup

t>0
|Π2Z

0
z (t)|∞ <∞

and ζb := sup|x|≤ζ |b(x)|+αζ. Here, we are using thatD is uniformly attracting in E which follows e.g. from
Theorem 4.1 (at least for ρ,R > 0 small enough). The fact that the C0−norm of the velocity is also uniformly
bounded for all t ≥ 0 is straightforward to show from a similar argument.

From the continuity of v at ξ0, there exists t0 > 0 such that for all |y − ξ0| < t0

|v(y)− v(ξ0)| < v(ξ0)/2. (69)

For t ≤ T0 := min{t0, v0/2ζb, ξ0, ℓ−ξ0} and from a first-order Taylor approximation, there exist δ, δ′ ∈ (0, T0)
such that

x(ξ0 + t) = x(ξ0) + x′(ξ0 + δ)t,

x(ξ0 − t) = x(ξ0)− x′(ξ0 − δ′)t.

From the latter and the choice of ξ0 we obtain

Π1Z
0
z (ξ0, t)− x∗(ξ0) =

1

2

(
x(ξ0 + t) + x(ξ0 − t)

)
− x∗(ξ0) +

1

2

∫ ξ0+t

ξ0−t

v(y)dy

+
1

2

∫ t

0

∫ ξ0+t−s

ξ0−t+s

[b(Π1Z
0
z (y, s)) + αΠ2Z

0
z (y, s)]dyds

= |x− x∗|∞sgn
(
x(ξ0)− x∗(ξ0)

)
+
t

2

(
x′(ξ0 + δ)− x′(ξ0 − δ)

)

+
1

2

∫ ξ0+t

ξ0−t

v(y)dy +
1

2

∫ t

0

∫ ξ0+t−s

ξ0−t+s

[b(Π1Z
0
z (y, s)) + αΠ2Z

0
z (y, s)]dyds.

Moreover, ∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

∫ ξ0+t−s

ξ0−t+s

[b(Π1Z
0
z (y, s)) + αΠ2Z

0
z (y, s)]dyds

∣∣∣∣

≤
(

sup
|x|≤ζ

|b(x)|+ α sup
s>0

sup
ξ∈(0,ℓ)

∣∣Π2Z
0
z (y, s)dy

∣∣
∞

)∫ t

0

2(t− s)ds

≤ ζb(2t
2 − t2) = ζbt

2.

Case 1: x(ξ0)− x∗(ξ0) > 0. From the last two displays along with (69) we obtain the lower bound

|Π1Z
0
z (t)− x∗|∞ ≥ R +

t

2

(
x′(ξ0 + δ)− x′(ξ0 − δ)

)

+
1

4

∫ ξ0+t

ξ0−t

[
v(ξ0)sgn

(
x(ξ0)− x∗(ξ0)

)]
dξ − ζbt

2

2

≥ R +
t

2

(
x′(ξ0 + δ)− x′(ξ0 − δ)

)
+
v0t

2
− ζbt

2

2
.

Since x′ is continuous we can (by possibly reducing t0 and remembering that δ < t0) take

t

2

(
x′(ξ0 + δ)− x′(ξ0 − δ)

)
≥ −v0t/4

so that
|Π1Z

0
z (t)− x∗|∞ ≥ R+ tv0/4− ζbt

2/2.
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From the choice of T0 we have t < v0/2ζb and tv0/4− ζbt
2/2 > 0. In turn, the latter imply

|Π1Z
0
z (t)− x∗|∞ > R.

Case 2: x(ξ0)− x∗(ξ0) < 0. From the symmetric lower bound

Π1Z
0
z (ξ0, t)− x∗(ξ0) ≤ −R− v0t

2
+
t

2

(
x′(ξ0 − δ)− x′(ξ0 − δ)

)
+
ζbt

2

2

and the continuity of x′ we obtain

Π1Z
0
z (ξ0, t)− x∗(ξ0) ≤ −R− v0t

8
− ζbt

2

2
.

As in the previous case, the choice of T0 implies

Π1Z
0
z (t, ξ0)− x∗(ξ0) < −R =⇒ |Π1Z

0
z (t)− x∗|∞ > R.

Hence, in both cases and for all t ∈ (0, T0), we have

φ(t) := Z0
z (t) /∈ D.

Therefore, according to Definition 7.1, z ∈ Bout is indeed regular. Since no control is required to exit D
instantaneously, we have Iz,T0

(φ) = 0.

In contrast to the previous example, boundary points for which the velocity and position have opposite
signs at all maximizers of the position are irregular.

Example 3 (Irregular boundary points of cylindrical sets: inward pointing velocity). Let D as in (68) and
consider the set

Bin :=

{
(x, v) ∈ C1

0 (0, ℓ)× C0(0, ℓ)

∣∣∣∣ |x− x∗|∞ = R, ∀µ ∈ ∂|x− x∗|∞ : 〈v, µ〉 < 0

}
⊂ ∂D

of boundary points with an "inward-pointing" velocity. We claim that Bin consists of irregular boundary
points. To this end, let z = (x, v) ∈ Bin and fix T > 0 and a control u ∈ L2([0, T ];H). Since ∂t(Π1Z

u
z ) ∈ H,

(67) cannot be used directly to estimate the supremum norm of Π1Z
u
z (t)− x∗. At ξ = ξ0 the latter satisfies

Π1Z
u
z (ξ0, t)− x∗(ξ0) =[Π1S0(t)z](ξ0)− x∗(ξ0)

+

∫ t

0

Π1Sα(t− s)

(
0

b(Π1Z
u
z (s))

)
ds

+

∫ t

0

Π1Sα(t− s)

(
0

σ(Π1Z
u
z (y, s))u(s)

)
ds.

The controlled convolution term is not as regular as the other two terms, so we subtract it off by letting

q(t) = Π1Z
u
z (t)−

∫ t

0

Π1Sα(t− s)

(
0

σ(Π1Z
u
z (s))u(s)

)
ds.

q(ξ, t) is differentiable in t and satisfies ∂q
∂t

∣∣∣
t=0

= v = Π2z.

We estimate the derivative of the supremum norm of q with (67).

d+

dt
|q(t)− x∗|∞ ≤ max

µ0∈∂|x−x∗|∞

〈
∂q

∂t
(t, ·), µ

〉
=: −γ < 0.

This limit is negative because the initial data z was assumed to be in Bin. Therefore, we can find t0 such
that for all t ∈ [0, t0],

|q(t)− x∗|L∞ ≤ R− γ

2
t.
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The control term can be estimated using arguments similar to Lemma 3.2. We do the same transformation

from Section 3. Let Ψ(t) = e−
αt
2

∫ t

0
Sα(t− s)

(
0

σ(Π1Z
u
z (y, s))u(s)

)
ds. Then Ψ satisfies

Ψ(ξ, t) =
α2

4

∫ t

0

∫ ξ+(t−s)

ξ−(t−s)

Ψ(y, s)dyds+

∫ t

0

∫ ξ+(t−s)

ξ−(t−s)

σ(Π1Z
u
z (y, s))u(y, s)dyds.

By Hölder’s inequality, uniformly for ξ ∈ [0, ℓ],
∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

0

∫ ξ+(t−s)

ξ−(t−s)

σ(Π1Z
u
z (y, s))u(y, s)dyds

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
(∫ t

0

∫ ξ+(t−s)

ξ−(t−s)

dyds

) 1
2

|σ|∞|u|L2([0,t]×[0,ℓ])

≤ t|u|L2([0,t]×[0,ℓ]).

The linear term is bounded by

sup
ξ]in[0,ℓ]

∣∣∣∣∣
α2

8

∫ t

0

∫ ξ+(t−s)

ξ−(t−s)

Ψ(y, s)dyds

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
α2t

8

∫ t

0

sup
ξ∈[0,ℓ]

|Ψ(ξ, s)ds.

Grönwall’s inequality implies that for small t > 0,

|Ψ(t)|∞ ≤ t|u|L2([0,t]×[0,ℓ])e
α2t2

8 .

Therefore, for small t > 0,
∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)

(
0

σ(Π1Z
u
z (s))u(s)

)
ds

∣∣∣∣
∞

≤ Ct|u|L2([0,t]×[0,ℓ]).

Choose t0 small enough so that |u|L2([0,t0]×[0,ℓ]) ≤ γ
4 .

These estimates prove that for all t ∈ [0, t0],

|Π1Z
u
z (t)− x∗|∞ ≤ R− γ

4
t < R.

We showed that all controlled trajectories issued from z ∈ Bin will not exit D instantaneously. Per
Definition 7.1, all points in Bin are not regular.

We conclude the discussion on boundary points of cylindrical sets by considering the case in which the
initial velocity is zero on all the maximizing points of the initial position vector. As we shall show below,
such points are regular per Definition 7.1.

Example 4 (Regular boundary points of cylindrical sets: "orthogonal" initial velocity). Let D as in (68) and
consider the set

B⊥ :=

{
(x, v) ∈ C2

0 (0, ℓ)× C1
0 (0, ℓ)

∣∣∣∣ |x− x∗|∞ = R, ∃µ ∈ ∂|x− x∗|∞ : 〈v, µ〉 = 0

}
⊂ ∂D.

Let T > 0, ξ0 ∈ argmax |x − x∗|∞, u : C1([0, T ];C2
0(0, ℓ)) → C((0, ℓ)× [0, T ]) a control function that will be

specified below. Any controlled trajectory issued from z = (x, v) ∈ B⊥ satisfies φ = Zu
z ∈ C2

0 (0, ℓ)×C1
0 (0, ℓ).

A temporal second-order Taylor expansion around t = 0 thus furnishes

Π1φ(ξ0, t) = Π1φ(ξ0, 0) + Π2φ(ξ0, 0)t+
t2

2
∂2tΠ1φ(ξ0, t

′)

= x(ξ0) + v(ξ0)t

+
t2

2

(
− α∂tΠ1φ(ξ0, t

′) + ∂2ξΠ1φ(ξ0, t
′) + b

(
Π1φ(ξ0, t

′)
)
+ σ

(
Π1φ(ξ0, t

′)
)
u
(
Π1φ

)
(ξ0, t

′)

)

for any t ∈ [0, T ] and some t′ ∈ (0, t). For some ρ > 0 we choose

u(ψ)(ξ, s) :=
1

σ(ψ(ξ, s))

(
ρ+ α∂tψ(ξ, s)− ∂2ξψ(ξ, s)− b

(
ψ(ξ, s)

))
, (ξ, s) ∈ (0, ℓ)× (0, t)

and note that v(ξ0) = 0. Thus,

Π1φ(ξ0, t)− x∗(ξ0) = x(ξ0)− x∗(ξ0) + ρt2/2
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and assuming, without loss of generality, that x(ξ0)− x∗(ξ0) > 0 we deduce that

|Π1φ(t) − x∗|∞ ≥ Π1φ(ξ0, t)− x∗(ξ0) = |x− x∗|∞ + ρt2/2 > R.

Clearly, the same conclusion follows from a symmetric bound when x(ξ0)− x∗(ξ0) < 0. Finally, the energy
of this path is given by

Iz,t(φ) =
1

2
|u(Π1φ)|2L2[0,t]×[0,ℓ]

=
1

2

∫ t

0

∫ ℓ

0

∣∣∣∣
1

σ(Π1φ(ξ, s))

(
ρ+ α∂tΠ1φ(ξ, s)− ∂2ξΠ1φ(ξ, s) − b

(
Π1φ(ξ, s)

))∣∣∣∣
2

dξds

≤ C−1
σ

(
ρ2ℓ+ sup

(ξ,s)∈[0,ℓ]×[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣α∂tΠ1φ(ξ, s)− ∂2ξΠ1φ(ξ, s) − b
(
Π1φ(ξ, s)

)∣∣∣∣
2

ℓ

)
t

=: C′t,

where Cσ is the constant from Assumption 4.
Letting δ > 0 and t < δ/C′ we conclude from the last two displays that the path φ has energy smaller

than δ, φ(0) ∈ B⊥ and φ(s) /∈ D̄c for all s ∈ (0, t]. Hence any point in B⊥ is regular per Definition 7.1.

For the last example, we turn our attention to spherical subsets of E . In this case, we show that points
with zero velocity are regular, provided that the position component is "locally flat" in a neighbourhood of
a maximizer.

Example 5 (Regular boundary points of spherical sets). Let R > 0 and

D :=

{
(x, v) ∈ E :

√
|x− x∗|2∞ + |v|2C−1 < R

}
.

We shall now show that, under Assumption 4, the set

Bflat :=

{
(x, 0) ∈ C2

0 (0, ℓ)

∣∣∣∣ |x− x∗|∞ = R, ∃ t0 > 0, ξ0 ∈ argmax |x− x∗|∞ : x− x∗ = R on (ξ0 − t0, ξ0 + t0)

}

is regular. Indeed, for z = (x, 0) ∈ Bflat and from a second-order Taylor approximation, there exist δ1, δ2 <
t0 such that

x(ξ0 + t) = x(ξ0) + x′(ξ0)t+ x′′(ξ0 + δ1)
t2

2
= x(ξ0) + x′′(ξ0 + δ1)

t2

2
,

x(ξ0 − t) = x(ξ0)− x′(ξ0)t+ x′′(ξ0 − δ2)
t2

2
= x(ξ0) + x′′(ξ0 − δ2)

t2

2
.

Thus, for t < t0,

Π1Z
u
z (ξ0, t)− x∗(ξ0) =

1

2

(
x(ξ0 + t) + x(ξ0 − t)

)
− x∗(ξ0) +

1

2

∫ t

0

∫ ξ0+t−s

ξ0−t+s

b(Π1Z
u
z (y, s))dyds

+
1

2

∫ t

0

∫ ξ0+t−s

ξ0−t+s

σ(Π1Z
u
z (y, s))u(y, s)dyds

= R+
t2

4

(
x′′(ξ0 + δ1) + x′′(ξ0 − δ2)

)
+

1

2

∫ t

0

∫ ξ0+t−s

ξ0−t+s

b(Π1Z
u
z (y, s))dyds

+
1

2

∫ t

0

∫ ξ0+t−s

ξ0−t+s

σ(Π1Z
u
z (y, s))u(y, s)dyds.

For a constant V ∈ R to be specified later, we consider the feedback control

u(x) :=
V − b(x)

σ(x)
.
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The corresponding controlled dynamics then satisfy

Π1Z
u
z (ξ0, t)− x∗(ξ0) = R +

(
V + x′′(ξ0 + δ1) + x′′(ξ0 − δ2)

)
t2

4
.

For some η > 0 we choose

V := η −
(
x′′(ξ0 + δ1) + x′′(ξ0 − δ2)

)

to obtain the lower bound
|Π1Z

u
z (t)− x∗|∞ ≥ R+ ηt2 > R

which holds for all t ∈ (0, t0). Hence the path φ = Π1Z
u
z starting from the boundary point z exits D̄

instantaneously and stays in D̄c for all t < t0. Moreover, for any δ > 0, Cσ as in Assumption 4

κ :=
1

2

(
V + |b|∞

Cσ

)2

ℓ

and

t <

(
t0 ∧

δ

κ

)

the energy of this path satisfies

Iz,t(φ) ≤
1

2

∫ t

0

∫ ℓ

0

|u(y, s)|2dyds ≤ κt < δ.

Therefore, any boundary point in Bflat with the properties described above is regular per Definition 7.1.

We conclude with a remark on the non-invariance of cylindrical sets.

Remark 15 (Non-invariance of cylinder sets). From Example 1 it follows that cylindrical sets D of the form
(68) cannot be invariant under the deterministic flow of the damped wave equation. Indeed, we showed
that any (un-controlled) trajectory issued from Bout exits D in finite time. Nevertheless, the exit time upper
bound (Theorem 7.3(1)) holds with growth rate V (z∗, D̄c). According to Assumption (6), if the infimum
of ∂D ∋ z 7→ V (z∗, z) ∈ [0,∞] is attained at some z ∈ Bout, then V (z∗, D̄c) = V (z∗, ∂D). Of course,
as mentioned in Proposition 4.1, invariance can be regained by considering domains consisting of all the
orbits issued from D.

8. WELL-POSEDNESS AND EXIT PROBLEMS FOR GLOBAL SOLUTIONS IN E
The results of the previous sections are formulated for local E−valued mild solutions of (1). In par-

ticular, we proved local well-posedness for (controlled) wave equations with polynomial nonlinearities b
of arbitrary degree and locally Lipschitz noise coefficients σ (Theorem 5.1), identified bounded domains
D ⊂ E of uniform attraction for the noiseless dynamics to an asymptotically stable equilibrium z∗ (Sec-
tion 4), formulated and proved a suitable local ULDP for local solutions (Section 5.3). Finally, we studied
Freidlin-Wentzell asymptotic exit problems from D (Section 7) and obtained asymptotic lower bounds for
explosion times of such local solutions (Remark 10).

As we commented at the introduction of the paper, what allows us to be able to focus on local solutions,
rather than the more restrictive case of global solutions, is the fact that we study the exit problem from a
bounded domain, D ⊂ E of attraction of the noiseless dynamics. For completeness, in this section, we dis-
cuss the case of (1) for which global solutions do exist. Clearly for this to be the case, stronger assumptions
on b and σ have to be imposed, see Assumptions 1’-2’ below.

The main novelty of this section is that under Assumptions 1’-2’, we provide a global well-posedness
result on the space E for the controlled equation (19), see Proposition 8.1. Similar results do exist in the
literature, but with global well-posedness proven in different spaces. In particular, similar global well-
posedness results can be found e.g. in [5, Proof of Theorem 5.3] and [7, Theorem 4.2]. However, these
works are only concerned with H = H ×H−1−valued solutions. Since here we are interested in solutions
on the smaller space E we present below a slightly modified proof and only highlight the differences from
the aforementioned results. The assumption that b (from Assumption 1’ below) has at most cubic growth
is crucial for achieving the necessary bounds in the case of global solutions. We believe that this result is of
independent interest.
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We mention here that the controllability and quasipotential-regularity results of Section 6 hold true in-
dependently of the notion of solutions. Indeed, these results rely on the dynamics starting at z = z∗ and the
existence of bounded domains of attraction. Moreover, the asymptotics for exit times and places from Sec-
tion 7 remain unchanged, provided that the local ULDP (and the corresponding rate function) is replaced
by a classical (global) ULDP for global solutions. Thus, in the rest of this section we shall exclusively focus
on adapting the results of Section 5 to global solutions of (1).

Throughout this section we shall replace Assumptions 1, 2 respectively by

Assumption 1’. a) The function b ∈ C1(R) and we can write

b = b1 + b2,

where b1 is globally Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant L1 > 0 and for some λ > 1 and a constant
C1 > 0 we have, for all x ∈ R,

|b2(x)| ≤ C1

(
1 + |x|λ

)
, |b′2(x)| ≤ C1

(
1 + |x|λ−1

)
, b′2(x) ≤ 0.

Moreover, the antiderivative

R ∋ x 7−→ β(x) :=

∫ x

0

b(y)dy ∈ R

satisfies

β(x) ≤ C2

(
1− |x|λ+1

)
(70)

for some constant C2 > 0.
b) The growth exponent of b2 satisfies λ ∈ (1, 3]

Assumption 2’. The function σ : R → R is bounded and globally Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant
Lσ > 0.

The rest of the assumptions that we imposed in the previous section remain unchanged. Proposition 8.1
guarantees global well-posedness in E for the controlled equation (19).

Proposition 8.1 (Global well-posedness of controlled equation). Under Assumptions 1’, 2’, (19) admits a
unique global mild solution.

Proof. It suffices to prove well-posedness for ǫ = 1. To this end, we recall the localization bn (20). As in
Proposition 5.1 we consider the localized problem

dZh
n(t) = AαZ

h
n(t)dt+Bn(Z

h
n(t))dt+Σ

(
Zh
n(t)

)
h(t)dt+Σ

(
Zh
n(t)

)
dW (t) , Zh

n(0) = z ∈ E (71)

which, from the same proposition, has a unique solution Zh
n ∈ Lp(Ω;C([0, T0]; E). Next we consider the

family of stopping times

τn := inf{t > 0 : |Π1Z
h
n(t)|∞ ≥ n}

and aim to show that

P

(
τ := sup

n∈N

τn <∞
)

= lim
T→∞

lim
n→∞

P(τn ≤ T ) = 0.

This in turn implies that (19) admits a unique, global mild solution per Definition 5.1. To this end, we pass
to the mild formulation

Π1Z
h
n(t) = Π1Sα(t)z +

∫ t

0

Π1Sα(t− s)Bn(Z
h
n(s))ds+

∫ t

0

Π1Sα(t− s)Σ(Zh
n(s))h(s)ds

+Π1

∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)Σ(Zh
n(s))dW (z)

=: Π1Sα(t)z +Π1ρn(t) + Π1Hn(t) + Π1Γn(t).

In view of Lemma 5.1 and using the boundedness of σ (Assumption 2’) we have the estimate

sup
n∈N

E|Π1Γn|p∞ ≤ C. (72)
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Moreover, from the continuity of S in H1 and Theorem 3.1 we have

|Π1Hn(t)|H1 ≤
∫ t

0

∣∣Sα(t− s)Σ(Zh
n(s))h(s)

∣∣
H1
ds

≤ C

∫ t

0

e−θ(t−s)
∣∣Σ(Zh

n(s))h(s)
∣∣
H1
ds

= C

∫ t

0

e−θ(t−s)
∣∣σ(Π1Z

h
n(s))h(s)

∣∣
L2ds ≤ CT |σ|∞|h|L2([0,T ];H)

(73)

and

|Π1Sα(t)z|∞ ≤ Ce−θt|z|E . (74)

The term Π1ρn solves the nonlinear wave equation
{
∂2tΠ1ρn(t, ξ) = ∂2ξΠ1ρn(t, ξ)− α∂tΠ1ρn(t, ξ) + bn

(
Π1Z

h
n(t, ξ)

)
, (t, ξ) ∈ [0,∞)× (0, ℓ)

Π1ρn(0, ξ) = 0, ∂tΠ1ρn(0, ξ) = 0, ξ ∈ (0, ℓ), Π1ρn(t, ξ) = 0, (t, ξ) ∈ [0,∞)× {0, ℓ}.

Multiplying throughout by ∂tΠ1ρn and integrating over [0, ℓ] we obtain the estimate

d

dt

∣∣∂2tΠ1ρn(t)
∣∣2
H
+
d

dt

∣∣Π1ρn(t)
∣∣2
H1 + 2α

∣∣∂tΠ1ρn(t)
∣∣2
H

≤ 2C2
d

dt

∫ ℓ

0

β̂n
(
Π1ρn(ξ, t)

)
dξ

+
∣∣bn
(
Π1ρn(t) + Π1Sα(t)z +Π1Hn(t) + Π1Γn(t)

)
− bn

(
Π1ρn(t)

)∣∣2
H
+
∣∣∂tΠ1ρn(t)

∣∣2
H

which holds for any n ∈ N and β̂n is a Lipschitz approximation of the function

−β̂(x) := 1− β(x)/C2 ≥ |x|λ+1, (75)

λ ∈ (1, 3] and β,C2 are given in (70). Now, for n ≥ n0 sufficiently large we can proceed as in [7, pp. 678-679
] to obtain

d

dt

∣∣∂2tΠ1ρn(t)
∣∣2
H
+
d

dt

∣∣Π1ρn(t)
∣∣2
H1 + 2α

∣∣∂tΠ1ρn(t)
∣∣2
H

− 2C2
d

dt

∫ ℓ

0

β̂n
(
Π1ρn(ξ, t)

)
dξ ≤ C

[
1 + (Λn)

2λ

]
+ C(Λn)

2

(
−
∫ ℓ

0

β̂n
(
Π1ρn(ξ, t)

)
dξ

)
,

where

Λn = sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Π1Sα(t)z|∞ + sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Π1Hn(t)|∞ + sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Π1Γn(t)|∞.

In view of Assumption 1’ and in particular the fact that

sup
n∈N

|bn(x)| ≤ c(1 + |x|λ),

we can integrate the previous inequality over t ∈ [0, T ] and apply Grönwall’s lemma to obtain

sup
t∈[0,T ]

(∣∣∂2tΠ1ρn(t)
∣∣2
H
+
∣∣Π1ρn(t)

∣∣2
H1 − 2C2

d

dt

∫ ℓ

0

β̂n
(
Π1ρn(ξ, t)

)
dξ

)
+

∫ T

0

∣∣∂tΠ1ρn(t)
∣∣2
H
dt

≤ C

[
1 + (Λn)

2λ

]
exp

(
c(Λn)

2T

)
,

where the constants are independent of the initial conditions and n. In particular,

∣∣Π1ρn(t)
∣∣2
∞

≤ c
∣∣Π1ρn(t)

∣∣2
H1 ≤ C

[
1 + (Λn)

2λ

]
exp

(
c(Λn)

2T

)
.
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Thus, for any n ≥ n0 we have

P

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣Π1Z
h
n(t)

∣∣
∞

≥ n

]
≤ P

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Π1Γn(t)|∞ ≥ n/4

]
+ P

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Π1Hn(t)|∞ ≥ n/4

]

+ P

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Π1Sα(t)z|∞ ≥ n/4

]
+ P

[
C

[
1 + (Λn)

2λ

]
exp

(
c(Λn)

2T

)
≥ n/4

]

≤ 4

n
E[Λn] + P[Λn ≥ fT (n)] ≤

(
4

n
+

1

fT (n)

)
E[Λn]

where fT is the inverse of the function x 7→ C[1 + x2λ] exp(cx2T ) which diverges to ∞ as x → ∞. In view
of (73), (74), (72) we deduce that

P

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Π1Z
h
n(t)|∞ ≥ n

]
≤ C

(
4

n
+

1

fT (n)

)(
1 + |h|H + |z|E

)
. (76)

Hence,

lim
T→∞

lim
n→∞

P[τn ≤ T ] = lim
T→∞

lim
n→∞

P

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣Π1Z
h
n(t)

∣∣
∞

≥ n

]
= 0

and the proof is complete. �

Next, we prove estimates and continuity properties for the skeleton equation analogous to those in Lem-
mas 5.2, 5.3.

Lemma 8.1. Let T, α > 0, z ∈ E , u ∈ L2([0, T ];H,Z ∈ C([0, T ]; E). With Zu
z := Z0,u

z as in (19) and under
Assumptions 1, 2 the following hold:

(1) Under Assumptions 1’, 2’, there is a constant 0 < C = C(σ, |u|L2([0,T ];H), T, z) such that

sup
t≤T

∣∣Zu
z (t)

∣∣
E
≤ C. (77)

(2) Let UN ⊂ L2([0, T ];H) be the centered ball of radius N > 0, endowed with the weak L2 topology. The map

E × UN ∋ (z, u) 7−→ Zu
z ∈ C([0, T ]; E)

is continuous.
(3) Let D ⊂ E bounded. There exists a smooth, non-decreasing function Λ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) with Λ(0) =

0, limx→∞ Λ(x) = ∞ such that

|Zu
z − Z0

z |C([0,T ];E) ≤ Λ
(
|u|L2([0,T ];H)

)
.

Proof. (1) Let G(t) := Π1Sα(t)z and
ρ = Π1Z

u
z −G

solve the skeleton equation starting from 0. From an energy estimate similar to the one used in
Proposition 8.1 (notice that here we require that the growth exponent of b satisfies λ ∈ (1, 3]) we
have

d

dt

∣∣∂tρ(t)
∣∣2
H
+
d

dt

∣∣ρ(t)
∣∣2
H1 + 2

∣∣∂tρ(t)
∣∣2
H

= 2〈b(Π1Z
u
z (t)), ∂tρ(t)〉H + 2〈σ(Π1Z

u
z (t))u(t), ∂tρ(t)〉H

≤ 2c2
d

dt

∫ ℓ

0

β̂(ρ(ξ, t))dξ +
∣∣b(ρ(t) +G(t)) − b(G(t))

∣∣2
H
+ |σ|2∞|u(t)|2H + 2

∣∣∂tρ(t)
∣∣2
H
,

where we used the chain rule, the inequality 2〈x, y〉 ≤ |x|2 + |y|2 and Assumption 2’. In view of
Assumption 1’, we can then follow the same line of reasoning to obtain

sup
t≤T

∣∣ρ(t)
∣∣2
H1 + sup

t≤T

∣∣∂tρ(t)
∣∣2
H

≤
[
C

(
T + T sup

t∈[0,T ]

|G(t)|2λ∞ + |σ|2∞
∫ T

0

|u(t)|2Hdt
)]

exp
(
cT sup

t∈[0,T ]

|G(t)|2∞
)
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and from Theorem 3.1 we obtain

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|G(t)|2∞ ≤ C sup
t∈[0,T ]

e−θt|z|E ≤ C|z|E .

Thus, by Sobolev embedding we have

sup
t≤T

∣∣Zu
z (t)

∣∣2
E
≤ 2 sup

t≤T

∣∣Π1Z
u
z (t)

∣∣2
∞

+ 2 sup
t≤T

∣∣∂tΠ1Z
u
z (t)

∣∣2
C−1

≤ C

(
sup
t≤T

∣∣ρ(t)
∣∣2
H1 + sup

t≤T

∣∣∂tρ(t)
∣∣2
H

)
+ sup

t≤T

∣∣Π1Sα(t)z
∣∣2
∞

+ sup
t≤T

∣∣Π2Sα(t)z
∣∣2
C−1

≤ C

[
T (1 + |z|2λE ) + |σ|2∞N

]
exp

(
cT |z|2E

)
+ C|z|2E .

(78)

The proof is complete.
(2) Since the weak topology on bounded sets is metrizable, it suffices to consider a sequence {(zn, un)}n∈N ⊂

UN × E that converges weakly, as n→ ∞, to a pair (z, u) ∈ UN × E . For t ∈ [0, T ] we have

|Zun
zn (t)− Zu

z (t)
∣∣
E
≤
∣∣Sα(t)(zn − z)

∣∣
E
+

∫ t

0

∣∣∣∣Sα(t− s)
[
B(Zun

zn (s))−B(Zu
z (s))

]∣∣∣∣
E

ds

+

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)
[
Σ(Zun

zn (s))un(s)− Σ(Zu
z (s))u(s)

]
ds

∣∣∣∣
E

From Assumption 1’, Assumption 2’ and Theorem 3.1 we obtain

|Zun
zn (t)− Zu

z (t)
∣∣
E
≤ C|zn − z|E + C|b1|Lip

∫ t

0

∣∣Π1Z
un
zn (s)−Π1Z

u
z (s)|Hds

+ C

∫ t

0

∣∣b2(Π1Z
un
zn (s)) − b2(Π1Z

u
z (s))

∣∣
H
ds

+ |σ|∞
∫ t

0

∣∣Π1Z
un
zn (s)−Π1Z

u
z (s)|C0(0,ℓ)|un(s)|Hds

+ C sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)Σ(Zu
z (s))

[
un(s)− u(s)

]
ds

∣∣∣∣
E

.

(79)

Now from [7], Lemma 2.4 (notice that the latter requires Assumption 1’;see also pp.678 of the same
reference), along with the a-priori bound (77) and the uniform bound on un we have

∣∣b2(Π1Z
un
zn (s))− b2(Π1Z

u
z (s))

∣∣2
H

≤ c

∫ ℓ

0

(
1− β̂

(
Π1Z

un
zn (ξ, s)

)
+ |Π1Z

un
zn (ξ, s)−Π1Z

u
z (ξ, s)|2(λ−1)

)
|Π1Z

un
zn (ξ, s)−Π1Z

u
z (ξ, s)|2dξ

≤ C

(
1 + sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Π1Z
un
zn (t)|

λ+1
∞ + sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Π1Z
un
zn −Π1Z

u
z (t)|2(λ−1)

∞

)
|Π1Z

un
zn (s)−Π1Z

u
z (s)

∣∣2
H

≤ Cλ

(
1 + sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Zun
zn (t)|λ+1

E + sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Zu
z (t)|

2(λ−1)
E

)
|Π1Z

un
zn (s)−Π1Z

u
z (s)

∣∣2
H

≤ C̃|Π1Z
un
zn (s)−Π1Z

u
z (s)

∣∣2
H
,

(80)
with λ as in Assumption 1, β̂ as in (75) and the constant C̃ in the last line takes the form

Cσ,N,λ,T

[
1 + (1 + sup

n
|zn|λ(λ+1) + |z|2λ(λ−1))

(
ecT supn |zn|

2
E + ecT |z|2

E

)
+ C

(
sup
n

|zn|λ+1
E + |z|2λ(λ−1)

E

)]
.
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In view of this estimate, (79) yields

|Zun
zn (t)− Zu

z (t)
∣∣2
E
≤ C|zn − z|2E + CT 1/2

∫ T

0

∣∣Zun
zn (s)− Zu

z (s)|2Eds

+ C̃T 1/2

∫ T

0

|Zun
zn (s)− Zu

z (s)
∣∣2
E
ds

+ |σ|∞ sup
n∈N

|un|2L2([0,T ];H)

∫ T

0

∣∣Zun
zn (s)− Zu

z (s)|2Eds

+ C sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)Σ(Zu
z (s))

[
un(s)− u(s)

]
ds

∣∣∣∣
2

E

.

Thus, Grönwall’s inequality furnishes

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Zun
zn (t)− Zu

z (t)
∣∣2
E
≤ CeCσ,b1,λ,N,T

(
|zn − z|2E + sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)Σ(Zu
z (s))

[
un(s)− u(s)

]
ds

∣∣∣∣
2

E

)
.

From Lemma 5.2 with Z = Zu
z , the latter vanishes as n→ ∞ and the conclusion follows.

(3) For t ≤ T we have

Zu
z (t)− Z0

z (t) =

∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)
[
b(Zu

z (s))− b(Z0
z (s))

]
ds+

∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)σ(Zu
z (s))u(s)ds.

Since σ is bounded, the second term on the right hand side satisfies

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)σ(Zu
z (t))u(t)dt

∣∣∣∣
E

≤ C

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)σ(Zu
z (t))u(t)dt

∣∣∣∣
H1

≤ C|σ|∞
∫ t

0

e−θ(t−s)|u(s)|2Hds ≤ C|σ|∞|u|2L2([0,T ];H).

(81)

As for the first term, a bound similar to (80) yields
∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)
[
b(Zu

z (s))− b(Z0
z (s))

]
ds

∣∣∣∣
2

E

≤
(
1 + sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Zu
z (t)|λ+1

E + sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Z0
z (s)|

2(λ−1)
E

)∫ T

0

sup
r≤s

|Zu
z (r) − Z0

z (r)|2Eds,

with λ as in Assumption 1’. From the boundedness of D and the estimates in Lemma 5.2 (see in
particular (78)) we obtain the bound

sup
z∈D

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣Zu
z (t)

∣∣2
E
+ sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣Z0
z (t)

∣∣2
E

)
≤ CD,T

[
1 + |u|2L2([0,T ];H)

]
.

Combining the last two displays it follows that
∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

Sα(t− s)
[
b(Zu

z (s))− b(Z0
z (s))

]
ds

∣∣∣∣
2

E

≤ CT,D,λ

(
1 + |u|2λ+2

L2([0,T ];H) + |u|4(λ−1)
L2([0,T ];H)

)∫ T

0

sup
r≤s

|Zu
z (r) − Z0

z (r)|2Eds.

The latter along with (81) then furnish

|Zu
z − Z0

z |2C([0,T ];E) ≤ C1

(
1 + |u|2λ+2

L2([0,T ];H) + |u|4(λ−1)
L2([0,T ];H)

)∫ T

0

sup
r≤s

|Zu
z (r) − Z0

z (r)|2Eds+ C2|u|4L2([0,T ];H).

From Grönwall’s inequality we may conclude

|Zu
z − Z0

z |2C([0,T ];E) ≤ C|u|4L2([0,T ];H) exp

{
C′

(
|u|2λ+2

L2([0,T ];H) + |u|4(λ−1)
L2([0,T ];H)

)}
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for some constants C,C′ > 0. The proof is complete upon observing that the function

Λ(x) = Cx4 exp(C′(x2λ+2 + x4(λ−1))/2), x ≥ 0

satisfies the desired properties.
�

We conclude this section by showing that global solutions of (1) satisfy a (global) LDP, see Definition
5.3, that is uniform over bounded sets of initial data. This is the last ingredient needed to transfer the exit
problem results from the previous sections to global solutions.

Proposition 8.2. Let D ⊂ E be a bounded subset of initial data. Under Assumptions 1’, 2’, the family {Zǫ
z}z∈D,ǫ>0

satisfies a (global) ULDP (per Definition 5.3) with respect to D and with rate function given by

Iz,T (φ) := inf
u∈L2([0,T ];H)

{
1

2

∫ T

0

∫ ℓ

0

|u(s, y)|2dyds : φ = Zu
z

}
, φ ∈ C([0, T ]; E),

where the convention inf ∅ = ∞ is being assumed.

Proof. The (global) ULDP is equivalent to an Equicontinuous Uniform Laplace Principle (EULP) [37, Theo-
rem 2.9]. In view of [37, Theorem 2.12], the latter holds over bounded subsets of initial data, provided that
for any δ > 0, D ⊂ E bounded and N > 0,

lim
ǫ→0

sup
z∈D

sup
u∈PN

2

P

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣Zǫ,u
z (t)− Zu

z (t)
∣∣
E
≥ δ

]
= 0. (82)

Here, PN
2 is the collection of adapted, H−valued stochastic controls u(t) such that P(|u(t)|2H ≤ N) = 1.

In order to prove the latter, we use the localizing sequences of stopping times

τ ǫ,uz,n := inf{t > 0 : |Π1Z
ǫ,u
z,n(t)|∞ ≥ n}, τ ǫn := τ ǫ,uz,n ∧ τ0,uz,n , n ∈ N,

where, for each ǫ ≥ 0 Zǫ,u
z,n is the corresponding solution of the localized problem (71) (with W replaced by

ǫW ). Next, we write

P

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣Zǫ,u
z (t)− Zu

z (t)
∣∣
E
≥ δ

]
= P

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣Zǫ,u
z (t)− Zu

z (t)
∣∣
E
≥ δ , τ ǫn > T

]

+ P

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣Zǫ,u
z (t)− Zu

z (t)
∣∣
E
≥ δ , τ ǫn ≤ T

]

=: pǫ,u,z1 + pǫ,u,z2 .

The arguments leading to (76) can be used (mutatis mutandis) to obtain

sup
ǫ∈(0,1)

sup
z∈D

sup
u∈PN

2

pǫ,u,z2 ≤ sup
ǫ∈(0,1)

sup
z∈D

sup
u∈PN

2

(
P[τ ǫ,uz,n ≤ T ] + P[τ0,uz,n ≤ T ]

)
−→ 0 , as n→ ∞. (83)

Turning to p1, Chebyshev’s inequality and the fact that on {τ ǫn > T }, Zǫ,u
z,n = Zǫ,u

z , Zu
z,n = Zu

z furnish

P

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣Zǫ,u
z (t)− Zu

z (t)
∣∣
E
≥ δ , τ ǫn > T

]
≤ P

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣Zǫ,u
z,n(t)− Z0,u

z,n(t)
∣∣
E
≥ δ

]

≤ 1

δ
E sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣Zǫ,u
z,n(t)− Z0,u

z,n(t)
∣∣
E
.

(84)

We can now estimate the latter using the local Lipschitz continuity and Grönwall’s inequality. Indeed,
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∣∣Zǫ,u
z,n(t)− Z0,u

z,n(t)
∣∣
E
≤
∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

S(t− s)
[
Bn(Z

ǫ,u
z,n(s))−Bn(Z

0,u
z,n(s))

]
ds

∣∣∣∣
E

+

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

S(t− s)
[
Σ(Zǫ,u

z,n(s)) − Σ(Z0,u
z,n(s))

]
u(s)ds

∣∣∣∣
E

+ ǫ

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

S(t− s)Σ(Zǫ,u
z,n(s))dW (s)

∣∣∣∣
E

≤ C

∫ t

0

∣∣bn(Π1Z
ǫ,u
z,n(s))− bn(Π1Z

0,u
z,n(s))

∣∣
H
ds

+ C

∫ t

0

∣∣[σ(Π1Z
ǫ,u
z,n(s))− σ(Π1Z

0,u
z,n(s))

]
u(s)

∣∣
H
ds+ 2Cǫ sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣Γǫ
n(t)

∣∣
E

where Γǫ
n(t) is the stochastic convolution. Thus, from the Lipschitz continuity of bn and the (global) Lips-

chitz continuity of σ (Assumption 2’) there exists for each n a constant Ln > 0 such that

∣∣Zǫ,u
z,n(t)− Z0,u

z,n(t)
∣∣
E
≤ Ln

∫ t

0

∣∣Π1Z
ǫ,u
z,n(s))−Π1Z

0,u
z,n(s))

∣∣
∞
ds

+ Cσ

∫ t

0

∣∣Π1Z
ǫ,u
z,n(s)−Π1Z

0,u
z,n(s)

∣∣
∞
|u(s)|Hds+ Cǫ sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Γǫ
n(t)|E .

From the L2−bound on u and Grönwall’s inequality we get

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣Zǫ,u
z,n(t)− Z0,u

z,n(t)
∣∣2
E
≤ Cǫ2eCσ,nT sup

ǫ∈(0,1),n∈N

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣Γǫ
n(t)

∣∣2
E
≤ Cǫ2eCσ,nT ,

where the last estimate follows by applying Lemma 5.1 with Ψ2 = 0, p = 2 and using the boundedness of
σ. Combining the latter with (84), (83) and taking limits, first as ǫ → 0 and then as n → ∞, we see that (82)
holds true for any δ, T > 0 and any bounded set D ⊂ E . �

APPENDIX A.

A.1. Proof of Lemma 5.1.

Proof. Recall that ·̂ denotes anti-differentiation (see Section 2.1). Since we do not require uniform estimates,
it suffices to prove the case ǫ = 1. Furthermore, from linearity we can take Ψ2 = 0 (the general case will
then follow by substituting Ψ1 by Ψ2 − Ψ1). To this end, let Ψ ∈ Lp(Ω;C([0, T ];C0(0, ℓ))). Then Γ := ΓΨ is
a mild solution of

∂2t Γ + α∂tΓ = ∂2xΓ + ΨẆ ,Γ(0) = ∂tΓ(0) = 0.

Hence, letting G = eαt/2Γ and applying the chain rule it holds that

∂2tG = ∂2xG+
α2

4
G+ eαt/2ΨẆ ,G(0) = ∂tG(0) = 0,

in the sense of distributions, or in mild form

G(t) =
α2

4

∫ t

0

S0(t− s)G(s)ds+

∫ t

0

S0(t− s)(0, eαs/2Ψ(s))dW (s).

The above, along with Grönwall’s inequality, furnishes

sup
t∈[0,T ]

|G(t)|E ≤ exp(CT ) sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

S0(t− s)(0, eαs/2Ψ(s))dW (s)

∣∣∣∣
E

,

for a constant C > 0 that depends on the wave semigroup, T and α. Moreover, in view of (8), (9)

Π1

∫ t

0

S0(t− s)(0, eαs/2Ψ(s))dW (s) =
1

2

∫ t

0

∫ x+(t−s)

x−(t−s)

eαs/2Ψ(y, s)dW (y, s)
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and

−Π̂2

∫ t

0

S0(t− s)(0, eαs/2Ψ(s))dW (s) =
1

2

∫ t

0

(∫ x+(t−s)

0

+

∫ x−(t−s)

0

)
eαs/2Ψ(y, s)dW (y, s),

where W is interpreted as a Brownian sheet in [0,∞)× R. Thus, from the BDG inequality,

E

∣∣∣∣Π1

∫ t

0

S0(t− s)(0, eαs/2Ψ(s))dW (s)

∣∣∣∣
p

∞

≤ Cp

(∫ t

0

∫ x+(t−s)

x−(t−s)

eαsEΨ2(y, s)dyds

)p/2

≤ C(t− s)epαT/2E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Ψ(s)|p∞

and similarly

E

∣∣∣∣Π2

∫ t

0

S0(t− s)(0, eαs/2Ψ(s))dW (s)

∣∣∣∣
p

C−1

= E

∣∣∣∣Π̂2

∫ t

0

S0(t− s)(0, eαs/2Ψ(s))dW (s)

∣∣∣∣
p

∞

≤ CE sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Ψ(s)|p∞,

where C depends on T, ℓ, α. The last two estimates yield

E sup
t∈[0,T ]

|ΓΨ(t)|pE = e−
pαt
2 E sup

t∈[0,T ]

|G(t)|pE ≤ CE sup
t∈[0,T ]

|Ψ(s)|p∞.

The proof is complete. �

A.2. On the subdifferential of the norm on a Banach space. The following fact is stated in [16, Equation
(D.2)] without proof. For the sake of completeness and readers’ convenience we present a proof here.

Lemma A.1. [16, Equation (D.2)] Let E be a Banach space. For any x, y ∈ E we have

D+|x|E(y) := lim sup
h→0

|x+ hy|E − |x|E
h

= max
{
〈y, x⋆〉;x⋆ ∈ ∂|x|E

}
.

Proof. Let h ∈ R. For any x⋆ ∈ ∂|x|E ,

|x+ hy|E − |x|E ≥ 〈x+ hy, x⋆〉 − 〈x, x⋆〉 ≥ h 〈y, x⋆〉 .
For h > 0,

|x+ hy|E − |x|E
h

≥ 〈y, x⋆〉 .
This is true for all x⋆ ∈ ∂|x|E , so

lim inf
h↓0

|x+ hy|E − |x|E
h

≥ max{〈y, x⋆〉 : x⋆ ∈ ∂|x|E}. (85)

To prove the other direction, chose a sequence hn ↓ 0 such that

lim
n→∞

|x+ hny|E − |x|E
hn

= lim sup
h↓0

|x+ hy|E − |x|E
h

.

Let x⋆n ∈ ∂|f+hng|E . Note that {x⋆n;n ∈ N} ⊂ BE⋆(0, 1). By virtue of Alaoglu’s theoremBE⋆(0, 1) is weak-⋆
compact. Hence there exists a subsequence (relabelled hn) such that x⋆n converges in weak-⋆ topology to
some x⋆ ∈ E⋆ and, as a consequence,

〈x, x⋆n〉 → 〈x, x⋆〉
〈y, x⋆n〉 → 〈y, x⋆〉 .

Therefore,

lim
n→∞

|x+ hny|E − |x|E
hn

≤ lim
n→∞

〈x, x⋆n〉+ hn 〈x, x⋆n〉 − 〈x, x⋆n〉
hn

= 〈y, x⋆〉 .

Now we claim that x⋆ in ∂|x|E . Indeed, we know that

lim
n→∞

|x+ hng|E = |x|E
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and that

lim
n→∞

|x+ hny|E = lim
n→∞

(〈x, x⋆n〉+ hn 〈y, x⋆n〉) = 〈x, x⋆〉 .

Hence x⋆ ∈ ∂|x|E . We have proved that

lim sup
h↓0

|x+ hy|E − |x|E
h

≤ 〈y, x⋆〉E . (86)

From (85) and (86) the proof is complete. �
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