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Abstract

Large deviations principles characterize the exponential decay rates
of the probabilities of rare events. Cerrai and Réckner [13] proved
that systems of stochastic reaction-diffusion equations satisfy a large
deviations principle that is uniform over bounded sets of initial data.

This paper proves uniform large deviations results for a system
of stochastic reaction—diffusion equations in a more general setting
than Cerrai and Rockner. Furthermore, this paper identifies two com-
mon situations where the large deviations principle is uniform over un-
bounded sets of initial data, enabling the characterization of Freidlin-
Wentzell exit time and exit shape asymptotics from unbounded sets.

1 Introduction

This paper investigates uniform large deviations principles for systems of
stochastic reaction-diffusion equations. Let @ C R? be a bounded open set
with smooth boundary. Let » € N be fixed. For ¢ > 0, and continuous
initial data z : O x {1,...,7} = R, XZ(t,§) = (X7 1(t,8), ..., X5 (¢, €)) is the
R"-valued random field solution to the equations for i € {1,...,r},
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SEHE€) = AXE (1) + it € XE(1,€)

ow,,

+VE Yot & X5 (1,6) =5 (1,6), (1.1)
n=1

XE(t,6) =0, £€€00, t>0
X:(0,8) =x(8), €€O0.

In the above equation, {A;}/_; are elliptic second-order differential oper-
ators, oy, are globally Lipschitz continuous in the third variable, and f; can
be written as f;(t,§, x) = gi(t,&, x;) + hi(t, &, ) where g; is continuous and
non-increasing in its third argument and h; is globally Lipschitz continuous
in its third argument. The multiplicative noise coefficients o;,, are Lipschitz
continuous in their third variable. The Gaussian noises 8é”t”, defined on
some probability space (€2, F,P) are white in time, but possibly correlated
in space.

As ¢ — 0, the stochastic perturbations disappear and the solutions con-
verges to the solution of the unperturbed system of partial differential equa-
tions XU. This convergence is uniform over finite time intervals in the sense
that for any T > 0,

lim sup sup sup |XZ,(t &) — X2, (t,€)| = 0 in probability.  (1.2)
e=04ci0, 1) €Oie{L,..rt ’

Over unbounded time intervals, however, the stochastic system X: will be-
have fundamentally differently than X? for any positive e > 0 if the o, terms
are sufficiently non-degenerate. For example, let D C C(O x {1,...,7}) be a
collection of continuous functions that are invariant under the unperturbed
dynamics. This means that if x € D, then X2(¢,-) € D for all ¢ > 0. Under
reasonable assumptions on D and o¢;,, one can show that for any ¢ > 0,
X exits D with probability one. The Freidlin-Wentzell exit time problem
characterizes the exponential divergence rate of the exit time

7o =inf{t >0: X.(¢t,) & D} (1.3)

as well as the limiting behavior of the exit shape X¢(75,-). Some results on
exit time problems for stochastic partial differential equations can be found
in [0 417,20, 241 27,44].

A large deviations principle characterizes the exponential decay rates
of rare probabilities [20],25[28/[48]. An important step for characterizing



Freidlin-Wentzell exit behaviors is to prove that solutions X: to the system
(1)) satisfy a large deviations principle that is uniform with respect to the
initial data * € D. The exact definition of the uniform large deviations
principle is Definition B11

In [13], Cerrai and Rockner proved that systems of stochastic reaction-
diffusion equations with a small non-Gaussian noisy perturbation, like (I1]),
satisfy a uniform large deviations principle that is uniform over subsets of
initial data that are bounded in the supremum norm. Their result signifi-
cantly improved upon large deviations results by Freidlin [27], Sowers [45],
Peszat [39], and Kallianpur and Xiong [31] by removing assumptions about
global Lipschitz continuity of the reaction terms and ellipticity assumptions
about the multiplicative noise terms. Furthermore, [I3] was the first paper
to address the uniformity of the large deviations for the stochastic reaction-
diffusion equation with respect to initial data in non-compact bounded sets.

This current paper significantly strengthens Cerrai and Rockner’s results.
First, we further relax Cerrai and Rockner’s assumptions, removing their as-
sumptions about the local Lipschitz continuity and polynomial growth rate
of the reaction terms. We assume only that the reaction terms that can
be written as the sum of a decreasing function and a Lipschitz continuous
function (see Assumption [I). We prove that this large class of stochas-
tic reaction-diffusion equations satisfy a large deviations principle that is
uniform over sets of initial data that are bounded in the supremum norm
(Theorem [41]).

The other main results of this paper show that in two common situations
the large deviations principle holds uniformly over all continuous initial
data, not just over bounded subsets of initial data. These results enable the
characterization of Freidlin-Wentzell exit time and exit shape asymptotics
when the exit set D is unbounded.

If the multiplicative noise coefficients o;, are uniformly bounded, then
the large deviations principle will hold uniformly over all continuous initial
data (Theorem [.2]). In particular, whenever the system is exposed to addi-
tive noise, the large deviations principle holds uniformly over all initial data.
Results about large deviations principles holding uniformly for unbounded
sets of initial conditions, even in the additive noise case, were only previ-
ously known for equations with globally Lipschitz continuous reaction term
[43].
Next, we consider the case where the reaction terms f; feature super-
linear dissipativity. This means that there exist constants pu > 0, m > 1,



and ¢p > 0 such that the decreasing functions v; — g;(t, &, v;) satisfy
9i(t, &, vi)sign(v;) < —pfv;[™ for [v;] > co. (1.4)

This case is motivated by the Allen-Cahn equation where the reaction term is
an odd-degree polynomial with negative leading coefficient such as f;(t, &, z) =
—23 +; (see, for example, [24]). Such a superlinear dissipative nonlinearity
strongly forces the solutions towards finite values. In the presence of super-
linear dissipativity, the large deviations principle can be uniform over all
continuous initial conditions even when the multiplicative noise coefficients
are unbounded (Theorem A.3]). The allowable growth rate of the multiplica-
tive noise coefficients depends on the degree m of super-linear dissipativity
of the reaction term. This is the first result showing that the large deviations
principle holds uniformly over all initial conditions when the multiplicative
noise coefficients are unbounded.

Proving that these large deviations principles hold uniformly over un-
bounded sets of initial data requires a fundamentally different approach
than the one used by Cerrai and Rockner [I3]. Their argument relies on the
assumption that the forcing term f is locally Lipschitz continuous, and then
uses localization techniques to approximate their equation by equations with
globally Lipschitz forcing terms to prove the results. Such an approach can
never lead to results that are uniform over unbounded sets of initial data.

The assumption of local Lipschitz continuity is replaced by a monotonic-
ity condition (see, for example, [35]). In Assumption [I, below, we assume
that f; = g; + h; is the sum of a decreasing function g;, which does not
need to be locally Lipschitz continuous, and a globally Lipschitz continuous
function h;. In Section [Glwe prove that this assumption implies that an asso-
ciated solution mapping is globally Lipschitz continuous, even when g; fails
to be locally Lipschitz continuous. No localization techniques are required,
enabling the proof of results that are uniform over unbounded subsets of
initial data.

The proofs of the three main uniform large deviations results (Theorems
411 [42] and [A3]) are based on a variational principle for functions of infinite
dimensional Wiener processes that is due to Budhiraja and Dupuis [5]. In
the context of the reaction-diffusion equation (1), Budhiraja and Dupuis
proved that for any bounded, continuous h : C([0,T] x O x {1,...,7}) — R,
e>0,and r € C(O x {1,...,7r}),

h(X3)

elog E exp <_T> =— in;E
ue

1w [T )

=3 o (5, €)[2deds + h (X2

2n:1/0 /Olu (s,6)|?deds + h (X5%)
(1.5)



In the above expression, &7 is a collection of stochastic controls u € L?(Q x
[0, 7] x Ox{1,..,7}) that are adapted to the natural filtration of the driving
noises and X3 is the solution to the controlled reaction diffusion equation

aji (t,8) = A X (1,6) + filt, &, X5M(t,€))
T 8 n
FVE Y ot & Xi" () S (4:€)
n=1

) (1.6)
+ 3 0in (1,6, X5 (£,€))Quun (),

n=1

XUt €) =0, £€00, t>0
Xz4(0,€) = 2(§), £€O0.

The linear operators @, are the covariances of the noises w,, (see Assumption
A below).

A major advancement in streamlining the proofs of uniform large de-
viations principles for small-noise SPDEs is the weak convergence approach
due to Budhiraja, Dupuis, and Maroulas [7]. In the context of these reac-
tion diffusion equations, their result shows that X: satisfy a large deviations
principle that holds uniformly over compact sets of initial data if whenever
T, — x in the supremum norm, &, — 0 and u,, — u in distribution in the
weak topology on L2([0,T] x O x {1, ...,7}), the associated control problems
X" converge weakly to X0 Many authors have applied this approach
to prove that many SPDEs satisfy large deviations results that are uniform

over compact sets of initial data [TH3L6] ]93] 18] 221 26| 29,30, 32H34L 361,
37, [40H42, 46, 47,491 [50]. The restriction to compact sets of initial data is

due to the fact that their argument is based on weak convergence and if the
initial data, x,,, do not belong to a compact subset then it is possible that
no subsequence of X;""" will converge weakly.

Of course, there are many applications, including Freidlin-Wentzell exit
problems, where large deviations principles must hold uniformly over non-
compact sets. In fact, because bounded subsets of infinite dimensional Ba-
nach spaces cannot be compact, Cerrai and Rockner’s results about unifor-
mity of large deviations principles holding over bounded subsets of initial
data [I3] cannot be proved directly via the weak convergence approach.

In [43], we proved that the variational principle can be used to prove
large deviations principles that are uniform over non-compact and even un-
bounded subsets of initial data, but we require a stronger notion of conver-
gence of controlled equations than weak convergence. Specifically, if for a



set D C C(O x {1,...,7}) of continuous initial data and for any § > 0 and
N >0,

lim sup sup P (‘X;“ — X0
e=0eD ucdy

‘C([O,T}x@x{l,.._m}) > 5) =0,

then { X2} satisfies a uniform large deviations principle that is uniform over
z € D. In the above expression, &y is the set of controls

r T
Ay = {ued:]}"(z_:l/o /O|un(s,£)|2d§ds§N> :1}.

In this paper, we are particularly interested in the case where D = C(O x
{1,...,7}) is the entire function space. Using the specific form of the systems
of stochastic reaction diffusion equations (ILI]), we will be able to prove this
kind of convergence in probability holds uniformly over unbounded subsets
of initial data, proving our main results.

In Section 2] we fix our main notations, present the main assumptions,
and define the mild solution. In Section [3] we recall the definition of the
uniform large deviations principle (ULDP) and we recall the major results
about variational representations of infinite dimensional Brownian motion
and sufficient conditions that imply uniform large deviations principles. In
Section @] we present the three main results of the paper. In Section [ we
give an example application of the main results.

Before proving the three main results, in Section [f] we study the proper-
ties of a fixed-point mapping M and show that this mapping is well-posed
and globally Lipschitz continuous under our weak assumptions that the vec-
tor field f is the sum of a decreasing function and a Lipschitz continuous
function. In Section [[l we prove that the mild solutions to the stochastic
reaction-diffusion equations and the controlled stochastic reaction diffusion
equation exist and are unique under our weak assumptions. These existence
and uniqueness results do not appear elsewhere in the literature.

In Section8 we prove Theorem[4.T] which says that Cerrai and Roéckner’s
[13] result about uniformity of the large deviations principle over bounded
subsets can be recovered under our weaker assumptions. In Section [, we
prove Theorem [£.2] which says that when o is uniformly bounded, the large
deviations principle is uniform over all initial conditions. In Section [I0]
we prove Theorem 3] which says that when the non-linearity f features
super-linear dissipativity and o is unbounded but does not grow too quickly,
then the stochastic reaction-diffusion equation satisfies a large deviations
principle that is uniform over all initial conditions.



In Appendix [A] we recall results about the left-derivative of a supremum
norm for a continuous process. In Appendix[Blwe recall important estimates
on the stochastic convolution due to Cerrai [II,12]. In Appendix[C] we recall
bounds that are uniform with respect to the initial conditions of a stochastic
reaction-diffusion equation when the reaction terms features super-linear
dissipativity.

2 Notations and assumptions

2.1 Notations

For a Euclidean set A C R7 for some j € N let C'(A) be the set of continuous
functions y : A — R. Because of the imposed boundary conditions in
(1)), we will work in the spaces of continuous functions with zero boundary
conditions. Let

E:={yecC(O):y(¢) =0 for & € DO}. (2.1)

be the space of continuous functions on O with zero boundary conditions
endowed with the supremum norm

[yl := sup |y(§)]. (2.2)
£eO

Any continuous vector-valued function z = (z1,....,2,) : O — R" can be
equivalently thought of as a scalar-valued continuous function in the space

C(O x{1,...,r}). Let
E:={zeCOx{l,.,r})azi(§)=0forie{l,..r},£ €00} (2.3)
and, for T' > 0,

e eC([0,T] x O x{1,..,1}):
= { i(t,§) =0forie {1,..,r},t €[0,T],§ € 8(’)} : (2.4)

FE and E7 are endowed with the supremum norms

|z|p == sup sup|z;(§)] (2.5)
ie{l,...,r} €0
and
lolp, == sup sup sup |g;i(t,&)]. (2.6)

ie{l,...,r} £€0 t€[0,T]



We remark that this is a slightly different definition than the £ = C(O :
R") with |z|p = supgco (>, |$Z(£)|2)% norm that was used in [I3]. Even
though the norms are equivalent, the supremum norm is more convenient
for our purposes than the mixture of the supremum and Euclidean norms.

We will show in Theorem [T.I] that the solutions X¢ to the SPDE (L)
exist, are unique, and are Ep-valued if their initial data is in F.

Throughout the paper we will use other common function spaces includ-
ing LP spaces. If no measure is specified, then LP spaces are defined with
respect to the Lebesgue measure on uncountable sets and the counting mea-
sure on discrete sets. For example for p > 1, LP([0,T] x O x {1,..r}) is the
set of functions w : [0,7] x O x {1,...,7} for which the norm

1
r T v
|| L ((0,T]x O {1,..r}) *= (Z/O /O!Un(tyf)\pdfdt) < 4oo.  (2.7)
n=1

For any Banach spaces &1, &2, the set £ (€1, &) is the space of bounded
linear operators from & to &. If & = &, then the notation (&) =
Z(&1,&).

2.2 Main assumptions

Now we specify our main assumptions about the objects in (ILI]). Assump-
tions I 2 Bl and @ hold throughout the paper. Later in Section dl we intro-
duce Assumption Bl which is only used in Theorem and Assumption [6]
which is only used in Theorem

Assumption 1 (Vector field). The vector field f : [0,+00) x O x R" x
{1,...,7} = R can be written as

For any i € {1,...,r}, t > 0, £ € O, the function R > x +— g;(t,§,x) is
continuous and decreasing in the sense that for any x,y € R such that x >y

gi(tvgvx) - gi(tvfay) < 07 (29)

There exists an increasing function L : [0,400) — [0, +00) such that for any
z,y € R",

sup  sup sup |hi(s, &, x) — hi(s,&,y)| < L(t) sup |z —wi| (2.10)
1e{l,...,r} s€[0,t] £€O 1ef{l,...,r}



and
sup  sup sup |hi(s,&z)| < L) |1+ sup |zl |- (2.11)
ie{l,...,r} s€[0,t] £€O e{l,...,r}

Assumption 2 (Multiplicative noise coefficient). There exists an increasing
function L : [0, 4+00) — [0,4+00) such that for all z,y € R",

sup sup sup |0in(87£7$) _O-in(svgvy” S L(t) sup |$Z _yl| (212)
z,nE{l,,T’} 56[07"’} geo 26{177T}

and for any r € R”
sup  sup sup|op(s,&x)| < L(t) [ 14+ sup |y (2.13)
t,ne{l,...,r} s€[0,t] £€O ef{l,...,r}

Assumption 3 (Elliptic operators). The spatial domain O C R? is open,
bounded, and has smooth boundary. For i € {1,...,r}, the second-order
elliptic operators A; are of the form

d d d
= i (o 0P
Aipl(€) =D Y (€ 8536& (3 +;bj(£)a—£j(£). (2.14)

7=1k=1

In the above expression, az-k : O — R are continuously differentiable and

bz- : O — R are continuous. The matriz (a?k(ﬁ))jk is symmetric and uni-
formly elliptic in the sense that there exists k > 0 such that for any vector

(l‘l,...,:Ed),

d d d
inf inf rjxp > K 22 2.15
€cOie{l,...r Z kzz: Jtk = ]zz:l J ( )

Proposition 2.1. The operators A; can be written as
A, =B, + L;
where

d
Biol6) = .3 g (a0 52(0)) 2.16)

is self-adjoint and

d ' d aazk 8Q0
Lip(€) ==Y | b5(&) - ©) ) 5 (&) (2.17)




is a first-order differential operator.

For eachi € {1,...,r}, there exists an orthonormal system of eigenvectors
{eir 3, C L*(O) and eigenvalues {1 }32 | such that the realization B; of
B; in L?(O) with the imposed boundary conditions satisfies

Bie; p = —a; k€ k. (2.18)

The eigenvalues are non-negative, diverge to infinity, and can be written in
increasing order 0 < a;p < ;1. By elliptic reqularity results, for fized
k,i, e;r € E defined in 21)). See, for example, [23, Chapter 6.5].

Assumption 4 (Noise). Fiz a filtered probability space (2, F,{F:},P). The
driving noise w = (w1, ...,w,) can be formally written as the sum

wn(tyg) = Z)\n,jWn,j(t)fnJ(g) (219)

J=1

where for fived n € {1,...,r}, {fn;}52, is an orthonormal basis of L*(0),
and for each fized n,j fn; € E. Such a sequence fn,j exists because one
could take frn; = en; BIF). {{Wn;}321},21 is a countable collection
of independent one-dimensional Brownian motions on (2, F,{Fi},P). The
numbers A, j > 0 and there exists 5 € (0,1) and p € [2,400] such that

-2
Flo=2) <1, (2.20)
p
T o0
a; i leinl}, < oo, (2.21)
i=1 k=1
and
o0 T
SN N fnglh < o0, if p< 400 (2.22)
j=1n=1
or supsup A, ;j < 400, if p = +o0, (2.23)
7 n

where o 1, €; 1, are the eigenvalues of B; from (ZI8).

Remark 2.2. Cerrai [T1[12] proved that AssumptionHlis a sufficient condition
that implies that mild solutions to the stochastic reaction-diffusion equation
are continuous functions of space and time.

10



For n € {1,..r}, let Q, : L?>(O) — L?*(O) be the bounded linear operator

ann,j = )\n,jfn,j (224)

and let Q : L?(O x {1,..r}) — L?(O x {1,...r}) be defined so that for any
ne{l,..r} and £ € O,

2.3 Semigroups and mild solution

Let S;(t) be the semigroup on E (210 generated by the elliptic operator A;
with zero boundary conditions. It is standard that S;(¢) is a Cj semigroup

on E (see [23]).

For z € E, let [S(t)x];(§) := [Si(t)x;](€). In this way, S(t): F — E is a
Cy contraction semigroup on FE.

The mild solution for X7 ; is defined to be the solution to the system of
integral equations for i € {1,...r},

+\/Z/ Si(t — 8)Rin (s, XE(5))dwn (s). (2.26)

In the above equation, the spatial variable { has been suppressed.
F; : [0,+00) x E — FE is the Nemytskii operator where for any i € {1,...r},
t>0,£€0,and z € F,

[Fz(t7x)](£) = fi(t7£7$(£))7 (227)

and Ry, : [0,400) x E — Z(L*(0)) is defined such that for any i,n €
{1,.r},t>0,6€0O,and z € E, and h € L?(0O),

[Rin(t, 2)R)(&) = oin(t, &, x(£))h(E). (2.28)

By the definition of the noise ([2I9]), the stochastic convolution can be
understood as the infinite sum of one-dimensional Ito integrals

/ Si(t—8)Rin (s, X5(s))dwy, (s Z/ Si(t—5)Rin (5, X5(5)) An,j fn,jdWh ;(s).

The properties of the stochastic convolution can be found in [II] and are
included in Appendix [B] below.

11



Definition 2.3. The mild solution to (1) is defined to be the Ep-valued
solution to

¢ L
Xi(t) = S(t):n—l—/ S(t—s)F(s,X:(s))ds+ \/5/ S(t—s)R(s, X5 (s))dw(s)
0 0
(2.29)
In the above equation F' : [0,400) x E — E is the vector F = (F},..., F})
and R : [0,+00) x E — Z(L*(O x {1,...,7})) is the matrix R = (R;p,)in-
w = (wy,...w,). We prove that there exists a unique mild solution in Section

i}

To prove the large deviations results we will study the convergence prop-
erties of mild solutions to the stochastic control problems ([6l). The mild
solution to (IL6]) will solve the integral equation

XEU(t) =S(t)w + /0 S(t — $)F(s, X (s))ds
+ \/5/0 S(t—s)R(s, XZ"(s))dw(s)

+/ S(t—s)R(s, X2"(s))Qu(s)ds. (2.30)
0

3 Uniform large deviations principle and the equicon-
tinuous uniform Laplace principle

In this section we recall the definitions of Freidlin and Wentzell’s uniform
large deviations principle (ULDP) and a result from [43] that proves that
the uniform convergence in probability of certain controlled process implies
that a collection of processes satisfies the ULDP.

Let (£,7) be a Polish space and let & be a set used for indexing (there
are no topological assumptions on &y). When we apply these results in the
sequel, we will set £ = Er and & = E. Let {Y] },ce, >0 be a collection
of E-valued random variables. For every = € &, let I, : £ — [0, +0o0] be a
lower-semicontinuous function called a rate function. For each z € & and
s >0, let

P,(s) :={p el L;(p) <s}

be the level sets of the rate function. Let distg : € x2€ — [0, +00) be defined
as the minimal distance between an element of £ and a set

diste (¢, V) == ;gf@ﬂ«o,w). (3.1)

12



Definition 3.1 (Uniform large deviations principle (ULDP) (Section 3.3
of [28])). A family {Y}},cg, 50 of E-valued random variables satisfies a
uniform large deviations principle uniformly over a set D C & with respect
to the rate functions I, if

1. for any 6 > 0 and sg > 0,

o ) . S
llgl_gélf;g) S06‘11)11f(50) (elogP (H(Y,S, ) <)+ I.(p)) > 0. (3.2)

and

2. for any 6 > 0 and sg > 0,

limsupsup sup (elogP (diste (Y, P.(s)) >0)+s) <0. (3.3)
e—=0  zeD s€(0,s0)

The following theorem describes a sufficient condition that implies that
measurable functions of a countable collection of Brownian motions satisfy
the ULDP.

Suppose that W = {W;(:)}32; is a countable collection of ii.d. one-
dimensional Brownian motions on a filtered probability space (2, F, {F; },P).
For fixed T > 0 and any x € & suppose that ¢, : C([0,7] x N) — £ is a
measurable mapping. For ¢ > 0 and x € &, let

Y7 = Go(VEW) (3.4)

For each N > 0, let Zy be the collection of u € L*(Q x [0,T] x N) that are
adapted to the filtration F; and satisfy

P>;A|Wﬂ®§N:ﬂ. (3.5)

For each u € %y, let Yy denote the controlled £-valued random vari-
able

ﬁﬂ:%(ﬁw+éﬂ@@> (3.6)

Proving that a family Y satisfies a ULDP directly using Definition B3]
can be cumbersome. The proofs of the main results in this paper are based on
Theorem 2.13 of [43], which proves that uniform convergence in probability
of the controlled system Yo" to Ym0 " as e — 0 implies the ULDP.

13



Theorem 3.2 (Theorem 2.13 of [43]). Let D C &. If for any 6 > 0 and
N >0,
lim sup sup P (9 (Y, Yxo’“) >6) =0, (3.7)

e=0geDucsyn

then the family {Y:} satisfies a ULDP uniformly over D with respect to the
rate functions I, : € — [0, +00] defined by

o T
L,() = inf 12/ oy (s)Pds s o = YO u € L2([0,T] x N) . (3.8)
2 22 Jy

In the context of the system of reaction-diffusion equations (2.29]), we
will let & := E defined in (23]) be the set of initial data and for a fixed
time horizon T > 0 let £ = Ep defined in (2.4]). Because the driving noise
is defined in terms of a countable collection of i.i.d. Brownian motions W =
{Wn,; 1521 121 (see (219)) and because we will show that the mild solutions
[229) exist and are unique (see Corollary [[2]), there exists a measurable
mapping 4, : C([0,T] x {1,...,7} x N) — & such that X2 := 4, (\/eW)
solves (2:29]).

According to ([B.5]), the spaces Zy will consist of adapted processes u €
L2(2 x [0,T] x {1,...,7} x N) satisfying

oo T T
P ZZ/O iy (s)2ds < N | = 1. (3.9)

j=1n=1

For N > 0 and u € Zy;, the controlled processes Y; " = &, (veW + [; u(s)ds)
solves the integral equation

YEU() —S(0)z + /O S(t — 8)F(s, YEU(s))ds
bR / S(t— 8)R(s, YEU(s))dw(s)
0
—I—/ S(t—s)R(s, Y "(s))QZu(s)ds (3.10)
0

where Z : L?({1,...,7} x N) — L?(O x {1,...,7}) is the isometry defined by

[Zuln(§) == Z un,jfn,j(g)'
=1

14



In the above expression, f, ; are the orthonormal basis defined in Assump-
tiondl The noise w(t) is defined in Assumptiondl F' and R are the Nemytskii

operators defined in (2.27) and (2:28).

Because 7 is an isometry, we can equivalently define o/ := Z(%y) to
be the family of adapted L?([0,T] x O x {1,...r}) processes satisfying

o (s, €)2deds =

P(;/O /Oy (s,6))2ded gN) = 1. (3.11)

and then define X3'* for u € oy,
Xo"(t) =S(t)x + /0 S(t—s)F(s, X" (s))ds
+ \/E/ S(t—s)R(s, X2"(s))dw(s)

0

+/ S(t—s)R(s, X" (s))Qu(s)ds. (3.12)

0

this agrees with (Z30)).
The isometry between Zy and <7 y and Theorem B.2limply the following
result that we will use to prove our three main results.

Corollary 3.3. Let D be a subset of E. If for T > 0 and any § > 0, and
N >0,

lim sup sup P <|X§“ — Xg’“|ET > 5) =0, (3.13)

e=0geDucsyn

then the family {X:} satisfies a ULDP in the ET norm uniformly over D
with respect to the rate functions I, p: € — [0, +00] defined by

rT
I, 7(p) = inf {% nZ::l/o /(9 |un(s,g)|2d§ds tp = ng“} (3.14)

where the infimum is taken over all u € L*([0,T] x O x {1,...,r}).

4 Main results

The first main result of this paper proves that under Assumptions[Il 2] B and
[ the mild solutions XZ satisfy a large deviations principle that is uniform
over bounded subsets of initial data z. This result generalizes the result
of Cerrai and Rockner [I3] by removing the restrictions to locally Lipschitz
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continuity and polynomial growth of the reaction term f. For these results,
recall Definition 3] of the ULDP and the definitions of the rate function
I, 7 B.14) and define the level sets for s > 0,

O, 7(s):={p € Er:Ir(p) <s}. (4.1)

Theorem 4.1. Assume Assumptions[d, [2, [3, and[]} For any fized T > 0,
X° satisfy a large deviations principle in Er that is uniform over bounded
subsets of initial data. In particular, for any K > 0, any 6 > 0, and any
S0 = 07

liminf inf  inf <51 P(X;— <5>+1m >>0 4.2
M o e pea gy 108 F ([Xe = ¢l wle)) 20 (42

and

limsup sup sup (elogP (distp, (X5, ®z7(s)) >6)+s) <0. (4.3)

=0 |z[p<K s€[0,s0]

The proof of Theorem [A1]is in Section [§

The next result shows that if we restrict the multiplicative noise co-
efficients o, to be uniformly bounded, then the large deviations principle
actually holds uniformly over unbounded subsets of initial data. We continue
to assume Assumptions [T, Bl and [ and we add the following strengthening
of Assumption

Assumption 5 (Bounded o). There exists an increasing function L : [0, +00) —
[0,4+00) such that for all x,y € R",

sup sup sup ’Uz'j(&f’x) - Uz’j(&fyy)‘ < L(t) sup ‘xz - yi’ (4'4)
i GElL,...r} s€[0,t] E€O ie{L,..r}

and

sup  sup sup sup |oy;(s, &, x)| < L(t). (4.5)
1,j€{1,...,r} s€[0,t] {€O z€R"

Theorem 4.2. Assume Assumptions [, [3, [l and[E For any fized T > 0,
X: satisfy a large deviations principle in Ep that is uniform over all initial
conditions in E. In particular, for any § > 0,s9 > 0,

e . - .
lim inf inf goeéfif(s()) (elog P (|X5 — ¢l <0) + Lu(p)) =0, (4.6)

and

limsupsup sup (elogP (distg, (X5, P.(s)) >6) +s) <O0. (4.7)
e—=0 2x2€F s€[0,s0]
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The proof of Theorem 4.2]is in Section [l

The third main result identifies a sufficient condition that implies that
the large deviations principle holds uniformly over all initial data even when
o is unbounded. The result requires the reaction term f to feature suffi-
ciently strong superlinearly dissipativity to counteract the expansive effects
of the unbounded o. Specifically we assume the following.

Assumption 6 (Super-linear dissipativity). The reaction term f can be
written as f; = g; + h; where g; and h; satisfy Assumption [l Additionally,
there exists m > 1 (not necessarily an integer), u > 0, and co > 0 such that
for anyic {1,...,r}, t >0, £ €O, and |v;| > co,

gi(t, &, vi)sign(v;) < —plvg|™. (4.8)

We further assume that there exists an increasing function L : [0, 400) —
[0,4+00) such that for any x,y € R",

sup  sup sup |oy;(s, &) — 04i(s, & y)| < L(t) sup  |a; —yil. (4.9)
i,j€{1,...,r} s€[0,t] €O ie{l,...,r}

and that there exists

Ve [0,m2_1 <1— B(pp_ 2)>> n10,1] (4.10)

such that for any r € R,
v
sup  sup sup |opn(t,&x)| < L(T) |14+ sup |z | . (4.11)
ime{l,...r} €€0 te[0,T] ie{1,er)

Theorem 4.3. Assume Assumptions (1, [3, [{} and[@ For any fized T > 0
XC satisfy a large deviations principle in Ep that is uniform over all initial
conditions in E. In particular, for any § > 0,59 > 0,

liminf inf  inf (elogP (| XS — ¢, < 0) + Lo 7(p)) >0, (4.12)
e=>0 z€FE ped,(s0)

limsupsup sup (elogP (distg, (X5, @, 7(s)) >0)+s) <O0. (4.13)
e—=0 2x€F s€[0,s0]

The proof of Theorem [4.3]is in Section
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5 Example: System of stochastic reaction-diffusion
equations exposed to space-time white noise in
spatial dimension d = 1

We consider a class of reaction-diffusion equations with polynomially dissi-
pative forcing and polynomially growing multiplicative noise term in spatial
dimension d = 1. For simplicity, we only consider one equation (r = 1),
rather than a system of equations. Let m > 0 and v < 1. m does not need
to be an integer. Let X2(¢,€) be the mild solution to

SXE(t€) = ZuXE(t,€) — |XE(t,€)|sign(X5(1,€))
HVE L+ XS 6" B2 (t,€)

X£(0,€) = (&)

Xi(t,0) = XE(t,m) =0

T

(5.1)

defined on the one-dimensional spatial domain O = (0, 7). %—? is a space-

time white noise.

In this spatial dimension d = 1 setting, the eigenvalues of g—; are —ay

where g, = k2. Because %—lf is a space-time white noise, A\; = 1. These

sequences satisfy Assumption dl with p = +00 and any S € (%, 1).

For any m > 0, the function g(z) = —|z|™sign(x) is decreasing. For any
v <1, o(x) := (1 + |z|)” is Lipschitz continuous. Therefore, if m > 0 and
v < 1, Theorem A.]] guarantees that X: satisfies a ULDP that is uniform
over bounded subsets of initial data.

If v <0 (the case of bounded noise coefficients) and m > 0, then The-
orem guarantees that the system satisfies a uniform large deviations
principle that is uniform over all E-valued initial data.

When v satisfies

(m—1)(1-8) m-1

< .
v < 5 < and v <1, (5.2)

Theorem (3] guarantees that { X2} will satisfy a large deviations principle
that is uniform over all E-valued initial data. The restriction v < 1 is
required because o(x) = (1 + |z|)" fails to be globally Lipschitz continuous
if v > 1.

Ifm=3and v < %, then Theorem .3 guarantees that X¢ will satisfy a
uniform large deviations principle that is uniform over all continuous initial
data. If m = 5 and v < 1, then the large deviations principle will hold
uniformly over all E-valued data. If m > 5 and v < 1 then X will satisfy
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a uniform large deviations principle that is uniform over all F-valued initial
conditions.

6 Lipschitz continuity of M

In order to prove Theorems ]l 2] and 3], and even to prove that the
mild solutions to ([2Z.29) and (230) are well defined, we define a mapping
M : Ep — Ep that sends an element z € Ep to the fixed point solution

M(2)(#) = /0 S(t — s)F(s, M()(s))ds + =(2). (6.1)

In this section we prove that M is well-defined and globally Lipschitz
continuous whenever f satisfies Assumption [Il even if f fails to be locally
Lipschitz continuous.

The mapping M is essential to our investigation of the mild solutions to
the reaction-diffusion equations because X3 will be a mild solution solving

229) if and only if
Xo = M(S( )z +VeZy)

where .
Z:(0) = [ S(t = 5)R(s, X(s))du(s)

0

Similarly, X7 solves (230) if and only if
X3t = M(SCJe+ Y2+ VEZE")
where .
vir(e) = [ (- R(s, X2 6)Quls)ds
0

and

t
Zen(t) = / S(t — $)R(s, X2"(s))duw(s).
0
Theorem 6.1. For any z € Ep, there exists a solution M(z) € Er to (6.1)).

Proof. Let g; be the non-increasing functions from Assumption[Il For n € N,
t >0 and ¢ € O define x — g, ,(t,£, x) to be the Yosida approximation

1
inlt.62) = 1 (Uin(t.60) =), Jin(t60) = (- Latgw)) (@)
Let fi,n(tv 57 $) = gi,n(t7 67 332) + hl(t7 67 33‘)
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According to [19, Proposition D.11], for t > 0, ¢ € O, i € {1,...,r}, and
r,y €R

gi,n(t7£7$) - gi,n(t7£7y) S 0 for >y, (64)
Jim gin(t €, 2) = gi(t, €, ). (6.5)

Because h; is Lipschitz continuous [2.10) and f;,, = gin + hs, for any
t>0,£€0,ie{l,..,r}, and x,y € R",

|fin(t, & )| <[ fi(t, € 2)| + 2|hi (¢, €, o) (6.7)
fin(t, & x) — fin(t, &, y) < L(t)|z —y| for x >y, (6.8)
ngl—}-loo fim(tafvx) = fi(tvfax)‘ (69)

Let F,, : [0,T] x E — E be the Nemytskii operator for (fin,..., frn)
[Fn(t,2)]i(€) = fin(t, & 2(E)). (6.10)

Because the f;, are each globally Lipschitz continuous, standard Picard
iteration arguments show that there exists a unique solution u,, € Ep solving

up(t) = /0 S(t — s)Fn(s,un(s))ds + z(t).

We prove some uniform bounds on the sequence u,,. Let v, (t) = u,(t) —
z(t). These v, are weakly differentiable and they solve the integral equation

v (t) = /0 S(t — s)Fn(s,vn(s) + 2(s))ds.

The v,, weakly solve the differential equation

L (,6) = A i(t, )+ gin(t, € vni(t, E)+2i(t, €)+hi(t, €, vn (t, €)+2(t, ).

Arguing as in Theorem 7.7 of [19] and Proposition 6.2.2 of [10], we can
assume without loss of generality that v, are strongly differentiable.
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By Proposition [A]in the appendix, for i; € {1,...,7}, & € O, such that
Vi, (t7 gt)Sign(’Uit (t7 gt)) = |U(t7 )|E7
a-

()]s

<Ay vn,i, (¢, & )sign(vn,i, (¢, &)
+ Girn(t, ey Vni, (8, &) + 20, (£, &) )sign(vn 4, (¢, &)
+ i, (, &6, vn(t, &) + 2n(t, &) )sign (v, (¢, &)
Because A;, is a second-order elliptic differential operator (see Assumption

B) and 4, & are a maximizer or minimizer, the concavity of a function at its
maximum /minimum implies that

Aitant (ta ét)Sign(Un,it (ta é-t)) S 0.

Because g, n(t,&,) is non-increasing and h;, is Lipschitz continuous, by
adding and subtracting f;, »(t, &, 2(, &))sign(vn 4, (t,&)), we see that

L otz

dt
< firn(t, &, 2(8, &) )sign (v i, (¢, &)
+ (Gig (&t vnay (8, 6) + 20, (8,€8)) — Ginn(t, &ty 21, (8, 62)) )sign (vn i, (¢, &1))
A Ry (t, &ty vni, (8, 8e) + 23, (8, 60)) — hay (8, &4, 2(8, &)
< |fien(t: e, 2(8,&))| + L(E)[vi, (E, &)

<sup sup  sup sup|fin(s,&, 2(s,€)) + L(t)[v(t)|e-
n se€l0,t]ie{l,...,r} €O

By Gronwall’s inequality and (6.7),

sup sup |v,(t)|z < Crsup sup  sup sup|fin(s,§, 2(s,§))| < +oo.
n te[0,7) n se[0,4]ie{l,...r} £€O

Then
sup |un | gy < sup(|vn| gy + |2|Ep) < 400.
n n

By (6.7) and 2.11)
sup | Fn (- un (1)) [Br < [F (s un () Er +2L(T)(1 + un|ey) < +oo

By standard elliptic regularity arguments, because
¢
on(t) = [ S(t = 5)Fu(s,un(s))ds
0
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and sup,, | Fy, (-, un(+)) |, < +00, there exist v > 0, 8 > 0 such that

|U1’L,i(t7 5) - Un7i(87 77)|
sup sup  sup sup

noie{l,..r}steo ) emeo [t — sV +]x—ylf
s#£t E#n

< +00.

By the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem, there exists a subsequence (relabeled vy, )
and a limit © € Ep such that v,, — ¥ in the E7r norm.
By the dominated convergence theorem and (6.9]),

B(t) = /0 S(t = $)F(s, 5(s) + 2(s))ds.

Then @ := 0 + z is a solution to (G.1]). O

Theorem 6.2 (Lipschitz continuity of M). For any T > 0, M is a Lipschitz
continuous operator from Ep — FEp. There exists Cr > 0 depending only
on L(T) from Assumption[dl such that for any z1,z2 € Er,

IM(21) = M(22)|B, < Crl21 — 2|5, (6.11)
In particular, this theorem proves that the solution to (61 is unique.

Proof. Let 21,29 € Ep. Let up := M(z1) and uy := M(z3) be solutions to
@I). Let @ = u; —ug and Z = 21 — z9. Let v; = ug — 21, vy = ug — 22. Let
0 = v; — va. Then by the definition (6.1I),

B(t) = /O S(t — 8)(F(s,01(5) + 21(5)) — F(s,va(s) + 22(s)))ds.

Because v is written as a convolution with a semigroup generated by an
elliptic operator, ¥ is weakly differentiable and

%(t’ §) = Aif}i(tv §)+ (fi(t7 &1 (t,f) + z1(t, f)) — fi(t, &, va(t, f) + 2a(t, g)))

By arguing as in Theorem 7.7 of [I9] or Proposition 6.2.2 of [10], we can
assume without loss of generality that v is strongly differentiable.

By Proposition [Al in the Appendix, for any ¢ > 0 and any index i; €
{1,...,r} and & € O such that

[0(t)| = i, (¢, &)sign(oy, (¢, &),
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Ot
< Aitﬁit (tv &)Sign(@it (tv &))

+ (git (tv Sta V1,44 (tv gt) + Z1,it (tv gt)) — Giy (tv Sta V2,44 (tv St) + 22t (tv gt)))Sign(f)it (t7 &))

+ (hi, (8, &, 01 (8, §e) + 21(8, &) — iy (8, &y v2(t, &) + 22(t, &) )sign (D, (¢, Er)),
where ¢; is the non-increasing function and h; is the Lipschitz continuous
function from Assumption [I1

By the ellipticity condition on 4;, from Assumption B because & is a

maximizer or minimizer of v;,(¢,-), the concavity of a function at its maxi-
mum/minimum implies that

Aitf)it (tv gt)Sign(@it (tv gt)) <0.
For any t > 0 there are two cases: either
Sign(@it (t7 gt)) = Sign({)it (t7 gt) + Zit (t7 gt))

or
Sign(@it (t7 gt)) 75 Sign(@it (t7 gt) + Zit (t7 gt))
If Sign(@it (t7 gt)) - Sign(ﬁit (ta ft) + git (t7 gt))7 then because Yiy is non-
increasing (2.9),
(git (t7 gtv U1,iy (t7 gt)+zl,it (ta ft))_git (t7 gtv V2,44 (ta gt)+22,it (t7 gt)))SIgn(ﬁlt (t7 ft)) < 0.
Due to the Lipschitz continuity of h (210,
d-

1) < LOI(E)]E + LE)|2(0)] -

On the other hand, if sign(v;, (t,&)) # sign(v;, (¢, &) + Z;, (¢, &), then
|z~}it (t, 5t)| < |Zit (t’ gt)|

Because i; and & maximize v, and the £ norm is a supremum norm, in the
case where Sign({)it (t7 gt)) 7é Sign({)it (t7 gt) + Zit (t7 gt))7

[0()|e = 103, (8, &)] < |26, (2, &)| < |2()] -

We have shown that for any given ¢ > 0 there are only two possibilities.
For any t > 0, either
.

—0)]e < LOI(E)]E + LE)E(0)] 6,
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[0(t)|e < |2(t)]-

For t € [0,T], let ¢(t) := max{|Z|g,, |0(t)|g}. Note that because [0(0)|g =0
it follows that ¢(0) = |Z|g,. Therefore,

t
- d- .
¢(t) < |ZlBr +/0 7510 EL{ja(s) 5> 511,148
t
< Crl3lmy + L(T) / (5(s)|5 + 13(5)| ) ds
0
t
< CT&’ET + 2L(T)/ o(s)ds.
0

By Gronwall’s inequality, there exists Cr > 0 such that

sup @(t) < Or|Z| g,
te[0,7

Therefore
10|y < CrlZ|Ey-

Because a(t) = 0(t) + 2(t),
‘a’ET < (CT + 1)‘§’ET7

proving our result. O

7 Existence and uniqueness of the solution to con-
trolled stochastic reaction diffusion equations

In this section we prove that under Assumptions [, 2, Bl and @4 the so-
lutions to the controlled SPDE (230) exist and are unique. Because our
assumptions are weaker than previous results, these existence and unique-
ness results cannot be found in the literature. The existence of the mild
solutions to the uncontrolled SPDE (2.29)) is a corollary obtained by using
the trivial control v = 0. Notice that our assumptions are strictly weaker
than those in [I1] or [13].

Theorem 7.1. For any x € £, N >0, u € @y, and € > 0, there exists a
unique solution Xz to 230) and the solution is Ep valued.
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Proof. We build a contraction mapping. Let Er denote the collection of
continuous random fields ¥ : Q x [0, 7] x O x {1, ...,7} — R that are adapted
to the filtration ;.

By the definition of M (1)), X5 is a solution to ([Z.30) if and only if it

satisfies

XoM = M(S()z+YUXS") +VeZ(XM) (7.1)
where for any ¢ € Ep, Y%(p) € Ep and Z(y) € Er are defined by
Y()(t) = /0 S(t — s)R(s,¢(s))Qu(s)ds (7.2)
and .
2)0) = [ (= 5)R(s,0()du(s) (73)

Let 5% - E‘T — ET be defined by
Kt () = M (S()z + Y () +VeZ(¥)) -

Let 3, p > 0 be the constants from Assumptionldl Let o € <0, % <1 — w)),

a—y’ 7y
Cr > 0 such that for 91,19 € LP(Q: Er),

EJKE" (1) — K5 (v2) 5,
< O (EY"(1) = YW, + SSEIZ(0) - Z(u)l}, ). (T4)

v € (0,), and p > max { L 4}. By Theorem [6.2], there exists a constant

By Theorem in the Appendix,
E|Z (1) — Z(12)|,

< CE /OT (=07 max IRulsun(6) ~ Rulosvatslids) dr.

ie{lv"'vr}

[SIiS]

By the Lipschitz continuity of R, and the fact that —2a — w > —1,

T
E|Z (1) — Z()l, < Or / Ely — ol dt. (75)
0
Similarly, by Theorem [B.6] because u € @y,

T
E[Y"(¢1) — Y"(y2)[5,, < CrN% /0 Elypy — ol dt. (7.6)
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By (). (3. and (3.
T
BIE"(61) — K"l < Cr (5 +V8) [ fia = walp .

There exists a Tp small enough so that Cr,Tj (6% + N %> < 1. Then

K" is a contraction mapping on LP(Q : Er,) and there exists a unique
fixed point X3 solving (1)) for ¢ € [0, Tp]. This argument can be repeated
on [Ty, 2Ty, [2T0, 3Tp] and so forth to prove that there exists a unique global
solution to the control equation (7). O

Corollary 7.2. For any x € E and € > 0, there exists a unique global mild
solution to the uncontrolled SPDE X¢ (2.29).

Proof. This is immediate by using the trivial control u = 0 in Theorem [Z.T]
because X: = x50 O

Next we prove that the solutions to the control equation (7)) are bounded
in LP(Q : Er) uniformly for v € /v, and bounded subsets of ¢ > 0 and
bounded subsets of z € E.

Theorem 7.3. For T'> 0 and p > 1, there exists Ctyp > 0 such that for
any N >0, u € @y, e>0, andx € F,

E|XZ", < CrpeCrr@ VD) (14 [afr) (7.7
Proof. By (1)) and the Lipschitz continuity of M, Theorem [6.2]
E|IXSU, =E[M (S()z + YU(X5") + VezZ(X2")[h,
< GE|M (S()z + YU(XEY) +VEeZ(X5Y) — M(0)|, + CplM(0)[,
< Cryp (1+ [ofly + BV (X5, + 5B |Z(XE), ).

By Theorem [B.5l Theorem [B.6l and the fact that R has linear growth, for
large enough p,

T
E|XZ"5, < Cryp (1 + |zle + (a% + N§> /0 E|X: %tdt> .
The result follows by Gronwall’s inequality. O

Corollary 7.4. For T'> 0 and p > 1, there exists Ct, > 0 such that for
any e >0, andx € E,

p
E|X;[%, < CrpeTee? (14 |zb) . (7.8)
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Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem and the fact that
Xe = x5°. O

8 Uniform large deviations principle over bounded
subsets of & — Proof of Theorem [4.1]

In this section, we use Corollary B3] to prove that the mild solutions { X£} >0

zel
to (LI) satisfy a uniform large deviations principle that is uniform over
bounded subsets of E.

Proof of Theorem [{.1} By Corollary B3] it is sufficient to prove that for any
K>0,N>0,and § >0,

fig sup swp B(|X5" =X, >0) =0 s

Let :
Yf’“(t):/ S(t—s)R(s, X2"(s))Qu(s)ds (8.2)

0

and .
ZEn(t) = / S(t — $)R(s, X2(s))duw(s). (8.3)

0

Using this notation,
X' =M(S()z+ Yo" +VeZi"),

where M : Er — E7 solves (6.1]).
By the Lipschitz continuity of M (Theorem [6.2]),

XS — X By < CrlY" =Y gy + CrvVE|Z5" iy (8.4)
By Theorem [B.6] for u € Ay, e >0, and z € E,
Yo =Yy

1
2

t Blp=2)
< ON? sup ( / (t—s)" 7 max |Ri.(s,X§’“(s))—Ri.(s,Xg’“(s))FEds)
tefo,7] \Jo i€{l,r}

By the Lipschitz continuity of R (Assumption [2]),

Y = YO,

1 t _Bp=2) 0 9
< ON* sup / (t—8) 7 |XE(s) — X0u(s) B
te[0,7] \Jo
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By Assumption (2:20)), w < 1. For p > 15%, the Holder inequality
shows that ’

T
ViU, <G [ - X a8

2

Let a € <0,% (1— @)), v € (0,a), and p > max{a% %} By
Theorem [B.A]

E|Z3 .,

2

ot o Bo=2) )
< CTpE/ / (t—s) P max |R; (s, X2"(s))|pds | dt. (8.6)
’ 0 0 e{l,..r}

By the linear growth of R, and the fact that —2a — @ > —1,
E|Z5"f}, < Orp (1+EIXE"}, ).

By (1),

sf4nE)or, (

E|Z:“f, < CTvpe( 1+ |zf5). (8.7)

Therefore by ([84]), (83H]), and (&1,
’ 07
E|X5" — X0

xT

finE)or, (

T
< CppN% /0 E|XS" — XQU(5, dt + CT,psge( 1+ |z|f) .

By Gronwall’s inequality, for any K > 0,

p p
sup sup E[XS* — X2U[ < E%CT,pe<€§+N§>CT”’ (1+ KP).
|| p<K u€AN r

By the Chebyshev inequality,

lim sup sup P(|X5"— X2"|g, >0) =0.
€20 2| p<K ue Ay

Then Theorem [£1]is a consequence of Corollary O
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9 Uniform large deviations when ¢ is uniformly
bounded — Proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem [{.2 By Corollary B.3lit suffices to show that for any § > 0

and N > 0,

lim sup sup P (|X2" — X2¥|g, > 0) =0.
e=0 e uc Ay

Let Y; " and Z;" be the solutions to (82) and ([83]). Then
X2 = M(S()x + Yo" +/eZ5).

By the Lipschitz continuity of M (Theorem [6.2]), (84) holds. By Theorem
B.6, (BA) holds. By Theorem [B.A for large enough p > I_ﬁ%, there
P

exists Ct,) > 0 such that

E|Z5"

5]

Tt o Blo=2) s 2
< CT’pE/o /O(t—s) p max |R;.(s, X2"“(s))|pds | dt. (9.1)

ie{l,..r}
By @.3),
sup sup sup |R.,(s,X)|g < L(T).
s€[0,T) z€E ne{l,...r}

Because —2a — @ > —1,

sup sup sup E|Z7"[, < Crp. (9.2)
e€(0,1) reEuc Ay

By B4), (BH), and ([@.2)), there exists Cr, > 0 such that for any x € E,
e>0, N >0,and u € oy,

E|XS" — X0Uh < OppNt /0 TE|X;“ — XOul dt+ Crpet. (9.3)
By Gronwall’s inequality,
E[XE — X0U < Op,ebeCnrNPT, (9.4)
This estimate is uniform with respect to x € E and therefore
ii_r)r(l) 21612 usélig)N E| XS — Xg’“|%T = 0. (9.5)
By the Chebyshev inequality,
lim sup sup P (|X5“ — X2¥|g, > ) =0.
e20zecBucAy
Then Theorem is a consequence of Corollary B3l O
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10 Uniform large deviations when [ has super-
linear dissipativity — Proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem [{.3 By Corollary B3] it is sufficient to show that for any
6> 0and N >0,

lim sup sup P (‘XE“ XS’U|ET > 5) =0.

e=0 e Bucay
For x € E, define M, : Ep — Ep by
M (@) == M(S()z + ). (10.1)

Under the super-linear dissipativity assumption (Assumption [@l), M, satis-
fies certain bounds that are independent of the initial condition x. These
results are presented in Appendix [Cl

We observe that X2 can be written as

X2 = M (Y20 4+ VEZ2) (10.2)

where
YUt / S(t—s)R(s, X2"(s))Qu(s)ds (10.3)
Z2M(t / S(t—s)R(s, X2"(s))dw(s) (10.4)

By Theorem[B.A], for u € &y, >0,z € E, and any o € (0,% (1 — —ﬁ(p_z))>,

P
€ (0,), and p > max{%_,y, %},

E|Z5" [,

T t —204—6(’)72) cu 2
< CT,pE/O /O(t—s) 7 max |R;.(s,X2"%(s))|gds ) dt.

ie{l,...,r}

[N

By the assumed growth rate on o (and therefore R) in Assumption [0}
E|Zo* %T

T t B(p—2) 3
<o, [CE([ -0 0 xR )
0 0

By the fact that X = M, (Ys + Z¢5) and (C2),

X2l < Cr (14777 + [V + VEZ2 1, (10.5)
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Therefore,

E|Z5" b,

[Nl

B(p—2)

T t
< CT,p/ E </ (t—s) "7 (1+s—73f1 + |Yf’“+\/EZ§’“|2E”S>ds> dt.
0 0
By ([@I0) we can choose
1 Blp—2) v 1
=—(1- — .
T3 < p m—1) € 0 2
Then for any ¢t > 0, by the properties of the Beta function, for any ¢ > 0,
t o B2 _ 2
/ (t—s)~2 o sTmelds
0

1
_9._B=2) _ 2
:/ (1—s) 2 % s mids
0

™
o )
sin (m_l >

Furthermore, by Assumption [@, v € [0,1]. There will exist large enough
constants such that

(10.6)

T
E|Z: "%, < Cryp <1 + /0 E[YS" 4 \/EZi’“|%tdt> : (10.7)

Similarly, by Theorem [B.6] and (C.2l)

t _Ble=2) 20
YU 5, <OPNE sup / (t=s) 7 (1+smT e+ VEZE ) ds
t€[0,7] J0

t B(p—2)
<Nt (14 sup / (t—s) o (Ve + VEZE2, )ds | .
tef0,11Jo

By a Holder inequality,
., T
|Y;7u|%’_‘[“ < CppN? <1+/0 YU 4 225 I;Etdt>. (10.8)
Combining (I0.7) and (T0.8]),
b D T
E|YE" + VeZ G, < Crp (Ni + 65> <1 +/ Yo + \/EZi’“I%tdt> -
0
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By Gronwall’s inequality,
P b
|V + VeZo [, < Crp(N% +5)cfraVZH2) (10.9)
From Theorem [B.] (I0.6), and (I0.9) we can conclude that

D
e3E|Z5"fh,

[NiS]

o [T t g Blo=2) o _ s
SCTJJEZ/ E /(t—S) , (1+s -1 +\Yx’“+\/Eva“\E”S> ds) dt
0 0
D b
< e507,(1 4 N% 4 £5)eCreVEeen), (10.10)

The above bound is uniform over = € E.
The remainder of the proof is very similar to the proofs of Theorems A1l
and By the Lipschitz continuity of M (Theorem [6.2]),

| X5 — X0 g < CrlYe" = Y )" g + CrveEl 25 By

By .3,

T
P
Yo = YU, < CrpNz / | X5 — XD dt
0

xT

Therefore, (I0.10) implies

g,u O0,u|p
E|Xm - Xm Er

T P P
< Cr,N* / E[ XS — XOUP, dt + 507 ,(NE 4 e)eCraV2+e2),
0

By Gronwall’s inequality, there exists Cn 7, > 0 such that for all € € (0,1),

€, 0,u|p L
sup sup E[X7" — X[ < Cnrpe?
rzeF uce Ay

By the Chebyshev inequality,

lim sup sup P (| X" — X% g, > §) =0.

e=0cBucAy
Then Theorem [£3]is a consequence of Corollary O
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A The left derivative of the supremum norm

Let E = {z€C(Ox{l,...r}) :2(£) =0 for { € 0} endowed with the
supremum norm

|z|p :==sup sup |z;(&)].
ceOie{l,...,r}

For a real-valued function ¢ : [0,7] — R, define the left derivative by

d ¢ . . o(t) — ¢t — h)
W(t) = lmflwsoup 3 .

Let ¢ : [0,T] x O x {1,...r} — R be differentiable in its first argument.

Proposition A.1 (Proposition D.4 of [19]). Assume that v : [0,T] x O x
{1,...r} has a continuous partial derivative in time. The left-derivative of
the E norm is bounded above by

d- 0
e < 5] (@ eosimntue.60) (A1)
for any mazimizer/minimizer (iz, &) € {1,...,7} x O such that

|13 (2, &) | = 4., )| - (A.2)

Proof. Fix t > 0. Let (i,&) € {1,...r} x O be a maximizer/minimizer of
¥.(t,-) such that

Notice that for another time h € (0,¢),

wit (t - h7 gt)Sign(wit (ta St)) < W(t - h7 )‘E
The left-derivative of | (t)|g is

.
E|¢(t)|E

i e — [0+ )|
h10 h

S lim sup (wlt (t7 St) - wit (t - h7 gt)) Sign(wit (t, St))
h10 h
oY

_ [ﬂ (t&)sign(v (4. 6))
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B Continuity in time and space of the stochastic
convolution

This appendix collects some results from [II,12] about the continuity of
stochastic convolution terms.

Assume Assumptions[3] and[dl Let E7 be defined by (2.4]). For arbitrary
o € Er, define the multiplication operators R, : [0,T] — Z(L?(0)) such
that for any n € {1,..r}, t €[0,T], and £ € O, and f € L*(0).

[Bn(8)f1(8) := on(t, §) f(£). (B.1)

In this appendix, we investigate the continuity in time and space of the
stochastic convolutions

_ /0 Silt = 5)'S" Ru(s)dw(s) (B.2)
n=1
solving
dZ;(t) ) + ZR (t)dw (t

In these expressions, S;(t) are the semigroups defined in Section [2.3] gener-
ated by the unbounded operators A; and w,, are Gaussian noises satisfying
Assumption [d Z;(t) also solves

dZ;(t) = BiZi(t) + L Zi(t +ZR )dw, (

where B; and L; are defined in Proposition 2.Jl The mild solution of Z;
solves

Zi(t) = /t Ti(t — S)LiZi(S)dS + Zz(t) (B.3)
0
where

Zi(t) == / (t—s) ZR Ydwy, (s (B.4)

where T;(t) is the semigroup generated by the realization of B; in L?(O)
where A satisfies AssumptionBland w satisfies Assumptionldl Similar results
can be found in Section 4 of [I1]. Fori € {1,...,7}, let T;(t) be the semigroup
on H = L*(O) generated by B; (see Proposition 2.1)). There exists a kernel

Ki(t,€m) Zk (&)eir(n) (B.5)
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such that for any ¢ € L?(O) and t > 0,

T (€) = /O Ki(t,€.m)p(n)dn, (B.6)

The T;(t) semigroups have many useful smoothing properties including
for v € (0,1), p > 1,

T () ¢lwo o) < Ct 29l o0 (B.7)
_1
IT5(t)elooy < Ct2lplo-10) (B.8)

We use the stochastic factorization method of Da Prato and Zabczyk
[19]. For a € (0,1), let

Zio(T) = /0 T(T — 8)TTy(7 — 8) Y _ Rn(s)dwn(s). (B.9)

n=1

Then because fst(t —7)e Y r —s) %7 = T

sin(war)?

_ sin(ma)

Zi(t)

s

/t(t — 7)Y Z; o (7)dr. (B.10)
0

Lemma B.1. Let 0 € E. Let R, € Z(L*(O)) be given by [R,h](¢) =

g(§)M(E). Let {fn;} and B > 0 be as in Assumption [J Then for any
ie{l,..,r},t>0, and £ € O,

o0

. 2
> ((ia(t) > Rnfn7j> <s>) < Ct Plolf. (B.11)
n=1

J=1

Proof. Using the Kernel representation of the semigroup (B.4)),

o0 T 2
> <<ﬂ<t> ZRnfn,]) <s>>

=1

e ) r 2
Ki(tafa )Un( )fnJ( )d)
oo T 9
CZZ</OKi(tafan)an(n)fn,j(ﬁ)dﬁ> .

j=1n=1

IN

IN
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Because, for fixed n, {f, ;15 is a complete orthonormal basis of L?(0),

ii (/O Ki(t,ﬁm)an(n)fn,j(n)dn>2

n=1 j=1
™ ' O_ 2
3 /O (K (1, €, m)om (1)) dy

< Cloft, [ (itt.n)* dn. (B.12)
Because {e; ;}?°, are an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions, by (B.5])

/ (Ki(t,€,m))? dn
(@)

~ 2
S/O(;e_ai’ktei,k(n)ei,k(£)> dn

o0
<Y ek e (9)P
k=1
Let cg = sup,~ox’e™% < +00. Then.

oo
Do ek e (O
k=1

o
<> 2 g ekl o)t~ (20 t) e 20!
k=1

o0
- -8 2
< ct™’ Z o 1 € k|7 0
=1

<ct b
The sum is finite by Assumption @ The result now follows from (B.12). O

Lemma B.2. Foreachn € {1,...,r}, let {fn ;152 be the complete orthonor-
mal basis of L?(O) and let {An,j 132, be the eigenvalues from Assumption [4)
Let B and p be the constants from Assumption[§] There exists C > 0 such

that for any o € E, R,, defined as in Lemma[B1, i € {1,...,7}, t > 0, and
§e0,

o T 2 o
> ((Tm ZRnAn,jfn,j> <§>) <ot ol (B.13)
j=1 n=1
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Proof. By the Holder inequality with exponents £

and przv
o0 T 2
Z <<Tz(t) Z RnAn,jfnJ) (5))
j=1 =1
<O Y (W Ridh) €
j=1n=1
¢S nfw><s>12 PP MCHOIARI])
Jj=1ln=1 j=1n=1
Because Tj(t) is a contraction semigroup on E
|(To(8) B fg )OI < 8D lom(0) fos ()] < ol gl 0 (B.14)
n

Therefore,

1n=1

ZZ O'nfn,j (ZZA |fn,j|Loo (0) |0'|2E
=1n=1

The summation in the above display is finite by Assumption @l By also
applying (B.1)),

ASSLN
>
N

ZZ N T ot )OP | | DT onfa )

j=1n=1
B(p

<Ct ‘U‘E

Lemma B.3 (Estimates on Z; ,). Let o € Er and let Z; o, be given by (B.9).

For any p > 1 there exists a constant C > 0 such that for any i € {1,...,r},
t>0,6€eD,

t —2 %
E|Zialt, O < CE ( I )|a<s>|%ds> (B.15)
0
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Proof. By (2.19) and the BDG inequality, for any & € O, t > 0,

E|Zi.o(t, )P
o . 2 5
< CE Z/O (t — S)_2a <Tz(t - S)ZRn(S)An,jfn,j> (5) ds
7=1 n=1
By ([B.13),

Bp=2)

B2 < CE /J(t—s)—?a— Plotelipas)

O

Theorem B.4 (Bounds on Z;). Let Z; be given by (BA). For o € (0, 3 (1 - @)),

v € (0,a), p> max{a—iﬁ/, %}, and T > 0, there exists C = C(a,v,p,T) >0
such that

~ T t ) _6(972) %
E sup sup|Z;(t,&)|P < C’E/ </ (t—s) " |J(s)|%ds> dt.
t€[0,T] £€0 0 0

(B.16)

Proof. The fractional Sobolev space WP(O) embeds continuously into F
whenever v € (0,1) and vp > d [2I]. Therefore, by factorization (B.10)), the
fractional Sobolev embedding, and the regularization of the T; semigroups

m?

E sup sup|Z(t,&)P
te[0,T] £€O
< CE sup \Z’(t)\ﬁm,p(o)
t€[0,T
p
< CE sup
t€[0,T

t p
< CE sup ( / <t—s)“—l-wzi,a<s>mo>ds) -
0

te[0,7

/Ot(t —8)* M (t — 8)Z; o(5)ds

W2(0)

By the Holder inequality,

T (a=1—v)p p-l T
§C</ Y d8> E/ 10Dl o)t
0 0
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By the fact that p > a—iw the first integral on the right-hand side is finite.

By Lemma [B.3] (B.I6) follows. O

Theorem B.5. Let Z; be given by (B2). For a € (0 %(1 _ 5(#;2)))7

€(0,a), p> max{alﬁ/ ,Y}, and T > 0, there exists C = C(a,y,p,T) >0
such that

Tt o0 Ble=2) 3
E sup sup|Z;(t,§)]P SCE/ (/ (t—s) " » ]a(s)\%ds) dt
t€[0,T] €O 0 0
(B.17)

Proof. By (B3) and (BX),
ve ([ me-9nzels) + oz
=¢ (/0 (t =) 72| i(s >1Eds)p FOIZR,

By the Holder inequality for p > 2,

¢ » p=l et -
Zi(t); < C </0 (t—s) 2-D ds) /0 Zi(s)[%2ds + C|Zi(t)[7,.

Taking expectation and applying Gronwall’s inequality,

E sup |Zi(t)|% < Crp sup |Zi(t)| 5
te[0,7T] te[0,T7]

The result follows from (B.I6). O
We finish this section with the analysis of similar terms where the stochas-
tic noise has been replaced by a L2([0,7] x O x {1,...,r}) control.

Theorem B.6. Let u = (uq,...,u,) € L*([0,T]x O x{1,...,7}). Leto € Er
and let R be given by (BI)). Let Y;* (weakly) solve

dY;(t) = [A; Y (¢ +ZR )Qun (1)]dt

Then Y;* € C([0,T] x O) and there exists C > 0, independent of u and o
such that

sup sup [Y;*(¢, §)

tel0,7] €0

1 t _Bp=2) 9 2
< CNz sup / (t—s) 7 |o(s)|gds) . (B.18)
0

te[0,7
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where

N = [ulZ2 0 rx0x 1,1 Z/ / [un (s, €)[*déds
Proof. As we did for the stochastic term, let
Yi(t) = / (t — s) ZR Qntin(s)ds. (B.19)
This is the solution to
AY(t) = [B; Y (t +ZR )Qnun (t)]dt

We can rewrite (B.19)) as

ZZ/ i(t — s)Rn(5)Anj fnj <Un(3)7fn,j>L2(o) ds.

n=1 j=1

By the Holder inequality, for any £ € O,

’Yu (t,6)] < (ZZ/ [(T3(t = s)Rn(5)An,j fn,)(€ )2d3)

n=1 j=1

(ZZ/ Un(s), fu) ] L2(0 )2'

n=1j=1

1
2

By (B.13) and the fact that {f,;}72; is a complete orthonormal basis of
L?(0), for any t > 0 and ¢ € O,

W(as)rsc(/ota—s)—“”p”\o rEds) (Z / I \unsn\dnd8>

The continuity of 57;“ in space in time can be shown by standard argu-
ments (see, for example, [38]).
Then Y*(t) solves

Vi) = [ Tl LY s+ V)

By (B.9), t
V() < /0 (t— )% [¥4(s5)| g s + |V2(0) .

The result follows by Gronwall’s inequality. O
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C Bounds on the fixed-point mapping that are
uniform with respect to the initial condition.

Let E and E7 be defined as in Section[21 For any z € Er with 2(0) = 0 and
x € FE let M (z) be the solution to the fixed-point problem

My (2)(t) := M (S()x + 2) (C.1)

where M is the fixed point mapping defined in (G and S is the semi-
group defined in Section The following result establishes bounds on
M, that are independent of  when the vector field f features super-linear
dissipativity (see Assumption [G).

Theorem C.1. Assume Assumptions [1, [3, and [@. For any t > 0 there
exists Cy > 0 (Cy increases as t increases), independent of v € E, such that
for any z € Ey with z(0) =0 and any x € E,

(Me()O)]p < Cr (1477 + |2l ) (C2)
Proof. Let
v(t) = Me(2)(t) — 2(t). (C.3)
v(t) solves the integral equation
v(t) = S(t)r + /t S(t—s)F(v(s) + z(s))ds. (C4)
0
Therefore, v is weakly differentiable and solves
O 0i(1,) = At ) + i (0, €) + (1, ) + hi (v(8,€) + 2(5,6)).

Using the arguments of Theorem 7.7 in [19] and Proposition 6.2.2 of [10] we
may assume without loss of generality that v is strongly differentiable.
By Proposition [ATl and Assumption [ for any i; € {1,...,7} and & € O
such that
lw(®)le = [vi, (t, &) (C.5)
d-
—|v(t
o)l
SA’itv’it (ta xt)Sign(Uit (ta St))
+ Yi, (t, §t7 Vi, (ta St) + Ziy (t7 gt))Sign(Uit (ta St))
+ hit (t7 57 U(t7 gt) + Z(t7 gt))Sign(’Uit (t7 gt))
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Because (it,&) is a maximizer and A4;, is an elliptic operator, the con-
cavity of a function at is maximum/minimum implies that

Aitvit (t7$t)Sign(Uit (tagt)) <0. (C6)

We will estimate this derivative when |v(t)|g is large. If |v(t)|g > 2¢o +
2|z|g,, where c¢q is from Assumption [0 then

03 (8, &) + 2y (8, E)| = [0i, (8, &) = |2, (£, 6)] = %!vn (t,&)l > co  (C.T)

and
Sign(vit (t7 ft) + Zi, (ta St)) = Sign(vit (t7 ft)) (08)

Therefore, [L8), (C1), and (C.]) guarantee that

9o (1 60,010 (1, ) + 22, (1, €0))sign (03, (1,.60)) < = v, (1,€0)|™ = = Lo |ol0) 3.
(C.9)
By (ZII) in Assumption[] for any ¢ € [0, 77,

hit (tv 3 U(tv ft) + Z(tr gt))Sign('Uit (tv gt)) < L(t)(l + ‘U(t) + Z(t)‘E)

< IL(t) <1 + g|v(t)|E> . (C.10)

There exists a constant Cp > ¢y, depending on p, c¢g, and L(T') such that
whenever |v(t)|g > Cr + 2|2|g,.,

Iz m 3 f -
— gl + 20 (14 00l ) <~ (©)
Therefore, whenever ¢ € [0,7] and
w()|e > Cr + 2|2|pr (C.12)

it follows from the above estimates that

d "
—lo(®)]e < ()3 (C.13)

We now separate this analysis into two cases: |v(0)|g < Cr +2|2|g, and
[v(0)|g > Cr + 2|2|E;-

If |0(0)|p < Cr + 2|2|g,, then |v(t)|p < Cr + 2|z|g, for all t € [0,
because Z-|v(t)|p < 0 when |v(t)|p = Cr + 2|2|p,. The negative left-
derivative implies that |v(¢)|g cannot ever reach the value Cr + 2|z| g, if it
starts below that value.
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On the other hand, when |[v(0)|g > Cr + 2|2|g,, let 7 = inf{t € [0,T] :
lv(t)|le < Cr + 2|z|g, }. Observe that (C13) holds for all ¢ € [0,7]. By a
comparison principle, there exists C' > 0 such that for all ¢ € [0, 7]

lv(t)|g < Ot i for all t € [0, 7] (C.14)
uniformly with respect to initial data. Then for ¢ € (7,77,
lv(t)|e < Cr + 2|2|py (C.15)

because |v(t)|p cannot exceed this value once it goes below it.
These calculations show that, independent of initial data, |v(t)|g is
bounded by

|v(t)|p < max {C’t_ﬁ,C’T + 2|Z|ET} for all ¢ € [0, 7. (C.16)
Finally,

M (2)D)le < Jo(®)]e + |2(0)]p < C, (141777 + |25,
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