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Abstract Stochastic space-time fractional diffusion equations often appear in the modeling of the heat
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the following stochastic space-time fractional diffusion equation driven by fraction-
ally integrated Gaussian noise with @ € (0, 1), 8 € (0,1] and y € [0, 1] (see [18]):

6;’X(t)+A5X(t) = F(X(0))+I]W(), Vte(0,T] (1.1

with X(0) = X,. Here, d7 denotes the Caputo fractional time derivative defined by (see e.g., [23])

@ _ 1 6 ' 4
6, X(t) = m&j(;(t_S) (X(s)—X(O))ds

with I'(-) being the Gamma function, A? is the spectral fractional Laplacian with A := —4 being the negative
Dirichlet Laplacian operator in some convex polygonal domain D c R? (d € {1,2,3}), and I ,7 is the Riemann—
Liouville fractional time integral given by 77 W(t) = ﬁy) fot(t— $)?"'W(s)ds. Besides, the initial datum Xo
takes values in H := L>(D), F : H — H is a Borel measurable mapping, and {W(#)}e[0,7] denotes a cylindrical
QO-Wiener process on some complete filtered probability space (2,.%,{-%}:c(0,r],P), where the covariance
operator Q : H — H is a bounded, linear, self-adjoint, positive semi-definite operator and not necessarily
has finite trace.
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1.1 Physical background

Stochastic fractional diffusion equations have been extensively applied to the modeling of some complicated

noise systems with long memory or long-range correlations, such as the heat conduction in materials with

thermal memory subject to noise factors, and particles fluctuating in viscoelastic fluids (see e.g., [7, 8, 21]).

In order to clarify the physical motivation of the model (1.1), we give two typical applications here.
Putting y = 1 — @ and applying 8!~ to (1.1), then it follows from 8] I7W(z) = W(t) that

3, X(1) +0) " APX (1) = ) F(X(1)) + W(1), Vie(0,T). (1.2)

The fractional power AP is the infinitesimal generator of some Markov process Z, which is obtained by
killing the standard Brownian motion B at the first exit time tp := inf{f > 0 : B(¢) ¢ D} of B from the domain
D and then subordinating the killed Brownian motion using the S-stable subordinator 7, namely,

B(T T <
Z(t) — ( l)’ t D,
0’ Tl > D,

where @ is an isolated point serving as a cemetery. The Fokker—Planck equation corresponding to Z(#) is
given by (see e.g., [22])

1
Au(t) + 0" APu(r) + @t"*‘Aﬁu(O) =0.

When u(0) = 0 and the population of the particles is affected by the external source term depending on the
density of the particles and the external Gaussian noise, we obtain the Fokker—Planck equation (1.2), which
corresponds to the model (1.1) withy =1 —a.

For the general case where vy is not necessarily 1 —a, we provide another physical background of study-
ing time-fractional stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs) with fractionally integrated additive
noise, which is adapted from [8]. Let u(z, x), g(#, x) and K(t, x) denote the body temperature, energy and flux
density, respectively. Then the relations

0iq(t,x) = —divK (1, x),
q(t, %) = cu(t, x), K(t,x) = —-AVu(t,x), o, 1>0

yield the classical heat equation od,u = A4u, which describes the heat propagation in homogeneous medium.
For the non-homogeneous media, the relation g(t, x) = ou(t, x) commonly becomes

q(t,x) = f k(t— s)u(s,x)ds (1.3)
0

with some appropriate kernel k(¢). Typically, the power law kernel 7~ is chosen to describe that more recent
past affects the present more. In some practical environments, external noises cannot be ignored. So it is
necessary to consider the extension of (1.3), for instance,

t ‘
q(t,x) = f k(t— s)u(s, x)ds + f o(t—s)dW(s). (1.4)
0 0

IfA=1,u(0,x) =0, k() = I'(1 —a)~'t"* and o(f) = =T '(y + 1)~'#?, then differentiating (1.4) in ¢ reveals

o 0 1 8 1 8
I M — - _ - - - _ Y
divK(t,x) = atq(t,x) " Ti—oa \fo‘ (t=5)"%u(s, x)ds T+ o \fo‘ (t=s5)"dW(s),

=0%u(t,x) =I7W(@)

since ﬁ fot(t— s)YdW(s) = %7) fot jg (t—5)”~'dW(s)dr. Thus we can obtain the time-fractional stochastic

heat equation 8%u—Au = I W(z), which describes the heat conduction in non-homogeneous medium subject
to noises (see e.g., [15, 17, 26]).
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1.2 Mathematical statement

Let {(A, ¢r)};2 | be the sequence of eigenpairs of the negative Dirichlet Laplacian A with0 <4} <Ay <-+- <
Ak < ---. Infact, {¢¢};” | forms an orthonormal basis of the separable Hilbert space (H,(:,-),||-|[). Set H7(D)
or simply H® for any @ € R as a Hilbert space induced by the norm ||- ||l := (X2, /l,?(-,q)k)z)l/z. The
spectral fractional Laplacian A” is defined by APp = 37| /lf(t,o,m)qﬁk for ¢ € H*. Let L£(H) be the space
of bounded linear operators from H to H equipped with the usual operator norm || - || z(zy. Given separable
Hilbert spaces U and V, denote by L2(U, V) the space of Hilbert—Schmidt operators O : U — V endowed
with the Hilbert-Schmidt norm ||O|| £, v) == (X2 ||Ot//k||(zv)l/ 2, where {¥x )y, 1s an orthonormal basis of
U. Besides, we use the abbreviation Ly(H) := L(H, H).

In recent years, there are a plenty of works on the mathematical theory of different types of fractional
SPDE:s (e.g., see [1, 68, 21] for the well-posedness and spatio-temporal regularity, and [27, 28] for the
large deviation principle (LDP)). In order to study the mathematical theory of the model (1.1), we impose
the following two assumptions.

Assumption 1.1 Let @ € (0,1), 8€(0,1], y € [0, 1] with a+y > % and the covariance operator Q satisfy
||A%Q%||L2(H) < for some r € (0,«],

where k := min{(a +7y — %)%}, 2B} — &g with g9 > 0 being arbitrarily small.
Assumption 1.2 There exists a positive constant L such that

IF@I<LA+1¢l) and |F' (@I <Llyll,  Vé.p€H.

Then the model (1.1) admits a unique mild solution given by (see Theorem 3.1)

'
X(1) = Si-o(HXo + f So(t—$)F(X(s))ds + fSy(t— $)AW(s), te[0,T]. (1.5)
0 0

Here, the solution operator S, (¢) : H — H with n € [0,1] and ¢ > 0 is given by

Sy =" Eg iy (4N ¢, fory e H, (1.6)
k=1

where E, ;(-) with a € (0,1) and b € R is the Mittag—Leffler function (see Appendix A). For convenience,
the mild solution (1.5) can also be represented as

X(1) = S1-a(DX0 + Trox (1) + A7) (1.7)

via the following two convolutions
! !
Trox (1) := f So(t— s)F(X(s))ds, At = f S,y (t=5)dW(s), Vtel[0,T]. (1.8)
0 0

As shown in Proposition 3.1, the mild solution X belongs to L*([0,T], LP(2, H")) and is Holder continu-
ous with order min{a, 373 +(y- %)Jr} in LP(Q, H) for p > 2. These quantitive properties can be also extended
to the controlled equation (3.11) and the skeleton equation (3.12) associated with (1.1). On this basis, we
obtain in Theorem 3.2 the Freidlin—Wentzell type LDP of the model (1.1) in the continuous function space
C([0,T], H), by means of the weak convergence approach introduced in [2].

We further study the discrete-time simulations of the model (1.1), in view of the demand for realizing it
on computers. A distinctive feature of the model (1.1), compared to the classical SPDE, is that its solution
operator S, (¢) does not possess the semigroup property, and this brings additional challenges for developing
efficient numerical methods and the related rigorous error analysis for the model (1.1). Let us introduce
some existing results in this direction. The Griinwald-Letnikov method and the L1 method as two time-
stepping methods are successively studied in [15, 17, 26] for the linear case of (1.1). When « € (%, 1),
the model (1.1) is also numerically solved in [18] by the Galerkin finite element method combined with
the Wong—Zakai approximation, which mainly focuses on the spatial discretization. We also refer to [14,
19, 22] and references therein for the numerical studies of other variants of the model (1.1). Nevertheless,
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the rigorous error analysis of time-stepping methods of the model (1.1) remains far from fully explored
especially for the case a € (0, %) where the mild solution is rather rough.

Let {t,, = mh}%:0 with & = T'/M be a uniform partition of [0, 7], where M > 2 is some fixed integer. We
discretize the model (1.1) by the Mittag—Leffler Euler (MLE) integrator:

m—1

1+
Yy =S1-atm)Yo + Z f 1 So(tm = F(Yj)ds + A(ty), (1.9)
=01

form=1,2,---,M and Yy = X(. Notice that the stochastic convolution A(-) defined by (1.8) is a fraction-
ally integrable Gaussian process and can be simulated on the grid points with a specified precision. When
developing the error analysis of the MLE integrator, two main difficulties we encounter are (Q1): the sin-
gularity of the solution operator So(#); and (Q2): the low regularity of the mild solution (1.5). The diffi-
culty (Q1) also appears in the error analysis of the MLE integrator for the finite-dimensional deterministic
counterpart of the model (1.1), which has been well overcome in [13] by using the asymptotic expansion
Coo+Co 11" + Co,ztm +Ciot+Cy 1% 4 ... of the true solution. Unfortunately, an asymptotic expansion
of this type seems unavailable for the mild solution (1.5) of (1.1) due to the appearance of the noise source.
Instead, we solve (Q1) by developing a useful decomposition way for the singular convolution T’rox(+) (see
Proposition 2.1). In fact, the developed decomposition way also helps us to establish a higher-order regular-
ity estimate for the mild solution (1.5) (see Proposition 3.2), which is the key to overcoming (Q2). Together
with the estimates of the stochastic convolution A(:), we establish the strong error analysis of the MLE
integrator (1.9), where the influence of the parameters a, 3, y and the regularity of the noise on the conver-
gence rate is revealed. It turns out that the MLE integrator is super-convergent in the sense that its strong
convergence order is higher than the temporal Holder continuity exponent of the mild solution (1.5); see
Theorems 4.1 and 4.2 for the linear and nonlinear cases, respectively. In addition, we prove in Proposition
4.1 that the Freidlin—Wentzell type LDP in C([0, T'], H) also holds for the continuified MLE integrator, and
in Theorem 4.3 that the large deviation rate function of the numerical solution /"-converges to that of the
exact solution.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces some notations and the regularity
estimates of the singular convolution T’r.x(+) and stochastic convolution A(+). In Section 3, we give the well-
posedness, spatio-temporal regularity and the Freidlin—Wentzell type LDP for the model (1.1). In Section 4,
we present the strong convergence analysis and Freidlin—-Wentzell type LDP for the MLE integrator of the
model (1.1).

2 Convolution estimates

Unless otherwise specified, the following notations will be used throughout this paper. Denote a vV b :=
max{a,b} and a Ab := min{a, b} for a,b € R, and in particular, a™ := a V0. Use & > 0 to represent a sufficiently
small constant and set inf () = co by convention. Denote by C a generic constant and use C(-) if necessary to
mention the parameters it depends on, which may change at each occurrence but are always independent of
the stepsize h.

In this section, we are devoted to analyzing the singular convolution

t
Yo(t) = f So(t—u)G(u)du, Vtel[0,T] 2.1
0

and the stochastic convolution A(f) defined by (1.8). Here, G : [0,7] — LP(Q,H) with some p > 2 is
measurable, and we will take G = F o X in Sections 3 and 4.
Considering the temporal regularity of 7, one usually uses the following decomposition

Te()—Te(s) = fﬂ' (So(t—u) — Sop(s — u))G(u)du + fSo(t —u)G(u)du
0

N

for 0 < s <t <T. As aresult, under the assumption SUPye(0.7] IG®)llzr@,m) < o0, by Lemma A.1, one obtains
thatforall0<s<t<T,

f
1Y) = Yo r@om < + f So(t = u)G(u)du

N

fs (So(t—u) — So(s — u))G(u)du
0

LP(Q.H) LP(Q,H)
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s f
<c fo S0 (t 1) — Sos — )|z du + € f S0t — i)l gy
<Cl—s)". 2.2)

The above estimate reveals that the singularity of the solution operator Sy will apparently affect the reg-
ularity of 7. In order to obtain a finer regularity estimate for the singular convolution 7', we introduce
another decomposition way

t t
Yo(t) = f So(t—u)G(0)du+ f So(t—u)(G(u) — G(0))du, Ytel0,T]. (2.3)
0 0

= (1) =¥

As shown in Proposition 2.1, the advantage of the decomposition way (2.3) lies in avoiding the singularity of
So. To be specific, (1) = S1(t)G(0) can be bounded by using the fact that the operator S;(7) is non-singular,
while the singularity of So(z —u) in () can be balanced by the Holder continuity of G. Roughly speaking,
one can regard the singular convolution 7' () as a time-fractional integral of order @, and Proposition 2.1
essentially indicates that the integral (2.1) can lift the regularity of the integrand with the index a.

Proposition 2.1 Let p >2 and T';(t) be the convolution defined by (2.1) with G satisfying sup |G()llLr.H) <
1€[0,T]
co. Then for the decomposition (2.3), one has the following statements:

(1) Forall0<s<t<T,
lD(1) = D)oo,y < CA* = 57).
(2) If there exist constants K >0, u < 1 and v € (—a, 1) such that for all 0 <u; <up <T,
IG(u2) = Gu)llLr@.my < Kuy"(uz —up)”, (2.4)
then forall0 <s<t<T,
I#(0) ~ V()i < C* =)+ CsH(r = yminierr=atl,
As a result, forall0 < s <t<T,
176(0) = T(9)llr@.my < CUT = 5%) + Cs (= s)™rler=s1l,

Here, all the constants C > 0 are independent of t and. s.

Proof (1) By Lemma A.1(3),

!
1S1(6) = S1(Dll £ < Cf uldu < C(t* - 5. 2.5)
It follows from (A.3) that
! A
D(1) — P(s) = f So(t = u)G(0)du - f So(s —u)G(0)du = (S1(1) - S1(5))G(0),
0 0

which together with (2.5) indicates

12@0) = D(ler@.m) < I1S10) = S1ODN £ |GOILr@my < CE* = 5%).

(2) For convenience, denote 7 :=t— s > 0. Then, by the change of variables,
S S
P()—P(s) = f So(u+1)(G(s—u)—G(0))du — f So(w)(G(s—u)—G(0))du
-7 0

= fx So(u+1)(G(s) — G(0))du — fx So(w)(G(s) — G(0))du
_r 0

= 5”1
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0
+ f So(u +1)(G(s—u)—G(s))du

=¥

+ fs (So(u+ 1) — So(u))(G(s —u) — G(s))du.
0

=3
It follows from the fact ¥} = (S;(¢) — S1(5))(G(s) — G(0)) and (2.5) that
1P1llzr.m) < IS1(®) = S1(DN£enllG(s) = GOlrro,my < C(1* = 5%).

Using Lemma A.1(1), (2.4) and the Beta function B(a,b) := fol u (1 —u)®'du for a,b > 0 shows
0
120l Lr .0y < f IS0 + Dl £n|G (s — u) = G(S)| L@, mydu
-7
0
< Cf (u+1)* s (—u)’du
=T
< Cs™Hr¥,

By (2.4), Lemma A.1(3) and the estimate [ T 002 dw < Cut~ 1 pmintety=el) with y € (0, T] and v € (—a, 1),

S
1¥5]lLr .1y < f IS0 (u + 1) = So(W| £ IG (s — u) — G()||Lr(2,m)du
< Cf f w2 dw (s —u)  u’du
<Cs —meln a+v-g, 1

Therefore, by collecting these estimates at hand, we have

3

1P = Yl < D 1l < CE = 57+ Cs (1t = symntarr==1),
i=1

The proof is completed. o

Proposition 2.2 Let A(t) be the stochastic convolution defined by (1.8). If Assumption 1.1 holds, then for
any p € [r—2«,r] and p > 2, there exists some positive constant C such that forall 0 < s <t <T,

-
Ao <C AW@ = AWy < Cla— y™mMasy=3=Fleororti=e),
Proof We only prove the second estimate since the first one is a byproduct. Note that
! N
A = AN oo fawy < H fs Sy (t— u)dW(u)HLp(Q’Hp) + ” fo Sy(t—u)—Sy(s— u)dW(u)”Lp(Q’Hp). (2.6)
Using Assumption 1.1 and Lemma A.1(1) indicates
f 1488, (1= Q3 3y <A T QFIE f A2, 1= )
< C(l‘ 5)2((“'7_7_?('( r+o)*)
which along with the Burkholder-Davis—Gundy inequality (see e.g., [10]) yields
J 1_«a +
_ _ (1/+}/*§*$(K*r+p)
[ I S, (t u)dW(u)HLp(Q’Hp) <C(t-s) . @.7)

Besides, Assumption 1.1 and Lemma A.2 reveal

s o | 1
(fo A2 (S, (t—u) =S, (s —u)Q? I|§;2<H>du)2
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r—k 1 S K—r+, 1
< 1A Q2| yan ( fo AT (St =) = Sy(s — )| gy lur)

1

1 o
=92 pErP), ifa+y=1,
T e syminteryamgplertatil=el ey Ly 2

l_«a

<C(t- s)min[a+y— 3~ 2 (k=r+p)*,1-¢}

which in combination with the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality gives

< C(t- S)min{a+yf%7%(Kfr+p)+,lfs} 2.8)
LP(Q.HP)

[ fo S (t— )~ Sy (s — ) dW(u)

Finally, combining the estimates (2.6)—(2.8) completes the proof. O

3 Stochastic space-time fractional diffusion equation

This section gives the well-posedness, regularity and small noise asymptotic behavior of the stochastic
space-time fractional diffusion equation (1.1). In particular, we present a singular-type temporal regularity
estimate for the mild solution (1.5) by making full use of Proposition 2.1. In the strong convergence anal-
ysis of the MLE integrator (1.9), the singular-type temporal regularity estimate is more instrumental than
Holder’s regularity estimate, since the former has a higher exponent than the latter.

3.1 Well-posedness and regularity

We begin with stating the existence and uniqueness of the mild solution (1.5), whose proof can be found in
Appendix B; see also [18] for the case of @ € (%, l)andB e (%, 1].

Theorem 3.1 (existence and uniqueness) Let Xg € L(Q, H) with some p > 2 and Assumptions 1.1 and 1.2
hold. Then the model (1.1) admits the unique mild solution X € C([0,T],LP(Q, H)) given by (1.5).

Next, we give the spatio-temporal regularity of the mild solution (1.5), whose proof is mainly based on
the estimates of solution operators (see Appendix A) and Proposition 2.2.

Proposition 3.1 (regularity) Let p > 2 and Assumptions 1.1-1.2 hold.

(1) If Xo € LP(Q,H"), then X € C([0,T1,LP(2,H")).
(2) If Xo € LP(Q, H?P), then there exists some positive constant C such that

: ar 1\+
IX(1) = X(zr@m < Ct— ™™ @B 072 vo<s<r<T. 3.1

Proof (1) Using (1.5), Proposition 2.2 with p = r, Lemma A.1(1) and Assumption 1.2, we obtain
!
IXONLr 0,y < NS1=a Ol e IXol Lp 0,1y + f A2 So(t = Il £ lIF (X(s)llr@,myds + C
0

! ar
< C+Cf(t—S)a_1_273(1 +HIXOlzr@m)ds,  Vie[0,T],
0

in which the norm || -||zr0.#) can be further bounded by C||- IIU,(Q’HQ. Thus, applying the relation r < 23
and the singular-type Gronwall’s inequality yields the spatial regularity result.
(2) By Lemma A.1(2) and ||X()||L1)(Q’H2ﬁ) < o0,
(S1-a(t) = Si—a(s)XollLr.m) < IAP(S1-a(t) - Si—aDI eI Xollr o 28
<CH*—s")<C@t—9)".

It follows from Theorem 3.1 and Assumption 1.2 that sup,eg 7 |F(X(9)llLr(@.m) < co, which along with
(2.2) implies

1Y Fox(t) = Yrox(S)lliro,my < C(t—5)*.
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By Proposition 2.2 with p = 0 and x < min{(a +7y — %)%ﬁ, 2},

: ar 1
A = Al < Ct— 5™ H 0727, (3.2)
Finally, collecting these estimates yields
1X(#) = X(Sllr@,m) < N(S1-a(t) = S1-o()Xollr@ 1) + 1T Fox (t) = T rox(H)|lzr,m) + 1AE) — AS)|ILr0,m)

< C(t—5)" + C(1 — s)™nl1=2.5570-2)")

< C(1— )55+
The proof is completed. ]
Remark 3.1 In the following, we intent to discuss the regularity result in Proposition 3.1 under the condition

(A1) Xo € LP(Q,H?!) and the noise W in (1.1) is a space-time white noise (i.e., Q =1).

2 2
N = i A~ X, k20T < oo since Ay ~ k7
d

(see e.g., [9, formula (5.2)]). Here the series converges if and only if r < —5 + «. Then one can choose r

sufficiently near —% +k with k = min{(a/ +y- %)za—ﬁ,Z,B} — &o to guarantee that Assumption 1.1 holds. Hence

When Q = I, Assumption 1.1 is equivalent to A=

under (A1), the exponent 2+ (y—$)* in (3.1) is close to $5(~4 +min{(e +y — HZ )+ -t =

ﬁ dia+y- Wthh along with the Kolmogorov continuity theorem implies that the trajectories of X are
nearly mm{a/, ﬁ d 4 a+y-— } Holder continuous in time almost surely. If further F = 0, then by (3.2), the
trajectories of X are nearly min{l1, — 4ﬁ dtaty- } Holder continuous in time away from zero almost surely

(see also e.g., [6, Theorem 1]). In particular, when y = 1 — a, the trajectories of X are nearly min{1, —@ + 5 }
Holder continuous in time away from zero almost surely (see also e.g., [1, formula (1.8)]).

With the temporal Holder regularity estimate (3.1) at hand, we can prove the following singular-type
temporal regularity estimate by repeatedly using Proposition 2.1.

Proposition 3.2 (singular-type regularity) Letr Xy € LP(Q, H?) for some p > 2 and Assumptions 1.1-1.2
hold. Then

1X(0) = X(Mn@n) < Cos™ (1= )™ FHO-D12 - yocgcr<T,
Proof Forany e €(0,1),p€[a,1]and0 < s <t <T, one has
=Y =P - sOTP L <SP — sTTPSP <SP (-5, 3.3)
which implies that there exists some sufficiently small constant € > 0 satisfying
17— 5 < 552 (1 — syminlat3-a.1), (3.4)
From the proof of (3.1), one can read
IX() ~X(Dllr@an < CU = s 41T pox(t) = Trox(5Man + Clt— 5™ F0D0 35

Based on (3.1) and Assumption 1.2, applying Proposition 2.1 with ¢ = 0, v = min{a ,Qﬁ +(y - )*} and
G = F o X yields

B ar 1\+
1T Fox () = Trox(ie.mm < CU* = s7) + Ct — )™ 2o 3+ 02—l (3.6)
Then, it follows from (3.5), (3.6) and (3.4) that

: ar _1 _
IX(0) = X()ILoy < CU" — s7) + C(t — )™ 2o 3+ 020" 1)

1 i 1 _e20—g ¢ 1(y-1 -
Scsg,z(t_s)mm{a+2 e2a-&55+(y=3)".1-¢)

< CSS_% (t— s)minlza_s’%-'—(y_%fr’l_s}7 (37)
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where the last line is due to a + 5 1 > 55 +(y 2)+ Based on (3.7) and Assumption 1.2, applying Proposition

21 withu=5—¢&,v=min{2a —¢, 2'B+(y 2)+ 1—-¢}and G = F o X yields

||TF0X(I) TFOX(S)”LP(Q ) < C(l _Scl/)+Css 2(t s)mll‘l {3a— Zsa+—+()’*2) —&, l} (38)

Then, it follows from (3.5), (3.8) and (3.4) that

1 i e 1 —=
X0 = X()iram < CE" = 5+ s~ = )20 550720711

ar

< ng,% (t— )mm{a+§fs 3a-2e, E+(V*2) 1-&}
< O (- gy g0 e, (3.9)
Repeating the derivation steps of (3.7) and (3.9) shows

1 inf QL _ I+
IX(0) = Xl < Cs* 2 (1— sy &+ D718,

The proof is completed. O

3.2 Freidlin—Wentzell type LDP

We begin with some preliminaries in the theory of large deviations. Let X be a Polish space. A real-valued
function I : X — [0, 0] is called a rate function if it is lower semicontinuous, i.e., for each a € [0, ), the
level set I‘l([O,a]) :={x e X|I(x) €[0,a]} is a closed subset of X. Further, if for any a € [0, c0), the level
set I71([0,a]) is compact, then / is called a good rate function.

Definition 3.1 A family of X-valued random variables {X}¢o defined on (Q,.%,P) is said to satisfy an
LDP on X with the rate function I if for every Borel set U of X,

—inf I(x) < 11m1nfelnIP’{X€ € U} <limsupelnP{X® € U} < —inf I[(U),
xeU

xeU° e—0
where U° and U denote the interior and closure of U in X, respectively.

Set Hy := Q% (H) endowed with the inner product (g, h)g := (Q_%g, Q_%h) for g,h € Hy and the induced
norm | -|o := V(-,-)o, where Q77 is the pseudo inverse of Q% Let {ek},‘:"1 form an orthonormal basis of
Hy. Let Hy := Hy endowed with the norm || ||y, = (2> laz( ek)2 12 » where {ai};2, C (0,00) satisfies
Zk:l ak < c0. Then the inclusion J : (Ho,|-|o) = (H1,ll-lla,), Ho > g+ Jg = g € H; is a Hilbert—-Schmidt
embedding. It can be verified that I*e; = a/]%ek for k € N... In the following, we identify g € Hy with its image
J(g) € H;. Then the Wiener process W can also be seen as an H; valued Qy := JJ*-Wiener process with the
covariance oper?tor Q5 € L(H)) satisfying tr(Qy) < oo, and the paths of W takes values in C([0,T],H)) a.s.

Notice that ||Q£§g||H| = |glo for any g € Hy. For the special case that tr(Q) < co and Q¢ = grpr for k e N,

we can take ex = /qrPr, ax = \/qk such that (Hy,||-|lg,) = (H,]-]1), J* = Q and Oy = Q.
In order to introduce the criterion for the LDP in [2], we define

T
= {¢ : ¢ is an Hy-valued {.7,}-predictable process such that f |¢(s)|% ds < o0, P-a.s.} R
0

T
SNz{heLz([O,T],Ho):f h(s)l3 dssN},
0
Ay ={peA:pw)eSy, P-as.), NeN,.

Proposition 3.3 ([2]) Let & be a Polish space. For each € > 0, suppose that G° : C([0,T],H) > E is a
measurable map and the following conditions hold:

(C1) For every N < oo, if {v¥}es0 C An converges in distribution (as S y-valued random elements) to v,
then

G° (W( )+ — f E(s)ds) - G° (f v(s)ds) in distribution as € — 0;
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(C2) For every N < oo, the set {Qo (fo v(s)ds) IVE SN} is a compact subset of E.

Then {G*(W)}eso satisfies an LDP on & as € — 0 with a good rate function I given by

I(x) = inf — f v(s)2ds, xeé&.
{veL2([o,T],H0),x:g0( IS v(s)ds)} 2 Jo
Next, we consider the following small perturbation to (1.1):
ATXE(t) + APXE(1) = F(XS(D) + VeI W(r), Vte(0,T] (3.10)

with X€(0) = Xj. Define the functional G¢ as the measurable map associating W to the solution X€ of (3.10),
i.e., X = G°(W) for € > 0. For any control v € Ay and € > 0, the Girsanov theorem (see e.g., [10, Theorem
10.14]) indicates that Wev =W+ L Ve fo v(s)ds is an H;-valued Qy-Wiener process under P*", where

d’@e,v B 1 T 1 T 5
P .—exp(—ﬁfov (v(s),dW(s))o—z—efo |v(s)|0ds).

Therefore X<V := QE(WE ") is the unique mild solution of (3.10) under P, with (X€, W) replaced by
(X&¥, W), Since P is equivalent to PV, X" is also the unique mild solution of the following controlled
equation

B*XEV (1) + APXS (1) = F(XSV (1) + Tv(1) + VeI W(r),  V1e(0,T] @3.11)

with XV(0) = Xy, under P. Heuristically, we observe that as € — 0, the controlled equation (3.11) formally
reduces to the following skeleton equation

82 (D) +APZ (1) = F(Z' () + Iv(1), V1€ (0,T] (3.12)

with Z¥(0) = Xp. Similarly to the proof of Theorem 3.1, one also has that (3.12) admits a unique mild
solution Z" =: G° (fo v(s)ds) in C([0,T], H), where

t f
2" (1) = Si—o(H)Xo + f So(t—s)F(Z"(s))ds + f S, (- s)v(s)ds, te[0,T].
0 0

Theorem 3.2 Let X € LP (L, Hzﬁ)for some p > 2 and Assumptions 1.1-1.2 hold. Then the solution {X}¢o
to (3.10) satisfies an LDP on C([0,T], H) as € — O with the good rate function I given by

1 (T

I(x) = inf - f v(s)l2ds, x € C([0,T1,H).
{veL2((0.71,Ho), x=2"} 2 Jo

To facilitate the proof of Theorem 3.2, we prepare the following two lemmas.

Lemma 3.1 Let Assumption 1.1 hold. Define the operator I1 : L%([0,T],Hy) — C([0,T],H) by

t
I1(g)(t) := \f(; S, (1= 5)g(s)ds, tel0,T], ge L*([0,T), Hy).

Then Il is a compact operator, i.e., for any N > 0, I1(S y) is pre-compact in C([0,T], H).

Proof For u>0and 6 € (0,1], denote

K;O o= {y €C([0,T1,H"): sup |y(®)lly +sup (3.13)

1€[0,T] s¢ |

Iy® -yl _ a} o

—sf

Then K**“ is uniformly equi-continuous in 7 € [0, 7] and the closure of K*Y(r) := {(v(#) : v € K"’} is compact
in H for every t € [0, T] since the inclusion H* < H is a compact embedding for x > 0. Therefore, K is
pre-compact in C([0, T'], H) due to the Arzela—Ascoli theorem.

By Cauchy—Schwartz’s inequality and Lemma A.1(1), for any p € [r—2«,r] and g € Sy,

| [ $ye-wsa, < [0, wheania™ QHzuanletoa
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< C(t— 5)** 72 Fplkreo)* (3.14)

forany 0 < s <t <T. Similarly to (2.8), forany p € [r—2«,r] and g € Sy,

l_«a

“ fo (Sylt—u) = Syls— u»g(wduﬂp < C(r— )M TTT T e (3.15)

forany 0 < s <t <T.Taking p=rand s =01in (3.14), as well as p = 0 in (3.14) and (3.15), we have that for
any ge Sy,

11 =11
s W0+ sup QO =@

. 1 —_
1€[0,T] S#L |t— S|mm[%+(7_7)+’1_8]

o ) r,min{%ﬂyfé)",lfs} .
for some a € (0, 00). This implies 71(S y) C K, , and the proof is completed. O
Let7:[0,1) — [0,1) be a measurable function satisfying 7 — 79 := 0 as € = 0.

Lemma 3.2 Suppose that the assumptions of Theorem 3.2 hold. Let N < co and {v}e=0 C An converge in
distribution (as S y-valued random elements) to v. Then X™"" — Z" in distribution as € — 0.

Proof By (3.11), for t € [0,T],

t t
XTE’VE(t) =812 (HXo + f So(t - s)F(XT"VE(s))ds + f S, (t— s)V(s)ds + VTeA), (3.16)
0 0

where A(?) is defined in (1.8). In light of (3.14), for any p € [r— 2k, r] and v¢ € Ay,

l_«a

! +
“ f S, (- u)vf(u)du“ < C(t— 5™ 2 mlero’ o (3.17)
s o
for any 0 < s <t < T. Hereafter, the constant C is independent of € € [0, 1] but may depend on N. Then
similarly to Theorem 3.1(1), it holds that
IX* Oy <C. - Y1e[0,T]. (3.18)
From (3.15), we obtain that for any v¢ € Ay and p € [r— 2k, 7],

1

s : a +
” f (Sy(t _ M) _ Sy(s _ u))vf(u)du"LP(Q Hp) < C(t _ s)mm{aﬂ’*j*@(lﬁrﬂ)) ,—&}
0 B

forany 0 < s <t <T. Moreover, similarly to Theorem 3.1(2), we also have that for any p > 1,
€ € H ar _1\+
IX™ () = XY (rom < Ct— )™M F0DT 0 vo<s<r<T, (3.19)

Here and after, we take 0 € (0, min{«, (2% +(y— %)*}). Then the Garsia—Rodemich—Ramsay lemma (see e.g.,
[24, Theorem 2.1]) together with (3.19) yields

E [sup X7V (1) - XT"VE(S)H}
S#L |t — s|6

<C. (3.20)

On the other hand, applying Proposition 2.2 with p = r and the Garsia—Rodemich—Ramsay lemma (see
e.g., [24, Theorem 2.1]) yields that for any p > 1,

E[ sup ||A(t)||f} <C. (3.21)

te[0,T]

Introducing UteV .= XTeV — \/Te/A, then by Lemma A.1(1), Assumption 1.2 and (3.17), we have
[
U™ Ol < IS1-a Ol en 1 Xoll- + f IA2So(t = )l e lIF XY (s)llds + C
0

! r €
< CliXoll, +C f (1= 9)""F A+ X (9)lds +C
0
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L
/

1
d ar q ! € ,
scnxo||r+( f (r—ﬂ‘”"‘“ﬁ)dr) ( f X ()¢ ds)q G
0 0

for all £ € (0,T], where 1/g+1/q’ =1 and ¢ is large enough such that g(a —1 - %) > —1. Then taking

supremum over ¢ € [0,7] and taking expectations, from (3.18) and the assumption X, € LP(£, I-'Izﬁ), we
deduce that

E[ sup [|lU™" (0l | < C.

te[0,T]

This in combination with (3.21) and (3.20) indicates

]E[ sup X7 (1), +sup X =X (o)
r

o).
1€[0,T] s#t [t —s]

Hence, further applying the Markov inequality and the tightness of KQ‘) (see (3.13)) leads to the tightness
of (X7 }¢s0 in C([0,T], H).

Since S y endowed with the weak topology of Lz([O, T1,Hy) is a compact Polish space [3], {v€}e>0 is also
tight in L2([0,T1, Hp). As a result, {(XTf’Vf,vf)}oo is tight in C([0,T],H)®S y. In view of the Prokhorov the-
orem, for any sequence {¢,},>1 satisfying lim,,« €, = 0, there exists a subsequence, still denoted by {€,},>1,
such that (XTfn’VE" ,v) converges in distribution as n — oco. Therefore, further utilizing the Skorohod rep-
resentation theorem (see e.g., [20, Theorem 9.1.7]) allows us to obtain another probability space (Q,.7,P)
carrying a random variable (X, %) such that

ver 55 in SN, X« X inC(0,T],H), in distribution. (3.22)

LW
Here, the notation — denotes the weak convergence.

It remains to prove that X d 7", i.e., the law of X coincides with that of Z”. To this end, introduce the
map ¥ : C([0,T],H)xS y — R by

V4, 1) = |60~ S1-a(9(0) - fo' So(t=F(@(5))ds - fo Syt=)f()ds| A1,

for ¢ € C([0,T],H) and f € S y. We firstly show that ¥; is continuous. Assume that ¢,, — ¢ in C([0,T], H)

and f; = fin S y. Notice that|||a|| A 1 —||b||A 1] < |la—=b]| A1 for any a,b € H. Then by the Lipschitz continuity
of F and Lemma A.1(1), it holds that for any 7 € [0, T],

| (@, fr) = Fi(, )
!
S(I|¢n(t)—¢(t)ll+fo ||80(t_S)||L(H)||F(¢n(s))_F(¢(S))||ds+||H(fn)(t)_n(f)(t)”)/\1

< (C||¢,, = Blleqo, 1,y + I (fn) — H(f)”c([o,r],]-[)) AT,

where /7 is defined in Lemma 3.1. In light of the compactness of I7 (see Lemma 3.1) and f;, X fin Sy,
we know that [|I7(f,) —I1(/)llcqo.r1.) = O @s n — oo. Thus ¥ is continuous. Since ¥ is continuous and

bounded, it follows from (3.22) that E[WZ(XTEH’VE”,VE")] - EP[’P,()_(, V)] as n — oo, where EF denotes the
expectation with respect to P. In addition, the definition of ¥, (3.16) and Proposition 2.2 imply

E[V(X™"" v = (Vg BIAMIN A 1S (CyTg) AT =0, asn— oo,
which leads to EP[S”,()_(, v)] =0, and thus for any 7 € [0, T7],
X(#) = S1—a(OXo + fot So(t—s)F(X(s))ds + fol S,y (= s)V(s)ds, P-a.s.
Then the uniqueness of the skeleton equation (3.12) leads to X = G° ( fd v(s)ds), P-a.s. Since {v¥},»1 weakly

converges to both v and ¥ in distribution, we have v 4 v. Thus X = G° ( fd f/(s)ds) 4 G° ( £ v(s)ds) =7, as
required. The proof is completed. O
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Proof of Theorem 3.2. In view of Proposition 3.3, it suffices to show that (C1) and (C2) are fulfilled
with & there replaced by C([0,T],H). The condition (C1) comes from Lemma 3.2 by taking 7. = € for
€ € [0,1). On the other hand, by taking 7. = 0 for all € € [0,1) in Lemma 3.2 and the uniqueness of the
solution to the skeleton equation (3.12), we obtain that the mapping S y > v+ Z" € C([0,T], H) is continuous.
This proves that the condition (C2) holds since Sy endowed with the weak topology is a compact space.
The proof is completed. O

4 Mittag—Leffler Euler integrator

In this section, we develop the strong convergence analysis of the MLE integrator (1.9) for the model (1.1).
The strong convergence provides a pathwise approximation of individual sample paths of the exact solution,
and has been frequently applied in the design of the multilevel Monte Carlo algorithm. In addition, we also
present the Freidlin—Wentzell type LDP for the continuified MLE integrator and the /"-convergence analysis
for the associated large deviation rate function.

4.1 Convergence rate

Let {X(#)}e[0,r] and {Y, m}f’le be the mild solution (1.5) of the model (1.1) and its numerical solution given by
the MLE integrator (1.9), respectively. Based on the temporal Holder continuity estimate (3.1), a preliminary
strong convergence order min{a, ‘2’—5 +(y— %)*} can be obtained for the MLE integrator. However, since the

numerical solution {Y,,,}r"r:":l uses the accurate information of the stochastic convolution A(7), a higher strong

convergence order than min{e, g—lg +(y— %)*} can be expected, which is exactly the main aim of the following
two theorems.

Theorem 4.1 Let X € L*(Q, H?P). Suppose that Assumption 1.1 holds and the mapping F in (1.1) is linear.
Then there exists some positive constant C = C(a,B,y,1,T,&) such that for all2 <m < M,

i ar o, Ly+_ —
||X(tm) _ Ym”[}(_Q,H) < Ct,zna_lhmln[a+ % +(y 3) —eaty-e, 1}’
where € > 0 can be arbitrarily small.

Further, we weaken the restriction of F and obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2 Let X € L*(Q, H?P) with B € (%, 1]. Suppose that Assumptions 1.1-1.2 hold, the mapping F
in (1.1) is twice differentiable and there exist 6 € [1,2f3) and { € [1,2f) such that

IF” (e)@all-s < LA + llerll) gl VoireH gy e H, 4.1
IF” (). )l-¢ < LllglllIyll, Y, €H. 4.2)
Then there exists some positive constant C = C(a,f,y,1,9,{,L,T, &) such that for all2 <m < M,
a-1=55 @ mingl ek 50, Ly
Ct, 7hP 27T ifa+y=1,
||X(tm)_ Ym||L2(Q’H) < a—l—”—{ e -
" 28 hmln{ﬁmln[K,ZrH(y—E) ,l—s]’ ifa+y¢ 1.

The conditions (4.1) and (4.2) are common in the error analysis of the exponential-type integrators for
nonlinear (fractional) SPDE:s. In particular, the mapping F can be taken to be a Nemytskii operator defined
by F(U)(x) = f(U(x)), where U : D — R, and f: R — R is a smooth function with bounded derivatives of
orders 1 and 2; see e.g., [19, 25] for the concrete examples.

Before proving Theorems 4.1 and 4.2, we give several remarks on the strong convergence orders therein
to identify the motivations and contributions of our work.

Remark 4.1 Under the conditions (4.1) and (4.2), it is shown in [19] that when applying the MLE integra-
tor to the following stochastic Volterra integro-differential equation

() + —— f (t— )" Au(s)ds = Fu() + W(),  1€[0,T]
I'(@) Jo
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with suitable initial value u(0), the corresponding strong convergence order is exactly twice of the temporal
Holder continuity exponent of the mild solution. The same phenomenon also occurs in Theorem 4.2 when
a € (%, 1) and y = 1 —a, since % +min{% - %,Z(y— %)J’} = % and min{a, 3—5 +(y - %)J’} = ‘2’—5 at this time.
On the other hand, when « is sufficiently small such that a < g—[:, +(y— %)*, the strong convergence order in
Theorem 4.2 may be higher than twice the temporal Holder continuity exponent « of the mild solution (1.5).
However, this does not hold when the mild solution has relatively high temporal Holder regularity since the
strong convergence order of the MLE integrator will never be greater than 1.

From Theorems 4.1 and 4.2, it can be observed that there is an order gap between the linear case and the
nonlinear case. This phenomenon also appears when applying the numerical method (1.9) to SPDEs driven
by the space-time white noise, which corresponds to the case (a,B,v,r) = (1, 1,0,% —2¢). More precisely,
the existing results show that the corresponding strong convergence orders are respectively 1 — & and % -€
for the linear and nonlinear cases; see e.g., [16, 25]. It seems that the strong convergence order in Theorem
4.2 for the nonlinear case may be not sharp. We leave this problem as an open problem, and will pursue
this line of research in future work.

In order to prove Theorems 4.1 and 4.2, we first give the strong error decomposition. In view of (1.5)
and (1.9), the L>(Q, H)-norm of the error of the numerical solution reads

m—1

i1
X (i) = Yll2iom < | f Sotn— )(F(X(5)) = F(¥)ds
j=0 V1

12(Q.H)

L2(Q,H)

m—1 141
= ” Z(; f[ So(ty — H(F(X(t)) - F(Y;)ds
Jj= J

m—1

+ o So(tm — $)(F(X(s)) - F(X(z)))ds
Jj=01

[2(Q.H)

For the integrand in the second term of the right hand side, it follows from Taylor’s expansion that

F(X(s) = F(X(t)) = F'(X(1;)(X(5) = X()) + RF,j(s),

where Rp ;(s) := fol F"(X(t)) + 0(X(s) = X)X (s) = X(t)), X(s) — X(¢)))(1 — 6)d6. Then, applying (1.7)
shows

1X(tn) = Yull 2oy < v+ T2+ T3+ Ja+ s (4.3)

with

m—1

a2, [ st seexan e,

[2(Q.H)

m—1 fjil
B |3 [ St 9F (X S1-a(5) = St Xods
j=0 Y1

m—1

Ljv1
I3 = HZ f Sotm = )F (XN rox(s) — Trox(t)))ds
j=0 Yl

L2(Q.H)

m—1

Ljv1
Jii= |3 [ Sottn= 9P X010 - At s
=0 V1

L2(Q.H)

11

-1
Js = ||"2  Soltn=9)Rr(5)ds
J=0%4

L2(Q.H)

In fact, the strong error decomposition (4.3) is more or less standard. However, due to the singularity and
non-Markovian property of the solution operator as well as the low regularity of the mild solution, it is
challenging to delicately deal with the error terms J3, J4 and Js for the purpose of proving Theorems 4.1
and 4.2. Next, we estimate separately the error ||X(#,,) — Yul| L2(Q.H) in the linear and nonlinear cases.
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Proof of Theorem 4.1. For any p € [0,1], s € [tj,tj41] with j=1,--- ,m~1, we have
t]‘.p < 2!’;;51 <2Ps57P, (4.4)
which together with (3.3) and the Beta function implies
m—1 £jil m
Z f (tn— )" (5" =1 )ds < 277 h+C f (tm— 5)* 5% (s —1j)ds < C2* ' b, (4.5)
j=0 "1 n
According to (4.3), we need to bound {Ji}?zl. Firstly, Lemma A.1(1) shows
m—1 £
ne<cy f 100t — 21X (1)) = ¥l 200y
j=0 V1
m—1 fjsl |
<C Z f (tm— ) 1X(t)) = Yill 20, myds- (4.6)
j=0 V1
Secondly, Lemma A.1, ||X(O)||LZ(Q’H2;;) < o0 and (4.5) indicate
m=1 Lj+1
Jr < CZ f S0t — )l £ lA P (S1-a(s) =Sl £ IXoll 20 f28)dss
j=0 V1
m=1 Lj+1
<C Z f (tm— )7 (s = 1})ds
j=0 Vi
<cPelp 4.7)
<Ct,; " h .

As for J3, it holds that

1]
J3 = HL So(ty — )F' (X(0)) Y Fox(s)ds

12(Q.H)

m—1 fiv1
+ H > Soltm — F'(X(t))(Trox(s) = Trox(t))ds
j=1Y0

L2(Q,H)
X% *k
= J3+ 37

Here, by Lemma A.1(1) and Theorem 3.1,

1] S
srsc f S0 (tn — )l f 1500 — LX)l 20 duds
0 0

11 s
scf (tm—s)“*'f(s—u)“*‘duds
0 0

<C ',

With Proposition 3.2 at hand, applying Proposition 2.1 with u = % —-&, V= min{% +(y— %)Jr,l —¢&} and

G = F o X shows that for any s € [t,7;;1) with j=1,--- ,m—1,

L ar o, Ly
||TF0X(S) _ 'Y'FOX(tj)”LZ(_Q’H) < C(S(Z _ t;l/) + Ctj 2h1'l’11[1{(l+ 25+(7 2) 8,1]’

which together with (4.5), (4.4) and the Beta function implies

m-1 1jv1
ey f 100t — M2 Trox(s) = Trox(t)ll 200 ds
j=1

j=1"1

1j+1 | minfa-+ 2% +( ,l)+,g l}m—l fiv1 | el
scE f (tn—5)"" (s =1{)ds + Ch ARG § f (tm=9)""'1; *ds
t : 1
Jj=1 J
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Im

i ar Iy _ 1
<R p oyt el [ el emads

|

< Ctrzna_lhmin{a#;—gﬂyf%)+7s,l}'
Thus, we obtain
H ar _ 1yt
J3 < CRo pmintat i)t e ) (4.8)

As for J4, it holds that

m—1

1j+1 S
J4§”Z(:) f Soltm— $)F'(X(1))) f Sy(s —u)dW(u)ds
J= J J

12(Q.H)

m=l i 1
+| ; f,, Soltm — $)F'(X(t))) fo Sy(s=w)= St~ wdWwds|,
= JF T (4.9)

Here, it follows from the linearity of F, the independence of the noise increments, Lemma A.1(1), (2.7) and
Cauchy—Schwarz’s inequality that

m—1 . s 2
*2 ! — -
I3 SC]Z:(;“L So(tm S)jl; Sy(s ”)dW(”)ds“LZ(Q,H)

m—1

Ij+1 r S
scjz_(;( ft, 1A% So(tm = 9L | ft, Sy(s=wdWaw)|, ., ds)
m—1

Lj+1 1= (k=p) a+yfl 2
<CY (| =98 (s=1))"2ds)
: t

J

~
Il
o

+1

m=1 ‘s
1 Jj+l J @
SChQ((H)’*Q)Zf (l‘m—S)zsilde (tm_s)Za 1-5 (k=) sts
j=0 Y1 i

< Ch2 min{a+ g_/; +(y— 5 ) —ea+y) )

Similarly, by the linearity of F, J;* can be further split into

2
LX(Q.H)

m-1 tj+1 1j
ey f Soltm - 5) fo Sy(s =)= Syt~ wydWa)ds
j=0 Y1

Zit1

1
+C >0 B Solta—9) fo Sy(s—u) =S, (t; — u)dW(u)ds,

0<i<j<m-1 li

" So(tm=1) f ' Sy(1 =) = 8y(tj = v)AW(v)dr)
[j 0

= CIT+CIS. (4.10)

Then, using Lemma A.1, (2.8) and Cauchy—Schwarz’s inequality shows

Li+el 1j
[ 1A% ot Mg [ S5t5=10- 8,0, ~wawe)

m—
* %
.14’] < Z LZ(Q’Hrfx)ds)
]:
m
<C

0( !
S

2 mi L = ‘it 2e—1 ‘vl 20—1-%(k—r)-2¢&
<Ch min{a+y=7,1-¢} Z f (lm - S) & de (tin - S) B ds
j—O lj 1

J

1
fiv] .
fﬁ (tm— S)Q*l*%(K*r)(s _ tj)mm{aer—%,l—g}ds)z
- t

J
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< Ch2 min{a-+ §5+(y~ Ly —saty,l }'

The estimate of J;7 is deferred to Lemma 4.2. With Lemma 4.2 in mind, collecting the above estimates
about J4 implies

Ju < Chmin{a+‘2’—[§+(yf é )+7s,l,a+yfs}. (4.1 1)

Therefore, combining the estimates (4.3), (4.6)—(4.8), (4.11) and the fact J5 = 0 as well as applying the
singular-type Gronwall’s inequality completes the proof of Theorem 4.1. O

In order to bound JZ;, we prepare the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1 Leta€R, b <1, ¢ <1 and the integer M > 2. For j€{0,1,--- ,M}, put t; = j%. Then there
exists some positive constant C = C(a,b,c,T) such that

i C, ifa+b+c<?2,
sup f f tm—8) (tw — 1) " (1— 5)"¢drds <{CIn M, ifa+b+c=2,
2<m<M0<l<]<m 1 CMa+b+C_2, ifa+b+c>2.

Proof Using the change of variables and the Beta function shows

tit+1 t]+l b
f f tn—8)" %ty —7)""(t—5)"“drds
0<i<j<m—1

Tm—1 m
< f f (tm — S)_a(tm - T)_b(T - S)_CdeS
0
Im us
= f f w7 —v)~dvdu
5] 0

=B(1-b,1-0¢) f ulm@rbraqy,
4l

Then, the proof can be completed by the direct calculations. O

Lemma 4.2 Let J ** be defined by (4.10). Then there exists some positive constant C such that
*k 2minfa+ 2 +(y— 1)t —&,1a+y—s)
Ji5 <Ch ¥ 2 .

Proof To facilitate the proof, for s € (411, T € (t,2j+1] with 0 <7 < j <m—1, introduce
K; j(5,7) := B(So(tw - 5) fo ' Sy (s —u) = Sy(t; — uydW(u),
So(tm 1) fo ’ Sy(7 =) = Syt = V)AW(W)),
Ki(s,7) = fo ' Sy (s — ) = Sy (ti = w)l| () ISy (T — ) = Syt — W)l ey due.
In fact, one can derive from [10, Corollary 4.29] that
Kij(s,7) = fo ! Tr(So(tm = T)(Sy (T = 1) = Sy(t; — ) (S, (5 = 1) = Syt — 1)) So b — 5))dut

< fol ||Q% (Sy(s—u) = Sy(t; = )So(tm — Sl £,(H)
X IIQ% (Sy(r—u) = S,(tj =) So(tim — Tl £, zrydu

<1142 Q1P 1y 1A T So(tm — ) lIA T Soltm — Dll iy X K (5.7,

which together with Assumption 1.1 and Lemma A.1(1) indicates

tit+1 1j+1
JZE Z f fj K j(s,7)drds

0<i<j<m-1
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liv] tj+1 T
f f _ a/ 1— ZB(K r)(t )a l*m(K*r)K:j(s’T)des‘ (412)

0<l<j<m 1

Here, it follows from Lemma A.1(2)—(3) that for s € (#;,#;41], T € (¢}, 41 ] With0 < i< j<m—1,
C Jy (i—wyrr=t = (s—u)"”—l)((tj —w) ™ (=)™ Ndu, ifa+ye(s, D),

Ko <{C [ —ldvf w™'dwdu, ifa+y=1,
C [ ((s—uyr+r~ L (=)™ ) (=) = (1 —w)? Y Ndu, if a+ye(1,2].

Next, we put s € (¢, 111, T € (¢j,2j11] with 0 < i < j <m— 1 and estimate J; 7 in three cases.
Case l:a+ye (%, 1). By the change of variables, it holds that

foti(fi _ u)a+7—1((tj _ u)a+7—1 (- u)a+y—1)du
=" fo l(1 =) (@t - 1) = (= 1) Ddy
< s fo l (L= (1= v = (r = sw)® Hdy
- fo X(s — )N (- w7 = (1 - )™ du
Then,
K}i(s,7) < C( fo li(ti — ) N (- = (1w du
_ jo‘s(s _ M)a/+y—1((tj — ) (= u)a+y—1)du
+ fs(s — )" Nt~ — (- u)a”_l)du)
ti
<C f S(s ) (1~ w7 — (=)™ du
t
When j > i+ 1, using the mean value theorem and 7 — s < 2(¢; — u) with u € [t;, s] shows
Kl(s,)<C f S(s ) N r =)t - )2t - w) ' Fdu(r - 5)°!
.

s
< Ch(t—s5)*"! f (s —u)?@rr=D-gqy
1

< CRH O =E(r — g)F7L,

When j =i+ 1, one has 7— s < 2k, which indicates
K;j(s, 7)< Cj;s(s — )Nt =y N duh' (v - 5)*!
< Ch'8(r=s)*! fs(s —u)X @ r=Dgy
< CHH@ =8 (7 - s)‘:_l.
Thus, K:j(s, 7) < Ch*@*V)=8(7 — 5)*~! Then, by recalling (4.12) and using Lemma 4.1,
I < Cp2mintaty.at 8+ Iy)-e

Case 2: a +vy = 1. Using the change of variables gives

1 S T
Kl.*j(s, 7)< Cf f v-uw® - u)fgdvf (w=u)* N (w—-u)®dwdu
’ 0 t; tj
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1 S T
< Cf ;- u)s_l(tj —u)®! f - u)_sdvf (w—u)"*dwdu
0 t; tj

i
<Ch*% f (t:— ) (t;— w)* ' du.
0

When j > i+ 1, it follows from 7 — s < 2(¢; — u) with u € [0, #;] that

1
K}i(s,7) < Ch*™>* f (ti— ) (t;—w)* N (tj—w) Pdu(r - 5)*' < CH* (- 5)* 1.
0

When j=1i+1, it follows from ¢; —u > h with u € [0,#;] and 7 — s < 2h that
1
K} (s,7) < Ch'™* f (ti—w  du(r— )"t - 5" < Ch* 2 (r - 5)" .
’ 0

Thus, Kl.*j(s, 7)< Ch*22(r - s)*~'. Then, by recalling (4.12) and using Lemma 4.1,

JrE < Chz min{La+§5+(y- Hr-2e
42 = .

Case 3: a +vy € (1,2]. Applying the mean value theorem shows

1
Kl(s,)<C f (ti—w) ™ (s —1:)(t;— w)* X~ t))du
0

<CH fo ti(t,- — )72t - ) 2 du.
When a+vy € (%,2], one gets
K}i(s,1) <CH’ fo li(ti —u)? @ =Ddy < Ch>.
When a+vy e (1, %] and j > i+ 1, it follows from 7 —s < 2(¢; — u) with u € [0, ;] that

i 3 3
K:j(s, T) < Ch2 \fo‘ (t[ _ M)a+y72(tj _ M)a+y72(tj _ u)72(0+777)+8du (T _ S)2((1/+’}/*2)*8
1
< CH¥ (1 — s)2@tr=3)-e f (ti—w)® 'du
0
< CR(7 - sy,
When a+vy e (1, %] and j =i+ 1, it follows from #; —u > h with u € [0, ;] and 7 — 5 < 2A that
1
K:j(s, T) < Ch2 \fo‘ (tl _ u)(]/+’y—2(tj _ u)2(0+7)—3—8(tj _ u)l—((l+}/)+8du
i
< cplery-l-¢ f (t — u)g—l du(t - s)fz(myf%)w(T_ S)2(a+77%)7s
0
< Ch(7— )Xor=3)7¢,
Thus, Kl.*j(s, 7) < Ch*(1— s)mi"{o’z(“”’%)’g}. Then, by recalling (4.12) and using Lemma 4.1,
JZ; < Chz min{l,a+ % +(y— ; )" *8}.

Hence, the proof is completed.
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Proof of Theorem 4.2. Under Assumption 1.2, the estimates (4.6)—(4.8) also hold. Thus, it remains to
re-estimate J4 and Js. As shown in (4.9), J4 has been broken down into JZ and JZ‘*. Using the independence
of the noise increments Assumption 1.2, Lemma A.1(1) and (2.7), Cauchy—Schwarz’s inequality and the
identity e +y—3 - =(y-Ht+ (’2‘2’ reveals

Q.H)

22 = Z” f Soltm — $)F'(X(1))) f S,,(s—u)dW(u)ds

SCZ_(;( f " WSt = 9l f S,(s —wdW(w)
Jj= J
m—1
<cS |
Jj=0

m—1 f: f:
s 1+ Jj+1 Jj+1
< Chz(zﬁ(r+80)+(7 2) ) § f (tm_s)zs—ldsf (tm_s)Za—l—sts
-_ l' lj

2
12(Q.H) s)

l_/+l 1l_a 2
f (tm = )"~ 1(5 l‘)a+y : B r)ds)
t

J

< Ch2(mm a-¢,5 zﬁ(r+80)+()’*2)+)' (4.13)

According to Lemma A.1(1), (4.1), Holder’s inequality, Theorem 3.1 and (2.8), one has

m=1 Ljv] 5
=0 tj
m- t]+1 ad 7
11—
Zf tm—5)" 2/f(]+||X(tj)||L4(Q’Hr))‘\f(; Sy(s_u)_Sy(tj_M)dW(u)"L4(Q’H—r)ds
j=0
l
Ch2* 3@, ifa+y=1,
< | camingmintezriso- b 1 ifa+y#1.
Thus, it follows from (4.9) and (4.13) that
1,
Ch§+$(2r—l<) if @+ :1’
i< a2 1 ey 4.14)
Cp™intap mint G 2 el ifa+y#1,
where we used the following inequality
1 asy _ |7 +35Q2r—n), ifa+y=1,
min{a — s—}+—+(y——)Jr > 20 2.5 I\t  agy -
228 28 spmin{k,2r}+(y—3)" + 57, ifa+y#L

Here, the proof of the case @ +vy =1 is not difficult, and it is used in the case @ +y # 1 that

. 1
< —&, =)
< min{a — &, 2}

R

gmln{K rr} < 15 < —
23 282 7 2

For Js, making use of the condition (4.2), Lemma A.1(1) and Theorem 3.1, we have

m—1 . ¢ ¢
Js < Zf 1A2 So(tm = N enllA™2 RE, j($)ll 20,11y A

m—1 .
1-
<O [ " I X g0
j=0 V1j

Further applying Theorem 3.1, Proposition 3.2, (4.4) and the Beta function yields

" % i 2 (y— L)+
Js sCf (tn—5)" "B (s—1;)" ™0 BO7 g
0
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[j+] g sopar 1Nt
o N A O s R
j=1 Y1

Im

a-1-2% sopar Iyt _1_a
<Ct, Ph+CpMMprODNE [ g 2oy

3|

=1-55 dmin % +(-1)*.4)
<Cry B im0y

a-1-% or inoo, Ly 1o
Cty, PhFHmROTINI5), ifa+y=1,
"o Y (4.15)

Ct‘y"’%hmin{% minfk 2rl+(y=H*I-e} e y#1
m B .
Here, for the case a +7 # 1, the last step also used the inequality
a ar _ar 1
—minfk—7,7r< — < —+(y-=)".
2% { } % <25 r=3)

Finally, collecting the estimates (4.3), (4.6)—(4.8), (4.14) and (4.15) as well as applying the singular-type
Gronwall’s inequality completes the proof of Theorem 4.2. O

4.2 Freidlin—Wentzell type LDP

Applying the MLE integrator to (3.10), then the associated numerical solution Y}, ~ X¢(,) can be formu-
lated as

m=1" i i
Y;l =Si-otm)Xo + Z f] So(tm — S)F(Y;)ds + \/Ef Sy(tm - 5)dW(s),
j:0 [j 0

where m = 1,2,---,M and Yg = Xp. Further, one can also define the continuified numerical solution Y€ =
{Y<(1),1 € 10,T1]} by

! !
YE(r) = S1_o(H) X0 + f So(t—)F(Y<(Ls]n)ds + Ve f Syt — )dW(s),
0 0

where [ s], :=h [%] with [ -] being the floor function. The following proposition states the Freidlin—Wentzell
type LDP of the continuified numerical solution {Y*}¢-¢.

Proposition 4.1 Let Xy € LP(Q, H?) for some p > 2 and Assumptions 1.1-1.2 hold. Then the continuified
numerical solution {Y€}e~q satisfies an LDP on C([0,T],H) as € — 0 with the good rate function I M given
by

1 T
™(x) = inf — f v(s)i2ds, xeC(0,T1,H),
[ver?((0.11.Ho).x=2},} 2 Jo

where Z), ={Z} (1),t € [0,T]} is the solution of the following skeleton equation

f f
Zy () =S1-o(DXo + f So(t—$)F(Zy,(Lsln)ds + f S,y (1= s)v(s)ds, te[0,7T].
0 0

The proof of Proposition 4.1 is similar to that of Theorem 3.2, so it is omitted. The readers are referred
to [4, 5] for more results on the LDPs for numerical methods of stochastic differential equations. The
following theorem reveals that the large deviation rate function I of {Y€}..o I'-converges to the large
deviation rate function 7 of {X€}., as the partition parameter M tends to infinity. We refer to [12] for a
detailed introduction of the I"-convergence.

Theorem 4.3 Let Xy € LP(Q,H?) for some p > 2 and Assumptions 1.1-1.2 hold. Then the sequence
{IM}MGN+ I'-converges to I on C([0,T],H) as M — oo, i.e., the following properties hold:

(1) For any x € C([0,T], H) and any sequence {xp}pen, converging to x in C([0,T], H),

11Ar4ninf1M (xp) = 1(x).
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(2) Forany x € C([0,T],H), there is a recovery sequence {xy}men, converging to x in C([0,T], H) such that

limsup ™ (xpr) < I(x).

M—o0

Proof (1) Without loss of generality, we assume that K¢ := liminf; ., I (xj) < oo; otherwise the proof is
completed. Let {x37}pen, be any sequence converging to x in C([0, 7], H). Then there exists a subsequence
{Mi}ren, satisfying

lglnianM () = lim Mk(xp,) = Ko € [0, 00).

Consequently, there exists some positive constant K; such that 7/ (xpm,) £ K for all k € N,. According to
the definition of I™, there exists a sequence {vy, hken, C Lz([O, T1,Hp) such that Z;/IM: = xp, and

1 T
Ef ar ()gds < IMe(xp )+ M, keNy, (4.16)
0

which leads to {va, Jren, € S2(k,+1)- Since So(k,+1) endowed with the weak topology of L*([0,T],Hp) is a
compact Polish space, for arbitrarily subsequence {gi}ren, € (v, Jken, , there exists a further subsequence

of {gr}ker, , still denoted by {g}ren, , such that gx N g for some g € So(k,+1) as k — co. According to Lemma
3.2, we have that Z% = X% — 78 in C([0,T], H) as k — .
By virtue of (3.19) with 7. = 0, we have that forall ve Sy,

: ar 1
12 (1) = Z°(s)|| < Ct — 5)™™M@F0-2")  yo<s<r<T.

Based on the singular Gronwall’s inequality, one has that

P ar _1\+
sup 120, = Z" leqo.rym < CM™ ™M 50727, (4.17)

veSy

Thus x = limg 0 Xpy, = limyo ZLM; = limg—e0 Z"™™k in C([0,T], H). Taking into account that {gi}ren, is a
subsequence of {vay, ke, , we deduce Z8 = limy—,e0 Z8% = limy_,00 Z"™k = x and thus by (4.16),

1 (7 1 T
I(x) < = f lg(s)l5ds < = liminf f lgk(s)I3ds < liminf I (xpz,) = liminf 1 (x).
2 0 2 k—oo 0 k—o0 M—oco

(2) Without loss of generality, we assume that /(x) < co; otherwise the conclusion holds naturally. From
the definition of I, there exists a sequence {vas}yen, < Lz([O, T1, Hy) such that Z"™ = x and

1 T
I(x) > Ef PMRds-M™',  VYMeN,.
0
This also implies {vy}men, € Soxn+1). Define xp := ZX%. Then it follows from (4.17) that

—mi ar _1y+
lxar — xlicqo.rm = 123y = Z"™lleqo,rm) < CM minte 3 =30 0, as M — oo.

In addition,
M 1 T M 2 —1
I (xy) < ) P (9)lgds < I(x)+ M, YMeN,,
0

which proves limsup,,_,., I (x)r) < I(x), as required. O
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A Estimates of solution operator

We introduce the Mittag—LefHler function and some basic inequalities, which are taken from [23, Chapter
1.2]. Puta € (0, 1) and b € R. The Mittag—Lefter function is defined by

o0 k
Z
Eq.p(2) = g Takib) forzeC.

For any real number ¢ € “2—”,6177), there exists some constant C = C(a,b,c) > 0 such that
Eap@l<CA+1DT,  c<lag@l <7 (A1)
When b = a, (A.1) can be refined as
Eea@<CA+1D72,  c<larg@l <7 (A2)
In addition, for any n € [0,1] and 2 > O,

d _
&[l‘aﬂl 1Ea,a+7](_/ua)] = {

— AUV E, (=AY, ifa+n=1,

A3
E2E g 1 (A1), ifa+n# 1L (A-3)

Lemma A.1 LetO<s<t<T, a€(0,1), Be€(0,1] and n € [0,1]. Then there exists some positive constant
C independent of t and s such that Sy(-) defined by (1.6) has the following estimates:

(1) For any p <2p,
IAZ S, (Ol 2oy < CH171 75"
(2) When a+n =1, for any p € [-28,20],
1A% (S1-0(0) = S1-a(Nl 21y < C f W Fdu
(3) When a+n+ 1, for any p <2p,
IAZ (S, (£) = Sy()ll oy < € f R L

Proof (1) It can be obtained by [18, Lemma 3.6] with trivial extensions, so the detail is omitted.
(2) By (A.3) and (A.2), for any p € [-2(3,2/3], one can derive

L
IAZ(S1-a(D) = St—a(L2cr) = sup (AN E a1 (~1") = Ea (=251}
>

P !
=sup (1¢] I = E o (~Hfudu

B anl+4

1 @ /l u 2B
SCsup{fu_l_ﬁLdu

i1\ Js (1+ Xuey

T
< Cf u  28du.
P
(3) When p € [0,28], it follows from (A.3) and (A.1) that

p g - -
1AZ (S, () = Syl ey = sup{d,f [+ 'Ea,w(—dft“) — gt Ea,w(—ﬂfsan}
k>1

{ 5
=supjd
PSR

/ B a\ds
<C sup{ f W% Mdu
k=1 Js 1+/l€u"

!
f U2 E g oyt (=)
N
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1 ap
< Cf w278 Ay,
s

While for any p <0,

1
IAZ (S, (1) = Sy(sDll2iary < CISy (D) = Sy(9)ll ) < € f 2 du.

Hence, the proof is completed. O

Lemma A.2 Let o,B,,k be given as in Assumption 1.1 and p € [—«,«k]. Then there exists some positive
constant C independent of t and s such that for any 0 < s <t < T,

(1) When a+vy =1,
" Al 2 23-%)
f lAZ(S1-a(t—u) = Si-a(s — M))HL(H)du <C@—s)"2 #.
0
(2) Whena+y+#landp=(a+y- 1)%},
S
188010 - 8,65 )y < Cla— sy
0
(3) When a+y # 1 andp # (@+y- 12,
oo 2 2minfa+y—4 -2t 1-¢})
f IA2(Sy (1= u) = Sy(s =)l du < Ct = 5) 2788
0
Proof To facilitate the proof, we firstly give the estimate

S t 2 S t 1 t 3
f f(v—u)fldv' duﬁf f(v—u)fidvf(v—u)fidvdu
0 K 0 s K

<C(t-s)? f (= )% = (s—u)"2|du
0
<C(t-s). (A4)

(1) Applying Lemma A.1(2) and the change of variables shows

s, s t—u a2 s t w2
f ||A7(Sl_a(t—u)—Sl_a(s—u))Hi(H)du < Cf |f v _Edv| du = Cf f(v—u)_ “2dv| du.
0 0 s—u 0 s

Thus, when p =0, (A.4) yields the desired result; while p € [—«,0) U (0,«], it follows from [11, Lemma 3.2]
that

S oop ) § _a _ap\2 1-2
A2 (S1-a(t=10) = St-als =l gpdu < € | ((t=w) % ~(s=u) ¥ ) du<Ct=5)""7F,
0 0

where the last step also used the fact —% € (—%, %). Indeed, it follows from @ +vy =1 and x = min{(a@ +7y —
%)%”,2,8} — g that —g—g € (—%, %), since

o if € (0, %], then k =28 —¢p and p € (-28,2p3);
s g andp € (—g,g).

o ifae(§,1),thenk="E-

(2) Whena+y e (%, 1), using Lemma A.1(3) and [11, Lemma 3.2] reads
- 2 ' +y—1 +y—1\2 2Aa+y-1)
f ||A2(Sy(t—u)—Sy(s—u))IIL(H)duSCf (=)™ = (=)™ ) du < C(t—s)" 772,
0 0

While @ +vy € (1,2), using Lemma A.1(3) with p = (¢ +7y — 1)3—[” > 0 as well as (A.4) reveals

S S 1
f IAZ (S, (1 =) — Sy (s — )l rydue < C f f (v—u'dv 'Zdu <C(t-s).
0 0 s
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(3) It follows from Lemma A.1(3) and [11, Lemma 3.2] that
S
L
fo 1A% (S, (1 = 1) = Sy(s = )|, du

' aty—1-Lpt aty—1-Lp* 2
<C ((t—u) B _ (s —u) 3 )du
0

2— . _ 3\ 28

C(t—s)"%, o lprOandp_(a_}_)/_z)E’

2minfa+y-1-%1) . 3,28

< C@t-s) 7% ifp>0andp # (@+y—-3)T,
C(t—5)*7%, ifp<Oanda+y=3,
Ct—s)P™mlorr=3.1 ifp<Oand a+y # 3

i _l_a
SC(t_s)Zmln[(Hy 37 26P L1 s}.

The proof is completed. o

B The multiplicative noise case

Consider the stochastic space-time fractional diffusion equation with multiplicative noise
UM +APU®) = F(UW) + I [o(U ) W(n)], Ve (0,T] (B.1)
with U(0) = Xo, where o satisfies the following assumption.

Assumption B.1 Ler @ €(0,1), € (0,1], y € [0,1] with a+7y > % Leto:H — LZ(Q%(H),HV_K)for some
r € (0,«] with k := min{(a+7y — %)za—ﬁ,ZB} — &0 (g0 > 0 is arbitrarily small). Moreover, there exists L > 0 such
that

14T @02 |, ) < LA+ 1), Ve,
@) =)0, < Lie-pl,  VoueH.

Notice that if for all ¢ € H, o(¢) = I is the identity operator on H, then Assumption B.1 is equivalent to
Assumption 1.1. Hence Theorem 3.1 is a special version of the following theorem.

Theorem B.1 (existence and uniqueness) Let Xy € LP(Q, H) with some p > 2, and Assumptions B.1 and
1.2 hold. Then Eq. (B.1) admits a unique mild solution U € C([0,T],LP(2,H)) given by

t
Ut) = Si1—o(0)Xo+ f So(t—$s)F(U(s))ds + fS),(t— $)o(U(s))dW(s), te[0,T].
0 0

Proof Let w > 0 to be determined and denote v := min{a,2(a +7y — %)}. Set

Ey 1 (@tY)

E P I/p
CU0,T], LV (2, H))e := {¢ € C([O,T],L”(Q,H))‘||¢||w,n = S{gg](m) < "O}-
tel0,

Note that it is a Banach space, since the weighted norm || - ||, is equivalent to the standard norm of
C([0,T],LP(2,H)) for the fixed @ > 0 and p > 2. For any U € C([0,T], LP(2,H)), define

t
TU() :=Si1-o()Xo+ f So(t—$)F(U(s))ds+ fSy(t— $)o(U(s))dW(s), te[0,T].
0 0

Invariance: Let U € C([0,T],LP(2,H))s be arbitrary. It follows from the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy
inequality (see e.g., [10]), Lemma A.1(1), Assumptions B.1 and 1.2 that

s
T UONr,m < NS1-@Oll 21 Xollzro,m) + f IS0 (t = ) e IF U ))lLro,mds
0

e ) re 1o 1/2
+C( AT Sy (1= 9l A UGNz, 11 95)
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[
<C+ Cf (- S)a_lds(1 + ||U||C([O,T],U’(Q,H)))
0

! e ey 12
C(f(t—s)z(wy B ds) (1+1Ullcqor @)
0
<C, Vtel[0,T],

which implies 77U € C([0,T], LP(2, H)). This means that the space C([0,T], LP(Q, H)) is invariant under
the mapping 7.

Contraction: Let Uy, U, € C([0,T],LP(2, H))4 be arbitrary. According to the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy
inequality, Lemma A.1(1), Assumptions B.1 and 1.2, and Holder’s inequality, one can read

EIT Ui - T Ua)l” < fo 100 = Lz IF(U1(5) = FWUa(s)Dliremds)”

!
+C( fo 1S, (t = )1, g I (U1 (5) = H(Ua(D)Q3 B s ds)

1
c( fo (t= 9" NUI(s) - Ua($)lIr@mnds)”

!
_ p/2
+C( f (t= s DNU () = Ua(3)I7p g 115

<Co f (=" U1(5) = Ua()II] g
Then, it follows from % fol(t — )V E, 1 (wsV)ds < E,, 1 (wt¥) that
EITU\() =T U0l _

Ey 1 (wt?) - Ey, I(Wl‘")
< Col'(v)
w

f (t— )" E, 1 (ws?)ds||Uy - Uall%,

U1 -Ually, . Y2e€[0,T].

Since the positive constant Cy is independent of @, one can take @ = 2PCol (v) such that |7 U; =7 Us|l,p <
%IIUI — Usllw,p» and the mapping 7 is therefore a contraction on C([0,T], LP(Q, H)).

As aresult, the mapping 7~ admits a unique fixed point in C([0,T], LP(£2, H)), so the model (B.1) admits
a unique mild solution U € C([0, T, LP(2, H)). The proof is completed. O

Proposition B.1 Let p > 2, and Assumptions B.1 and 1.2 hold.
(1) If Xo € LP(Q,H"), then U € C([0,T],LP(Q,H")).
(2) If Xo € LP(Q, H?P), then there exists some positive constant C such that

U@ - USrom < Clt— )™ @F0D  yo<s<i<T.

(3) If Xo € LP(Q, H?P), then there exists some positive constant Cg such that

1 inf & _1 _
U = Ullnamn < Cos® 2 (1 —)™MFH0-D08 - yocgcr<,

Proof For the multiplicative noise case, we redefine the stochastic convolution

!
Agor/(t) := f Sy(t—)o(U(s))dW(s),  Vre[0,T].
0

Then U(f) = S1-o(0)X0 + TFou(t) + Agopy(?). In terms of the proof of the properties (1)—(3), the estimate of
Si1—o(O)Xo + Troy(t) are the same as that of S;_, ()Xo + V' Fox(?) in the proofs of Propositions 3.1 and 3.2.
Hence it suffices to prove the properties (1)—(3) for the special case that U(?) = Agou/(?) (ie., Xo = 0 and
F=0).

By the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality, Lemma A.1(1) and Assumption B.1,

IV g e, = Ao Ol 1
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t
[ Ik 1
Scf ”AZS)/(I_S)HZL(H)”A 2 O-(U(S))QZH%p(Q’LZ(H))dS
0
4 akK
<C f (=" ANV o p)ds.  Vre[0,T],
0 ,

in which the norm |- ||zr(@.5) can be further bounded by Cl|- |5 gry- Thus the singular-type Gronwall’s
inequality yields the spatial regularity result U € C([0,T],LP(Q, H")).
When U(#) = Asou/(t), the properties (2) and (3) can be obtained by the following inequality

. ar 1\+
1Agor (1) = Agor($)llLr@.in < Ct— ™™ ™07 yo<s<r<T. (B.2)

Therefore it suffices to prove (B.2). Indeed, similarly to the proof of Proposition 2.2, using the Burkholder—
Davis—Gundy inequality, Lemma A.1, Assumption B.1 and Theorem B.1 shows

2

!
Moo ® = Aot NEng.m < C|| f S)(t=DoWEawa|,

2

i C“ fo (Sy(t=1) = Sy(s =)o (U(0))dW(7)

LP(Q.H)

t
<C f 19,6 = W ENQ3 [} 01 9T
+C fo (S (t=1) = Sy(s = D)o (U(x) 0 “Z’(Q,Lz(H))dT
1 —r r—Kk
<€ [, 0= 0 4% O g e

+ cfo‘ |45 (S (1= 7) - Sy (s —T))HZL(H)”A%KO'(U(T))QEI ||ip(Q’L2(H»dT

2l .
< C(t— S)Z((l+}/—%_2l(/(_r)) + C(t_ S) (2. 2ﬂ(K rl))» 1fa’+7 = ]’
C(t— S)Zmln{a+y—7—Z—(K—r),l—s}, ifcy+y 1
S C(t_ S)Zmin{%+(77é)+’lig}7
as required. The proof is completed. ]
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