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WENTZELL-FREIDLIN LARGE DEVIATION PRINCIPLE FOR THE

STOCHASTIC CONVECTIVE BRINKMAN-FORCHHEIMER EQUATIONS

MANIL T. MOHAN'"

ABSTRACT. This work addresses some asymptotic behavior of solutions to the stochastic
convective Brinkman-Forchheimer (SCBF) equations perturbed by multiplicative Gaussian
noise in bounded domains. Using a weak convergence approach of Budhiraja and Dupuis, we
establish the Laplace principle for the strong solution to the SCBF equations in a suitable
Polish space. Then, the Wentzell-Freidlin large deviation principle is derived using the
well known results of Varadhan and Bryc. The large deviations for short time are also
considered in this work. Furthermore, we study the exponential estimates on certain exit
times associated with the solution trajectory of the SCBF equations. Using contraction
principle, we study these exponential estimates of exit times from the frame of reference
of Freidlin-Wentzell type large deviations principle. This work also improves several LDP
results available in the literature for the tamed Navier-Stokes equations as well as Navier-
Stokes equations with damping in bounded domains.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the convective Brinkman-Forchheimer (CBF') equations subject

to external random forcing and study some asymptotic behavior of its solution. The CBF
equations in a bounded domain O C R" (n = 2,3) with a smooth boundary 0O are given

by

du _ Au+ (u-Vyu+au+ plu/"tu+Vp=~f, in Ox(0,7T),

ot
V.ou=0, in Ox(0,T),
u=0 on 00 x (0,7),
u(0) =up in O,

/Op(x,t)dx =0, in (0,7).

\

(1.1)

Physically, the convective Brinkman-Forchheimer equations (I.1]) describe the motion of in-
compressible fluid flows in a saturated porous medium. One can also consider these equations
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as a modification (by an absorption term au+ BJu|""'u) of the classical Navier-Stokes equa-
tions. Here u(¢,x) € R™ represents the velocity field at time ¢ and position z, p(¢,x) € R
denotes the pressure field, f(¢,2) € R™ is an external forcing. The final condition in (I.1))
is imposed for the uniqueness of the pressure p. The constant p represents the positive
Brinkman coefficient (effective viscosity), the positive constants o and /3 represent the Darcy
(permeability of porous medium) and Forchheimer (proportional to the porosity of the ma-
terial) coefficients, respectively. The absorption exponent r € [1,00) and r = 3 is known as
the critical exponent. In the deterministic setting, the global solvability results of the system
(L)) are known in the literature and interested readers are referred to see [I], 19} 26| [34], etc.

The works [4l, B1], B2, 41], etc discuss the global solvability and asymptotic behavior of
solutions to the stochastic counterpart of the (1) and related models in the whole space or
on a torus. These papers showed the existence of a unique strong solution

u € L?(;L>(0, T; HY(0))) N L*(0, T; H*(0)), (1.2)

with P-a.s., paths in C([0, T]; H'(0)), for ug € L*(; H'(O)). In bounded domains, there is
a technical difficulty in getting the strong solutions to the SCBF equations (LI]) with the
regularity given in ([2). The major difficulty in working with bounded domains is that
Pu(Ju|"~'u) (Py : L?(O) — H is the Helmholtz-Hodge orthogonal projection) need not be
zero on the boundary, and Py and —A are not necessarily commuting (see Example 2.19,
[39]). This implies that the equality

/O (—Au()) - [u(@)|" u(z)dz

2 r—1 r—1 r—3 2|2
- /o V(o)) e+ /o (@) "]V |u(a)]2Pdz, (1.3)

may not be useful in the context of bounded domains. The authors in [I7, 28, 29, [30],
43| 51], etc considered stochastic 3D tamed Navier-Stokes equations and related models
on bounded domains with Dirichlet boundary conditions and addressed various problems
like global solvability, existence of random attractors, existence and uniqueness of invariant
measures, stability, etc. As far as the strong solutions are concerned, some of these works
proved regularity results in the space provided in ([.2]), by using the estimate given in
(L3), which may not hold true always. Recently, the author in the work [35] considered
the SCBF equations perturbed by multiplicative Gaussian noise and showed the existence
and uniqueness of strong solutions in a larger space than (L2]) and discussed about some
asymptotic behavior of strong solutions. The existence and uniqueness of strong solutions
to SCBF equations (r > 3, for any p and 8, r = 3 for 28 > 1) in bounded domains with
uy € L2(;1L3(0))) is obtained in the space

L2(Q; L>(0, T; L*(0)) N L0, T Hg(0))) N LY L0, T L7H0)),  (1.4)

with P-a.s. paths in C([0,T];L*(O)). The monotonicity as well as the demicontinuity prop-
erties of the linear and nonlinear operators and a stochastic generalization of the Minty-
Browder technique are exploited the proofs. The energy equality (It6’s formula) satisfied
by the SCBF equations is established by approximating the strong solution using the finite-
dimensional space spanned by the first n eigenfunctions of the Stokes operator, which can
approximate functions defined on smooth bounded domains in such a way that the approx-
imations are bounded and converge in both Sobolev and Lebesgue spaces simultaneously.
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The stability results as well as existence and uniqueness of invariant measures are also dis-
cussed in the work [35]. The well-posedness and asymptotic behavior of strong solutions to
the SCBF equations perturbed by pure jump noise is considered in the work [36].

The large deviations theory is one of the classical areas in probability theory with many
deep developments and variety of applications. The theory of large deviations deals with
the probabilities of rare events that are exponentially small as a function of some parame-
ter. In the case of stochastic differential equations, this parameter can be considered as the
amplitude of the noise perturbing a dynamical system. The works [5], 8 14, 27], etc devel-
oped the Wentzell-Freidlin type large deviation estimates for a class of infinite dimensional
stochastic differential equations. Large deviation principles for the 2D stochastic Navier-
Stokes equations driven by Gaussian noise have been established in [I1], 46], etc. A large
deviation principle of Freidlin-Wentzell type for the stochastic tamed 3D Navier-Stokes equa-
tions driven by multiplicative noise in the whole space or on a torus is established in [42].
Small time large deviations principles for the stochastic 3D tamed Navier-Stokes equations
in bounded domains is established in the work [43]. Large deviation principle for 3D tamed
Navier-Stokes equations driven by multiplicative Lévy noise in periodic domains is estab-
lished in [22]. The authors in the work [29] obtained a small time large deviation principle
for the stochastic 3D Navier-Stokes equation with damping in bounded domains. But the
authors used the estimate (L3 to obtain the existence of a global strong solution and they
exploited the regularity given in (2)) to obtain a small time LDP. Due to the technical
difficulty discussed above in the case of bounded domains, it appears to us that the LDP
results obtained in the work [29] are true only in periodic domains. In this work, we establish
the Wentzell-Freidlin (see [20]) large deviation principle for the SCBF equations using the
well known results of Varadhan and Bryc (see [16], [48]). We also show the LDP of the strong
solutions to the SCBF equations for short time (with the regularity given in (L4) for the
velocity field), which in the finite dimensional case is the celebrated Varadhan’s large devia-
tion estimate. Furthermore, for the SCBF equations perturbed by additive Gaussian noise,
we derive an exponential inequality for the energy of the solution trajectory and examine
exit times of solutions from the R-ball by using small noise asymptotic granted by large
deviations theory.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In the next section, we define the linear
and nonlinear operators, and provide the necessary function spaces needed to obtain the
global solvability results of the system (I.T]). In section [, we formulate the SCBF equations
perturbed by Gaussian noise and discuss about the existence and uniqueness of global strong
solutions. The Wentzell-Freidlin type large deviation principle for the SCBF equations using
the well known results of Varadhan-Bryc and Budhiraja-Dupuis is established in section 4]
(Theorems .9, 1T and AT3]). The LDP for the strong solutions to the SCBF equations for
short time is studied in the section [§ (Theorem [5.2]). In section [6] we consider the SCBF
equations perturbed by additive Gaussian noise and derive an exponential inequality for the
energy of the solution trajectory (Proposition [6.4]). In the final section, we examine exit
times of solutions of the SCBF equations from the R-ball by using small noise asymptotic
granted by large deviations theory (Theorem [7.5).
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2. MATHEMATICAL FORMULATION

This section provides the necessary function spaces needed to obtain the global solvability
results of the system ([LI]). In our analysis, the parameter o does not play a major role and
we set v to be zero in (L)) in the rest of the paper.

2.1. Function spaces. Let C(O;R™) denotes the space of all infinitely differentiable func-
tions (R™-valued) with compact support in O C R". We define

V:={ueCyO,R"):V- -u=0},

H := the closure of V' in the Lebesgue space L*(O) = L*(O;R"),

V := the closure of V in the Sobolev space Hj(O) = H}(O; R™),

L? := the closure of V' in the Lebesgue space L?(Q) = LP(O;R"),
for p € (2,00). Then under some smoothness assumptions on the boundary, we characterize
the spaces H, V and I”? as H = {u € L*(O) : V-u = 0,u - n‘ao = 0}, with norm
ul|f :== [, [u(x)[*dz, where n is the outward normal to 90, V = {u € Hj(O) : V - u = 0},
with norm |[ul|? := [, [Vu(z)*dz, and L? = {u € L?(0) : V-u = 0,u-n|, }, with norm
HUHEP = [, lu(z)[Pdz, respectively. Let (-,-) denotes the inner product in the Hilbert space

H and (-, -) denotes the induced duality between the spaces V and its dual V' as well as LP
and its dual L¥', where %+ z% = 1. Note that H can be identified with its dual H'. We endow

the space VN L? with the norm lallv +||ulz,, for u € VNL? and its dual V' + LP with the
norm

inf{max(”leVr, Vil ) :v=vi4 v, vieV, vy € ]ip/}.

We first note that V € VNLP C H and V is dense in H,V and Lp , and hence VNLP is dense
in H. We have the following continuous embedding also:

VALY s H=H < V' 4+ Lot
One can define equivalent norms on VN LP and V! + L7 T as (sce [2])

)1/2

i /
lllygs = (Il + ali2,) and full,, e = inf (VI + w22 )

The following interpolation inequality is frequently used in the paper. Assume 1 < s <r <
t <00, 0 € (0,1) such that L =2+ =% and u € L*(O) NL*(O), then we have

ulll”. (2.1)

L < [l

2.2. Linear operator. Let Py : L?(O) — H denotes the Helmholtz-Hodge projection ([21]).
For p = 2, Py becomes an orthogonal projection and for 2 < p < o0, it is a bounded linear
operator. We define
Au: = —PyAu, ue D(A),
D(A): = VN H*(0).
It can be easily seen that the operator A is a non-negative self-adjoint operator in H with
V = D(AY2) and

(Au,u) = |[ul|}, forall ueV, sothat [|Auly < |ulv. (2.2)
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For a bounded domain O, the operator A is invertible and its inverse A~! is bounded, self-
adjoint and compact in H. Thus, using spectral theorem, the spectrum of A consists of an
infinite sequence 0 < Ay < Ay < ... < A, < ..., with Ay, = 00 as k — oo of eigenvalues.
Moreover, there exists an orthogonal basis {ej}72, of H consisting of eigenvectors of A such
that Ae, = Apey, for all £ € N. We know that u can be expressed as u = ZZ‘;l(u, ex)er and
Au =32 A(u, ep)eg. Thus, it is immediate that

IVullf = (Au, u) ZM\ wer)’ 2 A ) [(w e’ = Al (2.3)
=1

which is the Poincaré inequality. In this work, we also need the fractional powers of A.
For u € H and o > 0, we define A%u = Y 2 A¢(u,ex)er, u € D(A®), where D(A®) =
{fue H: > 2 A¥|(u,ex)|* < +o00}. Here D(A?) is equipped with the norm

~ 1/2
[A%ulla = (Z A (u, 6k)|2> : (2.4)
k=1

It can be easily seen that D(A?) = H, D(A'?) = V. We set V, = D(A*/?) with ||ullv, =
|A%/?u||y. Using Rellich-Kondrachov compactness embedding theorem, we know that for
any 0 < s1 < sg, the embedding D(A®?) C D(A®) is also compact.

2.3. Bilinear operator. Let us define the trilinear form b(-,-,-) : VxV xV — R by

b(u, v, W) = /@ () - V)v(a) - wla)dr = 3 / wi(x a‘gxl w, ()de.

i,j=1

If u, v are such that the linear map b(u, v, -) is continuous on V, the corresponding element
of V" is denoted by B(u,v). We also denote (with an abuse of notation) B(u) = B(u,u) =
Pg(u- V)u. An integration by parts gives

b(u,v,v) =0, forallu,v € V,
{b(u,v,w) = —b(u,w,v), forallu,v,w e V.
In the trilinear form, an application of Holder’s inequality yields

[b(u, v, W)l = [b(w, W, v)| < [lullgra V] _zcen [Wllv,

forallu e VAL, v e VAL and w €V, so that we get
1B, v)llv < f[ullgr VI 2en (2.5)

Hence, the trilinear map b : V x V x V — R has a unique extension to a bounded trilinear
2(r+1)

map from (VN f[:"“) x (VN LT ) X V to R. It can also be seen that B maps VN L+
into V' + L. Using interpolation inequality (see (21))), we get

7“+1
[(B(u, u), v)| = [b(u, v, w)| < [[ullgrs [ull_zoen [[Vlv < flullg, Ll (2.6)

]Lr+1

for all v € VN L+ Thus, for r > 3, we have

r+1 7‘73

1B, e < Jull, fulli (2.7)
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Using (20), for u,v € VAL, we also have

IB(u) =B, ;e < [[Blu—v,u)lly +[[B(v,u—v)lw

< (Il _sezn + vl|_ssn Y1t = Vg

T S
< <||u||1§1 i+ vl ||V||£T.+1)I|u—V||@+1, (2.8)

for r > 3, by using the interpolation inequality. For r = 3, a calculation similar to (2.8])
yields

B(w) = BMV)ll,,, 4 < (ullzs + 1vlza) a = vl

hence B(-) : VNL* — V' 4+ L3 is a locally Lipschitz operator. For more details, see [47].

2.4. Nonlinear operator. Let us now consider the operator C(u) := Pg(Ju|""'u). It is
immediate that (C(u),u) = ||u||€[i1 and the map C(-) : L — L is Gateaux differentiable
with Gateaux derivative C'(u)v = rPy(jul""'v), for v € L', For 0 < § < 1 and u,v €

L+, using Taylor’s formula (Theorem 6.5, [13]), we have
(Pr(lul"a) = Py(jv|"'v), w) < [|(Ju]""") = (V"7'V)l|cmr Wl

< sup rf|(u—v)[fu+ (1= v e Wz

< sup rf|fu+ (1= O]z u— Vg [wlg..
0<o<1

< r(lullge + 1vlg)

r—1

lu = vlglwllg s (2:9)

for all u,v,w € L™, Thus the operator C(-) : L"*! — L is locally Lipschitz. Moreover,

for any r € [1,00), we have
(P (ufu|™") = Pu(v|v]"™"), u—v)

= ([u]""" fu =) + (v u = v ) + (v v u =)

r—1 r—1
= [ul= (= v)[E+ [IV[7 (u - )&
+ (v [ T v = (al v = (v fa . (2.10)
But, we know that
(w-v, a7 v = (al v = (P [u
1 r—1 2 1 r—1 2 1 r—1 r—1 2 2
= =5l (@ =)l = 5lIvI = (@ =)l + (™" = ™), (jaf* = [v))
1 r

1 =1 1
> =5l (= V)l = SlIvI7 (@ =)l

From (2I0), we finally have
r— r— 1 r-1 1 r-1
(Pa(ulul™™") = Py(v[v]™"),u—v) > llaf™=(u - v)IE + Slvl= (u - V)i >0, (2.11)
for r > 1. It is important to note that

o = vI[E7, = /O u(z) = v()|"Hu(z) — v(z)[*dz
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<27 /O(IU(SL“)I"_1 +|v(@)H)u(z) — v(2)|*de

<272 ul 7 (u = V)l +27lIv 7 (= V), (2.12)
for r > 1 (replace 22 with 1, for 1 <r < 2).
2.5. Monotonicity. Let us now discuss about the monotonicity as well as the hemicontinu-

ity properties of the linear and nonlinear operators, which plays a crucial role in the global
solvability of the system (LI]).

Definition 2.1 ([3]). Let X be a Banach space and let X' be its topological dual. An operator
G:D— X, D=D(G) C X is said to be monotone if

(G(z) = G(y),x—y) >0, forall z,y€eD.
The operator G(-) is said to be hemicontinuous, if for all z,y € X and w € X/,
(G (2 + Ay), w) = (G(2), w).
The operator G(-) is called demicontinuous, if for all x € D and y € X, the functional

x = (G(z),y) is continuous, or in other words, T, — = in X implies G(xy) = G(x) in X'
Clearly demicontinuity implies hemicontinuity.

Theorem 2.2 (Theorem 2.2., [34]). Let u,v € VN ]/Ivf“, for r > 3. Then, for the operator
G(u) = pAu + B(u) + BC(u), we have

(G(u) = G(v),u—v) +nfu— vl >0, (2.13)

where

r—3 2 T3
0w 240

r+1

That is, the operator G + nl is a monotone operator from V N L+l to V + L5 .

Theorem 2.3 (Theorem 2.3, [34]). For the critical case r = 3 with 28y > 1, the operator
GH):VNL*™ -V + L s globally monotone, that is, for allu,v € V, we have

(G(u) = G(v),u—v) >0. (2.15)
Lemma 2.4 (Lemma 2.5, [34]). The operator G : VNL™ — V' + L is demicontinuous.

2.6. Abstract formulation and weak solution. We take the Helmholtz-Hodge orthogo-
nal projection Py in (I1]) to obtain the abstract formulation for ¢ € (0,7 as:

du(t)
dt

r+1

+ pAu(t) + B(u(t)) + C(u(t)) = £(t), in V' + L,

u(0) =uy € HNL™,

(2.16)

for r > 3, where f € L?(0,T;V’). Strictly speaking, one should use Pyf instead of f, for
simplicity, we use f. Let us now provide the definition of weak solution of the system (2.16))
for r > 3.
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Definition 2.5. Forr > 3, a function
uc C([(], T]7 H) N L2(O’ T7 V) N LT+1(O’ T7 £r+1)’

r+1

with dpu € L2(0,T; V') + L (0, T; L), is called a weak solution to the system (2.10), if
for £ € L2(0,T;V"), ug € H and v € VNL™, u(-) satisfies:

(Ona(t) + pAu(t) + B(u(t)) + 6C(u(t)), v) = {f(t), v),

2.17
lim [ u(t)vde = / upvdz, (2.17)
0 Jo o
and the energy equality:
1d ,
5 g O + plla®15 + Blla@IE = (£(), u(t). (2.18)

The mononicity property of the linear and nonlinear operators established in Theorem
2.2 demicontinuity property obtained in Lemma 2.4] and the Minty-Browder technique are
used to obtain the following global solvability results. Note that the following Theorem is
true for 2 <n <4 (r € [1,00), for n = 2).

Theorem 2.6 (Theorem 3.4, [34]). Let ug € H and £ € L*(0,T;V’) be given. Then there
exists a unique weak solution to the system (2.108) satisfying

uc C([O, TLH) N L2(O,T7V) N LT’+1(O’T;£T+1)’
forr >3 (28u>1 forr=3).

3. STOCHASTIC NAVIER-STOKES-BRINKMAN-FORCHHEIMER EQUATIONS

In this section, we consider the following stochastic convective Brinkman-Forchheimer
equations perturbed by multiplicative Gaussian noise:

(du(t) — pdu(t) + (u(t) - V)u(t) + Blu(®) u(t) + V()
= ®(¢t,u(t))dW(t), in O x (0,7,
V-u(t)=0, in Ox(0,7T), (3.1)
u(t) =0 on 00 x (0,7),
u(0) =ug in O,

\

where W(-) is an H-valued Wiener process. We also discuss the global solvability of the
system (B.I) under suitable assumptions on the noise coefficient.

3.1. Noise coefficient. Let (£2,.#,P) be a complete probability space equipped with an
increasing family of sub-sigma fields {.% }o<i<r of .Z satisfying:
(i) %o contains all elements F' € .% with P(F') =0,
(11) ?t:?pr: ﬂ?s, fOI'OStST
s>t
Definition 3.1. A stochastic process {W(t)}o<i<r is said to be an H-valued .Z;-adapted
Wiener process with covariance operator Q if

(1) for each mon-zero h € H, ||Q%h||]§11(W(t), h) is a standard one dimensional Wiener
process,
(ii) for any h € H,(W(t), h) is a martingale adapted to F.
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The stochastic process {W(t) : 0 < ¢t < T} is a H-valued Wiener process with covari-
ance Q if and only if for arbitrary ¢, the process W(t) can be expressed as W(t,z) =
> req Viker(x) B (t), where By (t), k € N are independent one dimensional Brownian motions
on (§,.#,P) and {e;}32, are the orthonormal basis functions of H such that Qe = pge. If
W(-) is an H-valued Wiener process with covariance operator Q with Tr Q = Y72 | ju, < +00,
then W(-) is a Gaussian process on H and E[W(t)] = 0, Cov[W(t)] = tQ, t > 0. The space
Hy = Q%]HI is a Hilbert space equipped with the inner product (-, -)o,

(u,v)p = Z i(u, er)(v,ex) = (Q_%u, Q_%V), for all u,v € H,
o M

where Q_% is the pseudo-inverse of Q%.
Let L£(H) denotes the space of all bounded linear operators on H and Lq = Lq(H)

denotes the space of all Hilbert-Schmidt operators from H := Q%]HI to H. Since Q is a trace
class operator, the embedding of Hj in H is Hilbert-Schmidt and the space Lq is a Hilbert

space equipped with the norm ||<I>||iQ = Tr(®QP*) = > 7, Q2 ®*e,|| and inner product
(©, V)., = Tr(PQY") = ZZOZI(Q%\I/*ek, Qz®*e;). For more details, the interested readers
are referred to see [14].

Hypothesis 3.2. The noise coefficient ®(-,-) satisfies:
(H.1) The function ® € C([0,T] x V; Lqo(H)).
(H.2) (Growth condition) There exists a positive constant K such that for allt € [0,T] and
uc H,
l2(t, Wz, < K(1+ [ull),

(H.3) (Lipschitz condition) There ezists a positive constant L such that for any t € [0,T]
and all uy,uy € H,

[2(t, 1) — @(t, w2) |12, < Ly — wa.

3.2. Abstract formulation of the stochastic system. On taking orthogonal projection
Py onto the first equation in (B1I), we get
{du(t) + [pAu(t) + B(u(t)) + SC(u(t))]dt = ®(t, u(t))dW(t), ¢t € (0,7),

u(0) = up, (3.2)

where ug € L?(Q; H). Strictly speaking, one should write Pg® instead of .
Let us now provide the definition of a unique global strong solution in the probabilistic
sense to the system (B.2]).

Definition 3.3 (Global strong solution). Let ug € L*(Q;H) be given. An H-valued (F)io-
adapted stochastic process u(-) is called a strong solution to the system (3.2) if the following
conditions are satisfied:

(i) the process u € L2(Q; L>°(0, T; H) N L2(0,T; V)) N L+ (Q; L0, T; L)) and u(-)
has a VNL ™+ -valued modification, which is progressively measurable with continuous
paths in H and u € C([0, T): H) N L2(0, T; V) N L™(0, T; L+, P-a.s.,

(i) the following equality holds for every t € [0,T], as an element of V' + L

a(t) = up — /0 Au(s) + B(u(s)) + AC(u(s))]ds + /0 (s, u(s))dW(s),  (3.3)

r+1
r, P-a.s.
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(iii) the following Ito formula holds true:
t t
)+ 2 | (o) s +25 [ fu(e)lds

— uol + / (s, u(s)) 2 ds +2 / (@(s,u(s)) AW (s), u(s)). (3.4)
forallt € (0,7T), P-a.s.

An alternative version of condition (3:3) is to require that for any v € V N L™
t
(%) = (u0,v) = [ (uu(s) + Blu(s) + AC(u(s). v)ds
0

+/0 (P(s,u(s))dW(s),v), P-as. (3.5)

Definition 3.4. A strong solution u(-) to (3.2) is called a pathwise unique strong solution
if u(+) is an another strong solution, then

P{w e Q:u(t)=u(t), foral te0,T]} =1

Theorem 3.5 (Theorem 3.7, [35]). Let ug € L2(Q;H), for r > 3 be given (2Bu > 1, for
r = 3). Then there exists a pathwise unique strong solution u(-) to the system (33) such
that

u € LX(Q; L(0, 75 H) N L0, 75 V) N L (@ L (0, T; L)),

with P-a.s., continuous trajectories in H.

4. LARGE DEVIATION PRINCIPLE

In this section, we establish the Wentzell-Freidlin (see [20]) type large deviation principle
for the SCBF equations using the well known results of Varadhan and Bryc (see [16], 48])
and Budhiraja-Dupuis (see [5]). Interested readers are referred to see [46] (LDP for the 2D
stochastic Navier-Stokes equations), [I1] (LDP for some 2D hydrodynamic systems), [33]
(LDP for the 2D Oldroyd fluids) for application of such methods to various hydrodynamic
models.

Let (2, .#,P) be a probability space with an increasing family {.%;};>¢ of the sub o-fields
of .# satisfying the usual conditions. We consider the following stochastic CBF system:

du(t) = — [pAu(t) + B(u(t)) + Blu(t)|" " u (¢)] dt + Ve (t, u(t))dW(¢), (4.1)

u®(0) = uy, '
for some fixed point ug in H. From Theorem 3.7, [35] (see Theorem [B.H), it is known that
the system (4.1) has a pathwise unique strong solution u®(-) with .%#;-adapted paths (that
is, for any ¢ € [0,7] and x € O, u®(t,x) is .F#;-measurable) in

C([0, T); H) N L2(0, T; V) N L™ (0, T; L"), P-as.,

for r > 3 (26 > 1, for r = 3). Moreover, such a strong solution satisfies the energy equality
(Ito’s formula):

t t
()1 + 2u/0 [l (s) [[5ds + 25/0 [l (s)[IE, ds
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— ol + e / (s, u(s)) |2, ds + 2v/2 / (@ (s, () AW(s), u (), (4.2)

for all t € [0,7], P-a.s. As the parameter ¢ | 0, the solution u®(-) of (41l tends to the
solution of the following deterministic system:

{duoo(t) = —[pAu’(t) + B(u’ (1)) + BC(u’(1))]dt, (43)
u (O) =1y € H.

In this section, we investigate the large deviations of u®(-) from the deterministic solution
u’(-), as € | 0. From Theorem 3.4, [34] (see [19] also), it is known that the system (&3] has
a unique weak solution in the Leray-Hopf sense, satisfying the energy equality

t t
O+ 20 [ O Bds +25 [ [a(s) ] ds =l
0 0

for all ¢ € [0, 7] in the Polish space C([0,T]; H) N L2(0,T; V) N L0, T; L"+Y).

4.1. Preliminaries. In this subsection, we provide some preliminaries regarding the Large
deviation principle (LDP). Let us denote by &, a complete separable metric space (Polish
space) with the Borel o-field B(&).

Definition 4.1. A function 1 : & — [0, 00] is called a rate function if I is lower semicontin-
uous. A rate function 1 is called a good rate function, if for arbitrary M € [0,00), the level
set Koy = {x € & :1(x) < M} is compact in &.

Definition 4.2 (Large deviation principle). Let I be a rate function on &. A family {X6 :

€ > O} of &-valued random elements is said to satisfy the large deviation principle on &
with rate function 1, if the following two conditions hold:

(i) (Large deviation upper bound) For each closed set F C &':
limsupelogP(X® € F) < — inlf7 I(z).
Tre

e—0

(ii) (Large deviation lower bound) For each open set G C &':
o . S
hgn_gonfslog P(X e G) > ;/g(f; I(z).

Definition 4.3. Let 1 be a rate function on &. A family {X6 te > 0} of &-valued random
elements is said to satisfy the Laplace principle on & with rate function 1, if for each real-
valued, bounded and continuous function h defined on &, that is, for h € Cy(&),

. | .
ll_I)I(l)aElogE{eXp [—gh(X )} } = — ;1&12 {h(z) +1(z)}. (4.4)
Lemma 4.4 (Varadhan’s Lemma, [48]). Let & be a Polish space and {X* : ¢ > 0} be a
family of &-valued random elements satisfying LDP with rate function 1. Then {X®: e > 0}
satisfies the Laplace principle on & with the same rate function 1.

Lemma 4.5 (Bryc’s Lemma, [16]). The Laplace principle implies the LDP with the same
rate function.

It should be noted that Varadhan’s Lemma together with Bryc’s converse of Varadhan’s
Lemma state that for Polish space valued random elements, the Laplace principle and the
large deviation principle are equivalent.
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4.2. Functional setting and Budhiraja-Dupuis LDP. In this subsection, the notation
and terminology are built in order to state the large deviations result of Budhiraja and
Dupuis [5] for Polish space valued random elements. Let us define
T
A= {HO—Valued {Z#}-predictable processes h such that / |A(s)|lds < +oo, P—a.s.},
0

where Hy = Q%H and

T

Sy = {h € L*(0,T;Hy) : / |h(s)||2ds < M}
0

It is known from [6] that the space Sy is a compact metric space under the metric d(u, v) =

fo v(s),€;(s ))ods’ where {€;}52, are orthonormal basis of L*(0,T’; Hy). Since

2J
every compact mgtrlc space is complete, the set S); endowed with the weak topology obtained
from the metric d is a Polish space. Let us now define

Ay ={h € A: hw) € Sy, P-as.}.

Next, we state an important lemma regarding the convergence of the sequence fo hn(s)ds,
which is useful in proving compactness as well as weak convergence results.

Lemma 4.6 (Lemma 3.2, [3]). Let {h,} be a sequence of elements from Ay, for some
0 < M < +o0o. Let the sequence {h,} converges in distribution to h with respect to the weak
topology on L2(O T;H,). Then [, hn(s)ds converges in distribution as C([0,T]; H)-valued

processes to [, h(s)ds as n — co.

Let & denote a Polish space, and for ¢ > 0, let G° : C([0,T]; H) — & be a measurable
map. Let us define
X =G (W()).

We are interested in the large deviation principle for X as ¢ — 0.
Hypothesis 4.7. There erists a measurable map G° : C([0,T];H) — & such that the fol-
lowing hold:

(i) Let {h® : e > 0} C Aypy, for some M < +oo. Let h® converge in distm’bution as an
Su-valued random elements to h as ¢ — 0. Then G5(W \[ Jo he(s)ds) converges

in distribution to GO( [, h(s)ds) as e — 0.
(ii) For every M < +o0, the set

Kns = {go (/0 h(s)ds) he sM}

is a compact subset of & .

For each f € &, we define

e )
D= o™ )}{5 [ inigas}, (45)

where infimum over an empty set is taken as +o0o. Next, we state an important result due
to Budhiraja and Dupuis [5].
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Theorem 4.8 (Budhiraja-Dupuis principle, Theorem 4.4, [5]). Let X* = G5(W(-)). If {G°}
satisfies the Hypothesis[].7, then the family {X¢ : ¢ > 0} satisfies the Laplace principle in &
with rate function 1 given by (4.5).

It should be noted that Hypothesis .7 (i) is a statement on the weak convergence of a
certain family of random variables and is at the core of weak convergence approach to the
study of large deviations. Hypothesis 7] (ii) says that the level sets of the rate function are
compact.

4.3. LDP for SCBF equations. Let us recall that the system (4.1]) has an .%-adapted
pathwise unique strong solution u®(¢) in the Polish space

& = C([0,T]; H) N L2(0, T; V) N L0, T; L"), P-a.s.

The solution to the system (1) denoted by u®(:) can be written as G°(W(-)), for a Borel
measurable function G¢ : C([0, T]; H) — & (see Corollary 4.2, Chapter X, [49], see [5] also).
Our main goal is to verify that such a G° satisfies Hypothesis [71 Then, applying the
Theorem (4.8 the LDP for {u6 te > O} in & can be established. Let us now state and prove
our main theorem.

Theorem 4.9. Under the Hypothesis [3.2, {u® : ¢ > 0} obeys an LDP on C([0,T];H) N
L0, 7; V)N L0, T; L") with the rate function 1.

The LDP for {u€ e > O} in & is proved in the following way. We show the well-
posedness of certain controlled deterministic and controlled stochastic equations in &. These

results help us to prove the two main results on the compactness of the level sets and weak
convergence of the stochastic controlled equation, which verifies the Hypothesis [.71

Theorem 4.10. Let h € L?(0,T;Hy) and ®(-,-) satisfy the Hypothesis[3.2. Then the fol-
lowing deterministic control system:

dug (1) = ~[pAw (1) + B 1) + FC(u () — Ot wEh(Oldr, VL,
u,(0) =uo € H, .
has a unique weak solution in C([0, T]; H) N L2(0, T; V) N L+(0, T; L"), and
T T
sup § sup un(t)[F e [ o) Bae+ 5 [ uao)]
heSy | t€[0,T) 0 0
< (|Juollf; + K M) T, (4.7)

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of weak solution in the Leray-Hopf sense (satisfying
the energy equality) of the system (6] can be proved using the monotonicty as well as
demicontinuous properties of the linear and nonlinear operators and the Minty-Browder
technique as in Theorem 3.4, [34]. We need to show (A7) only. Taking the inner product
with uy(+) to the first equation in (6]), we find

S @ + elun @1 + Bllu() 15 = (@ ua(t)h(t), un(t)).- (4.8)

since (B(uy),up) = 0. Using the Cauchy-Schwarz and Holder inequalities, and Hypothesis
(H.2), we get

(D up)h, wp)| < (19 wp)hfwllunlla < ([P, wn)llcq 1Alollunla
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1
< Slhunlli + 106wz, 1Al

— N

K K
< Sl + S IRIE + )3 (49)

Substituting (4.9) in (4.8)), we obtain
t t
s 1+ 20 [ l(o)lfds +25 [ )l Lds

t t t
< ||uo||12a[+K/0 ||h(8)||3018+/0 ||uh(5)||[2HIdS+K/O [ls ()1 12(s) [ads. (4.10)

Applying Gronwall’s inequality in (£I0), we find

T
mmm@s@m%+K/nmw@QJ“ﬁWW%
0

for all t € [0, T]. Thus, taking h € Sy, we finally obtain (4.7]). O

We are now in a position to verify the Hypothesis F.7] (ii).

Theorem 4.11 (Compactness). Let M < +oo be a fized positive number. Let
K = {u, € C([0,T);H) N L0, T; V) N L™+(0, T; L7+ - h e Sur ),

where vy, is the unique Leray-Hopf weak solution of the deterministic controlled equation
(#-8), withr >3 (B > 1, forr =3) and u,(0) = vy € Hin & = C([0, T]; H) NL2(0, 75 V)N
L0, T; LY. Then Ky is compact in &.

Proof. Let us consider a sequence {uy, } in Ky, where u,, corresponds to the solution of
(46)) with control h,, € Sy in place of h, that is,

{duhn (t) = —[pAuy, (t) + B(uy, (1)) + BC(un, (t) — (¢, up, (£)) hn(8)]dE,

uy, (0) =uy € H. (4.11)

Then, by using the weak compactness of Sy, there exists a subsequence of {h,}, (still
denoted by {h,}), which converges weakly to h € Sy; in L?(0,T;H,). Using the estimate

(@), we obtain
uy, SN uy, in L*°(0, T H),
u,, = uy in L2(0,7;V), (4.12)
u,, 5wy, in L0, T LY,

where uy(-) satisfies (.0). In order to prove that ICp; is compact, we need to prove that
u,, — Uy in & as n — oo. In other words, it is required to show that

T T
sup [, (0) = w0+ [l (6) = w®lpde+ [, 0 - wolzde - o
0 0

te[0,7
(4.13)
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as n — oo. Recall that for the system (4.0)), the energy estimate in (£71) holds true. Let us
now define wj :=uy,, —uy, so that wj satisfies:

dwy, (1) = = [uAw} () + B(uy, (1) — B(ua(t)) + B(C(un, () — C(un(t)))]dt
+[0(F, up, (1) hn(t) — Ot un () A(D)]dE, (4.14)
w) (0) = 0.

Taking the inner product with w}! (-) to the system ([ZI4), we get
t t
Iwh, ()1 + 2#/0 Iwh, (s)llds + 2ﬁ/0 (C(un,(s)) = Clun(s)), un, (s) — un(s))ds
t
=2 [ (Blus,(5) - Blun(s)). wl, (9)ds
0
t
+ 2/ ((s,un, (5))ha(s) — ®(s,up(s)h(s), wy (s))ds. (4.15)
0
From (ZI1J), we easily have
5 r—1 2 5 r—1 2
BClun,) = Clun), up, — ) = S l[[un, 7= (an, —un)lli + S llunl ™= (un, —u)l. (4.16)
Note that (B(up,,un, —up), us, —up) = 0 and it implies that
<B(uhn) - B(llh), up, — llh> = (B(uhn, Uy, — uh), Up,, — llh) + (B(uhn — Up, llh), Uy, — uh)
= (Blup, —wp, up), up, —up) = —=(B(up, —up, up, —up), up).
Using Hoélder’s and Young’s inequalities, we estimate |(B(uy, — up, up, — up), up)| as
|(B(up, —up, up, —ap), up)| < Jlup, —aplfvllun(an, — )l

1
< G lhan, = wnlf§ + 5 fuaCun, — w) (1.17)

We take the term ||uy,(uy, —up)||% from (EI7) and use Holder’s and Young’s inequalities to
estimate it as (see [23] also)

[ Pl (0) = wia) P

@)

= / |wp () *|up, () — Uh($)|%\uhn(:c) - uh(x)|%dx

’ -3

= (/o ()" uan, () = uh<x>l2dsc) - ( | o) - uh<x>\2dx)

< ([ o, () - w0

()T o) - wioa (419
r—1 B,u(’f’—l) ouhnx up\T x|, .
for » > 3. Combining (4.I6]) and (ZI8), we find

B(C(up,) = Clun), up, —up) + (B(up, —up, up, —uy),up)
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m

B -1
> = (W, - w) i + Sl (= w)lE

r—3 4 o I
C2ulr—1) (ﬁu(r - 1)) </o el “h(f”"Qdf) ~ gl il (419)
Using (2.12), we have

22—7’5 i

r—1
T, —wllgr, < = (w, — w2 + el (wn, = wa)|Ee.
Thus, from (4.19), it is immediate that
B(C(up,) — C(up), up, — uy) + (B(up, — uy, wp, —up), up)
B . n %
> §||uhn —w[|EF, §||11hn —wlf — §||11hn — w7, (4.20)
where
2
- r—3 4 r—3
= . 4.21
7= o) 421)

For r > 3, from (4.I3]), one can easily get

I O+ [ ot s+ 5 [ I, (s

<i / [wh, () [2ds +2 / (B(s. 11, (5)) — D(s, wy(5) (), W, (5))ds
2 / ((s.n(5)) (ha(s) — h(s)), wh, (5))ds

t
—7 / Il (5)|Eds + I + I (4.22)

Using Cauchy-Schwarz, Holder’s and Young’s inequalities and Hypothesis B.2 (H.3), we es-
timate I as

<2 [ 10006, () = s, ) ). ()l
<2 [ 10 (5) = 0o, w51l (9 s
<21 [ (o) lolwh, () s
<1 [/t s+ L [ (o), ()]s (123

Making use of the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young inequalities, we estimate I as
t
I < 2/0 12 (s, un () (ha(s) = h(s)) [l w, (5)l|zxdls
t t
< / Iwr, (s)llfzds +/ 12(s, un(s)) (ha(s) — A(s))[[zds. (4.24)
0 0
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Combining ([#23)) and (£24) and substituting it in ([#22)), we find

t t
B "
[wi, (D)1 + u/ Iwh, (s)[[5ds + Iwh, ()15}, ds
0 0

2?—1

t t
<(F+1+1L) / Iwh (s)13ds + L / V() 2lwh ()]s

t
+ /0 12(s, un(s)) (ha(s) — h(s))|[Fds. (4.25)
A application of Gronwall’s inequality in (4.25]) yields
B T

—1
2" 0

Iwh, ()[IE5, dt

Lr+1

T
sup 1wl ()]13 + p / Iwh (6l +
te[0,T 0

< ( / (s, () () h<s>>||ﬁds)e<ﬁ+l+L>T exp (L / ' ||hn<t>||3dt)
< ( / (s, () (o s) h<s>>||%{ds)e<ﬁ+l+L<l+M>>T, (4.26)

since {h,} € Sy. It should be noted that the operator ®(-,-)Qz is Hilbert-Schmidt in H,
and hence it is a compact operator on H. Furthermore, we know that compact operator

maps weakly convergent sequences into strongly convergent sequences. Since {h,,} converges
weakly to h € Syr in L2(0,T; Hp), we infer that

/0 |® (s, un(5))(hn(s) — h(s))||fds — 0 as n — oo.

Thus, from (4.20)), we obtain

T T
B r
ts[l(l]pT]||WZn(t)H%+u/0 [wh, Ot + 5= i Iwi, (DIIE At =0 asn — oo, (4.27)
€|0,

which concludes the proof for r» > 3.
For r = 3, from (2.10]), we have

s s
B(Cun,) = Clun), un, = un) > S flun, (wn, = wn)|fz + 5 wn(an, —w)|f (4.28)
We estimate |(B(uy, — up, up, — up), up)| using Holder’s and Young’s inequalities as
[(B(un, — up, up, —an), up)| < [Jun(an, —an)lullun, — vy

1
< Gl =l o, — w) (4.29)

Combining (4.28)) and (4.29), we obtain
B{C(up,) — Cup), up, —up) + (B(up, — up, up, —up), )

1 1
> Sl = w4 5 (8- 2 ontun, = w)l = S, — il

v

1 1 "
3 (9= 2 s, = il = S, — . (4:30
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Thus, we infer that
t 1 t
Iwh (O + / Iwh (s)[2ds + (ﬁ— ;) / [wh ()[4,ds
t t
<(1+1) / Iwh ()[2ds + L / V() 20w (5) s

+ / 10 (s, wa(s)) (hu(s) — h(s)|[Zds. (4.31)

Hence, for Su > 1, arguing similarly as in the case of » > 3, we finally obtain the required
result. U

Let us now verify Hypothesis .7 (i). We first establish the existence and uniqueness result
of the following stochastic controlled SCBF equations.

Theorem 4.12. For any h € Ay, 0 < M < +o00, under the Hypothesis[3.3, the stochastic
control problem:
duj (1) = = [pAug(t) + B(uj (1) + SC(ul(t)) — @ (¢, uj,(t))a(t)]dt
+ Ved(t, uj (1) dW (1), (4.32)
UZ(O) =uy € H,
has a pathwise unique strong solution in L2(Q; &), where & = C([0,T];H) N L2(0,T;V) N
L0, T; L) with Fi-adapted paths in &, P-a.s. Furthermore, u5(-) satisfies:

sup E
0<e<eo, he Ay

T TATN
s (0l +27 [ i +25 [ ol
te[0,7T 0 0

< (2[juol|f + 2K (4M + 13Keo)T) ™M= (4.33)

where = p — 1?;\11(5 >0 and&to:{%(.

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of pathwise strong solution satisfying the energy equal-
ity to the system ([A32]) can be obtained similarly as in Theorem 3.7, [35], by using the
monotonicty as well as demicontinuous properties of the linear and nonlinear operators and
a stochastic generalization of the Minty-Browder technique.

Let us define a sequence of stopping times to be

7 o= inf{t : |Juh(t)]le > N}

Since uj (+) satisfies It0’s formula (Theorem 3.7, [35]), we obtain
tATN t
[, (¢ A 7)1+ 2#/ [ (s)[I5ds + 25/ [ (s)[1E5 ds
tATN ‘ ° IATN
~lwli+2 [ @ ui LN re [ s ui)Eds

Loz /0 (B, us (5))AW(s), 1 (5)). (4.34)
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Taking supremum from 0 to 7" and then taking expectation in (£34]), we get

TATN TNATN
€ r+1
swp [0+ [ E@lRde25 [ ol

te[0,TATN]

< [[uol% + 2E [ / T @ 1)), ui(t))\dt} t<E [ / ||<I><t,u;<t>>||ith]

E

+2E| sup

te[0,TATN]

TATN 2
—: lluols + <E [ / (. uz<t>>||%th] Y (4.35)
k=1

We estimate I using Cauchy-Schwarz, Holder’s and Young’s inequalities as

I < E{ / ", uz<t>>||£Q||h<t>||o||uz<t>||Hdt]

/0 " (VEB (s, 1 (5)) AW (5), 1 (5))

1 ) TNATN 2
< GE[ s ol +28( [ pote i)l )
) TN
1 i . 2- TATN . ) TATN )
< 38| sw il +2e|([ e uiiza) ([ k)]
| t€[0,TATw] | 0 0
1 - € 2- T € 2
<gE| o Wil +200E| [ ot i) ] (436)
S ™

where we used the fact that h € Ay,. Using Burkholder-Davis-Gundy ([7, [15]), Holder’s and
Young’s inequalities, we estimate I as

TNATN 1/2
I, < V3E [/0 (¢, ui(t))||2gQHuZ(8)||fﬂdS]

TATN 1/2
< V3E r|u;<s>||H( / ||<I><t,u;<t>>r|iqu) ]
1 ) TATN )
<le| wp pume +66E[/ r|<1><t,uz<t>>||,;th]. (4.37)
te[0,TATN] 0

Substituting (£36) and ([£37) in ([£35), we obtain

TNATN TATN
B| sw i+ [ lei@liaee2s [ )H;Tildt]
te[0,TATN] 0
TATN
< 2||ug |3 + K (8M + 26¢)E U (1+ ||ui(t)||f{)dt}, (4.38)
0

where we used the Hypothesis 3.2 (H.2). Thus, from (£38]), we get
. 13K€ TATN TNATN .
sup i +2(n- ) [ ol 20 [ il

te[0,TATN]

E
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TATN
< 2||u||f + 2K (4M + 13Ke)T + 8MKE U |5, (2) Hgﬂdt] : (4.39)
0
For0 <e<egg= {%{, an application of Gronwall’s inequality in (4.39) yields
E| sup ||u‘,i(t)||%1] < (2[|wollf + 2K (4M + 13Keo)T)*M 5T (4.40)
te[0,TATN]

Passing N — oo in (4.40), using the monotone convergence theorem and then substituting

it in (A38)), we finally obtain (£33]). O

For all h € 1L2(0, T; Hy), let uy(-) be the unique weak solution of the deterministic control
equation:

{duh(t) — _[pAun(t) + B(un(t)) + BC(un(t)) — D(t, wn(t))h(1)]d1,
uh(O) =uy € H.

Note that [ h(s)ds € C([0,T];H). Let us define G° : C([0,T]; H) — & by

(4.41)

u,(-) = ¢G° (/ h(s)ds), for some h € L*(0, T; Hy).
0

Let u5. (-) solve the following stochastic control system:
A, (1) = —[pAw. (1) + B(wj- () + BC(wj- () — (¢, wye (1)) 27 (¢)]de
+ Ved(t, uj. (1))dW(2), (4.42)
1125 (0) =y € H.

Using Theorem .12 the system (4.42]) has a pathwise unique strong solution uj.(-) with
paths in

& = C([0,T); H) N L2(0, T; V) N L0, T; L), P-as.

Since,

eew{- [ w@.awen - - [ weia}) =1

the measure P defined by

dB(w) = exp{—% / (hE (1), AW (1)) — / ) ||h€<t>||3dt}d1@<w>

€ 2e

is a probability measure on (€2,.%,P). Moreover, @(w) is mutually absolutely continuous
with respect to P(w) and by using Girsanov’s theorem (Theorem 10.14, [16]), we have the
process

1 /! .
W(t) := W(t) + %/0 h*(s)ds, t € [0,T],

is a Q-Wiener process with respect to {.%; }+>¢ on the probability space (£2,.7, @) Thus, we

know that ([15] 40])
() =G° (W() + % /0. hE(s)ds)
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is the unique strong solution of (4.1]) with W(-) replaced by W\(), on (9, .7, {ﬁ}}tzo,@).
Moreover, the system (4.I]) with W(:) is same as the system (4£.42)), and since P and P are
mutually absolutely continuous, we further find that uj.(-) is the unique strong solution of

m on (Q, 9, {gt}tzo, P)
The well known Skorokhod’s representation theorem (see [45]) states that if p,,n =
1,2,..., and pg are probability measures on complete separable metric space (Polish space)

such that ju, — j, as n — oo, then there exist a probability space (ﬁ, ﬁ:, @) and a sequence
of measurable random elements X,, such that X,, — X, P-a.s., and X,, has the distribution

function p,, n = 0,1,2,... (X,, ~ p,), that is, the law of X,, is u,. We use Skorokhod’s
representation theorem in the next theorem.

Theorem 4.13 (Weak convergence). Let {hE € > 0} C Ay converges in distribution to h
with respect to the weak topology on L2(0,T;Hy). Then Q€< () + f NG ds) converges
in distribution to G°( [, h(s)ds) in &, ase — 0.

Proof. Let h. converge to h in distribution as random elements taking values in Sy, where
Sy is equipped with the weak topology. Since Ay is Polish (see section and [6]) and

{hE e > O} C Ay converges in distribution to A with respect to the weak topology on
L2(0,T; Ho) the Skorokhod representation theorem can be used to construct a probability

space (€, .7 (Jt)0<t<T, P) and processes (he, h Wa) such that the distribution of (ha Wa) is
same as that of (h*, W¥), and he — h P-a. s., in the weak topology of Sy,. Thus fo h6 )ds —

f h(s)ds weakly in Hp, P-as., for all ¢ € [0,7]. In the following sequel, without loss of
generality, we write (€2,.%,P) as the probability space and (A%, h, W) as processes, though

strictly speaking, one should write (Q,f ,IP’) and (h€ h We), respectively for probability
space and processes.
Let us define w§. := uj. — u;, where w5 (-) satisfies:

dwje () = —[pAW}- (1) + B(uje (1)) — B(un(t)) + B(C(w5- () — C(un(1)))
— D, (£)RE () + (L, up(8)R(D)]AE + VED(E, o (£))AW(E),  (4.43)
wi.(0) = 0,
and
P(wi. € C([0,T);H) N L2(0,T; V) N L' +1(0, T; L")
— P(w5. € C([0,T); H) N L2(0,T; V) N L0, T; L") = 1,
where w5. = u5. — uy,. We need to prove that
5 2 4 € 2 g £ r+1
s [ () + | i [ w1 ae o

in probability as ¢ — 0. Using Ito’s formula, we obtain

Iwhe ()11 + 2#/0 Iwie (s)I[5ds + 25/0 (C(uje(5)) — Clun(s)), Wi (s))ds

_ / (B(u: (5)) — B(un(s)), wis(s))ds
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+ 2/0 (D(s,u5:(8))h(s) — P(s,up(s))h(s), wre(s))ds + 6/0 |D(s, uzs(s))H%st

+2 /O (VED(s, 1 () AW (s), Wi (5)). (4.44)

Let us define a sequence of stopping times to be

7 = inf{t g (0)]le > Nor flua ()] > N

Let us fix any £y as in Theorem [£.121 Then, we show that sup P{weQ:my. =
0<e<eq, h,he€AN

T} =1as N — oo. Using Markov’s inequality and energy estimates, we have

sup PlweQ:ry. =T}

0<e<eo, h,he€AN

= s Plocns s fu@lk+ s i 0] <287
0<t<T c

0<e<eo, h,he€AN 0<t<T
1
S S E[ sup Jun()2 + sup s, <t>||?m}
2N? gcecey, hheeAy | 0<t<T 0<t<T
C
>1- 2 14wl (4.45)

N2
where C' is constant depending on M, u, K, T, etc (see (A1) and (433)). For r > 3, we can
use (4.20)) in (4.44) and then take supremum in 0 <t <T' A 74 to find

TATE
0

sup Wi (8)3 + u /

te[0,TATE]

TATY TATY
~ 2 2
< 77/0 ||W25(t)||Hdt+€/0 [P(E, wj,, (2))]]2,dt

. ﬁ TATN . .
e ()3 + / e ()12, dt

27‘—1 Er«kl

i 2/0 (@ (0)R(E) - Dt s ()R, W ()]t

+2 sup : (4.46)

tel0,TATE]

/0 (VED(s, . (5))AW(5), Wi (5))

where 7 is defined in (£2I]). We estimate the third term from the right hand side of the
inequality (£.40]) using Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities, and Hypothesis (H.3)
as

2/0 (@ i (0)R(E) - Dt ()R, W ()]t
= 2/0 @ e (1)) — (2. ()7 (8) i (1))
i 2/0 @ (0) (1) — h()). Wi (1))t

< 2/0 Yot we0) - o, w (D)l 2o 177 (0) llol1Whe (1) |l md?
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i 2/0 0 () ((E) = A(E) 5 (1)

<L IR I e+ [ I e
. /0 (e, wn (6)) (1 (8) — B(8))]12e (447)

Making use of the Hypothesis (H.2) and (H.3), it can be easily seen that

T/\Tf\, )
/ (s, (1) 2,
0
T/\va

§2/0 TN ||(I>(t,u}€zg(t))—Q(t,uh(t))||%th+2/0 0 (t, wn (8)) 12, dt

T/\Tf\, T/\Tf\,
<L / Iwe (8)13dt + 2K / (1+ fun(8)]13)dt. (4.48)
0 0
Using (£.47) and (#48) in (£46), we deduce that
TATY ) 5 TATN .
sup  [|wi-(8)|15 + M/ [[Whe (1) [[5dE + 51 Wi (0I5, dt
te[0,TATR] 0 0

T/\Tf\,
< / (7+ L(1+ [|B2(8)12) + 2Le) [wi- (1)t

+25K/0 TN(1+ ||llh(t)||]%1)dt+/0 " 1D (¢, un () (R (t) — h(t))||fdt

+2 sup
te[0,TATE]

/0 (VED(s, 1. (5))dW (s), we. (5)) |- (4.49)

An application of Gronwall’s inequality in (£.49]) yields

) T/\Tf\, ) B TNATN )
sup Wi u [ IR [ R de
t€0,TATE,] 0 0

< {M / N1+ (0))2)de + / (w05 (1) — h(e) A

|

+2 sup
tel0,TATE]

x exp{ / L0+ IR + 2La)dt}

/0 (VED(s, 15 (5))dW(s), we (5))

< {25K<T+ Sup ||uh<t)||§{> +/0 |D(t, up(£))(h(t) — h(t))||7de

t€[0,T

LoVE sup /0 (®(s, . (5)) AW (), WE. (5))

te[0,TATE]

}e(?’J’LHLs)TJ’M, P-a.s., (4.50)
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since h® € Ay, P-a.s. Using energy estimates (7)), we also know that

heSy | t€[0,T)

T T
SUP{ sup ||uh(t)||1%1+,u/ Jap ()5t + 8 [ [Jan(t) ||£f+11dt}
0 0

< (JJuol|f; + K M) T, (4.51)

Once again, we use the fact that compact operators maps weakly convergent sequences into
strongly convergent sequences. Since ®(-,-) is compact and {h6 tEe > 0} C Ay converges in
distribution to h with respect to the weak topology on L?(0,7T;Hy), we get

/T (¢, up(t))(RE(t) — h(t))||5dt — 0, as € — 0, P-a.s. (4.52)

Using Burkholder-Davis-Gundy, Holder’s and Young’s inequalities and Hypothesis B.2] (H.2),
we find
2\/cE

sup
te[0,TAT]

[ s (W) 5) u

1/2

T/\TJE\,
< 2V3E [ / ||<1><t,u;s<t>>||%Q||wzs<t>||%ﬂdt]

TATS 1/2
<2V3eE| sup ||WZs(t)||H</ ||<1>(t,uis(t))||ith) ]
0

tel0,TATE]

< V3eE

te[0,TATE]

T/\TN
sup WO+ K / (1 + s ()12t
0

< V3e (4.53)

te[0,7T] te[0,T

2+ K)E (Sup ||u25(t>’|12ﬁl> +2 sup Jlun(t)lfi; + KT,

and the right hand side of (£53) is finite using ([£51) and ([&33). Thus, using ([£53)) and
Markov’s inequality, we have

t
lim Ve sup / (®(s, S (5))dW (), Wi (5))
e—0 te[0,7AT5]1J0

Passing N — oo and ¢ — 0 in ({50) and using (A.40), we finally obtain

=0, P-as. (4.54)

T T
s r
sup [ (1) |3 + u/ Wi (117 5 IWi-(OlIE dt — 0, P-as.,  (4.55)
te[0,T 0 0
ase — 0.
For r =3 and S > 1, one can use the estimate (A30) to get the required result. O

5. LARGE DEVIATIONS FOR SHORT TIME

In this section, we study the LDP for the solutions to the system (B.2]) for short time,
which in the finite dimensional case is the celebrated Varadhan’s large deviation estimate.
Short time LDP for solution of the stochastic quasigeostrophic equation with multiplicative
noise is obtained in [50], stochastic generalized porous media equations is established in
[44] and stochastic 2D Oldroyd models is derived in [33]. We discuss the large deviations
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for the family {u(c*) : ¢ € (0,1]} of solutions to (F.2) in C([0,T];H) instead of & =
C([0, T);H) N L2(0,T;V) N L"1(0,T; L"), Let us define u®(t) = u(e?*t). Then, u°(-)
satisfies:

{dﬁf(t) = —2[AT(t) + B (1)) + BCEE(1))]dt + ed(t, W (1)) AW (2), 5.1

ﬁE(O) =ug € H,

where W(t) = (1/£)W(e2t) is a Q-Wiener process. Note that the laws of W(¢) and W(¢)
are same, using the self scaling property of Wiener process. Then, there exists a measurable
map G. : C([0,T];H) — C([0,T):H) such that u*(-) = G.(W(-)). Hence, we have the
following result on large deviations for short time under the following assumption on the
noise coefficient:

Hypothesis 5.1. (H.1) The functions AY2® € C([0,T] x V; Lo(H)) and ® € C([0,T] x
L7+ (Hp, L)). B
(H.2) There ezists a positive constant K such that for allt € [0,T] andu € V,

IAY2 (¢, )2, < K (1 + [[ull}).

(H.3) There exists a positive constant K such that for all t € [0,T] and u € L'+,

e wirs o < K(1+ )z,

,Y(HO,H':TH) — Lr+1

In the Hypothesis [B.1], ~(Ho, E’"*l) denotes the space of all y-radonifying operators from
Hy, = QzH to L™ (see [37]). From Proposition 3.14, [37], it is well-known that every

operator ® € v(Hy, L") is compact.

Theorem 5.2. Let u(t) be the unique strong solution to the system [B.2). Then the family
{u(e®t),e € (0,1]} satisfies LDP in C([0,T]; H) with a rate function

1t9) = yint{ [ CI(s)3ds - g(t) = uo + / t (s, 9(5))h(e)ds | (52)

with the convention that inf @ = 0.

Proof. For fixed M and for h € Sy, let u,, satisfies the system:

duy(t) = @(t,un(t))h(t)dt, -
{uh(O):uoeH. ()
Taking the inner product with u,(-) to the first equation in (5.3]), we find
1d

5 S0 = (90, Tal0))(1), (1)) < 00, T (0))(0) s 1) s
< SO + Sl T [ IO,

where we used Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities. Integrating the inequality from 0
to ¢t and then using the Hypothesis 3.2 (H.2), we obtain

t t
s ()11 < ||u0||I2HI+/0 ||ﬁh(8)||%1ds+K/0 (1 + 8a () 121 (s)[15ds,
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for all t € [0, T]. Applying Gronwall’s inequality, we further have

T T
sup [[Ea(8)]13 < (nuonal x| ||h<t>||§dt) exp (T x [ ||h<t>||3dt)
te[0,7 0 0
< (J|uolff + KM)e M, (5.4)

since h € 8. Moreover, for h € Sy, we get

/ Tl du(t)

dt
using (5.4)). Clearly, the system (5.3]) has a unique weak solution in C([0,T]; H) under the
assumption on @ given in the Hypothesis 3.2 We define G°: C([0,T]; H) — C([0,T]; H) by
u,(+) = G°( [, h(s)ds), for some h € L*(0,T;Hj). In order to prove the Theorem, we need
to verify Hypothesis [£.7

Hdtg/o ||<1>(t,ﬁh(t))nith(t)HédtSK/O (1+ @) [F) 12t |5t

< KM(1+ (|luollf + KM)e™5M),

Part I: Compactness: One can easily show as in Theorem [.11] that the set
Ky = {w, € C([0,T);H) : h € Su}

is compact, where u,(-) is the unique solution in C([0,7]; H) of the deterministic control
system (5.3)).
Part II: Weak convergence: Our next aim is to establish the weak convergence result.
That is, we show that G*(W(-) + [, h*(s)ds) converges in distribution to G°( [, h(s)ds) in
C([0,T]; H), as ¢ — 0, whenever {h6 ce > 0} C Ay converges in distribution to h with
respect to the weak topology on L2(0,7;Hy). Here u5.(-) = G5(W(-) + fo hé(s)ds) is the
unique strong solution to the system:

dus. (t) = —[pAnu. (t) + B(W5.(t)) + BC(05.(t)]dt + (¢, 05 (t))he(t)dt

+ed(t, U5 (1)) dW (), (5.5)
ﬁig (0) =ug € H.

with paths in C([0,7]; H) N L2(0, T; V) N L*1(0, T; L+, P-a.s.
Step 1. Approzimation of the system ([53)). Since ¥V C VN L™ C H and V is dense in
H implies V N L™ is also dense in H. Let {u™(0)} be a sequence in VN IL" such that

|lu™(0) — ug||g — 0 as n — oco. Next, we consider the following system:
{dﬁﬁ(t) = ®(t, uy (1)) h(t)dt,

w'(0) = u™(0) e VAL, (5.6)

A calculation similar to (5.4]) yields

sup [0 < (IO + & [ T||h<t>r|3dt) (14K [ ' (o) )

te[0,T

< (C+ [l + K M) eTHNM, (5.7)
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since h € Sy; and every convergent sequence is bounded. Taking the inner product with
Au}(-) to the first equation in (5.6]), we obtain

1d

5 RO = (A2 (L w5 (0))A(h), AV (1))

< [AY2D(t, wg (1) [|eq 20 [lo | A28 (1) |52

1. 1 .
< SIEROI + §||A1/2<1’(t> w, (0)]IZ, 12 [5-
Integrating the above inequality from 0 to ¢ and then using Hypothesis 511 (H.2), we find

R @I < ™ (0)I5 + /|| IIVds+K/ (L + 85 () ) 1A (s)ll5ds,

for all t € [0, 7T]. Applying Gronwall’s inequality, we get

T T
sup [ @2 < (||u"<o>||%,+f< / ||h<t>r|3dt) exp(T+K / Hh(t)HSdt)
t€[0,1] 0 0
< (I ()3 + Kar)e™ R,

where we used the fact that h € Sy;. Taking the inner product with [a(-)|""'u?(-) to the
first equation in (5.06]), we obtain

iliﬂ W (1)1, = (R(t, Ty () A(t), &5 ()5 (1)
< |0 (t, B (0)AE) [ | 5 ()] ()|
< ||<I><t W), e M@ ol TR @)IE

~n r+1 r+1
< bl 1T, + LTI o,

where we used Holder’s and Young’s inequalities. Integrating the above inequality from 0 to
t and then using Hypothesis B.1] (H.3), we find

RE@IES < Il (0)IIE IIh o™ IRl ds+7“’"K/ (1 + [l ()1 )ds

]Lr+1 ]L'r+1 ]L'r+1 ]L'r+1

Applying Gronwall’s inequality and then using the fact that h € Sy, we get

~ T r+1
sop (GO < (O, +RT) ep(RT+ [ 1o 0
te[0,T 0
~ r—1 r+1
< (")) + " K)o KI=rm s,

and hence we obtain u} € L>(0,7;V N ]L’"*l). Furthermore, we find

/OT ( 'dﬁ;;(t) dug (1) ;) y

dt dt
< / Bt T () () 3t + / 1B Gt T ORI, . dt

| ‘

v

<K [+ ImoRBIoRe+ & [0+ g o).l
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< MK 1+ (o ()3 + KM )T +5]

o R )
v+ (g, + &) )

and thus we get gy € L*(0,7;V N L), The fact that u? € L=(0,7;V N L) and

dur € L2(0, T; VNL™1) implies that u? € C([0,T]; VNL™!) (Theorem 2, Chapter 5, page
286, [18]). Note that, uj(-) — u(-) satisfies:

{d( p () —an(t) = [®(t, (1)) — (¢, wy(2))]A(t)dt,
(0;(0) = u(0)) = u™(0) —uo € H.
Taking the inner product with u}(-) — u,(+) to the first equation in (5.8), we get
5 SR — Tl = ({1, 51(0)) — B(t, B (1))J(0), (1) — (1)
< [[@(¢, uj(£) — (2, an(t)) |l 2o 1A (E) o]0y () — A (t) |
< Li[A(8)[|ol[a(t) — uh(t)H
< £Hﬁ’i(t) — Un (1) + Hh(t)H%HﬁZ(t) — ()i,

where we used Hypothesis 3.2 (H.3). Integrating the above inequality from 0 to ¢, we find

5 () — w615 < [la™(0) — ol + L/O 5 (s) — tn(s) s

(5.8)

+ L/O 1h(s)I[51I5 (s) — Wa(s)l[ds,

for all t € [0, T]. Applying Gronwall’s inequality, we have

T
5 () — w11 < [lu™(0) — uoII%ELTeXp(L/ ||h(t)||§dt) < [Ju”(0) — ug|[Fe T+,
0

(5.9)
for all t € [0,71, since h € Sy;. Thus, taking n — oo in (5.9), we obtain
sup ||uj(t) — un(t)||g — 0 as n — oo. (5.10)
te[0,T
Step 2. Weak convergence arqguments. Let us now define
Wie(+) == We (1) —ua () = (W () — () + (W () —un(e)) = Wi () + Wi (-).
From (5.I0), we know that sup |[W2(t)||3 — 0 as n — oco. Note that wi. () satisfies:
te[0,T
dw;- (1) = —*[pA. (t) + B(W}- (1)) + BC(W5-(t))]de
+ [P (t,a7- ()R (t) — P(t,ap(t))h(t)]dt + D(¢, ﬁis(t))dW(t), (5.11)

w;.(0) =0.
Let us define a sequence of stopping times
TN = 1nf{t |- (t)|lm > N or |[up(t)|lv>N or |[up(t)|z s > N}.
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Applying Itd’s formula to the process ||ws.(-)||%, we obtain

IW5e (E A 7)1 = —252/0 " (pAT(s) + B(T (5) + AC(T, (5), Wi (3))ds

n,e

+2A7wqw&mggmwﬁ—éwﬁﬂ$wwﬁﬁﬁ“wh

n,e

+62/ ; ||<I>(s,ﬁis(s))||f:st+26/0 (P, e (1)) AW (1), W (5)).
0 (5.12)

We estimate p(Aus., ws.) as
e~ - i~
(AT, Wie) = pl|Wiel[§ + p(VE;, VW) > §||W‘Es||%/ — S lIERI (5.13)

Furthermore, we estimate (B(uj.), w;.) as

B8, 50} < 85 565 < 26+ 55
2
1, B 1 r—3 2 T3
< 662 ~ 55 5 E 652 5.14
A e e I

for r > 3, where we performed a calculation similar to (AI8). Let us now estimate

B(C(uj:), Wj:) as
BC(aye), Whe) 25/ |05 ()| e () - Wi () dae
_5/ 1 ()5 \dx+ﬁ/ R (2) 10 () - W5 () da. (5.15)

Combining (5.14)) and (5.15]), we obtain
(B(W:), Wie) + B(C(W: ), Wie)

> - L2 (2 ﬁﬁﬁfw
= olTmllV 2(r—1) B(r—1) he llH
5/ . () [ (2) \dx+ﬁ/ G () (2) - 5, () da

r — 3 2 T ~c r r—1 ~n
gl - QQ_D(BQ_D) 163+ S, — S . (510
But we know that

r—1 __

9570 1 < | = ||22<r+1> ORI = [0l R,
L

. 2 \[r—1\2, ...
S ||uh5||ﬂjﬂ_+11 <,,,.+1) (T‘l'l) ’uhHHNj:iU

using Holder’s and Young’s inequalities. Thus, from (5.10), we get
(B ), Wie) + B(C(W}0), Wje)
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2

1 r—3 2 =3 B\ [(r—1\7T  _
> _Z|luEL R — cZ — mct (517
- 2|uh ||V 2(7,_1) (B(T_1>) |Wh ||H (T+1)(T—|—1) ||uh||]L7‘+1 ( )
Substituting (5.13) and (5.17) in (5.I12)), we obtain

n,e

tAT N .
Wi (t AT < € /0 (u!luZ(S)II% + (85 () + CIwre (o)1 + <HUZ(8)||§L)dS

3

+2/0 ([0, (5)) — (s, T()IHE(5), Wi () ds

+2/0 " (®(s, 0y (s))(h"(s) = h(s)), Wi (s))ds

n,e

b e? / (s, i (5)) |2 s + 22 / (@ (e (1)AW (1), W (5)

t/\T;\L,E iy
<& / (I + 185 ()13 + I (5) 1 + ()12, ) ds

n,e

+/0 UL IR B) + 1[50 (5) s

n,e n,e

+/0 " ||<I>(8,ﬁh(8))(ha(8)—h(S))H%dSJrKC‘Q/O T (1 + [ (s) ) ds

L9 / @, T () AW (1), W (5)),

o

2

where ¢ = =3 <L) " and Z = (ﬂ) (ﬂ) %1. An application of Gronwall’s inequality

r—1\ B(r—1) r+1/ \r+1
in (5.12) yields
sup [[Wie (1) [
te[0,TATY "]

T/\T}\L,’E .
< {[ [ (ol + 150 + e )

+T<K+ sup }Ilﬁ}is(t)llﬁ)] +/0 A 19 (¢, WA (2)) (h*(t) — (1)) | dt

te[0,TATY®
t
r2e o | [ (0T ()W), 95 ()] pelre0r
te[O,T/\r}f,’s] 0
T ~
< 82[u / !Iﬁis(t)llédt+T(N2+<N"“+K+ sup Ha;s(t)m%ﬂ)]
0 te[0,7

+/0 102, WA () (h*(t) — (1) ||Fadlt

+2¢  sup

te[0,TATy "]

/0 (D (. T (1) AW (1), W (5))

}6<M+L+1+62<>T. 518)
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Note that u5.(-) has paths in C(]0, T] ) NL2(0,T; V)N L0, T; L"), P-a.s. Let us now

show that sup Plw € Q : =T} =1as N — oo, for each n € N. Using
0<e<eq, h,he€A)s

Markov’s inequality and energy estimates, we have

sup P{lweQ:ry" =T}
0<e<eo, h,he€AM

— s P{ocns s (GO + @O+ [E0].) < ¥+ 2]

0<e<eq, h,he€AN

1
> — —— su E| sup ||uf- 2 4 sup ||[W?()|ly + sup ||[ar(t n]}
R, hphEeAM{ s GO+ sup GOl + sup 505
c 2 n n
21— oyt ol + [0 (Ol + [0 (0)lg)
—1 as N — oo, (5.19)

for each n. Using Burkholder-Davis-Gundy, Holder’s and Young’s inequalities and Hypoth-
esis 3.2 (H.2) as in (£53), we obtain

2+ K)E (Sup IIGZs(t)||%>+2 o s ()5 + KT
te

te[0,T) 0,TATN ]

2¢E sup

te[0,TATy "]

< V3e

/0 (@ (. T (1) AW (1), W (5))

<V3e[C(2+ K)(1+ ||uolfy) + 2N? + KT, (5.20)

and the right hand side of (5.20) is finite. Using (5.19), (5.20) and (£52) in (5.I8) and then
using energy estimates satisfied by uj.(-) and uj(-) (see (£33) and (5.7))), we obtain

sup ||[wi.(t)||F — 0, P-as.,

te[0,T
as € — 0 and N — oo, and hence wi. — 0 in C([0,T]; H), P-a.s., as ¢ — 0 (if needed one
can choose N = (1)™*1). Finally, we note that

sup ||Wi.(t)|lm < sup [|wi(t)]lm + sup [[wy(t)[|e.
t€[0,T te[0,7 te[0,7

Taking ¢ — 0 and then n — oo, we obtain sup ||[W5.(¢)||lm — 0 as ¢ — 0, which completes
te[0,T
the weak convergence proof and the Theorem follows for r > 3.

The case of r = 3 and Bu > 1 can be shown in a similar way using the calculation given

in (E30). O

Remark 5.3. If ®(-,-) is an invertible operator, then the rate function has the form

lo) =5 | Io(t.gt) a0l



32 M. T. MOHAN

6. EXPONENTIAL INEQUALITIES

In this section, we consider the SCBF equations perturbed by additive Gaussian noise.
We first derive an exponential inequality for the energy of the solution trajectory u(-) of the
system:

{du(t) + pAu(t) + B(u(t)) + SC(u(t)) = ¢(t)dW(t), t € (0,T), 6.1)

u(0) = uy,
when it exceeds a threshold R > 0 by time 7'. Specifically, for any fixed R > 0, we define

TR i= inf {t: lu(®)]|s > R},

te[0,7

the first time of exit for the solution from the R-ball in the space H. We follow the works
[9, 10}, 24], etc to get the required results. In order to obtain the global solvability (existence
and uniqueness of pathwise strong solution) of the system (G.1]), the noise coefficient @ :
Q2 x [0,7T] — Lq(H) satisfies the following assumption:

Hypothesis 6.1. The noise coefficient ® : Q x [0,T] — Lq(H) is assumed to be predictable
with
T
E[/ Tr(@(s)Q@*(s))ds] < 400. (6.2)
0

Let us now give Doob’s martingale inequality, which is used in this section.

Theorem 6.2 (Theorem I1.1.7, [38]). Let (:%)i>0 be a filtration on the probability space
(Q,.Z,P) and let (M(t))i>0 be a real valued right continuous martingale or positive sub-
martingale with respect to the filtration (%;)i>0. Then, for arbitrary A > 0,

| sup M) 2 2] <3 sup B[0P
0<t<T 0<t<T
For the one-dimensional Brownian motion (B(%));>0, we have (Proposition I1.1.8, [38])

| sup B(1)] 27 < exp<—§).

0<t<T

2, 2 2
For any § € R, note that ¢’5®~%" is a positive martingale with E [eeB(t)_%] =E [eeB(O)_GTO} =
1, and using Doob’s martingale inequality, we find

IP[ sup <9B(t) — %%) > ?\} = IP’[ SUp exp (9B(t) — %zt) > e)‘}

0<t<T 0<t<T
a 6t a
< e "Elexp| 6B(t) — 5 )| =" (6.3)
With the above motivation, if we define
t 92 t 1,
) =6 [ (u(s), ()W () = 5 [ 1QH (s)uls)lfads. (6.4)

then we have

Lemma 6.3 (Lemma 4.2, [9]). For every real 8, the exponential process Z(t) = exp(Jy(t))
is a martingale and E[Z(t)] = 1.
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Proposition 6.4. Assume that there exists a bounded, strictly positive, increasing function
pt on (0,T] such that

/ 197 (5)D(s) | cminds < prs B-as. for allt € (0,T]. (6.5)
Then, for any R > 0, the pathwise strong solution u(-) to the system (G1)) satisfies:
R2
2
B s o)l > R} < exp{lunl + TQpr} o] <o fo (60

Proof. Using Itd’s formula to the process |[u(-)[|% (see (3.4)), we find
t t
Hu(t)||fﬂ+2/~b/0 ||11(8)||§/d8+2ﬁ/0 lu(s)Iz2 ds

t t
= loll+2 [ (@(s)aW(s)u(s)) + [ T@(s)Qe 5))ds
0 0
The above equality implies

la(®)l13 < lluol% + da(t) + 2 / 1QH @ (s)u(s)|/3ds + / H(@(s)QD*(s))ds,  (6.7)

where

t
0a(t) =2 [ (B()W(s),u(s)) 2 / Q0" (s)u(s) 2ds. (6.8)
0
But we know that
1Q2 @ ulls < [|Q2®*| peaam lullzx < Te(@QD*)2 [l < Tr(Q)Y2[| @[/ o ulliz.  (6.9)
Thus, from (€7), it is immediate that

(@)l < [uollE + d2(t) + 2T1"(Q)/0 127 (5)(5) | ccawm [l u(s) s

An application of Gronwall’s 1nequahty in (G.I0) yields

la(®)[f < {IIUoII% +72(t) + Tr(Q) /t ||®*(S)®(S)|IL(H7H)dS}
+{om@ [ 1968 e [llf + 020 + TQ) [ 190180 o]
<exp[2mv(@) [ ||<1>*<r><1><r>||,;<H,H)dr] b (6.11)

Taking supremum over time on both sides of (6.11]), we arrive at

sup [[u(t)[% < (1+2T(Q)pre®™@” )<||uo!|H + sup. Dt )+T1”(Q)pT)

te[0,T

< e (uall + sup e >+Tr<Q>pT), (6.12)
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where pr is defined in (6.35]). Remember that p; is bounded for all ¢ € (0,7]. Thus, for any
fixed R > 0, using (6.3]), we infer that

p{ sup a0l > 1} =B sy uos > 7}

0<t<T 0<t<T

IA

P{e4Tr(Q)pT (Hu0||]%1 + sup D(t) +Tr(Q>pT) > Rz}
0<t<T

= IP’{ sup Wo(t) > R2e QP — (jlu,||f + Tr(Q)pT)}

0<t<T

= IP’{ sup exp[vz(t)] > exp[R%e VT — (|jug[3 + Tr(Q)pr)] }

0<t<T

R2
< exp [—m + ([ + TT(Q)PT)} ,

which completes the proof of (6.6]). O

Let us now find the probability of the deviations of the trajectory u(-) from its unperturbed
state u’(-), that satisfies:

{duo(t) + [pAW®(t) + B(u®(t)) 4+ BC(u°(t))]dt = 0, t € (0,T),
u’(0) = uy,

From [19, 26, 34], we know that the system (6.13) has a unique weak solution u € C([0, T'; H)N
L2(0,T; V)N L (0, T; L) (see Theorem .5 also).

Proposition 6.5. Let the assumptions of Proposition[6.4] be satisfied. Then for any R > 0,
we have

(6.13)

R2
() Tr(Q)p -
IP’{ sup [[u(t) —u’(t)||g > R} <e T exp[ 64Tr(Q)pT]’

0<t<T

Proof. Let us define u(-) := u(-) — u’(-), so that u(-) satisfies:

{dﬁ(t) +[A() + Blult) — Bul(t) + HC(u(t) — Clu’( >O>1£§ RGN
for t € (0,T). Applying It6’s formula to the process [T(-)|% (see (B)). Woe’ find
SOl + 20 G
= 2 [ [(B(us) ~ BOu(s). )+ 5(C(0(s) — Clu'(s)). ) s
+2 [ (@AW, ) + [ TH@()Q0())ds. (6.15)
Using (ZII), we get
B(e(m) - C(u®),u— ) > 2107 (u - w)lh (6.16)

2
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We estimate (B(u) — B(u®),u —u°®) = (B(u —u®,u’),u — u°) as
(B(u) = B(u"),u—u’)| = [(B(u—u’,u—u’),u’)| < [Ju—u’lly[lu’(u—u’)|u
1
< §||u—uo||%/+@||uo(u—uo)||%1- (6.17)
Now, we estimate |[u’(u —u®)||% as

[u’(u - u°)[ff = /O [u’(2)*|u(z) — u’(2)|*dx
2r—

I/Oluo(xﬂz\u(w) —uo(fv)\%w(x)—uo( )| da

< ([ e - \dx) ([ ) - \dx)”
< o [ W@l futo) - wo)a
) ([ue-wera). e

Combining (€.16)-(6.18), we obtain
B{C(u) - C(u"),u —u’) + (B(u) - B(u’),u —u’)

H Ui
> L - Lju— w2, (6.19)

2

where n = M(T’T__?’l) (W) ", Thus, from (G.15), we obtain

102 + / JG(s)[2ds < n / [G(s)[2ds + a(t) + 2 / 1QEe" (s)u(s)|[Ads

+/ Tr(P(s)QP*(s))ds, (6.20)
0
where 95() is defined in ([6.8]). Using (6.9) in (6.20), we further get

[ae)lE < n/ ||ﬁ(8)l|%d8 +0a(1) + 2T1"(Q)/0 197 ()2 (5) | ey [ (s) 17k

An application of Gronwall’s inequality in ([6.21]) yields

[ < {w) +TQ) [ t ||®*<s>@<s>r|£<H7H)ds}
<21 | t {H@*@)%)Hmm [ﬂ2<s> 1) [ 0 (1)) el
% exp [2Tr(Q) / t H<I>*(s)<I>(s)H£(H7H)} }ds. (6.22)
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Taking supremum over time from 0 to 7 in (6.22)), we find
sup, GO < (14 2T3(Qpre™ @) sup 020 + To(Qpr
0<t<T 0<t<T

< AT Qpr ( sup Vs(t) + Tr(Q)pT).

0<t<T
Hence, for any fixed R > 0, using (6.3]), we infer that
IP’{ sup ||a(t)||m > R} = IP{ sup ||[u(t)||z > Rz}
0<t<T

0<t<T

< P{e4Tr(Q)pT < sup Yq(t) + Tr(Q)pT) > R2}

0<t<T

= IP’{ sup exp[vq(t)] > exp [R26_4Tr(Q)pT — Tr(Q)pT}}

0<t<T
R2
< v - g + T

which completes the proof. O

7. RELATION WITH LARGE DEVIATIONS

In this section, we examine exit times of solutions of the SCBF equations (6.I)) from the
R-ball by using small noise asymptotic granted by large deviations theory. The following
Theorem shows that the LDP is preserved under continuous mappings, and is known as the
contraction principle.

Theorem 7.1 (Contraction principle, Theorem 4.2.1, [16]). Let & and ¢4 be Hausdorff
topological spaces and f : & — 9 a continuous function. Let us consider a good rate function
I:&—10,00].

(a) For eachy € ¢, define
Jiy) =inf{l(x) :z € &, y= f(x)}.

(b) If1 controls the LDP associated with a family of probability measures {p.} on &, then

I controls the LDP associated with the family of probability measures {u. o f~'} on
9.

7.1. Exponential estimates and LDP. Let us consider the following stochastic Stokes’
problem:

dz(t) + pAz(t) = ®(t)dW(t), t € (0,T),
{ z(0) = 0.
Under the Hypothesis [6.2] we can show that there exists a unique pathwise strong solution

to the system (Z.I)) with trajectories in C([0,T];H) N L2(0,T;V), P-a.s., and satisfies the
following energy estimate:

| s Jatol+an [ Jatolar] < 148] [ ewar )

0<t<T

(7.1)
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Using Sobolev embedding theorem, we know that

n(r—1)
H?*(0) c L"™(0), for 0 <o < —=-2.
(0) (0), for SOS D
Using the interpolation and Sobolev inequalities, we obtain
o | R AR
[allzr < [lall e 1l ey < CllAMallE™ [AZ ™|y, (7.2)
L n+2 Ln—r+1
for0<a< %("S};_ﬂf) and 3 <7 <n+1. For n =2, we can take a = 0, for r € [1, 3], and

hence we need only Hypothesis to obtain the results established in this section. Once
again, using interpolation and inequalities, we find

vl 2 ol 2
[allgrn < [lallZ7 [ullZ2 < CllA™ g™ Azl (7.3)
forﬂ—l<a<ﬂ(ﬂ) and r >n+ 1.
22 A

In this section, we need the following additional assumption on the noise coefficient.

Hypothesis 7.2. The noise coefficient A“® : Qx[0,T] — Lq(H) is assumed to be predictable
with

T
E [ / Tr(AD(s)Q(AD)(s))ds | < o0, (7.4)
0
for the range of a given in (T2) and (T3).
Applying Ito’s formula to the process ||A%z(-)||%, for p > 2, we find
t
S S
1A%z ()| +W/O 1A“2(s) [ [ A2 2(s) |[fds

=p/0 1A%z (s) || (A ®(s)AW (s), A%2(s))

HPEZD [ sl A e QA ()

Taking supremum over time 0 < ¢ < T" and then taking expectation, we obtain

T
E[ sup IIA“Z(t)II%+2u/ IIA“Z(t)II%_2||A2+“Z(t)II?HIdt]
0<t<T 0
p(p—1)

<
- 2

lﬂlrM%wM*MN@@mwwwmw]

+ pE | sup

te[0,7

/O 1A%z (s)||f > (A ®@(s)dW (s), AQZ(S))H : (7.5)

Applying Holder’s and Young’s inequalities, we estimate the first term from the right hand
side of the inequality (7.35]) as

p(p— 1)IE [/0 ||Aocz(t)||%‘2Tr(Aa(I>(t)Q(Aa(I’)*(t))dt]

2

Sp(pz_UE{SHP ||Aaz(t)“§ﬂ—2/ Tr(AO‘<I>(t)Q(AQ<I>)*(t))dt]

0<t<T 0
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0<t<T

1
< 18| sup 1avzlo)e]

+p-1)2p-1)(p-2)TE

( /0 ’ Tr(A“®(t)Q(A"D)* (t))dt) m]

< 18| s Iaatolg] + ¢, 8 ( [ ) Tr(A%(t)Q(A%)*(t))dt)]m, (7.6)

where C, = (p — 1)2(p—1)(p — 2))¥ Using Burkholder-Davis-Gundy, Hoélder’s and
Young’s inequalities, we estimate the final term from the right hand side of the inequal-

ity (75) as

pE

te[0,7

sup /0 HAO‘Z(S)IIﬁ'&_z(Aa@(S)dW(S),AQZ(S))H

- 1/2
< vaps| | HAaz<s>H§§p‘”HA%(s)Hist]

| i€ [0,7]

< 18| s Iaa1z] + &, B ( [ ) Tr(A%(t)Q(A“@)*(t))dt)r/z, (77)

where 5p =/3(4v3(p — 1))P~'. Making use of (Z.6) and (Z.7) in (7.5), we deduce that

T 1/2
< V3E| sup ||Aaz<s>||§f‘”< / Tr(A%(t)Q(A%)*(t))dt) ]

0<t<T

T
E[sup ||AC“Z(1t)II]’{§1+2pu/0 IIAQZ(t)!I%‘2IIA5+QZ(t)!|§Hdt}

p/2

<2(C, + G, [E < /0 : Tr(A%(t)Q(Aaq))*(t))dtH | (7.8)

Thus, we obtain z € L2(Q; L>°(0, T; D(A%))) N L2(0, T; D(Az+*)) and z € C([0,T]; D(A%)) N
L%(0,T; D(A2+®)), P-a.s. Thus, using (7:2) and (73), it is immediate that

T T
E[/ ||z<t>||gildt]s01a[/0 ||Aaz<t>||ﬁ—1||A§+az<t>||%ﬂdt]

< 20(Crvs + G [ ' TH(A"B()QAD) ()i ) N

where Cy1 + Cyiyq = r(2r(r — 1))%1 + v/3(4v/3r)" and hence z € L™ (Q; L+1(0, T; L"+1)).
Example 7.3. For example, one can take ® =1 and Q = A%, fore > 5 +2a. The behavior

of these eigenvalues of the Stokes operator is well known in the literature (for example see
Theorem 2.2, Corollary 2.2, [25]). For all k > 1, we have

Y

A > Cok¥™, where Cp = — @mr N "20(1 + n/2) (7.9)
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and Q| is the n-dimensional Lebesque measure of ). Then, the condition (4) is satisfied if

o0 e o0 1
Tr(A2a—a) _ Z(A%c—aek’ ek) 27\2(1 € > C2a c Z k2(2 ) Csa—a Z kz(s—Za) < 400,
k=1

k=1 k=1 k=1 "

provided € > § + 2a.

Let us define v(-) = u(-) — z(-) and consider the system satisfied by v(-) as

{dv(t) + [Av(t) + B(v(t) + z(t)) + BC(v(t) + z(t))]dt = 0, t € (0,T),

v(0) = uy. (7.10)

Taking the inner product with v(-) to the first equation in (7.10), we obtain

LIV + VOl = ~(BV() +2(0), v(1)) — BC((E) + 2() v(0).  (7.11)
The above equality implies
SV + v O + Bl (o) + (o),
= (B(v(t) +2(1)),z(t)) + BLC(v(t) + 2(1)), z(t)). (7.12)

It can be easily seen that

[(C(v+a), )| < |Iv+z (v +2) |- lzllgn = v +zl7 L 2lzn

s 1 ' T
< qhvralgt+ o () el (713

Calculations similar to (6.17) and (6.18) yield
[(B(v+2),2)| = [(B(v+2z2),v+2)| < |zllv[(v+2)(v+2)|a

r+1

1 B " n
<zl + v +2)(v + 2l < N1zl + J v + 2l + v + 2l (7.14)

Lr+1

2
where 1) = = < T 1)> " Combining (CI3) and (7.I4), substituting it in (7.12) and then
integrating from 0 to t, we get

V()12 + 20 / Iv(s)[2ds + 8 / Iv(s) + 2(s) |2+, ds

t t t t
<fualf+ [ (o)l ds 2 [ el +7 [ laolEds+7 [ Iv)lds

where Kk = Tz—fl (f—fl)r. Applying Gronwall’s inequality, we get

T T
Sup ||V(t)||]%1+2u/ HV(t)H%,dHﬁ/O Iv() + 2() ||, dt

te[0,T

T T
s{uuon%w / ()| it + 2 / la®I3dt +7 / !Iz(t)llﬁdt}em, (7.15)



40 M. T. MOHAN

for each w € €, and hence v € L>(0, T; H) N L(0, T; V) N L™1(0, T; L"), P-a.s. The final
regularity result holds true, since

T
r+1 r r+1 r r+1
[ vzt <2 oot [ lsolzta < oo

Moreover, v is having a continuous modification with trajectories in C([0, 7]; H), P-a.s.
The next Lemma is proved under the Hypothesis

Lemma 7.4. Let a function ¢ € C([0,T]; D(A®)) be given. Let the map
T — vy (7.16)
be defined by
Av(t) + [Ave(t) + B(vu(t) + 0(0) + HC(vult) + w(B)dt = 0, t € (0,T),
{ vy (0) = uy.
Then, the map ¥ is a continuous map from C([0,T]; D(A%)) into the space C([0,T];H) N
L0, 7; V)N L0, T; L+,

Proof. We consider two functions ¢; and ¢y in C([0,7];D(A®)). Let us denote the corre-
sponding weak solution of (Z.I7) as vy,, for i = 1,2. Then the system v, = vy, — vy, where

1 = 1 — 1y satisfies:
dvy (t) + [Avy(t) + B(vy, () + 11(t)) — B(ve, () + ¢2(1))
FB(C(vy, (8) + 11 () — C(vy, (1) +¢2(1)))]dt = 0, t € x(0,T),  (7.18)
v,(0) = 0.
Taking the inner product with v, to the first equation in (ZI8]), we find

IV + v
)

= —(B(vy, (1) + 1)) = B(va (1) + ¢a(t)), Vo (1))
= By, (1) + (1)) = C(vy, (1) + 92(1)), vis (1))
(

(7.17)

(t
—(B(vy, (1) + 91(1)) = BV, (1) + 92 (t)), v (1) + (1))

BV, () + 1 (1) = C(va (8) + 1a(t)), v (t) + (1))
+ (B(vy, (1) + ¢1(1)) = B(vy, (1) + 42(1)), ¢(1))
+ B(C (Vi (1) + 11(F)) = C(v, (1) + 2(1)), ¥ (2))

4
= > I (7.19)
i=1
Using Holder’s and Young’s inequalities, we estimate [, as
I = [(B(vy + ¢, vy + ), )| = [(B(vy + ¢, ), vy +9)]
1 1
< llvll(ve + ) (Ve + )l < SI1G + Sl (ve + ) (Ve + E) (7.20)

We estimate the final term from the right hand side of the inequality (Z.20) using Holder’s
and Young’s inequalities as

1(ve + ) (Ve + )l
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- / V() + (@) PIvla) + () Pdz

/\Vw )+ G(@)PIve(@) + (@) Vo) + (@) T de

. (/O |Vw(93)+¢(5”)|T_1|Vw(if)+w(x)|2d$>%</o |Vw(zv)+¢(if)|2dx) =

2
v+t + =32 N, 4w (7.21)
27“ sIVe T ¥lEa T T\ B - v TVl ’

for r > 3. Thus, I; can be estimated as

<

1 T
< S+ 5glive + 0IE, + ellve + vl

_2
where o = 2(’;__31) (6%:21)> " We estimate I, using (Z.11)) as

B -1 B -1
L < =S llve + 117 (vp + )l = Sl1Ives + 0= (ve + )l
Now, we estimate I3 as

[3 = <B(V1ZJ1 + ¢1>Vw + w)a¢> + <B(V1ﬁ + %sz + ¢2)>¢>
= —(B(vy, +¥1,%), vy + ) = (B(vy +0,9), vy, + 12)
< [[@lvll (v, +v1)(vg + D)l + [9]lvl| (v, + 12) (Ve + ¥)[ln

1 1
I + 51 v + 1) (Ve + D)l + Sl (Vs + $2) (Ve + 9) (7.22)
The estimation of the term ||(vy, 4+ ¢1)(vy + )| is similar to (Z21), and we estimate it as
1(vgy +¥1)(vy + )l

_2_

r—1 -3 8 T3
< Slve 0l P+ 0+ 23 (5 ) et ol 02

for r > 3. Similarly, we estimate [|(vy, + ¥2)(vy + ¥)||% as

1V, +v)(ve + )l < élll% + 47 (v + ) + pllve + ¥R (7.24)

where p = i(ﬁ(r - ) . Using (7.23) and (.24) in (7.22)), we find

Iy < |95 + gll\wl + 1|7 (v + ) Iy + gHI% + ol T (v + O)lf + pllvy + VIIE,
(7.25)

for r > 3. Finally, we estimate I using Taylor’s formula (Theorem 7.9.1, [12]) as

I = ﬁ< / CHO(vs + 1) + (1 — 0) (v, + 1)) (v + w>d9,¢>

= 5r</0 10V, +11) + (1= 0) (Ve +02) " (vy + ¢>d97¢>
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< m<0§£1 B0 + 1)+ (1= )+ ) v+ w101

< Br2" A ((|v, + Ui [V + o) vy + ], [Y])

< Dllves + 07 v )+ SV + 0l T v+ 0)IR
+ Br22% 7|V, + ] T Bl + Bri2 3| vy, + ol T 01

< Dllves + 1T v )+ DV + 0l v+ )1

+ Bre2 vy, + il I+ B2 vy, + allE L (7.26)
From (ZI2)), we infer that
22—7“ .
e [ e s e [ R 8
and hence we get
r -1
= 1||Vw +YlIE, < —|||Vw1 + 417 (v + ) + |||Vw2 +ol = (v + ¥

Combining (7.20)-(7.20) and substituting it in (Z.19), we get
01+ 20 [ s + 555 [ Il + ool b
<3 /Ot [+ (s)l[ds + 4o /Ot 9 (s)l[fds + 4o /Ot [V (s)|lds

5 [ Iolzds = 1o [ o)l + 572 [ ol Las

]Lr+1

+ prigir / [V ()2 N3 12, s + Br2237 / V() 24 N (s) 12, s (7.27)

Applying Gronwall’s inequality in (Z.27), we obtain

]L'r+1

T T T
sup !IV¢(t)II%§{3 | 1wl +ao+ o) [ wtolae+ g2 [ ooz a
te[0,7] 0 0 0

r—1 2

T T
+Br223’“‘4< [ vatolz? dt) ( | dt) 1
0 ’¢11 Lr+1 0 Lr+1
T T =1
T+
worz([Civaiza) ([ o) }<>
0

(7.28)

Let us now take ¢, — ¢ in C([0,T]; D(A%)), as n — oo. Also, from the estimate (Z.13]),
it is clear that the quantity

t t
Vo O+ [ 19v0(6)Eds+ [ v ()L s
0

]L'r+1
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is bounded uniformly and independent of n, for all ¢t € [0,7]. Thus, from (7.27) and (7.28),
it is immediate that vy, — v, in C([0, T]; H) N L*(0,7;V) N L™ (0, T; L") and hence the
continuity of the map ¥ follows.

The case of r = 3 and S > 1 can be proved in a similar way. U

Let Gy ( fo ds) is the set of solutions of the equation:

{dAax(t) + pAx(H)dE = EAD(t)A(t)dt, t € (0,T),

<(0) = 0. (7.29)

Theorem 7.5. Let © maps from C([0,T]; D(A®)) to C([0, T): H)NL2(0, T; V)NL (0, T; L)
and is given by

O(z) =z+ V(z),

where the map V(-) is defined in (T16) and (CI7). For any given R > 0 and § > 0, there
exists a large positive constant gy such that for all oy, if we define the set A, := 0(00~(B%)),
then the unique pathwise strong solution u(-) of the system (6.1) satisfies:

P{u(t) € A} < exp{—0*(J(Bg) —9)}, (7.30)
where
Bg = {v € C([0,T];H) N L2(0, T; V) N L0, T; L") -
T T
sup. [v(t )Ilﬁﬁ/ !|V(t)!|3vdt+/ HV(t)HTJLdKR}
0<t< 0 0
J(BS) = inf I
(Br) ceahse ) (%),
and
1 T
I(x) = inf {— / y|h(t)||gdt}. (7.31)
heL2(0,T5Ho):xeGo (f; h(s)ds) L 2 Jo

Proof. For each h € L?(0,T;Hy), we use the notation Gy ( [, h(s)ds) for the set of solutions
of the equation (7.29). For each € > 0, let z°(-) denotes the unique pathwise strong solution
of the stochastic equation:

dA%Z (t) + pAlT oz (t)dt = VeA*®(t)h(t)dt, t € (0,T),
(7.32)
z°(0) = 0.
Then A%z* \/7f0 (t —s)A*D(s)dW(s) = /eA%z(t), where S(-) is the Stokes’ semi-

group and z( ) € C([0, T]; D(A®)) is the unique pathwise strong solution of the system (7.1]).
Note that (see section 12.3, [14], [46]) the large deviations rate function for the family A%z(-)
is given by

1 /T
I(x) = inf {—/ ||h(t)||(2)dt}.
heL?(0,T;Ho):xeo (f; h(s)ds) L2 Jo
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Let us now define the map © from C([0, T]; D(A%)) to C([0, T]; H)NL2(0, T; V)NL+1(0, T; L)
by O(z) = z + ¥(z), where the map U(-) is defined in (7.10) and (ZI7). Using Lemma [T.4]
we know that the map © is continuous and

u® = 0(z°) = O(Vez), (7.33)

where u®(-) satisfies:

du (1) + [HAWE (1) + B(uS(t)) + BC(wE (1))]dt = VE®(#)AW (1), t € (0,T),
2£(0) =, (7.34)

Then, using Contraction principle (see Theorem [TT]), we deduce that the family u®(-) satisfies
the large deviation principle with the rate function:

JA) = inf I(x),

x€0~1(A)
for any Borel set A € C([0,T]; H) N L2(0,T; V) N L™(0, T; L"+), where
O (A) = {x € C(0, T} D(A%)) : O(x) € A}.
Thus, using the LDP (see Definition 2] (1)), we have
limsup elogP{u® € By} < —J(BY),

e—0

where By is an open ball in C([0,T]; H) N L2(0,T;V) N L™(0, T; L"*') with center 0 and
radius R > 0. Thus, for any 0 > 0, there exists an ¢; > 0 such that for all 0 < & < €1, we
have

elogP{u® € B;} < —J(B%) + 9.

The above inequality easily gives

1
P{u® € B} < exp{—g(J(BE) - 5)} (7.35)
From (7.35)), it is clear that
1 1
P{z € %6 } < exp{—g (B%) — )}, (7.36)
using ((C.33). Let us denote the set A to be @(% ~1(B%)) and from (7.36), we infer that
1
P{z ¢ A} < exp{——(J(Bc) 5)}, (7.37)
since u = ©(z), which completes the proof. O
Remark 7.6. If we take o9 = 1, then the set Ay becomes B, and from (L30), we deuce
that
Plu € By} < exp{~2(J(B;) — 0)). (7.35)

which gives the rate of decay as J(BS,). Moreover, if one can assure the existence of an R > 0
such that BS, C A,,, then also the Theorem 75 leads to (T.39).
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Remark 7.7. From the Proposition we know that the rate of decay is of the order of
R%. We can also follow the same procedure as in the Theorem [7.3 to get a similar result.
Let us define the set

Fr:={x:J(x) < R’}

for R > 0 and define the set Gr as any open neighborhood of Fr. Then, for any given any
d > 0, there exists an 1 > 0 such that for all 0 < e < &1, from (L3H), we have

Pluf € Gy} < eXp{i(J(G;) - 6)} < exp{—gm - 5)},

€
using the definition of the set Gg. Hence, using (T33)), it is immediate that

P{u e @(%@‘1((}%))} < exp{—é(R2 _ 5)}.
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