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WENTZELL-FREIDLIN LARGE DEVIATION PRINCIPLE FOR THE

STOCHASTIC CONVECTIVE BRINKMAN-FORCHHEIMER EQUATIONS

MANIL T. MOHAN1*

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 ⊂ R

n (n = 2, 3) with a smooth boundary ∂O are given
by 




∂u

∂t
− µ∆u+ (u · ∇)u+ αu+ β|u|r−1u+∇p = f , in O × (0, T ),

∇ · u = 0, in O × (0, T ),

u = 0 on ∂O × (0, T ),

u(0) = u0 in O,∫

O
p(x, t)dx = 0, in (0, T ).

(1.1)

Physically, the convective Brinkman-Forchheimer equations (1.1) 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 αu+β|u|r−1u) of the classical Navier-Stokes equa-
tions. Here u(t, x) ∈ R

n represents the velocity field at time t and position x, p(t, x) ∈ R

denotes the pressure field, f(t, x) ∈ R
n is an external forcing. The final condition in (1.1)

is imposed for the uniqueness of the pressure p. The constant µ represents the positive
Brinkman coefficient (effective viscosity), the positive constants α and β represent the Darcy
(permeability of porous medium) and Forchheimer (proportional to the porosity of the ma-
terial) coefficients, respectively. The absorption exponent r ∈ [1,∞) and r = 3 is known as
the critical exponent. In the deterministic setting, the global solvability results of the system
(1.1) are known in the literature and interested readers are referred to see [1, 19, 26, 34], etc.

The works [4, 31, 32, 41], etc discuss the global solvability and asymptotic behavior of
solutions to the stochastic counterpart of the (1.1) and related models in the whole space or
on a torus. These papers showed the existence of a unique strong solution

u ∈ L2(Ω; L∞(0, T ;H1(O))) ∩ L2(0, T ;H2(O)), (1.2)

with P-a.s., paths in C([0, T ];H1(O)), for u0 ∈ L2(Ω;H1(O)). In bounded domains, there is
a technical difficulty in getting the strong solutions to the SCBF equations (1.1) with the
regularity given in (1.2). The major difficulty in working with bounded domains is that
PH(|u|r−1u) (PH : L2(O) → H is the Helmholtz-Hodge orthogonal projection) need not be
zero on the boundary, and PH and −∆ are not necessarily commuting (see Example 2.19,
[39]). This implies that the equality

∫

O
(−∆u(x)) · |u(x)|r−1u(x)dx

=

∫

O
|∇u(x)|2|u(x)|r−1dx+

r − 1

4

∫

O
|u(x)|r−3|∇|u(x)|2|2dx, (1.3)

may not be useful in the context of bounded domains. The authors in [17, 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 (1.2), by using the estimate given in
(1.3), 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 (1.2) and discussed about some
asymptotic behavior of strong solutions. The existence and uniqueness of strong solutions
to SCBF equations (r > 3, for any µ and β, r = 3 for 2βµ ≥ 1) in bounded domains with
u0 ∈ L2(Ω;L2(O))) is obtained in the space

L2(Ω; L∞(0, T ;L2(O)) ∩ L2(0, T ;H1
0(O))) ∩ Lr+1(Ω; Lr+1(0, T ;Lr+1(O))), (1.4)

with P-a.s. paths in C([0, T ];L2(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 (Itô’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 [11, 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 (1.3) to obtain the existence of a global strong solution and they
exploited the regularity given in (1.2) 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 (1.4) 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 (1.1). In section 3, 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 4.9, 4.11 and 4.13). The LDP for the strong solutions to the SCBF equations for
short time is studied in the section 5 (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 (1.1). In our analysis, the parameter α does not play a major role and
we set α to be zero in (1.1) in the rest of the paper.

2.1. Function spaces. Let C∞
0 (O;Rn) denotes the space of all infinitely differentiable func-

tions (Rn-valued) with compact support in O ⊂ R
n. We define

V := {u ∈ C∞
0 (O,Rn) : ∇ · u = 0},

H := the closure of V in the Lebesgue space L
2(O) = L2(O;Rn),

V := the closure of V in the Sobolev space H
1
0(O) = H1

0(O;Rn),

L̃
p := the closure of V in the Lebesgue space L

p(O) = Lp(O;Rn),

for p ∈ (2,∞). Then under some smoothness assumptions on the boundary, we characterize

the spaces H, V and L̃
p as H = {u ∈ L

2(O) : ∇ · u = 0,u · n
∣∣
∂O = 0}, with norm

‖u‖2
H
:=
∫
O |u(x)|2dx, where n is the outward normal to ∂O, V = {u ∈ H

1
0(O) : ∇ · u = 0},

with norm ‖u‖2
V
:=
∫
O |∇u(x)|2dx, and L̃

p = {u ∈ L
p(O) : ∇ · u = 0,u · n

∣∣
∂O}, with norm

‖u‖p
L̃p

=
∫
O |u(x)|pdx, 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 L̃p

and its dual L̃p
′

, where 1
p
+ 1

p′
= 1. Note that H can be identified with its dual H′. We endow

the space V∩ L̃
p with the norm ‖u‖V + ‖u‖

L̃p , for u ∈ V∩ L̃
p and its dual V′ + L̃

p′ with the
norm

inf
{
max

(
‖v1‖V′, ‖v1‖L̃p′

)
: v = v1 + v2, v1 ∈ V

′, v2 ∈ L̃
p′
}
.

We first note that V ⊂ V∩ L̃
p ⊂ H and V is dense in H,V and L̃

p, and hence V∩ L̃
p is dense

in H. We have the following continuous embedding also:

V ∩ L̃
p →֒ H ≡ H

′ →֒ V
′ + L̃

p

p−1 .

One can define equivalent norms on V ∩ L̃
p and V

′ + L̃
p

p−1 as (see [2])

‖u‖
V∩L̃p =

(
‖u‖2

V
+ ‖u‖2

L̃p

)1/2
and ‖u‖

V′+L̃

p
p−1

= inf
u=v+w

(
‖v‖2

V′ + ‖w‖2
L̃

p
p−1

)1/2
.

The following interpolation inequality is frequently used in the paper. Assume 1 ≤ s ≤ r ≤
t ≤ ∞, θ ∈ (0, 1) such that 1

r
= θ

s
+ 1−θ

t
and u ∈ L

s(O) ∩ L
t(O), then we have

‖u‖Lr ≤ ‖u‖θ
Ls‖u‖1−θ

Lt . (2.1)

2.2. Linear operator. Let PH : Lp(O) → H denotes the Helmholtz-Hodge projection ([21]).
For p = 2, PH becomes an orthogonal projection and for 2 < p < ∞, it is a bounded linear
operator. We define {

Au : = −PH∆u, u ∈ D(A),

D(A) : = V ∩H
2(O).

It can be easily seen that the operator A is a non-negative self-adjoint operator in H with
V = D(A1/2) and

〈Au,u〉 = ‖u‖2
V
, for all u ∈ V, so that ‖Au‖V′ ≤ ‖u‖V. (2.2)
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For a bounded domain O, the operator A is invertible and its inverse A−1 is bounded, self-
adjoint and compact in H. Thus, using spectral theorem, the spectrum of A consists of an
infinite sequence 0 < λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ . . . ≤ λk ≤ . . . , with λk → ∞ as k → ∞ of eigenvalues.
Moreover, there exists an orthogonal basis {ek}∞k=1 of H consisting of eigenvectors of A such
that Aek = λkek, for all k ∈ N. We know that u can be expressed as u =

∑∞
k=1〈u, ek〉ek and

Au =
∑∞

k=1 λk〈u, ek〉ek. Thus, it is immediate that

‖∇u‖2
H
= 〈Au,u〉 =

∞∑

k=1

λk|〈u, ek〉|2 ≥ λ1

∞∑

k=1

|〈u, ek〉|2 = λ1‖u‖2H, (2.3)

which is the Poincaré inequality. In this work, we also need the fractional powers of A.
For u ∈ H and α > 0, we define Aαu =

∑∞
k=1 λ

α
k (u, ek)ek, u ∈ D(Aα), where D(Aα) =

{u ∈ H :
∑∞

k=1 λ
2α
k |(u, ek)|2 < +∞}. Here D(Aα) is equipped with the norm

‖Aαu‖H =

( ∞∑

k=1

λ
2α
k |(u, ek)|2

)1/2

. (2.4)

It can be easily seen that D(A0) = H, D(A1/2) = V. We set Vα = D(Aα/2) with ‖u‖Vα
=

‖Aα/2u‖H. Using Rellich-Kondrachov compactness embedding theorem, we know that for
any 0 ≤ s1 < s2, the embedding D(As2) ⊂ D(As1) is also compact.

2.3. Bilinear operator. Let us define the trilinear form b(·, ·, ·) : V× V× V → R by

b(u,v,w) =

∫

O
(u(x) · ∇)v(x) ·w(x)dx =

n∑

i,j=1

∫

O
ui(x)

∂vj(x)

∂xi
wj(x)dx.

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) =
PH(u · ∇)u. An integration by parts gives

{
b(u,v,v) = 0, for all u,v ∈ V,

b(u,v,w) = −b(u,w,v), for all u,v,w ∈ V.

In the trilinear form, an application of Hölder’s inequality yields

|b(u,v,w)| = |b(u,w,v)| ≤ ‖u‖
L̃r+1‖v‖

L̃

2(r+1)
r−1

‖w‖V,

for all u ∈ V ∩ L̃
r+1, v ∈ V ∩ L̃

2(r+1)
r−1 and w ∈ V, so that we get

‖B(u,v)‖V′ ≤ ‖u‖
L̃r+1‖v‖

L̃

2(r+1)
r−1

. (2.5)

Hence, the trilinear map b : V× V× V → R has a unique extension to a bounded trilinear

map from (V ∩ L̃
r+1) × (V ∩ L̃

2(r+1)
r−1 ) × V to R. It can also be seen that B maps V ∩ L̃

r+1

into V
′ + L̃

r+1
r . Using interpolation inequality (see (2.1)), we get

|〈B(u,u),v〉| = |b(u,v,u)| ≤ ‖u‖
L̃r+1‖u‖

L̃

2(r+1)
r−1

‖v‖V ≤ ‖u‖
r+1
r−1

L̃r+1
‖u‖

r−3
r−1

H
, (2.6)

for all v ∈ V ∩ L̃
r+1. Thus, for r > 3, we have

‖B(u)‖
V′+L̃

r+1
r

≤ ‖u‖
r+1
r−1

L̃r+1
‖u‖

r−3
r−1

H
. (2.7)
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Using (2.5), for u,v ∈ V ∩ L̃
r+1, we also have

‖B(u)− B(v)‖
V′+L̃

r+1
r

≤ ‖B(u− v,u)‖V′ + ‖B(v,u− v)‖V′

≤
(
‖u‖

L̃

2(r+1)
r−1

+ ‖v‖
L̃

2(r+1)
r−1

)
‖u− v‖

L̃r+1

≤
(
‖u‖

r−3
r−1

H
‖u‖

2
r−1

L̃r+1
+ ‖v‖

r−3
r−1

H
‖v‖

2
r−1

L̃r+1

)
‖u− v‖

L̃r+1, (2.8)

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

‖B(u)− B(v)‖
V′+L̃

4
3
≤
(
‖u‖

L̃4 + ‖v‖
L̃4

)
‖u− v‖

L̃4 ,

hence B(·) : V ∩ L̃
4 → V

′ + L̃
4
3 is a locally Lipschitz operator. For more details, see [47].

2.4. Nonlinear operator. Let us now consider the operator C(u) := PH(|u|r−1u). It is

immediate that 〈C(u),u〉 = ‖u‖r+1

L̃r+1
and the map C(·) : L̃r+1 → L̃

r+1
r is Gateaux differentiable

with Gateaux derivative C′(u)v = rPH(|u|r−1v), for v ∈ L̃
r+1. For 0 < θ < 1 and u,v ∈

L̃
r+1, using Taylor’s formula (Theorem 6.5, [13]), we have

〈PH(|u|r−1u)− PH(|v|r−1v),w〉 ≤ ‖(|u|r−1u)− (|v|r−1v)‖
L̃

r+1
r
‖w‖

L̃r+1

≤ sup
0<θ<1

r‖(u− v)|θu+ (1− θ)v|r−1‖
L̃

r+1
r
‖w‖

L̃r+1

≤ sup
0<θ<1

r‖θu+ (1− θ)v‖r−1

L̃r+1
‖u− v‖

L̃r+1‖w‖
L̃r+1

≤ r
(
‖u‖

L̃r+1 + ‖v‖
L̃r+1

)r−1‖u− v‖
L̃r+1‖w‖

L̃r+1, (2.9)

for all u,v,w ∈ L̃
r+1. Thus the operator C(·) : L̃r+1 → L̃

r+1
r is locally Lipschitz. Moreover,

for any r ∈ [1,∞), we have

〈PH(u|u|r−1)− PH(v|v|r−1),u− v〉
= 〈|u|r−1, |u− v|2〉+ 〈|v|r−1, |u− v|2〉+ 〈v|u|r−1 − u|v|r−1,u− v〉
= ‖|u| r−1

2 (u− v)‖2
H
+ ‖|v| r−1

2 (u− v)‖2
H

+ 〈u · v, |u|r−1 + |v|r−1〉 − 〈|u|2, |v|r−1〉 − 〈|v|2, |u|r−1〉. (2.10)

But, we know that

〈u · v, |u|r−1 + |v|r−1〉 − 〈|u|2, |v|r−1〉 − 〈|v|2, |u|r−1〉

= −1

2
‖|u| r−1

2 (u− v)‖2
H
− 1

2
‖|v| r−1

2 (u− v)‖2
H
+

1

2
〈
(
|u|r−1 − |v|r−1

)
,
(
|u|2 − |v|2

)
〉

≥ −1

2
‖|u| r−1

2 (u− v)‖2
H
− 1

2
‖|v| r−1

2 (u− v)‖2
H
.

From (2.10), we finally have

〈PH(u|u|r−1)− PH(v|v|r−1),u− v〉 ≥ 1

2
‖|u| r−1

2 (u− v)‖2
H
+

1

2
‖|v| r−1

2 (u− v)‖2
H
≥ 0, (2.11)

for r ≥ 1. It is important to note that

‖u− v‖r+1

L̃r+1
=

∫

O
|u(x)− v(x)|r−1|u(x)− v(x)|2dx
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≤ 2r−2

∫

O
(|u(x)|r−1 + |v(x)|r−1)|u(x)− v(x)|2dx

≤ 2r−2‖|u| r−1
2 (u− v)‖2

L2 + 2r−2‖|v| r−1
2 (u− v)‖2

L2, (2.12)

for r ≥ 1 (replace 2r−2 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 (1.1).

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) ⊂ X is said to be monotone if

〈G(x)−G(y), x− y〉 ≥ 0, for all x, y ∈ D.

The operator G(·) is said to be hemicontinuous, if for all x, y ∈ X and w ∈ X
′,

lim
λ→0

〈G(x+ λy), w〉 = 〈G(x), w〉.

The operator G(·) is called demicontinuous, if for all x ∈ D and y ∈ X, the functional

x 7→ 〈G(x), y〉 is continuous, or in other words, xk → x in X implies G(xk)
w−→ G(x) in X

′.
Clearly demicontinuity implies hemicontinuity.

Theorem 2.2 (Theorem 2.2., [34]). Let u,v ∈ V ∩ L̃
r+1, for r > 3. Then, for the operator

G(u) = µAu+ B(u) + βC(u), we have

〈(G(u)−G(v),u− v〉+ η‖u− v‖2
H
≥ 0, (2.13)

where

η =
r − 3

2µ(r − 1)

(
2

βµ(r − 1)

) 2
r−3

. (2.14)

That is, the operator G+ ηI is a monotone operator from V ∩ L̃
r+1 to V

′ + L̃
r+1
r .

Theorem 2.3 (Theorem 2.3, [34]). For the critical case r = 3 with 2βµ ≥ 1, the operator

G(·) : V ∩ L̃
r+1 → V

′ + L̃
r+1
r is globally monotone, that is, for all u,v ∈ V, we have

〈G(u)−G(v),u− v〉 ≥ 0. (2.15)

Lemma 2.4 (Lemma 2.5, [34]). The operator G : V∩ L̃
r+1 → V

′ + L̃
r+1
r is demicontinuous.

2.6. Abstract formulation and weak solution. We take the Helmholtz-Hodge orthogo-
nal projection PH in (1.1) to obtain the abstract formulation for t ∈ (0, T ) as:





du(t)

dt
+ µAu(t) + B(u(t)) + βC(u(t)) = f(t), in V

′ + L̃
r+1
r ,

u(0) = u0 ∈ H ∩ L̃
r+1,

(2.16)

for r ≥ 3, where f ∈ L2(0, T ;V′). Strictly speaking, one should use PHf 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. For r ≥ 3, a function

u ∈ C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1),

with ∂tu ∈ L2(0, T ;V′) + L
r+1
r (0, T ;L

r+1
r ), is called a weak solution to the system (2.16), if

for f ∈ L2(0, T ;V′), u0 ∈ H and v ∈ V ∩ L̃
r+1, u(·) satisfies:





〈∂tu(t) + µAu(t) + B(u(t)) + βC(u(t)),v〉 = 〈f(t),v〉,

lim
t↓0

∫

O
u(t)vdx =

∫

O
u0vdx,

(2.17)

and the energy equality:

1

2

d

dt
‖u(t)‖2

H
+ µ‖u(t)‖2

V
+ β‖u(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
= 〈f(t),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,∞), for n = 2).

Theorem 2.6 (Theorem 3.4, [34]). Let u0 ∈ H and f ∈ L2(0, T ;V′) be given. Then there
exists a unique weak solution to the system (2.16) satisfying

u ∈ C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1),

for r ≥ 3 (2βµ ≥ 1 for r = 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)− µ∆u(t) + (u(t) · ∇)u(t) + β|u(t)|r−1u(t) +∇p(t)
= Φ(t,u(t))dW(t), in O × (0, T ),

∇ · u(t) = 0, in O × (0, T ),

u(t) = 0 on ∂O × (0, T ),

u(0) = u0 in O,

(3.1)

where W(·) is an H-valued Wiener process. We also discuss the global solvability of the
system (3.1) under suitable assumptions on the noise coefficient.

3.1. Noise coefficient. Let (Ω,F ,P) be a complete probability space equipped with an
increasing family of sub-sigma fields {Ft}0≤t≤T of F satisfying:

(i) F0 contains all elements F ∈ F with P(F ) = 0,
(ii) Ft = Ft+ =

⋂
s>t

Fs, for 0 ≤ t ≤ T .

Definition 3.1. A stochastic process {W(t)}0≤t≤T is said to be an H-valued Ft-adapted
Wiener process with covariance operator Q if

(i) for each non-zero h ∈ H, ‖Q 1
2h‖−1

H
(W(t), h) is a standard one dimensional Wiener

process,
(ii) for any h ∈ H, (W(t), h) is a martingale adapted to Ft.
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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 t, the process W(t) can be expressed as W(t, x) =∑∞

k=1

√
µkek(x)βk(t), where βk(t), k ∈ N are independent one dimensional Brownian motions

on (Ω,F ,P) and {ek}∞k=1 are the orthonormal basis functions of H such that Qek = µkek. If
W(·) is an H-valued Wiener process with covariance operator Q with TrQ =

∑∞
k=1 µk < +∞,

then W(·) is a Gaussian process on H and E[W(t)] = 0, Cov[W(t)] = tQ, t ≥ 0. The space

H0 = Q
1
2H is a Hilbert space equipped with the inner product (·, ·)0,

(u,v)0 =
∞∑

k=1

1

λk
(u, ek)(v, ek) = (Q− 1

2u,Q− 1
2v), for all u,v ∈ H0,

where Q− 1
2 is the pseudo-inverse of Q

1
2 .

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 H0 := Q
1
2H to H. Since Q is a trace

class operator, the embedding of H0 in H is Hilbert-Schmidt and the space LQ is a Hilbert

space equipped with the norm ‖Φ‖2LQ
= Tr(ΦQΦ∗) =

∑∞
k=1 ‖Q

1
2Φ∗ek‖2H and inner product

(Φ,Ψ)LQ
= Tr(ΦQΨ∗) =

∑∞
k=1(Q

1
2Ψ∗ek,Q

1
2Φ∗ek). For more details, the interested readers

are referred to see [14].

Hypothesis 3.2. The noise coefficient Φ(·, ·) satisfies:
(H.1) The function Φ ∈ C([0, T ]× V;LQ(H)).
(H.2) (Growth condition) There exists a positive constant K such that for all t ∈ [0, T ] and

u ∈ H,
‖Φ(t,u)‖2LQ

≤ K
(
1 + ‖u‖2

H

)
,

(H.3) (Lipschitz condition) There exists a positive constant L such that for any t ∈ [0, T ]
and all u1,u2 ∈ H,

‖Φ(t,u1)− Φ(t,u2)‖2LQ
≤ L‖u1 − u2‖2H.

3.2. Abstract formulation of the stochastic system. On taking orthogonal projection
PH onto the first equation in (3.1), we get

{
du(t) + [µAu(t) + B(u(t)) + βC(u(t))]dt = Φ(t,u(t))dW(t), t ∈ (0, T ),

u(0) = u0,
(3.2)

where u0 ∈ L2(Ω;H). Strictly speaking, one should write PHΦ instead of Φ.
Let us now provide the definition of a unique global strong solution in the probabilistic

sense to the system (3.2).

Definition 3.3 (Global strong solution). Let u0 ∈ L2(Ω;H) be given. An H-valued (Ft)t≥0-
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(Ω; L∞(0, T ;H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V)) ∩ Lr+1(Ω; Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1)) and u(·)
has a V∩ L̃

r+1-valued modification, which is progressively measurable with continuous

paths in H and u ∈ C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1), P-a.s.,

(ii) the following equality holds for every t ∈ [0, T ], as an element of V′ + L̃
r+1
r , P-a.s.

u(t) = u0 −
∫ t

0

[µAu(s) + B(u(s)) + βC(u(s))]ds+
∫ t

0

Φ(s,u(s))dW(s), (3.3)
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(iii) the following Itô formula holds true:

‖u(t)‖2
H
+ 2µ

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖2
V
ds+ 2β

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds

= ‖u0‖2H +

∫ t

0

‖Φ(s,u(s))‖2LQ
ds+ 2

∫ t

0

(Φ(s,u(s))dW(s),u(s)), (3.4)

for all t ∈ (0, T ), P-a.s.

An alternative version of condition (3.3) is to require that for any v ∈ V ∩ L̃
r+1:

(u(t),v) = (u0,v)−
∫ t

0

〈µAu(s) + B(u(s)) + βC(u(s)),v〉ds

+

∫ t

0

(Φ(s,u(s))dW(s),v), P-a.s. (3.5)

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

P
{
ω ∈ Ω : u(t) = ũ(t), for all t ∈ [0, T ]

}
= 1.

Theorem 3.5 (Theorem 3.7, [35]). Let u0 ∈ L2(Ω;H), for r ≥ 3 be given (2βµ ≥ 1, for
r = 3). Then there exists a pathwise unique strong solution u(·) to the system (3.2) such
that

u ∈ L2(Ω; L∞(0, T ;H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V)) ∩ Lr+1(Ω; Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1)),

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), [11] (LDP for some 2D hydrodynamic systems), [33]
(LDP for the 2D Oldroyd fluids) for application of such methods to various hydrodynamic
models.

Let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space with an increasing family {Ft}t≥0 of the sub σ-fields
of F satisfying the usual conditions. We consider the following stochastic CBF system:{

duε(t) = −
[
µAuε(t) + B(uε(t)) + β|uε(t)|r−1uε(t)

]
dt+

√
εΦ(t,uε(t))dW(t),

uε(0) = u0,
(4.1)

for some fixed point u0 in H. From Theorem 3.7, [35] (see Theorem 3.5), it is known that
the system (4.1) has a pathwise unique strong solution uε(·) with Ft-adapted paths (that
is, for any t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ O, uε(t, x) is Ft-measurable) in

C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1), P-a.s.,

for r ≥ 3 (2βµ ≥ 1, for r = 3). Moreover, such a strong solution satisfies the energy equality
(Itô’s formula):

‖uε(t)‖2
H
+ 2µ

∫ t

0

‖uε(s)‖2
V
ds+ 2β

∫ t

0

‖uε(s)‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds
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= ‖u0‖2H + ε

∫ t

0

‖Φ(s,uε(s))‖2LQ
ds+ 2

√
ε

∫ t

0

(Φ(s,uε(s))dW(s),uε(s)), (4.2)

for all t ∈ [0, T ], P-a.s. As the parameter ε ↓ 0, the solution uε(·) of (4.1) tends to the
solution of the following deterministic system:{

du0(t) = −
[
µAu0(t) + B(u0(t)) + βC(u0(t))

]
dt,

u0(0) = u0 ∈ H.
(4.3)

In this section, we investigate the large deviations of uε(·) from the deterministic solution
u0(·), as ε ↓ 0. From Theorem 3.4, [34] (see [19] also), it is known that the system (4.3) has
a unique weak solution in the Leray-Hopf sense, satisfying the energy equality

‖u0(t)‖2
H
+ 2µ

∫ t

0

‖u0(s)‖2
V
ds + 2β

∫ t

0

‖u0(s)‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds = ‖u0‖2H,

for all t ∈ [0, T ] in the Polish space C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1).

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

Definition 4.1. A function I : E → [0,∞] is called a rate function if I is lower semicontin-
uous. A rate function I is called a good rate function, if for arbitrary M ∈ [0,∞), the level
set KM =

{
x ∈ E : I(x) ≤ M

}
is compact in E .

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

ε > 0
}
of E -valued random elements is said to satisfy the large deviation principle on E

with rate function I, if the following two conditions hold:

(i) (Large deviation upper bound) For each closed set F ⊂ E :

lim sup
ε→0

ε logP(Xε ∈ F) ≤ − inf
x∈F

I(x).

(ii) (Large deviation lower bound) For each open set G ⊂ E :

lim inf
ε→0

ε logP(Xε ∈ G) ≥ − inf
x∈G

I(x).

Definition 4.3. Let I be a rate function on E . A family
{
Xε : ε > 0

}
of E -valued random

elements is said to satisfy the Laplace principle on E with rate function I, if for each real-
valued, bounded and continuous function h defined on E , that is, for h ∈ Cb(E ),

lim
ε→0

ε logE

{
exp

[
−1

ε
h(Xε)

]}
= − inf

x∈E

{
h(x) + I(x)

}
. (4.4)

Lemma 4.4 (Varadhan’s Lemma, [48]). Let E be a Polish space and {Xε : ε > 0} be a
family of E -valued random elements satisfying LDP with rate function I. Then {Xε : ε > 0}
satisfies the Laplace principle on E with the same rate function I.

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

A :=

{
H0-valued {Ft}-predictable processes h such that

∫ T

0

‖h(s)‖20ds < +∞, P-a.s.

}
,

where H0 = Q
1
2H and

SM :=

{
h ∈ L2(0, T ;H0) :

∫ T

0

‖h(s)‖20ds ≤M

}
.

It is known from [6] that the space SM is a compact metric space under the metric d̃(u,v) =
∞∑
j=1

1
2j

∣∣∣
∫ T
0
(u(s)− v(s), ẽj(s))0ds

∣∣∣, where {ẽj}∞j=1 are orthonormal basis of L2(0, T ;H0). Since

every compact metric space is complete, the set SM endowed with the weak topology obtained

from the metric d̃ is a Polish space. Let us now define

AM =
{
h ∈ A : h(ω) ∈ SM , P-a.s.

}
.

Next, we state an important lemma regarding the convergence of the sequence
∫ ·
0
hn(s)ds,

which is useful in proving compactness as well as weak convergence results.

Lemma 4.6 (Lemma 3.2, [5]). Let {hn} be a sequence of elements from AM , for some
0 < M < +∞. Let the sequence {hn} converges in distribution to h with respect to the weak
topology on L2(0, T ;H0). Then

∫ ·
0
hn(s)ds converges in distribution as C([0, T ];H)-valued

processes to
∫ ·
0
h(s)ds as n→ ∞.

Let E denote a Polish space, and for ε > 0, let Gε : C([0, T ];H) → E be a measurable
map. Let us define

Xε = Gε(W(·)).
We are interested in the large deviation principle for Xε as ε→ 0.

Hypothesis 4.7. There exists a measurable map G0 : C([0, T ];H) → E such that the fol-
lowing hold:

(i) Let {hε : ε > 0} ⊂ AM , for some M < +∞. Let hε converge in distribution as an
SM -valued random elements to h as ε→ 0. Then Gε(W(·)+ 1√

ε

∫ ·
0
hε(s)ds) converges

in distribution to G0(
∫ ·
0
h(s)ds) as ε→ 0.

(ii) For every M < +∞, the set

KM =

{
G0

(∫ ·

0

h(s)ds

)
: h ∈ SM

}

is a compact subset of E .

For each f ∈ E , we define

I(f) := inf
{h∈L2(0,T ;H0):f=G0(

∫
·

0 h(s)ds)}

{
1

2

∫ T

0

‖h(s)‖20ds
}
, (4.5)

where infimum over an empty set is taken as +∞. 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 Xε = Gε(W(·)). If {Gε}
satisfies the Hypothesis 4.7, then the family {Xε : ε > 0} satisfies the Laplace principle in E

with rate function I given by (4.5).

It should be noted that Hypothesis 4.7 (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 4.7 (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 Ft-adapted
pathwise unique strong solution uε(t) in the Polish space

E = C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1), P-a.s.

The solution to the system (4.1) denoted by uε(·) can be written as Gε(W(·)), for a Borel
measurable function Gε : C([0, T ];H) → E (see Corollary 4.2, Chapter X, [49], see [5] also).
Our main goal is to verify that such a Gε satisfies Hypothesis 4.7. Then, applying the
Theorem 4.8, the LDP for

{
uε : ε > 0

}
in E can be established. Let us now state and prove

our main theorem.

Theorem 4.9. Under the Hypothesis 3.2, {uε : ε > 0} obeys an LDP on C([0, T ];H) ∩
L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1) with the rate function I.

The LDP for
{
uε : ε > 0

}
in E is proved in the following way. We show the well-

posedness of certain controlled deterministic and controlled stochastic equations in E . 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 4.7.

Theorem 4.10. Let h ∈ L2(0, T ;H0) and Φ(·, ·) satisfy the Hypothesis 3.2. Then the fol-
lowing deterministic control system:{

duh(t) = −[µAuh(t) + B(uh(t)) + βC(uh(t))− Φ(t,uh(t))h(t)]dt, in V
′ + L̃

r+1
r ,

uh(0) = u0 ∈ H,
(4.6)

has a unique weak solution in C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1), and

sup
h∈SM

{
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖uh(t)‖2H + µ

∫ T

0

‖uh(t)‖2Vdt+ β

∫ T

0

‖uh(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

}

≤
(
‖u0‖2H +KM

)
e2(T+M). (4.7)

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of weak solution in the Leray-Hopf sense (satisfying
the energy equality) of the system (4.6) 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 (4.7) only. Taking the inner product
with uh(·) to the first equation in (4.6), we find

1

2

d

dt
‖uh(t)‖2H + µ‖uh(t)‖2V + β‖u(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
= 〈Φ(t,uh(t))h(t),uh(t)〉. (4.8)

since 〈B(uh),uh〉 = 0. Using the Cauchy-Schwarz and Hölder inequalities, and Hypothesis
3.2 (H.2), we get

|〈Φ(·,uh)h,uh〉| ≤ ‖Φ(·,uh)h‖H‖uh‖H ≤ ‖Φ(·,uh)‖LQ
‖h‖0‖uh‖H
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≤ 1

2
‖uh‖2H +

1

2
‖Φ(·,uh)‖2LQ

‖h‖20

≤ 1

2
‖uh‖2H +

K

2
‖h‖20 +

K

2
‖uh‖2H‖h‖20. (4.9)

Substituting (4.9) in (4.8), we obtain

‖uh(t)‖2H + 2µ

∫ t

0

‖uh(s)‖2Vds+ 2β

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds

≤ ‖u0‖2H +K

∫ t

0

‖h(s)‖20ds +
∫ t

0

‖uh(s)‖2Hds+K

∫ t

0

‖uh(s)‖2H‖h(s)‖20ds. (4.10)

Applying Gronwall’s inequality in (4.10), we find

‖uh(t)‖2H ≤
(
‖u0‖2H +K

∫ T

0

‖h(t)‖20dt
)
eT+K

∫ T

0
‖h(t)‖20dt,

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Thus, taking h ∈ SM , we finally obtain (4.7). �

We are now in a position to verify the Hypothesis 4.7 (ii).

Theorem 4.11 (Compactness). Let M < +∞ be a fixed positive number. Let

KM :=
{
uh ∈ C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1) : h ∈ SM

}
,

where uh is the unique Leray-Hopf weak solution of the deterministic controlled equation
(4.6), with r ≥ 3 (βµ > 1, for r = 3) and uh(0) = u0 ∈ H in E = C([0, T ];H)∩L2(0, T ;V)∩
Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1). Then KM is compact in E .

Proof. Let us consider a sequence {uhn} in KM , where uhn corresponds to the solution of
(4.6) with control hn ∈ SM in place of h, that is,

{
duhn(t) = −[µAuhn(t) + B(uhn(t)) + βC(uhn(t))− Φ(t,uhn(t))hn(t)]dt,

uhn(0) = u0 ∈ H.
(4.11)

Then, by using the weak compactness of SM , there exists a subsequence of {hn}, (still
denoted by {hn}), which converges weakly to h ∈ SM in L2(0, T ;H0). Using the estimate
(4.7), we obtain





uhn
w∗

−→ uh in L∞(0, T ;H),

uhn
w−→ uh in L2(0, T ;V),

uhn
w−→ uh in Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1),

(4.12)

where uh(·) satisfies (4.6). In order to prove that KM is compact, we need to prove that
uhn → uh in E as n→ ∞. In other words, it is required to show that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖uhn(t)− uh(t)‖2H +

∫ T

0

‖uhn(t)− uh(t)‖2Vdt +
∫ T

0

‖uhn(t)− uh(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt → 0,

(4.13)
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as n→ ∞. Recall that for the system (4.6), the energy estimate in (4.7) holds true. Let us
now define wh

hn
:= uhn − uh, so that wh

hn
satisfies:





dwh
hn(t) = −

[
µAwh

hn(t) + B(uhn(t))− B(uh(t)) + β(C(uhn(t))− C(uh(t)))
]
dt

+ [Φ(t,uhn(t))hn(t)− Φ(t,uh(t))h(t)]dt,

wh
hn(0) = 0.

(4.14)

Taking the inner product with wh
hn
(·) to the system (4.14), we get

‖wh
hn(t)‖2H + 2µ

∫ t

0

‖wh
hn(s)‖2Vds+ 2β

∫ t

0

〈C(uhn(s))− C(uh(s)),uhn(s)− uh(s)〉ds

= −2

∫ t

0

〈B(uhn(s))− B(uh(s)),w
h
hn(s)〉ds

+ 2

∫ t

0

(Φ(s,uhn(s))hn(s)− Φ(s,uh(s))h(s),w
h
hn(s))ds. (4.15)

From (2.11), we easily have

β〈C(uhn)− C(uh),uhn − uh〉 ≥
β

2
‖|uhn|

r−1
2 (uhn − uh)‖2H +

β

2
‖|uh|

r−1
2 (uhn − uh)‖2H. (4.16)

Note that 〈B(uhn,uhn − uh),uhn − uh〉 = 0 and it implies that

〈B(uhn)− B(uh),uhn − uh〉 = 〈B(uhn,uhn − uh),uhn − uh〉+ 〈B(uhn − uh,uh),uhn − uh〉
= 〈B(uhn − uh,uh),uhn − uh〉 = −〈B(uhn − uh,uhn − uh),uh〉.

Using Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities, we estimate |〈B(uhn − uh,uhn − uh),uh〉| as
|〈B(uhn − uh,uhn − uh),uh〉| ≤ ‖uhn − uh‖V‖uh(uhn − uh)‖H

≤ µ

2
‖uhn − uh‖2V +

1

2µ
‖uh(uhn − uh)‖2H. (4.17)

We take the term ‖uh(uhn −uh)‖2H from (4.17) and use Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities to
estimate it as (see [23] also)

∫

O
|uh(x)|2|uhn(x)− uh(x)|2dx

=

∫

O
|uh(x)|2|uhn(x)− uh(x)|

4
r−1 |uhn(x)− uh(x)|

2(r−3)
r−1 dx

≤
(∫

O
|uh(x)|r−1|uhn(x)− uh(x)|2dx

) 2
r−1
(∫

O
|uhn(x)− uh(x)|2dx

) r−3
r−1

≤ βµ

2

(∫

O
|uh(x)|r−1|uhn(x)− uh(x)|2dx

)

+
r − 3

r − 1

(
4

βµ(r − 1)

) 2
r−3
(∫

O
|uhn(x)− uh(x)|2dx

)
, (4.18)

for r > 3. Combining (4.16) and (4.18), we find

β〈C(uhn)− C(uh),uhn − uh〉+ 〈B(uhn − uh,uhn − uh),uh〉
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≥ β

4
‖|uhn|

r−1
2 (uhn − uh)‖2H +

β

2
‖|uh|

r−1
2 (uhn − uh)‖2H

− r − 3

2µ(r − 1)

(
4

βµ(r − 1)

) 2
r−3
(∫

O
|uhn(x)− uh(x)|2dx

)
− µ

2
‖uhn − uh‖2V. (4.19)

Using (2.12), we have

22−rβ

4
‖uhn − uh‖r+1

L̃r+1
≤ β

4
‖|uhn|

r−1
2 (uhn − uh)‖2L2 +

β

4
‖|uh|

r−1
2 (uhn − uh)‖2L2 .

Thus, from (4.19), it is immediate that

β〈C(uhn)− C(uh),uhn − uh〉+ 〈B(uhn − uh,uhn − uh),uh〉

≥ β

2r
‖uhn − uh‖r+1

L̃r+1
− η̃

2
‖uhn − uh‖2H − µ

2
‖uhn − uh‖2V, (4.20)

where

η̃ =
r − 3

µ(r − 1)

(
4

βµ(r − 1)

) 2
r−3

. (4.21)

For r > 3, from (4.15), one can easily get

‖wh
hn(t)‖2H + µ

∫ t

0

‖wh
hn(s)‖2Vds+

β

2r−1

∫ t

0

‖wh
hn(s)‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds

≤ η̃

∫ t

0

‖wh
hn(s)‖2Hds + 2

∫ t

0

((Φ(s,uhn(s))− Φ(s,uh(s))hn(s),w
h
hn(s))ds

+ 2

∫ t

0

(Φ(s,uh(s))(hn(s)− h(s)),wh
hn(s))ds

=: η̃

∫ t

0

‖wh
hn(s)‖2Hds+ I1 + I2. (4.22)

Using Cauchy-Schwarz, Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities and Hypothesis 3.2 (H.3), we es-
timate I1 as

I1 ≤ 2

∫ t

0

|(Φ(s,uhn(s))− Φ(s,uh(s))hn(s),w
h
hn(s))|ds

≤ 2

∫ t

0

‖Φ(s,uhn(s))− Φ(s,uh(s)‖LQ
‖hn(s)‖0‖wh

hn(s)‖Hds

≤ 2L

∫ t

0

‖hn(s)‖0‖wh
hn(s)‖2Hds

≤ L

∫ t

0

‖wh
hn(s)‖2Hds+ L

∫ t

0

‖hn(s)‖20‖wh
hn(s)‖2Hds. (4.23)

Making use of the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young inequalities, we estimate I2 as

I2 ≤ 2

∫ t

0

‖Φ(s,uh(s))(hn(s)− h(s))‖H‖wh
hn(s)‖Hds

≤
∫ t

0

‖wh
hn(s)‖2Hds+

∫ t

0

‖Φ(s,uh(s))(hn(s)− h(s))‖2
H
ds. (4.24)
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Combining (4.23) and (4.24) and substituting it in (4.22), we find

‖wh
hn(t)‖2H + µ

∫ t

0

‖wh
hn(s)‖2Vds+

β

2r−1

∫ t

0

‖wh
hn(s)‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds

≤ (η̃ + 1 + L)

∫ t

0

‖wh
hn(s)‖2Hds+ L

∫ t

0

‖hn(s)‖20‖wh
hn(s)‖2Hds

+

∫ t

0

‖Φ(s,uh(s))(hn(s)− h(s))‖2
H
ds. (4.25)

A application of Gronwall’s inequality in (4.25) yields

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖wh
hn(t)‖2H + µ

∫ T

0

‖wh
hn(t)‖2Vdt+

β

2r−1

∫ T

0

‖wh
hn(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

≤
(∫ T

0

‖Φ(s,uh(s))(hn(s)− h(s))‖2
H
ds

)
e(η̃+1+L)T exp

(
L

∫ T

0

‖hn(t)‖20dt
)

≤
(∫ T

0

‖Φ(s,uh(s))(hn(s)− h(s))‖2
H
ds

)
e(η̃+1+L(1+M))T , (4.26)

since {hn} ∈ SM . It should be noted that the operator Φ(·, ·)Q 1
2 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 {hn} converges
weakly to h ∈ SM in L2(0, T ;H0), we infer that

∫ T

0

‖Φ(s,uh(s))(hn(s)− h(s))‖2
H
ds→ 0 as n→ ∞.

Thus, from (4.26), we obtain

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖wh
hn(t)‖2H + µ

∫ T

0

‖wh
hn(t)‖2Vdt +

β

2r−1

∫ T

0

‖wh
hn(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt → 0 as n → ∞, (4.27)

which concludes the proof for r > 3.
For r = 3, from (2.11), we have

β〈C(uhn)− C(uh),uhn − uh〉 ≥
β

2
‖uhn(uhn − uh)‖2H +

β

2
‖uh(uhn − uh)‖2H. (4.28)

We estimate |〈B(uhn − uh,uhn − uh),uh〉| using Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities as

|〈B(uhn − uh,uhn − uh),uh〉| ≤ ‖uh(uhn − uh)‖H‖uhn − uh‖V

≤ µ

2
‖uhn − uh‖2V +

1

2µ
‖uh(uhn − uh)‖2H. (4.29)

Combining (4.28) and (4.29), we obtain

β〈C(uhn)− C(uh),uhn − uh〉+ 〈B(uhn − uh,uhn − uh),uh〉

≥ β

2
‖uhn(uhn − uh)‖2H +

1

2

(
β − 1

µ

)
‖uh(uhn − uh)‖2H − µ

2
‖uhn − uh‖2V

≥ 1

2

(
β − 1

µ

)
‖uhn − uh‖4

L̃4 −
µ

2
‖uhn − uh‖2V. (4.30)
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Thus, we infer that

‖wh
hn(t)‖2H + µ

∫ t

0

‖wh
hn(s)‖2Vds +

(
β − 1

µ

)∫ t

0

‖wh
hn(s)‖4L̃4ds

≤ (1 + L)

∫ t

0

‖wh
hn(s)‖2Hds + L

∫ t

0

‖hn(s)‖20‖wh
hn(s)‖2Hds

+

∫ t

0

‖Φ(s,uh(s))(hn(s)− h(s))‖2
H
ds. (4.31)

Hence, for βµ > 1, arguing similarly as in the case of r > 3, we finally obtain the required
result. �

Let us now verify Hypothesis 4.7 (i). We first establish the existence and uniqueness result
of the following stochastic controlled SCBF equations.

Theorem 4.12. For any h ∈ AM , 0 < M < +∞, under the Hypothesis 3.2, the stochastic
control problem:





duεh(t) = −
[
µAuεh(t) + B(uεh(t)) + βC(uhε (t))− Φ(t,uεh(t))h(t)

]
dt

+
√
εΦ(t,uεh(t))dW(t),

uεh(0) = u0 ∈ H,

(4.32)

has a pathwise unique strong solution in L2(Ω; E ), where E = C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩
Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1) with Ft-adapted paths in E , P-a.s. Furthermore, uεh(·) satisfies:

sup
0<ε≤ε0, h∈AM

E

[
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖uεh(t)‖2H + 2µ̃

∫ T

0

‖uεh(t)‖2Vdt+ 2β

∫ T∧τN

0

‖uεh(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

]

≤
(
2‖u0‖2H + 2K(4M + 13Kε0)T

)
e8MKT , (4.33)

where µ̃ = µ− 13Kε
λ1

≥ 0 and ε0 =
µλ1
13K

.

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of pathwise strong solution satisfying the energy equal-
ity to the system (4.32) 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

τN := inf
t≥0

{t : ‖uεh(t)‖H > N}.

Since uεh(·) satisfies Itô’s formula (Theorem 3.7, [35]), we obtain

‖uεh(t ∧ τN )‖2H + 2µ

∫ t∧τN

0

‖uεh(s)‖2Vds+ 2β

∫ t

0

‖uεh(s)‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds

= ‖u0‖2H + 2

∫ t∧τN

0

(Φ(s,uεh(s))h(s),u
ε
h(s))ds+ ε

∫ t∧τN

0

‖Φ(s,uεh(s))‖2LQ
ds

+ 2
√
ε

∫ t∧τN

0

(Φ(s,uεh(s))dW(s),uεh(s)). (4.34)
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Taking supremum from 0 to T and then taking expectation in (4.34), we get

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τN ]

‖uεh(t)‖2H + 2µ

∫ T∧τN

0

‖uεh(t)‖2Vdt + 2β

∫ T∧τN

0

‖uεh(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

]

≤ ‖u0‖2H + 2E

[∫ T∧τN

0

|(Φ(t,uεh(t))h(t),uεh(t))|dt
]
+ εE

[∫ T∧τN

0

‖Φ(t,uεh(t))‖2LQ
dt

]

+ 2E

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τN ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t∧τN

0

(
√
εΦ(s,uεh(s))dW(s),uεh(s))

∣∣∣∣

]

=: ‖u0‖2H + εE

[∫ T∧τN

0

‖Φ(t,uεh(t))‖2LQ
dt

]
+

2∑

k=1

Ik. (4.35)

We estimate I1 using Cauchy-Schwarz, Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities as

I1 ≤ E

[∫ T∧τN

0

‖Φ(t,uεh(t))‖LQ
‖h(t)‖0‖uεh(t)‖Hdt

]

≤ 1

8
E

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τN ]

‖uεh(t)‖2H

]
+ 2E

(∫ T∧τN

0

‖Φ(t,uεh(t))‖LQ
‖h(t)‖0dt

)2

≤ 1

8
E

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τN ]

‖uεh(t)‖2H

]
+ 2E

[(∫ T∧τN

0

‖Φ(t,uεh(t))‖2LQ
dt

)(∫ T∧τN

0

‖h(t)‖20dt
)]

≤ 1

8
E

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τN ]

‖uεh(t)‖2H

]
+ 2ME

[∫ T∧τN

0

‖Φ(t,uεh(t))‖2LQ
dt

]
, (4.36)

where we used the fact that h ∈ AM . Using Burkholder-Davis-Gundy ([7, 15]), Hölder’s and
Young’s inequalities, we estimate I2 as

I2 ≤
√
3εE

[∫ T∧τN

0

‖Φ(t,uεh(t))‖2LQ
‖uεh(s)‖2Hds

]1/2

≤
√
3εE

[
‖uεh(s)‖H

(∫ T∧τN

0

‖Φ(t,uεh(t))‖2LQ
ds

)1/2
]

≤ 1

8
E

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τN ]

‖uεh(t)‖2H

]
+ 6εE

[∫ T∧τN

0

‖Φ(t,uεh(t))‖2LQ
dt

]
. (4.37)

Substituting (4.36) and (4.37) in (4.35), we obtain

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τN ]

‖uεh(t)‖2H + 2µ

∫ T∧τN

0

‖uεh(t)‖2Vdt+ 2β

∫ T∧τN

0

‖uεh(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

]

≤ 2‖u0‖2H +K(8M + 26ε)E

[∫ T∧τN

0

(
1 + ‖uεh(t)‖2H

)
dt

]
, (4.38)

where we used the Hypothesis 3.2 (H.2). Thus, from (4.38), we get

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τN ]

‖uεh(t)‖2H + 2

(
µ− 13Kε

λ1

)∫ T∧τN

0

‖uεh(t)‖2Vdt+ 2β

∫ T∧τN

0

‖uεh(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

]
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≤ 2‖u0‖2H + 2K(4M + 13Kε)T + 8MKE

[∫ T∧τN

0

‖uεh(t)‖2Hdt
]
. (4.39)

For 0 < ε ≤ ε0 =
µλ1
13K

, an application of Gronwall’s inequality in (4.39) yields

E

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τN ]

‖uεh(t)‖2H

]
≤
(
2‖u0‖2H + 2K(4M + 13Kε0)T

)
e8MKT . (4.40)

Passing N → ∞ in (4.40), using the monotone convergence theorem and then substituting
it in (4.38), we finally obtain (4.33). �

For all h ∈ L2(0, T ;H0), let uh(·) be the unique weak solution of the deterministic control
equation:

{
duh(t) = −[µAuh(t) + B(uh(t)) + βC(uh(t))− Φ(t,uh(t))h(t)]dt,

uh(0) = u0 ∈ H.
(4.41)

Note that
∫ ·
0
h(s)ds ∈ C([0, T ];H). Let us define G0 : C([0, T ];H) → E by

uh(·) = G0

(∫ ·

0

h(s)ds

)
, for some h ∈ L2(0, T ;H0).

Let uεhε(·) solve the following stochastic control system:




duεhε(t) = −[µAuεhε(t) + B(uεhε(t)) + βC(uεhε(t))− Φ(t,uεhε(t))h
ε(t)]dt

+
√
εΦ(t,uεhε(t))dW(t),

uεhε(0) = u0 ∈ H.

(4.42)

Using Theorem 4.12, the system (4.42) has a pathwise unique strong solution uεhε(·) with
paths in

E = C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1), P-a.s.

Since,

E

(
exp

{
− 1√

ε

∫ T

0

(hε(t), dW(t))0 −
1

2ε

∫ T

0

‖hε(t)‖20dt
})

= 1,

the measure P̂ defined by

dP̂(ω) = exp

{
− 1√

ε

∫ T

0

(hε(t), dW(t))0 −
1

2ε

∫ T

0

‖hε(t)‖20dt
}
dP(ω)

is a probability measure on (Ω,F ,P). Moreover, P̂(ω) is mutually absolutely continuous
with respect to P(ω) and by using Girsanov’s theorem (Theorem 10.14, [16]), we have the
process

Ŵ(t) := W(t) +
1√
ε

∫ t

0

hε(s)ds, t ∈ [0, T ],

is a Q-Wiener process with respect to {Ft}t≥0 on the probability space (Ω,F , P̂). Thus, we
know that ([15, 40])

uεhε(·) = Gε
(
W(·) + 1√

ε

∫ ·

0

hε(s)ds

)
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is the unique strong solution of (4.1) with W(·) replaced by Ŵ(·), on (Ω,F , {Ft}t≥0, P̂).

Moreover, the system (4.1) with Ŵ(·) is same as the system (4.42), and since P̂ and P are
mutually absolutely continuous, we further find that uεhε(·) is the unique strong solution of
(4.42) on (Ω,F , {Ft}t≥0,P).

The well known Skorokhod’s representation theorem (see [45]) states that if µn, n =
1, 2, . . . , and µ0 are probability measures on complete separable metric space (Polish space)

such that µn
w−→ µ, as n→ ∞, then there exist a probability space (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃) and a sequence

of measurable random elements Xn such that Xn → X, P̃-a.s., and Xn has the distribution
function µn, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . (Xn ∼ µn), that is, the law of Xn is µn. We use Skorokhod’s
representation theorem in the next theorem.

Theorem 4.13 (Weak convergence). Let
{
hε : ε > 0

}
⊂ AM converges in distribution to h

with respect to the weak topology on L2(0, T ;H0). Then Gε
(
W(·) + 1√

ε

∫ ·
0
hε(s)ds

)
converges

in distribution to G0
(∫ ·

0
h(s)ds

)
in E , as ε → 0.

Proof. Let hε converge to h in distribution as random elements taking values in SM , where
SM is equipped with the weak topology. Since AM is Polish (see section 4.2 and [6]) and{
hε : ε > 0

}
⊂ AM converges in distribution to h with respect to the weak topology on

L2(0, T ;H0), the Skorokhod representation theorem can be used to construct a probability

space (Ω̃, F̃ , (F̃t)0≤t≤T , P̃) and processes (h̃ε, h̃, W̃ε) such that the distribution of (h̃ε, W̃ε) is

same as that of (hε,Wε), and h̃ε → h̃, P̃-a.s., in the weak topology of SM . Thus
∫ t
0
h̃ε(s)ds→∫ t

0
h̃(s)ds weakly in H0, P̃-a.s., for all t ∈ [0, T ]. In the following sequel, without loss of

generality, we write (Ω,F ,P) as the probability space and (hε, h,W) as processes, though

strictly speaking, one should write (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃) and (h̃ε, h̃, W̃ε), respectively for probability
space and processes.

Let us define wε
hε := uεhε − uh, where wε

hε(·) satisfies:



dwε
hε(t) = −[µAwε

hε(t) + B(uεhε(t))− B(uh(t)) + β(C(uεhε(t))− C(uh(t)))
−Φ(t,uεhε(t))h

ε(t) + Φ(t,uh(t))h(t)]dt+
√
εΦ(t,uεhε(t))dW(t),

wε
hε(0) = 0,

(4.43)

and

P̃(w̃ε
hε ∈ C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1))

= P(wε
hε ∈ C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1)) = 1,

where w̃ε
hε = ũεhε − ũh. We need to prove that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖wε
hε(t)‖2H +

∫ T

0

‖wε
hε(t)‖2Vdt +

∫ T

0

‖wε
hε(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt→ 0,

in probability as ε→ 0. Using Itô’s formula, we obtain

‖wε
hε(t)‖2H + 2µ

∫ t

0

‖wε
hε(s)‖2Vds + 2β

∫ t

0

〈C(uεhε(s))− C(uh(s)),wε
hε(s)〉ds

= −2

∫ t

0

〈B(uεhε(s))− B(uh(s)),w
ε
hε(s)〉ds
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+ 2

∫ t

0

(Φ(s,uεhε(s))h
ε(s)− Φ(s,uh(s))h(s),w

ε
hε(s))ds+ ε

∫ t

0

‖Φ(s,uεhε(s))‖2LQ
ds

+ 2

∫ t

0

(
√
εΦ(s,uεhε(s))dW(s),wε

hε(s)). (4.44)

Let us define a sequence of stopping times to be

τ εN := inf
t≥0

{t : ‖uεhε(t)‖H > N or ‖uh(t)‖H > N}.

Let us fix any ε0 as in Theorem 4.12. Then, we show that sup
0<ε<ε0, h,hε∈AM

P{ω ∈ Ω : τN,ε =

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

sup
0<ε<ε0, h,hε∈AM

P{ω ∈ Ω : τN,ε = T}

= sup
0<ε<ε0, h,hε∈AM

P

{
ω ∈ Ω : sup

0≤t≤T
‖uh(t)‖2H + sup

0≤t≤T
‖uεhε(t)‖2H ≤ 2N2

}

≥ 1− 1

2N2
sup

0<ε<ε0, h,hε∈AM

E

[
sup

0≤t≤T
‖uh(t)‖2H + sup

0≤t≤T
‖uεhε(t)‖2H

]

≥ 1− C

N2
(1 + ‖u0‖2H), (4.45)

where C is constant depending on M,µ,K, T , etc (see (4.7) and (4.33)). For r > 3, we can
use (4.20) in (4.44) and then take supremum in 0 ≤ t ≤ T ∧ τ εN to find

sup
t∈[0,T∧τε

N
]

‖wε
hε(t)‖2H + µ

∫ T∧τεN

0

‖wε
hε(t)‖2Vdt+

β

2r−1

∫ T∧τN

0

‖wε
hε(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

≤ η̃

∫ T∧τεN

0

‖wε
hε(t)‖2Hdt+ ε

∫ T∧τεN

0

‖Φ(t,uεhε(t))‖2LQ
dt

+ 2

∫ T∧τεN

0

|(Φ(t,uεhε(t))hε(t)− Φ(t,uh(t))h(t),w
ε
hε(t))|dt

+ 2 sup
t∈[0,T∧τε

N
]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(
√
εΦ(s,uεhε(s))dW(s),wε

hε(s))

∣∣∣∣, (4.46)

where η̃ is defined in (4.21). We estimate the third term from the right hand side of the
inequality (4.46) using Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities, and Hypothesis 3.2 (H.3)
as

2

∫ T∧τε
N

0

|(Φ(t,uεhε(t))hε(t)− Φ(t,uh(t))h(t),w
ε
hε(t))|dt

≤ 2

∫ T∧τε
N

0

|((Φ(t,uεhε(t))− Φ(t,uh(t)))h
ε(t),wε

hε(t))|dt

+ 2

∫ T∧τε
N

0

|(Φ(t,uh(t))(hε(t)− h(t)),wε
hε(t))|dt

≤ 2

∫ T∧τε
N

0

‖Φ(t,uεhε(t))− Φ(t,uh(t))‖LQ
‖hε(t)‖0‖wε

hε(t)‖Hdt
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+ 2

∫ T∧τε
N

0

‖Φ(t,uh(t))(hε(t)− h(t))‖H‖wε
hε(t)‖Hdt

≤ L

∫ T∧τε
N

0

(
1 + ‖hε(t)‖20

)
‖wε

hε(t)‖2Hdt +
∫ T∧τε

N

0

‖wε
hε(t)‖2Hdt

+

∫ T∧τε
N

0

‖Φ(t,uh(t))(hε(t)− h(t))‖2
H
dt. (4.47)

Making use of the Hypothesis 3.2 (H.2) and (H.3), it can be easily seen that

∫ T∧τεN

0

‖Φ(t,uεhε(t))‖2LQ
dt

≤ 2

∫ T∧τεN

0

‖Φ(t,uεhε(t))− Φ(t,uh(t))‖2LQ
dt + 2

∫ T∧τεN

0

‖Φ(t,uh(t))‖2LQ
dt

≤ 2L

∫ T∧τεN

0

‖wε
hε(t)‖2Hdt + 2K

∫ T∧τεN

0

(
1 + ‖uh(t)‖2H

)
dt. (4.48)

Using (4.47) and (4.48) in (4.46), we deduce that

sup
t∈[0,T∧τε

N
]

‖wε
hε(t)‖2H + µ

∫ T∧τε
N

0

‖wε
hε(t)‖2Vdt +

β

2r−1

∫ T∧τN

0

‖wε
hε(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

≤
∫ T∧τε

N

0

(
η̃ + L

(
1 + ‖hε(t)‖20

)
+ 2Lε

)
‖wε

hε(t)‖2Hdt

+ 2εK

∫ T∧τε
N

0

(
1 + ‖uh(t)‖2H

)
dt+

∫ T∧τε
N

0

‖Φ(t,uh(t))(hε(t)− h(t))‖2
H
dt

+ 2 sup
t∈[0,T∧τε

N
]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(
√
εΦ(s,uεhε(s))dW(s),wε

hε(s))

∣∣∣∣. (4.49)

An application of Gronwall’s inequality in (4.49) yields

sup
t∈[0,T∧τε

N
]

‖wε
hε(t)‖2H + µ

∫ T∧τε
N

0

‖wε
hε(t)‖2Vdt +

β

2r−1

∫ T∧τN

0

‖wε
hε(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

≤
{
2εK

∫ T∧τε
N

0

(
1 + ‖uh(t)‖2H

)
dt +

∫ T∧τε
N

0

‖Φ(t,uh(t))(hε(t)− h(t))‖2
H
dt

+ 2 sup
t∈[0,T∧τε

N
]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(
√
εΦ(s,uεhε(s))dW(s),wε

hε(s))

∣∣∣∣
}

× exp

{∫ T

0

(
η̃ + L

(
1 + ‖hε(t)‖20

)
+ 2Lε

)
dt

}

≤
{
2εK

(
T + sup

t∈[0,T ]
‖uh(t)‖2H

)
+

∫ T

0

‖Φ(t,uh(t))(hε(t)− h(t))‖2
H
dt

+ 2
√
ε sup
t∈[0,T∧τε

N
]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(Φ(s,uεhε(s))dW(s),wε
hε(s))

∣∣∣∣
}
e(η̃+L+2Lε)T+M , P-a.s., (4.50)
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since hε ∈ AM , P-a.s. Using energy estimates (4.7), we also know that

sup
h∈SM

{
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖uh(t)‖2H + µ

∫ T

0

‖uh(t)‖2Vdt+ β

∫ T

0

‖uh(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

}

≤
(
‖u0‖2H +KM

)
e2(T+M). (4.51)

Once again, we use the fact that compact operators maps weakly convergent sequences into
strongly convergent sequences. Since Φ(·, ·) is compact and

{
hε : ε > 0

}
⊂ AM converges in

distribution to h with respect to the weak topology on L2(0, T ;H0), we get
∫ T

0

‖Φ(t,uh(t))(hε(t)− h(t))‖2
H
dt→ 0, as ε → 0, P-a.s. (4.52)

Using Burkholder-Davis-Gundy, Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities and Hypothesis 3.2 (H.2),
we find

2
√
εE

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τε
N
]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(Φ(s,uεhε(s))dW(s),wε
hε(s))

∣∣∣∣

]

≤ 2
√
3εE

[∫ T∧τεN

0

‖Φ(t,uεhε(t))‖2LQ
‖wε

hε(t)‖2Hdt
]1/2

≤ 2
√
3εE

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τε
N
]

‖wε
hε(t)‖H

(∫ T∧τεN

0

‖Φ(t,uεhε(t))‖2LQ
dt

)1/2
]

≤
√
3εE

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τε
N
]

‖wε
hε(t)‖2H +K

∫ T∧τε
N

0

(
1 + ‖uεhε(t)‖2H

)
dt

]

≤
√
3ε

[
(2 +K)E

(
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖uεhε(t)‖2H

)
+ 2 sup

t∈[0,T ]
‖uh(t)‖2H +KT

]
, (4.53)

and the right hand side of (4.53) is finite using (4.51) and (4.33). Thus, using (4.53) and
Markov’s inequality, we have

lim
ε→0

√
ε sup
t∈[0,T∧τε

N
]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(Φ(s,uεhε(s))dW(s),wε
hε(s))

∣∣∣∣ = 0, P-a.s. (4.54)

Passing N → ∞ and ε → 0 in (4.50) and using (4.45), we finally obtain

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖wε
hε(t)‖2H + µ

∫ T

0

‖wε
hε(t)‖2Vdt+

β

2r−1

∫ T

0

‖wε
hε(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt→ 0, P-a.s., (4.55)

as ε→ 0.
For r = 3 and βµ > 1, one can use the estimate (4.30) to get the required result. �

5. Large Deviations for Short Time

In this section, we study the LDP for the solutions to the system (3.2) 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(ε2t) : ε ∈ (0, 1]} of solutions to (3.2) in C([0, T ];H) instead of E =

C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1). Let us define ũε(t) = u(ε2t). Then, ũε(·)
satisfies: {

dũε(t) = −ε2[µAũε(t) + B(ũε(t)) + βC(ũε(t))]dt + εΦ(t, ũε(t))dW̃(t),

ũε(0) = u0 ∈ H,
(5.1)

where W̃(t) = (1/ε)W(ε2t) is a Q-Wiener process. Note that the laws of W(t) and W̃(t)
are same, using the self scaling property of Wiener process. Then, there exists a measurable

map G̃ε : C([0, T ];H) → C([0, T ];H) such that ũε(·) = G̃ε(W̃(·)). 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 A1/2Φ ∈ C([0, T ] × V;LQ(H)) and Φ ∈ C([0, T ] ×
L̃
r+1; γ(H0, L̃

r+1)).

(H.2) There exists a positive constant K̃ such that for all t ∈ [0, T ] and u ∈ V,

‖A1/2Φ(t,u)‖2LQ
≤ K̃

(
1 + ‖u‖2

V

)
.

(H.3) There exists a positive constant K̂ such that for all t ∈ [0, T ] and u ∈ L̃
r+1,

‖Φ(t,u)‖r+1

γ(H0,L̃r+1)
≤ K̂

(
1 + ‖u‖r+1

L̃r+1

)
.

In the Hypothesis 5.1, γ(H0, L̃
r+1) denotes the space of all γ-radonifying operators from

H0 = Q
1
2H to L̃

r+1 (see [37]). From Proposition 3.14, [37], it is well-known that every

operator Φ ∈ γ(H0, L̃
r+1) is compact.

Theorem 5.2. Let u(t) be the unique strong solution to the system (3.2). Then the family
{u(ε2t), ε ∈ (0, 1]} satisfies LDP in C([0, T ];H) with a rate function

I(g) :=
1

2
inf

{∫ T

0

‖h(s)‖20ds : g(t) = u0 +

∫ t

0

Φ(s, g(s))h(s)ds

}
, (5.2)

with the convention that inf∅ = ∞.

Proof. For fixed M and for h ∈ SM , let ũh satisfies the system:
{
dũh(t) = Φ(t, ũh(t))h(t)dt,

uh(0) = u0 ∈ H.
(5.3)

Taking the inner product with ũh(·) to the first equation in (5.3), we find

1

2

d

dt
‖ũh(t)‖2H = (Φ(t, ũh(t))h(t), ũh(t)) ≤ ‖Φ(t, ũh(t))h(t)‖H‖ũh(t)‖H

≤ 1

2
‖ũh(t)‖2H +

1

2
‖Φ(t, ũh(t))‖2LQ

‖h(t)‖20,

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

‖ũh(t)‖2H ≤ ‖u0‖2H +

∫ t

0

‖ũh(s)‖2Hds+K

∫ t

0

(1 + ‖ũh(s)‖2H)‖h(s)‖20ds,
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for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Applying Gronwall’s inequality, we further have

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ũh(t)‖2H ≤
(
‖u0‖2H +K

∫ T

0

‖h(t)‖20dt
)
exp

(
T +K

∫ T

0

‖h(t)‖20dt
)

≤
(
‖u0‖2H +KM

)
eT+KM , (5.4)

since h ∈ SM . Moreover, for h ∈ SM , we get

∫ T

0

∥∥∥∥
dũh(t)

dt

∥∥∥∥
2

H

dt ≤
∫ T

0

‖Φ(t, ũh(t))‖2LQ
‖h(t)‖20dt ≤ K

∫ T

0

(1 + ‖ũh(t)‖2H)‖h(t)‖20dt

≤ KM(1 +
(
‖u0‖2H +KM

)
eT+KM),

using (5.4). Clearly, the system (5.3) has a unique weak solution in C([0, T ];H) under the

assumption on Φ given in the Hypothesis 3.2. We define G̃0 : C([0, T ];H) → C([0, T ];H) by

ũh(·) = G̃0
(∫ ·

0
h(s)ds

)
, for some h ∈ L2(0, T ;H0). In order to prove the Theorem, we need

to verify Hypothesis 4.7.

Part I: Compactness: One can easily show as in Theorem 4.11 that the set

K̃M := {ũh ∈ C([0, T ];H) : h ∈ SM}

is compact, where ũh(·) is the unique solution in C([0, T ];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 G̃ε(W̃(·) +
∫ ·
0
hε(s)ds) converges in distribution to G̃0(

∫ ·
0
h(s)ds) in

C([0, T ];H), as ε → 0, whenever
{
hε : ε > 0

}
⊂ AM converges in distribution to h with

respect to the weak topology on L2(0, T ;H0). Here ũεhε(·) = G̃ε(W̃(·) +
∫ ·
0
hε(s)ds) is the

unique strong solution to the system:




dũεhε(t) = −ε2[µAũεhε(t) + B(ũεhε(t)) + βC(ũεhε(t))]dt + Φ(t, ũεhε(t))h
ε(t)dt

+ εΦ(t, ũεhε(t))dW̃(t),

ũεhε(0) = u0 ∈ H.

(5.5)

with paths in C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1), P-a.s.

Step 1. Approximation of the system (5.3). Since V ⊂ V ∩ L̃
r+1 ⊂ H and V is dense in

H implies V ∩ L̃
r+1 is also dense in H. Let {un(0)} be a sequence in V ∩ L̃

r+1 such that
‖un(0)− u0‖H → 0 as n→ ∞. Next, we consider the following system:

{
dũnh(t) = Φ(t, ũnh(t))h(t)dt,

ũnh(0) = un(0) ∈ V ∩ L̃
r+1.

(5.6)

A calculation similar to (5.4) yields

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ũnh(t)‖2H ≤
(
‖ũnh(0)‖2H +K

∫ T

0

‖h(t)‖20dt
)
exp

(
T +K

∫ T

0

‖h(t)‖20dt
)

≤
(
C + ‖u0‖2H +KM

)
eT+KM , (5.7)
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since h ∈ SM and every convergent sequence is bounded. Taking the inner product with
Aũnh(·) to the first equation in (5.6), we obtain

1

2

d

dt
‖ũnh(t)‖2V = (A1/2Φ(t, ũnh(t))h(t),A

1/2ũnh(t))

≤ ‖A1/2Φ(t, ũnh(t))‖LQ
‖h(t)‖0‖A1/2ũnh(t)‖H

≤ 1

2
‖ũnh(t)‖2V +

1

2
‖A1/2Φ(t, ũnh(t))‖2LQ

‖h(t)‖20.

Integrating the above inequality from 0 to t and then using Hypothesis 5.1 (H.2), we find

‖ũnh(t)‖2V ≤ ‖un(0)‖2
V
+

∫ t

0

‖ũnh(s)‖2Vds+ K̃

∫ t

0

(1 + ‖ũnh(s)‖2V)‖h(s)‖20ds,

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

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ũnh(t)‖2V ≤
(
‖un(0)‖2

V
+ K̃

∫ T

0

‖h(t)‖20dt
)
exp

(
T + K̃

∫ T

0

‖h(t)‖20dt
)

≤
(
‖un(0)‖2

V
+ K̃M

)
eT+K̃M ,

where we used the fact that h ∈ SM . Taking the inner product with |ũnh(·)|r−1ũnh(·) to the
first equation in (5.6), we obtain

1

r + 1

d

dt
‖ũnh(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
= (Φ(t, ũnh(t))h(t), |ũnh(t)|r−1ũnh(t))

≤ ‖Φ(t, ũnh(t))h(t)‖L̃r+1‖|ũnh(t)|r−1ũnh(t)‖
L̃

r+1
r

≤ ‖Φ(t, ũnh(t))‖γ(H0,L̃r+1)‖h(t)‖0‖ũnh(t)‖rL̃r+1

≤ 1

r + 1
‖h(t)‖

r+1
r

0 ‖ũnh(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
+

rr

r + 1
‖Φ(t, ũnh(t))‖r+1

γ(H0,L̃r+1)
,

where we used Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities. Integrating the above inequality from 0 to
t and then using Hypothesis 5.1 (H.3), we find

‖ũnh(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
≤ ‖un(0)‖r+1

L̃r+1
+

∫ t

0

‖h(s)‖
r+1
r

0 ‖ũnh(s)‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds + rrK̂

∫ t

0

(1 + ‖ũnh(s)‖r+1

L̃r+1
)ds.

Applying Gronwall’s inequality and then using the fact that h ∈ SM , we get

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ũnh(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
≤
(
‖un(0)‖r+1

L̃r+1
+ rrK̂T

)
exp

(
rrK̂T +

∫ T

0

‖h(t)‖
r+1
r

0 dt

)

≤
(
‖un(0)‖r+1

L̃r+1
+ rrK̂T

)
er

rK̂T+T
r−1
2r M

r+1
2r ,

and hence we obtain ũnh ∈ L∞(0, T ;V ∩ L̃
r+1). Furthermore, we find

∫ T

0

(∥∥∥∥
dũnh(t)

dt

∥∥∥∥
2

V

+

∥∥∥∥
dũnh(t)

dt

∥∥∥∥
2

L̃r+1

)
dt

≤
∫ T

0

‖Φ(t, ũnh(t))h(t)‖2Vdt +
∫ T

0

‖Φ(t, ũnh(t))h(t)‖2L̃r+1dt

≤ K̃

∫ T

0

(1 + ‖ũnh(t)‖2V)‖h(t)‖20dt+ K̂

∫ T

0

(1 + ‖ũnh(t)‖2L̃r+1)‖h(t)‖20dt
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≤M

{
K̃
[
1 +

(
‖un(0)‖2

V
+ K̃M

)
eT+K̃M

]

+ K̂

[
1 +

((
‖un(0)‖r+1

L̃r+1
+ rrK̂T

)
er

rK̂T+T
r−1
2r M

r+1
2r

) 2
r+1

]}
,

and thus we get ∂tũ
n
h ∈ L2(0, T ;V ∩ L̃

r+1). The fact that ũnh ∈ L∞(0, T ;V ∩ L̃
r+1) and

∂tũ
n
h ∈ L2(0, T ;V∩ L̃

r+1) implies that ũnh ∈ C([0, T ];V∩ L̃
r+1) (Theorem 2, Chapter 5, page

286, [18]). Note that, ũnh(·)− ũh(·) satisfies:
{
d(ũnh(t)− ũh(t)) = [Φ(t, ũnh(t))− Φ(t, ũh(t))]h(t)dt,

(ũnh(0)− uh(0)) = un(0)− u0 ∈ H.
(5.8)

Taking the inner product with ũnh(·)− ũh(·) to the first equation in (5.8), we get

1

2

d

dt
‖ũnh(t)− ũh(t)‖2H = ([Φ(t, ũnh(t))− Φ(t, ũh(t))]h(t), ũ

n
h(t)− ũh(t))

≤ ‖Φ(t, ũnh(t))− Φ(t, ũh(t))‖LQ
‖h(t)‖0‖ũnh(t)− ũh(t)‖H

≤ L‖h(t)‖0‖ũnh(t)− ũh(t)‖2H

≤ L

2
‖ũnh(t)− ũh(t)‖2H +

L

2
‖h(t)‖20‖ũnh(t)− ũh(t)‖2H,

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

‖ũnh(t)− ũh(t)‖2H ≤ ‖un(0)− u0‖2H + L

∫ t

0

‖ũnh(s)− ũh(s)‖2Hds

+ L

∫ t

0

‖h(s)‖20‖ũnh(s)− ũh(s)‖2Hds,

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

‖ũnh(t)− ũh(t)‖2H ≤ ‖un(0)− u0‖2HeLT exp
(
L

∫ T

0

‖h(t)‖20dt
)

≤ ‖un(0)− u0‖2HeL(T+M),

(5.9)

for all t ∈ [0, T ], since h ∈ SM . Thus, taking n→ ∞ in (5.9), we obtain

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ũnh(t)− ũh(t)‖H → 0 as n→ ∞. (5.10)

Step 2. Weak convergence arguments. Let us now define

ŵε
hε(·) := ũεhε(·)− ũh(·) = (ũεhε(·)− ũnh(·)) + (ũnh(·)− ũh(·)) =: w̃ε

hε(·) + w̃n
h(·).

From (5.10), we know that sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖w̃n
h(t)‖2H → 0 as n→ ∞. Note that w̃ε

hε(·) satisfies:




dw̃ε
hε(t) = −ε2[µAũεhε(t) + B(ũεhε(t)) + βC(ũεhε(t))]dt

+ [Φ(t, ũεhε(t))h
ε(t)− Φ(t, ũnh(t))h(t)]dt + εΦ(t, ũεhε(t))dW̃(t),

w̃ε
hε(0) = 0.

(5.11)

Let us define a sequence of stopping times

τn,εN := inf
t≥0

{
t : ‖ũεhε(t)‖H > N or ‖ũnh(t)‖V > N or ‖ũnh(t)‖L̃r+1 > N

}
.
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Applying Itô’s formula to the process ‖w̃ε
hε(·)‖2H, we obtain

‖w̃ε
hε(t ∧ τn,εN )‖2

H
= −2ε2

∫ t∧τn,ε
N

0

〈µAũεhε(s) + B(ũεhε(s)) + βC(ũεhε(s)), w̃ε
hε(s)〉ds

+ 2

∫ t∧τn,ε
N

0

([Φ(s, ũεhε(s))h
ε(s)− Φ(s, ũnh(s))h(s)], w̃

ε
hε(s))ds

+ ε2
∫ t∧τn,ε

N

0

‖Φ(s, ũεhε(s))‖2LQ
ds+ 2ε

∫ t

0

(Φ(t, ũεhε(t))dW̃(t), w̃ε
hε(s)).

(5.12)

We estimate µ〈Aũεhε, w̃ε
hε〉 as

µ〈Aũεhε , w̃ε
hε〉 = µ‖w̃ε

hε‖2V + µ(∇ũnh,∇w̃ε
hε) ≥

µ

2
‖w̃ε

hε‖2V − µ

2
‖ũnh‖2V. (5.13)

Furthermore, we estimate 〈B(ũεhε), w̃ε
hε〉 as

|〈B(ũεhε), w̃ε
hε〉| ≤ ‖ũεhε‖V‖ũεhεw̃ε

hε‖H ≤ 1

2
‖ũεhε‖2V +

1

2
‖ũεhεw̃ε

hε‖2H

≤ 1

2
‖ũεhε‖2V +

β

2
‖|ũεhε|

r−1
2 w̃ε

hε‖2H +
r − 3

2(r − 1)

(
2

β(r − 1)

) 2
r−3

‖w̃ε
hε‖2H, (5.14)

for r > 3, where we performed a calculation similar to (4.18). Let us now estimate
β〈C(ũεhε), w̃ε

hε〉 as

β〈C(ũεhε), w̃ε
hε〉 = β

∫

O
|ũεhε(x)|r−1ũεhε(x) · w̃ε

hε(x)dx

= β

∫

O
|ũεhε(x)|r−1|w̃ε

hε(x)|2dx+ β

∫

O
|ũεhε(x)|r−1ũnh(x) · w̃ε

hε(x)dx. (5.15)

Combining (5.14) and (5.15), we obtain

〈B(ũεhε), w̃ε
hε〉+ β〈C(ũεhε), w̃ε

hε〉

≥ −1

2
‖ũεhε‖2V − r − 3

2(r − 1)

(
2

β(r − 1)

) 2
r−3

‖w̃ε
hε‖2H

+
β

2

∫

O
|ũεhε(x)|r−1|w̃ε

hε(x)|2dx+ β

∫

O
|ũεhε(x)|r−1ũnh(x) · w̃ε

hε(x)dx

= −1

2
‖ũεhε‖2V − r − 3

2(r − 1)

(
2

β(r − 1)

) 2
r−3

‖w̃ε
hε‖2H +

β

2
‖ũεhε‖r+1

L̃r+1
− β

2
‖|ũεhε|

r−1
2 ũnh‖2H. (5.16)

But we know that

‖|ũεhε|
r−1
2 ũnh‖2H ≤ ‖|ũεhε|

r−1
2 ‖2

L̃

2(r+1)
r−1

‖ũnh‖2L̃r+1 = ‖ũεhε‖r−1

L̃r+1
‖ũnh‖2L̃r+1

≤ ‖ũεhε‖r+1

L̃r+1
+

(
2

r + 1

)(
r − 1

r + 1

) r−1
2

‖ũnh‖r+1

L̃r+1
,

using Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities. Thus, from (5.16), we get

〈B(ũεhε), w̃ε
hε〉+ β〈C(ũεhε), w̃ε

hε〉
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≥ −1

2
‖ũεhε‖2V − r − 3

2(r − 1)

(
2

β(r − 1)

) 2
r−3

‖w̃ε
hε‖2H −

(
β

r + 1

)(
r − 1

r + 1

) r−1
2

‖ũnh‖r+1

L̃r+1
. (5.17)

Substituting (5.13) and (5.17) in (5.12), we obtain

‖w̃ε
hε(t ∧ τn,εN )‖2

H
≤ ε2

∫ t∧τn,ε
N

0

(
µ‖ũnh(s)‖2V + ‖ũεhε(s)‖2V + ζ‖w̃ε

hε(s)‖2H + ζ̃‖ũnh(s)‖r+1

L̃r+1

)
ds

+ 2

∫ t∧τn,ε
N

0

([Φ(s, ũεhε(s))− Φ(s, ũnh(s))]h
ε(s), w̃ε

hε(s))ds

+ 2

∫ t∧τn,ε
N

0

(Φ(s, ũnh(s))(h
ε(s)− h(s)), w̃ε

hε(s))ds

+ ε2
∫ t∧τn,ε

N

0

‖Φ(s, ũεhε(s))‖2LQ
ds + 2ε

∫ t∧τn,ε
N

0

(Φ(t, ũεhε(t))dW̃(t), w̃ε
hε(s))

≤ ε2
∫ t∧τn,ε

N

0

(
µ‖ũnh(s)‖2V + ‖ũεhε(s)‖2V + ζ‖w̃ε

hε(s)‖2H + ζ̃‖ũnh(s)‖r+1

L̃r+1

)
ds

+

∫ t∧τn,ε
N

0

[
L
(
1 + ‖hε(s)‖20

)
+ 1
]
‖w̃ε

hε(s)‖2Hds

+

∫ t∧τn,ε
N

0

‖Φ(s, ũh(s))(hε(s)− h(s))‖2
H
ds+Kε2

∫ t∧τn,ε
N

0

(
1 + ‖ũεhε(s)‖2H

)
ds

+ 2ε

∫ t∧τn,ε
N

0

(Φ(t, ũεhε(t))dW̃(t), w̃ε
hε(s)),

where ζ = r−3
r−1

(
2

β(r−1)

) 2
r−3

and ζ̃ =
(

2β
r+1

)(
r−1
r+1

) r−1
2 . An application of Gronwall’s inequality

in (5.12) yields

sup
t∈[0,T∧τn,ε

N
]

‖w̃ε
hε(t)‖2H

≤
{
ε2
[ ∫ T∧τn,ε

N

0

(
µ‖ũnh(t)‖2V + ‖ũεhε(t)‖2V + ζ̃‖ũnh(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1

)
dt

+ T

(
K + sup

t∈[0,T∧τn,ε
N

]

‖ũεhε(t)‖2H
)]

+

∫ T∧τn,ε
N

0

‖Φ(t, ũh(t))(hε(t)− h(t))‖2
H
dt

+ 2ε sup
t∈[0,T∧τn,ε

N
]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(Φ(t, ũεhε(t))dW̃(t), w̃ε
hε(s))

∣∣∣∣

}
e(M+L+1+ε2ζ)T

≤
{
ε2
[
µ

∫ T

0

‖ũεhε(t)‖2Vdt + T

(
N2 + ζ̃N r+1 +K + sup

t∈[0,T ]
‖ũεhε(t)‖2H

)]

+

∫ T

0

‖Φ(t, ũh(t))(hε(t)− h(t))‖2
H
dt

+ 2ε sup
t∈[0,T∧τn,ε

N
]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(Φ(t, ũεhε(t))dW̃(t), w̃ε
hε(s))

∣∣∣∣

}
e(M+L+1+ε2ζ)T . (5.18)
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Note that ũεhε(·) has paths in C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1), P-a.s. Let us now
show that sup

0<ε<ε0, h,hε∈AM

P{ω ∈ Ω : τn,εN = T} = 1 as N → ∞, for each n ∈ N. Using

Markov’s inequality and energy estimates, we have

sup
0<ε<ε0, h,hε∈AM

P{ω ∈ Ω : τn,εN = T}

= sup
0<ε<ε0, h,hε∈AM

P

{
ω ∈ Ω : sup

0≤t≤T

(
‖ũεhε(t)‖2H + ‖ũnh(t)‖V + ‖ũnh(t)‖L̃r+1

)
≤ N2 + 2N

}

≥ 1− 1

N2 + 2N
sup

0<ε<ε0, h,hε∈AM

{
E

[
sup

0≤t≤T
‖ũεhε(t)‖2H + sup

0≤t≤T
‖ũnh(t)‖V + sup

0≤t≤T
‖ũnh(t)‖L̃r+1

]}

≥ 1− C

N2 + 2N
(1 + ‖u0‖2H + ‖un(0)‖V + ‖un(0)‖

L̃r+1)

→ 1 as N → ∞, (5.19)

for each n. Using Burkholder-Davis-Gundy, Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities and Hypoth-
esis 3.2 (H.2) as in (4.53), we obtain

2εE

[
sup

t∈[0,T∧τn,ε
N

]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

(Φ(t, ũεhε(t))dW̃(t), w̃ε
hε(s))

∣∣∣∣

]

≤
√
3ε

[
(2 +K)E

(
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ũεhε(t)‖2H

)
+ 2 sup

t∈[0,T∧τn,ε
N

]

‖ũnh(t)‖2H +KT

]

≤
√
3ε
[
C(2 +K)(1 + ‖u0‖2H) + 2N2 +KT

]
, (5.20)

and the right hand side of (5.20) is finite. Using (5.19), (5.20) and (4.52) in (5.18) and then
using energy estimates satisfied by ũεhε(·) and ũnh(·) (see (4.33) and (5.7)), we obtain

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖w̃ε
hε(t)‖2H → 0, P-a.s.,

as ε → 0 and N → ∞, and hence w̃ε
hε → 0 in C([0, T ];H), P-a.s., as ε → 0 (if needed one

can choose N =
(
1
ε

) 1
r+1 ). Finally, we note that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ŵε
hε(t)‖H ≤ sup

t∈[0,T ]
‖w̃ε

hε(t)‖H + sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖w̃n
h(t)‖H.

Taking ε → 0 and then n → ∞, we obtain sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ŵε
hε(t)‖H → 0 as ε → 0, which completes

the weak convergence proof and the Theorem follows for r > 3.
The case of r = 3 and βµ > 1 can be shown in a similar way using the calculation given

in (4.30). �

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

I(g) =
1

2

∫ T

0

‖Φ(t, g(t))−1ġ(t)‖20dt.
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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) + µAu(t) + B(u(t)) + βC(u(t)) = Φ(t)dW(t), t ∈ (0, T ),

u(0) = u0,
(6.1)

when it exceeds a threshold R > 0 by time T . Specifically, for any fixed R > 0, we define

τR := inf
t∈[0,T ]

{
t : ‖u(t)‖H > R

}
,

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 (6.1), the noise coefficient Φ :
Ω× [0, T ] → LQ(H) satisfies the following assumption:

Hypothesis 6.1. The noise coefficient Φ : Ω× [0, T ] → LQ(H) is assumed to be predictable
with

E

[∫ T

0

Tr(Φ(s)QΦ∗(s))ds

]
< +∞. (6.2)

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

Theorem 6.2 (Theorem II.1.7, [38]). Let (Ft)t≥0 be a filtration on the probability space
(Ω,F ,P) and let (M(t))t≥0 be a real valued right continuous martingale or positive sub-
martingale with respect to the filtration (Ft)t≥0. Then, for arbitrary λ > 0,

P

[
sup

0≤t≤T
|M(t)| ≥ λ

]
≤ λ

−p sup
0≤t≤T

E[|M(t)|p].

For the one-dimensional Brownian motion (B(t))t≥0, we have (Proposition II.1.8, [38])

P

[
sup

0≤t≤T
|B(t)| ≥ λ

]
≤ exp

(
− λ

2

2T

)
.

For any θ ∈ R, note that eθB(t)− θ2t
2 is a positive martingale with E

[
eθB(t)− θ2t

2

]
= E

[
eθB(0)− θ20

2

]
=

1, and using Doob’s martingale inequality, we find

P

[
sup

0≤t≤T

(
θB(t)− θ2t

2

)
≥ λ

]
= P

[
sup

0≤t≤T
exp

(
θB(t)− θ2t

2

)
≥ eλ

]

≤ e−λ
E

[
exp

(
θB(t)− θ2t

2

)]
= e−λ. (6.3)

With the above motivation, if we define

ϑθ(t) = θ

∫ t

0

(u(s),Φ(s)dW(s))− θ2

2

∫ t

0

‖Q 1
2Φ∗(s)u(s)‖2

H
ds, (6.4)

then we have

Lemma 6.3 (Lemma 4.2, [9]). For every real θ, the exponential process Z(t) = exp(ϑθ(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
ρt on (0, T ] such that

∫ t

0

‖Φ∗(s)Φ(s)‖L(H,H)ds ≤ ρt, P-a.s. for all t ∈ (0, T ]. (6.5)

Then, for any R > 0, the pathwise strong solution u(·) to the system (6.1) satisfies:

P

{
sup

0≤t≤T
‖u(t)‖H > R

}
≤ exp

{
‖u0‖2H + Tr(Q)ρT

}
exp

{
− R2

e4Tr(Q)ρT

}
. (6.6)

Proof. Using Itô’s formula to the process ‖u(·)‖2
H
(see (3.4)), we find

‖u(t)‖2
H
+ 2µ

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖2
V
ds + 2β

∫ t

0

‖u(s)‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds

= ‖u0‖2H + 2

∫ t

0

(Φ(s)dW(s),u(s)) +

∫ t

0

Tr(Φ(s)QΦ∗(s))ds.

The above equality implies

‖u(t)‖2
H
≤ ‖u0‖2H + ϑ2(t) + 2

∫ t

0

‖Q 1
2Φ∗(s)u(s)‖2

H
ds+

∫ t

0

Tr(Φ(s)QΦ∗(s))ds, (6.7)

where

ϑ2(t) = 2

∫ t

0

(Φ(s)dW(s),u(s))− 2

∫ t

0

‖Q 1
2Φ∗(s)u(s)‖2

H
ds. (6.8)

But we know that

‖Q 1
2Φ∗u‖H ≤ ‖Q 1

2Φ∗‖L(H,H)‖u‖H ≤ Tr(ΦQΦ∗)1/2‖u‖H ≤ Tr(Q)1/2‖Φ∗Φ‖1/2L(H,H)‖u‖H. (6.9)

Thus, from (6.7), it is immediate that

‖u(t)‖2
H
≤ ‖u0‖2H + ϑ2(t) + 2Tr(Q)

∫ t

0

‖Φ∗(s)Φ(s)‖L(H,H)‖u(s)‖2Hds

+ Tr(Q)

∫ t

0

‖Φ∗(s)Φ(s)‖L(H,H)ds. (6.10)

An application of Gronwall’s inequality in (6.10) yields

‖u(t)‖2
H
≤
{
‖u0‖2H + ϑ2(t) + Tr(Q)

∫ t

0

‖Φ∗(s)Φ(s)‖L(H,H)ds

}

+

{
2Tr(Q)

∫ t

0

‖Φ∗(s)Φ(s)‖L(H,H)

[
‖u0‖2H + ϑ2(s) + Tr(Q)

∫ s

0

‖Φ∗(r)Φ(r)‖L(H,H)dr

]

× exp

[
2Tr(Q)

∫ t

s

‖Φ∗(r)Φ(r)‖L(H,H)dr

]}
ds. (6.11)

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

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖u(t)‖2
H
≤
(
1 + 2Tr(Q)ρT e

2Tr(Q)ρT
)(

‖u0‖2H + sup
0≤t≤T

ϑ2(t) + Tr(Q)ρT

)

≤ e4Tr(Q)ρT

(
‖u0‖2H + sup

0≤t≤T
ϑ2(t) + Tr(Q)ρT

)
, (6.12)
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where ρT is defined in (6.5). Remember that ρt is bounded for all t ∈ (0, T ]. Thus, for any
fixed R > 0, using (6.3), we infer that

P

{
sup

0≤t≤T
‖u(t)‖H > R

}
= P

{
sup

0≤t≤T
‖u(t)‖2

H
> R2

}

≤ P

{
e4Tr(Q)ρT

(
‖u0‖2H + sup

0≤t≤T
ϑ2(t) + Tr(Q)ρT

)
> R2

}

= P

{
sup

0≤t≤T
ϑ2(t) > R2e−4Tr(Q)ρT −

(
‖u0‖2H + Tr(Q)ρT

)}

= P

{
sup

0≤t≤T
exp[ϑ2(t)] > exp

[
R2e−4Tr(Q)ρT −

(
‖u0‖2H + Tr(Q)ρT

)]}

≤ exp

[
− R2

e4Tr(Q)ρT
+
(
‖u0‖2H + Tr(Q)ρT

)]
,

which completes the proof of (6.6). �

Let us now find the probability of the deviations of the trajectory u(·) from its unperturbed
state u0(·), that satisfies:

{
du0(t) + [µAu0(t) + B(u0(t)) + βC(u0(t))]dt = 0, t ∈ (0, T ),

u0(0) = u0,
(6.13)

From [19, 26, 34], we know that the system (6.13) has a unique weak solution u ∈ C([0, T ];H)∩
L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1) (see Theorem 3.5 also).

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

P

{
sup

0≤t≤T
‖u(t)− u0(t)‖H > R

}
≤ eTr(Q)ρT exp

[
− R2

e4Tr(Q)ρT

]
.

Proof. Let us define ũ(·) := u(·)− u0(·), so that ũ(·) satisfies:
{
dũ(t) + [µAũ(t) + B(u(t))− B(u0(t)) + β(C(u(t))− C(u0(t)))]dt = Φ(t)W(t),

u0(0) = u0,
(6.14)

for t ∈ (0, T ). Applying Itô’s formula to the process ‖ũ(·)‖2
H
(see (3.4)), we find

‖ũ(t)‖2
H
+ 2µ

∫ t

0

‖ũ(s)‖2
V
ds

= −2

∫ t

0

[(B(u(s))− B(u0(s)), ũ(s)) + β〈C(u(s))− C(u0(s)), ũ(s)〉]ds

+ 2

∫ t

0

(Φ(s)dW(s), ũ(s)) +

∫ t

0

Tr(Φ(s)QΦ∗(s))ds. (6.15)

Using (2.11), we get

β〈C(u)− C(u0),u− u0〉 ≥ β

2
‖|u0| r−1

2 (u− u0)‖2H. (6.16)
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We estimate 〈B(u)− B(u0),u− u0〉 = 〈B(u− u0,u0),u− u0〉 as
|〈B(u)− B(u0),u− u0〉| = |〈B(u− u0,u− u0),u0〉| ≤ ‖u− u0‖V‖u0(u− u0)‖H

≤ µ

2
‖u− u0‖2

V
+

1

2µ
‖u0(u− u0)‖2

H
. (6.17)

Now, we estimate ‖u0(u− u0)‖2
H
as

‖u0(u− u0)‖2
H
=

∫

O
|u0(x)|2|u(x)− u0(x)|2dx

=

∫

O
|u0(x)|2|u(x)− u0(x)| 4

r−1 |u(x)− u0(x)|
2(r−3)
r−1 dx

≤
(∫

O
|u0(x)|r−1|u(x)− u0(x)|2dx

) 2
r−1
(∫

O
|u(x)− u0(x)|2dx

) r−3
r−1

≤ βµ

(∫

O
|u0(x)|r−1|u(x)− u0(x)|2dx

)

+
r − 3

r − 1

(
2

βµ(r − 1)

) 2
r−3
(∫

O
|u(x)− u0(x)|2dx

)
. (6.18)

Combining (6.16)-(6.18), we obtain

β〈C(u)− C(u0),u− u0〉+ 〈B(u)− B(u0),u− u0〉
≥ −µ

2
‖u− u0‖2

V
− η

2
‖u− u0‖2

H
, (6.19)

where η = r−3
µ(r−1)

(
2

βµ(r−1)

) 2
r−3

. Thus, from (6.15), we obtain

‖ũ(t)‖2
H
+ µ

∫ t

0

‖ũ(s)‖2
V
ds ≤ η

∫ t

0

‖ũ(s)‖2
H
ds+ ϑ2(t) + 2

∫ t

0

‖Q 1
2Φ∗(s)u(s)‖2

H
ds

+

∫ t

0

Tr(Φ(s)QΦ∗(s))ds, (6.20)

where ϑ2(t) is defined in (6.8). Using (6.9) in (6.20), we further get

‖ũ(t)‖2
H
≤ η

∫ t

0

‖ũ(s)‖2
H
ds+ ϑ2(t) + 2Tr(Q)

∫ t

0

‖Φ∗(s)Φ(s)‖L(H,H)‖u(s)‖2Hds

+ Tr(Q)

∫ t

0

‖Φ∗(s)Φ(s)‖L(H,H)ds. (6.21)

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

‖ũ(t)‖2
H
≤
{
ϑ2(t) + Tr(Q)

∫ t

0

‖Φ∗(s)Φ(s)‖L(H,H)ds

}

+ 2Tr(Q)

∫ t

0

{
‖Φ∗(s)Φ(s)‖L(H,H)

[
ϑ2(s) + Tr(Q)

∫ s

0

‖Φ∗(r)Φ(r)‖L(H,H)dr

]

× exp

[
2Tr(Q)

∫ t

s

‖Φ∗(s)Φ(s)‖L(H,H)

]}
ds. (6.22)
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Taking supremum over time from 0 to T in (6.22), we find

sup
0≤t≤T

‖ũ(t)‖2
H
≤
(
1 + 2Tr(Q)ρT e

2Tr(Q)ρT
)(

sup
0≤t≤T

ϑ2(t) + Tr(Q)ρT

)

≤ e4Tr(Q)ρT

(
sup

0≤t≤T
ϑ2(t) + Tr(Q)ρT

)
.

Hence, for any fixed R > 0, using (6.3), we infer that

P

{
sup

0≤t≤T
‖ũ(t)‖H > R

}
= P

{
sup

0≤t≤T
‖ũ(t)‖2

H
> R2

}

≤ P

{
e4Tr(Q)ρT

(
sup

0≤t≤T
ϑ2(t) + Tr(Q)ρT

)
> R2

}

= P

{
sup

0≤t≤T
exp[ϑ2(t)] > exp

[
R2e−4Tr(Q)ρT − Tr(Q)ρT

]}

≤ exp

[
− R2

e4Tr(Q)ρT
+ Tr(Q)ρT

]
,

which completes the proof. �

7. Relation with Large Deviations

In this section, we examine exit times of solutions of the SCBF equations (6.1) 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 E and G be Hausdorff
topological spaces and f : E → G a continuous function. Let us consider a good rate function
I : E → [0,∞].

(a) For each y ∈ G , define

J(y) := inf{I(x) : x ∈ E , y = f(x)}.
(b) If I controls the LDP associated with a family of probability measures {µε} on E , then

I controls the LDP associated with the family of probability measures {µε ◦ f−1} on
G .

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

dz(t) + µAz(t) = Φ(t)dW(t), t ∈ (0, T ),

z(0) = 0.
(7.1)

Under the Hypothesis 6.2, we can show that there exists a unique pathwise strong solution
to the system (7.1) with trajectories in C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V), P-a.s., and satisfies the
following energy estimate:

E

[
sup

0≤t≤T
‖z(t)‖2

H
+ 4µ

∫ T

0

‖z(t)‖2
V
dt

]
≤ 14E

[∫ T

0

Tr(Φ(t)QΦ∗(t))dt

]
.
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Using Sobolev embedding theorem, we know that

H
2α(O) ⊂ L

r+1(O), for 0 ≤ α ≤ n(r − 1)

4(r + 1)
.

Using the interpolation and Sobolev inequalities, we obtain

‖u‖
L̃r+1 ≤ ‖u‖

r−1
r+1

L̃

n(r+1)
n+2

‖u‖
2

r+1

L̃

n(r+1)
n−r+1

≤ C‖Aαu‖
r−1
r+1

H
‖A 1

2
+αu‖

2
r+1

H
, (7.2)

for 0 ≤ α ≤ n
4

(
n(r−1)−4
n(r+1)

)
and 3 ≤ r ≤ n+1. For n = 2, we can take α = 0, for r ∈ [1, 3], and

hence we need only Hypothesis 6.1 to obtain the results established in this section. Once
again, using interpolation and inequalities, we find

‖u‖
L̃r+1 ≤ ‖u‖

r−1
r+1

L̃r−1
‖u‖

2
r+1

L̃∞
≤ C‖Aαu‖

r−1
r+1

H
‖A 1

2
+αu‖

2
r+1

H
, (7.3)

for n
4
− 1

2
< α ≤ n

4

(
r−3
r−1

)
and r > n+ 1.

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

Hypothesis 7.2. The noise coefficient AαΦ : Ω×[0, T ] → LQ(H) is assumed to be predictable
with

E

[∫ T

0

Tr(AαΦ(s)Q(AαΦ)∗(s))ds

]
< +∞, (7.4)

for the range of α given in (7.2) and (7.3).

Applying Ito’s formula to the process ‖Aαz(·)‖p
H
, for p ≥ 2, we find

‖Aαz(t)‖p
H
+ pµ

∫ t

0

‖Aαz(s)‖p−2
H

‖A 1
2
+αz(s)‖2

H
ds

= p

∫ t

0

‖Aαz(s)‖p−2
H

(AαΦ(s)dW(s),Aαz(s))

+
p(p− 1)

2

∫ t

0

‖Aαz(s)‖p−2
H

Tr(AαΦ(s)Q(AαΦ)∗(s))ds.

Taking supremum over time 0 ≤ t ≤ T and then taking expectation, we obtain

E

[
sup

0≤t≤T
‖Aαz(t)‖p

H
+ 2µ

∫ T

0

‖Aαz(t)‖p−2
H

‖A 1
2
+αz(t)‖2

H
dt

]

≤ p(p− 1)

2
E

[∫ T

0

‖Aαz(t)‖p−2
H

Tr(AαΦ(t)Q(AαΦ)∗(t))dt

]

+ pE

[
sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

‖Aαz(s)‖p−2
H

(AαΦ(s)dW(s),Aαz(s))

∣∣∣∣

]
. (7.5)

Applying Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities, we estimate the first term from the right hand
side of the inequality (7.5) as

p(p− 1)

2
E

[∫ T

0

‖Aαz(t)‖p−2
H

Tr(AαΦ(t)Q(AαΦ)∗(t))dt

]

≤ p(p− 1)

2
E

[
sup

0≤t≤T
‖Aαz(t)‖p−2

H

∫ T

0

Tr(AαΦ(t)Q(AαΦ)∗(t))dt

]
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≤ 1

4
E

[
sup

0≤t≤T
‖Aαz(t)‖p

H

]

+ (p− 1)(2(p− 1)(p− 2))
p−2
2 E

[(∫ T

0

Tr(AαΦ(t)Q(AαΦ)∗(t))dt

)p/2]

≤ 1

4
E

[
sup

0≤t≤T
‖Aαz(t)‖p

H

]
+ Cp

[
E

(∫ T

0

Tr(AαΦ(t)Q(AαΦ)∗(t))dt

)]p/2
, (7.6)

where Cp = (p − 1)(2(p− 1)(p− 2))
p−2
2 . Using Burkholder-Davis-Gundy, Hölder’s and

Young’s inequalities, we estimate the final term from the right hand side of the inequal-
ity (7.5) as

pE

[
sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0

‖Aαz(s)‖p−2
H

(AαΦ(s)dW(s),Aαz(s))

∣∣∣∣

]

≤
√
3pE

[∫ T

0

‖Aαz(s)‖2(p−1)
H

‖AαΦ(s)‖2LQ
ds

]1/2

≤
√
3pE

[
sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖Aαz(s)‖(p−1)
H

(∫ T

0

Tr(AαΦ(t)Q(AαΦ)∗(t))dt

)1/2
]

≤ 1

4
E

[
sup

0≤t≤T
‖Aαz(t)‖p

H

]
+ C̃p

[
E

(∫ T

0

Tr(AαΦ(t)Q(AαΦ)∗(t))dt

)]p/2
, (7.7)

where C̃p =
√
3(4

√
3(p− 1))p−1. Making use of (7.6) and (7.7) in (7.5), we deduce that

E

[
sup

0≤t≤T
‖Aαz(t)‖p

H
+ 2pµ

∫ T

0

‖Aαz(t)‖p−2
H

‖A 1
2
+αz(t)‖2

H
dt

]

≤ 2(Cp + C̃p)

[
E

(∫ T

0

Tr(AαΦ(t)Q(AαΦ)∗(t))dt

)]p/2
. (7.8)

Thus, we obtain z ∈ L2(Ω; L∞(0, T ; D(Aα))) ∩ L2(0, T ; D(A
1
2
+α)) and z ∈ C([0, T ]; D(Aα)) ∩

L2(0, T ; D(A
1
2
+α)), P-a.s. Thus, using (7.2) and (7.3), it is immediate that

E

[∫ T

0

‖z(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

]
≤ CE

[∫ T

0

‖Aαz(t)‖r−1
H

‖A 1
2
+αz(t)‖2

H
dt

]

≤ 2C(Cr+1 + C̃r+1)

[
E

(∫ T

0

Tr(AαΦ(t)Q(AαΦ)∗(t))dt

)] r+1
2

,

where Cr+1 + C̃r+1 = r(2r(r − 1))
r−1
2 +

√
3(4

√
3r)r and hence z ∈ Lr+1(Ω; Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1)).

Example 7.3. For example, one can take Φ = I and Q = A−ε, for ε > n
2
+2α. 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

λk ≥ Cnk
2/n, where Cn =

n

2 + n

(
(2π)n

ωn(n− 1)|Ω|

)2/n

, ωn = πn/2Γ(1 + n/2), (7.9)
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and |Ω| is the n-dimensional Lebesgue measure of Ω. Then, the condition (7.4) is satisfied if

Tr(A2α−ε) =
∞∑

k=1

(A2α−εek, ek) =
∞∑

k=1

λ
2α−ε
k ≥ C2α−ε

n

∞∑

k=1

k
2(2α−ε)

n = C2α−ε
n

∞∑

k=1

1

k
2(ε−2α)

n

< +∞,

provided ε > n
2
+ 2α.

Let us define v(·) = u(·)− z(·) and consider the system satisfied by v(·) as
{
dv(t) + [Av(t) + B(v(t) + z(t)) + βC(v(t) + z(t))]dt = 0, t ∈ (0, T ),

v(0) = u0.
(7.10)

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

1

2

d

dt
‖v(t)‖2

H
+ µ‖v(t)‖2

V
= −〈B(v(t) + z(t)),v(t)〉 − β〈C(v(t) + z(t)),v(t)〉. (7.11)

The above equality implies

1

2

d

dt
‖v(t)‖2

H
+ µ‖v(t)‖2

V
+ β‖v(t) + z(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1

= 〈B(v(t) + z(t)), z(t)〉+ β〈C(v(t) + z(t)), z(t)〉. (7.12)

It can be easily seen that

|〈C(v + z), z〉| ≤ ‖|v + z|r−1(v + z)‖
L̃

r+1
r
‖z‖

L̃r+1 = ‖v + z‖r
L̃r+1‖z‖L̃r+1

≤ 1

4
‖v + z‖r+1

L̃r+1
+

1

r + 1

(
4r

r + 1

)r
‖z‖r+1

L̃r+1
. (7.13)

Calculations similar to (6.17) and (6.18) yield

|〈B(v + z), z〉| = |〈B(v + z, z),v + z〉| ≤ ‖z‖V‖(v + z)(v + z)‖H

≤ ‖z‖2
V
+

1

4
‖(v + z)(v + z)‖2

H
≤ ‖z‖2

V
+
β

4
‖v + z‖r+1

L̃r+1
+
η̂

4
‖v + z‖2

H
, (7.14)

where η̂ = r−3
r−1

(
2

β(r−1)

) 2
r−3

. Combining (7.13) and (7.14), substituting it in (7.12) and then

integrating from 0 to t, we get

‖v(t)‖2
H
+ 2µ

∫ t

0

‖v(s)‖2
V
ds + β

∫ t

0

‖v(s) + z(s)‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds

≤ ‖u0‖2H + κ

∫ t

0

‖z(s)‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds+ 2

∫ t

0

‖z(s)‖2
V
ds+ η̂

∫ t

0

‖z(s)‖2
H
ds + η̂

∫ t

0

‖v(s)‖2
H
ds,

where κ = 2β
r+1

(
4r
r+1

)r
. Applying Gronwall’s inequality, we get

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖v(t)‖2
H
+ 2µ

∫ T

0

‖v(t)‖2
V
dt + β

∫ T

0

‖v(t) + z(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

≤
{
‖u0‖2H + κ

∫ T

0

‖z(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt+ 2

∫ T

0

‖z(t)‖2
V
dt+ η̂

∫ T

0

‖z(t)‖2
H
dt

}
e2η̂T , (7.15)
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for each ω ∈ Ω, and hence v ∈ L∞(0, T ;H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1), P-a.s. The final
regularity result holds true, since

∫ T

0

‖v(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt ≤ 2r

∫ T

0

‖v(t) + z(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt + 2r

∫ T

0

‖z(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt < +∞.

Moreover, v is having a continuous modification with trajectories in C([0, T ];H), P-a.s.
The next Lemma is proved under the Hypothesis 7.2.

Lemma 7.4. Let a function ψ ∈ C([0, T ]; D(Aα)) be given. Let the map

Ψ : ψ → vψ (7.16)

be defined by
{
dvψ(t) + [Avψ(t) + B(vψ(t) + ψ(t)) + βC(vψ(t) + ψ(t))]dt = 0, t ∈ (0, T ),

vψ(0) = u0.
(7.17)

Then, the map Ψ is a continuous map from C([0, T ]; D(Aα)) into the space C([0, T ];H) ∩
L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1).

Proof. We consider two functions ψ1 and ψ2 in C([0, T ]; D(Aα)). Let us denote the corre-
sponding weak solution of (7.17) as vψi

, for i = 1, 2. Then the system vψ = vψ1 −vψ2 where
ψ := ψ1 − ψ2 satisfies:




dvψ(t) + [Avψ(t) + B(vψ1(t) + ψ1(t))− B(vψ2(t) + ψ2(t))

+β(C(vψ1(t) + ψ1(t))− C(vψ2(t) + ψ2(t)))]dt = 0, t ∈ ×(0, T ),

vψ(0) = 0.

(7.18)

Taking the inner product with vψ to the first equation in (7.18), we find

1

2

d

dt
‖vψ(t)‖2H + µ‖vψ(t)‖2V

= −〈B(vψ1(t) + ψ1(t))− B(vψ2(t) + ψ2(t)),vψ(t)〉
− β〈C(vψ1(t) + ψ1(t))− C(vψ2(t) + ψ2(t)),vψ(t)〉

= −〈B(vψ1(t) + ψ1(t))− B(vψ2(t) + ψ2(t)),vψ(t) + ψ(t)〉
− β〈C(vψ1(t) + ψ1(t))− C(vψ2(t) + ψ2(t)),vψ(t) + ψ(t)〉
+ 〈B(vψ1(t) + ψ1(t))− B(vψ2(t) + ψ2(t)), ψ(t)〉
+ β〈C(vψ1(t) + ψ1(t))− C(vψ2(t) + ψ2(t)), ψ(t)〉

=:
4∑

i=1

Ii. (7.19)

Using Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities, we estimate I1 as

I1 = |〈B(vψ + ψ,vψ + ψ), ψ〉| = |〈B(vψ + ψ, ψ),vψ + ψ〉|

≤ ‖ψ‖V‖(vψ + ψ)(vψ + ψ)‖H ≤ 1

2
‖ψ‖2

V
+

1

2
‖(vψ + ψ)(vψ + ψ)‖2

H
. (7.20)

We estimate the final term from the right hand side of the inequality (7.20) using Hölder’s
and Young’s inequalities as

‖(vψ + ψ)(vψ + ψ)‖2
H
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=

∫

O
|vψ(x) + ψ(x)|2|vψ(x) + ψ(x)|2dx

=

∫

O
|vψ(x) + ψ(x)|2|vψ(x) + ψ(x)| 4

r−1 |vψ(x) + ψ(x)|
2(r−3)
r−1 dx

≤
(∫

O
|vψ(x) + ψ(x)|r−1|vψ(x) + ψ(x)|2dx

) 2
r−1
(∫

O
|vψ(x) + ψ(x)|2dx

) r−3
r−1

≤ β

2r−3
‖vψ + ψ‖r+1

L̃r+1
+
r − 3

r − 1

(
2r−2

β(r − 1)

) 2
r−3

‖vψ + ψ‖2
H
, (7.21)

for r > 3. Thus, I1 can be estimated as

I1 ≤
1

2
‖ψ‖2

V
+

β

2r−2
‖vψ + ψ‖r+1

L̃r+1
+ ̺‖vψ + ψ‖2

H
,

where ̺ = r−3
2(r−1)

(
2r−2

β(r−1)

) 2
r−3

. We estimate I2 using (2.11) as

I2 ≤ −β
2
‖|vψ1 + ψ1|

r−1
2 (vψ + ψ)‖2

H
− β

2
‖|vψ2 + ψ2|

r−1
2 (vψ + ψ)‖2

H
.

Now, we estimate I3 as

I3 = 〈B(vψ1 + ψ1,vψ + ψ), ψ〉+ 〈B(vψ + ψ,vψ2 + ψ2), ψ〉
= −〈B(vψ1 + ψ1, ψ),vψ + ψ〉 − 〈B(vψ + ψ, ψ),vψ2 + ψ2〉
≤ ‖ψ‖V‖(vψ1 + ψ1)(vψ + ψ)‖H + ‖ψ‖V‖(vψ2 + ψ2)(vψ + ψ)‖H

≤ ‖ψ‖2
V
+

1

2
‖(vψ1 + ψ1)(vψ + ψ)‖2

H
+

1

2
‖(vψ2 + ψ2)(vψ + ψ)‖2

H
. (7.22)

The estimation of the term ‖(vψ1 +ψ1)(vψ +ψ)‖2
H
is similar to (7.21), and we estimate it as

‖(vψ1 + ψ1)(vψ + ψ)‖2
H

≤ β

4
‖|vψ1 + ψ1|

r−1
2 (vψ + ψ)‖2

H
+
r − 3

r − 1

(
8

β(r − 1)

) 2
r−3

‖vψ + ψ‖2
H
, (7.23)

for r > 3. Similarly, we estimate ‖(vψ2 + ψ2)(vψ + ψ)‖2
H
as

‖(vψ1 + ψ1)(vψ + ψ)‖2
H
≤ β

4
‖|vψ2 + ψ2|

r−1
2 (vψ + ψ)‖2

H
+ ρ‖vψ + ψ‖2

H
, (7.24)

where ρ = r−3
r−1

(
8

β(r−1)

) 2
r−3

. Using (7.23) and (7.24) in (7.22), we find

I3 ≤ ‖ψ‖2
V
+
β

8
‖|vψ1 + ψ1|

r−1
2 (vψ + ψ)‖2

H
+
β

8
‖|vψ2 + ψ2|

r−1
2 (vψ + ψ)‖2

H
+ ρ‖vψ + ψ‖2

H
,

(7.25)

for r > 3. Finally, we estimate I4 using Taylor’s formula (Theorem 7.9.1, [12]) as

I4 = β

〈∫ 1

0

C′(θ(vψ1 + ψ1) + (1− θ)(vψ2 + ψ2))(vψ + ψ)dθ, ψ

〉

= βr

〈∫ 1

0

|θ(vψ1 + ψ1) + (1− θ)(vψ2 + ψ2)|r−1(vψ + ψ)dθ, ψ

〉
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≤ βr

〈
sup

0<θ<1
|θ(vψ1 + ψ1) + (1− θ)(vψ2 + ψ2)|r−1|vψ + ψ|, |ψ|

〉

≤ βr2r−2〈
(
|vψ1 + ψ1|r−1 + |vψ2 + ψ2|r−1

)
|vψ + ψ|, |ψ|〉

≤ β

8
‖|vψ1 + ψ1|

r−1
2 (vψ + ψ)‖2

H
+
β

8
‖|vψ2 + ψ2|

r−1
2 (vψ + ψ)‖2

H

+ βr222r−3‖|vψ1 + ψ1|
r−1
2 ψ‖2

H
+ βr222r−3‖|vψ2 + ψ2|

r−1
2 ψ‖2

H

≤ β

8
‖|vψ1 + ψ1|

r−1
2 (vψ + ψ)‖2

H
+
β

8
‖|vψ2 + ψ2|

r−1
2 (vψ + ψ)‖2

H

+ βr222r−3‖vψ1 + ψ1‖r−1

L̃r+1
‖ψ‖2

L̃r+1 + βr222r−3‖vψ2 + ψ2‖r−1

L̃r+1
‖ψ‖2

L̃r+1. (7.26)

From (2.12), we infer that

22−rβ

2
‖u− v‖r+1

L̃r+1
≤ β

2
‖|u| r−1

2 (u− v)‖2
L2 +

β

2
‖|v| r−1

2 (u− v)‖2
L2,

and hence we get

β

2r−1
‖vψ + ψ‖r+1

L̃r+1
≤ β

2
‖|vψ1 + ψ1|

r−1
2 (vψ + ψ)‖2

H
+
β

2
‖|vψ2 + ψ2|

r−1
2 (vψ + ψ)‖2

H
.

Combining (7.20)-(7.26) and substituting it in (7.19), we get

‖vψ(t)‖2H + 2µ

∫ t

0

‖vψ(s)‖2Vds+
β

2r−2

∫ t

0

‖vψ(s) + ψ(s)‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds

≤ 3

∫ t

0

‖ψ(s)‖2
V
ds + 4̺

∫ t

0

‖ψ(s)‖2
H
ds+ 4̺

∫ t

0

‖vψ(s)‖2Hds

+ 4ρ

∫ t

0

‖vψ(s)‖2Hds+ 4ρ

∫ t

0

‖ψ(s)‖2
H
ds + βr223r−3

∫ t

0

‖ψ(s)‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds

+ βr223r−4

∫ t

0

‖vψ1(s)‖r−1

L̃r+1
‖ψ(s)‖2

L̃r+1ds+ βr223r−4

∫ t

0

‖vψ2(s)‖r−1

L̃r+1
‖ψ(s)‖2

L̃r+1ds (7.27)

Applying Gronwall’s inequality in (7.27), we obtain

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖vψ(t)‖2H ≤
{
3

∫ T

0

‖ψ(t)‖2
V
dt + 4(ρ+ ̺)

∫ T

0

‖ψ(t)‖2
H
dt + βr223r−3

∫ T

0

‖ψ(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

+ βr223r−4

(∫ T

0

‖vψ1(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

) r−1
r+1
(∫ T

0

‖ψ(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

) 2
r+1

+ βr223r−4

(∫ T

0

‖vψ2(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

) r−1
r+1
(∫ T

0

‖ψ(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt

) 2
r+1

}
e4(ρ+̺)T .

(7.28)

Let us now take ψn → ψ in C([0, T ]; D(Aα)), as n → ∞. Also, from the estimate (7.15),
it is clear that the quantity

‖vψn
(t)‖2

H
+

∫ t

0

‖∇vψn
(s)‖2

H
ds+

∫ t

0

‖vψn
(s)‖r+1

L̃r+1
ds,
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is bounded uniformly and independent of n, for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Thus, from (7.27) and (7.28),

it is immediate that vψn
→ vψ in C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1) and hence the

continuity of the map Ψ follows.
The case of r = 3 and βµ > 1 can be proved in a similar way. �

Let G0

(∫ ·
0
h(s)ds

)
is the set of solutions of the equation:

{
dAαx(t) + µA1+αx(t)dt =

√
εAαΦ(t)h(t)dt, t ∈ (0, T ),

x(0) = 0.
(7.29)

Theorem 7.5. Let Θ maps from C([0, T ]; D(Aα)) to C([0, T ];H)∩L2(0, T ;V)∩Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1)
and is given by

Θ(z) = z+Ψ(z),

where the map Ψ(·) is defined in (7.16) and (7.17). For any given R > 0 and δ > 0, there
exists a large positive constant ̺0 such that for all ̺0, if we define the set A̺ := Θ(̺Θ−1(BcR)),
then the unique pathwise strong solution u(·) of the system (6.1) satisfies:

P{u(t) ∈ A̺} ≤ exp
{
−̺2(J(BcR)− δ)

}
, (7.30)

where

BR :=

{
v ∈ C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1) :

sup
0≤t≤T

‖v(t)‖2
H
+

∫ T

0

‖v(t)‖2
V
dt +

∫ T

0

‖v(t)‖r+1

L̃r+1
dt < R

}
,

J(BcR) = inf
x∈Θ−1(Bc

R
)
I(x),

and

I(x) = inf
h∈L2(0,T ;H0):x∈G0(

∫
·

0
h(s)ds)

{
1

2

∫ T

0

‖h(t)‖20dt
}
. (7.31)

Proof. For each h ∈ L2(0, T ;H0), we use the notation G0

(∫ ·
0
h(s)ds

)
for the set of solutions

of the equation (7.29). For each ε > 0, let zε(·) denotes the unique pathwise strong solution
of the stochastic equation:

{
dAαzε(t) + µA1+αzε(t)dt =

√
εAαΦ(t)h(t)dt, t ∈ (0, T ),

zε(0) = 0.
(7.32)

Then Aαzε(t) =
√
ε
∫ t
0
S(t− s)AαΦ(s)dW(s) =

√
εAαz(t), where S(·) is the Stokes’ semi-

group and z(·) ∈ C([0, T ]; D(Aα)) 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 Aαzε(·)
is given by

I(x) = inf
h∈L2(0,T ;H0):x∈G0(

∫
·

0 h(s)ds)

{
1

2

∫ T

0

‖h(t)‖20dt
}
.
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Let us now define the map Θ from C([0, T ]; D(Aα)) to C([0, T ];H)∩L2(0, T ;V)∩Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1)
by Θ(z) = z+ Ψ(z), where the map Ψ(·) is defined in (7.16) and (7.17). Using Lemma 7.4,
we know that the map Θ is continuous and

uε = Θ(zε) = Θ(
√
εz), (7.33)

where uε(·) satisfies:
{
duε(t) + [µAuε(t) + B(uε(t)) + βC(uε(t))]dt =

√
εΦ(t)dW(t), t ∈ (0, T ),

uε(0) = u0.
(7.34)

Then, using Contraction principle (see Theorem 7.1), we deduce that the family uε(·) satisfies
the large deviation principle with the rate function:

J(A) = inf
x∈Θ−1(A)

I(x),

for any Borel set A ∈ C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1), where

Θ−1(A) = {x ∈ C([0, T ]; D(Aα)) : Θ(x) ∈ A}.
Thus, using the LDP (see Definition 4.2 (i)), we have

lim sup
ε→0

ε logP{uε ∈ BcR} ≤ −J(BcR),

where BR is an open ball in C([0, T ];H) ∩ L2(0, T ;V) ∩ Lr+1(0, T ; L̃r+1) with center 0 and
radius R > 0. Thus, for any δ > 0, there exists an ε1 > 0 such that for all 0 < ε < ε1, we
have

ε logP{uε ∈ BcR} ≤ −J(BcR) + δ.

The above inequality easily gives

P{uε ∈ BcR} ≤ exp

{
−1

ε
(J(BcR)− δ)

}
. (7.35)

From (7.35), it is clear that

P

{
z ∈ 1√

ε
Θ−1(BcR)

}
≤ exp

{
−1

ε
(J(BcR)− δ)

}
, (7.36)

using (7.33). Let us denote the set A to be Θ( 1√
ε
Θ−1(BcR)) and from (7.36), we infer that

P{z ∈ A} ≤ exp

{
−1

ε
(J(BcR)− δ)

}
, (7.37)

since u = Θ(z), which completes the proof. �

Remark 7.6. If we take ̺0 = 1, then the set A1 becomes BcR, and from (7.30), we deuce
that

P{u ∈ BcR} ≤ exp
{
−̺2(J(BcR)− δ)

}
, (7.38)

which gives the rate of decay as J(BcR). Moreover, if one can assure the existence of an R > 0
such that BcR ⊆ A̺0, then also the Theorem 7.5 leads to (7.38).
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Remark 7.7. From the Proposition 6.4, we know that the rate of decay is of the order of
R2. We can also follow the same procedure as in the Theorem 7.5 to get a similar result.
Let us define the set

FR :=
{
x : J(x) ≤ R2

}
,

for R > 0 and define the set GR as any open neighborhood of FR. Then, for any given any
δ > 0, there exists an ε1 > 0 such that for all 0 < ε < ε1, from (7.35), we have

P{uε ∈ Gc
R} ≤ exp

{
−1

ε
(J(Gc

R)− δ)

}
≤ exp

{
−1

ε
(R2 − δ)

}
,

using the definition of the set GR. Hence, using (7.33), it is immediate that

P

{
u ∈ Θ

(
1√
ε
Θ−1(Gc

R)

)}
≤ exp

{
−1

ε
(R2 − δ)

}
.
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