arXiv:2006.07683v2 [math.PR] 17 Jun 2020

Large deviation principles for stochastic dynamical systems with a fractional Brownian noise

Amarjit Budhiraja and Xiaoming Song

Abstract

We study small noise large deviation asymptotics for stochastic differential equations with a multiplicative noise given as a fractional Brownian motion B^H with Hurst parameter H >^1_2 . The solutions of the stochastic differential equations are defined pathwise under appropriate conditions on the coefficients. The ingredients in the proof of the large deviation principle, which include a variational representation for nonnegative functionals of fractional Brownian motions and a general sufficient condition for a LDP for a collection of functionals of a fractional Brownian motions, have a broader applicability than the model considered here.

Keywords: Fractional Brownian motion, Cameron-Martin space, stochastic differential equations, large deviation principles, Skorohod integral, stochastic Volterra equations, Laplace principle.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification: 60F10, 60H10, 60G22.

1 Introduction

The goal of this work is to study large deviation asymptotics for singularly perturbed ordinary differential equations with a multiplicative fractional Brownian noise. Specifically, we consider multidimensional stochastic differential equation (SDE) of the form

X_t = x_0 + ∫_t 0 b(s, X_s)ds + √ ε ∫_t 0 σ(s, X_s)dB^H_s , (1.1) or equivalently

X^i_t = x^i_0 + ∫_t 0 b^i(s, X_s)ds + √ ε d∑ j=1 ∫_t 0 σ^{i,j}(s, X_s)dB^{H,j}_s , i = 1, . . . , m,

where x_0 ∈ R^m , ε ∈ (0, ∞) is a small paramater, b : [0, 1]×R^m → R^m , σ : [0, 1]×R^m → R^{m×d} are suitable coefficients, B^H is a d-dimensional fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H ∈ (^1_2 , 1), and the integral with respect to B^H is a pathwise Riemann-Stieltjes integral in the sense of [32]. The existence and uniqueness, and the properties of the solution to the above SDE have been studied by many authors (cf. [21], [20], [17], [18], [26], [22], [16]).

When H = 1/2, B^H ≡ B is a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion and for this case the large deviation properties of (1.1) have been well studied starting from the seminal work of Freidlin and Wentzell [13] (cf. [1], [28], [30], [11]). Since for H ≠ 1/2 the fractional Brownian motion B^H is not a semimartingale, the classical stochastic calculus methods are not readily applicable for the study of stochastic integrals with respect to B^H . Nevertheless, fractional Brownian motion has a nice representation as a Volterra type integral with respect to a standard Brownian motion (cf. [10]):

B^H_t =

∫_1 0 K_H (t, s)dB_s, t ∈ [0, 1], (1.2) where B is a standard Brownian motion and K_H : [0, 1] × [0, 1] → R is a suitable kernel (see (2.6)). Several authors have studied stochastic Volterra equations of the form

X_t = x_0 + ∫_t 0 K(t, s)b(s, X_s)ds + ∫_t 0 K(t, s)σ(s, X_s)dB_s, (1.3) where the above stochastic integral is the usual Itô integral and K is some kernel. Stochastic Volterra equations with regular kernels and driven by a finite-dimensional Brownian motion were first investigated by Berger and Mizel [2] and since then such equations have been widely studied under more general conditions, including settings where K is the fractional Brownian motion kernel K_H (cf. [25], [24], [8], [9], [31]).

Large deviations for small noise stochastic Volterra equations have also been studied in many works including, [23], [19], [34] and [29]. In particular, using Azencott’s method (cf. [1]), Nualart and Rovira [23] proved a large deviation principle (LDP) in the space of continuous functions and later Lakhel [19] improved this result by establishing a LDP in a Besov-Orlicz space. The last twenty years have seen the emergence of a method for the study of large deviation properties of stochastic dynamical systems driven by a Brownian motion (BM) that is based on techniques from the theory of weak convergence and stochastic control. This method, which was originally introduced for the setting of finite dimensional SDE driven by BM in Boué and Dupuis [3] and then later extended to stochastic dynamical systems with an infinite dimensional BM in Budhiraja and Dupuis [4] has now been used for a broad range of problems (see [5] and references therein). The starting point in this approach is a variational formula for exponential functionals of a BM using which the problem of large deviations is reduced to proving certain weak convergence properties of controlled analogues of the underlying stochastic dynamical systems describing the state processes. This approach was used in Zhang [34] for studying LDP for small noise stochastic Volterra equations with very general types of kernels including the fractional Brownian motion kernel K_H .

The SDE (1.1) considered in this work cannot in general be written as a stochastic Volterra equation of the form (1.3). Writing the kernel K_H as K_H (t, s) = k_H (t, s)1_{[0,t]}(s) where k_H is as in (2.7) and using the representation (1.2), one can formally write the pathwise integral ∫_t 0 σ(s, X_s)dB^H_s in (1.1) as ∫_t 0 σ(s, X_s)dB^H_s = ∫_t 0 σ(s, X_s)k_H (t, s)dB_s + ∫_t 0 ∫_t s [σ(u, X_u) − σ(s, X_s)]∂_uk_H (u, s)du δB_s + ∫_t 0 ∫_u 0 D^B_s σ(u, X_u)∂_uk_H (u, s)ds du = ∫_t 0 ∫_t s σ(u, X_u)∂_uk_H (u, s)δB_s + ∫_t 0 ∫_u 0 D^B_s σ(u, X_u)∂_uk_H (u, s)ds du, where dB and δB denote the Itô integral and the Skorohod integral respectively with respect to the Brownian motion B, and D^B is the Malliavin derivative with respect to B. In particular, even though B^H has a simple representation in terms of a standard Brownian motion B and the fBm kernel K_H (as given in (1.2)) the stochastic integral on the left side of the above display does not admit a similar tractable representation. Thus, one cannot directly use the methods of [23, 19, 34, 29] to obtain a large deviation principle for the solution of (1.1). It is therefore of interest to develop a general approach for studying large deviation results for functionals of a fractional Brownian motion, analogous to the one developed in [3, 4] for Brownian motion systems, that does not make an explicit use of the representation (1.2).

The starting point of our work is a nice extension of the variational representation for functionals of Brownian motions given in [3, 4] to the general setting of an abstract Wiener space that was established in [35]. By explicitly identifying the abstract Wiener space and related constructions for a fractional Brownian motion (e.g. monotonic resolution of the identity operator on the Cameron-Martin space, a filtration on the associated abstract Wiener space, the Skorohod integral) we apply [35, Theorem 3.2] to give a convenient representation for functionals of a fractional Brownian motion that is analogous to Brownian motion representations in [3, 4] (see Proposition 3.1). Next, by adapting ideas from [3, 4], this representation is used to give a general sufficient condition for a LDP to hold for functionals of a fractional Brownian motion. This condition is analogous to sufficient conditions given for Brownioan noise driven systems in [4, 6] and for systems with a Poisson noise in [7] which have found broad applicability (see [5] and references therein). With this sufficient condition, the proof of a LDP for the solution of (1.1), becomes very similar to proofs for SDE driven by BM. Once again the key step is to verify certain weak convergence properties of controlled analogues of the original stochastic differential equation. The control processes this time take a different form and are given as suitable random nonanticipative elements of the Cameron-Martin space associated with the fractional Brownian motion (see the definition of classes A and A_b in Section 3.1). The verification of these weak convergence properties uses various results for the SDE (1.1) that have been developed in [22] and a key estimate on the Hölder norms of the solutions in terms of those of the driving paths (see Proposition 3.6).

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces some notation and background results. Section 3 gives our main assumptions and states the main results. Proofs of these results are provided in Section 4.

2 Notation and Preliminaries

In this section we recall the definition of a fractional Brownian motion and introduce some related terminology and notation.

2.1 Fractional integrals and derivatives

Let a, b ∈ R with a < b. Denote by L^p([a, b]), p ≥ 1, the usual space of Lebesgue measurable functions f : [a, b] → R for which ‖f‖_Lp < ∞, where

‖f‖_Lp = (∫_b a |f(t)|^pdt )_{1/p} , if 1 ≤ p < ∞ ess sup{|f(t)| : t ∈ [a, b]}, if p = ∞. Let f ∈ L^1 ([a, b]) and α > 0. The left-sided and right-sided fractional Riemann-Liouville integrals of f of order α are defined for almost all t ∈ (a, b) by

I^α_{a+}f (t) = 1 Γ (α) ∫_t a (t − s)^{α−1} f (s) ds and I^α_{b−}f (t) = (−1)^{−α} Γ (α) ∫_b t (s − t)^{α−1} f (s) ds, respectively, where (−1)^{−α} = e^{−iπα} and Γ (α) = ∫_∞ 0 r^{α−1}e^{−r}dr is the Euler gamma function. Let I^α_{a+}(L^p([a, b])) (resp. I^α_{b−}(L^p([a, b]))) be the image of L^p([a, b]) under the operator I^α_{a+} (resp. I^α_{b−}). If f ∈ I^α_{a+} (L^p([a, b])) (resp. f ∈ I^α_{b−} (L^p([a, b]))) and 0 < α < 1 then the Weyl derivatives are defined as

D^α_{a+}f (t) = 1 Γ (1 − α) ( f (t) (t − a)^α + α ∫_t a f (t) − f (s) (t − s)^{α+1} ds ) 1_{(a,b)}(t) (2.1) and D^α_{b−}f (t) = (−1)^α Γ (1 − α) ( f (t) (b − t)^α + α ∫_b t f (t) − f (s) (s − t)^{α+1} ds ) 1_{(a,b)}(t) (2.2)

for almost all t ∈ (a, b) (the convergence of the integrals at the singularity s = t holds pointwise for almost all t ∈ (a, b) if p = 1 and in L^p if 1 < p < ∞).

Denote by C([a, b] : R^d ) the space of R^d -valued continuous functions on the interval [a, b]. Note that C([a, b] : R^d ) is a separable Banach space equipped with the following norm ‖f‖_{a,b,∞} = sup_{a≤r≤b} |f(r)|. For any λ ∈ (0, 1), we denote by C^λ([a, b] : R^d ) the space of R^d -valued λ-Hölder continuous functions on the interval [a, b]. We will make use of the notation ‖f‖_{a,b,λ} = sup_{a≤θ<r≤b} |f(r) − f(θ)| |r − θ|^λ , if f ∈ C^λ([a, b] : R^d ). In the case of d = 1, we abbreviate C^λ([a, b] : R) as C^λ([a, b]).

Suppose that f ∈ C^λ([a, b]) and g ∈ C^μ([a, b]) with λ + μ > 1. Then, from the classical paper by Young [32], the Riemann-Stieltjes integral ∫_b a fdg exists. The following proposition can be regarded as a fractional integration by parts formula, and provides an explicit expression for the integral ∫_b a fdg in terms of fractional derivatives (cf. [33]).

Proposition 2.1 Suppose that f ∈ C^λ([a, b]) and g ∈ C^μ([a, b]) with λ + μ > 1. Let 0 < α < 1, λ > α and μ > 1 − α. Then the Riemann-Stieltjes integral ∫_b a fdg exists and it can be expressed as ∫_b a fdg = (−1)^α ∫_b a D^α_{a+}f (t) D^{1−α}_{b−} g_{b−} (t) dt, (2.3) where g_{b−} (t) = g (t) − g (b).

When we consider the interval [a, b] = [0, 1], we will use the following simplified notations ‖f‖_∞ = ‖f‖_{0,1,∞}, ‖f‖_λ = ‖f‖_{0,1,λ} for f in C([0, 1] : R^d ) and C^λ([0, 1] : R^d ), respectively.

For 0 < α < 1, let W^{α,∞}_0 ([0, 1] : R^d ) be the space of R^d -valued measurable functions f : [0, 1] → R^d such that ‖f‖_{α,∞} = sup_{0≤t≤1} { |f(t)| + ∫_t 0 |f(t) − f(s)| (t − s)^{α+1} ds } < ∞. It is easy to see that C^{α+ε}([0, 1] : R^d ) ⊆ W^{α,∞}_0 ([0, 1] : R^d ) for any ε > 0. On the other hand, by the Garsia-Rademich-Rumsey inequality (see [14]), it follows that

W^{α,∞}_0 ([0, 1] : R^d ) ⊆ C^{α−ε}([0, 1] : R^d )

for any 0 < ε < α.

2.2 Fractional Brownian motion We now recall the definition of a fractional Brownian motion.

Definition 2.2 For H ∈ (0, 1), a d-dimensional fractional Brownian motion (fBm for short) B^H = {B^H_t : t ∈ [0, 1]} with Hurst parameter H defined on a complete probability space (Ω, F, P) is a centered Gaussian process whose covariance matrix R_H = (R^{i,j}_H )_{1≤i, j≤d} is given by R^{i,j}_H (s, t) = E(B^{H,i}_s B^{H,j}_t ) = 1 2 (s^{2H} + t^{2H} − |t − s|^{2H} )δ_{i,j}, s, t ∈ [0, 1], (2.4) where δ is the Kronecker delta function.

For H =^1_2 , the process B^12 is a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion. For H ≠^1_2 , the fBm B^H is not a semimartingale. It follows from (2.4) that E(|B^H_t − B^H_s |^2) = d|t − s|^{2H} , t, s ∈ [0, 1]. From the above property along with Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion it follows that the sample paths of B^H are a.s. Hölder continuous of order β for all β < H.

In the sequel we consider the canonical probability space (Ω, F, P), where Ω = C_0([0, 1] : R^d ) is the space of continuous functions null at time 0, F = B(C_0([0, 1] : R^d )) is the Borel σ-algebra and P is the unique d-dimensional probability measure such that the canonical process B^H = {B^H_t (ω) = ω(t) : t ∈ [0, 1]} is a d-dimensional fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H. Consider the canonical filtration given by {F^H_t : t ∈ [0, 1]}, where F^H_t = σ{B^H_s : 0 ≤ s ≤ t} ∨ N and N is the set of the P-negligible events.

Let F (a, b, c; z) denote the Gauss hypergeometric function defined for any a, b, c, z ∈ C with |z| < 1 and c ≠ 0, −1, −2, . . . by F (a, b, c; z) = ∞∑ k=0 (a)_k(b)_k (c)_k z^k, where (a)_0 = 1 and (a)_k = a(a + 1) . . . (a + k − 1) is the Pochhammer symbol.

Let B = {B_t = (B^1_t , . . . , B^d_t ), t ∈ [0, 1]} be a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion. Then from [10] we have that the process B^H_t =

∫_1 0 K_H (t, s)dB_s, t ∈ [0, 1] (2.5)

defines a fBm with Hurst parameter H, where

K_H (t, s) = k_H (t, s)1_{[0,t]}(s), (2.6)

for 0 ≤ s ≤ t k_H (t, s) = c_H Γ ( H +^1_2 )(t − s)^{H− 1}2 F ( H − 1 2 , 1 2 − H, H + 1 2 ; 1 − t s ) , (2.7)

c_H =

[_{2HΓ} (^3_2 −H)Γ(H+^1_2 )

Γ(2−2H) ]_{1/2} , and Γ(·) as before is the gamma function.

The next lemma (cf. Theorem 2.1 in [10] and (10.22) in [27]) will play an important role in the construction of the Cameron-Martin space in the abstract Wiener space associated with a fBm.

Lemma 2.3 For H ∈ (0, 1), consider the integral transform

(K_H f)(t) =

∫_1 0 K_H (t, s)f(s)ds = c_H Γ(H +^1_2 )

∫_1 0 (t − s)^{H− 12} F ( 1 2 − H, H − 1 2 , H + 1 2 ; 1 − t s ) f(s)ds. (2.8)

Then K_H is an isomorphism from L^2([0, 1] : R^d ) onto I^{H+ 12}_{0+} (L^2([0, 1] : R^d )) and

K_H f(t) = c_H I^1_{0+} ( ψ ( I^{H− 12}_{0+} (ψ^{−1}f) )) (t), if H ≥ 1 2 , t ∈ [0, 1] (2.9)

K_H f(t) = c_H I^{2H}_{0+} ( ψ^{−1} ( I^{12 −H}_{0+} (ψf) )) (t), if H ≤ 1 2 , t ∈ [0, 1]. (2.10)

where ψ(u) = u^{H− 1}2 for u ∈ [0, 1].

Remark 2.1 For any a < b, if α >^1_p , then from Theorem 3.6 in [27] we have I^α_{a+} (L^p([a, b])) ∪ I^α_{b−} (L^p([a, b])) ⊂ C^{α− 1p} ([a, b]) . In particular, we have I^{H+ 12}_{0+} (L^2([0, 1] : R^d )) ⊂ C^H ([0, 1] : R^d ). Note that (K_H f)(0) = 0 for all f ∈ L^2([0, 1] : R^d ). Thus K_H maps L^2([0, 1] : R^d ) into C_0([0, 1] : R^d ) and for f_1, f_2 ∈ L^2([0, 1] : R^d ), f_1 = f_2 a.e. if and only if K_H f_1 = K_H f_2.

Define H_H = {(K_Hḣ^1, . . . , K_Hḣ^d) : ḣ = (ḣ^1, . . . , ḣ^d) ∈ L^2([0, 1] : R^d )}, that is, any h ∈ H_H can be represented as h(t) = (K_Hḣ)(t) =

∫_1 0 K_H (t, s)ḣ(s)ds, for some ḣ ∈ L^2([0, 1] : R^d ). Define a scalar inner product on H_H by ⟨h, g⟩_{HH} = ⟨K_Hḣ, K_Hġ⟩_{HH} = ⟨ḣ, ġ⟩_L2 . Then H_H is a separable Hilbert space with the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_{HH} . From Remark 2.1, we see that H_H is a subset of Ω = C_0([0, 1] : R^d ).

3 Results

We now present the main results of this work. The proofs will be provided in Section 4.

3.1 A variational representation for functionals of fBm For 0 < N < ∞, let S_N = {v ∈ H_H :^1_2 ‖v‖^2_{HH} ≤ N}. Equipped with the weak topology on H_H , S_N can be metrized as a compact Polish space. Let A denote the class of all H_H -valued random variables v in L^2((Ω, F, P) : H_H ) such that v(t) is {F^H_t }-measurable for every t ∈ [0, 1]. The set of all a.s. bounded elements in A is denoted by A_b, that is, A_b = {v ∈ A : ‖v(ω)‖_{HH} ≤ N P-a.s. for some 0 < N < ∞}. The following variational representation is obtained by making use of [35, Theorem 3.2].

Proposition 3.1 Let f be a bounded Borel measurable function on Ω. Then we have

− log E(e^{−f(ω)} ) = inf_{v∈A} E ( f(ω + v) + 1 2 ‖v‖^2_{HH} )

= inf_{v∈Ab} E ( f(ω + v) + 1 2 ‖v‖^2_{HH} ) . 3.2 A general large deviation principle We begin by recalling the definition of a large deviation principle. Let E be a Polish space (a complete separable metric space) and let {X^ε : ε ∈ (0, 1)} be a collection of E-valued random variables. Definition 3.2 (a) A function I : E → [0, ∞] is called a rate function on E, if for each M < ∞ the level set {x ∈ E : I(x) ≤ M} is a compact subset of E. For A ∈ B(E), we define I(A) = inf_{x∈A} I(x).

(b) Let I be a rate function on E. A collection {X^ε : ε ∈ (0, 1)} of E-valued random variables is said to satisfy a large deviation principle in E, as ε → 0, with rate function I if the following two conditions hold:

(i) Large deviation upper bound. For each open set G in E, lim sup ε→0 −ε log P(X^ε ∈ G) ≤ I(G). (ii) Large deviation lower bound. For each closed set F in E, lim inf ε→0 −ε log P(X^ε ∈ F ) ≥ I(F ). For 0 < ε < 1 let G^ε : Ω = C_0([0, 1] : R^d ) → E be a measurable map. We will now give a sufficient condition on the maps G^ε for a LDP to hold for the collection of E-valued random variables X^ε(ω) = G^ε( √ εω), ω ∈ Ω. (3.1) Recall that S_N is a compact metric space that is equipped with the weak topology inherited from H_H . Also recall the canonical filtration {F^H_t } on (Ω, F, P) and the classes A, A_b. Assumption 3.3 There exists a measurable map G^0 : H_H → E such that the following conditions hold.

(i) Consider 0 < N < ∞ and a family of S_N -valued random elements {v^ε} ⊂ A_b on (Ω, F, P) such that v^ε converges in distribution to v. Then G^ε( √ εω + v^ε) converges to G^0(v) in distribution.

(ii) For every 0 < N < ∞, the set Γ_N = {G^0(v) : v ∈ S_N } is a compact subset of E.

For x ∈ E, define I(x) = inf {v∈H_H : x=G^0(v)} { 1 2 ‖v‖^2_{HH} } (3.2)

whenever {v ∈ H_H : x = G^0(v)} ≠ ∅, and I(x) = ∞ otherwise.

The following theorem gives a LDP under Assumption 3.3.

Theorem 3.4 Let X^ε be as defined in (3.1). Suppose that {G^ε} satisfies Assumption 3.3. Then the family {X^ε : ε ∈ (0, 1)} satisfies a large deviation principle in E, as ε → 0, with rate function I defined in (3.2).

3.3 SDE with a multiplicative fractional noise For ε > 0, consider the following stochastic differential equation

X^ε_t = x_0 + ∫_t 0 b(s, X^ε_s )ds + √ ε ∫_t 0 σ(s, X^ε_s )dB^H_s , t ∈ [0, 1]. (3.3)

where B^H is a d-dimensional fBm with H > 1/2. For wellposedness of the above equation we introduce the following condition on the coefficients b and σ. For a matrix A = (a^{i,j})_{m×d} and a vector y = (y^i)_{m×1}, denote |A|^2 = ∑ i,j |a^{i,j}|^2 and |y|^2 = ∑ i |y^i|^2.

Assumption 3.5 (i) The function σ : [0, 1] × R^m → R^{m×d} is differentiable in the space variable x ∈ R^m , and there exist constants M > 0, 1 − H < λ ≤ 1,^1_H − 1 < γ ≤ 1, and for every N > 0 there exists M_N > 0, such that the following hold: |σ(t, x) − σ(t, y)| ≤ M|x − y|, for all (t, x) ∈ [0, 1] × R^m , |∂_{xi} σ(t, x) − ∂_{yi} σ(t, y)| ≤ M_N |x − y|^γ , for all t ∈ [0, 1], x, y ∈ R^m such that |x| ∨ |y| ≤ N, |σ(t, x) − σ(s, x)| + |∂_{xi} σ(t, x) − ∂_{xi} σ(s, x)| ≤ M|t − s|^λ, for all x ∈ R^m , and t, s ∈ [0, 1], for each i = 1, . . . , m.

(ii) There exists L > 0 such that the following properties are satisfied: |b(t, x) − b(t, y)| ≤ L|x − y|, |b(t, x)| ≤ L(1 + |x|) for all x, y ∈ R^m and t ∈ [0, 1]. Remark 3.1 From Assumption 3.5(i) it follows that there exists a K > 0 such that

|σ(t, x)| ≤ K(1 + |x|), for all (t, x) ∈ [0, 1] × R^m . (3.4)

Let g : [0, 1] → R^d be such that for any 0 < ε < H, g ∈ C^{H−ε}([0, 1] : R^d ). Consider the deterministic equation on R^m x_t = x_0 + ∫_t 0 b(s, x_s)ds + ∫_t 0 σ(s, x_s)dg_s, (3.5) where x_0 ∈ R^m and the last integral is interpreted as a Riemann-Stieltjes integral.

The wellposedness in part (a) of the next proposition is taken from [22, Theorem 5.1]. The estimate given in part (b) of the proposition will play an important role in the analysis and will be established in Section 4.3.

Proposition 3.6 Suppose that the coefficients b and σ satisfy Assumption 3.5. Then the following hold.

(a) Equation (3.5) has a unique solution x ∈ W^{α,∞}_0 ([0, 1] : R^m ) for any α ∈ (1 − H, min{^1_2 , λ,^γ_{1+γ} }).

Moreover, the solution is (1 − α)-Hölder continuous.

(b) For any α ∈ (1 − H, min{^1_2 , λ,^γ_{1+γ} }) and any 0 < δ < α − (1 − H), the following estimates hold:

‖x‖_∞ ≤ C_1(1 + |x_0|) exp{C_2‖g‖^κ_{1−α+δ} }, (3.6)

‖x‖_{1−α} ≤ C_3(1 + |x_0|)(1 + ‖g‖^κ_{1−α+δ} )(1 + ‖g‖_{1−α+δ} )(1 + exp{C_2‖g‖^κ_{1−α+δ} }), (3.7)

where κ =^1_{1−α} and the constants C_1, C_2 and C_3 depend on α, δ and all the constants appearing in Assumption 3.5.

Remark 3.2 As observed above Proposition 2.1, for f ∈ C^{μ1} ([a, b] : R) and h ∈ C^{μ2} ([a, b] : R) with μ_1 + μ_2 > 1, the Riemann-Stieltjes integral ∫_b a f_sdh_s exists. From Assumption 3.5 and the observation that W^{α,∞}_0 ([0, 1] : R^m ) ⊆ C^{α−ε}([0, 1] : R^m ) for any 0 < ε < α, it follows that if for some α > 1 − H, x ∈ W^{α,∞}_0 ([0, 1] : R^m ) then s → σ(s, x(s)) ∈ C^δ([0, 1] : R^m ) for some δ > 1 − H. Thus, from properties of g it follows that the integral ∫_t 0 σ(s, x_s)dg_s is well defined as a Riemann-Stieltjes integral.

In Lemma 4.1 it will be seen that, H_H ⊂ C^H ([0, 1] : R^d ) and thus from Proposition 3.6, under Assumption 3.5, equation (3.5) with g replaced by v has a unique solution. For f ∈ C([0, 1] : R^m ), define C_f .= { v ∈ H_H : f_t = x_0 + ∫_t 0 b(s, f_s)ds + ∫_t 0 σ(s, f_s)dv_s for all t ∈ [0, 1] }

and let I(f) = inf_{v∈Cf} 1 2 ‖v‖^2_{HH} (3.8)

whenever C_f ≠ ∅, and I(f) = ∞ otherwise.

We now return to SDE (3.3). Recall that the sample paths of B^H are a.s. in C^{H−ε}([0, 1] : R^d ) for any 0 < ε < H. Thus as an immediate consequence of Proposition 3.6 and Fernique’s theorem (cf. [12]) we have the following result.

Proposition 3.7 Let Assumption 3.5 be satisfied.

(a) For any α ∈ (1 − H, min{^1_2 , λ,^γ_{1+γ} }), the SDE (3.3) has a unique pathwise solution X^ε with X^ε ∈ W^{α,∞}_0 ([0, 1] : R^m ) a.s. Moreover, for P-almost all ω ∈ Ω, the solution X^ε(ω) is (1 − α)- Hölder continuous.

(b) The solution X^ε to the SDE (3.3) satisfies sup ε∈(0,1) E‖X^ε ‖^p_{1−α} < ∞, for all p ≥ 1. (3.9)

The following is the main result of this work.

Theorem 3.8 Suppose that Assumption 3.5 is satisfied and let for ε ∈ (0, 1), X^ε be defined as in (3.3). Then the family {X^ε : ε ∈ (0, 1)} satisfies a large deviation principle in C([0, 1] : R^m ) with rate function I defined in (3.8).

4 Proofs

In this section we give the proofs of Proposition 3.1, Theorem 3.4, Proposition 3.6(b) and Theorem 3.8.

4.1 Proof of Proposition 3.1 In this subsection we describe the abstract Wiener space for B^H and, using [35, Theorem 3.2], provide the proof of the variational representation for functionals of fractional Brownian motion given in Proposition 3.1.

The following elementary lemma shows that functions in H_H are H-Hölder continuous. Lemma 4.1 Let h ∈ H_H . Then h ∈ C^H ([0, 1] : R^d ), and ‖h‖_∞ ≤ ‖h‖_{HH} and ‖h‖_H ≤ ‖h‖_{HH} . Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume d = 1. For h = K_Hḣ ∈ H_H and t ∈ [0, 1], we have, from the integral representation (2.5), h(t) = ∫_1 0 K_H (t, u)ḣ(u)du = E (∫_1 0 K_H (t, u)dB_u ∫_1 0 ḣ(u)dB_u ) = E ( B^H_t ∫_1 0 ḣ(u)dB_u ) , where B is a standard Brownian motion and consequently B^H_t =

∫_1 0 K_H (t, u)dB_u is a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H. Then, for any s, t ∈ [0, 1], we have |h(t)| ≤ ( E ( |B^H_t |^2 ))_{1/2} ‖ḣ‖_L2 = t^H ‖h‖_{HH} ≤ ‖h‖_{HH} , (4.1) and |h(t) − h(s)| ≤ ( E ( |B^H_t − B^H_s |^2 ))_{1/2} ‖ḣ‖_L2 = |t − s|^H ‖ḣ‖_L2 = |t − s|^H ‖h‖_{HH} , which completes the proof.

Recall that Ω = C_0([0, 1] : R^d ) is a Banach space equipped with the sup-norm ‖ · ‖_∞. Let Ω^∗ be its topological dual.

We now introduce the abstract Wiener space associated with a fractional Brownian motion. The following result is taken from [10, Theorem 3.3].

Lemma 4.2 If we identify L^2([0, 1] : R^d ) and its dual, we have the following diagram

Ω^∗ i^∗_H −−−−→ H^∗_H K^∗_H −−−−→ L^2([0, 1] : R^d )^{KH}−−−−→ H_H^{iH}−−−−→ Ω Where K_H is defined by (2.8), i_H is the injection from H_H into Ω, and K^∗_H and i^∗_H are the respective adjoints.

(a) The injection i_H embeds H_H densely into Ω, and H_H is the Cameron-Martin space of the abstract Wiener space (i_H , H_H , Ω) in the sense of Gross [15].

(b) The restriction of K^∗_H to Ω^∗ can be represented by

(K^∗_H η)(s) =

∫_1 0 K_H (t, s)η(dt) = (∫_1 0 K_H (t, s)η_1(dt), . . . , ∫_1 0 K_H (t, s)η_d(dt) ) , for any η = (η_1, . . . , η_d) ∈ Ω^∗.

Next, we introduce the Skorohod integral δ(h) for h ∈ H_H . This is well known (cf. [10], [35] and references therein) but we give a self contained presentation for reader’s convenience. The injection i^∗_H embeds Ω^∗ densely into H^∗_H , since Ω^∗ separates H_H . Define R_H = K_H ∘ K^∗_H , then R_H embeds Ω^∗ densely into H_H , namely, for any h ∈ H_H , there exists a sequence of {η_n}^∞_{n=1} ⊂ Ω^∗ such that lim_{n→∞} ‖R_H η_n − h‖_{HH} = 0. Next note that ∫ |η_n(ω) − η_k(ω)|^2P(dω) = E (|η_n (·) − η_k(·)|^2)

= E ∑ 1≤i,j≤d ∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 ω^i(t)ω^j (s)(η^i_n − η^i_k)(dt)(η^j_n − η^j_k)(ds)

= ∑ 1≤i,j≤d ∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 R^{i,j}_H (t, s)(η^i_n − η^i_k)(dt)(η^j_n − η^j_k)(ds)

= ∑ 1≤i,j≤d ∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 ∫_1 0 δ_{i,j} K_H (t, r)K_H (s, r)dr (η^i_n − η^i_k)(dt)(η^j_n − η^j_k)(ds)

= ∫_1 0 |K^∗_H (η_n − η_k)(r)|^2dr = ‖R_H (η_n − η_k)‖^2_{HH} → 0, as n, k → ∞. Therefore, there exists δ(h) ∈ L^2(Ω, F, P) such that lim_{n→∞} E (|η_n (·) − δ(h)|^2) = 0. The limit δ(h) is called the Skorohod integral of h. Moreover, the following isometry property holds E (δ(h)δ(g)) = ⟨h, g⟩_{HH} , for any h, g ∈ H_H . (4.2) Recall the filtered probability space (Ω, F, P, {F^H_t }) introduced below Definition 2.2 and recall that {B^H_t } is the canonical coordinate process on (Ω, F).

Define the family {π^H_t , t ∈ [0, 1]} of orthogonal projections in H_H by π^H_t h = π^H_t (K_Hḣ) = K_H (ḣ1_{[0,t]}), h ∈ H_H . (4.3) Define for i = 1, . . . d, e_i : [0, 1] → R^d as

(e_i(t))_j = { 0 if j ≠ i 1 if j = i , t ∈ [0, 1]. Then e_i ∈ L^2([0, 1] : R^d ) for i = 1, . . . d. Define the process B = (B^1, . . . , B^d) by B^i_t = δ(π^H_t K_H e_i), t ∈ [0, 1], i = 1, . . . , d. (4.4) If h ∈ H_H then, it can be shown that, g defined as g(t) = c^{−1}_H t^{H− 12} (D^{H− 12}_{0+} (ψ^{−1}h^′))(t), t ∈ [0, 1] is in L^2([0, 1] : R^d ) and we have h = K_H g. Henceforth, for h ∈ H_H , we will take the function g defined as above the definition of ḣ in the representation h = K_Hḣ.

The following result is a consequence of [10, Proposition 4.4, Theorems 4.3 and 4.8].

Lemma 4.3 (a) For any t ∈ [0, 1], F^H_t = σ{δ(π^H_t h), h ∈ H_H } ∨ N .

(b) A H_H -valued stochastic process u = K_Hu̇ is {F^H_t , t ∈ [0, 1]}-adapted if and only if the process u̇ is {F^H_t , t ∈ [0, 1]}-progressively measurable.

(c) The process B = {B_t = (B^1_t , . . . , B^d_t ), t ∈ [0, 1]} is a P-standard Brownian motion and σ{B_s, s ≤ t} ∨ N equals F^H_t for t ∈ [0, 1].

Proof of Proposition 3.1. The collection {π^H_t , t ∈ [0, 1]} introduced in (4.3) defines a continuous and strictly monotonic resolution of the identity in H_H in the sense of [35, Section 2] and furthermore the operator δ(·) introduced in the latter paper coincides with the Skorohod integral defined above (4.2). Also, the classes A and A_b in Section 3.1 are the same as the classes H^a and H^a_b in [35] when specialized to the setting considered here. The result is now immediate from [35, Theorem 3.2].

4.2 Proof of Theorem 3.4 The proof follows along the lines of [4, Theorem 4.4] however we provide details for reader’s convenience. It will be convenient to work with the following equivalent formulation of a LDP. Definition 4.4 Let I be a rate function on some Polish space E. A collection {X^ε : ε ∈ [0, 1]} of Evalued random variables is said to satisfy the Laplace principle upper bound (lower bound, respectively) on E with rate function I if for all bounded continuous functions h : E → R,

lim sup ε→0 −ε log E ( exp { − h(X^ε) ε }) ≤ inf_{x∈E}{h(x) + I(x)}, (4.5) (respectively, lim inf ε→0 −ε log E ( exp { − h(X^ε) ε }) ≥ inf_{x∈E}{h(x) + I(x)}.) (4.6) The Laplace principle (LP) is said to hold for {X^ε : ε ∈ [0, 1]} with rate function I if both the Laplace upper bound and lower bound are satisfied for all bounded continuous functions h : E → R. It is well known that a collection {X^ε : ε ∈ [0, 1]} of E-valued random variables satisfies a LDP with rate function I if and only if it satisfies a LP with rate function I (cf. [5, Theorems 1.5 and 1.8]).

We now proceed to the proof of Theorem 3.4.

Proof of Theorem 3.4. It suffices to prove (4.5) and (4.6), with I as defined in (3.2), for all real-valued, bounded and continuous functions h on E, and to prove that I is a rate function.

Proof of the upper bound (4.5): Without loss we assume that inf_{x∈E} {h(x) + I(x)} < ∞. Let δ > 0 be arbitrary. Then there exists x_0 ∈ E such that

h(x_0) + I(x_0) ≤ inf_{x∈E}{h(x) + I(x)} + δ 2 < ∞. (4.7)

From the definition of I there exists ṽ ∈ H_H such that 1 2 ‖ṽ‖^2_{HH} ≤ I(x_0) + δ 2 , and x_0 = G^0(ṽ).

Applying Proposition 3.1 to the function h ∘ G^ε, one has −ε log E ( exp { − h(X^ε) ε }) = − ε log E ( exp { − h ∘ G^ε( √ εω) ε })

= inf_{v∈Ab} E ( h ∘ G^ε (√ εω + v ) + 1 2 ‖v‖^2_{HH} ) . (4.8)

Thus, we have

lim sup ε→0 −ε log E ( exp { − h(X^ε) ε }) = lim sup ε→0 inf_{v∈Ab} E ( h ∘ G^ε (√ εω + v ) + 1 2 ‖v‖^2_{HH} )

≤ lim sup ε→0 E ( h ∘ G^ε (√ εω + ṽ ) + 1 2 ‖ṽ‖^2_{HH} )

≤ lim sup ε→0 E ( h ∘ G^ε (√ εω + ṽ )) + I(x_0) + δ 2 . (4.9)

Since h is bounded and continuous, from (i) in Assumption 3.3, as ε go to 0 the last term in the above inequality equals h ∘ G^0 (ṽ) + I(x_0) + δ 2 = h(x_0) + I(x_0) + δ 2 . (4.10)

Combining (4.7), (4.9) and (4.10), we obtain

lim sup ε→0 −ε log E ( exp { − h(X^ε) ε }) ≤ inf_{x∈E}{h(x) + I(x)} + δ. Since δ is arbitrary, the upper bound holds.

Proof of the lower bound (4.6): Fix δ > 0. Then for each ε there exist v^ε ∈ A_b such that inf_{v∈Ab} E ( h ∘ G^ε (√ εω + v ) + 1 2 ‖v‖^2_{HH} ) ≥ E ( h ∘ G^ε (√ εω + v^ε ) + 1 2 ‖v^ε‖^2_{HH} ) − δ. (4.11)

Next note that from (4.8) and (4.11), for all ε, E

(_1 2 ‖v^ε‖^2_{HH} ) ≤ 2M + δ, where M = ‖h‖_∞. Now define stopping times τ^ε_N = inf{t ∈ [0, 1] :^1_2 ∫_t 0 |v̇^ε(s)|^2ds ≥ N} ∧ 1, where v^ε = K_Hv̇^ε. Denote v̇^{ε,N} = v̇^ε1_{[0,τ} ε_{N ]}(s) and v^{ε,N} = K_Hv̇^{ε,N} . Then the processes v^{ε,N} are in A_b with^1_2 ‖v^{ε,N} ‖^2_{HH} ≤ N a.s, and moreover P(v^ε ≠ v^{ε,N} ) ≤ P ( 1 2 ∫_1 0 |v̇^ε(s)|^2ds ≥ N ) = P ( 1 2 ‖v^ε‖^2_{HH} ≥ N ) ≤ 2M + δ N . Choosing N large enough so that^{2M(2M+δ)}_N ≤ δ, we see that (4.11) holds with v^ε replaced with v^{ε,N} and δ with 2δ. Henceforth, we will suppress N and denote v^{ε,N} as v^ε. Note that, by definition,

sup_{ε>0} 1 2 ‖v^ε‖^2_{HH} ≤ N a.s. (4.12)

Since δ > 0 is arbitrary, in order to prove the lower bound (4.6), we now only need to show that

lim inf ε→0 E ( h ∘ G^ε (√ εω + v^ε ) + 1 2 ‖v^ε‖^2_{HH} ) ≥ inf_{x∈E}{h(x) + I(x)}. (4.13) Choose a subsequence (still relabelled by ε) along which v^ε converges in distribution to v as S_N - valued random elements. Since h is a bounded and continuous function and the function on H_H defined by v →^1_2 ‖v‖^2_{HH} is lower semi-continuous with respect to the weak topology, using (i) in Assumption 3.3 and Fatou’s lemma, we obtain

lim inf ε→0 E ( h ∘ G^ε (√ εω + v^ε ) + 1 2 ‖v^ε‖^2_{HH} ) ≥ E ( h ∘ G^0(v) + 1 2 ‖v‖^2_{HH} )

≥ inf {(x,v):x=G^0(v)} { h(x) + 1 2 ‖v‖^2_{HH} }

≥ inf_{x∈E}{h(x) + I(x)}.

This completes the proof of the lower bound.

Compactness of Level Sets: In order to prove that I is a rate function, we need to show that, for any 0 < M < ∞, the level set {x : I(x) ≤ M} is compact. In order to prove this, we will show that {x : I(x) ≤ M} = ∞⋂ n=1 Γ_{M+} 1_n .

The compactness of the level set {x : I(x) ≤ M} will then follow, since from (ii) in Assumption 3.3 the set Γ_{M+} 1_n is compact for each n.

Let x ∈ E with I(x) ≤ M. Then, for each n, from the definition of I(x) there exists v^n ∈ H_H such that^1_2 ‖v^n‖^2_{HH} ≤ M +^1_n and x = G^0(v^n). This shows x ∈ ⋂_∞ n=1 Γ_{M+} 1_n . Conversely, suppose x ∈ ⋂_∞ n=1 Γ_{M+} 1_n . Then, for each n, there exists v^n ∈ S_{M+} 1_n such that x = G^0(v^n). Thus, we have I(x) ≤^1_2 ‖v^n‖^2_{HH} ≤ M +^1_n , for all n. By letting n go to infinity, we conclude that I(x) ≤ M. This completes the proof that I is a rate function.

4.3 Proof of Proposition 3.6(b)

Proof. Without loss of generality we assume that d = m = 1. Now, fix 0 ≤ s < t ≤ 1. In the proof, we will use C to denote a generic positive constant which may depend on α and all the constants appearing in Assumption 3.5 but is independent of s and t. This generic constant may vary from line to line.

From (3.5), we have |x_t − x_s| ≤ ∫_t s |b(r, x_r)|dr + | | ∫_t s σ(r, x_r)dg_r | | . (4.14)

Using the Lipschitz property and linear growth of b we see that ∫_t s |b(r, x_r )|dr ≤ L ∫_t s (1 + |x_s| + ‖x‖_{s,t,1−α}(r − s)^{1−α})dr ≤ C(1 + |x_s|)(t − s) + C‖x‖_{s,t,1−α}(t − s)^{2−α}. (4.15) Recalling from Remark 3.2 that s → σ(s, x(s)) ∈ C^δ([0, 1] : R^m ) for some δ > 1 − H and using the fractional integration by parts formula given in Proposition 2.1, we obtain | | | ∫_t s σ(r, x_r)dg_r | | | ≤ ∫_t s | D^α_{s+}σ(r, x_r)D^{1−α}_{t−} g_{t−}(r) | dr. From (2.1) and the conditions on σ in Assumption 3.5(i) we see that, for s ≤ r ≤ t | |D^α_{s+}σ(r, x_r) | | ≤ C ( K(1 + |x_s|) + M|x_r − x_s| (r − s)^α + α ∫_r s M(r − u)^λ + M|x_r − x_u| (r − u)^{α+1} du )

≤ C(1 + |x_s|)(r − s)^{−α} + C(r − s)^{λ−α} + C‖x‖_{s,t,1−α}(r − s)^{1−2α}. It is easy to verify that | |D^{1−α}_{t−} g_{t−}(r) | | ≤ C‖g‖_{1−α+δ} (t − r)^δ. Thus, | | | ∫_t s σ(r, x_r)dg_r | | | ≤ C‖g‖^{1−α+δ} (1 + |x^s|)(t − s)^{1−α+δ} + C‖g‖^{1−α+δ} (t − s)^{1+λ−α+δ} +C‖g‖_{1−α+δ} ‖x‖_{s,t,1−α}(t − s)^{2−2α+δ} ≤ C‖g‖_{1−α+δ} (1 + |x_s|)(t − s)^{1−α+δ} + C‖g‖_{1−α+δ} ‖x‖_{s,t,1−α}(t − s)^{2−2α+δ}.(4.16) Hence, from (4.14)-(4.16) we get ‖x‖_{s,t,1−α} ≤ C_0(1 + ‖g‖_{1−α+δ} )(1 + |x_s|) + C_0(1 + ‖g‖_{1−α+δ} )‖x‖_{s,t,1−α}(t − s)^{1−α}, (4.17) for some C_0 > 0 independent of s, t. Choose Δ = ( 1 2C_0(1 + ‖g‖_{1−α+δ} ) ) 1_{1−α} . Then, for all s, t with t − s ≤ Δ, we have ‖x‖_{s,t,1−α} ≤ 2C_0(1 + ‖g‖_{1−α+δ} )(1 + |x_s|). (4.18) Therefore, for s, t as above, ‖x‖_{s,t,∞} ≤ |x_s| + ‖x‖_{s,t,1−α}(t − s)^{1−α} ≤ |x_s| + 2C_0(1 + ‖g‖_{1−α+δ} )(1 + |x_s|)(t − s)^{1−α}. In particular, for all s, t with t − s ≤ Δ, we have ‖x‖_{s,t,∞} ≤ 2|x_s| + 1, and hence sup 0≤r≤t |x_r| ≤ 2 sup_{0≤r≤s} |x_r| + 1. (4.19)

Now divide the interval [0, 1] into n =

[_1 Δ ] + 1 subintervals with equal lengths, and denote t_k =^k_n , k = 0, 1, . . . , n. Applying (4.19) in each subinterval we obtain sup 0≤r≤1 |x_r| ≤ 2^n|x_0| + 2^{n−1} + 2^{n−2} + · · · + 1 ≤ 2^n(|x_0| + 1).

Thus, recalling the definition of n, Δ, ‖x‖_∞ ≤ 2^{1+(2C0(1+‖g‖1−α+δ ))} 1 1−α (|x_0| + 1). (4.20) Now, fix u, v in [0, 1] with u < v. If v − u ≤ Δ then (4.18) and (4.20) yield |x_v − x_u| (v − u)^{1−α} ≤ 2C_0(1 + ‖g‖_{1−α+δ} )(1 + ‖x‖_∞)

≤ 2C_0(1 + ‖g‖_{1−α+δ} ) ( 1 + 2^{1+(2C0(1+‖g‖1−α+δ ))} 1 1−α (|x_0| + 1) ) . (4.21)

If v − u > Δ, there are k_0 = k_0(u, v), k_1 = k_1(u, v) ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that k_0 ≤ k_1, t_{k0} − u ≤ 1/n, v − t_{k1} ≤ 1/n, and u < t_k < v, for all k = k_0, k_0 + 1, . . . , k_1.

Then, applying (4.18) and (4.20) we obtain |x_v − x_u| (v − u)^{1−α} ≤ |x_v − x_{tk1} | (v − t_{k1} )^{1−α} + |x_{tk0} − x_u| (t_{k0} − u)^{1−α} + k_1∑

k=k_0+1 |x_{tk} − x_{tk−1} | (t_k − t_{k−1})^{1−α} ≤ 2nC_0(1 + ‖g‖_{1−α+δ} )(1 + ‖x‖_∞) ≤ 2C_0(1 + ‖g‖_{1−α+δ} ) ( (2C_0(1 + ‖g‖_{1−α+δ} ))^{11−α} + 2 )

× ( 1 + 2^{1+(2C0(1+‖g‖1−α+δ ))} 1 1−α (|x_0| + 1) ) . (4.22)

The estimates in (4.20)-(4.22) imply (3.6) and (3.7) completing the proof.

4.4 Proof of Theorem 3.8 Throughout this subsection we assume that Assumption 3.5 holds. The following lemma is immediate from the strong existence and pathwise uniqueness result in Proposition 3.7.

Lemma 4.5 For each ε ∈ (0, 1), there exists a measurable function

G^ε : C_0([0, 1] : R^d ) → C([0, 1] : R^m )

such that, for any probability space (Ω, F, P) with a fractional Brownian motion B^H defined on it,

X^ε = G^ε( √ εB^H ) (4.23)

is the unique pathwise solution of (3.3). Moreover, for any α ∈ (1 − H, min{^1_2 , λ,^γ_{1+γ} }), the following estimate holds: sup ε∈(0,1) E‖X^ε ‖^p_{1−α} < ∞, for all p ≥ 1. (4.24)

Remark 4.1 The estimate (4.24) implies the tightness of {X^ε} in C([0, 1] : R^m ). Moreover, by a similar argument as in the proof of Lemma 4.8, it can be seen that the sequence of processes {X^ε} converges in distribution to the solution ϕ to the following ordinary differential equation

ϕ_t = x_0 + ∫_t 0 b(s, ϕ_s)ds. (4.25) The existence and uniqueness of the solution to (4.25) follows from the Lipschitz condition on b in Assumption 3.5.

The following Girsanov theorem is a multi-dimensional version of [10, Theorem 4.9]. Recall the operator K_H from (2.8) and the canonical space (Ω, F, {F^H_t }, P) along with the canonical process B^H on this space from Section 4.1.

Theorem 4.6 Let u = K_Hu̇ ∈ A be such that E ( exp { − ∫_1 0 u̇(s) · dB_s − 1 2 ∫_1 0 |u̇(s)|^2ds }) = 1,

where B is the d -dimensional standard Brownian motion defined by (4.4) on the probability space (Ω, F, {F^H_t }, P) and ∫_1 0 u̇_s · dB_s = d∑ i=1 ∫_1 0 u̇^i_sdB^i_s is the usual Itô integral. Let P̃ be the probability measure on (Ω, F) defined by dP̃ dP = exp { − ∫_1 0 u̇(s) · dB_s − 1 2 ∫_1 0 |u̇(s)|^2ds } . Then the law of the process

B̃^H = { B̃^H_t = B^H_t + u_t = B^H_t + ∫_t 0 K_H (t, s)u̇_sds : t ∈ [0, 1] } (4.26)

under the probability P̃ is the same as the law of the process B^H under the probability P. Namely, the process B̃^H is a fractional Brownian motion under P̃.

Let v ∈ A_b and consider the controlled version of the SDE (3.3) given as

X^{ε,v}_t = x_0 + ∫_t 0 b(s, X^{ε,v}_s )ds + ∫_t 0 σ(s, X^{ε,v}_s )dv_s + √ ε ∫_t 0 σ(s, X^{ε,v}_s )dB^H_s . (4.27) The following result gives the wellposedness of the above equation. Lemma 4.7 Let G^ε be as in Lemma 4.5 and let v ∈ A_b. Define X^{ε,v} = G^ε( √ εB^H + v). Then X^{ε,v} is the unique pathwise solution of (4.27). Moreover, for any fixed α with 1 − H < α < min{^1_2 , λ,^γ_{1+γ} }and for any 0 < δ < α − (1 − H), we have, a.s.,

‖X^{ε,v}‖_{1−α} ≤ C̃_1(1 + |x_0|)(1 + ‖B^H ‖^κ_{1−α+δ} + ‖v‖^κ_{HH} )(1 + ‖B^H ‖_{1−α+δ} + ‖v‖_{HH} ) ×(1 + exp{C̃_2 ( ‖B^H ‖^κ_{1−α+δ} + ‖v‖^κ_{HH} ) }), (4.28)

for all ε, where κ =^1_{1−α} and the constants C̃_1 and C̃_2 depend only on α, δ and all the constants appearing in Assumption 3.5. Proof. Fix v = K_Hv̇ ∈ A_b. Note that E ( exp { − 1 √ ε ∫_1 0 v̇_s · dB_s − 1 2ε ∫_1 0 |v̇_s|^2ds }) = 1,

where B is the d -dimensional standard Brownian motion defined by (4.4). Let P̃ be the probability measure defined by dP̃ dP = exp { − 1 √ ε ∫_1 0 v̇_s · dB_s − 1 2ε ∫_1 0 |v̇_s|^2ds } . Then, by Theorem 4.6, the process B̃^H = B^H +^{1√}_ε v is a fractional Brownian motion on (Ω, F, P̃, {F_t}). By Lemma 4.5, the process X^{ε,v} = G^ε( √ εB^H + v) = G^ε( √ εB̃^H ) is the unique solution to (3.3) on (Ω, F, P̃, {F_t}). Note that the equation (3.3) with B̃^H is precisely the same as the equation (4.27). Since the probability measures P̃ and P are equivalent (i.e. mutually absolutely continuous), we see that X^{ε,v} is a strong solution of (4.27) on (Ω, F, P, {F_t }). Uniqueness of solutions of (4.27) is argued similarly using the uniqueness result in Lemma 4.5 and Girsanov’s theorem (Theorem 4.6) once more.

Now fix α with 1 − H < α < min{^1_2 , λ,^γ_{1+γ} } and 0 < δ < α − (1 − H). From Lemma 4.1, it follows that ‖v‖_{1−α+δ} ≤ ‖v‖_H ≤ ‖v‖_{HH} . Then, applying Proposition 3.6 (with g_s = √ εB^H_s + v_s), we obtain (4.28) for some constants C̃_1 and C̃_2, depending only on the constants C_1, C_2 in Proposition 3.6.

Next, for v ∈ H_H , consider the following deterministic equation

X^{0,v} = x_0 + ∫_t 0 b(s, X^{0,v}_s )ds + ∫_t 0 σ(s, X^{0,v}_s )dv_s. (4.29) Due to Assumption 3.5 and the Hölder continuity of v proved in Lemma 4.1, Proposition 3.6 implies the existence and uniqueness of the solution to (4.29). Furthermore, for any α ∈ (1 − H, min{^1_2 , λ,^γ_{1+γ} }), from (3.6) and the Hölder continuity of v it follows that

‖X^{0,v} ‖_{1−α} ≤ C_3(1 + |x_0|)(1 + ‖v‖^κ_{HH} )(1 + ‖v‖_{HH} )(1 + exp { C_2‖v‖^κ_{HH} } ), (4.30)

where κ =^1_{1−α} and C_2, C_3 are the constants in Proposition 3.6.

Now, define the map G^0 : H_H → C([0, 1] : R^m ) by

G^0(v) = X^{0,v}, v ∈ H_H , (4.31)

where X^{0,v} is the unique solution to (4.29).

Lemma 4.8 Let the map G^0 be as in (4.31). Then for each N < ∞, the restriction of the map G^0 to S_N is continuous.

Proof. Let v^n = K_H (v̇^n) and v = K_Hv̇ be in S_N , and assume that v^n converges to v in S_N (i.e. under the weak topology on H_H ).

Let X^{0,vn} be the solution to (4.29) with v replaced by v^n, that is, it satisfies the following equation

X^{0,vn}_t = x_0 + ∫_t 0 b(s, X^{0,vn}_s )ds + ∫_t 0 σ(s, X^{0,vn}_s )dv^n_s . (4.32) Now, fix α ∈ (1 − H, min{^1_2 , λ,^γ_{1+γ} }). Note that sup_n ‖v^n‖_{HH} ≤ √ 2N < ∞, and hence, by (4.30), we see that sup_n ‖X^{0,vn} ‖_{1−α} < ∞. Thus, the sequence {X^{0,vn} } is relatively compact in C([0, 1] : R^m ) and therefore for any subsequence of {X^{0,vn} }, there is a further subsequence (still relabeled by n) such that X^{0,vn} converges to X in C([0, 1] : R^m ).

For any h = K_Hḣ ∈ H_H , (2.9) implies that h is differentiable and

h^′(t) = c_H t^{H− 12} (I^{H− 12}_{0+} (ψ^{−1}ḣ))(t) = c_H t^{H− 1}2 Γ(H −^1_2 ) ∫_t 0 (t − s)^{H− 32} s^{12 −H}ḣ(s)ds, (4.33)

where ψ is as in Lemma 2.3. Thus, if f ∈ C([0, 1] : R^d ), the Riemann-Stieltjes integral

∫_1 0 f(s)dh(s) is well-defined and equals

∫_1 0 f(s)h^′(s)ds. From the Lipschitz condition on σ and changing the order of integration, we have | | ∫_t 0 σ(s, X^{0,vn}_s )dv^n_s − ∫_t 0 σ(s, X_s)dv_s | | ≤ | | ∫_t 0 σ(s, X^{0,vn}_s )dv^n_s − ∫_t 0 σ(s, X_s)dv^n_s | | + | | ∫_t 0 σ(s, X_s)dv^n_s − ∫_t 0 σ(s, X_s)dv_s | | = c_H Γ(H −^1_2 ) | | ∫_t 0 (σ(s, X^{0,vn}_s ) − σ(s, X_s))s^{H− 12} (∫_s 0 (s − u)^{H− 32} u^{12 −H}v̇^n_u du ) ds | |

+ c_H Γ(H −^1_2 ) | | | ∫_t 0 σ(s, X_s)s^{H− 12} (∫_s 0 (s − u)^{H− 32} u^{12 −H} (v̇^n_u − v̇_u)du ) ds | | | ≤ Mc_H Γ(H −^1_2 ) ‖X^{0,vn} − X‖_∞ ∫_t 0 u^{12 −H} |v̇^n_u | (∫_t u s^{H− 12} (s − u)^{H− 32} ds ) du + c_H Γ(H −^1_2 ) | | | ∫_t 0 u^{12 −H} (∫_t u s^{H− 12} (s − u)^{H− 32} σ(s, X_s)ds ) (v̇^n_u − v̇_u)du | | | . (4.34)

Observe that the first term on the right-hand side of (4.34) is no more than C‖X^{0,vn} − X‖_∞ ∫_1 0 u^{12 −H} |v̇^n_u | (∫_1 u (s − u)^{H− 32} ds ) du ≤ C‖X^{0,vn} − X‖_∞ ∫_1 0 u^{12 −H} |v̇^n_u |du ≤ C‖X^{0,vn} − X‖_∞‖v̇^n‖_L2 = C‖X^{0,vn} − X‖_∞‖v^n‖_{HH} ≤ C √ 2N ‖X^{0,vn} − X‖_∞, (4.35) where C is a constant depending on M and H which may vary from line to line. From the uniform convergence of X^{0,vn} to X the right side of (4.35) converges to 0 and thus we obtain lim_{n→∞} ‖X^{0,vn} − X‖_∞ ∫_t 0 u^{12 −H} |v̇^n_u | (∫_t u s^{H− 12} (s − u)^{H− 32} ds ) du = 0. (4.36)

For the second term on the right-hand side of (4.34), we first study the function (in u) f^t(u) = 1_{[0,t]}(u) ∫_t u s^{H− 1}2 (s − u)^{H− 3}2 σ(s, X_s)ds. From (3.4), we get

|f^t(u)| ≤ K(1 + ‖X‖_∞)1_{[0,t]}(u) ∫_t u s^{H− 12} (s − u)^{H− 32} ds ≤ C(1 + ‖X‖_∞), (4.37)

where C is a constant depending on K and H. Thus it follows that the function u → u^12^{−H} f^t(u) is in L^2([0, 1] : R^{m×d} ). Thus, from the convergence of v^n to v (in the weak topology), we have, for every t ∈ [0, 1], lim_{n→∞} | | ∫_t 0 u^{12 −H} (∫_t u s^{H− 12} (s − u)^{H− 32} σ(s, X_s)ds ) (v̇^n_u − v̇_u)du | | = 0. (4.38)

From (4.34), (4.36), (4.38), we see that, for each t ∈ [0, 1], lim_{n→∞} ∫_t 0 σ(s, X^{0,vn}_s )dv^n_s = ∫_t 0 σ(s, X_s)dv_s. (4.39) From (4.32), (4.39), the uniform convergence of X^{0,vn} to X and the Lipschitz condition on b, we have by sending n to infinity that X satisfies equation (4.29). Recalling that (4.29) has a unique solution, we get X = X^{0,v} . Thus, by a standard subsequential argument, we see that the full sequence G^0(v^n) = X^{0,vn} converges to G^0(v) = X^{0,v} in C([0, 1] : R^m ). The proof is complete.

Lemma 4.9 Fix N ∈ (0, ∞). Let {v^ε} ⊂ A_b be a family of S_N -valued random variables on (Ω, F, P) such that v^ε converges in distribution to v in the weak topology on S_N . Then G^ε( √ εω + v^ε) converges to G^0(v) in distribution.

Proof. Note from Lemma 4.7 that G^ε( √ εω + v^ε) = X^{ε,vε} , where X^{ε,vε} is the unique solution to the following SDE:

X^{ε,vε}_t = x_0 + ∫_t 0 b(s, X^{ε,vε}_s )ds + ∫_t 0 σ(s, X^{ε,vε}_s )dv_s + √ ε ∫_t 0 σ(s, X^{ε,vε}_s )dB^H_s . (4.40) For any fixed α with 1 − H < α < min{^1_2 , λ,^γ_{1+γ} }, from (4.28) and Fernique’s theorem (cf. [12]) we have sup ε∈(0,1) E ‖X^{ε,vε} ‖^p_{1−α} < ∞, for all p ≥ 1. (4.41)

In particular {X^{ε,vε} } is tight in C([0, 1] : R^m ). This tightness together with the compactness of S_N under topology of the weak convergence yield that for any subsequence of {(X^{ε,vε} , v^ε)} there is a further subsequence (still relabeled by ε) such that (X^{ε,vε} , v^ε) converges weakly to (X, v) in C([0, 1] : R^m )×S_N .

Define the mapping F^{b,σ} : C([0, 1] : R^m ) × S_N → C([0, 1] : R^m ) as

F^{b,σ}_t (x, u) = x_0 + ∫_t 0 b(s, x_s)ds + ∫_t 0 σ(s, x_s)du_s, t ∈ [0, 1], (x, u) ∈ C([0, 1] : R^m ) × S_N . It is easy to see that the right side defines a function in C([0, 1] : R^m ) for any (x, u) ∈ C([0, 1] : R^m )×S_N . We will now show that F^{b,σ} is a continuous mapping from C([0, 1] : R^m ) × S_N to C([0, 1] : R^m ). Let (x^n, u^n) converge to (x, u) in C([0, 1] : R^m ) × S_N , and denote u^n = K_Hu̇^n and u = K_Hu̇ with u^n, u ∈ L^2([0, 1] : R^d ). By the Lipschitz condition on b and analogous arguments as in (4.34), (4.36) and (4.38), we obtain sup 0≤t≤1 |F^{b,σ}_t (x^n, u^n) − F^{b,σ}_t (x, u)| ≤ L‖x^n − x‖_∞ + Mc_H Γ(H −^1_2 ) ‖x^n − x‖_∞ ∫_1 0 r^{12 −H} |u̇^n_r | (∫_1 r s^{H− 12} (s − r)^{H− 32} ds ) dr + c_H Γ(H −^1_2 ) | | ∫_1 0 r^{12 −H} (∫_1 r s^{H− 12} (s − r)^{H− 32} σ(s, x_s)ds ) (u̇^n_r − u̇_r)dr | | → 0, (4.42) as n → ∞, which proves the continuity of F^{b,σ}. Thus, by the continuous mapping theorem, {F^{b,σ}_· (X^{ε,vε} , v^ε) = x_0 + ∫_· 0 b(s, X^{ε,vε}_s )ds + ∫_· 0 σ(s, X^{ε,vε}_s )dv^ε_s } converges in distribution to {F^{b,σ}_· (X, v) = x_0 + ∫_· 0 b(s, X_s)ds + ∫_· 0 σ(s, X_s)dv_s} in C([0, 1] : R^m ).

Now for any 0 < δ < α − (1 − H), from the observation in (4.16) with (x, g) replaced by (X^{ε,vε} , B^H ), we obtain ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 σ(s, X^{ε,vε}_s )dB^H_s ‖ ‖ ‖_{1−α} ≤ C(1 + ‖X^{ε,v} ε ‖_∞ + ‖X^{ε,vε} ‖_{1−α})‖B^H ‖_{1−α+δ} ≤ C(1 + ‖X^{ε,vε} ‖_{1−α})‖B^H ‖_{1−α+δ} .

Then, from (4.41) we get sup ε∈(0,1) E ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 σ(s, X^{ε,vε}_s )dB^H_s ‖ ‖ ‖^p 1−α < ∞, for all p ≥ 1,

which implies that { √ ε ∫_· 0 σ(s, X^{ε,vε}_s )dB^H_s } converges in probability to 0 in C([0, 1] : R^m ).

Combining the above observations we now have that

x_0 + ∫_· 0 b(s, X^{ε,vε}_s )ds + ∫_· 0 σ(s, X^{ε,vε}_s )dv_s + √ ε ∫_· 0 σ(s, X^{ε,vε}_s )dB^H_s converges in distribution in C([0, 1] : R^m ) to

x_0 + ∫_· 0 b(s, X_s)ds + ∫_· 0 σ(s, X_s)dv_s. Since X^{ε,vε} converges to X in distribution in C([0, 1] : R^m ) and that the solution to (4.29) is unique, we conclude that X^{ε,vε} = G^ε( √ εω + v^ε) converges to X^{0,v} = G^0(v) in distribution in C([0, 1] : R^m ).

Proof of Theorem 3.8. Note that the rate function I defined in (3.8) coincides with the one in (3.2) for G^0 defined in (4.31). From Theorem 3.4, to prove Theorem 3.8, it is sufficient to verify the conditions in Assumption 3.3 for G^ε defined in Lemma 4.5 and G^0 in (4.31). Lemma 4.9 shows that the Assupmtion 3.3(i) is satisfied. Also, since S_N is compact in the weak topology, Lemma 4.8 implies that the set Γ_N = {G^0(v) : v ∈ S_N }

is a compact subset of E, which verifies Assumption 3.3(ii), .

Acknowledgements

Research of AB is supported in part by the National Science Foundation (DMS-1814894 and DMS- 1853968).

References

[1] R. Azencott. Grandes déviations et applications. In Eighth Saint Flour Probability Summer School—1978 (Saint Flour, 1978), volume 774 of Lecture Notes in Math., pages 1–176. Springer, Berlin, 1980.

[2] M. A. Berger and V. J. Mizel. Volterra equations with Itô integrals. I. J. Integral Equations, 2(3):187–245, 1980.

[3] M. Boué and P. Dupuis. A variational representation for certain functionals of Brownian motion.

Ann. Probab., 26(4):1641–1659, 1998.

[4] A. Budhiraja and P. Dupuis. A variational representation for positive functionals of infinite dimensional Brownian motion. Probab. Math. Statist., 20(1, Acta Univ. Wratislav. No. 2246):39–61, 2000.

[5] A. Budhiraja and P. Dupuis. Analysis and Approximation of Rare Events: Representations and Weak Convergence Methods, volume 94. Springer, 2019.

[6] A. Budhiraja, P. Dupuis, and V. Maroulas. Large deviations for infinite dimensional stochastic dynamical systems. Ann. Probab., 36(4):1390–1420, 2008.

[7] Amarjit Budhiraja, Paul Dupuis, and Vasileios Maroulas. Variational representations for continuous time processes. Annales de l’IHP Probabilités et statistiques, 47(3):725–747, 2011.

[8] L. Coutin and L. Decreusefond. Stochastic Volterra equations with singular kernels. In Stochastic analysis and mathematical physics, volume 50 of Progr. Probab., pages 39–50. Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA, 2001.

[9] L. Decreusefond. Regularity properties of some stochastic Volterra integrals with singular kernel.

Potential Anal., 16(2):139–149, 2002.

[10] L. Decreusefond and A. S. Üstünel. Stochastic analysis of the fractional Brownian motion. Potential Anal., 10(2):177–214, 1999.

[11] P. Dupuis and R. S. Ellis. A Weak Convergence Approach to the Theory of Large Deviations. Wiley Series in Probability and Statistics: Probability and Statistics. John Wiley & Sons Inc., New York, 1997. A Wiley-Interscience Publication.

[12] X. Fernique. Regularité des trajectoires des fonctions aléatoires Gaussiennes. In École d’Été de Probabilités de Saint-Flour, IV-1974, pages 1–96. Lecture Notes in Math., Vol. 480. Springer, Berlin, 1975.

[13] M. I. Freidlin and A. D. Wentzell. Random Perturbations of Dynamical Systems, volume 260 of Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences]. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1984. Translated from the Russian by Joseph Szücs.

[14] A. M. Garsia, E. Rodemich, and H. Rumsey, Jr. A real variable lemma and the continuity of paths of some Gaussian processes. Indiana Univ. Math. J., 20:565–578, 1970/71.

[15] L. Gross. Abstract Wiener spaces. In Proc. Fifth Berkeley Sympos. Math. Statist. and Probability (Berkeley, Calif., 1965/66), Vol. II: Contributions to Probability Theory, Part 1, pages 31–42. Univ. California Press, Berkeley, Calif., 1967.

[16] Y. Hu and D. Nualart. Differential equations driven by Hölder continuous functions of order greater than 1/2. In Stochastic analysis and applications, volume 2 of Abel Symp., pages 399–413. Springer, Berlin, 2007.

[17] M. L. Kleptsyna, P. E. Kloeden, and V. V. An. Existence and uniqueness theorems for stochastic differential equations with fBm stochastic differential equations. Problemy Peredachi Informatsii, 34(4):51–61, 1998.

[18] K. Kubilius. The existence and uniqueness of the solution of the integral equation driven by fractional Brownian motion. Liet. Mat. Rink., 40(Special Issue):104–110, 2000.

[19] E. H. Lakhel. Large deviation for stochastic Volterra equation in the Besov-Orlicz space and application. Random Oper. Stochastic Equations, 11(4):333–350, 2003.

[20] S. J. Lin. Stochastic analysis of fractional Brownian motions. Stochastics Stochastics Rep., 55(1- 2):121–140, 1995.

[21] T. Lyons. Differential equations driven by rough signals. I. An extension of an inequality of L. C.

Young. Math. Res. Lett., 1(4):451–464, 1994.

[22] D. Nualart and A. Răşcanu. Differential equations driven by fractional Brownian motion. Collect.

Math., 53(1):55–81, 2002.

[23] D. Nualart and C. Rovira. Large deviations for stochastic Volterra equations. Bernoulli, 6(2):339– 355, 2000.

[24] É. Pardoux and P. Protter. Stochastic Volterra equations with anticipating coefficients. Ann.

Probab., 18(4):1635–1655, 1990.

[25] P. Protter. Volterra equations driven by semimartingales. Ann. Probab., 13(2):519–530, 1985.

[26] A. A. Ruzmaikina. Stieltjes integrals of Hölder continuous functions with applications to fractional Brownian motion. J. Statist. Phys., 100(5-6):1049–1069, 2000.

[27] S. G. Samko, A. A. Kilbas, and O. I. Marichev. Fractional integrals and derivatives. Gordon and Breach Science Publishers, Yverdon, 1993. Theory and applications, Edited and with a foreword by S. M. Nikol^′skiĭ, Translated from the 1987 Russian original, Revised by the authors.

[28] D. W. Stroock. An introduction to the theory of large deviations. Universitext. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1984.

[29] C. Tudor. Small perturbations for stochastic differential equations driven by a fractional Brownian motion. Rev. Roumaine Math. Pures Appl., 47(3):385–398 (2003), 2002.

[30] S. R. S. Varadhan. Large deviations and applications, volume 46 of CBMS-NSF Regional Conference Series in Applied Mathematics. Society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics (SIAM), Philadelphia, PA, 1984.

[31] Z. Wang. Existence and uniqueness of solutions to stochastic Volterra equations with singular kernels and non-Lipschitz coefficients. Statist. Probab. Lett., 78(9):1062–1071, 2008.

[32] L. C. Young. An inequality of the Hölder type, connected with Stieltjes integration. Acta Math., 67(1):251–282, 1936.

[33] M. Zähle. Integration with respect to fractal functions and stochastic calculus. I. Probab. Theory Related Fields, 111(3):333–374, 1998.

[34] X. Zhang. Euler schemes and large deviations for stochastic Volterra equations with singular kernels. J. Differential Equations, 244(9):2226–2250, 2008.

[35] X. Zhang. A variational representation for random functionals on abstract Wiener spaces. J. Math.

Kyoto Univ., 49(3):475–490, 2009.