arXiv:2406.10694v1 [math.PR] 15 Jun 2024

Well-posedness and large deviations of fractional McKean-Vlasov stochastic reaction-diffusion equations on unbounded domains

Zhang Chen^∗, Bixiang Wang^† ∗School of Mathematics, Shandong University, Jinan 250100, China †Department of Mathematics, New Mexico Institute of Mining and Technology, Socorro, NM 87801, USA E-mail: zchen@sdu.edu.cn, bwang@nmt.edu

Abstract. This paper is mainly concerned with the large deviation principle of the fractional McKean-Vlasov stochastic reaction-diffusion equation defined on R^n with polynomial drift of any degree. We first prove the well-posedness of the underlying equation under a dissipative condition, and then show the strong convergence of solutions of the corresponding controlled equation with respect to the weak topology of controls, by employing the idea of uniform tail-ends estimates of solutions in order to circumvent the non-compactness of Sobolev embeddings on unbounded domains. We finally establish the large deviation principle of the fractional McKean- Vlasov equation by the weak convergence method without assuming the time Hölder continuity of the non-autonomous diffusion coefficients.

Keywords. Large deviation principle, McKean-Vlasov equation, fractional Laplacian, unbounded domain, compactness, tail-ends estimates.

AMS 2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 60F10, 60H15, 37L55, 35R60.

1 Introduction

This paper deals with the well-posedness and the large deviation principle (LDP) of the fractional McKean-Vlasov stochastic reaction-diffusion equation driven by nonlinear noise defined on R^n : du^ε(t) + (−△)^αu^ε(t)dt + f(t, x, u^ε(t), L_uε_{(t)})dt = g(t, x, u^ε(t), L_uε_{(t)})dt + √ ε ∞∑ k=1 ( σ_{1,k}(t, x) + κ(x)σ_{2,k}(t, u^ε(t), L_uε_{(t)}) ) dW_k(t), (1.1)

with initial data

u^ε(0) = u_0, (1.2)

where (−△)^α with α ∈ (0, 1) is the fractional Laplace operator, ε ∈ (0, 1), L_uε_{(t)} is the distribution law of u^ε(t), f is a nonlinear function with arbitrary growth rate, g is a Lipschitz function, σ_{1,k} : R → L^2(R^n ) is given, κ ∈ L^2(R^n ) ⋂ L^∞(R^n ), and σ_{2,k} is a nonlinear diffusion term, and {W_k}_{k∈N} is a sequence of independent standard real-valued Wiener processes on a complete filtered probability space (Ω, F, {F_t}_{t⩾0}, P).

The fractional differential equations have numerous applications in finance, physics, biology and probability [1–3]. If the nonlinear drift and diffusion terms do not depend on L_uε_{(t)}, then (1.1) reduces to the standard stochastic reaction-diffusion equation with fractional Laplacian. The asymptotic behaviors of solutions of the standard fractional equations have been extensively studied in the literature, see, e.g., [4–6] for deterministic equations, and [7–14] for stochastic equations. We also refer the reader to [15] and [16] for global solutions of stochastic reaction-diffusion equations with super-linear drift on bounded domain and unbounded domain, respectively.

Recently, the McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations have received considerable attention after the seminal works [17, 18]. Such stochastic equations are also called mean field equations [19, 20] and describe the limits of interacting particle systems [21–25], which depend not only on the states of solutions, but also on the distribution law of solutions. The existence of solutions of the McKean-Vlasov equations have been intensively studied by many authors, see, e.g. [26–31] and the references therein. The reader is also referred to [32,33] for the Bismut formula and [34, 35] for the averaging principles of such systems. In this paper, we investigate the LDP of the fractional McKean-Vlasov equation (1.1) on R^n .

The LDP is concerned with the exponential rate of convergence of solutions of stochastic equations with small noise, which has applications in many fields such as statistics, information theory and statistical physics [36, 37]. The classical method for proving the LDP is based on the time discretization and exponential tightness, see, e.g., [36–41]. To avoid the complicated time discretization, the weak convergence method for the LDP was developed in [42–44] based on variational representations of positive functionals of Brownian motion, which is effective for proving the LDP of a large class of stochastic equations, see, e.g. [45–56] for equations driven by Brownian motion and [57, 58] for equations driven by jump processes. In particular, in the case of unbounded domains, the LDP of the fractional reaction-diffusion equation and the tamed 3D Navier-Stokes equations was examined in [59] and [60], respectively.

Currently, there are very few results on the LDP of the McKean-Vlasov stochastic equations, see [58, 61–64]. It is worth mentioning that in [63, 64], the authors established the LDP for a class of McKean-Vlasov stochastic equations with locally monotone nonlinearity by the weak convergence method. The results of both papers apply to many stochastic equations defined on bounded as well as unbounded domains, including the reaction-diffusion equation and the Navier-Stokes equations.

However, the arguments of [63, 64] have restrictions on the growth order of the nonlinear terms and require the non-autonomous diffusion terms to be regular in time. Specifically, for the reaction-diffusion equation (1.1), the assumptions in [63, 64] impose an upper bound on the growth order of f in its third argument and require σ_{1,k} and σ_{2,k} to be Hölder continuous in time. Consequently, the results of [63,64] do not apply to (1.1) when f has a polynomial growth of arbitrary order in its third argument or when σ_{1,k} or σ_{2,k} is not Hölder continuous in time. In the present paper, we deal with this case and prove the LDP of (1.1) when f has an arbitrary growth order, σ_{1,k} and σ_{2,k} are continuous in time, but not Hölder continuous.

To achieve our goal, we need some kind of compactness related to the tightness of probability distributions of a family of solutions. In the case of bounded domains, such compactness can be obtained from the regularity of solutions and the compactness of Sobolev embeddings. However, the McKean-Vlasov stochastic equation (1.1) is defined on the unbounded domain R^n and the Sobolev embeddings on R^n are no longer compact, which causes an essential difficulty for proving the LDP of (1.1) with a polynomial drift f of arbitrary degree. To solve the problem, we will employ the idea of uniform tail-ends estimates of solutions to establish the strong convergence of a family of solutions even though f has an arbitrary growth order and the diffusion terms are not Hölder continuous in time. This approach was used in [59] for the standard fractional reaction-diffusion equation on R^n where the drift and diffusion terms do not depend on the probability distributions of solutions.

More precisely, to prove the LDP of (1.1) with polynomial drift of any degree, we first establish the existence and uniqueness of adapted solutions to (1.1)-(1.2) by the decoupled method (i.e., the method of freezing distributions), see Theorem 2.1. We then consider the controlled equation associated with (1.1)-(1.2) for every control v ∈ L^2(0, T ; l^2), and prove the well-posedness by the approximation arguments as in [63, 64] combined with more complicated analysis, see Theorem 3.2. To overcome the non-compactness of Sobolev embeddings on R^n and remove the assumptions of time Hölder continuity on diffusion coefficients in [63, 64], we derive the uniform tail-ends estimates of solutions in Lemma 3.1 and further prove the LDP of solutions in the Polish space C([0, T ], L^2(R^n )) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; H^α(R^n )) by the weak convergence method, see Theorem 4.1. Under a stronger dissipativeness condition on the drift term f, we finally establish the LDP of solutions to (1.1)-(1.2) in the space C([0, T ], L^2(R^n )) ∩ L^2(0, T ; H^α(R^n )) ∩ L^p(0, T ; L^p(R^n )) in Theorem 4.4.

The paper is organized as follows. We first prove the well-posedness of (1.1)-(1.2) and the corresponding controlled equation in Section 2 and Section 3, respectively. We then establish the LDP of (1.1)-(1.2) in Section 4.

Hereafter, we denote by H = L^2(R^n ) with inner product (·, ·) and norm ‖ · ‖. We also write V = H^α(R^n ) with inner product (·, ·)_V and norm ‖ · ‖_V , where

‖u‖^2_V = ‖u‖^2 + ∫ R^n ∫ R^n |u(x) − u(y)|^2 |x − y|^{n+2α} dxdy = ‖u‖^2 + 2 C(n, α) ‖(−△)^{α2} u‖^2, where C(n, α) > 0 is a specific number depending on n and α.

Denote by P(H) the space of all probability measures on H with weak topology, and let

P_m(H) = { μ ∈ P(H) : μ(‖ · ‖^m) := ∫ H ‖ξ‖^mμ(dξ) < +∞ } , Then P_m(H) is a Polish space with L^m-Wasserstein distance given by: W_m (μ, ν) = inf_{π∈C(μ,ν)} (∫ H×H ‖ξ − η‖^mπ(dξ, dη) ) 1_m , ∀ μ, ν ∈ P_m(H), where C(μ, ν) is the set of all couplings of μ and ν.

2 Fractional McKean-Vlasov stochastic equations on R^n

In this section, we discuss the assumptions on the nonlinear drift and diffusion terms in (1.1), and prove the existence and uniqueness of solutions.

2.1 Assumptions on nonlinear drift and diffusion terms In the sequel, we assume that f : R × R^n × R × P_2(H) → R is a continuous function which satisfies the following conditions:

(Σ1) For any t, u ∈ R, x ∈ R^n , μ and μ_i ∈ P_2(H) (i = 1, 2), f(t, x, u, μ)u ⩾ λ_1|u|^p − ψ_1(t, x)(1 + |u|^2 + μ(‖ · ‖^2)), (2.1)

|f(t, x, u_1, μ_1) − f(t, x, u_2, μ_2)| ⩽λ_2 ( ψ_2(t, x) + |u_1|^{p−2} + |u_2|^{p−2} ) |u_1 − u_2| + ψ_3(t, x)W_2 (μ_1, μ_2)), ∀ u_1, u_2 ∈ R, (2.2)

|f(t, x, u, μ)| ⩽ λ_3|u|^{p−1} + ψ_3(t, x) ( 1 + √ μ(‖ · ‖^2) ) , (2.3)

∂f ∂u (t, x, u, μ) ⩾ −ψ_4(t, x), (2.4) where p ≥ 2, λ_i > 0 for i = 1, 2, 3, ψ_i ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R, L^∞ (R^n )) ⋂ L^1_{loc}(R, L^1 (R^n )) for i = 1, 2, 3, 4.

Remark 2.1. Given t, u ∈ R, x ∈ R^n and μ ∈ P_2(H), let f(t, x, u, μ) = |u|^{p−2}u + φ(t, x) ∫ H h(ξ)μ(dξ), where p ≥ 2, φ : R × R^n → R is continuous such that φ ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R, L^∞ (R^n )) ⋂ L^1_{loc}(R, L^1 (R^n )), and h : H → R is Lipschitz continuous. Then one may verify that f satisfies conditions (2.1)-(2.4) based on the fact that P_2(H) ⊆ P_1(H) and W_1 (·, ·) is the same as the Kantorovich- Rubinstein distance (see Remark 6.5 in [65]).

We assume the nonlinear drift g : R × R^n × R × P_2(H) → R is continuous which further satisfies: for all t, u_1, u_2 ∈ R, x ∈ R^n and μ_1, μ_2 ∈ P_2(H), (Σ2) |g(t, x, 0, δ_0)| ⩽ ψ_g(t, x), (2.5) |g(t, x, u_1, μ_1) − g(t, x, u_1, μ_2)| ⩽ ψ_g(t, x) (|u_1 − u_2| + W_2 (μ_1, μ_2)) , (2.6)

where ψ_g(t, x) ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R, L^∞ (R^n )) ⋂ L^1_{loc}(R, L^1 (R^n )) and δ_0 is the Dirac measure on H.

It follows from (2.5)-(2.6) that for all t, u ∈ R, x ∈ R^n and μ ∈ P_2(H), |g(t, x, u, μ)| ⩽|g(t, x, u, μ) − g(t, x, 0, δ_0)| + |g(t, x, 0, δ_0 )| ⩽ψ_g(t, x) ( 1 + |u| + √ μ(‖ · ‖^2) ) . (2.7)

Finally, for the diffusion terms, we assume:

(Σ3) σ_1 = {σ_{1,k}}^∞_{k=1} : R → L^2(R^n , l^2) is continuous, and for every k ∈ N, σ_{2,k} : R×R ×P_2 (H) → R is continuous and there exist nonnegative sequences β = {β_k}^∞_{k=1} and γ = {γ_k}^∞_{k=1} such that for any t, s ∈ R and μ ∈ P_2(H), |σ_{2,k}(t, s, μ)| ⩽ β_k ( 1 + √ μ(‖ · ‖^2) ) + γ_k|s|. (2.8) In addition, we assume that σ_{2,k}(t, s, μ) is Lipschitz continuous in s and μ uniformly for t ∈ R; that is, there exists a positive constant L_{σ,k} such that for any t, s_1, s_2 ∈ R and μ_1, μ_2 ∈ P_2(H),

|σ_{2,k}(t, s_1, μ_1) − σ_{2,k}(t, s_2, μ_2)| ⩽ L_{σ,k} (|s_1 − s_2| + W_2 (μ_1, μ_2)) , (2.9)

where ∞∑ k=1 ( β^2_k + γ^2_k + L^2_{σ,k} ) < ∞. Let l^2 be the Hilbert space of square summable sequences of real numbers, and W be a cylindrical Wiener process in l^2 with identity covariance operator which means that there exists a separable Hilbert space U such that W takes values in U and the embedding l^2 → U is Hilbert-Schmidt.

Given t ∈ R, u ∈ H and μ ∈ P_2(H), define σ(t, u, μ) : l^2 → H by σ(t, u, μ)(θ)(x) = ∞∑ k=1 (σ_{1,k}(t, x) + κ(x)σ_{2,k}(t, u(x), μ)) θ_k, ∀ θ = (θ_k)^∞_{k=1} ∈ l^2, x ∈ R^n . (2.10)

It follows from (2.8) that the series in (2.10) is convergent in H. Furthermore, the operator σ(t, u, μ) is Hilbert-Schmidt from l^2 to H and ‖σ(t, u, μ)‖^2_{L2 (l}2_{,H)} = ∞∑ k=1 ‖σ_{1,k}(t, x) + κ(x)σ_{2,k}(t, u(x), μ)‖^2

⩽2 ∞∑ k=1 ‖σ_{1,k}(t)‖^2 + 8‖κ‖^2 ∞∑ k=1 β^2_k ( 1 + μ(‖ · ‖^2) ) + 4‖κ‖^2_L∞_{(R}n_) ∞∑ k=1 γ^2_k‖u‖^2 =2‖σ_1(t)‖^2_L2_{(R}n_{,l}2_) + 8‖κ‖^2‖β‖^2_l2 ( 1 + μ(‖ · ‖^2) ) + 4‖κ‖^2_L∞_{(R}n_)‖γ‖^2_l2 ‖u‖^2 ⩽M_{σ,T} ( 1 + ‖u‖^2 + μ(‖ · ‖^2) ) , ∀ t ∈ [0, T ], (2.11)

where L_2(l^2, H) is the space of Hilbert-Schmidt operators from l^2 to H with norm ‖ · ‖_{L2(l}2_{,H)}, M_{σ,T} = 2‖σ_1‖^2_{C([0,T ];L}2_{(R}n_{,l}2_{))} + 8‖κ‖^2‖β‖^2_l2 + 4‖κ‖^2_L∞_{(R}n_)‖γ‖^2_l2 .

On the other hand, by (2.9), we have for all t ∈ R, u_1, u_2 ∈ H and μ_1, μ_2 ∈ P_2(H),

‖σ(t, u_1, μ_1) − σ(t, u_2, μ_2)‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)} = ∞∑ k=1 ‖κ(x) (σ_{2,k}(t, u_1, μ_1) − σ_{2,k}(t, u_2, μ_2)) ‖^2

⩽2 ∞∑ k=1 L^2_{σ,k} [ ‖κ‖^2_L∞_{(R}n_)‖u_1 − u_2‖^2 + ‖κ‖^2 (W_2 (μ_1, μ_2))^2 ]

⩽L_σ [ ‖u_1 − u_2‖^2 + (W_2 (μ_1, μ_2))^2 ] , (2.12) where L_σ = 2 ∞∑ k=1 L^2_{σ,k} ( ‖κ‖^2_L∞_{(R}n_) + ‖κ‖^2 ) . With above notation, the stochastic equation (1.1) takes the form: du^ε(t) + (−△)^αu^ε(t)dt + f(t, ·, u^ε(t), L_uε_{(t)})dt =g(t, ·, u^ε(t), L_uε_{(t)})dt + √ εσ(t, u^ε(t), L_uε_{(t)})dW (t), (2.13) with initial data

u^ε(0) = u_0. (2.14)

2.2 Well-posedness of the stochastic equation A solution of problem (2.13)-(2.14) is understood in the following sense.

Definition 2.1. For T > 0, ε ∈ (0, 1), u_0 ∈ L^2(Ω, F_0; H), a continuous H-valued F_t-adapted stochastic process u^ε is called a solution of (2.13)-(2.14) on [0, T ] if

u^ε ∈ L^2(Ω, C([0, T ], H)) ⋂ L^2(Ω, L^2(0, T ; V )) ⋂ L^p(Ω, L^p(0, T ; L^p(R^n )))

such that for all t ∈ [0, T ] and ξ ∈ V ⋂ L^p(R^n ),

(u^ε(t), ξ) + ∫_t 0 ( (−△)^{α2} u^ε(s), (−△)^{α2} ξ ) ds + ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n f(s, x, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})ξ(x)dxds =(u_0, ξ) + ∫_t 0 ( g(s, ·, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)}), ξ ) ds + √ ε ∫_t 0 ( ξ, σ(s, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})dW (s) ) , P-almost surely.

Note that if u^ε is a solution of (2.13)-(2.14) in the sense of Definition 2.1, then (−△)^αu^ε ∈ L^2(Ω, L^2(0, T ; V^∗)) and f(·, ·, u^ε, L_uε ) ∈ L^q(Ω, L^q(0, T ; L^q(R^n ))) with 1 p + 1 q = 1, and hence for all t ∈ [0, T ],

u^ε(t) + ∫_t 0 (−△)^αu^ε(s)ds + ∫_t 0 f(s, ·, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})ds =u_0 + ∫_t 0 g(s, ·, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})ds + √ ε ∫_t 0 σ(s, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})dW (s) in ( V ⋂ L^p(R^n ) )_∗ , (2.15)

P-almost surely.

The following theorem is concerned with the well-posedness of problem (2.13)-(2.14).

Theorem 2.1. Suppose (Σ1)-(Σ3) hold. If T > 0, ε ∈ (0, 1), u_0 ∈ L^2(Ω, F_0; H), then problem (2.13)-(2.14) has a unique solution u^ε in the sense of Definition 2.1, which satisfies the energy equation: for all t ∈ [0, T ],

‖u^ε(t)‖^2 + 2 ∫_t 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} u^ε(s)‖^2ds + 2 ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n f(s, x, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})u^ε(s)dxds =‖u_0‖^2 + 2 ∫_t 0 (g(s, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)}), u^ε(s))ds + ε ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)}ds + 2 √ ε ∫_t 0 ( u^ε(s), σ(s, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})dW (s) ) , P-almost surely. (2.16)

Moreover, the following uniform estimates are valid:

‖u^ε‖^2_L2_{(Ω,C([0,T ],H))} + ‖u^ε‖^2_L2_{(Ω,L}2_{(0,T ;V ))} + ‖u^ε‖^p_{Lp(Ω,Lp(0,T ;Lp(Rn )))} ⩽M_1 ( 1 + ‖u_0‖^2_L2_{(Ω,F0;H)} ) , where M_1 = M_1(T ) > 0 is independent of u_0 and ε.

Proof. We first prove the existence and uniqueness of solutions, and then derive the uniform estimates of solutions.

Step 1: existence and uniqueness of solutions.

Given u_0 ∈ L^2(Ω, F_0; H) and μ ∈ C([0, T ], P_2(H)), consider the stochastic equation: du^ε_μ(t) + (−△)^αu^ε_μ(t)dt + f_μ(t, ·, u^ε_μ(t))dt = g_μ(t, ·, u^ε_μ(t))dt + √ εσ_μ(t, u^ε_μ(t))dW (t), (2.17) with initial condition:

u^ε_μ(0) = u_0, (2.18)

where f_μ(t, ·, u^ε_μ(t)) = f(t, ·, u^ε_μ(t), μ(t)), g_μ(t, ·, u^ε_μ(t)) = g(t, ·, u^ε_μ(t), μ(t)), σ_μ(t, u^ε_μ(t)) = σ(t, u^ε_μ(t), μ(t)). By (Σ1)-(Σ3), we find that f_μ, g_μ and σ_μ satisfy all the conditions in [11, Theorem 6.3], and hence problem (2.17)-(2.18) has a unique solution

u^ε_μ ∈ L^2(Ω, C([0, T ], H)) ⋂ L^2(Ω, L^2(0, T ; V )) ⋂ L^p(Ω, L^p(0, T ; L^p(R^n ))),

which satisfies the energy equation (2.16) with L_uε_{(s)} replaced by μ(s), and the uniform estimate:

‖u^ε_μ‖^2_L2_{(Ω,C([0,T ],H))} + ‖u^ε_μ‖^2_L2_{(Ω,L}2_{(0,T ;V ))} + ‖u^ε_μ‖^p_{Lp(Ω,Lp(0,T ;Lp(Rn )))} ⩽M_{T,μ} ( 1 + ‖u_0‖^2_L2_{(Ω,F0;H)} ) , where M_{T,μ} = M(T, μ) > 0 is independent of u_0 and ε.

By u^ε_μ ∈ L^2(Ω, C([0, T ], H)) and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we see that u^ε_μ ∈ C([0, T ], L^2(Ω, H)). Note that

W_2 ( L_uε_{μ(t)}, L_uε_{μ(s)} ) ⩽ ( E [ ‖u^ε_μ(t) − u^ε_μ(s)‖^2 ]) 1_2 , ∀ s, t ∈ [0, T ], and hence L_uε_{μ(·)} ∈ C([0, T ], P_2(H)).

Define a map Φ^{u0} : C([0, T ], P_2(H)) → C([0, T ], P_2(H)) by

Φ^{u0} (μ)(t) = L_uε_{μ(t)}, t ∈ [0, T ], μ ∈ C([0, T ], P_2(H)), (2.19)

where u^ε_μ is the solution of (2.17)-(2.18).

Next, we will prove the existence of solutions of (2.13)-(2.14) by finding a fixed point of Φ^{u0} . To that end, we need to show Φ^{u0} is a contractive map in the complete metric space (C([0, T ], P_2(H)), d_{C([0,T ],P2(H))}) where the metric d_{C([0,T ],P2(H))} is defined by d_{C([0,T ],P2(H))}(μ, ν) = sup_{t∈[0,T ]} e^{−λt}W_2 (μ(t), ν(t)) , ∀ μ, ν ∈ C([0, T ], P_2(H)).

Let μ, ν ∈ C([0, T ], P_2(H)), and u^ε_μ and u^ε_ν be the solution of (2.17)-(2.18). By Itô’s formula,

we have

‖u^ε_μ(t) − u^ε_ν (t)‖^2 + 2 ∫_t 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} ( u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s) ) ‖^2ds + 2 ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n ( f(s, x, u^ε_μ(s), μ(s)) − f(s, x, u^ε_ν (s), ν(s)) ) ( u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s) ) dxds =2 ∫_t 0 ( g(s, ·, u^ε_μ(s), μ(s)) − g(s, ·, u^ε_ν (s), ν(s)), u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s) ) ds + 2 √ ε ∫_t 0 ( u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s), ( σ(s, u^ε_μ(s), μ(s)) − σ(s, u^ε_ν (s), ν(s)) ) dW (s) )

+ ε ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε_μ(s), μ(s)) − σ(s, u^ε_ν (s), ν(s))‖^2_{L2 (l}2_{,H)}ds. (2.20) Taking the expectation on both sides of (2.20), we obtain E [ ‖u^ε_μ(t) − u^ε_ν (t)‖^2 ] + 2 ∫_t 0 E [ ‖(−△)^{α2} ( u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s) ) ‖^2 ] ds + 2E [∫_t 0 ∫ R^n ( f(s, x, u^ε_μ(s), μ(s)) − f(s, x, u^ε_ν (s), ν(s)) ) ( u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s) ) dxds ]

=2E [∫_t 0 ( g(s, ·, u^ε_μ(s), μ(s)) − g(s, ·, u^ε_ν (s), ν(s)), u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s) ) ds ]

+ εE [∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε_μ(s), μ(s)) − σ(s, u^ε_ν (s), ν(s))‖^2_{L2 (l}2_{,H)}ds ] . (2.21)

For the third term on left-hand side of (2.21), by (2.2), (2.4) and the Hölder inequality, we

obtain 2E [∫_t 0 ∫ R^n ( f(s, x, u^ε_μ(s), μ(s)) − f(s, x, u^ε_ν (s), ν(s)) ) ( u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s) ) dxds ]

=2E [∫_t 0 ∫ R^n ( f(s, x, u^ε_μ(s), μ(s)) − f(s, x, u^ε_ν (s), μ(s)) ) ( u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s) ) dxds ]

+ 2E [∫_t 0 ∫ R^n (f(s, x, u^ε_ν (s), μ(s)) − f(s, x, u^ε_ν (s), ν(s))) ( u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s) ) dxds ]

⩾ − 2‖ψ_4‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} ∫_t 0 E [ ‖u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s)‖^2 ] ds − 2E [∫_t 0 ∫ R^n |ψ_3(s, x)| W_2 (μ(s), ν(s)) | |u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s) | | dxds ]

⩾ − 2‖ψ_4‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} ∫_t 0 E [ ‖u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s)‖^2 ] ds − 2E [∫_t 0 W_2 (μ(s), ν(s)) ‖ψ_3(s)‖ ‖u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s)‖ds ]

⩾ − 2‖ψ_4‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} ∫_t 0 E [ ‖u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s)‖^2 ] ds − ∫_t 0 ‖ψ_3(s)‖^2E [ ‖u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s)‖^2 ] ds − ∫_t 0 (W_2 (μ(s), ν(s)))^2 ds. (2.22)

For the first term on right-hand side of (2.21), by (2.6) and the Hölder inequality, we obtain 2E [∫_t 0 ( g(s, ·, u^ε_μ(s), μ(s)) − g(s, ·, u^ε_ν (s), ν(s)), u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s) ) ds ]

⩽2E [∫_t 0 ∫ R^n | |g(s, x, u^ε_μ(s), μ(s)) − g(s, x, u^ε_ν (s), ν(s)) | | | |u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s) | | dxds ]

⩽2E [∫_t 0 ∫ R^n ψ_g(s, x) ( |u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s)| + W_2 (μ(s), ν(s)) ) |u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s)|dxds ]

⩽2‖ψ_g ‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))}E [∫_t 0 ‖u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s)‖^2ds ]

+ 2E [∫_t 0 W_2 (μ(s), ν(s)) ‖ψ_g(s)‖‖u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s)‖ds ]

⩽2‖ψ_g ‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))}E [∫_t 0 ‖u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s)‖^2ds ]

+ ∫_t 0 ‖ψ_g(s)‖^2E [ ‖u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s)‖^2 ] ds + ∫_t 0 (W_2 (μ(s), ν(s)))^2 ds. (2.23)

For the second term on right-hand side of (2.21), by (2.12), we obtain that for any ε ∈ (0, 1), εE [∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε_μ(s), μ(s)) − σ(s, u^ε_ν (s), ν(s))‖^2_{L2 (l}2_{,H)}ds ]

⩽L_σ ∫_t 0 E [ ‖u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s)‖^2 ] ds + L_σ ∫_t 0 (W_2 (μ(s), ν(s)))^2 ds. (2.24)

It follows from (2.21)-(2.24) that E [ ‖u^ε_μ(t) − u^ε_ν (t)‖^2 ] + 2 ∫_t 0 E [ ‖(−△)^{α2} ( u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s) ) ‖^2 ] ds ⩽ ( 2‖ψ_4‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} + 2‖ψ_g‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} + L_σ ) ∫^t 0 E [ ‖u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s)‖^2 ] ds + ∫_t 0 ( ‖ψ_3(s)‖^2 + ‖ψ_g(s)‖^2 ) E [ ‖u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s)‖^2 ] ds + (2 + L_σ) ∫_t 0 (W_2 (μ(s), ν(s)))^2 ds = ∫_t 0 ( c_1 + ‖ψ_3(s)‖^2 + ‖ψ_g(s)‖^2 ) E [ ‖u^ε_μ(s) − u^ε_ν (s)‖^2 ] ds + (2 + L_σ) ∫_t 0 (W_2 (μ(s), ν(s)))^2 ds, (2.25)

where c_1 = 2‖ψ_4‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} + 2‖ψ_g‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} + L_σ > 0.

Applying the Gronwall inequality to (2.25), we obtain that for any 0 ⩽ t ⩽ T , E [ ‖u^ε_μ(t) − u^ε_ν (t)‖^2 ] ⩽(2 + L_σ) ∫_t 0 (W_2 (μ(s), ν(s)))^2 ds · e ∫_T 0 (c1+‖ψ3(s)‖^2+‖ψg (s)‖^2)ds =C_T ∫_t 0 (W_2 (μ(s), ν(s)))^2 ds, (2.26)

where C_T = (2 + L_σ)e ∫_T 0 (c1+‖ψ3(s)‖^2 +‖ψg (s)‖^2 )ds > 0. By (2.26), we obtain, for t ∈ [0, T ], e^{−2λt}E [ ‖u^ε_μ(t) − u^ε_ν (t)‖^2 ] ⩽C_T ∫_t 0 e^{−2λ(t−s)}e^{−2λs} (W_2 (μ(s), ν(s)))^2 ds

⩽ C_T 2λ sup s∈[0,T ] e^{−2λs} (W_2 (μ(s), ν(s)))^2 . (2.27)

By (2.27) and the definition of W_2 (·, ·), we have e^{−2λt}W_2 ( L_uε_{μ(t)}, L_uε_{ν (t)} )_2 ⩽ C_T 2λ sup s∈[0,T ] e^{−2λs} (W_2 (μ(s), ν(s)))^2 for all t ∈ [0, T ]. (2.28)

By (2.28) and the definition of d_{C([0,T ],P2(H))}, we obtain

d_{C([0,T ],P2(H))} ( L_uε_μ , L_uε_ν ) ⩽ ( C_T 2λ ) 1_2

d_{C([0,T ],P2(H))} (μ, ν) . (2.29)

Choosing λ > 0 such that C_T 2λ < 1 4 , by (2.29) and the definition of Φ^{u0} , we obtain

d_{C([0,T ],P2(H))} (Φ^{u0} (μ), Φ^{u0} (ν)) ⩽ 1 2 d_{C([0,T ],P2(H))} (μ, ν) , ∀ μ, ν ∈ C([0, T ], P_2(H)), which shows Φ^{u0} is a contractive map in C([0, T ], P_2(H)) with metric d_{C([0,T ],P2(H))}). Therefore, Φ^{u0} has a unique fixed point μ̄ ∈ C([0, T ], P_2(H)). Then, u^ε_{μ̄} is a solution of (2.13)-(2.14) on [0, T ].

On the other hand, for every solution u^ε of (2.13)-(2.14), if we set μ(t) = L_uε_{(t)} for t ∈ [0, T ], then μ is a fixed point of Φ^{u0} in C([0, T ], P_2(H)), which along with the uniqueness of fixed points of Φ^{u0} and (2.26) implies the uniqueness of solutions of (2.13)- (2.14).

Step 2: uniform estimates of solutions of (2.13)- (2.14). By Itô’s formula, we have

‖u^ε(t)‖^2 + 2 ∫_t 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} u^ε(s)‖^2ds + 2 ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n f(s, x, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})u^ε(s)dxds =‖u_0‖^2 + 2 ∫_t 0 ( g(s, ·, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)}), u^ε(s) ) ds + ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2_{L2 (l}2_{,H)}ds + 2 ∫_t 0 ( u^ε(s), σ(s, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})dW (s) ) , for all t ∈ [0, T ]. (2.30)

For the third term on the left-hand side of (2.30), by (2.1), we have 2 ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n f(s, x, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})u^ε(s)dxds ⩾2λ_1 ∫_t 0 ‖u^ε(s)‖^p_{Lp(Rn )}ds − 2 ∫_t 0 ‖ψ_1(s)‖_L1_{(R}n_) ( 1 + L_uε_{(s)}(‖ · ‖^2) ) ds − 2‖ψ_1‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} ∫_t 0 ‖u^ε(s)‖^2ds. (2.31)

For the second term on the right-hand side of (2.30), by (2.7) we obtain 2 ∫_t 0 ( g(s, ·, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)}), u^ε(s) ) ds ⩽2 ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n ψ_g(t, x) ( |u^ε(s)| + |u^ε(s)^2 + |u^ε(s)| √ L_uε_{(s)}(‖ · ‖^2) ) dxds

⩽4‖ψ_g ‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} ∫_t 0 ‖u^ε(s)‖^2ds + ∫_t 0 ‖ψ_g(s)‖_L1_{(R}n_)(1 + L_uε_{(s)}(‖ · ‖^2))ds. (2.32)

Then by (2.30), (2.31) and (2.32), we get

‖u^ε(t)‖^2 + 2 ∫_t 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} u^ε(s)‖^2ds + 2λ_1 ∫_t 0 ‖u^ε(s)‖^p_Lp ds ⩽‖u_0‖^2 + ∫_t 0 (2‖ψ_1(s)‖_L1_{(R}n_) + ‖ψ_g(s)‖_L1_{(R}n_)) ( 1 + L_uε_{(s)}(‖ · ‖^2) ) ds + 2 ( ‖ψ_1‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} + 2‖ψ_g‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} ) ∫^t 0 ‖u^ε(s)‖^2ds + ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)}ds + 2 ∫_t 0 ( u^ε(s), σ(s, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})dW (s) ) . (2.33)

By (2.33), we obtain for all t ∈ [0, T ], E [ sup 0⩽r⩽t ( ‖u^ε(r)‖^2 + 2 ∫_r 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} u^ε(s)‖^2ds + 2λ_1 ∫_r 0 ‖u^ε(s)‖^p_Lp ds )]

⩽E ( ‖u_0‖^2 ) + ∫_t 0 (2‖ψ_1(s)‖_L1_{(R}n_) + ‖ψ_g(s)‖_L1_{(R}n_)) ( 1 + L_uε_{(s)}(‖ · ‖^2) ) ds + 2 ( ‖ψ_1‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} + 2‖ψ_g‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} ) ∫^t 0 E ( ‖u^ε(s)‖^2 ) ds + E (∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)}ds )

+ 2E ( sup 0≤r≤t ∫_r 0 ( u^ε(s), σ(s, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})dW (s) ) ) . (2.34)

For the last two terms on the right-hand side of (2.34), by the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and (2.11), we have for all t ∈ [0, T ], E [∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)}ds ]

+ 2E [ sup 0≤r≤t | | | ∫_r 0 ( u^ε(s), σ(s, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})dW (s) ) | | | ]

⩽ 1 2 E [ sup 0⩽s⩽t ‖u^ε(s)‖^2 ] + (1 + 2c^2)E [∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)}ds ]

⩽ 1 2 E [ sup 0⩽s⩽t ‖u^ε(s)‖^2 ] + (1 + 2c^2)M_{σ,T} E [∫_t 0 ( 1 + ‖u^ε(s)‖^2 + L_uε_{(s)}(‖ · ‖^2) ) ds ] , (2.35)

where c is a positive constant from the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality.

Then by (2.34)-(2.35), we obtain for all t ∈ [0, T ], E [ sup 0⩽r⩽t ( ‖u^ε(r)‖^2 + 2 ∫_r 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} u^ε(s)‖^2ds + 2λ_1 ∫_r 0 ‖u^ε(s)‖^p_Lp ds )]

⩽2E ( ‖u_0‖^2 ) + 2 ∫_t 0 (2‖ψ_1(s)‖_L1_{(R}n_) + ‖ψ_g(s)‖_L1_{(R}n_)) ( 1 + L_uε_{(s)}(‖ · ‖^2) ) ds + 4 ( ‖ψ_1‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} + 2‖ψ_g‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} ) ∫^t 0 E ( ‖u^ε(s)‖^2 ) ds

+ 2(1 + 2c^2)M_{σ,T} E [∫_t 0 ( 1 + ‖u^ε(s)‖^2 + L_uε_{(s)}(‖ · ‖^2) ) ds ]

=2E ( ‖u_0‖^2 ) + 2 ∫_t 0 (2‖ψ_1(s)‖_L1_{(R}n_) + ‖ψ_g(s)‖_L1_{(R}n_)) ( 1 + E ( ‖u^ε(s)‖^2 )) ds + 4 ( ‖ψ_1‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} + 2‖ψ_g‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} ) ∫^t 0 E ( ‖u^ε(s)‖^2 ) ds + 2(1 + 2c^2)M_{σ,T} ∫_t 0 ( 1 + 2E (‖u^ε (s)‖^2) ) ds ≤2E ( ‖u_0‖^2 ) + c_1 + ∫_t 0 (c_2 + 4‖ψ_1(s)‖_L1_{(R}n_) + 2‖ψ_g(s)‖_L1_{(R}n_))E ( sup 0≤r≤s ‖u^ε(r)‖^2 ) ds, (2.36)

where

c_1 = 4‖ψ_1‖_L1_{(0,T ;L}1_{(R}n_{))} + 2‖ψ_g‖_L1_{(0,T ;L}1_{(R}n_{))} + 2(1 + 2c^2)M_{σ,T} T, and c_2 = 4‖ψ_1‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} + 8‖ψ_g ‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} + 4(1 + 2c^2)M_{σ,T} .

From (2.36) and Gronwall’s inequality, it follows that for all t ∈ [0, T ], E [ sup 0⩽r⩽t ( ‖u^ε(r)‖^2 + 2 ∫_r 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} u^ε(s)‖^2ds + 2λ_1 ∫_r 0 ‖u^ε(s)‖^p_Lp ds )]

⩽ ( 2E [ ‖u_0‖^2 ] + c_1 ) e ∫_t 0 ( c_2+4‖ψ_1(s)‖_{L1(Rn)}+2‖ψ_g (s)‖_{L1(Rn)} ) ds, which together with (2.30) completes the proof.

3 Measure-dependent controlled equations on R^n

In this section, we consider a measure-dependent controlled equation corresponding to (2.13), which is useful for investigating the LDP of the fractional McKean-Vlasov stochastic reactiondiffusion equations by the weak convergence method. We first discuss the well-posedness and then derive the uniform estimates of solutions for the controlled equation.

3.1 Well-posedness of controlled equations

If ε = 0, then (2.13) reduces to the deterministic reaction-diffusion equation on R^n :

∂u^0(t) ∂t + (−△)^αu^0(t) + f(t, ·, u^0(t), L_u0_{(t)}) = g(t, ·, u^0(t), L_u0_{(t)}), (3.1)

with initial data

u^0(0) = u_0, (3.2)

where the distribution L_u0_{(t)} of u^0(t) is the Dirac measure δ_u0_{(t)}.

Similar to Theorem 2.1, problem (3.1)-(3.2) is well-posed in H as stated below.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose (Σ1)-(Σ2) hold. If T > 0, u_0 ∈ H, then problem (3.1)-(3.2) has a unique solution u^0 ∈ C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ) ⋂ L^p(0, T ; L^p(R^n )). Moreover, the following uniform estimates are valid:

‖u^0‖^2_{C([0,T ],H)} + ‖u^0‖^2_L2_{(0,T ;V )} + ‖u^0‖^p_{Lp(0,T ;Lp(Rn ))} ⩽ M_0 ( 1 + ‖u_0‖^2 ) , where M_0 = M_0(T ) > 0 is independent of u_0.

We now consider the controlled equation on R^n for a control v ∈ L^2(0, T ; l^2): ∂u_v(t) ∂t + (−△)^αu_v(t) + f(t, ·, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)}) = g(t, ·, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)}) + σ(t, u_v(t), L_u0_{(t)})v(t), (3.3)

with initial data

u_v(0) = u_0, (3.4)

where u^0(t) is the solution to (3.1)-(3.2).

Remark 3.1. Note that the controlled equation (3.3) associated with the McKean-Vlasov stochastic equation (2.13) depends on distributions of the solutions of the deterministic equation (3.1). This is quite different from the usual controlled equations associated with the stochastic equations which are independent of distributions, see [63, Remark 2.2] for more details in this regard.

The next theorem is concerned with the well-posedness of (3.3)-(3.4).

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that (Σ1)-(Σ3) hold. Then for every v ∈ L^2(0, T ; l^2), problem (3.3)- (3.4) has a unique solution u_v ∈ C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ) ⋂ L^p(0, T ; L^p(R^n )).

Moreover, for any ‖u_0‖ ∨ ‖u_{0,i}‖ ⩽ R_1, and ‖v‖_L2_{(0,T ;l}2_) ∨ ‖v_i‖_L2_{(0,T ;l}2_) ⩽ R_2, i = 1, 2, the solutions u_v(t) and u_{vi} (t) of (3.3) with initial data u_0 and u_{0,i} respectively, satisfy for any t ∈ [0, T ], ‖u_v (t)‖^2 + ∫_T 0 ‖u_v (s)‖^2_V ds + ∫_T 0 ‖u_v (s)‖^p_{Lp(Rn )}ds ⩽ M_2 (3.5) and ‖u_{v1} (t) − u_{v2} (t)‖^2 + ∫_T 0 ‖u_{v1} (s) − u_{v2} (s)‖^2_V ds ⩽M_2 ( ‖u_{0,1} − u_{0,2}‖^2 + ‖v_1 − v_2‖^2_L2_{(0,T ;l}2_) ) , (3.6)

where the constant M_2 > 0 depends on R_1, R_2 and T .

Proof. Given v ∈ L^2(0, T ; l^2), by (Σ1)-(Σ3) and the argument of [11], one can verify that for every u_0 ∈ H, problem (3.3)-(3.4) has a unique solution u_v in the space C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ) ⋂ L^p(0, T ; L^p(R^n )).

Next, we derive the uniform estimates on the solutions of (3.3)-(3.4). Note that d dt ‖u_v(t)‖^2 + 2‖(−△)^{α2} u_v(t)‖^2 + 2 ∫ R^n f(t, x, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)})u_v(t)dx

=2 ( g(t, ·, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)}), u_v (t) ) + 2 ( σ(t, u_v(t), L_u0_{(t)})v(t), u_v (t) ) . (3.7)

From (2.1) and Theorem 3.1, it follows that 2 ∫ R^n f(t, x, u_v(t), L_u0_{(t)})u_v(t)dx ⩾2λ_1‖u_v (t)‖^p_{Lp(Rn )} − 2‖ψ_1(t)‖_L1_{(R}n_) ( 1 + L_u0_{(t)}(‖ · ‖^2) ) − 2‖ψ_1(t)‖_L∞_{(R}n_)‖u_v(t)‖^2

⩾2λ_1‖u_v (t)‖^p_{Lp(Rn )} − 2‖ψ_1(t)‖_L1_{(R}n_) ( 1 + ‖u^0(t)‖^2) ) − 2‖ψ_1(t)‖_L∞_{(R}n_)‖u_v(t)‖^2

⩾2λ_1‖u_v (t)‖^p_{Lp(Rn )} − 2‖ψ_1(t)‖_L1_{(R}n_) [ 1 + M_0(1 + R^2_1) ] − 2‖ψ_1(t)‖_L∞_{(R}n_)‖u_v(t)‖^2. (3.8)

By (2.7) and Theorem 3.1, we have 2 ( g(t, ·, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)}), u_v (t) ) ⩽‖u_v (t)‖^2 + ‖g(t, ·, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)})‖^2

⩽‖u_v (t)‖^2 + 4‖ψ_g (t)‖^2_L∞_{(R}n_)‖u_v(t)‖^2 + 2‖ψ_g(t)‖^2 ( 1 + 2M_0(1 + R^2_1) ) . (3.9)

By (2.11) and Theorem 3.1, we have 2 ( σ(t, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)})v(t), u_v (t) ) ⩽‖σ(t, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)})‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)} + ‖v(t)‖^2_l2 ‖u_v(t)‖^2 ⩽M_{σ,T} ( 1 + ‖u^0(t)‖^2 ) + ( M_{σ,T} + ‖v(t)‖^2_l2 ) ‖u_v(t)‖^2 ⩽M_{σ,T} [ 1 + M_0 ( 1 + R^2_1 )] + ( M_{σ,T} + ‖v(t)‖^2_l2 ) ‖u_v(t)‖^2. (3.10)

Then by (3.7)-(3.10), we obtain d dt ‖u_v(t)‖^2 + 2‖(−△)^{α2} u_v(t)‖^2 + 2λ_1‖u_v (t)‖^p_{Lp(Rn )} ⩽ ( 1 + 2‖ψ_1(t)‖_L∞_{(R}n_) + 4‖ψ_g(t)‖^2_L∞_{(R}n_) + M_{σ,T} + ‖v(t)‖^2_l2 ) ‖u_v (t)‖^2 + 2‖ψ_1(t)‖_L1_{(R}n_) [ 1 + M_0(1 + R^2_1) ] + 2‖ψ_g(t)‖^2(1 + 2M_0(1 + R^2_1)) + M_{σ,T} [ 1 + M_0(1 + R^2_1) ] ⩽ ( c + ‖v(t)‖^2_l2 ) ‖u_v (t)‖^2 + c ( 1 + ‖ψ_1(t)‖_L1_{(R}n_) + ‖ψ_g(t)‖^2 ) , (3.11)

where c = c(T, R_1) > 0

By (3.11) and Gronwall’s inequality, we obtain for all t ∈ [0, T ],

‖u_v (t)‖^2 ⩽‖u_0‖^2e ∫_t 0 ( c+‖v(s)‖^2_{l2} ) ds + c ∫_t 0 e ∫_t s ( c+‖v(r)‖^2_{l2} ) dr ( 1 + ‖ψ_1(s)‖_L1_{(R}n_) + ‖ψ_g(s)‖^2 ) ds ⩽R^2_1e^{cT +R2} + ce^{cT +R2} ( T + ‖ψ_1‖_L1_{(0,T ;L}1_{(R}n_{))} + ‖ψ_g‖^2_L2_{(0,T ;H)} ) . (3.12)

By (3.11)-(3.12) we see that there exists c_1 = c_1(T, R_1, R_2) > 0 such that

‖u_v (t)‖^2 + ∫_t 0 2‖(−△)^{α2} u_v(s)‖^2ds + 2λ_1 ∫_t 0 ‖u_v (s)‖^p_{Lp(Rn )}ds ⩽ c_1, ∀ t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.13) Then (3.5) follows from (3.13).

We now prove (3.6), which implies the uniqueness of solutions to (3.3)-(3.4). Let u_1(t) = u_{v1} (t, u_{0,1}) and u_2(t) = u_{v2} (t, u_{0,2}) be the solutions of (3.3)-(3.4) with initial data u_{0,1} and u_{0,2} and controls v_1 and v_2, respectively.

By (3.5), we find that if ‖u_{0,1}‖ ∨ ‖u_{0,2}‖ ⩽ R_1 and ‖v_1‖_L2_{(0,T ;l}2_) ∨ ‖v_2‖_L2_{(0,T ;l}2_) ⩽ R_2, then for all t ∈ [0, T ],

‖u_1(t)‖^2 ⩽ M_2 and ‖u_2(t)‖^2 ⩽ M_2. (3.14)

By (3.3), we obtain d dt ‖u_1(t) − u_2(t)‖^2 + 2‖(−△)^{α2} (u_1(t) − u_2(t)) ‖^2 + 2 ∫ R^n ( f(t, x, u_1(t), L_{u0(t)}) − f(t, x, u_2(t), L_{u0(t)}) ) (u_1(t) − u_2(t)) dx =2 ( g(t, ·, u_1(t), L_{u0(t)}) − g(t, ·, u_2(t), L_{u0 (t)}), u_1(t) − u_2(t) ) + 2 ( σ(t, u_1(t), L_{u0(t)})v_1(t) − σ(t, u_2(t), L_{u0 (t)})v_2(t), u_1(t) − u_2(t) ) . (3.15)

For the third term on the left-and side of (3.15), by (2.4), we have − 2 ∫ R^n ( f(t, x, u_1(t), L_{u0(t)}) − f(t, x, u_2(t), L_{u0(t)}) ) (u_1(t) − u_2(t)) dx ⩽2‖ψ_4(t)‖_L∞_{(R}n_)‖u_1(t) − u_2(t)‖^2. (3.16)

For the first term on the right-hand side of (3.15), by (2.6), we obtain 2 ( g(t, ·, u_1(t), L_{u0(t)}) − g(t, ·, u_2(t), L_{u0(t)}), u_1(t) − u_2(t) ) ⩽2‖g(t, ·, u_1(t), L_{u0(t)}) − g(t, ·, u_2(t), L_{u0(t)})‖‖u_1(t) − u_2(t)‖ ⩽2‖ψ_g‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))}‖u_1(t) − u_2(t)‖^2. (3.17)

For the second term on the right-hand side of (3.15), by (2.11), (3.14), and Theorem 3.1, we get 2 ( σ(t, u_1(t), L_{u0(t)})v_1(t) − σ(t, u_2(t), L_{u0(t)})v_2(t), u_1(t) − u_2(t) ) ⩽2‖ ( σ(t, u_1(t), L_{u0(t)}) − σ(t, u_2(t), L_{u0(t)}) ) v_1(t)‖‖u_1(t) − u_2(t)‖ + 2‖σ(t, u_2(t), L_{u0(t)}) (v_1(t) − v_2(t)) ‖‖u_1(t) − u_2(t)‖ ⩽2‖σ(t, u_1(t), L_{u0(t)}) − σ(t, u_2(t), L_{u0(t)})‖_{L2 (l}2_{,H)}‖v_1(t)‖_l2 ‖u_1(t) − u_2(t)‖ + ‖σ(t, u_2(t), L_{u0(t)})‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)}‖u_1(t) − u_2(t)‖^2 + ‖v_1(t) − v_2(t)‖^2_l2 ⩽2L^{12}_σ ‖v_1(t)‖_l2 ‖u_1(t) − u_2(t)‖^2 + M_{σ,T} ( 1 + ‖u_2(t)‖^2 + ‖u^0(t)‖^2 ) ‖u_1(t) − u_2(t)‖^2 + ‖v_1(t) − v_2(t)‖^2_l2 ⩽2L^{12}_σ ‖v_1(t)‖_l2 ‖u_1(t) − u_2(t)‖^2 + M_{σ,T} [ 1 + M_2 + M_0 ( 1 + R^2_1 )] ‖u_1(t) − u_2(t)‖^2 + ‖v_1(t) − v_2(t)‖^2_l2 ⩽c_1 (1 + ‖v_1(t)‖_l2 ) ‖u_1(t) − u_2(t)‖^2 + ‖v_1(t) − v_2(t)‖^2_l2 , (3.18)

where c_1 = 2L^{12}_σ + M_{σ,T} [ 1 + M_2 + M_0 ( 1 + R^2_1 )] .

It follows from (3.15)-(3.18) that for t ∈ [0, T ], d dt ‖u_1(t) − u_2(t)‖^2 + 2‖(−△)^{α2} (u_1(t) − u_2(t)) ‖^2 ⩽ ( 2‖ψ_4(t)‖_L∞_{(R}n_) + 2‖ψ_g ‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} + c_1 + c_1‖v_1(t)‖_l2 ) ‖u_1(t) − u_2(t)‖^2 + ‖v_1(t) − v_2(t)‖^2_l2 ⩽c_2 (1 + ‖v_1(t)‖_l2 ) ‖u_1(t) − u_2(t)‖^2 + ‖v_1(t) − v_2(t)‖^2_l2 , (3.19)

where c_2 = 2‖ψ_4‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} + 2‖ψ_g‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} + c_1.

By applying Gronwall’s inequality to (3.19), we get for all t ∈ [0, T ],

‖u_1(t) − u_2(t)‖^2

⩽‖u_{0,1} − u_{0,2}‖^2e^{c2} ∫_t 0 (1+‖v1 (r)‖_l2 )dr + ∫_t 0 e^{c2} ∫_t s (1+‖v1 (r)‖_l2 )dr‖v_1(s) − v_2(s)‖2_{l2} ds, from which we obtain for any t ∈ [0, T ],

‖u_1(t) − u_2(t)‖^2 ⩽e^{c2T +c2T 12 R2} ( ‖u_{0,1} − u_{0,2}‖^2 + ‖v_1 − v_2‖^2_L2_{(0,T ;l}2_) ) . (3.20)

Integrating (3.19), we obtain by (3.20) that 2 ∫_T 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} (u_1(s) − u_2(s)) ‖^2ds

⩽‖u_{0,1} − u_{0,2}‖^2 + c_2 ( T + T^{12} R_2 ) sup t∈[0,T ] ‖u_1(t) − u_2(t)‖^2 + ‖v_1 − v_2‖^2_L2_{(0,T ;l}2_). (3.21)

Then, (3.6) follows from (3.20) and (3.21).

3.2 Uniform tail-estimates of solutions In this subsection, we derive the uniform estimates on the tails of solutions to (3.3)-(3.4) outside a bounded domain, which are crucial for establishing the precompactness of solutions.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose (Σ1)-(Σ3) hold, T > 0 and u_0 ∈ H. Then for any R > 0 and δ > 0, there exists m_0 = m_0(u_0, T, R, δ) > 0 such that for all v ∈ L^2(0, T ; l^2) with ‖v‖_L2_{(0,T ;l}2_) ⩽ R, the solution u_v to problem (3.3)-(3.4) satisfies ∫ |x|⩾m |u_v(t, x)|^2dx < δ, ∀ m ⩾ m_0, t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. Let ζ : R^n → [0, 1] be a smooth function such that ζ(x) = 0 for |x| ⩽ 1 2 and ζ(x) = 1 for |x| ⩾ 1. Given m ∈ N, let ζ_m(x) = ζ( x m ), then by (3.3), we have ∂ ∂t ζ_mu_v(t) + ζ_m(−△)^αu_v(t) + ζ_mf(t, ·, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)})

=ζ_mg(t, ·, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)}) + ζ_mσ(t, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)})v(t).

Then we get d dt ‖ζ_mu_v(t)‖^2 + 2 ( (−△)^{α2} u_v(t), (−△)^{α2} ( ζ^2_mu_v(t) ))

+ 2 ∫ R^n f(t, x, u_v(t), L_u0_{(t)})ζ^2_m(x)u_v (t)dx =2 ( ζ_mg(t, ·, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)}), ζ_mu_v(t) ) + 2 ( ζ_mσ(t, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)})v(t), ζ_mu_v(t) ) . (3.22)

For the second term on the left-hand side of (3.22), by (8.18) in [?], we find that there exists a positive constant c_1 independent of m such that for all t ⩾ 0, − 2 ( (−△)^{α2} u_v(t), (−△)^{α2} ( ζ^2_mu_v(t) )) ⩽c_1C(n, α)m^{−α}‖u_v(t)‖^2 + 2c_1m^{−α}‖(−△)^{α2} u_v(t)‖^2. (3.23)

For the third term on the left-hand side of (3.22), by (2.1) and Theorem 3.1, we have 2 ∫ R^n f(t, x, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)})ζ^2_m(x)u_v(t)dx ⩾ − 2 ∫ R^n ζ^2_m(x)ψ_1(t, x)(1 + |u_v(t)|^2 + L_u0_{(t)}(‖ · ‖^2))dx

⩾ − 2(1 + ‖u^0(t)‖^2)) ∫ |x|⩾^m_2 |ψ_1(t, x)|dx − 2 ∫ R^n ζ^2_m(x)ψ_1(t, x)|u_v (t)|^2dx ⩾ − 2 [ 1 + M_0(1 + ‖u_0‖^2) ] ∫ |x|⩾^m_2 |ψ_1(t, x)|dx − 2‖ψ_1(t)‖_L∞_{(R}n_)‖ζ_mu_v(t)‖^. (3.24)

For the first term on the right-hand side of (3.22), by (2.7), Young’s inequality and Theorem 3.1, we obtain 2 ( ζ_mg(t, ·, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)}), ζ_mu_v(t) ) ⩽ ‖ζ_mg(t, ·, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)})‖^2 + ‖ζ_mu_v(t)‖^2 ⩽4 ∫ R^n ζ^2_m(x)|ψ_g(t, x)|^2 |u_v(t)|^2 dx + 4 ∫ R^n ζ^2_m(x)|ψ_g(t, x)|^2‖u^0(t)‖^2dx + 2 ∫ R^n ζ^2_m(x)|ψ_g(t, x)|^2dx + ‖ζ_mu_v(t)‖^2 ⩽ ( 1 + 4‖ψ_g ‖^2_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} ) ‖ζ_mu_v(t)‖^2 + 2 [ 1 + 2M_0 ( 1 + ‖u_0‖^2 )] ∫ |x|⩾^m_2 |ψ_g(t, x)|^2dx. (3.25) For the second term on the right-hand side of (3.22), by (2.10) and Theorem 3.1, we obtain 2 ( ζ_mσ(t, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)})v(t), ζ_mu_v(t) ) ⩽‖ζ_mσ(t, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)})‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)}‖v(t)‖^2_l2 + ‖ζ_mu_v(t)‖^2 = ∞∑ k=1 ‖ζ_mσ_{1,k}(t) + ζ_mκσ_{2,k}(t, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)})‖^2‖v(t)‖^2_l2 + ‖ζ_mu_v(t)‖^2

⩽2 ∞∑ k=1 ‖ζ_mσ_{1,k}(t)‖^2‖v(t)‖^2_l2 + ‖ζ_mu_v(t)‖^2

+ 4 ∞∑ k=1 [ 2β^2_k ( 1 + L_u0_{(t)}(‖ · ‖^2) ) ‖ζ_mκ‖^2 + γ^2_k ‖κ‖^2_L∞_{(R}n_)‖ζ_mu_v(t)‖^2 ] ‖v(t)‖^2_l2

⩽2 ∞∑ k=1 ∫ |x|⩾^m_2 |σ_{1,k}(t, x)|^2dx‖v(t)‖^2_l2 + ‖ζ_mu_v(t)‖^2

+ 8 [ 1 + M_0(1 + ‖u_0‖^2) ]^∞∑ k=1 β^2_k ∫ |x|⩾^m_2 |κ(x)|^2dx‖v(t)‖^2_l2

+ 4‖κ‖^2_L∞_{(R}n_) ∞∑ k=1 γ^2_k ‖ζ_mu_v(t)‖^2‖v(t)‖^2_l2 . (3.26)

Then from (3.22)-(3.26), it follows that for t ∈ [0, T ], d dt ‖ζ_mu_v(t)‖^2 ⩽c_1C(n, α)m^{−α}‖u_v (t)‖^2 + 2c_1m^{−α}‖(−△)^{α2} u_v(t)‖^2 + ( 2 + 4‖ψ_g‖^2_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} + 4‖κ‖^2_L∞_{(R}n_) ∞∑ k=1 γ^2_k‖v(t)‖^2_l2 ) ‖ζ_mu_v(t)‖^2 + 2 [ 1 + M_0(1 + ‖u_0‖^2) ] ∫ |x|⩾^m_2 ( |ψ_1(t, x)| + |ψ_g(t, x)|^2 ) dx

+ 2 ∞∑ k=1 ∫ |x|⩾^m_2 |σ_{1,k}(t, x)|^2dx‖v(t)‖^2_l2

+ 8 [ 1 + M_0(1 + ‖u_0‖^2) ]^∞∑ k=1 β^2_k ∫ |x|⩾^m_2 |κ(x)|^2dx‖v(t)‖^2_l2 . (3.27)

By Gronwall’s inequality and (3.27), we obtain for any t ∈ [0, T ], ‖ζ_mu_v(t)‖^2 ⩽e^{c2} ∫_T 0 ( 1+‖v(r)‖^2_{l2} ) dr‖ζ_mu_0‖^2 + c_1C(n, α)m^{−α} ∫_T 0 e^{c2} ∫_T s ( 1+‖v(r)‖^2_{l2} ) dr‖u_v(s)‖^2ds + 2c_1m^{−α} ∫_T 0 e^{c2} ∫_T s ( 1+‖v(r)‖^2_{l2} ) dr‖(−△)^{α2} u_v(s)‖^2ds + 2 [ 1 + 2M_0(1 + ‖u_0‖^2) ] ∫^T 0 e^{c2} ∫_T s ( 1+‖v(r)‖^2_{l2} ) dr ∫ |x|⩾^m_2 ( |ψ_1(s, x)| + |ψ_g(s, x)|^2 ) dxds

+ 2 ∫_T 0 ( e^{c2} ∫_T s ( 1+‖v(r)‖^2_{l2} ) dr‖v(s)‖^2_l2 ∞∑ k=1 ∫ |x|⩾^m_2 |σ_{1,k}(s, x)|^2dx ) ds

+ 8 [ 1 + M_0(1 + ‖u_0‖^2) ]^∞∑ k=1 β^2_k ∫ |x|⩾^m_2 |κ(x)|^2dx ∫_T 0 e^{c2} ∫_T s ( 1+‖θ(r)‖^2_{l2} ) dr‖v(s)‖^2_l2 ds, (3.28)

where c_2 = ( 2 + 4‖ψ_g‖^2_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} ) + 4‖κ‖^2_L∞_{(R}n_) ∞∑ k=1 γ^2_k. For the first term on the right-hand

side of (3.28), we have e^{c2} ∫_T 0 ( 1+‖v(r)‖^2_{l2} ) dr‖ζ_mu_0‖^2 ⩽ e^{c2(T +R2)} ∫ |x|⩾^m_2 |u_0(x)|^2 → 0, as m → +∞. (3.29)

For the second and third terms on the right-hand side of (3.28), by Theorem 3.2, we obtain c_1C(n, α)m^{−α} ∫_T 0 e^{c2} ∫_T s ( 1+‖v(r)‖^2_{l2} ) dr‖u_v (s)‖^2ds

+ 2c_1m^{−α} ∫_T 0 e^{c2} ∫_T s ( 1+‖v(r)‖^2_{l2} ) dr‖(−△)^{α2} u_v(s)‖^2ds ⩽c_1m^{−α}e^{c2(T +R2)} (C(n, α) ∨ 2) ∫_T 0 ( ‖u_v(s)‖^2 + ‖(−△)^{α2} u_v(s)‖^2 ) ds ⩽c_1m^{−α}e^{c2(T +R2)} (C(n, α) ∨ 2) M_2 → 0, as m → +∞. (3.30)

For the fourth term on the right-hand side of (3.28), by ψ_1 ∈ L^1_{loc}(R, L^1 (R^n )) and ψ_g ∈ L^2_{loc}(R, L^2 (R^n )), we obtain 2 [ 1 + 2M_0(1 + ‖u_0‖^2) ] ∫^T 0 e^{c2} ∫_T s ( 1+‖v(r)‖^2_{l2} ) dr ∫ |x|⩾^m_2 ( |ψ_1(s, x)| + |ψ_g(s, x)|^2 ) dxds ⩽2 [ 1 + 2M_0(1 + ‖u_0‖^2) ] e^{c2}(^{T +R2}) ∫_T 0 ∫ |x|⩾^m_2 ( |ψ_1(s, x)| + |ψ_g(s, x)|^2 ) dxds → 0, as m → +∞. (3.31)

For the fifth term on the right-hand side of (3.28), we have 2 ∫_T 0 ( e^{c2} ∫_T s ( 1+‖v(r)‖^2_{l2} ) dr‖v(s)‖^2_l2 ∞∑ k=1 ∫ |x|⩾^m_2 |σ_{1,k}(s, x)|^2dx ) ds

⩽2e^{c2}(^{T +R2}) ∫_T 0 ( ‖v(s)‖^2_l2 ∞∑ k=1 ∫ |x|⩾^m_2 |σ_{1,k}(s, x)|^2dx ) ds. (3.32)

Since σ_1 : [0, T ] → L^2(R^n , l^2) is continuous due to (Σ3), the set {σ_1(s) : s ∈ [0, T ]} is a compact subset of L^2(R^n , l^2), which implies that for any δ > 0, there exists k ∈ N and s_1, · · · , s_k ∈ [0, T ] such that the open balls centered at σ_1(s_i) ∈ L^2(R^n , l^2) (i = 1, · · · , k) with radius δ 2 form a finite open cover of the set {σ_1(s) : s ∈ [0, T ]} in L^2(R^n , l^2). Therefore, we infer that there exists m_0 > 0 such that for every m ⩾ m_0 and s ∈ [0, T ] (∫ |x|⩾^m_2 ∞∑ k=1 |σ_{1,k}(s, x)|^2dx ) 1_2

< δ. (3.33)

By (3.32) and (3.33), we obtain 2 ∫_T 0 e^{c2} ∫_T s ( 1+‖v(r)‖^2_{l2} ) dr‖v(s)‖^2_l2 ∞∑ k=1 ∫ |x|⩾^m_2 |σ_{1,k}(s, x)|^2dxds

⩽2δe^{c2} (^{T +R2}) ∫_T 0 ‖v(s)‖^2_l2 ds ⩽ 2δR^2e^{c2}(^{T +R2}). (3.34)

For the sixth term on the right-hand side of (3.28), by κ ∈ L^2(R^n ) we get 8 [ 1 + M_0(1 + ‖u_0‖^2) ]^∞∑ k=1 β^2_k ∫ |x|⩾^m_2 |κ(x)|^2dx ∫_T 0 e^{c2} ∫_T s ( 1+‖θ(r)‖^2_{l2} ) dr‖v(s)‖^2_l2 ds

⩽8 [ 1 + M_0(1 + ‖u_0‖^2) ] R^2e^{c2}(^{T +R2}) ∞∑ k=1 β^2_k ∫ |x|⩾^m_2 |κ(x)|^2dx

→ 0, as m → +∞. (3.35)

It follows from (3.28)-(3.31) and (3.34)-(3.35) that there exists m_1 = m_1(u_0, T, R, δ) > 0 such that for all m ⩾ m_1 and t ∈ [0, T ], ∫ |x|⩾m |u_v(t, x)|^2dx < c_2δ, where c_2 = c_2(u_0, T, R) > 0 is independent of δ, as desired.

4 Large deviations of McKean-Vlasov stochastic equations

In this section, we prove the LDP of the solutions of the fractional McKean-Vlasov stochastic reaction-diffusion equation (1.1)-(1.2) on R^n by the weak convergence method.

4.1 Weak convergence theory of large deviations We now review the basic concepts and results of the weak converge theory for the LDP.

Let S be a polish space. For any ε > 0, let G^ε : C([0, T ], U) → S be a measurable map. Denote by X^ε = G^ε(W ) for all ε > 0.

Definition 4.1. A function I : S → [0, ∞] is called a rate function on S if it is lower semicontinuous in S. A rate function I on S is said to be a good rate function on S if for every 0 ⩽ C < ∞, the level set {x ∈ S : I(x) ⩽ C} is a compact subset of S.

Definition 4.2. The family {X^ε} is said to satisfy the LDP in S with a rate function I : S → [0, ∞], if for every Borel subset A of S,

− inf_{x∈A∘} I(x) ⩽ lim inf_{ε→0} ε log P(X^ε ∈ A) ⩽ lim sup_{ε→0} ε log P(X^ε ∈ A) ⩽ − inf_{x∈A} I(x),

where A^∘ and A are the interior and the closure of A in S, respectively.

Given N > 0, denote by

S_N = { v ∈ L^2(0, T ; l^2) : ∫_T 0 ‖v(t)‖^2_l2 dt ⩽ N } . Then S_N is a polish space endowed with the weak topology. Let A be the space of all l^2- valued stochastic processes v which are progressively measurable with respect to {F_t}_{t∈[0,T ]} and ∫_T 0 ‖v(t)‖^2_l2 dt < ∞ P-almost surely. Denote by A_N = {v ∈ A : v(ω) ∈ S_N for almost all ω ∈ Ω}. In order to prove the LDP of X^ε, we will assume that the family {G^ε} fulfills the following conditions: there exists a measurable map G^0 : C([0, T ], U) → S such that:

(H1) For every N < ∞ and sequence {v_i : i ∈ N} ⊆ S_N , if v_i converges to v in S_N as ε → 0, then G^0 ( ∫^· 0 v_i(s)ds ) converges to G^0 ( ∫^· 0 v(s)ds ) in S.

(H2) For every N < ∞, {v^ε : ε > 0} ⊆ A^N and δ > 0,

lim_{ε→0} P ( ρ ( G^ε ( W + ε^{− 12} ∫_· 0 v^ε(t)dt ) , G^0 ( ∫^· 0 v^ε(t)dt )) > δ ) = 0,

where ρ(·, ·) stands for the metric in S.

We recall the following theorem from [54, Theorem 3.2] and [58, Theorem 4.4] which is essentially established by Budhiraja and Dupuis [43, Theorem 4.4].

Proposition 4.1. [54,58] Under (H1)-(H2), the family {X^ε} satisfies the LDP in S with rate function I given by,

I(x) = inf

v∈L^2(0,T ;l^2):x=G^0 (_{∫ ·} 0 v(t)dt ) { 1 2 ∫_T 0 ‖v(t)‖^2_l2 dt } , x ∈ S,

with convention inf{∅} = ∞.

4.2 Main results In this subsection, we present the result on the LDP of (2.13)-(2.14) in C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ) as follows.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that (Σ1)-(Σ3) hold, and u^ε is the solution of (2.13)-(2.14). Then as ε → 0, the family {u^ε} satisfies the LDP in C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ) with good rate function given by

I(ϕ) = inf { 1 2 ∫_T 0 ‖v(t)‖^2_l2 dt : v ∈ L^2(0, T ; l^2), u_v = ϕ } , (4.1)

where ϕ ∈ C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ), and u_v is the solution to (3.3)-(3.4). As usual, the infimum of the empty set is taken to be ∞.

To prove Theorem 4.1, we will verify the conditions of Proposition 4.1, for which we need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose (Σ1)-(Σ3) hold. Then for any ε ∈ (0, 1) and u_0 ∈ H, there exists a Borel-measurable map

G^ε : C([0, T ], U) → L^2(Ω, C([0, T ], H)) ⋂ L^2(Ω, L^2(0, T ; V )) ⋂ L^p(Ω, L^p(0, T ; L^p(R^n )))

such that G^ε(W ) = u^ε almost surely, where u^ε is the solution to (2.13)-(2.14).

Furthermore, for every control v ∈ L^2(0, T ; l^2), u^ε_v = G^ε ( W + ε^{− 12} ∫_· 0 v(t)dt ) is the unique solution of du^ε_v(t) + (−△)^αu^ε_v(t)dt + f(t, ·, u^ε_v(t), L_uε_{(t)})dt = g(t, ·, u^ε_v (t), L_uε_{(t)})dt + σ(t, u^ε_v (t), L_uε_{(t)})v(t)dt + √ εσ(t, u^ε_v (t), L_uε_{(t)})dW (t), u^ε_v(0) = u_0 ∈ H.

(4.2)

Proof. For a fixed μ ∈ C([0, T ], P_2(H)), ε ∈ (0, 1) and u_0 ∈ H, consider the decoupled stochastic equation: dy^ε_μ(t) + (−△)^αy^ε_μ(t)dt + f(t, ·, y^ε_μ(t), μ(t))dt =g(t, ·, y^ε_μ(t), μ(t))dt + √ εσ(t, y^ε_μ(t), μ(t))dW (t), (4.3) with initial data

y^ε_μ(0) = u_0. (4.4)

Since μ ∈ C([0, T ], P_2(H)) is fixed, problem (4.3)-(4.4) is similar to the classical stochastic equation independent of distributions as discussed in [11], which means that under conditions (Σ1)-(Σ3), for every ε ∈ (0, 1) and u_0 ∈ H, problem problem (4.3)-(4.4) has a unique solution

y^ε_μ ∈ L^2(Ω, C([0, T ], H)) ⋂ L^2(Ω, L^2(0, T ; V )) ⋂ L^p(Ω, L^p(0, T ; L^p(R^n ))).

Consequently, there exists a Borel-measurable map (see, e.g., [58, Theorem 3.6]):

G^ε_μ : C([0, T ], U) → L^2(Ω, C([0, T ], H)) ⋂ L^2(Ω, L^2(0, T ; V )) ⋂ L^p(Ω, L^p(0, T ; L^p(R^n )))

such that y^ε_μ = G^ε_μ(W ).

Let u^ε be the solution of (2.13)-(2.14) and μ^ε(t) = L_uε_{(t)} for t ∈ [0, T ]. Then by Theorem 2.1, we find that u^ε = y^ε_με and hence u^ε = G^ε_με (W ). Denote by G^ε = G^ε_με . Then u^ε = G^ε(W ), and for every control v ∈ L^2(0, T ; l^2), u^ε_v = G^ε ( W + ε^{− 12} ∫_· 0 v(t)dt ) is the unique solution of du^ε_v(t) + (−△)^αu^ε_v(t)dt + f(t, ·, u^ε_v(t), L_uε_{(t)})dt = g(t, ·, u^ε_v (t), L_uε_{(t)})dt + σ(t, u^ε_v(t), L_uε_{(t)})v(t)dt + √ εσ(t, u^ε_v (t), L_uε_{(t)})dW (t), u^ε_v(0) = u_0 ∈ H,

which concludes the proof.

Now, define G^0 : C([0, T ], U) → C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ) ⋂ L^p(Ω, L^p(0, T ; L^p(R^n ))) by, for every ζ ∈ C([0, T ], U),

G^0(ζ) = u_v, if ζ = ∫_· 0 v(t)dt for some v ∈ L^2(0, T ; l^2), 0, otherwise,

(4.5)

where u_v is the solution to (3.3)-(3.4).

In the next subsection, we will show G^0 satisfies (H1) in Proposition 4.1.

4.3 Convergence of solutions of controlled equations We now prove that G^0 satisfies the condition (H1); more precisely, we will show the convergence of solutions of the controlled equation (3.3) in the space C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ) with respect to controls in the weak topology of L^2(0, T ; l^2). The argument is similar to the case of stochastic partial differential equations which are independent of distributions. For the reader’s convenience, we sketch the proof with necessary modifications.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that (Σ1)-(Σ3) hold, u_0 ∈ H, and v, v_i ∈ L^2(0, T ; l^2) for i ∈ N. If v_i → v weakly in L^2(0, T ; l^2), then G^0 ( ∫^· 0 v_i(s)ds ) converges to G^0 ( ∫^· 0 v(s)ds ) strongly in C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ).

Proof. Let u_v and u_{vi} be the solutions of (3.3)-(3.4) corresponding to controls v and v_i, respectively. By (4.5), we have u_v = G^0 ( ∫^· 0 v(s)ds ) and u_{vi} = G^0 ( ∫^· 0 v_i(s)ds ) . Therefore, we only

need to prove u_{vi} converges to u_v strongly in C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ).

Step 1: equicontinuity of {u_{vi} }^∞_{i=1} in ( V ⋂ L^p(R^n ) )_∗ . Since v_i → v weakly in L^2(0, T ; l^2), we know that {v_i}^∞_{i=1} is bounded in L^2(0, T ; l^2). By Theorem 3.2, there exists C_1 = C_1(T ) > 0 such that for all i ∈ N,

‖u_{vi} ‖_{C([0,T ],H)} + ‖u_{vi} ‖_L2_{(0,T ;V )} + ‖u_{vi} ‖_Lp_{(0,T ;L}p_{(R}n_{))} + ‖v_i‖_L2_{(0,T ;l}2_) ⩽ C_1. (4.6)

By (2.4), (4.6) and Theorem 3.1, one find that there exists C_2 = C_2(T ) > 0 such that ‖f(·, ·, u_{vi} , L_u0_{(·)})‖^q_{Lq (0,T ;Lq (Rn ))} = ∫_T 0 ∫ R^n | |f(t, x, u_{vi} (t), L_{u0(t)}) | |^q dxdt ⩽ ∫_T 0 ∫ R^n [ λ_3|u_{vi} (t)|^{p−1} + ψ_3(t, x) ( 1 + ‖u^0(t)‖ )]_q dxdt ⩽ ∫_T 0 ∫ R^n { λ_3|u_{vi} (t)|^{p−1} + ψ_3(t, x) [ 1 + M^{12}_0 (1 + ‖u_0‖) ]}_q dxdt ⩽2^{q−1}λ^q_3 ∫_T 0 ∫ R^n |u_{vi} (t)|^{q(p−1)}dxdt + 2^{q−1} [ 1 + M^{12}_0 (1 + ‖u_0‖) ]_q ∫_T 0 ∫ R^n |ψ_3(t, x)|^qdxdt ⩽2^{q−1}λ^q_3‖u_{vi} ‖^p_{Lp(0,T ;Lp(Rn ))} + 2^{q−1} [ 1 + M^{12}_0 (1 + ‖u_0‖) ]_q ∫_T 0 ∫ R^n |ψ_3(t, x)|^q dxdt ≤ C_2, (4.7) where C_2 = C_2(T ) > 0. Similar to (2.15), by (3.3)-(3.4) we have

u_{vi} (t) + ∫_t 0 (−△)^αu_{vi} (s)ds + ∫_t 0 f(s, ·, u_{vi} (s), L_u0_{(s)})ds =u_0 + ∫_t 0 g(s, ·, u_{vi} (s), L_u0_{(s)})ds + ∫_t 0 σ(s, u_{vi} (s), L_u0_{(s)})v_i(s)ds (4.8) in ( V ⋂ L^p(R^n ) )_∗ . Then for all 0 ⩽ s ⩽ t ⩽ T ,

‖u_{vi} (t) − u_{vi} (s)‖_{(V}^⋂_Lp_{(R}n_{))}∗ ⩽ ∫_t s ‖(−△)^αu_{θi} (r)‖_V ∗ dr + ∫_t s ‖f(r, ·, u_{vi} (r), L_u0_{(r)})‖_Lq_{(R}n_)dr + ∫_t s ‖g(r, ·, u_{vi} (r), L_u0_{(r)})‖dr + ∫_t s ‖σ(r, u_{vi} (r), L_u0_{(r)})v_i(r)‖dr. (4.9) For the first term on the right-hand side of (4.9), by (4.6) and the Hölder inequality, we obtain ∫_t s ‖(−△)^αu_{vi} (r)‖_V ∗ dr ⩽ ∫_t s ‖u_{vi} (r)‖_V dr ⩽ C_1(t − s)^{12} . (4.10)

For the second term on the right-hand side of (4.9), by the Hölder inequality and (4.7), we have ∫_t s ‖f(r, ·, u_{vi} (r), L_u0_{(r)})‖_Lq_{(R}n_)dr ⩽ (t − s)^{1p} ‖f(·, ·, u_{vi} , L_u0_{(·)})‖_Lq_{(0,T ;L}q_{(R}n_{))} ⩽ C 1 q 2 (t − s)^{1p} .

(4.11)

For the third term on the right-hand side of (4.9), by (2.7) and Theorem 3.1, we obtain ∫_t s ‖g(r, ·, u_{vi} (r), L_u0_{(r)})‖dr ⩽(t − s)^{12} ‖g(·, ·, u_{vi} , L_u0_{(·)})‖_L2_{(0,T ;H)}

⩽(t − s)^{12} {∫_T 0 [ 4‖ψ_g(r)‖^2_L∞_{(R}n_)‖u_{vi} (r)‖^2 + 4M_0(1 + ‖u_0‖^2)‖ψ_g(r)‖^2 + 2‖ψ_g(r)‖^2 ] dr }^1_2

⩽(t − s)^{12} { 2 √ T C_1‖ψ_g‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} + (2 √ M_0(1 + ‖u_0‖^2) + √ 2)‖ψ_g‖_L2_{(0,T ;l}2_{(R}n_{))} } . (4.12)

For the fourth term on the right-hand side of (4.9), by (2.11), (4.6) and Theorem 3.1, we obtain ∫_t s ‖σ(r, u_{vi} (r), L_u0_{(r)})v_i(r)‖dr ⩽ ∫_t s ‖σ(r, u_{vi} (r), L_u0_{(r)})‖_{L2 (l}2_{,H)}‖v_i(r)‖_l2 dr ⩽ (∫_t s ‖σ(r, u_{vi} (r), L_u0_{(r)})‖^2_{L2 (l}2_{,H)}dr )^1_2 ‖v_i‖_L2_{(0,T ;l}2_)

⩽ [∫_t s M_{σ,T} ( 1 + ‖u_{vi} (r)‖^2 + L_u0_{(r)}(‖ · ‖^2) ) dr ]^1_2 ‖v_i‖_L2_{(0,T ;l}2_) ⩽ { M_{σ,T} [ 1 + C^2_1 + M_0 ( 1 + ‖u_0‖^2 )]} 1_2 C_1|t − s|^{12} . (4.13)

Then from (4.9)-(4.13), it follows that

‖u_{vi} (t) − u_{vi} (s)‖_{(V}^⋂_Lp_{(R}n_{))}∗ ⩽ C_3(t − s)^{1p} , (4.14)

where C_3 = C_3(T ) > 0.

From (4.6) and (4.7), we know that there exist z ∈ L^∞(0, T ; H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ) ⋂ L^p(0, T ; L^p(R^n )), φ ∈ L^q(0, T ; L^q(R^n )),

and a subsequence of {u_{vi} }^∞_{i=1} (not relabeled) such that

u_{vi} → z weak-star in L^∞(0, T ; H), (4.15) u_{vi} → z weakly in L^2(0, T ; V ), (4.16) u_{vi} → z weakly in L^p(0, T ; L^p(R^n )), (4.17) f(·, ·, u_{vi} , L_u0_{(·)}) → φ weakly in L^q(0, T ; L^q(R^n )). (4.18)

Next, we prove the strong convergence of {u_{vi} }^∞_{i=1} in L^2(0, T ; H).

Step 2: proving

u_{vi} → z strongly in L^2(0, T ; H). (4.19)

We firstly prove u_{vi} → z strongly in C ( [0, T ], ( V ⋂ L^p(R^n ) )_∗) . By Step 1, we know {u_{vi} }^∞_{i=1}

is equicontinuous in ( V ⋂ L^p(R^n ) )_∗ on [0, T ]. So by the Arzelà-Ascoli Theorem, we only need

to show that for each t ∈ [0, T ], {u_{vi} (t)}^∞_{i=1} is precompact in ( V ⋂ L^p(R^n ) )_∗ . Let ζ_m be the cut-off function as introduced in the proof of Lemma 3.1. Given t ∈ [0, T ], let ~u^m_{vi} (t, x) = ζ_m(x)u_{vi} (t, x) and ^u^m_{vi} (t, x) = (1 − ζ_m(x))u_{vi} (t, x) for x ∈ R^n . Then u_{vi} (t, x) = ~u^m_{vi} (t, x) + ^u^m_{vi} (t, x). for every m ∈ N. Moreover, by (4.6), we have ‖^u^m_{vi} (t)‖ ⩽ ‖u_{vi} ‖_{C([0,T ],H)} ⩽ C_1, ∀ i, m ∈ N, t ∈ [0, T ]. (4.20) Notice that ^u^m_{vi} (t, x) = 0 for |x| ⩾ m and t ∈ [0, T ]. By (4.20) and the compactness of the embed-

ding H^α(|x| < m) → L^2(|x| < m), we infer that {^u^m_{vi} (t)}^∞_{i=1} is precompact in ( V ⋂ L^p(R^n ) )_∗ . On the other hand, by Lemma 3.1 and (4.6), we find that for every δ > 0, there exists m_0 = m_0(u_0, T, δ) > 0 such that for all m ⩾ m_0, i ∈ N and t ∈ [0, T ], ‖~u^m_{vi} (t)‖^2_{(V}^⋂_{Lp(Rn))}∗ ⩽ ‖~u^m_{vi} (t)‖^2_H ⩽ ∫ |x|⩾^1_2 m |u_{vi} (t, x)|^2dx < 1 4 δ^2.

Then we infer that {u_{vi} (t)}^∞_{i=1} = {~u^m_{vi} (t) + ^u^m_{vi} (t)}^∞_{i=1} has a finite open cover with radius δ in ( V ⋂ L^p(R^n ) )_∗ , and hence {u_{vi} (t)}^∞_{i=1} is precompact in ( V ⋂ L^p(R^n ) )_∗ for t ∈ [0, T ], which along with (4.15) implies that

u_{vi} → z strongly in C ( [0, T ], ( V ⋂ L^p(R^n ) )_∗) . (4.21)

Since ∫_T 0 ‖u_{vi} (t) − z(t)‖^2dt = ∫_T 0 ⟨u_{vi} (t) − z(t), u_{vi} (t) − z(t)⟩_{(V}^⋂_Lp_{(R}n_{),(V}^⋂_Lp_{(R}n_{))}∗_) dt

⩽ (∫_T 0 ‖u_{vi} (t) − z(t)‖^2_V^⋂_Lp_{(R}n_)dt

)^1_2 (∫_T 0 ‖u_{vi} (t) − z(t)‖^2_{(V}^⋂_{Lp(Rn ))}∗ dt )^1_2 , it follows from (4.6) and (4.21) that

u_{vi} → z strongly in L^2(0, T ; H).

Step 3: proving u_v = z.

By (3.3), we obtain that for any t ∈ [0, T ] and ξ ∈ V ⋂ L^p(R^n ), (u_{vi} (t), ξ) + ∫_t 0 ( (−△)^{α2} u_{vi} (s), (−△)^{α2} ξ ) ds + ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n f(s, x, u_{vi} (s), L_u0_{(s)})ξ(x)dxds

= (u_0, ξ) + ∫_t 0 ( g(s, u_{vi} (s), L_u0_{(s)}), ξ ) ds + ∫_t 0 ( σ(s, u_{vi} (s), L_u0_{(s)})v_i(s), ξ ) ds. (4.22)

It follows from (4.19) in Step 2 that (up to a subsequence)

u_{vi} → z a.e. on (0, T ) × R^n .

Then by the continuity of f, we get

f(t, x, u_{vi} (t), L_u0_{(t)}) → f(t, x, z, L_u0_{(t)}) a.e. on (0, T ) × R^n . (4.23)

By (4.18), (4.23) and Mazur’s theorem, we have

φ = f(t, x, z, L_u0_{(t)}) a.e. on (0, T ) × R^n , (4.24)

and hence

f(·, ·, u_{vi} , L_u0_{(·)}) → f(·, ·, z, L_u0_{(·)}) weakly in L^q(0, T ; L^q (R^n )). (4.25)

Taking the limit of the third term on the left-hand side of (4.21), we obtain lim_{i→∞} ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n f(s, x, u_{vi} (s), L_u0_{(s)})ξ(x)dxds = ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n f(s, x, z(s), L_u0_{(s)})ξ(x)dxds (4.26) For the second term on the right-hand side of (4.22), by (2.6) and (4.19), we have | | | ∫_t 0 ( g(s, u_{vi} (s), L_u0_{(s)}) − g(s, z(s), L_u0_{(s)}), ξ ) ds | | | ⩽ ∫_t 0 ‖g(s, u_{vi} (s), L_u0_{(s)}) − g(s, z(s), L_u0_{(s)})‖‖ξ‖ds ⩽‖ψ_g‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))}‖ξ‖t^{12} (∫_t 0 ‖u_{vi} (s) − z(s)‖ds )^1_2

→ 0, as i → ∞. (4.27)

For the third term on the right-hand side of (4.22), we have ∫_t 0 ( σ(s, u_{vi} (s), L_u0_{(s)})v_i(s), ξ ) ds = ∫_t 0 (( σ(s, u_{vi} (s), L_u0_{(s)}) − σ(s, z(s), L_u0_{(s)}) ) v_i(s), ξ ) ds + ∫_t 0 ( σ(s, z(s), L_u0_{(s)})v_i(s), ξ ) ds. (4.28)

For the first term on the right-hand side of (4.28), by (2.12), (4.6) and (4.19), we have ‖ ∫_t 0 (( σ(s, u_{vi} (s), L_u0_{(s)}) − σ(s, z(s), L_u0_{(s)}) ) v_i(s), ξ ) ds‖ ⩽ ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, u_{vi} (s), L_u0_{(s)}) − σ(s, z(s), L_u0_{(s)})‖_{L2 (l}2_{,H)}‖v_i(s)‖_l2 ‖ξ‖ds ⩽L^{12}_σ ‖ξ‖ ∫_t 0 ‖u_{vi} (s) − z(s)‖‖v_i(s)‖_l2 ds

⩽L^{12}_σ ‖ξ‖ (∫_T 0 ‖u_{vi} (s) − z(s)‖^2ds )^1_2 (∫_T 0 ‖v_i(s)‖^2_l2 ds )^1_2

→ 0, as i → +∞. (4.29)

For the second term on the right-hand side of (4.28), we define an operator G : L^2(0, T ; l^2) → H by G(ṽ) = ∫_t 0 σ(s, z(s), L_u0_{(s)})ṽ(s)ds, ∀ ṽ ∈ L^2(0, T ; l^2). By (2.11), (4.15) and Theorem 3.1, we get for any t ∈ [0, T ], ‖ ∫_t 0 σ(s, z(s), L_u0_{(s)})ṽ(s)ds‖ ⩽ ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, z(s), L_u0_{(s)})‖_{L2(l}2_{,H)}‖ṽ(s)‖_l2 ds ⩽ (∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, z(s), L_u0_{(s)})‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)}ds )^1_2 (∫_t 0 ‖ṽ(s)‖^2_l2 ds )^1_2

⩽ [∫_t 0 M_{σ,T} ( 1 + ‖z(s)‖^2 + L_u0_{(s)}(‖ · ‖^2) ) ds ] 1_2

‖ṽ‖_L2_{(0,T ;l}2_) ⩽ { T M_{σ,T} [ 1 + ‖z‖^2_L∞_{(0,T ;H)} + M_0 ( 1 + ‖u_0‖^2

)]}^1_2

‖ṽ‖_L2_{(0,T ;l}2_), (4.30)

which shows that G is a bounded linear operator, and thus is weakly continuous. Since v_i → v weakly in L^2(0, T ; l^2), it follows that G(v_i) converges to G(v) weakly in H. So we have lim_{i→∞} ∫_t 0 ( σ(s, z(s), L_u0_{(s)})v_i(s), ξ ) ds = ∫_t 0 ( σ(s, z(s), L_u0_{(s)})v(s), ξ ) ds. (4.31)

By (4.28), (4.29) and (4.31), we obtain lim_{i→∞} ∫_t 0 ( σ(s, u_{vi} (s), L_u0_{(s)})v_i(s), ξ ) ds = ∫_t 0 ( σ(s, z(s), L_u0_{(s)})v(s), ξ ) ds. (4.32)

Taking the limit of (4.22), by (4.26), (4.27) and (4.32), we obtain (z(t), ξ) + ∫_t 0 ( (−△)^{α2} z(s), (−△)^{α2} ξ ) ds + ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n f(s, x, z(s), L_u0_{(s)})ξ(x)dxds = (u_0, ξ) + ∫_t 0 ( g(s, z(s), L_u0_{(s)}), ξ ) ds + ∫_t 0 ( σ(s, z(s), L_u0_{(s)})v(s), ξ ) ds, which shows that z is a solution to (3.3)-(3.4). Then by the uniqueness of solutions to (3.3)-(3.4) in Lemma 3.2, we obtain u_v = z.

Step 4: proving u_{vi} → u_v strongly in C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ).

By (3.3), we obtain d dt ‖u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t)‖^2 + 2‖(−△)^{α2} (u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t)) ‖^2 + 2 ∫ R^n ( f(t, x, u_{vi} (t), L_u0_{(t)}) − f(t, x, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)}) ) (u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t)) dx

=2 ( g(t, ·, u_{vi} (t), L_u0_{(t)}) − g(t, ·, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)}), u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t) ) + 2 ( σ(t, u_{vi} (t), L_u0_{(t)})v_i(t) − σ(t, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)})v(t), u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t) ) (4.33)

with u_{vi} (0) − u_v(0) = 0. For the third term on the left-hand side of (4.33), by (2.4), we have 2 ∫ R^n ( f(t, x, u_{vi} (t), L_u0_{(t)}) − f(t, x, u_v(t), L_u0_{(t)}) ) (u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t)) dx ⩾ − 2‖ψ_4(t)‖_L∞_{(R}n_)‖u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t)‖^2. (4.34)

For the first term on the right-hand side of (4.33), by (2.6), we obtain 2 ( g(t, ·, u_{vi} (t), L_u0_{(t)}) − g(t, ·, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)}), u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t) ) ⩽2‖ψ_g (t)‖_L∞_{(R}n_)‖u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t)‖^2. (4.35)

For the second term on the right-hand side of (4.33), by (2.11) and (4.6), we obtain 2 ( σ(t, u_{vi} (t), L_u0_{(t)})v_i(t) − σ(t, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)})v(t), u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t) ) ⩽2 ( ‖σ(t, u_{vi} (t), L_u0_{(t)})‖_{L2 (l}2_{,H)}‖v_i(t)‖_l2 + ‖σ(t, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)})‖_{L2(l}2_{,H)}‖v(t)‖_l2 ) ‖u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t)‖ ⩽2Ĉ_1 (‖v_i(t)‖_l2 + ‖v(t)‖_l2 ) ‖u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t)‖, (4.36)

where Ĉ_1 = Ĉ_1(T ) > 0.

By (4.33)-(4.36), we obtain d dt ‖u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t)‖^2 + 2‖(−△)^{α2} (u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t)) ‖^2 ⩽2 ( ‖ψ_4(t)‖_L∞_{(R}n_) + ‖ψ_g(t)‖_L∞_{(R}n_) ) ‖u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t)‖^2 + 2Ĉ_1 (‖v_i(t)‖_l2 + ‖v(t)‖_l2 ) ‖u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t)‖. (4.37)

Integrating (4.37) on (0, t), by Hölder’s inequality, (4.6), Step 2 and Step 3, we get for all t ∈ [0, T ], ‖u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t)‖^2 + 2 ∫_t 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} (u_{vi} (s) − u_v(s)) ‖^2ds ⩽2 ( ‖ψ_4(t)‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} + ‖ψ_g(t)‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} ) ‖u_{vi} − u_v‖^2_L2_{(0,T ;H)} + 2 √ 2Ĉ_1 ( ‖v_i‖_L2_{(0,T ;l}2 + ‖v‖_L2_{(0,T ;l}2 ) ‖u_{vi} − u_v‖_L2_{(0,T ;H)} → 0, i → ∞, (4.38) which concludes the proof.

4.4 Convergence of solutions of stochastic equations In this subsection, we prove G^ε and G^0 satisfy (H2) in Proposition 4.1; more precisely, we will show the convergence of solutions of the stochastic equation (4.2) in C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ), for which we need the following uniform estimates.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose (Σ1)-(Σ3) hold. Then for every R > 0, T > 0 and N > 0, there exists M_3 = M_3(R, T, N) > 0 such that for any u_0 ∈ H with ‖u_0‖ ⩽ R and any v ∈ A_N , the solution u^ε_v of (4.2) satisfies for all ε ∈ (0, 1), E [ ‖u^ε_v ‖^2_{C([0,T ],H)} ] + E [ ‖u^ε_v ‖^2_L2_{(0,T ;V )} ] + E [ ‖u^ε_v‖^2_Lp_{(0,T ;L}p_{(R}n_{))} ] ⩽ M_3. (4.39)

Proof. It follows from (4.2) and Itô’s formula that for all t ∈ [0, T ], P -almost surely,

‖u^ε_v (t)‖^2 + 2 ∫_t 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} u^ε_v(s)‖^2ds + 2 ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n f(s, x, u^ε_v(s), L_uε_{(s)})u^ε_v(s)dxds =‖u_0‖^2 + 2 ∫_t 0 ( g(s, ·, u^ε_v (s), L_uε_{(s)}), u^ε_v (s) ) ds + 2 ∫_t 0 ( σ(s, u^ε_v (s), L_uε_{(s)})v(s), u^ε_v (s) ) ds + ε ∫_t 0 ‖ σ(s, u^ε_v (s), L_uε_{(s)}) ‖_2 L_2(l^2,H) ds + 2 √ ε ∫_t 0 ( u^ε_v(s), σ(s, u^ε_v (s), L_uε_{(s)})dW (s) ) . (4.40)

For the third term on the left-hand side of (4.40), by (2.1) and Theorem 2.1, we have 2 ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n f(s, x, u^ε_v(s), L_uε_{(s)})u^ε_v(s)dxds ⩾2λ_1 ∫_t 0 ‖u^ε_v(s)‖^p_{Lp(Rn )}ds − 2 ∫_t 0 ‖ψ_1(s)‖_L1_{(R}n_) ( 1 + E [ ‖u^ε(s)‖^2 ]) dsds − 2 ∫_t 0 ‖ψ_1(s)‖_L∞_{(R}n_)‖u^ε_v(s)‖^2ds ⩾2λ_1 ∫_t 0 ‖u^ε_v(s)‖^p_{Lp(Rn )}ds − 2 [ 1 + M_1(1 + ‖u_0‖^2) ] ∫^t 0 ‖ψ_1(s)‖_L1_{(R}n_)dsds − 2 ∫_t 0 ‖ψ_1(s)‖_L∞_{(R}n_)‖u^ε_v(s)‖^2ds. (4.41)

For the second term on the right-hand side of (4.40), by (2.7) and Theorem 2.1, we have 2 ∫_t 0 ( g(s, ·, u^ε_v (s), L_uε_{(s)}), u^ε_v (s) ) ds ⩽ ∫_t 0 ‖g(s, ·, u^ε_v (s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2ds + ∫_t 0 ‖u^ε_v(s)‖^2ds ⩽4 ∫_t 0 ‖ψ_g(s)‖^2_L∞_{(R}n_)‖u^ε_v(s)‖^2ds + 2(1 + 2E [ ‖u^ε(s)‖^2 ] ) ∫_t 0 ‖ψ_g(s)‖^2ds + ∫_t 0 ‖u^ε_v(s)‖^2ds ⩽ ∫_t 0 ( 1 + 4‖ψ_g(s)‖^2_L∞_{(R}n_) ) ‖u^ε_v(s)‖^2ds + 2 [ 1 + 2M_1(1 + ‖u_0‖^2) ] ∫^t 0 ‖ψ_g(s)‖^2ds. (4.42)

For the third term on the right-hand side of (4.40), by (2.11) and Theorem 2.1, we have 2 ∫_t 0 ( σ(s, u^ε_v(s), L_uε_{(s)})v(s), u^ε_v (s) ) ds ⩽ ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε_v (s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)}‖v(s)‖^2_l2 ds + ∫_t 0 ‖u^ε_v (s)‖^2ds ⩽ ∫_t 0 M_{σ,T} ( 1 + E [ ‖u^ε(s)‖^2 ]) ‖v(s)‖^2_l2 ds + ∫_t 0 ( 1 + M_{σ,T} ‖v(s)‖^2_l2 ) ‖u^ε_v(s)‖^2ds ⩽M_{σ,T} [ 1 + M_1(1 + ‖u_0‖^2) ] ∫^t 0 ‖v(s)‖^2_l2 ds + ∫_t 0 ( 1 + M_{σ,T} ‖v(s)‖^2_l2 ) ‖u^ε_v (s)‖^2ds. (4.43)

For the fourth term on the right-hand side of (4.40), by (2.11) and Theorem 2.1, we have ε ∫_t 0 ‖ ‖σ(s, u^ε_v(s), L_{uε(s)}) ‖ ‖^2_{L2(l2,H)} ds ⩽ε ∫_t 0 M_{σ,T} ( 1 + ‖u^ε_v (s)‖^2 + E [ ‖u^ε(s)‖^2 ]) ds ⩽εT M_{σ,T} [ 1 + M_1(1 + ‖u_0‖^2) ] + εM_{σ,T} ∫_t 0 ‖u^ε_v(s)‖^2ds. (4.44)

From (4.40)-(4.44), it follows that for all t ∈ [0, T ], P -almost surely,

‖u^ε_v(t)‖^2 + 2 ∫_t 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} u^ε_v(s)‖^2ds + 2λ_1 ∫_t 0 ‖u^ε_v(s)‖^p_{Lp(Rn )}ds ⩽‖u_0‖^2 + ∫_t 0 ( 2 + 4‖ψ_g(s)‖^2_L∞_{(R}n_) + 2‖ψ_1(s)‖_L∞_{(R}n_) + εM_{σ,T} + M_{σ,T} ‖v(s)‖^2_l2 ) ‖u^ε_v(s)‖^2ds + [ 1 + 2M_1(1 + ‖u_0‖^2) ] ( 2 ∫_t 0 ‖ψ_1(s)‖_L1_{(R}n_)ds + 2 ∫_t 0 ‖ψ_g(s)‖^2ds + M_{σ,T} ∫_t 0 ‖v(s)‖^2_l2 ds )

+ εT M_{σ,T} [ 1 + M_1(1 + ‖u_0‖^2) ] + 2 √ ε ∫_t 0 ( u^ε_v(s), σ(s, u^ε_v (s), L_uε_{(s)})dW (s) ) . (4.45)

If u_0 ∈ H with ‖u_0‖ ⩽ R, and v ∈ A_N , then we obtain by (4.45) that for all 0 ⩽ r ⩽ t ⩽ T ,

P -almost surely,

‖u^ε_v(r)‖^2 + 2 ∫_r 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} u^ε_v(s)‖^2ds + 2λ_1 ∫_r 0 ‖u^ε_v(s)‖^p_{Lp(Rn )}ds ⩽R^2 + ∫_r 0 ( 2 + 4‖ψ_g‖^2_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} + 2‖ψ_1‖^2_L∞_{(0,T ;L}∞_{(R}n_{))} + εM_{σ,T} + M_{σ,T} ‖v(s)‖^2_l2 ) ‖u^ε_v(s)‖^2ds + [ 1 + 2M_1(1 + R^2) ] ( 2 ∫_T 0 ‖ψ_1(s)‖_L1_{(R}n_)ds + 2 ∫_T 0 ‖ψ_g(s)‖^2ds + M_{σ,T} N )

+ εT M_{σ,T} [ 1 + M_1(1 + R^2) ] + 2 √ ε ∫_r 0 ( u^ε_v(s), σ(s, u^ε_v (s), L_uε_{(s)})dW (s) )

⩽c_1 + c_1 ∫_r 0 ( 1 + ‖v(s)‖^2_l2 ) ‖u^ε_v(s)‖^2ds + K(t), (4.46)

where c_1 = c_1(R, N, T ) > 0, K(t) = 2 √ ε sup_{r∈[0,t]} | | | ∫_r 0 ( u^ε_v(s), σ(s, u^ε_v (s), L_uε_{(s)})dW (s) ) | | | . By Gronwall’s inequality and (4.46), we obtain for all r ∈ [0, t],

‖u^ε_v (r)‖^2 + 2 ∫_r 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} u^ε_v(s)‖^2ds + 2λ_1 ∫_r 0 ‖u^ε_v(s)‖^p_{Lp(Rn )}ds ⩽ (c_1 + K(t)) e^{c1} ∫_r 0 ( 1+‖v(s)‖^2_{l2} ) ds ⩽ (c_1 + K(t)) e^{c1(T +N)}, P-almost surely. (4.47)

Then by (4.47), we obtain for all t ∈ [0, T ], E [ sup r∈[0,t] ‖u^ε_v(r)‖^2 ] + 2E [∫_t 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} u^ε_v(s)‖^2ds ] + 2λ_1E [∫_t 0 ‖u^ε_v(s)‖^p_{Lp(Rn )}ds ]

⩽2 (c_1 + E [K(t)]) e^{c1(T +N)}

⩽c_2 + c_2E [K(t)] , P-almost surely, (4.48)

where c_2 = 2 (c_1 + 1) e^{c1(T +N)}. By the Burkholder inequality and (2.11), we have

c_2E [K(t)] =2c_2 √ εE [ sup r∈[0,t] | | ∫_r 0 ( u^ε_v(s), σ(s, u^ε_v (s), L_uε_{(s)})dW (s) ) | | ]

⩽6c_2 √ εE [(∫_t 0 ‖u^ε_v(s)‖^2‖σ(s, u^ε_v (s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2_{L2 (l}2_{,H)}ds )^1_2 ]

⩽ 1 2 E [ sup s∈[0,t] ‖u^ε_v (s)‖^2 ] + 18c^2εE [∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε_v (s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)}ds ]

⩽ 1 2 E [ sup s∈[0,t] ‖u^ε_v (s)‖^2 ] + 18c^2εM_{σ,T} E [∫_t 0 ( 1 + ‖u^ε_v (s)‖^2 + L_uε_{(s)}(‖ · ‖^2) ) ds ]

= 1 2 E [ sup s∈[0,t] ‖u^ε_v (s)‖^2 ] + 18c^2εM_{σ,T} [∫_t 0 ( 1 + E [ ‖u^ε_v (s)‖^2 ] + E [ ‖u^ε(s)‖^2 ]) ds ]

⩽ 1 2 E [ sup r∈[0,t] ‖u^ε_v(r)‖^2 ] + 18c^2εT M_{σ,T} [ 1 + M_1(1 + ‖u_0‖^2) ]

+ 18c^2εM_{σ,T} ∫_t 0 E [ sup r∈[0,s] ‖u^ε_v(r)‖^2 ] ds. (4.49)

By (4.48)-(4.49), we obtain that for all t ∈ [0, T ] and ε ∈ (0, 1), E [ sup r∈[0,t] ‖u^ε_v(r)‖^2 ] + 4E [∫_t 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} u^ε_v(s)‖^2ds ] + 4λ_1E [∫_t 0 ‖u^ε_v(s)‖^p_{Lp(Rn )}ds ]

⩽c_3 + c_3 ∫_t 0 E [ sup r∈[0,s] ‖u^ε_v(r)‖^2 ] ds, (4.50)

where c_3 = c_3(R, N, T ) > 0.

By (4.50) and Gronwall’s inequality, we have for all t ∈ [0, T ] and ε ∈ (0, 1), E [ sup r∈[0,t] ‖u^ε_v (r)‖^2 ] + 4E [∫_t 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} u^ε_v(s)‖^2ds ] + 4λ_1E [∫_t 0 ‖u^ε_v (s)‖^p_{Lp(Rn)}ds ] ⩽ c_3e^{c3t}, which implies (4.39).

The next lemma is concerned with the convergence of solutions of (2.13)-(2.14) as ε → 0.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose (Σ1)-(Σ3) hold and u_0 ∈ H. Let u^ε and u^0 be the solutions of (2.13)- (2.14) and (3.1)-(3.2), respectively. Then there exists C = C(T ) > 0 such that for all ε ∈ (0, 1), E [ sup t∈[0,T ] ‖u^ε(t) − u^0(t)‖^2 ] ⩽ Cε ( 1 + ‖u_0‖^2 ) .

Proof. By (2.13)-(2.14) and (3.1)-(3.2), we find that u^ε − u^0 satisfies the equation: d ( u^ε(t) − u^0(t) ) + (−△)^α ( u^ε(t) − u^0(t) ) dt

+ ( f(t, ·, u^ε(t), L_uε_{(t)}) − f(t, ·, u^0(t), L_u0_{(t)}) ) dt = ( g(t, ·, u^ε(t), L_uε_{(t)}) − g(t, ·, u^0(t), L_u0_{(t)}) ) dt + √ εσ(t, u^ε(t), L_uε_{(t)})dW (t), (4.51) with initial condition u^ε(0) − u^0(0) = 0.

Applying Itô’s formula to (4.51), we have

‖u^ε(t) − u^0(t)‖^2 + 2 ∫_t 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} ( u^ε(s) − u^0(s) ) ‖^2ds + 2 ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n ( f(s, x, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)}) − f(s, x, u^0(s), L_u0_{(s)}) ) ( u^ε(s) − u^0(s) ) dxds =2 ∫_t 0 ( g(s, ·, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)}) − g(s, ·, u^0(s), L_u0_{(s)}), u^ε(s) − u^0(s) ) ds + ε ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)}ds + 2 √ ε ∫_t 0 ( u^ε(s) − u^0(s), σ(s, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})dW (s) ) . (4.52)

For the third term on the left-hand side of (4.52), by (2.2), (2.4) and Hölder’s inequality, we

have 2 ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n ( f(s, x, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)}) − f(s, x, u^0(s), L_u0_{(s)}) ) ( u^ε(s) − u^0(s) ) dxds =2 ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n ( f(s, x, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)}) − f(s, x, u^0(s), L_uε_{(s)}) ) ( u^ε(s) − u^0(s) ) dxds + 2 ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n ( f(s, x, u^0(s), L_uε_{(s)}) − f(s, x, u^0(s), L_u0_{(s)}) ) ( u^ε(s) − u^0(s) ) dxds ⩾ − 2 ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n ψ_4(s, x)|u^ε(s) − u^0(s)|^2dxds − 2 ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n ψ_3(s, x)W_2 ( L_uε_{(s)}, L_u0_{(s)} ) |u^ε(s) − u^0(s)|dxds ⩾ − 2 ∫_t 0 ‖ψ_4(s)‖_L∞_{(R}n_)‖u^ε(s) − u^0(s)‖^2ds − 2 ∫_t 0 ‖ψ_3(s)‖‖u^ε(s) − u^0(s)‖W_2 ( L_uε_{(s)}, L_u0_{(s)} ) ds ⩾ − ∫_t 0 ( 2‖ψ_4(s)‖_L∞_{(R}n_) + ‖ψ_3(s)‖^2 ) ‖u^ε(s) − u^0(s)‖^2ds − ∫_t 0 W_2 ( L_uε_{(s)}, L_u0_{(s)}

)_2

ds. (4.53)

For the first term on the right-hand side of (4.52), by (2.6) and Hölder’s inequality, we obtain 2 ∫_t 0 ( g(s, ·, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)}) − g(s, ·, u^0(s), L_u0_{(s)}), u^ε(s) − u^0(s) ) ds ⩽2 ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n | |g(s, x, u^ε(s), L_{uε(s)}) − g(s, x, u^0(s), L_{u0(s)}) | | |u^ε(s) − u^0(s)|dxds ⩽2 ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n ψ_g(s, x) ( |u^ε(s) − u^0(s)| + W_2 ( L_uε_{(s)}, L_u0_{(s)} )) |u^ε(s) − u^0(s)|dxds ⩽2 ∫_t 0 ‖ψ_g(s)‖_L∞_{(R}n_)‖u^ε(s) − u^0(s)‖^2ds + 2 ∫_t 0 ‖ψ_g(s)‖‖u^ε(s) − u^0(s)‖W_2 ( L_uε_{(s)}, L_u0_{(s)} ) ds

⩽ ∫_t 0 ( 2‖ψ_g(s)‖_L∞_{(R}n_) + ‖ψ_g(s)‖^2 ) ‖u^ε(s) − u^0(s)‖^2ds + ∫_t 0 W_2 ( L_uε_{(s)}, L_u0_{(s)}

)_2 ds. (4.54)

Then from (4.52)-(4.54), it follows that

‖u^ε(t) − u^0(t)‖^2 + 2 ∫_t 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} ( u^ε(s) − u^0(s) ) ‖^2ds ⩽ ∫_t 0 ( 2‖ψ_4(s)‖_L∞_{(R}n_) + ‖ψ_3(s)‖^2 + 2‖ψ_g(s)‖_L∞_{(R}n_) + ‖ψ_g(s)‖^2 ) ‖u^ε(s) − u^0(s)‖^2ds + 2 ∫_t 0 W_2 ( L_uε_{(s)}, L_u0_{(s)}

)_2 ds + ε ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)}ds + 2 √ ε ∫_t 0 ( u^ε(s) − u^0(s), σ(s, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})dW (s) ) . (4.55)

For the third term on the right-hand side of (4.55), by (2.11) and (2.12), we obtain ε ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)}ds ⩽2ε ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)}) − σ(s, u^0(s), L_u0_{(s)})‖^2_{L2 (l}2_{,H)}ds

+ 2ε ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, u^0(s), L_u0_{(s)})‖^2_{L2 (l}2_{,H)}ds ⩽2εL_σ ∫_t 0 ( ‖u^ε(s) − u^0(s)‖^2 + W_2 ( L_uε_{(s)}, L_u0_{(s)}

)_2) ds + 2εT M_{σ,T} ( 1 + 2 sup_{s∈[0,T ]} ‖u^0(s)‖^2 ) . (4.56)

For the fourth term on the right-hand side of (4.55), by the Burkholder inequality and (4.56), we obtain 2E [ √ ε sup_{r∈[0,t]} | | ∫_r 0 ( u^ε(s) − u^0(s), σ(s, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})dW (s) ) | | ]

⩽6 √ εE [(∫_t 0 ‖u^ε(s) − u^0(s)‖^2‖σ(s, u^ε(s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)}ds

)^1_2 ]

⩽ 1 2 E [ sup s∈[0,t] ‖u^ε(s) − u^0(s)‖^2 ] + 18εE [∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε_v (s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2_{L2 (l}2_{,H)}ds ]

⩽ 1 2 E [ sup s∈[0,t] ‖u^ε(s) − u^0(s)‖^2 ] + 36εL_σ ∫_t 0 E [ ‖u^ε(s) − u^0(s)‖^2 + W_2 ( L_uε_{(s)}, L_u0_{(s)}

)_2] ds

+ 36εT M_{σ,T} ( 1 + 2 sup_{s∈[0,T ]} ‖u^0(s)‖^2 ) . (4.57)

Then by (4.55)-(4.57), we have for all t ∈ [0, T ], E [ sup r∈[0,t] ‖u^ε(r) − u^0(r)‖^2 ]

⩽2 ∫_t 0 ( 2‖ψ_4(s)‖_L∞_{(R}n_) + ‖ψ_3(s)‖^2 + 2‖ψ_g(s)‖_L∞_{(R}n_) + ‖ψ_g(s)‖^2 ) E [ ‖u^ε(s) − u^0(s)‖^2 ] ds

+ 4 ∫_t 0 W_2 ( L_uε_{(s)}, L_u0_{(s)}

)_2 ds + 76εT M_{σ,T} ( 1 + 2 sup_{s∈[0,T ]} ‖u^0(s)‖^2 )

+ 76εL_σ ∫_t 0 ( E [ ‖u^ε(s) − u^0(s)‖^2 ] + W_2 ( L_uε_{(s)}, L_u0_{(s)}

)_2) ds ⩽2 ∫_t 0 ( 2‖ψ_4(s)‖_L∞_{(R}n_) + ‖ψ_3(s)‖^2 + 2‖ψ_g(s)‖_L∞_{(R}n_) + ‖ψ_g(s)‖^2 ) E [ ‖u^ε(s) − u^0(s)‖^2 ] ds + (4 + 152εL_σ ) ∫_t 0 E [ ‖u^ε(s) − u^0(s)‖^2 ] ds + 76εT M_{σ,T} ( 1 + 2 sup_{s∈[0,T ]} ‖u^0(s)‖^2 ) . (4.58)

Applying Gronwall’s inequality to (4.58), we find, for all t ∈ [0, T ], E [ sup r∈[0,t] ‖u^ε(r) − u^0(r)‖^2 ] ⩽ C_T ε ( 1 + 2 sup_{s∈[0,T ]} ‖u^0(s)‖^2 ) , (4.59)

where C_T = 76T M_{σ,T} e^2 ∫_T 0 (2‖ψ4(s)‖L∞(Rn)+‖ψ3(s)‖^2 +2‖ψg (s)‖L∞(Rn)+‖ψg (s)‖^2+2+76εLσ )ds. Then by (4.58) and Theorem 3.1, we get E [ sup r∈[0,T ] ‖u^ε(r) − u^0(r)‖^2 ] ⩽ C_T ε ( 1 + 2M_0(1 + ‖u_0‖^2 ) , as desired.

Next, we verify (H2) for G^ε and G^0 as in Proposition 4.1.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that (Σ1)-(Σ3) hold, and {v^ε} ⊆ A_N with N > 0. Then

lim_{ε→0} ( G^ε ( W + ε^{− 12} ∫_· 0 v^ε(t)dt ) − G^0 (∫_· 0 v^ε(t)dt )) = 0 in probability

in C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ).

Proof. Let u^ε_vε = G^ε ( W + ε^{− 12} ∫_· 0 v^ε(t)dt ) . By (4.2) we have du^ε_vε (t) + (−△)^αu^ε_vε (t)dt + f(t, ·, u^ε_vε (t), L_uε_{(t)})dt (4.60) = g(t, ·, u^ε_vε (t), L_uε_{(t)})dt + σ(t, u^ε_vε (t), L_uε_{(t)})v^ε(t)dt + √ εσ(t, u^ε_vε (t), L_uε_{(t)})dW (t) (4.61) with initial data u^ε_vε (0) = u_0 ∈ H.

Let u_vε = G^0 (∫_· 0 v^ε(t)dt ) . Then u_vε is the unique solution of ∂u_vε (t) ∂t + (−△)^αu_vε (t) + f(t, ·, u_vε (t), L_u0_{(t)}) =g(t, ·, u_vε (t), L_u0_{(t)}) + σ(t, u_vε (t), L_u0_{(t)})v^ε(t) (4.62)

with initial data u_vε (0) = u_0 ∈ H. It is sufficient to show u^ε_vε − u_vε converges to 0 in probability in C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ) as ε → 0.

By (4.60) and (4.62), we have d (u^ε_vε (t) − u_vε (t)) + (−△)^α (u^ε_vε (t) − u_vε (t)) dt

+ ( f(t, ·, u^ε_vε (t), L_uε_{(t)}) − f(t, ·, u_vε (t), L_u0_{(t)}) ) dt = ( g(t, ·, u^ε_vε (t), L_uε_{(t)}) − g(t, ·, u_vε (t), L_u0_{(t)}) ) dt + ( σ(t, u^ε_vε (t), L_uε_{(t)}) − σ(t, u_vε (t), L_u0_{(t)}) ) v^ε(t)dt + √ εσ(t, u^ε_vε (t), L_uε_{(t)})dW (t), (4.63) with initial data u^ε_vε (0) − u_vε (0) = 0. Then applying Itô’s formula to (4.63), we obtain

‖u^ε_vε (t) − u_vε (t)‖^2 + 2 ∫_t 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} (u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)) ‖^2ds + 2 ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n ( f(s, x, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)}) − f(s, x, u_vε (s), L_u0_{(s)}) ) (u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)) dxds =2 ∫_t 0 ( g(s, ·, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)}) − g(s, ·, u_vε (s), L_u0_{(s)}), u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s) ) ds + 2 ∫_t 0 (( σ(s, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)}) − σ(s, u_vε (s), L_u0_{(s)}) ) v^ε(s), u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s) ) ds + ε ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)}ds + 2 √ ε ∫_t 0 ( u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s), σ(s, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)})dW (s) ) . (4.64)

For the third term on the left-hand side of (4.64), by (2.2) and (2.4), we obtain 2 ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n ( f(s, x, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)}) − f(s, x, u_vε (s), L_u0_{(s)}) ) (u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)) dxds =2 ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n ( f(s, x, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)}) − f(s, x, u_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)}) ) (u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)) dxds + 2 ∫_t 0 ∫ R^n ( f(s, x, u_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)}) − f(s, x, u_vε (s), L_u0_{(s)}) ) (u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)) dxds ⩾ − 2 ∫_t 0 ‖ψ_4(s)‖_L∞_{(R}n_)‖u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)‖^2ds − 2 ∫_t 0 W_2 (L_uε_{(s)}, L_u0_{(s)})‖ψ_3(s)‖‖u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)‖ds ⩾ − ∫_t 0 ( 2‖ψ_4(s)‖_L∞_{(R}n_{))} + ‖ψ_3(s)‖^2 ) ‖u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)‖^2ds − ∫_t 0 ( W_2 (L_uε_{(s)}, L_u0_{(s)})

)_2

ds. (4.65)

For the first term on the right-hand side of (4.64), by (2.6), we obtain 2 ∫_t 0 ( g(s, ·, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)}) − g(s, ·, u_vε (s), L_u0_{(s)}), u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s) ) ds ⩽2 ∫_t 0 ‖ψ_g(s)‖_L∞_{(R}n_)‖u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)‖^2ds + 2 ∫_t 0 ‖ψ_g(s)‖W_2 (L_uε_{(s)}, L_u0_{(s)})‖u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)‖ds ⩽ ∫_t 0 ( 2‖ψ_g(s)‖_L∞_{(R}n_) + ‖ψ_g(s)‖^2 ) ‖u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)‖^2ds + ∫_t 0 ( W_2 (L_uε_{(s)}, L_u0_{(s)})

)_2 ds. (4.66)

For the second term on the right-hand side of (4.64), by (2.12), we obtain 2 ∫_t 0 (( σ(s, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)}) − σ(s, u_vε (s), L_u0_{(s)}) ) v^ε(s), u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s) ) ds ⩽2 ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)}) − σ(s, u_vε (s), L_u0_{(s)})‖_{L2 (l}2_{,H)}‖v^ε(s)‖_l2 ‖u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)‖ds ⩽2L^{12}_σ ∫_t 0 ‖v^ε(s)‖_l2 ‖u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)‖^2ds + 2L^{12}_σ ∫_t 0 W_2 (L_uε_{(s)}, L_u0_{(s)})‖v^ε(s)‖_l2 ‖u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)‖ds

⩽2L^{12}_σ ∫_t 0 ‖v^ε(s)‖_l2 (1 + ‖v^ε(s)‖_l2 )‖u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)‖^2ds + 1 2 L^{12}_σ ∫_t 0 ( W_2 (L_uε_{(s)}, L_u0_{(s)})

)_2 ds. (4.67)

From (4.64)-(4.67), it follows that

‖u^ε_vε (t) − u_vε (t)‖^2 + 2 ∫_t 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} (u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)) ‖^2ds ⩽c_1 ∫_t 0 ( 1 + ‖v^ε(s)‖^2_l2 ) ‖u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)‖^2ds + c_1 ∫_t 0 E [ ‖u^ε(s) − u^0(s)‖^2 ] ds + ε ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)}ds + 2 √ ε ∫_t 0 ( u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s), σ(s, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)})dW (s) ) , (4.68)

where c_1 = c_1(T ) > 0.

Given R > 0 and ε ∈ (0, 1), define a stopping time τ^ε_R = inf {t ⩾ 0 : ‖u^ε_vε (t)‖ ⩾ R} ∧ T. Then by (4.68), we obtain that for any t ∈ [0, T ], sup r∈[0,t] ( ‖u^ε_vε (r ∧ τ^ε_R) − u_vε (r ∧ τ^ε_R)‖^2 + 2 ∫_{r∧τ} ε_R 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} (u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)) ‖^2ds )

⩽c_1 ∫_{t∧τ} ε_R 0 ( 1 + ‖v^ε(s)‖^2_l2 ) ‖u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)‖^2ds + c_1 ∫_T 0 E [ ‖u^ε(s) − u^0(s)‖^2 ] ds + ε ∫_{T ∧τ} ε_R 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2_{L2 (l}2_{,H)}ds + 2 √ ε sup r∈[0,T ] | | | ∫_{r∧τ} ε_R 0 ( u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s), σ(s, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)})dW (s) ) | | | . (4.69)

Since v^ε ∈ A_N , by Gronwall’s inequality and (4.69), we obtain that for all t ∈ [0, T ], sup r∈[0,t] ( ‖u^ε_vε (r ∧ τ^ε_R) − u_vε (r ∧ τ^ε_R)‖^2 + 2 ∫_{r∧τ} ε_R 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} (u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)) ‖^2ds )

⩽c_1e^{c1(T +N)} ∫_T 0 E [ ‖u^ε(s) − u^0(s)‖^2 ] ds + εe^{c1(T +N)} ∫_{T ∧τ} ε_R 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)}ds + 2 √ εe^{c1(T +N)} sup_{r∈[0,T ]} | | ∫_{r∧τ} ε_R 0 ( u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s), σ(s, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)})dW (s) ) | | . (4.70)

For the first term on the right-hand side of (4.70), by Lemma 4.3, we get

c_1e^{c1(T +N)} ∫_T 0 E [ ‖u^ε(s) − u^0(s)‖^2 ] ds ⩽ c_1e^{c1(T +N)}T Cε ( 1 + ‖u_0‖^2 ) → 0, as ε → 0. (4.71)

For the second term on the right-hand side of (4.70), by (2.11) and Theorem 2.1, we have εe^{c1(T +N)} ∫_{T ∧τ} ε_R 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)}ds ⩽εe^{c1(T +N)} ∫_{T ∧τ} ε_R 0 M_{σ,T} ( 1 + ‖u^ε_vε (s)‖^2 + E [ ‖u^ε(s)‖^2 ]) ds ⩽εe^{c1(T +N)}T M_{σ,T} ( 1 + R^2 + M_1 + M_1‖u_0‖^2 ) → 0, as ε → 0, P-almost surely. (4.72)

For the third term on the right-hand side of (4.70), by Doob’s maximal inequality, (2.11), (3.5) and Theorem 2.1, we have E [ ε sup r∈[0,T ] | | ∫_{r∧τ} ε_R 0 ( u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s), σ(s, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)})dW (s) ) | | 2]

⩽4εE [∫_{T ∧τ} ε_R 0 ‖u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)‖^2‖σ(s, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)}ds ]

⩽4ε (R + M_2)^2 E [∫_{T ∧τ} ε_R 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)}ds ]

⩽4ε (R + M_2)^2 T M_{σ,T} ( 1 + R^2 + M_1 + M_1‖u_0‖^2 ) → 0, as ε → 0, which implies that √ ε sup r∈[0,T ] | | | ∫_{r∧τ} ε_R 0 ( u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s), σ(s, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)})dW (s) ) | | | → 0 in probability. (4.73)

It then follows from (4.70)-(4.73) that sup t∈[0,T ] ( ‖u^ε_vε (t ∧ τ^ε_R) − u_vε (t ∧ τ^ε_R)‖^2 )

+ ∫_{T ∧τ} ε_R 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} (u^ε_vε (t) − u_vε (t)) ‖^2dt → 0 in probability. (4.74)

By Theorem 2.1 and Lemma 4.2, we have for any ε ∈ [0, 1], P (τ^ε_R < T ) ⩽ P ( sup t∈[0,T ] ‖u^ε_vε (t)‖ ⩾ R ) ⩽ 1 R^2 E [ sup t∈[0,T ] ‖u^ε_vε (t)‖^2 ] ⩽ M_3 R^2

. (4.75)

From (4.75), it follows that for any δ > 0, P ( sup t∈[0,T ] ‖u^ε_vε (t) − u_vε (t)‖ > δ )

⩽P ( sup t∈[0,T ] ‖u^ε_vε (t) − u_vε (t)‖ > δ, τ^ε_R = T ) + P ( sup t∈[0,T ] ‖u^ε_vε (t) − u_vε (t)‖ > δ, τ^ε_R < T )

⩽P ( sup t∈[0,T ] ‖u^ε_vε (t ∧ τ^ε_R) − u_vε (t ∧ τ^ε_R)‖ > δ ) + M_3 R^2

. (4.76)

For (4.76), first letting ε → 0, and then R → +∞, we obtain by (4.74) that

lim_{ε→0} (u^ε_vε − u_vε ) = 0 in probability in C([0, T ], H). (4.77)

From (4.75), we obtain that for any δ > 0, P (∫_T 0 ‖u^ε_vε (t) − u_vε (t)‖^2_V > δ )

⩽P (∫_T 0 ‖u^ε_vε (t) − u_vε (t)‖^2_V > δ, τ^ε_R = T )

+ P (∫_T 0 ‖u^ε_vε (t) − u_vε (t)‖^2_V > δ, τ^ε_R < T )

⩽P (∫_{T ∧τ} ε_R 0 ‖u^ε_vε (t) − u_vε (t)‖^2_V > δ ) + M_3 R^2

. (4.78)

First letting ε → 0, and then R → +∞, we obtain by (4.74) that

lim_{ε→0} (u^ε_vε − u_vε ) = 0 in probability in L^2(0, T ; V ). (4.79)

By (4.77) and (4.79), we see that u^ε_vε − u_vε → 0 in probability in C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ) as ε → 0, which concludes the proof.

Now, we are ready to prove the LDP of (2.13)-(2.14) in C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ).

Proof of Theorem 4.1 :

It follows from Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 4.3 that the solution family {u^ε} of (2.13)-(2.14) satisfies the conditions (H1) and (H2) in Proposition 4.1 in the space C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ), and hence it satisfies the LDP in that space.

4.5 Large deviations with strongly dissipative drift In this subsection, we investigate the LDP of (2.13)-(2.14) in the product space C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ) ⋂ L^p(0, T ; L^p(R^n )).

To that end, we further assume the nonlinear drift f in (1.1) satisfies the following dissipative condition: for any t, u_1, u_2 ∈ R, x ∈ R^n and μ ∈ P_2(H),

(f(t, x, u_1, μ) − f(t, x, u_2, μ)) (u_1 − u_2) ⩾ λ_4|u_1 − u_2|^p − ψ_5(t, x)|u_1 − u_2|^2, (4.80)

where the constant λ_4 > 0 and ψ_5 ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R, L^∞ (R^n )).

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that (Σ1)-(Σ3) and (4.80) hold, u_0 ∈ H, and v, v_i ∈ L^2(0, T ; l^2) for i ∈ N. If v_i → v weakly in L^2(0, T ; l^2), then G^0 ( ∫^· 0 v_i(s)ds ) converges to G^0 ( ∫^· 0 v(s)ds ) in the space C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ) ⋂ L^p(0, T ; L^p(R^n )).

Proof. By (4.33) and (4.80), we obtain d dt ‖u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t)‖^2 + 2‖(−△)^{α2} (u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t)) ‖^2 + 2λ_4‖u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t)‖^p_{Lp(Rn )}

⩽2‖ψ_5(t)‖_L∞_{(R}n_)‖u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t)‖^2 + 2 ( g(t, ·, u_{vi} (t), L_u0_{(t)}) − g(t, ·, u_v (t), L_u0_{(t)}), u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t) ) + 2 ( σ(t, u_{vi} (t), L_u0_{(t)})v_i(t) − σ(t, u_v(t), L_u0_{(t)})v(t), u_{vi} (t) − u_v(t) ) . (4.81)

Then together with (4.81) and the argument of (4.38), the desired result follows immediately.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that (Σ1)-(Σ3) and (4.80) hold, and {v^ε} ⊆ A_N with N < ∞. Then

lim_{ε→0} ( G^ε ( W + ε^{− 12} ∫_· 0 v^ε(t)dt ) − G^0 (∫_· 0 v^ε(t)dt )) = 0 in probability

in the space C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ) ⋂ L^p(0, T ; L^p(R^n )).

Proof. It follows from (4.64) and (4.80) that

‖u^ε_vε (t) − u_vε (t)‖^2 + 2 ∫_t 0 ‖(−△)^{α2} (u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)) ‖^2ds

+ 2λ_4 ∫_t 0 ‖u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s)‖^p_{Lp(Rn )}ds ⩽2 ∫_t 0 ‖ψ_5(s)‖_L∞_{(R}n_)‖u^ε_vε (s) − u_v(s)‖^2ds + 2 ∫_t 0 ( g(s, ·, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)}) − g(s, ·, u_vε (s), L_u0_{(s)}), u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s) ) ds + 2 ∫_t 0 (( σ(s, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)}) − σ(s, u_vε (s), L_u0_{(s)}) ) v^ε(s), u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s) ) ds + ε ∫_t 0 ‖σ(s, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)})‖^2_{L2(l}2_{,H)}ds + 2 √ ε ∫_t 0 ( u^ε_vε (s) − u_vε (s), σ(s, u^ε_vε (s), L_uε_{(s)})dW (s) ) . The rest of the proof is is similar to Theorem 4.3. The details are omitted.

Now, we present the LDP of the stochastic equation in C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ) ⋂ L^p(0, T ; L^p(R^n )).

Theorem 4.4. Suppose that (Σ1)-(Σ3) and (4.80) hold, and u^ε is the solution of (2.13)-(2.14). Then as ε → 0, the family {u^ε} satisfies the LDP in the space C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ) ⋂ L^p(0, T ; L^p(R^n ))

with good rate function given by (4.1).

Proof. By Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.5, we see that the conditions of Proposition 4.1 are fulfilled in C([0, T ], H) ⋂ L^2(0, T ; V ) ⋂ L^p(0, T ; L^p(R^n )), and hence the family {u^ε} satisfies the LDP in this case.

Acknowledgements

The work is partially supported by the NNSF of China (11471190, 11971260).

Declarations

Conflict of interest The authors have no relevant financial or non-financial interests to disclose.

References

[1] Abe, S., Thurner, S.: Anomalous diffusion in view of Einstein’s 1905 theory of Brownian motion. Physica A 356(2-4), 403-407 (2005)

[2] Guan, Q., Ma, Z.: Reflected symmetric α-stable processes and regional fractional Laplacian.

Probab. Theory Relat. Fields 134(4), 649-694 (2006)

[3] Jara, M.: Nonequilibrium scaling limit for a tagged particle in the simple exclusion process with long jumps. Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 62(2), 198-214 (2009)

[4] Pu, X. Guo, B.: Well-posedness and dynamics for the fractional Ginzburg-Landau equation.

Appl. Anal. 92(2), 318-334 (2013)

[5] Lu, H., Bates, P., Lu, S., Zhang, M.: Dynamics of 3D fractional complex Ginzburg-Landau equation. J. Differential Equations 259(10), 5276-5301 (2015)

[6] Gal, C., Warma, M.: Reaction-diffusion equations with fractional diffusion on non-smooth domains with various boundary conditions. Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 36(3), 1279-1319 (2016)

[7] Guo, B., Zhou, G.: Ergodicity of the stochastic fractional reaction-diffusion equation. Nonlinear Anal. 109, 1-22 (2014)

[8] Wang, B.: Asymptotic behavior of non-autonomous fractional stochastic reaction-diffusion equations. Nonlinear Anal. 158, 60-82 (2017)

[9] Gu, A., Li, D., Wang, B., Yang, H.: Regularity of random attractors for fractional stochastic reaction-diffusion equations on R^n . J. Differential Equations 264(12), 7094-7137 (2018)

[10] Brzeźniak, Z., Motyl, E.: Fractionally dissipative stochastic quasi-geostrophic type equations on R^d . SIAM J. Math. Anal. 51(3), 2306-2358 (2019)

[11] Wang, B.: Dynamics of fractional stochastic reaction-diffusion equations on unbounded domains driven by nonlinear noise. J. Differential Equations 268(1), 1-59 (2019)

[12] Chen, Z., Wang, B.: Invariant measures of fractional stochastic delay reaction-diffusion equations on unbounded domains. Nonlinearity 34(6), 3969-4016 (2021)

[13] Chen, Z., Wang, B.: Existence, exponential mixing and convergence of periodic measures of fractional stochastic delay reaction-diffusion equations on R^n . J. Differential Equations 336 505-564 (2022)

[14] Huang, J., Zheng, Y., Shen, T., Guo, C.: Asymptotic properties of the 2D stochastic fractional Boussinesq equations driven by degenerate noise. J. Differential Equations 310, 362-403 (2022)

[15] Dalang, R.C., Khoshnevisan, D., Zhang, T.: Global solutions to stochastic reactiondiffusion equations with super-linear drift and multiplicative noise. Ann. Probab. 47(1), 519-559 (2019)

[16] Salins, M.: Existence and uniqueness of global solutions to the stochastic heat equation with superlinear drift on an unbounded spatial domain. Stoch. Dyn. 22(5), 2250014 (2022)

[17] Kac, M.: Probability and Related Topics in the Physical Sciences. Interscience Publishers, New York (1958)

[18] McKean, H.P.: A class of Markov processes associated with nonlinear parabolic equations.

Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 56(6), 1907-1911 (1966)

[19] Lasry, J.M., Lions, P.L.: Mean field games. Jpn. J. Math. 2(1), 229-260 (2007)

[20] Buckdahn, R., Li, J., Peng, S., Rainer, C.: Mean-field stochastic differential equations and associated PDEs. Ann. Probab. 45(2), 824-878 (2017)

[21] Sznitman, A.S.: Topics in propagation of chaos, in École D’Eté de Probabilités de Saint- Flour XIX-1989. Lecture Notes in Math. Vol. 1464, pp. 165-251, Springer, Berlin (1991)

[22] Dawson, D., Vaillancourt, J.: Stochastic Mckean-Vlasov equations. Nonlinear Differ. Equat.

Appl. 2(2), 199-229 (1995)

[23] Fournier, N., Guillin, A.: On the rate of convergence in Wasserstein distance of the empirical measure. Probab. Theory Relat. Fields 162(3-4), 707-738 (2015)

[24] Bao, J., Huang, X.: Approximations of McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations with irregular coefficients. J. Theoret. Probab. 35(2), 1187-1215 (2022)

[25] Huang, X., Lv, W.: Exponential ergodicity and propagation of chaos for path-distribution dependent stochastic Hamiltonian system. arXiv:2109.13728, (2023)

[26] Ahmed, N.U., Ding, X.: A semilinear Mckean-Vlasov stochastic in Hilbert space. Stoch.

Process. Appl. 60(1), 65-85 (1995)

[27] Wang, F.Y.: Distribution dependent SDEs for Landau type equations. Stoch. Process. Appl.

128(2), 595-621 (2018)

[28] Röckner, M., Zhang, X.: Well-posedness of distribution dependent SDEs with singular drifts. Bernoulli 27(2), 1131-1158 (2021)

[29] Hammersley, W., David, S., Szpruch, Ł.: Weak existence and uniqueness for McKean- Vlasov SDEs with common noise. Ann. Probab. 49(2), 527-555 (2021)

[30] Fan, X., Huang, X., Suo, Y., Yuan, C.: Distribution dependent SDEs driven by fractional Brownian motions. Stoch. Process. Appl. 151, 23-67 (2022)

[31] Gao, J., Hong, W., Liu, W.: Distribution-dependent stochastic porous media equations.

Stoch. Dyn. 22(8), 2240026 (2022)

[32] Baños, D.: The Bismut-Elworthy-Li formula for mean-field stochastic differential equations.

Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat. 54(1), 220-233 (2018)

[33] Ren, P., Wang, F.Y.: Bismut formula for Lions derivative of distribution dependent SDEs and applications. J. Differential Equations 267(8), 4745-4777 (2019)

[34] Röckner, M., Sun, X., Xie, Y.: Strong convergence order for slow-fast McKean-Vlasov stochastic differential equations. Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat. 57(1), 547-576 (2021)

[35] Li, Y., Wu, F., Xie, L.: Poisson equation on Wasserstein space and diffusion approximations for McKean-Vlasov equation. arXiv:2203.12796, (2022)

[36] Dembo, A., Zeitouni, A.: Large Deviations Techniques and Applications. Springer-Verlag, Berlin (1998).

[37] Freidlin, M.I., Wentzell, A.D.: Random Perturbations of Dynamical Systems. Springer- Verlag, New York (2012)

[38] Sowers, R.B.: Large deviations for a reaction-diffusion equation with non-Gaussian perturbations. Ann. Probab. 20(1), 504-537 (1992)

[39] Chow, P.L.: Large deviation problem for some parabolic Itô equations. Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 45(1), 97-120 (1992)

[40] Kallianpur, G., Xiong, J.: Large deviations for a class of stochastic partial differential equations. Ann. Probab. 24(1), 320-345 (1996)

[41] Cerrai, S., Röckner, M.: Large deviations for stochastic reaction-diffusion systems with multiplicative noise and non-Lipschitz reaction term. Ann. Probab. 32(1B), 1100-1139 (2004)

[42] Dupuis, P., Ellis, R.S.: A Weak Convergence Approach to the Theory of Large Deviations.

Wiley-Interscience, New York (1997)

[43] Budhiraja, A., Dupuis, P.: A variational representation for positive functionals of infinite dimensional Brownian motion. Probab. Math. Statist. 20(1), 39-61 (2000)

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

[45] Sritharan, S.S., Sundar, P.: Large deviations for the two-dimensional Navier-Stokes equations with multiplicative noise. Stoch. Process. Appl. 116(11), 1636-1659 (2006)

[46] Duan, J., Millet, A.: Large deviations for the Boussinesq equations under random influences.

Stoch. Process. Appl. 119(6), 2052-2081 (2009)

[47] Chueshov, I., Millet, A.: Stochastic 2D hydrodynamical type systems: well posedness and large deviations. Appl. Math. Optim. 61(3), 379-420 (2010)

[48] Liu, W.: Large deviations for stochastic evolution equations with small multiplicative noise.

Appl. Math. Optim. 61(1), 27-56 (2010)

[49] Budhiraja, A., Dupuis, P., Fischer, M.: Large deviation properties of weakly interacting processes via weak convergence methods. Ann. Probab. 40(1), 74-102 (2012)

[50] Brzeźniak, Z., Goldys, B., Jegaraj, T.: Large deviations and transitions between equilibria for stochastic Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equation. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 226(2), 497-558 (2017)

[51] Dong, Z., Zhai, J., Zhang, R.: Large deviation principles for 3D stochastic primitive equations. J. Differential Equations 263(5), 3110-3146 (2017)

[52] Zhai, J., Zhang, T.: Large deviations for stochastic models of two-dimensional second grade fluids. Appl. Math. Optim. 75(3), 471-498 (2017)

[53] Cerrai, S., Debussche, A.: Large deviations for the two-dimensional stochastic Navier-Stokes equation with vanishing noise correlation. Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat. 55(1), 211-236 (2019)

[54] Matoussi, A., Sabbagh, W., Zhang, T.: Large deviation principles of obstacle problems for quasilinear stochastic PDEs. Appl. Math. Optim. 83(2), 849-879 (2021)

[55] Hong, W., Li, S., Liu, W.: Freidlin-Wentzell type large deviation principle for multiscale locally monotone SPDEs. SIAM J. Math. Anal. 53(6), 6517-6561 (2021)

[56] Chen, Z., Sun, X., Wang, B.: Invariant measures and large deviation principles for stochastic Schrödinger delay lattice systems. Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinb. A, In press (2024)

[57] Bao, J., Yuan, C.: Large deviations for neutral functional SDEs with jumps. Stochastics 87(1), 48-70 (2015)

[58] Liu, W., Song, Y., Zhai, J., Zhang, T.: Large and moderate deviation principles for McKean-Vlasov SDEs with jumps. Potential Anal. 59(3), 1141-1190 (2023)

[59] Wang, B.: Large deviations of fractional stochastic equations with non-Lipschitz drift and multiplicative noise on unbounded domains. J. Differential Equations 376, 1-38 (2023)

[60] Röckner, M., Zhang, T., Zhang, X.: Large deviations for stochastic tamed 3D Navier-Stokes equations. Appl. Math. Optim. 61(2), 267-285 (2010)

[61] Herrmann, S., Imkeller, P., Peithmann, D.: Large deviations and a Kramers’ type law for selfstabilizing diffusions. Ann. Appl. Probab. 18(4), 1379-1423 (2008)

[62] Dos Reis, G., Salkeld, W., Tugaut, J.: Freidlin-Wentzell LDPs in path space for McKean- Vlasov equations and the functional iterated logarithm law. Ann. Appl. Probab. 29(3), 1487-1540 (2019)

[63] Hong, W., Li, S., Liu, W.: Large deviation principle for McKean-Vlasov quasilinear stochastic evolution equations. Appl. Math. Optim. 84(1), 1119-1147 (2021)

[64] Hong, W., Hu, S.S., Liu, W.: McKean-Vlasov SDEs and SPDEs with locally monotone coefficients. arXiv:2205.04043, (2023)

[65] Villani, C.: Optimal Transport: Old and New. Springer, Berlin (2009)