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LARGE DEVIATIONS PRINCIPLES FOR SYMPLECTIC DISCRETIZATIONS
OF STOCHASTIC LINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION

CHUCHU CHEN, JIALIN HONG, DIANCONG JIN, AND LIYING SUN

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we consider the large deviations principles (LDPs) for the stochastic
linear Schrédinger equation and its symplectic discretizations. These numerical discretizations are
the spatial semi-discretization based on spectral Galerkin method, and the further full discretiza-
tions with symplectic schemes in temporal direction. First, by means of the abstract Gartner—Ellis
theorem, we prove that the observable Br = u(TT)7 T > 0 of the exact solution u is exponen-
tially tight and satisfies an LDP on L?*(0,7;C). Then, we present the LDPs for both {B }r=o

of the spatial discretization {uM}MeN and {B%I}NGN of the full discretization {u%}M7N€N7 where

M M
BM = %(T) and BY = 1;\,—11 are the discrete approximations of Br. Further, we show that both the
semi-discretization {uM}MeN and the full discretization {’U/%}MyNeN based on temporal symplectic
schemes can weakly asymptotically preserve the LDP of {Br}rso. These results show the ability
of symplectic discretizations to preserve the LDP of the stochastic linear Schrédinger equation, and
first provide an effective approach to approximating the LDP rate function in infinite dimensional

space based on the numerical discretizations.

1. INTRODUCTION

The stochastic Schrédinger equation, as an important stochastic Hamiltonian partial differen-
tial equation, is widely used to model the propagation of dispersive waves in inhomogeneous or
random media (see e.g., [12]), and possesses the infinite dimensional stochastic symplectic geo-
metric structure. To numerically inherit the geometric structure of the stochastic Schrodinger
equation, [2] proposes the infinite dimensional stochastic symplectic algorithms and considers the
semi-discretizations, such as the stochastic symplectic Runge-Kutta methods. Moreover, the full
discretizations based on the stochastic symplectic methods in temporal direction are also proposed
(see e.g., [2L [, 5 10, 11] and references therein). The numerical experiments show that the stochas-
tic symplectic discretizations are more stable in the long-time simulation than the non-symplectic
ones. In this paper, we aim to deepen the understanding of the long-time asymptotical behavior and
probabilistic characteristics of stochastic symplectic methods from the perspective of LDP. More
precisely, we study the LDPs for both the stochastic linear Schrodinger equation and its numerical
discretizations, and investigate the ability of symplectic discretizations to asymptotically preserve
the LDP of the original system.

The theory of large deviations has been applied to many other branches of sciences, for example
statistical physics, finance, engineering information theory ([I4} [15]). It is concerned with the
exponential decay of probabilities of very rare events, where the decay rate is characterized by the
LDP rate function. In some cases, LDP rate functions describe steady rate and fluctuations of
physical quantities, such as the entropy or free energy of statistical systems (see e.g., [9]).
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rate function; exponential tightness.
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In this paper, we consider the following stochastic linear Schrodinger equation
du = 1Audt + iadW (1), t>0, (1.1)
u(0) = up € H}(0,7),

where o > 0, A is the Laplace operator with the Dirichlet boundary condition, and W is an
L%(0, 7; R)-valued Q-Wiener process defined on a complete filtered probability space (2, F,{.Z; }+>0, P)
with {%};>0 satisfying the usual conditions. The mass ||lul|F,0 = [y |u(z)[*dz of [T is an im-
portant physical quantity with H° := L2(0,7;C), which is conservative if o = 0. However, in
the stochastic setting, it grows linearly in the mean sense, i.e., Ellu(T)[/%, = E|luo||%0 + o*Ttr(Q).
Markov’s inequality yields that the quantity ||Br|| o tends to zero in probability, where By := @
In order to characterize the speed of convergence or give an exponential tail estimate, we investi-
gate the LDP of {Br}r-o on H®. Our idea is to use the abstract Girtner-Ellis theorem, which
involves the existence of the logarithmic moment generating function and exponential tightness.
The Gaussian property of the exact solution on H° with the real inner product is analyzed to give
the logarithmic moment generating function of {Br}rso. A prerequisite of the exponential tight-
ness is to find the compact subset of H?, under the non-compactness of the Schrédinger group, such
that the probabilities of {Br}r~¢ escaping from the compact subset is exponentially small. This
relies on two skills: One is that the regularity of u on H' gives a series of compact sets in H?, and
the other is that the Fernique theorem yields the estimate of probability that Br hits these compact
sets on an exponential scale. Utilizing the property of reproducing kernel Hilbert space, we obtain
the explicit expression of the large deviations rate function I of {Br}r=o.

The large deviations rate functions characterize the essential decay rate of the probability of rare
events. It is important for a numerical discretization to preserve the rate function in certain sense.
Thus, for a numerical discretization of (L), it is natural to ask:

(P1) Does the discrete approximation of {Br}r0, associated with the numerical discretization
of (L)), satisfy the LDP?

(P2) If so, which kind of numerical discretizations can preserve the LDP of the original system,
namely preserve the LDP rate function, exactly or asymptotically?

This paper aims to deal with the above problems. We are faced with two major difficulties in the
numerical analysis. One is how to define the preservation for the LDP of an infinite dimensional
stochastic differential equation by its numerical discretizations. Unlike the LDP of the original
system in infinite dimensional spaces, the space concerning the LDP of a numerical discretization
is finite dimensional. Therefore one needs a reasonable definition to link these two spaces. Another
difficulty arises from the symplectic discretizations of the stochastic Schrédinger equation, including
the general formulation in high dimensional case and the combination with the theory of large
deviations.

Concerning these issues, we first apply the spectral Galerkin method to (LLI]) and get the spatial
semi-discretization (see (1))

du (t) = iA ™ (t)dt + ia Py dW (1),  t> 0, (1.2)
UM(O) = Pyrug € Hyy.
Here Hy; = span{ey,ea,...,epn}, where e,k = 1,2,... are the eigenfunctions of ) and form an

orthonormal basis of H°. In fact, (L2)) is a symplectic discretization and can be rewritten into a
stochastic Hamiltonian system (see (5.1])):

dPM(t) = MQM (t)dt,
dQM(t) = —MPM(t)dt + aQdB(t), (1.3)
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where M = PM 4+ 4QM. We define by Bé‘f[ = “T(T), T > 0 a discrete approximation of the
observable By for ([L2]). Following the arguments of dealing with the LDP for { By }r~¢, we prove
that for each M € N, {B:J}/[}T>0 obeys an LDP on Hj; with the good rate function IM  Note that
IM and T have different domains, which brings the difficulty to define and study the preservation
of the LDP for {Br}r=o by {uM}ren. A possibility is to transfer the LDP of {B¥}r-( on
Hys to H°. This can be solved by means of Lemma which reveals the relationship between
LDPs of a stochastic process on some space and that on subspaces. This is to say, {Bé‘f[ tr=o also
satisfies the LDP on HY with a rate function I™. However, we also note that the valid domain, on
which IM takes finite values, is a proper subset of the valid domain of I. Hence, we introduce the
definition of weakly asymptotical preservation for LDP (see Definition [L2)) in the sense that I is
well approximated by I for some sufficiently large M. Further, we prove that {u™};cn weakly
asymptotically preserves the LDP of {Br}rso based on the strong continuity of {Ps}aren.

Next, we attempt to show that the full discretization based on a large class of temporal sym-
plectic discretization can weakly asymptotically preserve the LDP of { By}r~¢. In order to give the
general formula of symplectic discretizations for the high dimensional system ([3]), an argument
of dimensionality reduction is applied. More precisely, we divide (3] into M subsystems (see
(53)). Then we obtain a class of full discretizations {u} s ,en based on the temporal symplectic
discretizations of (L3]) by combining the symplectic discretizations in [3] for every 2-dimensional

subsystem. For this full discretization, we define a discrete approximation B% = % of Br, with
T being the temporal stepsize, and give the LDP of {B% }nen based on the Géartner—Ellis theorem
and the contraction theorem. Further, we study whether {u 1}/ ,en can weakly asymptotically
preserve the LDP (see Definition [B.5]) of {Br}r~o, which depends on the asymptotical behavior
of the modified rate function If\fo’; of {B% }nen. Notice that I is a good approximation of I, it
suffices to prove that for each M € N, {u},,en can asymptotically preserve the LDP of {BM }r-,
i.e., the modified rate function I, %)g converges to I'M pointwise as 7 tends to zero. Similar to [3], un-
der certain convergence condition of numerical approximations, we obtain lim,_,q I M’T(-) = IM(.).

mod

Combining the asymptotical convergence of IM to I, we deduce our main conclusion that the full
discretization {uﬁ/‘[ }anen, based on the the spatial spectral Galerkin approximation and temporal
symplectic discretizations, can weakly asymptotically preserve the LDP of {Br}r~o. That is to
say, we obtain a good approximation of the LDP rate function of { Br}r~o based on the symplectic
discretizations. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first result of approximating the LDP rate
function in infinite dimensional space based on the numerical discretizations. We partially answer
the open problem proposed by [3].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 some useful notations and preliminaries are
introduced. In Section Bl we give an introduction on the LDP in general topological vector spaces,
and prove that {Br}rq satisfies an LDP on H". The weakly asymptotical preservations of LDP for
{Br}r>0 by the spectral Galerkin approximation and the further full discretizations based on the
temporal symplectic discretizations are given in Sections 4l and [Bl respectively. Section [f] generalizes
the LDP of {Br}r-0 to the case of complex-valued noises. Future work is discussed in Section [7

2. PRELIMINARIES

We begin with some notations. Throughout this paper, denote by H* = H*(0,7) and H*(0, 7; R),
the classical Sobolev space of complex-valued functions and the classical Sobolev space of real-valued
functions, respectively. In particular, denote H® = L2(0,m;C), H}(0,7) = {f € H'(0,7) |f(0) = f(7) =0},
UY = L?(0,m;R) and U' = H'(0,7;R). For a linear operator A from some Hilbert space onto itself,
let A\x(A) be the kth eigenvalue of A. For a complex number z, let Rz and Iz be its real part
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and imaginary part, respectively. And denote by ¢ the imaginary unit. Let (U, | - ||v, (-, )v) and
(H,|| - ||z, (-, -)m) be two separable Hilbert spaces. Then Lo(U, H) denotes the Banach spaces con-

1

2

sisting of all the Hilbert—Schmidt operators from U to H, with the norm HA||£2(U7H) = (Z;‘;l A f ||%I) ,

where { f; }ren is any orthonormal basis of U. Denote the real inner product by (f, g)p =R [ f(x)g(x)dz,
and the complex inner product by (f, g)¢ = [, f(x)g(x)dz for f, g € H.

For a given M € N, CM denotes the space of M-dimensional complex-valued vectors. Define
M
the inner product on C¥ by (u,v)r = > (RupRvk + SupSvy), and the norm by |lul| = \/{u, u)r
k=1
for any u = (uy,us,...,upn), v = (vi,v2,...,0n) € CM. R = O(hP) stands for |R| < ChP, for all
sufficiently small A > 0. f(h) ~ h? means that f(h) and h? are equivalent infinitesimal. For the
random variables X,Y, Var(X) denotes the covariance operator of X and Cor(X,Y’) denotes the
correlation operator of X and Y.
In order to investigate the stochastic Schrodinger equation (1), we introduce the definition

and properties of the noise. Let ex(z) = \/g sin(kx), then {e}ren forms an orthonormal basis

of both (HY, (-,")¢) and (U°, (-,-)r). Assume that @ is a nonnegative symmetric operator on U°
with Qe = npex for some non-increasing sequence {7 }ren. Then W has the expansion W (t) =
> k>1 VEBr(t)er. @ can be extended to HO by defining Qf = Q(Rf) +iQ(Sf) for every f € H°
and the extended operator is still denoted by @, if no confusion occurs. Noting that Ae;, = —k2es,

k=1,2..., we have that AQ = QA.
Let S(t) = €2 be the unitary Co-group generated by A. Throughout the paper, we assume that

Q% € Lo(U%,UY) and ug € H(0, ), then (LI admits a unique mild solution in H}(0,7) (see e.g.,

[11):
¢
u(t) = S(t)uo + ia/ S(t— s)dW(s). (2.1)
0
Next, we give some results about the property of the distribution of exact solution (2II). These
results are based on the following proposition.

Proposition 2.1. [Tl Proposition 4.28] Let W be a U-valued Q-Wiener process and NE,(0,T; LE)
denote the set
2

T
{(ID ([0, T x Q — ﬁg(Q%(U),H) O is predicable and E/ H(I)(S) o Q% ds < oo} ,
0

EQ(U,H)

where H is a separable Hilbert space. Assume that ®1, Py € ./\/}%/(O,T; L%), then the correlation
operators

V(t,s) = Cor(®y - W(t), s - W(s)), t,s €[0,T]

are given by the formula

tAs

V(t,s) = E/ Do (r)Q(P1(r))"dr.

0

Here, the operator V(t,s) is defined by
(V(t,s)a,b) y =E(P1 - W(t),a)y (P2 W(s),b)y, a,be H.
It follows from (2.1) that

u(t) = S(t)ug + ia/o (cos((t —s)A)) + esin((t — s)A)) dW (s)
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t t
= S(t)up — a/ sin((t — s)A)dW (s) + ia/ cos((t — s)A)dW (s)
0 0
=: S(t)ug — aWsin(t) + 1aWeos(t).
Noting that (f,g)gr = (Rf,Rg)p + (Sf, Jg)g, we have that for each h = Rh + iSh € HY,
(u(t), h)g = (S(t)uo, h)p — o (Wsin(t), Rh)g + o (Weos(t), Sh)p - (2.2)
Hence,
E (u(t),h)g = (S(t)uo, h)p - (2.3)
It follows from Proposition 2.1] that

Wan(t) ~ A <0, /0 "n?((t - S)A)st> W) ~ N (0, /0 o ((t - S)A)st> 24

Cor (Wiin(t), Weos(t)) = /0 sin((t — s)A) cos((t — s)A)Qds.

Using the above formulas and AQ = QA, one has

Var (u(t), h)p =a* </Ot sin?((t — s)A)QdsRh, §Rh>R + o? </Ot cos?((t — s)A)QdsSh, %h>

R
— 202 </t sin((t — s)A) cos((t — s)A)QdsRh, %h> . (2.5)
0 R
Since A is invertible, we have
/0 “sin?((t — $)A)ds = : /0 " — cos(2(t — $)A)) ds — g - A: Sin(2tA), (2.6)
/t cos?((t — 8)A)ds = %/t (I +cos(2(t —s)A))ds = % + A sin(2tA), (2.7)
0 0
t —1
/ sin(2(t — s)A)ds = AT [I — cos(2tA)]. (2.8)
0
Combining (2.8), [26), (Z7) and (2.8) leads to

_te?
2
— (A~ sin(2tA)QSh, Sh)

042
Var (u(t), h)g (QRh, Rh) + (QSh, Shg) — — [(A" sin(2tA)QRR, Rh)

2
el %<A‘1(I—cos(2tA))Q§Rh,%h>R. (2.9)

3. LDP FOR By OF STOCHASTIC LINEAR SCHRODINGER EQUATION

In this section, we study the LDP for { Br}r=o by means of the abstract Géartner—Ellis theorem.
As a corollary, we give the exponential tail estimate of the mass of (ILI]). Throughout this section,
let X be a locally convex Hausdorff topological vector space and X'* be its dual space.

3.1. Introduction on LDP. In this part, we recall some concepts upon LDP and useful theorems
and lemmas in studying the LDP of a family of probability measures. First we introduce the
definitions of rate function and LDP (see e.g., [3]).

Definition 3.1. A real-valued function I : X — [0,00] is called a rate function, if it is lower
semicontinuous, i.e., for each a € [0,00), the level set I71([—o0,a]) is a closed subset of X. If all
level sets I71([—o0,a]), a € [0,00), are compact, then I is called a good rate function.
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Definition 3.2. Let I be a rate function and {ji}eso be a family of probability measures on X. We
say that {p}teso satisfies an LDP on X with the rate function I if

(LDP1) limi(l)lfeln(ue(U)) > —inf I(U) for every open U C X,
e—

(LDP2) limsup e In(pc(C)) < —inf I(C) for every closed C' C X.
e—0

Analogously, we say that a family of random variables {Z }.~¢ valued on X satisfies an LDP
with the rate function [ if its distribution satisfies the lower bound LDP (LDP1) and upper bound
LDP (LDP2) in Definition for the rate function I.

Generally speaking, we need to investigate the logarithmic moment generating function and the
exponential tightness of {fi}e~0, when we derive the LDP of {uc}e~o. Especially, if the state
space X is finite dimensional, the existence of logarithmic moment generating function implies the
exponential tightness. However, when X’ is infinite dimensional, the exponential tightness of { i }e>o
can not be ignored.

Definition 3.3. [8, Page 8] A family of probability measures {u.} on X is exponentially tight if for
every a < 0o, there exists a compact set K, C X such that

limsupeln p (K5) < —a. (3.1)

e—0
Theorem 3.4. [8, Corollary 4.6.14] Let {uc}eso be an exponentially tight family of Borel probability
measures on X. Suppose the logarithmic moment generating function A(-) = lime_ €A, (-/€) is
finite valued and Gateaux differentiable, where A, (X) :=1In [, @ (dr), X € X*. Then {peteso
satisfies the LDP in X with the convez, good rate function A*(x) = sup {A(z) — A(N\)}.
AEX*

Theorem B.4] can be viewed as the abstract Gartner—Ellis theorem. The following two lemmas
are useful to derive new LDPs based on a given LDP. The first lemma is also called the contraction
principle, which produces a new LDP on another space based on the known LDP via a continuous
mapping. The second one gives the relationship between the LDP of {jic}e~o on X and that on the
subspaces of X.

Lemma 3.5. [8, Theorem 4.2.1] Let Y be another Hausdorff topological space, f : X — Y be a
continuous function, and I : X — [0,00] be a good rate function.

(a) For each y € ), define
) 2inf{I(z): 2 X, y=f@)}.

Then f(y) 18 a good rate function on ), where as usual the infimum over the empty set is

taken as oco. B
(b) If I controls the LDP associated with a family of probability measures {uc} on X, then I1(y)

controls the LDP associated with the family of probability measures { peo f _1} on Y.

Lemma 3.6. [8 Lemma 4.1.5] Let E be a measurable subset of X such that p.(E) =1 for all e > 0.
Suppose that E is equipped with the topology induced by X . If E is a closed subset of X and {fic}e>0
satisfies the LDP on E with the rate function I, then {uc}eso satisfies the LDP on X with the rate
function I(y) such that I(y) =1 on E and I(y) = co on E°.

Proposition 3.7. [8, Lemma 1.2.15] Let N be a fived integer. Then, for every al > 0,

N
lim sup € In (Z ai) = max limsupelna’.

e—0 ._ i=1,...,N -0
i=1
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Proposition 3.7 is an important tool in deriving (LDP1) and (LDP2). Furthermore, we need to
make use of the following proposition in stochastic calculus.

Proposition 3.8. [6, Propostition 1.13] Assume that é 1S a nonnegative symmetric operator on a
real separable Hilbert space H with finite trace. Let Ay > Ao > -+ > A, > --- be the eigenvalues
of Q. Define the determinant of (I — 26@) by setting det(I — 26@) = limy, oo [ [ (1 — 2eX;) =
[T (1—2eXg). Let p= N(0, Qv) be the symmetric Gaussian measure on H. Then for every € € R,

1-1/2
/ eE”m”%I/J(d;U) _ det(I — 26@)]
H

400, otherwise.

; L
, if € < 5y (3.2)

3.2. LDP for {Br}r-o. In this subsection, we show the LDP for {Br}r-o of (LI) by using
Theorem B4 where Br := UTT) with u(T") being the solution of (LIl at time 7. The regime
of Gértner—Ellis theorem is applicable to the real Banach space. Given that the exact solution
{u(t)}+>0 takes values in H 0. the space of complex-valued functions, we use the real inner product

to establish the LDP of {Br}7~o on HY.
Theorem 3.9. {Br}r~q satisfies an LDP on H® with the good rate function

1 2
Q el

HO

I = )@ . ifreQi(H),

00, otherwise,

where Q_% is the pseudo inverse of Q%.

Proof. We divide the proof into three steps.

Step 1: The logarithmic moment generating function of {Br}1r=0

For each A € H?, define the mapping N : H? — R by XN (x) = (x,A)g, © € H°. Then by Riesz
representation theorem, {\'},cpo forms the set of all real bounded linear functionals of HY, i.e.,
N emo = (HY)*. Since (u(t), \)g is Gaussian, it follows from (23] and (Z9) that

1 1
A()\/) = lim Tln E€T<BT’)‘>R = lim Tln E6<U(T),)\>R

T—o00 T—o00

~ lim & [E(u(T),A)R + %Var(u(T),A)R

T—oo T
2
:% ((QRA\, RN)g + (@SN, SA)p)
20 1 2
e, .

where we use the facts [|sin(tA)|zgoy < 1, [lcos(tA)[z(goy < 1 and A =1
Step 2: Ezxponential tightness of {Br}ro
In order to obtain the exponential tightness of { By }rsq (see Definition B3], it suffices to show that

there exists a family of compact sets { K }r~o such that

_IHL(HO)

1
lim limsup TIDP (Br € K}) = —oc. (3.4)

L=oo 700

Define K, = {f € H'|||f|lzn < L}. Then K is the compact set of H". Recall that u(T) =
S(T)up — aWgin(T') + 1aWeos(T). Thus

P (Br € Ki) = P ([u(T)[|g > LT)
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3

Since the first term in ([B.3]) is 0 for sufficiently large T', we only need to estimate the second and
third terms in (B3)).

Since Q2 € Lo(UY,UY), Q is also the finite trace operator on U'. Then we obtain from (2.6) that

Wein(T) ~ N (o, /Ot sin?((t — s)A)st> =N (o, (T—I - M) Q> on U,

<P (I8l > 57 ) + P (alWan(Dlor > ) + P (alWeuDlen > 57 ). 9

2 4
Further, it holds that

Wein(1) I A~ 'sin(2TA) L
~ 0,{z————— Uu-. 3.6
VT N( ’(2 a7 @ )on (3.6)
By Markov’s inequality, for each ¢ > 0,
TL Weain(T) \/— TL
P sin
(alWanDlln > ) = (H % )

(ol L) (550

Notice that Ag ((% — %) Q> = (% — Sinﬁif%) N = % (1 — Sm;;ﬁ )> me < e < . It
follows from Proposition that for each 0 < e < ﬁ,

L T e (D
< [det(I — 26Q)]"2 = C(e,Q), (3.8)

where we have used the fact that [det(] — 25@)]_% = (I, (1 — 2677k))_% is monotonically increas-
ing with respect to ny for every k = 1,2, ... Combining ([B.8]) with ([B.7)) yields

Nl

-

eL?

- (3.9)

TL ) 1 _erL?
hmsupTlnP a||[Wein (T )HU1>T ghmsupfln e 92 (C(e,Q) ) =—

T—o00 T—o00

In addition, it holds that

Wcos(T) I A1 sm(2TA) 1

Then A\ ((% + %) Q> — % (1 + Sin2(j2_£§2)) e < mr < n1. Analogous to the proof of (3.9),
one has that for 0 < e < ﬁ,

TL eL?
li l P W, > — | < ——.
msup 7 0P (aWon (Tl > 5 ) < 5

Combining (3.9), (310), (BE) and Proposition B.7] we obtain
eL? EL2} _el?

(3.10)

Tsoo 902" 9a2 9?2’

lim sup — T lnP(BT € K7) < max{
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Accordingly, we have

lim limsup ! InP (Br € Kf) = —o0, (3.11)
L—00 T_yoo 1
which proves the exponential tightness of { Br}ro.

It is verified that A()) is finite valued and Gateaux differentiable. In fact, A(X') is Fréchet
differentiable, and its Fréchet derivative is DA(N)(-) = %Z(Q)\, Jr. Due to Theorem B4, {Br}7r=0
satisfies an LDP on H with the good rate function A*. It remains to give the explicit expression
of the Fenchel-Legendre transform A* of A.

Step 3: The explicit expression of A*

Before giving the expression of A*, we recall the concept of reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS).
Let i be a centered Gaussian measure on a separable Banach space E. An arbitrary ¢ € E* can be

R 72
identified with an element of the Hilbert space L?(u) := L*(E, B(E), u;R). Denote by E* = W

the closure of E* in L?(u). Define a mapping J : E* — E by setting
Ie) = [ sputin), v g e T
Then the image H,, of J in E, H, = J(E*) is the RKHS of y with the scalar product

). T, = [ el@pi@n(da).
Further, if u = N(0, @) is a Gaussian measure on some Hilbert space H with @ being a nonnegative
symmetric operator with finite trace, then the RKHS H, of u is H, = Q%(H ) with the norm
lzll3, = ||C§_%x\|H We refer to [7, Section 2.2.2] for more details of the RKHS.

2
In our case, u = N(0,Q). The mapping J : (HO)*L ) — His

J(h) = / ch(2)u(dz).
HO
2
Then H, = J <(H 0)*L (M)> = Q% (HY). Tt follows from the properties of Gaussian measure that

2
HO '

[, ok uldo) = (@ Nz = @2
HO

2 1.2
Thus, A(N) = 2 QzA(

HO

= 9 ||X[|72 (- Recall that
A (z)= sup {N(z)—AN)}.
)\/G(HO)*
For a given # € HY if A*(z) < oo, then there exists a constant C(r) < +oco such that
N(z) < %2 HXH%Q(M + C(x). Define the linear functional z** on ((HO)*v H’”LQ(M)> C (H)"

z**(N) = N(x), for every N € (H°)*. Then we have sup *(N) < GF +Cx). It
NEHO), V]2 <1

means that z** is a bounded linear functional on ((H ), ||'HL2(M))' By Hahn-Banach theorem and

72 _ r2
the fact that <(HO)*7 ||"|L2(u)) is dense in (HO)*L (u), 2** can be uniquely extended to (HO)*L (M).

2
(In fact, for each X € (HO)*L (u)’ take X/, € (H?)* such that A, — X in the norm [l 2()- Then

the extended functional is 2**(\') = lim;,, o 2™*()\}).) The extended functional is still denoted by
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x**. In this way, for every x € H? satisfying A*(z) < +o00, we obtain a bounded linear functional

2

on (H 0)*L ®) Such that z**(\) = N(x) for each X' € (H”)*. By Riesz representation theorem,
g2 g2

there exists some h € (HO)*L ®) such that a**(N') = (N, h) 2, for each X' € (HO)*L )

N(z) = (N, h) 2, for each ' € (H°)*. Further, we have that

N(z) = /HO h(2)N (2)u(dz) = N </HO zh(z)u(dz)) = N(J(h)), v XN e (HY*

. Hence,

I
By the arbitrariness of X', x = J(h). Hence, A*(z) < 400 implies that € H, = J <(H0)*L (“)> _

Im(Q%), where Im(Q%) is the image of Q2.

72

On the other hand, if H® > x = J(h) for some h € (HO)*L (u), then

2
A*(x) = A*(J(h)) = N(Ih) - =V
@) =000 = s {N0) - G g,
2

_ / 2

= X:(‘gg)* {</\ ’h>L2(u) 4 H/\ HLQ(M)} :

Noting the continuity of (\', h) 2. — O‘TQ H)\’H%g(u) with respect to A’ in the norm [l £2(,), and that

2
((HO)*, H‘HLZ(M)) is dense in (HO)*L (M), we have
* 042 2
A (z) = sup (9, h>L2(u) By HgHLQ(u)
Ty
1 [a? 2 a?
< s {5 |G ol + 2 M| — ol |

geqamy - “

1 2
= 5 1hllz2,) -

Taking g = Zh leads to A*(z) > 2 ”h”%%u)' Thus, we obtain

* _ 1 2 _ 1 2 1 12
N (@) = = A2 = = lelfy, = = @72 - (3.12)
Finally we have
1 At |12 ) 1,0
At(z) = { @ m”HO’ it e Q2(0),
400, otherwise,
which completes this proof. O

Similar to the proof of [I, Proposition 3.1], we obtain E||u(T)|%0 = Ellug||3,0 + o*Ttr(Q), where
tr(Q) = Y poy k- Then, by Markov’s inequality, one has that for each R > 0 and sufficiently large
T
Bl _ C

T2R? -1
for some constant C' independent of T'. In what follows, we show that the probability of the tail
event of the mass [|u(T)||5,0 in (BI3) can be exponentially small. More precisely, by Lemma 3.5 and
Theorem 3.9}, we immediately obtain the LDP of {|| Br|| o}, which yields the following corollary.

P (| ()} > T2R?) < (3.13)
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Corollary 3.10. If Q) is an injection, then it holds that
(1) {lIBrllgo}psq satisfies an LDP on RT := [0, 400) with the good rate function

J(y) = — inf 121170, y = 0.
e, [0

(2) For every R >0 and € > 0, there is some Ty such that

P (Il > ) <o {7 (s - ). v TEmo G
y>
f .
and y11>1RJ( y) € (0,400)
Proof. (1) Since the mapping | - ||go : H® — RT is continuous, it follows from Lemma and
Theorem 3.9 that {||Br|| o}y satisfies an LDP on R* with the good rate function
J(y) = inf I(x) = inf I(x)
x€HO, ||x||Ho=y xEQ%(HO), ||x||H0:y
1 , 112
eI e
z€Q2 (H), ||z]l o=y
1 .
T I

1
0 _
seH? [[@3+] o=y

where we have used the assumption that () is an injection. This proves the first conclusion.

(2) Clearly, the set {z € HO, ‘Q%z

for every y > 0. Accordingly, iI>1fR J(y) < +oo for each R > 0. In addition, we claim J(y) > 0 for
y>

‘HO = y} is nonempty for every y > 0. Hence, J(y) < +0o0

each y > 0. In fact, if for some 39 > 0, J(yg) = 0, then there is a sequence {2, }neny € H? such
that HQ%zn o = U0 and lim ||z,| o = 0. Noting that Q% is a continuous operator, then we have
n—oo
1
Q%zn|
that a good rate function can achieve its infimum on every nonempty closed set (see e.g.,[8, Page
4]), we have that for each R > 0, there is some yr > R such that mf J(y) = J(yr) > 0. It remains

yo = lim = 0, which yields a contradiction. Hence, we prove the claim. Using the fact
n— o0

to prove ([B.14). Since {||Br|| o}, satisfies the LDP with the rate functlon J, we obtain that for
each fixed R > 0,

- 1 [u(T)]| o >
1 ~mp (M S p inf J
b < T - ~ inf J().

The above formula implies that for every € > 0, there is a Ty > 0 such that

1 [[u(T)]| o
— _— > < — > .
TlnP( 7o ZR)<-mtJy)+e YV T2T

Hence we have that

P (|w(T)||30 > T*R?) = <” (T)”HO >R> <exp{ <1nf J(y) — )} vV T >Tp.

y>R

This completes the proof. ]
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Remark 3.11. For sufficiently large L > 0, one can always find R and T such that T>?R? < L. Then
by @II) one has that P ([u(T)]l}0 = L) < P (I[u(T) 30 = T*R?) < exp {~T (inf,2r J(y) — o)}
This indicates that the probability of the tail event of the mass of (1) is exponentially small on a
sufficiently large time.

4. LDP FOR THE SPATIAL SPECTRAL GALERKIN APPROXIMATION

In the previous section, we derive the LDP of { By}~ for the continuous system (II]). In order
to obtain a valid approximation for the rate function I of {Brp}r~, we apply the spatial spectral
Galerkin method to (L), and study the LDP of {BM}7-q of spectral Galerkin approximation.
Here, Bé‘f[ is a discrete approximation of By, which will be specified later.

For M € N, we define the finite dimensional subspace H); := span {ey, ea,...,en} of (HY, (-,")¢)
and the projection operator Py : HY — Hy; by Py = 224:1(:17, ex)cer for each z € HY. Then Py
is also a projection operator from (U°, (-,-)g) onto Uy such that Pyx = ZkM:1<:E, er)rex for each
x € UY. Denote Ay = APy;. Using the above notations, we get the following spectral Galerkin
approximation:

duM (t) = iAyuM (t)dt + iaPydW (t),  t>0, (4.1)
’LLM(O) = Pyug € Hyy.

It is verified that (£1]) admits a unique mild solution on Hys given by
t
uM (t) = Sy (t)uM(0) + ia/ Syt — s)PryrdW (s), (4.2)
0

where Sy (t) = €M is the unitary Co-group generated by 4Aj;.
M
For the spatial discretization (II), we define BN = UT(T) which is viewed as a discrete ap-

proximation for Br. In what follows, we study the LDP of {B¥}7-¢ and whether {u™} /ey can
asymptotically preserve the LDP of Br.

4.1. LDP for {B:,M}T>0. Following the ideas of deriving the LDP of {Br}rso, in this part, we

give the LDP of {B}}r-o. For this end, we first consider the logarithmic moment generating

function AM(\) = Tlim % In E exp {T <)\, B:]FV[>R}, for each A € Hy;. Then, we study the exponential
—00

tightness of {B:]pw }r>o. Finally, by means of Theorem[3.4] we obtain the LDP of {B:]pw }r>0. Hereafter
we use the notation K(aq,...,a,) to denote some constant dependent on the parameters aq, ..., an,
but independent of T" and N, which may vary from one line to another.

Theorem 4.1. For each fized M € N, {BC]}/[}T>0 satisfies an LDP on H® with the good rate function

IM(.) given by

o=t o e O (HO

M(z)={ o Qu'w o if v € Q(HY), (4.3)
400, otherwise,

S
2

1 _1
where Qn = QPy and Q,f is the pseudo inverse of Q3; on Hyy, i.e., @,/ x = argmin {||z| go :
z

1
z € HM,QJQVIz:x} for every x € Hyy.



LDP 13

Proof. Noting that Sps(t) = cos(tAps) + ¢sin(tAyy), we have
T T
W (T) = Spy (TYM (0) — a / Sin((T — 8)Ang)PardW (s) + ia / cos((T — s)Anr) Pard W (s)
0 0

=: Sy (T)u™ (0) — aWA(T) + iaW(T). (4.4)

s

Notice that for each T > 0, WA(T) is a Gaussian random variable taking values on (Upy, (-, )r).

sin

By Proposition 1] the covariance operator Var (WM (T)) of WA(T) is

sin sin

T
Var(W2H(T)) = /0 sin?((T — s)An)Qurds

Qu [T
== [I —cos(2(T — s)Apr)] ds
0
A_l
= TgM — QM4 M sin(2TAyy), (4.5)
where Qs = QPyy. Similarly, we have that
W2L(T) ~ N(0, Var(WEL(T)))  on Uy (4.6)

with Var(W2(T)) = %+%QMAJ;} sin(2T'A ). And the correlation operator Cor (W2L(T), WAL (T))

cos sin cos
1S

Cor (WAN(T), WEL(T)) = QMfMl [I — cos(2TApr)] . (4.7)
For each A\ € Hys, we write it as A = R\ + ¢S\ with R\, SA € Upy. Then by (@A),
(W™ (T), N = (Su(T)u™(0), g — oo (Wih(T), RA) + o (WEL(T), SN )y, - (4.8)
Hence, we obtain
[E@™(T), \r| = |(Sa(T)u™ (0), \)r| < K(N). (4.9)
It follows from (d35]), (6], (A7) and (L8] that
Var(uM (T), \)g =a?Var <WS%(T), RA)p + o?Var <W£(T), SN
— 20 Var ((WiH(T), RA) . (WaL(T), SA) )
=a” (Var(Wal(T))RA, RA), + o (Var(W2L(T))SA, SN ),
— 202 (Cor(WAl(T), (Wak (T))RA, SA ),
ZOFTT (QuRN, RN\)p + QQTT (QuSN, SN — O‘; (QuAy sin(2T A )RA, RN )
- %2 (QuAy sin(2TAn) SN, SA)p — O‘; (QuAy; (I —cos(2TApr)) RA, SN )
::OFTT (QMRN, RN) + &TT (QuSA\, SN + R(T) (4.10)

with |R(T)| < K(M,\). Using (49]) and (£I10]), we have that, for every A € Hyy,

AM()\) = Thm % In E€T<BTIFVI’)\>JR = Thm % In Ee(uM(T)’)‘>R
—00 —00

— lim l (E <uM(T), )‘>R + %Var <uM(T), )‘>R>
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2

1 /a2 « o
=353 (QuRN, RN + > (QMSN, SA) R
2 1 2
@ 3
_ 2 gz A
4 @ HO

Analogous to the proof of (B12), we have
2

1 1
1 ||H~2 - 3
X = x ) if x € Hyp),
(AM) @) = sup {(na)— AN} = || 9] Qs (Hur)
ACH +00 otherwise.
Next, we show that {BCJ}/[}T>0 is exponentially tight. Define K, = {f € Hyr | || f|lgo < L}, then
K7, is the compact subset of Hys. It follows from ([4]) that
P (B} € K§)) =P (|u™(T)||go > LT)
TL TL TL
<P (s (0 lwo > 157 ) + P (WD > 22 ) + P (WA Dllo > 57) . (410

3
By (3]), we have

WM (T I A7}l sin(2TA
R

Hence, we obtain

wM(T) 1 sin(2Tk?) 1 sin(2Tk?)
V _ s/ e e —— = — 1 _—— — 1 2 “ee .
)\k ( ar ( ﬁ >> (2 AT k2 Nk 2 2T k2 M < Mk, k PE=D) 71‘4

For every 0 < e < ﬁ, it follows from Proposition that
sin

{ il 2}:[det(f_zgvar<W>)f<[det<f_2gQM>]— _ e @u).

o VT
The above formula yields
2
TL eTL?
P <aHWS%(T)HUo > ?> =P (exp {&7 T UO} > exp{ 92 })
Wi (T)

_eTL? )
<e 9?2 Eexp<e =

VT

Wan(T)

N

W(T)

2 _eTL?
<e 92 Cg,Qu). (4.13)
UO

Similarly, one has

eTL?

TL
P (oMl > 5 ) < FECe Qu) (.14
According to Proposition B, (£13) and (£I4]), we have

eL? 0 ce 1
—_— E —_
902’ 2n,

where we have used the fact that P (||Sa (T)ud! || g0 > T—?’L) = 0 for sufficiently large T'. Then, we
obtain

1
lim sup T InP (B%/[ € K7) <

T—o00

1
lim limsup T InP (B} € Kf) = —o0,

L—=oo 700
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which implies the exponential tightness of {B:]p\/[ }T>0‘

Notice that AM(-) is Fréchet differentiable and DAM (\)(-) = %2 (QumA, ) for each A € Hyy. Then

it follows from Theorem [3.4] that {Bé‘! satisfies an LDP on H); with the good rate function

}T>O
2

o4 tocol
TM(x):(AM)*(x): aZ QMx HO’ lfxEQM(‘H;M)?
+00, z € Hy \ Qf(Hu).

Clearly, Hys is the closed subspace of H and for each T > 0, P(B%/[ € HM) = 1. Thus, using

1 1
Lemma 3.6 and the fact Q2,(Hn) = Q2,(H), we conclude that { B} satisfies an LDP on HY
with the good rate function

}T>0

2 1
, ifx e QJQW(HO),

1
1 2
IM(.Z') = a? QM r HO
400, otherwise.

O

4.2. Weakly asymptotical preservation for the LDP of {Br}7r~¢. In the last subsection, we
obtain the LDP for {B¥}r-¢ of the spectral Galerkin approximation {u™ (T)}r~o. It is natural
to consider whether IV converges to I pointwise as M tends to infinity. In [3], authors give the
definition of asymptotical preservation for the LDP of the original system, i.e., the discrete rate
functions of numerical methods converge to that of the original system in the pointwise sense. In

1
our case, since generally Q3,(H") G Q% (H?), it can not be assured that I converges to I pointwise.

However, the sequence {Q%\/[(HO)} of sets converges to Q% (H°) by the fact lim Q%Wa: = Q%x
MeN M—o0
for each € HO. It is hoped that I™ is a good approximation of I when M is large enough. Thus,
we give the following definition.

Definition 4.2. For a spatial semi-discretization {u™}yen of (L), denote B = % . Assume
that {Bé‘f[}T>0 satisfies an LDP on H with the rate function I for all sufficiently large M. Then

we say that {uM}yren weakly asymptotically preserves the LDP of { B}y if for each x € Q%(HO)
and € > 0, there exist xg € H® and M € N such that

|z — 2ol o <&, [I(z) — IM(a:O)| <e, (4.15)
where I is the rate function of {Br}ro.

Theorem 4.3. For the spectral Galerkin approximation (@I), {uM bvien weakly asymptotically
preserves the LDP of {Br}rso, i.e., (13 holds.

Proof. This problem is discussed in the following two cases.

Case 1: There are infinitely many 0 in {ny }ren, i.€., for somel € N,y > g1 =myo =+ =0.
For this case, () degenerates to a finite-rank operator. If M > [, then 3y = Q. Hence, it holds
that 1M (z) = I(z) for every x € H°, which implies (@I5]). We say that {u™} y7en exactly preserves
the LDP of {Bp}r-q for this case (see [3, Definition 4.1]).

Case 2: There are finitely many 0 in {n }ren-

Notice that for each finite M € N, 1 > my > --- > nyr > 0. We denote y = Q_%x and define
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1
xy = QY. Further, we have
_1 1
Q\f v =argmin {HZHHO cz€Hy, Qiyz= xM}
z

=argmin {HzHHo : 2z € Hyy, Q%z = Q%PMy}
4

=argmin{||z||go : z € Huyr, /M2, ex)c = Ve (y,ex)c, k=1,2..., M}
z

=Pny.

The above formula yields

1
: M _ : 2 2 _
Jim (Y () = 1) = = T [Pyl — lyl] =0. (416)

In addition, it holds that
1 1 1
. L Lo i1
Jim ozy = lm Qfy = lim PyQry=Q2y = (4.17)
Thus, it follows from ({I6]) and [@I7) that for each z € Q%(H 9) and € > 0, there exist sufficiently
1
large M and 2o = Q}, (Q_%:E> such that (ZI5]) holds.
Combining Case 1 and Case 2, we complete the proof. O

Remark 4.4. As is seen in the proof of Theorem[{.3, for every x € Q%(HO) and sufficiently large
1
M, IM(QfV[Q_%x) is a good approximation of I(x).

5. LDP BY SPATIO-TEMPORAL FULL DISCRETIZATION

In this section, we investigate the LDP for the full discretizations, spatially by the spectral
Galerkin method and temporally by the symplectic methods or non-symplectic ones. We show that
the full discretization weakly asymptotically preserves the LDP of { By }7~¢ when using a symplectic
method in temporal direction, while it does not share this property for a temporal non-symplectic
method. These results indicate that the modified rate function of the full discretization, based on

the spatial spectral Galerkin method and a temporal symplectic method, is a good approximation
of I.

5.1. Full discretization. Since the spectral Galerkin approximation {uM (t)};>o takes values in
Hyy, it holds that u™(t) = M, <uM(t),ek>(c ex. Denote UM(t) = (<uM(t),el>C,<uM(t),eg>C
e (M (e), eM>C)T. Let UMk(t) be the kth component of UM (t). Tt follows from (@I that
AUMK (1) = —ik2UM*(t)dt + day/mpdBi(t),  k=1,2,..., M.
Then, we obtain a CM-valued SDE
AUM(t) = - MUM(t)dt + 10 QdB (1),

where M = diag (1,22,...,M?) € RM*M 9 = diag (\/m, /72, -, /ar) € RM*M “and B(t) =
(B1(t), B2(t), ..., Bu ()T € RM. Further, using the notation UM(t) = PM(t) + iQM(t) with

PM(t) = RUM () and QM (t) = SUM(t), we obtain a 2M-dimensional stochastic Hamiltonian
System

dPM(t) = MQM (t)dt,
dQM(t) = —MPM(t)dt + aQdB(t), (5.1)
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which is equivalent to the system (@) with (u(¢), ek>(c = PME(t) 4 4QM*(t), where PM* and
QM+ are the kth arguments of PM and QM respectively. Hence, in order to obtain the numerical

method for (41]), we only need to consider discretizing the equivalent system (G.1I).
Denote by {(pﬁ/[,qy)}neN the numerical approximation of {(P(t), QM(t))}t>0. Let F' be the

linear function from CM to H° defined by
M
F(z):z,zkek, Vo oz=1(z1,22,...,2M) e CM, (5.2)
k=1

Then we obtain the numerical solution {u},cn with u? = F(pM + ig). Further, we define

M
B]J‘\fl = ?V—NT (see [3]), where 7 is the temporal stepsize. Then B]J‘\fl is a discrete approximation of
Br. To give the LDP for {B%I}NeN, our idea is to first investigate the LDP of {A%’}NeN, where

M ; M
AN = pN;:qN . Then noting that BY = F(AY), combining the LDP of {AY} yen on CM and the
contraction principle (Lemmal[3.5]), we derive the LDP of { B3} yen. More precisely, we divide (5.1)

into the following M subsystems

d <gg:g;> _ g2 <_01 é) (Zﬁzﬁg) dt + a <$> dBe(t),  k=1,2,..., M, (5.3)

where o, = ay/mi, k=1,2,..., M. For each k € {1,2,..., M}, we consider the general numerical
method in the following form

pnM_{_Ii CL11(]€2T) CL12(]€2T) pﬁ/[’k bl(k27')
= + ag 55k,n, (5.4)
qi/ilf agl(lﬁ27') agg(lﬁ27') q%’k bg(lﬁ27')

where 005y, = Br(tht1) — Bi(tn) with ¢, = n7, n = 1,2,..., and functions a;j, b; : (0,00) = R,
i,j = 1,2 are determined by a concrete method. In addition, we require b3(h) + b3(h) # 0 for all
sufficiently small h. Hence, we finally obtain the numerical solution {(pﬁ/[ ,qM )}n N generated by

(B4), with (pyj‘f’k, q%k) being the kth component of (pM,¢M), n = 1,2,.... By defining functions
an(h) alg(h) bl(h)
A(h) = , B(h) = , vV h>0, (5.5)
agl(h) a22(h) bg(h)
we rewrite (5.4) as
M.k M,k
pn+1 Pn
= A(k?7) + . B(k*7)6Br.m, n=0,1,2... (5.6)
M.k M,k
qn+1 dn

v Mk | s Mk
with py" " +igy " = (uM(0), ex) -

Next we introduce some concrete temporal discretizations taking the form (G5.6]).
Example 5.1 (Midpoint Scheme). Applying midpoint scheme to [A1]) yields

1. .
unM+1 = unM + 517'AM (unM + unM+1) + ta Py oWy, n=20,1,2...,

with

1 4—h%  4h 2 h
1 . 1 N
A(h).—4 h2< AL 4 h2>’ B(h).—4 h2<2>’ vV h>0.

Here Wy, := W (tp41) — W (tn).
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Example 5.2 (Exponential Euler Method). The exponential Euler method for (1) is

u,%l = Sy (T)uM + 1Sy (1) Par oW, n=0,1,2...,

N e N ) T U G A T

with

Example 5.3 (Backward Euler-Maruyama Method). The backward Euler—Maruyama method for
@I) reads
u%H = u% + 'iTAMu%H + ta Py oWy, n=20,1,2...,

with

A3(h)::r1h2<_1h if) B?’(h)::ﬁ(}ll), v h>o.
Next, we give our main assumptions on functions A and B, which will be used to derive the LDP
of {B%I}NeN.
Assumption 1. There is some hy > 0 such that
4det(A(h)) — (tr(A(R))* >0, ¥V h<hy,
where tr(A) and det(A) denote the trace and the determinant of A, respectively.

We will use Assumption [I]to give the general expression of the method (5.4]), following the idea
of [3].
Assumption 2. There is some hy > 0 such that for all h < hy, det(A(h)) = 1.

One can show that the numerical method generated by (5.4]) is symplectic if and only if Assumption
holds. In fact, {(p}, ¢ )}n cn generated by (B.4)) is symplectic for all sufficiently small 7 > 0 if

and only if for all sufficiently small 7 > 0, dp%l A dq%rl = dpM AN dgM, ie.,

M M
M.k M.k
E dp, 1 Ndg, 1 = E dpﬁ/l’k/\dq%’k, n=12,...
k=1 k=1

According to (B.4), it holds that dpf\l/i]i A dqi\i’lf = (a11(k*1)age (k*1) — a12(k*1)as (k1)) dphF A

dqi\f[ k. Hence, the method generated by (5.4]) is symplectic for all sufficiently small 7 > 0 if and
only if for all sufficiently small 7 >0, k=1,2,..., M,

a11(K*7)aga (K1) — a1a(k*1)ag (K*7) = 1,
which is equivalent to that there is some hg > 0 such that
a1 (h)aga(h) — ai2(h)ag (h) =1, Y h < hg,
i.e., Assumption [2] holds.
Assumption 3. There exist some n € (0,1) and some hg > 0 such that
le(h)| < (1 —n)v/a(h)b(h), vV h < hs.
Here, functions a, b, ¢: (0,00) — R are defined by
a =(a11b1 + a1abs — b1)? + bi(a11br + a12b2) (2 — tr(A)),
b =(ag1by — ai1by + bo)? — bo(as by — ay1be)(2 — tr(A)),
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1 1
c=3 (ag1by — a11b2) bitr(A) + bibe <§(tT(A))2 - 1>

1
— (@11b1 + a12b2) (a21b1 — a11b2) — 5'51”(14) (a11b1 + aq2b2) bo.

Assumption [B] is used to give the explicit expression of the rate functions of {A% tnen and
{BM}Nen. In fact, a(h),b(h) > 0 for sufficiently small h, whose proof is similar to those of Lemmas
3.2 and 5.1 in [3]. In addition, we have the following property.

Remark 5.4. Under Assumption[d, c = “15922 [a12b% — a1 b? + biba (a11 — (122)] )

This is because under Assumption [2| det(A) = aj1a22 — aj2a21 = 1. Then it follows that

1 1
c :b% <§a21tr(A) — a11a21> + b% <a11a12 — 50,12‘61‘(14))

1
+ b1bsy |:§ (tr(A))2 —1- (a12a21 - a%l) — CL11tI‘(A)j|
2 1 2 1
=by §a21tT(A) —ajia | +b5 | ar1ain — §a12tr(A)

1
+ b1b2 [5(@1 — ag)? + aj1ass — aypan — 1}

a1l — a2
2

When we investigate the LDP of {B% }Nen via temporal non-symplectic methods, we give the
following assumption (see [3]).

[a12b3 — a2 b3 + biba (a11 — an)] .

Assumption 4. There is some hy > 0 such that for all h < hy, det(A(h)) < 1.

In addition, when investigating the asymptotical preservation of {uﬁ/[ } MneN for the LDP of

{Br}p-q» we give the following assumption concerning the convergence of the numerical method.
Assumption 5. |a1; — 1| + |ags — 1| + |a12 — k| + |ag1 + h| = O(R?), and |bi| + |by — 1| = O(h).

One can prove that under Assumption [5] {(pnM , qﬁ/‘[ ) }n N corresponding to (B.4]) has at least first
order convergence in mean-square sense. For more details, one refers to [3].

It is verified that the methods in Examples 1 and 2 are symplectic satisfying Assumptions
and Bl And the method in Example 3 is non-symplectic satisfying Assumptions [l and [4]

To characterize the asymptotical preservation of {u} Mnen for the LDP of {Br}rso, we give
the following definition (see [3] for the similar definition).

Definition 5.5. For a spatio-temporal full discretization {ul } s nen of (LII) with temporal stepsize

T, denote B% = ?\/—%i Assume that for each fixred M € N, {B%}NeN satisfies an LDP on H® with

the rate function IM7™. We call I%{;; = IIZ'T

to weakly asymptotically preserves the LDP of {Br}r=o if for each x € Q%(HO) and € > 0, there
exist zo € H°, M > 0 and 7 > 0 such that

the modified rate function. Then {uM}nrnen is said

| — ol go < &, I(z) — IM7(20)| < e. (5.7)

mod

With the above preparation, we give our main results of this paper. That is, for the full dis-
cretization {u} s neny with vl = F(pM + igM), where {pM, ¢M} a1 nen is the numerical solution
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corresponding to (B.4]), when the temporal discretization is symplectic, it weakly asymptotically pre-
serves the LDP of {Br}r~¢, while it does not possess this property for a temporal non-symplectic
discretization.

Theorem 5.6. If Assumptions [, [ and [3 hold, then

(1) For each fired M € N with nyy > 0, we have that for all sufficiently small stepsize T,
{B%}NeN satisfies an LDP on H° with the good rate function given by

IM,T(:E)
7(4—(tr(A(K%7)))?
P 4[a(kg'r)b(k2'r)—cz(kZT))}aﬁ [b(R*T) (R (=, ex)c)® + alk?7)(S (2, ex)c)?
- + 2c(K*T)R (2, ep)c S (@, ep)c |, if v € Hyy, (5.8)
400, otherwise.

(2) For each fited M € N withny > 0, {ul } yen asymptotically preserves the LDP of {BM }r~o,
i.e., the modified rate function satisfies

lim 17 () = 1M (). (5.9)

70 mod
(3) {ud}prnen weakly asymptotically preserves the LDP for { Br}rso of (L), i.e., (B.1) holds.

Theorem 5.7. If Assumptions[dl and[{] hold, then for each M € N, {B%}NeN satisfies an LDP
on H® with the good rate function

T 0, ifo =0,
() = {

400, otherwise.

Moreover, {u}}r1nen can not weakly asymptotically preserve the LDP for {Br}rso of (1)), i.e.,
1) does not hold.

For the method in Example 1, we have that for each M € N, there is sufficiently small 7,
{BM} e satisfies an LDP on H? with the good rate function

- 272 _1 . 1
Y ‘<I+ m) Qufall it € Q3,(Ho),
1 (x) =

00, otherwise.

Hence, lin%)IfwT;;d(a;) = lim0 M7 (z)/r = IM(z) for each z € HO. In addition, for each h > 0,
T—=0 & T—

Assumptions [1] and 2 hold. These verify that midpoint scheme satisfies both the conditions and
the first conclusion of Theorem Finally, combining Theorem B3], we have that the full dis-
cretization spatially, by a spatial Galerkin method and temporally by the midpoint scheme, weakly
asymptotically the LDP of {Bp}r~o.

Next we give the rate functions of { B4/} yen when using the methods in Examples 1-3.

e Midpoint Scheme
The rate function of {BY } ey is

2 A2
TAY,

_1 1
A1 2 if 2 (H,
I{\J;r(x) _Jaz ( + — ) QM Zil, S QM( 0)7

00, otherwise.
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e Exponential Euler Method
The rate function of {BM} ey is

1 1
QT if v € Q3,(H,
[5\477—(1’) _ a2 QM ) QM( 0)7
~+00, otherwise.
In particular, we note that if @ is a finite rank operator, i.e., there is [ € N such n;;1 =
Mo = --- =0, then Ié’:nod = I. This indicates when noise takes values in finite dimensional
space, this full discretization preserves exactly the LDP of { By }r-o.

e Backward Euler—-Maruyama Method
The rate function of {BY} e is

IMJ(JI) _ 0, if z =0,
3 ~+00, otherwise.

5.2. Proof of Theorem In this part, we consider the LDP of {BYM}nen for the full dis-
cretizations of ([ILI]), spatially by the spectral Galerkin method ([@I]) and temporally by symplec-
tic methods. To this end, we let Assumption [2] hold throughout this part. Firstly, for every

fixed k£ € {1,2,..., M}, we derive the limit Ag(z) := ]\}im %lnEexp{% <z,p%’k+iq%’k>R}
— 00

for z € C, to give the expression of the logarithmic moment generating function AM7(X) =
A}i_l)n@%lnEexp {N <)\, A%’>R} of {A%’}NeN. Then using Theorem [B.4] we obtain the LDP of

{AM} yen for symplectic methods. Further, the contraction principle (Lemma[3H]) leads to the LDP
of {BM} nen with BY := F(AY). Finally combining the convergence condition (Assumption [5),
we prove that {ul} MneN weakly asymptotically preserves the LDP of {Br}7s0, which completes
the proof of Theorem

Lemma 5.8. If Assumptions [1l and [2 hold, then for each fired M € N, we have that for all
sufficiently small stepsize T,

M M 2
AMTO) =3 A ) =Y #’;wk) {a(k27) (RA)? + b(K27) (Sh)? — 2c(k2T)RAS A ),
k=1 k=1

(5.10)
where a, b, ¢ are given in Assumption[3. Moreover, A7 is finite valued and Gateaux differentiable.
Proof. For each A = (A1, Aa,..., \ar) € CM | we have

M M
. Mk | . Mk M.,k M.k
<)\,p%[ + zq%>R = Z <)\k,pN’ +iqy’ >R = Z (%)\kpN’ + SAkqy’ ) .
k=1 k=1

Thus, the logarithmic moment generating function for {Af‘v/[ ven is

AMT(X) = ]\}l—rfloo % In E exp {N <)\,AJ]‘V/1>R}

N—oo

M
L 1 1 M.k M.k
= ]\}1_{%0 N In E exp {kg_l - (?R)\kpN + SA\kqy ) }

o 1 .
= lim NlnEeXp{;<)\,p%+“]J]\\;[>R}
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M
) 1 1 M,k M,k
:]\}I_IS)ONIHHEGXP{; (?R)\kpN + S\eay )

.1 1 M,k M,k
lim N In E exp {; (%AkpN + S\eay > }
Ak (Ak), (5.11)

where we have used the fact that {( an, qi\f[ k)} . k=1,2,...,M, are mutually independent
ne
stochastic processes as a result of the independence of {5y (t)}i>0, k =1,2..., M.
To acquire the expression Ag(:), we need to give the general formula of {( Mk,qy k)}
neN

(Hereafter, we always fix some k € {1,2,..., M} without extra statement). It follows from the
recurrence formula (5.6]) that
pnt (™ n-1 o
= (A(K*7)) +ap Y (AED)"7T B T)Br;,  n=0,1,2...
M,k M,k —
gn 90 J
Let 6y € (0,7) be the parameter such that
tr(A(k? 4det(A A(k2T)))?
o) — AT /T S CE GG
det(A(k%T)) det(A(k:27'))
Then under Assumption [I] one has (also see [3, Sect. 3]) that for sufficiently small 7,
—det(A(K®7))a% | + ai (K*1)ak arz(k>T)ak
(A(sz))n = ,
agl(k‘27')dlri dlri—l—l — an(k’ T) Ifl

n—1
where 6% = [det(A(k?7))] 2 sin(nfy)/sin(6y). In this way, we obtain the following expression of
the general formula of {( M, k, qﬂ/[ k)}
neN

. Mk | - Mk
pMk = det(A)ak_lp g ak (a11p0 T taaq >

+ak2[ det(A n 9 ]b1+(a11b1+a12b2) 1 ]} 55k,] (5.13)

and

Mk Ak Mk | ~k Mk k Mk
qn " =a210,py " + Gy i1qg T — a110p,q,

n—1

k) [(aﬂbl —anba)dy_i_; + 52542_]'] 0Bk, (5.14)
j=0
where det(A), a;j,b;, i,7 = 1,2, are computed at k7. For convenience, when no confusion occurs,
we always omit the argument k%7 of det(A), a;j,b;, i,j = 1,2.
Since Assumption [2] holds,
tr(A(k%7))
2 b

sin(@k) — \/4 — (tr(A(sz)))27 &

e sin(nfy)
2 n

= . (5.15)

cos(B) = sin(0y)
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It follows from (5.13)), (5.14) and (5I5]) that

Ep%[’k =—ak_1p, oF ok <a11p0 +a12q(])\4’k)
1 . ) M,k
:sin(Hk) [— sin((N — 1)0k) " 4 sin(N6y,) <a11p0 + ai2q )} (5.16)
and
EqJA\?[ —alfv+1qo * Al <a21p0 - allq(])v[’k)
1
=— [sm((N + 1))l "t sin(N6y) (aglpév[ —angy" k)] . (5.17)
sin(f0)
In addition, we obtain
N-1 )
Var(p%k) :TOéi [—@]fv_g_jbl + (a11b1 + algbg)@]fv_l_]}
5=0
ra2 =
= (67 sin®((j — 1)0k) + (a11by + ax2b2)” sin®(j6),)
sin®(0y,)

=0
—2(&11[)1 + algbg)bl sin(j@k) sin((j — 1)9k)] .
Using the fact 2sin(«) sin(8) = cos(a — 3) — cos(a + (), we have

T2 N
Var(p%k) _mig(@k) [b% + (allbl + a12b2)2 — 2(&11[)1 + a12b2)61 COS(@k)] + Ri(k), (5.18)
where
2 N- 2 2
T bi a11b1 + a12b . .
Rl(k}) = Sln Zk Z |:——COS( (] — 1)9k) ( 17 5 12 2) COS(2]9k) + (allbl + algbg)bl COS((Q] — 1)9k) .

By the facts Y, cos((2n -+ 1)0) = =HEZGED and YT, cos((2n)6) = SHELEE=E,

Zj-\f:_()l cos(2(5 — 1)) ‘ ‘Z] "y COs 2j9k)‘ < K(71, M) (Recall that we use the notation K (7, M) to

denote the constant dependent on 7, M, but independent of N). Hence, we obtain |R;| < K (1, M).
Similarly, one has

T2 N
2sin?(6;,)
with |Ry| < K(7, M), and

Var(qj‘v/[ k) [b% + (a21b1 — a11b2)2 + 2(&21b1 — allbg)bQ COS(@k)] + Ry (5.19)

TOZkN
 2sin2(6y,)
—(a11b1 + a12b2)(a21b1 - anbg) — (a11b1 + a12b2)b2 COS(@k)] + Rs3 (5.20)

with |R3| < K (1, M). Tt follows from (5.16) and (5.17) that

Cor(py*,gn"*) = [(a21b1 — a11b2)b1 cos(Oy) + b1ba cos(20;)

(E <)\k,p]1‘\/}[’k n z'qj‘v”v’f>R‘ - ‘%AkEp]A\/}”k + INEF| < K (M 0. (5.21)

Further, (518), (519) and (5.20) give
Var <)\k,p%’k + iq% k>R
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:(%)\k)2Var(p%’k) + (%)\k)2Var(q]]\\;[’k) + 2R SA . Cor (p%’k, q%k)

T2 N (R )?
:M [b% + (allbl + a12b2)2 — 2(a11b1 + algbg)bl COS(Qk)]
2sin”(0y,)
2N S\ 2
w [05 + (ag1b1 — a11b2)® + 2(agiby — ar1ba)b cos(6y)]
2sin”(0y)
RAL A 2N
— M [(a21b1 — allbg)bl COS(@k) + blbg COS(QHk)
sin®(6y)

—(a11b1 + a12b2)(az21b1 — a11b2) — (a11b1 + a12b2)be cos(by)] + R (5.22)

with |R| < K (7, M, \). Noting <)\k,p%’k + iq%[’k>R is Gaussian, we have that for each A\, € C,

) 1 1 Mk | - Mk
Ar(Ag) = lim NlnEexp{;<)\k,pN +iqy >R}

N—oo

.1 /1 Mk | . Mk 1 Mk | . Mk
= lim N(;E</\k7pN + 19y >R+2—7_2V31'<)\k7p]v + gy >]R

N—00
2 R 2
= 0%(7210 [b% + (allbl + a12b2)2 — 2(a11b1 + algbg)bl COS(@k)]
47 sin”(0y,)
2 S\ 2
M [b% + (a21b1 — CL11[)2)2 + 2((121[)1 — allbg)bg COS(@k)]
47 sin”(0y;)
RS2
- w [(ag1b1 — a11b2)by cos(6y) + biba(2 cos(6)* — 1)
27 sin”(6y,)
—(a11b1 + a12b2)(a21b1 — a11b2) — (a11b1 + a12b2)b2 COS(Qk)] . (5.23)
Then, noting that tr(A(k?7)) = 2cos(f}), we rewrite (5.23)) as
2
Ar() = ——k La(k2r) (RA)? + b(k2T) (SMe)? — 26(K2r)RASA ) - (5.24)
47 sin”(0y,)

By (GI00), we get the expression (5.10).

In addition, for each X, z € CM, the Gateaux derivative of AM7™ is given by

M 2
GAMT(N)(2) =) ai'; [2a(K*T )R\ Rz, + 2b(K°T) SN Sz — 20(k*T) (RAeS 2, + SAeR2p)] -
= 47sin”(0y)

0

According to Theorem B4] in order to give the LDP of {AY}yen, it remains to show that
{A%[ }ven is exponentially tight. As is mentioned in Section Bl we will use the finiteness of logarith-
mic moment generating function to derive the exponential tightness. In fact, we have the following
lemma.

Lemma 5.9. If Assumptions [1 and [2 hold, then for each fixed M € N, we have that for all
sufficiently small stepsize T, { AN }nen satisfies an LDP with the good rate function (AM7)*(2) =
sup {(A,z)p — AMT(N)}.

AeCM

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma [5.8 that for each A € CM

AMT(X) = Jim % InEexp {N (X, AY ), } < oc. (5.25)
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In particular, we take A = (0,...,0,1,0,...,0) in (525]) with 1 being its kth component. Then we
obtain

. 1 M.k
Cop = J\}l—{noo N In Eexp {N?RAN } < 00, (5.26)

where A?V/‘[’k is the kth argument of AY. Taking A = (0,...,0,—1,0,...,0) in (5.25) with —1 being
its kth component yields

N 1 M.,k
Gro = Jim — 1nEexp{ NRAY } < . (5.27)

For each L > 0, using Markov’s inequality one has

M.k L M.k NL NL M.k
- — ’ - < - )
<§RA > 2M> =P (exp{N?RAN } >exp{2M}> exp{ 2M}Eexp{N§RAN }
and

<§RA < —m> =P <exp{—N§RAN } > exp{zM}> < exp{—m} Eexp{—N%AN }

Hence, ([£.20]) leads to

mr L L
)< 4
hjl\]fnsulenP <§RA > Wi Wi Ch,15

and (5.27) leads to

. 1 Mk L L
1 —InP | RAy —_— )<=
%njipN n < < 2M> 2M+Ck2

Combining the above formulas and Proposition 37, we have

wr L L L L
) < _ .2
hZI;l—)Sélop I lnP <\§RA | > Spf ) S maxq —5or + Cp1, — oYY + (k2 ET; + Cs (5.28)

with ¢, = max{(y 1, (k2}. By taking A = (0,...,0,%,0,...,0) (resp. A= (0,...,0,—%,0,...,0)) in
(525]) with % (resp. —t) being its kth component, and repeating the above procedure, we have

L L
- [ Mk) < o " 2
lljlvllj(l)lolenP <]\SA | > 2M> Wi + (s (5.29)

for some ¢}/ < oo.
Further, it holds that for every k =1,2,..., M,

L L
M.k M.,k M.k
_ < Cx
(HA H> > P<’§RA ’>2M> P<’ Ay ’>2M>
which together with (B.28)), (5.29) and Proposition 3.7 yields
. 1 M.k L L
’ < .
lljrélsup N InP <HAN H > ) Wi + (g, (5.30)

with ¢, = max{(},(/'}. For L > 0, define K, = {z € CM : ||z|| < L}, which is a compact subset of
CM. Then it holds that

Py e k) =P (] > 1) <2 (|| > 1) <p (U {0 > )
<Sop (- ). o
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Substituting (.30) into (531]) and using Proposition 3.7} one has

L
li —lPAM K§) < —— :
N P AN € KLY S mopp e O

Then, one immediately has

hm hmsup —InP (A S KE) = —00,

L=oo Nooo N
which implies the exponential tightness of {AY } yen. By Lemma [5.8] the exponential tightness of
{AM} nven and Theorem B3] we complete the proof. O

Lemma 5.10. Let Assumptions [, [2 and [3 hold. For each fixed M € N with ny; > 0, we have
that for all sufficiently small stepsize T,

X T (4 (t(AK®T)))?)
2

(WD) = 2 e — et

5 [BE2T)(Rzk)? + a(k*7)(S2)* + 2c(k27) Rz S ] -
@

k=1
(5.32)
Proof. Tt follows from (G.I0) that the Fenchel-Legendre transform of AM7™ is
(AM7)*(2) = sup {{A,z)p — AMT(N)}
AeCM
M
= sup sup --- sup {Z (Ms 2)p — Ak()\k)}
A1 €C X2eC A eC =1
M M
:Z sup {()\k,zk> — Ak )\k Z l: Zk (533)
=1 €C k=1

According to (5.24),
Ay (z) = sup {{Ap, 2ze)r — Ae(Ae)}

AeC
2
Y

s (60) [a(k27) (RAR)? + b(k7) (SAk)? — 2e(k2T) RAS AL }

= sup {?R)\k%zk + SN Sz, —
(RA, g ) ER2

2
= sup {(?Rzk):n + (Szk)y — 497]; [a(k27)$2 + b(k>1)y? — 26(k‘27'):17y] }
(m,y)€R2 T S11 (Qk)
=: sup fi(z,y).
(z,y)€R?

Under Assumption Bl if 7 is sufficiently small, then for each k =1,2,..., M, z,y € R,

2c(k2T)xy 2./ a(k27T)b(k?7)|xy| a(k*1)z? + b(k%7)y?

st oy | < T i )x2+b(/<:2 w2 = T o)y

:1_777

which implies 1 — a(kﬁ;i’;i?@%ﬂyz > 7 for every x, y € R. Then, we have

lim  fi(z,y) = lim (a(k‘27’)az2 + b(kQT)y2) {a((kfj’];;z j: g)(%;fj?;yz

(x,y)—)oo ( ,y)—)oo

B o2 [1 B 2c(k2T)xy ] } o
47 sin?(6},) a(k2m)z? +b(k2m)y? | | ’
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which along with the continuity of f, implies that there exist xy, y satisfying —oo < g,y < +00
such that sup(, yer2 fr(2,y) = fe(zk, yx). Then, it holds that

Ofr(Tr, y) B aj 2 B 2 _

0 = Rz T S0’ (0p) [2a(/<; T)zE — 2¢(k T)yk] =0,

O fr(wr, yr) o 0‘% 2 2

IRk V) gy — — 2k [9b(k27 )y, — 2¢(k — 0.
3y Sz 47 sin2(0r) [2b(k*T)yp — 2¢(k*T)a] =0

For a given M € N with iy > 0, ap = ay/ng >0, k=1,2,..., M. Then, we obtain
27 sin?(6y,) (%zkb(k‘2 )+ gzkc(kz2 )

T T (k) — AR e
_ 27 sin?(6;) ( ra(k2T) + %zkc(kzzT))
Yk a(B2r)b(k2T) — 2(k27) a2

which leads to
27 sin%(0y) (Rzb + Szpc) 27 sin%(0y) (Szra + Rzpc)
3 + %Zk )
(ab—c?)af (ab—c?)af
B o2 CL47'2 sin*(0;) (Rzpb + Szpc)? n b47'2 sin*(0y) (Szpa + Rzpe)?
47 sin?(6y,) (ab— ¢2)* ot (ab— ¢2)* ot

AZ(Zk) :§R2’k

5 472 sin*(0;,) (Rapb + Szic) (Szpa + Rzpe)

—2c
(ab— ¢2)* ot
27 sin?(6;) 9 9 7sin?(0y) 9
=— 2 b(Rzr)” + 2cR2,. Sz + a(Sz — [ a(Rzpb + Szre
(ab—CQ)ai[( ) Rk (S k)] (ab—c )2 i[ (R S7e)

+ b(Szpa + Rzpe)? — 2¢(Rapb + Sz10) (Szpa + Rzpe) |
Direct computations give
a(Rzpb + S2p0)% + b(Szpa + Rzpe)? — 2¢(Rapb + Sze) (Szpa + Rzpe)
= (ab— c*) [b(Rzk)? + 2cR2, 2 + a(S2)?] -

In this way, we have

7 sin®(6%) 2 2 2 2 2
A} = R 2 YA .34
w(zr) a(F00PT) — (P a2 [b(k*T)(R2k)” + a(k*7)(S2k)” + 2¢(k°T) Rz, S 2 (5.34)
By EI9), (533) and (5:34), we complete the proof. O

Now we give the proof of Theorem [5.6

Proof of Theorem [5.06
(1) Clearly, F is a continuous mapping from CM to H (see (5.2])). By Lemmas and (5.9 we
deduce that {BY} yen, with BY = F(AM), satisfies an LDP on H with the good rate function

M7 (z) = (AT (F~H (x))
S A )z (R T) (R (, ex)c)? + a(K27)(S (7, k)’
= + 2c(K2T)R (2, ex)e S (@, ex)c | if z € Hyy,

+-00, otherwise.
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and [Bl that ajs ~ h, as; ~ —h and 2 — tr?ﬁca =1+ 21016322 — 12021 — Q11 — G292 = (CL11 — 1)(&22 —
1) — ajgaz ~ h%. Hence 4 — (tr(A))? = (2 + tr(A4))(2 — tr(A4)) ~ 4h%. In addition, it holds that
a11b1 +aiabs —b1 = (all — 1)b1 +ai2bo ~ h. These imply a ~ h2. Further, as161 —a11b2+bs = O(h2),
a1 biby (2 — tr(A)) = O(h%), a11b3 (2 — tr(A)) ~ h?, and hence b ~ h?. Similarly, we have ¢ = O(h3),
which leads to ab — ¢ ~ h*. These implies that under Assumptions [B] Assumptions [3] holds.
Accordingly, it follows from (5.32) that for each z € CM

(2) Denote J27(2) = w Then 17 (2) = JM7(F~1(z)). It follows from Assumptions

. - . M (4 - (tr(A))Z) 2 2 2 _\/(cvn \2 2 o
lim JTod(2) = lim Ta(E b2 — 2] a2 [b(K*T)(Rz1)? + a(k*T)(Sz)? + 2c(k*T) Rz, Sz
k=1 k
M M
N gy 200! ((Re)” + (32)%) + O() _ Z H%H? (5.35)
i 7—0 4(/<;27-)4ai -
Hence,
M |Kzer)cl? ifoeH
lim 707 (1) = lim J7,  (F~ Y (z)) = { =F=1 e B
=0 70 +o0, otherwise.
Note that for each z € Hyy,
Hw%c\l ||517ek(c||2 1 2 Lo g2
Z azZ = et pual,, = 5 e,
In this way, we have
= Q‘éx‘ ’ ifexe Hy
lim I%);( y=¢ HO' o (5.36)
400, otherwise.

1
Since m1 > g > -+ > mu > 0, Q3,(H®) = Hpr. Hence IM becomes

1|2 .
Py < @@, itee
400, otherwise.

By the above formula and (5.30]), hm I (;T( ) = IM(z).

(3) Case 1: There are finitely many 0 in {Nk ren-
In this case, for each M € N,y >y > -+ > npr > 0. Thus, (B9) and the second case in the proof
of Theorem @3] yield (5.1).

Case 2: There are infinitely many 0 in {nk }ren, i.e., for some l € N, gy > mpqy = mye = -+ = 0.
For this case, we take M = [ and obtain that I™(x) = I(x) (see the first case in the proof of
Theorem [3]). Then, it follows from (£.9) that (B.7) holds. O

5.3. Proof of Theorem [5.7l In this part, we consider the LDP of {BY¥}yen for full discretiza-
tions of (L], based on the spatial spectral Galerkin method (@I]) and temporal non-symplectic
methods. Theorem [5.7] indicates that {u can not weakly asymptotically preserve the LDP

of {Br}r>0. )
Proof of Theorem [5_% Recall &% = [det(A(k*T))] E sin(nfy)/sin(6x). Under Assumption [
for sufficiently small 7, |d]ﬁl| < Rz;l/sin(ﬁk) for some constant Ry, < 1, k =1,2,..., M. Denote

n Yot nen
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Tarr = maxg—=12. . v Ry and then Ty < 1. By (513) and (5.14), we have

‘EPN’ ‘ = ‘—det(A)a?v_lpO ’ +a§fv <a11p0 ' +a12q0 ’ )‘
—— |y N—1 N-1
< N2 TN ) ‘ ‘ i
< S 9k ‘ ‘ < Clan]) + i 9k g | lara|THy
< K(M,).

Similarly, one has ‘Eq%k‘ < K(M,7). It follows from (5.13) that

N-1

2

Var(py ") =raj, [ det(A)aY ;b1 + (anibr + a1zb2)dy J] '
=0

.

Then, Holder’s inequality and the fact |dﬁ| < RZ;I/ sin(fy) yield

‘Var Mk)‘ <K (M, T)N_l [(ak ,>2+ (ak >2]
N—2—j N—1—j
j=0
<K (M, T)%gf'(1§}§—2—4>4_1§§y—1—n>
7=0

=

—K(M, 1) @’ T%”>SMM@,

<.
I
o

where we use the fact Zg 01 rk < 1 — for each r € (0,1). Analogously, we obtain

Var(p)| < K(M.7), |Cor(ohF,aN )| < K (M. 7).
Thus, combining the above estimates, we have
‘E<Abp%$+dq%£%J%—h@r<Amp%$+dq%£>R‘<](MJJ}A% k=1,2,..., M.

Following the proof of Lemma [5.8] one can show that the logarithmic moment generating function
for {AM}ney is AM7 = 0. Then, we conclude that {A¥}yey satisfies an LDP on CM with the
good rate function

0 if 2=0
R(z) =1 e (5.37)
400, otherwise.

Combining (5:37) and Lemma .5, we have that {BY }yey satisfies an LDP on H® with the good
rate function

0, if 2 =0,

. (5.38)
400, otherwise.

zﬁwszw*@»z{

It can be verified that (5.7]) does not hold. O



30 CHUCHU CHEN, JIALIN HONG, DIANCONG JIN, AND LIYING SUN

6. EXTENSION TO THE CASE OF COMPLEX-VALUED NOISES

In this part, we study the LDP of { By }~¢ for the stochastic Schrodinger equation (IL1]) driven by
complex-valued noises. Let W, be a U%valued Q;-Winner process and Ws a U%-valued Qo-Winner

1 1
process, such that Wi(t) = > 72, Q? ekﬁlgl)(t) and Wa(t) = Y 10, Q3 ekﬁl(f)(t). Here Q1 and Q-
are two nonnegative symmetric operators on UY with finite traces. {ﬁél)(t)} ,k=1,2,... are
>0
mutually independent standard Brownian motions, and { 519) (t)} o’ k=1,2,...is another family
t=>
of mutually independent standard Brownian motions. In addition, we assume that { lil) (t)} - and
t=>
J

{5(-2) (t)}t>0 mutually independent for all k,j = 1,2,... with k& # j. Also assume that for all k € N,

t>s>0, <ﬁ,(€1)(t) — B,gl)(s), B,(f) (t) — 6,9(3)) obey the two-dimensional normal distribution with

expectation (0,0) and covariance matrix

t—s p(t—s)
p(t—s) t—s ’
for some constant p € [—1,1]. The driving process for stochastic Schrodinger equation (L)) is

W(t) = Wi(t) +iWa(2).
Let ./\/}%/1(0, T; L) denote the set

1 T 1
{<I> 1[0, 7] x Q — Lo(QF (U),U%)| @ is predicable and E/ |<I>(s) o Q7
0

2
ds < o0y,
Lo(UO,UY)

and N, (0,T; L§) denote the set

1 T 1|2
D :[0,T] x Q — L9(Q3(U”),U)| ® is predicable and E/ ‘(I)(S) 0 Q3 ds < oo .
0 La(UO,U0)

Before giving the LDP of {Br}r~0, we first give the following proposition.

Proposition 6.1. Assume that ®1 € /\/"?VI(O,T; L}), @, € /\/"?VZ(O,T; L%). Then the correlation
operators

V(t, 8) = COI’((I)l . Wl(t), P, - WQ(S)), t,s € [O,T]

are given by the formula
tAs 1 1
V(ts) =B [ ©ar)Q3QF (@1(r)dr
0

Proof. For simplicity, we take t = s. For each a,b € U’ and ¢ > r > 0, it follows from the
independence of {ﬂ]il)(t)}po and {ﬂ]@) (t)}t>0 with k& # j that

E (Wi(o) = Wi(r), a)yo (Wa(o) = Wa(r), b) o

=E (i ( lgl)(g) - ;il)(T)> <Q%ek,a>UO> i (BJ@)(U) — BJ@)(T)) <Q2%ej,b>UO

k=1
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oo~ (Qta.0) = plo-r)(Q4Qiab) | (6.1)

uo uo

We first prove that the conclusion hold in the case that both ®; and &, are elementary processes.
For this end, assume that there is a partition 0 =ty <t; < --- <ty =t, N € N, such that

N-1 N-1
Oi(r) =D P, 0, (r), Pa(r) =D 5, 4. (0),
n=0 n=0

where ®7 : Q — L(U% UY) is F;,-measurable, and ®7 takes only a finite number of values in
L(U° UY%),i=1,2,0<n < N —1. Then we have that for each a,b € U°,

. < /Ot 54(r) dWl(?”)’“>Uo < /0 t <I>2(r)dW2(r),b>Uo

N-1 N-1
=E ( (@11 (tj41) = Milt)va) | ( (@5 (Wa(ths) - W2<tk>>,b>m>
j7=0 k=0
N—-1N-1 ) )
= E (Wilts1) = Wi(t), (1)'a) (Waltesr) = Walti), (@1)°b)
=0 k=0
N-1
4,k=0

If k # j, we claim ES;; = 0. For this end, we may assume that k > j without loss of generality.
Then <W1(tj+1) — Wi(tj), ((I){)*CL>UO and ®% are F, -measurable. In addition (Wa(tgy1) — Wa(ty))

is Fi,-independent. It follows from the properties of conditional expectation that

E(S; k| Ft,)
= (Wiltjs) = Wi(ty), (@9)a) | E[(Waltisr) = Walti). (@))b) | 7, |
= <W1(tj+1) - Wi(t)), (‘I’{)*G>U0 <E (Wa(tit1) — Walt), u)yo > ‘u=(<1>;)*b
=0,
which leads to
ESjr = E(E(SjxlF,)) =0,  k#j. (6.3)

Similarly, using (6.I)) we obtain
E(Sk,k|F,)
= (B (Wiltken) = Waltn), whgo (Waltisn) = Walti), ) o )

u=(®k)*a, v=(®})*b

—(th — t) <Q§ Q? u,v>

U0 lu=(®k)*a, v=(25)*b

1 1
=p(tis1 —tr) <<I>’§Q22Qf (®)*a, b> r
U
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Hence, it holds that
1 1
ESi = plthsr — t)E <<I>’§Q§Qf (@b)a, b> | (6.4)

Uo
Substituting ([63) and (6.4) into (6.2)) yields

B < / ' 0y(r)Q} Q} (@1 (r))"a b> |

Uo
which proves the conclusion when ®;, ¢ = 1,2, are elementary processes.
If ®;, 7 =1,2, are general processes, one can take elementary process <I>Z(-n) such that

T 1 2
lim E/ (q>§">(s) - i)i(s)) 0 Q? ds=0, i=1,2.
n—oo 0 EQ(UO,UO)
Then by a standard argument of approximation, one can prove that the conclusion holds for any
o, € ./\/}%/I(O,T; L3), 5 € /\/"%,2 (0,T; L3) (see also the proof of [7, Proposition 4.28)). O

1
Similar to the case of real-valued noises, we assume that Q2 € Lo(U 0UY, i =1,2. Then, we
have the following results.

Theorem 6.2. Under the above conditions, {Br}r=o satisfies an LDP on H° with the good rate
function

2

HO

I(z) = P ) ifx € é%(HO)a

00, otherwise,

where @ = Q1+ Q2.

Proof. This proof is analogous to that of Theorem B9 Hence we only give the sketch of proof. The
main difference lies in the computation of the variance Var (u(t), h)g. In fact, it holds that

u(t) =S(tuo — o /0 sin((t — 5)A)dW3 () — /0 cos((t — s)A)dWy(s)

+ ioz/o cos((t — s)A)dWq(s) — ioz/o sin((t — s)A)dWa(s).

Hence, for each h € H?,

(u(t), h)yp = (S(t)up, h)g — c </0t sin((t — s)A)dW1(s), §Rh>R -« </0t cos((t — s)A)dWo(s), §Rh>

ta </0t cos((t — s)A)dIV (s), %h>R —a </0t sin((t — 5)A)dWa(s), %h> R

Using Proposition [6.1] one has
Var <u(t)7 h>R

R
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—o? < /tsinz<<t_s)A>Qldsm, §Rh> 2 < /tcos2((t—s) A)Osdsh %h>
0 R 0

R

v { [[cot (- m@uasansn) +a? { [ (e - )2)Qussn3n)
0 R 0

R

+2a%p </t sin((t — s)A) cos((t — s)A)QéQ%ds%h, §Rh>
0

R

— 202 </0t sin((t — s)A) cos((t — s)A)Q1dsRh, %h>

R

t 11 t L1
+20%p </ sin?((t — s)A)Q3 Q7 dsRh, %h> —2a%p </ cos?((t — s)A)Q3 Q7 dsh, §Rh>
0 0

R R

+ 202 </0t sin((t — s)A) cos((t — s)A)QadsRh, %h>

R

—20°p </0t sin((t — s)A) cos((t — s)A)QéQ%dsgh, %h>

R
=% <<@§Rh, §Rh>R + <@sh, sh>R) + R,

ta? || ~1 2 >
2o o5

where \E! < K(Q1,Q2,A) with K(Q1,Q2,A) independent of ¢. Similar to the proof of Theorem
B9, we finish the proof by means of the abstract Gartner—Ellis theorem. O

Remark 6.3. In Theorem [6.2, we give the LDP of {Br}rso. Similarly, the LDP for {BX'}r nen
of numerical method can also be obtained in the case of complex-valued noises.

7. FUTURE WORK

The calculation of large deviations rate functions is an interesting and important problem. One
of the common techniques of approximating the large deviations rate functions is by the Legendre
transform of the approximated logarithmic moment generating functions which may be obtained
by, e.g., Monte—Carlo methods provided the prior distributions of observables are known ([13]). For
a stochastic system, the prior distributions of the considered observables are generally unknown,
the approximated logarithmic moment generating functions can be obtained by the combination
of numerical discretizations and Monte—Carlo methods. Do all of numerical discretizations work?
Theorem of this paper shows that the full discretizations {u2} nen, based on the temporal
symplectic discretizations and the spatial spectral Galerkin approximation, can weakly asymptoti-
cally preserve the LDP of {Bp}pr~¢. This result indicates that for an observable associated with a
stochastic Hamiltonian partial differential equation, the symplectic discretization is a prior choice.
What is the convergence between the rate functions and their numerical approximations? How to
combine other techniques, e.g., the adaptive sampling algorithm (see [9]) and multi-level Monte—
Carlo methods, to improve the computational efficiency?
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