arXiv:2305.05234v2 [math.PR] 16 Aug 2024

LARGE DEVIATION PRINCIPLES FOR STOCHASTIC NONLINEAR SCHRÖDINGER EQUATIONS DRIVEN BY LÉVY NOISE^†

Jiahui Zhu^a, Wei Liu^b, Jianliang Zhai^{c,∗}

a. School of Science, Zhejiang University of Technology, Hangzhou 310019, China b. School of Mathematics and Statistics, Jiangsu Normal University, Xuzhou 221116, China c. School of Mathematical Sciences, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei 230026, China

Abstract. In this work we establish a Freidlin-Wentzell type large deviation principle for stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation, with either focusing or defocusing nonlinearity, driven by nonlinear multiplicative Lévy noise in the Marcus canonical form. This task is challenging in the current setting due to the presence of the power-type nonlinear term, the lack of regularization effect of the Schrödinger operator and the absence of compactness of embeddings. To overcome these difficulties, we employ a regularization procedure based on Yosida approximations and implement techniques such as time discretization, cut-off arguments, and relative entropy estimates of sequences of probability measures. Our innovative approach circumvents the need for compactness conditions, distinguishing our work from previous studies.

Keywords: Nonlinear Schrödinger equation, multiplicative Lévy noise, Marcus canonical form, weak convergence method, large deviation principle

Mathematics Subject Classification: 35Q55, 35R60, 60H15, 60G51, 60F10

1. Introduction

Nonlinear Schrödinger equation (NLS) has become an important and influential subject since its inception, mainly due to its numerous applications in physics. NLS serves as a universal model for describing the wave propagation in weakly nonlinear dispersive media. Its principal applications include, but are not limited to, hydrodynamics, nonlinear optics, nonlinear acoustic, Bose-Einstein condensate and plasma physics, see e.g. [53] and the references therein.

To describe the propagation of nonlinear dispersive waves through a non-homogeneous or random media, more realistic mathematical models can be constructed by adding suitable noisy driving terms to the equation [29, 30, 40]. Starting with the works [20, 21], stochastic NLS with Gaussian noise have been investigated by many researchers, including [1, 2, 6, 7] for the well-posedness, [3] for the optimal control, [32, 33, 56] for Freidlin-Wentzell type large deviation principle (LDP), [37] for scattering behavior, [4] for ergodic results, [17, 51] for blow-up solutions. However, Gaussian noise cannot incorporate the possibility of having sudden, sharp changes in the field that commonly occur in real world models. Compared to the case of stochastic NLS with Gaussian noise, there has been considerably less results on the case of jump noise, with only a small number of papers available in the literature. In [22], de Bouard and Hausenblas established the existence of a martingale solution of stochastic NLS with linear jump noise in H^{1,2} (R^n ) and in [23] they proved pathwise uniqueness. In [10], Brzeźniak et al. constructed a martingale solution of the stochastic NLS with multiplicative jump noise in H^1 on compact manifolds. Recently, Brzeźniak et al. in [5] established the existence and uniqueness of global solutions to stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation with Lévy noise of Marcus type in L^2(R^d ). To the best of our knowledge, there is no result available such as ergodicity, optimal control, scattering behavior for stochastic NLS with jump noise. The dearth of existing research on stochastic NLS with jump-type noise provides a strong impetus for our investigation and this

† This work is partially supported by National Key R&D Program of China(No. 2022YFA1006001), National Natural Science Foundation of China (Nos. 12131019, 11971456, 12071433, 12171208, 11831014, 12090011), and the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities (No. WK3470000031).

∗ Corresponding author. 1

paper presents the first result on Freidlin-Wentzell type LDP for stochastic NLS with jump noise. The large deviation principles mentioned in this paper are all of Freidlin-Wentzell type and will be referred as LDP for the sake of convenience.

The LDP describes the limiting behavior of the laws of solutions when the noise in the equation converges to zero, in terms of a rate function. On one hand, large deviation techniques are precious tools to study the first exit time from a neighborhood of an asymptotically stable equilibrium point, the exit place determination or the transition between two equilibrium points in randomly perturbed dynamical systems, which is important in the fields of statistical and quantum mechanics, chemical reactions etc, see e.g. [24, 31]. In theoretical physics, the techniques used to study these exit problems are often called optimal fluctuations or instanton formalism and are closely related to large deviations. On the other hand, LDP allows researchers to identify and analyze rare but extreme events, and it is a crucial tool in interpreting rogue waves in the ocean [25, 26, 27], as well as other relevant physical systems where an understanding of extreme events is important. Rogue waves are a particularly dangerous hazard that can cause significant damage to marine and coastal environments [46]. Estimating the likelihood of appearance of rogue waves is an important and challenging problem with practical implications for the safety and resilience of coastal infrastructure. Recently, the NLS has been introduced to study hydrodynamic rogue waves generated by nonlinear energy transfer in the open ocean [34], as well as optical rogue waves in an optical system [50]. It has emerged as a well-suited model for the evolution of unidirectional, narrow-banded surface wave fields in deep sea [27]. Besides, both experimental and numerical evidence indicate that rogue waves can be described as hydrodynamic instantons within the framework of large deviation [25, 26]. These further motivate our study of the LDP for stochastic NLS and we hope that the theory developed in this work may contribute to deeper understanding of the behavior of various other dynamical systems and their mechanism of creation of extreme events.

The aim of this paper is to establish LDP for the solutions of following stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation with pure jump noise in Marcus canonical form

du^ε(t) = i [ Δu^ε(t) − λ|u^ε(t)|^{2σ} u^ε(t) ] dt − ε i m∑ j=1 g_j (u^ε(t−)) ⋄ dL^{ε−1}_j (t), t ∈ [0, T ], u^ε(0) = u_0,

(1.1)

where ε > 0 is a small parameter converging to 0, λ ∈ R, (L^{ε−1}_1 (t), ..., L^{ε−1}_m (t)) = L^{ε−1} (t) := ∫_t 0 ∫ B zÑ^{ε−1} (dz, ds). Here B = {z ∈ R^m : 0 < |z| ⩽ 1} and Ñ^{ε−1} is a compensated Poisson random measure on [0, T ]×Z with a σ-finite mean measure ε^{−1}λ_T ⊗ν, where λ_T is the Lebesgue measure on [0, T ] and ν is a σ-finite measure on B. The precise definition of the noise and the Marcus product ⋄ is provided in Section 2. We remark that the nonlinearity with coefficient λ > 0 is called defocusing case and λ < 0 focusing case.

From the physical point of view, Stratonovich integration is preferred in Gaussian noise-driven systems [12, 20]. It allows us to treat stochastic integrals according to the conventional integration rules, and it can be interpreted as Wong-Zakai type approximation, which is useful as a numerical method for approximations of solutions of SPDEs. However, for systems with jump noises, those nice features are not exhibited by the Stratonovich prescription. The choice of Marcus canonical noise in our equation (1.1) has the same physical bases and pertains remarkably similar properties as Stratonovich noise in the continuous case [9]. Base on this perspective, the Marcus prescription is a more suitable tool for describing physical systems with jump noises; see Remark 2.2 for more details. Concerning the NLS, Marcus canonical type Lévy noise guarantees the conservation of the L^2(R^d )-norm of the solution which is the natural and consistent generalization of the deterministic NLS [5]. It is noteworthy that stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs) driven by Lévy noise in the Marcus canonical form have only recently been explored, see e.g. [8, 9] for the existence result of the Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equation, [5, 10] for the existence results of nonlinear Schrödinger equations and [43] for well-posedness and LDP 2

of the 2D constrained Navier-Stokes equations. Due to the appearance of the additional discontinuous component corresponding to the Marcus type noise, see equation (2.11), specialized techniques and tools are required, which distinguishes the current work from the previous studies on LDP for SPDEs driven by Itô-type Lévy noises, e.g. [11, 42]. We believe that the present study may offer new insights into the behavior of SPDEs driven by Lévy noise. We would like to make a short remark that the methods to obtain LDP used in [43], which heavily rely on the compactness condition for the Gelfand triples, cannot be applied to prove our result. One of the main difference is that our setting does not have the compactness of embeddings. We will provide further details about this difference later in the introduction.

In the last few decades, the LDP has been established for many important equations in mathematical physics (see e.g. [11, 12, 14, 15, 28, 35, 36, 42, 45] and the references therein). Concerning NLS, the LDP for Gaussian noise has been studied in several works [32, 33, 56]. Gautier in [32] obtained a LDP for stochastic NLS with additive Gaussian noise, and continued his work in [33] by proving a uniform LDP for linear multiplicative Gaussian noise. Zhang in [56] also established a LDP for stochastic NLS with linear multiplicative Gaussian noise. The proofs of these works relied on the Varadhan contraction principle. An important point to mention here is that if the noise in stochastic NLS is additive or linear multiplicative, the Varadhan contraction principle can be implemented, which involves constructing a continuous function. However, in the case of nonlinear multiplicative noise, constructing a continuous function is either tedious or infeasible, and the problem also becomes much more complicated in the jump noise case. Moreover, there are significant differences between the Wiener case and Lévy case, and applying the methods in [32, 33, 56] to deal with our problem is extremely difficult, if not impossible at all, even for the cases of additive or linear multiplicative Lévy noises. This paper presents the first result on LDP for stochastic NLS incorporating nonlinear noise. New and effective ideas have been employed to obtain our result. We believe that these ideas proposed in this paper could be used to obtain the LDP for stochastic NLS with nonlinear multiplicative Gaussian noise, which appears also to be open problems.

The LDP is a consequence of the weak approach to large deviations established in [15] [16], as well as an improved version [42]. The proof of the LDP relies on establishing two facts. First, we establish the well-posedness, some appropriate convergence of the solutions of the corresponding skeleton equation. Second, we require the solutions of the controlled stochastic NLS converge to the solution of the skeleton equation; see Section 3, Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 in Section 4 respectively.

The primary difficulty of our proof stems from the power-nonlineary and the lack of regularization effect of the Schrödinger operator. Particularly, the Schrödinger operator generates a unitary group on H^s, s ⩾ 0, which is not good enough for the large deviation estimates. To tackle these issues, we employ a regularization procedure based on Yosida approximations to obtain the well-posedness and a priori estimates for the approximate skeleton equation by means of Strichartz estimates. Thanks to the characteristic of the Marcus-type noise, the L^2-norm of the solutions of the approximate skeleton equation is conserved and we are able to prove LDP in the same space of the solutions.

The second main difficulty of our proof is that in our setting there is no compactness of embeddings. In this respect it differs from most of previous papers on LDP for SPDEs with Lévy noise, notably [11, 42, 43, 55], in which their proofs crucially depended on the compactness condition. The only work towards LDP for stochastic evolution equations with Lévy noise without compactness conditions is a recent paper [54], in which the authors established a LDP for a class of stochastic porous media equations driven by Itô-type Lévy noise. However, due to the lack of regularization effect of the Schrödinger operator and the different natures of the nonlinearity in our equation compared to [54] and those in previous studies, our problem is significantly harder. Therefore, new methods need to be employed to address these challenges.

To demonstrate the convergence of the associated skeleton equation, we first approximate the nonlinear multiplicative noise coefficients by a family of nicer nonlinearities. To be more precise, we regularize the nonlinear noise coefficients by applying μ(μI − Δ)^{−1} and introduce another auxiliary approximation processes Φ^n_μ, see (5.9). We establish some uniform estimates of the sequence Φ^n_μ and prove the convergence of the corresponding skeleton equation with the help of Φ^n_μ. The proof of the convergence also involves a discretization argument and the use of relative entropy estimates of a sequence of probability measures. To complete the proof of LDP, it is also necessary to verify the convergence in distribution of the controlled stochastic equation to the corresponding skeleton equation in L^∞(0, T ; L^2(R^d ))∩L^p(0, T ; L^r(R^d )). This is a non-trivial task as we need to find uniform estimates for the solutions of controlled stochastic equation in the space L^p(0, T ; L^r (R^d )). In addition, some localization arguments and the conservation laws are employed to establish the convergence of the solutions of the controlled stochastic NLS. Due to the special features of the Marcus noise, some other technical difficulties have also to be overcome in the proof. We point out that our results allow the full range of subcritical exponents σ ∈ (0,^2_d ), compared to [20].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we describe our framework precisely and state the main result. In Section 3, we mainly analyze the solution to the skeleton equation. Section 4 is devoted to the proof of the large deviation principle. In the end of this section, we state two main sufficient conditions for establishing the LDP, where their proofs are given in Section 5 and 6 respectively.

2. Assumptions and statement of the main result

We begin with a brief introduction to some relevant notations used in this paper. Set N := {1, 2, 3, · · · }, R := (−∞, ∞) and R_+ := [0, ∞). For a metric space H, the Borel σ-field on H will be written as B(H). We denote by C_c(H) the space of real-valued continuous functions with compact supports. Let C([0, T ]; H) be the space of continuous functions f : [0, T ] → H endowed with the uniform convergence topology. Let D([0, T ]; H) be the space of all càdlàg functions f : [0, T ] → H endowed with the Skorokhod topology. For an H-valued measurable map X defined on some probability space (Ω, F, P ) we use Law(X) to denote the measure induced by X on (H, B(H)). We use the symbol “ ⇒ ” to denote the convergence in distribution.

For a locally compact Polish space H, the space of all Borel measures on H is denoted by M(H), and M_{F C} (H) denotes the set of all μ ∈ M(H) with μ(O) < ∞ for each compact subset O ⊆ H. We endow M_{F C} (H) with the weakest topology such that for each f ∈ C_c(H) the mapping μ ∈ M_{F C} (H) → ∫ H f(s)μ(ds) ∈ R is continuous. This topology is metrizable such that M_{F C} (H) is a Polish space, see [15] for more details.

We fix T > 0 and m ∈ N throughout this paper. Let B = {z ∈ R^m : 0 < |z| ⩽ 1}, and ν a given σ-finite intensity measure of a Lévy process on B, see [48], that is, ν is a σ-finite Borel measure on B satisfying ∫ B |z|^2ν(dz) < ∞. (2.1) Clearly, ν ∈ M_{F C} (B). In this paper, the probability space (Ω, F, F := {F_t}_{t∈[0,T ]}, P ) is specified as follows

Ω := M_{F C} ( [0, T ] × B × R_+ ) , F := B(Ω). We introduce the coordinate mappings N : Ω → M_{F C} ( [0, T ] × B × R_+ ) , N(ω) = ω. Define for each t ∈ [0, T ] the σ-algebra

G_t := σ ({ N((0, s] × A) : 0 ⩽ s ⩽ t, A ∈ B ( B × R_+ )}) . For the given ν, it follows from [38, Sec.I.8] that there exists a unique probability measure P on (Ω, F) such that N is a Poisson random measure (PRM) on [0, T ] × B × R_+ with intensity measure Leb_T ⊗ ν ⊗ Leb_∞, where Leb_T and Leb_∞ stand for the Lebesgue measures on [0, T ] and R_+ respectively. 4

We denote by F := {F_t}_{t∈[0,T ]} the P -completion of {G_t}_{t∈[0,T ]} and P the F-predictable σ-field on [0, T ]×Ω. The PRM N is defined on the (filtered) probability space (Ω, F, F := {F_t}_{t∈[0,T ]}, P ). and the corresponding compensated PRM is denoted by ~N.

Denote

R_+ = {φ: [0, T ] × Ω × B → R_+ : φ is (P ⊗ B(B))/B(R_+ )-measurable} .

For any φ ∈ R_+, N^φ : Ω → M_{F C} ([0, T ] × B) is a counting process on [0, T ] × B defined by

N^φ((0, t] × A) = ∫ (0,t]×A×R_+ 1_{[0,φ(s,z)]}(r) N(ds, dz, dr), 0 ≤ t ≤ T, A ∈ B(B). (2.2) Here N^φ can be viewed as a controlled random measure, with φ selecting the intensity.

Analogously, ~N^φ is defined by replacing N with ~N in (2.2). When φ ≡ c > 0, we write N^φ = N^c and ~N^φ = ~N^c.

For each measurable function g : [0, T ] × B → [0, ∞), define

Q(g) := ∫ [0,T ]×B ℓ ( g(s, z) ) ν(dz)ds, where ℓ(x) = x log x − x + 1, ℓ(0) := 1. For each N > 0, denote

W^N := { g : [0, T ] × B → [0, ∞) : Q(g) ⩽ N } . (2.3)

Any measurable function g ∈ W^N can be identified with a measure ν^g_T ∈ M_{F C} ([0, T ] × B), defined by

ν^g_T (A) = ∫ A g(s, z) ν_T (ds, dz), ∀A ∈ B([0, T ] × B), (2.4) where we set ν_T = Leb_T ⊗ ν. This identification induces a topology on W^N under which W^N is a compact space (see the Appendix of [16]). Throughout the paper, we use this topology on W^N .

Denote

W := ⋃ N∈N W^N . (2.5)

Let {Z_n = {z ∈ B :^1_n ⩽ |z| ⩽ 1}}_{n∈N} then Z_n ⊆ B, Z_n ↗ B and ν(Z_n) < ∞. For each n ∈ N, let R_{b,n} = { ψ ∈ R_+ : ψ(t, z, ω) ∈ { [^1_n , n], if z ∈ Z_n {1}, if z ∈ Z^c_n for all (t, ω) ∈ [0, T ] × Ω } , (2.6)

and R_b = ⋃_∞ n=1 R_{b,n}. For any N ∈ (0, ∞), let W^N be a space of stochastic processes on Ω defined by

W^N := {ψ ∈ R_b : ψ(·, ·, ω) ∈ W^N for P -a.e. ω ∈ Ω}.

In this paper, we make the following assumption on the noise coefficients g_j , j = 1, · · · , m:

Assumption 2.1. For each 1 ⩽ j ⩽ m, there exists a function g̃_j : [0, ∞) → R of class C^1 such that g_j is given by g_j (y) = g̃_j ( |y|^2 ) y, y ∈ C . We also assume that there exist constants L_1, L_2 > 0 such that for all x, y ∈ C max 1⩽j⩽m |g_j (x) − g_j (y)| ⩽ L_1|x − y|, (2.7) max 1⩽j,k⩽m | |g^′_j (x)g_k(x) − g^′_j (y)g_k(y) | | ⩽ L_2|x − y|. (2.8) 5

Remark 2.1. This kind of nonlinearities g_j are known as saturation nonlinearities. In optics, such nonlinearities are often used to describe propagation of intense beams through saturable media, such as a photorefracctive crystal, where the refraction index changes to an upper bound and then ceases to increase with the increasing of the intensity.

Assume that g̃_j : [0, ∞) → R is twice continuously differentiable and satisfies max 1⩽j⩽m sup_{θ>0} [ g̃_j (θ) + (1 + θ)g̃^′_j(θ) + (1 + θ^{32} )g̃^{′′}_j (θ) ] < ∞. (2.9)

Consequently, the function g_j meets the conditions outlined in Assumption 2.1. In particular, for each j, we can choose g̃_j to be either the saturation of the intensity nonlinearity g̃_j(θ) = θ 1+ρθ , with ρ > 0, which characterizes photorefractive media [39], or the square-root nonlinearity

g̃_j (θ) = 1 −^1_{(1+θ)1/2} , which describes narrow-gap semiconductors [49]. We can also choose

g̃_j (θ) =^{θ(2+ρθ)}

(1+ρθ)^2 or g̃j (θ) = log(1+ρθ) 1+log(1+ρθ) , θ ⩾ 0, with ρ > 0.

Let Φ^ε(z, x) be the value at time t = 1 of the solution of the following equation: for each t ∈ [0, T ], z ∈ B, x ∈ C , ∂Φ^ε ∂t (t, z, x) = −ε i m∑ j=1 z_j g_j (Φ^ε(t, z, x)), Φ^ε(0, z, x) = x. (2.10)

Then equation (1.1) with notation ⋄ is defined in the integral form as follows

du^ε(t) =i [ Δu^ε(t) − λ|u^ε(t)|^{2σ} u^ε(t) ] dt + ∫ B [Φ^ε(z, u^ε(t−)) − u^ε(t−)]Ñ^{ε−1} (dt, dz)

+ ε^{−1} ∫ B [ Φ^ε(z, u^ε(t)) − u^ε(t) + ε i m∑ j=1 z_jg_j (u^ε(t)) ] ν(dz)dt, t ∈ [0, T ], u^ε(0) =u_0.

(2.11)

In the following remark, we use a simple example to clarify the intuition and advantages of utilizing the Marcus canonical integrals.

Remark 2.2. The Marcus canonical integral ⋄ has several beneficial consequences and can be seen as extensions of Stratonovich integrals for continuous case. Notably, it ensures the consistency with a Wong-Zakai-type approximation implying that the jump in the differential may be approximated sensibly by piecewise linear continuous functions. More precisely, consider the following piecewise linear approximation of the Lévy process L(t) = (L_j (t))^m_{j=1} := ∫_t 0 ∫ B zÑ (dz, ds): L^n_j (t) = L_j (t^n_i ) +

L_j (t^n_{i+1}) − L_j(t^n_i ) t^n_{i+1} − t^n_i (t − t^n_i ), t^n_i ⩽ t ⩽ t^n_{i+1} where 0 = t^n_0 < t^n_1 < · · · < t^n_{N(n)} = T is a partition of the interval [0, T ]. Then as the mesh max 1⩽j⩽N(n) |t^n_j − t^n_{j−1}| → 0, the solution of the following ordinary differential equation

X^n(t) = X_0 + m∑ j=1 ∫_t 0 b_j (X^n(s))dL^n_j (s)

converges in probability to

X(t) = X_0 + ∫_t 0 b(X(s−)) ⋄ dL(s) = X_0 + m∑ j=1 ∫_t 0 b_j (X(s−)) ⋄ dL_j(s) (2.12) 6

:= X_0 + ∫_t 0 ∫ B [ ϕ(1, z, X(s−)) − X(s−) ]~ N(ds, dz) + ∫_t 0 ∫ B [ ϕ(1, z, X(s)) − X(s) − m∑ j=1 b_j(X(s))z_j ] ν(dz)ds, where X_0 ∈ R^d is a deterministic initial, b = (b_1, · · · , b_m), b_j ∈ C^1(R^d ; R^d ), j = 1, · · · , m and ϕ : [0, 1] × R^m × R^d ∋ (t, z, x) → ϕ(t, z, x) ∈ R^d denotes the value at time t of the solution of the following ordinary differential equation { y^′(t) = ∑_m j=1 b_j(y(t))z_j , y(0) = x. We refer to [44] and [41] for more details. The second benefit is the validity of the change of variables formula, that is, let f ∈ C^2(R^d ; R^d ), then we have

f(X(t)) − f(X_0) = ∫_t 0 (f^′(X(s−))b(X(s−))) ⋄ dL(s). Another benefit of the Marcus noise is its invariance under a change of coordinates, which is crucial for obtaining the conservation of the L^2(R^d )-norm of solutions for stochastic NLS, see [5, proof of Proposition 4.1]. Let ψ : R^d → R^d be a C^1-diffeomorphism. Define the change of coordinate

y := ψ(x) (2.13)

with the inverse x = ψ^{−1}(y). Under the change of coordinate (2.13), X is a solution to (2.12) if and only if the process Y (t) := ψ(X(t)) is a solution to

dY (t) = m∑ j=1 b̂_j (Y (t−)) ⋄ dL_j(t)

where b̂_j : R^d ∋ y → ψ^′(ψ^{−1}(y))b_j (ψ^{−1}(y)) ∈ R^d .

This invariance result was first stated and proved in [44] and then generalized in [9] to infinite dimensional case for Marcus canonical integrals.

Remark 2.3. Consider the linear operator A_1 in L^2(R^d ) defined by { D(A_1) = { u ∈ H^1(R^d ), Δu ∈ L^2(R^d ) } , A_1u = iΔu, ∀u ∈ D(A_1), and another linear operator A_2 in H^{−1}(R^d ) defined by { D(A_2) = H^1(R^d ), A_2u = iΔu, ∀u ∈ D(A_2). Let G(A_1) and G(A_2) be the graph of A_1 and A_2, respectively, that is,

G(A_1) = {(u, f) ∈ L^2(R^d ) × L^2(R^d ) : u ∈ D(A_1) and f = A_1u} and G(A_2) = {(u, f) ∈ H^{−1}(R^d ) × H^{−1}(R^d ) : u ∈ D(A_2) and f = A_2u}.

Note that both A_1 and A_2 are skew-adjoint and G(A_1) ⊂ G(A_2). Let (S^1_t )_{t∈R} and (S^2_t )_{t∈R} be the isometry groups generated by A_1 and A_2 respectively. It follows from [19, Lemma 3.5.12] that S^1_t x = S^2_t x for all x ∈ L^2(R^d ), t ∈ R. This allows us to denote the isometry groups generated by A_1 and A_2 both by (S_t)_{t∈R}. 7

Recall that a pair (p, r) ∈ [2, ∞]^2 is admissible if 2 p = d 2 − d r , (p, r, d) ≠ (2, ∞, 2). With this definition, for different dimensions, we have 2 ⩽ r ⩽ ∞, if d = 1 2 ⩽ r < ∞, if d = 2 2 ⩽ r ⩽^{2d}_{d−2} , if d ⩾ 3.

By [5, Theorem 1.1], we have the following result.

Proposition 2.4. Let p ⩾ 2, σ ∈ (0,^2_d ), r = 2σ + 2 such that (p, r) is an admissible pair, and u_0 ∈ L^2(R^d ). Under Assumption 2.1, there exists a unique global mild solution u^ε = (u^ε(t))_{t∈[0,T ]} of (1.1), that is, u^ε = (u^ε(t))_{t∈[0,T ]} is an F-adapted, càdlàg, L^2(R^d )-valued process satisfying u^ε ∈ L^p(Ω; L^∞(0, T ; L^2(R^d )) ∩ L^p(0, T ; L^r(R^d ))), and for t ∈ [0, T ],

u^ε(t) =S_tu_0 − i ∫_t 0 S_{t−s}(λ|u^ε(s)|^{2σ}u^ε(s))ds + ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [Φ^ε(z, u^ε(s−)) − u^ε(s−)] Ñ^{ε−1} (ds, dz) + ε^{−1} ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [ Φ^ε(z, u^ε(s))) − u^ε(s) + ε i m∑ j=1 z_j g_j (u^ε(s)) ] ν(dz)ds, P-a.s. Moreover, for all t ∈ [0, T ], ‖u^ε(t)‖_L2_{(R}d_) = ‖u_0‖_L2_{(R}d_), P-a.s.

For ψ ∈ W , let Y^ψ = {Y^ψ(t), t ∈ [0, T ]} denote the solution (see Section 3 for details) of the following deterministic nonlinear Schrödinger equation (the so called skeleton equation)

dY^ψ(t) = iΔY^ψ(t)dt − iλ|Y^ψ(t)|^{2σ} Y^ψ(t)dt − ∫ B m∑ j=1 iz_jg_j (Y^ψ(t))(ψ(t, z) − 1)ν(dz)dt, Y^ψ(0) = u_0.

(2.14)

Let us also recall the definition of a rate function and LDP. Let E be a Polish space with the Borel σ-field B(E).

Definition 2.5 (Rate function). A function I : E → [0, ∞] is called a rate function on E, if for each M < ∞, the level set {x ∈ E : I(x) ⩽ M} is a compact subset of E. Definition 2.6 (Large deviation principle). Let I be a rate function on E. A family {X^ε}_{ε>0} of E-valued random elements is said to satisfy a LDP on E with the rate function I if the following two claims hold.

(a) (Upper bound) For each closed subset C of E, lim sup ε→0 ε log P (X^ε ∈ C) ⩽ − inf_{x∈C} I(x). (b) (Lower bound) For each open subset O of E lim inf ε→0 ε log P (X^ε ∈ O) ⩾ − inf_{x∈O} I(x). We now state the main result in this paper.

Theorem 2.7. Under Assumption 2.1, the solutions {u^ε, ε > 0} to (1.1) satisfy a LDP on D([0, T ]; L^2(R^d ) ∩ L^p(0, T ; L^r (R^d )) with the good rate function I given by

I(g) := inf{Q(ψ) : ψ ∈ W, Y^ψ = g}, g ∈ D([0, T ]; L^2(R^d )) ∩ L^p(0, T ; L^r(R^d )), (2.15) where Y^ψ is the unique solution of (2.14). Here we use the convention that the infimum of an empty set is ∞. 8

3. Skeleton equation

In this section we will prove the existence and uniqueness of global mild solutions of the skeleton equation (2.14). First we define the notion of a mild solution used in the present work.

Definition 3.1. Given any u_0 ∈ L^2(R^d ), a mild solution to (2.14) is a function Y^ψ = {Y^ψ(t), t ∈ [0, T ]} ∈ C([0, T ]; L^2(R^d )) ∩ L^p(0, T ; L^r(R^d )) satisfying

Y^ψ(t) = S_tu_0 − i ∫_t 0 S_{t−s}(λ|Y^ψ(s)|^{2σ} Y^ψ(s))ds − ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [^m∑ j=1 iz_jg_j (Y^ψ(s))(ψ(s, z) − 1) ] ν(dz)ds, t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.1) Now we state the following technical lemma for later use.

Lemma 3.2. Let ϕ ∈ L^1(0, T ; H^1(R^d )). Then

v(t) := ∫_t 0 S_{t−s}ϕ(s)ds, t ∈ [0, T ], belongs to C([0, T ]; H^1(R^d )) and

‖v‖_L∞_{(0,T ;H}1_) ⩽ ∫_T 0 ‖ϕ(t)‖_H1 dt; (3.2)

‖v(t)‖^2_{L2 (Rd )} = 2 ∫_t 0 ( ϕ(s), v(s) ) L^2(R^d )ds, t ∈ [0, T ]. (3.3)

Moreover, for any 0 ⩽ s ⩽ t ⩽ T , ‖v(t) − v(s)‖^2_{L2 (Rd)} = −2i ∫_t s ( ∇v(l), ∇ ( v(l) − v(s) )) L^2(R^d )

dl + 2 ∫_t s ( ϕ(l), v(l) − v(s) ) L^2(R^d )dl

= 2i ∫_t s ( ∇v(l), ∇v(s) ) L^2(R^d )

dl + 2 ∫_t s ( ϕ(l), v(l) − v(s) ) L^2(R^d )dl. (3.4)

Proof. By [19, Propositon 4.1.6], if ϕ ∈ C([0, T ]; H^1(R^d )), then Lemma 3.2 holds. Since C([0, T ]; H^1(R^d )) is dense in L^1([0, T ]; H^1(R^d )), by using a standard density arguments, Lemma 3.2 holds in the general case. □

In what follows, the letter C stands for a positive constant which may depend on A and whose exact value may change from line to line. We also use the notation C_A if the dependence of the constant C on A should be highlighted.

Let (p, r), (γ, ρ) be admissible pairs and let γ^′, ρ^′ be conjugates of γ, ρ, respectively. We recall the following deterministic Strichartz estimates from [18] and the stochastic Strichartz estimates from [5, Propositions 2.2 and 2.6], which are crucial to the proof.

Proposition 3.3. (1) For every ϕ ∈ L^2 ( R^d ) , the function t → S_tϕ belongs to L^p ( R; L^r ( R^d )) ∩ L^∞ ( R; L^2 ( R^d )) and there exists a constant C such that ‖S.ϕ‖_{Lp} (_{R;Lr} (_{Rd})) ⩽ C‖ϕ‖_{L2}(_{Rd}). (3.5) (2) Let I be an interval of R and J = Ī with 0 ∈ J. Then for every f ∈ L^{γ′} ( I; L^{ρ′} ( R^d )) , the function t → Φ_f (t) = ∫_t 0 S_{t−s}f(s)ds belongs to L^p ( I; L^r ( R^d )) ∩ L^∞ ( J; L^2 ( R^d )) and there exists a constant C independent of I such that

‖Φ_f ‖_{L∞}(_{J;L2}(_{Rd})) ⩽ C‖f‖_{Lγ′}(_{I;Lρ′}(_{Rd})); (3.6) ‖Φ_f ‖_{Lp}(_{I;Lr}(_{Rd})) ⩽ C‖f‖_{Lγ′}(_{I;Lρ′}(_{Rd})). (3.7)

(3) Let p, r ∈ [2, ∞). For all q ⩾ 2 and all F-predictable process ξ : [0, T ] × Ω × B → L^r ( R^d ) in L^q ( Ω; L^2 ( [0, T ] × B; L^2 ( R^d )) ∩ L^q ( [0, T ] × B; L^2 ( R^d ))) , we have E ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 ∫ B S_{·−s}ξ(s, z)Ñ^1(ds, dz) ‖ ‖ ‖ q L^p(0,T ;L^r(R^d)) ⩽ C_q E (∫_T 0 ∫ B ‖ξ(s, z)‖^2_{L2} (_{Rd} )ν(dz)ds )^q_2

+C_qE (∫_T 0 ∫ B ‖ξ(s, z)‖^q_{L2} (_{Rd})ν(dz)ds ) . (3.8)

The subsequent arguments will repeatedly rely on the following crucial result.

Lemma 3.4. For every N ∈ N, the following estimates hold sup ℏ∈W^N ∫_T 0 ∫ B |z|^2(ℏ(t, z) + 1)ν(dz)dt < ∞, (3.9) sup ℏ∈W^N ∫_T 0 ∫ B |z||ℏ(t, z) − 1|ν(dz)dt < ∞, (3.10) lim_{δ→0} sup_{ℏ∈W N} sup O∈B([0,T ]):Leb_T (O)⩽δ ∫ O ∫ B |z||ℏ(t, z) − 1|ν(dz)dt = 0, (3.11)

lim_{δ→0} sup_{h∈W N} ∫_T 0 ∫ 0<|z|<δ |z||h(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds = 0. (3.12) Proof. Notice that ∫ B |z|^2ν(dz) < ∞, see (2.1), and for any δ > 0, O ∈ B([0, T ] × B) with ∫ O ν(dz)dt < ∞, ∫ O e^{|z|2} ν(dz)dt ⩽ e ∫ O ν(dz)dt < ∞, ∫ O e^{δ|z|}ν(dz)dt ⩽ e^δ ∫ O ν(dz)dt < ∞. Applying [16, Lemma 3.4] and [55, Remark 2], we yield (3.9), (3.10) and (3.11). By the proof of [16, Lemma 3.11] (cf. [16, (3.23)]), we get (3.12).

The proof of Lemma 3.4 is complete. □

Remark 3.5. We remark that (3.11) is quoted from [55, Remark 2], which is a little more general than (3.5) of [16, Lemma 3.4], i.e.,

lim_{δ→0} sup_{ℏ∈W N} sup 0⩽s⩽t⩽T :t−s⩽δ ∫_t s ∫ B |z||ℏ(r, v) − 1|ν(dv)dr = 0. (3.13) In this paper, (3.11) plays an important role to obtain the a priori estimates; see e.g. (5.15).

Given an admissible pair (r, p) and s, t such that 0 ⩽ s < t, denote the space

E^{(s,t,p)} := L^∞(s, t; L^2(R^d )) ∩ L^p(s, t; L^r(R^d )).

For the simplicity of notation, we write E^{(T,p)} instead of E^{(0,T,p)}. Before stating the main result in this subsection, we need the following result.

Proposition 3.6. Let r = 2σ + 2 and (p, r) be an admissible pair. Under Assumption 2.1, for any ψ ∈ W , there exists a unique mild solution Y^ψ = {Y^ψ(t), t ∈ [0, T ]} ∈ C([0, T ]; L^2(R^d )) ∩ L^p(0, T ; L^r(R^d )) to the skeleton equation (2.14). Moreover, ‖Y^ψ(t)‖_L2_{(R}d_) = ‖u_0‖_L2_{(R}d_), for all t ∈ [0, T ], ψ ∈ W . Proof. Without loss of generality, fix N ∈ N and let ψ ∈ W^N . We will divide the proof into four steps.

Step 1 (Local existence of the solution) For the existence part, we use a fixed point argument. Set

Λ_{~T ,M} = { u ∈ E^{( ~T ,p)} : ‖u‖_{L∞(0, ~T ;L2(Rd ))} + ‖u‖_{Lp(0, ~T ;Lr(Rd ))} ⩽ M } , (3.14) where ~T ∈ (0, T ] and M > 0 will be determined later.

For Y ∈ Λ_{~T ,M} , let Υ denote the mapping such that

Υ(Y, u_0, ψ)(t) =S_tu_0 − i ∫_t 0 S_{t−s}(λ|Y (s)|^{2σ} Y (s))ds − i ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [^m∑ j=1 z_j g_j (Y (s))(ψ(s, z) − 1) ] ν(dz)ds =S_tu_0 + I_1(Y )(t) + I_2(Y )(t), t ∈ [0, ~T ]. (3.15)

Let p^′, r^′ be the conjugates of p, r. Recall that E^{(T̃ ,p)} := L^∞(0, T̃ ; L^2(R^d )) ∩ L^p(0, T̃ ; L^r(R^d )). By applying Strichartz inequalities (3.6) and (3.7) with the admissible pair (γ, ρ) = (p, r) and the Hölder inequality, we get ‖I_1(Y )‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} ⩽ C‖λ|Y |^{2σ}Y ‖_{Lp′(0, ~T ;Lr}′_{(Rd))}

= C|λ| ∫ ~_T 0 (∫ R^d |Y (t, x)|^r dx ) p^′_{r′} dt 1 p′

⩽ C|λ| ~T^{p−rp−1 1p′} (∫_{~T} 0 (∫ R^d |Y (t, x)|^r dx ) p_r dt ) 1_{p ·} r_{r′}

= C|λ| ~T^{1− dσ2} ‖Y ‖^{2σ+1}_{Lp(0, ~T ;Lr(Rd ))}, (3.16) where we also used the fact that r^′(2σ + 1) = r and^2_p =^d_2 −^d_r .

Let Y_1, Y_2 ∈ Λ_{~T ,M} . It is easy to show that the map F : L^r(R^d ) ∋ u → |u|^{2σ}u ∈ L^{r′} (R^d ) is continuously Fréchet differential with F^′(u)v = |u|^{2σ} v + 2σ|u|^{2σ−2}uRe(uv), u, v ∈ L^r(R^d ), and Lipschitz continuous on bounded sets ‖ |u_1|^{2σ} u_1 − |u_2|^{2σ}u_2 ‖ L^{r′} (R^d ) ⩽ C(‖u1‖u^r (R^d ) + ‖u2‖L^r (R^d))

2σ‖u_1 − u_2‖_Lr_{(R}d_), u_1, u_2 ∈ L^r(R^d ). (3.17) By using again Strichartz’s estimates (3.6) and (3.7) with (γ, ρ) = (p, r), inequality (3.17), and the Hölder inequality, we obtain

‖I_1(Y_1) − I_1(Y_2)‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} ⩽ C|λ|‖|Y_1|^{2σ} Y_1 − |Y_2|^{2σ}Y_2‖_{Lp′(0, ~T ;Lr}′_{(Rd))} ⩽ C|λ| | (‖Y_1‖_Lr_{(R}d_) + ‖Y_2‖_Lr_{(R}d_))^{2σ} ‖Y_1 − Y_2‖_Lr_{(R}d_) | L^{p′}(0, ~T ) ⩽ C|λ| ~T^{1− dσ2} (‖Y_1‖_{Lp(0, ~T ;Lr(Rd ))} + ‖Y_2‖_{Lp(0, ~T ;Lr (Rd))})^{2σ} ‖Y_1 − Y_2‖_{Lp(0, ~T ;Lr (Rd))} ⩽ C|λ| ~T^{1− dσ2} (2M)^{2σ} ‖Y_1 − Y_2‖_{Lp(0, ~T ;Lr(Rd ))}. (3.18) By Strichartz’s estimate (3.5), the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, and Condition (2.7), we get sup 0⩽t⩽ ~T ‖ I_2(Y )(t) ‖ L^2(R^d) = sup t∈[0, ~T ] ‖ ‖ ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [ i m∑ j=1 z_jg_j (Y (s))(ψ(s, z) − 1) ] ν(dz)ds ‖ ‖_{L2} (R^d) ⩽ C ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B m∑ j=1 |z_j ||ψ(s, z) − 1|‖g_j (Y (s))‖_L2_{(R}d_)ν(dz)ds

⩽ CL_1m^{12} ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B |z||ψ(s, z) − 1|‖Y (s)‖_L2_{(R}d_)ν(dz)ds 11

⩽ CL_1m^{12} ‖Y ‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} sup_{ℏ∈W N} ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B |z||ℏ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds. (3.19) Similarly, using Strichartz’s estimates (3.7) with (γ, ρ) = (p, r), the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, and Condition (2.7) gives ‖I_2(Y )‖_{Lp(0, ~T ;Lr(Rd ))} = ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 S_{·−s} ( ∫ B [^m∑ j=1 iz_jg_j (Y (s))(ψ(s, z) − 1) ] ν(dz) ) ds ‖ ‖_{Lp(0, ~T ;Lr(Rd ))}

⩽ C ∫ ~_T 0 ‖ ‖ ∫ B [^m∑ j=1 iz_jg_j (Y (s))(ψ(s, z) − 1) ] ν(dz) ‖ ‖ L^2(R^d ) ds

⩽ CL_1m^{12} ‖Y ‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} sup_{ℏ∈W N} ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B |z||ℏ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds. (3.20) Using arguments similar to those that led up to (3.19) and (3.20), we deduce that sup 0⩽t⩽ ~T ‖ ‖I_2(Y_1)(t) − I_2(Y_2)(t) ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)}

⩽ C ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B m∑ j=1 |z_j ||ψ(s, z) − 1|‖g_j (Y_1(s)) − g_j (Y_2(s))‖_L2_{(R}d_)ν(dz)ds

⩽ CL_1m^{12} ‖Y_1 − Y_2‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} sup_{ℏ∈W N} ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B |z||ℏ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds, (3.21) and ‖I_2(Y_1) − I_2(Y_2)‖_{Lp(0, ~T ;Lr(Rd ))} ⩽ C ∫ ~_T 0 ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ B [^m∑ j=1 iz_j(g_j (Y_1(s)) − g_j (Y_2(s)))(ψ(s, z) − 1) ] ν(dz) ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd )}ds

⩽ CL_1m^{12} ‖Y_1 − Y_2‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} sup_{ℏ∈W N} ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B |z||ℏ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds. (3.22) Combining (3.15), (3.16), and (3.18)–(3.22) gives

‖Υ(Y, u_0, ψ)‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} ⩽C‖u_0‖_L2_{(R}d_) + C|λ| ~T^{1− dσ2} ‖Y ‖^{2σ+1}_{E( ~T ,p)} (3.23)

+ 2CL_1m^{12} ‖Y ‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} sup_{ℏ∈W N} ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B |z||ℏ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds, and ‖Υ(Y_1, u_0, ψ) − Υ(Y_2, u_0, ψ)‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} ⩽ C|λ| ~T^{1− dσ2} (2M)^{2σ} ‖Y_1 − Y_2‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} (3.24)

+ 2CL_1m^{12} ‖Y_1 − Y_2‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} sup_{ℏ∈W N} ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B |z||ℏ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds. In the following of the proof, set M = 2C‖u_0‖_L2_{(R}d_) and let ε = min{^M_4 ,^1_4 }. By Lemma 3.4, there exists δ_1 > 0 such that sup ℏ∈W^N sup 0⩽s⩽t⩽T :t−s⩽δ_1 ∫_t s ∫ B |z||ℏ(r, v) − 1|ν(dv)dr < 1 2CL_1m^12 ε. 12

Now let us choose ~T = T_0, here

T_0 := 1 2 min { 1, ( 1 4(2M)^{2σ} C|λ| )_{1/(1−dσ/2)} , δ_1, T } , (3.25)

which implies that C|λ|T^{1− dσ2}_0 M^{2σ+1} − M 4 < 0, C|λ|T^{1− dσ2}_0 (2M)^{2σ} < 1 4 , 2CL_1m^{12} sup_{ℏ∈W N} ∫_{T0} 0 ∫ B |z||ℏ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds < 1 4 . Then by (3.23) we get, for all Y ∈ Λ_{T0,M} , ‖Υ(Y, u_0, ψ)‖_E(T_0 ,p) ⩽ M. (3.26) Hence Υ(Y, u_0, ψ) ∈ Λ_{T0,M} for all Y ∈ Λ_{T0,M} . Furthermore, by (3.24), the mapping Υ(·, u_0, ψ) is an^1_2 -contraction on Λ_{T0,M} , that is, for any Y_1, Y_2 ∈ Λ_{T0,M} ,

‖Υ(Y_1, u_0, ψ) − Υ(Y_2, u_0, ψ)‖_E(T_0 ,p) ⩽ 1 2 ‖Y_1 − Y_2‖_E(T_0,p) .

The length of T_0 is determined only by N, σ, M, ‖u_0‖_L2_{(R}d_), and λ. Thus Υ(·, u_0, ψ) has a unique fixed point Y^ψ_1 ∈ Λ_{T0,M} , denoted also by Γ^0(u_0, ψ). And it is not difficult to see that Y^ψ_1 ∈ C([0, T_0]; L^2(R^d )) and Y^ψ_1 is a solution to (3.1) on [0, T_0].

Step 2 (Uniqueness of the solution) Let Y_1, Y_2 ∈ E^{(T,p)} ∩ C([0, T ]; L^2(R^d )) be any two solutions satisfying (3.1) with the same initial datum u_0. We define t_1 = sup {t ∈ [0, T ] : Y_1(s) = Y_2(s) for all s ∈ [0, t]} .

If t_1 = T , then the uniqueness follows. If t_1 < T , then we see that Ŷ_1(·) = Y_1(t_1 + ·) and Ŷ_1(·) = Y_2(t_1 + ·) are two solutions of (3.1) with u_0 replaced by Y_1(t_1) = Y_2(t_1) on the interval [0, T − t_1]. Using arguments similar to proving (3.24), we have ‖Ŷ_1 − Ŷ_2‖_E(0,τ,p) ⩽ [ C|λ|τ^{1− nσ2} (‖Ŷ_1‖_Lp_{([0,τ ];L}r_{(R}d_{))} + ‖Ŷ_2‖_Lp_{([0,τ ];L}r_{(R}d_{))})^{2σ}

+ 2CL_1m^{12} sup_{ℏ∈W N} ∫_τ 0 ∫ B |z||ℏ(t_1 + s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds ] ‖Ŷ_1 − Ŷ_2‖_E(0,τ,p) . (3.27)

Since (3.13) and Y_1, Y_2 ∈ E^{(T,p)} ∩ C([0, T ]; L^2(R^d )), we can choose τ small enough such that the coefficient of ‖Ŷ_1 − Ŷ_2‖_E(0,τ,p) on the right hand side of (3.27) is smaller than^1_2 , then ‖Ŷ_1 − Ŷ_2‖_E(0,τ,p) ⩽ 1 2 ‖Ŷ_1 − Ŷ_2‖_E(0,τ,p) . This implies that Y_1 = Y_2 on [0, t_1 + τ] which contradicts the definition of t_1.

Step 3 (Conservation law) We first introduce the Yosida approximation operator and its properties. For the details, we refer the reader to [18, Section 1.5].

Fix μ > 0 and define an operator J_μ : H^{−1}(R^d ) → H^1(R^d ) by J_μ = μ(μI − Δ)^{−1}. Indeed for any s ∈ R, J_μ is a contraction of H^s(R^d ) and J_μ ∈ L(H^s(R^d ), H^{s+2}(R^d )). Moreover, if X is either of the spaces H^1(R^d ), H^{−1}(R^d ) or L^p(R^d ) for p ∈ (1, ∞), then ‖J_μg‖_X ⩽ ‖g‖_X, ∀g ∈ X; (3.28) X⟨J_μg, h⟩_X∗ =_X ⟨g, J_μh⟩_X∗, ∀g ∈ X, h ∈ X^∗; (3.29) lim_{μ→∞} ‖J_μg − g‖_X = 0, ∀g ∈ X. (3.30)

Here X^∗ is the dual space of X. And ‖J_μg‖_L1_{(R}d_) ⩽ ‖g‖_L1_{(R}d_), ∀g ∈ L^1(R^d ). (3.31) We also define the nonlinearity by f_μ(w) := J_μf(J_μw), w ∈ L^2(R^d ), h_μ(w, z) := J_μh(J_μw, z) = m∑ j=1 z_jJ_μg_j (J_μw), w ∈ L^2(R^d ), z ∈ B, where f(w) = λ|w|^{2σ} w and h(w, z) = ∑_m j=1 z_j g_j (w). Observe that J_μw ∈ H^1(R^d ) ⊂ L^2(R^d ) ∩ L^r(R^d ). So f(J_μw) ∈ L^{r′} (R^d ). Since L^{r′} (R^d ) → H^{−1}(R^d ), we infer f_μ(w) ∈ H^1(R^d ). Also we have h_μ(w, z) ∈ H^1(R^d ).

Recall T_0 introduced in (3.25). Applying (3.28) and using arguments similar to that in the proofs of Step 1 and Step 2, there exists a unique solution Y^1_μ ∈ Λ_{T0,M} of the following equation on [0, T_0].

dY_μ(t) = iΔY_μ(t) − if_μ(Y_μ(t))dt − ∫ B ih_μ(Y_μ(t), z)(ψ(t, z) − 1)ν(dz)dt, t ∈ [0, T ], Y_μ(0) = J_μu_0.

(3.32)

Indeed, for Y ∈ Λ_{~T ,M} , let Υ_μ denote the mapping such that

Υ_μ(Y, u_0, ψ)(t) =S_tJ_μu_0 − i ∫_t 0 S_{t−s}f_μ(Y (s))ds − i ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s}h_μ(Y (s), z)(ψ(s, z) − 1)ν(dz)ds, (3.23) and (3.24) hold with Υ replaced by Υ_μ.

Applying the properties of J_μ listed as above, it follows from Lemma 3.2 and (3.10) that Y^1_μ ∈ C([0, T_0]; H^1(R^d )). Taking the H^{−1} − H^1 duality product of equation (3.32) by Y^1_μ shows 1 2 d dt ‖Y^1_μ (t)‖^2_{L2(Rd )} =_H−1 ⟨iΔY^1_μ (t), Y^1_μ (t)⟩_H1 −_H−1 ⟨if_μ ( Y^1_μ (t) ) , Y^1_μ (t)⟩_H1 − ∫ B H^{−1} ⟨ihμ ( Y^1_μ (t), z ) , Y^1_μ (t)⟩_H1 (ψ(t, z) − 1)ν(dz) = 0.

Hence ‖Y^1_μ (t)‖^2_{L2 (Rd)} = ‖Y_μ(0)‖^2_{L2 (Rd )} = ‖J_μu_0‖^2_{L2(Rd )}, t ∈ [0, T_0].

Now consider the following equation

dY^2_μ (t) = iΔY^2_μ (t) − if_μ(Y^2_μ (t))dt − ∫ B ih_μ(Y^2_μ (t), z)(ψ(T_0 + t, z) − 1)ν(dz)dt, t ∈ [0, T_0], Y^2_μ (0) = Y^1_μ (T_0). (3.33) Using the same arguments as above, there exists a unique solution Y^2_μ ∈ Λ_{T0,M} ∩C([0, T_0]; H^1(R^d )) to (3.33) and

‖Y^2_μ (t)‖^2_{L2(Rd )} = ‖Y^2_μ (0)‖^2_{L2 (Rd)} = ‖Y^1_μ (T_0)‖^2_{L2(Rd )} = ‖J_μu_0‖^2_{L2(Rd)}, t ∈ [0, T_0]. Following a recursive procedure we are able to prove that, for any k = 2, 3, ..., there exists a unique solution Y^k_μ ∈ Λ_{T0,M} ∩ C([0, T_0]; H^1(R^d )) to

dY^k_μ (t) = iΔY^k_μ (t) − if_μ(Y^k_μ (t))dt − ∫ B ih_μ(Y^k_μ (t), z)(ψ((k − 1)T_0 + t, z) − 1)ν(dz)dt, t ∈ [0, T_0],

Y^k_μ (0) = Y^{k−1}_μ (T_0), 14

and ‖Y^k_μ (t)‖^2_{L2 (Rd)} = ‖Y^k_μ (0)‖^2_{L2 (Rd )} = ‖Y^{k−1}_μ (T_0)‖^2_{L2(Rd )} = ‖J_μu_0‖^2_{L2(Rd)}, t ∈ [0, T_0].

For j = 1, 2, 3, ..., set Y^ψ_μ (t) = Y^j_μ (t − (j − 1)T_0), t ∈ [(j − 1)T_0, jT_0].

Then it is easy to see that Y^ψ_μ = (Y^ψ_μ (t))_{t∈[0,T ]} ∈ E^{(T,p)} ∩C([0, T ]; H^1(R^d )) is the unique solution to (3.32) on [0, T ], and ‖Y^ψ_μ (t)‖^2_{L2(Rd )} = ‖J_μu_0‖^2_{L2(Rd)}, t ∈ [0, T ].

Moreover, sup ψ∈W^N sup_{μ>0} ‖Y^ψ_μ ‖_E(T,p) ⩽ ([ T T_0

] + 1)M. (3.34)

Now let us prove the conservation law.

Assume that Y^ψ = (Y^ψ(t))_{t∈[0,T ]} ∈ E^{(T,p)} ∩ C([0, T ]; L^2(R^d )) is the unique solution to (3.1) on [0, T ]. The conservation law ‖Y^ψ(t)‖^2_{L2 (Rd)} = ‖u_0‖^2_{L2(Rd )} for t ∈ [0, T ] is straightforward once we prove lim_{μ→∞} sup_{t∈[0,T ]} ‖Y^ψ_μ (t) − Y^ψ(t)‖_L2 = 0. (3.35)

To see this, we apply Strichartz’s inequalities (3.6) and (3.7) to get, for ~T ∈ (0, T ], ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 S_{·−s}f(Y^ψ(s))ds − ∫_· 0 S_{·−s}f_μ(Y^ψ_μ (s))ds ‖ ‖ ‖_{E( ~T ,p)} ⩽ C‖f(Y^ψ) − J_μf(J_μY^ψ_μ )‖_{Lp′(0, ~T ;Lr}′_{(Rd ))} ⩽ C‖J_μf(J_μY^ψ_μ ) − J_μf(Y^ψ)‖_{Lp′(0, ~T ;Lr}′_{(Rd ))} + C‖(J_μ − I)f(Y^ψ)‖_{Lp′(0, ~T ;Lr}′_{(Rd))}. By (3.28) and using similar arguments as proving (3.18), ‖J_μf(J_μY^ψ_μ ) − J_μf(Y^ψ)‖_{Lp′ (0, ~T ;Lr}′_{(Rd ))} ⩽ ‖f(J_μY^ψ_μ ) − f(Y^ψ)‖_{Lp′(0, ~T ;Lr}′_{(Rd))} ⩽ C|λ| ~T^{1− dσ2} (‖Y^ψ_μ ‖_{Lp(0, ~T ;Lr(Rd ))} + ‖Y^ψ‖_{Lp(0, ~T ;Lr(Rd ))})^{2σ}‖J_μY^ψ_μ − Y^ψ‖_{Lp(0, ~T ;Lr(Rd ))} ⩽ C|λ| ~T^{1− dσ2} (‖Y^ψ_μ ‖_{Lp(0, ~T ;Lr(Rd ))} + ‖Y^ψ‖_{Lp(0, ~T ;Lr(Rd ))})^{2σ} · ( ‖J_μY^ψ_μ − J_μY^ψ‖_{Lp(0, ~T ;Lr(Rd ))} + ‖J_μY^ψ − Y^ψ‖_{Lp(0, ~T ;Lr(Rd))} )

⩽ C|λ| ~T^{1− dσ2} (‖Y^ψ_μ ‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} + ‖Y^ψ‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} )^{2σ} ( ‖Y^ψ_μ − Y^ψ‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} + ‖J_μY^ψ − Y^ψ‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} ) . Applying the Minkowski inequality and the Strichartz inequality (3.5), we find ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 ∫ B S_{·−s}h_μ(Y^ψ_μ (s), z)(ψ(s, z) − 1)ν(dz)ds − ∫_· 0 ∫ B S_{·−s}h(Y^ψ(s), z)(ψ(s, z) − 1)ν(dz)ds ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lp(0, ~T ;Lr(Rd ))} ⩽ ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B ‖S_{·−s}h_μ(Y^ψ_μ (s), z)(ψ(s, z) − 1) − S_{·−s}h(Y^ψ(s), z)(ψ(s, z) − 1)‖_{Lp(0, ~T ;Lr(Rd))}ν(dz)ds ⩽ C ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B ‖h_μ(Y^ψ_μ (s)) − h(Y^ψ(s))‖_L2_{(R}d_)|ψ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds, (3.36) and sup 0⩽t⩽ ~T ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s}h_μ(Y^ψ_μ (s), z)(ψ(s, z) − 1)ν(dz)ds − ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s}h(Y^ψ(s), z)(ψ(s, z) − 1)ν(dz)ds ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd )} 15

⩽ C ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B ‖h_μ(Y^ψ_μ (s), z) − h(Y^ψ(s), z)‖_L2_{(R}d_)|ψ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds. (3.37) Combining the above two estimates with (3.28) gives ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 ∫ B S_{·−s}h_μ(Y^ψ_μ (s), z)(ψ(s, z) − 1)ν(dz)ds − ∫_· 0 ∫ B S_{·−s}h(Y^ψ(s), z)(ψ(s, z) − 1)ν(dz)ds ‖ ‖ E^{( ~T ,p)} ⩽ 2C ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B ‖h_μ(Y^ψ_μ (s), z) − h(Y^ψ(s), z)‖_L2_{(R}d_)|ψ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds ⩽ 2C ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B ‖J_μh(J_μY^ψ_μ (s), z) − J_μh(Y^ψ(s), z)‖_L2_{(R}d_)|ψ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds + 2C ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B ‖J_μh(Y^ψ(s), z) − h(Y^ψ(s), z)‖_L2_{(R}d_)|ψ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds ⩽ 2C ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B ‖h(J_μY^ψ_μ (s), z) − h(Y^ψ(s), z)‖_L2_{(R}d_)|ψ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds + 2C ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B ‖(J_μ − I)h(Y^ψ(s), z)‖_L2_{(R}d_)|ψ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds ⩽ 2C ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B m∑ j=1 |z_j |‖g_j (J_μY^ψ_μ (s)) − g_j(Y^ψ(s))‖_L2_{(R}d_)|ψ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds

+ 2C ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B ‖(J_μ − I)h(Y^ψ(s), z)‖_L2_{(R}d_)|ψ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds ⩽ 2CL_1m^{12} ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B |z||ψ(s, z) − 1|‖J_μY^ψ_μ (s) − Y^ψ(s)‖_L2_{(R}d_)ν(dz)ds + 2C ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B ‖(J_μ − I)h(Y^ψ(s), z)‖_L2_{(R}d_)|ψ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds ⩽ 2CL_1m^{12} ∫ ~_T 0 ( ‖J_μY^ψ_μ − J_μY^ψ‖_L∞_{(0,s;L}2_{(R}d_{))} + ‖J_μY^ψ − Y^ψ‖_L∞_{(0,s;L}2_{(R}d_{))} ) ∫ B |z||ψ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds + 2C ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B ‖(J_μ − I)h(Y^ψ(s), z)‖_L2_{(R}d_)|ψ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds ⩽ 2CL_1m^{12} ∫ ~_T 0 ( ‖Y^ψ_μ − Y^ψ‖_E(s,p) + ‖J_μY^ψ − Y^ψ‖_E(s,p) ) ∫ B |z||ψ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds + 2C ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B ‖(J_μ − I)h(Y^ψ(s), z)‖_L2_{(R}d_)|ψ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds. (3.38) Therefore, we obtain ‖Y^ψ_μ − Y^ψ‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} ⩽ C‖Y^ψ_μ (0) − Y^ψ(0)‖_L2_{(R}d_) + C|λ| ~T^{1− dσ2} (‖Y^ψ_μ ‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} + ‖Y^ψ‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} )^{2σ} ( ‖Y^ψ_μ − Y^ψ‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} + ‖J_μY^ψ − Y^ψ‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} ) + C‖(J_μ − I)f(Y^ψ)‖_{Lp′([0, ~T ];Lr}′_{(Rd ))} + 2CL_1m^{12} ∫ ~_T 0 ( ‖Y^ψ_μ − Y^ψ‖_E(s,p) + ‖J_μY^ψ − Y^ψ‖_E(s,p) ) ∫ B |z||ψ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds 16

+ 2C ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B ‖(J_μ − I)h(Y^ψ(s), z)‖_L2_{(R}d_)|ψ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds. It follows that

lim sup μ→∞ ‖Y^ψ_μ − Y^ψ‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} ⩽ lim sup μ→∞ C‖Y^ψ_μ (0) − Y^ψ(0)‖_L2_{(R}d_)

+ C|λ| ~T^{1− dσ2} ( sup_{ℏ∈W N} sup_{μ∈[1,∞)} ‖Y^ℏ_μ ‖_E(T,p) + ‖Y^ψ‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} )^{2σ} lim sup_{μ→∞} ‖Y^ψ_μ − Y^ψ‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)}

+ 2CL_1m^{12} ∫ ~_T 0 lim sup μ→∞ ‖Y^ψ_μ − Y^ψ‖_E(s,p) ∫ B |z||ψ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds. (3.39) Here (3.30) and the dominated convergence theorem have been used. Indeed, (3.30) implies that lim sup_{μ→∞} C‖Y^ψ_μ (0) − Y^ψ(0)‖_L2_{(R}d_) = 0.

By (3.34), taking ~T = T_1 small enough such that C|λ|T^{1− dσ2}_1 ( sup_{ℏ∈W N} sup_{μ∈[1,∞)} ‖Y^ℏ_μ ‖_E(T,p) + ‖Y^ψ‖_E(T,p) )^{2σ} < 1 2 , (3.40)

it follows that lim sup μ→∞ ‖Y^ψ_μ − Y^ψ‖_E(T_1,p)

⩽ 4CL_1m^{12} ∫_{T1} 0 lim sup μ→∞ ‖Y^ψ_μ − Y^ψ‖_E(s,p) ∫ B |z||ψ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds. Since sup_{ℏ∈W} N ∫_{T1} 0 ∫ B |z||ℏ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)dt < ∞ (see Lemma 3.4), by Gronwall’s inequality lim sup μ→∞ ‖ ‖Y_{ψμ} − Y_ψ ‖ ‖ E^{(T}1^{,p)}

= 0. (3.41) Using similar arguments as proving (3.39) and by (3.40), we can get lim sup μ→∞ ‖Y^ψ_μ − Y^ψ‖_E(T_1,2T_1,p) ⩽ lim sup μ→∞ 2C‖Y^ψ_μ (T_1) − Y^ψ(T_1)‖_L2_{(R}d_)

+ 4CL_1m^{12}

∫_{2T1}

T_1

lim sup μ→∞ ‖Y^ψ_μ − Y^ψ‖_E(T_1,s,p) ∫ B |z||ψ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds. (3.42) Applying (3.41) and Gronwall’s inequality, we have lim sup μ→∞ ‖ ‖Y^ψ_μ − Y^ψ ‖ ‖_{E(T1,2T1,p)} = 0. Repeating this procedure, we can prove lim sup μ→∞ ‖ ‖Y_{ψμ} − Y_ψ ‖ ‖ E^{(T,p)} = 0, which verifies (3.35).

Step 4 (Global existence) Recall Y^ψ_1 = Υ^0(u_0, ψ) be the unique solution of (3.1) on [0, T_0]. By the L^2-norm conservation law, we see that ‖Y^ψ_1 (t)‖_L2 is constant for all t ∈ [0, T_0]. Using arguments similar to that in Step 3.1, we can construct a function Y^ψ = (Y^ψ(t))_{t∈[0,T ]} ∈ E^{(T,p)} ∩ C([0, T ]; L^2(R^d )), which is the unique solution to (3.1) on [0, T ], and ‖Y^ψ(t)‖^2_{L2 (Rd)} = ‖u_0‖^2_{L2(Rd )}, t ∈ [0, T ].

Moreover, sup ψ∈W^N ‖Y^ψ‖_E(T,p) ⩽ ([ T T_0

] + 1)M. (3.43)

The proof of this proposition is complete. □ From the proof of Proposition 3.6, we have Corollary 3.7. For ψ ∈ W and μ > 0, let Y^ψ and Y^ψ_μ be the unique solutions to (3.1) and (3.32), respectively. Then,

(1) For any ψ ∈ W , lim_{μ→∞} ‖Y^ψ − Y^ψ_μ ‖_E(T,p) = 0.

(2) For any N ∈ N, there exists a constant C_N such that sup ψ∈W^N ‖Y^ψ‖_E(T,p) + sup_{ψ∈W N} sup_{μ>0} ‖Y^ψ_μ ‖_E(T,p) ⩽ C_N < ∞. (3.44)

(3) For any ψ ∈ W , μ > 0 and t ∈ [0, T ], ‖Y^ψ_μ (t)‖_L2_{(R}d_) = ‖J_μu_0‖_L2_{(R}d_). 4. Proof of the main result: Theorem 2.7 After the preparations in Section 3 , we are ready to prove the large deviation result in Theorem 2.7. Proposition 3.6 allows us to define a map Γ^0 : W ∋ ψ → Y^ψ ∈ C([0, T ]; L^2(R^d )) ∩ L^p([0, T ]; L^r (R^d )), (4.1) here Y^ψ is the unique solution of (3.1).

By Proposition 2.4 and the Yamada-Watanabe theorem, there exists a map Γ^ε : M_{F C} ( [0, T ] × B ) → D([0, T ]; L^2(R^d )) ∩ L^p(0, T ; L^r(R^d )) such that if η is a Poisson random measure on [0, T ] × B with intensity Leb_T ⊗ ε^{−1}ν(dz), on a stochastic basis (Ω^1, F^1, P^1, F^1 ) with F^1 = {F^1_t , t ∈ [0, T ]} satisfying the usual conditions, then the process Y^ε defined by Y^ε := Γ^ε(η) is the unique solution of following equation dY^ε(t) =i [ ΔY^ε(t) − λ|Y^ε(t)|^{2σ} Y^ε(t) ] dt + ∫ B [Φ^ε(z, Y^ε(t−)) − Y^ε(t−)] ( η(dz, dt) − ε^{−1}ν(dz)dt )

+ ε^{−1} ∫ B [ Φ^ε(z, Y^ε(t)) − Y^ε(t) + ε i m∑ j=1 z_j g_j (Y^ε(t)) ] ν(dz)dt, t ∈ [0, T ], Y^ε(0) =u_0, (4.2) or in the mild form

Y^ε(t) =S_tu_0 − i ∫_t 0 S_{t−s}(λ|Y^ε(s)|^{2σ} Y^ε(s))ds + ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [Φ^ε(z, Y^ε(s−)) − Y^ε(s−)] ( η(dz, dt) − ε^{−1}ν(dz)dt )

+ ε^{−1} ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [ Φ^ε(z, Y^ε(s))) − Y^ε(s) + ε i m∑ j=1 z_j g_j(Y^ε(s)) ] ν(dz)ds. Moreover, for all t ∈ [0, T ], ‖Y^ε(t)‖_L2_{(R}d_) = ‖u_0‖_L2_{(R}d_), P^1-a.s. 18

By the definition of Γ^ε, it is easy to see that u^ε = Γ^ε(N^{ε−1} ) is the unique solution to (1.1). Now, for any fixed m ∈ (0, ∞) and ψ_ε ∈ W^m, by [11, Theorem 6.1] (i.e. a Girsanov theorem for Poisson random measures), set φ_ε = 1/ψ_ε we have

(S1) The process M^ε_t (φ_ε), t ∈ [0, T ], defined by

M^ε_t (φ_ε) = exp ( ∫ (0,t]×B×[0,ε^{−1}ψ_ε(s,z)] log(φ_ε(s, z))N(ds, dz, dr) + ∫ (0,t]×B×[0,ε^{−1}ψ_ε(s,z)] ( − φ_ε(s, z) + 1 ) ν(dz) dsdr ) , t ∈ [0, T ], is an F-martingale on (Ω, F, F, P ).

(S2) The formula

P^ε_T (O) = ∫ O M^ε_T (φ_ε) dP, ∀O ∈ F defines a probability measure on (Ω, F).

(S3) The measures P and P^ε_T are equivalent. (S4) The laws on M_{F C} ( [0, T ] × B ) of the following two random variables are equal: (i) N^{ε−1ψε} defined on probability space (Ω, F, F, P^ε_T ) and (ii) N^{ε−1} defined on probability space (Ω, F, F, P ).

By the definition of Γ^ε and (S4), the process

X^{ψε} := Γ^ε(N^{ε−1ψε} ) (4.3)

is the unique solution of (4.2) with (Ω^1, F^1, P^1, F^1 , η) replaced by (Ω, F, F, P^ε_T , N^{ε−1ψε} ). Moreover, for all t ∈ [0, T ], ‖X^{ψε} (t)‖_L2_{(R}d_) = ‖u_0‖_L2_{(R}d_), P^ε_T -a.s.

Combining the above equality with (S3), we obtain for all t ∈ [0, T ],

‖X^{ψε} (t)‖_L2_{(R}d_) = ‖u_0‖_L2_{(R}d_), P -a.s. (4.4)

Moreover, (S1)–(S4) implies that X^{ψε} is the unique solution of the integral equation on the probability space (Ω, F, F, P ):

X^{ψε} (t) = S_tu_0 − i ∫_t 0 S_{t−s}(λ|X^{ψε} (s)|^{2σ} X^{ψε} (s))ds + ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [ Φ^ε(z, X^{ψε} (s−)) − X^{ψε} (s−) ] ( N^{ε−1ψε} (ds, dz) − ε^{−1}ν(dz)ds )

+ ε^{−1} ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [ Φ^ε(z, X^{ψε} (s))) − X^{ψε} (s) + ε i m∑ j=1 z_j g_j (X^{ψε} (s)) ] ν(dz)ds (4.5)

= S_tu_0 − i ∫_t 0 S_{t−s}(λ|X^{ψε} (s)|^{2σ} X^{ψε} (s))ds + ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [ Φ^ε(z, X^{ψε} (s−)) − X^{ψε} (s−) ] Ñ^{ε−1ψ}ε (ds, dz) + ε^{−1} ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [ Φ^ε(z, X^{ψε} (s)) − X^{ψε} (s) ] ( ψ_ε(s, z) − 1 ) ν(dz)ds + ε^{−1} ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [ Φ^ε(z, X^{ψε} (s))) − X^{ψε} (s) + ε i m∑ j=1 z_j g_j (X^{ψε} (s)) ] ν(dz)ds (4.6)

= S_tu_0 − i ∫_t 0 S_{t−s}(λ|X^{ψε} (s)|^{2σ} X^{ψε} (s))ds + ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [ Φ^ε(z, X^{ψε} (s−)) − X^{ψε} (s−) ] Ñ^{ε−1ψ}ε (ds, dz) 19

+ ε^{−1} ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [ Φ^ε(z, X^{ψε} (s))) − X^{ψε} (s) + ε i m∑ j=1 z_j g_j (X^{ψε} (s)) ] ψ_ε(s, z)ν(dz)ds

− ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s}i m∑ j=1 z_j g_j (X^{ψε} (s)) ( ψ_ε(s, z) − 1 ) ν(dz)ds. (4.7)

For the details of the proof of the above result, we refer [11, Lemma 7.1].

According to [42, Theorem 4.4], in which the conditions are an adaption of the original conditions given in [15] [16], to complete the proof of the theorem, it is sufficient to verify the following two Conditions (4.8) and (4.9).

Proposition 4.1. Let Assumption 2.1 hold. For any given N ∈ N, let ψ_0, ψ_n ∈ W^N , n ∈ N be such that ψ_n → ψ_0 in W^N as n → ∞. Then

lim_{n→∞} ‖Γ^0(ψ_n) − Γ^0(ψ_0)‖_E(T,p) = 0. (4.8)

Proposition 4.2. Let Assumption 2.1 hold. For any given N ∈ N, let {ψ_ε, ε > 0} ⊂ W^N . Then, for the solution X^{ψε} := Γ^ε(εN^{ε−1ψε} ) to (4.5),

lim_{ε→0} P ( ‖X^{ψε} − Γ^0(ψ_ε)‖_E(T,p) ⩾ δ ) = 0, for any δ > 0. (4.9)

The proofs of Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 are given in Sections 5 and 6 respectively.

5. Proof of Proposition 4.1

Consider the following equation n = 0, 1, 2, · · ·

Y^n(t) = S_tu_0 − i ∫_t 0 S_{t−s}f(Y^n(s))ds − i ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s}h(Y^n(s), z)(ψ_n(s, z) − 1)ν(dz)ds, t ∈ [0, T ], (5.1)

where f(Y ) = λ|Y |^{2σ} Y and h(Y, z) = ∑_m j=1 z_j g_j (Y ) as before. We need to show

lim_{n→∞} ‖Y^n − Y^0‖_E(T,p) = 0. (5.2)

By (5.1), for any t ∈ [0, T ], (in the following the initial data will be used)

Y^n(t) − Y^0(t) = S_t ( Y^n(0) − Y^0(0) ) − i ∫_t 0 S_{t−s} ( f(Y^n(s)) − f(Y^0(s)) ) ds − i ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} ( h(Y^n(s), z)(ψ_n(s, z) − 1) − h(Y^0(s), z)(ψ_0(s, z) − 1) ) ν(dz)ds = S_t ( Y^n(0) − Y^0(0) ) − i ∫_t 0 S_{t−s} ( f(Y^n(s)) − f(Y^0(s)) ) ds − i ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} ( h(Y^n(s), z) − h(Y^0(s), z) ) (ψ_n(s, z) − 1)ν(dz)ds − i ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s}h(Y^0(s), z) ( (ψ_n(s, z) − 1) − (ψ_0(s, z) − 1) ) ν(dz)ds. (5.3)

By (3.44), using arguments similar to that used to obtain (3.18), (3.21) and (3.22), there exists constant C dependent on N, λ, σ, ‖u_0‖_L2_{(R}d_), m, L_1 but independent on n and ~T , such that for any ~T ∈ [0, T ], ‖ ‖i ∫_· 0 S_{·−s} ( f(Y^n(s)) − f(Y^0(s)) ) ds ‖ ‖ E^{~T ,p} + ‖ ‖i ∫_· 0 S_{·−s} ( h(Y^n(s), z) − h(Y^0(s), z) ) (ψ_n(s, z) − 1)ν(dz)ds ‖ ‖_{E ~T ,p} 20

⩽ C‖Y^n − Y^0‖_E ~_{T ,p} ( ~T^{1− dσ}_2 + sup ℏ∈W^N ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B |z||ℏ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds ) . (5.4) Applying the Strichartz inequality (3.5), (5.3) and (5.4), we arrive at ‖Y^n − Y^0‖_{E(} ~_{T ,p)} ⩽ C‖Y^n(0) − Y^0(0)‖_L2_{(R}d_) + C‖Y^n − Y^0‖_E ~_{T ,p} ( ~T^{1− dσ}_2 + sup ℏ∈W^N ∫ ~_T 0 ∫ B |z||ℏ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds )

+ ‖ ‖i ∫_· 0 ∫ B S_{·−s}h(Y^0(s), z) ( (ψ_n(s, z) − 1) − (ψ_0(s, z) − 1) ) ν(dz)ds ‖ ‖_{E( ~T ,p)} . (5.5) Applying Lemma 3.4, there exists T_0 ∈ (0, T ] such that C ( T^{1− dσ2}_0 + sup_{ℏ∈W N} sup_{l∈[0,T ]} ∫_{(l+T0)∧T} l∧T ∫ B |z||ℏ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds ) ⩽ 1/2. (5.6) Therefore, the above two inequalities imply that ‖Y^n − Y^0‖_E(T_0,p) ⩽ C‖Y^n(0) − Y^0(0)‖_L2_{(R}d_) (5.7) + C‖ ∫_· 0 ∫ B S_{·−s}h(Y^0(s), z) ( (ψ_n(s, z) − 1) − (ψ_0(s, z) − 1) ) ν(dz)ds‖_E(T_0,p) . Consider the following equation n = 0, 1, 2, · · · and μ > 0, Φ^n(t) = i ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s}h(Y^0(s), z)(ψ_n(s, z) − 1)ν(dz)ds, t ∈ [0, T ]; (5.8)

Φ^n_μ(t) = i ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s}h_μ(Y^0(s), z)(ψ_n(s, z) − 1)ν(dz)ds, t ∈ [0, T ], (5.9) where h_μ(Y, z) = ∑_m j=1 z_j J_μg_j (J_μY ) = J_μh(J_μY, z) as Step 3 in the proof of Proposition 3.6.

We will prove that for any ϵ > 0, there exists μ_ϵ > 0 such that sup n=0,1,2... ‖Φ^n_{μϵ} − Φ^n‖_E(T,p) ⩽ ϵ. (5.10) Using arguments similar to that used to prove (3.36), (3.37) and (3.38), we have ‖Φ^n_μ − Φ^n‖_E(T,p) ⩽ C ∫_T 0 ∫ B ‖h_μ(Y^0(s)) − h(Y^0(s))‖_L2_{(R}d_)|ψ_n(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds ⩽ C ∫_T 0 ∫ B ‖J_μh(J_μY^0(s)) − J_μh(Y^0(s))‖_L2_{(R}d_)|ψ_n(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds + C ∫_T 0 ∫ B ‖(J_μ − I)h(Y^0(s))‖_L2_{(R}d_)|ψ_n(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds ⩽ C_m ∫_T 0 ∫ B ‖(J_μ − I)Y^0(s)‖_L2_{(R}d_)|z||ψ_n(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds + C_m ∫_T 0 ∫ B ‖(J_μ − I)g_j (Y^0(s))‖_L2_{(R}d_)|z||ψ_n(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds. (5.11) By (3.28), (3.30), (3.44), Assumption 2.1, and the dominated convergence theorem, we have lim_{μ→∞} ∫_T 0 ‖(J_μ − I)Y^0(s)‖_L2_{(R}d_)ds = 0, (5.12) lim_{μ→∞} m∑ j=1 ∫_T 0 ‖(J_μ − I)g_j (Y^0(s))‖_L2_{(R}d_)ds = 0. (5.13) 21

For any κ > 0, set

O_{μ,κ} := {s ∈ [0, T ] : ‖(J_μ − I)Y^0(s)‖_L2_{(R}d_) > κ} and O^c_{μ,κ} = [0, T ] \ O_{μ,κ}. Then (5.12) implies that lim_{μ→∞} Leb_T (O_{μ,κ}) = 0. (5.14) Hence, by (3.44) again and Lemma 3.4, for any κ > 0,

lim sup μ→∞ sup n=0,1,2... ∫_T 0 ∫ B ‖(J_μ − I)Y^0(s)‖_L2_{(R}d_)|z||ψ_n(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds = lim sup μ→∞ sup n=0,1,2... ∫ O^c_{μ,κ} ∫ B ‖(J_μ − I)Y^0(s)‖_L2_{(R}d_)|z||ψ_n(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds + lim sup μ→∞ sup n=0,1,2... ∫ O_{μ,κ} ∫ B ‖(J_μ − I)Y^0(s)‖_L2_{(R}d_)|z||ψ_n(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds ⩽ κ sup_{ℏ∈W N} ∫_T 0 ∫ B |z||ℏ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds + lim sup μ→∞ ( 2 sup s∈[0,T ] ‖Y^0(s)‖_L2_{(R}d_) sup_{ℏ∈W N} ∫ O_{μ,κ} ∫ B |z||ℏ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds )

⩽ C_N κ. (5.15) By (5.13), a similar argument as above shows that

lim sup μ→∞ sup n=0,1,2... m∑ j=1 ∫_T 0 ∫ B ‖(J_μ − I)g_j (Y^0(s))‖_L2_{(R}d_)|z||ψ_n(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds ⩽ C_N κ. (5.16)

Combining (5.11), (5.15) and (5.16), there exists a constant C_N such that, for any κ > 0, lim sup μ→∞ sup n=0,1,2... ‖Φ^n_μ − Φ^n‖_E(T,p) ⩽ C_N κ, which implies (5.10).

By (5.7) and (5.10), for any ϵ > 0 and n = 1, 2, 3..., ‖Y^n − Y^0‖_E(T_0,p) ⩽ C‖Y^n(0) − Y^0(0)‖_L2_{(R}d_) + Cϵ + C‖Φ^n_{μϵ} − Φ^0_{μϵ} ‖_E(T,p) . (5.17) Therefore, since Y^n(0) − Y^0(0) = 0, once we show (to be proved later in Lemma 5.3) that for any fixed μ > 0 lim_{n→∞} ‖Φ^n_μ − Φ^0_μ‖_E(T,p) = 0, (5.18) then by the arbitrariness of ϵ, we conclude lim_{n→∞} ‖Y^n − Y^0‖_E(T_0,p) = 0. (5.19) Now consider t ∈ [T_0, 2T_0 ∧ T ], we have

Y^n(t) − Y^0(t) = S_t ( Y^n(T_0) − Y^0(T_0) ) − i ∫_t T_0 S_{t−s} ( f(Y^n(s)) − f(Y^0(s)) ) ds − i ∫_t T_0 ∫ B S_{t−s} ( h(Y^n(s), z)(ψ_n(s, z) − 1) − h(Y^0(s), z)(ψ_0(s, z) − 1) ) ν(dz)ds. By the definition of T_0(see (5.6)), using arguments similar to getting (5.17), we can get, for any ϵ > 0 and n = 1, 2, 3...,

‖Y^n − Y^0‖_E(T_0,2T_0 ∧T,p) ⩽ C‖Y^n(T_0) − Y^0(T_0)‖_L2_{(R}d_) + Cϵ + C‖Φ^n_{μϵ} − Φ^0_{μϵ} ‖_E(T_0,2T_0∧T,p) ⩽ ‖Y^n − Y^0‖_E(T_0,p) + Cϵ + ‖Φ^n_{μϵ} − Φ^0_{μϵ} ‖_E(T,p) .

Combining the above inequality with (5.18), (5.19) and the arbitrariness of ϵ, we arrive at lim_{n→∞} ‖Y^n − Y^0‖_E(2T_0∧T,p) = 0.

Then following a standard recursive procedure, we obtain lim_{n→∞} ‖Y^n − Y^0‖_E(T,p) = 0.

which verifies (4.8).

To complete the proof of Proposition 4.1, in the rest of this subsection, we give the proof of (5.18) as we promised before. To do this, we present first a priori results. Lemma 5.1. Fix μ > 0. we have

(1) For any n = 0, 1, 2, ..., Φ^n_μ ∈ C([0, T ]; H^1(R^d )). (2) Since ∇ and S_t commute, for any n = 0, 1, 2, ..., set

∇Φ^n_μ(t) = i ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s}∇ (^m∑ j=1 z_j J_μ(g_j (J_μY^0(s)))(ψ_n(s, z) − 1 ) ν(dz)ds, t ∈ [0, T ], then ∇Φ^n_μ ∈ C([0, T ]; H^1(R^d )).

(3) There exists a constant C_{μ,N} such that sup n=0,1,2,... ( sup t∈[0,T ] ‖Φ^n_μ(t)‖_H1_{(R}d_) + sup_{t∈[0,T ]} ‖∇Φ^n_μ(t)‖_H1_{(R}d_) ) ⩽ C_{μ,N} < ∞. (4) Let 0 = t^k_0 < t^k_1 < · · · < t^k_{2k} = T , where t^k_i =^{iT}_{2k} , be a partition of [0, T ] and let s̄_k(s) = t^k_i for s ∈ [ t^k_i , t^k_{i+1} ) , i = 0, · · · , 2^k − 1. Then

lim_{k→∞} sup n=0,1,2,... ( ∫ T 0 ‖Φ^n_μ(s) − Φ^n_μ(s̄_k)‖^2_{L2(Rd )}ds + ∫_T 0 ‖∇Φ^n_μ(s) − ∇Φ^n_μ(s̄_k)‖^2_{L2(Rd )}ds ) = 0.(5.20)

Proof of Lemma 5.1. For n = 0, 1, 2, ..., set

ϕ^n_μ(s) = ∫ B ( i m∑ j=1 z_j J_μ(g_j (J_μY^0(s)))(ψ_n(s, z) − 1 ) ν(dz), s ∈ [0, T ]. Notice that, see e.g., [18, Proposition 1.5.3], ‖J_μ‖_{L(L}2_{;H}2_) ⩽ C_μ < ∞. (5.21) By (3.10), (3.28) and (3.44), using arguments similar to get (3.19), we deduce sup n=0,1,2,... ∫_T 0 ‖∇ϕ^n_μ(s)‖_H1 ds ⩽ sup_{n=0,1,2,...} ∫_T 0 ‖ϕ^n_μ(s)‖_H2 ds ⩽ sup n=0,1,2,... C_μ ∫_T 0 ∫ B m∑ j=1 |z_j |‖g_j (J_μY^0(s))‖_L2 |ψ_n(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds

⩽ C_{m,μ}‖Y^0‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}2_{(R}d_{))} sup_{ℏ∈W N} ∫_T 0 ∫ B |z||ℏ(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds ⩽ C_{m,μ,N} < ∞, (5.22) which implies that

for n = 0, 1, 2, ..., ϕ^n_μ ∈ L^1(0, T ; H^2(R^d )) and ∇ϕ^n_μ ∈ L^1(0, T ; H^1(R^d )).

Applying Lemma 3.2 leads us to statements (1) and (2) of this Lemma. Furthermore, in view of (3.3), we have sup n=0,1,2,... ( sup t∈[0,T ] ‖Φ^n_μ(t)‖_H1_{(R}d_) + sup_{t∈[0,T ]} ‖∇Φ^n_μ(t)‖_H1_{(R}d_) ) ⩽ C_{m,μ,N} < ∞, (5.23) which yields statement (3) of this Lemma. 23

On account of (3.4), for any 0 ⩽ s ⩽ t ⩽ T , we have

‖Φ^n_μ(t) − Φ^n_μ(s)‖^2_{L2(Rd )} (5.24)

= 2i ∫_t s ( ∇Φ^n_μ(l), ∇Φ^n_μ(s) ) L^2(R^d)

dl + 2 ∫_t s ( ϕ^n_μ(l), Φ^n_μ(l) − Φ^n_μ(s) ) L^2(R^d )dl, and ‖∇Φ^n_μ(t) − ∇Φ^n_μ(s)‖^2_{L2 (Rd)} (5.25)

= 2i ∫_t s ( ∇ ( ∇Φ^n_μ(l) ) , ∇ ( ∇Φ^n_μ(s) )) L^2(R^d)

dl + 2 ∫_t s ( ∇ϕ^n_μ(l), ∇Φ^n_μ(l) − ∇Φ^n_μ(s) ) L^2(R^d ) dl. Using (5.23), with very similar arguments as the one in (5.22) we deduce ‖Φ^n_μ(t) − Φ^n_μ(s)‖^2_{L2 (Rd)} + ‖∇Φ^n_μ(t) − ∇Φ^n_μ(s)‖^2_{L2(Rd )} ⩽ C_{m,μ,N} (t − s) + C_{m,μ,N} sup_{ℏ∈W N} ∫_t s ∫ B |z||ℏ(l, z) − 1|ν(dz)dl, and statement (4) of this lemma follows immediately from (3.11) (or (3.13)). □ The following result plays a crucial role in proving (5.18).

Lemma 5.2. For every fixed μ > 0, lim_{n→∞} sup_{t∈[0,T ]} ‖Φ^n_μ(t) − Φ^0_μ(t)‖_H1_{(R}d_) = 0.

Proof of Lemma 5.2. Now fix μ > 0. It is enough to prove that lim_{n→∞} sup_{t∈[0,T ]} ‖∇Φ^n_μ(t) − ∇Φ^0_μ(t)‖_L2_{(R}d_) = 0, (5.26)

as the following convergnce lim_{n→∞} sup_{t∈[0,T ]} ‖Φ^n_μ(t) − Φ^0_μ(t)‖_L2_{(R}d_) = 0 (5.27)

follows similarly. Clearly, combining (5.26) and (5.27) implies this lemma.

Now let us prove (5.26). By Lemmas 3.2, we have ‖∇Φ^n_μ(t) − ∇Φ^0_μ(t)‖^2_{L2(Rd )} = ∫_t 0 ∫ B (^m∑ j=1 iz_j∇J_μ(g_j (J_μY^0(s))(ψ_n(s, z) − ψ_0(s, z)), ∇Φ^n_μ(s) − ∇Φ^0_μ(s) ) L^2(R^d) ν(dz)ds

= ∫_t 0 ∫ 0<|z|<δ (^m∑ j=1 iz_j∇J_μ(g_j (J_μY^0(s))(ψ_n(s, z) − ψ_0(s, z)), ∇Φ^n_μ(s) − ∇Φ^0_μ(s) ) L^2(R^d) ν(dz)ds

+ ∫_t 0 ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 (^m∑ j=1 iz_j∇J_μ(g_j (J_μY^0(s))(ψ_n(s, z) − ψ_0(s, z)), ∇Φ^n_μ(s) − ∇Φ^0_μ(s) ) L^2(R^d ) ν(dz)ds := I^δ_{n,1}(t) + I^δ_{n,2}(t). (5.28) Here δ ∈ (0, 1] is an arbitrary constant.

Using arguments similar to those that led up to (3.19) and (5.22), recalling Assumption 2.1, and applying the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and Lemma 5.1, we deduce sup t∈[0,T ] |I^δ_{n,1}(t)| ⩽ C_μL_1m^{12} ∫_T 0 ∫ 0<|z|<δ |z|‖Y^0(s)‖_L2_{(R}d_)|ψ_n(s, z) − ψ_0(s, z)|‖∇Φ^n_μ(s) − ∇Φ^0_μ(s)‖_L2_{(R}d_)ν(dz)ds 24

⩽ C_{m,μ,N} [ ∫ T 0 ∫ 0<|z|<δ |z||ψ_n(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds + ∫_T 0 ∫ 0<|z|<δ |z||ψ_0(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds ]

⩽ C_{m,μ,N} sup_{h∈W N} ∫_T 0 ∫ 0<|z|<δ |z||h(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds. (5.29) Here the constant C_μ appears in (5.21).

To estimate the second term I^δ_{n,2}, fix k ∈ N, let 0 = t^k_0 < t^k_1 < · · · < t^k_{2k} = T , where t^k_i =^{iT}_{2k} , be a partition of [0, T ] and set s̄_k(s) = t^k_i for s ∈ [ t^k_i , t^k_{i+1} ) , i = 0, · · · , 2^k − 1. We find sup 0⩽t⩽T |I^δ_{n,2}(t)| ⩽ sup_{0⩽t⩽T} | | ∫_t 0 ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 (^m∑ j=1 iz_j∇J_μ(g_j (J_μY^0(s))(ψ_n(s, z) − ψ_0(s, z)), ( ∇Φ^n_μ(s) − ∇Φ^0_μ(s) ) − ( ∇Φ^n_μ(s̄_k) − ∇Φ^0_μ(s̄_k) )) L^2(R^d ) ν(dz)ds | |

+ sup_{0⩽t⩽T} | | ∫_t 0 ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 (^m∑ j=1 iz_j∇J_μ(g_j (J_μY^0(s)) − m∑ j=1 iz_j∇J_μ(g_j (J_μY^0(s̄_k)),

∇Φ^n_μ(s̄_k) − ∇Φ^0_μ(s̄_k) ) L^2(R^d ) · (ψ_n(s, z) − ψ_0(s, z))ν(dz)ds | | + sup 1⩽i⩽2^k sup t^k_{i−1} ⩽t⩽t^k_i | | ∫_t t^k_{i−1} ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 (^m∑ j=1 iz_j∇J_μ(g_j (J_μY^0(s̄_k)), ∇Φ^n_μ(s̄_k) − ∇Φ^0_μ(s̄_k) ) L^2(R^d ) ·(ψ_n(s, z) − ψ_0(s, z))ν(dz)ds | |

+ 2^k∑

i=1 | | ∫_tk_i t^k_{i−1} ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 (^m∑ j=1 iz_j∇J_μ(g_j (J_μY^0(s̄_k)), ∇Φ^n_μ(s̄_k) − ∇Φ^0_μ(s̄_k) ) L^2(R^d ) (ψ_n(s, z) − ψ_0(s, z))ν(dz)ds | | := Ĩ^{δ,n,k}_1 + Ĩ^{δ,n,k}_2 + Ĩ^{δ,n,k}_3 + Ĩ^{δ,n,k}_4 . (5.30) For the term Ĩ^{δ,n,k}_1 , using similar argument with which we derived (5.29) and then applying the inequality ab ⩽ e^{Ka} + 1 K (b log b − b + 1) = e^{Ka} + 1 K l(b), for any a, b ∈ (0, ∞), K ∈ [1, ∞), (5.31)

we infer, for any K ∈ [1, ∞), Ĩ^{δ,n,k}_1 ⩽ C_{m,μ,N} ∫_T 0 ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 ( |ψ_n(s, z)| + |ψ_0(s, z)| ) ‖∇Φ^n_μ(s) − ∇Φ^n_μ(s̄_k)‖_L2_{(R}d_)ν(dz)ds +C_{m,μ,N} ∫_T 0 ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 ( |ψ_n(s, z)| + |ψ_0(s, z)| ) ‖∇Φ^0_μ(s) − ∇Φ^0_μ(s̄_k)‖_L2_{(R}d_)ν(dz)ds ⩽ C_{m,μ,N} ∫_T 0 ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 ‖∇Φ^n_μ(s) − ∇Φ^n_μ(s̄_k)‖_L2_{(R}d_) [ 2e^K + l (ψ_n(s, z)) + l(ψ_0(s, z)) K ] ν(dz)ds +C_{m,μ,N} ∫_T 0 ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 ‖∇Φ^0_μ(s) − ∇Φ^0_μ(s̄_k)‖_L2_{(R}d_) [ 2e^K + l (ψ_n(s, z)) + l(ψ_0(s, z)) K ] ν(dz)ds ⩽ e^K C_{m,μ,N} ν(δ ⩽ |z| ⩽ 1) ( ∫ T 0 ‖∇Φ^n_μ(s) − ∇Φ^n_μ(s̄_k)‖_L2_{(R}d_)ds + ∫_T 0 ‖∇Φ^0_μ(s) − ∇Φ^0_μ(s̄_k)‖_L2_{(R}d_)ds ) 25

+ C_{m,μ,N} sup_{j=0,1,2...} sup_{t∈[0,T ]} ‖∇Φ^j_μ(t)‖_L2_{(R}d_) K ⩽ e^K T^{12} C_{m,μ,N} ν(δ ⩽ |z| ⩽ 1) sup_{j=0,1,2,...} ( ∫ T 0 ‖∇Φ^j_μ(s) − ∇Φ^j_μ(s̄_k)‖^2_{L2 (Rd)}ds

) 1_2 + C_{m,μ,N} K , (5.32)

where we haved used the fact that δ ⩽ |z| ⩽ 1 and ψ_n, ψ ∈ W^N in the third inequality.

Similarly, we have Ĩ^{δ,n,k}_2 ⩽ C_{m,μ,N} sup j=0,1,2... sup t∈[0,T ] ‖∇Φ^j_μ(t)‖_L2_{(R}d_) × ∫_T 0 ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 ‖Y^0(s) − Y^0(s̄_k)‖_L2_{(R}d_) [ 2e^K + l (ψ_n(s, z)) + l(ψ(s, z)) K ] ν(dz)ds ⩽ e^K T C_{m,μ,N} ν(δ ⩽ |z| ⩽ 1) sup_{j=0,1,2...} sup_{t∈[0,T ]} ‖∇Φ^j_μ(t)‖_L2_{(R}d_) sup_{s∈[0,T ]} ‖Y^0(s) − Y^0(s̄_k)‖_L2_{(R}d_) + C_{m,μ,N} K , ⩽ e^K T C_{m,μ,N} ν(δ ⩽ |z| ⩽ 1) sup_{j=0,1,2...} sup_{s∈[0,T ]} ‖Y^0(s) − Y^0(s̄_k)‖_L2_{(R}d_) + C_{m,μ,N} K , (5.33)

where we have used statement (3) of Lemma 5.1 and (3.44).

We again follow the same line of argument as used in deducing (5.29), to find that Ĩ^{δ,n,k}_3 ⩽ C_{m,μ,N} sup h∈W^N sup 1⩽i⩽2^k ∫_{ti} t_{i−1} ∫ B |z||h(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds. (5.34) Now consider Ĩ^{δ,n,k}_4 . We first fix k ∈ N and i = 0, · · · , 2^k − 1. Due to the statement (3) of Lemma 5.1, it follows that sup_{n∈N} ‖∇Φ^n_μ(t^k_i ) − ∇Φ^0_μ(t^k_i )‖_L2_{(R}d_) ⩽ C_{μ,N} < ∞, (5.35)

which implies that {∇Φ^n_μ(t^k_i ) − ∇Φ^0_μ(t^k_i )}_{n∈N} is weakly tight in L^2(R^d ), and hence there exists a subsequence (still denoted by itself) and U^k_i ∈ L^2(R^d ) such that, for any v ∈ L^2(R^d ), lim_{n→∞} ( v, ∇Φ^n_μ(t^k_i ) − ∇Φ^0_μ(t^k_i ) ) L^2(R^d) = (v, U k i )_L2_{(R}d_).

Since J_μ is a contraction of L^2(R^d ) and ‖J_μ‖_{L(L}2_{;H}2_) ⩽ C_μ, by Assumption 2.1 and Corollary 3.7 we infer sup δ⩽|z|⩽1 ‖ m∑ j=1 z_j∇J_μ(g_j (J_μY^0(t^k_i ))‖_L2_{(R}d_) ⩽ C_{m,μ} max_j ‖g_j (J_μ(Y^0(t^k_i )))‖_L2_{(R}d_) ⩽ C_{m,μ,N} < ∞,(5.36)

which yields

lim_{n→∞} V^n_{k,i}(z) = ( m∑ j=1 iz_j∇J_μ(g_j (J_μY^0(t^k_i )), U^k_i )_L2_{(R}d_) := V_{k,i}(z), ∀z ∈ {δ ⩽ |z| ⩽ 1}, (5.37) and sup_{n∈N} sup_{δ⩽|z|⩽1} | | |V^n_{k,i}(z) | | | ⩽ Cm,μ,N < ∞. (5.38) Here V^n_{k,i}(z) := (^m∑ j=1 iz_j∇J_μ(g_j (J_μY^0(t^k_i )), ∇Φ^n_μ(t^k_i ) − ∇Φ^0_μ(t^k_i ) ) L^2(R^d) . 26

Now, we may follow proofs similar in spirit to [16, A.6] and assume without loss of generality that m_{n,δ} := ∫_tk_{i+1} t^k_i ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 ψ_n(s, z)ν(dz)ds ≠ 0, and m_δ := ∫_tk_{i+1} t^k_i ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 ψ(s, z)ν(dz)ds ≠ 0. Define probability measures ν̃_{n,δ}, ν̃_δ and θ_δ on ( [t^k_i , t^k_{i+1}) × {δ ⩽ |z| ⩽ 1}, B ( [t^k_i , t^k_{i+1}) ) ⊗ B ({δ ⩽ |z| ⩽ 1}) ) as follows: ν̃_{n,δ}(·) = ν^{ψn}_T ( · ∩ ([t^k_i , t^k_{i+1}) × {δ ⩽ |z| ⩽ 1}) ) m_{n,δ} , ν̃_δ(·) = ν^ψ_T ( · ∩ ( [t^k_i , t^k_{i+1}) × {δ ⩽ |z| ⩽ 1} )) m_δ , θ_δ(·) = ν_T ( · ∩ ( [t^k_i , t^k_{i+1}) × {δ ⩽ |z| ⩽ 1} )) ν_T ( [t^k_i , t^k_{i+1}) × {δ ⩽ |z| ⩽ 1} )) , where we employ the notations ν_T and ν^g_T introduced in (2.4).

Denote A^δ := [t^k_i , t^k_{i+1}) × {δ ⩽ |z| ⩽ 1} for simplicity. In the following, we will prove (5.42). To do this, using similar arguments as in the proof of [14, Lemma 10.9], we may assume without loss of generality that Leb_T ⊗ ν ( ∂A^δ ) = 0. Recall the topology W^N defined in (2.3). Since ψ_n → ψ as n → ∞ in W^N and Leb_T ⊗ ν ( ∂A^δ ) = 0, we infer lim_{n→∞} m_{n,δ} = m_δ, (5.39) and ν̃_{n,δ} converges weakly to ν̃_δ as n → ∞. (5.40) Moreover, there exists a constant α_δ such that

sup_{n⩾1} R (ν̃_{n,δ}‖θ_δ) = sup_{n⩾1}

∫_tk_{i+1} t^k_i ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 log ( ν_T ( [t^k_i , t^k_{i+1}) × {δ ⩽ |z| ⩽ 1} ) m_{n,δ} ψ_n(s, z) ) 1 m_{n,δ} ψ_n(s, z)ν(dz)ds

= sup_{n⩾1} 1 m_{n,δ} ∫_tk_{i+1} t^k_i ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 (l (ψ_n(s, z)) + ψ_n(s, z) − 1) ν(dz)ds + log ν_T ([ t^k_i , t^k_{i+1} ) × {δ ⩽ |z| ⩽ 1} ) m_{n,δ} ⩽ sup_{n⩾1} ( N m_{n,δ} + 1 − ν_T ( [t^k_i , t^k_{i+1}) × {δ ⩽ |z| ⩽ 1} ) m_{n,δ} + log ν_T ( [t^k_i , t^k_{i+1}) × {δ ⩽ |z| ⩽ 1} ) m_{n,δ} )

⩽α_δ < ∞. (5.41)

Based on (5.37)–(5.41) and using [13, Lemma 2.8], we are able to deduce that lim_{n→∞} ∫_tk_{i+1} t^k_i ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 V^n_{k,i}(s, z)ν̃_{n,δ} (dzds) = ∫_tk_{i+1} t^k_i ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 V_{k,i}(s, z)ν̃_δ (dzds),

lim_{n→∞} ∫_tk_{i+1} t^k_i ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 V^n_{k,i}(s, z)ν̃_δ (dzds) = ∫_tk_{i+1} t^k_i ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 V_{k,i}(s, z)ν̃_δ (dzds). It follows that lim_{n→∞} ∫_tk_{i+1} t^k_i ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 V^n_{k,i}(s, z)ψ_n(s, z)ν(dz)ds = ∫_tk_{i+1} t^k_i ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 V_{k,i}(s, z)ψ(s, z)ν(dz)ds, 27

lim_{n→∞} ∫_tk_{i+1} t^k_i ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 V^n_{k,i}(s, z)ψ(s, z)ν(dz)ds = ∫_tk_{i+1} t^k_i ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 V_{k,i}(s, z)ψ(s, z)ν(dz)ds. Hence lim_{n→∞} | | ∫_tk_{i+1} t^k_i ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 (^m∑ j=1 iz_j∇J_μ(g_j (J_μY^0(s̄_k)), ∇Φ^n_μ(s̄_k) − ∇Φ^0_μ(s̄_k) ) L^2(R^d ) (ψ_n(s, z) − ψ_0(s, z))ν(dz)ds | | = lim_{n→∞} | | | | ∫_tk_{i+1} t^k_i ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 V^n_{k,i}(s, z)ψ_n(s, z)ν(dz)ds − ∫_tk_{i+1} t^k_i ∫ δ⩽|z|⩽1 V^n_{k,i}(s, z)ψ(s, z)ν(dz)ds | | | | = 0.

(5.42) Therefore, for any fixed k ∈ N and δ ∈ (0, 1], we have lim_{n→∞} Ĩ^{δ,n,k}_4 = 0. (5.43) Now we collect together all the terms (5.28), (5.29), (5.30), (5.32), (5.33), (5.34), and (5.43), to deduce that for any fixed k ∈ N, K ∈ [1, ∞) and δ ∈ (0, 1],

lim sup n→∞ sup t∈[0,T ] ‖∇Φ^n_μ(t) − ∇Φ^0_μ(t)‖^2_{L2(Rd )} ⩽ C_{m,μ,N} sup_{h∈W N} ∫_T 0 ∫ 0<|z|<δ |z||h(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds + e^K T^{12} C_{m,μ,N} ν(δ ⩽ |z| ⩽ 1) sup_{j=0,1,2,...} ( ∫ T 0 ‖∇Φ^j_μ(s) − ∇Φ^j_μ(s̄_k)‖^2_{L2 (Rd)}ds

) 1_2

+ e^K T C_{m,μ,N} ν(δ ⩽ |z| ⩽ 1) sup_{s∈[0,T ]} ‖Y^0(s) − Y^0(s̄_k)‖_L2_{(R}d_) + C_{m,μ,N} K + C_{m,μ,N} sup_{h∈W N} sup_{1⩽i⩽2k} ∫_{ti} t_{i−1} ∫ B |z||h(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds. (5.44) In light of statement (4) of Lemma 5.1, Lemma 3.4 and the fact Y^0 ∈ C([0, T ], L^2(R^d )), letting k → ∞, we find for any fixed K ∈ [1, ∞) and δ ∈ (0, 1], lim sup n→∞ sup t∈[0,T ] ‖∇Φ^n_μ(t) − ∇Φ^0_μ(t)‖^2_{L2 (Rd)} ⩽ C_{m,μ,N} sup_{h∈W N} ∫_T 0 ∫ 0<|z|<δ |z||h(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds + C_{m,μ,N} K . (5.45)

Consequently, on account of (3.12), it is not difficulty to conclude that lim sup n→∞ sup t∈[0,T ] ‖∇Φ^n_μ(t) − ∇Φ^0_μ(t)‖^2_{L2(Rd )} = 0, (5.46)

which gives (5.26) and hence the proof of this lemma is complete. □ At last we are ready to prove (5.18).

Lemma 5.3. For any fixed μ > 0, we have lim_{n→∞} ‖Φ^n_μ − Φ^0_μ‖_E(T,p) = 0.

Proof. Since H^1(R^d ) → L^q(R^d ) for every q ∈ [2,^{2d}_{d−2} ) (c.f. [52, Page 206]), we have H^1(R^d )) → L^r(R^d ) ∩ L^2(R^d ), as r = 2σ + 2 and σ ∈ (0,^2_d ), and hence C(0, T ; H^1(R^n )) → L^p(0, T ; L^r (R^d )) ∩ C(0, T ; L^2(R^n )). It then follows from Lemma 5.2 that lim_{n→∞} ‖Φ^n_μ − Φ^0_μ‖_E(T,p) ⩽ C lim_{n→∞} sup_{t∈[0,T ]} ‖Φ^n_μ(t) − Φ^0_μ(t)‖_H1_{(R}d_) = 0,

from which the required result follows. □ The proof of Proposition 4.1 is now complete. 6. Proof of Proposition 4.2 As a preparation for the proof of Proposition 4.2, let us first quote the following results.

Lemma 6.1. [47, Lemma 2.17]. Let T > 0 and u ∈ C ([0, T ]; R_+ ), such that u ⩽ A + Bu^θ on [0, T ], where A, B > 0, θ > 1, A < ( 1 −^1_θ ) (θB)^{− 1θ−1} , and u(0) ⩽ (θB)^{− 1θ−1} . Then u ⩽ θ θ − 1 A on [0, T ].

For z ∈ B, u ∈ C and 0 < ε ⩽ 1, we denote G(ε, z, u) := Φ^ε(z, u) − u H(ε, z, u) := Φ^ε(z, u) − u + εi m∑ j=1 z_j g_j (u). Lemma 6.2. [5, Lemma 3.3] There exists C^i_m > 0, i = 1, . . . 4 such that for any z ∈ B and y, y_i ∈ C , i = 1, 2, and 0 < ε ⩽ 1, |G(ε, z, y)| ⩽ C^1_mε|z|_Rm |y| |G (ε, z, y_1) − G (ε, z, y_2)| ⩽ C^2_mε|z|_Rm |y_1 − y_2| |H(ε, z, y)| ⩽ C^3_mε^2|z|^2_Rm |y| |H (ε, z, y_1) − H (ε, z, y_2)| ⩽ C^4_mε^2|z|^2_Rm |y_1 − y_2| . The following uniform estimate for the controlled stochastic NLS is essential to the proof of Proposition 4.2.

Lemma 6.3. For any η ∈ (0, 1), there is a constant M_η > 0 such that sup ε∈(0,1) P [ ‖X^{ψε} ‖_Lp_{(0,T ;L}r_{(R}d_{))} ⩾ M_η ] ⩽ η. Proof of Lemma 6.3. Recall that (see (4.7))

X^{ψε} (t) =S_tu_0 − i ∫_t 0 S_{t−s}(λ|X^{ψε} (s)|^{2σ}X^{ψε} (s))ds + ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [ Φ^ε(z, X^{ψε} (s−)) − X^{ψε} (s−) ] Ñ^{ε−1ψ}ε (ds, dz)

+ ε^{−1} ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [ Φ^ε(z, X^{ψε} (s)) − X^{ψε} (s) + ε i m∑ j=1 z_j g_j (X^{ψε} (s)) ] ψ_ε(s, z)ν(dz)ds

− ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [^m∑ j=1 iz_jg_j(X^{ψε} (s))(ψ_ε(s, z) − 1) ] ν(dz)ds 29

=S_tu_0 + I_1(X^{ψε} )(t) + I_2(X^{ψε} )(t) + I_3(X^{ψε} )(t) + I_4(X^{ψε} )(t).

An argument similar to those that established (3.16) implies ‖I_1(X^{ψε} )‖_Lp_{(0,t;L}r_{(R}d_{))} ⩽ Ct^{1− dσ2} ‖X^{ψε} ‖^{2σ+1}_{Lp(0,t;Lr (Rd ))}. Recalling the stochastic Strichartz inequality (3.8), Lemma 6.2 and L^2(R^d )-conservation law of X^{ψε} (see (4.4)), we obtain E ‖I_2 (X^{ψε} )‖^p_{Lp}(_{0,T ;Lr}(_{Rd})) ⩽C_pE (∫_T 0 ∫ B ‖Φ^ε(z, X^{ψε} (s)) − X^{ψε} (s)‖^2_{L2(Rd )}ε^{−1}ψ_ε(s, z)ν(dz)ds )^p_2

+ C_pE (∫_T 0 ∫ B ‖Φ^ε(z, X^{ψε} (s)) − X^{ψε} (s)‖^p_{L2 (Rd)}ε^{−1}ψ_ε(s, z)ν(dz)ds )

⩽C_{p,m}E (∫_T 0 ∫ B ε|z|^2_Rm ‖X^{ψε} (s)‖^2_{L2(Rd )}ψ_ε(s, z)ν(dz)ds )^p_2

+ C_{p,m}E (∫_T 0 ∫ B ε^{p−1}|z|^p_Rm ‖X^{ψε} (s)‖^p_{L2(Rd )}ψ_ε(s, z)ν(dz)ds )

⩽ C_{p,m}K_1(ε^{p/2} + ε^{p−1})‖u_0‖^p_{L2(Rd)}, (6.1)

where K_1 = sup_{h∈W} N (∫_T 0 ∫ B |z|^2_Rm h(s, z)ν(dz)ds ) p_2 + sup_{h∈W} N ∫_T 0 ∫ B |z|^2_Rm h(s, z)ν(dz)ds < ∞ as guaranteed by Lemma 3.4. Again, applying the Strichartz inequality (3.7), Lemma 6.2 and L^2(R^d )-conservation law of X^{ψε} yields

‖I_3(X^{ψε} )‖_Lp_{(0,T ;L}r_{(R}d_{))} = ‖ ‖ε^{−1} ∫_· 0 ∫ B S_{·−s} [ Φ^ε(z, X^{ψε} (s)) − X^{ψε} (s) + ε i m∑ j=1 z_j g_j (X^{ψε} (s)) ] ψ^ε(s, z)ν(dz)ds ‖ ‖ L^p(0,T ;L^r(R^d ))

= ε^{−1} ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 S_{·−s} ∫ B H(ε, z, X^{ψε} (s))ψ^ε(s, z)ν(dz)ds ‖ ‖ L^p(0,T ;L^r(R^d )) ⩽ Cε^{−1} ∫_T 0 ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ B H(ε, z, X^{ψε} (s))ψ^ε(s, z)ν(dz) ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)} ds ⩽ ε^{−1}C ∫_T 0 ∫ B ‖H(ε, z, X^{ψε} (s))‖_L2_{(R}d_)ψ^ε(s, z)ν(dz)ds ⩽ ε^{−1}C_m ∫_T 0 (∫ B ε^2|z|^2_Rm ψ^ε(s, z)ν(dz) ) ‖X^{ψε} (s)‖_L2_{(R}d_)ds

⩽ εC_mK_1‖u_0‖_L2_{(R}d_). (6.2)

For the term I_4, using again the Minkowski inequality, the Strichartz inequality (3.7), the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and Assumption 2.1 gives

‖I_4(X^{ψε} )‖_Lp_{(0,T ;L}r_{(R}d_{))} = ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 ∫ B S_{·−s} [(^m∑ j=1 iz_jg_j (X^{ψε} (s)) ) (ψ_ε(s, z) − 1) ] ν(dz)ds ‖ ‖ L^p(0,T ;L^r (R^d)) ⩽ C ∫_T 0 ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ B (^m∑ j=1 iz_jg_j(X^{ψε} (s)) ) (ψ_ε(s, z) − 1)ν(dz) ‖ ‖ ‖ L^2(R^d ) ds

⩽ C ∫_T 0 ∫ B ‖ ‖(^m∑ j=1 iz_jg_j (X^{ψε} (s)) ) (ψ_ε(s, z) − 1) ‖ ‖ L^2(R^d ) ν(dz)ds

⩽ C ∫_T 0 ∫ B |z|_Rm ‖ ‖(^m∑ j=1 |g_j (X^{ψε} (s))|^2

) 1_2 ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)}|ψε(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds 30

⩽ C_m ∫_T 0 ∫ B ‖ X^{ψε} (s) ‖ L^2(R^d )|z|R^m |ψε(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds ⩽ C_mK_2 ‖ u_0 ‖ L^2(R^d ),

where K_2 = sup_{h∈W} N ∫_T 0 ∫ B |z|_Rm |h(s, z) − 1|ν(dz)ds < ∞ (guaranteed by Lemma 3.4 again).

It follows from all of the above that, for any ε ∈ (0, 1), ‖ X^{ψε} ‖ L^p(0,t;L^r (R^d)) ⩽ Cm,K^1,K^2 ‖u0‖L^2 + Ct 1−^{dσ}_2 ‖Xψ_ε ‖2σ+1 L^p(0,t;L^r (R^d )) + ‖I2(X ψ_ε )‖ L^p(0,T ;L^2(R^d ))

:= M^T_ε + Ct^{1− dσ2} ‖X^{ψε} ‖^{2σ+1}_{Lp(0,t;Lr (Rd ))}, (6.3)

where M^T_ε = C_{m,K1,K2} ‖u_0‖_L2 + ‖I_2(X^{ψε} )‖_Lp_{(0,T ;L}2_{(R}d_{))}.

By (6.1), for any η > 0, there exists Θ_η > 0 such that inf ε∈(0,1) P (M^T_ε ⩽ Θ_η) ⩾ 1 − η. (6.4)

Now fix ε ∈ (0, 1) and ω ∈ {M^T_ε ⩽ Θ_η}. We have ‖ X^{ψε} (ω) ‖ L^p(0,t;L^r (R^d )) ⩽ Θη + Ct 1−^{dσ}_2 ‖Xψ_ε (ω)‖2σ+1 L^p(0,t;L^r (R^d )).

Choose T^0 = T ∧ ( (2σ + 1)C

(_{2σ+1} σ Θ_η )_{2σ} )_− 1_{1−dσ/2} which ensures

Θ_η < (1 − 1 2σ + 1

)((2σ + 1)C(T^0)^{1− dσ2} )^{− 12σ} .

So we can apply Lemma 6.1 with θ = 2σ + 1 to deduce ‖ X^{ψε} (ω) ‖ L^p(0,T^0;L^r(R^d )) ⩽

2σ + 1 2σ Θ_η.

Using arguments similar to those that led up to (6.3) and L^2(R^d )-conservation law of X^{ψε} , for any t ⩾ T^0, we infer ‖ ‖X^ψε (ω) ‖ ‖_{Lp(T 0,t;Lr (Rd))} ⩽ C_{m,K1,K2} ‖u_0‖_L2 + C(t − T^0)^{1− dσ2} ‖X^{ψε} ‖^{2σ+1}_{Lp(T 0,t;Lr (Rd))} + ‖I_2(X^{ψε} )‖_Lp_{(T} 0_{,T ;L}2_{(R}d_{))}

⩽ Θ_η + C(t − T^0)^{1− dσ2} ‖X^{ψε} ‖^{2σ+1}_{Lp(T 0,t;Lr(Rd ))}, (6.5)

where the constant C is the same as (6.3). Hence, ‖ ‖X^ψε (ω) ‖ ‖_{Lp(T 0,2T 0∧T ;Lr(Rd ))} ⩽ 2σ + 1 2σ Θ_η.

Therefore, ‖ X^{ψε} (ω) ‖ L^p(0,2T^0∧T ;L^r(R^d )) ⩽ 2

2σ + 1 2σ Θ_η.

Iterating similar estimates on [kT^0 ∧ T, (k + 1)T^0 ∧ T )], 1 ⩽ k ⩽ [^T_{T 0} ], we find ‖ ‖X^ψε (ω) ‖ ‖_{Lp(0,T ;Lr (Rd))} ⩽ ([ T T^0 ] + 1 ) 2σ + 1 2σ Θ_η.

Hence we infer inf ε∈(0,1) P (‖ ‖X^ψε ‖_{Lp(0,T ;Lr(Rd ))} ⩽ ([ T T^0 ] + 1 ) 2σ + 1 2σ Θ_η ) ⩾ inf_{ε∈(0,1)} P (M^T_ε ⩽ Θ_η) ⩾ 1 − η,

which proves Lemma 6.3. □ 31

Proof of Proposition 4.2. Given η ∈ (0, 1), let M_η be the constant appearing in Lemma 6.3. Define τ^ε_{Mη} = inf { t ⩾ 0, ‖ X^{ψε} ‖ L^p(0,t;L^r (R^d )) ⩾ Mη } ∧ T. Note that

X^{ψε} (t) =S_tX^{ψε} (0) − i ∫_t 0 S_{t−s}(λ|X^{ψε} (s)|^{2σ} X^{ψε} (s)ds + ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [ Φ^ε(z, X^{ψε} (s)) − X^{ψε} (s) ] Ñ^{ε−1ψ}ε (ds, dz)

+ ε^{−1} ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [ Φ^ε(z, X^{ψε} (s)) − X^{ψε} (s) + ε i m∑ j=1 z_j g_j (X^{ψε} (s)) ] ψ_ε(s, z)ν(dz)ds

− ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [ i m∑ j=1 z_j g_j(X^{ψε} (s))(ψ_ε(s, z) − 1) ] ν(dz)ds, t ∈ [0, T ], (6.6) and Y^{ψε} (t) =S_tY^{ψε} (0) − i ∫_t 0 S_{t−s}(λ|Y^{ψε} (s)|^{2σ} Y^{ψε} (s)ds − ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [^m∑ j=1 iz_jg_j (Y^{ψε} (s))(ψ^ε(s, z) − 1) ] ν(dz)ds, t ∈ [0, T ]. (6.7) Taking the difference of the above two equations gives X^{ψε} (t) − Y^{ψε} (t) = S_t ( X^{ψε} (0) − Y^{ψε} (0) ) − [ i ∫_t 0 S_{t−s}(λ|X^{ψε} (s)|^{2σ} X^{ψε} (s)ds − i ∫_t 0 S_{t−s}(λ|Y^{ψε} (s)|^{2σ} Y^{ψε} (s)ds ]

+ ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [ Φ^ε(z, X^{ψε} (s)) − X^{ψε} (s) ] Ñ^{ε−1ψ}ε (ds, dz)

+ ε^{−1} ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [ Φ^ε(z, X^{ψε} (s)) − X^{ψε} (s) + ε i m∑ j=1 z_j g_j (X^{ψε} (s)) ] ψ_ε(s, z)ν(dz)ds

− ∫_t 0 ∫ B S_{t−s} [(^m∑ j=1 iz_jg_j(X^{ψε} (s)) − m∑ j=1 iz_jg_j (Y^{ψε} (s)) ) (ψ_ε(s, z) − 1) ] ν(dz)ds := S_t ( X^{ψε} (0) − Y^{ψε} (0) ) + Π^{ψε}_1 (t) + Π^{ψε}_2 (t) + Π^{ψε}_3 (t) + Π^{ψε}_4 (t).

Recalling Corollary 3.7, we have sup ε∈(0,1) sup_{ω∈Ω} ( sup 0⩽t⩽T ‖Y^{ψε} (t)‖^2_{L2(Rd )} + ‖Y^{ψε} ‖^p_{Lp(0,T ;Lr (Rd))} ) ⩽ C_N < ∞. (6.8)

By (3.5), we find sup t∈[0,T ] ‖S_t ( X^{ψε} (0) − Y^{ψε} (0) ) ‖_L2_{(R}d_) + ‖S_· ( X^{ψε} (0) − Y^{ψε} (0) ) ‖_Lp_{(0,T ;L}r_{(R}d_{))}

⩽ C‖X^{ψε} (0) − Y^{ψε} (0)‖_L2_{(R}d_).

Using arguments similar to (3.18), we infer sup 0⩽s⩽t∧τ^ε_{Mη} ‖Π^{ψε}_1 (s)‖_L2_{(R}d_) + ‖Π^{ψε}_1 ‖_Lp_{(0,t∧τ} ε_{Mη ;L}r_{(R}d_{))} ⩽ C|λ|t^{1− dσ2} (‖X^{ψε} ‖_Lp_{(0,t∧τ} ε_{Mη ;L}r_{(R}d_{))} + ‖Y^{ψε} ‖_Lp_{(0,t∧τ} ε_{Mη ;L}r_{(R}d_{))})^{2σ} ‖X^{ψε} − Y^{ψε} ‖_Lp_{(0,t∧τ} ε_{Mη ;L}r_{(R}d_{))}

⩽ C|λ|t^{1− dσ2} (M_η + C_N )^{2σ}‖X^{ψε} − Y^{ψε} ‖_Lp_{(0,t∧τ} ε_{Mη ;L}r_{(R}d_{))}, where have used (6.8) in the last inequality.

By the stochastic Strichartz inequality (3.8), a similar argument as proving (6.1) shows E‖Π^{ψε}_2 ‖^p_{L∞(0,T ;L2(Rd))∩Lp(0,T ;Lr (Rd))} ⩽ C_pE sup_{0⩽s⩽T} ‖ ‖ ∫_s 0 ∫ B S_{s−r} [ Φ^ε(z, X^{ψε} (r)) − X^{ψε} (r) ] Ñ^{ε−1ψ}ε (dr, dz) ‖ ‖^p L^2(R^d) + C_pE ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 ∫ B S_{·−r} [ Φ^ε(z, X^{ψε} (r)) − X^{ψε} (r) ] Ñ^{ε−1ψ}ε (dr, dz) ‖ ‖ ‖ p L^p(0,T ;L^r(R^d )) ⩽ C_{p,m}E (∫_T 0 ∫ B ε^2|z|^2_Rm ‖X^{ψε} (r)‖^2_{L2} (_{Rd})ε^{−1}ψ_ε(r, z)ν(dz)dr

)^p_2

+ C_{p,m}E (∫_T 0 ∫ B ε^p|z|^p_Rm ‖X^{ψε} (r)‖^p_{L2}(_{Rd})ε^{−1}ψ_ε(r, z)ν(dz)dr )

⩽ C_{p,m}K_1 ( ε^{p2} + ε^{p−1} ) ‖u_0‖^p_{L2(Rd )}.

(6.9)

Again, by applying the Strichartz inequality (3.6) and (3.7) and using calculations similar to those in (6.2), we have sup 0⩽s⩽T ‖Π^{ψε}_3 (s)‖_L2_{(R}d_) + ‖Π^{ψε}_3 ‖_Lp_{(0,T ;L}r_{(R}d_{))} ⩽ ε^{−1}C ∫_T 0 ∫ B ‖H(ε, z, X^{ψε} (s))‖_L2_{(R}d_)ψ^ε(s, z)ν(dz)ds ⩽ ε^{−1}C_m ∫_T 0 (∫ B ε^2|z|^2_Rm ψ^ε(s, z)ν(dz) ) ‖X^{ψε} (s)‖_L2_{(R}d_)ds

⩽ εC_mK_2‖u_0‖_L2_{(R}d_).

Now consider Π^{ψε}_4 . Applying the Minkowski inequality, Strichartz’s estimate and the Cauchy- Schwartz inequality, we obtain sup 0⩽s⩽t∧τ^ε_{Mη} ‖Π^{ψε}_4 (s)‖_L2_{(R}d_) + ‖Π^{ψε}_4 ‖_Lp_{(0,t∧τ} ε_{Mη ;L}r_{(R}d_{))}

= sup 0⩽s⩽t∧τ^ε_{Mη} ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫_s 0 ∫ B S_{s−r} [(^m∑ j=1 iz_jg_j (X^{ψε} (r)) − m∑ j=1 iz_jg_j (Y^{ψε} (r)) ) (ψ_ε(r, z) − 1) ] ν(dz)dr ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd )} + ‖ ‖ ∫_· 0 ∫ B S_{·−r} [(^m∑ j=1 iz_jg_j (X^{ψε} (r)) − m∑ j=1 iz_jg_j (Y^{ψε} (r)) ) (ψ_ε(r, z) − 1) ] ν(dz)dr ‖ ‖ L^p(0,t∧τ^ε_{Mη} ;L^r(R^d)) ⩽ ∫_{t∧τ} ε_{Mη} 0 ∫ B ‖ ‖(^m∑ j=1 iz_jg_j (X^{ψε} (r)) − m∑ j=1 iz_jg_j (Y^{ψε} (r)) ) (ψ_ε(r, z) − 1) ‖ ‖ L^2(R^d) ν(dz)dr

+ C ∫_{t∧τ} ε_{Mη} 0 ‖ ‖ ‖ ∫ B (^m∑ j=1 iz_jg_j (X^{ψε} (r)) − m∑ j=1 iz_jg_j (Y^{ψε} (r)) ) (ψ_ε(r, z) − 1)ν(dz) ‖ ‖ ‖ L^2(R^d) dr

⩽ C ∫_{t∧τ} ε_{Mη} 0 ∫ B ‖ ‖(^m∑ j=1 iz_jg_j (X^{ψε} (r)) − m∑ j=1 iz_jg_j (Y^{ψε} (r)) )‖ ‖_{L2(Rd )}|ψε(r, z) − 1|ν(dz)dr

⩽ C ∫_{t∧τ} ε_{Mη} 0 ∫ B |z|_Rm ‖ ‖(^m∑ j=1 |g_j (X^{ψε} (r)) − g_j (Y^{ψε} (r))|^2

) 1_2 ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd)}|ψε(r, z) − 1|ν(dz)dr 33

⩽ C_m ∫_{t∧τ} ε_{Mη} 0 ∫ B ‖ ‖X^ψε (r) − Y^ψε (r) ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd )}|z|_{Rm} |ψ_ε(r, z) − 1|ν(dz)dr := C_m ∫_{t∧τ} ε_{Mη} 0 ‖ ‖X^ψε (r) − Y^ψε (r) ‖ ‖_{L2(Rd )}k_ε(r)dr, where k_ε(s) = ∫ B |z|_Rm |ψ_ε(s, z) − 1|ν(dz). Combining the above estimates, we get, for any l ∈ [0, t], ‖ X^{ψε} − Y^{ψε} ‖ L^∞(0,l∧τ^ε_{Mη} ;L^2(R^d ))∩L^p(0,l∧τ^ε_{Mη} ;L^r(R^d))

⩽ C‖X^{ψε} (0) − Y^{ψε} (0)‖_L2_{(R}d_) + C|λ|t^{1− dσ2} (M_η + C_N )^{2σ} ‖X^{ψε} − Y^{ψε} ‖_L∞_{(0,t∧τ} ε_{Mη ;L}2_{(R}d_{))∩L}p_{(0,t∧τ} ε_{Mη ;L}r_{(R}d_{))} + ‖Π^{ψε}_2 ‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}2_{(R}d_{))∩L}p_{(0,T ;L}r_{(R}d_{))} + εC_mK_2‖u_0‖_L2_{(R}d_) + C_m ∫_l 0 ‖ X^{ψε} − Y^{ψε} ‖ L^∞(0,s∧τ^ε_{Mη} ;L^2(R^d ))∩L^p(0,s∧τ^ε_{Mη} ;L^r(R^d ))kε(s)ds. Applying Gronwall’s Lemma, and noting that, according to Lemma 3.4,

k_ε ∈ L^1(0, T ; R^+ ) and ∫_T 0 k_ε(s)ds ⩽ C_N , we infer, for any t ∈ [0, T ], ‖ X^{ψε} − Y^{ψε} ‖ L^∞(0,t∧τ^ε_{Mη} ;L^2(R^d ))∩L^p(0,t∧τ^ε_{Mη} ;L^r(R^d )) ⩽ ( C‖X^{ψε} (0) − Y^{ψε} (0)‖_L2_{(R}d_) + C|λ|t^{1− dσ2} (M_η + C_N )^{2σ} ‖X^{ψε} − Y^{ψε} ‖_L∞_{(0,t∧τ} ε_{Mη ;L}2_{(R}d_{))∩L}p_{(0,t∧τ} ε_{Mη ;L}r_{(R}d_{))} + ‖Π^{ψε}_2 ‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}2_{(R}d_{))∩L}p_{(0,T ;L}r_{(R}d_{))} + εC_mK_2‖u_0‖_L2_{(R}d_) ) e^{Cm} ∫_T 0 k_ε(s)ds ⩽ C_N ( ‖X^{ψε} (0) − Y^{ψε} (0)‖_L2_{(R}d_) + |λ|t^{1− dσ2} (M_η + C_N )^{2σ}‖X^{ψε} − Y^{ψε} ‖_L∞_{(0,t∧τ} ε_{Mη ;L}2_{(R}d_{))∩L}p_{(0,t∧τ} ε_{Mη ;L}r_{(R}d_{))} + ‖Π^{ψε}_2 ‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}2_{(R}d_{))∩L}p_{(0,T ;L}r_{(R}d_{))} + εC_mK_2‖u_0‖_L2_{(R}d_) ) . By choosing t_{η,N} ∈ (0, T ] small enough, depending on M_η and N and independing on ε, such

that C_N |λ|t^{1− dσ2}_{η,N} (M_η + C_1)^{2σ} <^1_2 , we infer from the above inequality ‖ X^{ψε} − Y^{ψε} ‖ L^∞(0,t_{η,N} ∧τ^ε_{Mη} ;L^2(R^d ))∩L^p(0,t_{η,N} ∧τ^ε_{Mη} ;L^r (R^d)) ⩽ 2C_N ( ‖X^{ψε} (0) − Y^{ψε} (0)‖_L2_{(R}d_) + ‖Π^{ψε}_2 ‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}2_{(R}d_{))∩L}p_{(0,T ;L}r_{(R}d_{))} + ε‖u_0‖_L2_{(R}d_) )

= 2C_N ( ‖Π^{ψε}_2 ‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}2_{(R}d_{))∩L}p_{(0,T ;L}r_{(R}d_{))} + εC_mK_2‖u_0‖_L2_{(R}d_) ) . (6.10)

To obtain the last equality, we have used X^{ψε} (0) = Y^{ψε} (0) = u_0. Similaly, we have ‖ ‖X^ψε − Y^ψε ‖ ‖_{L∞(tη,N ∧τ εMη ,(2tη,N )∧τ εMη ;L2(Rd))∩Lp(tη,N ∧τ εMη ,(2tη,N )∧τ εMη ;Lr(Rd ))} ⩽ 2C_N ( ‖X^{ψε} (t_{η,N} ∧ τ^ε_{Mη} ) − Y^{ψε} (t_{η,N} ∧ τ^ε_{Mη} )‖_L2_{(R}d_) + ‖Π^{ψε}_2 ‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}2_{(R}d_{))∩L}p_{(0,T ;L}r_{(R}d_{))}

+ εC_mK_2‖u_0‖_L2_{(R}d_) )

⩽ 2C_N (2C_N + 1) ( ‖Π^{ψε}_2 ‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}2_{(R}d_{))∩L}p_{(0,T ;L}r_{(R}d_{))} + εC_mK_2‖u_0‖_L2_{(R}d_) ) , where the last inequality follows from (6.10). 34

Iterating similar estimates for 1 ⩽ k ⩽ [^T_{tη,N} ], there exists a constant C_{k,N} such that ‖ ‖X^ψε − Y^ψε ‖ ‖_{L∞((ktη,N )∧τ εMη ,((k+1)tη,N )∧τ εMη ;L2(Rd ))∩Lp(tη,N ∧τ εMη ,(2tη,N )∧τ εMη ;Lr(Rd ))} ⩽ 2C_N ( ‖X^{ψε} ((kt_{η,N} ) ∧ τ^ε_{Mη} ) − Y^{ψε} ((kt_{η,N} ) ∧ τ^ε_{Mη} )‖_L2_{(R}d_) + ‖Π^{ψε}_2 ‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}2_{(R}d_{))∩L}p_{(0,T ;L}r_{(R}d_{))}

+ εC_mK_2‖u_0‖_L2_{(R}d_) )

⩽ C_{k,N} ( ‖Π^{ψε}_2 ‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}2_{(R}d_{))∩L}p_{(0,T ;L}r_{(R}d_{))} + εC_mK_2‖u_0‖_L2_{(R}d_) ) . Hence, we can find a constant C T_{tη,N ,N} such that ‖ X^{ψε} − Y^{ψε} ‖ L^∞(0,T ∧τ^ε_{Mη} ;L^2(R^d ))∩L^p(0,T ∧τ^ε_{Mη} ;L^r(R^d)) ⩽ C T_{tη,N ,N} ( ‖Π^{ψε}_2 ‖_L∞_{(0,T ;L}2_{(R}d_{))∩L}p_{(0,T ;L}r_{(R}d_{))} + εC_mK_2‖u_0‖_L2_{(R}d_) ) . Integrate over Ω and apply (6.9) to obtain E ‖ ‖X^ψε − Y^ψε ‖ ‖_{L∞(0,T ∧τ εMη ;L2(Rd))∩Lp (0,T ∧τ εMη ;Lr(Rd ))} ⩽ C T_{tη,N ,N} ( C_{p,m}K 1 p 1 ( ε^{12} + ε^{p−1p} ) + εC_mK_2 ) ‖u_0‖_L2_{(R}d_) → 0, as ε → 0.

It follows that, for any δ > 0, η > 0 and M_η(appearing in Lemma 6.3),

lim sup ε→0 P (‖ ‖X^ψε − Y^ψε ‖_{E(T,p)} ⩾ δ )

= lim sup ε→0 P (‖ ‖X^ψε − Y^ψε ‖ ‖_{L∞(0,T ;L2(Rd))∩Lp(0,T ;Lr (Rd))} ⩾ δ )

⩽ lim sup ε→0 P (‖ ‖X^ψε − Y^ψε ‖_{L∞(0,T ∧τ εMη ;L2(Rd ))∩Lp(0,T ∧τ εMη ;Lr (Rd))} ⩾ δ, τ^ε_{Mη} = T )

+ lim sup ε→0 P ( τ^ε_{Mη} < T )

⩽ lim sup ε→0 P (‖ ‖X^ψε − Y^ψε ‖ ‖_{L∞(0,T ∧τ εMη ;L2(Rd ))∩Lp(0,T ∧τ εMη ;Lr (Rd))} ⩾ δ, τ^ε_{Mη} = T )

+ lim sup ε→0 P (‖ ‖X^ψε ‖_{Lp(0,T ;Lr(Rd ))} ⩾ M_η )

⩽ lim sup ε→0 1 δ E ‖ X^{ψε} − Y^{ψε} ‖ L^∞(0,T ∧τ^ε_{Mη} ;L^2(R^d))∩L^p (0,T ∧τ^ε_{Mη} ;L^r(R^d )) + η ⩽ η, which completes the proof of Proposition 4.2. □ References

[1] Barbu, V., Röckner, M., Zhang, D.: Stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equations with linear multiplicative noise: Rescaling approach. J. Nonlin. Sci. 24(3), 383–409 (2014) [2] Barbu, V., Röckner, M., Zhang, D.: The stochastic logarithmic Schrödinger equation. J. Math. Pures Appl.

107(2), 123–149 (2017) [3] Barbu, V., Röckner, M., Zhang, D.: Optimal bilinear control of nonlinear stochastic Schrödinger equations driven by linear multiplicative noise. Ann. Probab. 46(4), 1957–1999 (2018) [4] Brzeźniak, Z., Ferrario, B., Zanella, M.: Ergodic results for the stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation with large damping. J. Evol. Equ. 23: 19 (2023) [5] Brzeźniak, Z., Liu, W., Zhu, J.: The stochastic Strichartz estimates and stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equations driven by Lévy noise. J. Funct. Anal. 281(4), 109021 (2021) [6] Brzeźniak, Z., Millet, A.: On the stochastic Strichartz estimates and the stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation on a compact riemannian manifold. Potential Anal. 41(2), 269–315 (2014) 35

[7] Brzeźniak, Z., Hornung, F., Weis, L.: Martingale solutions for the stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation in the energy space. Probab. Theory Relat. Fields 174, 1273–1338 (2019).

[8] Brzeźniak, Z., Manna, U.: Stochastic Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equation with anisotropy energy driven by pure jump noise. Comput. Math. Appl. 77(6), 1503–1512 (2019) [9] Brzeźniak, Z., Manna, U.: Weak solutions of a stochastic Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert equation driven by pure jump noise. Commun. Math. Phys. 371(3), 1071–1129 (2019) [10] Brzeźniak, Z., Hornung, F., Manna, U.: Weak martingale solutions for the stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation driven by pure jump noise. Stoch. Partial Differ. Equ., Anal. Computat. 8(1), 1–53 (2020) [11] Brzeźniak, Z., Peng, X., Zhai, J.: Well-posedness and large deviations for 2D stochastic Navier-Stokes equations with jumps. J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS) 25(8), 3093–3176 (2023) [12] Brzeźniak, Z., Goldys, B., Jegaraj, T.: Large deviations and transitions between equilibria for stochastic Landau-Lifshitz Gilbert equation. Arch. Rational Mech. Anal. 226(2), 497–558 (2017) [13] Budhiraja, A., Dupuis, P.: A variational representation for certain functionals of Brownian motion. Ann.

Probab. 26(4), 1641–1659 (1998) [14] Budhiraja, A., Dupuis, P.: Analysis and Approximation of Rare Events: Representations and Weak Convergence Methods, Probab. Theory Stoch. Model. 94, Springer, New York (2019) [15] Budhiraja, A., Dupuis, P., Maroulas, V.: Variational representations for continuous time processes. Ann.

Inst. Henri Poincaré, Probab. Stat. 47, 725–747 (2011) [16] Budhiraja, A., Chen, J., Dupuis, P.: Large deviations for stochastic partial differential equations driven by a Poisson random measure. Stoch. Proc. Appl. 123, 523–560 (2013) [17] Cao, D., Su, Y., Zhang, D.: On Uniqueness of Multi-bubble Blow-Up Solutions and Multi-solitons to L^2- Critical Nonlinear Schrödinger Equations. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal. 247, Paper No. 4. (2023) [18] Cazenave, T.: Semilinear Schrödinger Equations. Courant Lecture Notes in Mathematics. American Mathematical Society, Providence (2003) [19] Cazenave, T., Haraux, A.: An introduction to semilinear evolution equations. Oxford Lecture Series in Mathematics and Its Applications, 13. Clarendon, Oxford University Press, New York (1998) [20] de Bouard, A., Debussche, A.: A stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation with multiplicative noise. Commun. Math. Phys. 205(1), 161–181 (1999) [21] de Bouard, A., Debussche, A.: The stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation in H^1. Stoch. Anal. Appl.

21(1) 97–126 (2003) [22] de Bouard, A., Hausenblas, E.: The nonlinear Schrödinger equation driven by jump processes. J. Math. Anal.

Appl. 475(1), 215–252 (2019) [23] de Bouard, A., Hausenblas, E., Ondreját, M.: Uniqueness of the nonlinear Schrödinger equation driven by jump processes. NoDEA Nonlinear Differ. Equ. Appl. 26(3), Art. 22 (2019) [24] Dembo, A., Zeitouni, O.: Large Deviation Techniques and Applications, 2nd ed. Springer, New York. (1998) [25] Dematteis, G., Grafke, T., Onorato, M.: Vanden-Eijnden, E., Experimental evidence of hydrodynamic instantons: the universal route to rogue waves. Phys. Rev. X 9, 041057 (2019) [26] Dematteis, G., Grafke, T., Vanden-Eijnden, E.: Rogue waves and large deviations in deep sea. Proc. Natl.

Acad. Sci. 115(5), 855–860 (2018) [27] Didenkulova, I., Pelinovsky, E.: Rogue waves in nonlinear hyperbolic systems (shallow-water frame-work).

Nonlinearity 24(3): R1 (2011) [28] Dong, Z., Wu, J.L., Zhang, R., Zhang, T.S.: Large deviation principles for first-order scalar conservation laws with stochastic forcing, Ann. Appl. Probab. 30, 324–367 (2020) [29] Drummond, P.D., Corney, J.F.: Quantum noise in optical fibers. II. Raman jitter in soliton communications.

J. Opt. Soc. Am. B 18, 153–161 (2001) [30] Falkovich, G.E., Kolokolov, I., Lebedev, V., Turitsyn, S.K.: Statistics of soliton-bearing systems with additive noise. Phys. Rev. E 63(2), 025601 (2001) [31] Freidlin, M.I., Wentzell, A.D.: Random Perturbations of Dynamical Systems, 2nd ed. Springer, New York.

(1998).

[32] Gautier, E.: Large deviations and support results for nonlinear Schrödinger equations with additive noise and applications. ESAIM: Probab. Stat. 9, 74–97 (2005) [33] Gautier, E.: Uniform large deviations for the nonlinear Schrödinger equation with multiplicative noise. Stoch.

Proc. Anal. 115(12), 1904–1927 (2005) [34] Henderson, K.L., Peregrine, K. L., Dold, J. W.: Unsteady water wave modulations: fully nonlinear solutions and comparison with the nonlinear Schrödinger equation. Wave Motion 29, 341–361 (1999) [35] Hong, W., Li, S., Liu, W.: Large Deviation Principle for Mckean-Vlasov Quasilinear Stochastic Evolution Equations. Appl. Math. Optim. 84, 1119–1147 (2021)

[36] Hong, W., Li, S., Liu, W.: Freidlin-Wentzell Type Large Deviation Principle for Multiscale Locally Monotone SPDEs. SIAM J. Math. Anal. 53 6517–6561, (2021) [37] Herr, S., Röckner, M., Zhang, D.: Scattering for stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equations. Commun. Math.

Phys. 368(2), 843–884 (2019) [38] Ikeda, N.: Watanabe, S.: Stochastic differential equations and diffusion processes. North-Holland, Amsterdam (1981) [39] Kelley, P. L.: Self-focusing of optical beams, Phys. Rev. Lett. 15(16), 1005 (1965) [40] Konotop, V., Vázquez, L.: Nonlinear random waves. World Scientific Publishing Co., Inc.: River Edge, New Jersey (1994) [41] Kurtz, T. G., Pardoux, E., Protter, P.: Stratonovich stochastic differential equations driven by general semimartingales. Annales de l’I.H.P. Probabilits et statistiques. 31(2), 351–377 (1995) [42] Liu, W., Song, Y., Zhai, J., Zhang, T.: Large and Moderate Deviation vlasov principles for Mckean-Vlasov SDEs with Jumps. Potential Anal. 59(3), 1141–1190 (2023) [43] Manna, U., Panda, A.A.: Well-posedness and large deviations for 2D stochastic constrained Navier-Stokes equations driven by Lévy noise in the Marcus canonical form. J. Differ. Equ. 302, 64–138 (2021) [44] Marcus, S.: Modeling and analysis of stochastic differential equations driven by point processes. IEEE Transactions on Information Theory. 24(2), 164–172 (1978) [45] Matoussi, A., Sabbagh, W., Zhang, T.S.: Large deviation principles of obstacle problems for quasilinear stochastic PDEs. Appl. Math. Optim. 83(2), 849–879 (2021) [46] Nikolkina, I., Didenkulova, I.: Rogue waves in 2006–2010. Nat. Hazards Earth Syst. Sci. 11(11), 2913–2924 (2011) [47] Saanouni, T.: Remarks on damped fractional Schrödinger equation with pure power nonlinearity. J. Math.

Phys. 56, 061502 [48] Sato, K.: Lévy processes and infinitely divisible distributions. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge (1999) [49] Skarka, V., Berezhiani, V. I., Boucher, V.: Self-trapping of electromagnetic pulses in narrow-gap semiconductors, Phys. Rev. B 61(15), 10201 (2000) [50] Solli, D.R., Ropers, C., Koonath, P., Jalali, B.: Optical rogue waves. Nature, 450(1054), 1054–1057 (2007) [51] Su, Y., Zhang, D.: Construction of minimal mass blow-up solutions to rough nonlinear Schrödinger equations.

J. Funct. Anal. 284(5) 109796 (2023) [52] Triebel, H.: Interpolation Theory, Function Spaces, Differential Operators, North-Holland Publishing Company, Amsterdam (1978) [53] Turitsyn, S.K., Bale, B., Fedoruk, M.P.: Dispersion-managed solitons in fibre systems and lasers. Commun.

Math. Phys. 521(4), 135–203 (2012) [54] Wu, W., Zhai, J.: Large deviations for stochastic porous media equation driven by Lévy noise, SIAM J.

Math. Anal. 56(1), 1–42 (2024) [55] Yang, X., Zhai, J., Zhang, T.: Large deviations for SPDEs of jump type. Stoch. Dyn. 15(4), 1550026, 30 pp.

(2015) [56] Zhang, D.: Strichartz and Local Smoothing Estimates for Stochastic Dispersive Equations with Linear Multiplicative Noise. SIAM J. Math. Anal. 54(6), 5981–6017 (2022)