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Abstract

«Stochastic Manifolds»

Malliavin Calculus can be seen as a differential calculus on Wiener spaces.
We present the notion of stochastic manifold for which the Malliavin Calculus
plays the same role as the classical differential calculus for the C* differential
manifolds. The set of the paths in a Riemmanian compact manifold is then
seen as a particular case of the above structure.

Abreviations Index

- a.s. : almost surely

- A.M. : antisymmetrical matrix

- C.M. : Cameron Martin space

- Lh.s, r.h.s : left-hand side, right-hand side
- N.C.M. : new Cameron Martin space

- N.S.C. : necessary and sufficient condition
- OTHN : orthonormal

- 0.U. : Ornstein-Uhlenbeck

- S.D.E. : stochastic differential equation

- S.M. : semimartingale

- S.T.P. : stochastic parallel transport

Conventions Index

- D*-derivation : a derivation on D> that is D*°-continuous.
- Einstein summation, unless the contrary is specified.
- grad(fgrad g) = grad f ® grad g + fgrad grad g.

Notations Index

- B;"q(H ) : Besov space built on an Hilbert H with indexes A, p, q.

- B;J\,q - B;\vq(R)'

- CgA or CA : complementary of the set A.

- Cn(Q) : chaos of order n in L2(1).

- (53— : Kronecker symbol.

- (, ) : duality bracket between a space and its dual, or between a
distribution and some test function.

- Fja : F being a o-algebra, F, is the o-algebra : {ANF / F € F}.

- fla : f being a map, f|4 is the restriction of f to A C Dom f.

- grad : the Malliavin derivative unless otherwise specified.



- ga):l f : the classic gradient of a C*°-function f on an m-dimensional
manifold.

- I'(V,,) : C*®-vector fields on the n-dimensional manifold V;,.

- f; f-dB : Ito integral.

- f; fodB : Stratonovich integral.

- h € H : his avector, element of the Cameron Martin space H defined
by ¢+ [y h(s)ds.

- h(w) : h(w) is the vector field defined by t + [7 h(s,w)ds.

- L(Hy,Hs) : vector space of the bounded linear maps between the
Hilbert spaces Hy, Ho.

_ [pt0 . q
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C Ng<p )

- N, =N\ {0}.

- (Yi)ier P, ¥ : the net (1;);er converges toward ¢ in LP(2),D>(2).

- (, ) : scalar product on the Hilbert H.

- [, 7] : stochastic interval delimited by the stopping times 71, 7.

- 'W,th : transposes of the vectors V, h.

- W : Wiener space.

- W(h) : Gaussian variable, centered on 0, with law :

1 s
¢ 7T da.
2[Rl

0. Introduction

"To do a geometry you do not need a space, you only need an algeba of
functions on this would-be space."

A. Grothendieck

The Malliavin Calculus can be seen as a differential calculus on Wiener
spaces. It is then possible to establish a new dimensionless differential geometry,
for which the Malliavin calculus plays the same role as the one played by the
classical differential calculus in the theory of n-dimensional manifolds.

Moreover, is it also possible to obtain a Variational Calculus on a random
structure, which is built by constraints subjected to infinitesimal variation?
This sort of problem is recurrent in Physics and Econometry.

Such a Variational Calculus imposes a reasonnable space of "measurable
and regular" functions, with a compatibility between associated differentiation
and integration processes, from which a generalized divergence operator.

As such a problem requires an infinite dimensional space, it becomes
needed to have an infinite dimensional differential calculus with a related good
notion of a divergence.



The Malliavin Calculus provides such a tool. More precisely: in R™, there
is compatibility between differentiation and integration because the Lebesgue
measure is translation invariant. Unfortunately, in the case of an infinite
dimensional topological vector space FE, such a non-trivial translation measure
does not exist. But there can be quasi-invariant measures pu, that is : there is
a dense subspace H of F, such that the image measure of p by a translation
with the vector h € H, admits a density relatively to pu.

A natural is E=Wiener space W, with u=Gaussian measure, and H being
the Cameron-Martin space which then is an Hilbert space.

More precisely, given a basis manifold V' and a fiber space F on V, it is
possible to endow the space of the random sections of F', witch a reasonable
measure so that there is a Variational calculus.

Two particular cases which are extreme case have already been studied :
random Brownian fields (maps from V' in a Gaussian space), and the set of
continuous paths in a Compact Riemannian manifold.

In the first case, there has been the Wiemann (Wiener + Riemann) manifold
[9, 10, 11, 14].

But it brought several very strong limitations :

(1) a Wiemann manifold is a triple (W, 7, g) Banach C?-manifold, modelled
on an abstract Wiener space (H, B) with j > 1. And: Ve € W, 7, is a
norm on T,,W and g(z) is a densely defined inner product on T,,W

(2) The chart change maps must be of the form I+ K, K having to fulfill
several conditions [10, 14].

Moreover the set of continuous paths on a compact Riemannian manifold
Vp, starting from mg (denoted in this paper P, (V,,g) ) cannot be naturally
described as a Wiemann structure, while we will prove that P, (V,,g) is a
D*°-stochastic manifold [4].

A slightly different definition of a Wiemann manifold, W, is given by

G. Peters [2], which does not impose that VW be a Riemannian manifold,
but instead, that W be a measure space, its o-algebra being generated by
a locally-finite countable family of subsets of W, (Uy)aen,, each U, being
a H — COF set and the family (Uy)acn, must admit a subordinate D*°-unity
partition.

Moreover the chart change maps must admit similar conditions as in the
previous definition above.

The other extremal case has been studied by P. Malliavin and A. B.
Cruzeiro, [4], and it also brought major constraints:

(1) Co ([0,1],R?) and Cj ([0,1],R3) are not diffeomorphic, although, as
Wiener spaces, they are isomorphic.



(2) P(mo,V,,) is seen by the authors as the domain of a single chart, with
the Ito map. But the Ito map does not admit a natural linear tangent
map. So the authors had to enlarge the tangent space with particular
processes, called tangent spaces, which are semi-martingales. So the
time filtration becomes invariant. This invariance has important consequences,
among them the impossibility to include the Brownian fields in this
framework. And if a manifold structure could be endowed on Py, (Vs,, g),
this structure would strictly depend on the time filtration.

We offer here a new mathematical structure named: the D°°-stochastic
manifold, which overcomes the Wiemann structure, and its limitations, for
which P, (V,,g) is a particular case, Cy ([0,1],R™) and Cj ([0,1],R™), n # m
being D>°-diffeomorphic.

Moreover, with such a structure:

(1) the notion of time (filtration) does not play any role anymore

(2) in the case of Py, (Vy, g), dim V;, is not anymore relevant.

(3) given a metric on V,,, the various connections compatible with the
metric, induce canonical associated Ito maps, and D°°-diffeomorphisms
on Py, (Vi 9).

To build the general theory of D*°-stochastic manifolds, a source will be
the Grothendieck identification of an m-dimensional manifold with a sheaf of
C*°-functions; here, C* will be replaced by D*°(£2), and a diffeomorphism will
be a map between two Gaussian spaces that will keep the D property through
right-composition and this diffeomorphism will have a canonical "cotangent"
linear map.

A generalisation of the notion of metric will be established, which will live
on the "cotangent spaces" (and not on the "tangent spaces"). And P,,,(Vy, g)
will be a particular case of this D°°-structure.

Moreover, for the general D°°-structure, it is possible to define the notions
of curvature and torsion, but they can become infinite. But nevertheless, a
variational calculus of the curvature, function of the metric, can be realized.

Among the notable differences between a D°°-stochastic structure on a set,
and a C'*°-n-dimensional manifold, we have:

(1) in a C*°-n-dimensional manifold, vector fields and derivations coincide;
such is not the case for a D*-stochastic manifold.

(2) on a Riemannian n-dimensional manifold, C* functions can be defined
either through C'*°-charts reading, or by iteration of the Laplacian; both
definitions coincide.

On a D*°-stochastic manifold we can define a D*°-function either through
charts reading or, if there is a metric and probabilistic measure, by iteration



of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator: these two definitions, in general, do not
coincide but for Py, (V,,, g) there is an inclusion.

More diffeomorphisms give more changes of variables thus more opportunities
to compute integrals. In all the following, we suppose that all Cameron-Martin
spaces have countable Hilbertian bases, but this is just for simplification for
the reader and is not a loss of generality.

1. Df°-Stochastic Manifold, r € Ny

Here we will study the D°-stochastic manifold structure. In this particular
case, any map, change of charts, admits a tangent linear map between the
respective Cameron-Martin spaces; such a tangent linear map does not exist
anymore in the case of the D> structure.

Moreover this D:° type of structure is not satisfying because it does
not include as a particular case the set of the continuous paths in a compact
manifold V,,, starting from mg (denoted P(mg, V;,)).

Reminder: 1) all o-fields are complete,
2) a Gaussian probability space [13] is given by the following elements:
i) (92, F,P) a probability space,
ii) a closed subspace H of L?(€, F,P) such that all the random variables
belonging to H have a centered Gaussian law,
iii) the o-field generated by these variables is F.
3) DX(€) is a Frechet space, and its distance is denoted by d:

1
dg,9) =dlp—v,00 = > oz 1Alle = ¥lpre
k>1
j€{0,...,m}

1. 1 Definition and charts exchange maps

DEFINITION 1..1. Let § be a set; a stochastic chart on S is given by
a subset of S denoted U, named: domain of the chart, a Gaussian space
(Q,F,P,H) and a bijection b from U onto Q.

This chart is denoted (U,b,Q, F, H) or in short: (U,b, ).

DEFINITION 1..2. Two stochastic maps (Ui, b;, i, Fi, Py Hy), 1 = 1,2, will
be said to be DX°-compatibles if and only if:
i) by o b2_1 = by and by o bl_1 = b1o are measurable maps between
(b2 (U NUL), Folvy @) and (br (U NUz), Fily, o))
i) bia and by exchange the P;-null sets Of]:i|bi(umu2)7 1=1,2



iii) VA C bl(ul ﬂUQ),A S fl,]P’l(A) >0,dA4; C A, A; € fl‘bl(ulrﬂh),
P1(A1) > 0 such that Yo € DX(Qs), ¢ o biala, admits an extension map,

denoted m and m € DX (Q1) and conversely, the same extension
property is valid for B C ba(Uy NUs), B € F2,Po(B) > 0, € DX(Q4). b2 and
ba1 are called charts changes, or charts maps.

DEFINITION 1..3. A D{°-stochastic manifold is a set S and a family A
of stochastic charts, which are D2°-compatibles, and such that the union of the
domains of the charts covers S. It is denoted: (S, (U;,b;, Qi)ier)-

(Ui, bi, ;)ier being the family of charts.

Such a family is called an DX°-atlas of S.

DEFINITION 1..4. Let (S, (U, bi,Qi)icr) a D°-stochastic manifold, and
(A, F,P) a probability space with A C S§. The atlas (U, b;,;)ier will be said
to cover A if and only if: VB C A,3Fi € I and By € F, such that By CU; N B
and P(By) > 0.

LEMMA 1..1. With the notations of definition 1.4, there exist a countable
family of charts from the atlas (U;, b;, Q)ier, (U, b;,€5) en, such that:

AC qu

]EN*
The notions of a compatible chart to an atlas, or of equivalent atlases, will
be given in the case of the D*°-stochastic manifold.

1. 2 Existence of a tangent linear maps

Morphisms associated to chart changes

Let S be aset, and (U, by, i, Fi, i, H;), i = 1,2 two charts on S, D2°-compatibles.
We denote again by P and P; the probability measures restricted to F1ly, ¢4, rus)
and Folp, i) Let B € Folpo@uruy) such that P(Ba > 0), and denote

B = {8 eDX(2)/4|s =0} and % the equivalence relation: ¢y, @y € D (Qg) -
(p1 — p2)|B = 0, denoted: (7015/(,02. [¢]p will be the class of ¢, according to
,@,; then D9°(Q2)/p is a Frechet space , the distance dp being built with the

semi-norms:

llelBlpy = inf [l + Blpz@,)
BebB

This definition of ||[¢]sIpr is legitimate.
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In a same way, denoting A = by, (B),P;(A) > 0, one can define D°()/ 4,
which is also a Frechet space.

Let Fp the map: D7°(Q2)/5 — D7°(€1)/ 4, define by: [p]p — [p 0 bi2[a]a.

This definition of Fp is legitimate with regard to the equivalence z.

Conversely, we can define

Fp:D™(21)/4 = D™(Q2)/5

by: Fa(l¢a) = [pa 0 bauls]p.

LEMMA 1..2.
i) Fp and Fy are continuous
(b12)«P1 <Py on  (ba(Ur NU2), Folby@uiriss))
and

(le)*PQ <Py on (bl (Lll ﬁu2),]:1|b1(umu2))

iii) If X and p are the densities: (bi2)«P1/Py and (be1)«P2/P1, one as:
A X (,u o bgl) > 0,Ps-a.5 and H X ()\ o 612) > 0,P1-a.s.

Proof: 1) Let ¢, € D°(Q) and ¢ € DX(€;) such that dp([pn]s,0) — 0
and da([en © ba1]ala, [¥]a) — 0. This implies:

inf [l¢n + Bllpi(,) — 0
BeB

and:

inf [[on 0 barfa + a — 9|1,y — 0.
a€cA

Then, by sequences extractions, we get 1|4 = 0, P;-a.s.

i) If Z € Falpanrue) such that: Py(Z) = 0 = b3 (Z) € Filyuru) and
Py (b5 (Z)) = 0; Definition 1.2, ii, implies (b12).P; < Ps.

iii) On bl(ul QUQ) and bQ(ul ﬂZ/[g)Z

big © ba1 = Tdy, iy rus) and ba1 © brz = Idy, 14y usy)

Tangent linear map to a chart change

The notations are the same as in the beginning of this chapter.

THEOREM 1..1. Given two D2°-compatible charts, (U;, b;, 4, Fi, i, Hy),
i = 1,2, there exists P1-a.s on by(U; NUsz), a bounded linear map, denoted
Tia(w), with Py-a.s: Tia(w) € L(H1, Ha), which verifies: YA € Fily, wnrids)s
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dA; € fl‘bl(ulﬂug)aAl C A, and Pl(Al) > 0 such that Yu € Hq{,Yv € Ho,
Pi-a.s on Aq:

< Tya(w)u, v >pg, obja =< u, grad [W(v) o bia|a,] >m, (1)

Formula (1) dose not have any ambiguity: if there is B € Fily, 04 ru)
with P1(A; N B) > 0 such that (1) is verified with B instead of A;, then:
(W (v) o b1]a,)|B = W(v) 0 bi2|a,~np which implies:

grad [W(v) o biala,]la,nm = grad [W(v) o bia| 5]l ayns
For the demonstration of Theorem 1.1, we need the following lemmas:
LEMMA 1..3. Let (Q,F,P,H) a Gaussian space, u € H
I, =[a,+oo[C Rand A ={w € Q/W(u)(w) € I,}
Then these exist sequences of functions @y, 1, € D*®(Q) such that:
[enlloe < L [[¥nlloc <1,0n-¢n =0

and
lim ¢, = 1 4,limv¢, = 1coa
n n

Proof. obvious.

LEMMA 1..4. The set of A € F such that there exist sequences of functions
on € D®(Q) and ¢n € D*(Q) with [|nllec < 1, [[¢nllec < 1,00 X ¢ =0 and
lim,, @, = 14,lim, ¥, = L4, is a o-field, equals to F.

Proof: We use the monotone class theorem; let F be the set of A € F
verifying the above properties. Then:
pand Qe F
-F is stable by complementation
-F is stable for finite intersections: Ap, Ay € F.

If 9053) — 14, (,0%2) — 1 a,, 1/)&1) — Lca,, zﬁy(?) — 14, with the above properties:

bn = oDYD + oDl + 9N € D (D™ algebra)
971 — ]]-C'(AlﬂAz)7 QOsll)(,D£L2)
and [|0,]|cc < 1 (check on the supports).

— ]]-AlﬂAz

What is left to show is the stability of F for increasing sequences of items
in F.
Let Ag C Ay C ... C Ag C ... an increasing sequence of items in Fi A= U Ag.
Vk € N there exist sequences of functions gpglk) and %(11@) with the related
properties because Ay, € F. Then with the dominated convergence theorem:

LP LP
goslk) — 14, and ngk) — 1ca, (p=>1)
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Then by extracting diagonal sequences, we get a sequence @, e | 4 and a

sequence Uy, LN 1c4. Then we extract from (@, )y, and (zﬂm)m two sequences
which converges P-a.s towards 14 and 1o 4.

LEMMA 1..5. Let Z1,...,2Zy a finite partition of Q, Z; € F. Then there
exists, VI € {1,...,k}, a sequence of functions gog) such that:

e € DX(Q), ol oo < LYLAV 19 - o) = 1 lim o) = 14,

Proof. VI there exist gpgl and ¢n as in Lemma 1.2. u%) = <pn HJ# 1/)n

satisfies the Lemma 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.1: Let A € Fily, @4,rus), and P1(A) > 0. There exists
Ay C A A € fl‘bl(ulﬂuz) and Pl(Al) > 0 such that: Vy € D?,O(Qg), po bl2‘A1

admits an extension; @ obiala, € DX(Q;). Let By = bi2(Ay) and Fp, the
continuous morphism:

DF(€2)/5, = D (E0)/ 4,
Then: Vp >1 dF¢ > 1 and: 3C(p,q) > 0 such that: Vo € D (Qs):

llp © brzlay]ay bz, < CW el lIbg@s)/,, (2)

Remind: 4; = {a € DX(Q;)/ala, = 0}.
(2) implies:
inf |[ 0 bi2|a, +allprin,) < CP: D)llellng (o) (2')

acAq

Now i = v/—1 as usual. Let o) € D*®°(Qy),1 =1,...,k and denote

o= Zs@“

(€1)ien being a base of Hy; then (2') becomes:

sz(el)

i i oM o biala, - etmW (er)obi2|a, N o
in —
CVGAl =1 m?“ m?”

D (1)

(l sz(el)

D7 (Q2)
After having computed all derivations in (3), and letting m — oo, we get:

k

Z oM 0 bya|a, (@ grad [W(e;) o bia|a,])
=1

LP(QL@Hl)
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<C(p,q) (4)

k
S oD (w)(@ @)
=1

”
L1(Q2,0H2)

Let Zi,...,Z be a partition of By = b1a(A4;); then beI(Zl),...,ble(Zk) is
a partition of A; = by (By). We choose for gpnl is sequence of functions

converging punctually towards 1z as in Lemma 1.3:
then: (4) becomes

k
> 1z 0b1z() @ grad [W(er) 0 biz|a,])
=1

”
Lr(Q1,0H1)

k
<Clpq) || 1z/w)(® e) < C(p.q) (5)
1=1 La(Q,0Hy)
As Z;,1 =1,... k is a partition of By = bj2(A;)
(5) becomes:
k -
[ 3212 0o lgrad W(en) o bl I3, Plde) < Coa)” ()
=1

As partition of By = b12(A1),
we choose:

Zp = big{w € Q1 /Vj < l:||grad [W(e;) o biz|a, ]|l > [lgrad [W(e;) o biz|a,]|lm,
and Vj <1 :[|grad [W(e;) o biz|a,]llm, = llgrad [W(e;) o biz|a,]lla, }
Then (6) becomes:

sup |[grad [W(ep) o bia|a,]l|7, < C(p.q) (7)

le{lvvk}

Lr(Ay)

As (7) is valid for each subset of the Hilbertian basis of H, (e;)en,, we deduce
that the map:

Hy 3 e — |lgrad [W(er) o bia|a, ]|,
is LP-bounded, P;-a.s on Ay, uniformly relatively to [ € N,.
So the linear map T4, defined by: Vu € Hy,v € Ho:
< Tay (w)u,v >p, obia =< u,grad [W(v) o bia|a,] >my,

is a bounded linear map from H;p in Hs, P1-a.s on A;. We can, by exhaustion,
find a countable sequence of subsets of by (Uy NUs), denoted A;,i € N, with
Vi:A; € ]:1|b1(umu2),]P)1 (Az) > 0, such that UiGN*Ai = bl(ul QUQ).
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On such each A;, there exists P1-a.s a linear bounded operator denoted
T4, such that:Vu € Hq,Vv € Hy:

< Ty, (u),v >p,=< u,grad [W(v) o bia|a,] >m, oba

This last equation shows that on A; N A;,Ta, = Ta;,Pr-a.s; so there exists
a linear bounded operator from H; in Hs, such that: Pi-a.s on by (U NUs):
Vo € D°(Q2) and Yu € Hy, denoted Ta:

< Tia(w) - u,grad ¢ >g,=< u,grad [¢ o bia|a,] >, oba

It is easy to show the transitivity of these Tj;: if we have three compatible
charts (U, b;, Q;, Fi, Py, Hy), i = 1,2, 3 such that P;[b; (U NUz NU3)] > 0, then
T;j o Tj, = Tiy, a.s. on bi (U NU N U).

Last, this bounded linear map T2, is measurable from (b1 (U4 NU2), Filb, @ rise))
in £(Hy, Hs) and is L=~%(b(Uy NUs)): the constant C(p,q) in (7) might be
dependent of Aj.

2. Preliminaries

(Q,F,P,H) being a Gaussian space: Here we state some definitions of
mathematical tools that will be needed, and some of their properties, and
prove:

i) some theorems about the existence of unique continuous linear extensions
of continuous linear operators from D>°(£2) in D> ()
i) D2, (Q) N L>®70(Q) = D®(Q)
iii) Any continuous derivation on D>°(2) is a strong limit of D>-vector
fields, and some properties of these continuous derivations.

Whenever no particular setting is specified, it is assumed that we deal with
a Gaussian space (2, F,P, H).

The theorems proved here will be needed for the development, but the
reader can also go directly to Section 3 and use the results of this section,
which will be referred to when they appear.

On DP(€2), the two following norms are equivalent:

A

f DR £y} = {Z ez P

szo ®H J

and || £ = Z ( / | grad? £ P(dw)y (Malliavin)
"= ®H

. 5 _1.a
We have: ”f”]é)g)(g) < ”f”]é)g)(g) <r! prHl&)i’?(Q)
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NotATION. If (2, Fi,P;, H;) are two Gaussian spaces (i = 1,2), we denote
by KOO(Ql X Qg)

K>y x Q9) = {Z aj(wr)Bj(w2)|J finite ,aj(wi) € D(), Bj(w2) € ]DOO(Q2)}

jed
Then K*(Qq x Q) is a D*-dense subset of D>*(2, ).

2. 1 Some extensions of continuous linear maps

DEFINITION 2..1. i) A subset D C D*>(Q) will be said to be
D*°-bounded iff:
V(p,r),p > 1,7 € N, 3 a constant C(p,r) such that:

sup || fllpz < C(p,7)
feb

ii) a process p(t,w) : [0,1] x Q& — R will be said to be D>*-bounded iff:
V(p,r),p > 1,7 € Ny, 3 a constant C(p,r) such that:

sup [|l¢lpry < Cp,7)
te[0,1]
THEOREM 2..1. i) Let (0, F,P) and (21, F1,P1) be two probability spaces,
and T a continuous linear operator from L1(Q, Hy) in LP(Q, Hy) with ¢ > p,
Hy and Hs being two abstract Hilbert spaces.
Denote T the linear operator defined on:

K, (2 x ) {ZO‘J w)Bi(w)|J finite,a; € LY(Q, Hy), B € L(Q, )}

jedJ

by T (Xjes o5 ()B;i()) = Sjes Bi(wa)(Tay) (wr).

Then there is a unique linear continuous extension of T, denoted T, from
Lq(Q X Ql,Hl) to LP(Q X Ql,Hg).

it) If Ty, is a sequence of continuous linear operators from L9(2, Hy) to
LP(Q, Hy), k-uniformly continuous, then the sequence T* is k-uniformly continuous

fTOTI’L LQ(Q X Ql,Hl) to LP(Q X Ql,Hg).
Proof. 1) Let w € Q, wy € Q:
T\ > ai()B(w)
jeJ

T <Z oz;-(.)@-(.))
jeJ

p p

LP(QXQl,Hz) H»>
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p
< TIP [ Pldn) |3 5165 (1)
je’ La(Q,H))
P
= TP ||| i ()8; (wr)
Jes La(©,H) || 10, R)
P
< ||TP Z a;(.)Bj(wr) (by Hélder inequality)
jes La(,H) || La/p (9 R)
p
=TI || >_ ()8 ()
jed La(QxQ,Hy)
ii) immediate from above. O

COROLLARY 2..1. If T is a continuous linear operator of L>°~°(Q, Hy) in
L>®70(Q, Hy), then T is a continuous linear operator from L>®~0(Q x Qy, Hy)
to LOO_O(Q X Ql,Hg).

THEOREM 2..2. Let (€, F;,P;, H;)i=12 be two Gaussian spaces and Hs

and Hy two abstract Hilbert spaces.

i) If T is a linear continuous operator from D (Qy, Hy) in D>°(Qq, Hy),
there exists a unique linear extension T of T, from D> (2 x Q9, H3) in
]DOO(Ql X QQ,H4).

ii) If Ty is a k-uniformly convergent sequence from D> (Qy, Hs) in D> (Qy, Hy),
then the sequence Tj, is k-uniformly convergent from D>(Qq x g, H3)

m DOO(Ql X Qg, H4)

Proof. i) to simplify, we suppose H3 = Hy = R. Let L; and Ls be
the O.U. operators on D>°(€;) and D*°(£2), and L the O.U. operator
on D*(Qy x Qo). L is D*-continuous on D>(2y x Q9): if r € Ny and
v in K2y x Q9), we have Li+Ly=1L,so

IZ10llp? (0, x00) = (1 — L) L1¢|| o0y x0s)
=||L1(1 - L)T/290HLP(91><92)
<l - L)T/290”Lq(91 Q)
< Cllellpg(e, x02)

C being a constant, ¢ > 1.
Therefore, Lo is D> (91 x Qg)-continuous.
We will prove by induction that 7" is D (£2; x €)-continuous.
Corollary 2..1 shows that T is continuous from D>(2 x Q9)
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to LOO_O(Ql X Qg)

We suppose that 7" is continuous from D>(0y x Q) to DP°(Q1 X ).

On K*(21 x Q9), we have LyoT =To Ls.

So using the induction hypothesis: 3(q,s),q > 1,s € Ny and a
constant C7 such that Vo € K (Q; x Qo):

I(Z2 0 T)lipy = I(T o La)¢llpp < Cillelpe

Again with the induction hypothesis on r, there exists
(¢',s"),qg > 1,8 € N, and a constant C3 such that:

11 = Ly) o D)llpy < Collol e

Then: [|(1~ L) o T)elloy < (C1 v O[5
So (1 — L) o T is continuous from K°°(€; x Q) in DE(Q; x Q). So
T is continuous from K*(Q; x Q) to D? (21 x Q2) and then from
DOO(Ql X Qg) to ]D)OO(Ql X QQ)
O

THEOREM 2..3. Let (2, F,P, H) be a Gaussian space, H an abstract Hilbert
space, (e;)ien, an Hilbertian basis of H, and T a linear continuous operator
from LP(Q) to LI(Q).

Denote T the linear operator defined by the serie:

if X(w) = Y20 filw)es, X € D(Q, ), fi(w) € D¥(Q)

then T(X) = $22, (T fi) (w)ei

This definition of T is meaningful, and T is a continuous linear operator

from LP(Q, H) to LI(Q, H).

Proof. Let (Q1, F1,P1, Hy) be a Gaussian space, independent of (Q, F, P, H),
and (ej);en, an Hilbertian basis of Hj.

Denote Y; = W(e;); then the random variable > 5°; f;(w)Y;(w1) is correctly
defined because its LP(€2 x Q) norm is equivalent to the LP(€, H) norm of X:

HZf’l OJ1 ”LP(QXﬂl /P dw /]P d(/.)l ’Zf,l

and 3299, fi(w)Yi(w1) is a Gaussian variable with law N (0, /3722, | fi(w)]?),
for almost all w € .

Similarly, we have: |[T(X)|1q(q gy ~ | 221 (T fi) (@)Yi(w1)l La@xan)-

To prove that T is continuous, it is enough to show the inequality; C' being

a constant:
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||Z T1)()Yi()llLa@xar) < C'||Zfz (llza@xan)

1=1
As >0, f,( )Yi(w1) € LP(Q2 x Q1) we have P(dw )-a.
Y21 filw)Yi(wr) € LP().

There are two cases to study:
a) 1 < ¢ <p < +o0; T being continuous from LP(£2) in L(2), there exists
a constant Cy such that P(dw;)-a.s.:

q/p
/P dw|z Tfi)(w)Yi(w1)|? < Cy [/|Zf2 (w1 |pIP>(dw)]

which 1mphes the following inequalities:

qa/p
/ (dw) © B(den)| S (TF)(@)¥ilwn)]? < OO/IP dusr) [/|Zfl Yi(or |p]P’(dw)]

=1
q/p
< Cy l / P(dw) @ P(dwi)] > fi(w)}/;(wl)]p] (Holder)
=1

b) 1<p<q<+ooLetrbesuchthat%—|—% :%andgeL’"(Q). We
define Ty f = g.Tf. Then T, : LP(Q) — LP(Q2), and || T,||z» < ||T|.lgll-- We
apply case a) above to Ty, with C1 = ||T|:

1Ty (X o0y < Crllgler 1 X ooy

which implies:

l9-T ) oo, 71y < Cullgll e 1X N oo, i

SO:

NI

< Cullgllzr 1 XN oo, ) (1)
Lr()

And (1) is valid for all g € L™(92).

Let p’ and ¢’ be such that %—FZ% =1land %—F% =1;Yhe LY hd/" e L"(Q),
and [[17/7| = [R]T).

With (1) we have

g [i(Tfix.)?]

i=1

1
2

< CullR ) NX | ooy
Lp

hQ'/T’ [i ‘Tf,’ﬂ
i=1

which implies:
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< CyllR) N X

(q'/r+d'/P) lz ITf; |21
Ll

Butq?/—l—%:q’(l—l):l. So:

IRITX Nl 2 0) < Collbll o 1 X 2o, i)

which implies that 7" is continuous from LP(Q, H) to L(Q, H). O

COROLLARY 2..2. Let T' be a continuous linear operator from DE(Q) in
DI(2), and H be an abstract Hilbert space. Then T is a continuous linear
operator from DP(Q, H) to DI(Q, H).

Proof. We denote by T’ the continuous linear operator, with which the
following diagram is commutative:

p() —T DY(©)
(Id—L)"% (Id— L)%
Lr(9) — L9(Q)
Then we denote by (Id — L) t the O.U. operator on D>(Q, H). Then we

use Theorem 2.3 to define T': LP(Q, H) — L(), H) and
= (Id—L);"* 0T o (Id— L)}?.

\

O

Now another extension theorem: H;, Hy, H' being three abstract Hilbert
spaces and (e;);en, an Hilbertian basis of H'. Let T be a continuous linear
operator from LP(Q, Hy) in L4(2, Hy). On the subset of LP(Q, H; ® H'), with
J finite, J C N, defined by {ZjeJXj ®ej/Xj € LP(Q,Hl)}, we define an
operator T by: T (ZjeJ X; ® ej) =3 jes TX; ® ej; and we have:

THEOREM 2..4. If p > q, there exists an unique extension of T, which is
continuous linear, from LP(Q2, Hy @ H') in LY(Q, Hy @ H').
Proof. We will first prove that :

H(ZX ®€]> (Z W(Ej)Xj>
jeJ LP(Q H1®Hl) jeJ

(Q1, F1,P1, H') being a Gaussian space, independent of (Q, 7, P, Hy), but with
its chaos C1(§21) being generated by the (W (e;))ien, -
Denote U = 3 c; X;j @ e;. Then with w € Q,w; € Oy:

LP(QxQq,H1)
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=

U e (0,m 00 = {/ (Z ”XJH%ﬁ) ? P(dw)} =

> Wi(ej)(wr)X;(w)

jedJ jed

L2(Qu,H) [ Lp(q)

Let w be fixed and (3, Fa, Py, H1) be another Gaussian space, independent
of the first two others, and whose chaos C;(£22) includes the
W[X;(w)](w2),j € J. Then:

> Wej) (wi) WX (w)](w2)

jedJ

Ul e, 7007 =

LP(Q1x02) LP(Q)

w being fixed, Y jc; W(e;)(w1)W[Xj(w)](w2) is in C2(21 x Q2).
All LP norms being equivalent on this chaos C2(€2; X 5), we get:

D W(ej)(w) WX (w)](w2)

jed

U e (0,1 007 =

L2(Q1xQ2) || Lp(q)

==

= {/]P’(dw) ® P(dw1) ® P(dw2)| ) W(ej)(wl)W[Xj(w)](wz)\p}
jedJ
Now we fix w and wq:
>jes Wie)(w) WX (w)](w2) is a Gaussian € C1(€22); as all LP norms are
equivalent on C1(€2),
we have:

[SS]
Sl

U e, mom7) = {/P(dw)®P(dw1)| > Wie) (wn)W(e) (wi){(Xi, Xj) m, (W) }
ijed

= > Wiep)(w)X;(w) (2)
Jed LP(Qx Q4 ,Hy)
A similar computation proves that:
T (Z X;® €j> =~ |1 W(eg)(wi)(TX;)(w) (3)
i€J La(Q,H ®H') jed L9(Q®Q1, Hy)

Now we consider the operator S defined on the subset of
LP(Q x Qu, Hy): { Y es W(e;)X;|J finite C N}, by:
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S <Z W(ej)X]) = W(ej)(w1)(TX;)(w)

JjeJ JjeJ
The same proof as in Theorem 2..1.i shows that there exists a constant
C > 0 such that:

S (Z W(epxj)
JjeJ

So (2), (3), (4) imply:

<C
L1(Q2®Q1,H2)

S W(e))X;

jed

(4)

LP(Q®Q1,Hy)

T(ZXj@Gj) = ZTX]'®€]'

jeJ Li(Q,Ho®H') jedJ

S Wi(e))TX; = s (Z W(epxj)

L4(Q,Hy®H')

~

jed La(Q®0 ,Ha) jeJ L9(Q®Q, Ha)
<CDW(e)X; ~CIY X;®e;
= LP(Q201, Hs) = LP(Q,H1@H)

Then T (ZjeJ X; ® YJ) can be defined, using the decomposition of Y; on
the basis (€;);en, of H'.

Finally, we have an extension of T, continuous linear operator from

LP(Q,H® H') to LY, H @ H').

This extension, denoted again T', does not depend on the Hilbertian basis
of H: if B and B’ are two Hilbertian bases of H’, we have with obvious
notations:

T’(B) (Xj ® Y}) = ZTXj & Y} = T’(B’) <ZX] ®}/j>

jeJ jeJ
|

COROLLARY 2..3. In the same setting as in Theorem 2..4, if T is a continuous
linear operator from L®°~0(Q, Hy) in L=°~9(Q, Hy), then T is continuous linear
from L*>°7%(Q, Hy ® H') in L=°°(Q, Hy ® H')

COROLLARY 2..4. In the same setting as in Theorem 2..4, if T is a continuous
linear operator from D> (Q, Hy) in D*°(, Hy), then T is continuous linear from
D>(Q, Hy @ H') in D®(Q, Hy @ H).
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Proof. same proof as in Corollary 2..2. O
2.2 D2 NL®0=D>
THEOREM 2..5.
D3, NL>70 =D>

Proof. D*® C D2, N L>®~° For the reverse inclusion, we will need the
Phragmen-Lindelof method [16].

Vz € C with Rez > 0 and Vf € D2, N L0, we define (Id — L)~*f by:

fn being the component of f in the chaos C,,: (Id—L)7%f =302, ﬁf"
This definition is meaningful and coincides with the classic definition when
Rez > 0:

(Id— L) f = ﬁ /0 T et

If r > 0,1 > ¢ >0 fixed, we denote by g : ¢ = (1 — L)" f, then: V¢t > 0:
(1— L)~rtetit) g ¢ 12070 hecause Vip € LP, go > 1, and [|1h||0 < 1, we have:

‘ / P(dw)yp.(Id — L)~ rFe+it) g' = ‘ / P(dw)y.(Id — L)~(+) f'

N ﬁ '/ P(dw)t) /Ow e *s TN (P, f)ds

< ﬁ /oo ds e %51 /]P’(dw)l/J(Psf)'
I'(e) 1

< m”‘f”Lz)o”lequ Wlth — —|- —0 =1
e
‘P(E T Zt)’ ”f”LqO (5)
Then (5) implies:
_ 1\ (r+et+i F()
(7= 1y gl < LD ©)

And from [3, p. 213|, |T'(e 4 it)| is asymptotically equivalent to Mt
when t 1 0o, m being the largest integer < ¢; if e < 1, m = 0.
Let 1 <qop<2,1<qo<q <2andpe L>®0 We denote, with i = \/—1:

o

0(z) = (iz)2¢’ %/IP’ dw)(Id — L) *g. sgn<p|<,p|2 i (55 —2)

with: z € A = {2/0 < Rez §r+e,Imz>O}

Then |§(z)] is bounded on A and is continuous on A, because:
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_T(ms L(€ d
911 < Vle 30 o

Computing |0(0 + it)| and |6(r + € + it)|, we get, C being a constant:

. 1 = r—i 'l Ul
0(it)] < tze”2"||(Id = L) fll 2]l % |2 < Cll fllnz el fo

) . o
0(r + € +it)] < Ctre™ 3||(Id — L)t g|| oo |70 | o

Using (6), we get:

t%e_%t
Or+e+it)| <Ce—7—"—
101 = |l (e + it)]

We choose ¢ € L7 such that ||¢||;+ < 1. Now, when

P
L(e)[fllzeo Il

t 1 oo, % ~ e%tt_%(o < e < 1), so we have:
max(|6(it)], |0(r + € +it)[) < Cmax(|[fllpz , /] z#0) (7)

Then the Phragmen-Lindelof method tells us that |#(z)| is bounded on A
by the r.h.s. of (7), for all ¢ € L>7% and |||, < 1.

Then: V1 < ¢’ < 2,3a €]0, r[ such that: 2. (& — §) + § = L:
1 11

a:T—(T‘FE)(i_i) andwehaveaG]O,r[ife<7‘(qj (il)-
aQ 2 a2

Then 0(r — a) = \/i(r — a)e'2"~% [P(dw)p(Id — L)~ ("%g, so

| [ P(dw)p(ld — L)="=g| < C

which implies: (Id — L)~("=%g ¢ L (Q) with I% + % = 1.

Finally: Ya €]0,r[ and Vp/ > 2: (Id— L)*f € LP () then f € D>®(Q). O

PROPOSITION 2..1. The O.U. operator commutes with the conditional expectation.

Proof. Let (Q, F,P, H) be a Gaussian space and F, t € [0, 1] be a filtration;
Vo € Fy, grad being the Malliavin derivative and div its adjoint: f € D*°(Q):

[ ediveradE[f|17] P(de) = — [ (grad o, grad B [\ 7] nP(de)
_ / (erad ¢, E [grad f|F] 1j0.4(.)) s P(dw)
= — /(E [grad | F] ]l[o,t](.),grad fYuP(dw)

= — /(gradE [o|Ft] , grad f)pP(dw)
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= -|-/f. div grad E [p|F;] P(dw)
- / E [o|F,] div grad fP(dw)

=+ / ©E [div grad f|F;] P(dw)
U

2. 3 Existence of a sequence of D*-vector fields converging
D>-strongly to wards a derivation
THEOREM 2..6. Let (Q,F,P,H) be a Gaussian space and (e;)ien, an
Hilbertian basis of H; we denote by F, the o-algebra F,, = U(W(ei)/i < n).
Let 6 be a continuous derivation from D> to L7, Then the sequence of vector
fields Xy = SN E[§(W (e;)|Fn] e; strongly converges towards § in L>70(9Q).

Proof. Let fn i [W(e1),...,W(en),W(en+1),...,W(enti)] be acylindrical

function; &1, ..., & being parameters. We denote fy e = fvi [Wi(er),...,W(en), &1, ..

Then:

1

Ineloy =3 ( [ e fnl? Pla))
=0

Jj=
SO:

1 1 k 2
-1y & q q

il /Rk déy .. dgpe™2 2 & fy pellt < Il vl (8)

Let ¢ € D>(); there exists a sequence of cylindrical functions denoted
onk [Wier),...,W(en),W(en+1), ..., W(en+i)] which D*°-converges towards
©.

Then direct computation shows that Vg > 1,3(p, s),p > 1, s € N, such that
there exists a constant C(p, ¢, s) with || XN k¢l L) < C’(p, q, )HSDN,k,{HDS(Q)

We choose p > ¢q. Then, using (8), we have:

1 1k
W/HXN-SDNJf,gHﬁq(Q)G o= ey gy < CP(p, g, 9) o allBy g

The Lh.s. of the above inequality is bigger than:

2
1 _1 k 2 q
{(\/ﬂ)k/||XN-(10N,k,§H%q(Q)e Zzizlsldgl---dgk = ||XN-(10N,k||I[),q

So we have | Xn.¢nkllLa@) < C(p,q,s)llonklpe

75]6]
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which implies:

I XNn-¢llra@) < Cp,q,8)|lellpe 9)
Then the triangle inequality

160 — Xng-@lla < |00 — donillLe + 100Nk — E[don k| Fnir] la+
+ |E [6on k| FN+k] — XNik-onglle + | XNr-(onk — @)l La

with E [0on k| Fnik] = Xntk-©nk; and (9) shows that Xy — ¢ and the
convergence is L V-strong from D> in L0, U

COROLLARY 2..5. If§ is a continuous derivation from D>®(Q) to L=~°(Q),
for each f € D>®(Q), A being a measurable subset of Q, then 14grad f = 0
implies 140 f = 0.

Proof. Let Xy be the sequence of vector fields as in Theorem 2..6. Then
from the hypothesis, we have: 14(Xy.f) = 0; and at the limit when N 1 oo,
we have 140 f = 0. U

THEOREM 2..7. If § is a continuous derivation of D*°(QQ), there exists a
sequence of vector fields X, which converges D -strongly towards d.

Proof. Let N be fixed and Xy = SN E[0(W (e;))|Fn] e If f [W(er),...,W(en)]
is a cylindrical function, direct calculus shows that:

Xn.f[W(er),...,W(en)] =E[df|Fn]

So Xy is D*®-continuous from D*°(Q, Fn,P) in itself. We extend Xy to
D®(Q, Fy,P) x D®(Q, Fir, P) =~ D>(Q, F,P) denoted Xy

as in Theorem 2, 2, i); Xy is again D*°-continuous and is a vector field.
With Theorem 2, 2, ii), the sequence (Xy) is N-uniformly bounded when the
Xy are considered as operators from D™ () in D> ().

The convergence of Xy towards 4, strong convergence as operators, is

obtained by: Vf € D> V(p,r),p > 1,7 € N, :

16f — Xn-flipe < N6 —E[0f1FN] lpe + IE[0f|Fn] — E[5fn|Fn] llpe + 1B 85| FN] — Xnv-favllpe
+ 1 XN fn = XN Inllpe + 1Xn- (Fn = £) llpe

[~ being a sequence of cylindrical functions, with fy(w) = fv [W(e1),..., W(en)],
converging D> towards f. O

DEFINITION 2..2. A process X : [0,1] x Q — R s said to be
completely D> iff: Vr € R:

(1-L)2X € L®7°(]0,1] x Q, dt ® P(dw))
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LEMMA 2..1. i) The space of the completely D*°-processes . is a Frechet
space.

it) If F is a continuous linear map from % in 7, there is a unique
continuous linear extension of F, denoted F', from the space of completely
D> -processes with values in an Hilbert H, in itself.

PROPOSITION 2..2. Some properties of the convolution and the fractionnal
derivation:

f being a function: [0,1] = R with f(0) = 0, we extend f in f by
f’R, = f’ [27+00[ =0 and by an afine function on [1,2] such that

f(1) = f(1) and f(2) = 0. Then, we denote by B the function: R — R
defined by: Bs(x) = 0,2 <0 and Bs(z) = ﬁx—ls for x > 0. Then:

i) If f is a-Hélderian, Vs with 0 < s < a < 1, f * 8, € CY(R)
i) f being a-Holderian, we have: (f * Bs) * Bi_s = f.
iii) If f is a DP-bounded process, fxBs is (1—s)-DE-Hélderian (see Definition
iv) The convolution of s with an adapted process is again an adapted
process.

2. 4 D>-Holderian process and divergence of a derivation

DEFINITION 2..3. A real-valued process ®(t,w) will be said to be
D*°-«-Holderian iff: Vt € [0,1],Vt' € [0,1] : V(p,r),p > 1,7 € Ny, 3 constant C(p,r)
such that:

sSup H(I)(tlvw) - (I)(t7w)|’IDJ7T’ < C(p,r)]t/ - t‘a
tt

There is an analogous definition for a matrix-valued process.

THEOREM 2..8. Let X : [0,1] x Q@ — R be an D*>*-a-Hdélderian process.
Then ds,0 < s < 1 such that if Y = % (X xB1-s], X =Y x5, and Y being a
completely D -process.

DEFINITION 2..4. A D*-process defined on [0,1] x Q with values in the
n X n matrices, will be said to be D*>°-bounded iff:

V(p,r) p>1,r € Ny, 3C(p,r) > 0 such that:

supyepo,1) |A®, )llpe < C(p,7), where ||A(t,.)|[pr denotes the DE-norm of
any n X n matriz norm, which are all equivalent.

LEMMA 2..2. Let A be a D*°-bounded matriz process. Then the process:
d(t,w) = fg AdB, B being a n-valued Brownian motion, is %-D“-Hdldem‘an.

Proof. A being a n X n matrix, j;“’h AdB being a Skorokhod integral, we
have: jf+h AdB = vhdiv(A.X},) where:
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X}, is the vector X, = s — ﬁ fos Soic1 L qny(u)eidu, (€;)i=1,..n being
the canonical basis of R™, because AX}, is D*°(Q, H)-bounded.
The operator div, being continuous:

3C0(p,r) : |2(t', ) — @(t,w)pr < Cp, )V
O

DEFINITION 2..5. Let 0 be a continuous derivation of D>(£2).

i) an element T in D™ will be called divergence of §, denoted div 6, iff:
Vo € D®(Q) : — [dpP(dw) = + (divd, ) ( (divd, ) is the duality
bracket).

i) a continuous derivation 6 of D>°(§2) is said to be an adapted derivation
iff: ¥ adapted process ®(t,w), (6P)(t,w) is an adapted process.

REMARK 2..1. If U is a vector field, divU as in Definition 2..5 coincides
with the classical definition of divergence of a D*°-vector field.

REMARK 2..2. i) If divd = 0, then & is L*-antisymmetrical.

ii) (Q,F,P, H) being a Gaussian space, if A is an X n-A.M. matriz such
that Vo € D*(Q), Agrad ¢ € D>®(Q2, H), then div A grad is a D*>°-derivation,
and div(div Agrad) = 0. Such an A is called a multiplicator and they
will be studied in Section 4.

THEOREM 2..9. Let (Q,F,P,H) be a Gaussian space.
IfV(s,w) i t — [3 h(s,w)ds is a D>®-vector field, thent — [J E [ (s w)\}"}

18 a D> -vector field.

Proof. The O.U. operator commutes with the conditional expectation (Proposition
2.1) so:

t—>/ sw|]: dS€D2(QH)

Thanks to the Theorem 2.5, we only have to prove:

t—>/ sw|]: dSGLOOO(QH)

We denote by LL19(Q, H) the set of D®-vector fields Z(t,w) = fg Z(s,w)ds
such that Z(s,w) is an adapted process.

We have:

E[(V(,w), Z(.,w))g] < +0o0. so:

E {/Olm(s,w),Z.(s,w»Rnds

1
:EUO (E [A(s,w)|Fs] , Z(s,w))rnds| < +00
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which implies that:

. *
E [h(s,w)|Fs] € (L13°(Q, H)) (10)
Let g € L1(Q) with % + % < 1; then there exists p’ with 1 < p’ < 2 such
that v — [ E[g|F,] .E [ﬁ(s,w)|fs} ds € L (Q, H), because:

/IP’(dw) {AldSE[g’fSF‘ [ (5.0) ’}_ }% /]P’ dw) { sup E [g|F,)? / dsE[ (s, w)’f] }

s€[0,1]
From the Doob inequality:

sup |E [g|F.]|> € L3 (Q)
s€[0,1]

and: [fo dsE[ (s, w)|]:] } € L?(), we have:

{/01 E [}.L(s,w)|]:s}2 ds

And from: —+ <1E|p with /,+

p’ we have:

4
2 2
=

€ LV (Q)

2/p =1,1 < p’ < 2 and so for this

NES

1 )
/ P(dw) { /0 dsE [g| F.]PE [h(s,w)|}'s]2} < 400
which implies:
t— /OtE 91 ] E [A(s,w)|F| ds € L5, H) (11)

To prove that the vector field t — fg E [ﬁ(s, w)|]:s} ds belongs to L>°~°(Q, H),
we use an induction:
we have already ¢t — [J E [ (s, w)|]:} ds € L*(Q,H). Let g € LY(Q) with

—+ s < 1, Lett—)fo [ (s w)\}"}dseLp(Q H); From (9) and (11), we get:

/P(dw / dsE {QE[ (s, w)|]:} |]:s} < 400

which implies:
/Pdw /dsE (Sw)|]:} < +o0

then: fo [ (s w)\}"} ds € LP79(Q) and:
t— [JE [ (s, w)|]:}ds c L %(Q, H).

NES
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THEOREM 2..10. Let V,, be a sequence of D*-vector fields such that the
associated derivations 6, are adapted and converge pointwise in D () towards
a deriwation & verifying divd = 0; then § = 0.

Proof.

Vo € D*(Q) :/(5ncp]P’(dw) = /(Vn,grad ) pP(dw) = —/cpdiv V,P(dw)

which implies that [ ¢div V,P(dw) converges towards
— [ pdivd.P(dw) = 0.
So VV vector field € D>®°(Q, H): [(grad(divV,,), V)gP(dw) converges towards

With Theorem 2.9, t — [ E [grad div V,,|Fs] ds is also a D®-vector field,
and an adapted process:
we have:

/ (E [grad div V,|F,] , V) g P(dw) = / (grad div V,,, E [V|F]) g P(dw) — 0
But using the Clark-Ocone formula:
1
/ E [grad div V},|F] dB = div V/,
0

And V,, being an adapted process, using a result on the Skorokhod integral:
divV,, = [ V.dB, Tto Integral.

Then: E [graddivV,|F] = V, and so V,, is a sequence of D~ which
converges towards 0. Then let ¢, € D®(Q): pgrady € D*(Q, H) and:

(Vo pirad ) = [ (w)(Va,grad o) uP(do)

= [ e@)Enb) @) = [ o) (66)()P(d)
So [ p(w)(69))(w)P(dw) = 0 which implies § = 0. O

REMARK 2..3. A consequence of Theorem 2..10 is that a D> adapted
derivation is not in general a limit of a sequence of D*°-adapted vector fields.

DEFINITION 2..6. Let 0 be a continuous map from D> (Q) to D>*(Q2). Then
a linear map 6 from D*°(Q) to D>®(Q) is said to be a O-derivation iff:

Vf,9 € DX(Q) 1 6(fg) = 0(f)d(g) + 0(9)o(f)

Now we state a version of the Dini-Lipschitz theorem for an Holderian
functon f, piecewise continuous, on a closed interval, with values in a Frechet
space F'.
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2. 5 A generalisation of the Dimi-Lipschitz theorem and
interpolation between D spaces

THEOREM 2..11. (Dini-Lipschitz) Let f be a function as above. Then its
Fourier series is uniformly convergent piecewise, that is on each closed interval
on which it is continuous, and converges towards the half-value of the jump on
each discontinuity point.

Moreover, the convergence of its Fourier series is uniformly bounded, relatively
to the partial sums of the Fourier series.

Last, an interpolation theorem which will often be used:

THEOREM 2..12. Let T' be a linear continuous operator from DE(Q) t
a

, , a (-

DI(Q), (?nd )]D)p () to DL(Q). Ya € [0,1], T is continuous from Di’;_i_(l”a)i
(+57)
to ]Daz—i-(l —a)s’

3. ID°°-stochastic manifolds

In this section we study the general notion of a ID*°-stochastic manifold,
and the following themes:

i) we will examine the notion of D*-equivalent atlases, which is more
complex than in the case of n-dimensional differential manifolds

ii) we will exhibit a D*°-chart change which does not admit a linear tangent
map in L(H)

iii) we will study the space of D>°-continuous derivations on D*°(£2), denoted
Der(Q) and its dual Der(Q2)* (denoted also (Der{*))

iv) we will study the notion of a derivation field on a D*°-stochastic manifold.

v) we study then the notion of metric (this time on Der(€2)*), and the
fundamental metric; then an important subspace of Der(£2), denoted
Do(Q2), the Levi-Civita connection, the curvature and the torsion.

When no particular setting is specified, we assume that the context is a
Gaussian space (Q, F,P, H).

3. 1 Definition

Let . be a set. The definitions of D*>°-charts, of two D°°-compatible charts
and of a D*>-atlas, on . are direct generalisations of the DS case. We first
define the notion of canonical tribe on a set ., endowed with a D>-atlas:
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3. 2 Canonical g-algebra associated to a D*-stochastic
manifold

PROPOSITION 3..1. Let . a D*°-stochastic manifold with the atlas: <7 = (U;, b;, §2;)
Then if

IS

¢1={AC/Viel,bj(AnU;) € Fi}
and
G ={AC.7 VA € Fi,bi(Anb; 1 (4)) € Fi}
we have €1 = 6 and 6, is a o-algebra.
Proof.
1) 6o C 61 let A; =Q
i) 61 C 62 let A€ 6,
b [ANb; 1 (A)] = b [An (U; N b (A))]
=b; [(ANU;) Nb; ' (Ay)]
=b(ANU;)NA; € F;
iii) 41 is a o-algebra: obvious.
O
We denote by €(.7, &) this o-algebra, or in short €' (.). We also denote
by: A (S, ) or by N (.F):
N (S, ) ={N C.7/VielP;b;(NNU;)| =0}
The definition of A (., &7) is meaningful thanks to the Lemma 1.2,iii: we know
that if there is ¢ € I such that P; [b;(A N U;)] > 0, then Vj € I: P; [b;(ANUj)] > 0.
3. 3 D*-morphismes between D*°-stochastic manifolds

DEFINITION 3..1. . and . being two D*>°-stochastic manifolds, the map
w A — S will be said to be measurable iff it is measurable relatively to the

o-algebra € (71) and € () and if o~ [N (H)] T N (F).

DEFINITION 3..2. Let &/ = (U;, b;, Q, Fi, Py, Hy) ;o 1, a D*-atlas on the set
S, and (Vg,gg,ﬁg)geL = % a D*-atlas on the set Fo; let ¢ be a measurable
map from S in Ss.

The subset A C U; will be said to be (p, o/, B)-balanced iff A € F;,
Pi(A) > 0 and 3¢y € L such that: p(A) C V,, and Vf € ]Doo(ﬁgo), then
A will also be said to be (p,U;, Vi, )-balanced.

admits an extension, denoted f; ¢, A, OT fA and fvi,go,A € D> ().

REMARK 3..1. Using the D™-structure of the atlas <7, it is immediate
to see that if A is (p,U;, Vy,)-balanced and if A C Uj, j # i, then A is
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(o, Uj, Vi, )-balanced. So this definition of the balanced set does not depend on
the chart domain in of , where A lies.

REMARK 3..2. If.% is a D™ -stochastic manifold, with the atlas &/ = (U;, b, Q;)icr,
and denoting 1d & the identity on ., we have that: for every t,j € I with
UinU; ¢ ¥ (7, ): UnNUj is a (Idy, U, Uj)-balanced set of .7

Now to simplify the notations, we identify the domain U; of a chart with
its image on the Gaussian space (Q;, F;,P;, H;) through the bijection b;. So
now U; is endowed with the o-algebra b_l(.7-",~) which is also the restriction to
U; of €(.#, /), and with a probability measure (b; *).P;. So the property of a
balanced subset of U;, A, can be restated: Vf € D*(V,), fo¢|, admits an
extension denoted fa, with f4 € D> (U;). If A C U;, we denote by L°(A) the
R-valued functions on A, measurable relatively to the o-algebra b; 1(]:i)

DEFINITION 3..3. Let .1 and % two D*°-stochastic manifolds, % being
endowed with a D*°-atlas of = (U,, bi, i, Fi, Py Hy)ier and S being endowed
with the D*°-atlas B = (Vg,bg,Qg)geL Let ¢ be a map from S to S, ¢ will
be said to be a D>*°-morphism from A to S, iff:

i) @ is measureable with respect to the canonical o-algebras on A and So;
ii) Vi € I, there is a countable set of indices, denoted L;, L; C L, such
that U; € UEGLZ- (,0_1(‘/@),'
iii) Vi € I,Y¢ € L withP; [~ ' (V;) NU;] >0 andVA € F;, withA C o' (Vo) NU;
andP;(A) > 0: 3A' C A, A’ € F;,Pi(A") > 0 such that A is (o, U, Vi)-balanced;
i) YA C Us, A € F3,P;(A) > 0 and Vg € LO(A) if VA, (p,U;, Vi)-balanced,
there exists fy € D*°(Vy) such that fy o ‘10|AOAL; = 9|AOAy then g admits
an extension g such that g € D>®(U;).

REMARK 3..3. From iii) we see that Vi € 1,3¢(i) € L such that P;[o™ (Vi) N U] > 0
otherwise P; Jger, » (Vo) NU;| = Pi(U;) = 0. And we also have that VA €
Fi, A C o Y (Vi) N Ui and Pi(A) > 0, there exists a countable subset of L
denoted Ly and a family of (p, Ui, Vji)jieLZ(i)-balanced sets €j,, such that they
form a partition of A. And there exists a countable subset of L, Lg, such that:

i-U( U =)
1€Lo \Ji€Lyy)

with Pi(gji N Ejk) =0, Vj; € Lg(i) and Vi, € Lg(k).
PROPOSITION 3..2. The composition of D*-morphisms is a D> -morphism.

Proof. Let .71, .%%, .73 be three D*°-stochastic manifolds with respectively
the D*°-atlases

A = Us)ier, B=Vj)jes, CWi)iek
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and 1 a D”co-morphism from .7 to .%%, and o a D°°-morphism from .7 to
3.
i) and ii) are trivially verified by @2 0 1 (2 0 1 is measurable);
iii) Letig € I and k € K. We have to prove that for A C ¢! o o5 (W) N Uiy,
Ae Fiy, Pi(Aiy) >03A c A A" € Fiy,Piy(A’) > 0 such that A" is
(p2 0 @1, Uiy, Wi) balanced. Without loss of generality, we can suppose
Jjo € J such that ¢1(A) C Vj,. Then, ¢ being a D*°-morphism, there
exists B C ¢1(A), B being (p2, Vj,, Wi, )-balanced (and P;,(B) > 0). So
for g € D*>°(W},) there exists an extension of g o 3|, denoted g, such
that g € D*°(V},). But ¢ being a D*°-morphism, there exists a subset
A’ of o7 H(B) (remind P, (¢ (B)) > 0), which is (¢1, Uy, Vj, )-balanced.
So go 1|4 = go 20 pi],, and there exists an extension of go 1
(A" is a (¢1,Usy, Vj,)-balanced subset), denoted g, which is € D*(Uj, );
and g is an extension of g o 30 @14
iv) We have to show that if igp € I and A C U;,, A € Fiy, Piy(A) > 0
and g € L°(A); We suppose that VA;,x, (2 0 1, Uiy, Wi)-balanced set
there exists f € D*°(W},) such that

fopao wlfAnAiok = g’AmAiOk

Then we must show that g admits an extension g such that g € D> (U;,)
and g, = g. As in iii) we can suppose without loss of generality
that there exists jo € J such that ¢1(4) C Vj,. We know, from
Remark 3.3, that there exists a countable partition of V;, made with
(2, Vj,, Wi)-balanced sets, denoted here (g4 )qcn,, such that

=0

Pj, Vjo\ U Ca

CVGN*
We define then h,|, = fopz|. and 0 on Cea. Then hy € LO(Vj,);
and h = Y22, 1. ho € J°(Vjy). YBjok, (¢2,Vj,, W)-balanced set,
there exists a countable extracted partition of the (g4 )qen,, denoted
(€8)en, , such that Bjr = Ugen, €3, Pj,-a.s. Then:

h|vjoﬂBjok - h|Bj0’c
- h|Uﬁ€N* €p
= > 1ghs
BEN,

— Z fogp2|€ﬁ

BeEN,
= fo ('02’Bj0k
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2 being a D*°-morphism, there exists an extension h of h which is
€ D*(V},). Then:
g’AmAiok = fopao ‘Pl‘AmA

igk

=f O‘P2’¢1(A0Aiok)

Y1 (AnAiOk)
This last equality being Pj-a.s. As AN A;r C ¢ (AN Ajr)], we
have g‘AmAiOk =ho (pl‘AﬁAiOk7 Pj,-a.s. and h € D>(V},).

1 being a D*°-morphism, with iv) we have that there exists an
extension g € D*°(Uj,,) such that g| 4, = g| 4. So p20¢; is a D*°-morphism.
O

DEFINITION 3..4.

i) Two D*°-atlases on the set . are said to be D™ equivalent iff the
identity Id & is a D*°-isomorphism;

ii) Let.” be a D™ -stochastic manifold with the D*°-atlas o/ = (U;, b;, Q;)icr;
the chart (U,b,Q, F, P, H), with U C .7 is said to be D>°-compatible
with < , if the atlases & and o/ U {(U,b,Q)} are equivalent.

REMARK 3..4. We will here give the Definition 3.3.1v. but without identifying
the domain U of a chart (U,b,Q) with Q: VA € QA € F;,P;(A) > 0 and
Vg € LY(A): IfYAy, (,U;, Vy)-balanced set, there exists f, € D* () such that

fobpopo bi_l) = 9|Ambi(Ag) then g admits an extension g € D*>°(£);).

Aﬂbi(A[)

REMARK 3..5. Ifthe D*-atlas < verifies the condition iv) of the Definition
3.3, then D> -compatibility between two charts of A is equivalent to: Yo € D*(£;),
3 an extension @ € D*(Q;) of o bij‘bi(UmUj)’ and moreover this extension is
UNIQUE.

Now we will show that there exists a derivation from D>(2) to D>()
which is not a vector field so to prove after this, that there are D*°-charts,
D*>-compatible, which do have linear tangent maps.

3. 4 Existence of a D*°-derivation which is not a vector field

Let . be a D*-stochastic manifold, with an atlas having only one chart
(Q,F,P,H). Let {(€;)ien,, (¢j)jen, } be a Hilbert basis of H and let A be the
bounded operator on H defined by:

Ae;) =¢; and A(gj) = —e;
We denote by § the operator on D*°(Q) defined by:
Vo € D®(Q), dp =divAgrad e
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Then direct computation shows that § is a derivation. If there existed a
D>°-vector field X such that

Vo e D*®(Q), X -p=divAgrady = dyp

then we write:

X = ZXZez +ZYj€j

i>1 j>1

and we would have

X, = X - W(ei) = 6(W(es)) = W(es)
and ;= X - W(e5) = 6(W(e,)) = —We;)
But
¥ ( /Q X2P(dw) + /Q Y7P(dw) ) = Z]: ( /Q W(e;)2P(dw) + /Q W(ei)2IP>(dw))

:+OO

Now we can prove that there exists compatible D*°-charts for which, the change
maps do not admit a linear tangent map. Let /] be a D*°-stochastic manifold
with an atlas reduced to one chart (Q,F,P,H) and {(e;)ien,, (€j)jen, A} a
Hilbert basis of H. Denote X; = W(e;), Y; = W(e;) and Z = h. We define an
inversible map v by:

=X,cosZ+Y;sinZ X;
i =—X;sinZ 4+ Y;cos Z Y, =

=7 7 =

N ><| ><|
NI NI

-Y;s
+Y;c

Nl = N|
Nl N|

The system (Yi,Yj,7) is a Gaussian system and has the same laws as the
system (X;,Y;,Z). We define an isometric morphism again denoted 1), from a
dense domain of L>®~0 to L~ by:

Vn e N, if f € SR, (f)(X,Y,Z) = f((X),¥(Y),9(2))

Z(R?"*1) being the set of fast decreasing functions.

This morphism preverses laws, so it can be extended to a bijective and
isometric map from L>~%(Q) into L>~%(Q). L and L being the O.U. operator
respectively in the charts (Q, F,P, H) and (Q, F,P, H), we have:

ToT(f)=Lf+4 o % _y o (7_8<@>

—Lf+(wlo—ow) (w o—owf) U (7@)
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And
) =~ Of of | of
1
— S x, 2Ly
Ve gz W = 2 Xigy ~Yigxi t oz
=div A, grad f + g—é
where A, is the determinist operator defined by A,(e;) = &;, An(e;) = —ey,
1,...,n. If we denote by div A, grad by ¢, we have
0 of
-1_ 9 _ o5
Vo (f) = Ouf + 57
=divAgrad f + g—é
where A is the bounded operator on H such that A(e;) = ¢, A(e;) = —ej,

and A(h) = h. Now we show by induction that ¢ sends D> in D*°. We know
already that 1 sends D> in L>~Y. Suppose that ¢ : D™ — D, let f € D>(Q).
From (1), we see that, as div Agrad f € D> and <¢_1%¢> (f) is also € D*°:
(¢_1 oLo ¢) f €D so (Lov)(f) € DX which implies that ¢ € D,. And
we have seen previously that div A grad is a derivation which cannot be a vector
field. But if the linear tangent map of 1) existed we would have
0 4 0

528_7 - 7;[) © 8_771)
Now we study the sets Der(€2) and Der(2)*.

1y

DEFINITION 3..5. Given a Gaussian space (Q, F,P, H), we denote Der(2)
the set of D*°-continuous derivations from D>*°(Q) to D*°(Q).

Der(Q) is then a non-metrisable topological space when endowed with the
single point convergence.

DEFINITION 3..6. A subset A of Der(Q) is said to be bounded or Der-bounded
iffY(p,q),3(q, s), (p,q > 1;7,s € N,), VD>®-bounded subset D C D>*(12),
iC(p,q,s,r,s,D) a constant such that

\V/f € Dv ?u}: ||5f||]]])f < C(p7 q7T737D) ||f||]D>Z
(S

DEFINITION 3..7. We denote by Der(Q)* the set of D*°-linear maps on
Der(Q) which are verifying this continuity property: let A be a bounded set
in Der(Q2), and (9;)icr a net in A, converging towards 6 € Der. Then for
u € Der(Q)*, the net (u(d;))icr converges D> towards u(0).

DEFINITION 3..8. A subset (c;)ier of Der(2)* is said to be bounded iff for
each bounded subset A C Der(2), sup;cy |oi(A)| < +o0.

LEMMA 3..1. Let u € Der(2)*. Then V bounded subset A of Der(2), the
set {u(d) /0 € A} is D*°-bounded in D>*(Q).
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Proof. Suppose 3A subset bounded in Der(Q2), 3(p,r),p > 1,7 € N, and
36, € A such that [[u(d,)||pr > n. Let o, a sequence of numbers > 0, which
converges towards 0. Then {0, /n € N, } is bounded in Der(Q2) and a,d,, — 0
in Der so u(a,dy,) — 0 which is contradictory. O

REMARK 3..6. If(f;)ier is a D*°-bounded family of D*°(Q2), then (grad f;)icr
is a bounded family in Der(Q).

3. 5 Derivation field on a D*°-stochastic manifold

Given a D*°-stochastic manifold, endowed with the atlas o7 = (U;, b;, )icr,
a family of D*>-continuous derivations §; € Der(Q;), ¢ € I, is said to be a
D°-derivation field on .7 iff V(i,j) € I? and Vf € D*®(£);):

85y, w00y = 0i (frb“)

b;j and bj; being the D>-chart changes between the charts (Uj,b;, ;) and
(Uj,b4,95), ffo\aj being a D*°-extension of f o bij‘bi(UmUj)'

] 2
This definition is legitimate: If f o bij( ) and fo bij( ) are two extensions

on D*°(€;), of fo bz’j|bi(UmUj), we have:

0b.i;
bi(UiﬂUj) J*

) —(2
(fobij()_fobij()) _0
b (U:NU;)
So with Corollary 2.5, we have:
1 2
o (o0 =4 (fon,”)
bi(U:NU;) b; (U;NU;)

Now, using the definition of an admissible D*°-chart to a D>°-atlas, we prove
that the definition of a derivation field is consistent, that is: we can build on
this D*>°-admissible chart a derivation such that the new derivation field (the
initial one + this new derivation) has the same action as the first derivation
field.

From this we can deduce that if we have a derivation field associated to a
D°-atlas, on another equivalent D°°-atlas can be built a derivation field which
has the same action as the initial one.

Let (U, b,Q, F,P) be a D*®-admissible chart to the D*>-atlas & = (U;, b;, i, Fi, P )icr,
then the identity is a D*°-isomorphism between o7. and the atlas
o U{(U,b,Q, F,P)}.

(2 can be covered by a countable collection of sets b(UNUj), j € J. Denote
by ¢; the map change of charts between 2; and €, ¢; =bo bj_l.

Vj € J, we define 6f\b(Unt), Vi e D>®(RQ), by:

6 flownu;y = 95(f o wj) o ;! WU
J
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The symbol ~is for the D*°(€2) extension of §;(fo¢;) ocpj_l which exists because
the chart (U,b,Q) is D>*-admissible to the D*°-atlas <.
Then

o Idy
b(UﬂUj)

8 lywnu, = 6 (f ops) o p; !
Then we define:

of = Z Lywnu;) - 5f|b(UﬁUj)
jed

The definition is legitimate because if w € b(U NUj,) Nb(U N Uj,) the map
change of charts shows:

5 flownu,,) @) = 6flywnu,,) @)
3. 6 Metric and fundamental bilinear form on a
D*-stochastic manifold

DEFINITION 3..9. Let (Q,F,P,H) be a Gaussian space. A D*-valued
bilinear form on (Der Q)* is a D*°-bilinear form on Der ) denoted q, which is
continuous relatively to each of its arguments. q is said to be positive definite
if a € (Der Q)* is such that if q(a, o) = 0 then o = 0.

REMARK 3..7. The continuity of ¢ means that if a net («;)ier, included in
a bounded part of (Der Q)* converges towards a € (Der Q)*, then V3 € (Der Q)*,
q(aj, B) converges in D™ towards q(c, 3).

NOTATION. Let q be a bilinear form on (Der 2)*,
i) Vf € D>®(Q2), we denote Ay € (Der Q)* defined by:

V6 € Der, A\¢(6) = d(f) (e D*(Q2))
ii) If u € (Der Q)*, we denote 6, € Der ) defined by:
VfeD¥(Q),0uf = q(Ar, u)

DEFINITION 3..10. The fundamental bilinear form on (Der Q)*, also named

the fundamental metric, denoted qq, is defined by: if (e;)ien, @s a Hilbert basis
of H, and o, B € (Der Q)*,

[e.e]
qola, B) = ale;)B(e;)
i=1
We have to show that this series is D*°-convergent and that this definition
does not depend on the choice of basis (€;);en, -
REMARK 3..8. qg being the fundamental metric, we have:

Vu € (Der Q)*, 0, (f) = u(grad f)
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THEOREM 3..1. The fundamental form qo is well defined on (Der Q)*, and
if o, B € (Der Q)*, we have qo(c, 8) = a(dg) = f(da); and qo is non degenerate.

Proof.
i) We know that (Theorem 2.7) given o € (Der 2)*, the sequence
N
XN = Z E [a(ek) ‘ fn] (%
k=1

converges towards d,, ((ex)ken, is a Hilbert basis of H, as usual). Then
D° o
a(Xy) — a(dq) implies
E [a(Xy) | Fn] 2= a(da)
with 0,[W (ex)] = a(ek) we have

Z E[a(e;) | Fnl? 25 a(d) (2)
which implies
N
Z a(ej)2 < 400 (3)
k=1

So the definition of ¢q is legitimate.
ii) From Xy o=, 0, we deduce: Vp > 1, (Xy) L, B(04), then

Ve > 07 EUVO > 07Vk € N*7v£ € N*7 ”/8(5(1) - /8 (XNo-i-k-i-f)HLP <e

So

No+k

Z B(e;)E [ale;) | Fg+re]

4

=D B(engri+i) Blalengriri) | Frorrrd | <

1=1 Lr
Then

No+k

Z Blej)E [a(e;) | Fno+krel

Lp
l

> Beng+k+i) Blalengphi) | Fosrere]
=1

<e+

LP
The r.h.s. is lower or equal to

/(Zﬂ € No-+k-+i) ) (ZE a(eng+k+i) U:No+k+z]2> }

B =
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1 p ﬁ ¢ P %
/<25(6N0+k+i)2> } {/ <ZE a(€Ng+h+i) U:No+k+z]2> }
i=1

From (2) we know that the series Y72 | E[a(e;)|Fn]? is convergent so
we can find £y such that for all £ > ¢,

] %
[/ <ZE a(eNo+k-+i) | FNo+k+] ) } <e

Now if we write Yy = IV, E[B(e;)|Fn]e; repeating the same calculus
than in i), we get that the series Y72, 3 (e;)? is convergent; so we can
find ¢; such that for all £ > /4,

¢ aF
[/ <25(€No+k+i)2> } < e
i=1

No+k
}iTIglo Z B(e;)E [alef) | Fng+k+e]

So qo(a, B) = B(da) Wthh proves that qo(a, 8) € D>®(Q), that ¢o is
continuous for each of its arguments, and go(«, @) = 0 implies o = 0.

O

<e+

=

SO

< 2e

COROLLARY 3..1. The map (Der Q)* > a — 4, € Der Q is injective
Proof. 1f 6o = 83, Vf € D*®(Q), qo(ov — B, Af) = A¢(6a — 0) = 0. So with

[=Wl(ek), ol — B, Aw(e,)) = 252 [alej) — Ble;j)]d =0 O
REMARK 3..9. Vf,g € D®(Q),

[e.e]

Q(ArAg) =Y Ap(ej)Ag(ey)
j=1

= (ej.grad f) i {ej, grad g)
7j=1

= (grad f,grad g) g

DEFINITION 3..11. Let (Q, F,P, H) be a Gaussian space and q a D> -bilinear
form on (Der Q)*, D*®-valued, continuous for each of its arguments. We define
a map T, from (Der )" to Der Q by

Vu e (DerQ)*,Vf e D*(Q), (T,u)-f=q(u,\f)
and we denote Py, = range T, = T,((Der )").

LEMMA 3..2.
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i) T is continuous from (Der Q)" to Der §2;
i) Ty(Ar) = 05, (67(9) = (grad f, grad g)u)
Proof.
i) If (u;)ier is a net in a bounded part of (Der Q)" converging towards
u € (Der Q)*, we have Vg € D>®(Q):
11T (i) = Ty(w)] - glipe = llg(ui —w, Ap)llpe

ii) Straightforward calculus.

Now there is a result, difficult to prove:

THEOREM 3..2. If u € (DerQ)*, then there is a bounded net (u;)ien,,
u; € (Der Q)*, such that
i) (ui)ier is bounded in (Der Q)*
i) Vi€ I,u;y =Y e, fiiAg;.» Ai being a finite subset of Ny, fj,, g5, € D*(Q)
iii) The net (u;)icr converges towards u in (Der Q).

To prove this result we need a lemma:

LEMMA 3..3. Let (Q, F,P, H) be a Gaussian space, (€;)ien, a Hilbert basis
of H; denote Fy = o[W(e1),...,W(en)] the o-algebra generated by o(W (e;)),
i€{l,...,N} and by Fx the o-algebra o[W (eny1),...].

Let § € Der Q); with

M
Xy = E[6(W(e;))|Fule
j=1

and
N

Vy =Y Efu(e:)|Fn]Aw(e;) (Vv € (Der)*)
=1

we have supy yr VN (Xar)|pr < +oo and supy [V (6)| L2 < +oo. We remind
that we denote by (e;)ien, a Hilbert basis of H.

Proof.
a) We denote by 0y the L?-isometric map:
QN[W(GZ)] = W(ei), 1 < N
On[W (en+i)] = W(en+iv1)

then we extend €y on the set of polynomials in Gaussian variables,
by considering this extension of y as a morphism, and then extend
this Oy again to L2(Q), thanks that §y leaves laws invariants; and 6y
commutes with the O.U. operator.
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We will show in this section that

k .
Vi e 1HQ), lim |y 30| = BlIEY (4)
7=0

the limit being L%().

It is enough to prove that this is true for a dense subset of L?, and we
choose the subset composed by finite linear combinations of products
of Hermite polynomials P in Gaussian variables, P; and P, P; and P
being polynomials on Gaussian variables respectively in Fy and F ﬁ

If P = P, x P, P, being a constant, the result is trivial and is
independent of N.

If P, is not a constant, let & = max|ry — rg|, r1 and ry being rhe
indices of the Gaussian variables appearing in P; and P, then

E[Pl X PQ‘.FN] =0
Let mo € N,mg > a + 1. Then V(b,d) € N2,b # d:

(03" (Py x Pp), 0%°U(PL x Py)) =0 (5)
We have, with k > mg, k =moa+7r,0<r <mgy—1.
Then:
k
Z Pl X P2
L2
mo—1a—1 T
<3 { ST SRR (P x Py)| |00 (Z 0% (P x P2)> }

B=0 =0 2 l=1 L2

1 a—1 m m
< Pl {mo SO (PLx Py)|| 1 Prx P2”L2}
FY:O L2
So:
1 k j 1
k—HZOHN(Pl XP2) §k—H[m0\/a+T] ||P1 XP2||L2
J= Lo

which converges towards 0.
b) Let Oy : Der Q — Der Q by:

V6 € Der QVf € D®(Q) :  On(8) - f = 05 [0(ON f)]
Then direct calculus shows that:
(63)" = (#%)
Now let Oy : (Der Q)* — (Der Q)* defined by:
Vu € (Der Q)*,V6 € Der Q) : <§Nu> -8 = On[u(Bn0)]
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One can check that 6 n is D°-linear and that
Ox : (DerQ)* — (Der Q)*

¢) If A C Der Q2 is a bounded subset of Der 2, then the set {(Ayu™) -6 /n € N,§ € A}
is a D*°-bounded subset of D>°(Q2). For ¥(p, )

op = P5ap 0% (u@"9)

= supsup u- ((6%:(5))

sup sup H (§Nu"> -0

n seA DY

D7

and it is easy to check that {6%(5) /n € N,§ € A} is a bounded subset
in Der (2
d) Now we will show that i < N and W(e;) € Fy implies

| i (07u) (e-)] — Elu(e:)|Fn] (6)
i [k +14 ’ J !

the limit being L?(€2), and that for ex;, W(en+:) € Fx (i € N,) then
the limit of the above sum is 0.
d.1) First we prove that

VU< N :@(er) =er (Vj€N,)

We denote by e, a basis vector with ¢ < N and by e, a basis
vector with b > N. P[W(e,), W (ep)] being a polynomial built on
Gaussian variables belonging to Fy (the W (e,)) and belonging to
Fx (the W (ep)), we have:

O (e0) - (P[W (ea), W (en))) = 03 {ec - 04 (PIW (ea), W(ey)))}
= 9;7]‘ {65 . P[W(ea)’ W(eb-i-j]}
—=ey- P[W(ea)v W(eb)]

which proves 55;,(6@) =ey.
Then (6) becomes:

L & .
11]1€n [k‘—+1 Z(Q’u)(ei)} = 11]?1

J=0

And with (4) (from a)) we get:
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d.2) For this case, where we consider ey, (then W(en;) € Fx), we
first use a bijection between {N + 1, N + 2,...} and Z; then 6 is
rewritten

0f)=f iffeFn
O(W (ep)) = Wept1) where now b € Z
Fy=0[W(e)/beZl
Then 6 is again extended as a morphism from L2(Q) to L?(),

which is unitary on L?(f2), commutes with the O.U. operator, and
leaves invariant laws and the chaos %,,; and Xy can be rewritten:

N
Xar = Y E[6(W(e:))| Farlei + Y E[S(W (ep))| Farles
i=1 beB

where B is a finite subset of Z.
As in d.1) we show first that

ggv(eg) = €r—j VjeN

with ey € ]:ﬁ, and with the new definition of ]:ﬁ we have e;_; €
F ﬁ Direct calculus proves:

0 (er) - W(eq) =0
=er—j - Wieq)
= (er—j,€a)H
with W(e,) € Fn.
With W (ep) € Fx: we have
O (eo) (W (es)) = 037 [ec - W (ena)] = 03 (81 5) = 0}
5£ 4 being the Kronecker symbol.

So 55\,(65) =er_j.
Then (6) becomes, with W (e,) € Fx:

k k |
i | Z(%u)(ee)} = lim . > Ok (ulery))

k [k+1j:0 [k+1j:0 |
SO :
1 & 1 (&
. j <1 .
hlrfn Tl Z:(HNu)(eg) < h}gn Tl 2_: u(er—j)
J=0 L2(Q) J=0 2

But we know with Theorem 3.1 that

qo(u,u) < 0o
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qo(u,u) = Z u(e;)? + z:u(eg)2

i<N =74

Using this result, we deduce that (6) in the case of ey, with W (ey) € Fx,
converges L? towards 0.
We recapitulate:

k
hm { Z ( ) } = Efu(e;)|Fn] fori <N (7)

and ]:0
5 e <o 8

J

}_n

1
+

-
[k

0
for e, such that W(es) € Fx, the convergenge being L? and being
independent of N.
e) We compute Vy(Xay):

N
Vv(Xar) = D Eluled) PN Aw e (Xar) (9)
1=1

From (7) and (9), we get:
M) = g:hm {L Zk:@vu)(ei)] AW (e (Xr)
iz " Lk +1:5 J
As each §gvu € (Der Q)" and is D*-linear, we have
IR 3 1
V (XM)—hm [k+1g( )<;AW(61)(XM)62>J (9)

From (8), we know that

i | S G| =0
1 2 )

X can be decomposed, with respect to Fy and ]:fq:

ZE 62 |]:M e; + Z E ek))|]:M]eb
beB

with Card B finite. Using (8), we can rewrite (9) as:

N
VN(XM) = li]ICIl |:%+1 Z (é\fvu) <Z )\W(ei)(XM)ei + Z )‘W(eb)(XM)eb):|

j=1 i=1 beB
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But
N
D Awen (Xan)ei + D Aw(e,) = X

i=1 beB
So :

]=1

VN (X)) = lilgn { i (9?\&) (Xn) }
Then we prove that H (§5VU)X M H]D)P. is uniformly, in j and M, D*°-bounded.

(B4 u)(Xan)llpr = 104 (1 — L)% (u- (04 (X))l v
= |1 — L) {u(0% (X21))} || v
= [lu- (03 (Xar))llpe

But {gfv(XM)/j € Nyj;s N, M € N,} is a bounded subset of Der: let
f € D, D being a D*-bounded set of D*°(2):

163 (Xan) oy = 108 (Xar (0% ) oy = 1 X0 (03 ) llpe

From {9 f/j€NgN € N,;f € D} is a D*-bounded set and that
X — 0 in Der Q, we get that the set {Hj (Xm)/jeNGgNeN;MeN,}
is bounded in Der, uniformly in j, N, M. And so is the set

{(0%u)(Xn) /j € Nu; N € Ny; M € N,}
uniformly in j, N, M. Which proves that the set {Vy(Xys) /N € N,; M € N, }
is uniformly in N, M, D*°-bounded.
O

Now we go back to the proof of Theorem 3.2: we have by direct computation:
E[Vn(0)|Fn] = E[u(XN)|FN]

and

]%1%0 E[u(Xn)|Fn] = u(0)

this limit being a L?-limit. But from e) we also have supy ||V ()2 < +oo.
These two properties of the sequence V() imply Vi (9) — u(d), (VN (d))n
converges weakly towards u(d).
As the (Vn(6)) converges weakly towards u(9), there is a net of barycenters,
built on the Vx(d), which will strongly converge towards u(d). Each item of
this net has the form:

B(Aj) =) a (Z E[u(eij)’fAj])‘W(eij)>
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where a; > 0 and A; being a finite subset of N,. Then [|B(A;)|[pr < +oo,
independently of the (A;)

Then the net {B(A;)(d) /A; € N,} converges towards u(d) and we also
have sup 4, [|B(A;)(9)l|pz < +o0.

From these two properties, using the interpolation (Theorem 2.12), we
deduce that the net B(A;)(d) converges D> towards u(J).

COROLLARY 3..2. Given a bilinear positive form q on Der*, the map
(Der Q)" 3 u — T, € DerQ is injective

Proof. Let u € (Der Q)" such that T,, = 0. There exists a net
up, = Y fer, af v, ap and by € D*(Q) and i € I, which converges towards u
in (Der Q)*. Then ¢ (u, > feF, af)\bf> = Y rer, Tu(by) converges towards 0; so
q(u,u) = 0. O

3. 7 Metric, Levi-Civita connection, curvature

We now study the notions of Levi-Civita connection, the curvature, and
the torsion.
Let g be a bilinear form, positive an non degenerate on (Der 2)*; ¢ induces
a map Ty:
Va € (DerQ)”, (Tye) - f = qla, Ap) = da(f)
We denote by 7, = {T,a/ a € (Der )"} C Der Q

DEFINITION 3..12 (of the bilinear form gg on %;). On %, we define §(d4,03) =
q(o, B). This definition is legitimate because Ty is injective.

DEFINITION 3..13 (of the Levi-Civita connection associated to q). Let
0y 08,0y € Dy, we define Vs, dg € Der Q by

2'7(V5a65) =00, - @(557 57) + 56 : @(50“ 57) - 57 : é\(éom 56)
= T4 (8a)([03, 85)) + T~ (35)([65, 0a)) + T~ (35)([das 05])
Each term of the r.h.s. of the above equation is meaningful because
T7': 9, — (DerQ)* and [6a,65] € DerQ. We now denote Vs, 85 by Va0.
Then we define (Vof8) - f = Af(Vaf3), where f € D*®°(Q) and Ay € (Der Q)"

Now we write improperly q(Vaf3,6,) = 7(Vof). With this notation, it is
easy to show that:

e V[ verifies the Leibniz formula,
® 0o -q(08,0y) = @(VaB,0y) + (63, Vay) (compatibility with the metric)
e ((VaB,0y) —q(Vsa,6y) = (T716,)([0a,d5]) (the torsion is zero)

which implies Vv € (Der Q)*,

’7(va5 - VBOZ - [5a7 55]) =0
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or Vo8 — Vga — [0, 08] = 0.
LEMMA 3..4. 04 € Yy = Vo € 9.

Proof. Using the definition of the Levi-Civita connection, we have

A(Va0t,5) = B~ @(6a,35) + {[55,0a]) — 505 - G(Ba 6a)
For all § € Der €2, the map which associates § with
S a(8) — 56+ 10 50) + (5, )
is an element of (Der Q)*; we denote it by p, then we have:
A(Vaa,d5) = a(p, T, (55)) = (0, 05)
Since ¢ is non degenerate, Voo = 0, € Z,. O
COROLLARY 3..3. 04,08 € Yy = Vo + Vga € Z,.
Proof. Vaig(a+ B) —Vaa — Vg € Z,. O

DEFINITION 3..14 (formal definition of the curvature). Let q be the positive
non degenerate bilinear form on 9, for 64,03 € Z,, we define only formally

first:
R(ba:08,0a,08) = 4(Va(Vpa),ds) — 4(V(Vaa),65) — 4(Vs,,550a: )

Using the compatibility with the Levi-Civita connection and the torsion
being null, we get, still formally:

da - @(V0a,63) = @(Va(Vpa),ds) + 4(Vaa, Vo f)
TV [54,65]> 0a) = 4([[0a, I5], 00, 68) + G(Va[da; 0], )
So, still formally,
R(00,08,00,03) =00 - ((Vga,63) — @(Vpa, Vo B) — 0p - (Voo 0p)
+q(Vaa,VgB) = (Vs 5500+ 0) (10)
The zero torsion implies:

é\(v[fsa,(sﬁ]éa’éﬁ) = Z]\([[‘SOH 55]7 606]7 55) + da - a([éavéﬁ]v 55) - a([éavéﬁ]v vaﬂ)
(11)
Using (11) in (10), and denoting {da,d5} = 3(Va3 + Va) € %
R(ba;08,0a,08) = 0o - G(Vpa,65) — G({da, 93}, {0a; 5})

3 N
+ ZQ([% 6], [0a;0p]) — 65 - G(Vacv, 0g)

+ @(Vaa, vﬁﬁ) - q\([[éa, 56]7 504]’ 56)
- a'a([5a755]765)+§ [5a765]7{5a75ﬁ}) (12)
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As q([[0a; 03], 80, 38) = B - ([[0a, 5], 0al),
Z]\([éowéﬁ]véﬁ) =B ([50&755])
and

E]\([‘Sav 55]7 {6oc75ﬁ}) = Tq_l({‘sou‘sﬁ}) ’ ([6% 55])

The only element in (12) which does not have any meaning is ([0, 68], [0a, 08])-

Then if we have on (Der 2)* two non degenerate positive bilinear forms ¢q;
and ¢o, and if the difference of ql/—\—qg is defined on all Der €2, the difference of
the associated curvatures, Ry — Rs, is meaningful.

4. Multiplicators, derivations

Here we will characterize ID°°-continuous derivations which are also adapted
and with zero-divergence. They bijectively correspond to some particularly
important operators, named multiplicators, which we will first study. The
general setting unless otherwise specified is a Wiener space (2, F,P, H) where
H, the C-M. space is the set of functions [0,1] — R"™ verifying the usual
conditions of the C-M. space.

4. 1 Definition of D*-bounded processes and of multiplicators

DEFINITION 4..1. A D™ process A(t,w), defined on [0,1] x R with values
in the n X n antisymmetrical matrices (denoted in short: n x n-A.M.), will be
said to be D*°-bounded iff:

V(p,r),p>1,r € N,,3C(p,r) > 0 such that:

supyepo,1) || At w)lllpr < C(p,r), where |A(t,w)| denotes any n x n matriz
norm, which are all equivalent.

NOTATION. A D*-vector field X (w) is a map from Q in H; this vector
field generates a process on [0,1] x Q, with values in R™, and then is denoted:

X(t,w).

DEFINITION 4..2. An adapted vector field X, is a vector field X (t,w)
which, when read as a process X (t,w) is an adapted process.

DEFINITION 4..3. A D*®-process A(t,w) : [0,1] x Q@ = n xn — A.M. will
be said to be a multiplicator iff its image of a D™ -vector field V(w) is again
a D*-vector field. That means: if t — fg V(s,w)ds is a D> -vector field, then
t— fg A(s,w)V (s,w)ds is again a D>®-vector field.

LEMMA 4..1. Let A = (a;;) be a n x n-A.M. matricial process on

[0,1] x §:

i) A is a multiplicator < Vi, j : a;j is a multiplicator.

i1) A is a multiplicator implies: A is a linear continuous operator.
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iii) A multiplicator implies A is D*°-bounded.

Proof. i) trivial.
ii) direct application of the closed graph theorem.
iii) let (e;)ieq1,.. ,ny be the canonical basis of R™ and

Xi(t,e,w) tu — % Jo' Lt 4e(8)ds.ex, a D> -vector field.

((1 - L)r/2AXk) (t,e,w) :u — Zn:l% /Ou ((1 - L)T/zakj> (8, W)Ly ppe((5)ds.€;
which implies: "
H(1 - L)T/2A.Xk(t,e,w = zn: %/ dul(1 — L) 2ag; (u,w) [P gy of(w)
= Zn: %/ L) 2ay;(u,w)2du
1:

v

E ] dU|( )T/zakj|27Vk7j

By the continuity of A, we get:

V(p,r) 3(q,s),3 constant C :
[ A.- Xk (t, €)llpz,m) < Cl Xkt €)llpz,m < C

Combining these two inequalities, we have:

l

Examples of multiplicators

1
t+e 2
/t 1duy(l - )"/2%12} <C

LP(Q)

CRITERION 4..1. Let A(t,w) : [0,1] x Q@ = n xn-A.M. be a
D>®-matricial process such that: Vf € D2 (Q,R"): f — Af is continuous

from D2, to D2, t-uniformly. Then A is a multiplicator.
The proof will be given later (Lemma 4..7).

CRITERION 4..2. Let A(t,w) : [0,1] x Q@ = n x n-A.M. be a
D> -matricial process such that with A = (a;;), Vi, j,r such that:
supte[O,l](l—L)Tpaij is bounded by a function € L>°~°(Q); then Supyefo1) 10" aij ”éH

is also bounded by a function € L>®7°(Q) and A is a multiplicator.
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Proof. Let f € D*(Q); we denote D;f = (grad f,e;)mr, (€;)ien, being an

Hilbertian basis of H.
With the Mehler formula:

(=07 )] @) =D [ [T et [ flae gy T ey ()]

dyN(y) being the Wiener measure; so:

o0 e—2t ]
[DZ ((1 B L)_lfﬂ (.Z') = /0 (76% /n y’f(xe_t + ym)d,yN(y)

1— e—2t)%

The 4 are i.i.d. Gaussian variables. So Bessel-Perseval implies:

Jeradits ~ )71, ) =3 it = 07 @

00 e—2t
> | ==

< dyN(y) /oo ﬂf(:ne_t +yvV1—e2)dt 2
o R™ 0 (1 — e_Qt)%

(ze~! + ym)dtH 2

AN (y)y' {

R

which implies:

e 2tdt

m (Pef) (w) (1)

I rad(1 = L)~ flla() < |
where P, is the generator of the O.U. semi-group.
Now, we have by hypothesis: (1 — L)a;; < ajj, a5 € L®70(Q), so:
I grad agsllin () = llgrad(1 — L)™"(1 — L)asjl11(); Using (1):

[e%s) —2t o8] -2t
ngadainH(w)S/O (e dt Pt[(l—L)aij]S/O (e dt (Pragj) dt

1— e_Zt)% 1-— e_2t)%

1 p/2 1
so:/]P’(dw) (/ ds|| grad ain%{) < /P(dw)/ ds|| grad a;; |7
0 0

) =2t J¢ p o —2pt ¢
0 (1 _ e—2t)§ 0 (1 - 6_2t)5

< /P(dw)

oo = 2ptgy »
S/o m”aij”m(g)
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REMARK 4..1. If the éH—norms of the iterated Malliavin derivation of
f € D*®(Q) are bounded by elements of LY, this does not imply that the
iterated O.U. of f are bounded by L>®~9 functions.

Example: f = cos %, B; being Brownian.

REMARK 4..2. If A is a D* process from [0,1] x Q, valued in the

n x n-A.M. but with the items being vectors of H, A = (hsj),

if supyepo (1 — L)"2hj|| i is bounded by a function in L®70(Q) then
grad A = (grad hyj) is a multiplicator from D*°(Q2, H) to D*°(Q, H ® H)

4. 2 Example of D*°-bounded processes which is not a
multiplicator

PROPOSITION 4..1. The set of D*°-multiplicators is strictly included in the
set of D*®°-bounded processes.

Proof. Let
f(x)=01if 2 €] — 00,0] U [1, +00]
fl@) = e 70 if 2 €]0, 1

and p(z) = [ f(t)dt/ [T f(t)dt; then p(x) = 1if 2 < 0, p(z) = 0 if

x> 1, and cp is strictly decreasing on ]0, 1[.

Let ¢, = p(z —+/2logn).
An Hilbertian basis of L2([0,1]) is: k € N,:

(S t—)/ 272 ﬂ] _1q__1 }(s)ds

ok’ 2k+1

Then we define the vector field V as:

') n—1
V=Z<memﬁa—%umn%W”%n
n=1 \k=1

X1,...,X,,... being independent, centered, identically distributed
Gaussian variables.
The candidate multiplicator process is:

C:ZEVl—l—X’z]].}l 1

—5k

(t)

1 (¢
-]

i) C is D*>°-bounded: let t = ¢y and ko be such that ¢ €]1 — 2k0 ,1— 2160%],

we have:

p
X
Clto, )l = |1 - D)72Ct0,) /' Ly/2eV" | Baw) < +oo,
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uniformly relatively to t.
ii) Now we show that V' € D*°(Q, H). It is enough to show that V €
L*~9N D2 (Theorem 2, 5). We have ||V| g < 1. We will show that
V € D%, by bounding I L™V 2(0,m), T € Ny, with a convergent serie:
Let ¥(X5) = ou(Xp) itk < n—1, 9(Xn) = (1 = n(X,)) e 2VIHXE
if k =n.

Then:
/ P(dw)

L <k]i[11/1k(Xk)> = / [li[ wk(Xk)l : {Lzr {jljl wj(Xj)H P(dw)
-y (H Ui(X, ) ) 2t (ﬁ Laiwi(Xi))) P(dw)

al1+-Fop=2r k=1 =1

2

_ oy et / P(duw ) (X1 ) L (1 (X))

aj+-Fan=2r al a" k=1

For each factor I, = [P(dw ) (Xy) L .4 we have four possibilities:
a) 1 <k <mn-—1and oy # 0: Then:

\/2log k+1 2

Ik / o(z — /21og k)L [p(x — \/2log k)]e™ T dx
\/271' 2log
then:
1 1 \/2log k+1
i <——/ L%z — \/2log k)|dx

;7] < ok J oo |L%p( g k)l

1 1 1 1
= —— L% p(u)|ldu < ——=M

=1 [ I e)lde < —=0n

with My = supj<<, fol | L7 o(u)|du.
b) 1 <k<n-—1and a, =0:

\/2log k+1 \/2log k+1 22
1Y) = / x—x/2lol<;2_2da;<—/ e Tdr <1
c)k=n,a,=0

2 2 z?
I / z—+/2logk)) e VI e T dy
\/27‘(’ 2logn 90( & )>

VT 2

e 2dx
- \/271'/ 2logn

1

x2
< . e 2dx
S 7 e\/m /\/m
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1 1 2 1
< . L2
T V2m V/1t+2lgn n /2logn
d) k=n,a, #0:
teo 1 2 12
1(2) = / 1-— z —+/2logn 6_% 1+x2La" 1-— x—+/2logk))e 2 1+z e 2dx
< Togn( p(z —+/2logn)) e 2" ((1- p(z — V2logk)) )

and L = P, (%) where P, is a polynomial such that:
1 < deg(P,,) < 4r.

So:
1 o0 1./ 2 8 1/ 2 z2
I < —/ e 2VIite'p (—) ((1 —(x — \/2logn)) e aVite ) e 2dx
"o V2T \/2logn o Ox
1 o 0 1 2 a2
1@ < / _) Y- momres A RV = G
an [n B \/27‘(6%\/% ,/210gnPan ox (<1 (‘D(x 2logn)>e ’ )6 7 du

But P,, ((%) {(1 — p(xz —+/2logn)) e—%vuﬁ} can be rewritten as:

0 1 /1527 1 /Tra? ot P, W)
P,, (%){(1—90(3:—\/210@1))6 2 z }:e 2 z ; 7(1+$2)2./2
where P is a polynomial in z, and ¢) being the j™ derivative of ¢
(j:17"'7an)' )
Using the same type of development for Py, ((%), || < 1, and
substituting each coefficient with its module, we get: Va, : 1 < a,, <
2r:

P, <(%) {(1 — ¢(z — \/2logn)) e‘%m}' < em2ViHe? r"i‘:l —(‘1]1(?2)11)/’2] = R(z)

i=1

So there exists Ny € N such that: Va > /2log Ny, we have R(z) < 1;
Which implies:

1 1 oo 22 1 1 1
7@ < . / e dp — . .
" T V2 o3V/1H2lgn J falogn V2r o 3y/1+2logn ny/2logn

Now, the entry of rank n of the serie defining ||[V||p2 can be rewritten

as:

-1 or n—1
Z %Hlk[n—'_z < Z L!HIkIn)

! |
e Tam—ay QA Ol a1 Nyt b =2r—a, Q11
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Let J be a finite subset of {2,...,n — 1}, of size A with: 0 <\ < 2r.
We denote by P(J) = [[xes Iy < CIlxes 1, C being a constant.

Then we know that there is a set J of ay, k € J, such that for each
ok € J: oy # 0 and ay < 2r and Y ey o = 2r.

From the above decomposition of 2r we can construct another decomposition

of 2r such that Vj € J: a; =1, and
ar=2r —AN=2r —Yesj)
Then: P(J)In, < Cllpes -
Now this item []rey % appear in the development of:

1 a1 1 1 1
(14—"'—1——) <1—|—---+—)...<1—|—~'+—):<1—|—---+
n n—1 n—1 n—1

A times

The number of sums that can be used with A integers to obtain 2r
(each of the integers beging less or equal to 2r) is bounded by C(r), a
constant which depends only on 7, and not on n.

Soeach Y4, 1.ty =2r _(2rt [Tres Ix can be bounded by (2r)!C(r) (1 +---

ocﬂ...oaA!

So (1’) can be bounded by: C(r), being an "absorbing" constant:

27”—067L
o C(T) (1 4+ 4 ﬁ) < C(T) (IOgn)2r

2
Cr)(1+--+:4)7
+ > <
eVIt2loenn logn  am1 eVIF2o8nn ATogn eV IF2losnn, logn

This last inequality shows that the serie defining ||V||p2 is bounded
by a convergent serie, so V € D>®(Q, H).
iii) Now we prove that C.V ¢ L?(2, H), which will prove that although C
is D*°-bounded, it is not a multiplicator. We have:

00 n—1
JIeVIEP@) =Y [ TT (X (1 = eu(X0))? eV FXP(d)
n=1 k=1

But:
/ (X )2]P>(dw)>1—i/+oo e Tdr >l -
Pk =" Var ) aien = (VAnlog )k

We fix €,0 < e < 1:
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2log n—i—l—i—e

2
- T e

\/277'/ 2logn+e (Pn( n))
> (1~ ‘P(E)) eV 1+2logn ,— 3 (1+e+/2logn)?

2
2 _In
s e~ dayy

/(1 _ Spn( n))2 \/1+X2]P;

Now we will show that the serie with the general term:

k+v/4mlog k V2T 2logn+te

is divergent.

n _ 2 2logn+14-¢ 22
H (1 — ! ) . (1~ ¢(c) eVIF o= g (2)

We need the following lemma:

LEMMA 4..2. Let a; be a sequence of numbers such that:
0<ay<3, Ypag =400, Y a2 < +00

Then there exists a constant Cy > 0, with Vn :

[Trer (1 — ag,) > Coe™ 2=

/
We have: (\/loﬂ) = L , SOt 1 § log(k D)
0 :E\/47rlogm k\/47rlog
/log(n 1)

| \/

B 1
With Lemma 4.2 we get: [, (1 ky/4r log k )

Then the general term in (2) is bigger than

log(n—1) _ 2 \/2logn+1+e 22
e—\/i%' (1 (:0(6)) / e 1+x2€_7d$

V2T 2logn+e
and

2logn+e+1 2 2logn+1+-e€ 22 1d

Vitzp2 —z2 v/ 2 _zZ TaxT

VIt e T dy = eVIteie= %
2log n+e 2log n+te X

2log nte+1)2
v 1 '/( ey eVtie™ 3 du
2(v2logn+e+1) J/2lognte)?

1+(y/2log nte)? (v/2logn+e+1)2

(\/m + e+ 1) 2log n+e)?
_ L R T N I
 2logn+e+1

S 25 L 1+(,/21 >
Now: e~ 2 —e 7 ~e 'z when a 1 oo and e +(y/2log nte)
e\/2logn+5 when n T 0.

So the general term above is equivalent to, C'y being a constant:

e 2du
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og(n—1) 2logn+e 2
Cl . (1 _ @(6))26_ \/ % 261 - e—logne—ew/2logne—?
v2logn+1+e€

which is equivalent to:

62
c . (1-— gp(e))Qe_?'l'E le(_%_e\/ﬁ.ﬂ/ﬁ)\/logn (3)
V2logn+1+4+€e¢n
1

So choosing € such that: 0 < e < 1— Nord (3) is the general of a
divergent serie which is less than: [||C.V||%P(dw).
O

4. 3 Identity of D*°-derivations which null-divergence
adapted multiplicators

Now we will study the relation between adapted multiplicators and adapted
derivations with null divergence.

Let A = (az-) be an adapted multiplicator process taking its values in
n x n-A.M. We define a map D4 from the Gaussian variables in D> () by:

let B be an R™-valued Brownian on W (hy, ..., hy):

Da[W(hi,... . k)] = — [} (h1,...,h,)AdB

D4 can be extented on the set of polynomials in Gaussian variables with
the Leibniz rule.

A being an antisymmetrical matrix, div A grad is a derivation; P being a
polynomial of Gaussian variables, and A being adapted, div Agrad P can be
written with an Ito integral which coincides with D4 P. So D 4 can be extended
in a D*°-continuous derivation from D> to D°.

THEOREM 4..1. Conversely, each D>°-continuous derivation § of D> in
D, which is adapted and with a null divergence, has the form D4, A being an
adapted multiplicator process with values in the n x n-A.M. .

The proof of Theorem 4..1 needs several lemmas. We first define the
coefficients aé— of the candidate A: let (B}, ..., B!) be an n-uple of independent
Brownian processes. Then by the Clark-Ocone formula we have:

§B: = fol 'E [grad(6B});(s)|Fs| dBL, grad(6B}); being the j™ component
of the vector grad(dB]) which is a process, for which the value in s is taken.
We define A = (a)(t,w) = 'E [grad(dB});(t)|F;] and will show that A is an
adapted multiplicator with values in nxn-A.M., and that D4 = div Agrad = §.

It is obvious from the definition of A that A is adapted. We first prove
that A is antisymmetric.
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LEMMA 4..3. J being an D*°-continuous derivation, adapted and with null

divergence, then By being a Brownian process:

i) 0By, t € ]0,1] is a martingale.

it) VW (hi, ... hy) : S (E[W (hq,...,hy)|Ft]) is a Fi-martingale.

i11) 6 (E[W(hi,...,hp)|F]) E[W (h,. .., hy)|Fi] is a Fi-martingale.
i) 'a = E [grad(6BY);(s)|Fs] is antisymmetrical.

Proof. 1) straightforward: Vo € Fy: [ @[0Bs — E[0B|Fs]] = [ ¢d (Bs — By) =

¢ being adapted.
ii) Vo € Fs:

[ ERW (Bl = = [ S EFD) Wk, . )
_ —/5(;7.1[5 (W (hi, ... ho)|F)]
— +/<,0.5E (W (ha, ..., ho)|Fs]
implies E [§W (b1, ..., hn)|Fs] = O [W (hy, . .., hn)|Fs]
iii) Denote My = E [W (hq, ..., hy)|Fs]. Let: 0 <u <s.

Vo € Fy: / %5(Ms)2¢ =— / %&,DE [M2|F,] (5 adapted)

7

2

__ / %&p.E {2 / MdM + / [dM, dM]
0 0

:+/%¢5 {E {Z/OSMdM+/OS[dM,dM]

But dM = S0, hidBi, so [J[dM,dM] = [ S, h2dp
Then:

[ seo0n7= [ 300 (m {2/OSMdMD <5 l/osiz:;li?dp] :0)

/%goé(MsF _ /(p,(s (EM“? — %/Ou[dM, dM]D (Ito formula)

= /(p.MucSMu
iv)

§ (BiB]) = B{6B; + B{sB]
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t . . t . t . . t .
_ / SBidBI + / BId(B) + / SBidBs + / Bld(5BI)
0 0 0 0

+ / t [d(6BL),dBI] + / t [d(5B2),dB]
0 0
iii) implies:

/0 t [d(5B%),dBI] + /0 t [d(5B2),dBi] = 0 (4)

Now: §B. = E [6B{|F,] = [y 'a’(p)dBj, *al being the transposed matrix
of a.

Then: d(6B}) = tal(s,w)dB~. (4) becomes:

t . .
[ai(s,w) +al(s,w)] ds = 0,¥¢ € [0,1]

S—

O
LEMMA 4..4. A = (a}) is D*®-bounded.
Proof.
Byye — BF 6[Bi, — B} 1 [tte, . the
E t+ t [ t+e t} —F _/ t(ll'dBd./ dBk ]:t
Ve Ve eo t
1 t+e . . 1 t+e€ 1 t+e€ .
—E {_ MW taidpl + = [ M@ dBF 4 - / tajds }"t} :

€ J¢ € Jt € Jt

with Ito formula, M®) and M being the obvious martingales.
Let € — 0: the r.h.s. of the above equation converges L'(€2) towards tal
and is D*°-bounded, so a}; is D*°-bounded.
O

Now A being antisymmetric, div A grad is a derivation on the domain of
the polynomials in Gaussian variables, which coincides with § on this domain.

The only property left to verify is that A is a multiplicator and then:
D4 = div Agrad will be a derivation on D*°(2), which will coincide with ¢ on
D>(Q).

For this, the following lemmas are needed:

LEMMA 4..5. i) If P € C,,Q € Cpy, Fk(n) € N so that:

1PQll2 < Ek(n)(m + 1)"[|Pll2[|Qll2-

ii) The multiplication by an element of C,, sends D2, to DZ.

Proof. i) let Apm = sup{[[PQ|[12[P € Cp, [|Pll2 < 1,Q € Cm, || Q|2 < 1}
and define P(t) = E[P|F] = fSE [(grad P)(s)|Fs] dBs and
Q1) =E[QIA] = [y E [(erad Q)(s)|F] dBs
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From the Ito formula, we get:

PQQ) - PO)Q(O) = PQ
- [ Blema @R8] £ gt P01 a8
0 0

+ /0 1 { /O "E [(grad P)(s)| st} E [(grad Q)(t)|F,] dB,

+ ' 41 [(grad P) (1) 7] E [(grad Q) (1) 7 (5)

The square of the L?-norm of the above first integral is bounded by:

[ B llgrad PYOIFI?  BIQUIFP] < [ dea, QI -E [E (grad P07

and:

1 1 2
/ 4B [E [(grad P) (1) F,)?] :EK /0 E [(grad P)(1)| 7] dBt) ] —E[P?]

0

So the L2-norm of the first above integral is bounded by A,_1 ,; similarly,
the L%-norm of the second integral is bounded by Ay m—1. For the third and
last integral in (5), we have:

H [ (fgrad PO B (a0 Q)01

1
< / dt||E [(grad P)(t)|F,] .E [(grad Q) (t)| Filll 12
2 70

1
< /0 dt Ap—1m—1 [|E [(grad P) ()| ]| 2 - [E [(grad Q) (&) | F¢]l| .2

1 i
< i UO dt|[E [(grad P)(t)| HLQ} {/0 at|E [(grad Q)(8) 7] 112

So at the end:

HPQHLZ < (An—l,m + Amm—l + An—l,m—l)”P”L2-”QHL2

So we have: An_17m + An,m—l + An—l,m—l > An,m-

Let’s write: Ay, = k(n)(m + 1)" then k(n) = k(n — 1)(2"! + 1) fits.

i) Let o € D2 (Q); a = 3%, ap, o € Cpn(Q).

Let B € Cpn; the sequence of L2-norms ||ay, || 2 is fast decreasing; each By,
is then a polynomial with terms belonging to the chaos of orders

In —m|,...,n 4+ m; and the multiplication of a fast decreasing L?-norm
sequence, by a fixed polynomial is again a sequence of fast decreasing L2-norms.
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O

LEMMA 4..6. i) Let A be a D*>-bounded process with values in
n X n-A.M., and 64 defined on the finite linear combinations of
polynomials in Gaussian variables, by div A grad.
Then: 0(Cp,) C D°(Q), and if P is a polynomial in Gaussian variables,
d(P) € D>(Q).
ii) Moreover if 84 is defined on D2, and sends continuously D%, in D2,
then §4 sends D> -continuously D> (2) in D>*(Q).

REMARK 4..3. D2 is not an algebra, so 54 cannot be called a derivation
on D?_.

Proof. i) Let @Q € Cp,(R2). Then grad Q € Cp,—1(Q, H) which can be
written (m > 1):

t
(grad Q);(t,w) = / Zj(s,w)ds, Zj € Crne1 (), 5 =1,...1n
0

Then A(grad Q) can be written:

t
(A.grad Q) (t,w) = /0 Al Zi(s,w)ds,k=1,...,n

¢ Zi(s,w)
' 5(s, L+ 1Z(s, )l 2 rn)ds
/0 k\/l—l-HZ(Sw)HLZ(QR”)\/ o
(6)

Z; .
Wi ERTr— belongs to Cp,—1(£2) on which
all LP norms are equivalent.

J Zj(svw) : 00 _ .
So Aj ez ey is D*°-bounded; and the measure \/1 +1Z(s, )2 (,rn)-ds

is L2([0, 1])-bounded, so the r.h.s. integral in (6) is D>°-bounded, which
implies 04Q € D*>°.

ii) 0%(e*”’), P being a polynomial in Gaussian variables is meaningful
because P € D2, implies d4(e'"’) € D2, so §4(54.€"") € D?,. Then
grad(64e'") formally equals to ie'”’ grad(d4P) — e'’§4 P. grad P which
is meaningful as a definition because D*° is an algebra.

Then div [A grad eiP} =ie'P 5P = §4(e'F).
And 62 (e'?) = div A grad(d4(e'f’)) which formally equals to:

In this last integral

ie't div[A grad (64 P)] — ie'T 6 4 P.(grad P, A(grad P)) gy — €'¥' (64 P)? = ie’l' 63 P — P (§AP)?

since A is antisymmetric.
Each of the two terms in the above sum is meaningful because
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D% x D2, = D% % so: 64(etf’) = iet? 64 P — e'f'(§4P)? and
(04P)* = i63P — e 55 (e'") (7)

So with a sequence of polynomials in Gaussian variable D*°-converging
towards f € D*(£2), with (7) we see that 54 f € L*(Q).

Then we have: d4 : D2, — D2, and also: §4 : D> — D2 N L*(Q).

By interpolation, we get: §4 : D25 — D2t

Now let f € D*®°(Q) and g € DX then fg € D2 and

54(f9) = fdag + géaf which implies: géaf € D2 ().

So the operator multiplication by §4f is such that: D2 — D2F; so
Saf € D2F (with g = 1).

Then all powers of d4 f are in D2}, which implies d4 f € D>,

The D*>-continuity of § : D*° — D> is obtained by the closed graph
theorem and by the continuity of §4 : D — DZ.

O

DEFINITION 4..4. A D2, multiplicative operator A, process from

[0,1] x Q to the n x n-A.M. is an operator which acts D?_-continuously by
simple multiplication on functions: £ — R™ that is:

Vr>1,3r" > 1,3C(r,7") > 0:Vf=(f1,.-., fn):

sup [|A.fllp2i) < C(r, 7)1 fllp2, )
te[0,1] r

LEMMA 4..7. Let A(t,w) be a D2 -multiplicative operator, n x n-A.M.
valued. Then A(t,w) is a multiplicator from D>*(Q, H) in D>*(Q, H).

Proof. let 6 be the morphism defined on C;(2) by:

0 {W (t—> /Otn[o,a](s)dsﬂ — VoW Kt = /Ot]l[oﬂ/g}(s)ds)}

§ can be extended as a morphism from D2  in D? because it leaves
invariant the L? scalar product, each chaos C,, and it commutes with the
0O.U. operator.

Then 6 is bijective and isometric from (Cy, F1) into (Cy, F 1 ), so it induces

a bijection from L?(Q,Fi,P) into L2(Q,]:%,]P’), and from D?(Q, Fi,P) into
D(Q, F1,P).

We define: A(s,w) =0 if s < :

A(s,w) = A(2s — 1,w) if l<s<l

A is an adapted process (6 : F; — F 1 ). Direct computation shows that A

is a D2, N F1 multiplicative operator:
2
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Va € (D3, ﬂ}—%)(Q): Vr > 13 >13C(r,r"):
Then A is a D2 (Q,H)NF 1 multiplicator.

€ , NF1:
VX € D% (Q, H) 7
N~ 1 N~
14X sz0n = [ Bldw) [ dsl(t = LY/ (A(s,0)X (5,0}

_ / P(dw) / ds||(1 — L)"/{0[A(2s — 1,w)] X (5,w)}[2n

/]p dw) / ds||(1 = L)/2{0[A(25 — 1,0).0 X (s, 0)]}| 2
. u+1

= [ du [ B@) - Ly oA, 0.0 X IR,
2

:/ du || A(u,.).0” X(u+1 ) (# commutes with O.U.)
0 D2
1 2

§/ duC(r,r") H_IX(ugl,.) , (C(r,r") is a constant)
0 D7

< 2C(T)HXH1%>§,(Q,H)

Then ¢ y = div Agrad is a D2 -continuous operator on D2 N F 1.

With Theorem 2, 2, we get an extension 5~A on
2

This extension is D?_-continuous. With Lemma 4..6 ii) it is D°°-continuous
from D>°(Q) in D>°(Q); using this continuity and direct computation, SA is
a derivation, which is adapted because A is adapted, so 0y is an adapted
derivation.

Now let (Vi(s,w));—; _, be a D*-adapted vector field. Then fol V:dB' is
an Ito integral, and:

0x

1 ) t ) 1 ~ )
[ | = ['@vias+ [ i)
0 0 0
1 _ . 1 - .
_ / (3'Vi)dB + / ('V))! AdB'
0 0

Let F = gg(fol 'V;dB"); with Clark-Ocone we have:

! j Ly i Ly Nt X i
F:/O E [(grad F);(t)|Fi] dBZ:/O (5'Vi)dB +/0 (V) AdB
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In this last equation, all integrals are Ito integrals so:

WitA = E [(grad F);(t)|F] — 05('V;)

With Theorem 2, 8, E [(grad F');(t)|F:] is a D*>-vector field; which proves
that tVith is a D*°-vector field.

The map: X & X(s,w) = X (2}, w) is the left inverse of: X A X and
poAX(s,w)) = X(s,w).

Let V(s,w) be a possibly non-adapted D*>-vector field; then t‘v/(s, w) is an
adapted D*°-vector field, and so is 2‘/A.tv; so using the left inverse map u above,
A.V is a D*°-vector field.

So A is D*(Q, H) multiplicator. O

COROLLARY 4..1. If A(s,w) is a process with values in n x n-A.M., such
that I3m € N, : Vs € [0,1] : A(s,w) € Cp, and ||A(s,.)| 2 is uniformly bounded
(in s), then A is a multiplicator.

Proof. Use Lemma 4..5, ii), and Lemma 4..7 O

Now we go back to the end of the proof of Theorem 4..1:

We already know that A being the nxn matrix with *a’(t,w) = E [(6B]);(t)|F]
is asymetrical, adapted. We now show that A is a D*°(Q, H) multiplicator
process. _ _
The family ¢t — w is in C1(Q2) and is (¢, €)-uniformly L2-bounded,
and so is a family of multiplicators (Corollary 3, 1), uniformly in (¢,€).

And if h(t,w) = fg h(s,w)ds is a D®-vector field then Vi = 1,...,n: t —

t By

0 t“T;Bzh(s,w)ds is a D>-vector field and:

5 Uot (%) h(s,w)ds} - /Ota (%) (s, w)ds + /Ot (%) Sh(s, w)ds

In the above equation, the first and last items are vector fields (in the first

integral, ¢ is the extension of Corollary 2, 4); so t — fg ) (M) h(s,w)ds

Ve
. . B, —B! c .
is a D*°-vector field, which proves that: s — (ﬂLﬁé] are multiplicators,

e-uniformly (0 < e < 1).
Then, with the Ito formula, and Lemma 4..3 i):
() = Bi(s +€) — Bi(s) 5 BI(s+¢€) — Bi(s)
Ve Ve

1 s+e . 1 s+e u . & . 1 s+e u . . i
= _/ taldu + —/ </ taldB )dBfL + —/ </ dB’) tal dBy:
€ Js € Js s € Js s

SO:
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=

s [$ () o]

(8)

as ‘at is D*®°-bounded (Lemma 4..4), we see that the r.h.s. of (8) is L2-bounded.

But F¥(e) € F N Fyye; the filtration being right-continuous:

limew ]'—SJ‘ N ]:34_6 = {0}

So (FJ(¢)) admits an adherence value, which is 0, to which F%J(¢) converges
L?-weakly.

And as from (8) we see that FJ(e) — L [**“ta]du admits a L?-weak limit,
we see that:

Bi(s +¢€) — Bi(s) 5 [BI(s+¢€) — BI(s)] L2
Ve Ve

All that is left to prove is that the L2-weak limit of multiplicators
Bi(s+e)—Bi(s) 5[Bf (s+€)—BI(s)]

€ €
Then a net of barycenters b;;(€) constructed using the items of the sequence

Bi(s+e)—Bi(s) 5[Bj (s+€)—BI(s)]
NG

€

J
a;

is again a multiplicator.

is L2-strongly convergent towards taf .
Bi(s+e)=Bi(s) 5[Bj(s+e)—Bj(s)]

Ve

But the
are the b;;(€), as they are barycenters built on multiplicators.

Then, for X € D>°(Q, H), b;j(e).X converges in L? towards ‘a X and the
b;j(€).X are uniformly D*°-bounded; so by interpolation, the convergence of

the b;j(€).X is D>(Q, H), which proves that taé» is a D*°-multiplicator.

are e-uniformly multiplicators; so

THEOREM 4..2. Let U, be a sequence of adapted D -vector fields such
that the associated derivations converge pointwise towards a derivation 8, with
zero divergence. Then § = 0.

Proof. We remind that for § € Der, divé is an operator such that: Vo €
D>(Q) : (divd).o = [dep.

Denote by §,, the derivation associated with U,:

Vo € D®(Q) : 6pp = Un.p = (Up,grad o)

Then div 6, — div ¢ in the "distribution" meaning, that is:

J{Un,grad p)g — [ dp,Vip € D*(Q)

By hypothesis: [(U,, grad ¢)gdP — 0,

Then: [(divU,).¢P(dw) — 0, so div U, — 0 as distributions € (D>)*.
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Then grad(div U,) — 0 as distributions € (D>($2, H))*.
—
Then E {grad div Un|]:t} is also a sequence of adapted vector fields, which

as distributions of (D*°(€2, H))* converges towards 0 as the operator projection
on J; is continuous.

—
But: [E |graddiv Un]]-}} dB = div U,, (Clark-Ocone) and as U, is adapted:
J UndB = div U, (Skorokhod integral)
—
So E {grad div Un|]:t} = U,, (Fundamental isometry).

Then U,, — 0 as distributions € (D>(Q2, H))*.
With: ¢ € D®(Q2),¢ € D*(Q), we have: ggrady € D>*(Q, H) which
implies:

W rad ) Plde) = [0, 0)P() [ o(G0)P() =0
O

COROLLARY 4..2. An adapted derivation is not gemerally a limit of a
sequence of adapted vector fields.

For the Corollary 4..3 that follows, the notion of stochastic parallel transport
of a vector X in a Riemannian manifold is needed. It will be defined later in
Section 5, and denoted X, (t,w).

COROLLARY 4..3. Given a compact Riemannian manifold (Vy, g) and P, (Vi 9)
being the set of continuous paths: [0,1] — V,,, starting from

mg € Vy, there cannot be a global chart from Py, (Vy,,g) into the Wiener
space such that:

i) it leaves the measure invariant.
i) it has a continuous linear tangent map on the associated spaced of
D> -continuous derivations.
ii1) this tangent map sends a dense subset X of the adapted vector fields:

X = {i ai(t,w)e;/(t,w)

a;(t,w) adapted}
i=1

in a dense subset of the adapted vector fields on the Wiener space;
(€i)i=1,..n being an orthonormal basis of Ty, V.

REMARK 4..4. This result proves that even another chart map than the
Ito map, satisfying reasonable conditions, does not have a linear tangent map.

Proof. Suppose there exists such a global chart ¢ and that T is the
associated linear tangent map. From Theorem 4.1, we know that there is a
derivation ¢ adapted, with a null divergence, and three vector fields u,v,w,
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such that: = [u,v] — w. Then from iii) there exist three sequences of X |

Der Der Der
(Un)neN,, (Vn)nen,, (Wp)nen,, such that: w, — wu, v, = v, w, — w; as

(un)nen, is bounded in Der, by Banach-Steinhaus we have:

D
=6
Der

and Ty ([tun, vn] — wp) = [Tytn, Tyv,] — Tyw, — T96.

But by i): div(T6) = 0), and [Tpun, Tyv,| — Tywy, is an adapted vector
field.

Then Theorem 4..2 proves that 7,6 = 0, which implies J = 0.

Der
[Un, vn] = [u,v]; s0 [up, v,] — wy,

O

REMARK 4..5. It is the property of adaptation that is at the root of this
impossibility to find a reqular enough global chart, which would admit a linear
tangent map.

REMARK 4..6. Instead of X being the set of the adapted vector fields,
we could have chosen any dense subset of adapted vector fields, because later
we will see that the D*°-module generated by such a subset is dense in the
D> -continuous derivations.

THEOREM 4..3. Let X : [0,1] x Q@ — R be an a-D>-Holderian process.
Then X is a D -multiplicator.

Proof. From Theorem 2, 10, we know that X =Y % 5, with

YV = 4(X % B1_s) and Y is completely D>.

Then fixing v > 1, and ¢ such that 0 < ¢s < 1, there exists p > 1 with
1+i=21+1

vy p g

Y being completely D, [|Y (w,.)|| e (j0,1,ar) € L 7°(R2). So:

vt [ X (tw)| = [Y(w) x B ()@ <Y (@, )l e o,11.a6 155l Lago,,a)

And Y (w, )| e (05,41 € L70(9).
So with the Criterion 2, 2, we have that X is a multiplicator. O

COROLLARY 4..4. If X : t — fg h(s,w)ds is a D®-vector field, then the
process X (t,w) is a D> -multiplicator.

Proof.
(1-L)YX(t+€ew) — X(t,w)) = /t+6(1 — L)"2h(s,w)ds

Then:
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1

Uol (1 — L)’"/zh(s,w)|2ds} i

LP(Q)

SO:

1
[X(E+e.)— X orw) <21 Xpr@,m
O

THEOREM 4..4. If X,,(t,w) is a sequence of processes, converg’mg D*°-towards
X (t,w), t-uniformly, then the vector fields Y, : t — fo (s,w)ds converges
D> (Q, H) towards the vector field Y : t — fg (s,w)ds.

Proof. Suppose X (t,w) =0, P — a.s.. Then:

p/2
Wallg i = ) ([ sl = D725, (s

< [Bs) [ asi - 1y x s

:/OldsHX .
O
THEOREM 4..5. If X is a D*®-vector field, the associated process is
D*>-bounded.
Proof. X(t,w) = [§ h(s,w)ds. Then: X (t,w) = (h(s,w),u — [3'1 0,(8)ds)
O

THEOREM 4..6. If A, (t,w) is a n-uniform sequence of multiplicators, and
if Ap(t,w) converges P(dw) ® ds[0, 1]-a.s. towards A, then A, converges, in the
multiplicator sense, towards A.

REMARK 4..7. Convergence in the multiplicator sense means that ¥(p, )
A, converges strongly as operators towards A:

Proof. Using the theorem on conditions of equivalence of LP-convergence
and a.s.-convergence, when the LP norms of the sequence are uniformly bounded

and the measure is finite. O
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4. 4 Any adapted multiplicator is a limit of a sequence of
"step-multiplicators"

THEOREM 4..7. Any adapted multiplicator A is a limit in the multiplicator
sense of a sequence of adapted "step multiplicators”, that is that have the form.:

k

Z ﬂ[ti,ti+1 [(t)A(tw UJ),

=0
where A(t;,w) € Fy, and A(t;,w) being a multiplicator. (to = 0,t,_1 = 1).

Proof. a) We first prove than any adapted multiplicator is a limit of a
sequence A, of continuous multiplicators, in a "multiplicator sense", that is
A, converges towards A, strongly as operators;

for each DP(Q, H): VX € H: 4,x %™ 4x.
b) Let u(t,w) be a D*-vector field and for A €]0, 1], we denote by vy the
vector field:

U)\(t,W) = fot ]l[oJ}(S)ZZ(%,w)\%)\dS
Then straightforward computation shows that: |lvx|lpeo,m) = lullpz,m)-
Now we denote by Ay(t,w) = A(Mt,w).
Straight computation gives:
AN w)ult, W) lpe o,y = [AE w)oa(t, W) lIpz,m)
< C,r, s )lloa(r )l )

S C(purup T )|’u(t7w)|’[D)p:(Q7H)

C(p,r,p',r") being a constant.
So the family Ay is a A-uniform family of multiplicators.
Then the A, (t,w)=mn f1 1 Ay (t,w)d\ are n-uniformly multiplicators.

~ 1
12X oo <n [ 1A(6)X bgdA < Clour )X

n

(Q.H)

As A, — A, L2([0,1]xQ)-a.s., we have with Theorem 4..6, that twd, — A
in the multiplicator sense, and each A, is continuous and adapted.

b) Now we prove that any continuous, adapted multiplicator is a limit, in
the multiplicator sense, of adapted step-multiplicators.

If u(t,w) = [Iu(s,w)ds, let ¢ be an increasing bijection of [0, 1] on itself,
such that ¢ € C1([0,1]), and ¢'(¢) > Co, Co constant > O

And we denote by: u,(t,w) = fo w)y/(¢~1)(s)ds, ! being the
inverse function of ¢.

Straight computation shows that: ||ug|[pe o, iy = [[ullpe o, m)

Then we define (A,u)(t,w) = [¢ Alp(s),w] w(B,w)ds
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Straight computation shows: |[Ayullpr (. my = | Avellpe o, m)

So the family A, is p-uniformly a family of adapted multiplicators.

c) If ¢ is a step function on [0, 1], there exists a sequence @y, of functions
like in b), which converges towards .

Then A, (¢x(.),w) converges towards A,, (¢(.),w) in the multiplicator sense
thanks to the continuity of A,, and this convergence is uniform relatively to
the step functions .

d) Now there exists a sequence of step functions converging towards ¢ on
[0,1] from below, denoted 1,1 € N,. Then A, (¢;(.),w) will converge in the
multiplicator sense towards A, (¢,w), which converges in the multiplicator sense
towards A(t,w).

And A (Z?:O ai]l[tivti+1[(t)7 w) = Z?:O ]]'[tivtiJrl[A(ai’ w).

5. [D°-morphisms, charts maps,
and inversibility

5. 1 Theorems showing under which conditions a
D*°-morphism is a D*-diffeomorphism

Unless otherwise specified, the setting is a Gaussian space (2, F,P, H). U
is an adapted process with values in n X n unitary matrices, and a multiplicator;
the map 6y on C;(Q):

Ou(W (b)) = /01 YL dB

where B is a n-dimensional Brownian, and h € H, can be extended in an
injective morphism on LOO_O(Q), because it preserves laws. In this chapter
we will study some conditions under which 6 can be a D°°-morphism, or a
D*°-isomorphism.

Let (Q, Fi,P;, Hy),i = 1,2, two Gaussian spaces and denote by M:

M = {m /m map of Q; in unitary operators on Hs such that m
is a D°°(Qy, Hy)-multiplicator and there exists m™' € M
such that : m~Y(w;) = (m(w1)) "t}

REMARK 5..1. m, D*(Qy, Hy)-multiplicator, means that:

Va € D*(Qy, Ha), m(wi)a(wy) is a D>°(Qy, Hy) vector field.
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REMARK 5..2. The existence’s condition of m~"' is useless if m has the
form U(t,w) where U is a unitary operator on a finite dimensional space (U™ =

u*).

NOTATION. We denote by W;(h;), grad;, div;, Gaussian variables, Malliavin
derivatives, and divergences built respectively on (0, F;, Pi, Hy) i = 1,2 ; otherwise

W, grad, and div relate to (21 x Qo, F1 @ Fo,Py @ Py, Hy © Ho).

Let m € M, and denote 6,,: C1(€2; x Q) — L®7%(Q; x Q) an R-linear
map defined by:

Hm[Wl(hl)] = Wl(hl), hl S Hl,
Qm[WQ(hg)] = (wl — Wg(m(wl)hg)), h2 S Hg.

Then we extend 6, on Gaussian polynomials as an algebraic morphism and
denote it again by 6,,.

THEOREM 5..1.

i) if m € M, Range#,, € D*(Q; x Qo).

i) O, can be extended in a bicontinuous bijection of L°°

on itself.

Proof. i). Let (gj)jen, be an Hilbertian basis of Ha and hy € Ha:

div[m(wy)he] = Zdlv f] (w1)ej]
j=1

= Z (w1)Walej) + (grady f7(w1), &) mem

= Wz[z F(wr)e)]
j=1
= Hm[Wg(hQ)] - em[WQ(hg)] S DOO(Ql X Qg).

ii). a; and ag being numerical constants, direct calculation shows:
Om[a1 Wi (h1) + aaWs(hs)] is a Gaussian variable which has the same law than
Wlaihy + aghs]. So 6,, can be extended by continuity to L°~°(€; x Q) and
is a map of L“_O(Ql x 9) in itself, again denoted 6,,. Then:

Hmfl o Hm[Wl(hl)] = W(hl)
and

Hm*1 o Qm[WQ(hg)] = Hmfl [div(m(wl)hg)]

-1 [i fj(M)Wz(Ej)}

j=1
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=1

= Zf](wl)dlv[m (w1)ej]
=1

= Z div[f7 (wi)m™ (w1)e;]
=1

= div h2 = Wg(hg).

We extend m to D*°(Q, H; ® Hz), again denoted by m, by:
YV e ]D)OO(Ql, Hl),m(wl)V =V.

Then, we extend m to D*(Qy x Qo, H; @& Hj) in intself denoted again by
m, with Theorem 2.2.i. This last extension is D*°(2; x Q9)-linear because
it is D>(;)-linear (i = 1,2), so is linear for finite sum of products like
a(wr)f(w2), a(wy) € D®(Q), Blwe) € D*(s) and, by D>-density of these
linear combinations in D> (2 x Qg), is D*(Q; x Q)-linear.

Denote H = Hy ® Ha. (e;)jen, being an Hilbertian basis of H, we define
mp, a linear operation from a subset of D*(Q; x Qo, H ® H) by
mR(Z;?:l e; ®Y;) = e; ® m(Yj), the Y; being D*™-vector fields in D*°(Q2, H).
Then it is easy to check that: if X;,j =1,...,k are constant vectors of H,

k k
mp (ZXJ ®Yj> =D X; @m(Y));
j=1

J=1

so the definition of mp does not depend on the choosen Hilbertian basis. With
Theorem 2.4 and Corollary 2.4, we extend mp in an D°°-continuous operator
on D*°(Q, Hy @ Hy). We can also define an operator, divg, on Z?:l X; ®Y;,
the X; being constant vectors of H, by

k k
divg <Z X;® Yj> =Y (divY))X;.

j=1 j=1

Again, thanks to the extension Theorem 2.4 and Corollary 2.4, we can extend
divg in an D*°-continuous operator from D*(Q, H ® H) in D*°($2, H), denoted
again divg. Then:
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LEMMA 5..1. If X € D>®(Q, H), (e;)ien, being an Hibertian basis of H,
then

divg(grad X) + X = grad(div X).

Proof. Let X € D*°(Q, H) such that only N components of X are not 0,
and write X = Z;-V:l XJe;. Then,

N N
grad(div X) — X = grad (Z(grade, e H + ZXJW(BJ')> -X

j=1 7j=1

00 N N
= <Z(grad(<gradXJ €j)H) €i Hel> Z (grad X7)W (e;)
i=1 \j=1 =1

kE N N
= %im {Z Z(grad((gradX] €j)H),€i)HEi +Z(grade)W(ej)
kloﬁ [i=1ﬂ=1 J j=1
= divg(grad X),
because
k N
grad X = ZgradXJ Rej = hm Z e; ® Z grad X7, ¢; YHE;)]s
7j=1 i=1 7j=1
and

k N
divg(grad X) = IllTIgéZ {ei div <Z<grad X7, €i>H€j>}
i=1

j=1

N k

N
—ZgradX’W ej) + 11 ZZ ej, grad((grad X7, e;) i) mrei,
7=1 z:l]:l

and as X € D*°(2, H), we have
(ej,grad((grad X7, e;) )i = (es, grad((grad X7, ¢j)mr)) 1
(]

Let V € D*(Q; x Qq, H). We define an R-linear operator 6 on D*°(; x
Oy, H) by:

8V = divg[(m ') r(grad(mV) — mg grad V)] + mV. (1)

J is well defined and goes from D*°(2; x Qg, H) in itself.
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LEMMA 5..2. [fVl(wl) S Hl,Vg(wg) € Hs, then
dive[me(Vi ® 2)] = O (dive(Vi ® 12)),
0,, being the extension of Oy, as in Corollary 2.5.

Proof. Straightforward computation. (]

We now return to the operator 0 defined in (1).

THEOREM 5..2. i) 6 sends D*(Q, H) in D*°(Q2, H), continuously.

i) dlgrad(fg)] = fo(grad g) + gd(grad f), for all f,g € D*®(Q1 x Qa).

Proof. 1). All operators in § are continuous from D*(Q; x Qq, H) in
Doo(Ql X Qg,H@H), or DOO(Ql X QQ,H@H) in ]D)OO(Ql X QQ,H).

ii). Direct calculus on the following cases: f1(w1)g1(w1), fi(w1)ge(ws),
fa(w2)ga(w2), fi,gi,i = 1,2 being functions of D>(£Y;). O

THEOREM 5..3. 0, can be extended in a bicontinuous bijection of D> (£ x
Qo) in itself.

Proof. The only points left to prove, after Theorem 5..1, are Rangef,, C
D>(21 x 22) and the D*°-continuity of #,,. If we denote 6, the extension of
O to D®(Q x Qo, H) in L°79(Q, H) as in Corollary 2.3, we have:

0[6(grad(fg))] = Om(f)d(grad g) + Om(g)d(grad f).

As we also have:

grad 0, (fg) = Om(f) grad 0,,(g) + 0 (g) grad O, (f).

0mo0d(grad) and grad 6,,, are two #-derivations (cf. Definition 2.3) which coincide
on W (hy), hy constant vector of Hy; and W (hs), he constant vector of Hy: with
lemmas 5..1 and 5..2, we have

0, [6(grad Wa(ho))] = Opm[dive((mg)~" grad mho)] + O, (mhy)
= divg(mpmy' grad mha) + mha
= divg(grad mhgy) + mhs
= grad(div mhgy) — mhg + mhy
= grad div(mhs)
= grad 0,,[W(h2)].

Then 6,,08 (grad) and grad 6,, coincide on all polynomials on Gaussian variables,

and as they both are D*°-continuous 6-derivations, then on D*°-functions.
Now we proceed by induction: suppose 6,, sends continuously D> (21 x Q9)

in D°(Q1 xQy) ; then 0,,, sends continuously D> (1 xQ9, H) in D°(Q xQ9, H).
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And for all f € D®(Qy x Q9), we will have

Binld erad f] = grad 6,

which implies 0,, f € DS (€1 % Q2). The D*-continuity of 6,, is obtained with
the closed graph theorem. O

THEOREM 5..4 (Reciprocal of Theorem 5..3). In the same setting than
previously, let m be an operator from )y into the unitary operators on Ho ; we
can define a map O, :

Gm[Wl(Hl)] = Wl(hl), h1 S Hl,
Hm[WQ(hQ)] = diV(th), ho € Ho.

And suppose that 0,, can be extended in a diffeomorphism of D> (1 x Q3) in
itself. Then m, and m~", are D> (Qy, Hy) multiplicators.

Proof. Straightforward computation shows that if if X € D*°(Qq, Hy), X
constant, then mX = grad, 6,,[div X] because m depends only of varaibles in

Qq, and so relatively to the Qs-variables, is constant.
If feD>(), we also have

O (f div X) = f0,,(div X),
and again
grady 0, [f div X] = fmX = m(f(w1)X).

Now m(wy) is L°7%(Qy, Hy)-continuous became m is unitary ; so m(-) is closed
in the D*°-topology which is finer than the L~ %-topology. So the finite linear
sums like:

k
> fw)e,
=1

(¢i)ien, an Hilbertian basis of Hy and f(w;) € D*°(£21), being a dense set in
D> (1, Hy), m is a multiplicator from D> (2, H) in itself.
Same demonstration for m~!. O

REMARK 5..3. A particular case of 5..2 is the following: let ty € ]0,1[, Wi
the Wiener space built on [0,tg] and Wy the Wiener space built on [tg, 1], and

Ui (t,wr) an unitary operator of R™ to R™, which is a multiplicator and such
that Yt € [to, 1],U1(t,w1) € Fy,. Let

U(t,wi) = Lo 4o (1)Idrn + Us (t, w1) L, 19(2),

and let

tAtoy
m(wi)hi(t) = /0 hi(s)ds,hy € Hy (Hp the Cameron-Martin space of W)
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and
¢ .

m(wy)ha(t) = | U (s,w1)ha(s)ds, hy € Hy (Hy the Cameron-Martin space of Ws).
to

It is easy to see that such an operator m is a multiplicator of D*°(Qq, Hy) in

D> (Qy, Ha) and that m(wy)is an unitary operator on Ha. So as in Theorem
5..8, if we denote

Om[W (h1)] = W (h1),
and 0,,[W (ho)] = /01 thotd 1. dB,

O, can be extende in a D*°-diffeomorphism of D*(Wy x Wa) in itself.
Conversely, if Uy is such as in this remark 5..3 and if the 0, associated to
Uy is a D°-diffeomorphism, then m is a multiplicator.

Proof. Use Theorem 5..4. U

EXAMPLE (Process U, adapted, multiplicator, with values in n X n-unitary
matrices such that the associated 0y (6,(W(h)) = OlthI/{_l-dB) is not a
D*-diffeomorphism). Let (X;,Y;) a standard brownian on R? and let

X, <Xy
cos =t sin &t

Ut,w) = (— sin@ cos g) )
Vi Vit

U(t,w) is an unitary operator on Hy & H,.

To show that U(t,w) is a multiuplicator, we use the criterium 4.1:
Vr > 1,3s > 1,3C(r, 5),Vf € D2 (Q,R?), the map f > U(t,w)f (D? — D?) is
bounded with a norm less or equal than C(r,s) ; we note that X;/\/t is in C*
(for a fized t) so 3hy € Hy, Xy /'t = W (hy). Then

X,
I =1<=H— >;
H Vil

then
X X
grad (COS —t) = (sin —t) hy < 1.
Vi), vt)
In the same way:
X
gradk <cos —t> <1
% ®FHy

Then straightforward computation shows that the map f — U(t,w)f verifies the
above mentionned criterium 4.1. (To simplify the calculus, use lemma 4.1.1).
Now let A the process

1= (w07
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where a(w, t) is an adapted multiplicator. Then div A grad ezists as a derivation,
and

t
D, X; = —/ a(s,w)-dYs,
0

¢
DaYt:/ a(s,w)-dXs.
0

oy Xy :/t cos)X\{i smﬁi ' d X, focos\)ii dXS—f?tsin%.dYS
Yy o \sin <= COS% dYs fosmfii dXs""fOCOS%-dY;

From that we deduce

Da(eu(Xt)):/O —sin%(/Osa(u,w)-dYu)'dXs—/tcoséa(s,w)'dYs
—I-/Otﬁcos%(/osa(uw)d )dY /Sln\/, a(s,w)-dXs,

t s t
D, (0u(Yy)) = / 1 cos As / a(u,w)- dYu) SdXg — / sin %a(s,w)- dY;
0 s

/—sm (/Os (u,w)- dY) dYs +/ cos—a(s w)-dXs.

Now let suppose that 6y admits an inverse which is a D°°-morphism ; we
will show that

LEMMA 5..3. 0;,%(D,(6y)) is a D*°-continuous derivation of D*°(Q x Q),
which has the form: div A grad.

Proof. 1). 6y(F) C Fi: if W(h) € Fi, then h(s) = 0 for s > t and
1, t.
oW (h)] = / thu='.dB = / ‘hu=t.dB € F;.
0 0

ii). If f € F;*, then 3b(s,w) € D™ such that f = ftl b(s,w)-dBs implies
0u(f) = [ 0b(s,w)U™1 dB,s € Fi-. So Oy(f) € Fi- implies 65, f € F; it f € F
C e 07, sends F; in Fy, Oy is an L2—isometry). So 0, 'D.6y is adapted.

iii). Vf € D, we have

/ Dy (6 f)P(dw) = 0,

/9 1D (60 f)P(dw) /eu o (B f)P(dw) = 0.

iv). 91,{ D,6, is an operator, D*°-continuous adapted, and with a null
divergence: so, with Theorem 4.1, 6, ' Dabys can be written as D; = div A grad,
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with

O

Now we take an a determinist, and try to find the corresponding a such
that HZleaHu = D;. As we have suppose the existence of 91;1, we have

Y, Y,

oa () = (L),

0,,' Dobyy = Dz => DoOy = 0yDs = D0y <Xt> = 0y Da <Xt) :

X\ (Ou(-Js a(s>.dys)>
b (Yi) - <9u (+Jo als)- dXs)
_ <— Jy () 0u- <dYs>)
+ [T a(s)fy. (AX5)
_ <— fg a(sin(Xs/y/s)- dXs + cos(Xs/v/s)- dys))
+fg a(cos(X/\/5)-dX, — sin(X,//5)-dYy)
_ (— Ji asin(X,/v/5)- dX, = [y acos(X,/\/5) dYS)
+ [y acos(Xs/v/5)-dXs — [§ asin(Xs/+/5)- dYs

From 0y Dg(X+,Y:) = Doy (Xe,Ys), we get, with

1 S
F(s,w) = —a(s,w) + ;/ a(u,w)-dYy,,
0

t X t X
sin =2 F(s,w)-dXs + [ cos —=F(s,w)-dY
/0 Vs (52) 0 Vs (5:)

t t
:—/ dsiné-dXs—/ dcos&-dYS
0 Vs 0 NG
and

t X t X
— [ cos —SF(S,w)-dXS+/ sin TSF(S,w)-dYs
0 s

0 \/g
t X, t X
= a —.dX —/ asin —=. dY;.
—1—/0 acos\/g s ; asm\/g s
From these two last equations:

. 1ot
a(t) = —a(t,w) + %/0 a(s,w)- dYs.
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Let a(w,t) = S8 an(w, t), an € Cp(Q2) then

> | t -
—zozan(t,w)+zo:%/0 an(s,w)- dYs = aft).

Then ao(t,w) = —a(t), and if b, = Han||iz(9), we get

1 t
b2 (t) = —/ b2, ds.
t Jo

If for instance a(t) = 1, then a(t,w) ¢ D>.

5. 2 Some other conditions to obtain a D>*-morphism
Now we show that if sup,c( 1) || grad’ U||gi g < +00, Oy is a D°-morphism.

THEOREM 5..5. IfU(t,w) is an adapted process from [0, 1] x Q with values
in the n x n-unitary matrices (on R"™) and such that each || grad? U|| g, j € N
is also uniformly (for t € [0,1]) bounded, then 0y being the Lo°~C-morphism
associated to U, is a D°°-morphism.

Proof. For h € H, we have 0y(W (h)) = fol thi/='. dB. First, we show that
if f € C, then there exists a polynomial P, (k) such that: Hf”]%)z = P.(k) ”fH%z
L denoting as usual the O.U. operator, as DP-norm, we use

I8 1/p
S P
. J
1fllpz = <§]ngad f LP(Q@J‘H)) '

From L grad f —grad Lf = grad f, we have L(grad” f) —grad”(Lf) = rgrad” f

and

(grad” f.grad” f)erm = —(L(grad™™" ), grad™™" flge 1y
= (k -7+ 1)<gradr f7 grad’" f>®"H7

SO k'
levad” FliE2 = =57 Iz
But [|(1 = L2, = (14 k)" £, s0 with |£I32 = S350 | D7 £ ;7 we get:
||f||12u;3 ~ k™ when k — +o00, and
”f”]%;z = P.(k) ”f”i? ,  P.(k) polynomial (2)

Now with f = (f1,..., fn) and the hypothesis on U(t,w), Leibnitz formula
implies, by induction, with f* € D>:

@™ f]|, < 1Flp2@rm + KO 1Flp2_ @1y (3)

K (r) being a constant, r-depending.

D7
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Now if f = (f1,...,fn) and f; € Cx,i = 1,...,n, we have (Clark-Ocone):
fi=Jy gi-dB7, with g € C_;. And

/ bu(g) U VY-dBY, i=1,... n. (1)

If §=(g1,-..,9n), vector of n functions in D°>°, we write
n
D" Gl r 1 Z D" 9ellr 1
Then, if f € D*(Q2), we can write:
! ¢
=B+ [ gedB,
B',..., B" being n independants Brownians, and g, € D>®(Q). If E(f) = 0,

we have

1/2 1/2
o < ([ astiy)  + w0 ([Lastate,) @

K5 (r) being an r-depending constant.
But 0y(f) = fy Ou(ge)U1)%-dB7,j = 1,...,n. With (5), we have:

1 1/2
ot < ( [ as )
" 0 D2
L 1/2
+ Ky (r) </0 ds ||6u(ge) U ")5 . ) :
r—1

Suppose f € Cy, then g € Cy—1 and denoting C(m,7) = [|6u fIp2 / [ f[p2, with

(3), we have:
16 f llp2 < (/01 dSHW Dg)lﬂ + Ks(r) (/Olds”m Dgl)m’
1/2
) )

4Ky Ok — 1,1 — 1) (/01 ds [ (g} Dzl)m .

e
Ou(ge) U™}

SO

ety < €= 1) (s
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Using (2) in (7),

Pr(k — 1)
162 fllpz < C(k—1,7) 0N [1fIpz
P._1(k-1)
+ K3(T)C(k 17T 1) Pr—l(k) ”fH]D)i71
which implies, as soon as k is big enough (k > ko):
160 fllpz < [C(k—1,7) + Ka(r)C(n— Lr = D] || fllp2 - (8)

As [0u fllpz / | fllpz = C(k, ), we deduce for k > ko:
C(k,r) <C(k—1,r)+ K4(r)C(k —1,r — 1).

So, by induction, we see that for k > ko, C'(k,r) has a polynomial growth ; then
(8) implies that 6 f € D?. Then with f € D% now, we write f = S frs
then

160 £z < S 10wl
k=1
Each |6 fx||p2 has polynomial growth when k > ko ; but the sequence ([[6 fi||)pz

is fast decreasing ; so [|6yf|lpz < +o0, and 6 f € D?. Now by interpolation
HM:DOO—>L°°_0and9u:]DOO—HD%;SOHM:]DOO—HD)OO. O
DEFINITION 5..1. Let (H) be the set
{U /U process with values in n X n unitary matrices,
adapted, [0,1] x Q-mesurable, in L°7°(Q)}.
Then we denote by ||U(s,w)
Uy, Uy € (H), we denote by

d(th,Us) = sup ||[h(t,-) = Ua(t, )l op
te(0,1]

the operator norm of U(s,w) on R™, and 1,
op

L2(Q)

Then d is a distance on @, for wich @ is complete.

DEFINITION 5..2. We denote by 0y the L~ -morphism generated by
Ou(W(h)) = fol thid=1.dB. Then anxn-matrizV will be said to be k-Lipschitzian
if and only if

YUy, Uy € (H),

166 (V) = 61, (V)] ey

Ly < Rt 1),

THEOREM 5..6. Let U € (H) such that there exists k,0 < k < 1 so that for
all s € [0,1], U(s,-) is k-Lipschitzian. Then 6y is a bijection on L°70(Q).
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Proof. For every U € @, V 5 0y(U~1) is k-Lipschitzian because U +— U !
is 1-Lipschitzian. Then, the Picard theorem asserts that: there exists Vy € @
such that y,(U~1) =Vy. And

1. 1 . 1.,
Vh € H, Oy, (/ thu‘l-dB> :/ thHVO(Z/{‘l)Vo‘l-dB:/ VoVt dB.
0 0 0

So Oy, o 6y = Id which proves that 6y, is surjective ; and as we know already
that 0y, is injective on L% 4, is a bijection on L°7°(0Q). O

REMARK 5..4. The set of k-Lipschitzian processes is not limited to the
determinist functions: any W (h), with |h|2 = k < 1, is a k-Lipschitzian
process (straightforward computation).

Now we define the notion of D*°-a-Holderian processes, which will allow
us to study cases when the morphism 0, defined on Ci(2) by 0[W(h)] =
fol thtd=1.dB, can be extended in a continuous morphism on D> ().

DEFINITION 5..3 (Same as definition 2.3). A process X : [0,1] x Q — R" is
said to be D*-a-Holderian if and only if Vtq,ts € [0,1],V(p,7) € [1,+00[ x N,
3C(p,r) constant such that,

[ X (t2,w) = X(t1,w)llpe < Clp,7)[t2 — ta]*

THEOREM 5..7. Let U be a D> -adapted process, with values in n X n
unitary matrices, D> -a-Holderian, with a > 1/2. Then the operator 6 defined
on C1 by:

1
Ou[W (h)] :/ ‘thtt=1.dB, (h € H,B an n-Brownian),
0

can be extended in a continuous morphism of D*°(Q) in itself.

Proof. We know already that # can be extended in a morphism of L>°~%(€)
in L>°79(Q), because 6 preserves laws. We will need the three following lemmas.
O

LEMMA 5..4. Let E be a n X n antisymmetrical constant matrixz, and t €
[0,1]. For f € D*(Q), we define Dgf by:

DEJf = diV(]l[07t[(')E) grad f

If A is a finite subdivision of [0,1], A ={0 =1ty <t < --- <ty =1}, denote

SA(f) = Z?:O ‘DEMH (f) - DE7ti(f)‘2‘
Then ¥(p,r) € [1,00[ x N, 3C(p, r, ) constant, such that

SXPHSA(JC)”IDJT; <Clp,r f)-
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Proof. Let A={0=1ty <ty <---<t, =1} afixed finite subdivision and
gi==x1,7=1,...,n. Denote
n

SA({ez})(f) = Zei[DE,twrl (f) - DE,Q‘ (f)]

=0
Then
Sa({ei})(f) = div Bg({e}) grad f

with Bp({e}) = Yito il t,,,((-)E. The operators Bg({e;}) are operators on
R™ and as such, are uniformly bounded, relatively to the set {e;}, when the
subdivision is fixed, and relatively to the subdivisions A, and are A, {¢; }-uniformly
determinists.

So the Sa({g;}) are linear operators on D*(Q), D*-uniformly bounded
relatively to the sets {e;} and the subdivisions A. But

ﬁ > [Saten ()] = salh).
{ei}

the sum being taken on all sets {e;}, once the subdivision A is fixed. Sa(f)
belonging to the convex enveloppe of elements whose DP-norms do not depend
either of the finite subdivision A or of the set {g;}, there exists a constant

C(p7 T, f) such that Supa ||SA(f)||]D)£ < C(pvrv f) U

REMARK 5..5. Later we will suppose Oy: D*°(Q) — D(Q) (Theorem
5..11). Then the same demonstration as in Lemma 5..4, applied to Va,1 <
a<r,

Salgrad® 0u(Dpaf)] = Y ||grad® 0u(Di.uiys /) = grad® Qu(Diuf)| .,
1=0

proves that there exists, for every p, a constant C(a, p, f) such that
SXP 15 (grad® HM(DE,tf))HLP(Q@aH) < C(a,p, f).
Now we denote: for a subdivision A of R, r € N, and f a process R x Q — R,
Var(grad’ f) =3 llgrad” f(zi1,) — grad” f (i) |5 m

and by Va, when the subdivision is on [0, 1].

LEMMA 5..5. Let f:]0,1] x Q@ — R a process such that
i) vVt €10,1], f(t,-) € D*®(Q) and f(0,w) = 0 P-almost surely.
i) Vr € N,,Vp > 1,3C(p, 7, f),supa ||Vagrad” |l rq < C(p,7, f).
iii) Vr € Ny, [y |lgrad” f[|%, 5 dt € L=70().
Then, the extension of f, denoted f, which equals 0 on ] — oo, 0] U [2,00[, and
is an affine process g on [1,2] with g(1,w) = f(1,w) and g(t,w) = 0 P-almost
surely on [2,00[, we have:
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1)
~ ~ 2

/ grad” f(z + h,-) — grad” f(, ")
R Vh
is L0 bounded, h-uniformly.
1) ngadrf’ g2 € L*70Q),Vr €N, and 0 < e < 1.
2,2

dz
®"H

Proof. I).
I

grad” f(xz + h) — grad” f(x) ?

Vh
>

ne”L

dx
®TH

LP(Q)
grad” f(z + (n + 1)h) — grad” f(z + nh)
Vh

2

dx

®"H

LP(Q)

=C(p,r, ).

1 h
S 7 / C(pur) dﬂ:
hllJo LP ()

IT). We have to show that:

2

o |lgrad” f(z 4 h) — grad” f(z)|,
12(dz,®" H)

/0 dh pi+2:/2 <C(p,r, f).

LP(Q)
ft-hand side of the above inequality is bounded by:

I
o h®

The le

grad” f(z + h) — grad” f(z) ?
Vh

L2(dz,®@"H)

o ngad" f(z+h) —grad” f(z)
+ /1 dh hlte

LP(Q)
2

L2(dz,@" H)

LP(2)
The first integral above is bounded because dh/h® is a bounded measure on
[0,1], and with I). The second integral is bounded by:

2

°°dh4ngad f(z,w) L2(dz,®"H)
1 hlte
LP(Q)
and with 7i7) we get the result. O
LEMMA 5..6. Let f:[0,1] x Q@ — R a D*-a-Holderian process such that:

i) a>1/2,
ii) f(0,-) =0, P-almost surely.
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Then, f being as in Lemma 5..3, we have:

ngadT f’

1

| P -

B;;/ZG , O<e<a 5
Proof. We must prove

~2

‘gradr x4+ h) —grad” f(z)|,
L2(de,®" H)

/ dh pit2(1—2/2) <Cp.r. f).

LP(Q)

This is bounded by

~ ~ 2
ap |erad” fla+m) —erad” @),
0 hl—e h2

LP(Q)

L2
/ thgrad (z + h) — grad” f(z) L2 (dar H)
h1+2(1-¢/2)

LP()

grad” f is also D>(Q, H)-a-Holderian, so: the first integral is bounded if
200 —2+1>0soif @ > 1/2 ; the second integral is bounded by
<12
& ngad f L2(dz,®"H)
1 hlt2(1-¢/2)

LP(Q)
O

Now we return to Theorem 5..7. We have 6,/[W (h)] = fol thit='.dB. So:

1. 1.
erad 6y, [W (h)] = /0 U(grad U UYU - AB) + (t — ( /0 Gyl ds)),  (9)

(t — (folthu—l ds)) being a D> (Q2, H)-vector field. We want to generalize
(9) to a function f € D*(Q). The generalization of t (fo”hu—l ds) is
straightforward: using Theorem 2.3, we generalize it by

1
£ / 16, (erad f)U~" ds.
0

For the generalization of the first integral in (9), we denote by E£ the elementary
antisymmetric matrix with all items equal to zero, except the item ef; =41
and ei? = —1. We write:

(gradU~ U = > feE}, with ff € D*®(Q, H).
k=1



85

We extend f{ by 0 on | —o0,0], and with the affine function, —f5(1,w)t +
2ff(1,w) ont € [1,2], and 0 after 2. This extension of f{ is again denoted f{ and
by using it, we have an extension of (grad ' U)}, denoted again (grad U1 U)}.
We denote again 6[D Bt f], the result of the same extension procedure applied
to Oy [DEﬁ,tf]'

And the generalisation of the first integral in (9) is given by:

| fd(eulDgy 1), (10)

this integral being a Bochner-Russo-Valois integral. More precisely, we will
prove that, if o > 1/2,

(id € L*70(Q, ),

3536/2(H)
and that
|6 )|

oo—0
B;/; € L (Q)7

B;"q being the Besov space with indexes A, p, q ; ) € 1L°°70 because

¢
f’f‘ By, (H)
f{ is D*-a-Holderian (U, grad~! are D*-a-Holderians), so Lemma 5..6
applies to f,f.
And H@u(DEth)’

12 € L°°~9(Q) because Lemma 5..5 applies to HM(DE; f):
B: Jt

2,2

'%(DEgtf)

'DEf,tf

o ' L
And Bg’g and B;;‘E/ ? are conjugate Besov spaces, o (10) is legitimate.

Now grad 0y(f) is in D> when f is a polynomial of a finite number of
Gaussian variables, P[W (hy),..., W (h;)]. Then

grad 0 (P(W (hy),...,W(h,)) € D®(Q, H).

If f € D>, then grad 0,(f) can be defined as a distribution on D*>(Q2, H) by:
if X € D®(Q, H),

(arad Oy(), X) = — / Budiv X P(dw).

Then f — grad 6y(f) is a weakly closed operator, and with Hahn-Banach, its
graph is strongly closed, so is a closed operator.
Last, grad 6,4(f) is a #-derivation (Definition 2.3).

Now we look for a -derivation DD such that:

~

a) if f=W(h), DIW(h)] = grad 6y (W (h)),
b) D is a 6y-derivation,
¢) D is continuous from D*°(Q) to D*(Q, H).
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Using the generalisations of the two integrals in (9), we define: for f € D*>(Q),
9 t
Df = / f,f d(HMDEgtf) + (t > / 10y (grad fud~! ds) .
R ’ 0

Then: a) Straightforward computation, using f,fEéC = grad 4~ U proves a).
b) D is a #-derivation thanks to the presence of 6 in d(@uDEéc f).
ot
c¢) The Russo-Valois inequality: Cj being a constant,

H/RfifdquE;tf)HH < Co x | | «

Ou(Dpy f) '

1—g/2 .
By, (H) B2/

As Hf,f’ € L°°70(Q), we see that D

is continuous from D> in L®°~%(Q, H). Now we prove that: D sends D™ in
D> (2, H). We have:

€ L=°70(Q) and Heu(DEth)’

B175/2 H /2
2,2 ( ) B2,2

bf= [ fa@upy )+ (m / ttemgradf)u—lds). (11)
R Lt 0

A grad acts only on w, grad and [(Russo-Valois) commute ; for the same
reason: grad and d(Russo-Valois) commute.

We know already that 6,: D> — L>®~9(Q). We suppose that 6,: D> —
D>°(€2) and proceed by induction. We apply now grad to the two sides of (11):
grad on the vector field

t
£ / 10, (erad f)U~" ds
0

is legitimate and in D72 (2, H ® H). And grad applied to the first integral of
the right-hand side of (11) gives two Russo-Valois integrals,

1 1
/0 (srad f{) d(BuDyy ) and /0 @ dlgrad 6Dy )]

The first one is in D2°(Q2, H ® H) and the second one is legitimate thanks to the
hypothesis HM(DE‘? f) € DX(). So we see that grad Df € L7 %(Q, H ® H),
ot

) bf € D(2, H). We can repeat r times this operation, and we get that:
grad” Df € L®0(0, ®" ! H) and is continuous from D> in L=®~(Q, Q"' H).
Now D and grad 0 are two O-derivations which coincide on polynomials built
with Gaussian variables, D is continuous from D> in D (2, H) and grad 6
is strongly closed as an operator of D*°(2) in D>(Q2, H) ; then D and grad 6
coincide, so grad 6(f) € DY° which implies 6(f) € D;S;(2). The continuity of
0(f) from D>°(2) in D*°(Q) is obvious.

REMARK 5..6. If f,f was an S.M., and not a D*°-a-Holderian process with
a > 1/2, the Russo-Valois inequality is not valid anymore. We will see later that
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such is the case for the D -manifold Pp,,(Vy, g), which is the set of continuous
paths in a compact Riemannian manifold, (V,,,g), starting from my.

THEOREM 5..8. Let U be a D™ -process, with values in n X n unitary
matrices, adapted and a-Holderian, 0 < o < 1, and 6 being the morphism
from L0 in L0 generated by

oW (1)) = /0 "t aB.

Suppose that 0~ exists and is a D°-morphism of D*°(Q) in itself, then 0 is a
D> -isomorphism.

REMARK 5..7. From Theorem 5..7, we know that if « > 1/2, Theorem
5..8 is automatically verified.

Proof. §=1 sends F; in F;: 6 sends F;- in Fi- because
1 1
6 U X-dB} :/ o(XWU~'.dB € F,
t t

and 6~ = 6* (adjoint of 8). So Vf € D®NF;, Vg € L0 NFit,
O () D2 = O () 92y = (f>0(9))12(0) = 0-

Now, grad Y~ is D*°-a-Holderian, as a product of two D>-a-matrix processes
and 0~ (grad U ~'U) is also D>°-a-Holderian because #~! acts only on w. Then
from 6[W (h)] = fol thtd='.dB, and as 1 (UU~!.dB) = dB, we have

o~ grad O () = [

0
We denote by Z(f):

L. t .
tho[gradU U] AB + (t'—> / the—l(u—l)ds).
0

Z(f)=divAgrad f +t — /t(t grad )0~ U Y) ds
0

where A = 0~ (gradd~'U) is a vector matrix, (4)] € H, and

(A(grad f)); = >_7_ (grad f, ej>(A)g € H. As 0~ (gradUd~'U) is D>*-a-Holderian,
6~ (gradUd~'U) is a D> (2, H) multiplicator (Theorem 4.3), so Z(f) € D>(Q, H).
Moreover, Z(f) and 6~ ![grad 6(f)] coincide when f is a polynomial in Gaussian
variables, because both are §-derivations, and direct computation show that

Z[W ()] = 0~ [grad (W ().

So we extend 67! [grad 6] as an operator on f € D>, with Z(f).

Now we prove that 6 sends D* in D> by induction ; we know already
that §: D* — L7 Then assume that §: D® — D, and let f € D*: as
0~ grad 0(f)] = Z(f) € D*(Q, H),

00~ [grad 0(f)] = 0(Z(f)) € D*(Q, H)
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which implies grad §(f) € Dy°(2, H) so 0(f) € DS (2). O

Let U be an adapted process, D*°-a-Holderian, with values in the unitary
n x n matrices on R™. The map € defined on W (h),h € H, by

1
o[ (h)] = /0 Y. dB,
can be extended in a morphism from L>®~%(Q) in L>®~°(Q), because it preserve
laws.
Let A be an adapted process, valued in the space of n x n-A.M., A being
moreover a multiplicator. Following Malliavin | |, we call such a process an
elementary tangent process. We define the operator Ty;(A) by:

Tu(A) =UDU ) + A
where Dy = div Agrad. Now we will prove:

THEOREM 5..9. If Ty admits an inverse operator (Ty)~' from the space
of elementary tangent processes in itself, and if 0: L9 — L0 admits an
inverse from L2~ in itself, then 6 is a D*-diffeomorphism.

Before proving this theorem, we need several lemmas.

LEMMA 5..7. The operator Ty takes its values in the n x n-A.M., Ti;(A)
is an adapted process, and a multiplicator: Ty (A) is an elementary tangent
pProcess.

Proof. As D, is an adapted derivation, T3, is adapted. Then U/ ~! being
D*>-a-Holderian, DaU~" is also D*°-a-Holderian (D4 acts only on w) ; and a
process which is D*°-a-Holderian is a multiplicator (Theorem 4.3). (]

REMARK 5..8. As 0: L7 = 1070 preserves laws, 6: LT (Q) — L} (Q),
50 0%: L7Y(Q) — L>®7%Q). Then 6* is a morphism (0* = 671).

LEMMA 5..8. Suppose (Ty)~' exists as an operator from the space of
adapted multiplicators, n x n-A.M., in itself. Then if Y is D>*-a-Holderian,
(Ty) =Y is also D*°-a-Holderian.

Proof. Denote A = (Ty;)~'Y ; then Ty A is D*®-a-Holderian by hypothesis
;50 UD AU 4+ A is D*®-a-Holderian and so is 4~ D4U, which implies A =
Y —UD U is D*®-a-Holderian. O

LEMMA 5..9. In the same setting than in Lemma 5.8, H' being an Hilbert
space, the extension of (Ty)~' (Corollary 2.2) will send the space of the
D>(Q, H')-a-Holderian elementary tangent process (with items in H') in
D*°-o/-Holderian processes, o/ < .
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REMARK. We cannot apply directly Corollary 2.2, because the space of
D -a-Holderian processes is not D*°-closed.

Proof of Lemma 5..9. a) Let X be a completely D>-process with R-valued
matrix items (see Definition 2.2 for a completely D*°-process). Then E[X|F]
is an adapted process ; E[X|F;|*[1_s is a D*-Holderian process which implies
(Ty)E[X|F] * B1_s] is again D*-Holderian (Lemma 5.8) ;

{(Ty) ME[X|F] * * Bi1-s]* By}, 8" > s, is a completely D*-process, denoted X.

Then X ~— X is a transformation denoted (H) which sends a complete
D°-elementary tangent process in a completely Doo—elefmventary tangent process.
With Lemma 2.1.ii, we have an extension map denoted @ which sends the space
of completely D*°-elementary tangent process with matrix items in H’, in itself.

b) Now let Y an D*-a-Holderian elementary tangent process with matrix
items in H'. With Theorem 2.8, we know that X = (Y x (,),s0 < «, is
completely D*°. So we denote by:

(Ty) =1 (V) = @) (Y * Bsy)") * Bi—sq-

Remind that according to Proposition 2.2.iv, the convolution by s, or £1_s,

leaves the adaptation property invariant. Then (T3,)~1Y is an D*°-a-Holderian
elementary process.

c¢) Each matrix item of Y can be written Yij = ag h where h is a constant
vector of H'. Then

(Ty) Y7 = (@(a] * Bsy)") * Brs,h

= {[(To) "M (B[(a] * Bso)'|Fe] * Bi—so) * By} * Brsoh
= (Ty) " (E[(a] * Bsy)'|Ft] * B1—so)h
= (Tu) " (E[(a] * Bsy)" * Bi—so| Fi])h
= (Tu) " (Blal|Fi)h
= ((Ty)'al)h
= (Ty)~ 'Y}

U

DEFINITION 5..4. Let X € D*°(Q, H) and Z, an n x n-A.M. process with
its items belonging to H (Cameron-Martin space). We define Dy f, for f €
() by

Dyf = diVR(Z ® grad f),
then Dy f € D*°(Q, H).
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(Remind divg already defined in Theorem 5.1.) Then (e;);en, being an
Hibertian basis of H, straightforward computation shows:

Dyf = Z(div((Z, ei) i) grad f)e;
i=1

LEMMA 5..10. D3, being the adjoint of Dz, for all V.€ D*(Q, H), we
have, with f € D>(Q):

Dz(fV) = fDzV —(Dzf,V)n
Proof. Yg € D*°(Q),
(Dg(fv)mg) = (fV7 DZ9>L2(Q,H)

(fV. (DZig)ei>L2(Q,H)

o

.
Il
—

M

(fDz.9), (V. ei) i)z

.
I
—_

[(Dz,(£9): (Vsei)m)r2 ) — (9Dz f, (Vied) )iz

o

~
Il
—

'FH18

—

(V. Dz (fg)eii20) — (9, (Vs Dz, fei) )iz (o))

fDZV) = (9,(V, Dz f)u).

—~
o |

Now we go back to the proof of Theorem 5..9.

Proof of Theorem 5..9. From O[W (h)] = fol thid=. dB, we get:
1. 1.
erad 6]V ()] :/ Ui(grad U UL dB + t I—)/ Gutds.  (12)
0 0

We write Y = gradd~'U.

Let Z such that Ty(Z) = UYU ' so Z = T,; (UYU™"). With Lemma 5.9,
Z is a D*°-a-Holderian n x n-A.M. matrix process with items in H ; and we
have:

YU ' =Dyut+utz (13)
and
Dz(dB) =d(DzB) = ZdB. (14)
Using (13) and (14) in (12), we get, with 6(h) = h:

grad (W (h)] = Dz[0(W (h))] +t — / O (grad(W (b)) U™ ds, (15)
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but grad 0[W (k)] = Dz[0(W (h))] + U[0(grad W (h))]. We would like to write,
for f € D>(Q):
grad 0[f] = Dz[0(f)] + U[0(grad f)] (16)
but
Olgrad f] = U™ grad 0(f) — U™ Dz[0(f)]. (17)
Due to the right hand side of (17), we interpret (17) as an equation between
distributions.
(€i)ien, being Hilbertian basis of H, and g € D*(Q), we apply each
member of (17) to ge;:

—(fei,grad0%(g)) — (f dive;, 07(9)) 12
= (U(gei), grad 0(f)) — (U_lDZH(f)=9€i>L2(Q,H)
which implies:
—(fei, grad 0% (g)) — (f dive;, 0%(9))12(q)
—(f, 0" div(U(gei))) 12 () — (f,07D7U(gei))
Using Lemma 5..10, we get:
—(fei,grad 0%(g)) — (f dive;, 07(9))2(q
—(f, 0" div(U(ge:))
+(f,0°((Dzg,Ue;)

)
>L2 — (f,0%[gDZ(Ue;))) (18)
H)>L2(Q
But:
0" (div(U(ge;))) = 0" (9)0" (divUe;) + 6% ({(grad g,Ue;) i)
And as U is adapted and unitary:

0% divide;) = 6" { /0 ). dB}

1
= 0" Uo (tei)u_l-dB}
= 070[W (ei)]
= W(e;).
Using this in (18), we get:
~(fer, grad 0*(g)) = —(6* ({axad g, Ues) i), F)rzqqy — (F, 6" (9D Ues))
+(f,0"((Dzg,Uei) )12 (-

From the formula Dy f = Y72, (div Z; grad f)e; = 352, (Dy, f)ei, in Definition
5..4, we deduce by duality that if X € D*°(Q, H), then D} X € D*°(€2). Then
D3, (Ue;) € D™®(Q), so 8*(gD7Ue;) is legitimate, and is a function. Then (19)
becomes:

—(ei,grad 0% (g)) = —0"((grad g,Uei) ) — 07 (9D7Ue;) + 0 ((Dzg,Uei) ).

(19)
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But 6* acts on contants vectors fields as the indentity, so :
0*((grad g,Ue;) i) = (0 U  grad g), ;)
and
0" ((Dzg,Uei)ir) = (0" (U ' Dzg), ei)n-
So, we have :
—(es, grad 0 (g)) = —{eq, 0" (U™  grad g)) i — 0" (9D5Uei) + (es, 0" (U Dz9)) 1.
In this last equation, we choose g = 1. We get: 0*(DyUe;) = 0. We
deduce
(ei,grad 0" (g)) = {ei, 0" (U ' grad g))u — (es, 0" (U™ Dz9))u-
In this last equation, 8* (U ~! grad g) and 0*(U ' Dzg) are L~ -functions and
grad(f*g) a distribution ; so as distributions, we have:
grad 0*(g) = 0* (U ' grad g) — 0*(U ' Dzg).
Suppose that 6*: D*°(Q) — D°(Q) ; then grad6*(¢g) € Dy° which implies
0*(g9) € DPS. As 6 is the adjoint of 6%, §: D> — D>(2). O
Now we prove the converse of Theorem 5..9.
THEOREM 5..10. If6, the L~ -morphism generated by O]W (h)] = 01 thii=1.dB,
is a D*-diffeomorphism of D> (Q) in itself, the linear pseudo-tangent map

admits an inverse, in the space of the elementary tangent processes.

Proof. 0]W (h)] = folth]/{_l-dB, so:

1 1
DAH[W(h)]:/O thDAZ/{‘l-dBJr/O A dB

1
= / U T AU AB
0

1,
_ 9 U o~ (U Ty AU). dB} .
0

So

0~ DAO(W (h)) = Dg-1-173, 00y (W (R)).
So the map A — =111y AU) is inversible. Then the map A — U 1Ty AU
is inversible, so A — T34 A is inversible. O

Before the next theorem, we first remark that: if f is a polynomial in
Gaussian variables, f[W(hy),..., W (hy)], then 6,(f) € D>*(Q) ; then if z =
it + s, and s > 0, (1 — L)~ (#+9) is legitimate as

1
/ o*Ti=te=p (9,,f)da  (Mehler’s formula).
F(S) 0

And if r > s, we write: (1 —L)"*"% = (1 — L)=6T®) o (1 — L) (8 f).
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LEMMA 5..11. If p is an D*°-a-Holderian process, there exists s, 0 <
s <1 and a+ s > 1, such that p * B1_s € Cl and g = (p * B1—s)" will be in
L>79(]0,1] x Q)

Proof. Proposition 2.2.1. O

The next theorem of “local inversibility” is:

THEOREM 5..11. IfTy is inversible from the space of adapted D -multiplicators
in itself, and if U is D> -a-Holderian with a > 1/4, then the morphism generated
by 0, O]W (h)] = fol thid=1.dB, is a D™ -morphism of D> in itself.

As the proof of this theorem is more difficult and involves a fractionnal
induction, we give the followed plan of the proof:

a) We first recall some notations in Lemma 5..4, and establish that: if p
is a D*°-a-Holderian function with o > 1/2 then there exist a quantity
S(pEZt) such that

1
| 0D 1)) = Dy 000,

the integral being a Russo-Valois integral.
b) We then suppose that: 6: D*(Q2) — D°(Q). We will prove, using the
above formula in a), that if f € D*(£2), DS(pEéc)’tH(f) e D (Q).
For this, first we prove it for s € N, ; and then if s ¢ N,, s > 0,
we will use the Phragmen-Lindel6f method with an interpolation in the
domain delimited by E[s] and E[s + 1] to get this result.
¢) There we will prove that p being D*-a-Holderian with o > 0, then
Dy pmi)0(f) € DZ,.
d) Then another interpolation, using the Phragmen-Lindel6f method, interpolation
on t this time, will proves Theorem 5..10.

Proof. a) Eé? is the n x n-elementary antisymmetrical matrix,
DEth = div Efﬂ[o,t](-) grad f, with f € D*(Q) and if p(t,w) is an D*°-a-Holderian
process, H-valued, the integral fol pd[0(D Bk f)] is to be understood as a Russo-Valois
ot

integral, with Ef’t = ﬂ[o,t](-)Eé?. p is D*°-a-Holderian, H valued ; so p is
D*°-bounded. Using the decomposition: p = g * 55 with g € LP(Q2 x [0, 1]) and
Bs € L, uneasy computation shows that there exists ,0 < ¢ < a — 1/2 such
that

ol s (1) € 1270(0),
And
VS G N*, ||grads p||B;{f;s(®s+l H) 6 LOO_O(Q)
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because the operator grad applies only on w, while the Besov affiliation of
grad® p is due only to the ¢ variable.
Now as we consider f € D*(Q), then H(DEk f) € L*7%Q) ; suppose

f: D* — D°,s € N,. But the lemma 5..5, in Wthh hypothesis are only i)
and ii) brings as a result I), then grad® H(DEE f) is an 1/2-Holderian process

(s € Ny) and so
grad® (GDEk 1/2 ( ®H

and

. e Lo0(Q).
(@ H)

So fo p d(@DEk f) exists as a Russo-Valois integral ; same for grads(fo p d(HDEk 1)),

with s € Ny, 1fp € D*(, H) and 6: D> — D (Q).
Now T3, being inversible, if C' = pEM = pEg]l[O’t[('), T;rucu™) is
denoted S(C). We have:
L.
/ thL{_l-dB}
0

1 . 1.
= [ thDsou B+ [ tiuris(e)-db
0 0

grads(GDEth)’

Dy [0(W (h))] = Dgc)

(20)
And from T (S(C)) = UDgcid~' + S(C) = UCU™" = UpEf U™, we get
Dyt = CU™ —U~15(C) ; so (20) becomes:

1 . t .
Dy (e 0[W (h)] = /0 thpEE U~ dB = /0 GpERUL.AB. (21)

L t. ¢
O(Dpr (W(h)) =6 V tth,t.dB} :9{/ tth.dB} :/ thEfU™. dB.
0 0 0

/ pd(8D, (W (h))) = / " hERUL dB. (22)
R Lt 0
From (21) and (22), we see that

[ pa[6Dzg (WD) = Dy 00V (1) (23)

Each member of the above equation is a @-derivation, so (23) becomes valid
when a polynomial in Gaussian variables is substituted to W(h). As the
Russo-Valois integral is continuous if f, — f in L°7%(Q), and DS(pEZt)H(fn)
converges towards D g PEZQH( f) (as distributions), we get that (23) is still valid
for f € D*(Q2), and that DS(pEzt)H(f) is a function.
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b) We have supposed that 6: D*°(Q) — D°(Q2), s being an integer. To
the left-hand side of (23), we can apply s times the operator grad and each

1
grad® (/ pd[@DE?tf]) with a € {1,...,s}
0 )

is a Russo-Valois integral, in L>®~9(Q). So if 8: D>(Q) — DX(Q),
DS(pEZt)e(f) € DSO(Q)7

s being an integer. If 6 sends D*°(Q2) in D{°(2), but with s non-integer, we will
prove that Dg, Eft)e( f) € D(Q) using the Phragmen-Lindel6f method on the

strip of R? delimited by 0 < s — E[s] < 1, denoted A.

1
1
1
1
!
!
1
1
:
0 1

Let f be a polynomial on Gaussian variables and consider the function of
2,0 <fRe(z) < 1, ¢ being in D™, and r = E|s] ; denote:

F() = (= 0F [ [ o1 -1+ a(6Dy )| o)

We want that if Re(z) = 0, (1 — L)“Z+b9(DEth) € D° and if Re(z) = 1,
(1 - L)az+b9(DEth) € DpSy. These requirements imply: a = —1/2, b =
(s —r)/2. F(z) is holomorphic on A and is continuous on A. ¢ being in
D>*(Q), (1 — L)%cp exists and is in D*°(Q2). So |F'(z)| is bounded on A. Now
Vp > 1,Vq such that 1/p+1/q =1,

e—)\ T+M/,0d aM—i—beD . f)

Zt

L2()

[N < [l@llLag

@)
With the Sobolev logarithmic inequality, as 6(D B, f) € D,

(1- L) F 0Dy f) € D,

SO
>\

L pd(@ =) F 00y 1) e DE@)

-0 [ pa-nF

So [F(iA)] < [[@llp ey xC1(f), C1(f) constant, f-dependant. A similar computation
shows that: [F(1+iA)| < [[¢l[ra(, x C2(f), C2(f) constant, f-dependant. So

and

0(Dps 1) €L,
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thanks to the Phragmen-Lindel6f method, we have:
[F(s )| < elliag) % Ca(f), Ca(f) € L°(0). And

Fs—r)=(1—-L) /R,od(HDEftf) €10,

So prd(HDEth) € D(2). As prd(HDEth) = DS(pEZt)H(f), p being
D*>-a-Holderian with o > 1/2, if §: D> — D°, then DS(pEft)e(f) sends D>
to DY°. '

c) Now we suppose again s € N, and 6: D> — D°(Q). Then
DS(pEéﬁt)e(f) = div S(pEéit) grad 0( f) which shows that DS(pEzt)H(f) e DX,(Q).
If 6: D*°(Q2) — Dg5,(Q) then DS(pEft)e(f) € D°,(2). So by interpolation,
we have: for all s € R, if §: D*®(Q) — D°(R), then DS(pEéft)e(f) € D5 ().

d) Now p being an D*°-a-Holderian function, with 1 > « > 0, we consider
p* Py, 0 < Re(z) < 1; then px* B1_, is a v-D*°-Holderian function with
v > o+ Re(z) and

5% Bioz(t + ) — px fi_(t)] < ChOTTE (14 |2)).
Now consider the function
I 22 az
F(z) = (1= 1) D 007, )iz

with f a polynomial in Gaussian variables and ¢ € D*°(Q2), z such that 0 <
PRe(z) < 1/2. We will apply the Phragmen-Lindeléf method to F(z), on the
strip 0 < PRe(z) < 1/2. F(z) is holomorphic on 0 < 9Re(z) < 1/2, continuous
on 0 < Me(z) < 1/2 and bounded on this domain thanks to the Sobolev
logarithmic inequality.

If Re(z) =0,

[(; -2 ia
F(i\) =e A (1-1L) A+bDS(,5*Bl,i>\EZt)9(f)v 90>L2(Q),

then p % B1_;) is Holderian with yield strictly greather than 0 and
DS(ﬁ*BlfiAEZt)H(f) € D, (remind that we supposed 6: D> — DI°). As we
want F(i\) € L%7°, this implies: —2b+5—-2=0s0b=s/2— 1.
If Re(z) = 1/2,
-1 . .
F(§ + ’L)\) _ e%—)\2+1)\<(1 _ L)(%-H)\)a—i-bDS
p * B1/2—ixn is D*-a-Holderian with yield strictly greather than 1 /2, and

Ds(ﬁ*ﬁl/zfi,\EZt)e(f) €D

As we want: F(1/2 +i)\) € L% we must have: —(a+2b) +s =050 a = 2.
Then )F(z)‘ is bounded on the whole band 0 < Re(z) < 1/2.

o6y L)) P2
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Now we remind equation (16) in Theorem 5..9, which is still valid in our
setting:

grad 0[f] = Ds(p*gl,zEgt)e(f) + U(0(grad f)).

Then for an induction to begin, we need grad 6(f) € D52, 5,6 > 0. For this, it
is enough that Dg.5, gk y0(f) € D321 15,6 > 0. Now we know that: for all
LB},

z such that 0 < Re(z) < 1/2, F(z)) € L*7%(Q). So we look for a z € [0,1/2]
such that:

(1 B L)2me(z)+%_1DS(5*5172)9(‘](‘) c Loo—O
with Dgses,_)0(f) € D2 5. This implies —2(20e(2)+s/2—1)+s—1+6 =0
wich implies fe(z) > 1/4. Then grad0(f) € D52, 5 and the induction can
begin, so 6(f) € D*°. Now we show that as U is y-Holderian with v > 1/4,
then the condition PRe(z) > 1/4 is fulfilled.
Now if we choose p = f,f, with

(grad U = " foEF,
k=1
(ff being extended as 0 on R_ U [2, +oc[, and affine on [1,2]). We have that
each ff is a-Holderian, v > 1/4. Then for all (¢, k), ff * 3., with Re(z) = 1/4,
is in Ct. So @} = (f{ * B.) exists (Proposition 2.2.i) and pf, * f1—, = f, which
is y-Holderian with v > 1/4 (Proposition 2.2.iii). O

Now we will prove another theorem of inversibility and D°°-morphism,
with another hypothesis on (T3,)~*.

DEFINITION 5..5. A family (A;)ien, of elementary tangent processes will
be said to be a multiplicative family if and only if it verifies the following two
conditions: (e;)ien, being an Hilbertian basis of H,

a) if X e D*°(Q, H), then Y 32,6, A, X € D*(Q,H® H),

b) (Xi)ien, being such that 3 72, e; @ X; € D*(Q, H ® H), then

X, A X; €D, H).

LEMMA 5..12. The family A; = U(t,w)e; U™ (t,w),i € N, is a mutiplicative
family.

Proof. Condition a) of Definition 5..5. As U is a multiplicator, if X €
D>*(Q,H), U.X € D*(Q?, H). Then:

(gradU).X = grad(U.X) — Ur(grad X)
and

D e ®AX =Ug (grad . X).
=1
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Condition b) of Definition 5..5. B being an nxn-matrix, let X € D™*°(Q, H);
we define B - X by:
VY e D®(Q, H), (B-X,Y) = (X,'BY).
We will give meaning to grad(B - X) with X € D™*°(Q, H) by:
grad(B - X) = (grad B) - X + Br(grad X)
with (grad B) - X defined on Y € D*(Q, H ® H) by

(grad B- X,Y) = (gradB - X, Z Ve, ® eg>
k¢

= (X, i (ex'B) (g Y“e4>>

and (Bgrad X,Y) = (grad X,'BY).

Following a similar proof as in condition a) in the same way we have: if
X € D™°(Q,H), then >°,¢, ® 4, X € D°(Q,H ® H). Then the map
O: DF(Q,H) D (N H®H),

O(X)=> e ®AX eD ™(QH®H),
i=1
admits as dual map:

o*: D®(Q, H ® H) — D®(Q, H)

D*(Yre, @ e) ZA (Yie)) € D®(Q, H)
=1

Now let a family of (X;);en, such that:

> ei®X; €D®(QH®H).
=1

Then X; = Ye, is such that Y = 3°%°, Yie; ® e, € D®(Q, H ® H) and

ZA (Y¥e) = ZAX e D™(Q, H).
1=1
O

THEOREM 5..12. Let U an adapted process, multiplicator with values in
n X n-unitary matrices ; and let Oy the associated morphism from L9 in
itself. Let A be an elementary tangent process, that is each A is an nxn-A.M.,
and is a multiplicator ; we define Ty by:

Ty(A) =UDAU™ + A.

T is a “pseudo linear tangent map” of 6.
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We suppose that Ty admits an inverse (Ty)~t, which verifies the additional
property: for each multiplicative family (A;)ien,, (Ty) ™ (A;)ien, is a multiplicative
family. Then if (6y) ™" exists from L°70(Q) in dtself, (6y) " is a D™ -morphism.

Proof. We write (Ty) "1 (A;) = Gy, with A; = U(t, w) (e; UV (t, w).
(e;)ien, being an Hilbertian basis of H, and h € H, then straightforward
computation shows that:

e;.0[W ()] — Dc,0[W (h)] = /Olthu—lei ds = UO(grad W (h)), ey . (24)

Both members of (24) are 6-derivations, so (24) is still valid for polynomials in
Gaussian variables.

Let f such that #(f) € D* ; then f € L>®°7%(Q) and if £, is a sequence of
polynomials in Gaussian variables which converges L% towards f then (24)
is still valid with f as above, but (24) has to be rewritten:

5= DelB(les = grad 6() ~ U0 grad f 5)

and is an equation using distributions. If a € L®7%(Q), 322, D¢, (a)e; is a
distribution because

Vg € D(, H), (f;Dcxa)ei,g) _ <a,§’;Dci<<ei,g>H>)
im1 i=1
= (a, div <i C; grad(e;, g>H>>

i=1

and now using Definition 5..5.b, as 6(f) € D*>(Q2), we have:

> Dc;(0(f))e; = divg (Z e; ® C grad 9(f)>

i=1 i=1
which is in D°°(2, H) thanks to Definition 5..5.a; grad 6(f) € D> (2, H) because
0(f) € D>. Now we apply each item of (25) to U6(g) where g is a polynomial
vector map: so we see that there exist a D°°(€2, H) vector field W such that

/Q (W,U8(9)) 1 = (grad f,g) (26)

Now we take a sequence, g,, of polynomials vector maps, converging in
D>®(Q, H) towards g € D>°(Q, H). From (26), we see that the L°~C-limit
(grad f, g) exists and this for f such that 6(f) € D*°.

Theset {f /0(f) € D®} is L= %-dense in L°7°(Q) which implies grad f €
D>*(Q, H), so f € D{°(Q). So (24) is then an equation in which, each item is
a function.
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Now we proceed by induction: we know, by hypothesis, that 6=1: D® —
L0 Suppose that for all f such that (f) € D>, then f € D(Q). Then
(25) can be rewritten:

grad f = 07U~ |grad 6(f) — fj Dc,0(f)e;
=1

which implies grad f € Dy°(2, H), so f € DY (£2) and 6~ is a D*°-morphism
of D*(Q) in itself. O

REMARK 5..9. If 6 is a D*°-diffeomorphism, (Ty)~' will transform a
multiplicative family (A;)ien, in a multiplicative family ((Ty) ™ A;)ien, -
Proof.
TyuA; =UD U™ + Ay = —(DaUNU + A;.
For the condition a): we have to show that if X € D*(Q, H),

Z e & (TMAZ')X S ]D)OO(Q,H & H)
i=1
It is enough to show that S°%°, ¢; ® (DA U)ULX € D™®(Q, H® H). As

Zei ® Dy, f =divg <Ze,~ ® Aj; gradf) ,
i=1 i=1

we see that: f— 329, Dy, fe; is a derivation, that sends D*°(2) in D*(Q, H).
So %0, €; @ (DA UNULX is in D®(Q, H @ H).

Condition b): let ® the map : D*(Q,H ® H) — D*>(Q, H) that sends
O3 X e @ X;) = 300, AiXi. As (Aj)ien, is a multiplicative family, ® is
legitimate. Then, if Z € D*(Q, H):

*: D0, H) - D > (Q,H® H)
and
(Z)=-> e ®AZ
i=1
So the same treatment as in condition a) above proves that the condition b) is
fulfilled.

Now we know that (734 A;)ien, is a multiplicative family. We will compute
(Ty) ™! to prove that ((Ty7) ™1 A;)ien, is a multiplicative family. From 6[W (h)] =
Jo thd=1.dB and 6= W (h)] = [, thV~1.dB, we deduce:

V=0 U).
Then

1 . 1,
(9—1ODA09)(W(h)):/O thG_l(DAZ/{_l)V-dBJr/O tho~ YUt A)V. dB
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which implies:
(07" 0 D40 0)(W(h)) = Dy-rpyy13,(anay (W (h))-
As we have supposed 6 to be a D*°-diffeomorphism:
VfeD>(Q), 67" o Dg o= Dy-1pg17,an-
We denote Sy(A) = U 1Ty (AU, then:
9_1 o DA of = Dgfl(su(A)).
We also have: § o Dy o0~ = Dg[se(u)]A/. So the maps A — 671(Sy(A)) and
A" = (S (A)) are inverses.
So we have:

9_1 o Su ofo Sg(u) =1Id.
So

S 060 Sppy 00t =1d,

s0 60 Sy 00~ is the inverse of Sy. Then Ty, is inversible, and ((Ty/) ™' A;)ien,
is a multiplicative family. O

Two examples showing that the transformation 6: 6[W (h)] = fol thi/='. dB,
extended to L% — L>®°7% does not admit an inverse, even if I/ admits one.

COUNTER EXAMPLE 5..1. Let (Bt(l),Bt(z)) an R2-Brownian, with Bél) =
B(()2) =0, and denote A = \/(B§1))2 + (Bt@))z. And let

D O
t t

Z/[(t,w):< §(2> B%)) and U(0,w) = Idge.
_ by t

Then O[W (h)] = fol thid='. dB can be extended in an L= "-morphism, denoted

again 0. Then, if R is a rotation with angle o, in R, with origin 0,

1 ) 1
RIO(W (h))] = /0 R dB) = /0 Y. dB = 0] (h)].

Then by extension: R(0(f)) = 0(f), Vf € L®7%Q). So 0 cannot be surjective

because there exists elements of L=°~°(Q) which are not invariant for rotations.

COUNTER EXAMPLE 5..2. Let W[l ()] = Jy Us- dBs, with:
Us; =41 <= B;>0andUs = -1 < B; < 0. Then

t t
X = Wiyl = [ (Lpzo) ~ Lpco) - dB. = | (Lp.o0) ~ Lip.<op) -dB.

And let 6 the map Co(]0,1],R) — Co(]0,1],R) defined by: 0(x) = —x. Then

t
0o X; :/0 (_]l{Bs>0} + ]l{Bs<0}> -(— st) = X;.
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So the o-algebra generated by the Xi, 0(Xy) = {X¢ /t € [0,1]}, is left invariant
by 0. But 0 is not surjective because o(X;) C Fi, where o(Xy) is the o-algebra
generated by {X; /t € [0,1]}.

6. P (V,g) is a D*>°-stochastic manifold

Let V,, be an n-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold with the metric
g, and let V be a connection on Vj,, compatible with ¢(!); and F; ;. the Christoffel
symbols.

6. 1 Introduction

We recall the definition of a Brownian motion p;, V,,-valued, starting from
p(0) = mg € V,,, and some of the properties of the stochastic parallel transport
(SPT in short).

a)Vf e C®(V,,q): fopi— fopo— % fé’ Afops-ds = M¢(t), Ms(t) being
a martingale.

b) The SPT is an intrinsic notion.

¢) The scalar product is invariant by SPT: if X; and X, are two vectors
in T, Vi and X;(t,w) € Ty Vi (i = 1,2) are the SPT of X; and X» "along
w(t)", then:

Gu(t) (Xl(t,W),Xg(t,W)) = ng(Xl,XQ)

d) In a local chart of (V,,,g), X*(w,t) being the k' coordinate of the SPT
vector X, we have:

X¥(tw) == [ T (0(s)) X7 o ) W

We will also denote by X,(t,w) the SPT of the vector X € T}, V, "along
the curve (w(t))", at time t.

e) Let (U, 0) be a chart centered on m € V,,, U being the domain of the
chart and 6 the coordinate map. wu being an isomorphism of R" in 7},,V,,
and ey, a = 1,...,n the canonical basis unit vectors of R", we denote ug,(,w)
the SPT of ue,, "along the curve w(t)", and by ZE(t,w) = (f,ua(t,w))”, the
k" component of the vector us(t,w), when read in the chart (U,6). Then
the matrix Z* is invertible and if we write dBF = (Z_l)ﬁdMJ’f(t), B, is an
n-dimensional Brownian motion, and we have:

1 -
dpl = §Apkds +Z) - dB* (2)

(1) with possibly a non-vanishing torsion.



103

And direct calculus shows that:

dpt = Z/’j odB" (3)

DEFINITION 6..1.

H being the canonical C.M. space, u an isomorphism of R" in 7T}, V;,, and
o (t,w) = (ueq)//(t,w) as above, we denote:
ffeH }

H is called the new Cameron-Martin space, in short: N.C.M.. A scalar
product on H is defined by:

H = {v(t,w) = Z fr(t)uu(t,w)
pn=1

noo
(0 (t, @), va(t,w)) 7 :; /0 Fi(5) fa(s)ds

With ()7, H is an Hilbert space.
Each v(t,w) € H is a process, valued in the fiber-tangent 7V,.
We recall the theorem of moment inequalities for martingales [8, p.110].

THEOREM 6..1. If M is the set of continuous locally square integrable

martingales, there exist universal constants ¢, and Cp, (1 < p < +00) such that
VM e M, andt > 0:

cplE

M2p}<E M. M1 < C.E MQP}
Qoax |M[7) < E[(M, M){] < GE | max | M|

COROLLARY 6..1. The solution of the equation of the SPT, (1),
is D*°-bounded.

Proof. (Vp,g) is a compact Riemannian manifold, and 0 < ¢ < 1.

The equation (1) shows that X* is € L>°~°(Q, H), but we do not know if
XF* admits as gradient a function. We can deduce from (1), that X* admits as
gradient, a distribution; but we do not know if this distribution is a function.

To overcome this difficulty, we proceed as such:

If gradient X* exists, as a function, it will verify the equation:

t ‘ , t ‘ , t ‘ .
grad X* = —/0 (gradFZ)Xﬂ odp’ —/0 Ffj (gradX9> odp’ —/0 FijJ o grad dp’
(4)

and grad(dp’) can be computed with (2).
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So we can look for a system of two unknown functions verifying equations
(1) and (4): V,, being a C*° compact manifold, the coefficients of this system
of two equations are all C*°-bounded; so the system ((1), (4)) admits a unique
solution which is L~ %-bounded. Iterating this process shows that the solution

of (1) is D*°-bounded.

O
COROLLARY 6..2. Ifuy,...,ux are k SPT vectors, and T is a C* k-invariant
tensor on (Vy,q), then T (u1, ..., uy) is D>-bounded.
Proof. all derivatives of 7 are bounded on (V,,, g) and
supyeo,1] |uullor(,my, £ =1,..., k are all bounded. Then for the Malliavin
derivative of order r:
Supogogl ||g1"adr (T(u1, PN ,'I,Ln))HéH is LP-bounded.
O

6. 2 Construction of a D>-atlas on P, (V,,g)

Now we will construct on P, (V,,, g) a D*-atlas:
) (2
Let two connections V and V compatible with the metric g; the D*>°-atlas

AonP,,, (V,,g) consists of two Wiener spaces W and W, and the corresponding
Ito maps I; and I5. The chart change maps are then:

Ji=Ltol, Jh=I'ol

1) (2
Now we limit ourselves to the case for which the trace of the tensor V — V

is zero, so that the Laplacian is invariant.

Otherwise A is still a D>-atlas on Py, (V,,¢g), but the calculus is more
complex because the Brownians associated to the two connections differ by a
drift (a vector field on V,,); and the image of the probability on the first chart,
by any of the J’s, differs from the probability on the second chart by a density.

Let € be the morphism associated to the chart change map J; 6 leaves
invariant laws and filtrations, so it leaves invariant the quadratic variations
and the martingale property. So there exists an n X n matrix V such that
0(dBy) = VdBy, which implies if h € Hy: 6[W (h)] = [*hVdBy, th being the
n-linear vector obtained by transposition of the n-column vector h.

As 0 keeps invariant the quadratic variation, we have ‘VV = Id; and as 0
leaves invariant the filtrations, V) is also an adapted process.

LEMMA 6..1. V is a D*°-process and a multiplicator.
Proof. We denote by E(t,w) and F(t,w) the frames on V,,, obtained by
() 2)

SPT when using the two connections V and V
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From (1), we know that the SPT vectors which form the basis E(t,w),
F(t,w) are D*°-semi-martingales with martingales parts, a-Holderian (a < %),
and bounded variations parts of class C'.

Then from VE = F, we get using Corollary 6..1 that V' is D*°. As:

dV=dF.E~' + FdE™! (5)

V is a semi-martingale, with the martingale part being a-Hoélderian and
the bounded variation part being of class C!. The iterated gradients of V will
verify similar equations, and so will be also semi-martingales with martingales
parts being a-Holderian, and bounded variations parts being of class C'. So V
is a D*°-multiplicator.

Now we write ! = V.

O

LEMMA 6..2. With the previous notations, if 0~1(U) is a multiplicator
from D>®(Q, L2([0,1],R™)) in dtself, and if 0~ (gradd~L - U) is a multiplicator
from D> (Q, L2([0, 1], R™)) to D>®(Q, H ® L%([0,1],R™)), then 6(D>) C D>(Q).

Note: 0~ (gradUd =1 - U) acts on D>®(€, L%(]0, 1], R™)) by left-tensor

matrix multiplication; if Xij is the (7, 7) vector entry of the

n x n-matrix 671 [gradd~! - U], and if ag(t,w),k =1,...,n is an item of
D> (9, L%([0,1],R™)), we have:

[(0_1 (gradZ/{_l Z/{)) (ak)L = f:al ® X
=1

Proof. first we remind the definition of the operator denoted divp:
If Xq,..., X} are constant vectors of H, and if Y7,...,Y}, are D°-vector
fields, by definition:

k k
divp <Z X; ® YZ> = Z (divY;) - X; (see Chap. 5, before Lemma 5, 1)
i=1 i=1
With Theorem 2, 4, and Corollary 2, 4, divg can be extended in a continuous
linear operator from D>*°(Q2, H @ H) to D>*(Q, H). O

6~ being a continuous D*°-morphism, for h € H, we have:

0 [W(h)] = /01 thiu=1.dB

grad [0(W ()] = /Olthgradu_l.dB + <t — /Otu—lh ds>

1 . t .
_ / Ui(grad U U) UV .dB + <t o / U ds)
0 0
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And:
= [gradH(W(h))]:/Olthﬁ_l [arad =" U] 97 U1 dB) + (t—>/ 6! hds)
:/Olthe—l [grad ™" -] .dB + (t—>/0 o~ U )h ds)

(6)

(€;)ien, being an Hilbertian basis of H, we define:

6! [grad O(f)] = divg [i e1 @ (e, 07 (gradU =" - U)) g grad f
=1

+(t—>/ 61 Dygrad f ds)

From the r.h.s. of (7), one can verify that the definition of =1 [grad 6(f)]
is legitimate, and that it is a derivation on D*°(2), by using U*.U = Id; and
that if f =W (h) (h € H), then (7) is identical to (6).

Moreover, 0~ [grad §(f)] is a D>-continuous derivation.

Now we proceed by induction:

we know that 6 : D> — L~ Suppose § : D>® — DX, r € N,.

The 1.h.s. of (7) implies that 6~! [grad 6(f)] € D®(Q2, H), so

060~ [grad (f)] € D°, which implies: grad §(f) € D, so (f) € D33;.

LEMMA 6..3. If 0 is an auto-diffeomorphism of D*°:
i) the associated U to 6 is a D> -multiplicator.
i) 071 (U) and 0(gradU~1.U) are multiplicators.

Proof. U being associated to the diffeomorphism 6, is D*°-bounded. From

Corollary 4, 1, we see that w are h- uniformly multiplicators which

implies tha the same is true for the processes; E tt+hl/{ .dBJ, because:

let V be a D*°-vector field; §~1(V) is also a D*-vector field; then (t — W . 9_1(V))
is a D>-vector field and so is: (t — 6 {W - H_I(V)})

which equals: (t — 0 [W} . V)

or equals: (t — == ft+hl/{ dBJ) V.

Then + (];Hh Uy; .dBJ> - (Bg(t + h) — Bg(t)) are h—uniformly

multiplicators, and with Ito’s formula, denoting MZ-( ) = h tt+hZ/{ dBJ
and M,g2) = By(t + h) — Bg(t), we get:

1 t+h t+h 1 [tth

t+h _
- < L{igl.dB3> - (Bg(t + h) — Bi(t)) = My .dM, + My.dM1 + - U, ds
t t t
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Direct calculus shows that: ftHh Mi(l) .dM]gz) —|—ftt+h Méz) .dMZ-(l) is L?-bounded,
h-uniformly.

So an extracted sequence of
ik 1 otth . 1 pttho
{cp — (E/t u; .dBJ) Bt = Bet)— [ s / hw}

converges L%-weakly towards a limit.

But: + (f/"U;".dB7) - (By(t+ h) — By(t)) € Fi 0 Fipn -

As the filtration is right-continuous, we have: limyo Fi- N Fpp = {0}

Then an extracted sequence of 3 ( tt+h L{igl.dBj> (By(t + h) — By(t)) converges
L?-weakly towards 0.

Combining these two extractions, we get a new sequence denoted again
(I>§f‘C such that (I>§f‘C converges L2-weakly towards Z/{izl and such that:

3 ( tt+h Uigl.dBj> - (By(t + h) — Bi(t)) converges L?-weakly towards 0.

Then a barycentric net B}'Lk built with the @Zk, will converge L? strongly
towards Z/{izl.

With the same barycentric combination that was used to get B}Lk from the
sequence (@}f / hl O), but this time applied to the sequence

{(% t“'h L{igl.dBj) . (Bf+h — Bf) / hl 0}, we get a net of h-uniform multiplicators,
denoted M }sz

Then: VX € D*(, H), we have:

V(p,r) and V(i,k) € N, x Ny: sup,, HM;Lk-XHDf.(Q,H) bounded and M¥X
converges L2-strongly towards Z/lﬁch .

Then, by interpolation, we have that Z/{Z-Tf1 is a D*°(£2, H) multiplicator.

ii) U is a D> multiplicator: so if V' is a D*°-vector field, U.6(V) is also a
D*>®-vector field; and then 61 (U).0710(V) is a D*®-vector field which implies
that: 0=1(U) is a D*°-multiplicator.

Similar proof for gradd~'.U, with a vector field V € D*(W, H), then
(gradU~LU)O(V) € D®*(W,H @ H). O

Now we have:

THEOREM 6..2. The set P, (Vy,, g) can be endowed with a D*°-stochastic
manifold structure.
&) 2
Proof. Let V and V be two connections on (V,,, g), both compatible with
g, I1 and I the respectively associated Ito maps, J = I, Lo I, the chart change
map, and 6 the morphism associated with J.

1) (2
We suppose that V and V both verify the Driver condition, so the associated
(1) )

Laplacians A and A are equal (see following Lemma 6, 4).
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Then if Bl and B2 are the associated Brownians, we have:
dBy =U71dB, = 0(dB;) (8)

By and B, being as in (2), and U being associated to 6, such that: 8 [W (h)] =
fol tilZ/l‘l.dBL

From (8), we get: U(w1)dBy = dBy, so: 8(U)dBy = dBj, which implies
that 0(U) is a D*°-multiplicator.

From Udég = dél, we deduce:

gradU™1.dBy + U grad(dB;) = grad(dBy).

This last SDE shows that grad /! is a D*°-multiplicator, and then grad &/ ~!.1
is a D°°-multiplicator.
Then from Lemma 4, 2, we get that 6 is a D°°-diffeomorphism and that
Ppo (Vi, g) with this chosen atlas is a D*°-stochastic manifold. O
(1) 2)
LEMMA 6..4. If two connections V and V on the n-dimensional compact
manifold Vi, are compatible with the metric g, and if both connections verify the

1) )
Driver condition, then the Laplacians A and A are identical.
) (2
Proof. Denote M (u,v) = Vv — V.
1) (2 (1) (2) (1) 2
Then Vv — Vv = M(u,v) = T (u,v) — T (u,v), T and T being the
1) (2)

torsions of the connections V and V.

Then from u.g(v,v) — u.g(v,v) = 0, we have:

g(M(u,v),v) =0 (9)
From v.g(u,v) — v.g(u,v) = 0, we have:
g(M(v,u),v) + g(u, M (v,v)) =0 (10)

1 2
And because V and V verify the Driver condition, we have:

g(M(u,v),v) —g(M(v,u),v) =0 (11)

From (9), (10), (11) we get: g(u, M(v,v)) =0, so: M(v,v) =0, Vo.

1 @ (1) 2) n @
As A=A =51 ,Vee =37 Ve, we get: A=A,

7. Derivations on P, (V},)

Let (V},, g) be a Riemannian n-dimensional compact manifold with connection
V, compatible with g, and Py, (V},, g) be as usual the set of all continuous paths:
[0,1] — V,,, starting from mg € V,.
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We now want to prove that under the Driver condition, the D*°-module
generated by a specific type of derivations (being built using C'*° vector fields
on V,), is "dense" in the set of all D*°-continuous derivations.

7.1 If any D, type of derivation has an unique D*°-derivation
extension, the Driver condition is fullfilled

We denote by I the Ito application of the Wiener space W into P, (Vy,, g),
and if f € C*(V},), by

Fry(w) = (f o) ()(t) (1)

H being the NCM as in Definition (5, 1), we define, with v € H, an operator
D, by:

Dy (Frt) (W) = (v )l 1)) (2)

We will show that if the Driver condition is satisfied, D, can be extended
in a D*°-continuous derivation on D*°(Q2), and conversely.
The Driver condition being: if 1" is the torsion of the manifold,

Vu,v € I'(V,,),  ¢(T(u,v),v) =0.

We first show that D, is an adapted derivation, assuming it has a unique
extension on D>, denoted again D,,. For this we need:

LEMMA 7..1.
olFrs/s<t feC™®V,)]=F

Proof. The inclusion
o[Fts/s<t, feC®V,)] CF
is trivial. To prove the reverse inclusion, it is enough to prove that
Bico|Fps/s<t feC®V,)]
By being defined as in Section 6, introduction a).
aBf = (271)) amf
We have with Section 6 notations:
Z;]j = (H*uu(w,t))k,
dZy = -T2} o dp’
so ZF is the solution of a SDE with coefficients in o [Fy, /s <t, f € C®(V,)],

S0 Z{j €o[Fps/s <t feC®(Vy,)).
Now from (6, 3) we have

dB{ = (271); o dp}
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Then, as (Z~1)} € 0 [Fpe /s <t,f € C®(V,)],

Bi€alFrs/s<t feC®V,).
O

THEOREM 7..1. Assuming there exists a unique extension of D,, defined
on its domain by (2), this extension is an adapted derivation.

Proof. The definition (2) of D, and Lemma 7..1 show that: D,Fy; € F;.
So the extension of D,, to D*° being supposed D*>°-continuous, D, is an adapted
derivation. O

THEOREM 7..2. The NSC for D, (v € f[} to have a unique D°°-continuous,
adapted extension on D>°(W) with zero divergence is the Driver condition: if
T is the torsion of V,

Vua vE F(Vn)v g(T(u7 U)7 u) =0 (3)
Before proving Theorem 7..2, we need some lemmas.

k _ k 00
LEMMA 7..2. Z; = (Z(t,w)),, is a D*°-bounded process.

Proof. This is corollary 6, 1. O

To prove that (3) is a necessary condition, we suppose now that D, can
be extended in a D*°-continuous unique adapted derivation on D*°(W), again
denoted D,,.

LEMMA 7..3. Ifve H, Dv(Zﬁ) and F%Zﬁfuj are D*°-bounded semi-martingales.
Proof.
i)
k_ _pk 7j ]
dZ, = -1y Zj, o dp’

) 1 . )
_ k i k i
= T3 25, dp' — 5 [d(T;Z)), dp']

The bracket gives a D*°-bounded process xdt denoted: ij -dt and
DU2 fj has meaning because we have supposed that D, is a derivation
on D*°(W). Then:
Dy(T3;Z5.dp") = (DoY) Z}.dp' + T5(Dy Z)).dp' + T Z] Dy (dp')
But
Dy(dp’) = d(Dyp’) = do’ (4)
and v is a D*°-S.M.

ii) Ffj(pt) is a S.M, and F%Zﬁvj is the product of three S.M.
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Proof of the necessary condition. Now, from

k _ 7k .
dp” = Z,, odB" (6, 3)
we get:
kY _ k > k 5.
Du(dp") = Du(Zf) 0 dB* + 2} 0 Dy(dB) (5)
We suppose that D, (dB*) has the form
d(D,B*) = hfdt + Ak .dB" (6)

where ¢ — fg hids is a D*-vector field. Reporting (6) and (4) in (5):
dvF(t,w) = Dy(ZF) o dB* + ZFhldt + ZF o Al - dAB”

As v* is a SPT vector,

—T%Zv o dB" = Dy(ZF) o dB* + ZERdt + Z} o A}, - dB* (7)
Identifying the It6 integals in (7), we get:

k,J 7t k kAN
—Th 2! = D, (Z8) + 25 A), (8)

From (8) and Lemma 7..2, then Af; is a D*°-S.M. So we can rewrite D,,(dB¥)
as:

d(D,B") = hidt + Al 0 dB* (9)
where ¢ — fg hg ds is a D®-vector field. Then as in definition 6.1 for H, we
write v = Y5 fH(H)up(t, w):

Dy (dp*) = do*

d (Z f“(t)Zﬁ>
pn=1

— i f”(t)Z[jdt + i fr(t) o le’j(t,w)
p=1 p=1
_y ) ZEdt — T8 Z0 o dp (10)
n=1
But
fuZ,i = f”(ﬁ*uu(t,w))j
= (0 (f*un(t,w)))’
= v (t,w)
SO

D, (dpk)

. k ki ~
k ~
D, (ZF o dB")
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with (10), we get then:
frzldt = Tip! Z) o dB* = Dy(Z)) o dB" + Z}; 0 D, (dB")
= Dy(Z}) o dB* + Z}hhbdt + Zf AY o dB?
Using (8) for the identification of the terms with dt, in the above equation,
brings

¢
= [ fs)as (11)
0
To determine AZ we write
dAl(t,w) = af ,dt + b} .dB” (12)
where a]f’u and b/]j’p are the components of (n + 1) n X m-matrices.

So we differentiate (8):
ZNAY = —Dy(Z}) - T30 Z,

and report (12) in (8). The only time that the expression bﬁ’ p.dB” will appear,
after differentiation of both members of (8) will come on the right side; all
other terms of (8) after differentiation, will bring either terms in dB or dt, for
which the coefficients are D*°-S.M. After identification of the terms in dB, we
see that b;kt,p is a D*°-S.M.

So we can rewrite (12) as

dAk u(t,w) = a3 udt + bk odB* (13)
o make a5 , an explicit, we differentiate and report (13) in :
T k ’2“# dbﬁ,p li diff d d Z;fAf;
d(Z5A)) = A)odZk + Z} 0 dA),

= —ANTKZ{ o dp' + Z§a3 ,dt + Z5b), 0 dB? (14)

d(T}0/Z}) = v/ Z} o dT}; + T} 2} 0 do/ + Tjv? 0 dZ),

77t 2 Fij P i farzj

=z, Z Sap OV |+ T2, f 73t

— r;gz;rgav odp” — Tjn'T, Z), o dp” (15)
d(Dy (Z})) = Dy(dZ}) = =D, [T5,Z] 0 dp']

= —(D,I})Z) o dp' —T}5(DyZ}) o dp’

~T52Z) 0 D,(dp') (16)
But
n 8Fk

ij
Za v
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and (8):
Dy(Z}) = ~Ti 0" Z5 — Z} A,
SO
d(Dy(2))) = —(D,Th)Zl o dp” — TF(DyZ),) o dp? — T%,Z, 0 D,(dp”)

n k
_ Z arpivrzi odpp+1“k- (Fz V75 + ZZA)\> Odpp
— ox” B pi \* sr Iz A

—T5Z5 (frZidt — Tiw® o dp”) (17)

Reporting (14), (15), (17) in both differentiated sides of (8) and identifying
the terms in dt, we get:

as, = fTh 2,25 (27")] (18)

So a3, is intrinsically defined:

as,, =g (T (f*ua ) w) (18))

To evaluate b;)l,p we report (14), (15), (17), in both differentiated sides of (8)
and we identify the terms in dB? we get

—ANTNZ3Z) 0 ABP+ Z3b), , 0 AB?

j 7t arfﬂ T P k iy ,orpr Rp
=~/ 250 20 dB” + T 2,1, 0" Z) 0 dB

kgt 7S v > arlﬁz S 7t 7T 5.
+ T 2577 0 dBP + s ! VAWARYVile
— T}, (T9,0"Z5 + Z{A}) Z 0 dBF

— I}, 200 Z) 0 dBP

which after simplification and rewriting some indices:
ork. ork

k k
oxs - WZTS + anPZ}s + I‘ns 7T‘L2

S A AR N } = Zfbjhp (19)

A {

nt—rs

We can rewrite (19):

, ork  ark
2325 |5 - G T, AT AT - AT
ork,  ork
T+ 55— 5| = Zab,

From
p o ory ork

Rsm’_ oS " rit osn ™. st (20)
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and
Vi T3 = 0,5 — T}l — TR Ty + T T (21)
we get:
zZ5v) , = (RE, + v, 18) ZL 270 (22)

which can be written
by = gR(v,up,up), ual + g ((V%T> (v,uu),ua> (22')

Now we want to prove that t — fg hi(s)ds is a D®(Q, H)-vector field. From
(6), (9) and (12), we have

1 1 1 . 99
h’f:h’5+§zlbﬁ,u (227)
/1/:

From (22), we have:
k i —1\k,j
Vo = (i + Vo T37) 2,227 )i
and v =>"7_; fY(t)u,(t,w), so:
. Ik .
bﬁ,u = ( gri + V"Tﬁ) 22, (Z 1>a rnz
As f¥ € H, supyejoq) |f”(?)] is bounded, and each other element in the b;]j’u’s
formula is either a component of a SPT vector, or of a C* function of such
components, on a compact manifold, so all these elements are D*°-bounded, and

te Jo bk ds is a D®-vector field. Now hy : t — J3hi(s)ds is a D®-vector
field and D, — h; is a D*°-continuous derivation such that

d (D,B* — hf) = Al .dB* (6)
But by Clark-Ocone, if o € D*(W) there exists &, such that
1 ~
a = constant + / &y, - dB*
0

and

(Dy — In)(a) = /01 (D, — h1)a,) - dB" + /01 G,(Dy — hy) - dBH

1 . 1 .
= / (Dy — h1)ay, - dB* +/ a, Al -dB”
0 0
SO
E[(Dy, —h1)a] =0=div(D, —h;) =0
Now D, — hy is a derivation, adapted and with a null divergence; from

Theorem IV, 1, we deduced that there exists a n X n antisymmetric matrix flﬁ
which as a process, is an adapted multiplicator such that:

D, — hy =div flgrad.
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The fundamental isometry show that flﬁ = Aﬁ p.a.s. So Aﬁ is an antisymmetrical
n X n matrix. From (13), we deduce that ag“ is antisymmetrical. Then
a’iug (up(t,w),uy(t,w)) =0, up(t,w) and u(t,w) being the SPT of the vectors
uey, ue, (e and e, being canonical basis vectors of R").

So g(aguuk,uu) = 0, which implies gij(aé’uZ,i,ZZ) = 0. With (18), we
have: '

Gij (T (uu(w,t), fo‘ua(w,t))z ) Zﬁ) =0
S0
g (T (uu(w,t), faua(w,t)) ,u“(w,t)) =0

and ¢g(7T'(X1,X2), X1) = 0, which is the Driver condition (3). O

7. 2 Reapracally, if the Driver condition is fullfilled, then any
D,-type of derivation has an unique D>-derivation
extension

Now we want to show that the Driver condition (3) is a sufficient condition.
So given v € H, v = fY(t)u,(t,w) we have an operator D, acting on
functions Fy(w) such that

(DuFry) (W) = (0(w(t)) - 1w (2)
and we define
- t,
D, =div A, grad + <t — / hi(s) ds) (23)
0
where . ,
(A (w,1) = /0 af (v)ds + /0 ok B (24)
with
k fe o} i 77 —1\k, j
bu,p(v) = ( Jri + VTT]Z) ZuZp(Z 1)aU] (25)
and
a ,(v) = [T 2, Z3(Z7 )5 = g(T(f2, wp), uy) (26)
and
. . 13 . .
h’f:f’“+§Zb/’j#:h2+h3 (27)
pn=1
with
7 1 a k ’
hs = 3 Zl by (27")
/"L:

We have to prove that:

e A, is an antisymmetrical, adapted, matrix;

e A, is a multiplicator;

e the operator D, and div A grad + (t — fg hi(s) ds) coincide on p*.
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(24) can be rewritten:

A(v)():/ a1 (v ds+/ b(v), - dBP (24°)

From the intrinsic formulations of a¥ " ak o and bk and with the Driver
condiction (3), we get that A4, in (23) and (24) is mdeed antisymmetric.
We are going to show, for example, that g ((VUPT)(Uy Up), ua) is antisymmetric
n (u,«). For this, it is enough to prove that if XY, Z are vector fields on
From ¢(T(X,Y),X) = 0, we deduce ¢g(T(U,Y),V) = —g(T'(V,Y),U).
Then
The last term is zero by (3) (Driver condition), and:
=g (VZ(T(X7 Y))v X) +9 (T(X7 Y)a VZX)
=7 -9(T(X,Y),X)=0
Now we have to show that:

t t
(A (1) = /0 ok (v)ds + /0 bk B (24)
is a multiplicator.
b/]ip = g (R(v, Up, uﬂ)v ug) +g ((VUPT)(Uv uu)v ug) (25)

and t — f(f bﬁ,p -dB? is an Tto stochastic integral of a D*°-bounded process so
isa %—Hélderian D* process, so is a multiplicator. Then

af , = focg(T(ua,uu) uy) + QbZM (26)

%b/iu is D*°-bounded so t +— %fg by, ds is a D®(w, H) vector field, so the
process t — % fg by, . ds 1s a D*-multiplicator.
Then

grad’ {/ot fo‘(s)g(T(ua,u“),u,,)dS}
— /Ot fa(s)gradj {9(T(ua,upy),uy)} ds

<(f |l a ) (f oo 1007t}

so with criterion IV, 2, we see that

= )9 1ty ), ) ds

1
2
®IH )

is a multiplicator.
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Last: straightforward computation shows that (t > fg % D=1 b/'iu ds) is

a D®-vector field. Now we will show that (D, — v)p’ = 0, with v € H
and v = Y04 fH(t)uu(t,w). With the same notations as before, and with
a Stratonovitch integration by parts, we have:

t t
wtw) - = () = [ Peus@ds+ [ i) ez
t - t . - t .
(D, —v)p’ = D, (/0 ZﬁodB“) +/0 fﬂ(s)rgkzﬁzgodBP—/o f(s)1zf ds
With (9):
t ~ t t .
:/ DUZZOdBP—i—/ hngds+/ 20 AR 0 AR

/ T4 2570 0 AP — / fi(s)Ztds  but il = f*

- /0 R odBr 27)
with
R\ =DyZ! + Z4 Al + [T 28 7).
So
R = D,Z}+ Z, Al + T50" 2 (28)
Using
t
— L H RA
- /0 It,2 74 o dB
and (13):
dA} = a5, dt + b o dB?
we have
Y t
R, =-D, </ I, 25 Zk o dBO‘)
t t 5
/ AWTLZI 7Y 0 dB™ + / Zyab ,ds + /0 ZLbE o dB”
/ s J’f 7378 0 dB* — / D4k Td, 28 78 o dB°
+ / L5 20 f*Z) ds — / 14,2i05 0% 2} 0 dB® (29)
0 0
using (9):

d(Dy(BY)) = hgdt + A% o dB*

we can rewrite:

t t 5
D, ( /0 I, 257k o dBa) = /0 ((Dy —v)-T,) 2524 0 dB®
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t ~
+/ (v-T%,)ZZl o dB®

+ / I, Z”Z“ o dBO‘)

or, _
:/0 2 ((Dy —v) -p?) - Z Zt 0 AB”

ozh

t or, .
+ / ‘“’Zuzgvﬁ odB*
/ I, (DyZ2) 2t o dB”
/ IV, Z5(DyZk) o dB

4 v a
+/0 r',z7 78 fods

t
+ /0 IV, Z5 Z A) o dB (30)
Reporting (30) in (29)
N t Tt _ t ort
‘_ Hy _ e vzt a MY rzv 711 @
By=- | 55 (Dy—v)-p°) 252k 0 dB i L5 7, 740" 0 dB
/r (DyZ8)Z 0 dB™ — /Fwap”(D ZM) o dB?
- / T8, Zv Z8 fods — / T, 2574 A) 0 dB*
prp“a pr<p
t ~
/ AT 73 7% 0 dB + / Z\ah ,ds + /0 Zbk o dB®
+/ 5B J’f 71728 0 dB* - /P]kkafWZp”Z”odBa
+ / .70 17k ds — / 14 ZiTk P 72 0 dB° (31)

In this latest equation: the terms Nr. 5 + Nr. 8 + Nr. 12 = 0 (see (18)).

e The terms

zyoa

Nr.3 + Nr. 7= — /FZZ’ D,Z} + AkZ}) o dB

p

/ T4ZL (RS~ T, 0% 20) 0 dB®  (with (28

e Same for Nr. 4 + Nr. 6:

Wp

)

/Fwa;jD ZH+ Z{A)) 0odB* = — /rg ZY(RE — T 0" Z2) 0 dB*
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e Nr. O
t ~ t . -
+ / ZLbk 0 dBY = / (R +V,T5) 22 Z5v* 0 dB°
0 0

e Nr. 2 + Nr. 10:

tarfn i 7T, 8 R tarfs S r7i 71 o
_ ; axsZpZa?} OdB +A W’U ZpZQOdB

The sum of all derivatives of the Christoffel symbols of the terms Nr. 9 + Nr.
2 + Nr. 10 is zero.

Now we collect all the terms with double products of Christoffel symbols:
they come from terms Nr. 11, 13, from Nr. 3 + Nr. 7, Nr. 4 4+ Nr. 6, and from

the unused parts of R, + V, T, in Nr. 9: we get (A: summation index)

ST
t .
/0 + 25 ZE (= TG, = To I + T Ty — Tial2y

- FZ\WTIf,\ - FZ\Lkaz} + FfMTI?V + Fﬁjrik + Fg\urﬁk) odB”

which after reduction, equals 0.
So (31) becomes:

—~ t 8FZ R R ]
v _ Hv B v ) . Y N
Rp__/o { 0P ((Dv—v)-p )ZPZQL—I—FW (Zng—i—ZpRg)}odB (32)

We also have: .
(Dy —v) -pt = / R’ o dB® (27)

0
(32) and (27) constitute a linear system of SDE, for which the unknown variables

are Eﬁ, (D, —v) - p* and with null initial conditions of ﬁf, and (D, —v)-p’. So
(Dy =) -pf=0.

7. 3 Calculus of the D,-derivation of a k-covariant tensor, on
(Vo 9)

Let € be a k-covariant tensor of (V,,g) and v € H: v = fH(t)u,(t,w)
where u,(t,w) is the SPT of ue,, at instant ¢ “along w(t)”.

Let z;(t,w), i =1,...,k, SPT of vectors x; € T),,,V},, we want to compute
D% (z1(t,w), ..., xp(t,w)),

D, [€ (z1(t,w),...,zk(t,w))] = D, (%lzkx? . xzk) . i=1,...,n
To simplify the notations, we keep only one index 7; and make the calculus only
with this 4;:

D, [€(x;,)] = (v-,)(2}) + €, [ Doy |
A

=(v- (5@])(:17;]) + G, [—Ffjj’ﬁjvﬁm? - xl)fjAjj} with (8)
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«j, B; running from 1 to n and A; from 1 to k.

= (U ’ %a)(x;]) B Cgij (ng,ﬁjxjjv%) B %'j (T;;ijﬁjx?]) B Cgij (xi\]jAjJ)

i Ty
— (V) () = €, (T (2;,0) + 2 AY)

So

k
Dy [ [x1, ... ,xk]] = (V,E) (21, ... ,xk)—z% (ml, oo i1, Tz, v) —|—A§‘jaj)\j,...
j=1

We now apply this result to a bilinear symmetrical form on (V},, g), denoted ¢,
and compatible with the operator V of the connection on (V,,, g):

0 = Dygq(z1(t, w), z2(t,w))
= (Vuq)(z1,22) — q(z1, Az + T(22,0)) — q(Az1 + T'(21,0), 22)
= (Vyq)(x1,22) — q(z1, Axs) — q(x1, T (22,v)) — q(Az1,29) — (T (21, V), Z2)
= q(T(z1,v), 2) — q(21, T (22, v))

because V,q =0 anc} the antisymmetry of A. Which implies ¢(T'(z,y),z) = 0.
We recall that H, the NCM (New Cameron-Martin space) is the set

{Z fAt)uu(t,w)/ f* € H and u,(t,w) = ueu}

p=1

uy(t,w) is the SPT of ue,, evaluated at instant t € [0, 1] “along w”; (ey)u=1,...n
is the canonical basis of R” and u is the isomorphism between R™ and T, V,.
The scalar product on H is

with this scalar product, H is complete.
There is a correspondence between H and H: Vv € H, v =Y flu,(t,w),
we associate the element of H: (f#(t))u=1,..n. This correspondence is an

isometry and the image of v is denoted h(v): h(v) = (f*(t))u=1,..n- As a
basis B of H . we choose the following elements of H:

_ €rj =1 (\/§ fé cos 2mls - ds) w;(t,w)
B=qeg =t (t\/§ Ji sin 27k - ds) w;(t,w) (33)
el =t (fo 1- ds) w;(t,w)

B is a basis of H. We denote by €, (or €;) the generic basis vector of B. Now
we will define an operator denoted again grad, but associated to the NCM. ¢
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being a vector of E, we recall that

D, = div A(e)grad + (t > /Ot hi(e)(s) ds) (23)
with . .
(A@E))E (tw) = /0 of (e)ds + /0 bup(c) - ABP ( 24)
and
bk (e) = (RS + V, T5) Z2 20 (27 kel (25)
af ,(e) = h*(e) (T4 Z,Z5(Z ")k (26)

7. 4 Definition of the new-gradient on D*.

DEFINITION 7..1. (v;)ien, being a basis of H, we define, for f € D™®

grad f = i (szf) Vi (34)

i=1
We have to show that this definition is legitimate and that grad f is a
derivation (trivial). We will show that first, with the basis B, the defining
series in (33) is D>°-convergent. For this it is enough to prove:

LEMMA 7.4, If f,g € D>, then 02 D, f-De,g is D> -convergent. Nota:
€p is either ey ;, E;w- or €7, basis vectors of B.

To prove Lemma 7..4, it is enough to prove that (D, f)en, is a D> vector
field. From (23), we have:

D.,f = div A(e,)grad f + (t — /Ot hi(g,)(s) ds)

. 1 &
hi(e,) = \/§COS(2ﬂpt) + 5 Z bup (33)
pn=1
or V2sin(2mpt) + L Z by (27)
2 et ’

with

buu(e) = (RS + Vi T}}) 24 Z,(Z7Yih(e,)
(h(e,) # hi(e,)). Now, using ‘fg cos 27T€Sd8’ < £ and ’fé sin 27ks ds‘ < &
Cy being a constant, we see that

<t — /0 Chi(e)(s) ds>

is a D*°-vector field.
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To be able to do the same trick with div A(e,)grad f, we know that:

t t .
Ale,) = /0 ok (e,)ds + /0 bt (e, - dBe (24)
with '
bﬁ,a(ep) = (Rjri + Vﬂ}’?) ZZZQ(Z_I)fngp
and
alf“u(gp) = h(eﬁ)aTsI;‘Z;Z(i(Z ) + Zbﬁ,u
(Eq. 25 and 26)
The only item for which the trick is not directly possible is agvu(ep). So

we make a Stratonovitch integration by parts and we get:

t t
/0 ak (e,) ds = /0 (e, T 2 75(27 1) ds

= ([ e as) x [ mzzez 0B
—/Oth( o) o d (T4 Z,Z5(Z27)8) (35)

As a’f#, T, Z),, Z;,, and (Z_l)],f are D°°-semi-martingales, we can make this
integration by parts. Then each Stratonovitch integral in (35) is a-Holderian,
a < %, p-uniformly, and is multiplied by %, which is due to the presence of
h(ep)®.

The Lebesgue integral in the r.h.s. of (35) is also a Stratonovitch integral

multiplied by % which appears because of fg h(ep)®(s)ds.
So (Da ) f)peN is a D*>-vector field. We also have to prove that the

definition of the new grad does not depend on the basis (v;)jen,. For this,
we prove first that the map H 2 v — D, f € D is continuous;

D,f =divAygrad f +t — /t hi(v)(s)ds (23)
0

From (27), we see that v — (t = Jo by (v)(s) ds) is continuous, when seen as a
vector field. The map v +— div A,grad f is continuous because with (24), (25),
(26), we see from the equations defining b(v) and a(v), so A(v), that A(v) is
uniformly multiplicator.

Then if (v;)en, is a basis of H, and which w € H, we have

L L
<2Dvif-vi,w> Z(szf) (vi, w >I§'
i=1 A =1
= Dot i o

so, when L 1 oo, we get

(grad f,w) g = Du f
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REMARK 7..1. If grad f denotes the gradient of a function f € C*(V,)

0z! Ozt

=1

then Fyry being Fri(w) = f(I(w)(t), I being the Ité map, we have

(v,grad Fr) g () = (v,grad £) (1w)()

n

8. Standard Quadratic form on P, (V;,g)

This section is dedicated to the study of the standard quadratic form on
the D*°-stochastic manifold Py, (V,, g).

We recall the theorem of Dini-Lipshitz:

If f is a real function which is piecewise of class C' on a bounded interval,
its Fourier series converges uniformly where f is C', and on the finite number
of discontinuity points, f converges towards the half sum of f’s right and left
limits.

This theorem is still valid if f is piecewise a-Hdélderian (0 < o < 1), and
the proof is similar.

We suppose from now on, that the metric g satisfies the Driver condition:

V1 and V4 being C'*° vector fields on V,,, T the torsion, g (T'(V1, V2), V1) = 0.

8. 1 Definition of the New Cameron-Martin space and of the
standard bilinear form

We recall some properties of the NCM (new Cameron-Martin)
{eu/,u =1,... ,n} being the canonical basis of R”, NCM denoted H is:

H= {i f”(t)uu(t,w)/u“ being the SPT of ue, and f*(t) € H}

p=1

Scalar product on H: 5
Ifv; =304 fl(tuu(t,w) € Hyi=1,2:

1, .
<o > 5= /0 F) o t)dt

— H is complete.

— A basis of H is:

{vi =00 flQult,w)/ H(fL .., ), i € N being a basis of H,
(up(t,w)/p=1,...,n) being the SPT of a basis in TV, }

DEFINITION 8..1.
i) If § € Der(Q2), f € D>®(Q) : df (5) = 0(f), then df € Der*(£2).



124

i) If (vi)ien, is a basis of H, we define 0r € Der by:

6f(g) = ZDvlf : Dvig'
i=1
dy € Der(Q) because d¢(g) =< grad f,grad g > .
i) If o € Der®(Q): 0a(f) = a(df), then 6 € Der().

REMARK 8..1. If the set (fi)rek is bounded in D>(Q), the set (0f, Jkek
is bounded in Der(Q2).

DEFINITION 8..2. If a, B € Der*(2), we define the standard bilinear form
on Der* by:
o
Q(Oé,ﬁ) = Za(sz)B(sz)
i=1
We have to show that this definition does not depend of the chosen basis,
that this series is D*°-convergent, and that ¢ is D°°-continuous relatively to
each of its argument.
We first prove that the series defining ¢(«, ) is D*°-convergent.
a) If a =df, 5 =dg, f and g € D>®(Q),

q(a, B) = de(Dvi) -dg(Dy,) =< grad f,grad g >4

i=1

b) If 8 = dg and a € Der*

2(0.8) = o> Dug- Dy)

i=1

As Y0, Dy, g+ Dy, = 64 € Der(Q2), and as « is continuous, ¢(a, ) is legitimate.
c) Let @ € Der”, with theorem 3,2, there exists a bounded net (o )gex in Der*
which converges towards «, and:

ap = Z hi,dg;, , I}, finite, h;, € D*°(22) and gi, € D*°(Q)
i €L
Then direct computation shows that:
o
5ak - Z h’lk ZD’UJng . -D’Uj
1€l Jj=1

Moreover the set (0q, )rck is a bounded set in Der(2), (v;)jen, being a base
of H, then:

qglar,ar) = D lar(Dy;)? = ar(0a,)
FEN,
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because we have:

(o, o) = qlan, > hidgi,) = > hiq(ay,dgi,)
ikEIk i€l
= Z hzkzak vj dgzk D )

i€l

= Z hzkzak UJ gzk)

1€l Jj=1
= O‘k(éak)

The sets (o )ker and (0, )kerx are bounded in Der® and Der, so the finite
sums Y°F  |ax(Dy,)|? are D*®-bounded uniformly in L and in k, so q(a, )
exists and is € L®7%(Q). But the set {ax(da,)/k € Ny} is D*®-bounded, then
by interpolation, ¢(«, «) € D*>.

The net (o, o) — q(a, @) is LP'-convergent for each p/ > 1 and is
DP-bounded, p > 1, r € N,. By interpolation this net converges towards 0
in D*®(9), so ¢(a, a) € D®().

Now we want to prove the continuity of g(a, ) relatively to each of its
arguments. If & € Der* and € Der*, we know that there exists a net (ag)rex

as in theorem 3,2 such that: ay Der”, «, then we have seen that

Then the continuity of ¢ relatively to each of its arguments is trivial.
The independence of the the definition of ¢ relatively to the chosen basis
is given by:

q(a, B) = B(6a) (definition 8..1) and (1)

REMARK 8..2. 6 being the bijection between Der* () and Dy(S2), obtained
through the standard bilinear form, we have: Vo € Der*(€2), (v;)ien, being an
Hilbertian basis of H :

o
= Z a(vi)v;
i=1

8. 2 Non degenerescence of the standard quadratic form

We will now prove that the standard bilinear form is non degenerate. It is
enough to prove that if a € Der*\ {0}, there exists v € H such that a(D,,) # 0,
D, being the derivation associated to v as (7.23).

We first, will prove that the "derivation adherence" of a particular D*°-module
®, contains all D*-vector fields. The derivative adherence means that it
includes all limits of bounded nets of ®, which converges as derivations:

(6:)icr — 6 S Vf eD™(Q), 6f 2267,
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We consider the following operator: B is a constant antisymmetrical n x n
matrix, if h € H, we denote (Ah)(t) = fg Bh(s)ds. A is a bounded operator
on H. As basis of H, we take (7.33) and denote the generic item of this basis
B by €j.

We recall that to v € H, we can associate a derivation

t,
D, =div A(v) grad +t — / h(v)ds (7.23)
0

Now, as basis of H, we take B (7.33). Py being the projection on the
subspace of H generated by the: h(e;;), k(g ;) and h(e}) with I = 1,...,N
and j =1,...,n, denote Ay = PyAPy.

We recall that if v(t,w) = Y7y f*(t)u,(t,w) with u,(t,w) being the SPT
of ue, and (f*),=1.. n € H, then v € H and h(v)" = f(t).

Taking in account the special form of the basis vectors of B, we deduce
[A, Py] = 0. We denote by h(e;) the generic item obtained from &; € B, with
the bijection H — H:

H 5 v = h(t)u(t,w) — h(v)(t) = h(t) € H
We now will study the limit, as a derivation, of:

> aig{W(h(e:)De; — W (h(e;)) D=, } (2)
ij<N
where a;; =< h(€i),/ih(€j) >H.
With (7.23) and (7.27), and denoting Z(g;) = 5 > =1 buu(€i), we get from

(2)= > ay{W(h(e)h(e;) — W (h(z;))h(e)} (T1)
i, j<N

+ 22 s Whie) | Z(es)ds = Wintey) [ 2(e0) (T2)

— Y ai{< h(ei), Aley) grad(-) >y — < h(g;), A(e;) grad(-) >} (T3)
i, j<N

+ 3 ay{div (W(h(e))A()) — W (h(e;)A(e0)} grad() (T4)
i, j<N

We want to prove that each of the T'4,7 = 1, 2, 3, 4, converges when N — oo,
as derivations, towards a ID°°-continuous derivation.

For (T1):
(T1) =2 div Ay grad(-)
As bounded operators, we have: Ay — fl, so:
VX eD®(Q,H): |(Ay — A)X|[pr =0
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div being a D*>°-continuous operator, Vf € D>°(2):
A}im div Ay grad f = div A grad f (in D®(Q))
— 00

For (T2):
We can rewrite (T2) as the vector field:

t N
t%ZAZ’W(X}MM@O.ﬂdS
j=1

Now ¢;(s,w) = S n_1 h*(g;)(s)uq(s,w), where as usual: uy(s,w) = SPT
of ueq, at time s "along w", (eq)a=1,...n canonical unit vectors of R"™.
We denote by (kS')a=1,..n this element of H : p € [0, 1]

kX(p) = (pAs)eq, a=1,....,n
Then .\
h(e5)(s) = [ B )dr =< k3 hiey) > (3)

Then (T2) becomes, with Einstein summation convention:

=

t N -I
(T2) = 2/0 Z\W ( Anh(ej) < kg, h(ej) >H> ua(s,w)J ds

+ N
= 2/ Z\W (fl (Z < kg, h(ej) > h(sj)>> ua(s,w)} ds
o | =

But Z is R-linear, so:

t R N
(T2) = 2/0 w ( (Z < kg, h(ej) > h(sj)>> Z(uq(s,w))ds
j=1

With corollary 6.1, we know that sup,ecq1,.. n) Z(ta(s,w)) is D**-bounded. Now

N
‘ W (AZ < k$,h(ej) > h(@))

Jj=1 L2(Q)
~ N ~
= A > <k h(gj) >u hie) < Al kS | (4)
Jj=1 H

and [|k&)1% = fo Tjo.5(u)du.

As on C; all DP-norms are equivalent, the Lh.s. of (4) is D*°-bounded,
uniformly relatively to s and N. So (T2) converges, as multiplicators, towards:
2 [e W[AK2)Z (us)ds.
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For (T3): (T3) can be rewritten as:

(T3) =-2< Z a;jA(g;) - hie;), grad(-) >

I<i,j<N
To prove that this sequence of derivations is D*°-converging towards a ID°°-continuous
derivation, the convergence being a derivation convergence, it is enough to prove

that: 231, j<n aijA(e;)h(e;) converges, as vector fields, towards a D*°-vector
field.

With (7.24) we can write, with shorter notations:

/ h’a E] ’Yla d3+/ ha E] ( )Zla( )OdB
where v o(s) and Z; ,(s) are:
(a8l = g(T (o, up),wy) — (7.18)

and

(Z1.a(9))}1,p = 9(R(uas up, ), w) + g(\ T)ua wn), ) - (7.22),

Up

Z1 and 7y are D*°-semi-martingales, %—]D)OO—Holderian processes and R-multilinear
for the variables wuq, up, ty,, Uy .
We use the Stratonovich integration by parts on

t ~
/ ha(Ej) X Zl(uaaupaumuu) odB*
0

and we get:

t.
Ale5)(t) :/0 h(g5)(s)v2,a(s)ds 4+ 1% () (t) Z2,a(t) (5)
where again 72 o and Z3 , are D*>°-semi-martingales, %—D“-Holderian processes

and R-multilinear for their variables wuq, u,, Uy, u,,

t ~
Z2,a = / Zl(uaaupyu;uul)odBl (5/)
0

and
s -
V2,00 = /71,(1_/0 Zl(uaaupyu,uvul)odBp (5”)

S0 ¥2,4(s) can be written ya(ua, uy, ur)-
Then A(ej) acting on the vector h(e;) is given by:

(Ale;)- / Zaals) - HE () (s) - i) (3)ds
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We define a vector field wg(uy,u;) by:

(ws(up, w))a =t — /0 Y2 (Ues Uy, wp) (1)dr = /OSM Y2,a(r)dr (6")
Then
< wnltpe ) hley) >r= [ r2a(r)h(e;)(r)dr )
And (6) becomes:
(A(EJ / 7y a ] h(Ei)(S)dS + /Ot < Wg, h(Ej) > iL(Ei)dS
Now

Z aij(A( / Zga ( aijha(an)) . h(&?z)ds
- i J<N

+/ < w, Z aijh(e;) > h(si)ds
0

L,J<N

Using: > j<n aijh(e;) = —Anh(g;) and (3): < kS, h(ej) >a= h(gj), we get:

Z a;j(A(gj) - h / Za(s Z < kg, (ei)) >m h(e;)ds
i <N i<N
/ S° < we, An(h(e1)) ># hei)ds
i<N
_/ S Zoals) < AnkS, h(e:) >u hiei)ds
i<N

_|_/ Z < AN (ws),h(e;) >n h(gz)d

i<V

_/ Zoa(3) S < ANk h(es) >n hie)ds
7,<N

+/ > < Awg, h(e;) >u h(e;)ds (7)

<IN

In the first integral of (7'), the series, Sycn < A2, h(e;) >g h(g)(r)
is independent of w, and depends only of s. The theorem of Dini-Lipschitz
(Theorem 2.11) applied to this series shows that it converges uniformly on each
compact of [0, 1] which does not include discontinuity points, relatively to r,
and on the discontinuity points, the series converges towards the half sum of
the left and right limits. Here the only discontinuity point is s = r, so on this
point the series converges towards
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1 = - 1

S(AkY 4+ AKY) = = Be,

CCAK + Ak2,) = £ Be
As s € [0, 1], we see that the integrand in the first integral in (7’) is D>°-bounded,
uniformly in s (Z o is 1/2-D*°-Holderian). So the first integral in (7’), converges

D towards Y 0 _; fot Z2,a(s)Beqds; if we apply the O.U. operator to this first
integral, we get:

noopt
3 / (1= L)2Z50) 3 < AkS, h(es) >u h(zi)(s)ds
a=1"70 i<N

The same reasoning shows that this new sequence will D*°-converge towards
S Jo((1 = L)% 75 4)Beads. So the first integral of (7/) D*-converges as
vectors fields towards >0, fé Zy.oBeqds.

For the second integral in (7’), the same reasoning on the series

S < Awg, h(ei) > h(ei)(r)

<N

but considering the Dini-Lipschitz convergence in the Frechet space D*°(Q),
shows that this series converges on the unique discontinuity point (r = s),
and that this D*°-convergence towards the half value of the jump in r = s, is
uniformly , in s, bounded.

Then the second integral of (7') will D*°(Q, H)-converges towards the
vectors field:

t— / -B eqds
O;l 0 2 72,0€a

Now, for (T4), we will need the following lemma.
LEMMA 8..1. The vector field s — w; is %—]D‘X’—Holdem'an.

Proof. Recall (6'):

1

T2 L) e — i) = % /tt+€<1 — Ly (s, w)ds

and

1 . 1 v (s)
2= £ e = )l = | Pla) { 1R D) s

< ! ed P(d _1 1—1 r/2 p
Last, we Study (T4)

(T4) = 3 aydiv [W(h(e:)Ale;) — W (h(e;))A(e:)] grad
i,j<N

p/2
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We want to prove that when N — oo, (T4) converges, as a sequence
of derivation, towards a ID°°-continuous derivation, div @) grad, when @ is a
D*-multiplicator. For this, it is enough to prove that the sequence:

Sn =Y aij[W(h(e:)A(gj) = W(h(e))) A(e:)]
i,j<N

=2 W [Ax(h()))] Alg)) (8)
J<N
converges as multiplicators, towards a D°°-multiplicator Q.
Using the expression of A(e;) in (5), with (8):

Sn =23 W [Ax(h(e)))] - h*(e)) - Zaalt)
J<N

+2 Y W [An(h /h (gj)($)72,a(s)ds 9)
J<N
We denote the two items in (9) by (T4,1) and (T4,2). So Sy =(T4,1)+(T4,2).
The case of (T4,1):

(T4,1) =2Z4(t) - Y W [An(h(g)] h*(;)(#), a=1,...,n
J<N

=2Z2a(E)W [AN(D h(e;)(t) - h(sj))}

J<N

oW |ACS K )0 1o
= J

The series 3272, ha(ej)( ) - h(gj) converges in H because the basis B is
such that: Vj € N,,Va € {1,...,n},|h% ;)| < C"]Tm, uniformly relatively to
t €10,1].

This implies that W [A(E]Oil h*(e;)(t) - h(sj))] is L?-convergent, t-uniformly,
towards W[A(k{)]

h*(ej)(t) =< h(ej), ki > (see(3))

Soas VN : W [A(ngN h®(e;)(t) - h(sj))} € C!, and with corollary 4.1, we

see that the sequence (T4,1) converges, as multiplicators, towards W[A(k{)],

t-uniformly. And Z3(t) is also a multiplicator because it is an %—Holderian
process, so the limit of (T4,1), limit as multiplicators, is the D*°-multiplicator:

275,0(t) - W [A(K])]
Now for (T4,2), we rewrite it:

(14,2) =2 3~ (WA (h(&3)) ~ B [W (Axh(eIE]) [ () hals)ds
J<N



132

+2 Y E[W(Anh(e;)) ]}}/h (£5)(8)V2.a(s)ds (10)
J<N

These two items in (10) are labeled as (T4,2,a) and (T4,2,b).
We first study the limit of (T4,2,a):

(T4,2,0) =2 3" (W(An () — E [W(ANRE)IE]} [ 706 mads
i<N

=2 {div [An(h(s;)) — P(An(R /h (£5)(8)72.0(5)ds
JSN

where P, is the projection operator on H, defined by:
(RY)(u / X (u)du with Y (s / X(u)du,Y € H

(P is the projector of vectors of H, on vectors which are zero after ¢).
With (7): < ws, h(e;) >a= [5 v2,0(r)h*(g;)(r)dr, so we have:

(T4,2,a) = 2div </ he(g)7a ads) (AN(h(ej)) - Ptz‘iN(h(&j)))}

LJSN

= 2div AN (Z < wt,h(sj) >H h(&ﬂ)}

JN

— 2div

PtAN (Z < wt,h(sj) >g h(€j)>:| (11)

J<N

We first study the limit of:

2div [AN > < wi, h(gj) > hij) ] = 2div (PyAwy;)
[ J<N J
(Recall [A, Py] = 0).

Now , with lemma 8.1, PyAwy is %-]DOO—Holderian, in ¢, N-uniformly, so,
as div is D°°-continuous, diV(PNAwt) is %—]D‘X’—Holderian, so is a multiplicator,
N-uniformly. Using the closed graph theorem, the sequence 2div (PNflwt)
converges as multiplicators, towards the multiplicator 2div Awy.

Now we study the limit of the second item in (11),

2div {Ptfl]v (Z < wyg, h(gj) > h(ej)>} = 2div [PtPNflwt} :
J<N

to study this limit, we consider with A € [0, 1]: P\PyAw; = Dine. Dine
is %—D“-Holderian, in ¢, (A, N)-uniformly, but is also %—D“-Holderian, in A,
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(N, t)-uniformly, because:

~ 1 ~
1(1 = L)"?(Pase — PA)(PyAwy) |l < /0 Ly ie ($)I(L = L) Py Awy (s, w) | 1rds

1 ) 1/2
<el/? (/0 |PvA(1 — L)T’/Zth%{ds>

Then

[(Prte — P)\)(PNAwt)HIDJIT’(Q,H) 51/2HPNAth]D>’T’(Q,H)

<
< 51/2”14101&”1@5(9,11)
and Aw, is D*°-bounded because 2 is D*°-bounded. We have then the %—]D)OO—Holderianity
of Iy ny when A = t. Then as for the first item of (T4,2,a), div P,Pn Awy
converges, as a sequence of multiplicators towards the multiplicator div PrAw.
And div (P, Aw) = div Awy.

The last limit to study is (T4,2,b), in (10):

(P42, =2 " B [WANAE)IE] [ 006 oals)ds

J<N
With the Ito formula, we have:

(Y)Y / o | i Enadr) d (2 [W(Avh(e)IR])

223 [ [WANRE)IA] B Eals)is (12)

<N

We compute d(E [W(ANh(Ej))\}"SD: We remind: B is the Brownian
defined in (6.2). We have:

Anh(e)(0) = [ BOPRTG s

W [Anh(e;))] = /01 “(B(Pyh(z;))) - dB

and

E [W(Axh(e)))|Fs] = /Ost(B(PjV;T(Ej))) -dB
4 (B [W(Ayhe;) 7] ) = t<B<PNT<sj>>>dés
Then (12) becomes, with < ws, h(e;) >p= [ ha(ej)12,adr:

(T4,2,) _22/ < wy,he;) > (B(Pwh(z;))) - dB
J<N
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+2%0 / W(Axh(E)IFS] - b (e mals)ds — (13)

<N

We denote these two integrals in (13) by I](\}) and I](\?). Then:

I = /Ott {B (Z < w, h(ej) >n Pm)@)) } dB,

J<N

:/Ott{B (Z < wg, h(e;) >m h(q))}dés (13')

JSN
With the Dini-Lipschitz theorem (Theorem 2.11), we know that the series
B (ngN < ws, h(gj) > h(sj)(s)) converges in D>(€2), towards 3'Bv, and
allitems Y~y < ws, h(gj) >x h(g;)(s) are adapted and s-uniformly D*®-bounded.
So all integrals as in (13’) are N-uniformly, %—D“-Holderian, and the L2-convergence

of this series (obtained with the fundamental isometry) proves that the I](\})

converges, as miltiplicators, towards % fot tB’ygdB = %div Auwy.
At last, we study Iy @),
2) e
1 =23 [ "B WAk )IE] i) mal)ds
j<N
We know that 73 4(s) is a D*°-S.M, so we can write:

¢ ¢
toal®) = 120(0) + [ Haads+ [ y10-dB,
So %I](\?) becomes, with a Stratonovitch integration by parts:

12 = 3B [W(Awh(e)IF] x5 () (0nalt)

J<N

-2 /ot (W (Anh(e5))|1Fs] b (£)(8)13.0(5)ds
o Z /Ot [W(ANh(ejm]:s} ~h%(gj)(s) 0747(1st

-y / 1 (2)(5)12,0(5) 0 d (B [W(Anh(e;)) |1 7] )

J<N
With (13), we have:
SR = 3B [W(Anh(Ee)IF] - b )0l

J<N

= 5 [ R CArhIE] B ) hsals)is

<N
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= 5 [ RIWCANHE)IE] B (6)6) 0 adB

G<N
- / 1 () (8)12.0(5) © “(B(Pyhi(z;)))dBs (14)
G<N

The first item of the L.h.s. of (14) is

S E [W(ANR()|F] - 2 () (t)12,a(t)
J<N

:E{ < (];Vh &;)( >> |]:t} “Y2,a(t)
P, (A <];v ha(ej)(t)h(ej)>>

As |h*(g5)] < C , Cp being a constant, P ( A (ZKN ho‘(sj)(t)h( J)>> is 3-D°°-Holderian,
N-uniformly, and converges as multiplicator towards div(P;Ak;'), so the first
item of the Lh.s of (14) converges towards

div(PARY) - 72,0 (t) = div(AK) - 72,0 (t)
The second item of the Lh.s. of (14) is:

> [ R W (e )] 165 ) ads

= /tIE w <A <Z ha(ej)(s)h(Ej)>> |]:s-| ¥3,a(s)ds
0 [ J<N J

AsW [fl (ZKN ha(aj)(s)h(aj))] € €', and converges towards W (Ak2) uniformly
relatively to s, the same is true for E [W (121 (ZjéN h (sj)(s)h(sj)» |]:s] and so

the sequence E [W (A (ngN ha(sj)(s)h(aj))) ].FS] converges towards [E [W(Ak?) ]]—"S}
as multiplicators. Then the sequence

E {W <f1 <Z ha(€j)(8)h(€j)>> Ifs] ¥3,a(8)
L J<N J

converges as vector fields, towards the vector field,

E[W(Ak?) |]:s]’73,a(s)

w <A (Z ha(Ej)(S)MEj))) \fs} ¥3,a(8)ds
J<N

= Y2,4(t) - div

And then

t
|E
0
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converges as multiplicators towards [J E [W(flkg‘)\fs} V3,ads.
The third item of the Lh.s. of (14) is

> [ B W GNREDIE] B E)6) 00,

- E|w <A <z ha(sj)(s)h(sj))> W
o1 J<N
—+ % /Ot d <E {W <A <Z ha(Ej)(S)h(Ej)>> ‘fs}> 77470638} (15)
L JSN

Direct computation shows that:

d <E w( A <Z ha(aj)(s)h(aj))) y.FSD
J<N

J<N
So (15) becomes:

19 = & {W <A (Z h“(en(s)h(sj))) m} (B,
J<N
+3 / { (]<N < kb)) >n h(sj)> } Yial(s)ds (16)

In (16), the quantity E [W (A (ZjéN ho‘(ej)(s)h(sj)>> |]:s] converges D> (Q)
towards E [W(flkg‘)]fs} and as 74, is D>°-bounded, the first integral in (16),
an Ito integral, is %—]D)OO—Holderian so this sequence of Ito integrals is uniformly
relatively to N, 1-D>-Holderian, and converges as multiplicators towards the
multiplicator:

' 74,ast

/0 "B [W(ARS)|F] a()dBs

For the second integral in (16), a Lebesgue integral, the sequence

t{fl <Z < k% h(gj) >m h(€j)> }
J<N

is a sequence of determinist vectors of H and so converges towards

{ <z::<ko‘ (¢5) >Hh(€])>}
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As 74,4 is D*°-bounded and %—]D)OO—Holderian the sequence of vector fields
t{fl (ngN < kS, h(j) > h(sj))} V4, i convergent, as vector fields, towards
tflk‘? “Y4,a, then the sequence of integrals

/ { (Z < kg, h(gj) >m h(53)>} “Ya,a(s)ds
J<N

converges as multiplicators towards [, bt Ake. “7a,a(s)ds. So the third item of the
Lh.s. of (14) converges as multiplicators towards fOtE [W(Ak?ﬂ]:s} 0 Y4,4dBs.
For the last item of the L.h.s. of (14):

> / B (e5) () 12.0(5) o {B(PNI(E) b,

J<N

:/tﬁat{ (Zha gj)(s) - h(g;)(s )>}'dl§s
0 <N

+3 Z/ 6] ’720:( ))7B(P&h_(ag\y))dés}

]<N

_ /Ot m(s)t{B (Z <K hle;) >u h(sj)(s)> } dB,

J<N

+; /Ot Yia(s)B <Z <K h(ej) >m h(e,»)(s)> ds (17)

J<N

The first integral in (17): As >y < kS, h(gj) >H h(g;)(s) converges towards
%/%;?, and this sequence is N-uniformly bounded, the convergence of

’Y2,a(3)t{B <Z < kg h(ej) >n h(q)(s)) }
<N

towards $72,4(s, w)t(BE) is a D*®°-bounded convergence. Then the sequence of
Ito integrals in (17), all N-uniformly %—D“—Holderiam, converges as multiplicators
towards the D*-multiplicator:

/ vaa(s) (BES)AB

For the sequence of the Lebesque integrals in (17), we see that

V4,0 B <Z < kg h(ej) >u ﬁ(&?j)(s)>

J<N
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converges D> towards

1

. 1
574,Q(Bk?) = 5’74,0:3611

So the convergence of the Lebesque integrals

/t’y4a <Z<k ;) >Hh(a])()>ds

<N

is a multiplicator convergence towards % fg ’y4,a(B/'<;§‘)ds. So the limit of the
fourth term in (14) can be written as:

t ) . 1 rt .
| el (BEAB. + 5 [ na(Big)ds
0

_Z/ Y2,0(s Y(Bey) o dB;

Now we recapitulate all limits obtained:

lim(T'1) = 2div A grad

lim(72) = 2 /0 W (AE2)Z (ug)(s)ds

li(73) = —22 /Ot Zoals) 5 Beads - 22 /Ot S B12a(s, w)eads
lim (T4, 1) = 2div [Zo,a(t)W [AK]] grad

lim(T4,2,a) = 2div Aw; — 2div Aw, =0

lim(T4,2,b) = 2lim IV +2 lim 1

lij{fn IJ(\}) = div [(div Aw,) grad]

lim 1) = div (div (Ak) - y2.0(t)) grad

+ div { /0 tE[W(Akg)\fs} 737a(3)d8} grad

t N N
+div { / E [W(AkS)|F] 074,01st} grad
0

n

t -

+ div Z {/ Yo.a(8) - '(Bey) o dBS} grad
a=1 170

Instead of the Fourier basis B (7.33) on [0, 1], we could have chosen the same

type of Fourier basis but on [tp,1] (0 < tp < 1). Then if the matrix B is

multiplied by a function f(w) € Fy,, as all coefficients in (T1),(T2),(T3),(T4)
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are adapted, the similar limits obtained in the case of this Fourier basis on
[to, 1] and with fB - 1, 4 will have the same form.
And this remains true if

n
B = Z]]' tl,tl+1 fl BZ (18)

1=0
with f;(w) € F,, to =0 and ¢, = 1.

From Theorem 4.7, each antisymmetrical matrix, adapted, and multiplicator,
is a limit (in the multiplicator way) of step-functions as (18), so we see that for
such antisymmetrical B, adapted and multiplicator, the limits (T1),(T2),(T3),(T4)
have the same form than previously computed, but with W (Ak2) being [ *(Be,)-
dB and (div Aw;) being fgt(Bw’aea) -dB.

Now, given a vector field v € H N C%([0,1],R"), we want to find an
D>®-antisymmetrical matrix B, adapted, and v € H such that:

D, = (T1 +T» + T35 + T4)(B) + u which leads to two equations, using (7.23).

As vector fields, we must have:

¢ t
(T + T3)(B) + / i(s)ds / o (0) (s, w)ds (19)
0 0
As derivations, we must have:
(T1 + T4)(B) = div A(v) grad (20)

Using the formulas for limy T3, limy 75, limy 75, limy Ty, we get with
(19):
_ <Z Z20(t)Beq + Z ng,aea> +a(t) = hs(v)(t). (21)
a=1

a=1

And for (20), we get:

n t ~ t ~
B+ Z Z2’a(t)/0 t(Bea -dB —l—/o t(B"}/Q) -dB

a=1

3 (e -aB) o)+ 3 ([ o) ([ 1B -5) )
* s Z (/Ost(Bea) : dé) Yaa(s) - dBs + % z": /t V1,0’ (Beg)ds
+Zn:/v2a "(Bea) - dB + = Z/ua (‘Beq)ds

— ~A(v) (22)

Now we use the Stratonovich integration by parts and we have, with (7.5'):

Zo.a(t) /0 "(Be,) - df = /0 aals) o (Bea)dB,
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+/t (/ (Bea)dB) 0dZs o

= [ Zaals)Bea)-aB+ [ ([ (Bea) - aB) 210 dB
4 / < 210 Bew Sgn ds (23)
0

We treat >°0_; (fg(tBea) : dB) - Y2,(t) the same way and we get:

S ([ ey -aB) matt) = [ ([ (Bea) - aB) o+ [[sma(e) o (Beayad
ARSI RE Y RUSERT

+ [ nals) (BeaddB 4 3 [ s (Bea)aB]

(24)
With (5):
t -1 rt -
Toalt) = al®) = | Zua-dB -3 /0 (A, o, dB]
SO
[dvg,a,t(Bea)dB} =dvya— < ZLa,t(Bea) >gn ds
(24) becomes:
t s ~ 4 ~
0) = [ ([ {(Bea)dB) dra+ [ r2als)(Bea) -dB
0 0 0
t t
+ / €. (Bey))ds — / < 710, (Bew) >zn ds (25)
0 0

In (25), £4(*(Bey)) is a linear equation on !(Be,) with coefficients which are
L*> (2 x [0,1]) bounded.
Now we transfer (23) and (25) in (22) and if we denote

X(t) = /Ott(Bea) -dB (26)

and denote this new equation by (22'), we get a system of three equations, (21),
(22"), (26) with four unknown variables B, hy(v), A(v), X. Now we will take as
unknown variable h(v): using the canonical isometry between H and H, and
with (7.27), (7.27"), (7.25) and (7.26), we see that A(v) is a linear equation on
the unknown variable h(v), and after transfer of (7.27) and (7.27’) in (21), we
get an equation which as unknown variables, has only h(v) and B; this equation
is numbered (27).

Now we make the same transfer in (22'), using (7.24), (7.25) and (7.26)
to eliminate A in (22’), A being linearly dependent of v, so of h(v) with the
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canonical isometry. This last equation is denoted (22”). So finally we get
three equations, (21"), (22”) and (26) with three unknown variables h(v), B,
X. These three equations make a system of three linear equations, linear in
the variables h(v), B, X, as direct inspection of these equations shows.

In these three equations (21'), (22”) and (26), there are two coefficients
which are not L (€2 x [0,1]) bounded: 73, and Z3 o, because they are formed
with f(f Z1 0 0dB (sce (5) and (57)).

To be able to use the classical theorem on solutions of a system of linear
SDE, we will truncate this system with a sequence of stopping times, so we
need the following lemma:

LEMMA 8..2. VA € R,E [e**"Pecon 172001 < 4oo,

Proof. We denote: Z o(t) = [y Z1,-dB and Z; , € L™(Q x [0,1]). With
the Ito formula:

5 1y2 [t 2 t oz A2 s 2 -
AMoat)=5N [ 22 s _ 4 n )\/ A= [ 23 ads Z0dB
0

7 _1y2 [t 2
So e*72at=3A Jo Zra(s)?ds is a local martingale. Let (7g)ren+ a sequence of
stopping times converging towards +oo, then:

-~ 142 [tATk o tATE S5 A2 s o ~
Aza(thm) =362 [V 22 ds _ )\/ Mra=A [J 23 ds Z0dB +1
0

And
t/\Tk

E |:e)\Z~2,a(t/\Tk)—% fo Z%ds} -1

So E [e)‘ZNZG(MTk)} < Cy(N), Cp constant is dependent of k. Then, with the

Fatou Lemma: E [e)‘zz’“(t)} < Cp(N). But: Vp > 1,E {ep)‘zz’“(t)} < Co(p). So
the local martingale is a martingale. Moreover,

sup e 22, (0) “M2a(t) 5 P, N Z2,0(t)]

t

So as fg[le,dB] is Loo(§2 x [0,1]), we have E [e“upte[o,l] ‘ZQ’a(t)q < +00.

Now we denote by 73, : 7, = inf; [ Z5 o (t)| = k, s0 |Z2o(t A7) < k. Then
the solution Sy of the localized SDE is unique and verifies:
1Sk (tATk)|r < C(p)ePrt, B constant. So [|S(E) Ly, llLe < Cp)e’ . As in
[Tk, Tk+1], Sup; Zo,o(t) is € [k, k+ 1], we have E []l[ﬂmk“}eA SuP |Z2»a(t)|] < C1(N)
and E [1[7k77k+1}:| < 01()\)6_)‘k.

Then if 1 < p’ < p, with Holder:

||S(t)j”‘[7'k,Tk+ﬂ]]'[Tk,Tk+1]||LP/ = ||S(t)j”‘[7'k,Tk+ﬂ||LP/ < (C2ekﬁ>rl (Cl (A)e_k»\>

with 1,79 > 1.

+supe
t

r2
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We can choose A so that the r.h.s. of the last equation is like e ™% x C3(\).
Then the series defining S(t) is L¥' (), Vp/, so S(t) € L0, uniformly in ¢.

We can repeat this process for the gradient of S and then S(t) € D*(Q),
uniformly relatively to ¢, and so is %-]DOO-Holderian, so is a multiplicator.

Now let suppose that if ¢ is the quadratic form and that there exists
a € Der* such that g(a, ) = 0. Then Vj € Ny, if (vj)jen, is an Hilbertian
basis of H: a(Dy;) = 0. Now D being the set of the combinations of Dy,
which was used to obtain the limits: limy 77, limpy 15, limy T3, limy Ty, we
have a(limy 71) = a(limy 72) = a(limy 73) = a(limy 7y) = 0. So when B is
built with step functions like Theorem 4.7, if we denote by dp the derivation
associated to B, we have a(ép) = 0. As a(D,) = 0, we get from the system of
linear SDE, a(u) = 0, u being read as the derivation associated to the vector
field u € C%([0,1],R™) N H.

Then with Theorem 2.7, we get a(Der) = 0, so ¢ is non-degenerate.

9. Some Tools on P, (V;,, 9)

Now we are going to study some properties of some mathematical tools on a
P, (Vi)-stochastic manifold, and draw an incomplete list of opened questions.

9. 1 Some"renormalisation" theorem

THEOREM 9..1. Let T € (®P Der)*, If (¢;)ien, is a basis of H, then
Z T(Eil,...,&“ip)2 e D>

5i17~~~75ip
the sum being on all p-uples that can be extracted from the basis (£;)ien, -
To prove this theorem, we need two lemmas.

LEMMA 9..1. A continuous R-bilinear form on Der(QY), R-valued, which
is continuous for each of its arguments, is bounded on each part of Der(2).

Proof. Denote by B(p,r,p’,r’) the set of all R-linear continuous maps of
DP(Q) in Df:(Q) and let B(pp,Tn,ph, 1), n € N, a sequence of such sets:
the projective limit of this sequence is denoted B(s,s’) with s = (pn, 75 )nen,
s = (ph, 11 )nen,; B(s,s) is a Fréchet space.

We denote by ligls’S, B(s,s") the inductive limit of the B(s,s’); we have
lig(&s,)B(s,s/) = Der and if D is a bounded part of Der, 3B(so, sj) with
D C B(sp,s() and D is a bounded subset of B(sg, s;) relatively to the Fréchet
structure of B(so, s()-

Let D be a bounded part of Der, and ¢ an R-bilinear form on Der, and
v € D fixed. We want to show that there exists Cp(v) constant such that
Yu € Der, |q(u,v)| < Cp(v).
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Suppose that I(up)nen, € D such that |g(uy,,v)| — oo. Then there exist
(n)nen,, an € R, a;, > 0, such that a,, — 0 and a,q(u,,v) - 0. But
apty, — 01in D (D bounded), so ¢ being continuous, lim,,_,~, ¢(a,uy, v) = 0.

As D C Der N B(sp, s) and as the topology on D is the restriction of the
Fréchet topology on B(sg, si) we can apply the Banach-Steinhaus theorem:

3 a constant C, such that Vu € D,Vv € D, |q(u,v)] <C

O

LEMMA 9..2. Let q be an R-bilinear form on Der(S2), positive, bounded
on each bounded part of Der and symmetric: that is Vf € D>, Vu,Vv € Der,
q(fu,v) = q(u, fv); (€)ien, being an OTHN basis of H, then

Zq(ei,ei) < +00.
i=1
Proof. Let e(j) = £1, j € {1,...,n}. Denote
D. =Y e(j) (W(hj)k; — W (kj)hy)
j=1

(hj)jen., (kj)jen, being two OTHN bases of H, we have D, = div A, grad where

(1) (g _01) 0

So on a bounded part of D*°, D, is bounded, e-uniformly.

Then 2% > . q¢(Dg, D;) is also n-uniformly bounded on the subset of Der
constitued by the D..

This bound does not depend on the chosen basis of H because if we
change this basis, the new basis is obtained from the initial basis by a unitary
transformation.

Then we have:

o (Do Do) =5 5757 S (e (W (g g, W (o)l
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o 2 2 2 (D)e(O)q (W (ky)hy, W (ke)he)
e j=1/4=1
Zzn:q(W(hj)ky,W —2Zq hj)kj, W (k;)h;)
j=1
+ zn:Q(W(kj)hj,W(kj)hj) (1)
j=1

So the r.h.s. member of (1) is n-uniformly bounded by a constant Cy. We fix
n, and choose for k: ky = hy4¢—14; and rewrite the r.h.s. of (1) with these new
values, and average iton { =1,...,r

- Z Z q n—i—Z 145> W(hj)hn-i-é—l-i-j]
Z 1] 1
- Z Z q(W Ptet—1455 W (Pnge—145) ]
é 15=1
+ = Z Z q W (hnte—145)hj, W (hne—145)hj] < Co
é 1j=1
So:
1 T n
- SN a W (h)hnso—145, W (hj)hpro—14]
(=1j=1

n 1 T
-2Y ¢ l;e W(hn+e—1+j)hn+e—1+jaW(hj)hj]

1 & 1<
+ = > q [; > W (hngo-145)hy, hy| < Co

The first item of the above equation is positive so:

_2Zq[ ZW n+~0— 1+])hn+Z 1+],W(h-)hj‘|

(=1

< Co (2)

Z l ZW nte-145) hy, hy

j=1 /=1

The last item of the Lh.s. of (2) can be rewritten as

in< iw n+£ 1+J) _1> hjvh
j=1

(=1

3 alhy,hy) 3)
j=1
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We denote by ar; = 2 {3} W(hnyo-14;)> —1}. Then a,; — 0 in L*(Q).
Then (3) can be rewritten as

- 1
Z ||CLr,jHL2(Q)q [7 ( ZW n—+~4— l—‘,—]) - 1) hj,h
j=1

||ar,JHL2(Q =1

i (hyshy)
Y

L (551 W(hnye—145)* — 1) hy is aset of derivations (r € N,) which

lar J||L2(Q)

is bounded in Der (n being previously fixed); so

Q[; < ZW n+£— 1+3) —1>h17h1

larll r2 o) =

is bounded and as Har,jHLZ(Q) — 0 for each j = 1,...,n, (4) is reduced to

In (2), the only item left to compute is

n 1 T
D g (; > W(hnso—144)hnte-144, W(hj)hj>
j=1

The L?(Q, H)-norm of %Z’é:l W (hntt—1+4j)Pnte—14; converges towards 0, so
we can apply the same method as above and

ZQ< ZW nt—145) Pngo— 1+J=W(h')hj>

(=1

converges towards 0.
So at the end we have Y7, q(hj, h;) < C1, C1 constant, which implies
Z(y?il q(hj, hj) < +00 U

Proof of the theorem. T is a p-linear form, D°°-linear, continous for each
of its arguments. We proceed with an induction: suppose the property is true
for T € (@P~ ' Der)”. Fix u;,,...,u;,_, vectors of a basis of H and u another
vector of this basis; and ¢ € L0 = (LOO_O)*, 1 > 0. Then

Z /P dw )2T(U Ugyy - - 7uip71):|2

(u217 7u2p 1
is correctly defined (induction hypothesis) and > 0, and
U Z /]P’ dw) [(1 — L)2T(u, ug, s - - . 7Uip,1)}2
(u117 Ui 1

defines an R-valued quadratic form, positive, which satisfies the symmetry
property, and bounded on any bounded part of Der. We can apply to this
quadratic form the result of Lemma 9,2 to get the result. U
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Now we will study the link of the operator divergence, when defined on
Der(2) (Definition 2,4, Remarks 2,1 and 2,2) with the NCM H, and the new
gradient (Definition 7, 1).

Recall that div : Der(2) — D™>°(Q) is such that: if 6 € Der(Q2), Vp €
D> (€),

(divd, ) = —/5@P(dw)

div is a continuous operator.

Now, given a Hilbertian basis of H, (v;)ien, and a;(w), i € N, being the
components of a vector field in H, Y2, a;v; € D™(£, H ); we denote as usual
D,, the derivation associated to v; € H. Then:

THEOREM 9..2.
o
div (Z aiDvi>
i=1

is well defined and € D*°()

Proof.
div [Z aiDvi] = div [Z a;(Dy; — h(v;))| + div Z a;h(v;)
i=1 i=1 i=1
where D,, = h; +div A(v;)grad (Eq 7, 23), h1 being the vector field of H such
as hy = ha + hs (Eq 7, 27), ha(v;) = h(v;) (Eq 7, 11).
Now S92, a;h(v;) € D*(Q, H), so div (3252, aiih(v;)) € D>®(Q).
It remains to show that lim oo div (Zfil a; (D, — h(vz))> € D>*(Q2). But

N N N
div <; o (Dvi — h(vﬂ)) = ; Oéz‘diV(Dvi - h(”i)) + Z(sz - h(vi)) g%

According to (Eq 7, 23), and Remark 2, 2, iii,
div(D,, — h(v;)) =0

We therefore just need to prove that limyteo SN 1 (Dy, — h(v;)) - a; € D®(Q),
and with (Eq 26, 27),

D,, — h(v;) = hs(v;) + div A(v;)grad
We need the following lemma:

LEMMA 9..3. The set (bij)i jen, being the components of a vector field in
D>*(Q, H® H), we denote by T an operator defined only on the finite sums like

it bijh(vi) @ h(v;) by

T (Sssn0e ) = 5% bt i)

i=1
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Then there is a unique extension of T, which is a multiplicator from
D*(Q,H® H)
to D> (Q, H).

Proof. Let d € D=>°(Q, H). Then straightforward computation shows that,
if T% exists,

T*d, Y bij(w)h(vi) @ h(v;) | == D Awi)(d) @ h(vi), > brjh(ve) © h(v;)
ij=1 i=1 k=1
So T*d =+ 37" A*(v;)(d) & h(v;).
Each A*(v;) ® h(v;) can be considered as a vector matrix A; with entries
AN
(A7), = —(a(v)fh(v:).
As shown previously in the proof of Lemma 74, ia(vi)f are ¢-uniformly
D>-Hélderian, and as |h(v;)| is bounded by <280t the sum

Z A*(v;) ® h(v;)

i=1
is D*°-Holderian, so >°72; A*(v;) ® h(v;) is a multiplicator from D=°°(Q2, H) to
D=(Q, H @ H). O

Now we go back to >°2°; div A(v;)grad o, (a;)ien, being by hypothesis
the coordinates of a D>-vector field in H, (grad a;);cy, € D*(Q, H ® H).

Then Y22, div A(v;)(grad o;) € D>*(Q2) because Y52, A(v;)(grad a;) can
be written as 3329, bih(vi) @ h(vj).

The last sum for which the convergence is to be proven is 22, hg(v;) - o.
We can write

> ha(vi) - i = <Z ha(vi) @ h(v;), Y grad a; @ h(”j)>
i=1 HoH

i=1 j=1

and as [|hs(vi)||pr) < CQ(f’T), Cs(p,r) being a constant 3.2, hs(v;) @ h(v;)

is D*°(Q, H ® H)-convergent, and so is Y 2%, grad a; ® h(v;); and the scalar
product of two vector fields which are D*(Q, H ® H) is in D>(Q). O

Now we will study the new O.U. operator built with the new grad (Def 7,
1) and the new div (Theorem 9, 2): div grad.

LEMMA 9..4. If V,, is a compact Riemannian manifold, then there exist
C>®(V,,) functions ¢;, 1, o, i = 1,..., M, such that for any C*-vector field
U onV,, we have:

M

U= Z ¥; (U, grad ‘F’i>Vn grad o (5)
i=1
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Proof. Given a chart on V,, with coordinates z;, (a%i), i=1,...,n, are
the canonical basis vectors on each point of this chart; with the Gram-Schmidt
process, we get an orthonormal basis, denoted (v;)j=1,. n-

Then Y7 (U, v5)y, vj =U.

Then using a finite partition of unity on V,,, we have the desired result. [

We recall that if f € C*°(V},), we denote by Ff(w) = folI(w)(t), I being
the It6 map from W(R") into Py, (V). We denote by k;; the vector field of
H defined by

kje(s) = (s At)(uej)(s,w)

uej(s,w) being the SPT of ue, at time s “along w”, and j = 1,...,n.

DEFINITION 9..1. With ty € [0,1], we call a Fi,-vector field a vector field
which when written as a process p(t,w) is such that

i) p(t,w) =0 YVt >ty a.s.;

i) p(t,w) € Fi, vt € [0,1]

REMARK 9..1. The scalar product in H of two Fi,-vector fields is again
m ]:to .

THEOREM 9..3. The new O.U. operator, divgrad, verifies: if f € Fy,
divgrad f ¢ F; in general.

Proof. We know that k;; € F;, with j = 1,...,n. With Lemma 9, 4, we
can write

M
Db L) 0] (grad i k),

n

(1(w)(0)) (grad az) (1(w)(0) =

where graé is the usual gradient on the manifold V;,. With Remark 7, 1, we
get

M

S 0 (1(@)(1)) (e, grad Fyp, 1) (w) - (erad o) (I(w)(5) = ke (I(w) ()

=1

We make the scalar product on V,, of both members of this last equation, with
a determinist vector field V' and get:

M
>~ i (e grad Fy ) g (Vigradai) = (ke V)y, (6)
i=1 "
But
1
<kt7 V>H = V(t) =7 <kt7 V>Vn

t
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so (6) becomes
M

Zwi (ke,grad Fy, 1) <V, gra ai>Vn =t(k,V) g (7)

i=1
As V € H, we have
—
<V, grad ozi>v = (V,grad o)

n

and (7) becomes:

M
> Wi (ke grad Fy, ) g (grad Fo, 0, V) g =t (ke, V)
=1

From which we deduce

M
th, = Z Vi (ke, grad Fy,, 1) 7 grad Fy, ¢ (8)
i=1

which proves that k;, € H.

Now we show that divk, ¢ Fi: ky € H so k: as an operator is Dy,,
with Dy, = hi(k:) + div A(k;)grad, h(k;) being a vector field and A(k;) a
multiplicator.

Then div Dy, = div(h(k;)) + div(div A(k;)grad). With Remark 2, 2, iii,
div(div A(k¢)grad) = 0 so

div Dy, = div[ha(k¢)] + div[hs (k)] (Eq 7, 27)
As

/ Z by (ke)(r,w)dr (Eq 7, 25)

we see that generally, div hs ¢ F;.
Now we apply div to both members of (8),

M
div(tk;) = div (Z Vi (ke, grad Fy, 1) 7 grad Fai7t>
i=1

||M§

¢ <kt7gradF i7t>[j] . dngradFamt

M
+> (grad Fy, 4, grad (¢; (ke grad Fy,0) ) 7
=1

but as F,: € F, grad Fy, ¢ is a Fy-vector field, ; € F; and F,,; € F; so
grad [¢; (ke grad Fy,, 1) 7] is a Fy-vector field, and with Remark 9, 1,

M
> (grad Fy, 1, grad (¢; (ke grad Fy 1) ) 7 € Fi
=1
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So at least one term 1; (k;, grad F, ;) 5-div grad Fy, ; is not in F. But 1; (ky, grad Fy,, 1) 5 €
F3; so there exists an ¢ such that

divgrad Fy, + ¢ Ft

while
Fop = i [I(w)(t)] € F
O

The same method can be used to show that if A is an adapted multiplicator,
then div Agrad will not, in general, sends F; in F;.

THEOREM 9..4. Using again the notation Do(S2) for the subset of Der(2)
that is in bijection with Der*(Q), we have: Dy C H and Dg is dense in H, the
density being conceived as usual, as simple convergence on D*°-bounded subsets

of D*(Q).

Proof. The (Eq 9, 8) show that k; € Do(£2). And the D°-linear sums of
k; will be dense in H. O

THEOREM 9..5. Let g1 a bilinear form, positive definite on
Der*(€2) x Der*(Q), with values in D>*(Q), D(()l)(Q) being the subset of Der(2)
which is in bijective correspondence to Der*(QY), thanks to qi1. This bijection
being denoted 61, let o a map

a: D) x DP(Q) = D®(Q)
such that

i) a admits an extension on Der(€2) x Der(2) — D> (Q)
ii) q1+aoby = qy is a bilinear form, positive definite and continuous from
Der*(€2) x Der* () to D>®(2).

Then the extension of o is unique, and D(()2) - D(()l)(Q),
Proof.

i) Let &; and @g be two extensions of o which are equal on D(()l) X Dél).
Suppose that there exists vy € D((]l) () such that y(v) = (&1 —a&2)(vo, v);
then v € Der*(2) and ~ (Dél)(Q)) = 0. But 0(y) € Dél)(Q). Then
Y(0(7)) = 0= qi(7,7) so vy = 0. Same proof for v'(w) = (&1 —a2)(v, w)
with v € Der(2) fixed.

ii) Let 8 and 8’ € Der*(2),

@1(B,8") + a(61(8),01(8") = ¢2(8, 8)

Then (61(8"))+a(01(8),01(8")) = B(02(8")), 61 and 6 are the bijections
of Der*(£2) on D(()Z)(Q), i =1,2, obtained with ¢; and g¢o.
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Let pu(8") = a(61(8),8”). Then u € Der*(Q2) and

B(01(8) + u(61(8") = B(62(8") = B'(02(8))
as g9 is symmetrical. So (8 + u)(61(8")) = B'(62(8)) which implies
B'(01(8 + ) = B'(62(8)). As this is valid V3’ € Der*(Q),
01(8 + 1) = 02(B)
which implies D(()2)(Q) C D(()l)(Q).

So on DO2 (€2), it is possible to make some variational calculus.

O

9. 2 Another "renormalisation" theorem

Let V;, an n-dimensional manifold, ¢ a metric on V;, (¢ is bilinear, symmetrical
and positive definite), 1, the canonical measure on V;, associated to ¢, V the
Levi-Civita connection related to g, ¢ a C'*° density on V,,, ¢ > 0, and mqg € V,,.

We recall the following formulas:

If f, g are C* functions on V,,, and u,v € I'(V,,) (v and v are vector fields),
we have:

u- f=q(grad f,u)
(Hess f) (u,v) =u-(v- f) = (Vyv) - f
= (Hess f) (v, u)

If (€;)i=1,... n is an orthonormal basis on T}, V;,, m being in a small neighbourhood
of mg € Vj,:

-

s
I
—_

Af =) {ei-(ei-f)—(Veei) f}

q(Ve,grad f,e;)

I

.
Il
—

divu = Z q(Veu,e;)
i=1

Then we define:

n

Au = Z {vei (Veiu) - Vveieiu}
i=1

and the O.U. operator L by

Vivg e CWa), [ gL oduy = [ alerad fogradg)o - dug
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From the last equation, we deduce:

L(f) = —Af — q(grad log ¢, grad f)

Then we define the operator div by

/ g9(divy fpdug = — / q(grad f, grad g)p dpug
and
L(u) = —Au — Vgrad log pU
From the symmetry of the Hessian, we have
q(v, Vugrad f) = q(u, Vograd f)

and

Z q(Ve,grad f, Vye;) Z Z q(Ve,grad f, ej)Q(ej, Vyei) =0
i=1

i=1j=1

because ¢(e;, ej) = 0 and the connection is the Levi-Civita connection.
Now we are going to compute g(grad L(f),u):

q(grad L(f),u) = —q(grad A(f),u) — q(grad q(grad log ¢, grad f),u)

= —u- Y q(Ve,grad f,e;) — u - q(grad log ¢, grad f)

= - Z Q(VU(Veigrad f)v ei) - Z Q(veigrad f7 Vuel)
i=1 i=1

— u - g(grad log , grad f)
==Y q(Vu(Ve,grad f),e;) — u - q(grad log ¢, grad f)

i=1

= R(u,grad f) — Zq e; (Vugrad f), e;)
=1

=3 a(Vieggrad f,e;) —u - q(grad log ¢, grad f)  (8)
i=1
Using the Hessian symmetry:

Q(grad L(f)7 u) = R(u7 grad f) - Z Q(vei Vugrad f7 ei)
i=1

n

— > q(Ve,grad f, [u, e;]) — u - q(grad log o, grad f)
=1
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Now we compute Y7 1 q(Ve,grad f, [u, e;]):
Z Q(Veigrad f7 [u7 el]) = Z q(VGigrad f7 Vuel) - Z Q(Veigrad fv veiu)
i=1 i=1 i=1

=— Z q(Ve,grad f, Ve, u)
i=1

So

n

q(grad L(f),u) = R(u,grad f) = > q(Ve,Vugrad f, e;)
=1

+ ) a(Vegrad f,Ve,u) — u- q(grad log ¢, grad f)
=1
Now we compute Y7 ; q(Ve, Vygrad £, e;):

n

> (Ve Vaugrad fre) = > e q(Vugrad f,e;) —

i=1 =

[M]=

Q(Vugrad fa veiei)

@
—
.
Il
—

= Zei -q(Ve,grad fou) — Y q(Vygrad f,Ve.e;)
i=1 i=1

= Z q(Ve,Ve,grad fu) — Z q(Vygrad f, Ve e;)
i=1 i=1

+ q(Ve,grad f, Ve,u)

i=1
Using this equality in (8’) we have
q(grad L(f),u) = R(u,grad f) — q(Agrad f,u) — u - g(grad log ¢, grad f)
= R(u,grad f) — q(Agrad f,u) — ¢(V,grad log ¢, grad f)
— q(grad log ¢, V,grad f)

We denote Z(u) = V,grad log ¢ and

R(u,v) = Rice(u,v) — q(Z(u),v)
Then

q(grad L(f),u) = R(u, grad f) + q(L(grad f), u) (9)
Now we compute L(u - f):

Liu- ) = q(L(u),grad £) + q(u, L(grad ) — 23" q(Veru, Vograd £)) - (10)

i=1

n

Z q(Ve,u, Ve, grad f) = Z {ei - q(u, Ve,grad f) — q(u, Ve, Ve, grad f)}
=1 i=1
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n

e; - q(e;, Vugrad f) — Z Q(U, Ve, Ve, grad ff)

i=1

{q(vezvugrad f7 ei) + q(vugra‘d f7 veiei) - Q(Uy Veiveigrad f)}

I

@
Il
—

I

@
Il
—

I

@
Il
,_.

Q(vei Vugrad fa ei) - Q(U, A(grad f))

q(Ve,Vugrad f,e;) + q(u, L(grad f)) + ¢(Vygrad f, grad log ¢)

I

@
Il
—_

afu, Lgrad )+ —div (¢ {,rad 1) (11)
Using (9), (10) in (11), we get:
Lfu- ) = (L), grad £) + Rl grad f) = algrad L(f),u) = Zdiv { - Vograd £}
= ¢(L(u), grad f) + R(u, grad f) — q(grad L(f), u) — 2div,(Vugrad f)
Finally:

q(L(u) + R(u), grad f) = L(u- f) + q(grad L(f), u) + 2divy(Vugrad f) (12)
Now we will extrapolate the previous formula for a D*°-stochastic manifold,
with an atlas having only one global chart, and such that the operator div sends
Dy in D°.
Then, if v and v are elements of Dy:
div([u,v]) = (u-dive) —v - (divu) € D
because u,v € Dy and divu,dive € D*°.
REMARK 9..2. Without the hypothesis
div : Dy — D>
we only have
divu € D™,
But with this hypothesis on div, we have if u,v € Dy: divV,v € D, because
1 1 1
—div(Vytou +v) — =divVyu — =divV,v
2 2 2
and we know that (Lemma 3, 4) V,u € Dy if u € Dy.

Now %div {¢pVugrad f}, the last item in (12), can be extrapolated by
divV,grad f, and as f € D>, grad f € Dy, and div (V,grad f) € D*>.

In (12) we have two more items, L(u - f) and g(grad L(f),u). As u € Dy,
and grad L(f) € Dy, q(grad L(f),u) € D* and v - f € D>, L(u - f) € D.
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So although quantities like R and L(zf) cannot, generally, be defined on

such a stochastic manifold, the quantity R(u,grad f) + L(u) can be given a
meaning by

q (R(u,grad f)+ L(u), grad f) = L(u- f) 4+ q(grad L(f),u) + div (V,grad f)
(13)
This extrapolation is legitimate because in the case of the Wiener space “with
N dimensions”,

p= e_% Ef\rzl W(ei)2

N
Vagrad f = (u- e e

i=1

divV,grad f = — Z {(u-eif)W(ei) +ei-(u-eif)}
i=1

In these two last formulas, V,, and div are operators on the Wiener space.

And
div, [Vygrad f] = gq(grad log ¢, V,grad f) + div(V,grad f)

1 N N2
so when ¢ = e~ 2 2ui=1 W(ei)

)

N
grad log p = — Z W(e;)e;
i=1

¢ (grad log o, Vygrad f) = — " W(er) - u - (eif)
i=1

N
Vugrad f = Z(u (ei-f)) e
i=1
N
div (Vygrad f) = Z q (Vej ((u-(ei- f))ei) ,ej)

ij=1
N
:Zei'u'(ei‘f)
i=1

So the formula (13) is valid when the density is ¢ = e=3 i We)? and it does
not depend on N; so it is valid when N = +o0; in this case, the Wiener space
comes with the standard quadratic form, R = Id; so L(u) then has meaning,
even when u € Der, because we can give meaning to V,grad f with u € Der,
thanks to the extension theorem (tensor product by H).

REMARK 9..3. If U(t,w) is a unitary process, adapted and multiplicator,
but not continuous, it is still possible to approrimate U, in the multiplicator
sense, with a sequence Uy, of step-processes, adapted and n-uniformly multiplicators.

The proof will use the Egorov theorem.



156

9. 3 Some open questions

(1) A being an adapted process such that it sends D*>°-adapted vector fields
in D*°-adapted vector fields, is A a D*°-multiplicator?

(2) If U, unitary operator, sends D>-vector fields in D*>°-vector fields, and
admits an inverse, is /! a multiplicator?

(3) In the Wiener space case, is any D*>°-derivation the sum of a vector field
and an operator which can be written as div Agrad? We know that if
the derivation is adapted with a null divergence, this is true.

(4) Does the D*°-dual of D*>-vector fields consist only of D*°-vector fields?

(5) Is it possible to generalize the results about operators of the dB form
with multiples times Brownians?

(6) Given a Gaussian space €2, and a bilinear form g on Der™, it is possible
to obtain an O.U. operator associated with ¢, and then a D*°(q) space.
Under which conditions will we have D>(g) C D>°(Q2)?

(7) Given the map 6 generated by a UdB type of map, U being an adapted
multiplicator, is 8 a D*°-morphism? We know already that generally, it
is not a ID°°-isomorphism.

(8) In the same setting than in (7), if & moreover is continuous relatively
to t, P-a.s., then is 6 inversible in L>°707?

(9) Given a diffeomorphism of D> to D*°, does it imply the existence of a
D*>°-density?

(10) Given a derivation on D>, is its divergence an item of D>? If (3) is
true, then (10) is true.

(11) If 6 is a diffeomorphism generated by a UdB type of map, of the Wiener
in itself, does it induce a diffeomorphism of Wiener" in itself?

(12) If we have a p-linear form ¢ on (® Der)? and a D>-bilinear positive
form ¢ on Der x Der, after having chosen a basis of the Cameron-Martin
space H, (e;)ien,, such that ¢(e;, ej) = 0;;, what are the NSC to have

Z P(€irs...,€,)> €D® 7

(13) Is it possible to give meaning to the O.U. operator when it acts on a
D>°-derivation ¢ such that (O.U)(d) € Der? Same question with O.U.
acting on Der™.

(14) If a D*>°-derivation has the form div Agrad, is the choice for A unique?
We know that it is true when the derivation is adapted, with zero
divergence.

(15) If the matrix process defined by the antisymmetrical matrix A is not
adapted, is the multiplicator condition on A necessary, so that div Agrad
is a derivation on D>°?
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(16) Let A be a multiplicator on the D*°-module D*(Q, H), A : D*(Q, H) —
D>(Q, H). Can A be written as a finite D*-linear arrangement of
unitary multiplicators?

(17) Isit possible to generalize to the n-D>°-linear forms on Der, the approximation
theorem 3, 27

(18) Given an infinite sequence of morphisms ¢,, from a Wiener W to a
Wiener W under which conditions can we get an induced D*°-morphism
from WN to WN?

(19) Given r € N, does a derivation ¢ : D® — D> exist, such that there
exists f € D with 6f € LY and §f ¢ D°?

(20) If we define as a multiplicator, an operator A that sends continuously
D>(Q, H) to D*°(Q, H), then as in the adapted case, is it enough for
A to send continuously D?_(Q2, H) to D2 (2, H) to be a multiplicator?

(21) V,, being a Riemannian manifold, we define a random connection on V;,,
the randomness according to w € P(myg, V,,). Then which results, that
were sound for P(my, V},), remain valid?

(22) Let us consider a map from a probabilised space to a subset of finite
dimensional manifolds. Under which conditions can the graph of this
map be endowed with a D*°-stochastic atlas?

(23) Under which conditions on the bilinear positive form ¢ can we generalize
the results that were obtained for the standard bilinear form?

(24) In the case where V,, is not a compact Riemannian manifold, let 75 be
the exit stopping time of the Brownian on V,,, distinct from co when
the manifold V,, is not Brownian complete. Does a sequence of stopping
times exist, 7, j € Ny, 7; T 7B, such that on each stochastic interval
[0,7;], there exists a D*-manifold structure on P, (V,,g) and that
the restriction to [0, 7;] of the D*°-stochastic process on [0, 7;41] is the
D>°-stochastic structure of [0, 7;]7
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