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Abstract

We consider a broad class of semilinear SPDEs with multiplicative noise driven by a
finite-dimensional Wiener process. We show that, provided that an infinite-dimensional
analogue of Hormander’s bracket condition holds, the Malliavin matrix of the solution is
an operator with dense range. In particular, we show that the laws of finite-dimensional
projections of such solutions admit smooth densities with respect to Lebesgue measure.
The main idea is to develop a robust pathwise solution theory for such SPDEs using
rough paths theory, which then allows us to use a pathwise version of Norris’s lemma
to work directly on the Malliavin matrix, instead of the “reduced Malliavin matrix”
which is not available in this context.

On our way of proving this result, we develop some new tools for the theory of rough
paths like a rough Fubini theorem and a deterministic mild It6 formula for rough PDEs.
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1 Introduction

The goal of this paper is to generalise the series of articles [HMo6, BMo7, [HM11]
where the authors developed Malliavin calculus for semilinear stochastic partial differ-
ential equations (SPDEs) with additive degenerate noise and showed non-degeneracy
of the Malliavin matrix under Hérmander’s bracket condition. The main novelty of
the present article is that we are able to extend these results to equations driven by
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multiplicative noise. In particular, we conclude that finite-dimensional projections of
the solutions admit densities and, provided that suitable a priori bounds are satisfied,
that the corresponding Markov semigroup satisfies the asymptotic strong Feller prop-
erty introduced in [HMo6]. This can be understood as a genuinely infinite-dimensional
“smoothing property” for the Markov semigroup that holds at infinite time.

Equations considered in this article can formally be written in Stratonovich form as

d
duy = Lugdt + N(u)dt + Y Fi(ug) 0 dBj, ug € H, (1.1)

i=1

where L is a negative definite selfadjoint operator on a separable Hilbert space H, IV, F;
are smooth non-linearities, and B; = (B}, BZ,..., BY) is a standard d-dimensional
Brownian motion. We potentially allow N to lose derivatives and can consider for
instance the 2D Navier-Stokes equations. Reaction-diffusion equations and the Cahn-
Hilliard equation also fall in the category of equations that we consider. Setting
Fy(u) = Lu+ N(u), we will make regularity assumptions guaranteeing that all iterated
Lie brackets of the F; can be given a canonical meaning, so that we can formulate an
infinite-dimensional version of Hormander’s condition. Recall that Lie brackets are
formally given by [F;, F;](u) = DF}(u)F;(u) — DF;(u)Fj(u).

While the Malliavin matrix is not invertible on the whole space H, we will show that
it is invertible on every finite-dimensional subspace. (See [DPZg6] for the exceptional
case when Malliavin matrix of the linear equation is invertible on the whole space,
see also [EHo1, DPEZgs5|, [FMos| [Cergg] for situations where the Malliavin matrix is
invertible on the image of the Jacobian.) Note that the situation considered in this article
is orthogonal to the one considered in [HM18| |(CFG17|]. There, the authors considered
a situation in which the noise already acts in a “full” way in every direction of the state
space, so that no Lie brackets need to be considered. Instead, the problem addressed
there is that solutions can be very singular, so that sophisticated solution theories need
to be considered, which do not interplay nicely with Malliavin calculus.

We now state the main result of the present article:

Hormander’s theorem. Let T > 0 let 0 < § < 2/3and N : H — H_s, and
F; : H — H be C® vector fields of polynomial type satisfying Hormander’s condition,
Assumption[A.3} Assume that u is a global mild solution of the equation (LT) such that
both |[u L= (f0,17,3) and || J| Lo ([0,11,c(3,7)) have moments of all orders. (here .J is
Jacobian of the solution). Then for every finite rank orthogonal projection 11 : H — H,
a € (0,1) and every p = 1 there exist a constant C), such that the Malliavin matrix #
satisfies the following bound for every initial condition wug:

M-
P( in M < €> < CpeP.
Inel>alel [l

Moreover the law of llur has a smooth density with respect to Lebesgue measure on
II(H).

The classical approach to proving a statement of this type was initiated by Malliavin
in [Mal78] and further developed and refined by a number of authors in the eighties
[Bis81, KS84, KS85|, [KS87, Nor86]. See also [Malg7, [Nuao6, |Hai1 1] for surveys of a
more expository nature. The argument goes by contradiction: assume that {.Z7p, @)
is small (in a suitable probabilistic sense) and use this as the starting point for a chain
of implications that eventually lead to an impossibility, resulting in the conclusion that
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the probability of (.Z ¢, ¢) being small is (very) small. First note that the Jacobian
Jt s of equation [I1) solves

d
dJis = LJysdt + DN (up)Jy sdt + > DFy(ue) e 0 dBf, Joo=id, (1.2)

)
i=1

and that Duhamel’s formula yields the following expression for the Malliavin matrix:

d T
(Mrp, ) = ZL (Jr,sFi(us), p)*ds. (1.3)
=1

Since we assumed that (.#Zrp, p) is small, this implies that each {Jr s F;(us), ) is
small too. Formally differentiating such an expression, we obtain

d
d{J1,sG(us), @) = (Jr.s[Fo, Gl(us), p)ds + Y (Jrs[Fj, Gl(us), pyodBl , (1.4)

j=1

where we used Stratonovich integration to avoid the appearance of Itd’s correction.
Norris’s lemma [Nor86] (see also [Hai11]] for a version that is slightly easier to parse)
then allows to conclude that if (Jr ;G (us), ) is small for a “nice enough” function G,
then all (Jr s[F;, G](us), p) for j = 0 are small as well. We can iterate this procedure
and define recursively

oy ={F; : 1<i<d}, i1 =9 0{[F,A]: Ae o, 0<i<d}.

Then the above argument tells us that for all k¥ € Ny and A € .27 the quantity
{(Jr,sA(us), @y is small. This contradicts Hormander’s condition, namely that for
every v € H the set | J ey, {A(v) : A € o} is dense in H. This is because by density
we can necessarily find A € 7}, to make the quantity {Jr s A(us), ¢ of order one, thus
concluding the argument.

The problem with this argument is that it is not clear what the meaning of the
stochastic integral appearing in is, since the process {Jr s[F}, F;](us), ¢) is not
adapted, hence not It6 (nor a fortiori Stratonovich) integrable. In a similar vein, Norris’s
lemma applies only to semimartingales, which {Jr s[F}, F;](us), ) is not. In finite
dimension, this problem has traditionally been circumvented by considering instead the
reduced Malliavin matrix //ZT:

T
Mr = JroMrIig, {(AMre,p)= J (T o F(us), o)*ds .
0

This is possible in finite dimension because solutions typically generate an invertible
flow whose Jacobian factorises as Jy s = Jt,onfOl. A similar calculation then yields
an expression analogous to (T-4), but this time the stochastic integrand is of the form
(I o Fi(us), @), which is a semimartingale. With the help of this trick, the argument
sketched above can be made rigorous and entails the non-degeneracy of the Malliavin
matrix, which in turn implies that the law of the solution has a smooth density with
respect to Lebesgue measure.

In infinite dimension, the solution to SPDEs rarely produces a flow, so that this trick
cannot be used in general. (But see [BTos] for a situation where it can be used.) For the
special case of additive noise with a ‘polynomial’ nonlinearity /N, [HM11] were able
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to use an alternative to Norris’s lemma —a certain non-degeneracy bound on Wiener
polynomials —but this approach seems to be of little use in the case of multiplicative
noise. The idea implemented in the present article is to use the theory of rough paths
in order to give meaning to directly and to be able to exploit the ‘deterministic’
version of Norris’s lemma for rough paths from [HP13].

The theory of rough paths provides a pathwise approach to a stochastic integration
and was originally developed by Lyons [Lyog8, [LQo2] building on the works of Young
and Chen [You36, [Ches4l]. The idea is that, in order to solve (finite-dimensional)
equations of the type dY; = F(Y;)dX; with X € C” for v < 1/2, one augments X
with a function X; , fort > s that postulates the values of the integrals Sz 0X, s dX, (we
write § X s = X; — X) and that satisfies the bound [X; 5| < |t — s|?” consistent with
the regularity of X, as well as the algebraic identity X; s —X,, s =X ,, = 0X¢, ®0X,, 5.
The pair (X, X) is then called a rough path. Once X is given, integrals of the form
§ Y, dX, can be defined in a consistent way for a class of integrands Y~ that locally “look
like X at small scales”, see [Gubo4] where this notion was introduced. Formally, this
can be expressed as

§Yys =Y. 6Xy s+ R, (1.5)

where Y/ € C7 is the ‘Gubinelli derivative’ of Y and the remainder RY satisfies
|RY,| < |t — s|*". One then sets

T
Y,dX; = lim Yo X s+ YViXe ),
Jo ! ! Plao[stz]ép< b b )

where P denotes a partition of [0,7] by intervals and |P| the length of its largest
element. It turns out that there exists a canonical lift X — (X, X) for a wide range
of stochastic processes, including Brownian motion (with X defined by Stratonovich
integration), fractional Brownian motion and other Gaussian processes.

In [GT'10] Gubinelli and Tindel generalised theory of rough paths to solve not only
SDE:s but also SPDEs: evolution equations driven by the infinite dimensional Gaussian
process. For that, they introduce operator-valued rough paths and use a slightly different
kind of local (in time) expansion of the controlled processes, taking into account the
solution to the linearised equation. This means that we no longer compare Y; to Y; at
small scales, but instead to e“(*~*)Y,. More formally, we replace ([T3) by an expansion
of the type

Y, — ey, = LTIV X, + RY. (1.6)

Since in our case the driving noise is finite-dimensional, we use similar ideas to [[GI'10],
but then stick closely to the classical theory of finite-dimensional rough paths as in
[FH14J. The main difference and complication arises when one wants to show that if Y
satisfies an expansion like (1.6) then so does F'(Y") for any smooth enough function F'.
This requires an estimate on F(Y;) — e“(*=%) F'(Y;) while only having a good bound
on F(Y;) — F(e*(*=9)Y,), thus requiring commutator bounds of the type

[eX IR (V) = (e IY)| < [t s>,

which is possible for instance if Y itself has better space regularity. We therefore need
to obtain bounds on the space regularity of the path Y that are better than the space
regularity in which we measure the rough path norms.

One of the main technical difficulties we encounter is to prove that holds.
An obstacle is that we cannot simply differentiate (Jr ;G (us), ¢) because rough path
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theory only allows us to use a mild formulation of the solution to 1. This however
turns out to be sufficient once we obtain a rough Fubini Theorem and a mild version
of Itd’s formula for G(us). Once we obtain (T4), we follow closely the approach from
[HP13]l, making use of the rough Norris lemma. We try in most cases to work with
general rough paths, not just the one lifted from Brownian motion, so that part of our
results carry over immediately to SPDEs driven by fractional Brownian motion for
example. We do however show that in the Brownian case the solutions constructed here
coincide with those obtained from It6 calculus, which connects our result with existing
objects and allows us to exploit information known for the solutions to Itd SPDEs
like Malliavin differentiability, a priori bounds and global existence. Such information
might be much harder to obtain for more general Gaussian rough paths. We want to
emphasise again that once we translate our problem to the language of rough paths,
most of the arguments are deterministic. We will only use probabilistic tools (and very
basic ones at that) in the proof of Hormander’s theorem itself and in order to obtain
global well-posedness of solutions.

Outline of the article: In Section2, we introduce a reduced increment 5 and reduced
Holder spaces as well as a version of the sewing lemma from [GT10] for this reduced
increment. Section [3] gives a self-contained introduction to the spaces of controlled
rough paths with the semigroup and how composition with regular functions preserves
these spaces. We also describe an integration in these spaces with respect to rough path
which follows directly from the sewing lemma. Section [F] is devoted to the solution
theory, continuity of the solution map and the properties of the solution. In particular,
we show in Section that the solutions obtained by viewing (1) as an RPDE and
driving it by the Stratonovich lift of Brownian motion coincide almost surely with the
solutions constructed using classical stochastic calculus as in [DPZ14]] for example.
Section[g]is about the proof of rough Fubini theorem. In Section[6lwe show equivalence
of mild solutions and weak solutions. We later use this in order to show a mild It6
formula. Section[7]talks about the backwards equations. There we provide an equation
for the adjoint of the Jacobian and also prove the differentiation statement (T-Z). Finally
in Section[8 we recall the “rough Norris lemma” and combine it with the previous results
to prove in Theorem [8.7] the Hormander-type theorem announced in the introduction.
We also show in Theorem 8.8 how this immediately yields smooth densities for finite-
dimensional marginals of the solution.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Semigroup theory

Throughout this paper we consider a separable Hilbert space H with inner product
{-,-) and a negative definite selfadjoint operator L such that there exists some constant
¢ < 0 such that (u, Lu)y < c{u,u). We write (S;)¢=0 as well as el* for the semigroup
generated by L. For a > 0, the interpolation space H, = Dom((—L)*) is a Hilbert
space when endowed with the norm || - |3, = |[(—L)* - |#. Since (—L)~* is bounded
onH, | - | %, is equivalent to the graph norm of (—L)®. Similarly, #_,, is defined as
the completion of 7 with respect to the norm | - ||3__, = [|[(=L)~% - | n.
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For any o, 8 € R, denote the space of bounded operators from H, to Hg by
L3 = L(Ha;Hp) and write L := L. We define a reduced semigroup operator
Sy =5, —id.

Defining Ho, = ﬂa Hqo and H_o = Ua H,, the operators Sy map H_q, to Hoy
for every t > 0 and Ho, < H_o densely. We will use extensively the fact that, for
every @ > 3 and every v € [0, 1], one has

H‘S’tuHHa p3 tﬂ_aHuHHﬁ ) HS’tUHHﬁfy p3 t’YHuHHB ) (2.1)
uniformly over ¢ € (0, 1] and u € Hg. For an introduction to analytic semigroup theory,
see for example [Paz83| [Haiog].

2.2 Increment spaces

We now define spaces of time increments of functions taking values in some Banach
space. We follow closely the definitions in [GT10, [DGT12,DT13]. Fix 7" > 0 and, for
n € N, define the n-simplex A,, = {(t1,...,tn): T =t =t2 = ... = t, = 0}. We
will often omit the fact that spaces depend on T since its precise value is not relevant.

Definition 2.1. Given a Banach space V, n € NandT > 0define C,,(V) := C(A,, V)
the space of continuous functions from Ay toV and ¢ : C_1 (V) — C (V') by

d

Oftrts. it = Z(_l)iftl...fi...tn )

i
where t; indicates that the corresponding argument is omitted.

We are mostly going to use the two special cases

5ft,s = ft - fs ) 5gt,u,s = 0gt,s — Gt,u — Yu,s -

One can check that § = 0 as an operator C,_1(V) — Cp+1(V) and that for each
f€Cn(V)suchthat § f = 0 there exists g € C,,—1(V') such that f = dg.

Definition 2.2. ForV either the space L>P or Ha for a, B € R, the reduced increment
operator 6 : Cp—1 (V) — Cn(V) is given by of = 6f — Sf, where (Sf)i,..t, =
Stl—tz ftgwtn with S; = S; — id.

Again, the two most common cases will be
5ft,s = fi —Si—sfs 5gt,u,s =0t,s — Jtu — Stfugu,s .

Whenever we talk about § on C,, we will assume from now on that the underlying space
V' is one of the spaces on which the action of the semigroup S makes sense. Similarly
to §, one verifies that 6 = 0 and that 6 f = 0 implies that f = dg (see [GT10]).

2.3 Holder type spaces

Definition 2.3. Let V be a Banach space and denote by | - ||y the corresponding norm.
Then, for v,;u > 0,n = 2 and f € C,(V), we set

_ [f®)lv
|flyv = ST (2.2)

We then define the spaces and notations
Cl={feCpn: |flyv<mw}, CPF={feC)l:dfeCl },
C'={feC :6feC)}, C'={feC :6feC]}.
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Since (&2) doesn’t make any sense for n = 1, we make an abuse of notation by
writing | f|,v for |6 f|,,v for f € C7. Later on, it will be clear from context whether
we use | - |y, as in (Z2) or as the seminorm on C”. Similarly, we define a seminorm
on C7 by | f|y.v = |0f].v and we endow C; with the supremum norm | f] .. =
Supg<s<r | fs|v. Finally we equip C7 and C7 with norms | f|cvv = | folv + | fl.v
and [[fllg-y = [ follv + [ f].v-

Inthe case V' = Ha, we will write | fly 3. = | fl.00 [flloo#asay = [floo,as2y,
etc. An important feature of elements = € é; "V is that they can be “integrated” in the
sense that =; ; ‘almost’ looks like 5Ft7s for some function F' € C?V. More precisely,
one has the following version of the sewing lemma.

Theorem 2.4 (Sewing Lemma). Let o € Rand let 0 <y <1 < p. Then there exist a
unique continuous linear map T : C3'"Ho — Cog Mo such that 0I= = 0 and

40 < |02 palt — s|™. (2.3)

15, — =
—t,s —t,s

Ifin addition SEvﬂmyu = Sv,mévymﬂufor some = € C3Ha such that there exists M > 0
with
I, < My —m|* o —ul, (2.4)

~
—
H—*U,m,u

then for every ( € [0, ) the following inequality holds:

Hars Spp Mt —s|"7F. 2.5)

HIEt,s - Et,s
Finally, one has the identity

72, = lim Z St B (2.6)
|P|—0

where |P| denotes the length of the largest element of a partition P of [s,t] into
non-overlapping closed intervals. The same is true if we replace Ho, by H7.

Proof. The proof is almost identical to that of [FH14, Lemma 4.2], so we only focus on
the details that differ. We first show that the limit (2.6) exists over the dyadic partition:
let Py = {[s,t]} and recursively set

Pry1 = U {[uam]’ [m,v]} )

[u,v]ePy

where m = (u + v)/2, so that P,, contains 2™ intervals of length 27|t — s|. We then
define an approximation to Z= by:

+l= . =  _gn= 5=
Al Sits v Z Stfvuv,u = Inut.,s - Z Stfv((s\d)v,m,u )

[w,v]€Pn 11 [uw,v]€Pn

with m the midpoint between u and v as before. We focus on (273) under assump-
tion since s[lowing (3) is even closer to [FH14, Lemma 4.2]. We assume
0=y m,u = Sv—mZw,m, and choose § > 0 such that 4 — 1 > § > 3 — 1. Using the
semigroup smoothing property (1) we then have:

Ha+p S H Z St—mEv,m,u
[u,v]€Pn

|74 5 s — I"Ey ]

Ha+ﬂ
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sM DT jt=m[Plo—m/ o - ul

[u,v]ePs,
<M Z [t —m| P+ — m|F 10w —
[u,v]ePs,
S R D D o b
[u,v]ePy,
< Mt — s|“_6_12”(1_“+5) J.t [t —r|°=" dr
s

< Mt — S|ufﬁ2n(17u+5) )

Going from second to the third line we used that, by convexity of the integrand,
the Riemann sum is bounded by the integral. In the last inequality we used that
Sé r~B+odr < oo since B — ¢ < 1. Since 6 is chosen so that 1 — p + § < 0, this is
summable and yields desired bound ([Z3).

It may appear a priori that we only have Z= € Cy, but a similar argument to
[Gubo4}[FH14]] shows that actually (2.6) holds, which immediately implies that B (ZE2) =
0 as desired. The fact that Z= € C) H,, follows easily by taking 8 = 0 and noting that
we then have [ZZ; o], < |E|y.alt — 5|7 +|0Z| .0t — 5|*. The continuity of Z follows
exactly as in [|[Gubogl [FH14] and is left to the reader. O

3 Controlled Rough Paths according to the Semigroup

‘We now recall the notion of rough path introduced by Lyons in the 9o’s (see for example
[Lyog§]|l or [LQo2[]). To treat SPDEs in Hilbert spaces, we could use an operator-valued
definition of rough path as in [GT10, BG17]. However, we will focus on equations
driven by finite-dimensional Brownian motion and we would like to reuse already
known results like Norris’s Lemma or Malliavin calculus for rough paths of finite
dimensions. We will therefore pursue a compromise and use the “classical” definition
of arough path for our driving noise, while slightly modifying the notion of a “controlled
rough path” from [[GT10] to encode the interaction of our class of integrands with the
semigroup.

Definition 3.1 (Rough Path). We say that a pair of functions (X,X) € Ca(R9) x
Co(R¥*9) satisfies Chen’s relations if for all s < u < t:

6Xt,u,s = Xt,s - Xt,u - Xu,s =0 )
6Xt,u,s = Xt,s - Xt,u - Xu,s = Xt,u ®Xu,s . (31)

For~ € (1/3,1/2] and for two such pairs X = (X, X), X = (X, X) we define the rough
path metric 9~ as:

04(X,X) = | X — X|5 + [X = X]2,.
Finally for v € (1/3,1/2] we define the space of rough paths €7 ([0,T],R%) to
be the completion with respect to g~ of all smooth pairs (X,X) € C® (Ag, RY) x
C*(Ag, R satisfying (3-1).

For simplicity we write 0, (X) := 0+(0,X). Note that the convergence with respect
to above metric is implying the pointwise convergence thus Chen’s relation is true for
elements of ([0, T],R?). Here instead of writing | X |, ga and |X|y, paxes we made
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an abuse of notation by simply writing | X |, and |X]|,., and hope that no confusion will
arise from this.

The first equation in Chen’s relation (3-1) actually tells us that X belongs to C; in
a sense that we can write X; ; = 0(X. o). and so X is completely determined by
X.o € C1. We decide not to use C; in the definition of the rough path since in our
analysis we only care about the increments of functions and not about their precise value.
Nevertheless we might sometimes neglect this and talk about X as a one time parameter
function. One should think of X}/ as postulating the value of the integral {! X7 .dX7
which may not be defined classically through the theory of Young’s integration [[You36]
since for that we need v > 1/2 in general. This motivates us to define a canonical lift
of the smooth path to the rough paths and the definition of the geometric rough paths:

Definition 3.2. For every X € C®([0,T],R%) define the canonical lift of X to the
space of rough paths X°(X) = (6.X,X¢), where X{ ; = Sz 0X,,s ® dX,, and the right
hand side is a Riemann integral.
For ~y € (1/3,1/2] we say that the rough path X € €7 ([0, T], R?) is geometric if it
satisfies
2 Sym(xt,s) = Xt,s ® Xt,s ) (32)

which always holds for the canonical lift of a smooth path. We write 6, ([0,T1, RY) <
€7([0,T],RY) for the subspace of geometric rough paths.

One can show that the space of geometric rough paths is the closure of all the
smooth lifts with respect to the rough path metric o,.

Equations of interest to us are driven by Z';:l F;(ut)dX}, where F; : Ho — Hg
and X = (X1,..., X% is a rough path. We will typically use instead the shorthand
notation F(u;)dX;, where we view F : H, — L(R? Hp). For simplicity we will
denote the space L(RY, Hp) by ’Hg. With this notation, our spaces of integrands are
defined as follows.

Definition 3.3. Let X € %VQ[O,T],Rd) for some v € (1/3,1/2] and let m € N. We
say that (Y,Y') € CYH™ x CYH™*4 is controlled by X according to the semigroup S
if the remainder term RY defined by

st = SY;S,S - St—s}/;,Xt7S ) (33)

belongs to C2YH™. We then write (Y,Y") € @;7)(([0, T1,V) and define a seminorm
on this space by:

Hyv Y,HXQ%a = HY, |%a + |RY|2%a-

Similarly, its norm is given by
1YY gz = (Yol + Y5 e + 1Y, Y | X290

Remark 3.4. In the special case S = id, this is nothing but the usual notion of
a controlled rough path introduced by Gubinelli in [|[Gubo4)] (see also [LY15]] for a
different perspective). In this case, we will omit the subscript S in the notations
introduced above.

Note that we have the bound

Y

o S R o+ [Vl X1y < OO+ X ) (1Y lymea + 1YY [ x.24.0)
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where the constant C depends only on yand 7" and can be chosen uniform over T" € (0, 1].
Given a controlled rough path according to .S, we can define a corresponding ‘stochastic
convolution’.

Theorem 3.5. Let T > 0 and X = (X, X) € €7 ([0, T],RY) for some v € (1/3,1/2].
Let (Y,Y') € @;7)(([0, T), H2) Then the integral defined by

Sy YudX, = lim D Su(YaXow + VX w), (3-4)
- [u,v]eP

exists as an element of C M and satisfies for every 0 < 8 < 3.

|

<

~

Ha+5

vl X2yt =s[*7F (3.5)

t
f St—uYuqu - St—sYth,s_St—sY;;/Xt,s

$ (|RY|2%04|X|V + HY/

Moreover the map
Y.Y') > (Z,2') = (f S _uYudXu, Y),
0

is continuous from @g?x([(), T),HE) to @?X([O, T, He) and one has the bound:

1Z, Z' | x 270 S 1Y .0 + (Y53, + 1Y, Y)Ix 29.0) (1X |5 + X29). (3.6)
Here the underlying constant depends on vy, d and T and is uniform over T € (0, 1].

Proof. For 2,4, = Sy—uYuXpu + Sv—u Y, X, we have
5EU,m,u = _SU—WR717/7/7UX’L},W - S’L}—m6Y7',y7/7uXU7m'

This follows from the definition of controlled rough path (3-3) and Chen’s relation (3-1).
Since SEU,WU = Sv_mév,mu for some = satisfying with y =3y > land M =
|RY |24, X |y + [Y']4,a]X]2,, the existence of the limit in (3:3) and the bound (33)
follow directly from (23). If we define Z; = Sf) Si_ .Y, dX, then it is not hard to see
that 5Zt7s = Si St—uYudXy, so that (3.6) follows immediately from (33). We will
address the continuity of integration map in Section[3-3]below. O

3.1 Composition with regular functions

Now, we need to restrict our study to a suitable class of non-linearities.

Definition 3.6. Forsome fixed o, 3 € R and k € Ng we define the space C* s (H™, H™)
as the space of k-differentiable functions G : Hg' — Hy. 5 for every 0 > o, and
n,m € Ng and such that D'G sends bounded subsets of H}" to bounded sets of Hy'y g
foralli =0,...k. Forsuch functions |G| cx will represent some norm which depends
on the first k derivatives and its exact form will be clear from the context. Whenm = n
we will simply write C¥ 5 (H™).

With this at hand:
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Lemma 3.7. Let F € CZ ((H™,H") with all derivatives up to order 2 bounded,
let T > 0 and (Y,Y') € 25([0,T],HT) for some (X,X) e €7([0,T],RY),
v € (1/3,1/2]. Moreover assume that in addition Y € L™([0,T],H{}o,) and
Y' e L*([0,T), H' [, ). Define (Zy, Z;) = (F(Y:), DE(Y) 0 Y{) then (2,Z') €
‘@?X ([0, T, H2) and satisfies the bound:

1(Z. 2)|x2v.0 < O+ X[)* (A + Y |satzy + 1Y ooty + (V.Y x.29)%

(3.7)
The constant Cr depends on the bounds on F' and its derivatives. It also depends on
time T, but is uniform over T € (0, 1].

Proof. We only consider the case d = m = n = 1, the generalisation to higher
dimensions being purely a matter of notations. From &) since 0 < v < 2y < 1 we
have for any V' € C1([0, T']) and for any w € [0,T'] and any « € R the following:

1St-sVi = Vallra <1t = s Valptasars Ve S [VIva + [Vicar2y. (3:8)
Bound of Z’: First, we write 62’ as
(6Z")1.s = (DF(V)Y/ = DF(Y;)S,—sY!) + (DF(Y})Si—sY! — DF(Y;)S, YY)
+ (DF(Y,)S-sY] = DF(Y,)Y]) + (DF (Y)Y — S;—s DF(Y,)Y)
=[+01+M+1V.
Using (3.8) we can bound these terms as follows:
IDEX) oY |yalt = s 5 Cr[Y |y.0lt — 5],
|DF(Y:) = DE(Yy)|coon ¥ 30 S CrIY |y [t = sV o0.0424
< Cr(IY o + Y lo,ar2) Y oo,at2q [t = 57,

(W92, < CrIYo,ar2q[t =57,
IV, < IDF(Y)YS [9t0roy |t = 17 < CrIY[a0,ar2y]t = 5[ .

(LUET™

<
I3, <

Combining these bounds all together we obtain:

1270 = Cr(IY|

v+ Y oo, #tesay )L+ [Vl + [V o0,0429)-
Bound of RZ:
RE =021 — Si-sZ, X4 s
= 0Z1,s — DF(Y})S,—sY! Xy s + DF(Y})S,— Y Xy s — 81—« DF (Ya) Y X1 5
— (F(%) = $1-sF(¥,) = DP(Y)(Y: = Si-.Y5))
- (DF(Yt)R,{s +([+1+ N)Xt7s) —V_WL
The term VI can easily be bounded using bounds for II, Il and IV:

Mz, < CPURY |20 + X[V o002y (14 [V .+ 1Y oo a2y )t = s

For V we have

V= (F(Y) = F(S-0Y)) = DEY)(Y: = Si-3Ya) ) + (F(Si-oYs) = S F(Y2))
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= VI + VIL
By Taylor’s theorem we obtain

IV, < CrIY3

'y,a|t - S|2’y )

while the ‘commutator’ VII is bounded by
VI3, < [F(St—sYs) = F(Ye) oo + [F(Ye) = St s F(Ys) |,
<

(CPIIY o0, a2y + HF(Y;)HHQHW)H _ S|2’Y
S Cr(1+ |Yoo,ar2y)[t = s|2V ,

where we used (3.8) to go from the first to the second line. Combining both bounds on
7' and R? we obtain the desired result. |

3.2 .@;}ﬁ "I spaces

Definition 3.8. Let X € €7 ([0, T],RY) for some v € (1/3,1/2]. Then for and 3 € R
and n € [0, 1] define a space

TER0,T], Ha) = Z ([0, T), Ha) 0 (CU([0, T), Hars ) < L ([0, T, ety ) -

We also wrote CO = L* for n = 0 and, as usual, we will drop the subscript S
when S = id. Note that by Lemma [377, composition with regular functions maps
@;V’QV’ ([0,T], Ha) to @27’27’ ([0, T],Ha) for every n € [0,1]. For simplicity, we
also introduce the useful notation

DX([0, T, Ha) := Z2577([0,T], Hamsy)

Warning: we have shifted the space regularity in the definition of D?g by 27 in the
right hand side. We will later solve our equations in the space D2 ([0, 7], H) (o = 0).

With this at hand we now show:

Proposition 3.9. For 1/3 < ¢ < v < 1/2, the spaces 25 °"°([0,T], Ha) and
@28 270([0,T], Ha) are the same.

Proof. First consider (Y,Y”) € @;7)’(27’0([0, T],Ha), we rewrite (3-3) as
Y =Y =YXy o+ Ry + Si—sVs — Yo+ (S Y] = Y]) Xy .
Combining this with

[Se-sYs = Yallaea < 1t = sI?[Y]0,02v
[(Se-sYd = YI) Xt sl S [t = s Y Jo0,a29| X

we conclude that the remainder RZS + 8 sYs =Y+ (Si—s Y] —Y]) X, 5 is of regularity

|t — s[>, We can similarly show that Y’ € C* and therefore 25 >"°([0,T], Ha) <
@;f)’?'y’o([(), T, MHa). The proof of the converse implication is analogous. O

For the next proposition we use that the inner product on H extends uniquely to a
continuous bilinear map (-, -) : H_, x Ho — R forevery o > 0.
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Proposition 3.10. For any (Y,Y’) € @;}27’0([0,T], H_2+) and 1 € Ha., one has
(Y, ), Y )) € 25([0,T],R). Also for any fixed t < T we get a controlled
rough path ({S;_.Y,1),{S;_.Y",4)) € 25 ([0,t],R). Moreover for fixed t > 0
and h € H, setting Z, = SZ(S’S_UYU,th and 7!, = SZ(S’S_UYU’,th, we have
(2,2") € 2% ([0,1], R) satisfying

1(Z, 2,2y s (14 (XYY ) [ gzrzvol 2]l

Similar bound holds for the other two controlled rough paths stated in the proposition,
but with ||h| replaced by |v)||3q,,.

Proof. The fact that the first two functions are controlled rough paths follows easily
from Proposition For the third one we cannot use Cauchy-Schwarz straight away
because h is not regular enough. Instead, we use (3-3) and write

t v
Zy — Zy = J ({Ss_u Yy, h) — (Ss_uYu, h))ds — f (Ss_uYu, h)ds
t v
- f (Ss— 0¥y, h)ds — f (Ss—yYu, h)ds
t v
J<S5 0S¥ Xy + Se URvu,h>ds—f (Ss—uYu, h)ds

_ f (SeouY! h5ds Xy + f (Se s M,h>ds—f (S Yo, hds
= Z'{L v,u + R’U u

where
t v v
- J (Ss—uRY, u,h>dsfj (Ss_uYy, h)ds — J (Ss_uY,, h)ds .

Since [|Y|lo0,3¢ and [[Y”||;, 5,4 are finite we see that the last two terms of RZ are bounded
by [v — ul([Y oo, + 1Y ]| 0,24) |2l For the first term we have:

e otis| < [ 182l < [ s = ol R Il
= V' TRY |2y 2y v — w7V [ R £ TTTHIRY |2y oy v — u*Y |
where we have used that 2y < 1. One similarly shows that |Z’|, < oo. O

WEe finish this subsection by extending Lemma[3-7]to functions that lose some space
regularity. Since the proof is identical to that of Lemma[3-7, we omit it.

Lemma 3.11. Let 0 > 0 and F € 02 _(H,H?) with all respective derivatives
bounded. LetT > 0and (Y Y') e @2%2% ([0, T, Ha) for some (X,X) € €7([0,T],RY),
v € (1/3,1/2]. Then (2, Z}) = (F(Y:), DF(Y:) 0 Y}) € 2252([0,T], He_,) and
one has

1(Z, Z)|x 27,00 SF (1 +]X]3)* (14 [V, Y] g2220.0).
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3.3 Stability of integration and composition
First we will give a meaning to the “distance” between two controlled paths that are
controlled by two different rough paths. Then with the notion of these two distances we
will state the continuity of two maps: integration and composition.

.. 2 2
Definition 3.12. For (Y,Y") € Z5x([0,T],H}}) and (V,V') € @S}(([O,T],’H;”)
define a distance:

dx %,20,0(Y. V) = [Y = V|50 + R = RV |2,0.

We also measure the distance between two functions (Y,Y') € .@?)”(ﬁ’"([o, T], HT)
’ 27,8 mY e
and (V,V') € ‘@S,)} ([0,T], HT) with:

doy gy (Y, V) = HY/ - V,Hoo,oHrﬁ + 1Y = Vlnas+s + dX,X,27,a(Ya V).

We make an abuse of notation by not writing dependence of d, 9 and doy gnonY’

and V',

For the next two lemmas we are going to assume with X, X , Y,V as above that
there exists M > 0 such that | X|,, [X]|2,, [|(Y,Y”)| 52,29.n < M and the same is true
S, X

for X and V. We are not presenting the proofs of the following stability results since
the ideas are exactly the same as in the proofs of their analogues Theorems 4.16 and 7.5
from [FH14|. The modifications needed for our case only involve replacing the sewing
lemma by Lemma[z-4]and exploiting the fact that the regularity assumptions on F' yield
control on commutators of the type F(S;—sYs) — Si—sF(Ys). These modifications
were already used to similar effect in the proofs of Theorem and Lemma[37}

Lemma 3.13. Let 1/3 < e <y <1/2,0<1n < 3¢ —2yand X,X € €7([0,T],R%).
. 2¢,27,0 2¢,27,0

Consider (Y,Y') € 7575 ([0, T, HE) and (V, V') € .@S;}V ([0, T], H2) that both

satisfy the bounds with respect to M as above. Define

(Z,2') = (J S YudXy, Y),
0

and similarly (W, W) as a rough integral of (V, V'). Then the following local Lipschitz
estimates are true:

dX,f(,Qs,a(Z7 W) SM QV(X’X) + HYH - ‘/O/HHa + dX,X,Zi,a(Y’ V)T’Yie‘ (39)

1Z = Wlnavay Sar 04X X) + [Yo = Vollata o, (3.10)
+ HYOI - ‘/0/‘|Ha+2'y + d2€72%0(Y5 V)T’Yie >

with the underlying T'-dependent constants uniform for T' < 1.

It may look like we are far from obtaining the stability result in the same Holder
regularity as our rough path X, but here € can be taken arbitrarily close to v which itself
allows to take 7 arbitrarily close to . Note also that inequality (3-g) is true in spaces
2% and not just in 7577,

Lemma 3.14. Let X,X, 1/3 < ¢ < v < 1/2 and n € [0,1]. Let (YY) €
7 ;fj?w’"([O,T], He) and (V,V') € .@;}27’”([0, T, Ha) satisfy the bounds with re-

spect to M as above. Leto > 0 and F € C3 __(H,H?). Define

a,—0

(2,2 := (F(Y),DF(Y)oY") and (W,W'):=(F(V),DF(V)oV").
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Then the following local Lipschitz estimates are true:
doe2v,0(Z, W) $a1 04X, X) + 1Yo = Vol#ta oy + d2e,29m(Y, V) (3.11)

Here dac 2y.0(Z, W) contains Ho—o and Hoy2y—o spatial norms and dae 2 (Y, V')
contains Ho, and H o2~ spatial norms.

4 Rough PDEs

‘We now use the results obtained in the previous section to solve RPDEs in the Hilbert
space H. First we consider equations without non-linear drift of the type

dY, = LY,dt + F(Y;)dX; and Yy =¢eH.

Here L is as above, F is a C® function on H and X = (X, X) € €7 (R, R?) (meaning
| X1+,1s,77 and [X[2, [ 7] are finite for all intervals [S, T']).

We will show that Lemma [377] and Theorem [3.3] guarantee that if (Y,Y”) €
DY ([0,T],H), then

t
Mr(Y.Y'), = (Sig + f Si-uF(V)dX,., F(Y,)) @)
0

yields again an element of D?([O7 T, H). We now show that for 7' small enough this
map has a unique fixed point:

Theorem 4.1 (Rough Evolution Equation). Given £ € H, F € C?, (1, H") and
X = (X,X) € €V(Ry,R?), there exists 7 > 0 and a unique element (Y,Y') €
DY ([0,7), H) such thatY' = F(Y) and

t
Y, = Si6 + f S F(Y,)dX,, t<r. 4.2)
0

Proof. Firstnote X = (X,X) e €7 c ¥ for1/3 <e <y <1/2. LetT <1 we
will find a solution (Y,Y”) € D3£([0, 7], Ha-—2,) as a fixed point of the map My
given by (@:1). Then in the end we will briefly describe that one can actually make
an improvement and show that (Y,Y”) € DY ([0, T],H). The proof is analogous to
[FH14, Thm 8.4], the only difference being that we have two different scales of space
regularity for which we need to be able to obtain the bound (37). We will therefore
show only invariance of the solution map (4-1), because proving it already contains all
the techniques that are not present in the [FH14, Thm 8.4].

Any semi-norm | - || x 2. will be taken in the 7{_o~ space so sometimes we won’t
indicate this. Note thatif (Y, Y”) is such that (Yp, Yy) = (&, F(£)) then the same is true
for M (Y,Y”). We can therefore view M as a map on the complete metric space:

{(Y,Y)eD¥: Yo =¢ Yy = F(¢)}

This is also true for the closed unitball By centred att — (S &+ S, F (&) X0, S1 F () €
D3([0, T, H2:—2y). One can show using [[(S.§ + S.F(§)X.0, S.F(§))]x,2¢,-2¢ = 0
(since that 0(S.€)¢,s = 0) that in fact:

Br = {(Yv Y,) € Dgg([ovT]aHQE*Q’Y) Yo = 57 YO, = F(f),
IY = S.F(€) X0z 2e—2y + Y = S.F(E)]0,2e—24 + (YY) | x,2e < 1} .



RoucH PDEs 16

Note that by the triangle inequality for (Y,Y”) € By we have
(VY2 < (L+ €] + [F () + 1X]5).

It remains to show that for 7" small enough M leaves By invariant and is contracting
there, so that the claim follows from the Banach fixed point theorem. Constants below
denoted by C' may change from line to line and depend on v,¢, X, X and ¢ without
mentioning. Nevertheless they are uniform in T’ € (0,1]. Without loss of generality
we assume that F' is C}, since by definition of C’EQ%O(’H,’HCI) function F' sends
bounded sets to bounded sets, which is the case for us since for (Y,Y”) € By, both
[Y|00,2¢e—2+ and | Y|4 22~ are uniformly bounded by a constant depending on . For
(Zy, Z}) = (F(Y:), DF(Y:) o Y/) we have by Lemma[377]

1(Z, 2') | x2e < Cr(1+ (Y, Y")|p3e)* < Cr(1 + €] + | F(E))* < Cre,

and from (3.6):

Mz (Y, Y| x 2 = H(L S —uZud X, Z) HX,26

< HZH&—% + (HZ6HH—ZW + H(Za Z/)HXQ&,—%)QE(X)
S 1 Zle—2y + (12013 o, + (2, Z') | x,26)T7F
Since (Y,Y") € By, we obtain from (33) that |Y|. _2, < (|X|, + 1)777=. One can
also show along the same lines as in Lemma 377 that
16Z1slage, < CrloYeslu o, + OrlSimsYs = Yiln_a, + [t = s/ |F(Ys)p4aa,
< Op (Tt — s[° + |t = s Vil o, + Tt — )
< Cre (T"’_8 +T7*e + T‘E) [t — s/

Therefore since T < 1 we conclude that || Z|. 2y < CreT7 ™%, where Cre is a
constant that also depends on initial condition.

Toestimate | M7 (Y )—S. F(€) X .oc.20 2y Weuse §(S.F(€) X o)r.s = SiF () Xy
and since 2 < 1 we can use a better bound from (33) to deduce:

t
M (Y) = POl = | SicuF(V)dXs = SF ()Xo

2e—2~
S FO+ 1Zlc0.~2)IX[elt = sI7 + 2[00, 24X 2c ]t — [

+ C(IX]e| R 2 + [X|ae| 2" [t — 5]
S (IF@ + 1Z013—s, + (2, Z)|x,26)0c (Xt = 5|7 < Cpe T F[t — 5.

Finally we estimate the term | M (Y'); — S¢F (€) ]300 o :

IMz(Y); = StF (&) #20 o =
= |F(Yy) = F(S:€) + F(Si€) — F(§) + F (&) — SeF (&) #ae 2y
<E 1Ye = Se€lnae oy + 1566 = Elrae oy + [F(E) = SeF(§) 452,
Sk Y = Si€ = SeF () X101 4500y + [FENX T
+ e+ | F ()]
Sre (|Y = SF()X ofce—2T° + T +T7%) < CpeT7 ",
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Putting it all together we can get that

[Mr(Y) = S F(E)X.

(V) = S.F(&)]ov,2e—2y + [Mr(Y,Y") ] x,2¢
S CreT™°.

If T" is small enough we guarantee that the left hand side of the above expression
is smaller than 1, thus proving that Br is invariant under M. In order to show
contractivity of M, one can use analogous steps to first show

IMT (YY) = Mr(V,V')[p2e < Crel|(Y = V.Y = V)| pec T77F.

This guarantees contractivity for small enough 7', completing the fixed point argument
and thus showing the existence of the unique maximal solution to (Z:2).

Let now (Y,Y’) € D3([0,T], Hae—2+) be the solution constructed above, we
sketch an argument showing that in fact it belongs to D% ([0, T, H). We know that

= 5§ + StF(§) X0 + StDF(E)F(§) + Ry, (4.3)
}/t - Stfs s — St s ( )Xt s + St sDF(Y )F(Ys)Xt,s + Rt,s- (44)

Here Ry s = §. Si—r F(Y,)dX, — Si—sF(Ys)Xy,s — Si—s DF(Y;)F(Ys)X,,. From

the estimate on ;o using ([5]) and since { € H, we see that (f:3) implies ¥ €
©([0,T],H). Moreover @4) implies Y € C? ([0, T'], H_a. ) which, together with Y €
“([0,7],H), implies F(Y) € C7([0,T],H%,,) n L*([0,T], Hd._,.). This itself

impliesthat (Y, F'(Y)) € ‘@?X([O, T, H—2~) (using again @A) and (F(Y'), DF(Y)F(Y)) €

@;_}([0, T, H_2~) which enables us to get an estimate for every § < 3:

|Re.sl3tass Sx 1F(Y), DE(Y)F(Y)]x 24t = 777,

Taking 3 = 2+ and using (@) again we show that Y e C7([0, T], 1), which completes
the proof that (Y,Y") € DY ([0, T], H). O

For N satisfying the same assumptions as the nonlinearities F; in Theorem[f:1] we
immediately get local solutions to equations of the type

d
duy = Lugdt + N(up)dt + Y F(up)dX],

i=1
for the rough path X; = (X},..., X{) € €7([0,T],R?) for v € (1/3,1/2]. _This
is because we can simply treat this equation as driven by the rough path X; =

(X1, ..., Xtd, t). However, we can do a bit better than that and obtain weaker as-
sumptions on V.

Definition 4.2. Letr k,n € Ny, we call a function N € Ck (H) to be of polynomial

type n and write N € Polyfi’ﬁ% (H) ifforall o = acand 0 < i < k there exists Cy; > 0
such that for all x,y € H,

v = ylo(L+ |zlo + lylo)" ™"

|D'N(z) — DiN(y)Hc(H@iﬂaw) < Cy

Theorem 4.3 (Rough Nonlinear PDE). Let v € (1/3,1/2] and X = (X,X) €
€7 (Ry,RY). Then, given § € H, F € C3, (H,H"), and N ¢ Polyg: s(H
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for some n = 1, some 1 — § > ~ and some small k > 0, there exists T > 0 a unique
element (u,u') € DY ([0,7), H) such that u' = F(u) and

¢ t
uy = Si€ + J. St—r N (uy)dr + J. St—r Fup)dX,, t<rt. (4.5)
0 0

We call such u; a mild solution to the Rough PDE:

dus = Lugdt + N(ug)dt + F(u:)dXy and wg=E€H. (4.6)
Proof. The proof is almost identical to that of Theorem 1] once we can deal with the
non-linearity N. First we take ¢ € (1/3,1/2] so thate < vy hence 1 —d — e > 0 by our
assumption on §. For (u,u’) € By, we show that V; = Sé St—rN(u,)dr € D3. This

is possible if we take V/ = 0 and thus RV = 6V. Since the assumption 1 — § > ~
implies 6 < 2/3 it is possible to find 5 > 0 such that § < § and 1 — 2 > § — 3 whence

t
Ve = SecaVallre_oy = | f So_r N (uy)dr

...
t
€ [ PSS = ST )"
S CfF.,N.,g|t — g[2epitB—o-2e
We have used above that 5 < § < 2/3 < 2¢ and hence:

lulloo,~2y+8 < [ulow,2e—2y <€+ [ulle,2e-2y < Cre.

Here we need to further impose § — 2y > —k (which is possible by an appropriate
choice of j3) so that we can evaluate N (u) for u € Hg_2-. Similarly to above we get

IVe = Se-sVill < 1t = s " T 7720 (1 4 op,2-24)™

The last inequality serves two roles:
First, since € < -y can be taken arbitrarily close to ~, it follows from1 —~vy — 6 > 0
that for some o > 0 we have

IVl 229 + [V lo0,2 2 + (V3 0) [ x 26 < Cron e T

Together with the invariance estimates established in the proof of Theorem we
conclude that the fixed point map M leaves By invariant for sufficiently small 7.
This bound also shows that | § | S._. N (u,)dr|, < co which is needed to prove that this
solution actually lives in D?g.

The contractivity of M is obtained in a similar way, now using the local Lipschitz
property of N. |

Remark 4.4. Assumption N € Poly(i’: _s leads to a small problem when we want for

instance to take H = L? because then N is nonlinear function that needs to act on
the space of distributions H_,. One can actually remove this problem and show the
existence of the solution in D?g for N € Polyg’r_lé. This can be achieved by first solving

the equation in the spaces
@g'?X([Oa T]? H—Q’Y) N ((?77([()7 T]a H) X Lw([oa T]? ,Hgsz—y))v

for some 1 < € < ~v and then again show that all the regularities can be improved and
that the solution is indeed in D ([0, T],H). We decided to avoid this and not to use
even more norms on the different space time scales for simplicity.
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Since we proved that @;7)’(27’0 = 22°°7% and since both integration and compo-
sition with smooth functions preserves .@)2(5’27’0, one might ask why not to solve these
equations in 25°°7"" or even in 2% in the first place. First if we would solve our
equations in 2% ([0, T], H) with initial condition in #{ then we will run into problem
of estimating the term [ S;¢ — S£|%. This term would have to be bounded by |t — 5|7
which is not true for general £ € H but true for £ € H,,. This suggests that one must
look for the solution in the space like ‘@?’2%0. We believe that this indeed can be done.
This approach would have an advantage that estimates on the composition with the
regular function in space .@?’27’0 automatically follows from the usual estimate on the

control rough paths. Nevertheless we decided to stick to the space .@?XQ 79 because the
operator 5 acts nicely on the integrals of the form Sé Si_sYsd X . Otherwise we would
always have to deal with estimating two kinds of expressions: SZ St—rF(u,)dX, and
SS(S}_T — Ss—r)F(u,)dX,. In conclusion, it seems that working in spaces @;}2%0
and @;7’27’0 is essentially equivalent but in one space it is easier to estimate integrals
and in the other it is easier to estimate composition with the functions.

4.1 Continuity of the solution map
In this subsection we are going to use stability results for integration and composition

in order to prove continuity of the solution map of the RPDEs (which in the classic
literature for solutions of RDE’s is called It6-Lyons map).

Theorem 4.5 (Stability of solution to RPDE). Let v € (1/3,1/2] and X, X e €. Let
§EeM let FeC?,y ((H,H), and N € Polygﬁl;(’H)for some n = 11is a function
of polynomial type for some 1 — § > ~. Define (u, F(u)) € D?([O, T1),H) to be a
maximal solution to the RPDE:

dus = Lugdt + N(ug)dt + F(ug)dXe, ug=E&€H,;

and (v, F(v)) € D?X([O, T2), H) to be a maximal solution of the same RPDE but driven

by the rough path X and initial condition €. Assume that 0-(X) = | X |, + |X|ay < M
and ||€|| < M and same with X and €. Then forevery1/3 < ¢ < yand0 <n < 3—2y
there exists time T' < 1 A Ty A T2 such that for the following seminorm taken with respect
to this time T we have:

dae,2,n (1, v) < Cnr(04(X, X) + € = €]). (4.7)
Moreover if both solutions are global (i.e. T\ = T = o0) then ([g.7) holds for all T' > 0.

Proof. Note that continuity of the solution is proven in a bit worse Holder regularity, but
the space regularity remains the same. Moreover case when 7 = 0 is immediate by the if
we prove the case for7) > 0 simply because dac 2.0 (1, V) S7.p € = E]| + dae 2.5 (1, v).
First we will take 7' small enough such that both solutions u and v satisfy for some
constant C'r, ¢ ¢.

I, F ()l |0, F@)lps < C g6

The fact that such T' exists was shown in the proof of invariance in Theorems-T]and 43}
This guarantees that all bounds with respect to M in Lemma[3.13]and Lemma[3.14] are
satisfied and moreover the right hand side of inequality (£.7) is independent of solutions
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u and v. From now on we will use without further mentioning that | F'(¢) — F ©)| <r
1€ — €Il

First let’s write U; = Sé Si—»N(u,)dr and V; = Sé S;—»N(v.)dr. Recall that
RV = U and RY = 6V and V' = U’ = 0. Since N is locally Lipschitz then similarly
as in Theorem[£-3) we can show that we can picka 3 > Osuchthat 1 + 3 -6 —2¢ > 0
and:

dze2y(U, V) = |U =Vl + 10 = 0lloc + [0 = Ofc, 2 + [R” = RY |2, -2,
ST A T2 Ju = oo (L4 [ulloo + [0]lo0)™
S (1€ = &l + dae 2y (u,v) T
for some o > 0. In the last step we have used inequality |Y | < [|Yol + |||, 7" and
that 7" < 1. Denote Z;, = Sé S F(uy)dX, and Wy = Sé S, F(v,)dX, as well as
=, = F(u;) and 2, = F(v;). Note that Z' = Z; and W' = ;.
doe 2y.(Z,W) = | Z = Wy + |E = Elloe + dx 5 2.(Z, W)
< 0y (X X) + € = € + doe270 (B E) T + =~ Eloo
< 07X, X) + [|§ = €]l + dae 2y, (u, )T + [E = E oo

We have used above Lemma[3-13|for the first inequality and Lemma[3.174]for the second
inequality. To deal with the term ||Z — E| 4, we use

|F(ue) = Fvo)| SF llue = vell < € =€) + lu — 0], 77,
to finally deduce that for some potentially even smaller o > 0:
doe 2y, (Z, W) Shar 04X, X) + € = €| + dae 2y, (u, v)T7.

Now (u, F'(u)) is a fixed point of the map:

t t

St,TN(uT)dr+J Si_+F(uy)dX,, F(us)) € DY ([0,T],H),
0

Mr(u,u')y = (St§+f

0

and similarly for (v, F(v)) with X. Putting the bounds on ds. 2,.,(Z, W) and on
dac 2+, (U, V) together we get:

A2y, (Z, W) + dae,2y0(U V) + € = €|

<
< C'M (Qv(Xa X) + H€ - £| + d28,2’)’177(u? U)TU)'

If we take T' = 7(M, F, e, ~,n) sufficiently small such that C;7? < 1/2 then we get:
d2e,24,n (U, v) < QC]VI(Q’Y(X’X) + 1€ - é”)

Now if we know that both solutions (u, F'(u)) and (v, F'(v)) are global in time we
can iterate stability result[£7]in order to obtain it for an arbitrary 7' > 0. This can be
done by investigating more carefully the proof of Theorems and {3 and observing
that the inverse of time 1y within which invariance and contraction holds bounded from
above by some powers of (X)) and [|£]. This then allows to show that we can bound
from above the number of times we would need to iterate[{.7]to get to the time 7". [1
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Next we state that for every global solution u with the noise X and initial condition
¢ there is a small ball around X and small ball around & such that for every noise X and
initial condition §~ inside these balls the size of solution v = v(f( ,€) is not much bigger
than the size of the solution u. Proof of the following proposition is quite standard and
again uses the iteration of 1.7}

Proposition 4.6. Let y € (1/3,1/2] and X € €7 € € H and (u, F(u)) € DY (R4, H)
be a global solution to (4.6) with F' and N as in Theorem Let T € [0,00) and
assume that |u|x 10,7 < M and o j0,71(X) < R for some M, R > 0. Then there
exists o = (M, R, T) such that for all X and € with 0,(X,X) + |€ — €| < o and for
every 1/3 < e < yand 0 < n < 3e — 27y we have that the solution (v, F(v)) of the
RPDE (4.6) with data (X, €) satisfies:

Cloy(X,X) + € =¢&[) and  [[v]o, 0,77 < 2[tt]on,f0,77-

Constant C = C(M, R,T) is locally bounded function in all three variables.

d2872%n(uvv) <
lu =l 0,77 <

4.2 Solutions to SPDEs

First of all we define the spaces of controlled rough paths that are allowed to blow up
in finite time. For every Banach space V' define a new Banach space V' = V 1 {c0}.
The topology on this space is induced by the basis containing open balls of V' and the
sets of the form {v € V' : |v|y = N} u {0} for every N > 0. Using this we define
the space of controlled rough paths that might blow up in finite time:

‘@?)‘tﬁ’O(Rhﬂa) = {(%U’) € O(Ry, Har2y) X C(Ry, 7:[24*27) :37>0
(1,0 oy € ZEE0,7) Mo, (ueyf) = (0,0) Ve =7},

The 7 in the above definition is denoting a blow up time of (u,u’) and can be taken
oo for the controlled rough paths which have finite @;7)’(6 0
interval.

All our analysis was purely deterministic so far. There is a wide class of Gaussian
processes that can be lifted almost surely to a rough path and thus our theory is giving
a pathwise notion of solution for such SPDEs driven by these Gaussian processes.
Equations that we are going to investigate are driven by Brownian motion and we now
briefly recall how one defines a Brownian rough path. The following definition requires

a proof, which can be found in [FH14][.

norm on every compact

Definition 4.7. (i) Let (B;)s0 : Q — R? be a d-dimensional Brownian motion defined
on the probability space (2, F,P) and define IB%?"S = Sz 0B, s ®dB, as an It integral.
Then Vv € (1/3,1/2) and T > 0 for a.e. w €

B"(w) = (§B(w), B (w)) € €7([0,T],RY) .
(ii) In addition define B}'™ = B}, + 1(t — s)id then for a.e. w € Q
B (w) = (0B(w),B*(w)) € €, ([0, T}, R?) .

One would like to know that the rough integrals defined earlier against these Brown-
ian lifts coincide with It6 (resp. Stratonovich) integrals for a suitable class of integrands:
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Proposition 4.8. Let (By):=0 : Q — RY be a d-dimensional Brownian motion defined
on the filtered probability space (0, (Ft)t=0,P) and let (YY) € @28 2Ry, H o)
be such that (Y,Y") is adapted to the filtration (F;)i=o and such that forevery L >0
there exists a stopping time Ty, and L > 0 such that |Y;|| + | Y/ | < L almost surely for
t<Ty. ForL>0andt > 0, set

t
zF - f Se_sYolyyo1,ydB, | 4.9)
0

where the integral is an It6 integral. Then the process Z* has a continuous version
(still denoted by Z) such that for any random time t(w) with 0 < t(w) < T (w), the
Jollowing equality with the rough integral holds almost surely:

t(w)
A )=L St(w)—r Ve (w)dB" (w). (4.10)

Proof. Existence of the Itd integral (7-g) follows from So |Ys |21y <ryy ds < L2t and,
since 17, is a stopping time, the integrand is adapted to the Brownian filtration. Let
Pr = {s}}7_, be a sequence of increasing countable subsets of R, such that | J,, Pn
is dense in Ry and s} < s}! + 1 forall n, k € N. Denote by 7, = {[s}, s}, ;] : s} €
P, k € N} the sequence of partitions formed from P, and |m,,| = supy~{|s},; —si|}
is the size of partition. It follows that Z} is defined as a limit in probability:

ZtL = nh—I};)[ ; Stquu(SBv,u]]-{u<TL} ) (4‘11)
u,v|ET,
u<t

We can now extract a subsequence of partitions (which we still denote P,,) such that the
above limit holds almost surely. On the other hand, since (Y, Y”) € @26 2Ry, Hooy),
the rough integral

5 t AT (w) 6
ZtL(w) = L S Yy (w)dB™(w),

exists and one can verify that it is equal to:

5L . It6
Z{ = lim Z (St—uYubByu + Si—u Y BL,) -
[u,v]em,
u<tATy,

We can therefore easily see that for every ¢ > 0 the L?(Q2) norm of the difference of
these two integrals is:

k-2t

lim Z S, Y!B"Y (4.12)
n—o “lrze)’

uvewn

u<tATy,

L2(Q)

We will show now that the right hand side is zero. Define a (discrete time) martingale
— ith i _ ! 1t6
started at M = 0 and with increments M}, | — M}' = S;_s» Yinlsp<tariy By ) on-

Z St uY/ Ilo

[u,v]em,
u<tATy,

e}
Z My — M7

[e¢]
(M}
2@ ‘,;0 b1 = MO g = 2
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e}
SLPYVBY  aliganliz@ S Lotm -

2T n
Sk+1:5k
k=0

We use the fact that all the infinite sums above are finite because of the presence of the
indicator function. Moreover the last inequality is true because the Brownian scaling
gives [B, |72 (o) < [v—ul®. Since|J, P, is dense in Ry we have |7,,| — Oasn — .
Therefore by Fatou’s lemma right hand side of is indeed zero thus showing that
for all t+ > 0 we have almost surely Z} = ZtL Now one can choose a continuous
version of the It integral Z which is still equal almost surely to ZtL for every t > 0.
We can therefore evaluate Z at a random time 0 < #(w) < T (w) to deduce that the
identity

ZE () = ZE () = J Syt Yo (w)dB™ ()
holds almost surely. |
Before will now formalize the notion of a local in time solution for an Itd SPDE.

Definition 4.9. Let (B;)i>¢ : Q2 — R be a d-dimensional Brownian motion defined
on the filtered probability space (Q, (Ft)i=0,P). Let £ € H, § € [0,1) and consider
locally Lipschitz continuous maps N : H — H_s and F - H — H®

(i) A local mild solution to an Ité6 SPDE
dut = L’U,tdt + N(Ut)dt + F(ut)dBt s (413)

is a continuous stochastic process u together with the stopping time T such that
almost surely on the event {t < T}, u; satisfies

t t
up = St€ + J. St—sN(us)]l{s<'r}ds + f St—sF(us)]l{s<‘r}st > (4.14)
0 0

where the last integral is taken in the sense of It6. We furthermore impose that
there exists L > 0 such that supg<, <. |u:| < L almost surely.

(ii) We say (u,T) is a maximal mild solution of ([F13) if lim_,. |u;| = o0 almost
surely and there exists a sequence of local mild solutions (u™, T™) with increasing
7" such that lim,_,o 7" = T almost surely and vy = u; almost surely on
{t <"}

Theorem 4.10. Let ¢ € H and functions F' and N be as in Theorem Let
(Bt)i=o : Q — R? be a d-dimensional Brownian motion defined on the probabil-
ity space (2, F,P). Then there exist random blow up times 71,72 > 0 and controlled
rough paths (u, F(u)) € D3 ([0,71),H), (v, F(v)) € D3 ([0,72), 1) such that they
are almost surely maximal solutions of (g3) with X replaced by B"™ and B5™ respec-
tively.

In addition the above solutions are adapted processes when viewed as elements of

A;‘Egv’o (R+, H_Q’y). As a consequence the following holds:

(i) (u, 1) is a maximal mild solution to the It6 SPDE:

dut = Lutdt + N(Ut)dt + F(ut)dBt , Upg = 5 € H, (415)



RoucH PDEs 24

(ii) (v,72) is a maximal mild solution to the It6 SPDE:

dvy = Lvgdt + (N(v¢) + 2DF(v)F(vy))dt + F(v)dBy, ug=£E€H.
(4.16)

Proof. We first show the result for (u, F'(u)). Local solution theory for [3) with X
replaced by almost every realization of B is provided by Theorem 3] The fact that
71 is a stopping time is easy to verify. Note that the map

Blos = (B,B") o€ €7([0,],R?)

is measurable. For almost every w and every ¢ < 71 (w), the solution (u, F'(u)) €
D’ ([0,], H_2) to (@3) is a continuous image of the noise (B, B") (o ;). View-
ing (u¢(w), F(ut(w))) as an element of 9;832(1? (R4, H—_2,) we deduce that is adapted
to

(BST,IBHO 0<r<s<t)=0(Bs:0<s<t)=F.

Let L > 0 and define a stopping time 7, = inf{t : |us| > L} then the local
boundedness of F’ implies that there exists L > 0 such that almost surely for ¢ < T

| (ue) | + | DF (ug) Fu)| < L. (4.17)

For ¢t > 0 define the process ul as:

t

t
utL(w) = St§+J;) StSN(US(W))]]-{5<TL(W)}dS+J;) St,SF(us(w))]l{s<TL(w)}st (w)

where the existence of the It6 integral is guaranteed by an almost sure bound (#-17). By
definition of our notion of solution to (Z3)), we furthermore know that, for any (random)
time ¢(w) < T, (w), one has the identity

t(w) t(w)
Ug(w) (W) = Spw)§ + fo St(w)—sN(us(w))ds + L St(w)—s F(us(w))dBL (w) .
By Proposition [4.8] and equation (@-17), we conclude that, almost surely, Up(w) (W) =
utL(w)( w), provided that we consider a continuous version of u”. This also shows that
(u®,Tp) is a local mild solution of the Itd SPDE (F-15). Whenever |u is finite we
can always restart the equation (g-5) (with X replaced by B'%) with initial condition u;
and extend the solution further in time therefore almost surely 77, — 7 as L — oo.
Moreover T7, clearly increases as L increases and uf = u; on {t < T} thus showing
that (u, 7 ) is indeed a maximal solution of @19).
Regarding the solution (v, F'(v)) the proof is the same once we notice that

f Sy_oF(vg)dB3™ = f Sy_oF(vg)dB™ + f S,_svlds (4.18)
t

_ J Sy F(vs)dB + % f Si_ s DF(v)F(vs)ds
0 0

and that all the above integrals make sense as elements of #. Then we apply Propo-
sition [4.8] again for the rough integral with respect to B"® in and the result
follows. .
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Remark 4.11. Whenever one develops a new approach to solve SPDEs, it is natural to
ask that these solutions coincide with solutions given by other approaches, whenever
both apply. This theorem tells us that indeed this is true. For our results, this theorem
serves another role: it allows us to transfer properties known for the solutions to SPDEs
in Ito (or Stratonovich) form to the RPDE solution. This is useful since it might be
simpler to obtain a priori estimates, global existence and Malliavin differentiability for
the SPDEs rather than the corresponding RPDEs. For instance, global existence for
almost every realisation of Brownian motion for the It6 solutions can be used to show
that continuity of the solution map (g7) is true for all T' > 0.

4.3 Malliavin differentiability and the Jacobian

In this subsection we show the Malliavin differentiability of the solutions to RPDEs
driven by general Gaussian rough paths, using only that the solution does not blow
up in finite time. Unfortunately the method is non constructive and only gives the
knowledge that Malliavin derivative exists and lies in the Shigekawa-Sobolev space
]D)llo"c2 . In particular, it does not automatically imply that this Malliavin derivative is a
controlled rough path itself and / or that it solves some RPDE. Nevertheless this is not
so important for our analysis since our main result regarding the non-degeneracy of the
Malliavin matrix does not require Malliavin differentiability per se. This is due to the
fact that we will define Malliavin matrix only using the existence of linearisation of
solution. Moreover if say equation of our interest is driven by the Brownian motion and
we can show Malliavin differentiability then Malliavin derivative satisfies an SPDE and
therefore almost surely the RPDE by Theorem This restriction to the Brownian
case is also performed because for general rough paths the a priori bounds are not easy to
obtain. Despite the fact that we will later simply assume the Malliavin differentiability
and won’t explicitly use Theorem we still present it together with the proof as a
result on its own. Before we proceed, we quickly recall the Cameron-Martin theory for
general centred Gaussian rough paths.

Let Q = C([0,7],R9) and let X : Q x [0,7] — R? be the a canonical centred
Gaussian process so that X;(w) = w(t). The Gaussian law of X is completely
determined by its covariance function Ry : [0,7]? — R%*<. For p > 1 define the 2D
p-variation of R on a rectangle I x I’ < [0,T]? to be:

1/p
|Rx .

s i= (sup Y [E[6Xy, @ 6Xu4]P)

Pen(I) s
Plen(1’) [S[;:tt/]]i};/

m(I) denotes here the partitions of . Similarly one can define |Rx:| rxr. The
Cameron-Martin space CMr < C([0,T],R?) is a Hilbert space which consists of
the paths v, = E[ZX,] for Z lying in the first Wiener chaos WW! which is an L?-
closure of span{X; : t € [0,T], 1 < i < d}. See [FHi4, Chap. 10, 11] for the
description of the regularity of the Cameron Martin space and for precise conditions on
the covariance function which guarantee that X can be lifted almost surely to a rough
path in a canonical way. In the case when the Gaussian process is a Brownian motion,
we have CMr = HY([0,T],R%) = {h : h(0) = 0& 0;h € L*([0,T],R%)}.

For v € (1/3,1/2) and a generic (X, X) € €7 ([0,T],R%) let h : [0,T] — R? be
sufficiently smooth, the translation operator of X in the direction v is defined by

Th(X) := (X", xh),
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for X" = X + 6h and
t t t
XP, =X + f ShysdX, + f X, sdh, + f Shy sdh,..

Here by sufficiently smooth we understand that all three integrals above make sense
classically and moreover makes the operator 7} a continuous map €7 to itself. In
fact it is true for h € H'. Moreover if X is the Brownian rough path (either It or
Stratonovich) we have that for almost every w € 2 and every h € CM 1 we have:

Th(X(w)) = X(w + h). (4.19)

A similar result holds for a general Gaussian rough path with the regular enough
covariance.

Let X be a centred Gaussian rough path which almost surely lies in €7 with
covariance R and let CM be its Cameron Martin space. Assume that for some p €
[1,2) every v € C M has finite p-variation |v|,.var,[s,¢ OVer the interval [s, t] < [0, T]
and it satisfies an inequality:

Hth-var,[S,t] sT,W HhHCMT|t - Sl’y- (4.20)

Then if X almost surely satisfies equality (4-1Q) it is easy to show that, almost surely
for every h € CMr,

IX" = X1y < Ihleste and X" = X1y < [aleats (Ihleats +1X15). @21)

We quickly recall the notion of Malliavin differentiability. Let (€2, CM, IP) be an abstract
Wiener space where CM is the Cameron-Martin space. For any Hilbert space H we
say that the random variable Y : 2 — H is Malliavin differentiable if there exists a
random element 2Y : Q — CM ® H such that for all h € CM the limit in probability

(DY, hyem = lim e N TwY —Y),

exists. Here (T,Y)(w) = Y(w + h). This gives rise to a closed unbounded linear
operator
P L*(Q,H) - L*(Q,CMH).

The domain of this operator is denoted by D*2. If we denote by F the o-algebra of
the Wiener space (Q2,CM,P) then we say that Y € ]D)ll(;f if there exists a sequence
(2, Yn)ns1 S F x DY2 such that 2, 1 Q and Y =Y, almost surely on 2,,. See the
book [Nuao6] for an introduction to Malliavin Calculus.

Having all this at hand we are ready to present a general statement on the Malliavin
differentiability of the solution to the Stochastic RPDE driven by quite general Gaussian
rough path and given that this solution does not explode until some deterministic time
T.

Theorem 4.12 (Malliavin differentiability). Let (Xt );e[0,1) be a d-dimensional, contin-
uous Gaussian process with independent components defined on the probability space
(Q, F,P). Let the covariance R of X be such that there exist M < o and p € [1,2)
such that fori € {1,...,d} and [s,t] < [0,T],

HRX-L p.[s,]2 < M|t — S|1/p.
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Lety € (3, ﬁ) and for almost every w let (u(w), F'(u(w))) € D?(w)([(), T(w)), H) be
a local mild solution to the Stochastic RPDE:

duy(w) = Lug(w)dt + N(ug(w))dt + F(ug(w))dXy(w), up=¢EeH,

such that |[uw ro,7) < o0 almost surely. Then for all 0 < t < T the solution uy is
Malliavin differentiable and u; € D2

loc *

Proof. Fix v € (%, %), assumptions on the covariance R guarantee (see [FHi4,
Chap. 10]) that there is a canonical lift of X to a rough path in €Y ([0, 7], R?) and that,
for every h € CMr,

12l pevar, 5,1 < [ Pllean ]t — /2P (4.22)

Moreover for almost every w € €2 and every h € CM we have
Th(X(w)) = X(w + 1)

where T}, denotes the translation operator by & which is well-defined thanks to
(see Theorem 10.4, Proposition 11.2 and Theorem 11.5 in [FH14]). Because of this
last property we will not distinguish between T}, (X(w)) and X(w + h) and from now
on we will simply write w + & to denote any of them, we also abuse the notation and
simply write X (w) = w. Fix ¢t € [0,T] and define an event

Bn = A{w : [u(w)lo,fo,1) < 71/2, 0¢(w) < 0}

Let w € B, then from Proposition [4.6] we know that for such w there exists a small
number 7, (independent of w and only dependent on n, ¢ and the equation itself) such
that for all b € Q with o (w +h,w) < o, we have |[u(w +h)l|o 10,77 < 2[u(w)|ow,[0,7]-
Assume that [hcat, < o7, := 32 A 1 then by we have:

0y(w + h,w) < [Bllerms ([hllermsr + 0y(w)) <o, (L4 n) <o
This is showing that for the event

Ap ={w = sup fu(w + h)| <n,04(w) <0,

[hlery <or,

we have B, = A, and since |[u o [o,7] < o0 almost surely we have that 13, 1 € thus
implying A,, 1 €. Itis also possible to find a o-compact set G,, < A,, suchthat A, /G,
is a null set. For A € F we define:

pa(w) = inf{||hllcpm, : h€ CMp and w + h € A}

Then define u} := ¢(pg, /o),)us for ¢ € CL(R) non-negative function such that
|p(t)] < 1and |¢'(t)] < 4 for Vt, ¢(t) = 1 for [t| < 1/3 and ¢(t) = 0 for || = 2/3.
Then we have that u;’ = u; on G,, and

<1
el <2y, <22

Thus let |a|ca, < o),/3 therefore:

Juf (W + h) = u ()] < [($(pa, (@ + h)/07,) = dlpa, (w)/op) Jur(w + h)]
+ | d(p, (w)/op) (ur(w + 1) — ue(w))].
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For the second term we use Proposition [4.6]and equation to deduce

I¢(pe, (@)/an)(we(w +h) —ur @D ST 1, 2oty 09w + 1, w0) S [l s

{rc

For the first term we proceed exactly as in Proposition 4.1.3 from [Nuao6|] to deduce
that for |A|cam, < 0,/3

[uf'(w + ) = ui (W) S7.0 [Rlertr-

For the underlying constant which is deterministic and depends only on 7', n, initial

condition and the equation itself. Exercise 1.2.9 in [Nuao6] shows that such local

Lipschitz continuity guarantees that (G,,, u}') is the localizing sequence required for
o 1,2

the definition of D; 7. O

Assume now that F € C%, o(H,H?), and N € Polyéffé(’;'-l) for some n > 1.
We then show that the Jacobian of the solution is related to the Malliavin derivative
for RPDEs in the same way as for SDEs. The unique mild RPDE solution to the
equation (4.6) driven by the geometric rough path X € %) and passing through the

point us = £ gives rise to the solution flow CInyS(X ) = (ut,u}) up until the blow up
time. More formally

O Hx € ([s,T]) > DY ([s,T], H).

The space ZA?? is defined similarly to the space ‘@?Xﬁ 0 from the previous subsection
and takes into account the fact that the solution may blow up before the time 7. The
derivative of the flow with respect to the starting point is called the Jacobian and is
denoted by Jt)i
d
TG = E@%EC (X).

If X is a rough path lifted from a smooth path and we can show that the solution to (4.6)
is global for every initial condition then from classical theory of PDEs one can show
(say using implicit function theorem) that the Jacobian exists at every ¢ € ‘H and will
satisfy linearised equation:

dJ¢ = LI Cdt + DN (ug) Ji(dt + DF (ug) J(d Xy, JX.C=C (4.23)

Or in the mild form:
t

S

t
JXC =S¢+ J Sr_sDN (uy)JX,Cdr + J Sr_sDF (uy)JX,CdXy.  (4.24)

S S

From this representation and from the fact that (u, u’) is controlled by X we deduce
that if such Jt);C satisfies this equation then it is also controlled by X.
Consider also the directional derivative of the flow in the direction of the noise:

d
Dhq)f,o(X) = Eq)f,o(TshX)-

For h sufficiently smooth. Once again if X is lifted from a smooth path and £ is smooth
then classical PDE theory is telling us that Dh@f,o(X ) exists and that due to variation
of constants formula it satisfies:

t
Dy®; o(X) = L T F (uy)dhs.

The same passes to the geometric rough path in the limit:
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Proposition 4.13. Let v € (1/3,1/2] and X € € ([0,T],R?). Assume that for
F e 0302%0(7-{,,7-{,d), and N € Polyéffs (H) solution to the equation (4.6) exists in
DY ([0,T],H) for every initial condition £ € H. Let h € CP*([0,T],R?) with
complementary Young regularity v+ 1/p > 1. Then for V¢ € H both JthC th)go(X)

exist as elements of D ([0,T], H), Ji.C satisfies RPDE (g24) and this Duhamel’s
formula holds:

t
Dy®; (X) = J J{F (us)dhs, (4.25)
0
where the right hand side is well-defined as a Young integral.

Proof. We proceed like in the similar result for RDEs from [FH14]. Let X" = X¢(X™)
be canonical lift of a smooth path X ™ such that X™ approximates X with sup,, o (X") <
0~(X). Then the RPDE solution (u", F'(4™)) to the equation (4.6) driven by X" lies
in D3, ([0,T],H) and converges to (u, F(u)) in the da. 2., metric from the global
continuity result of Theorem[Z:3] Now if we take a smooth approximation of h as well
say h" then from above we know that Dj,m <I>§O(X ™) and J;," ¢ and equations
and (4-23) are satisfied for these smooth approximations. Passing to a limit as  and m
go to infinity we obtain the desired result. |

Definition 4.14. Assume that ([4.6) has global solutions for every initial condition in
H. Then, for any t > 0, define the Malliavin matrix M : H — H by

t
(Mg, — J X F(u), )%ds. (4.26)
0

4.4 Smoothing property of the solution

Due to the smoothing properties of the semigroup we expect that the solution is going
to have a better spatial regularity after some time. In fact we are going to show that
if we start our equation from ¢ € H then the solution immediately belongs to Hg for
every positive (3.

Proposition 4.15. Ler v € (1/3,1/2] and X € €7, £ € H. Let F and N be as
in Theorem g5] and (u, F(u)) € D3 ([0, T],H) be a solution to the equation (g.6).
Denote M := |u| [o,7] then for every 0 <t < T and 8 > 0 we have that (u, F'(u)) €
D?g([t,T],’Hg) and moreover there exist o = o(0,7, ), Cpp = C(M, T, F, N,X)
such that:

HU’HOO,B,[t,T] < t_BHUHgQ[QT] + CyT°.

Proof. From the mild formula of solution we get that:

t t
up = Sp_slUg + J Si—rN(u,)dr + J St—rF(u,)dX,.

S S

then taking 0 < v < v we can deduce from the property of the semigroup and bounds
on rough integration:

Joaele, < [E=s] 7 fuagll + T2 (Ut [l fo.19)™ + 0 (X) [, F(u)) 2 3y T

From the similar arguments of iteration as in Theorem [f-5] we can get that there exist
(', which is locally bounded in M such that || (u, F(u))HD?(H)TV_” < (', therefore
we indeed deduce thatforall0 < s <t < T

lutlln, <[t —s|7"M + CuT?, (4.27)
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where Oy = 0,(X)Ch; + (1 + M)™ and T° = T1=°=% A T77%. Thus since
both functions F' and N act on ‘H, for v > 0 the same way as on H we can now
solve our equation with this new initial condition u; € H, which from (£.27) satisfies
lutlz, < CEVM+CynT?) =: My (here constant C is the constant that is discarded
by the < sign). This gives us that there exists 7 = 7(M;) > 0 such that the solution
map is invariant and a contraction on the space D? ([t,t + 7], H,) (or rather on some
ball in this space). Thus we get that (u, F'(u)) € DY ([t,t + 7], H,). Now from @=7)
we getthatall 0 < s <t 47

lutrr|n, St+7—87"M+CyT°.

Picking s = 7 we get again |usy |2, < M and thus starting the equation from the
initial condition u;4, and since 7 only depended on M; we can get the solution on
DY ([t + 7,t + 27], H,). Thus summarising we get (u, F(u)) € D3 ([t,t + 27], H,,)
with again |ugior]%, < M;. Bootstrapping this further since 7 > 0 is fixed we
can get to time 7' in finite number of these iterations and indeed get (u, F'(u)) €
DX ([t, T]. ).

In order to prove this proposition for arbitrary 8 > v > 0 denote ¢ty = t83/v
and My = M. Without loss of generality let 8/n be an integer. Denote by M; =

HUHoo.,V,[tU,T] thus from [@@z7)
My <tyV Mo+ O, T°.

and we have our solution (u, F'(u)) € D?g([to, T],H,). Therefore proceeding exactly
the same like in the beginning of the proof we get forall g < s < r

|urllaes, < Ir—s[7" My + Cn, T°.

As a consequence we get the solution (u, F'(u)) € DY ([2to, T], Ha,) with My =
|w]loo,20,[2¢, 7] Recursively we get for every n such that nty < T, (u, u’) € DY ([nto, T, Huw)
and with M, := ||t o0 o, [nte, 7] We have the recursive inequality

M, < C{Ut "My—1+Cuy,_,T7),

where we took into account that ¢ = tov/f8. Solving this recursive inequality we
get that for some other constants ¢ = o(n) and Cpy = C(M,n) we have M,, <
t~™ M + CpT°. Picking n = 3/v we indeed get the result. O

Note that we actually use in the proof that time interval on which the solution map is
contractive and invariant also depends on the norms of F' and N which can be different
when acting on H,, for different values of v. But since we want to make an improvement
of space regularity only by the finite amount S we can pick the largest value of the norms
of F" and N only up to their action on Hg.

This smoothing property is going to help us to overcome the issue that solution
(u, F(u)) € D ([0, T],#) to an RPDE lives in a space H_o- as a controlled rough
path while just as a function of time u; € H. This makes it difficult to investigate the
properties of u; in the Hilbert space H since in this space we cannot make an advantage
of the fact that  is actually a controlled rough path.

5 Rough Fubini Theorem

In this section we will only work with the usual notion of the controlled rough path.
We consider a wide class of processes Y; s which are controlled rough paths in both of
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their time directions. For such processes double rough integral can be defined and we
will show when the order of integration can be swapped.

Definition 5.1. Ler vy € (1/3,1/2] and X € €. We say that the process Y : [0,T] x
[0, T] — R is jointly controlled by X and write Y € 227 ([0, T]%, R¥*%) if for
every fixed s € [0,T] we have that Y. s and Y . are both controlled rough paths with
respect to X. In this case we write:

YU75 - Y%S = Yul,sXUau + R%},u(s)a
Yu,t - Yu,s = Yqith,S + R?,s(u)
Moreover we require for every fixed s € [0,T] that both Ysl,‘ and Y?s are controlled
rough paths such that Y12 = Y21 where we write:
1 1 1,2 1,2
Yu,t - Yu,s = Yu,s Xt,s + Rt,s (’U,),
2 2 2,1 2,1
Yv,s - Yu,s = Yu,7s X’U,u + Rv:u(s)

Note that this also ensures that for every fixed 0 < u < v < T both R, () and R, (")
are controlled rough paths. This can be shown by verifying this nice formula:

R}, (t)— R, ,(s) — R2L(8)X¢s = R} ,(v) — RY (v) — Ry (w) Xo -

Denote any side of this equality by R(t,s,v,u). We call Y*,Y? first order Gubinelli

derivatives and Y2 second order Gubinelli derivatives. Strictly speaking, the whole

tuple (Y, Y1, Y2, Y12) is an element of‘@gvx since Y1, Y2, Y12 need not be unique.
We introduce the following seminorms: for any function Z : [0, T]? — R4*4

|Zs,'u - Zs,u| . |Zt,u - Zs,u|

A = su su VA = su su
12001 O<s£TO<u<E<T v —ulr 1Z]hce ogugTogsJ)gT |t — 5|7

For function Q : [0, T]> — R4 that is written for times v, u, s like Q,, ,,(s) we write:

|Qu,u(s)]
Qll2v,0 = su sup ——2—.
[Qllzy O<s£TO<u<E<T v —ul?
Now we considerY € @223(([0, T2, R with (Y, Y, Y2, Y12 RY R2 RYV2 R?1)
as above.

Y2y = Y2 oy + Y21

5,005

1Yy = 1Y o + 1Y 2oy + Y21
For convenience we write 6Rt11’52(v,u) = Rtlf(v) - R?;(u) and 6RZ}(t,s) =

R2:L(t) — R2:L(s) and denote:

|R(t,s,v,u)|
R = su su
I1#ll227 0<ost<T o<usver [ — u[?T [t — 5P
SR (v, u
HIRI’QIIH,27= sup sup PR, )|2 )
0<s<t<T O<u<v<T |V — u|Y |t — |27
SR%1(t, s
I P . Ll

0<s<t<T O<u<v<T |V — u|?V [t — s|7
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The total norm of the remainder is then defined as

IR 2y = 1B 2500 + [Rl2y,00 + [ R 2H2wo + (1B
+|

v,2y T
o + [1BZ 2y + IRl 25,2+-

Finally putting it all together we can define a seminorms on @22}(([0, T)%, RE*4) py:
[V, Y ) x,2y = Y|y + [RY |25,
and a norm
1,2
HY§RH@§7X =Yool + |Y01,0| + |Y02,0| + Yo |+ 1Y, Y") ] x 2+

The following lemma about properties of the above seminorms is easy to verify.

Lemma 5.2. Let Z : [0,T]?> — R¥*? be any function so that || Z||~ := | Z|ew, +
| Z||~,00 is finite. Then:

|Zllo0,0 = sup  sup |Zs.u| S7 [Zo,o] + || Z]l5-

0<s<T 0<u<T

Moreover for'Y € @22} ([0, T)%, R4*?) the following properties hold:

1,2
1Y oo,y S |Y00|+|HY12H| )Xy + B[ 2,00,

(
1Y2 )00 Sz (Yo |+ 1Y 22 115) 1 Xy + [ B 2y 0,
[Ylloor < (|Y020|+ 1Y 21X |y + 1B 200,
1Yy <7 (Yool + IV I)IX ]y + 1R 2y.00-

Example 1. Let K and H be Banach spacesandV € 2% ([0, T*, K), Z € 2% ([0, T)?,

Let B : K x H — R%*? be a bilinear map. Then defining Yu.s := B(Vy, Zs) we have
Ye @22} ([0, T)2,R*4). Moreover with the abuse of notation when B act on K @ R?
or H® R4 component wise:

Y. =B(V,, Z) Yo, =B(Vu,2Z)) Y.l =B(V,. Z)
R’Ll/,u(s) B(R)J/u’ A ) Rt s(u) B(VU’ Rt s) R11},12L( ) (R'L‘//u’ Z,)
Ry (u) = B(Vy,RY,)  R(t,s,v,u) = B(RY,,RY,) .

Later we will see a more sophisticated example where one cannot split Y so easily into
the inner product of two controlled rough paths.

First we will show that integrating the jointly controlled rough path along one of
the directions is creating a usual one time variable controlled rough path.

Lemma 5.3. Let X € €7([0,T],R%) and Y € 2% ([0, T], R**%). Then writing
V., V) fmmmwf Y dx, )

(2, 2;) = (f Yo rdXs, YM+J v? dX)

defines controlled rough paths V € 2% ([0,T],R%) and Z € 2% ([0,t], R%).

H).
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Proof. A straightforward computation shows that:
Vo V= | YaudX— | YiudX. - uu+f Y}, dx.)
0 0

+ f Yul,stS X’U,u + f R;u( )dXs + J. (Yu,s - Yu,u)dXs
u 0

u

= ViXyu+RY,.

Using assumptions on the uniform norms on Y'* and R! as well as bounds on the rough
integrals one can indeed show that |R) | Syr [v — u[* and |6V | Sy,p [v — u|".
For Z we have:

t t
ZU—ZU=J. Ydes—f Ys,udXs_ — Y. +f Y2, dX

v t
- J V2,dXs Xy + J R? . (s)dX, — J (Yeu — Yu,u)dX,
= Z, Xyu+RZ,.
One can easily show that |[RZ | Sy, [v —u[*" and [6Z], ,| Sy, |v — ul?. O

Before we proceed we need a good notion of a smooth approximation of the jointly
controlled rough path with respect to the smooth approximation of the rough path. We
refer the reader to the paper [HK14] where the authors showed that

¢ ([0,T],RY) = %7 ([0,T],RY) & C*"([0, T],R**?),

where C?7 < C?7 is a closure of smooth functions with respect to the 2y-Hélder
norm. This means that for every X = (X,X) € €7 ([0, T],R?) there exists a unique
X9 = (X,X9) € 4([0,T],R?) and a unique f € C*¥([0, T],R**%) with f, = 0 such
that

Xt,s = ng + 6ft,s . (51)

Having this decomposition one can show that for (Y, Y”) € 2% ([0, T], R?) the follow-
ing integral formula holds:

b b b
fysdxﬁf stXngJ. Y! - df,, (5.2)

and the second integral on the right hand side makes perfect sense as a Young’s integral,
where we understand the product Y/ - df of two d x d matrices as a Frobenius inner
product: for A, B € R¥™*9set A- B = tr(ATB).

Definition 5.4. Let X € ¢7([0,7],R%), we say that Y € 25 ([0,T]*, R?*?) ad-
mits a smooth approximation if there exist sequences X" € C®([0,T],RY), f* €
C?([0,T],R™%) and Y™ € 23%. ([0, T)?, R4 such that for X" = X°(X™) +
(0,0 f™) the following approximations hold:

lim o4(X,X") =0,

n—o0

: 1, 2, 1,2 1,2,
nh_{lgo [Yo,0 = Y5l + Yoo — Yoo l+ Y50 — Yool + 1Yo — Yo "l=0,

lim [V =Yy + |RY = B2, = 0.
n—0o0
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An example of Y that admits a smooth approximation can be Y from Examplem
since both V' and Z are the usual controlled rough paths by X and can be each smoothly
approximated.

Remark 5.5. We sketch an argument on why a classical (one time variable) controlled
rough path V' can always be smoothly approximated. To see this, one first shows that
the equality 0V; o = V!X s + RXS is equivalent to showing that V =V’ < X + U
for some U € C*Y and < denotes some sort of the paraproduct (which is a continuous
bilinear map, see [GIP15|] for the definition and properties of the Bony paraproduct on
the Fourier space). This paraproduct < can for example be defined by

f <g= Z f(‘r)<ngn,9;>wn,z s

where 1y, . is an L*-normalised wavelet basis. Then one will simply take a smooth
approximation of X say X™ and define V'™ and U™ by mollifying V' and U. Then
defining V™ := V'™ < X™ + U™ from continuity of the paraproduct < one can then
show that (V™ , V'™) converges to (V, V') in the rough path metric. Though this smooth
approximation of the classical rough path is not canonical we will see later on that for
our purposes we will only need an existence of some smooth approximation and we do
not care which particular one is it.

Since for Y € 257 ([0, T]?, R**%) we can integrate with respect to X in both of its
time directions, a natural question is if the order of integration matters. Even though we
believe that Fubini like theorem holds for every Y € 2% ([0, T]?, R**%) we only show
the proof for Y that can be smoothly approximated. For our purposes this is going to
be sufficient since we will apply these results later to a case similar to Examplem First
we show how to swap the order of integration where the limits of the second integral
are time variables that are also integrated. It turns out that unlike for usual integration,
there is in general a correction term appearing for non-geometric rough paths. For the
purpose of clarity we use in this section notation for the rough integral using the bold
letter dX, reserving d.X for Young integrals.

Theorem 5.6. Lety € (1/3,1/2],X € €7([0, T],RY) andletY € 75 ([0, T]? R4
admit a smooth approximation. Then

t pt t t pr t
| [ vudxeax.s [ voran = [ ] viaxaxo - [ v, 69
0 Js 0 0 Jo 0

where f is the C?" function appearing in (@2). In particular, note that one has a usual
change of order of integration in the case where X is geometric:

t t t T
f f Y,y dX, dX, = f f Y, dX,dX, . (54)
0 Js 0 JO

Proof. First note that all the double integrals are well-defined due to Lemma[53} We
will first prove the theorem for the case of geometric rough path and then will use
decomposition (F1) in order to show the general case. Let’s call the left hand side
of (54) L; and right hand side R;. The main idea is of approximation. Basically we
want to show that:

t pt t pr
L; = lim J J Y2 dXPdX? = lim J J Y dAXPdX" = Ry (5.5)
0 Js 0 JO

n—0o0 n—ao0
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Here X" and Y" € 7 e ([0, T)%,R4*4) are as in the definition of smooth approxi-
mation. Since we can take X" to be geometric rough paths themselves then the middle
equality in (3-3) is perfectly valid. This because in the smooth and geometric case
rough integrals agree with the classical integrals for which the middle equality in (5-3)
is certainly true.

It remains to establish the two other equalities. We will only show the third
equality of (53). Once again since rough path X" is smooth and geometric then
all the rough integrals with respect to X" are in fact the classical integral. We denote
I = 5 5o Y axuaxy = §0 §0 Vi dXpdX D, Ve = § Vs odX and V7 = § Y, dX2.
From Lemma[g3]both V and V™ are controlled rough paths (respectively w.r.t. X and
X") and for Gubinelli derivative of V we write V,, = Y., + § Y,! ,dX,, and similarly

V™ (In fact here you can see why does Y'! and Y2 also have to be rough paths). First
write M = max{gy(X), | (Y,Y”)|x,2v}. Because of convergence we can guarantee
that eventually o, (X™)+[ (Y™, Y"")| xn 2, < 3M and so using stability of integration
similar to Lemma[3.13| we get:

|Re — I < U|R - 1],
S 0 (XX") + Vo = Vo' + [Vo = V' + dx xn 2, (V, V™)
=0, (X, X") + [Vo = V' + Vo = V' + [V = V|, + |[RY — R |5,

Now first three terms clearly converges to 0 by approximation assumption. For the term
|V — V™|, we can again use stability of integration and nice approximation assumption

on Y to deduce that |V — V™|, — 0 as n — oo. We will show in more details on how
to treat |RY — RY" |2, term. Therefore we have:

LRV - f Yy dXs — Vi uXou — f Y dXD + Y2 XD,

+ f R}, (s)dX, — f Ry (s)dX ]
0 0

The last two terms are bounded by

|f s5)dX, ff Ryn(s)dX | <
<R, (0) = Ry2(0)| [ Xuol + Ry 2(0)| [ Xuo — X7
IR2 0(0) = B2V (0)| [Xu 0] + [R2L™(0)] [Xuso = X7 o] + w2, I3

—_n
-n _ ‘:‘17,u(t7‘s)‘ .
Here |“'U,u|3'¥ - Sup0§s<t§T ‘t_s‘i’w with

Epultys) = R(t,s,v,u)(Xe s — Xi's) + (R(t, s,v,u) — R(t, s,v,u)") X¢'s
+ R (t,5)(Xes — X)) + (GRT (8, 5) — ORD™ (¢, 8)) XY
We see that from approximation assumptions we indeed have

|§o RY.(8)dXs — §5 Rim(s)dX |

ul*

— (0 as n — oo.
o<u<v<T |U |

For the remaining terms in equality for RV — RV we add and subtract Y, ,, Xy 4 —
Y,"w Xy Then we use similar bounds for 1ntegrals to deduce:

| Yo,sdXs = YuuXow = §, YO, AXT + Y0, X0u| _

|v — u|?Y ~MT
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<mur oy(XX") + |Y02,0 - Yo%bn| + Y2 =Y + |R? = R*™| 5,5

All terms converge to zero by assumption and so we are done proving the third equality
in (33). Proving the first equality of (5-5) may seem to be more difficult since the
integral inside is also ¢ dependent. But in fact it is easy to check that it plays almost
no role but requires a bit more computations similar to above. Thus we finish showing
formula (523) for the geometric rough path.

For the non geometric rough path the middle equality of (5:3) is no longer true
because of the presence of the correction term f. In fact using the integral formula (5-2)
and Lemma[53} denoting by f™ a smooth approximation of f we can show that:

V= f Y dX} = f Y, dX +f YR dfl
0o o o
V=Y, +f YrdXr = Y+ f YIrdX) + f Yoo dfls
0 0 0

t t t
| v = [ v« | v agy
0 0 0

Using that Sf) §o Y, dXndXy = Sé VX" and putting all the above formulas together
we get that:

t pr t pr t pr
f f V" dX"dX" = f f Y,?gdxgdxzwf f Yindxn . dfr
oJo oJo oJdo 7

t r t r t
n f f Y27 dfr dXT + f f YI2n . dfr +f Yrdfr
oJo oJo 0o

Similarly:
t t t t t t
| [ vmaxzaxy = | vraxpaxz [ [ viraxe
0 Js 0 Js 0 Js
t t t t t
" f f Yﬁ.,;"~dfde?+f f YN dfn - f Yo dfr
0 Js 0 Js 0

Therefore using Y12 = Y21 we get:

t t t t r t
f j Y7L AXT X"+ j yr, . dfr =f j Y X" AXT j Yr, - dfr,
0 Js 0 0 JO

0

Letting n go to infinity we indeed get (5-3). (|

Theorem 5.7 (Rough Fubini Theorem). Let v € (1/3,1/2], X € €7([0,T], R?) and
Ye .@22}(([0, T1?, R¥*%) admitting a smooth approximation. Then for [s,t] < [0,T]
and [u,v] € [0,T], one has the identity

t rv vt

One can prove this theorem using the same argument of approximation and it is
even easier to show than the Theorem[5.6] Notice that when say in both integrals limits
of integration are from 0 to ¢ then Theorem [5-7]is a corollary of Theorem[s.6] This is
because the controlled rough path (Sé Yy mdXom, Sé Y,!,,dX,,) is asum of two controlled
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rough paths So Y mdXm, Ve + So X, ) and St Y m X, —Yrr+ St Y}, dX.)

for every r € [0,¢]. Thus splitting the rough path So Y, mdXs, So Y72, dX,) similarly
we get:

JJ.YdeX X, —
t pt t
J J Y, mdX,, dX, J 575~df5+J J YrﬁmdxdeTJrJ Y, s - dfs
r 0
t rm t
ff Yy X, dX +f Voo dfot | [ Vaoax,— | Y. an
0 0
J J Y, mdX,dX,,

A natural question to ask is whether a double integral of Y € 27 ([0, R?*?) is

itself an element of @;VX ([0,T]?,R). We give the answer below but we do not study
this question in much details since only Theorem [5.6]is needed for our purposes.

Lemma 5.8. Let v € (1/3,1/2], X € €7([0,T],R%) and Y € 2% ([0, T2, R?x4)

define:
t rv
Ly = J. f Y, »dX,dX.
o Jo

Then Z € 2% ([0,T]*,R) and Z}, = § YV, dX,; Z2, = §o YeudX,; Z,7 =
Y, . Moreover the map Y +— Z is continuous as a map @;}([O,T]Q,Rdx‘i) —
75 ([0, T)%, R).

Remark 5.9. One can easily generalise the above results to functions in more time
variables, giving rise to a generalised spaces ‘@,37)(([0, T, de)for k € N. Another
approach of defining the double integral is the approach of so called “Rough sheets”

introduced in [CG14]. However, to best of our knowledge, no statement like Theorem(s.6|
is known for Rough sheets.

It will also be useful to be able to rough integrals with usual Riemann integrals.
Let Y : [0,7]> — R be a process such that for each fixed s € [0,7], Y. 5 €
2%([0,T],R% is a controlled rough path and Y;. € C([0,T],R%) is a continuous
function. For such Y we say that it admits a smooth approximation if there exist
sequences X" e C*([0,T],RY), fr e C*([0,T], RdXd) hke in Definition [5-4] and

: [0,T]*> — R? such that for each fixed s € [0,T], Y™, € 2% ([0,T],R?) and
Y;” € C([0,T],R%) such that

lim sup (|Yo,s — Yolsl + [Yg s — Yo i'l + dx xn 2,(Y. 5, YY) =0,

NP 0<s<T
where X" is a smooth function such that g, (X,X") — 0 as n — o0. The following
theorem can then be proved using the same method as Theorem 5.6
Theorem 5.10. Lety € (1/3,1/2], X € €7([0,T],R%). Let Y : [0,T]? — R? be such
that for each fixed s € [0,T], Y., € 2% ([0, T],R%) and Ys . € C([0, T],R?). Assume
that Y admits a smooth approximation as described above. Then we can perform the
Jfollowing exchange of the integrals:

t pt t T
f f Y, dX, ds =J f Y, dsdX..
0 Js 0 JO
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Note that no correction term with f from decomposition (5-1) arise in this case.
This is because in the left hand side the rough integrand has a Gubinelli derivative Y}
(meaning in the first time variable) and the rough integrand in the right hand side has a
Gubinelli derivative SS S/;fsds which will not create any correction terms when proving
the analogue of the middle equality of (53).

6 Weak formulation and It6’s formula for RPDEs

In this section we are going to give an equivalent notion of solution for (4.6) —the
weak solution. Recall that in Theorem[£.1] where we obtain solutions to the fixed point
problem (#2), we used the spaces @;‘;’(8’5([0, T],H_2y) for 0 < € < v in order to
obtain suitable bounds on the term || F'(u;) — S¢F'(&)[#,._,,. On the other hand, the
right hand side of makes sense as an element of H for any controlled rough path
(u,u') € @;7)(2 79([0,T],H_2,). This motivates us to give the following notions of
solution:

Definition 6.1. Let v € (1/3,1/2] and X = (X,X) € €7(R4,R?). Let £ € H,
FeC?y o(H,H), and N € Polygﬁls(?-[) forsomen > 1and1—§ > . We say
that (u, F(u)) € @;7)’(27’0([0, T, H—_2~) is a mild solution of the equation

duy = Lugdt + N(ug)dt + F(ug)dXy and uo=E€eH,

if, for each 0 < t < T, the following identity holds:
t t

up = Si€ + J. St N (uy)dr + J St F(uy)dX, .
0 0

We say that (u, F(u)) € @;7)’(27’0([0, T, H_2) is a weak solution if for every h € H;
and 0 < t < T the following integral formula holds:

{ug, by = {ug, h)y + L<u5, Lhyds + L<N(us), hyds + L(F(us), hydXs. (6.1)

Note that since N (us) € H_s and § < 2/3, {N(us), h) is well-defined. Moreover,
since 2y < 1 and therefore 71 < H2-, Proposition [3-T0| guarantees that (F'(us), h) is
a controlled rough path in the classical sense and the integral Sg(F(us), hyd X is well-
defined. We are going to prove that these two notions of solution are in fact equivalent.
To prepare this proof, we have the following preliminary result:

Lemma 6.2. Let X € €7 ([0,T],R%) for v € (1/3,1/2]. Then for every h € H and
(Y, Y") e 25527°([0, T], HY 5,,) we have for each 0 < t < T

t s t pt
J <f So . YodX, hyds — f f (Se_r Yo, hds dX, .
o Jo 0 Jr
Proof. First note that by Remark[5-5)and since by Proposition[3:q] @;}2%0 =30,
we can find a smooth approximation of (Y,Y”), meaning that there exists a sequence
of X" = (X", X") € ¥ with X” smooth such that o, (X,X") - 0asn — coand a
sequence (Y™, Y'™) € .@2337”([0, T],H%,,) such that

doy oy 0(Y,Y") -0 as n — oo.
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By Proposition[31o, W', = S£<SS,TYT”, hyds is a controlled rough path with respect
to X" and Wy, = Si(Ss_TYT, h)ds is a controlled rough path with respect to X . There-
fore the following integrals can be defined in the rough path sense: Z]* = Sé Wi.dXT,

Zy = Sé W, »dX,.. (The fact that W also depends on ¢ does not cause any difficulties
in defining the integral). Similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem 5.6 allow us to
deduce that

17 2" fom) S (Ao r 0 (VY™ + 0y (X XD)[A] >0 as 0 — a0,

thus Z™ — Z uniformly in time. Moreover we know from the stability of integration
Lemma[3.13]that for V" = SS Ss Y 2dX" and V; = SS Ss_,Y,.dX, we have:

V" = Vleoa S day,29,0(Y,Y") + 0,(X,X") >0 as n — .

It is easy to see that smoothness of X" implies Sé(Vs”, h)ds = Z}' and thus:

t S t t
‘ J <J Sy, Y,dX,, hyds — J J<SS,TYT,h>ds X,
0 0 0 Jr

t t t
_ U Vi, hyds — f VI hyds + 2 — 7] < f (Vs = VI, WS|ds + |20 — Zi] <
0 0 0
STIV" =Vl]wulh| + 12 = 2" w00y =0 as n — o,
therefore showing the result. O
With this at hand:
Theorem 6.3. In the sense of Definitionl6.1] mild and weak solutions are equivalent.

Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume in both cases that { = 0 by replacing
(u, F(u)) by (u+ S.& F(u)) (using 05.€ = 0).

Mild = Weak. Assume also for simplicity that N = 0 since dealing with the
drift term term is easier than with the diffusion term F. Now let (u, F(u)) €
@;}2%0([0, T, H_o,) satisfy for 0 <t < T

t
Ut = f St_SF(’LLS)dXS .
0

Let h € H; be arbitrary. Then taking the inner product with L% and integrating from 0
to? gives

f:@s’ Lhyds = f:<f Ss—rF'(ur)d X, Lhyds = f: f:<Ss_TF(uT), Lh)ds dX,
= Lt<F(ur), f: Se_r(Lh)ds)dX,

t t
= J (F(uy), St—rhydX, — f (F(uy), hydX, |
0 0
where we used Lemmal6.2]in the second equality together with Lh € H. To conclude,

it suffices to note that by Proposition [3-10|(F'(u,), St—rh) = (Si—rF (u,), h) is itself
a rough path and therefore

f t<F(uT), Se_rhydX, = <Jt Sey F(u)dX,, B = (ug, B .
0 0
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Weak = Mild. The proof is almost identical to the standard proof for SPDEs and can
be found either in [Haiog|] or [DPZ14]. [l

The next lemma is a slight generalisation of Theorem [6.3] but it has exactly the
same proof, so we omit it.

Lemma 6.4. Leto > 0, « € R. Let (u,u’) € @;}2%0([0,T],H0¢_27) and (v,0v') =

(v,F(u)) € .@27)’(27"0([0, T, Ha—2+—o) satisfy the following weak equation for every
he %lfaJra-'

{ve, by = {vg, by + J:@s, Lhyds + fot<N(us), hyds + J:<F(us), hydXs. (6.2)

Here F € C2_y (M, M%), and N € Polyg’7"_5(7-[) is of polynomial type for some
n = land1 — § > . Then the following mild formula holds in Hq—:

t t
v = Spvg + J. St N (uy)dr + J. St F(uy)dX,. (6.3)
0 0

Moreover the converse is also true: ({6.3) implies (6.2) for every h € H1_q40.

Note that h € Hi_o+o guarantees that {vs, Lh) is well-defined because of vs €
Ho—oand Lh € H_pio.

A particularly important case is the choice v; = A(u;) for some regular function
AeC? 5, ,(M). By Lemma[311} for every (u,u’) € @;7)’(2%0([0, T, Ha—2v), We
then have (A(u)), DA(u)u’) € .@;7)’(27’0([0, T], Ha—2y—0). The question we want to
ask is whether A(u;) satisfies some mild formula like (6.3)? Before we answer this
question we recall the definition of the bracket of a rough path:

Definition 6.5. Let V be a Banach space and X € €7([0,T],V), then its bracket is
given by [X]; = X0 ® Xt,0 — 2Sym(X¢ o).
From Chen’s relation (3-1) it follows that
6[X]t,s = Xt,s ®Xt,s - 2Sym(Xt,s) 3

and therefore [X] € C?7([0, 7], V). Inparticular [X] = 0 if and only if X is a geometric
rough path. Moreover the above implies that [X]; = —2Sym(f;) where f € C?7 is
as in the decomposition (3-1). For example [B"], = ¢ and [B5"(]; = (0 almost surely.
Now for a moment assume that [X] = 0 so that there is no “Itd correction” and we
can just apply the chain rule. Assume that A is Fréchet differentiable and « formally
satisfies an equation du; = Lusdt + N (us)dt + F'(us)dX;. Then heuristically we have:

d(A(ut)) = DA(ut)dut = DA(Ut)LUtdt + DA(ut)N(ut)dt + DA(ut)F(ut)dXt
= LA(u)dt + (DA(ug)N(ue) + [L, A](wr))dt + DA(ug) F(ug)dX;.

Here for any two differentiable functions G € C} 5
the Lie bracket
|G, H](u) := DH(u)G(u) — DG (u)H(u) € Cayvaz pi+8:(H) -

Since L is linear, we have DL(u) = L for each u € H,, therefore [L, A](u;) =
DA(uy)Luy — LA(ug). Writing N(u) = DA(u)N(u) + [L, A](u) and F(u) =
DA(u)F(u) then on a formal level A(u;) solves

(H), H € C}, 5,(H) we define

d(A(uy)) = L(A(u))dt + N(up)dt + F(ug)dX;.
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This suggests that A(u;) satisfies the identity

¢ ¢
A(ug) = SpA(ug) + J St,TN(uT)dT + J St,TF(uT)dXT.
0 0

Before showing this result for the mild formulation rigorously we state a weak version
of it:

Theorem 6.6 (Weak It6 formula). Ler v € (1/3,1/2], X € €7, 0 = 0, and o € R.
Let (u,u) € 22527°([0,T], Ha2y) and (v, F(u)) € 22527°([0,T], Ha—2y—0)
be such that (@ holds for every h € Hi_q+os with F and N as stated there.
Then, for every v > 0 and A € C3_, , _,(H), one has (A(v), DA(v)F(u)) €
@;7)’(27’0([0, T, Ha—2y—o—v) andthe following identity holds foreveryh € Hi_qyo40:

(A(ve), hy = (A(vg), h)y + L<DA(’US)L’US + DA(vs)N (us), hyds +

T f (DA(w)F(us), WYX, + - f D A(0) (Fu.), F), Byd[X],. (6.4

Proof. Without loss of generality we only consider the case o = 0. By Proposition[3:g}
(v,v") = (v, F(u)) € 23770, T], Ha—2,) < 2% ([0,T], Ha—_2,) and by the
mild representation of Lemmal6.4]it satisfies:

v — vs = F(ug)Xy,s + DF (us)F(us)Xy s + Ry s
Setting v; = F'(us) and v; = DF (uy)F (ut), we note that

(G,G") = (DA(v)V', D*A(v)(v',v") + DA(v)v")
is itself a controlled rough path in .@? ([0, T], Ha—2y—v)- Asin [FH14| Remark 4.11],
one can define V, ; = Sz (vp — vs) ® dvg € 622V (Ha—2¢ ® Ha—24), yielding a rough
path v = (v,V) € €7 (Ha—2). From now on we are going to omit writing ® and

always understand say ¢ for two elements of some Hilbert space ¢ and v as their
tensor product ¢ ® 1. By 1t6’s formula for rough paths [FH14, Prop. 5.6] we have that:

6A(W)0 = A(ve) — A(vg) = ‘ 7131|m0 > (DAWm)S0rm + D*A(vm)Vim)
- [m,r]leP

1 )
+t3 \7?&0 [W;EPD A(vm)O[V]rm.- 6.5)

With convergence in Ho—2y—,,. Now one can show that §[V], ., = v},v.,0[X]rm +
o(|r —m|) and using that V. ,,, = v/, v} X, ,, +o(|r —m/|) we can take an inner product
of (6.5) with € H1_q4,, on both sides we get:

(AW)e0,hy = Tim > (DA(0m)(00r.m) + (D> A(vm) 0} V) K, B
|P|—

O[m,r]€7D
1 . 2 / /
+3 |71>1\TO Z (D A0 0y, Uy s RO [X] 3
[m,r]eP
=1l L+ 1 L .. 6.6
dmy 2, Tomt Fm D) T ©6
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The second term in this expression converges to 5 Sé(DQA(vS)(v’ vl), hyd[X]s, inter-

ERENE-]

preted as a Young integral. Since v}, = F'(us), this gives the very last term in (6.4).

To deal with the first term in (6.6), note that for a fixed value of m, one has
(DAm,)0Vrm, by = {0Vr m, DA* (v )Ry with DA* (v, )h € H1_q, so that we can
apply (6.2) for fixed m, yielding

(DA (V) 0Vrm, by =
_ f Coe, LDA* (0 )hds + f "N (s, DA* (0 )5ds

+ J-T (F(us), DA* (v ) hyd X s

= (U, LDA* (vm)h)(r — m) + (N (upm,), DA* (vm)h)(r —m)
+ (F (U)X m + DF () F (U)X, DA* (U ) ) + o(Jr — ml|)
= (DA )Lvy + DAV )N (), h)(r —m)
+ (DA )i, Xy + DA )i Xy s by + o(|r — ml).
We conclude that one has
L. = (DA(Vm)Lvm + DA(Um )N (), hy(r —m)
+ (GmXpm + G X my ) + o(|r — m)).

Since (G, G’) is a controlled rough path, we then obtain

t t
| %i‘m 2 Lo = f (DA(vg)Lvg + DA(vs)N (us), hyds + { f GedX,, h).
—0 0 0
[m,r]eP

We conclude by recalling that Sé GsdX, = Sé DA(vs)vdXs = Sé DA(vs)F (us)dXs.
O
Finally we state the main result of this section:

Theorem 6.7 (Mild 1td formula). Lety € (1/3,1/2], X € €7, 0 > 0, and o € R. Let
(u,0) € TEZ[0,T), Ho,) and let (v, F(v)) € D770, T], Hawz-o) be
related to u through

¢ ¢
v = Spvg + f St N (uy)dr + f St F(uy)dX, ,
0 0

with F and N as in Lemma Then, for any v > 0 and A € C2_,., _,(H), we

have (A(v), DA(v)F(u)) € 23527°([0,T), Ha—2y—-o—v) and the following mild It6
formula holds:

t

A(ve) = StA(vo) + L St—r(DA(ve )N (uy) + [L, Al (vy))dr 6.7)
o [ s Ao, + L [ S0 A0 (), F)dX.
0 0

Proof. By Lemmal6.4] equation (6.2) holds for (v, F'(u)), so that (6.4) holds for every
h € Hi—ato+v by Theorem[6.60 We now make use of the fact that

(DA(vs)Lvs + DA(vs)N (us), h) = (LA(vs), h) + {(DA(vs)N(us) + [L, A](vs), h)
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= (A(vs), Lhy + (DA(vs)N (us) + [L, A](vs), b,
where {[L, A](vs), h)y makes sense since [L, A](vs) € Ho—o—v—1and h € Hi_gtotu-
Thus we get the following weak equation:

(Aw), By = (Avo), By + f (A(v,), Lhyds + f (DA(v)N () + [L, Al(0s), hyds

+ J (DA(vs)F(us), hydXs + %J (D?A(vg)(F(us), F(us)), hYd[X]s,
0 0

which itself implies the mild formula (6.7) by Lemma [6.4] and the fact that the last
integral is well-defined as a Young integral. (|

7 Backwards RPDEs

We will briefly describe the method of solving rough backwards PDEs of the form:
dvy = —Lvidt — N(v)dt — F(v1)dXe, v =&€H. (7.1)

For short we call them backwards RPDEs. We will quickly describe the theory of
backwards controlled rough paths according to the semigroup. In many instances,
the proofs of the results are virtually identical to the corresponding ones for forward
controlled rough paths, so we do not give them. We introduce an increment operator

5261—>Cg .
5ft,s = Stfsft - fs )

for a semigroup S acting on a Banach space V. (We will actually assume that .S consists
of selfadjoint operators on some Hilbert space H.) With this, we define a Holder like
space

C={feCi:[0flyv <o},

and we endow it with a seminorm || f||.v = [0 f],.v and anorm | |z = || fll4.v +
| fr]v. (We could have replaced | fr|v by || f|,v, which yields an equivalent norm.)

Definition 7.1. Let X € €7([0,T],R%) for some v € (1/3,1/2] and let m € N. We
say that (Y,Y"') € C7([0,T],H?) x CY([0, T], H™*?) is backwards controlled by X
according to the semigroup (St)i>o if the remainder term defined through
R, =06Ys— S/ Xy,
is an element of C3 H!".
This defines a space of controlled rough paths (according to the semigroup)
(V,Y") € 75 ([0, T], A7),
We endow this space with a semi-norm (omitting d and m for notational convenience)
1YY |2y, 5.0 = 1Y ly.0 + [RY [29,0-

It is easy to see that the space @;7)(,(_([0, T, H™) is a Banach space with norm:

1YY gz = 1Yrlag + [Yrlagsa + 1YY 2y, x,0-
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Here the endpoint Y plays the same role as the starting point for forward controlled
rough paths. This is justified by the inequality |Y | <7 |Y7| + [|Y||y. This also
corresponds to the fact that for backwards RPDEs we don’t know the initial condition
but rather the terminal condition.

Similarly as for forward controlled rough paths for 8 € R and 7 € [0, 1] define a
space

FER0,T], Ha) = D5 ([0, T], Ha) (€7([0, 7], Has ) x L7 ([0, T], Hok ) -
We introduce a norm on this space to be:

VYN gz = V2 llatars + 1YV w0t + 1Y llnats + 1V, Y)]2v.x.0-

Here we also make an abuse of notation by writing C° = L® for = 0. Simi-
larly to Lemma[377, composition with regular functions maps 9;7)(2 T1[0,T], Ha) to

@;V)’(QY_’ ([0,T],Hq) forevery n € [0,1].
For (Y,Y’) € @S . ([0,T], H2) an integral StT Sr—+Y,dX, can be defined and

(JT S,_ Y, dX,, Y) € @SXH([(),T],/HQ).

Moreover, results analogous to Theorem Lemma [377, and Theorem [£73] are true
and their proofs are almost the same. The main difference is that the role of the initial
condition Yj is now played by the terminal condition Y7. We can now state a theorem
regarding solutions to backwards equations of the type arising in (7).

Theorem 7.2 (Nonlinear backwards RPDEs). Let v € (1/3,1/2] and X = (X,X) €
¢V (Ry,RY). Then, given & € H, F € C*y ((H,H"), and N € PolyO " 5(H) for
somen = 1and 1 — 6 > =, there exists T = 0 and a unique element (v,0") €
@?),{217((7, T, H_2) such thatv' = F(v) and

T T
=St &+ J Sr—tN(v.)dr + J Sr—tF(v.)dX,, vpr=EeH.
t t

We call the pair (v, F'(v)) the mild local solution to the backwards RPDE
dve = —Lvidt — N(v)dt — F(v)dX: and vy =& €H.

For a weak solution approach to both forward and backward rough PDEs we refer
the reader to [DFS17].

One can show that all the continuity results of Section are true for backwards
RPDESs. The same is true for a smoothing result analogous to Proposition[g:13] except
that smoothing now takes place away from the terminal point vz = £. One can show
that solutions to backwards RPDEs coincide with solutions to backwards SPDEs in the
case of Brownian motion. From now on, we will assume that we are in the setting
of Theorem [7:2] with choices of L, N, F' and X such that one can choose 7 = 0, so
that solutions exist (and are unique) on the whole of [0, T']. The following proposition
establishes a connection between the forward and backward controlled rough paths.

Proposition 7.3. Lety € (1/3,1/2]and X € €7 ([0, T],RY). Let o, 3 be such that o +
B+2y = 0andlet (V,V') € 25327°([0,T), Ho) and (Z,Z') € .@?XQLO([O, T], Hp).
Then, setting

Y, = <VtaZt> and Yt, = <Vt/7Zt>+ <VtaZ1§>7
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we have (Y,Y') € 23¢([0,T], R) with bound
(VY x 2 S (14 X[V, V | g2e 20| Z, 2] g2e o - (7-2)

Proof. The proof is a straightforward computation where we use the fact that S; is a
selfadjoint operator on H for any time ¢ > 0. By the definition of controlled rough path

<‘/t7 Zt> - <‘/S; Z5> = <‘/t; Zt> - <St75‘/5, Zt> + <‘/S; St75Zt> - <‘/57 ZS>
= (<St—sVs/, Zy +(Vs, St—sZ£>)Xt,s + <RXS, Zyy + Vs, Rfs>-

Now
(Se—sV, Ziy + Ve, Se—s Zyy = Y, + V], S5 Zy — Zsy + Vs, Se—s Z{ — Z1).
We can therefore write
RY, = (R0 Z0) + (Vo RE) + (V1. S1-uZ0— 2o + (Vi 81 Z— 1) X

The bound (72) is then an easy consequence of decomposition above. The requirement
on exponents « and 3 is necessary since we want to bound terms like:

KRY e Ze)l < IRV S| Zel s, and [V, RED] < |Villptas, 1R cll3es
Here we need oo + 3 + 2y > 0 so that we can use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. [J

We just showed that the inner product of a forward controlled rough path with a
backward controlled rough path is a controlled rough path in the usual sense. Assuming
that these controlled rough paths solve respectively some RPDE and backwards RPDE
in the mild sense, we can ask ourselves whether their inner product also satisfies an
integral equation. It turns out that this is true and this inner product in fact solves an
RDE:

Proposition 7.4. Let 1/3 < e <y < 1/2and X € €7([0,T],R?). Let § < 1 and
simultaneously o+ f+4v—6 = 0and o+ B+2y > 0. Let V € @;S?V’O([O, T], Ha)

and 7 € @;‘;’(21;0 ([0,T], Hp) be such that they satisfy these mild forward and backward
equations on [0, T]:
¢ ¢
‘/t = St‘/O + J SterTdT + J StfrFrdXT,
0 0

T T
Zy = St_Zr + J. ST_tNTdT + J. ST_tFTdXT,
t t

for some F € @;ﬁ}?W’O([O,T],Hg), F e @;ﬁ}?iﬁo([O,T],Hg) and functions N €

Lw([ov T]a Hoc+2'yf5)) N € Lw([ov T]a Hﬁ+2775)'
Then'Y; := (Vy, Ziy € 2% ([0, T],R) is a controlled rough path that satisfies the
following integral formula:

Y; =<VO,Z0>+J:((Ns,Zs>—<V;,Ns>)ds+J:(<FS,ZS>—<V;,FS>)dXS

t
+2J <F57ﬁs>'dfs , (7-3)
0
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where the function f € C?Y([0,T],R¥*%) is the one appearing in the decomposi-
tion of the rough path X. In particular, if X is geometric and N, F' are the adjoints
of N and F), then Y; is constant in time:

Y =Wy, Zoy = Y1, Z7) foreveryte[0,T]

Proof. Note that the assumptions on v, 5 and § are necessary for all the integrals in (73)
to make sense. (If § = 1 we only need the assumption o + 8 + 4y — § = 0). We
will assume that N = N = 0 since the drift term dt is even simpler to treat than the
dX; term. (Note though that Theorem[5.10/needs to be used at some point to swap the
order of integration in integrals of the type Sé Sz (N,, S,_F. sy dr dX). Using the mild
equations for V; and Z; we get:

Y: — Yo = (Vo — SV, Ze) + Vo, St Ze — Zo)

_ <f0t S FrdX,.2,) - <V0,f0t S, FrdX, ).

We can move the inner products inside the integration by examining the proof of
the Sewing Lemma, Theorem and ideas similar to Proposition 310} Since S is
selfadjoint, we get:

t
Y- Yy = f (Fy, 2, = Ve, ByD)AX, + Ry,
0

We will show that R; = 2 SS<FS, Fs> - df; for every t, which then implies the result.
One has the identity

Ry

t t
J <Fra Stfth - Zr>er + J <‘/r - ST‘/O) Fr>er
0 0

t t . t v )
- _L <Ff Su-r FudX, )dX, +f0 <L S, FudX,, F, )X,

t prt t pr
- J J (Fy, S, FydXdX, + J J (Sy_oFy, F,YdX dX,.
0 Jr 0 JO

Setting W, s = (F, ST,SFT>, we would like to show that one can apply our version
of Fubini’s theorem, Theorem@ ‘We are almost in the situation of Theorem@} the
only difference is that W,  is defined only for r > s because of the presence of the
semigroup S,_. But if one examines the proof of Theorem 5.6 one can see that we
can always require that r > s in our computations. Here we have

er,s = <Fs/a ST*SFT>; WTQ,S = <ST*SF57 Fai>7 er,,s2 = <ST*SF5,5 F;>

The remainders R', R?, R"?, R*! are also easy to determine. Since by Remark[5-3both
F and F' admit a smooth approximation then so does W ; in the sense of Definition[5-4]
Thus we can indeed swap the integrals for W, , like in Theorem|5.6] deducing:

t pt t
J J <FT)S57TF~‘S>dXSdXT + J <F57Fs> : dfs =
0 Jr 0
t pr 5 t ~
= J. f (Sy_sFs, FrydX dX, — f (Fs, Fsy - dfs.
0 Jo 0

We conclude that R; = 2 SS<F57 155> - df s and hence we are done. O
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7.1 Adjoint of the Jacobian

From now on for simplicity we denote the Jacobian of the solution to the (4.6) by J; s,
omitting the reference to the noise X. In the later results we would like to use the
adjoint of the Jacobian of the solution J;*,. For instance, this appears in the expression

for the Malliavin matrix (#;p, ) = Sé(F(us), Jpyds. Tt would then be useful to
know that Ji*; also solves an RPDE. Unfortunately, having a mild formulation for J s
is not enough to deduce a mild formulation for J;,. Therefore we go the other way
around: we ‘guess’ an equation for J;*, and then show that the solution to this equation
is indeed the adjoint of the Jacobian. In fact it will be more convenient to work with
the backwards equation for the adjoint. This is because Proposition [7-] then gives us
an explicit expression for (J;. s, Ji",.4)) for any ¢, p € H. A natural guess is to take a
backwards analogue of ({-23) where we formally take adjoints of the linear maps DN
and DF', so that our ansatz for J;' is:

dJfs = =LJ{ds — DN*(us)J} ;ds — DF*(u,)J d X, JE=id.
The next proposition shows that this guess is indeed correct.

Proposition7.5. LetX € € ([0, T, R*) be a geometric rough path. Let (u, F(u)) €

DY ([0, T], H) be the solution to (@-6) with F and N as in Propositiong-13} For every
te[0,T]andeveryp e H,let (K., K} ) := (K., DF*(u.)K;.) € @?X%LV([O, t], H_2+)
be the solution to the backwards equation

¢ ¢
Kisp=Si—sp+ J. Sr—s DN* (u) Kt ipdr + J. Sr—s DF*(u, ) Ky rpdX,. (7.4)

Then K is the adjoint of the Jacobian: K, = Ji'; forall0 < s <t <T.

Proof. We want to show that (J; s, v) = (p, K; s¢) for all v, € H. Set Y, =
{Jyr,s0, Kt 1)) and note that thanks to the smoothing property of the solutions, Propo-
sition the regularity assumptions of Proposition [7-4] are satisfied for (Y;.,Y]) €
@?([s +e,t —¢],R) for all e > 0. Moreover, since X is geometric, Y; satisfies the
equation

T

Y, = Yoy + f (DN () To.ss Kt — (s DN* (1) K)o

s+e
| CDP @ K = ey DF* () KX, = Yo
s+e
Since the terms inside the integrals cancel each other, we have Y;_. = Y., i.e.

<Jt—a,s‘pz Kt,t—a"/]> = <Js+a,s¥77 Kt,s+aw>-

But from the mild representation of K; , and J, s, we see that both of these lie in the
space C([s,t], H) as functions of the r variable. We can therefore take the limit of the
above expression as € goes to zero to obtain:

<Jt,s()0; Kt,tl/]> = <Js,s(pv Kt,sl/]>-

Recalling that J, s¢0 = ¢ and K, 41 = 1), we get the desired result. |
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Proposition 7.6. Let X € %;([O,T],Rd) and v € (1/3,1/2]. Let (u,F(u)) €
DY ([0,T],H) be the solution to (@-6) with F and N as in Proposition Let
Ky s be the adjoint of the Jacobian. Let v > 0 and a function A € C§ _,(H). Fix
0<t<T, peHandset Z5(r) := (A(u,), Ki,©). Then Z% € 2% ([s,t],R) for
every 0 < s < t and solves the RDE

az3(r) = Z&JFNA] (r)dr + Z&A] (r)ydX,,

which in its integral form reads for all r € [s,t]:

T

Z%(r) = Z%(s) + J. Z§+N7A](U)dv + J. ZE?A] (v)dX,. (7.5)
Proof. First we use the mild Itd formula Theorem [6.7]to determine the mild equation
for A(us). Note that since X is geometric, its bracket [X] vanishes. We then use the
mild formulation (74) for K ; and the fact that it is arbitrarily smooth on [s, ) together
with mild equation for u, and the fact that it is arbitrarily smooth on (0, ¢] to ensure
that we can apply Proposition[7.4]to derive the equation for Z¥% (r) = (A(u,), K¢ ). It
is easy then to verify that this is indeed Equation[7:3] O

8 Spectral properties of the Malliavin matrix

For this section we consider a special case when the multiplicative noise term is given

by
d

F(up)dXy = ). Fi(ug)dX{,
i=1
where F; € C%, ,(H) are smooth functions. We also assume N is smooth and belongs
to Polyg?f% and consider the collections of Lie brackets o7} defined recursively by:

JZ{O = {Fz 1< < d}, Mk+1 = uQ{kU{[L+N,A], [FZ,A] : Ae JZ{]C, 1<i< d}

Note that, at worst, elements of <7, decrease the spatial regularity by & i.e. send Hy, to H.
Our aim is to show that, under a version of Hormander’s condition appropriate for this
context, one obtains a bound on the Malliavin matrix of the kind P(inf ,{.#Z7p, p) <
€) <rp €P for every p > 1 (we will specify precisely over which class of ¢ we
take the infimum later). The proof is in the same spirit as the proof of Héormander’s
theorem for SDEs using Malliavin calculus techniques, see for instance [Mal78, Hai11].
It essentially goes by contradiction: assuming that {.#Z1y, @) is small, then
implies that (Jr ¢ F (us), ¢ is small. In the SDE case the solution to the equation with
good enough vector fields generates a smoothly invertible flow, so it is possible to factor
the Malliavin matrix as

T
My = JroMrITg; {AMre, ) = f (I F(us), o) ds.
0

Then the process s — (J; § F(us), @) is a semimartingale and one can use Norris’s
lemma [Nor86] to deduce by induction over k that s — <J;01A(us), @y is small for
every vector field A € .o7,. Hormander’s condition then guarantees that the span of the
), at every point is dense in H, which contradicts the fact that all the (J o A(us), @)
are small by considering s = 0.
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The problem with this argument is that solutions to parabolic SPDEs do not produce
a smoothly invertible flow, so that the Jacobian J, ; is not invertible. In [HM11] where
the authors deal with the case of additive noise and polynomial nonlinearities, they use
a version of Norris’s lemma for Wiener polynomials instead of semimartingales. In our
setting, we consider rough integration instead of Itd integration, which allows us to use
a version of Norris’s lemma for rough paths. Before stating it, we recall the notion of
Holder roughness from [HP13]J:

Definition 8.1. Let 0 € (0,1), a path X : [0,T] — R? is said to be 0-Hélder rough if
there exists a constant Lo(X) such that for all s € [0,T], all € € (0,T/2] and every
z € R with |z| = 1, there exists a t € [0, T] such that

[t —s| <e and |(z,X¢s)| > Lo(X)eP.
We denote the largest such Lo(X ) the modulus of 0-Holder roughness of X.

Here (z,y) denotes the scalar product on R%. In [HP13] it was proved that if X
is a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H < 1/2, its sample paths are
almost surely #-Holder rough for every 8 > H. Moreover, there exist constants M and
c independent of X such that

P(Lp(X) < &|Fg) < M exp(—ce™?),

for every € € (0, 1), so that in particular E[L,”(X)] < oo for every p > 0.
With this at hand we are ready to state one more result from [HP13]], namely the
aforementioned version of Norris’s lemma for rough paths.

Theorem 8.2. Let v € (1/3,1/2] and (X, X) € €7 ([0,T],RY) be 0-Hélder rough for
0 < 2. Let V e C'([0,T],R) and (Y, Y") € 23 ([0, T],R%) and set

t t
Zy = Zo +J Vids +J Y,dXs.
0 0

Then there are constants ¢ > 0 and r > 0 such that, setting
Ri=1+Lo(X)™" + 0y(X) + |(Y.Y")|x,2y + [V]er
we have the bound |Y | o + |V |w <7 R Z|%, on [0,T].

We will now work with a solution (u, u') to (4.6) starting from uy € H driven by
the path (X, X) € € (R4, R?) and vector fields N, F; as described in the beginning of
this section. K. . denotes the adjoint of Jacobian as in Section[7, Fix T" and a smaller
time 0 < s < T, let 1/3 < n < v < 1/2 be such that 7 is close to y. From now on fix
the quantity:

Ry(ug) =14 Lo(X) ™" + 04(X) + H(u7u,)H@?’;’Y’U([&T],Ha)
+ [ (K7, aKé‘,-)H@éj’)’f’lo([syT],L%w) ; (8.1)

for @ = 0 big enough to be determined later. If any of the quantities above explodes on
the interval s, T'] we simply write R (ug) = 00.

As in Proposition [7.6] define for ¢ € H and a vector field A, a function Z%(r) =
(A(ur), K7 ). From Proposition[7-3]and Lemma[3-11)it follows inductively that for
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every k € Ny there exists a constant C', depending on 7" and L, N, F; such that for all
A € o/}, we have:
(Z5: (Z3))x 215,71 < CuRs(u0)?. (8.2)

The above holds true if in the definition of R we take o big enough (depending on k)
so that the assumptions on spatial regularities of Proposition[7:3 would be satisfied.

Remark 8.3. Note that we only impose high spatial regularity on the solution u, and
not on K 5. This will give us the advantage of being able to use the fact that Kt T is
the identity.

The following two results are almost exact analogues of the finite-dimensional
statements from [HP13]]. Proposition[7.6|allows us to carry out the same techniques.

Lemma 8.4. LetT' > 0 thenforall0 < s < T, there exist q,r > 0 and M independent
of X, p, ug such that for all A € < the following bound holds:

1 Z 50,15, < MRS (uo){AMre,0)" (8.3)
forall o € H such that |¢| = 1 and all initial conditions ugy € H.

Proof. Note that we have

(Mirg,) = Z f (Fiun). Knpipdr = S

i=1

Consider an interpolation inequality (see [HP11] Lemma A.3):
_ 2v/(2v+1)| ¢ 1/(27+1)
£l < 2masx{T Y2 £, | £ 2T V1F1H2)

Since the final time is fixed, the L? norm is controlled by the y-Hélder norm, so

2 1
‘ g“o;-[’—sT ~s HZ[P HL2[5T |Z}%|CW[5,T]-

The first term is clearly controlled by {.#7p, p»*7 since [s,T| < [0,T] and the second
term is controlled by Co R (ug)? by (82). O

Now we show that the same holds for any vector field in <7;.

Lemma 8.5. Let T > 0 and (X,X) € €/ ([0,T],R%) be 0-Holder rough for 6 < 2.
Then for all 0 < s < T and every k € Ny there exist qi, i, > 0 and My, independent
of X, @, ug such that for all A € <, the following bound holds:

1Z 3o, 15,71 < Mi R (uo)Mrep, )™, (8.4)
forall o € H such that |¢| = 1 and all initial conditions ugy € H.
Proof. Define first for A € o7 a quantity
Ra=1+Lo(X)™" + 0y(X) + [(Z[ ap (Zf a) N2y + 120y alers

with all the norms taken on the interval [s,T]. Note that from (§.2) we have R4 <
CyR?(up) uniformly over all || = 1. Assume now that the statement is true for k.
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Let A € o, denote I, = L + N then by Proposition 7.6 we have the representation
foralls <r <T:

25 = 236) + |

S

T T

s g (0)dv + f 2y ()X,

S

Therefore we can apply the “rough Norris lemma”, Theorem[8.2] to deduce:
sup | Z 5, ajlloo,fs.m) < MRGZZN% o1
< MCYMERY (uo) R (uo) M, 0)" ™™

Since all B € ;41 are of the form [F}, A] fori = 0,...,d and A € «, we conclude
by induction. |

Remark 8.6. Note that both of the above lemmas are purely deterministic. Moreover
we did not make any assumption on the solution or its Jacobian. In fact if the solution
explodes before time T or if it does not have a Jacobian on the interval [s,T] one
should simply read the inequalities (8.3) and (8.4) as trivial statements “00 < 0",

We will now present the precise assumptions on the noise and solution which will
enable us to prove our Hormander’s theorem. We start with an assumption on the
driving noise which guarantees that it gives rise to a well-behaved rough path, but is
also sufficiently irregular to kick the solution around in a very non-degenerate way.

Assumption A.1. For some v € (3,%), the random rough path X = (X,X) €
%7 ([0,T],RY) is the canonical lift of a d-dimensional, continuous Gaussian pro-
cess X with independent components defined on some underlying probability space
(Q, F,P). We also assume that there exist M < oo and p € [1,1/27) such that for
i€{l,...,d}and[s,t] < [0,T], the covariances of X* satisfy

p.[s,t]2 < M|t — Sll/p.

We also assume that X is almost surely 0-Holder rough for some 6 < 2+ and more-
over that all inverse moments of its modulus of 0-Hélder roughness are bounded, i.e.
E[L,?(X)] < oo forall ¢ = 1.

With the driving noise X at hand, we assume the global existence of the solution:

Assumption A.2. Let X be as in Assumption and let {F;}{ < C%, (H), N €
Poly,""s(H) for 6 < 1 — . We assume that for every initial condition uo, ([{-6) has

a global solution (u, F(u)) € DY (Ry,H) for almost every realisation of X. We also
assume that the Jacobian J; s and its adjoint K, , exist for all times and satisfy the
corresponding mild equations ({24) and (7-4) respectively.

In the parabolic case, we cannot expect to have a bound on inf| | {.#Z1¢, @) since
this would imply the invertibility of the Malliavin matrix, contradicting the fact that
A1 is a compact operator. Instead, we consider an orthogonal projection IT : H — H
with finite-dimensional range and, for a € (0, 1), we define ., — H to be

Fa={peH: ol =1,|lp| > a}.

For k € Ny define the positive symmetric quadratic form-valued function Q) such that

forall u € Hop
(o, Qr(uw)py = > (o, A(w))*.
146.!7{)€
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With this notation we assume that the following non-degeneracy condition holds on the
Lie brackets in .<7,:

Assumption A.3. Assume that {F;}{ ¢ C%, (H), N € Polyy"(H), § <1 —~.
Moreover assume that for some orthogonal projection 11 : H — H and for every
1> a > 0, there exists k € Ny as well as a continuous function A, : H — (0, 0) such
that

inf 0. Qu)) > Au(u),

for every u € Hop.

Finally, we assume that we have good enough control on the solution to be able to
“fight” the loss of control generated by regions where the function A, from Assump-

tion is small.

Assumption A.4. We assume that Assumptions[A.1] [A.3| hold and that there exist
two functions ®1,P : H x [0,00) — [0,0) such that the following two growth
assumptions are true:

(1) Forallp = 1andall a € (0,1) there exist K1 such that for the solution u to (4.6),
the inverse moment bound

E[A;? (ur)] < Ky @] (uo, T),
holds for every initial condition ug € H.

(2) Fora := (k—2v+4)v0(wheredisfrom Polyéffé and k is from assumption|A.3)),
some 1/3 <n <~y <1/2and forall p > 1 there exist Ko such that

E[H(ua F(“))H;ETI;MO(IT,HQ)JFH(KT,- 7K&“,-)Hggfzﬁloaﬂﬁfh)] < KQq)g(uovT)v

for every initial condition ug € H, where IT = [T/2,T].

The requirement for « is coming from the fact that for all A € o7 the inner product
(A(us), Kt ) should satisfy the assumptions of Proposition[7-3|on spatial regularities
and the fact that the assumption of Lemma[3.11]for N should be satisfied (/V has to be
a smooth function on the level of rough path regularity, which is « in this case).

Note that among all the assumptions we do not a priori assume that the solution is
Malliavin differentiable, but this does follow from assumptions[A.1]and[A.2] combined
with Theorem Moreover, Definition of .#r does not coincide with the
definition of the Malliavin matrix in general (see [Nuao6]), but it always makes sense
whenever Jacobian is well-defined. In the particular case where X is a Brownian motion,
we will see in the proof of Theorem[8.8]below that two definitions agree and our version
of Hormander’s theorem provides a statement for the usual Malliavin matrix. With all
these assumptions at hand we are ready to present the main result of this article.

Theorem 8.7. Let T' > 0 and let the noise X € €, satisfy Assumption Let
0 <0 <1 — v and assume that N and F; satisfy Assumption[A.3|for some orthogonal
projection 11 : H — H, a € (0,1), k € Ny and continuous function A, : H — (0, o0).
Assume that (u, F(u)) solving ([y.0) satisfies Assumptions [A.2] and Then there
exists a function & : H — [0, ) such that for every p > 1 there exist a constant C),
such that the operator Mt defined in (4.20)) satisfies the bound

P( inf (Arp,p) <€) < Cp@7(uo)e?,
PESq

for every initial condition ug. Here C,, is independent of the initial condition.
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Proof. Fix ¢ € .%,, an initial condition ug € H, and let <%, and @)}, be as in Assump-
tion Since K179 = ¢ and, by Proposition 15} ur € H almost surely, we
have:

Ao(ur) < {p, Qrlur)p) < gggi@, Alur))? = gég%KT,Tso, Alur))?

2 2 252 2r
= max |Z{(T)° < max | Z3|o, 1 < M Ryjs (wo) Mo )™,
where R /5 (uo) is defined by 8.1) with a = (k—2vy+0) v 0. This shows the existence
of some ¢, 7, M > 0 independent of noise and initial condition such that for all ¢ € .7,

(Mr. ) = MAL(ur) Ry (up).
Therefore we can use Markov’s inequality to deduce for every p > 1:
P( inf (M1, ) < &) < POMA, (ur) Ryfy (uo) < €)
¥ a

< M PPE[A;P" (ur) R

by (u0)] < MPPE[AZ" (ur) | B[RS (u0)] /2

< PO (ug, T) (1 + B[Ly P9(X) + 0P4(X)] + B2 (u, T)) >,
Here we used Cauchy-Schwarz in the third inequality and, in the last inequality, we

used[A4] Finally from[Ailthe expectation E[L, **7(X ) + 02P1(X )] is always bounded
by some constant C), and thus taking for instance

Br(u) = B(u, T)(1 + B2 (u,T))
gives the result. O

We now give an extra condition on the solution « which will guarantee the smooth-
ness of the densities of finite-dimensional projections:

Assumption A.5. In addition to previous assumptions assume that for all T > 0 there
exists a function Up : H — [0, 00) such that for all p > 1 there exist K5 with:

E| @4 (ur)| < KaWh(wo),

for every initial condition ug and function ® from the Theorem|(8.7|

Theorem 8.8. Assume that the rough path X = (B,B). Let (u,u’) be a global
solution to (4.6) like in Theorem [8.7] and assume that it also satisfies [A.5] Assume
also that the image of the orthogonal projection 11 (from assumption [A.3)) is finite-
dimensional. Then for all t > 0 the law of Ilu; has a smooth density with respect to
Lebesgue measure on T1(H).

Proof. Since (4.6) is driven by the Stratonovich lift of Brownian motion to the space
of rough paths, it follows from Proposition that w coincides almost surely with
the solution to the corresponding Itd SPDE. It follows from the growth assumption[A.4]
that we can derive an SPDE for the Malliavin derivative of any order and the Jacobian
of any order. Moreover, using Duhamel’s formula similar to (d-25) for higher order
Malliavin derivatives and moment assumptions from[A.4] one concludes that for every
t > 0, u; belongs to the space D® of Malliavin smooth random variables whose
Malliavin derivatives of all orders have moments of all orders. (For more details in the
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additive case see [HM11, Thm 8.1].) Since u; is Malliavin smooth and II is a bounded
linear map (hence smooth), we deduce that I1u; is also Malliavin smooth. By [Nuao6,
Chap. 2] it remains to show that the Malliavin matrix of ITu; denoted by ./ is almost
surely invertible and has moments of all orders. Just for notational convenience we
will consider ITuo; instead of Ilu;. First we can view the element uo; as an element
of the probability space with Gaussian structure induced by the increments of B over
the interval [¢, 2] and, as in [Nuao6, Chap. 1], we view increments of B over [0, ¢] as
irrelevant randomness. This shows that almost surely

M = TLty (wo)TL + Tty 2 (ue)T1 = Tty o (w11 (8.5)

where .#; 2¢(u¢) is defined like in but over the interval [¢, 2¢], and we treat u; as
an “initial condition” at time ¢. Recall that F; is the natural filtration of the underlying
Brownian motion, denote K = TI(#) then we have:

P( inf (Tl oi(ue)p, ) < el F) =P( inf (Ml o(ue)p, @) < |l F)
PEK; [ol=1 PE; []=1

< ]P( iI,ljf/.’ <H%t,2t(ut)ﬂw, (p> < El}—t) < CZ,(I)f(ut)gp.
pES o
We have used above that Iy = ¢ and therefore for every a € (0, 1)
{pe ks el =1} c{peH; o] =1, |Hp| = a} = S.

Moreover in the last inequality we have used the Markov property of the solution.
Taking the expectation and using the bound (8.5)), we see that

P (MJp. o) < ) < CpeE| @} ur) | < Cp KW (o).

inf
weK; [ol=1
This guarantees the invertibility of Malliavin matrix .#4; on K and that (.#4})~! has
moments of all orders, thus finishing the proof. |

9 Examples

As mentioned before, we will restrict ourselves to the Brownian rough path in all
examples since Assumption[A.2lis a priori not known to hold for more general Gaussian
rough paths. We will focus on equations driven by Brownian motion that have global
solutions as well as a Jacobian, which will imply Assumption[A2lfrom Sectiong2} We
will then show examples of noises for which Hormander’s condition, Assumption[A.3)|
is satisfied. The moment bounds for the rough path norms of solution and Jacobian for
Assumption[A4]part (2) might not be easy to obtain in general and require a closer look
as a separate problem on its own. We decide to postpone the study of such moments but
refer the reader to [FR13] where this question was answered for the rough SDE case.

We want to point out that the present work is indeed a generalisation of the additive
case from [HM11] since Assumption is a slight modification of Assumption C.2
from that article. Consider an equation which has both an additive and a multiplicative
noise:

k d
duy = Lugdt + N(ug)dt + Y gidB} + > Fi(u)dBj, 9.1)
1=1 i=k+1

for g; € Ho. Note that as a Fréchet derivative Dg; = 0 thus the Lie brackets [g;, g;] = 0
and there is no contribution from Lie brackets of this additive part. Only an interplay of
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[L+ N,gl, [L+ N, F], [F;, g:], [F}, F;] and of higher order Lie brackets contributes
to Assumption[A.3] In particular, if (9-1) satisfies Assumption[A.3|for F; = 0, then it
also satisfies it for F; # 0.

We now give a simple criteria for when the Assumption[A.3]is satisfied and moreover
the function A, can be taken constant.

Proposition 9.1. Let L, N, F; be as in Theorem|[8.7] Define the set o7 — M of all
possible constant directions created by the Lie brackets of the above vector fields,
namely
o = | J{Ae @ : Vu e Hy,, A(u) = A(0) € H}.
k=0

If the linear span of </ is dense in ‘H, then for every finite rank orthogonal projection
I : H — H and every a € (0,1) Hormander’s condition|A.3|is satisfied for some k.
Moreover, the function A, can be chosen as a constant depending on Il and a. As a
consequence, part (1) of the condition[A-4)is trivially satisfied too.

A proof of this statement can be found in [HM11}, Lem. 8.3]. This criterion is the
one that we are going to use in our next examples.

Remark 9.2. Ifin addition (4.6) is driven by Brownian motion and solutions u, satisfy
Assumption[A.5] then the above proposition and Theorem[8.8 guarantee that I1u, has
a smooth density with respect to Lebesgue measure for every surjective linear map

II: H — R™
9.1 Stochastic Navier-Stokes equation in 2-d
The Navier-Stokes equation describes the time evolution of incompressible fluid and is
given by
Orus(x) + (ur(x) - Vur(x) = Aug(x) — Vpe(z) + £(E, 2, ue(x)), V-ur =0.

For u; () € R? is a velocity field, p(t, z) is a pressure, and £ is a noise term describing
an external force acting on the fluid. We decide to work with the equation with spatial
variable lying on the two dimensional sphere x € S?. Moreover because of divergence
free assumption we can work with the vorticity formulation of this equation which can
be written as:

k n
dwy = Awdt+ N (w)dt+ Y fidBj + . (fiex+wig;) dBE™,  wo € L*(S%,R),

i=1 j=1

4 (9-2)
Here (B})1<i<n+k are mutually independent Brownian motions on R, our noise is a
mixture of the additive an linear multiplicative noise. A = —V*V is the negative

Bochner Laplacian on S?. The non-linearity N (w) is given by N(w) = B(w, w) for
the symmetric operator

1
B(v,w) = §(V -(vKw) + V- (wKw)).
Operator K is an operator that reconstructs velocity field from the vorticity:
uw=Kw=—curl A~ w

(See more details on the derivation of these equation and their further study in [TWg3]l.)
Here the Hilbert space # = L?(S?,R) and the interpolation spaces generated by the
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Laplacian will be H,, = H2%(S?,R), the usual Sobolev spaces on the sphere. We as-
sume that all the functions g;, f; € H*(S%, R). Note that later for the reaction-diffusion
equation we will consider also a polynomial noise, but here if we take polynomials of
higher order than just linear it is expected that the blow up created by the diffusion part
will not be compensated by the drift part and so it is hopeless to get any global bounds
on the solution. In [HM11]], the authors show that indeed such V is a smooth function
Heo — Ho—s forany 6 > 1/2 and o > 0. Since Brownian motion can be lifted to
a Stratonovich rough path almost surely in € for every v < 1/2 we get in particular
that 1 — v > 1/2 and so we can indeed take 1/2 < § < 1 — + so that non-linearity N
falls into our framework. Also for any g, f € H, an affine function F'(u) = ug + f is
trivially smooth as a function H, — H, for every a € R and sends bounded subsets
of H,., to bounded subsets of H,,.
Note that for affine functions of the type F;(u) = ug; + f; we have

[Fi, Fil(u) = (ugs + fi)g; — (ug; + fi)g9: = fig; — figi-

These Lie brackets of affine functions between each other will therefore produce addi-
tional constant directions for the spread of the noise. We define the set of functions
recursively:

Ao ={fi: 1 <i<k}U{fisngj — fjtrgi : 1 <i,j <nj,
Ag+1 ={B(g,h), gjh : g,h € Ax,1 < j <n}.

Here the terms B(g, h) will arise from second order Lie brackets [[A + N, g],h] =
B(g,h) for any g,h € Ho. Terms hg; will arise from Lie brackets of constant part
with the affine part of the noise: [h, F;](u) = hg; for Fj(u) = ug; + fj+&. Clearly,
the linear span of | J k>0 Ak is contained in the linear span of ./ from Proposition[g-1}
In particular if linear span of | J;~, Ay is dense in A then condition [A.3] for ([@2) is
satisfied for every finite rank orthogonal projection II.

9.2 Reaction-Diffusion equations and Ginzburg-Landau equation

The reaction diffusion equation in m dimensions are equations of the form

dus = Audt + f oug dt + Z pi(uy) dB: (9.3)

i=1

with u; : D — R! where D is either an m-dimensional torus or a nice m-dimensional
domain (compact smooth m-dimensional Riemannian manifold or bounded open subset
of R™ with smooth boundary), then A is a Laplace or Laplace-Beltrami operator on
D. Here, the non-linearity is given by the Nemitsky operator of composition with a
polynomial f. To guarantee that this operator is smooth, the Hilbert space 7 must be
an algebra, which can be satisfied by taking H to be a Sobolev space of high enough
order: H*(D,R!) is an algebra if k& > m/2. Now for p; we can take also polynomials
with coefficients being functions in H,: i.e. can have

ki
pi(u) = Z g;fjou.
j=1

For polynomials f; : R — R! and constants g;- € Ho. Recall that we must require
p; to be smooth functions H, — H, for all @« > —2~. If the degree of any of these
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polynomials f;f is greater than one, then for the p; to be of this kind we must require
‘H_2, to be an algebra, where v is a regularity of Brownian rough path. Thus taking
H = H*(D,R!) we have that H oy =H k=47 and therefore we have the requirement
on k to satisfy k > m/2 + 4. This means that it will be more beneficial to take as low
as possible rough path regularity v. For Brownian motion, we can take ~y arbitrarily
close to 1/3 so that all the above theory would be still true. For instance for m = 1,
one can take £ = 2 but for both m = 2 and m = 3 one can take k¥ = 3. The higher the
degree of differentiability k is taken, the more difficult it might be to obtain the a priori
bounds[A:4] Note that if #,, is an algebra for & > —2+ then clearly any polynomial
sends bounded subsets of H,, bounded subsets of H,,.

An assumption on f sufficient to avoid explosion is that, if we write f = ZZ=O fr
where f, is a k-linear map R! into itself, then

{fa(uy .. yu,v), vype <0,

for every u,v € R\{0}. This will guarantee global existence at least in the additive
case (see [HM11) Sec. 8.3]).

If we stick to the case when [ = 1 then polynomials will produce the following Lie
brackets: for p,q € Ny such thatp + ¢ > 1 and g, h € Ho

[gu?, hu?](u) = (q — p)ghuPT*".

Note that new constant directions will arise from the Lie bracket of a constant and a
linear term, but for instance second iterated Lie bracket with a square also creates a new
constant direction:

[fa [97 hUQ]] =2fgh.

In general, the kth iterated Lie bracket of polynomials of total degree k produces a
constant direction. Potential appearance of the higher order polynomials can eventually
create enough constant directions so that their linear span is dense in H. We do not
present a general interplay of all such Lie brackets for general polynomials, since it
might be quite cumbersome and in the actual example it might be simpler to compute
all the Lie brackets by hand. Nevertheless we explicitly provide an example below.

9.2.1 Ginzburg-Landau equation

This is the equation given by
dug(z) = Aupdt + (ug(z) — ui(x))dt + Z fi(z)dB;
Z Firr(@) + ue(2)g;(x))dBf M, ug e HY(T,R).

Here f;,g; € C*(T,R), we can take H = H' since the noise is linear and thus we only
require H to be an algebra which H! is in one dimension. Similarly to the Navier-Stokes
example, define:

Ag = {fz : 1<i<k}u{fi+kg] fi+kgi: 7’L}
Ak+1 = {gjh the Ak, 1<5< TL} U {hlhghg : hl € Ak}
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If | J, A is dense in 7{, then condition[A.3]for (9-2) is satisfied. In particular only two
instances of noise is enough and the following equation satisfies the assumption

dug(z) = Awgdt + (ug(z) — u(z))dt + (sin(z) + ui(z) cos(z))dB}
+ (cos(z) — uy(z) sin(z))dB; .
Since if we call F (u) = sin(z) +u(z) cos(z) and Fy(u) = cos(z) — u(x) sin(z) then:
[Fy, F»](u) = cos®(x) +sin®(z) = 1,
[[F1, Fo], Fi] = cos(x),  [[F1, F2], Fa] = —sin(z),
[[[F1, F2], F1], F1] = cos®(x), [[[F1, F2], F2], F1] = —sin(z) cos(z) ...

Proceeding similarly we see that we can produce any term of the form sin” (z) cos’(x),
which creates a basis for H(T, R) and thus Hérmander’s condition is trivially satisfied.
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