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Abstract

In these notes, we provide an introduction to a new regularity structure used for solving
rough mean-field equations.

The index set of this regularity structure is described a collection of novel objects which we
refer to as Lions trees. These objects arise in Taylor expansions involving the Lions derivative
and capture many of the desirable properties of mean-field dynamics.

This work represents a comprehensive generalisation of the ideas first introduced in [BCD20]
that promise powerful insights into how interactions with a collective determine the dynamics
of an individual within this collective.
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1 Introduction

This is one of a series of papers studying the infinitesimal dynamics of mean-field equations. The
breadth of material developed necessarily requires a number of manuscripts but the focus of this
paper has been to overview these ideas, providing readers with an accessible introduction.

As such, many fine details and generalisations will be skipped over and we hope that the reader
will delay any scepticism for another paper in which these will be addressed thoroughly.

1.1 Motivation

This work is part of a wider program of research at the intersection between two active fields in
mathematics. On the one hand, rough path theory, as first developed in [Lyo98], has proved to
be a robust tool in the study of stochastic differential systems, particularly those that are driven
by highly oscillatory signals and are thus out of the scope of standard integration theories such
as Young integration for regular enough paths or stochastic integration for semimartingales. On
the other hand, mean-field theory, which was originally dedicated to the analysis of large weakly
interacting particle systems in statistical physics and in fluid mechanics ([Kac56,McK66]), but has
grown recently due to a surge of interest in line with the development of a calculus of variations
on the space of probability measures and the study of related optimisation problems from transport
theory, mean-field control or mean-field games, see for instance [Vil09] for the former and [LioQ6)
CD184,/ICD18b]|] for the latter two.

In their most frequent form, as usually described in stochastic analysis (see for instance [Szn91),
Mel96,JM98| [KX99]), mean-field dynamical models are addressed through a convenient type of
distribution dependent stochastic equations in which the pointwise realisation of the unknown in-
teracts with its own statistical time marginal distribution. This specific kind of self-interaction is
commonly referred to as a McKean-Vlasov interaction. It captures the asymptotic form of the in-
teractions in the underlying large particle system as the number of particles is taken to infinity.
Noticeably, it says that a single tagged particle only sees the others through a deterministic aggre-
gate which is mathematically described by a probability measure. Not only does it provide a robust
formulation of the limiting particle system, it also offers a less complex and hence more tractable
representation which precisely explains why the mean-field paradigm has shown to be an efficient
and scalable solution in the analysis of large population problems. The reduction of complexity is
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made possible by a statistical averaging phenomenon which is usually called propagation of chaos
in the existing literature. In brief, when all particles are subjected to independent and identically
distributed (and hence chaotic) inputs, chaos is transferred from the inputs to the outputs (as given
by the states of the particles) in the limit when the number of those particles becomes infinite. Re-
markably, this does not require the particles to be independent when there are only a finite number
of them. In other words, independence just manifests asymptotically. Most of the existing theory
consider particles subjected to semimartingales drivers, typically Brownian motions for continuous
dynamics and possibly Lévy processes for dynamics featuring jumps.

The adaptation of the rough path theory to the mean-field setting is a very natural and meaning-
ful question which has already stimulated a series of works in the recent years. The analysis of such
rough mean-field models goes back to the article [CL15]. However, in the latter work and in most
of the following ones on the subject, see for instance [Bail5,[DFMS18], the interaction between the
particles appears solely in the drift and not in the volatility. Whilst this may appear to be an inno-
cent simplification, this restriction reveals a substantial difficulty that is intrinsic to the mean-field
setting. In order to explain this challenge properly, it is worth recalling that rough path theory relies
on a relevant form of local expansions (see [[Gub04] for a systematic point of view). The solution of
a rough differential system driven by the infinitesimal variation of a possibly rough signal is sought
within a class of paths that behave locally like the driving signal. This allows one to expand the
coefficients of the equation in terms of some local iterated integrals of the signal by means of a
suitable version of Taylor’s formula. In particular, when the intensity of the driving signal is a non-
linear function of the unknown, it gives a robust sense to the underlying integration provided all
the involved iterated integrals are known exogeneously. Importantly, there is no canonical defini-
tion of those iterated integrals, at least up to some order p, when the underlying signal is below the
standard threshold for Young’s integration, the value of p being determined by the regularity of the
signal (through the Holder exponent if the path is Holder continuous). This requires one to choose
those iterated integrals that are relevant to the model at hand (for instance, It6 and Stratonovich
integrals lead to two different forms of iterated integrals for the Brownian motion and, depending
on the context, one may be more suitable than the other). The collection of iterated integrals forms
the Signature, which embeds an enriched description of the signal into a single enhanced path.

Thus, a major obstacle to a rough mean-field setting is the provision of a convenient expansion
of the coefficients with respect to the distributional argument. The strategy to do so was clarified
in a recent contribution by the first author, see [BCD20]. At its simplest, the idea is to consider a
Taylor expansion of the coefficients using the advances achieved over more than twenty years in
the construction of a differential calculus on the space of probability measures, the latter being also
referred to as the Wasserstein space. These ideas originate in the work of [JKO98]] on the connection
between Fokker-Planck equations (which are partial differential equations for the time marginal law
of a McKean-Vlasov equation) and gradient flows on the Wasserstein space. We refer the reader to
the monograph [AGS08] for a complete overview of the subject. In [BCD20], differential calculus
on the Wasserstein space is implemented along Lions’ approach, as originally introduced in [Lio06]
(see also [CD18al Chapter 5]). Although the resulting two notions of gradient coincide, Lions’ point
of view is very convenient for probabilistic (or Lagrangian) approaches to mean-field equations and
models. The main idea is to lift a differentiable function defined on the Wasserstein space to a
function on the Hilbert space of square-integrable random variables and take a Fréchet derivative.
The lifting operation consists of associating with any probability measure i a random variable X on
a chosen probability space (£, F,P) which has exactly ; = Po(X)~!, X being called a representative
of u. Although there may be many choices for X, there are in practice canonical representatives for
the probability measures under study. Since Lions’ derivative is computed as a Fréchet derivative on

3



the space of random variables, these canonical representatives appear explicitly in all the related
derivatives. This makes it possible to locally expand the distributional dependence in the coefficients
of a McKean-Vlasov equation.

1.2 Contribution

The central contribution of our work (not only this paper but also the forthcoming ones) is the
exposition of how the theory of regularity structures (applied to rough paths) can be extended to
incorporate a Taylor expansion using Lions derivatives and how these microscopic distributional
contributions determine the macroscopic dynamics of distribution dependent equations. Further,
we will demonstrate how this theory is consistent irregardless of whether it is used to understand
systems of interacting equations or their mean-field limit. Motivated by existing knowledge from
rough path theory, we would expect the additional necessary information about a driving signal to
take the form of iterated integrals.

To be consistent with the aforementioned standard results on propagation of chaos for weakly
interacting particle systems, one would expect the collection of iterated integrals that appear in
a rough mean-field setting to correspond to the collection of iterated integrals that appear in a
corresponding particle system, where the latter is understood in the rough sense and the number
of particles therein tends to infinity. In fact, although this picture is indeed sound, it is not suffi-
ciently accurate. The first observation in this regard is that the mean-field limit may not retain all
the iterated integrals from the particle system and that accordingly some of the latter ones may
disappear asymptotically because of combinatorial reasons. To rephrase, several iterated integrals
from the particle system may contribute to the distributions of iterated integral in the asymptotic
regime. In line with this, the second observation is that because of the symmetries that are inherent
to the particle system, a given iterated integral can be repeated several times just by modifying, by
means of a mere permutation of the particles, the indices that decorate its labelled trees. However, it
should be clear that those repetitions do not carry any valuable additional information. Indeed, the
Butcher-Connes-Kreimer algebra that is associated to a large but finite system of n x d-dimensional
time dependent particles

(W W) (1.1

te(0,1]

naturally leads to consider trees that are indexed by pairs comprising both a label i € {1,..., N}
for the number of the particle and a label j € {1,...,d} for the component of this particle. There
are d x N labels, as expected if the whole system is regarded as a single equation. Stricto sensu
and in full generality, an iterated integral that involves particles i1, ...,ix € {1,..., N} differs from
the iterated integral, obtained by using the same order of integration but by replacing i; by o(i1),
io by o(i2), and so forth, for o a permutation on {1, ..., N}. However, it is very likely that those
iterated integrals should be identified, in some manner, in the mean-field setting, because of the
intrinsic statistical exchangeability of the system, say for instance if (th’N )t€[0,1]> -+ (WtN N )ee(0,1]
are independent and identically distributed.

In the end, these preliminary remarks strongly suggest that the collection of trees that appear in
the mean-field limit cannot (and should not) be the mere enumeration of all the possible labelled
trees that would appear if the iterated integrals were just constructed on larger and larger particle
systems. Somehow, the resulting collection would be much too wide and would miss some of the
deep properties of symmetry of a mean-field system.

Our first contribution in our series of works is to identify a smaller class of trees that are well-
fitted to the mean-field paradigm. Critically, these trees do not carry any explicit labels for the
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particles. Similar to a McKean-Vlasov equation, which accounts for the state of one typical tagged
particle within an infinite population, the trees that we consider below index the iterated integrals
on the top of typical tagged small groups of particles (hence regardless of the precise labels carried
by those particles). This construction is made possibly by retaining the sole clusters formed by the
labels of the particles in a standard labelled tree: in brief, two nodes in the same labelled tree are
in the same cluster if they are labelled by the same particle index. Once the labels of the particles
have been erased, we are left with trees equipped with hyperedges. This idea is at the core of our
research.

In particular, it is one of our main result to prove that only a certain type of system of hyperedges
is admissible. Of course, the fact that some other systems of hyperedges must be ruled out is consis-
tent with our preliminary remark on the need to forget some of the labelled trees when passing from
a finite to an infinite population. We refer to trees equipped with these admissible hyperedges as
Lions trees. Our approach is very advantageous as it fits effectively with the symmetric framework of
the problem. However, the main drawback is the fracturing of the standard Butcher-Connes-Kreimer
co-algebraic structure. We provide in Section [2] below a comprehensive introduction to such Lions
trees.

In order to illustrate one of the main difficulties, the reader must understand that the situation
is more difficult in the probabilistic rough path setting than in the usual McKean-Vlasov setting,
although this theory shares a similar background. Propagation of chaos says that particles become
independent in the limit, which suffices when the noises are Brownian motions. When iterated in-
tegrals are introduced, the story becomes somewhat different: iterated integrals are associated with
tagged groups of particles and when several of these integrals have to be manipulated at the same
time, it is no longer clear which particle is which. Statistically, the latter makes a strong difference:
Groups equipped with implicitly distinct particles must be independent (in some manner), whilst
groups sharing a common particle must be correlated. As a result, we require a richer algebraic
operation that clarifies the possible “correlations” between the hyperedges of the two trees. This
problem is the same as the coupling problem in probability: given two probability measures on two
spaces, there may be plenty of ways to reconstruct a probability measure on the product space with
the two original probability measures as marginal measures. This gives rise to the coupled Hopf
algebra, which we also present in Section 2l

Once a convenient graded algebraic structure satisfying a commutativity relationship similar to
those of Hopf algebras has been introduced, probabilistic rough paths can be defined as paths on
the associated characters, see Section [3| for the main principles. This turns out to be equivalent
to the definition provided in [BCD18], [BCD20] although our approach is far more general and
provides greater insight into the underlying algebraic and analytic relationships that arise from the
probabilistic framework. However, we additionally observe that the group of characters is typically
too large to capture all the necessary properties and we instead focus on subgroups that capture
whether the associated equation describes either a particle system or a continuum. Although not
immediately obvious, this is actually very natural: the characters of the model space of a regular-
ity structure describe the structure group since the character properties describe those of a Taylor
expansion. Should that Taylor expansion have additional properties, we would expect these to de-
scribe a subgroup of the characters that contains our structure group.

Organization of the paper

We stress again that the paper has been designed as an introduction to the theory of probabilis-
tic rough paths. As such, we have decided to focus below on the main aspects and, if needed, to



skip some of the proofs and just to refer to some of our other works on the subject for the most
technical details. Also, it must be clear to the reader that the scope of the article just covers the
mean-field analogue of a regularity structure, or equivalently of a rough path and its signature.
In particular, there is no rough McKean-Vlasov equation handled in this paper. This would require
other developments of the theory, which will be eventually addressed in forthcoming works, a very
sketchy presentation of which is given in the next paragraph. Whilst this limitation to the basics of a
probabilistic rough path, without any further analysis of the equations driven by such a rough path,
may be rather frustrating for the reader, the material that is presented here is in fact sufficiently
demanding to deserve a paper on its own. To rephrase, our objective in these notes is to provide
a theory that accommodates both the high-dimensional rough signal that drives a particle system
and the infinite-dimensional structure that is expected to drive in the end the corresponding rough
mean-field equation. In this regard, we feel very important to stress that, although it looks very
formal, our construction has empirical roots. It is indeed one of our main concern below to have a
theory that is consistent with the standard rough path paradigm when the two approaches are used
to interpret the same particle system.

Section [2]is devoted to the introduction of the algebraic structure supporting probabilistic rough
paths. This is certainly the main ingredient in our theory and we must admit that some effort is
needed to capture all the ingredients. We hope that the examples that are given next will be useful
to the reader. In particular, we spend some time introducing the definition of a Lions tree (see
Definition [2.3)), which is the basic block in our construction. As we already explained, a Lions tree
is a special kind of decorated tree, whose structure is connected with the higher-dimensional Taylor
formula for smooth functionals defined on the space of probability measures. For this reason, we
provide in the next Subsection [I.3] a summary of some important results about the latter. The next
step is to associate with such trees a module that replaces the aforementioned Butcher-Connes-
Kreimer algrebra. The very feature of it is that elements of this module expand as sums of random
variables constructed on tensorised probability spaces, with each tensorisation being dictated by the
structure of the underlying Lions tree. We refer to Subsection The definition a coupled tensor
product, which is a key operation on elements of the module, is explained in Subsection 2.4l Some
work is then needed to obtain a coupled bialgebra and then to equip it with a grading in Subsection
and a group structure in Subsection[2.6]l Those two are very important ingredients for the next
Section [3] in which we introduce the definition of a probabilistic rough path as a character, see
Definition [3.11 The reader will find in Subsection two very natural examples, which will be
key in our next works to understand the connection between a rough particle system (with weak
interaction) and the corresponding rough mean-field equation.

Previous work

The first ideas about probabilistic rough paths can be found in the ArXiv preprint [BCD18]] which
was subsequently published under a different title [BCD20].

This paper is based on many of the key ideas of the previous unpublished work [DS21], al-
though it also includes some ideas present in the preprint [DS22]]. However, many ideas have been
reformulated and restructured in order to improve the accessibility of this body of research.

This work also regularly references the companion papers [[Sal23b]] which explores Lions-Taylor
expansions in much greater detail and [Sal23a] which covers many of the results from [DS21]
which are not included in this work, some updated material that finds its roots in [DS22]] as well as
several new and important results.

Compared to the latter ones, the focus of this paper is answering the question “what is a proba-
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bilistic rough path and what do I need to understand in order to work with them?”.

1.3 Lions-Taylor expansions and coupled structures

We start by considering how we should represent a Taylor expansion for a function of the form
f R x Py(R%) — RY.

To explain this, we provide a reminder about derivatives constructed on the so-called “Wasser-
stein space” of probability measures with finite second moment. The latter space is a particular
case of the following definition. For any p > 1, let P,(IR®) be the set of all probability measures on
(R, B(R®)). This is equipped with the W) -Wasserstein distance defined by:

1/p
W) (4, v) = inf </ —Pdn,> , 1.2
(ks v) - |z — y[PdIl(z, y) (1.2)
the infimum being taken with respect to all the probability measures IT on the product space R€ x R®
with p and v as respective e-dimensional marginal laws.

The Lions derivative

For a function f : P5(R¢) — R% we consider the canonical lift F : L?(Q, F,P;R®) — R defined
by F(X) = f(Po X~!). We say that f is L-differentiable at x if I is Fréchet differentiable at some
point X such that ;4 = P o X!, Denoting the Fréchet derivative by DF, it is now well known (see
for instance [[GT19] that DF is a o(X )-measurable random variable of the form DF(y,-) : R® —
Lin(R¢ R?) depending on the law of X and satisfying DF (u,-) € L?(R¢, B(R®), u; Lin(R®, R?)). We
denote the L-derivative of f at u by the mapping 0, f(u)(-) : R 3 & — 9, f (11, z) € Lin(R¢, R?) sat-
isftying DF'(u1, X) = 0,.f(n, X). This derivative is known to coincide with the so-called Wasserstein
derivative, as defined in for instance [AGS08], [CD18a] and [GT19]. As we explained in the intro-
duction, Lions’ approach is well-fitted to probabilistic approaches for mean-field models since, very
frequently, we have a “canonical” random variable X for representing the law of a given probability
measure .

Just as rough path theory makes an intense use of Taylor expansions of smooth functions, our
program relies on a form of Taylor expansion based on the derivative d,,. Of course, this requires
first extending Lions-Taylor expansions to higher orders, which requires some care. To wit, the
second order derivatives are obtained by differentiating 0, f with respect to = (in the standard
Euclidean sense) and 4 (in the same Lions’ sense). The two derivatives V.0, f and 9,0, f are thus
very different functions: The first one is defined on P>(R®) x R¢ and writes (u,x) — V0, f(u,x)
whilst the second one is defined on P»(R¢) x R® x R and writes (u, z,2') — 0,0, f (i, , 2"). The e-
dimensional entries of V.0, f and 0,0, f are called here the free variables, since they are integrated
with respect to the measure y itself.

In practice, we will be working with measure functionals that are dependent on a multi-variable
(zo, ) € R® x Py(R®) so we need to consider a Taylor expansion involving both Lions and spacial
derivatives. Unlike with the free variables generated by the application of iterative Lions derivatives
where the m'" free variable z,, can only appear if the function has been differentiated at least m
times with respect to u, the variable x( can appear in any derivatives of f whenever f is a function
of the form f(xg, i1).

This leads us to Definition [I.1] below, the principle of which can be stated as follows for the first
and second order Lions derivatives: The derivative symbol 0, can be denoted by 0; and then the two
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derivative symbols V,, 9, and 9,,0,, can be respectively denoted by 9, 1) and J(; 5. Derivatives with
respect to the xy-component are encoded through the inclusion of a ‘0’. Repeated 0’s thus account
for repeated derivatives in the direction of x.

Definition 1.1. The sup-envelope of an integer-valued sequence (a;)i=1,..n of length n is the non-
decreasing sequence (max;—1,..  @;)k=1,..n- 1he sup-envelope is said to be 1-Lipschitz (or just 1-Lip) if,
forany k € {2,...,n},

max a; <14+ max a;.
i=1,..k i=1,...,.k—1

We call A, the collection of all N-valued sequences of length n, with a; = 1 as initial value and with
a 1-Lip sup-envelope. Thus A,, is the collection of all sequences (ay)y=1,..n € Apn taking values on
{1,...,n} such that

ar =1, apé€ {1,..., 1+ ;max_lai}.

2717"'7

We refer to A, as the collection of partition sequences.

Let k,n € Ny and let Ay, ,[0] be the collection of all sequences o’ = (a})i=1,.. k+n = 0((0) - a) where
(0) = (0)j=1,...  is the sequence of length k with all entries 0, a € A, and o is a (k,n)-shuffle, i.e., a
permutation of {1, ...,n + k} such that o(1) < ... < o(k) and o(k+ 1) < ... < o(n + k).

For a given n € N, we let

n

Au[0] = | Akn-il0),  A7[0] = [J Ail0] and Af0] = ] A4.[0].
k=0

=0 n€Np

Given a € A,[0], we denote

la] =n and mla] = max a;.
i=1,...,n

Within this framework, we can define the derivative J, for some a € A,[0] with n € N. By
induction, we let:

8(0) :on, 6(1) = au and

o 8(017---70%71) ar =0,
8(a17,,,7ak_17ak) = ank . 8(%“.7%71) 0< ap < max{al, ...,ak,l},
By - 0,

A peestgo1) a > max{ay,...,ax_1}.

Further notations. In line with Definition [I.T] we introduce the following notations, but the reader
can skip this paragraph over the first reading. With in the same framework as above, we denote [a].
to be the equivalence class of all sequences such that

(b)iztn € lale = {07} ={a7i): i =0,.omla]} € 2({1,...,n})
and b ![c] =a'[0].
For a,a’ € A,[0], we say that a C «’ if and only if

a0 C («)"10] and

1.3
Vj=1,..,mla] 35 €{0,1,..,m[d]} suchthat a '[j] C (d')7'[j']. (13

For a sequence b = (b;);=1,..», and a € A,[0] such that a C [b]. we define
bo(a) = (ba,lm>j:17___7m[a]. (1.4
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Let a, 3 > 0. We define ¥, 5 : A[0] — R* by

m/a]

Gusl) = -~ [0]| + 8- | | « (4]

Jj=1

Then for v > o A 3, we define

ATeB0] = {a e A[0] : G sla] < 7}.

A Lions-Taylor expansion

We now provide our Lions-Taylor expansion. Let k,n € Ny and let a € A ,[0]. Let 2o, yo € R® and
let II** be a measure on (R¢)®2 with marginal distribution p,v € P,.1(R®) (in other words, a
coupling of 1 and v). Then, for f a function defined on R® x P,(R¢) (with values in some Euclidean
space), we define the operator

D f (zo, ) [yo — xo, IT*"]

|al

= /( - /( eyor aaf<.%'0,,u,, :Bm{a}) . ®(yai _ xai) . d(Hu,y)Xm[a] <($’ y)m{a}) . (1.5)
xmla]

i=1

Here, for compact notation we have denoted
Ay ™M (@, ) gay ) = AT (21,50) X oo X AT (210) Yyofe)) - and

Lm{a} = (1'17 X wm[a})-

The following statement makes a connection between the operator D® and (standard) deriva-
tives in Fuclidean spaces. This connection generalizes the results reviewed in [[CD18a, Chapter 5]
and provides a dictionary that will enable us to pass (typically) from expansions for particle systems
to expansions for mean-field equations.

Proposition 1.2. Let n, N € N. Let f : R® x P»(R¢) — R? and suppose that f € C,[A"[0]] (R® x
Po(R%); RY). Let z1V, .., a™N € R® and denote x = (21, ..., 2VV).
We define the empirical projection f : (R€)®N — (RN of the function f by

N
f(z) = £, .. a"V)) =P fi(z) (1.6)
i=1
where f; : (R®)®N — R? is the projection pinned at particle i defined by
N
fi(z) = 72‘((5'31’]\7, ---aCUN’N)) = f<~"3i’N,ﬂN [G’IN]), in[®] = Z(;xj,N.
=1

Let i = (i1, ...,1n) where each i; € {1, ...,e}. Then

_ 1 . .
Vifi (a:) = Z Nl | Ouf <xl’N,ﬁN [m],x’o(“)’N> (1.7)
a€14[[71,]][0]
aClz];



where we used the notation ‘ ‘
2o = (gl gfotmiar V),

Additionally, if for z,y € (R®)®N we define [1*¥ € Py(R® G R) as the trivial coupling between the
empirical measures associated with x and y, namely

N
1
IV = = O(ai you)- (1.8)
j=1
then finite-dimensional Taylor’s formula yields
1 A . . _
Fv) = > @ (Y pfe]) [p — ot 1+ REV(S) (1.9)
a€A"[0] Ti=1

where the remainder term satisfies
Rz (£) < O(ly — ™).
A mean-field version of Proposition is the purpose of the following Theorem:

Theorem 1.3. Let f : R® x Py(R®) — R and suppose that f has Lions and spacial derivatives of all
orders. Then for n € N, any u,v € Pp+1(R®) with joint distribution 11" and any xz¢, yo € R, we have
that

0,8
1 z L,V
f(yo,v) = E ! -D*f (1'07“) [yo — xo,H“’”} + Rfy,g:yﬁ")’m (f). (1.10)
acAl0] ’

where the remainder term is of order n + 1.

For a full proof along with an explicit statement for Rgfgzzéo)’m’y (f) along with some analysis of

its asymptotic nature as y — v and xy — yo (which is beyond the scope of this work), we direct the
reader to [Sal23Db]. This result is included to give context to the ideas that we will be exploring in
great detail in the coming paper.

Another natural observation is that the Fréchet derivatives are symmetric multi-linear operators.
This leads us to the following

Theorem 1.4 (Schwarz Theorem for Lions Derivatives). Let a[0] and let f : R® x Py(R¢) — RY such
that 0, f exists. Let Shuf(|a|) be the set of permutations on the set {1, ...,|a|}.
Then Yo € Shuf(|al), v1,...,v)q € R, p € P2(R®), z0, 71, ..., 7)q € RS,

|al |al

aaf (ﬁo, Hy $m{a}) ’ ® Vi = a[[a[a}]]of(xo, Ky x[[a(a)]}o(a)) ’ ®U0(i)- (1.11)

i=1 i=1
where
Tm{a} = (wl, ...,xm[a}) and Llo(a)]o(a) = <xa(a)a-1[1]7 ...7wa(a)a_l[m[a]]).

Remark 1.5. Restricting ourselves to the case |a| = 2, we remark that Equation (1.11)) implies

0,0, f (900,#,901,902) “v1 ®vg = 0,0 f (woaﬂ,$2,$1) U3 @ 1.

Hence, a key insight of Theorem is that the order of the free variables generated by the application
of Lions derivatives is not key. Thus, we typically represent the collection of free variables using an
unordered sequence (a set) rather than an ordered sequence.
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2 Coupled algebraic structures

A rough differential equation has embedded in the heart of its solution structure a Taylor expansion
which includes a polynomial of tensor products plus a remainder term that does not make mean-
ingful contributions at the microscopic level. These polynomials provide a structure that the driving
rough path must necessarily satisfy. In the case of weak geometric rough paths, this is encoded via
the shuffle product while for branched rough paths this takes the form of the tree product.

In the mean-field setting, things are a little different: the tensor product has an integration op-
erator associated to it determined by the particular Lions derivative with which this tensor product
is paired. To emphasise how important this integral operator is in determining whether terms con-
tribute or not to the Taylor expansion, let W be a Brownian motion on a canonical probability space
and consider the difference between

B2 Wy(wr) @ Wog(wn)|  and B! [Wyi(wn) @ Wii(wn)),

where the first expectation is understood as being taken over (wj,ws) with respect to the product
of the Wiener measure and the second one is understood as being taken over the sole w;. The first
matrix is 0 while the second one is a non-zero variance matrix for the increment W; ;. In connection
with the Lions-Taylor expansion stated in Theorem [1.3] the above increments should be understood
as terms of the form y,, —z,, in (IL.5). In the statement of Theorem[I.3] the integrals are set over the
Euclidean state space, which comes from an implicit application of the transfer Theorem in measure
theory. Those integrals originate from expectations defined on the path space and the above two
examples are very simple instances of this. In this framework, the labels w; and ws are somewhat
the analogues of (z1,y1) and (z2,y2) in (L.5).

This emphasises the fact that w; and wy are indeed attached to free variables occurring in our
Lions derivatives. That said, the reader may find it useful to consider another point of view on
the practical interpretation of w; and ws: Focusing on the particle system (I.1), w; and wy should
be understood as continuous labels and, consistently, we should think of W' and W?2 in (LI)
as Wi,(w) = Wey(wr) and W2 (w) = Wyy(wsa), with w = (wi,...,w,) belonging to the Wiener
space C([0,1];R?) and W being the canonical random variable. Thus we specify the “statistical
correlations” between those “labels” when performing products. In turn, this yields several different
contexts for performing the product of two trees (depending on the choice of these correlations).

Hence, there is no longer a “single product” from which mean-field Taylor expansions can be
iteratively defined. There are going to be 5 different bilinear forms, each one associated with a
different element of A5[0]. Further, there are 15 trilinear forms, each one associated with a different
element of A3[0]. These couplings provide a different kind of polynomial expansion that is more
closely aligned with the Lions-Taylor expansions developed in Section[L.3l The goal of this section
is to document how these couplings create a new theory on which we will build our rough path for
mean-field equations.

2.1 From rough particle systems to rough McKean-Vlasov dynamics
A heuristic introduction to approximating systems of interacting equations

Branched rough paths and the Butcher-Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra provide a formal setting within
which one can consider interacting systems of equations of the form

t

N
dxN = f<th,N,ﬂN [XtD AW i [X) = %ZéXj’N ic{l,..,N} 2.1)
j=1

11



where we denoted X; = (th’N ey XtN N ) Thus, the dynamics of the entire system can be expressed
in terms of the rough differential equation

dXt:f(Xt)'dWm @f( 7MN ]) and x:(wl’N,...,xNvN).

Suppose for the moment that the function f : R® x Py(R®) — Lin(R? R®) is infinitely differ-
entiable and each W' : [0,1] — R? is a smooth paths so there are no additional considerations to
the underlying calculus. By expressing the system in terms of a differentiable vector field over the
entire system and fixing s, ¢ € [0, 1], we are able to use classical Taylor expansion techniques to find
an approximation of the form

|71

Xs,t:/tf(Xr)-dWm ﬁ/thf( )®XJ~N aw,
: T3l J,

where the multi-index j is understood as j = (j,),—1,... ;| and where, here and throughout, ~
indicates that equality holds but at the price of an additional remainder term whose contributions
is negligible at this stage of the presentation.

Let us assume that the coefficient f is infinitely differentiable and that the driving signal W :
[0,1] — R? is a smooth path. By approximating X gfv =f (Xﬁ"N) . Wsth plus a remainder term, we
get

|71 |71

Z‘ “v f<XZN,ﬂN ) @f(Xﬂw N [X ) /t<®wg§vN)®devN. (2.2)

On the one hand, this setting is well documented and we are able to directly identify the products
of derivatives and iterated integrals in terms of the labelled, directed trees using the branched rough
path techniques described in [Gub10]. On the other hand, thanks to Proposition [I.2] we have that
Equation is equivalent to

N la] ,
~ D ‘a’l Nmla] Y. Ouf (X?N’ﬁN [Xs]ngom{a}’N) '®f<Xga'“’N7ﬁN [Xs])
acAl0] J1seesJmla)=1 k=1

|al

/ (@WSJ%’ ) ® AWV, (2.3)

where frnlal IV
xdorab N — (X7oN XY and XN = XEN.

An equivalent formulation for Equation (2.1)) is to consider the canonical lift of the functional

f i R® x Po(R®) — Lin(R? R®) to the function F' : R¢ x L?(Q,P';R®) — Lin(R% R®) and rewrite
Equation (2.1) as

dXPN = F<Xf’N,X;"N> AwPN, Q@ = {1,..,N} and i€ {l,..,N} (2.4)

where P’ o (u) ! is the uniform distribution over the set {1, ..., N'}. The canonical lift of the distribu-
tion fiy [ X] is the random variable X" ) (4) on the product probability space Q x . Of course,

12



Q and €’ could be identified, but we feel it improves the clarity of the expansions to emphasise that
Q (the probability space on which the solution exists) and €’ (the probability space on which the
lift of the solution law exists) are distinguished.

Using the same approximation techniques to obtain Equation (2.3), we can replace the various
empirical means by an expectation of a sequence of independent uniformly distributed random
variable on the set {1, ..., N} and obtain

i 1 m{a i = u(w’
Xsiljfv(wo) ~ § : |CL|' (E/) {a} |:8(1f (X37N(w0)7 KUN [XS(WO)] ) Xs( )7N(w0)m{a}>
a€A[0] ’

|al |al

@ (N oy K]} [ (@Y w) 2 Wi )| @)
k=1 s

where

u(w’ . ),N

X;L(w’)vN(wO)m{a}:(X;‘(wll)’N(wO),...,Xs mlal (wo)) and XY (o) = XN ().

In Equation (2.5)), the expectation (E')"{%} runs over the product probability space

((Q,)hflapl) X ... X ((Q/)m[a}vfm[a]7pm[a])7

a generic element of which is denoted wy,,(,) = (W1, -+; Wiyq])-

A comparison with the associated McKean-Vlasov mean-field limit

On the other hand, let us consider the distribution dependent equation
aX; = [( X, £5) -awi, Xo=¢ LX =Po(X) ™ 2.6)

This is often referred to as a McKean-Vlasov equation as the coefficients are dependent on the posi-
tion and law of the solution. These equations describe the limiting statistical behaviour of dynamics
such as Equation (2.I) as N — oc.

Suppose as before that the coefficient f : R® x Py(R¢) — Lin(R? R®) is infinitely differentiable
and W : [0,1] — R? is a smooth path so there are no additional considerations to the underlying
calculus. Using Theorem [1.3] we have that the dynamics of Equation can be approximated for
s,t € 0,1] by

X, .4(wo) :/:f(Xr(wo),ﬁff) - AW, (wo) = /StF(XT(wo),XT) - AW, (wo)

~ ﬁ / "pe 7 (Xalen), £) [ w0). 1| - v, 2.7)
acAlo] " 78

where again =~ indicates that equality holds but at the price of an additional remainder whose
contribution is negligible for the purposes of this presentation. Next, by approximating

Xop ™ [(Xo, L)W, and 102, ~ L(X,, Xs + f(Xs, £5) - Wiy,
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we obtain the Lions elementary differentials and iterated integrals of the driving noise W that exists
on some product probability space:

|al
Xoslwo) v 32 B [aaf(xswo),cf K@iy ) - @) f (Xolwar) L)

acaioy 1V P

@ W) & Wi 2.9

where we have denoted the sequence of random variables
Xs(W)mfay = (Xs(wl), ...,Xs(wm[a])).

Thus, when each of the driving signals of some interacting rough differential are taken to be
statistically exchangeable and the coefficients of an equation only interact with other equations via
an empirical measure, we hope that we can reduce the amount of information about the driving
signal required to solve the McKean-Vlasov rough differential equation by replacing the lattice of
iterated integrals of the driving signals by some distribution which captures the statistical nature of
that lattice of iterated integrals.

If the world were a reasonable place, we would expect that as the number of equations within the
collective system described by Equation (2.I)) were taken to be large while the collection of driving
signals were statistically exchangeable, the dynamics could be approximated by the dynamics of
the associated McKean-Vlasov equation (2.6). Hence, we would also hope that the infinitesimal
dynamics would also match up (so that there is an inter-relationship between the symbols used for
the index set of the abstract Lions-Taylor expansion described in Equation (2.8) and the labelled
directed trees used as the index set for the abstract Taylor expansion in (2.2)).

Representation of abstract Lions-Taylor expansions

We fix N € Nand i € {1,..., N}. Dropping remainder terms for the moment, let us use the symbol
~ in order to associate below the key components of the expansions from Equations and (2.8)
with abstract symbols (with each symbol, we associate two quantities, one for the particle system
and one for the McKean-Vlasov equation): for ¢ € {1,...,d}

f (Xi’N(WOL AN [Xs(wo)D : Wﬁ,’éi’N) (wo)

£ (Xolwo), £) - Wi y(wo)

oL

and

L (2.9)
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(Bymied {f%fb (Xi’N(WO)v fin [ X s(wo)], Xg(w,)’N(wo)m{a})

|al |a|

Hf““( N ), i [ X / HWSL’?’ (we)> x dWﬁ’(i’N)(WO)]

rmia} {aaf‘ (Xs(wo)7 c¥, Xs(w)m{a}>

|al

¢ lal
JLr (et )« [ (T Weste) i)

k=1 k=1

(2.10)

where a € A[0] is a partition sequence and £° is some operator that for the moment we only think
of as “partitioning” the elements of the second level. Thanks to Theorem [1.4] and commutativity of
scalar products, we should additionally emphasise that this tree structure is non-planar in the sense
that we can commute the directional derivatives via a shuffling of the partition sequence.

While the graph is used to represent a product of integrals (together with several ad-
ditional integration operators), we can easily guess that similar symbols should be necessary to
represent higher order iterated integrals. In fact, by continuously repeating this technique, we will
obtain more and more diffeomorphisms that are dependent only on the pair (X, L) (respectively
(XN an[X]) in R¢ x Py(R®) and the iterated integrals of the driving signal. Further, we can
(informally) see that this process leads to terms that we identify with tree structures that carry an
additional partition structure. A natural question is therefore what does the abstract symbol

-/
Z|a/‘

=..7 (2.11)

correspond to and how should we keep track of the associated probability spaces needed to give
this meaning.

2.2 Lions trees and their associated algebra

Motivated by the theory of rough paths and the Butcher-Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra (see for
instance [Gub10]), we start this section by introducing notation and concepts that are central to
this work.

By a directed graph, we mean a pair (.4, &) where .4 is a set of distinct elements which we call
nodes (sometimes referred to as vertices in the literature) and & C .4/ x .4 which we call edges. A
directed tree is a graph that is connected, acyclic and all directed edges point towards a single node
which we call the root. If a directed graph has a finite number of connected components, each of
which is a directed tree, we refer to it as a directed forest. When referring to more than one directed
trees, it will always be assumed that any two sets of nodes are disjoint.

For a directed forest (.47, &) with set of roots t(./"), every element y € ./4” has a unique sequence
(Yi)i=1,..n € A suchthaty; =y, y, € v(A) and (y;,yiy1) € Efori=1,...,n — 1.

There is a Reflexive, Transitive binary relationship < over the nodes of a directed forest ./
determined by the number of edges along the unique path from each node to a root.

15



Thatisz <y <—

Mzi)i=1,.m 21 =2, T €v(A)and Vi=1,...,m — 1, (2;,z41) € &,
NYi)i=t,.n V1 =Y, yn €v(A)and Vi=1,...,n — 1, (ys,yiy1) € &,
and m <n.

When = < y and not y < z, we additionally denote the Transitive binary relationship <. Thus
(A, <) is a preorder and the set of all nodes such that

x <>y orequivalently z <yandy <=z

form equivalence classes of the nodes.

We denote the set of directed forests by F, the set of labelled, directed forests (.4, &,.¢) where
L . N — {1,...,d} by §4, the set of directed trees by ¥ and the set of labelled, directed trees by
T 4. Further, we denote by 1 = (), 0, 0) the empty forest and o 4 = Fa U {1}.

For x € ./, a label .Z(x) should be understood as the dimensional coordinate of a particle
attached to the node z but this is in no way a label of the particle itself. In our construction, particles
have no distinctive labellings.

We start with the following notion which will be used intensively for the rest of the paper:

Definition 2.1. Let .4 be a non-empty set containing a finite number of elements and let H C 27 \()
be a collection of subsets of .#". Then we say that the pair (.4, H) is a hypergraph. The elements h € H
are referred to as hyperedges.

A hypergraph (4", H) is a generalisation of a graph in which "edges" h € H can contain any
positive number of nodes, rather than specifically two. Hypergraphs are sometimes referred to as
range spaces in computational geometry, simple games in cooperative game theory and in some
literature hyperedges are referred to as hyperlinks or connectors. A hyperedge is said to be d-regular
if every node is contained in exactly d hyperedges.

In this work, we make no assumptions about the users background in hypergraph theory. How-
ever, the curious reader may choose to refer to [Brel3]] for a more general introduction to the theory
of hypergraphs.

Example 2.2. The following are all visual representations of 1-regular hypergraphs:

® 4 ®5
o] ©o2 o] o2 o3 04 o2
C : ()
)

These correspond to the hypergraphs

(fLzsh{{uansh). (Lasan{iuesa)). (11.2:345) {14255 {31.{4}}).

We emphasise that despite the aethetics of these examples, these are not trees (or even graphs).
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As we stated earlier, particles have no distinctive labellings. All particles are tagged through a
hypergraph, in the sense that two different hyperedges are implicitly associated with two distinct
particles. In short, a tree (or a forest) is associated with a finite collection of distinct particles (the
number of particles being equal to the number of hyperedges), no matter which particles these are
precisely. This is in stark contrast with the trees from the Butcher-Connes-Kreimer algebra associated
with the finite-dimensional particle system where any node carries an additional label, which is
specific to a given particle.

The following definition is at the centre of this paper:

Definition 2.3. Let .4 be a non-empty set containing a finite number of elements. Let & C N x N
such that (z,y) € & = (y,x) ¢ &. Let hg C A and H € P(A \hy) is a partition of A" \hg. We
denote H' = (HU{ho})\{0}. Let & : ¥ — {1,...,d}. WerefertoT = (N, &, ho, H) as a Lions forest
if

1. (A, &) is a directed forest with preordering <.
2. (W, H') is a 1-regular hypergraph where the hyperedges hy,h € H' satisfy:

(2.1) If hg # 0, then 3z € hg such that Vy € AN, x < .
(2.2) For h; € H', suppose x,y € h; and x < y. Then 3z € h; such that (y, z) € &.

(2.3) For h; € H', suppose z1,y1 € h;y, 1 <> y1, (x1,22), (y1,y2) € & and xo # yo. Then
x2,Y2 € h;.

The collection of all such Lions forests is denoted by .%. When a Lions forest T = (A, &, hy, H) satisfies
that (A, &) is a directed tree, it is referred to as a Lions tree and the collection of all lions trees is
denoted .7. We define %y = .% U {1} where 1 = (0,0,0,0,.Z) is the empty tree. On a separate note,
we define 7y = {T € 7 : hl # }.

Equivalently, we refer to T' = (AN ,&,ho, H,.£) as a labelled Lions forest if (A", &, ho, H) is
a Lions forest and . is a labelling taking values in {1,...,d}. We denote the collection of labelled
Lions forests %4, and the set of labelled Lions trees by 7. Finally, we denote %y, = %4 U {1} and
Toa=A{T € Ty: h¥ +0}.

Remark 2.4. Labels £ here could be understood as labels of the particles in the particle system, bearing
in mind that such particles carry in fact two types of labels: One label for the dimensional coordinate
and a second label that identifies the particle. The above labels are implicitly understood as labels for
the dimensional coordinate.

It is our choice not to put labels for the numbering of the particles, except for one tagged reference
particle, which we mark by distinguishing a hyperedge hg from all others. Hyperedges should be thought
as clusters of the same particle (or equivalently of particles equipped with the same number). However,
hyperedges should satisfy additional properties, as formalised by Definition

This “tagged” particle has the same role as the tagged particle for standard McKean-Vlasov equa-
tions. The others are regarded as forming an infinite cloud, which we sometimes call a “continuum”.

Motivated by Section [2.1] our goal is to show that the hypergraphic structure described in Defi-
nition [2.3] arises as a result of the properties of the Lions derivatives.

Theorem 2.5. Let (4", &,.Z) be a labelled directed forest with roots v(.4") C A". Let ho be a (possibly
empty) subset of t(.#") and let H € P (x(AN")\ho).
For x € ./, we denote the set of children of x by

Ny ={yeN:(yz)€ &}
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Let b : A — 227 such that
hlz] € 9(% U {x}).

We say that (/V , &, (ﬁo, H ), b, .,%) is a Lions partition forest. We denote Z to be the set of all Lions
partition forests.

Then there is an isomorphism between the set of all Lions forests .% and the set of all Lions partition
forests .Z. As such, we view these two definitions as equivalent.

Theorem[2.5] which is proved in [Sal23a], is critical because it captures the equivalence between
the Lions hypergraphic structure that arises from Conditions[(2.1)][(2.2)|and [(2.3)|and the separate
hypergraphic structure that arises from partitioning the tree “locally”. This is the fundamental result
that links the partions of Lions trees of Definition [2.3] and the partition structure of the elementary
differentials described in Equations (2.9) and (2.11) previously.

2.2.1 Operations on Lions trees

The set of all directed forests §( is described via a pair of operations which are referred to as the
forest product and the rooting operation. For instance, the forest product ® : §o 4 X Fo,d — So,4 iS
defined so that given 7 = (A, ™, £ ) and 1o = (A 2,87, £ ™), we have

O = (L/I;,és,.,?z) such that

o N (2.12)
N = NTUN, E=ETUE, PN —{l,..,d} suchthat Z|,m =927

Similarly, for ¢ € {1,...,d} the forest rooting operator |-|; : §oq — %4 is defined so that given
T=(ANT,E7,L7), wehave |7|; = (N, &, L) where

N =N U{xo}, @é:é”U{(x,xo) tx € A4 root}

LN ={1,...d} suchthat Z|, =.2, ZLlx] =i.

When multiplying two Lions forests, the hy-hyperedges are merged; all the others are kept sep-
arated. In other words, ho-hyperedges of the two forests are implicitly understood as carrying the
same particle (that is somehow tagged by a 0) and all the other hyperedges are implicitly under-
stood as carrying statistically independent particles (a non-hg-hyperedge of the first forest carries
an independent particle from any other hyperedge of the second forest). The rationale for this def-
inition is that particles in non-hy-hyperedges (h € H) are sampled out from the cloud and each

sample is independent of other samples.
In order to state the definition properly, we introduce the notation:

Definition 2.6. We define ® : % 4 X % q — % q S0 that for two Lions forests
Ty = (N E R, HY Y and Ty = (2,62, 13, H?, L),
wehave Ty ® Ty = (N, &, ﬁo,ﬁ,j) such that

N =N U2 E=E'0UE% ho=hiUh: H=H'UH?
LN = {1,...d} suchthat Z|,. ="

The ® operation is associative and commutative product on the space of forests with unit 1.
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Let £ : Fy 4 — Fo,q be the operator defined for T = (N, &, ho, H, L) € Fpq4 by
ET) = (N,&,0,H ,.Z).

We refer to £ as the decoupling operation.
Fori € {1,...,d}, the rooting operator |- |; : %y 4 — T q is defined so that

For T =(A,8,hy,H, L) LTJi:(JV,éN",;LO,H,j) where:
zo & N, N =NU{xe}, ho=hoU{xo}.
{z1,.,zn} =2[T] C N, E=8EU {(561,560), oo (CEn,CUQ)}.

The decoupling operation takes the 0-hyperedge hq (if non-empty) and turns it into a hyperedge
carrying a particle sampled uniformly from the cloud. The symbol £ is chosen because this operation
corresponds (in a very specific sense that will be elucidated later) to integrating. The 0-particle is
usually not expected to be integrated, since only the statistical law for the other particles matters.
Thus the nodes of the Lions tree contained in h( are mapped from nodes that are not summed over
to nodes that are collectively summed over by mapping hg into H.

Let a € A,[0]. We define the operator £¢ : (% 4)*" — %y 4 by

Ea[Tl,...,Tn} :[ C? TZ} @5[ ® TJ@...@S[ ® TZ] (2.13)
a;=0 =1 ai:Z;n[a}

Intuitively, the decoupling by the partition sequence £% groups the sequence of trees into m|a] + 1
partitions with a single group tagged and all others detagged.
There is a fundamental link between Lions forests and the three operators ®, £ and |-]:

Proposition 2.7. The completion of the set {1} with respect to the operations ®, £ and |-|; such that
i € {1,...,d} is the complete set of forests % 4.

The proof of Proposition [2.7] can be found in [Sal23a].

2.2.2 Visualisations

To better explain the structures of these forests, we provide the reader with a collection of diagra-
matic representations.

Example 2.8. The following are all trees that satisfy Definition

1 1
1 I] 1 2 \1)2 2 1 2
@ ®3 2 3
s s ) ) s s .

Here, the symbols ® ! represent nodes, elements of the set .4 which are mapped by . to the element
1. Black lines between nodes are the elements of the set &. The partial ordering < obtained from & is
graphically represented with the minimal element at the bottom of the diagram.

As with Example 2.2] the highlighted regions identify the hyperedges of the tree. The hyperedge
hg is the subset that is colored gray. Other hyperedges are coloured with distinct colours representing
differing hyperedges, so that H is the collection of all coloured hyperedges.
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Example 2.9. To visualise the operation ®, we have

&5@%

Thus we see that ® takes the union of sets by and hi?, but the sets H™* and H'> are unioned although
their elements remain distinct.

Example 2.10. The operation £ maps the hyperedge hg into the set H. Thus £ makes any gray hyper-
edges coloured. Therefore

£ _

However, when there are no gray hyperedges, the operator £ is just the identity so that

£ _

3 3

Example 2.11. The operation |-| acts in the same way as the rooting operation for the collection of
forests in the Butcher-Connes-Kreimer setting, with the new node being added to the hyperedge hy. Thus

9)-6 |awd |-

2.3 Module of Lions forests

In the standard theory of rough paths, one defines the Butcher-Connes-Kreimer algebra over the
ring (R¢, +,.) (where . : R® x R® — R€ is coordinatewise product) as

Hy = @ R,

TE€S0,d

This can equivalently be written as

Hq = @D Lin (R)®7] RC) (2.14)

TES0
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and throughout we will typically use the form of Equation (2.14). The operation © defined in
Equation (2.12) can be extended linearly to the space H, to obtain ® : Hg x Hqg — Hg with unit
1 (the empty forest) making (H4, ®,1) an associative, commutative unital algebra over the ring
(Re, +.).

One would like to have (up to some extent) a similar algebraic structure, but for Lions trees.
The main difficulty in this regard is that, in the end, hyperedges are equipped with random labels.
For this reason, we consider next two probability spaces (€2, F,P) and (€', F/,P"). As explained in
the Appendix [A] for any m,n € N and p = (p1, ..., pm) Where p; € (1,00) we have that

1° (Q,P; L2 (@)%, (B)": Lin ((Rd)®”,R"’))>
is a module with respect to the ring (L°(Q,P;R¢), +.. ). When m = 0, we have
L0 (Q,]P’; Lp<(Q’)XO, (P')°: Lin ((Rd)®",Re)>> _ 0 (Q P; Lin ((R%)®", Re)>.

The intuition for distinguishing between the tagged and detagged probability spaces is important
for the theory this work exposes but not specifically for this work: In many distributional dependent
dynamics (but critically not McKean-Vlasov type dynamics) the probability space on which the ran-
dom variable representing the lift of the distribution exists need not be the same as the probability
space on which the solution exists. As a simple motivational example, consider McKean-Vlasov dy-
namics with a common noise. Thus we write (2, 7, P) to represent the tagged probability space (on
which the solution exists) and (', 7', ') the detagged probability space on which the lift of the law
exists.

In the next definition, we let this module act on Lions trees equipped with n nodes and m
hyperedges (excluding the hg-hyperedge). Intuitively, this action may be explained as follows: If
we had to follow the construction of the Butcher-Connes-Kreimer algebra (see for instance Remark
[2.14below), we should equip all the hyperedges of the trees with indices. The ho-hyperedge, which
carries the tagged particle, should be equipped with wy € Q) to emphasize the realisation of its
underlying idiosyncratic noise.

Similarly, the m remaining hyperedges should be equipped with labels (w1, ...,w,) € Q*™.
However, since trees are not equipped with such kinds of labels, we must restore the occurrences
of wy, w1, ..., wy, in the module structure of the mean-field analogue of the Butcher-Connes-Kreimer
algebra. This is the rationale for the following definition:

Definition 2.12. Let (2, F,P) and (€, F',P’) be probability spaces. For each T' € .Z, let

pIT) = (T nenr € (1,00) ") and p = (p[T1) ;5 € | | (1,001, (2.15)
TeF

We say that p = ((ph)nent) e 7 is an integrability functional.
We define 72 (SY') to be the R®-module

Q) = EB Lp[T]((Q/)X|HT\7(]P;/)X\HT\;Lin((Rd)®|JVT|7Re)>.
TeF

We also define (€, ') to be the L°(Q, P; R¢)-module

Ap(Q.) = LO(0, B, A7)
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_ 70 (Q, P; @ P[] ((Q/)X\HT\7 (]P;/)X\HT\; Lin ((Rd)®|f/VT|7R€)>> ) (2.16)
TeF

In the same spirit as Equation (2.14)), this can be written as
Hp(Q2. ) = L (Q B (@) <P'>XHT;R6)>
Teﬂo’d
so we see that the inclusion of labellings corresponds coordinate evaluation in (2.16).

When there is no ambiguity over the choice of probability space, we will often simply write
;. We will use the convention that J7,(€2,Y’) has a representation in terms of the set .%: for
X € #(Q,Q), we write

X(wo, )= Y <X,T>(w0, )

Te%y
where
(x.T)er (Q,IP’; L (<, @)X Lin ((Rd)@ﬂ',m{e))) or
(2.17)
(X, T)(wo, ) € PI(( ", @)1 Lin (R, R9) ).
Now suppose that p additionally satisfies that
VT, Ty € # wehave that p[Ty ® Tz] = (p[T1], p[T3]) (2.18)

Definition 2.13. Let (2, F,P) and (', F',P') be probability spaces and let p = ((ph)rent) 5 De
an integrability functional.

By extending ® to be bilinear, the pair of triples (/(Y'),®,1) and (/(Q,€'),®,1) becomes
commutative algebras over the respective rings R® and L°(Q, P;R®). In the former; this is because

Xi@Xo= > <X1®X2,T> > < S <X1,T1>(-)®<X2,T2>(-)> (2.19)

TeSy TeFy ~Ti1,T2€%
Ty®To=T

where
<)(17 T1>(w}{T1 ) X <X2, T2>(w}{T2)
c [pIT1] ((Q/)XIHTII’ (]}D/)XIHTll;Lin ((Rd)c@\-ﬁ/ﬁ |7R6)>
@ L0 (0 (@) L (Y9 R )
_ 1 p[T1].p[T2] ((Q/)XIHTll % (Q’)X\HT2\7 ([p:/)XIHTll % (]p/)X\HTQ\;Lin ((Rd)@)(\a/VTl|+\-/VT2|)7R6)>
:Lp[T1®T2} ((QI)X\HT1®T2" (P/)X‘HT1®T2‘;LiD ((Rd)®|,/VT1®T2\,Re)>
=M (@) (@)1 Lin (R R ).
In the latter,

X1 ®X2(w0,-) = Z <X1 @XQ,T>(W0,-)
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- Z( Z <X17T1>(w07')®<X2,T2>(wo,-)> (2.20)

TeZy Ty, ToeFo
Ty®To=T

where
<X1’ T1>(w0’ w}{Tl ) ® <X2’ T2>(W0’ W,HTz)

€L’ (Q Py LA (@)X ()< Lin (RS RS) )
@ LT ()X ()21, i ((Rd>®=”T2,R€)>>
70 <Q7 P; Lp[T] <(Q/)><\HT\’ (]P)/)X\HT\;Lin ((Rd)®|,/VT7Re)>> ]

We use the convention that (') € (€' )*IH"| where H is the set of hyperedges of the tree T
written as H” = {h”,...}. In this work, it will be important to distinguish free variables but not to
order them as is common convention.

Pay close attention in (2.17), even when the set hOT is empty, the random variable (X, T") will
still be a map from Q x (Q/)*1H"1,

Remark 2.14. The Butcher-Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra Hy (see Equation (2.14)) shares some aes-
thetic similarities with Equation (2.16)). The Butcher-Connes-Kreimer is a module over the ring R¢ much
like ' (Q) whereas 7 (Q,)') is a module over the ring L>° (2, P; R®). In the Butcher-Connes-Kreimer
algebra, each tree has a labelling which corresponds to the components of the driving noise associated
to each term and the module in front of T is implicitly required to depend on the labels that T carries.

Therefore, one might naively guess that when considering probabilistic dynamics, one would obtain
some sort of space with labellings taking values on N where each independent driving signal has its own
labelling. This is not the case. The hypergraphic structure of Lions trees is analogous to this, although
the restrictions imposed on the hyperedges in Definition do emphasise that there is more going
on here. Each hyperedge identifies the collection of nodes that correspond to increments of the driving
signals that share a common source of noise. The 0-hyperedge corresponds to the tagged probability
space within which the solution is identified (which can be identified with L*>°(Q2,P; R¢)).

Proposition 2.15. Let (2, F,P) and (', F',P') be probability spaces and let p be an integrability
functional that satisfies Equation (2.18). Let (R¢, +,.) and (L°(Q,P; R¢), +,.) be rings and let ('),
H5(9Q, V) and ® be as defined in Definition 2.12]

Then (3(€Y),®,1) and (,(Q,Y),®,1) are associative and commutative algebras over the
rings (R, +,.) and (L°(Q,P; R®), +,.) respectively.

The proof of Proposition [2.15]is found in [Sal23a].

2.3.1 Quotient

To understand the link between labelled directed trees and Lions trees, we first direct the reader to
Proposition [I.2: When we take iterative spacial derivatives of a function of the form

N
! (wi,N, L Z 5mj,N>
j=1

with respect to a multi-index (for a detailed proof see [Sal23b]) we get a collection of terms de-
scribed by all the partitions that are finer than the partition obtained from the multi-index:
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Example 2.16. We highlight Equation (1.7) here to emphasise the following point: when taking a
directional derivative of some function of an empirical measure, one obtains a summation of Lions
derivatives indexed by all the partition sequences that are finer than the partition sequence obtained
from the pre-image of the multi-index from the directional derivative. If we can expect similar summa-
tions, we would like to exploit the natural symmetry that arises from terms having this form.

For instance, let f : R® x Py(R®) — Lin(RY,R¢) and if we consider the Butcher-Connes-Kreimer
expansion of a function f : (R°)®N — (Lin(R, ]Re))EBN of the form

f($) = f<(x17N’ "'axN,N)) = @f(CCZ’N,,U,N [$])
i=1
and for i, j,k € {1, ..., N} look at the elementary differentials associated to the tree
k
i~V (e @] ) Vi (29, [a]) - (2, v []).

i

Expanding this out using Equation (I.7) and summing over (j, k) € {1, ..., N}*2, we get that

N k
Z i~ oof (o w[e] ) - oo f (¢ ] ) 'f(i”i’NaMN [2])
k=1 o0 g o0f (Y v [e] ) - ouf (2 v [a] ) - £ (09, o]
+%2j31f<x i [® > 80f(m]’N’MN > f(xj’N’MN[ ]

e Syndnd (o v [a] ) - 01 (Y e [e] ) - 7 (5N v [a])

Our strategy is to represent these summations in terms of the four hypergraphic structures that give rise
to the Lions trees

N k
g i = + + -
k=1 ei

(2.21)
where the Red hyperedges represent a summation over j and the Blue hyperedge represents a summation

over k.
Suppose first that we consider the case when j # i and k # 1i,j so that one might make the naive
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observation

Kk
i~ ﬁ&f(xi’]v,#zv [iv]) '81f<xj’N>ﬂN [“3]) 'f<$k7N’”N [m]) © i

that is the partition obtained by inverting the labelling yields the hypergraph (with the addition that
the 0-hyperedge is the pre-image of 7). However this is not quite the case. Recalling Theorem [2.5] the
Lions hypergraphic structure is equivalent to partitioning the tree locally around a node and all nodes
directly above it. This means that we also have

i~ o f (Y wfel) - 00f (2 i) £ (5 vla]) e i

since i # j and j # i so each node must be in a different hyperedge from the node directly above it. This
is contrast to the (incorrect) hypothesis that

1 ®
j € ® which is False.
i °

Note also that this hypergraph is not admissible under Definition Indeed, Equation (2.21)) repre-
sents a summation over all possible Lions forests that have the same underlying directed forest.
A key term to obtaining this representation is when ¢ = j = k in which case

i~ af (2 uxfe]) - oof (N un[a]) - £ (2N, [a] )

(90f<$i’N,MN [m]) '31f($i’N,MN [x])

ot (2N, [2]) - a f (+, v [=] )
)

+%81f<xi’N,ﬂN [CU]) 'alf(xi’NaMN Ed 'f<xi’N’MN [az])

Z|-

i +

+

Z|-

which is making critical contributions to each of the summations associated to each Lions tree. If we
simplify and think of each of the relevant Lions forests as being identified with a pair of partition
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sequences of length 1 (A1[0] = {0,1}), we observe that this is a summation over pairs of partition
sequences that are finer (with respect to the partial ordering defined in Equation (1.3))) than the pair
of partition sequences obtained from the local pre-image of the labelling.

With this is mind, we introduce the following definition:

Definition 2.17. Let 7 = (%, &) be a directed forest with preordering <. We define 2% (.#)[0] to be
the set of all pairs (qo, Q) such that ¢qo C A, Q € P (AN \qo) and

(2.1) If qo # 0, then go Nx[T] # 0.
(2.2) Vq € Q such that x,y € qand © < y, Iz € q such that (y,z) € &.
(2.3) Vq € Q such that x1,y1 € g and ©1 <> y1, (x1,22), (y1,y2) € & and xa # yo, then x9,ys € q.
For (po, P), (90, Q) € 27(4)[0], we say
(po,P) C (90,Q) <= poCqo and Vpe P,3ge (QUqo)\{0} suchthat pCq.
We refer to 2% (.4)[0] as the collection of tagged Lions partitions.

Although the exact meaning of this is explored in more detail in [Sal23al, Definition [2.17] pro-
vides a partial ordering for the set of all possible tagged hypergraphs of a directed forest (.4, &)
that satisfy [(2.1)}, [(2.2)|and [(2.3)] In words, the elements of .2¢ (.4")[0] satisfy that (pg, P) C (qo, Q)
if the partition ({po} U O)\{0} is finer that the partition ({go} U Q)\{0}. Further, for any (ho, H) €
2% ()[0] we have that (A, &, hy, H) € F.

The reader should also keep in mind the link between partial orderings, Lions derivatives and
Equation (I.7) which is also discussed in [Sal23b]:

Lemma 2.18. Let N € N, let Q' = {1,..,N}, 7' = 211N} and P’ be the uniform measure on
(Y, F'). Leti € Y. For T = (N ,E,2,%) € Fo,axn Where

LN = {1,...d} and Z: N —{1,..,N} =€,

we denote

(h, HT) = ((f\tm‘lm, {(Z]4) ') 5 € Q’\{i}}\{@}) and

B (2.22)
hlz] = {(.,2” %u{m}) []] 17 e {1, ,N}}\{@}
Let (b3, H) € 2%(4)[0] be the tagged partition such that
(N, &1, H, Z) = @[(w,g, (hg, H7), b,z)} (2.23)
where ® : %, — F is the isomorphism from Theorem [2.5]
Let p be an integrability functional. We define the R® module
Hy ::{X € Hixny: V1= (N,8,%,)€Toa, IV : |_| ()< Re,
Teﬂo’d
<X, (A, 5,3,2)> - 3 SR {(JV, &.po, P,.2), (j[p])pep] } (2.24)

(po, P)E27 (A)[0]
(po,P)S(hg, HT)

Then Hq = J ().

26



The choice of i € Q' corresponds to the label of a tagged particle within a system of interacting
particles and the mapping ¥ maps all of the possible labelled trees with indices . to the state space.

Additionally, fix a probability space (€2, F,P). We note that Lemma [2.18 can be extended to
provide an embedding

L0 <Q,P;ﬁd> = 4,(Q,9).
Proof. First, we recall that for any (4, &, .7, % ) € Z0,axn and X € H,, the element
<7, (w,g,z,j)> € R

so that the summation in Equation (2.24) runs over ring elements. Fix 7 = (A4, &,.Z) € o4 and
X € Hg4. Consider the summation

> <7,(w,£,$,2)>: > > ﬁ-\I/T[(«/V,é”,po,Rf),(a?[p])pep}

LN =Y PN —Q! (po,P)E2E (N)[0]
(po,P)C(hg,HT)

where (hj, H™) was defined as Equation (2.23) in terms of the choice of . Changing the order of
the two summations, we get

> (Xwez))= N w6k H 2) ik,
LN = (ho,H)E2¢ (A)[0] i €(Q)*1H]

Therefore,

X= ¥ 3 <7,(ﬂ,£,$,$)>e P r

(N6, L)EF0.a LN -V TES0,dxN
= Z N><1\H\ Z \IIT[(JV’éa’hOaHagl),iH}
(W7<§,$)€So,d iHE(Q’)X‘H‘

(ho,H)€2¥ (¥)[0]
so that for any choice of T' = (A, &, ho, H, ) € %, 4 we can define the measurable function
<X,T> ()1 5 Re <X,T>(z’H) = <y - T [(,/V,@@,ho,ﬂ, z),z’H]
Then for any choice of integrability functional p we have that
<X,T> e L1T) ((Q’)X\HT‘, (P’)X\HT\;RE) so that
X= Y (xT)e @ pI((@)H, @) Re)

Tefo’d Téyo’d

so that we have Hy C £ (Q).
On the other hand, suppose that X € J7;(€') so that for each T' = (A", &, ho, H, L) € Fyq We
have that
<X,T> e Pl ((Q’)XlHTl, (IP’)X|HT|;R5).

Fix T = (N, & ho, H, L) € Foqand £ : N — Q. Then we define
<77(‘/V7£7$7'=?)>: Z ﬁ<X7(ﬂagap07p7$)>((j[p])pEP)

(po,P)e2% (N)[0]
(po,P)CS(hg,HT)
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Then, by construction we have that

X- (X.(r.6.2.2))
(N E,.L,.PVEF0.a
7,

satisfies that X € #y so that (V') C H

2.4 Products of distributions and coupled bialgebras

Recall from [[CK99] that the Butcher-Connes-Kreimer coproduct A : Hgy — Hg ® Hy is the unique
linear algebra homomorphism that satisfies the recursive relationship

Al =121 and Allr]| = 7], x 1+ (1x [-],)oalr]. (2.25)

This is paired with the counit € : H; — R® defined by ¢[X]| = (X,1), making (H4, A, €) a co-
associative coalgebra over the ring (R, +,.).

In this section, given two integrability functionals p; and p, we want to consider products of
random of variables from

L0 <Q,IP’; P <(Q’)X|Hll, (P')<H'; Lin ((Rd)X””,Re)))
and L0<Q,P;LP2<(Q’)X|H2|,(P’)X|H2|;Lin((Rd)X”2|,Re))>.

Recall that the former two spaces arise in the expansion (2.16]). From a purely probabilistic point of
view, the variables (w};,) and (w;.) are thought as free, which is the same as saying that we have
two canonical representatives of two conditional laws given the realization w and that we want to
make their product. Of course, there are plenty of ways to do so, depending on the conditional joint
law that should be above the two conditional laws. Equivalently, when defining the product of two
elements of the above two spaces, we must recreate the correlations between the two correspond-
ing conditional marginal laws. It turns out that, in our formalism, this amounts to specify which
hyperedges in 77 and T, are associated to the same free variable. For this, we found that the most
parsimonious way was using a collection of operators over the space of partitions of a finite set.

2.4.1 Couplings

A coupling between two partitions P and () is a way of describing a bijective mapping between a
subset of P and a subset of Q. Here and throughout, the elements of P and () are an abstraction of
probability spaces, and by coupling partitions we are analogously choosing a joint measure on the
product of these probability spaces that is either the product measure (when there is no coupling)
or the deterministic transport.

Definition 2.19. Let .# and .4 be two non-empty, disjoint, finite sets and let P € P (.#) and
Q € P(N) be partitions. We define

POQ = {Ge PMUN) {gNll - ge GND=P,{gNAN g€ G}\@:Q}.
We refer to PUQ as the set of coupled partitions.
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PUQ is the collection of partitions of the set .# U .4 that agree with the partition P when
restricting to .# and agrees with the partition (Q when restricting to .4". As such, we have the
symmetry relation

PUQ = QUP.

Example 2.20. Suppose that we have the set .# = {1,2} and A4 = {3,4} with partitions
P={{1},{2}} and Q={{3.4}}.

Hence (see also Figure[I)

POQ = {{{1,3,4}, {2}, {1}, {2.3,.4}}. {1}, {2}, (3, 4}} }.

o1 ® 3

®2 > e 4
o1 3 o1 o3 el 3
o2 4 > o2 4 > o2 04

Figure 1: A visualisation of the set PUQ
Definition 2.21. Let .#,./ be disjoint sets and P € P (M), Q € P(N). For every G € PUQ, we
denote the two injective mappings "¢ : P — G and ¢y : Q — G such that Vp € P and Yq € Q,
VPN =p, O A =q. (2.26)

Further, we define ¢&P% : G — PUQ and p%P® : P — P U Q as follows:

aPQr1 )Y eEP ifgnQ=0>0, 557
el {ng cQ ifgnQ+0. (2:27)
arony v eP ifoPCpINQ =0, .
o {W’G[p]mcz €Q PO NQ A0, (2.28)

The operator /¢ (see Equation (2.26)) maps the set p, an element of the partition P, to the
unique element of the partition G that contains the set p.

The operator ¢©-"Q (see Equation (2.27)) maps the set g, an element of the partition G (a
coupled partition between P and Q) to either the unique element of the partition (@ that is contained
within ¢ (should that element exist) or the unique of the partition P that is equal to g. These two
scenarios are mutually exclusive and both elements exist as appropriate.
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On the other hand, the operator ¢“@ (see Equation (2.28)) maps the set p, an element of the
partition P to either the element ¢ € @ such that p U ¢ € G or to itself if no such element exists in
(. Again, these two scenarios are mutually exclusive and both elements exist as appropriate.

Critically, we can now extend the set of couplings into an ordered pairing operation on forests:

Definition 2.22. Let Y,Y € .%; and let G € HYUHY . We say that G is a Lions coupling if
Vhe HY suchthat hntY]=0 — @G’HT’HY [h] = h. (2.29)

We denote the set of Lions couplings between two Lions forests Y and Y by Lions(Y,Y) C HYUHY.
Finally, we define the set

Fox Fy = {T xY: T, YeF Ge Lions(T,Y)} = |_| Lions(Y,Y).  (2.30)

TxY eFyx.%o

In words, for any two Lions forests T,Y € %, we find that the additional hypergraphic struc-
tures mean that there are fewer ways to couple the hyperedges in a way that is combinatorially
meaningful. It turns out that the set of possible couplings is too large and actually the set of Lions
couplings is a better collection of couplings to work with.

Remark 2.23. For notational purposes, when a coupling between two Lions trees is explicitly known,
it will be stated as a superscript of the Cartesian product x& as in Definition However, if the
coupling is only implicitly known (as will often be the case for operations on the collection of coupled
pairs), we will use the notation x to indicate that there is a coupling but the situation is the same
regardless of the choice.

Next, we use the coupled pairs to parametrise a new graded module in the same fashion as
Definition 2,12l While the Cartesian product of two index sets I x J can be used to index the tensor
product of the two modules indexed by I and J, the set of coupled pairs will be used to index the
coupled tensor product. Having defined a coupled pair in Definition which corresponds to a
richer collection of elements than a Cartesian product, we extend the same ideas to define a coupled
tensor product between modules indexed by Lions forests.

Further, we need to introduce a functional for measuring the integrability of various products of
random variables obtained by a tensorisation operation that couples the different probability spaces
based on the choice of Lions coupling.

Definition 2.24. Let (Q, F,P) and (Q', F',P') be probability spaces. For each Y x¢Y € .Z, let
PlY]= (BIY]n)pepr € (1,00 and  p[T,G) = (ﬁ[T’G]h)heHTxpG’T’Y[h}:h

pe || ((LOO)XHYI « < | | (17OO)><(G|—HY|)>>7 p= <]5[y]7ﬁ[~r7g])

Yez TeFo
GeLions(T,Y)

T x GYE,,?Q X )

We say that p = (p[Y], p[Y, G]) is a 2-integrability functional.

We define the R¢-module

xGY eFy >~<9\0

,%”’(Q’)®p,%ﬂ’(§2’) _ @ oY1 ((Q/)XHY, (P/)X\HY\;
YeF,
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o Y <(Q’)><(|G—|HY|)7 () <G D, i <(Rd)®|ﬂ|7 Lin ((Rd)eaﬂ’Re)))).
TeJy
GeLions(T,Y)

We also define the L°(92, P; R¢)-module

H o (Q,9) = L (Q P; ,%”'(Q')®f,,%ﬂ'(§2’))

=0 <9,Ps b v <<Q’)XHY,<IP”>X'HY';

YeFy

D <(Q/)x<G|HY>, (&) <0611, Lin (R4, Lin ((Rd)®-/‘/y|,]1{e)>>>>,
TeZo
GeLions(Y,Y)

We use the convention that JZ®;.2(€2,€') has a representation in terms of the set .%yx.%,
(recall Equation (2.30)): for X € /' ®p. (2, €Y), we write

X(wo) =Y ) <X,T x G Y>(w0, )
Ye% TeJy
GeLions(T,Y)

where for each Y € %, we have

<X, T x¢ Y>(w0,wHy, )
e <(Q’)X(|G|HY|),IP>><(G|HYD; Lin (R Lin ((dewy,ﬂge))))

so that

Z <X,T XGY>(w0,wHy,-)

TeTy
GeLions(T,Y)

e @ oo ((Q’)X(G|HY|)’P><(|G|HY); Lin <(Rd)®|’/VT|,Lin ((Rd)&W,Re))))

TeF
GeLions(Y,Y)

and

> (XY ),

Ye% TeFy
GeLions(T,Y)

< @ ((9/)*'1”, CORE

YeFy

@ Lﬁ[T,G} <(Q/)><(|G|Hy), (PI)X(|G\7|HY|); Lin ((Rd)(@"‘/‘/T‘,Lin ((Rd)®|,/Vy|’Re))>>
TeF
GeLions(Y,Y)

For a more detailed discussion of what a coupled tensor product as part of a wider discussion
with regard to topological algebras, we refer the reader to [Sal23a].
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Remark 2.25. Following on from Definition[2.21] when there is no ambiguity we will often equivalently
write

pT LY = GHHLHY o T Y Y € 7,
goT’T’Y _ goHTvHT’HY for T,Y,Y € Z.

Similarly, we have that

(bG,T,Y _ ¢G’,HT,HY GYY _ GHYHY

and o ©
for Y, Y €%, and G € Lions(T,Y).

2.4.2 Cuts for Lions trees

An admissible cut is a way of dividing a directed tree into two subtrees, one a directed tree (referred
to as the root) and one a directed forest (referred to as the prune), see for instance [CK99]. In the
context of Lions forests, a cut is a subset of the edges of a Lions forest that can be removed for
combinatorial purposes but this operation should not alter the hypergraphic structure. Thus, a cut
takes a Lions tree to a coupled pair of Lions forests contained in .%, x %, rather than simply .%, x .%
as one might naively expect in the Butcher-Connes-Kreimer setting.

Definition 2.26. Let T' = (AN, &, hy, H, ¥) € J; be a non-empty labelled Lions tree. A subset ¢ C &
is called an admissible cut if Vy € ., the unique path (e;);=1,...n» from y to the root z satisfies that if
e; € cthen Vj # i,e; ¢ c. The set of admissible cuts for the Lions tree T is denoted C(T).

We call the tuple T the root of the cut c of the labelled Lions tree T

TR = (‘/VCR’ gcR, hO N JVcRa HcR? gcR), where

[

A ={ye N 3Wi)izt,.m €N Y1 = Yo Yn = T, (Ui, Yir1) € E\c},
& ={(y.2) € €y, 2 € AT,

HE = {hn AR he HY\{0},
LRNE {1, dy, LE =2 .

The prune of the cut c is the Lions forest (NP, &F ho N AF HE | £F) where AP = 4\ AR and

&P =&\(ERue), HY = {hn AL :h e HI\D and £F = L\ y 5.

Cuts are defined as in the usual Butcher-Connes-Kreimer setting but where the hyperedges of
the roots (respectively prunes) are constructed accordingly by restricting the original hyperedges to
the nodes of the roots (respectively prunes). Further, the root and prune do not form a pair, but a
coupled pair with the coupling determined by the original collection of hyperedges.

Example 2.27. Consider the following admissible cut applied to the tree:

X
(o304 o5

The node 5 and 3 are both in a hyperedge that is coloured red. The colouring here represents that the
hyperedges are coupled.
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A cut can be identified with a mapping that takes a Lions tree to a collection of coupled pairs of
Lions forests. Critically, this coupling is necessarily a Lions coupling (see Definition [2.22):

Lemma 2.28. Let T = (A ,&,ho, H,.¥) € Jyand let ¢ € C(T). Then TE, TF € F; and HT ¢
Lions (HCP,Hf).

The proof of Lemma [2.28] can be found in [Sal23a]. In the classical Butcher-Connes-Kreimer
setting (see Equation (2.25))), cuts of directed trees are intimately connected with the combinatorial
properties of the Butcher-Connes-Kreimer coproduct. For Lions trees, the relationship is a little more
complicated since the image of a coupled coproduct is the coupled tensor product from Definition

2.24

Definition 2.29. Let
A : Span(F 4[0]) — Span(.Fo,q[0]x Fo,q[0])

be the linear operator such that for T'= (N, &, ho, H, L) € T,

A[T} =1x"T+TxT14 S TP KM TR, (2.31)
ceC(T)

For Lions forest T = (N, &, hy, H,.Z) € .F such that |¢[T]| = n > 1, we have that the labelled directed
forest (N, &,%) € § can be expressed as a product of labelled directed trees

(N E, L) =1 ® . OTy = (N, E, L) OO (N, E L.

For each i = 1, ..., [¢[T]|, we define the set
2.(1) = { (7672, 0.0.0). (0.0.0,047.6727).
(™LA I EDE (L)) e e Ol b < o x o
Next, we define the set

D(T) = [[2:(T) < [ 30 x o

i=1 i=1

and for each 7 = ((71,7]), ..., (th, 7)) € D(T), we denote

T

M=\, g =, &=, &=,
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1
HE .= {hﬂJI/Fp th e H}\{@}, HL = {hﬂJV;T th e H}\{@},
fé’z.ﬁbﬂp, f;":f\ﬂ.
Then we extend A to the set of Lions forests

AlT| = 3 (A2 e hon AP HE L) )T (A 88 o N A HE 7)) (2.32)
7€D(T)
We pair the operator A with the linear functional e : Span (C%M[O]) — R® which satisfies ¢(1) = 1, and
VT € 7, ¢(T) = 0. The operator e is the counit of A.
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For efficient notation, we introduce the coproduct counting function ¢ : .%y x %y x %y — Ny
defined for T, 1, Y € %, by

c<T, T,Y) - <A[T],T wHT Y>. (2.33)

This yields the expression

AT =Y c(T,T,Y)T <H Y,
T,Ye%

Example 2.30. The elements of .%o x.%y should be considered and treated as being very different from
elements of the Cartesian product %y x .%,. Thus, we visualise them differently to highlight this.
The coupled coproduct of the tree

3 3 3

JAN 2, o1 — (a2l 91X ]+ 1 X2l 91

3

+  xlel+ ><J+Ig><z

o2 o2 03 1

4+
X

)+ ng
o® @

All the products are indeed elements of .#yx.%, even though the product is denoted by x. Implicitly,
the hyperedges on either side of x are coupled if they have the same colour.

What we see with this formula is that hyperedges on either side of the product can be coupled or
disjoint and that these two scenarios are distinct. In particular, this means that

e 3

oi) X (@] # oi X oj.

If this were a Cartesian product, these two elements would be equal since the trees on the left and right
hand side of the product symbol are equal (colour only indicates correlation for the joint distribution of
the two random variables we are producting).

The reader could object that if colour were a fixed feature of a hyperedge, then the standard Carte-
sian product would suffice for pairing two forests. However, this would be different from what we do
here: colours on the figure are just used to distinguish hyperedges, but they are “free” in the sense that
the interpretation of all the terms above would be exactly the same if we replaced red by blue and
conversely. Obviously, the latter is consistent with our choice not to label the hyperedges.
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Now we use the natural extension to define a coproduct on our module indexed by Lions forests:

Definition 2.31. Let (', F',’) be a probability space, let p be an integrability functional and let p
be a 2-integrability functional such that for all T, Y, Y € %, such that ¢(T,T,Y") > 0,

Vhe HY  pIY]n < plT)grroy-1p);

(2.34)
Vhe H : "0 Y[h=h  p[Y,T]h < p[T)greoy-1p)-

We define
A Ay () = A(V)2p (V)
for X € (') to be
A[X] = <X,A[T]>(.¢T,T,y) S c(T,T,Y) <X,T>(-¢T,T,Y).
TeF Y eFo T, Y€ F

Let (2, F,P) be a second probability space. Then we can extend A : 7;,(Q,Q) — H'®p(Q, )
canonically for X € #,(2,€Y') to be

A[X(wo)} =y <X,A[T]>(w0,-¢T,T,y) =y ¥ c(T,T,Y) -<X,T>(w0,-¢T,T,y).

TeSy Ye% T, Y%

We pair this A with the linear functional € : 7#,(Q,)) — L°(Q,P; R®) which satisfies ¢(1) = 1, and
VT € .7, ¢(T) = 0 (recall that % does not contain the empty forest) so that e is the counit of A.

Let T,Y,Y € % and suppose that ¢(7,Y,Y) > 0. Recalling Definition [2.21] the collection of
free variables is written as

Wd)T,T,Y[HT} = (W¢T,T,Y[h], ) = ( Wd)T,T,Y[h}, ver Wd)T,T,Y[h}, )

heHT he HT:hNANY #£) he HT:hnA'Y =0
= wthyY WhHy -
( ) ) ) )

heHT:ANNY £) he HT:hNA'Y =0

so that the random variable
<X, T>(w0, wyr) € L° (Q p; L] ((Q’)X\HT‘, (P, Lin ((RE)®T Re)>>
is embedded to the random variable
(X.T) (wo,wgrr gm))

er’ (Q,P; ) ((9/)”‘”, (P H;
PTGl <(Q/)X(HT|HY), ()< (T D, i <(Rd)®|e/”|, Lin ((Rd)®\/‘/y\,ﬂge)) > ) ) ,
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2.4.3 TIterative couplings and coassociativity
Following on from Definition [2.24] we have the R¢-module

(71 @@p (@) Bt (@) = A ()35 (#(Q)Ep ()

:@LP[Y]<(Q’)><|HY|’(]P>/)><|HY|; P LP[T,G]<(Q’)X(|GIHY|)7([[J>/)X(G|HYI);

YeZy YeF,
GeLions(Y,Y)

D (@)oo, ()16,
TeFy
G'cLions(HT,G)

Lin (R4 Lin (R 27 Lin (R, Re)))>>>
and the L°(Q, P; R¢)-modules
(%ﬂ@p%) Go (0,Q) = Hy (%”@pjf) (Q, Q)
— 10 <Q,IP’; <%'(Q’)®p%ﬂ'(9’)>®f,<%”’(Q’)> sy (Q,IP; Q) (%’(Q’)é)pjf’({z’))).
While this is discussed further in much greater detail in [[Sal23al, for the purposes of this paper
we assert that the operators
AGT (V)& () — (%’(Q)@F,jf’(a’))@ﬁ%’(a’)
[GA () op() — A (D) (%’(Q’)ggp%’(a'))
can be expressed as the linear extension of
AGT [Tl G TQ] =3 c(Tl, T,Y) (Y1, Y1, T3, G)
T,Ye%
I&A [Tl xGTQ] -y c(TQ,T,Y) (11, 1,Y,G)
T, YeEF

where
(T1,Y,Y,G), (Y,Y,T5,G) € FoxFoxF

and with a similar extension for
AGT -G, Q) — (%®p%ﬂ) S (O, ),
[&A A G, (0, Q) = H ey (;f@%) (Q,9).

Proposition 2.32. Let (2, F,P) and (', F',’) be probability spaces. Let p be an integrability func-
tional. Let (X)) and 7,(Q, ') be the R*-module and L°(Q),P;R®)-module respectively defined in
Definition 2.12]

Then (J3(Y),A,€) and (H,(Q,9Q'), A €) are coassociative coupled coalgebras over the rings
(R, +,.) and (L°(, P;R®), +,.) respectively.

In particular, A satisfies the commutative identity

IQAocA=ARI0A and .oeRIoA=.0IRecoA=1
The proof of Proposition [2.32]is found in [Sal23a].

36



2.5 Graded coupled bialgebras

Recalling again the classical Butcher-Connes-Kreimer setting, we have that (H4, ®,1) and an asso-
ciative algebra and (H4, A\, €) a co-associative coalgebra. Further, it is also well known that

AO@Z(@@@)O(TWiSt)o(A@A)
e®e=€o0o® 1®1=~Aol1l and eol=1.

where Twist : (Hq)®* — (Hq)®? is the linear map that satisfies that Twist[r; ® 7 ® 73 ® 74] =
T1 R T3Q To X T4.

Thus (Hg4, ®,1, A, €) is a bialgebra over the ring (R¢, +,.). Next, H4 has a natural graded struc-
ture determined by |47|,

Hq = EB Han, Hin = @ R®

neNg TES0,d
|47 |=n

Hd,m O] Hd,n - Hd,ernv A [Hd,n] - @ Hd,p & Hd,q-

p+q=n

We say that #, is connected because the subspace associated to the unit of the monoid (Ny, +)
is isomorphic to the ring of the bialgebra, that is ;o = R°.
Finally, for 0 < a < 1 and vy > «, we denote §* := {7 € Fo : - |#7| < ~}. Then

v G- @

TES0,d TEFY T

is a quotient algebra of H, and a counital subcoalgebra of (H4, A\, €), making it a Hopf algebra too.
The parameter ~ represents the truncation of Butcher-Connes-Kreimer expansion while « represents
a choice of regularity. The redundancy of including « in this expression will become clear later.

2.5.1 Coupled bialgebras

The purpose of this Subsection is to establish that the product and coupled coproduct operations
interact with one another with the goal of introducing a coupled bialgebra. In order to do that, we
need to introduce our own notion of Twist operation that additionally keeps track of the couplings.
Inspired by Equation (2.5), we introduce a twist operation for coupled tensor products:

Definition 2.33. Let (', F',P') be a probability space and let p be a 2-integrability functional. We
denote the R® module

(@) 0 #()) o) (#/() © /()

- &P 161160 <(Qf)x|HY| s ()L <Y s (pryxIHY .
(Y,?)E,,go X %0
@  Leraste <(Q’)X(G|HY) « (y<(GI=HYD_ (< (GI=IHY]) o (pryx(GI-IHY )
(T,T)Ey() X .F0
GeLions(Y,Y)
GeLions(Y,Y)

)
T7
?7
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Lin <(Rd)®<\ﬂ\+|ﬁ\>7 Lin ((Rd)®(WYI+JV?I)7Re)>>>
We define Twist to be the operator
Twist :<%’(Q’)®p%’(9’)> ® <%’(Q’)®p%’(9’)>
= (A(2) @A) @ ) (#(Q) 0 ()

that satisfies
TWist[( Z <X,T x & Y>(W¢G,T,Y[G})> & ( Z <X,T xé y>(w¢ém?[@q)>]
TxCY Tx GV
eyo Xyo 65’70 >~<,?0
S 3 Twist[<X, T %G Y>(w¢G,T,Y[G}) ® <X T X6 ?>(w¢c,R,S[é})]'
(v,Y) (r,7)

€.F9x.Fo eFoXF
GeLions(Y,Y)
GeLions(T,Y)
Finally, we can appropriately extend Twist to the L°(2, P; R®)-modules
Twist ;(%ﬂ@p%(@, Q’)) ® (%ép%(g, Q’))
= (%(Q, V)@ 29, Q’)) Spop) <,%”(Q, e 29, Q’)) .
Thus Twist has a similar nature to that of the Twist operation, although we can see that it turns
a pair of couples into a coupling between pairs.
Proposition 2.34. Let (0, F,P) and (), F',P') be probability spaces. Let p be an integrability func-
tional that satisfies Equation (2.18) and let p be a 2-integrability functional that satisfies Equation
239). Let (') and (2, ') be the Ré-module and L°(Q),P; R®)-module respectively defined in
Definition 2.12]
Then
(), ®,1,A,¢€) is coupled bialgebras over the ring  (R®,+,.) and
(54,(92,9),®,1,A,¢€) is coupled bialgebras over the ring  (L°(Q,P;R®), +,.)
In particular, (J(Q),®,1) and (H,(Q,Q), ®,1) are associative algebras and (J('), A, €) and
(%(Q, ), A, e) are co-associative coupled coalgebras and we have that

Ao@:(@@@)on;iSto(A@A)
ceo®=.0e®e Aolo.=1®1 €o0l=1

(2.35)

Proposition 2.35. The coproduct A : 74,(Q,Y) — A @ (2, Q) is the unique linear operator that
satisfies the identities that
All]=1x"1,

and VT,T' € %,
A[m] —|T] x" 1+ (1 w1 L-J) o A[T], A[gm] = (EXE) [Am}, 236
A{T®T’} :(®®®>OWO<A®A){T®T’}. '
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The proof of Proposition [2.34] and Proposition [2.35] along with many more details concerning
this Section are found in [Sal23a].

2.5.2 Gradings on Lions forests

Now we want to reproduce the graded structure of the Butcher-Connes-Kreimer setting. Suppose
that (_#,+) is a monoid. A coupled bialgebra (.77, ®,1, A, €) over a ring R is said to be _#-graded
if it can be represented as

A = P A
jes
and satisfies that
jf(jl)®jﬁj2) g‘%ﬂ(jﬁ-]é) and A{jﬁj)} < @ < @ jf(il))é‘%ﬂ(h)' (2.37)
Jj2€f €S

J1t+j2=j
Further, a graded bialgebra is said to be connected if for all units 0 € _#, we have ;) = R.

The reader familiar with gradings on bialgebras will notice the asymmetry in Equation (2.37).
This accounts for the asymmetry in the definition of the coupled tensor product (see [Sal23a]).

Example 2.36. Let N € N and for each i € {1,...,N} let W*V : [0,1] — R? be a collection of
independent Brownian motions on a probability space (2, F,P). It is widely known that for each i €
{1,...,N} and for any choice of a < 1,
N
|Ws,t |
sup

sitefo] It —s|®

< oo P — almost surely. (2.38)

Therefore, for any fixed choice of N € N we also have that
N i,N
N > i1 {Wsjt
sup

s,t€[0,1] |t — s|*

P — almost surely. (2.39)

However,
B[]

sup < 0. (2.40)

stefo,] |t — 8|12
The contrast in regularity between Equation and Equation (2.40) illustrates that is quite natural
to suppose that the regularity of a driving signal may change depending on whether we are evaluating
it on the tagged probability space or a free probability space.
Further, the fact that there is no change in the regularity between Equation (2.38) and Equation
shows us that we don’t expect there to be any smoothing when we are working with systems of
interacting equations as opposed to their mean-field limits.

Definition 2.37. We define 4 : %y — N3 such that for T = (AT, &7, wl, HT, £7T),
G|T) = (|h0T|,|JVT\hg ) (2.41)

Let (Y, F', ") be a probability space and let p be an integrability functional that satisfies Equation
(2.18). For (k,n) € Ngz, we define the R¢-module

(@)= P LP[T]<(Q/)><\HT\’(P/)X\HT\;Lin((Rd)®|JVT\,Re)>‘

TeZy
9[T)=(k,n)
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Let (Q, F,P) be a second probability space. For (k,n) € N2 we define the L°(Q,P; R®) module

Ay o (0,) =L (g,p; @ (@), @) Lin ((Rd)WTl,Re))).
TeSy
Y[T)=(kn)

Thus for any (k1,n1), (k2,n2) € Ni? and p a 2-integrability functional that satisfies Equation
(2.34), we have that

~ Y Y
Ay 1) V) Ay () = P L ((Q,)XH L@
Ye%
GY]=(k2,n2)
o pro ((Q’)X(|G—|Hy|), () <0611 D; Lin (RS, Lin ((Rd)ewy,Re)))),
TeFy
[ Y]=(k1,n1)

GeLions(Y,Y)

~ Y Y
%7(];1,111)@13)%7(]4;2,112)(97 Q/) — LO (Q’ ]P>7 @ LP[Y] ((Q/)X|H " (]P)/)X‘H "

YeFy
9Y]=(k2,n2)
@ pI0.Gl <(Q’)X(|G—|HY|)7 ([[D’)X(\GF\HY\); Lin <(Rd)®|WT|7 Lin ((Rd)@)J‘/Y’Re))))) .
TeF
Y[ Y)=(k1,n1)

GeLions(T,Y)

Proposition 2.38. Let (2, F,P) and (), F',P') be probability spaces. Let p be an integrability func-
tional that satisfies Equation (2.18) and let p be a 2-integrability functional that satisfies Equation
239). Let () and (2, ') be the Ré-module and L°(Q,P; R®)-module respectively defined in
Definition 2. 12

Then the function 9 : Fy — Nj? as defined in Equation 2.41) describes a N;*-grading on the
coupled bialgebras ((€Y),®,1,A,€) and (H(Q,),®,1,A,€) and both coupled bialgebras are
connected.

That is,

%/ (0,0) (Q/) — Re7

P,

Iy (h1.00) () ® I 1) (V) C I 1 ky ) ()
A[(}fp/v(kvn) (Q/)] g @ ((}fp/v(k_k/vn_n/)(g/)>®f)(}fplv(k/vn/) (Q/),

k' ,n'e€Ng

(2.42)

and
A 0,0) (2, Q) = L(Q,P;R°),
I, (k1,n1) (0 Q) ® T, (k) (0, Q) C A, (1 kg my ) (0 ),
A @] € B (At (0 2)) Ep 1) (2 ).

k' ,n'€Ng

(2.43)

The proof of Proposition can be found in [Sal23a]. Although somewhat degenerate, we
will often write
Gop[T] = a-|h§ |+ B - | A \IG |
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for o, B € R™ and henceforth use the notation that for a set &/ C .%,, we will henceforward denote
VB = {T € Gy plT) < 7} and /78 = {T € o 1 Gy plT) < 7}, (2.44)

for some v > a A . We will frequently be studying summations that run over the elements of the
sets (2.44) so to lighten the notation somewhat we will often denote

770{75 ’Y*,C&,ﬁ

Yoy wm >y

Teod Tecof Teof Teof
Ya,8[T)<y Yo, p[T]<y

Remark 2.39. The reader may already have noticed that we could simplify sets such as Equation (2.44)
by removing the value ~ and re-expressing these sets as

1B = {T o9, 4T < 1}.

Q
=™

)

=

Although this is more streamlined, we found that the choices of the values of o and 3 became very unin-
tuitive in later portions of this project and so the current notation remains. For this work, « represents
the P-almost sure Holder regularity of the probabilistic rough path while 3 represents the mean-square
regularity of the probabilistic rough path (Example 2.36lshows that these may be different)

2.5.3 Ideals and Lions forests

The purpose of the algebraic structures that we have introduced so far is to better understand an
abstract Lions-Taylor expansion. In practice, we never want to work with the infinite expansions so
that we need to verify that we can truncate the expansions considered thus far and obtain something
that retains the algebra/coupled coalgebra structure. It is important to expose the full details of
these infinite expansions as it allows us to verify that the algebraic and combinatorial structures are
valid but in practice we want to perform a truncation.

However, as explained in [Sal23b], our truncation needs to take into account the number of
spacial as well as the number of Lions derivatives. We have already seen that our coupled bialgebra
has a grading on the monoid of pairs of integers so that our perspective should be to truncate with
respect to this grading. For notational purposes, we use « and f to represent the “regularity” of
terms on the tagged probability space and terms on detagged probability spaces respectively. The
parameter ~ represents the choice of truncation point. Our next task is to verify that truncating
these expansions can be performed meaningfully:

Definition 2.40. Let (), F,P) and (Q', F',P") be probability spaces and let p be an integrability
functional that satisfies Equation (2.18). For o, 3 > 0 and v > « A 3, we define

Sy = @ A2 ad Q) = P Q).

P, (i,
(17])61\% (%j)eNg
e i3>
We denote
(%pp/(Q/)%oz,ﬁ — %(Q')/ﬂ’((}’)g’a’ﬁ and %%aﬁ(Q’Q/) _ %(Q,Q')/ﬂ’((}’)gv“vﬁ

as the quotient algebras (over the ring R® and L° (2, P; R®) respectively).
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Proposition 2.41. Let o, 3 > O and let v > aAB. Let (Q, F,P) and (Q', F,P’) be probability spaces. Let
p be an integrability functional that satisfies Equation (2.18) and let p be a 2-integrability functional
that satisfies Equation (2.34). Then

(Y )P A,e) is a co-associative sub-coupled coalgebras of (A5(Q),Ae) and

(%”p“”a’ﬁ(Q, '), A,€) is a co-associative sub-coupled coalgebras of (4 (2,Q), A €).

The proof of Proposition [2.41] can be found in [Sal23a].

2.6 Group structures of a coupled bialgebra

As explained in [[CK99], the Butcher-Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra is a module that has characters
taking values in the Butcher group, an infinite dimensional Lie group first identified in [HW74] in
the context of approximating the solutions of non-linear differential equations. Formally, the Butcher
group of characters is the subset of

v,
G(H* RY) € DR

TEF0

that satisfy the character identity that f € G(H}“,R¢) if and only if

(mem)= (1) {sm)

More generally, let us recall that given a bialgebra (7—[, O,1, A, e) over a ring (R, +,.) (such as
but not specifically the Butcher-Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra, for a reference see [CP21]) and a
commutative algebra (.4, m 4) over the ring (R, +,.), we define the set of characters to be

g(’H,A):{fGLin(’H,A): fo@Zonf®f}.

For two mappings f, g € Lin(H,.A), we define the convolution product * : Lin(#,.A4) x Lin(#, A) —
Lin(H,.A) by

frxg=myof®goA
and note that it is well understood that (Q(?-L, A), *) is a monoid.

From classical theory of bialgebras we know that a bialgebra is graded if and only if it is a Hopf
algebra, that is there exists an anti-automorphism § such that

Oo(S®IoA=0o(I®S)oA=1e

2.45
and VneNy S[Han| € Han- (245)

When the bialgebra has an antipode, then an inverse operation exists and (G(#,.A), %) is a group
since

(£x(Fod))ll = f|@ol®8) 0 Ala]| = f[t]elz] = ((fo8) « f)la

Our goal is to extend all these concepts to the coupled coproduct.
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2.6.1 Dual spaces for coupled bialgebras

Let (', 7',P’) be a probability space, let p be an integrability functional and let q = (¢[T'])rc# be
an integrability functional such that for all 7" € .% and

1 1
vhe H' + = 1.
p[T]h  q[T]n

Consider the tensor series modules
()’ = T 2 (@), @) ety el 1) (2.46)

TeS

There is a natural choice of bilinear mapping

<., > ALY x () = R (2.47)

defined for X € (/) and W € (,%”p’(Q’))T by
(xw) = 3 @[ (7)) (WL i)
TeFo

so that the module (2.46) can be thought of as dual spaces and topologised accordingly using the
projective topology induced by the bilinear forms.
Let (€2, F,P) be a separate probability space and consider the tensor series modules

(%(97 Q/))T -0 <Q7 P; H LQ[T] ((Q/)X\HT\7 (]P;/)X\HT\; (Rd)®|JVT|>> . (2.48)
TeSy
The bilinear mappings defined in (2.47) can be extended P-almost surely to give alternative bilinear

mappings

<.7 > A (Q, ) x (A5(2,0))" = L0, P, R) (2.49)
defined for X € () and W € (,%”p’(Q’))T by

(X, W) (wo) = 3 (@)1 [<X,T>(wo,w’HT) (W, T>(w0,w'HT)]

TeZ%y

Finally, we topologise according to the projective topology induced by the bilinear forms
([2.49). This detail is so important because it ensures that we want a sense of convergence in mean
on the detagged probability spaces (', F/,P) but on the tagged probability space (Q2, F,P) we want
a sense of P-almost sure convergence.

Let v, o, B > 0 and suppose that v > « VV 8. Then in the same fashion

70,8
(%(Q/)%aﬁ)T _ @ Lq[T] ((Q/)XIHT‘7 (]P;/)X|HT\; (Rd)@)\/VT\) (250)

TeFy

Following on from the bilinear forms described in Equation (2.47), we have that
T
(o) @) (@) F) R (2.51)
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By extending to include the tagged probability space, finally we have
T v, T T T
(i) =10 (Q,]P’; P Lo (@I, @< S ')> (2.52)
TeS

which (in the same fashion as Equation (2.49)) have bilinear form
<- > B0, Q) x (%wﬁ(g Q’))T s L0(, P; R) (2.53)
b * p b p b ) b)

Remark 2.42. We have not taken any care in denoting the many different bilinear forms defined in
Equation (2.47), (2.49), (2.51) and (2.53) and will use these interchangeably where the context is
clear.

2.6.2 Characters of coupled bialgebras

As a first step, recalling Equations (2.46) and (2.50) and following on from the bilinear forms
Equation (2.47) and (2.51I)) we note that

Lin (5(),R%) = (#4(2))" and  Lin (@) R) = (%(Q’)Wﬁ)T.

P

Let (2, F,P) be a second probability space and let U be a module over a ring (R, +,.). Then we can
think of L°(Q,P; U) as a module over the ring (L°(Q,P; R), +,.) with the ring product being defined
P-almost surely. In contrast to the more commonly studied case where L°(Q2,P; U) is a module over
the ring (R, +,.), we get that

Lin (LO(Q,IP’; U), L°(Q, P; R)> =10 (Q,]P’; Lin (U, R)) over the ring  L°(Q,P; R).

Recalling Equations (2.48) and (2.52) and following on from a bilinear forms from Equations
(2.49) and (2.53), we get that

Lin <%(Q,Q’),LO(Q,]P’; Re)> = (A0, Q))" and
(2.54)
Lin (,%ﬂp%aﬁ (Q,9), L°(Q, P; Re)> = (,%ﬂp%aﬂ («, Q’))T.

Definition 2.43. Let (', F',P") be a probability space and let p be an integrability functional that
satisfies Equation (2.18). We define

G(Ap(),RY) = {f e () v, e 2,
<f,T1 ®T2>( Wity s Wy, ) = <f,T1>( Wyt ) ® <f,T2>( Wity (P’)XHT1®T2-almostsurely}.
Let o, 8 > 0 and let v > o A 3. We define
g(%@,’(Q’)%W,Re) = {f e (A5(Q )70‘5) VT, Ty e F st Ty®T, € F1B,

<f,T1®T2>( W W HT2)—<f,T1>( Wyt ) ® <f,T2>( Whr,) (IP”)XHT1®T2-almostsurely}.
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Let (92, F,P) be a second probability space. Following on from Equation (2.54), we also define
g(%(Q,Q’),LO(Q,P; Re)) - {f € (A0, ) VT, Ty € F
<f7 T ® T2>(w07 w;'—[Tl ; w;—[TQ) - <f7 T1>(w07 w;{Tl ) ® <f’ T2>(w0’ w}{TQ)

P x (P')*" " almost surely} and
g(%@yvaﬁ(g,g'),LO(Q,P; Re)) = { fe (%7’a75(Q,Q’))T VT, Ty € Fo st. Ty ®Ty e Frob
<f7 Tl & T2>(w07w/]{T1 7w/]{T2) = <f7 T1>(w07w/]{T1) & <f7 T2>(w07 w/[-[TQ)
P x (P')<H | glmost surely}.

Remark 2.44. From the expansions in Equation (2.48)), we would expect that every character satisfies
that for any two Lions trees Y and Y,

<f,T ® Y>(w0,w}ﬂ,w'Hy) = <f,T>(w0,w}ﬂ) ® <f,Y>(w0,w'Hy)

so that when we integrate we get

<E'>H”‘”[ (£ T (w0, ) (F.Y (w0 )

-] o] |

As such, even though we are considering the product of random variables the probability spaces over
which we integrate are all orthogonal so that there are no concerns about the integrability of the product
of random variables.

<f, T® Y>(w0,w}{T,w'Hy)

In Definition .12} we introduced integrability functionals as a way of capturing the different
properties of each probability space in our module indexed by Lions forests. Finding the integrability
functional that captures the integrability properties of the associated dual space is a relatively simple
task, but we need to take care that the convolution product on the dual space (the dual of the
coproduct) also remains meaningful:

Definition 2.45. Let ., 3 > 0, let v > a A B and let F7F = {T € 7 : 4, [T] < v}. Let

¥,00.8 . 7,068 ,
p= (p[T])Teym,B € |_| (1,007 and q= (q[T])Teyw,ﬁ € |_| (1, 00) X177
TeF TeF

so that p and q are integrability functionals and suppose that for all T € .F7*# and

1 1
Vhe HT, + =1. (2.55)
p[Tln  q[Tln
Then we have that p satisfies Equation (2.18) if and only if q satisfies Equation (2.18).
Next, suppose that the q satisfies that for all T, Y,Y € %, such that ¢(T,Y,Y) > 0,

vhe HT st hnaT =9 — L ! :
q[Th — qlY]grr vy
1 1 1
Vhe HT st. ha AT £0,hnaY £0 — > + , v (2.56)
alTlh ~ aY]prpr  alY]greyp
Vhe HT st. ha AT £0hn Y =) — ! > ! )
aTlh — q[XTpn s
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We say that (p, q) is called a dual integrability functional if p and q are integrability functionals
that satisfy Equation (2.18), Equation (2.55) and Equation (2.56)).

Example 2.46. Recall from [BCD20] that the authors work with the module
L0 (Q P; R®@ L <Q P; Rd>
@ (Rd)®2 @© 19?2 (Q,]P’; (Rd)®2) @ 192 <Q,]P’; (Rd)®2> @ 19?2 <Q><2’]P>><2; (Rd)®2>>_

As stated following their definition of the w-controlled path ([BCD20, page 12]) the choice of ¢ > 8 is
somewhat arbitrary but necessary. The purpose of the integrability functional introduced in Definition
[2.435]is to address this need for higher order expansions.

For instance, given «, 8 > 0 and v > « A 8 we could simply choose n € N such that

n>2- sup ‘JVT‘
TeFvB

and define q = ((Q[T]h)heHT)Tey by

glT] = (ﬁ)heHT. (2.57)

We can verify that this integrability functional satisfies Equation (2.56) and Equation (2.18)). By defin-
ing the integrability function p according to Equation (2.55), we obtain that (p,q) is a dual integra-
bility functional.

The bilinear forms from Equations (2.47), (2.49), (2.51) and (2.53) provide a framework by
which the coproduct A (which is defined on all of these modules) can induce a binary operation
onto the dual spaces:

Definition 2.47. Let (', F',?’) be a probability space and let (p, q) be a dual integrability functional.
Let f,g € Lin (%ﬂp’ (), Re). Then we define the convolution product f x g according to the identity

f*g:'of®gOA. (2.58)
That is,
fxge EB 1,471 ((Q/)X\HT‘, (]P)/)X‘HT‘; (Rd)@,M/Tl)
TeSy
<f * g’T>(w,HT) - Z C(T’ T’Y) : <f, T> " <9,Y>(W'HT) (P |_almost surely.

T,Ye%

Further, let o, 8 > 0, let v > a A B andlet f,g € Lin (%(Q’)“’va’ﬁ,Re). Then the convolution product
f * g satisfies Equation (2.58) and

7,08
f *g € @ L(I[T}<(Q/)X\HT" (P/)X‘HT‘; (Rd)®|/VT|>

TeS

Let (2, F,IP) be another probability space and now let f,g € Lin (5% (Q,Q), L°(Q,P;R®)). Then
we extend the convolution product identity (2.58) to be

fxgelL® (Q,IP’; @ 1,47 ((Q’)X|HT\, (Py<H. (Rd)&/ﬂ))

TeSy
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<f * g,T>(w0,leT)

= Z c(T,T,Y) : <f,T> 7" <g,Y>(w0,w}{T) P x (P')*17" Lalmost surely.

T, YeEF
Finally, for f,g € Lin (%V’Q’ﬁ(ﬁ, '), L°(Q,P;R)), we have the convolution product f g satisfies
Equation (2.58) and
7,08
frgeL (m; @@ (@), @y, (Rd)®|’”/T|)>.
TeZy
In fact, with this work we only concern ourselves with the convolution product of characters:

Proposition 2.48. Let (2, F,P) and (', F',P") be probability spaces. Let o, > 0 and let v > « A .
Let (p, q) be a dual integrability functional.
Then

f,9€G(4P(Q,Q), LYQPRY)) = fxrgeG(A*P(Q,Q),LQP;RY))  (2.59)

and
FeGAyP(Q,Q), LOQ,PRY)) = fre=exf=f (2.60)

Proof. Let us start by proving Equation (2.59): Let f, g € Q(%@’“’B(Q, '), LY, P; R?)).
Using Proposition [2.34] we have for any T, T € .%; such that T} ® T5 € .7 8 that

<f *g, T ® T2>(w0,w}{T1®T2) = <f®9, ATy @ T >(w0,w}ﬂ1®:r2)
:<f®g, (®®® ) oTwisto A® ATy @ Tb] >(WO,WII_IT1®T2)
(189, A[Ta] ) (w0, wyym) ® { FE, A[T5] Yo, wiyr,)
=(F %9, T ) (wo,wyr,) @ (9, T2 ) (w0, Wygr,) - P x (P77 -almost surely

which implies that f g € G(4 "7 (Q, ), L°(Q,P;RY)).
Next, for any T € .%;"*”, we have that P x (P')*/#" |l-almost surely

<f *g,T>(w0,w}IT) = Z C(T,T,Y) . <f,T> QH" <g,Y>(w0,w}IT)

T,Ye%

and for each Y, Y € .Z7*8 we have that
<f, T> eL” (Q,IP; L4l7] ((Q’)X‘HT‘, (®)*I#7; Lin ((Rd)®|'/VT|,Re)>> and
<g, Y> eL” (Q,]P’; L] <(Q’)X\HY\, (®)*1H7; Lin ((Rd)W“Y,Re))).
Applying the Holder inequality with Equation (2.56), we conclude that

(£x) e (g.v) e L (g,p; Lal7) ()< (@) i ((Rd)WT,Re))>
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so that
<f « g,T> e L° <Q,IP’; L7l <(Q’)X|HT|, (®)*!#"]; Lin ((Rd)®‘/VT,Re)>>.

Thus we conclude that
frgeG(AP(Q,Q), L2, P;RY)).

2.6.3 The set of characters is a group

Detailed results relating to the existence and derivation of the antipode for coupled Hopf algebras
are not included in this work, for more information please see [[Sal23a].

Definition 2.49. Let (', F',P’) be a probability space and let (p, q) be a dual integrability functional.
Let & : AL(Y)T — AL be defined for f € (ALUY)) and T € 7 by

(#1012) = (1)

[f]’T (W}{T):_ faT (W}{T)_ y[f]’Tc ® f’Tc (w}{T)
8% Z P HT R

ceC(T)

and extended to all Lions forests using the identity that (P')*I" 12 glmost surely,
(AU T @ Ta) Wynor,) = (LU T ) @) @ (L1 T ) (Wyr,).

Let (2, F, P) be another probability space. We extend . : 7, (2, Q)T — (74,(4, Q’))T to be defined
inductively for f € (ji’j,(Q,Q’))T and T € 7 by
(111 1)(wo) = (£,1)(w),
(LT Yo, wiyr)
= —(£.T)wownr) = Y (LINTE) 7 (£.T5) (wo,wiyr),

ceC(T)

(A1) T2 @ Ta) (wo,wymyer,) = (LU T (worwhyay) © (1], T ) (o, wiyn,).

(2.61)

Proposition 2.50. Let (2, F,P) and (', F',P’) be probability spaces. Let o, 5 > 0 and let v > a A\ .
Let (p,q) be a dual integrability functional. Then

feGAy P (), L2(PRY)) = Z[f] € G(*P(Q,Q), L°(Q,P;RY))
and fx.7[f] =e. (2.62)

That is,
(g (%%aﬁ(ﬁ, ), L°(Q, P R%)), *> is a group with unit e.

Proof. Let us start by supposing that f € G (c%’j;”a’ﬁ (Q,), L%, P; R®)). Firstly,
<,5ﬂ[f],1> - <f,1> e LO(Q,P;Rd>.
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Now fix n € N and suppose that we have that for all T € .% such that |scNT| < n we have that
<5”[f],T> e L’ (Q,IP’; L7 <(Q’)X\HT|’ ()<, (Rd)®|/T|>>.

Consider T € .% such that 47 = n + 1. If T is a Lions tree then thanks to Equation (2.61)) we have
for any ¢ € C(T) that

<f,T> e’ (Q,P; 1,4T] ((Q’)X\HT\, (P/)X\HT\; (Rd)®|,/VT|>>
<5”[f]aTcP> o <f7 TcR>(wo) e L° (Q,]P’; LQ[T]((Q’)XWT\’ (@) <IH", (Rd)c@iA/T))

so that
<f,T> er® (Q,]P’; a7l ((Q’)X|HT\7 (®)¥IH7, (Rd)&ﬂ))

On the other hand, if T is a forest and not a tree then thanks to Equation (2.61)) and Equation (2.18)
we also get that

<<7[f],T> eIl (Q,P; 1,47 ((Q/)X|HT‘, (P/)X\HT‘; (Rd)®wT|>>
We conclude via induction that .| f] satisfies the appropriate integrability. Further, we have that
(LU @ T Yo, wm) = (ST ) o, wpn) @ (S T Y (wo, wyrrs)

P x (P')*IH"*"2_almost surely and for T € .7. As such, we have that

] € G(o5P(Q, ), LO(Q, P; RY)).

Next, recalling Equation (2.58) we get that for any 7" € .7 that
(LU T ) wo,whye) =( £, T ) wo,hye) + (LT w0y i)
+ 2 (LT o (£ T ) (wo,whyr) = 0

ceC(T)
P x (P')*1#"|-almost surely thanks to Equation (2.61). Further,
(1% £1)wo) = (L1f1: 1) (wo) ® (£.1)(wo) = 1
and applying the character property implies that for any 7" € .% we get that
(L1 % £.T Yo, wigr) = 0.
Hence .7[f] * f = e and we conclude with Proposition [2.48] that

<g (%@’Q’B(Q, ), L°(Q, P ]Re)),*> is a group.
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2.6.4 McKean-Vlasov characters

In the context of McKean-Vlasov equations such as Equation (2.6)), we turn our attention to an alter-
native subgroup of characters. Note that from this point on we use the convention that (', 7/, ') =
(Q, F,P) since our focus is now on McKean-Vlasov equations (where the probability space of the
solution and the probability space of the lift of the solution law are the same) rather than other
distribution dependent dynamics:

Definition 2.51. Let (2, F,P) be a probability space. Let o, 5 > 0, let v > a A B and let (p,q) be a
dual integrability functional. We define
G( A8 (©,9), 10, B RY)) € G(A47(9,0), (0, P RY))
to be the collection of characters that additionally satisfy that VT € %) 8 such that hE # 0,
<f,T>(whg,wHT) = <f,€[T]>(w0,wh(1)"7wHT) P x P*H_gimost surely. (2.63)
When there is no ambiguity over the choice of probability space, we will denote
Gy (LY, P RS)) 1= G(77(2, ), L(Q, i RY)).

We refer to G§™° (LO(Q,P;R)) as the set of McKean-Vlasov characters.

To clarify a minor point here, Definition 2.57] only considers a single probability space. This is
because we can identify the tagged probability space and the lifted probability space since they are
the same.

The McKean-Vlasov group of characters describes the algebraic identities that the iterated inte-
grals that occurred in Equation (2.7) need to satify. These are often referred to as “Chen’s relation”
in the rough path literature.

Remark 2.52. The intuition behind Equation (2.63) is actually quite natural. To justify this heuristi-
cally, consider the coefficient of a McKean-Vlasov equation (see Equation (2.6)) and its canonical lift to
a function on random variables (in the sense of Lions)

F(Xo@) £F) = F(Xow), Xew,) ).

The solution of the McKean-Vlasov equation X is a random variable on the probability space (§2, F,P)
while the lift X, is defined on the product probability space (Q x O, F @ F,Px IP’) where (Q F, IP’)
is the lifted probability space (which we remark is identical to the probablllty space (2, F,P) but we
distinguish here for clarity) and P-almost surely the distribution

Po(Xe(w,) " =¥, (2.64)

For any choice of w, the measure LX is the same so the random variable X with distribution £LX is
constant in w. Further, X, has distribution equal to LX so that we can choose X to satisfy that

Xo(w, &) = X4(&) P x P-almost surely. (2.65)

as an application, consider some a € A[0] such that a=[0] # (). If we return to Equations (2.7) and
(2.8), we can use Equation (2.65)) to rewrite the substitutions as

|al |al

® <Xs,t(w0) : 5ai:0 + Xs,t(w07wa1 az>0> ®Xs t wa,

i=1
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(@ (e e2)) (@t

so that our probabilistic rough path satisfies that

|al

<Ws,t7€a[l_1J7---v £1J]> Wo, W m{a} ®Wst wa,
However; if we repeat this for some a € A such that a = [a] (see Definition[I.I) so that

g[ga[m,..., mﬂ :5@[L1J,---, LlJ},

we get that the random variable

|al

<Ws,t’gd[L1J?"'a L1J]> wOawm{a} ®Wst wa,
which is constant in wq. Further, by relabelling we get that

(W £ [1)ss 1] ) (@0, Gingay)
= <W5,t,€‘i [{H, . Llj] >(w07@{0}Um{a}) P x P x P*™%-almost surely.

This is just Equation (2.63).

More generally, when we refer to a Lions forest with a non-empty 0-hyperedge, we are saying that
the appropriate object in question captures information about the tagged particle (which here refers
to the solution X¢(w)). Equivalently, we are capturing pathwise information about the driving signal
and the solution as opposed to information about their distribution. By contrast, a Lions forest with an
empty 0-hyperedge denotes that the appropriate object captures only information about the distribution
(even if that distribution may be dependent on the tagged probability space).

For instance, a detagged hyperedge h € H identifies in the elementary differential that we derived in
Equation (2.8) a derivative in the measure variable so that the elementary differential is a function of
the random variable X,(w,-). By contrast, the 0-hyperedge identifies the derivatives in the elementary
differential that correspond to spacial derivatives that carry Xs(w) and thus indicate the presence of a
dependency on the solution.

Hence, transforming a 0-hyperedge into a detagged hyperedge equates with replacing spacial deriva-
tives by Lions derivatives and replacing instances of X(wo) by X(wo,ws). When we translate this onto
the characters (iterated integrals), what we see is this corresponds to replacing any instances of wg by
wp, Which runs over a new probability space. Hence, the iterated integral corresponding to [T is a
random variable over a larger product probability space, but much like the lift X, (wo,w) it is constant
in wo. This inter-relationship is what Equation describes.

Proposition 2.53. Let (2, F,P) be a probability space. Let o, 3 > 0, let v > a A  and let (p,q) be a
dual integrability functional. Then the collection of McKean-Vlasov characters GZI’O"B (L°(Q,P;R?)) is
a group with the convolution operation (2.58) and unit e.

Proof. Let f,g € Gg’a’ﬁ (L2(2,IP; R®)). Courtesy of Proposition [2.50, we have that

fxg eGP (Q,0Q), L°(Q,P;RY))
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so that our focus is on verifying that f x g satisfies Equation (2.63).
For T € 778 such that hl # 0,

<f*g,T>(whg,wHT = <f®g,A[T > WhT wyT)

C<T,T > < > Q" <g,Y>(wh(:)r,wHT)

T,Ye%

C<T,T,Y> < > ®HTU{hg} <gay>(w0’wh(?awHT)
T,YeF
< * g,E > wo,whg,wHT) P x P almost surely.

Hence f * g € G4 (LO(Q, P; R?)).
Finally, for f € G4™”(L°(Q,P;R¢)), we verify that the inverse .7[f] € G&™” (LO(Q, B;R?)).
Firstly,

<=5ﬁ[f]a L1J>(Who) = <«7[f]a5H1J] >(w0,wh0) [P x P-almost surely.

Next, let n € N and suppose that for all 7’ € .% such that |.#7'| < n and h} # (), we have that
<¢7[f]7 T,>(whoawHT) = <y[f]7 E[T,]>(w07 Who» wHT) P x PXIHg[T/]I'almOSt Surely
Let T € 7 such that h} # () and |.#"T| = n. Then

<,7[f],T>(wh(:)r,wHT) = —<f,T>(Whg",WHT) - Z <y[f],Tf> QH" <f,TcR>(wh0T,wHT)

ceC(T)

(£ €M) woswpg,wmr) = Y- (LU ETE]) @AY (£ L) (wo, wygp wirr)

ceC(T)
= <¢§”[f],€[T]>(wo,whg,wHT) P x P almost surely.
where the second line is thanks to the inductive hypothesis. O

Example 2.54. Let N € N and let (2, F,P) be a probability space carrying N independent copies of a
driving signal W.

Consider the coefficient of the interacting equation (see Equation (2.1)) and its canonical lift to a
function on random variables

<XZN wo) ,%i‘gxs N (wo) > <XZN(WO) Xs(wo,w’))
=1

where the random variable X,(wo,w') = XUW)N (wo) and u is uniformly distributed on the set
{1, ..., N}. Hence, P-almost surely, the random variable X(wy, -) is uniformly distributed on the set

{X;’N(wo),...,XSN’N(wO)}.

Following the ideas of [Tan84] (and the more recent work [DFMS18]] which has a rough path perspec-
tive), we can consider the (random) probability space

N
, 1
O, = {Wl’N(wo), ...,WN’N(wO)} cc(j0,T;RY) F =2%0 and P, = ~ Zawj,N(wO).
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On the probability space (,,,F., P, ), the dynamics of the McKean-Vlasov described in Equation
are P-almost surely the same as the dynamics of (2.1). This is sometimes referred to as the
“Tanaka trick”.
Denoting by u a uniformly distributed random variable on the set {1, ..., N}, let X;L(w/)’N(wo) be the
)N
(

A /
value of a uniformly chosen element of the interacting particle system as time s and let Xul wo, W)

be a random variable with distribution
| X
ou(w'),N _ ]
P,,, © <XS( ) (wo,-)) = — § 15Xg,N(wO).
]:

Then we can choose the random variable X to satisfy
~ 7

XN (g, &) = XN (wg) Pl x P, -almost surely.

This matches Equation (2.65) so that we are able to derive the same inter-relationship between the
terms of the characters that we did in Remark [2.52| and we obtain Equation (2.63).
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3 Probabilistic and analytic structures

The theory of rough paths, first proposed in [Lyo98]], is now a wide ranging, multi-disciplined field
of research. Over the last twenty years, the field has developed and there are now many different
approaches to defining what a rough path is with differing levels of abstraction. The concept of a
branched rough paths was first introduced in [Gub10]. However, here we use a definition closer to
that of the recent work [TZ20].
Let & > 0 and let v = aLéJ. Let (7—[, O,1, A€, 8) be an N-graded Hopf algebra over a normed
ring (R, 4+, | - ||) with basis §.
We say that W : [0,1] — G(H,R) is a (H, «)-rough path if it satisfies that Vs,¢,u € [0,1] such
that s <t < u,
Ws,t = (Ws)il * Wt7 Ws,t * Wt,u = Ws,u (31)

andVr € §
Wz, )| S [t = sV, (3.2)

The set of all (H, a)-rough paths is denoted C(H, «)

In [Hail4], this concept was generalised to solve singular stochastic partial differential equa-
tions. Regularity structures use an abstract Taylor expansion that best approximates the solution to
determine the relevant necessary information about the driving noise to solve an equation.

In Subsection [I.3] we highlighted some of the new results (found in [Sal23b]) relating to Lions
calculus. In Section[2] we highlighted some of the properties of partition/Lions trees, identified links
to Lions calculus and explored some of the the arising algebraic properties relating to coupled Hopf
algebras (with more details found in [Sal23a]).

In this section, we study the central application of these results to the understanding of proba-
bilistic rough paths that drive McKean-Vlasov equations and similarly systems of interacting equa-
tions. We start with the definition of probabilistic rough paths in Subsection[3.1] drawing inspiration
from [Gub10] which describes a rough path as a path on the characters of a Hopf algebra (see also
Subsection 2.6) that satisfies a certain integrability condition .

Subsection [3.2]focuses on important examples and Subsection [3.3]proves the existence of strong
probabilistic rough paths, a critical concept first introduced in [BCD20] that demonstrates the mea-
surability of the lift from a driving signal to a probabilistic rough path.

3.1 Probabilistic rough paths

We start by introducing a general definition for a probabilistic rough path:

Definition 3.1. Let (€2, F,P) and (', F',IP’) be probability spaces, and let (L°(€2,P;R®), +,.) be a
ring of measurable functions. Let (p,q) be a dual integrability functional. Let «, 5 > 0 and let

v i=inf{4, 5[T): T € F#,9,5[T] > 1—a}. (3.3)
Let (%@’O"B(Q, '), ®,1,A,¢€) be a coupled bialgebra over the ring L°(Q,P; R¢) with index set .F
and grading ¥, .
Let (G( " (9,9), L2(Q,;R®)), *) be the group of characters. We say that
W [0,1] = G(4*5(Q,9), L°(Q, P;R?))
is a probabilistic rough path if
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* ‘W satisfies a coupled Chen’s relationship: Vs, t,u € [0, 1],

W t(wo) = (WS)*l(wo) * Wi(wp) and
Wi t(wo) * Wy (wo) = Wy (wo) P-almost surely.

|

e Forall T € &%,

<W87t7 T> (w07 w}{T)

w2

s,t€[0,1] ‘t — 5|

Fo 1] < 0o [P-almost surely.

We denote the set of probabilistic rough paths by
%([0, 1; G (AP (9,9), L(Q, P; Re))).

In practice, one will want to specify a choice of coupled Hopf algebra tailored to the distribu-
tional dynamics under consideration and as we saw in Subsection the group of characters is
often much larger than the group on which the probabilistic rough path will run over. Therefore,
we should only view Definition [3.1] as an umbrella under which relevant examples of probabilistic
rough paths are included. In the rest of this Section, we will provide some more relevant examples
of probabilistic rough paths.

Probabilistic rough paths for McKean-Vlasov equations
We consider a probabilistic rough path for McKean-Vlasov equations such as Equation (2.6) (or
alternatively using the Tanaka trick from Example [2.54] to address Equation (2.1)):

Definition 3.2. Let o, 8 > 0 and let v satisfy Equation (3.3). Let (2, F,P) be a probability space. Let
(p, q) be a dual integrability functional.
We say that W : [0,1] — GL*” (L°(2,P;R%)) is a McKean-Vlasov probabilistic rough paths if

1. W satisfies a coupled Chen’s relationship: Vs, t,u € [0, 1],
W1 (wo) = (W) H(wo) * Wi(wo) and

W 1(wo) * Wy (wo) = W y(wo) P-almost surely. 3.4
2. Forall T € .F7B,
EHT[ <W5,t,T>(w0,wHT) ]
8;1[(1))’1} \t - s‘ ZooT] < 00 P-almost surely. (3.5)

Remark 3.3. Thanks to Equation (2.63)), we have that for T' € % and for any s,t € [0, 1] that

| o]

<VVS7,57 T> (WQ, wHT) :|
|t — 5|81 ]

Therefore, for any T € J we have that the random variable (W, T) satisfies both Equation (3.5)

i

E{rgJUHT |:‘ <W5,t7 E[TD(QJO, WhT's wHT)

|t — 3|B|'/VT‘

EH" |:‘<Ws,taT>(w05wHT)

|t _ S|5~WVT|

sup E°
s,t€[0,1]
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3.2 Examples of probabilistic rough paths

Here, we introduce some examples of different types of probabilistic rough paths and give some
context for why these are useful for solving mean-field equations with applications.

3.2.1 Probabilistic rough paths for systems of interacting Equations

Let us start by recalling Example [2.36} as there was no change in regularity by comparing Equation
(2.38) and (2.39), for this section we will be working with the running assumption that o = /3. For
T € .# and recalling (2.41), we could equivalently write ¥, ,[1'] = «|T'| since

goz,a[T] = a\hg] + (X‘JVT\hg’

In this setting, because all of the random variables over the detagged probability spaces have
finite support, we should not expect there to be any increase in regularity when we consider the
mean-square Holder continuity.

Example 3.4. Recall from Example that C([0,1]; R?) is the space of continuously differentiable
paths and let B be the associated Borel o-field. Let ¢ > 2 and let

WE P(Cl([o, 1];Rd)> such that / llz||fdu(z) < oc.
C1([0,1;R4)

Let N € N, let (2, F,P) be a probability space and for i = 1,..., N let WV : Q — C1([0,1]; R?) be a
sequence of independent, identically distributed random variables such that P o (W)~ = p.

Let i € {1,..,N} and let v be the uniform measure on ({1,.., N},2{1+N}). For each T € .7 and
s,t € [0,1] such that s < t, we define the operators

o7 - Q2 x {1, ., NPHTT 5 (R
inductively using the relationships

To @) = Wil W),

s,t
VI Ty € F, T W) ) = T @) 0gm ) © T @) g ),
Ve st hf A0 L5 @) g ) = T @) 0gr), (3.6)

T () (o) = / T (@) (1) @ AWIN

’ S
with the usual convention that vy = (¢p, ...).
N——
heH
Then VT € %y and s,t € |0, 1] the mapping

. ~ T
(i,LHT)ngitT(w)(LHT) is ({1,...,N}X(H‘HTD,2{1""’N} i D)-measurable P-almost surely

so that for 0 = (0) yr,

S

T er? ({1, o NV, L0 <{1, o NPT T (Rd)®ﬂ>> .
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Let a > 0 and let v > « and suppose that VT € .Z7%® that \/VTI > 1. Then we define

a= M) rezras, dT1=(aTIh)epr, Tl = T (3.7)
Thus, for each T € F7% we have that P-almost surely

and for each w € ) we define

7,0, v,0,0
T w) = Y T @))€ @ LAM({1, .., Ny X eyl
TeZ, TeFy
so that
v, 0,0
)7 () € L0<{1,...,N},u; P LA™ ({1,...,N}XIHT|,VXIHT;(Rd)@?lﬂl)).
TeZy

Proposition 3.5. Let o > 0, let vy := sup{ia : i € N,iaw < 1} and let ¢ > [1] > 1. Let (p,q) be the
dual integrability function that satisfies Equation (3.7).

Let s,t,u € [0,1]. Suppose that u € Py (C'([0,1;R?)) and let (Q, F,P) be “ probability space
carrying a collection of N random variables (W* )Z_1 such that P o (WHN)~1

Let v be the uniform measure on {1, ..., N} and deﬁne the (random) probablllty space

N
o 1 3

Qlwo _ {WI’N(wo),..-,WN’N(WO)}a fo/uo = 2% %wq ]P’ZUO = N 5W17N(w0)'
j=1

Then P-almost surely the path Z; 51 (w) as defined in Equation (3.6) are elements of the group
el <L0({1, W NY v Re)>
and satisfies the identity
T () Zi7 ) (w) = T30l (w)  P-almost surely.

As such, the path %7 introduced in Example[3.4)is a probabilistic rough path in the sense of Definition
3.2

Proof. Equation (3.6) makes it a simple exercise to verify that for any ¢ € [0, 1],
I3 [l(wo) € Gy (L({1, . N} i %) )
and we prove via induction that VT € .Z,"* that P-almost surely
(Tl () * T [)(). T) = (T2 [u(w). T). 3.8)
Firstly,

(Zer ) * il @), 111)

)
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(Z2el), 1) @ (), 1) + (T @) 1) @ (T @), 1))
= (T2 Wl(w), [1]) + (Zi7 ")), [1])

W) + Wi (w) = Wi, () = (Tl @), [1])

= (T @), E[])0) @ (T @), 1) + (T (), 1) @ (T (@), E[111] ) ()
‘ ]

so Equation (3.8) holds for [1] and £[|1]].
Next, suppose that Equation (3.8) holds for T},7, € Z7*% and T} ® Ty € .F7*%, Using
Sweedler notation, thanks to Equation (2.35]) we get that

m n
Al =31 <P 12 AL =Y 10t < 1)? and
j=0 k=0
m n ) )
Alri o T = 325 (191 @ TR T (12 @ T
=0 k=0

By denoting
. i1 k,1 . 2 k,2
H* =g UH, HYY=HTW UH":" and H=HT'UH™,

we get that

n
v H k )
i=0 j=0 v (77
® (7" W), 9% 0 T3 ) (0 )
t.u » -1 2 wH% H[Hj k:}

0
® ( > (T W@ T ) gy g ) © (T W) T2 )0 o, g >)
= (TP @), T ) (gm) © (T3 (@), T2 ) (1gm2) = ZHET ) @),

58



so Equation (3.8) holds for T} ® T5.

Next, suppose that Equation holds for T' = (A", &, ho, H) € F7** and suppose addition-
ally that |T'| € 7.

Using Sweedler notation, courtesy of Definition [2.29] we have that

7] :iTj’l xH" 732 and A[LTJ] H1+ZTJ1 792

Then
(T () * T2 ulw), |71 ) (o)
= (T2 w), 7)) (en)

£y (TP @), T ) st pggo) @ (Tiw (@), LTty )
j=0
— / t <z@%%a[ J(w), T>(LH)®de7N

/ ST T Y st ggag) @ (T T @) T2 ) by, gg0) © AN

- / <z;:z’ ), T><LH> o dWiN + [ (T p). T ) © W

- / (T2 @), T ) (err) @ AW = T ] (@) o),

so Equation (3.8) holds for |T'|.
Finally, we recall Proposition [2.7] to conclude via induction that Equation (3.8) holds for all
T € F7oe, O

A natural question to address at this point is how are probabilistic rough paths connected to
branched rough paths as first described in [Gub10]. Recall from Subsection [2.2] that we use the
notation 7' € .% to denote a Lions forest and 7 € §n to denote a labelled directed forest.

Example 3.6. Let N € Nand leti € {1,...,N}. Let « > 0 and let v = sup{ia : i € N,ia < 1}.

Suppose that N > Z. Let
Hin = @ Lin(R)® R
TES&’K]
and let C(?—Ld %, ) be the set of all (Hd N> @)-(standard) rough paths, i.e., the set of paths V : [0,1] —

G (Hd, ) that satisfy Equations (3.1) and (3.2).
Let (2, F,P) be a probability space and let i € {1,..., N}. We define

S Pﬁl (QX‘HT‘ x WT) —~{1,..,N}

TeSy
to be the mapping such that &;[T)(wyr) : ¥ T — {1,..., N} satisfies
i ifzehd

2 [T) (wpr)l] = {u(wh) faeh,
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where u : Q — {1, ..., N} is uniformly distributed.
Next, we define

’y7a7a

. x|HT
%i : |_| Q | | — %'07]\[
TeZy

to be the mapping
R [T, wyr] :%i[(JVT,é"T,hT,HT),wHT] = (N7, &7, &i[T)(wyr)).

Notice that the mapping R [T, -] is o(u)®H " |-measurable.
For each s,t € [0,1] such that s < tand T € .F7"*?, we define

<Ws7t,T>(z',w’HT) — <Vs7t,£)%i T, w/HT]> (3.9)

and for each i € {1, ..., N} we define

’y7a7a

W)= > <W87t,T>(i, ). (3.10)

TeS
By the measurability of Equation ([3.9), we conclude that for any integrability fucntional q and for each
s,t € [0,1]
¥, 0,0
W, € L <{1, . N},P o (u)fl; @ LQ[T} <Q><|HT|’[P>><\HT|; (Rd)®|,/VT|>> ]
TeZy

Recalling Lemma [2.18] from earlier, we have the following statement, which asserts that the
above construction provides a probabilistic rough path:

Theorem 3.7. Let « > O and let v = sup{i-« :i € N,i-a < 1}. Let N € N and suppose that N > 1.
Let (2, F,P) be a probability space carrying a random variable v : Q@ — {1,...,N} such that
(P) o u~! is uniformly distributed. Let (p,q) be a dual integrability functional.
Then for each s,t € [0, 1], the random variable

W, (u) € G (LY(Q,P;RY)). (3.11)

Further; we have that for each s,t € |[0,1], P-almost surely the collection of random variables
(Wai(u),, cjo) defined in Equation (3.10) satisfies Equation B.4) and (B.3) so that W(u) is a
probabilistic rough path in the sense of Definition [3.2]

Proof. Firstly, for s,t € [0,1] and any two Lions forests 77, T» € %, such that T} ® Ty € .F7*% we
have that

<Ws,t(u); T ® T2>(w0, Wy wyyrs) :<
~(Vat St 1) & (Vo Bt Trm]
{

Ws’t(u),T1>(WO,wHT1) ® <W87t(U),TQ>(WO,wHT2) (3.12)

Vs,t7 %u(wo) [Tl ® Ty, WHT1®T2] >
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so that Equation W, ;(u) is a character. Since the measures have finite support, for any choice of
integrability functional q, we have that

<Ws’t(u)’T> e L (QJP’; Wél Al <QX|HT|,PX\HT|; (Rd)@alel))_
T

Secondly, thanks to the definition of R, for any T € %)™ and any s,t € [0,1] such that
hi # 0, we have that

<W57t(u), g[T] > (u.JQ, whg, wHT) = <Vs,t7 mu(wo) |:€[T], wh(? y wHT] >
= <Vs,ta%u(w}T) [T, UJHTD = <Ws7t(u),T>(whg,wHT) P x (P)X|H€[T}|-almost surely (3.13)
0
so that Equation (2.63) is satisfied. Hence, for each s,¢ € [0,1] we have that Equation (B.I1) is

satisfied.
Next, for any 7' € .7 and r, s, t € [0, 1] such that < s < ¢ we have that

<Wr,s(u) * W87t(u),T>(wo,w}IT) = <Wr75(u)®W57t(u), A[E[T]] >(w0,w'HT)

= Y T Y) (W) T & (W), Y ) (wn, )
T,Ye%

= Z c<T, T, Y> . <Vr737 Ru(wo) [T,w;T,T[HT]]> ® <V87t7 Ruifwo) [Y7 w;ﬂYvT[HY}]>
T,YeF

:<V7",s @ Vg, A [%u(wo) T, w}{TH >
:<Vr,s 5 Vst R [T WHT]> - <Vr,t,mu(w0) T, WHT]> - <Wr7t(u),T>(w0,wHT)

so that W, satisfies Equation (3.4). O

3.2.2 Probabilistic rough paths in continuum

In order to provide a trivial example of a probabilistic rough path (in the setting where the cloud of
particles is a continuum) that satisfies Definition[3.2] we start by developing the concept of geometric
rough path from classical rough path theory (see for example [FH14]).

Example 3.8. Let C''([0,1]; R?) be the space of paths z : [0,1] — R? that are continuously differen-
tiable with the norm
]l = |wo| + sup [af].

s€l0,1

Let B be the Borel o-field. Let ¢ > 2 and let u be a measure defined on (Cl([O, 1]; R%), B) such that

Lo lelftduo) < o
C([0,1;R?)

Let Q C C'([0,1];R?) be the support of the measure p (the smallest closed set with full measure),
denoted ) = supp(u) and let F be the restriction of B to ). Since C*(]0,1];R) is Polish, p(2) = 1.
Then for all T € .% and s,t € |0, 1], we define the operators

T x @ (R
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inductively using the relations

T @) = wgs, THER (@) (ym s yym) = T (@) (ygm) © T2 (@) (ygm ),

t (3.14)
T @) ygem) = Th W) i), T @) (yar) = / T (@) yyr) @ da,
with the usual convention that yg = (yp, ...). Then VT € %y and Vs, t € [0, 1] the mapping
heH
(@.ymr) = Jou(@) (yar) (3.15)

is measurable so that
T eLl (Q p; L° (QXIHT\,MleT“ (Rd)&ﬂ)) _

Let o, 3 > 0, v > o A (8 and suppose that, for all T € F7*5, % > 1. Let q be the integrability

functional that satisfies Equation (3.7). Then for each T € .Z7*5 we have that

s,t

Jo €L’ <Q,/~cs LA (@A X1, (Rd)@"ﬂl))'

and for each x € Q) we define

v,a,8 v:a,8
a T T 4T
T2 ] () = S Th@)() e @@ o <QX|H | T (RS \)
TeZy TeZy

so that

v,.8
T2l € 205 @) L7 (@17 eyl )

TeS

Proposition 3.9. Let o, 3 > 0 and let v satisfy Equation 3.3). Let ¢' > | ;}5] > 1. Let (p, q) be the
dual integrability functional that satisfies Equation (3.7).

Let s,t,u € [0,1]. Suppose that pu € Py (C1([0,1];R?)) and let x € supp(u). Then the increments
j?’_’a’ﬁ as defined in Equation (3.14) are elements of the group GZI’O"B (L2(Q, 3 R®)) and satisfies the
identity

T3 le) = TP (@) = T30 [l (2):

As such, the path J7*? introduced in Example is a McKean-Vlasov probabilistic rough path in the
sense of Definition

Proof. The proof of Proposition proceeds in a similar fashion to that of the proof of Proposition
[3.5k Firstly, courtesy of Equation (3.14) it is simple enough to verify that for any ¢ € [0, 1],

TP ) € GLoP (LO(92, P;RY)).
Therefore, our main goal is to prove via induction that VT" € .%#7®f that

(TP w) + TP @), T = (T2 (@), T). (3.16)
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Firstly, we can have that

(T2l (w) + 7P ) @), 11 )

= (727l (@), 1)) © (7P @), 1) + (7P (@), 1) @ (507 ) @), (1))
= (T2l @), 1)) + (T (@), (1)
= T+ B0 = To = (T3P ) (), [1]).

Next, suppose that Equation (3.16) holds for T € .#7*f and that £[T] € .#7*P too. For
= (N1, T WL HT | £T) we use the Sweedler notation

A[T] =310t 5 HE i (3.17)
=0
so that by Equation (2.36),

A [5 [T]] - ig[ﬂl] x (HTY g7i2),
i=0

Then
(TP ) = T ](w),E[TD(yho,yHT)

Z< VA ,5 E[TZ 1]>®(HT <jfyaﬁ[ |(z ),E[Ti’2]>(y(HT)/)

T'L,2
Z js t yhT waZ LT gThl) ) ® Tt (yhg)(y¢T¢,2,T[HTi,2])

= Js,u(yhg)(ym) = T (@) (ygemm),

so Equation (3.16) holds for &£[T7].
Next, suppose that Equation (3.16) holds for 71,75 € Z7"*P and T} @ Tp, € .Z7*P. Using
Sweedler notation again, thanks to Equation (2.36) we get that

n

ZTZ 1 HT1 z2 A[TQ] _ ZTQj,l XHTQ T2j,2 and

=0
m n
T T - .
Alnien] = 33 (1t e ) < (12 6 1),
=0 5=0
Then
<.73,’°"6[,u] (z) * ‘7&}&’&[#] (z),Th ® T2>(yHT1®T2)
“ . T T . .
=3 (T ). 1t @ T ) @O (g @), T © 192 ) (s )

@
Il

o

o

J

30

I

~
Il
o
<.
Il
o

(< TP (), T ) @ (70 ) @), T5’1>>
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HTIUHT << ijﬁ[u](x),Tf’2> ® <L7Jf’6 [u](w)7T§’2>>(yHTuyHTz)

(T2 ). 7Y ™ (T ) ) )

Nk

X

Il
o

[

® (i< 0 ) (@), T @ ( t7ﬁ[u]<m>,T§’2><yHT2>)

J=0

= (T2 (@), T ) wgrm) © (TP Wl(@), To Y ygm) = TEET ] (@) (W gmom ),

so Equation (3.16) holds for 7} ® T5.
Finally, suppose that Equation (3.16) for T € .#7*f, Using Sweedler notation, thanks to Equa-
tion (2.36) we have that

A[T]:Zn:Tj,leTTj,z and A{LT” 17| xH" 1+ZT]’ T i)
j=0

Then
(T2l @) # T ) @), 7)) ()

= (T Wl@). 1T) Y yar) + > (T3 ll(), 790 ) @ (T3P (@), 1192 ) ()

J=0

-/ (T2 ), T><yHT> ® dr,
/ Z vaﬁ Ty 1> oHT <$7;a’ﬁ[u]($),Tj’2>(yHT) ® dz,

= / <J;T’r°"5 [1](x), T >(yHT) ® dz, + / ’ <J§T;~°"5 [1](x), T>(yHT) ® da,

t

_ / ' <jg;f3"5[u](x), T>(yHT) ® dr, = TE ) (@) (ygr),

so Equation (3.16) holds for |T'|.
Finally, we recall Proposition [2.7] to conclude via induction that Equation (3.16) holds for all
T € Frob, O

3.3 Strong probabilistic rough paths

The next step in the analysis of probabilistic rough paths is to extend the notion of strong rough
path introduced in [BCD20]. The idea is to require all the components of a probabilistic rough path
(corresponding to iterated integrals) to be constructed as measurable functions of the underlying
(first level) trajectory. This property is a natural pre-requisite for addressing the question of a mean-
field limit of empirical probabilistic rough paths converging to McKean-Vlasov probabilistic rough
paths.

In order to construct a strong probabilistic rough path of any kind, we need to show the existence
of a measurable mapping of an a-Hélder continuous path that satisfies the following:
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Definition 3.10. Let 0 < o < land let y = a- | 1 |. Let Q € C([0, 1]; R?) be a complete and separable
metric space with respect to the Holder metric.

Let T = (AN ,&,ho, H) € F7* and recall that we denote H' = (H U {ho})\{0}. For each
T € 7% and s,t € |0, 1], we define the collection of operators

MT T (RS
to be Borel measurable operators such that:

1. Foreach T = (AN, &, ho, H) € F7%% and for s,t € [0, 1], we have the inductive relationship

Ms?tJ (w) = wsy
M (wiggetny) = ME; (wiprry) (3.18)
MZ}(@TQ (w(HT1®T2)/) = Mz—}t ®G, MTQt (’U}G/)

S,

where we used that
G' = (HT UH™ U {hJ* UnJ*})\{0} € Lions (H™), (H™)) (3.19)

2. ForeachT = (N, &, hy, H) € 7% and Vs, t,u € [0, 1]

77a7a

M (i) = > o107 ) - ME, @ MY (wir) (3.20)
T, YeF
where again we used that
H € Lions (H',H") = H' € Lions (H"),(H")). (3.21)

3. Foreach T = (N, & ho, H) € FJ* and Vs,t € [0,1], 307 : 'l - R*, a measurable
function of zpr € Q*I'| such that

‘Mgt(wH/)
‘t _ S‘a|,/V\

sup
s,t€[0,1]

< Cp(wgp). (3.22)

Equations (3.19) and (3.21) are easy to verify and capture the coupling (or lack thereof) be-
tween the tagged hyperedges hgl, th that arises via the hyperedge hl € (HT)'.

Notice that Q in Definition cannot be chosen as the entire space C%([0,1];R?) since the
latter is not separable. A convenient choice is for instance the closure of smooth paths from [0, 1] to
R? under the a-Hélder metric, see for instance [FV10, Chapter 5].

In particular, we highlight that in Example [3.8] we required that the space {2 was a subset of
continuously differentiable paths whereas in Definition the only assumption we make about
the regularity is (3.22) and allows for paths that are a-Holder continuous paths.

Remark 3.11. The reader may recall certain similarities between Equation (3.14) and Equation
(BI18). While these operations are defined for different collections of inputs for the same tree, we want
to emphasise that the additional identity

t
stftFJ (w, w) =/ jgr(w,wH) ® duw,
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implies that Vs, t,u € [0, 1],

77067()

jgu(who,wg) = Z C(T,T,Y) ‘73’2 ®H Zi(who,w[{)

T,Ye5

whereas Equation (3.20) ensures this but does not require any relationship between MZ:t and M E;J
The following result guarantees that Definition [3.10]is not empty by proving the existence of a
branched rough path with given marginals:

Theorem 3.12. For any fixed choice of €2, there exists at least one operator that satisfies Definition
3.10

In fact, there are many choices of such a lift from a path to a signature. Observe that when
Q C CY([0,1];RY), we could choose J as introduced in Example 3.8l However, our focus is on when
Q C 0%([0,1];RY) for a < 1:

Proof. FixT = (N, &, ho, H) € F1*2, Let wy € Q<I'l) so we can equivalently say
wWH = (wh)hEH’ € Ca([ov 1]7 (Rd)ealH/‘)

Following the ideas of [TZ20, Theorem 3.4], we can find an «-Ho6lder continuous path taking

values on the Lie group
IT]<2

G(Hyimm) € @ (R
TES’O"H"
that agrees with wys when restricted to the first level of the tensor expansion. Note this is a sum
over all the directed rooted forests with labellings taking values on the set {1, ...,|H’|}. The path is
constructed explicitly from wpg so that this a-Hélder continuous path is a measurable function of
wgH'.

By repeating this argument, we can find an a-Hoélder continuous path W taking values on the
Lie group G (’Hcll’f“ H/|) that agrees with wy, when restricted to the first level of the tensor expansion.
Then W is a (’H}ifl ) «)-rough path. Further, W is a measurable function of the original path wy.
We define

M (wir) = <W’T,>

where 7/ = (N, &, L) € Sg’qu,' and . : A4 — H' such that {Z~'[h] : h € H'} = H'. That is,
ZLlyl=h st yeh.

The key point here is to check that the right-hand side in the above identity only depends on
the label .# of 7’ through the pre-images of .. This can be verified by following the inductive
construction achieved in [TZ20]. Then by construction, .MSTJ satisfies the properties (3.18) and
MT, is measurable.

Secondly, since W is a (”;'-Lallf| H,‘,a) -rough path, the regularity condition Equation is sat-
isfied. O

Finally, we emphasise that the lift constructed in [TZ20, Theorem 3.4] is not unique and specific
circumstances may be inappropriate given a choice of application for the associated rough differen-
tial equations.
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3.3.1 Strong probabilistic rough paths for interacting systems of equations

The proof of the existence of a strong probabilistic rough path is much more straightforward when
the underlying measure P is finite support:

Proposition 3.13. Let a > 0, let v = o~ | 2| and let N € N such that N > | 1].
Let

(M2

be a collection of operators that satisfy Definition [3.10

Let (2, F,P) be a probability space equipped with the mapping v : Q@ — {1,..., N} such that
P o (u)~! is uniformly distributed. Let (p,q) be a dual pair of integrability functionals. For each i €
{1,..., N}, let

)s,te[og} TeF] e

wN e ([0, 1];RY).
Then there exists a probabilistic rough path W : [0, 1] — G&™* (L°(2, P; R)) such that

(Wt [1])(wo) = wif™™™ and (W, €[[1]] ) (wo,w) = wif?™.

Proof. The first step is to apply [TZ20, Theorem 3.4] to any path w = (w*") € CO‘([O, 1];Re)®‘N|

and construct a (Hy, )-rough path
teVi= 3 <Vt,7-> e @ ®rH=I,
TES0, N TES0, N

Then we apply Theorem [3.7] to conclude. O

3.3.2 Strong probabilistic rough paths for the continuum of equations

Now the existence of a collection of operators that satisfies Definition [3.10] is established, we can
use them to construct a strong probabilistic rough path:

Proposition 3.14. Let 0 < o < Land let v = a|1]. Let @ C C*([0, 1];R?) be a complete and separable
metric space with respect to the Holder metric. Let F be the Borel o-algebra of §).
Suppose that

T
(Ms,t)
5,t€[0,1],T€F7 @
to be a collection of operators that satisfy Definition [3.10 For each T € #7%* we define

M(q;t (wo, wHT) i]choT #* 0,
W, T (wo, wyr) = ’ .
(Wi, ) (o, wirr) {Mat(wHT) if kT — 0.
and -
Wiwo) = 3 (Wi T)(wo, ).
TeSy

Finally, let (p,q) be a dual integrability functional and let P be a (2, F)-probability measure such
that for every T € #7*% and Vt € [0, 1],

(W, T) e L° (Q,P; L] (QX'HT‘,PXIHT‘; (Rd)®|ﬂ|>>
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Then W : [0,1] — G (L°(Q,P;R¢)) is a strong probabilistic rough path in the sense of Definition
3.2land Vs,t € [0,1],

<w57t, 11 J>(w) = way.

Proof. The key steps here are that for P-almost every w, € (2, the mapping

<Wt,T>(w0, Y e ) <Q><\HT|’[P>><\HT|; (Rd)®|,/VT|)

so that o e
Wi(wo) = Y <Wt,T>(wO,-) e P L (QX\HT\7PX|HT\;(Rd)c@wﬂ)
TeF TeF

and further o
W, e L° (Q,]P’; EB ralT] (QX|HT\7]P>><|HT\; (Rd)®|,/VT|>>.

TeF

Verifying that W is a path on group of McKean-Vlasov characters that satisfies Equation (3.4) and
Equation (3.5)) is then just a task of verification via the properties that arise from M. O
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A Notation

Let N be the set of positive integers and Ny = N U {0}. Let R be the field of real numbers and for
d € N, let R? be the d-dimensional vector space over the field R. Let (-,-) be the Euclidean inner
product over the vector space R9.

For modules U and V over a ring R, we define Lin(U, V') to be the collection of linear operators
from U to V' (which is a module over the ring R). Let U &V and U ® V be the direct sum and tensor
product of two modules.

For a topological module U, let B(U) be the Borel o-algebra. Let (2, 7, P) be a probability space.
For p € (1,), let LP(Q2, F,P;U) be the space of p-integrable random variable taking values in U.
When the o-algebra is not ambiguous, we will simply write LP (2, P; U). Further, let L°(Q2,P; U) be
the space of measurable mappings (2, F) — (U,B(U)) and L>*°(2,P;U) the space of essentially
bounded mappings (2, F) — (U, B(U)).
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For a set .4/, we call 2 the collection of subsets of .#" and #(.#) the set of all partitions of
the set .#". This means 2(.#) C 22" A partition P € 2(.#) if and only if the following three
properties are satisfied:

Vee N, IpeP:xcp; Vp,ge P, pnNq=0; )¢ P
The set of partitions #?(.4") has a partial ordering C where P C ( if and only if
VgeQ, dJpeP:qCp

or in words () is finer than P.
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