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MILD SOLUTIONS TO SEMILINEAR ROUGH PARTIAL

DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS

STEFAN TAPPE

Abstract. We provide an existence and uniqueness result for mild solutions
to rough partial differential equations in the framework of the semigroup ap-
proach. Applications to stochastic partial differential equations driven by infi-
nite dimensional Wiener processes and infinite dimensional fractional Brown-
ian motion are presented as well.

1. Introduction

In this paper we deal with rough partial differential equations (RPDEs) with
time-inhomogeneous coefficients of the form

{
dYt = (AYt + f0(t, Yt))dt+ f(t, Yt)dXt

Y0 = ξ.
(1.1)

The state space of the RPDE (1.1) is a Banach space W , and the driving signal
X = (X,X) ∈ C α([0, T ], V ) is a rough path with values in a Banach space V

for some index α ∈ (13 ,
1
2 ]. Furthermore, the operator A is the generator of a C0-

semigroup (St)t≥0 on W , and f0 : [0, T ]×W →W and f : [0, T ]×W → L(V,W ) are
appropriate mappings. We are interested in the existence of mild solutions, which
means that the variations of constants formula

Yt = Stξ +

∫ t

0

St−sf0(s, Ys) ds+

∫ t

0

St−sf(s, Ys) dXs, t ∈ [0, T ](1.2)

is satisfied.
By now, there is a well-established theory of rough paths, including rough inte-

gration and rough differential equations (RDEs); see the textbook [8], and also the
lecture notes [1]. The goal of the present paper is to extend the existing RDE re-
sults to RPDEs with with time-inhomogeneous coefficients of the form (1.1), and to
apply these findings to stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs) driven by
infinite dimensional Wiener processes, and to SPDEs driven by infinite dimensional
fractional Brownian motion.

To some extent, RPDEs and various related aspects have already been studied
in the literature; we refer, for example, to [20, 21, 9, 30, 10, 15, 16] for results
about RPDEs, to [12, 22, 24] for RPDE results with a particular focus on frac-
tional Brownian motion, to [13, 23, 25, 17] for RPDE results with a viewpoint
to random dynamical systems, to [14, 2, 26] for results about SPDEs driven by
Wiener processes, to [18, 27, 4, 5, 6, 28] for results concerning SPDEs driven by
fractional Brownian motion, and to [3, 19, 11] for various related aspects of infinite
dimensional fractional Brownian motion.
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One of the principle challenges when dealing with mild solutions to RPDEs is
an appropriate definition of the rough convolution

∫ t

0

St−sYs dXs, t ∈ [0, T ](1.3)

for controlled rough paths (Y, Y ′), which shows up in the variation of constants
formula (1.2). For this reason, most of the aforementioned papers about RPDE
results assume that the semigroup (St)t≥0 is analytic. Considering scales of Hilbert
spaces, this assumption allows to establish a mild Sewing Lemma, and then to
provide a definition of the rough convolution (1.3) in the spirit of the Gubinelli
integral.

In this paper, we pursue a different approach. The essential idea is to provide a
direct definition of rough convolutions (1.3) by using the well-known Gubinelli inte-
gral, without the need of establishing a mild Sewing Lemma and a new integral defi-
nition. This is possible for controlled rough paths (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α

X ([0, T ], L(V,D(A2))),
where D(A2) denotes the second order domain of the generator; see Section 8 for
details. Of course, this imposes additional conditions on the coefficients f0 and f of
the RPDE (1.1), but on the other hand, our results (see in particular Theorem 9.16)
hold true for arbitrary C0-semigroups (St)t≥0. Moreover, in contrast to most of the
aforementioned papers, we treat RPDEs with time-inhomogeneous coefficients.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we briefly explain
some frequently used notation. In Section 3 we provide the required background
about rough path theory. In Section 4 we provide the required results about strongly
continuous semigroups. In Section 5 we treat compositions of regular paths with
functions, and in Section 6 we deal with compositions of controlled rough paths with
functions. In Section 7 we consider regular convolution integrals, and in Section 8
we investigate rough convolution integrals. After these preparations, in Section 9
we deal with rough partial differential equations; in particular, we establish the
announced existence and uniqueness result. Afterwards, in Section 10 we apply our
findings to stochastic partial differential equations driven by infinite dimensional
Wiener processes, and in Section 11 we apply our findings to stochastic partial
differential equations driven by infinite dimensional fractional Brownian motion.

2. Frequently used notation

In this section we briefly explain some frequently used notation. The symbols V
andW typically denote Banach spaces equipped with their respective norms, always
written as | · |. The space L(V,W ) of all continuous linear operators T : V → W is
also a Banach space. We will also use the notation L(V ) = L(V, V ). On the product
space V ×W we will always consider the norm

|v, w| = |v|+ |w|,

which makes V ×W a Banach space. For another Banach space E we denote by
L(2)(V ×W,E) the space of all continuous bilinear operators T : V ×W → E.

For a bounded function f : V → W we denote by ‖f‖∞ the supremum norm.
For n ∈ N we denote by Cn = Cn(V,W ) the space of all mappings f : V → W

which are n-times continuously Fréchet differentiable. Furthermore, we denote by
Cn

b = Cn
b (V,W ) the subspace of all f ∈ Cn such that

‖f‖Cn
b
:=

n∑

k=0

‖Dkf‖∞ <∞.
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The space Lip(V,W ) denotes the space of all Lipschitz continuous functions; that
is, the space of all functions f : V →W such that

|f |Lip := sup
x,y∈V
x 6=y

|f(x)− f(y)|
|x− y| <∞.

Let T ∈ R+ and α ∈ (0, 1] be arbitrary. We denote by Cα([0, T ], V ) the space of
all α-Hölder continuous functions; that is, the space of all functions X : [0, T ] → V

such that

‖X‖α := sup
s,t∈[0,T ]

s 6=t

|Xs,t|
|t− s|α <∞.

Let X ∈ Cα([0, T ], V ) be arbitrary. For a subinterval I ⊂ [0, T ] we use the notation

‖X‖α;I := sup
s,t∈I
s 6=t

|Xs,t|
|t− s|α .

Moreover, for any h > 0 the quantity ‖X‖α;h denotes the supremum over all ‖X‖α;I ,
where I ⊂ [0, T ] is any subinterval with |I| ≤ h.

3. Rough path theory

In this section we provide the required background about rough path theory.
Further details can be found, for example, in [8] or [1].

Let V be a Banach space, and let T ∈ R+ be a time horizon. In the sequel, a
function X : [0, T ] → V will be called a path. For a path X : [0, T ] → V we agree
on the notation

Xs,t := Xt −Xs, s, t ∈ [0, T ].

3.1. Definition. Let α ∈ (13 ,
1
2 ] be arbitrary. We define the space C α([0, T ], V ) of

all α-Hölder rough paths (over V ) as the space of all pairs X = (X,X) with paths
X : [0, T ] → V and X : [0, T ]2 → V ⊗ V such that

‖X‖α := sup
s,t∈[0,T ]

s 6=t

|Xs,t|
|t− s|α <∞,

‖X‖2α := sup
s,t∈[0,T ]

s 6=t

|Xs,t|
|t− s|2α <∞,

and Chen’s relation

Xs,t − Xs,u − Xu,t = Xs,u ⊗Xu,t for all s, u, t ∈ [0, T ](3.1)

is satisfied.

3.2. Remark. The path X of a rough path X = (X,X) is also called the associated
second order process or Lévy area.

3.3. Definition. For a rough path X = (X,X) ∈ C α([0, T ], V ) for some index
α ∈ (13 ,

1
2 ] we introduce

9X9α := ‖X‖α + ‖X‖2α.

3.4. Lemma. Let β ∈ (13 ,
1
2 ] and α ∈ (0, β) be arbitrary. Then for each rough path

X = (X,X) ∈ C β([0, T ], V ) we also have X ∈ C α([0, T ], V ) and the estimate

9X9α ≤ ‖X‖βT β−α + ‖X‖2βT 2(β−α).



4 STEFAN TAPPE

Proof. Since α < β, we have X ∈ C α([0, T ], V ). Hence, the calculation

9X9α = ‖X‖α + ‖X‖2α
≤ ‖X‖βT β−α + ‖X‖2βT 2(β−α)

establishes the proof. �

For what follows, we fix an index α ∈ (13 ,
1
2 ]. The following result is well-known.

3.5. Lemma. The space C α([0, T ], V ), equipped with the metric

dα(X,Y) = |X0 − Y0|+ 9X−Y9α,

is a complete metric space.

3.6. Definition. We define the space C α
g ([0, T ], V ) of weakly geometric rough paths

as the set of all (X,X) ∈ C α([0, T ], V ) such that

Sym(Xs,t) =
1

2
Xs,t ⊗Xs,t for all s, t ∈ [0, T ].

We list two well-known auxiliary results about weakly geometric rough paths.

3.7. Lemma. Let X : [0, T ] → V be a continuous path which is piecewise of class
C1. More precisely, there are n ∈ N and 0 = t0 < t1 < . . . < tn = T such that
X |(ti−1,ti) ∈ C1((ti−1, ti), V ) for all i = 1, . . . , n. Then we have X = (X,X) ∈
C α
g ([0, T ], V ), where the second order process X : [0, T ]2 → V ⊗ V is given by

Xs,t =

∫ t

s

Xs,r ⊗ dXr, s, t ∈ [0, T ].

3.8. Lemma. C α
g ([0, T ], V ) is a closed subset of C α([0, T ], V ) with respect to the

metric dα.

For what follows, we fix a rough path X = (X,X) ∈ C α([0, T ], V ). Furthermore,
let W be another Banach space.

3.9. Definition. We introduce the following notions:

(a) We say that a path Y ∈ Cα([0, T ],W ) is controlled by X if there exists
Y ′ ∈ Cα([0, T ], L(V,W )) such that ‖RY ‖2α < ∞, where the remainder
term RY is given by

RY
s,t := Ys,t − Y ′

sXs,t for all s, t ∈ [0, T ].

(b) This defines the space of controlled rough paths, and we write

(Y, Y ′) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, T ],W ).

(c) We call Y ′ a Gubinelli derivative of Y (with respect to X).

We endow the space D2α
X ([0, T ],W ) with the seminorm

‖Y, Y ′‖X,2α := ‖Y ′‖α + ‖RY ‖2α.
Then the space D2α

X ([0, T ],W ) endowed with the norm

9Y, Y ′9X,2α := |Y0|+ |Y ′
0 |+ ‖Y, Y ′‖X,2α

is a Banach space. We will also consider the seminorm

|Y, Y ′|X,2α := |Y ′
0 |+ ‖Y, Y ′‖X,2α.

3.10. Lemma. For each Y ∈ C2α([0, T ],W ) we have (Y, 0) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T ],W ) with

‖Y, Y ′‖X,2α = ‖Y ‖2α.

Proof. Since Y ′ = 0, we have RY = Y , proving the statement. �
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3.11. Lemma. For all (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T ],W ) we have

‖Y ′‖∞ ≤ C|Y, Y ′|X,2α,(3.2)

‖Y ‖α ≤ C|Y, Y ′|X,2α(9X 9α +Tα),(3.3)

‖Y ‖∞ ≤ C 9 Y, Y ′ 9X,2α (9X 9α +2),(3.4)

where the constant C > 0 depends on α and T . Furthermore, for T ≤ 1 the estimates
(3.2)–(3.4) hold true with C = 1.

Proof. For each t ∈ [0, T ] we have

|Y ′
t | ≤ |Y ′

0 |+ |Y ′
t − Y ′

0 | ≤ |Y ′
0 |+ ‖Y ′‖αtα,

and hence

‖Y ′‖∞ ≤ |Y ′
0 |+ ‖Y ′‖αTα ≤ max{1, Tα} |Y, Y ′|X,2α,

proving (3.2). Now, let s, t ∈ [0, T ] be arbitrary. Recalling that Ys,t = Y ′
sXs,t+R

Y
s,t,

we have

|Ys,t| ≤ ‖Y ′‖∞|Xs,t|+ |RY
s,t|

≤ ‖Y ′‖∞‖X‖α|t− s|α + ‖RY
s,t‖2α|t− s|2α

≤ ‖Y ′‖∞‖X‖α|t− s|α + ‖RY
s,t‖2αTα|t− s|α.

Therefore, we obtain

‖Y ‖α ≤ ‖Y ′‖∞‖X‖α + ‖RY ‖2αTα

≤ max{1, Tα} |Y, Y ′|X,2α‖X‖α + ‖RY ‖2αTα

≤ max{1, Tα}|Y, Y ′|X,2α(9X 9α +Tα),

showing (3.3). Using this estimate we deduce that

‖Y ‖∞ ≤ |Y0|+ ‖Y ‖αTα

≤ 9Y, Y ′ 9X,2α +max{1, Tα}Tα 9 Y, Y ′ 9X,2α (9X 9α +Tα)

≤ 9Y, Y ′ 9X,2α

(
max{1, Tα}Tα 9 X 9α +1+max{1, Tα}T 2α

)
,

proving (3.4). �

3.12. Lemma. Let E be another Banach space. Then for all (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T ],W )

and (Z,Z ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T ], E) we have

((Y, Z), (Y, Z)′) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, T ],W × E),(3.5)

where the Gubinelli derivative is given by (Y, Z)′ = (Y ′, Z ′), and we have the esti-
mates

‖(Y, Z), (Y, Z)′‖X,2α ≤ ‖Y, Y ′‖X,2α + ‖Z,Z ′‖X,2α,(3.6)

|(Y, Z), (Y, Z)′|X,2α ≤ |Y, Y ′|X,2α + |Z,Z ′|X,2α,(3.7)

9(Y, Z), (Y, Z)′9X,2α ≤ 9Y, Y ′ 9X,2α + 9 Z,Z ′ 9X,2α .(3.8)

Proof. Let s, t ∈ [0, T ] be arbitrary. Then we have

|(Yt, Zt)− (Ys, Zs)| = |(Yt − Ys, Zt − Zs)| = |Yt − Ys|+ |Zt − Zs|
≤

(
‖Y ‖α + ‖Z‖α

)
|t− s|α,

showing that (Y, Z) ∈ Cα([0, T ],W1 ×W2). Similarly, we have

|(Y ′
t , Z

′
t)− (Y ′

s , Z
′
s)| = |(Y ′

t − Y ′
s , Z

′
t − Z ′

s)| = |Y ′
t − Y ′

s |+ |Z ′
t − Z ′

s|
≤

(
‖Y ′‖α + ‖Z ′‖α

)
|t− s|α,
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showing that (Y ′, Z ′) ∈ Cα([0, T ], L(V,W1 ×W2)). Furthermore, we have

R
(Y,Z)
s,t = (Ys,t, Zs,t)− (Y ′

s , Z
′
s)Xs,t = (RY

s,t, R
Z
s,t),

and hence

|R(Y,Z)
s,t | = |RY

s,t|+ |RZ
s,t| ≤

(
‖RY ‖2α + ‖RZ‖2α

)
|t− s|2α,

proving (3.5). Moreover, the previous calculations reveal that

‖(Y ′, Z ′)‖α ≤ ‖Y ′‖α + ‖Z ′‖α,
‖R(Y,Z)‖2α ≤ ‖RY ‖2α + ‖RZ‖2α.

Therefore, the estimates (3.6)–(3.8) are an immediate consequence. �

Now, let (Y, Y ′) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, T ], L(V,W )) be a controlled rough path. Noting that

L(V, L(V,W )) →֒ L(V ⊗ V,W ), we consider the candidate

∫ 1

0

Ys dXs := lim
|Π|→0

∑

[s,t]∈Π

(YsXs,t + Y ′
sXs,t)(3.9)

for the rough integral of Y against X. For the following result we refer to [8, Thm.
4.10].

3.13. Theorem (Gubinelli). For each controlled rough path (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T ], L(V,W ))

the following statements are true:

(a) The W -valued rough integral (3.9) exists.
(b) For all s, t ∈ [0, T ] we have
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ t

s

Yr dXr − YsXs,t − Y ′
sXs,t

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ C

(
‖X‖α‖RY ‖2α + ‖X‖2α‖Y ′‖α

)
|t− s|3α

with a constant C > 0 depending on α.
(c) The map

D
2α
X ([0, T ], L(V,W )) → D

2α
X ([0, T ],W ),

(Y, Y ′) 7→ (Z,Z ′) :=

(∫ ·

0

Ys dXs, Y

)

is a continuous linear operator between Banach spaces, and we have

‖Z,Z ′‖X,2α ≤ ‖Y ‖α + ‖Y ′‖∞‖X‖2α + CTα
(
‖X‖α‖RY ‖2α + ‖X‖2α‖Y ′‖α

)

with a constant C > 0 depending on α.

3.14. Lemma. Let E be another Banach space such that E ⊂ W as sets, and
there is a constant C > 0 such that |y|W ≤ C|y|E for all y ∈ E. Then for
each controlled rough path (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α

X ([0, T ], L(V,E)) we also have (Y, Y ′) ∈
D2α

X ([0, T ], L(V,W )) and the identity

(E-)

∫ 1

0

Ys dXs = (W -)

∫ 1

0

Ys dXs,

where the integrals above denote the rough integrals (3.9) in the Banach spaces
(E, | · |E) and (W, | · |W ).

Proof. The result is easily verified, noting that for any sequence (yn)n∈N ⊂ E the
convergence |yn − y|E → 0 implies |yn − y|W → 0. �
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3.15. Proposition. Let (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T ], L(V,W )) be a controlled rough path.

Then for all s, t ∈ [0, T ] we have
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ t

s

Yr dXr

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ C

(
‖X‖α‖RY ‖2α + ‖X‖2α‖Y ′‖α

)
|t− s|3α

+ ‖Y ′‖∞‖X‖2α|t− s|2α + ‖Y ‖∞‖X‖α|t− s|α

with a constant C > 0 depending on α.

Proof. Let s, t ∈ [0, T ] be arbitrary. Then we have
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ t

s

Yr dXr

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ t

s

Yr dXr − YsXs,t − Y ′
sXs,t

∣
∣
∣
∣
+ |YsXs,t|+ |Y ′

sXs,t|.

Noting that

|YsXs,t| ≤ |Ys| |Xs,t| ≤ ‖Y ‖∞‖X‖α|t− s|α,
|Y ′

sXs,t| ≤ |Y ′
s | |Xs,t| ≤ ‖Y ′‖∞‖X‖2α|t− s|2α,

the statement is a consequence of Theorem 3.13. �

For the following rough Fubini theorem see [8, Exercise 4.10].

3.16. Proposition (Rough Fubini). Let (Ω,F , µ) be a measure space. Furthermore,
let (Y, Y ′) : Ω → D2α

X ([0, T ], L(V,W )) be a measurable mapping such that

Ω → R+, ω 7→ |Y (ω)0|+ ‖Y (ω), Y (ω)′‖X,2α

belongs to L1(Ω,F , µ). Then the mapping

Ω →W, ω 7→
∫ T

0

Y (ω)s dXs

belongs to L1(Ω,F , µ;W ), the mapping

s 7→
∫

Ω

Y (ω)s µ(dω)

belongs to D2α
X ([0, T ], L(V,W )), and we have the identity
∫

Ω

(∫ T

0

Y (ω)s dXs

)

µ(dω) =

∫ T

0

(∫

Ω

Y (ω)s µ(dω)

)

dXs.

4. Strongly continuous semigroups

In this section we provide the required results about strongly continuous semi-
groups. Further details can be found, for example, in [7] or [29]. Let W be a Banach
space. A family (St)t≥0 of continuous linear operators St ∈ L(W ) is called a strongly
continuous semigroup (or C0-semigroup) on W if the following conditions are ful-
filled:

(1) S0 = Id.
(2) Ss+t = SsSt for all s, t ≥ 0.
(3) limt→0 Sty = y for all y ∈ W .

Let (St)t≥0 be a C0-semigroup on W . It is well-known that there are constants
M ≥ 1 and ω ∈ R such that

|St| ≤Meωt for all t ≥ 0.(4.1)

If we can choose M = 1 and ω = 0 in (4.1), that is |St| ≤ 1 for all t ≥ 0, then we call
the C0-semigroup (St)t≥0 a semigroup of contractions. Recall that the infinitesimal
generator A :W ⊃ D(A) →W is the operator

Ay := lim
h→0

Shy − y

h



8 STEFAN TAPPE

defined on the domain

D(A) :=

{

y ∈ W : lim
h→0

Shy − y

h
exists

}

.

The following result is well-known.

4.1. Lemma. Let (St)t≥0 be a C0-semigroup with infinitesimal generator A. Then
the following statements are true:

(a) For every y ∈ D(A) the mapping

R+ →W, t 7→ Sty

belongs to class C1(R+;W ).
(b) For all t ≥ 0 and y ∈ D(A) we have Sty ∈ D(A) and

d

dt
Sty = ASty = StAy.

(c) For all t ≥ 0 and y ∈ W we have
∫ t

0 Ssy ds ∈ D(A) and

A

(∫ t

0

Ssy ds

)

= Sty − y.

(d) For all t ≥ 0 and y ∈ D(A) we have
∫ t

0

SsAy ds = Sty − y.

The domain D(A) equipped with the graph norm

|y|D(A) := |y|+ |Ay| for all y ∈ D(A)

is a Banach space. Inductively, for each n ≥ 2 we define the higher-order domain

D(An) := {y ∈ D(An−1) : An−1y ∈ D(A)}.
Furthermore, we agree on the notation D(A0) := W . Then for each n ∈ N0 the
space D(An) equipped with the graph norm

|y|D(An) := |y|+
n∑

j=1

|Ajy| for all y ∈ D(An)

is a Banach space. Using Lemma 4.1, the upcoming auxiliary result is easy to verify.

4.2. Lemma. For every n ∈ N the restriction (St|D(An))t≥0 is a C0-semigroup on

(D(An), | · |D(An)) with generator A on the domain D(An+1).

The following auxiliary result is also straightforward to check.

4.3. Lemma. For all m,n ∈ N0 the graph norms | · |D(Am+n) and

|y|D(Am) +

n∑

j=1

|Ajy|D(Am), y ∈ D(Am+n)

on are equivalent norms on the space D(Am+n).

For what follows, we agree on the notation

Ss,t := St − Ss for all s, t ∈ R+.

Furthermore, we fix some T ∈ R+.

4.4. Proposition. For all y ∈ D(A) and all s, t ∈ [0, T ] we have

|Ss,ty| ≤MeωT |y|D(A) |t− s|.
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Proof. By Lemma 4.1 and the growth estimate (4.1) we obtain

|Ss,ty| = |Sty − Ssy| =
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ t

s

SuAy du

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤

∫ t

s

|SuAy| du

≤
∫ t

s

|Su| |Ay| du ≤MeωT |y|D(A)|t− s|,

completing the proof. �

4.5. Corollary. For all s, t ∈ [0, T ] we have

|Ss,t|L(D(A),W ) ≤MeωT |t− s|.
4.6. Corollary. Let V be another Banach space. Then for all Y ∈ L(V,D(A)) and
all s, t ∈ [0, T ] we have

|Ss,tY |L(V,W ) ≤MeωT |Y |L(V,D(A)) |t− s|.
The following result will be crucial for the analysis of rough convolutions later

on.

4.7. Proposition. Let y ∈ D(A2) be arbitrary. Then we have

|Ss−r,t−ry − Ss−q,t−qy| ≤Me2ωT |y|D(A2)|t− s| |r − q|(4.2)

for all s, t ∈ [0, T ] with s ≤ t and all q, r ∈ [0, s].

Before we provide the proof of Proposition 4.7, let us state some consequences.

4.8. Corollary. For all s, t ∈ [0, T ] with s ≤ t and all q, r ∈ [0, s] we have

|Ss−r,t−r − Ss−q,t−q|L(D(A2),W ) ≤MeωT |t− s| |r − q|.

4.9. Corollary. Let V be another Banach space, and let Y ∈ L(V,D(A2)) be arbi-
trary. Then for all s, t ∈ [0, T ] with s ≤ t and all q, r ∈ [0, s] we have

|Ss−r,t−rY − Ss−q,t−qY |L(V,W ) ≤MeωT |Y |L(V,D(A2))|t− s| |r − q|.
Now, we prepare some auxiliary results for the proof of Proposition 4.7.

4.10. Lemma. Suppose that (St)t∈R is a C0-group satisfying

|St| ≤ eω|t| for all t ∈ R.

Let y ∈ D(A2) be arbitrary. Then we have (4.2) for all s, t ∈ [0, T ] with s ≤ t and
all q, r ∈ [0, s].

Proof. Using Proposition 4.4 and Lemma 4.2 we obtain

|Ss−r,t−ry − Ss−q,t−qy| = |(St−r − Ss−r)y − (St−q − Ss−q)y|
= |(St − Ss)(S−r − S−q)y|
≤ eωT |(S−r − S−q)y|D(A)|t− s|
≤ e2ωT |y|D(A2)|t− s| |r − q|,

completing the proof. �

The following auxiliary result is easily verified.

4.11. Lemma. Let (St)t≥0 be a C0-semigroup with generator A satisfying (4.1).
Then the family (Tt)t≥0 given by Tt := e−ωtSt for all t ≥ 0 is a C0-semigroup with
generator B := A− ω and

|Tt| ≤M for all t ≥ 0.(4.3)

The next auxiliary result is a consequence of Lemma I.5.1 and the proof of Thm.
I.5.2 in [29].
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4.12. Lemma. Let (Tt)t≥0 be a C0-semigroup satisfying (4.3). Then there exists an
equivalent norm ‖ · ‖ on W such that

|y| ≤ ‖y‖ ≤M |y| for all y ∈W .(4.4)

and (Tt)t≥0 is a semigroup of contractions under the norm ‖ · ‖.
Let (Tt)t≥0 be a semigroup of contractions with generator B. By the Hille-Yosida

theorem we have (0,∞) ⊂ ρ(B), where ρ(B) denotes the resolvent set of B. For
λ > 0 we define the Yosida approximation Bλ ∈ L(W ) as

Bλ := λAR(λ,B) = λ2R(λ,B) − λ,

where R(λ,B) ∈ L(W ) denotes the resolvent given by

R(λ,B) := (λ−B)−1.

Using Lemma I.3.3, Lemma I.3.4 and equations (3.12) and (3.14) in [29], we obtain
the following auxiliary result.

4.13. Lemma. Let (Tt)t≥0 be a C0-semigroup of contractions with generator B.
Then the following statements are true:

(1) For each λ > 0 the family (etBλ)t∈R is a uniformly continuous group of
contractions.

(2) For all t ≥ 0 and y ∈ W we have

lim
λ→∞

etBλy = Tty.

(3) For all t ≥ 0 and y ∈ D(B) we have

lim
λ→∞

Bλy = By.

Proof. Lemma I.3.3, Lemma I.3.4 and eqn. (3.14) in [29]. �

Now, we are ready to provide the proof of Proposition 4.7.

Proof of Proposition 4.7. By Lemma 4.11 the family (Tt)t≥0 given by Tt := e−ωtSt

for all t ≥ 0 is a C0-semigroup with generator B := A − ω and we have (4.3).
According to Lemma 4.12 there exists an equivalent norm ‖ · ‖ on W such that we
have (4.4) and (Tt)t≥0 is a semigroup of contractions under the norm ‖·‖. For λ > 0
we define the family (T λ

t )t∈R as T λ
t := etBλ for all t ∈ R. According to Lemma 4.13

the family (T λ
t )t∈R is a uniformly continuous group of contractions and we have

lim
λ→∞

T λ
t y = Tty for all t ≥ 0 and y ∈W .

Now, for λ > 0 define the family (Sλ
t )t∈R as Sλ

t := eωtT λ
t for all t ∈ R. Then (Sλ

t )t∈R

is a uniformly continuous C0-group satisfying

‖Sλ
t ‖ ≤ eω|t| for all t ∈ R,

and we have

lim
λ→∞

Sλ
t y = Sty for all t ≥ 0 and y ∈W .(4.5)

Now, let s, t ∈ [0, T ] with s ≤ t and q, r ∈ [0, s] be arbitrary. Using (4.4), (4.5) and
Lemma 4.10 we obtain

|(St−r − Ss−r)y − (St−q − Ss−q)y| ≤ ‖(St−r − Ss−r)y − (St−q − Ss−q)y‖
= lim

λ→∞
‖(Sλ

t−r − Sλ
s−r)y − (Sλ

t−q − Sλ
s−q)y‖

≤ lim
λ→∞

e2ωT ‖y‖D(A2
λ)
|t− s| · |r − q|.
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Furthermore, by Lemma 4.13, Lemma 4.2 and (4.4) we have

lim
λ→∞

‖y‖D(A2
λ)

= lim
λ→∞

(
‖y‖+ ‖Aλy‖+ ‖A2

λy‖
)

= ‖y‖+ ‖Ay‖+ ‖A2y‖
≤M

(
|y|+ |Ay|+ |A2y|

)
=M |y|D(A),

completing the proof. �

5. Compositions of regular paths with functions

In this section we briefly deal with compositions of regular paths with functions.
Let us fix a time horizon T ∈ R+, and let W, W̄ be Banach spaces.

5.1. Definition. We denote by Lip([0, T ]×W, W̄) the space of all continuous func-
tions f0 : [0, T ]×W → W̄ such that for some constant L > 0 we have

|f0(t, y)− f0(t, z)| ≤ L|y − z| for all t ∈ [0, T ] and y, z ∈ W .

Note that for each f0 ∈ Lip([0, T ]×W, W̄ ) the seminorm

‖f0‖Lip := sup
t∈[0,T ]

|f(t, 0)|+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

|f0(t, ·)|Lip

is finite.

5.2. Remark. Let g0 ∈ Lip(W, W̄ ) be arbitrary, and define the function

f0 : [0, T ]×W → W̄ , f0(t, y) := g0(y).

Then we have f0 ∈ Lip([0, T ]×W, W̄ ) with ‖f0‖Lip = |g0(0)|+ |g0|Lip.

5.3. Lemma. Let f0 ∈ Lip([0, T ]×W, W̄ ) be arbitrary. Then we have

|f0(t, y)− f0(t, z)| ≤ ‖f0‖Lip|y − z|, y, z ∈W and t ∈ [0, T ],(5.1)

|f0(t, y)| ≤ ‖f0‖Lip(1 + |y|), y ∈ W and t ∈ [0, T ].(5.2)

Proof. Setting L := supt∈[0,T ] |f0(t, ·)|Lip, we have

|f0(t, y)− f0(t, z)| ≤ L|y − z|, y, z ∈ W and t ∈ [0, T ],

showing (5.1). Now, for all y ∈W and t ∈ [0, T ] we obtain

|f0(t, y)| ≤ |f0(t, y)− f0(t, 0)|+ |f0(t, 0)|
≤ L|y|+ sup

s∈[0,T ]

|f0(s, 0)| = ‖f0‖Lip(1 + |y|),

proving (5.2). �

For a path Y : [0, T ] → W and a function f0 : [0, T ] ×W → W̄ we denote by
f0(Y ) : [0, T ] → W̄ the new path

f0(Y )t := f0(t, Yt), t ∈ [0, T ].

If the path Y is continuous and f0 ∈ Lip([0, T ] ×W, W̄ ), then the path f0(Y ) is
continuous, and hence bounded.

6. Compositions of controlled rough paths with functions

In this section we deal with compositions of controlled rough paths with func-
tions. Let V,W, W̄ be Banach spaces. We fix an index α ∈ (13 ,

1
2 ] and a time horizon

T ∈ R+. Furthermore, let X = (X,X) ∈ C α([0, T ], V ) be a rough path.



12 STEFAN TAPPE

6.1. Compositions with time-dependent smooth functions

In this subsection we consider compositions of controlled rough paths with time-
dependent smooth functions.

6.1. Definition. Let γ ∈ (0, 1] and n ∈ N be arbitrary. We denote by Cγ,n
b ([0, T ]×

W, W̄ ) the space of all functions f : [0, T ]×W → W̄ such that:

(1) We have f(t, ·) ∈ Cn
b (W, W̄ ) for all t ∈ [0, T ].

(2) We have f(·, y), . . . , Dn−1
y f(·, y) ∈ Cγ([0, T ], W̄ ) for each y ∈W .

(3) We have

‖f‖Cγ,n
b

:= sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖f(t, ·)‖Cn
b
+

n−1∑

k=0

sup
y∈W

‖Dk
yf(·, y)‖γ <∞.

6.2. Remark. Let g ∈ Cn
b (W, W̄ ) be arbitrary, and define the function

f : [0, T ]×W → W̄ , f(t, y) := g(y).

Then we have f ∈ C
γ,n
b ([0, T ]×W, W̄ ) with ‖f‖Cγ,n

b
= ‖g‖Cn

b
.

6.3. Proposition. Let β, γ ∈ (0, 1] with β ≤ γ be arbitrary. Furthermore, let Y ∈
Cβ([0, T ],W ) and f ∈ C

γ,1
b ([0, T ] × W, W̄ ) be arbitrary. Then we have f(Y ) ∈

Cβ([0, T ], W̄ ).

Proof. Let s, t ∈ [0, T ] be arbitrary. Then we have

|f(t, Yt)− f(s, Ys)| ≤ |f(t, Yt)− f(t, Ys)|+ |f(t, Ys)− f(s, Ys)|
≤ ‖f(t, ·)‖C1

b
|Yt − Ys|+ ‖f(·, Ys)‖γ |t− s|γ

≤ ‖f‖Cγ,1
b

‖Y ‖β |t− s|β + ‖f‖Cγ,1
b

|t− s|γ

≤ ‖f‖Cγ,1
b

(‖Y ‖β + T γ−β)|t− s|β ,

showing that f(Y ) ∈ Cβ([0, T ], W̄). �

For a controlled rough path (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T ],W ) and a function f ∈ C

2α,2
b ([0, T ]×

W, W̄ ) we denote by f(Y ) : [0, T ] → W̄ the path

f(Y )t := f(t, Yt), t ∈ [0, T ],

and we denote by f(Y )′ : [0, T ] → L(V, W̄ ) the path

f(Y )′t := Dyf(t, Yt)Y
′
t , t ∈ [0, T ].

6.4. Proposition. Let (Y, Y ′) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, T ],W ) and f ∈ C

2α,2
b ([0, T ] ×W, W̄ ) be

arbitrary. Then we have

(f(Y ), f(Y )′) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, T ], W̄ ).(6.1)

Furthermore, we have

‖f(Y )‖α ≤ ‖f‖C2α,2
b

(‖Y ‖α + Tα),(6.2)

‖f(Y )′‖α ≤ ‖f‖C2α,2
b

(
‖Y ′‖α + ‖Y ‖α‖Y ′‖∞ + Tα‖Y ′‖∞

)
,(6.3)

‖Rf(Y )‖2α ≤ ‖f‖C2α,2
b

(

1 +
1

2
‖Y ‖2α + ‖RY ‖2α

)

,(6.4)

and for T ≤ 1 we have the estimates

|f(Y ), f(Y )′|X,2α ≤ C
(
1 + |Y, Y ′|2X,2α

)
,(6.5)

9f(Y ), f(Y )′9X,2α ≤ C
(
1 + 9Y, Y ′ 92

X,2α

)
,(6.6)

where the constant C > 0 depends on α, T , X and ‖f‖C2α,2
b

. Moreover, for T ≤ 1

the constant C does not depend on T .
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Proof. Let s, t ∈ [0, T ] be arbitrary. Then we have

|f(t, Yt)− f(s, Ys)| ≤ |f(t, Yt)− f(t, Ys)|+ |f(t, Ys)− f(s, Ys)|
≤ ‖f(t, ·)‖C2

b
|Yt − Ys|+ ‖f(·, Ys)‖2α|t− s|2α

≤ ‖f‖C2α,2
b

‖Y ‖α|t− s|α + ‖f‖C2α,2
b

|t− s|2α

≤ ‖f‖C2α,2
b

(‖Y ‖α + Tα)|t− s|α,

showing f(Y ) ∈ Cα([0, T ], W̄ ) and the estimate (6.2). Furthermore, we have

|Dyf(t, Yt)Y
′
t −Dyf(s, Ys)Y

′
s |

≤ |Dyf(t, Yt)Y
′
t −Dyf(t, Yt)Y

′
s |+ |Dyf(t, Yt)Y

′
s −Dyf(t, Ys)Y

′
s |

+ |Dyf(t, Ys)Y
′
s −Dyf(s, Ys)Y

′
s |

≤ |Dyf(t, Ys)| |Y ′
t − Y ′

s |+ |Dyf(t, Yt)−Dyf(t, Ys)| |Y ′
s |

+ |Dyf(t, Ys)−Dyf(s, Ys)| |Y ′
s |

≤ ‖f(t, ·)‖C2
b
‖Y ′‖α|t− s|α + ‖f(t, ·)‖C2

b
|Yt − Ys| ‖Y ′‖∞

+ ‖Dyf(·, Ys)‖2α|t− s|2α‖Y ′‖∞
≤ ‖f‖C2α,2

b
‖Y ′‖α|t− s|α + ‖f‖C2α,2

b
‖Y ‖α|t− s|α‖Y ′‖∞ + ‖f‖C2α,2

b
‖Y ′‖∞|t− s|2α

≤ ‖f‖C2α,2
b

(
‖Y ′‖α + ‖Y ‖α‖Y ′‖∞ + Tα‖Y ′‖∞

)
|t− s|α,

showing f(Y )′ ∈ Cα([0, T ], L(V, W̄)) and the estimate (6.3). Moreover, by Taylor’s
theorem we obtain

|Rf(Y )
s,t | = |f(Y )s,t − f(Y )′sXs,t|

= |f(t, Yt)− f(s, Ys)−Dyf(s, Ys)Y
′
sXs,t|

≤ |f(t, Yt)− f(s, Yt)|+ |f(s, Yt)− f(s, Ys)−Dyf(s, Ys)Ys,t|
+ |Dyf(s, Ys)(Ys,t − Y ′

sXs,t)|

≤ ‖f(•, Yt)‖2α|t− s|2α +
1

2
‖f(s, •)‖C2

b
|Yt − Ys|2 + ‖f(s, •)‖C2

b
|RY

s,t|

≤ ‖f‖C2α,2
b

|t− s|2α +
1

2
‖f‖C2α,2

b
‖Y ‖2α|t− s|2α + ‖f‖C2α,2

b
‖RY ‖2α|t− s|2α

≤ ‖f‖C2α,2
b

(

1 +
1

2
‖Y ‖2α + ‖RY ‖2α

)

|t− s|2α,

proving (6.1) and (6.4). Moreover, note that

|f(Y )0| = |f(0, Y0)| ≤ ‖f‖C2α,2
b

,

|f(Y )′0| = |Dyf(0, Y0)Y
′
0 | ≤ |Dyf(0, Y0)| |Y ′

0 | ≤ ‖f‖C2α,2
b

|Y, Y ′|X,2α.

Together with Lemma 3.11 we obtain (6.5) and (6.6). �

6.2. Compositions with bilinear operators

In this subsection we consider compositions of controlled rough paths with bilinear
operators. First of all, let us consider compositions with linear operators. For a
controlled rough path (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α

X ([0, T ],W ) and a continuous linear operator
ϕ ∈ L(W, W̄ ) we denote by ϕ(Y ) : [0, T ] → W̄ the path

ϕ(Y )t := ϕ(Yt), t ∈ [0, T ],

and we denote by ϕ(Y )′ : [0, T ] → L(V, W̄ ) the path

ϕ(Y )′t := ϕ(Y ′
t ), t ∈ [0, T ].
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6.5. Proposition. Let (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T ],W ) and ϕ ∈ L(W, W̄ ) be arbitrary.

Then we have

(ϕ(Y ), ϕ(Y )′) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, T ], W̄ )(6.7)

and the estimates

‖ϕ(Y ), ϕ(Y )′‖X,2α ≤ |ϕ| ‖Y, Y ′‖X,2α,(6.8)

|ϕ(Y ), ϕ(Y )′|X,2α ≤ |ϕ| |Y, Y ′|X,2α,(6.9)

9ϕ(Y ), ϕ(Y )′9X,2α ≤ |ϕ| 9 Y, Y ′ 9X,2α .(6.10)

Proof. Let s, t ∈ [0, T ] be arbitrary. Then we have

|ϕ(Y ′
t )− ϕ(Y ′

s )| = |ϕ(Y ′
t − Y ′

s )| ≤ |ϕ| |Y ′
t − Y ′

s | ≤ |ϕ| ‖Y ′‖α|t− s|α,
showing ‖ϕ(Y ′)‖α ≤ |ϕ| ‖Y ′‖α. Furthermore, we have

R
ϕ(Y )
s,t = ϕ(Ys,t)− ϕ(Y ′

s )Xs,t = ϕ(Ys,t − Y ′
sXs,t) = ϕ(RY

s,t),

and hence, we obtain

|Rϕ(Y )
s,t | ≤ |ϕ| |RY

s,t| ≤ |ϕ| ‖RY ‖2α|t− s|2α.

This shows ‖Rϕ(Y )‖2α ≤ |ϕ| ‖RY ‖2α, and we deduce (6.7). Noting that |ϕ(Y0)| ≤
|ϕ| |Y0| and |ϕ(Y ′

0)| ≤ |ϕ| |Y ′
0 |, the desired estimates (6.8)–(6.10) follow. �

Now, let E be another Banach space. For controlled rough paths (Y, Y ′) ∈
D2α

X ([0, T ],W ), (Z,Z ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T ], E) and a continuous bilinear operator B ∈

L(2)(W × E, W̄ ) we denote by B(Y, Z) : [0, T ] → W̄ the path

B(Y, Z)t := B(Yt, Zt), t ∈ [0, T ],

and we denote by B(Y, Z)′ : [0, T ] → L(V, W̄ ) the path

B(Y, Z)′t := B(Yt, Z
′
t) +B(Y ′

t , Zt), t ∈ [0, T ].

6.6. Proposition. Let (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T ],W ), (Z,Z ′) ∈ D2α

X ([0, T ], E) and B ∈
L(2)(W × E, W̄ ) be arbitrary. Then we have

(B(Y, Z), B(Y, Z)′) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, T ], W̄ ),(6.11)

and the estimate

9B(Y, Z), B(Y, Z)′9X,2α ≤ C 9 Y, Y ′ 9X,2α 9Z,Z ′9X,2α,(6.12)

where the constant C > 0 depends on α, T , X and |B|. Moreover, for T ≤ 1 the
constant C does not depend on T .

Proof. Let s, t ∈ [0, T ] be arbitrary. Then we have

|B(Yt, Zt)−B(Ys, Zs)| ≤ |B(Yt, Zt)−B(Yt, Zs)|+ |B(Yt, Zs)−B(Ys, Zs)|
= |B(Yt, Zs,t)|+ |B(Ys,t, Zs)|
≤ |B|

(
|Yt| |Zs,t|+ |Ys,t| |Zs|

)

≤ |B|
(
‖Y ‖∞‖Z‖α + ‖Y ‖α‖Z‖∞

)
|t− s|α,

showing that B(Y, Z) ∈ Cα([0, T ], W̄ ). Furthermore, we have

|B(Yt, Z
′
t)−B(Ys, Z

′
s)| ≤ |B(Yt, Z

′
t)−B(Yt, Z

′
s)|+ |B(Yt, Z

′
s)−B(Ys, Z

′
s)|

= |B(Yt, Z
′
s,t)|+ |B(Ys,t, Z

′
s)|

≤ |B|
(
|Yt| |Z ′

s,t|+ |Ys,t| |Z ′
s|
)

≤ |B‖
(
‖Y ‖∞‖Z ′‖α + ‖Y ‖α‖Z ′‖∞

)
|t− s|α
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as well as

|B(Y ′
t , Zt)−B(Y ′

s , Zs)| ≤ |B(Y ′
t , Zt)−B(Y ′

t , Zs)|+ |B(Y ′
t , Zs)−B(Y ′

s , Zs)|
= |B(Y ′

t , Zs,t)|+ |B(Y ′
s,t, Zs)|

≤ |B|
(
|Y ′

t | |Zs,t|+ |Y ′
s,t| |Zs|

)

≤ |B|
(
‖Y ′‖∞‖Z‖α + ‖Y ′‖α‖Z‖∞

)
|t− s|α,

showing that B(Y, Z)′ ∈ Cα([0, T ], L(V, W̄ ). Moreover, we have

R
B(Y,Z)
s,t = B(Yt, Zt)−B(Ys, Zs)−B(Ys, Zs)

′Xs,t

= B(Yt, Zs,t) +B(Ys,t, Zs)−
(
B(Ys, Z

′
sXs,t) +B(Y ′

sXs,t, Zs)
)

= B(Ys,t − Y ′
sXs,t, Zs) +B(Ys, Zs,t − Z ′

sXs,t) +B(Ys,t, Zs,t)

= B(RY
s,t, Zs) +B(Ys, R

Z
s,t) +B(Ys,t, Zs,t),

and hence

|RB(Y,Z)
s,t | ≤ |B|

(
|RY

s,t| |Zs|+ |Ys| |RZ
s,t|+ |Ys,t| |Zs,t|

)

≤ |B|
(
‖RY ‖2α‖Z‖∞ + ‖Y ‖∞‖RY ‖2α + ‖Y ‖α‖Z‖α

)
|t− s|2α,

which shows (6.11). Finally, noting that

|B(Y0, Z0)| ≤ |B| |Y0| |Z0|,
|B(Y0, Z

′
0)| ≤ |B| |Y0| |Z ′

0|,
|B(Y ′

0 , Z0)| ≤ |B| |Y ′
0 | |Z0|,

applying Lemma 3.11 proves (6.12). �

6.7. Lemma. Let E,F be two other Banach spaces. Furthermore, let h : W →
L(W,F ) be of class C1, and let B ∈ L(E,W ) be arbitrary. Then the mapping

hB :W → L(E,F ), hB(y) := h(y)B

is of class C1, and we have

DhB(y)v = (Dh(y)v)B for all y, v ∈W .

Proof. We have hB = ℓ ◦ h, where ℓ : L(W,F ) → L(E,F ) is given by ℓ(z) = zB.
Note that ℓ is a linear operator. Moreover, we have

|ℓ(z)| ≤ |z| |B| for all z ∈ L(W,F ),

showing that ℓ is continuous. Therefore, the mapping hB is of class C1, and by the
chain rule we obtain

DhB(y)v = D(ℓ ◦ h)(y)v = Dℓ(h(y)) ◦Dh(y)v
= ℓ ◦Dh(y)v = (Dh(y)v)B,

completing the proof. �

6.8. Lemma. Let f ∈ C
2α,3
b ([0, T ] × W, W̄ ) be arbitrary. Then there exists g ∈

C
2α,2
b ([0, T ]× (W ×W ), L(W, W̄ )) with ‖g‖C2α,2

b
≤ ‖f‖C2α,3

b
such that

f(t, y1)− f(t, y2) = g(t, y)(y1 − y2)(6.13)

for all t ∈ [0, T ] and all y = (y1, y2) ∈W ×W .
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Proof. We define g : [0, T ]×W ×W → L(W, W̄ ) as

g(t, y) :=

∫ 1

0

D2f(t, θy1 + (1− θ)y2) dθ.

Then by Taylor’s theorem identity (6.13) is satisfied for all t ∈ [0, T ] and all y =
(y1, y2) ∈ W ×W . For θ ∈ [0, 1] we consider the linear operator Bθ :W ×W →W

given by

Bθ(y) := θy1 + (1− θ)y2, y = (y1, y2) ∈ W ×W.

Then for all y = (y1, y2) ∈W ×W we have

|Bθ(y)| = |θy1 + (1− θ)y2| ≤ θ|y1|+ (1 − θ)|y2| ≤ |y1|+ |y2| = |y|.
Therefore, for each θ ∈ [0, 1] we have Bθ ∈ L(W ×W,W ) with

|Bθ| ≤ 1 for all θ ∈ [0, 1].(6.14)

Now, we fix an arbitrary t ∈ [0, T ]. Then we have

g(t, y) =

∫ 1

0

D2f(t, Bθ(y)) dθ, y ∈ W ×W.

Therefore, we have g(t, ·) ∈ C2(W ×W,L(W, W̄ )). Let y ∈ W ×W be arbitrary.
By the chain rule we have

Dyg(t, y) =

∫ 1

0

Dy

(
D2f(t, Bθ(y))

)
dθ =

∫ 1

0

D2
2f(t, Bθ(y))Bθ dθ,

Moreover, by Lemma 6.7 and the chain rule for all v ∈ W ×W we obtain

D2
yg(t, y)v =

∫ 1

0

Dy

(
D2

2f(t, Bθ(y))Bθ

)
v dθ

=

∫ 1

0

(
D3

2f(t, Bθ(y))Bθ(v)
)
Bθ dθ.

Therefore, noting (6.14) we have g(t, ·) ∈ C2
b (W ×W,L(W, W̄ )) with

‖Dk
yg(t, ·)‖∞ ≤ ‖Dk+1

y f(t, ·)‖∞, k = 0, 1, 2.(6.15)

Now, let y ∈W ×W be arbitrary. Furthermore, let s, t ∈ [0, T ] be arbitrary. Then
we have

|g(t, y)− g(s, y)| ≤
∫ 1

0

|D2f(t, Bθ(y))−D2f(s,Bθ(y))| dθ

≤
∫ 1

0

‖D2f(·, Bθ(y))‖2α|t− s|2α dθ.

Moreover, by (6.14) we obtain

|Dyg(t, y)−Dyg(s, y)| ≤
∫ 1

0

|D2
2f(t, Bθ(y))Bθ −D2

2f(s,Bθ(y))Bθ| dθ

≤
∫ 1

0

|D2
2f(t, Bθ(y))−D2

2f(s,Bθ(y))| dθ

≤
∫ 1

0

‖D2
2f(·, Bθ(y))‖2α|t− s|2α dθ.

Consequently, we have g(·, y), Dyg(·, y) ∈ C2α([0, T ],W ) with

sup
y∈W

‖Dk
yg(·, y)‖2α ≤ sup

y∈W
‖Dk+1

y f(·, y)‖2α, k = 0, 1.(6.16)

From (6.15) and (6.16) we obtain ‖g‖C2α,2
b

≤ ‖f‖C2α,3
b

< ∞, which completes the

proof. �
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6.9. Proposition. Let (Y, Y ′), (Z,Z ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T ],W ) and f ∈ C

2α,3
b ([0, T ] ×

W, W̄ ) be arbitrary. Then we have

9(f(Y ), f(Y )′)− (f(Z), f(Z)′)9X,2α ≤ C
(
1 + |Y, Y ′|2X,2α + |Z,Z ′|2X,2α

)

9 (Y, Y ′)− (Z,Z ′)9X,2α,

where the constant C > 0 depends on α, T , X and ‖f‖C2α,3
b

. Moreover, for T ≤ 1

the constant C does not depend on T .

Proof. According to Lemma 6.8 there exists a mapping g ∈ C
2α,2
b ([0, T ] × (W ×

W ), L(W, W̄ )) with

‖g‖C2α,2
b

≤ ‖f‖C2α,3
b

(6.17)

such that

f(t, y)− f(t, z) = g(t, y, z)(y − z), t ∈ [0, T ] and y, z ∈ W.

We define the bilinear operator B : L(W, W̄ )×W → W̄ as

B(T, y) := Ty.

Then for all (T, y) ∈ L(W, W̄ )×W we have

|B(T, y)| ≤ |T | |y|.

Therefore, we have B ∈ L(2)(L(W, W̄ )×W, W̄ ) with |B| ≤ 1. Hence, using Propo-
sition 6.6 we obtain

9 (f(Y ), f(Y )′)− (f(Z), f(Z)′)9X,2α

= 9g(Y, Z)(Y − Z), (g(Y, Z)(Y − Z))′9X,2α

= 9B(g(Y, Z), Y − Z), (B(g(Y, Z), Y − Z))′9X,2α

≤ C 9 g(Y, Z), g(Y, Z)′ 9X,2α 9(Y, Y ′)− (Z,Z ′)9X,2α,

where the constant C > 0 depends on α, T and X, and does not depend on T ≤ 1.
Furthermore, by Proposition 6.4 and Lemma 3.12 we have

9g(Y, Z), g(Y, Z)′9X,2α = |g(0, Y0, Z0)|+ |g(Y, Z), g(Y, Z)′|X,2α

≤ C(1 + |(Y, Z), (Y, Z)′|2X,2α)

≤ C(1 + |Y, Y ′|2X,2α + |Z,Z ′|2X,2α),

where the constant C > 0 depends on α, T , X and ‖g‖C2α,2
b

, and does not depend

on T ≤ 1. Taking into account (6.17), this completes the proof. �

6.3. Compositions with time-dependent linear operators

In this subsection we consider compositions of controlled rough paths with time-
dependent linear operators. For a controlled rough path (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α

X ([0, T ],W )
and a mapping ϕ : [0, T ]×W → W̄ such that ϕ(t, ·) ∈ L(W, W̄ ) for each t ∈ [0, T ]
we denote by ϕ(Y ) : [0, T ] → W̄ the path

ϕ(Y )t := ϕ(t, Yt), t ∈ [0, T ],

and we denote by ϕ(Y )′ : [0, T ] → L(V, W̄ ) the path

ϕ(Y )′t := ϕ(t, Y ′
t ), t ∈ [0, T ].
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6.10. Proposition. Let (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T ],W ) be arbitrary, and let ϕ : [0, T ]×

W → W̄ be a function such that ϕ(t, ·) ∈ L(W, W̄ ) for each t ∈ [0, T ]. We assume
there are constants K,L > 0 such that

|ϕ(t, ·)| ≤ K, t ∈ [0, T ],

|ϕ(t, y)− ϕ(s, y)| ≤ L|y| |t− s|2α, s, t ∈ [0, T ] and y ∈W.

Then we have

(ϕ(Y ), ϕ(Y )′) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, T ], W̄).(6.18)

Furthermore, we have

‖ϕ(Y )′‖α ≤ LTα‖Y ′‖∞ +K‖Y ′‖α,(6.19)

‖Rϕ(Y )‖2α ≤ L‖Y ‖∞ +K‖RY ‖2α,(6.20)

and we have the estimate

9ϕ(Y ), ϕ(Y )′9X,2α ≤ C 9 Y, Y ′9X,2α,(6.21)

where the constant C > 0 depends on α, T , X and K, L. Moreover, for T ≤ 1 the
constant C does not depend on T .

Proof. Let s, t ∈ [0, T ] be arbitrary. Then we have

|ϕ(t, Yt)− ϕ(s, Ys)| ≤ |ϕ(t, Yt)− ϕ(t, Ys)|+ |ϕ(t, Ys)− ϕ(s, Ys)|
≤ |ϕ(t, ·)| |Yt − Ys|+ L|Ys| |t− s|2α

≤M‖Y ‖α|t− s|α + L‖Y ‖∞|t− s|2α

≤ (M‖Y ‖α + LTα‖Y ‖∞)|t− s|α,
and hence ϕ(Y ) ∈ Cα([0, T ], W̄ ). Furthermore, we have

|ϕ(t, Y ′
t )− ϕ(s, Y ′

s )| ≤ |ϕ(t, Y ′
t )− ϕ(t, Y ′

s )|+ |ϕ(t, Y ′
s )− ϕ(s, Y ′

s )|
≤ |ϕ(t, ·)| |Y ′

t − Y ′
s |+ L|Y ′

s | |t− s|2α

≤M‖Y ′‖α|t− s|α + L‖Y ′‖∞|t− s|2α

≤ (M‖Y ′‖α + LTα‖Y ′‖∞)|t− s|α,
showing ϕ(Y )′ ∈ Cα([0, T ], L(V, W̄ )) and the estimate (6.19). Moreover, we have

R
ϕ(Y )
s,t = ϕ(Ys,t)− ϕ(Y ′

s )Xs,t

= ϕ(t, Yt)− ϕ(s, Ys)− ϕ(s, Y ′
sXs,t)

= ϕ(t, Yt)− ϕ(s, Yt) + ϕ(s, Yt)− ϕ(s, Ys)− ϕ(s, Y ′
sXs,t)

= ϕ(t, Yt)− ϕ(s, Yt) + ϕ(s, Ys,t − Y ′
sXs,t).

Therefore, we obtain

|Rϕ(Y )
s,t | ≤ |ϕ(t, Yt)− ϕ(s, Yt)|+ |ϕ(s, Ys,t − Y ′

sXs,t)|
≤ L‖Y ‖∞|t− s|2α + ‖ϕ(s, ·)‖ |RY

s,t|
≤ L‖Y ‖∞|t− s|2α +M‖RY ‖2α|s− t|2α

=
(
L‖Y ‖∞ +M‖RY ‖2α

)
|s− t|2α,

proving (6.18) and (6.20). Furthermore, note that

|ϕ(Y )0| = |ϕ(0, Y0)| ≤ |ϕ(0, ·)| |Y0| ≤M |Y0|,
|ϕ(Y )′0| = |ϕ(0, Y ′

0)| ≤ |ϕ(0, ·)| |Y ′
0 | ≤M |Y ′

0 |.
Hence, the estimate (6.21) is a consequence of Lemma 3.11. �

For what follows, the upcoming auxiliary result will be useful.
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6.11. Lemma. Let E be another Banach space, and let ϕ ∈ L(E,W ) be arbitrary.
Setting

L(V,E) → L(V,W ), S 7→ ϕS,

we may regard ϕ as an element from L(L(V,E), L(V,W )). Furthermore, we have

|ϕ|L(L(V,E),L(V,W )) ≤ |ϕ|L(E,W ).

Proof. We have

|ϕ|L(L(V,E),L(V,W )) = sup
|S|≤1

|ϕS|L(V,W )

≤ sup
|S|≤1

|ϕ|L(E,W )|S|L(V,E) ≤ |ϕ|L(E,W ),

completing the proof. �

Now, let A be the generator of a C0-semigroup (St)t≥0 on W . Then there are
constants M ≥ 1 and ω ∈ R such that the estimate (4.1) is satisfied.

6.12. Proposition. Let (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T ], L(V,D(A))) be arbitrary, and let t ∈

[0, T ] be arbitrary. We define the paths Z : [0, t] → L(V,W ) and Z ′ : [0, t] →
L(V, L(V,W )) as

Zs := St−sYs, s ∈ [0, t],

Z ′
s := St−sY

′
s , s ∈ [0, t].

Then we have

(Z,Z ′) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, t], L(V,W )).

Furthermore, we have

9Z,Z ′9X,2α ≤ C 9 Y, Y ′9X,2α,

where the constant C > 0 depends on α, T , X and M , ω. Moreover, for T ≤ 1 the
constant C does not depend on T .

Proof. In view of Lemma 6.11, we can define

ϕ : [0, t]× L(V,D(A)) → L(V,W ), ϕ(s, y) := St−sy.

Let s ∈ [0, t] be arbitrary. By Lemma 6.11 we have

ϕ(s, ·) ∈ L(L(V,D(A)), L(V,W )).

Furthermore, by (4.1) for each y ∈ L(V,D(A)) we have

|ϕ(s, y)|L(V,W ) = |St−sy|L(V,W ) ≤ |St−s|L(D(A),W )|y|L(V,D(A))

≤MeωT |y|L(V,D(A)),

showing that

|ϕ(s, ·)| ≤MeωT .

Now, let s, t ∈ [0, T ] and y ∈ L(V,D(A)) be arbitrary. Then by Corollary 4.6 we
have

|ϕ(s, y)− ϕ(r, y)|L(V,W ) = |St−sy − St−ry|L(V,W ) = |St−r,t−sy|L(V,W )

≤MeωT |y|L(V,D(A))|s− r|.
Hence the statement follows from Proposition 6.10. �
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Let (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T ], L(V,D(A))) be a controlled rough path. Then Propo-

sition 6.12 allows us to define the rough convolution N : [0, T ] →W as follows. For
each t ∈ [0, T ] let Nt be the Gubinelli integral

Nt :=

∫ t

0

St−sYs dXs

according to Theorem 3.13. We will investigate this rough convolution further in
Section 8.

6.13. Lemma. Let (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T ], L(V,D(A2))) be arbitrary, and let s, t ∈

[0, T ] with s ≤ t be arbitrary. We define the paths Z : [s, t] → L(V,W ) and Z ′ :
[s, t] → L(V, L(V,W )) as

Zr := (St−r − Id)Yr, r ∈ [s, t],

Z ′
r := (St−r − Id)Y ′

r , t ∈ [s, t].

Then we have

(Z,Z ′) ∈ D
2α
X ([s, t], L(V,W )).(6.22)

Furthermore, we have

‖Z ′‖α ≤MeωT
(
T 1−α‖Y ′‖∞ + ‖Y ′‖α|t− s|

)
(6.23)

‖RZ‖2α ≤MeωT
(
T 1−2α‖Y ‖∞ + ‖RY ‖2α|t− s|

)
,(6.24)

‖Z‖∞ ≤MeωT ‖Y ‖∞|t− s|,(6.25)

‖Z ′‖∞ ≤MeωT ‖Y ′‖∞|t− s|.(6.26)

Proof. We define ϕ : [s, t]× L(V,D(A2)) → L(V,W ) as

ϕ(r, y) := (St−r − Id)y.

Let r ∈ [s, t] be arbitrary. Then we have

ϕ(r, ·) ∈ L(L(V,D(A2)), L(V,W )).

Furthermore, by Corollary 4.5 for each y ∈ L(V,D(A2)) we have

|ϕ(r, y)|L(V,W ) = |(St−r − Id)y|L(V,W )

≤ |St−r − Id|L(D(A2),W )|y|L(V,D(A2))

≤ |S0,t−r|L(D(A),W )|y|L(V,D(A2))

≤MeωT |t− s| |y|L(V,D(A2)),

showing that

|ϕ(r, ·)| ≤MeωT |t− s|.
Furthermore, we obtain

|Zr|L(V,W ) = |ϕ(r, Yr)|L(V,W ) ≤MeωT |t− s| |Yr|L(V,D(A2)),

showing (6.25). Now, let y ∈ L(V,D(A2)) and r, q ∈ [s, t] be arbitrary. Then by
Corollary 4.6 we have

|ϕ(r, y)− ϕ(q, y)|L(V,W ) = |St−ry − St−qy|L(V,W )

= |St−q,t−ry|L(V,W )

≤MeωT |y|L(V,D(A2))|r − q|
≤MeωT |y|L(V,D(A2))T

1−2α|r − q|2α.
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Hence, from Proposition 6.10 we obtain (6.22) and (6.23), (6.24). Now, we define
Φ : [s, t]× L(V, L(V,D(A2))) → L(V, L(V,W )) as

Φ(r, y′) := (St−r − Id)y′.

Let r ∈ [s, t] be arbitrary. Then by Lemma 6.11 and Corollary 4.5 for each y′ ∈
L(V, L(V,D(A2))) we have

|Φ(r, y′)|L(V,L(V,W )) = |(St−r − Id)y′|L(V,L(V,W ))

≤ |St−r − Id|L(L(V,D(A2)),L(V,W ))|y′|L(V,L(V,D(A2)))

≤ |St−r − Id|L(D(A2),W )|y′|L(V,L(V,D(A2)))

≤ |S0,t−r|L(D(A),W )|y′|L(V,L(V,D(A2)))

≤MeωT |t− s| |y′|L(V,L(V,D(A2))).

Therefore, we obtain

|Z ′
r|L(V,L(V,W )) = |Φ(r, Y ′

r )|L(V,L(V,W )) ≤MeωT |t− s| |Y ′
r |L(V,L(V,D(A2))),

showing (6.26). �

6.14. Lemma. Let (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T ], L(V,D(A2))) be arbitrary, and let s, t ∈

[0, T ] with s ≤ t be arbitrary. We define the paths Z : [0, s] → L(V,W ) and Z ′ :
[0, s] → L(V, L(V,W )) as

Zr := (St−r − Ss−r)Yr, r ∈ [0, s],

Z ′
r := (St−r − Ss−r)Y

′
r , r ∈ [0, s].

Then we have

(Z,Z ′) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, s], L(V,W )).(6.27)

Furthermore, we have

‖Z ′‖α ≤MeωT
(
T 1−αeωT‖Y ′‖∞ + ‖Y ′‖α

)
|t− s|,(6.28)

‖RZ‖2α ≤MeωT
(
T 1−2αeωT ‖Y ‖∞ + ‖RY ‖2α

)
|t− s|,(6.29)

‖Z‖∞ ≤MeωT‖Y ‖∞|t− s|,(6.30)

‖Z ′‖∞ ≤MeωT‖Y ′‖∞|t− s|.(6.31)

Proof. We define ϕ : [0, s]× L(V,D(A2)) → L(V,W ) as

ϕ(r, y) := Ss−r,t−ry.

Let r ∈ [0, s] be arbitrary. Then we have

ϕ(r, ·) ∈ L(L(V,D(A2)), L(V,W )).

Furthermore, by Corollary 4.5 for each y ∈ L(V,D(A2)) we have

|ϕ(r, y)|L(V,W ) = |(St−r − Ss−r)y|L(V,W )

≤ |St−r − Ss−r|L(D(A2),W )|y|L(V,D(A2))

≤ |Ss−r,t−r|L(D(A),W )|y|L(V,D(A2))

≤MeωT |t− s| |y|L(V,D(A2)),

showing that

|ϕ(r, ·)| ≤MeωT |t− s|.
Furthermore, we obtain

|Zr|L(V,W ) = |ϕ(r, Yr)|L(V,W ) ≤MeωT |t− s| |Yr|L(V,D(A2)),
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showing (6.30). Now, let y ∈ L(V,D(A2)) and q, r ∈ [0, s] be arbitrary. Then by
Corollary 4.9 we have

|ϕ(r, y)− ϕ(q, y)|L(V,W ) = |Ss−r,t−ry − Ss−q,t−qy|L(V,W )

≤Me2ωT |y|L(V,D(A2))|t− s| |r − q|
≤Me2ωT |y|L(V,D(A2))T

1−2α|t− s| |r − q|2α.
Hence, from Proposition 6.10 we obtain (6.27) and (6.28), (6.29). Now, we define
Φ : [0, s]× L(V, L(V,D(A2))) → L(V, L(V,W )) as

Φ(r, y′) := Ss−r,t−ry
′.

Let r ∈ [0, s] be arbitrary. Then by Lemma 6.11 and Corollary 4.5 for each y′ ∈
L(V, L(V,D(A2))) we have

|Φ(r, y′)|L(V,L(V,W )) = |Ss−r,t−ry
′|L(V,L(V,W ))

≤ |Ss−r,t−r|L(L(V,D(A2)),L(V,W ))|y′|L(V,L(V,D(A2)))

≤ |Ss−r,t−r|L(D(A2),W )|y′|L(V,L(V,D(A2)))

≤ |Ss−r,t−r|L(D(A),W )|y′|L(V,L(V,D(A2)))

≤MeωT |t− s| |y′|L(V,L(V,D(A2))).

Therefore, we obtain

|Z ′
r|L(V,L(V,W )) = |Φ(r, Y ′

r )|L(V,L(V,W )) ≤MeωT |t− s| |Y ′
r |L(V,L(V,D(A2))),

showing (6.31). �

7. Regular convolution integrals

In this section we consider regular convolution integrals. We fix α ∈ (0, 12 ] and
a time horizon T ∈ R+. Let X = (X,X) ∈ C α([0, T ], V ) be a rough path with
values in a Banach space V . Furthermore, let A be the generator of a C0-semigroup
(St)t≥0 on a Banach space W . Then there are constants M ≥ 1 and ω ∈ R such
that the estimate (4.1) is satisfied.

7.1. Proposition. Let ξ ∈ D(A) be arbitrary. We define the path Ξ : [0, T ] → W

as Ξt := Stξ for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Then we have

(Ξ, 0) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, T ],W ).

Furthermore, we have

‖Ξ, 0‖X,2α ≤MeωT |ξ|D(A)T
1−2α.

Proof. Let s, t ∈ [0, T ] be arbitrary. Then by Proposition 4.4 we have

|Ξs,t| = |Stξ − Ssξ| ≤MeωT |ξ|D(A)|t− s| ≤MeωT |ξ|D(A)T
1−2α|t− s|2α,

showing that Ξ ∈ C2α([0, T ],W ). Together with Lemma 3.10, this completes the
proof. �

7.2. Lemma. Let Y : [0, T ] → D(A) be measurable and bounded. We define the
path N : [0, T ] →W as

Nt :=

∫ t

0

St−sYs ds, t ∈ [0, T ].

Then we have

|Ns,t| ≤ (1 + T )MeωT‖Y ‖∞|t− s| for all s, t ∈ [0, T ].
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Proof. Let s, t ∈ [0, T ] with s ≤ t be arbitrary. Then we have

Ns,t =

∫ t

0

St−rYr dr −
∫ s

0

Ss−rYr dr

=

∫ t

s

St−rYr dr +

∫ s

0

(St−r − Ss−r)Yr dr.

Therefore, using the estimate (4.1) and Proposition 4.4 we obtain

|Ns,t| ≤
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ t

s

St−rYr dr

∣
∣
∣
∣
+

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ s

0

(St−r − Ss−r)Yr dr

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤
∫ t

s

|St−sYr| dr +
∫ s

0

|St−rYr − Ss−rYr| dr

≤MeωT

∫ t

s

|Yr| dr +MeωT

∫ s

0

|Yr|D(A)|t− s| dr.

≤MeωT‖Y ‖∞|t− s|+MeωTT ‖Y ‖∞|t− s|,

completing the proof. �

7.3. Proposition. Let Y : [0, T ] → D(A) be measurable and bounded. We define
the path N : [0, T ] →W as

Nt :=

∫ t

0

St−sYs ds, t ∈ [0, T ].

Then N is D(A)-valued, we have (N, 0) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T ],W ) and

‖N, 0‖X,2α ≤ (1 + T )MeωT‖Y ‖∞T 1−2α.

Proof. This is a consequence of Lemma 7.2 and Lemma 3.10. �

7.4. Corollary. Let Y, Z : [0, T ] → D(A) be measurable and bounded. We define
the paths N,P : [0, T ] →W as

Nt :=

∫ t

0

St−sYs ds, t ∈ [0, T ],

Pt :=

∫ t

0

St−sZs ds, t ∈ [0, T ].

Then we have (N, 0), (P, 0) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T ],W ) and

‖(N, 0)− (P, 0)‖X,2α ≤ (1 + T )MeωT‖Y − Z‖∞T 1−2α.

Proof. Noting that

Nt − Pt =

∫ t

0

St−s(Ys − Zs) ds, t ∈ [0, T ],

this is an immediate consequence of Proposition 7.3. �

8. Rough convolution integrals

In this section we investigate rough convolution integrals. We fix α ∈ (13 ,
1
2 ] and

a time horizon T ∈ R+. Let X = (X,X) ∈ C α([0, T ], V ) be a rough path with
values in a Banach space V . Furthermore, let A be the generator of a C0-semigroup
(St)t≥0 on a Banach space W . Then there are constants M ≥ 1 and ω ∈ R such
that the estimate (4.1) is satisfied. For what follows, let a controlled rough path
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(Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T ], L(V,D(A2))) be given. According to Proposition 6.12, we can

define the rough convolution M : [0, T ] → W as

Nt :=

∫ t

0

St−sYs dXs, t ∈ [0, T ].

Note that the path N is actually D(A)-valued. We also define the Gubinelli integral
I : [0, T ] → D(A2) as

It :=

∫ t

0

Ys dXs, t ∈ [0, T ].

By Theorem 3.13 we have (I, I ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T ], D(A2)) with I ′ = Y . Furthermore,

for all s, t ∈ [0, T ] with s ≤ t we have

(8.1)

Ns,t − Is,t =

∫ t

0

St−rYr dXr −
∫ s

0

Ss−rYr dXr −
∫ t

s

Yr dXr

=

∫ t

s

St−rYr dXr +

∫ s

0

(St−r − Ss−r)Yr dXr −
∫ t

s

Yr dXr

=

∫ t

s

(St−r − Id)Yr dXr +

∫ s

0

(St−r − Ss−r)Yr dXr.

8.1. Lemma. For all s, t ∈ [0, T ] with s ≤ t we have
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ t

s

(St−r − Id)Yr dXr

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ C
(

‖X‖α
(
‖Y ‖∞ + ‖RY ‖2α

)
+ ‖X‖2α

(
‖Y ′‖∞ + ‖Y ′‖α

))

|t− s|3α,

where the constant C > 0 depends on α, T and M , ω. Moreover, for T ≤ 1 the
constant C does not depend on T .

Proof. We define the paths Z : [s, t] → L(V,W ) and Z ′ : [s, t] → L(V, L(V,W )) as

Zr := (St−r − Id)Yr , r ∈ [s, t],

Z ′
r := (St−r − Id)Y ′

r , t ∈ [s, t].

By Lemma 6.13 we have

(Z,Z ′) ∈ D
2α
X ([s, t], L(V,W ))

as well as

‖Z ′‖α ≤MeωT
(
T 1−α‖Y ′‖∞ + ‖Y ′‖α|t− s|

)
,

‖RZ‖2α ≤MeωT
(
T 1−2α‖Y ‖∞ + ‖RY ‖2α|t− s|

)
,

‖Z‖∞ ≤MeωT ‖Y ‖∞|t− s|,
‖Z ′‖∞ ≤MeωT ‖Y ′‖∞|t− s|.

Furthermore, by Proposition 3.15 we have
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ t

s

Zr dXr

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ C

(
‖X‖α‖RZ‖2α + ‖X‖2α‖Z ′‖α

)
|t− s|3α

+ ‖Z ′‖∞‖X‖2α|t− s|2α + ‖Z‖∞‖X‖α|t− s|α,
where the constant C > 0 depends on α. Moreover, note that α ≤ 1

2 implies
3α ≤ 1 + α. This completes the proof. �

8.2. Corollary. For all s, t ∈ [0, T ] with s ≤ t we have
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ t

s

(St−r − Id)Yr dXr

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ C 9 X 9α 9Y, Y ′ 9X,2α |t− s|3α,
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where the constant C > 0 depends on α, T , X and M , ω. Moreover, for T ≤ 1 the
constant C does not depend on T .

Proof. This is a consequence of Lemma 8.1 and Lemma 3.11 �

8.3. Lemma. For all s, t ∈ [0, T ] with s ≤ t we have
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ s

0

(St−r − Ss−r)Yr dXr

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ C
(

‖X‖α
(
‖Y ‖∞ + ‖RY ‖2α

)
+ ‖X‖2α

(
‖Y ′‖∞ + ‖Y ′‖α

))

|t− s|,

where the constant C > 0 depends on α, T and M , ω. Moreover, for T ≤ 1 the
constant C does not depend on T .

Proof. We define the paths Z : [0, s] → L(V,W ) and Z ′ : [0, s] → L(V, L(V,W )) as

Zr := (St−r − Ss−r)Yr, r ∈ [0, s],

Z ′
r := (St−r − Ss−r)Y

′
r , r ∈ [0, s].

By Lemma 6.14 we have

(Z,Z ′) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, s], L(V,W ))

and

‖Z ′‖α ≤MeωT
(
T 1−αeωT‖Y ′‖∞ + ‖Y ′‖α

)
|t− s|,

‖RZ‖2α ≤MeωT
(
T 1−2αeωT ‖Y ‖∞ + ‖RY ‖2α

)
|t− s|,

‖Z‖∞ ≤MeωT‖Y ‖∞|t− s|,
‖Z ′‖∞ ≤MeωT‖Y ′‖∞|t− s|.

Furthermore, by Proposition 3.15 we have
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ s

0

Zr dXr

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ C

(
‖X‖α‖RZ‖2α + ‖X‖2α‖Z ′‖α

)
|s|3α

+ ‖Z ′‖∞‖X‖2α|s|2α + ‖Z‖∞‖X‖α|s|α,

where the constant C > 0 depends on α. This completes the proof. �

8.4. Corollary. For all s, t ∈ [0, T ] with s ≤ t we have
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ s

0

(St−r − Ss−r)Yr dXr

∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ C 9 X 9α 9Y, Y ′ 9X,2α |t− s|,

where the constant C > 0 depends on α, T , X and M , ω. Moreover, for T ≤ 1 the
constant C does not depend on T .

Proof. This is a consequence of Lemma 8.3 and Lemma 3.11 �

8.5. Corollary. We have

|Ns,t − Is,t| ≤ C 9 X 9α 9Y, Y ′ 9X,2α |t− s|3α, s, t ∈ [0, T ],

where the constant C > 0 depends on α, T , X and M , ω. Moreover, for T ≤ 1 the
constant C does not depend on T .

Proof. Note that α > 1
3 implies 1 < 3α. Therefore, taking into account equation

(8.1), the assertion an immediate consequence Corollaries 8.2, 8.4. �
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8.6. Proposition. Let (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T ], L(V,D(A2))) be arbitrary. We define

the paths N : [0, T ] →W and N ′ : [0, T ] → L(V,W ) as

Nt :=

∫ t

0

St−sYs dXs, t ∈ [0, T ],

N ′
t := Yt, t ∈ [0, T ].

Then N is D(A)-valued and we have

(N,N ′) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, T ],W ).(8.2)

Furthermore, we have

‖N,N ′‖X,2α ≤ C 9 Y, Y ′ 9X,2α (9X 9α +Tα),(8.3)

where the constant C > 0 depends on α, T , X and M , ω. Moreover, for T ≤ 1 the
constant C does not depend on T .

Proof. By Proposition 3.15 we have I ∈ Cα([0, T ],W ), and by Corollary 8.5 we have
N − I ∈ C3α([0, T ],W ). Therefore, it follows that N ∈ Cα([0, T ],W ). Furthermore,
we have N ′ = Y ∈ Cα([0, T ], L(V,W )). Now, let s, t ∈ [0, T ] be arbitrary. Then we
have

RN
s,t = Ns,t −N ′

sXs,t = Ns,t − YsXs,t

= Y ′
sXs,t + (Ns,t − Is,t) + (Is,t − YsXs,t − Y ′

sXs,t).

Furthermore, we have

|Y ′
sXs,t| ≤ ‖Y ′‖∞|Xs,t| ≤ ‖Y ′‖∞‖X‖2α|t− s|2α.

Moreover, by Theorem 3.13 we have

|Is,t − YsXs,t − Y ′
sXs,t| ≤ C

(
‖X‖α‖RY ‖2α + ‖X‖2α‖Y ′‖α

)
|t− s|3α,

where the constant C > 0 depends on α. Therefore, together with Corollary 8.5
we obtain ‖RN‖2α < ∞, proving (8.2). Moreover, by the previous estimates and
Corollary 8.5 we have

‖N,N ′‖X,2α = ‖N ′‖α + ‖RN‖2α = ‖Y ‖α + ‖RN‖2α
≤ ‖Y ‖α + ‖Y ′‖∞‖X‖2α + C 9 X 9α 9Y, Y ′9X,2α

+ C
(
‖X‖α‖RY ‖2α + ‖X‖2α‖Y ′‖α

)
,

where the constant C > 0 depends on α, T , X and M , ω, and does not depend on
T ≤ 1. Hence, using Lemma 3.11 provides (8.3). �

8.7. Corollary. Let (Y, Y ′), (Z,Z ′) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, T ], L(V,D(A2))) be arbitrary. We

define the paths N,P : [0, T ] →W as

Nt :=

∫ t

0

St−sYs dXs, t ∈ [0, T ],

Pt :=

∫ t

0

St−sZs dXs, t ∈ [0, T ].

Then we have

(N, Y ), (P,Z) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, T ],W ).

Furthermore, for T ≤ 1 we have

‖(N, Y )− (P,Z)‖X,2α ≤ C 9 (Y, Y ′)− (Z,Z ′) 9X,2α (9X 9α +Tα),

where the constant C > 0 depends on α, X and M , ω.
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Proof. Noting that

Nt − Pt =

∫ t

0

St−s(Ys − Zs) dXs, t ∈ [0, T ],

the result follows from Proposition 8.6. �

9. Rough partial differential equations

In this section we deal with rough partial differential equations. Let V,W be
Banach spaces, and let A be the generator of a C0-semigroup (St)t≥0 on W . Then
there are constants M ≥ 1 and ω ∈ R such that the estimate (4.1) is satisfied. We
fix a time horizon T ∈ R+. Consider the rough partial differential equation (RPDE)

{
dYt = (AYt + f0(t, Yt))dt+ f(t, Yt)dXt

Y0 = ξ
(9.1)

with a rough path X = (X,X) ∈ C α([0, T ], V ) for some index α ∈ (13 ,
1
2 ], and

appropriate mappings f0 : [0, T ]×W →W and f : [0, T ]×W → L(V,W )).

9.1. Solution concepts

In this subsection we introduce the required solution concepts. Let X = (X,X) ∈
C α([0, T ], V ) be a rough path for some index α ∈ (13 ,

1
2 ].

9.1. Definition. Suppose that f0 ∈ Lip([0, T ] × W,W ) and f ∈ C
2α,2
b ([0, T ] ×

W,L(V,W )). Furthermore, let ξ ∈ D(A) be arbitrary. A path (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T0],W )

for some T0 ∈ (0, T ] is called a local strong solution to the RPDE (9.1) with Y0 = ξ

if Y ∈ D(A), the path AY : [0, T ] →W is bounded, and we have Y ′ = f(Y ) as well
as

Yt = ξ +

∫ t

0

(
AYs + f0(s, Ys)

)
ds+

∫ t

0

f(s, Ys) dXs, t ∈ [0, T0].(9.2)

If we can choose T0 = T , then we also call (Y, Y ′) a (global) strong solution to the
RPDE (9.1) with Y0 = ξ.

9.2. Remark. Note that the right-hand side of (9.2) is well-defined. Indeed, let
(Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α

X ([0, T0],W ) for some T0 ∈ (0, T ] be arbitrary. We define the paths
B(Y ),Φ(Y ) : [0, T0] →W as

B(Y )t :=

∫ t

0

(
AYs + f0(s, Ys)

)
ds,(9.3)

Φ(Y )t :=

∫ t

0

f(s, Ys) dXs.(9.4)

By assumption, the path AY : [0, T0] → W is bounded. Furthermore, the path
f0(Y ) : [0, T0] → W is continuous, and hence bounded. Therefore, by Proposition
7.3 (applied with St = Id for all t ≥ 0) it follows that

(B(Y ), 0) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, T0],W ).

Moreover, by Proposition 6.4 we have

(f(Y ), f(Y )′) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, T0], L(V,W )),

and hence by Proposition 8.6 (applied with St = Id for all t ≥ 0) it follows that

(Φ(Y ), f(Y )) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, T0],W ).

Consequently, the right-hand side of (9.2) is an element of Cα([0, T0],W ).



28 STEFAN TAPPE

9.3. Definition. Suppose that f0 ∈ Lip([0, T ] ×W,D(A)) and f ∈ C
2α,2
b ([0, T ] ×

W,L(V,D(A2))). Furthermore, let ξ ∈ D(A) be arbitrary. A path (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T0],W )

for some T0 ∈ (0, T ] is called a local mild solution to the RPDE (9.1) with Y0 = ξ

if Y ′ = f(Y ) and

Yt = Stξ +

∫ t

0

St−sf0(s, Ys) ds+

∫ t

0

St−sf(s, Ys) dXs, t ∈ [0, T0].(9.5)

If we can choose T0 = T , then we also call (Y, Y ′) a (global) mild solution to the
RPDE (9.1) with Y0 = ξ.

9.4. Remark. Note that the right-hand side of (9.5) is well-defined. Indeed, let
(Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α

X ([0, T0],W ) for some T0 ∈ (0, T ] be arbitrary. We define the paths
Ξ,Γ(Y ),Ψ(Y ) : [0, T0] →W as

Ξt := Stξ,(9.6)

Γ(Y )t :=

∫ t

0

St−sf0(s, Ys) ds,(9.7)

Ψ(Y )t :=

∫ t

0

St−sf(s, Ys) dXs.(9.8)

The path Ξ is D(A)-valued, and by Proposition 7.1 we have

(Ξ, 0) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, T0],W ).

Furthermore, the path f0(Y ) : [0, T0] → D(A) is continuous, and hence bounded.
Therefore, by Proposition 7.3 it follows that Γ(Y ) is D(A)-valued and

(Γ(Y ), 0) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, T0],W ).

Moreover, by Proposition 6.4 we have

(f(Y ), f(Y )′) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, T0], L(V,D(A2))),

and hence by Proposition 8.6 it follows that Ψ(Y ) is D(A)-valued and

(Ψ(Y ), f(Y )) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, T0],W ).

Consequently, the right-hand side of (9.5) is an element of Cα([0, T0],W ), and we
obtain that the path Y is D(A)-valued.

9.5. Remark. Suppose that f0 ∈ Lip([0, T ] × W,D(A)) and f ∈ C
2α,2
b ([0, T ] ×

W,L(V,D(A2))). Furthermore, let ξ ∈ D(A) be arbitrary, and let (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T0],W )

be a local mild solution to the RPDE (9.1) with Y0 = ξ for some T0 ∈ (0, T ]. Then
we have Y ′ = f(Y ), and hence

f(Y )′ = Df(Y )Y ′ = Df(Y )f(Y ),

where Df(Y )f(Y ) : [0, T0] → L(V, L(V,D(A2))) denotes the path

Df(Y )f(Y )t := Dyf(t, Yt)f(t, Yt), t ∈ [0, T0].

In view of the upcoming result, recall that according to Remark 9.4 for every
local mild solution (Y, Y ′) to the RPDE (9.1) we have Y ∈ D(A).

9.6. Proposition. Suppose that f0 ∈ Lip([0, T ]×W,D(A)) and f ∈ C
2α,2
b ([0, T ]×

W,L(V,D(A2))). Let ξ ∈ D(A) be arbitrary, and let (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T0],W ) be a

local mild solution to the RPDE (9.1) with Y0 = ξ for some T0 ∈ (0, T ] such that
the path AY : [0, T0] → W is bounded. Then (Y, Y ′) is also a local strong solution
to the RPDE (9.1) with Y0 = ξ.
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Proof. Let t ∈ [0, T0] be arbitrary. By Lemma 4.1 we have

Stξ − ξ =

∫ t

0

ASsξ ds.

Furthermore, by Lemma 4.1 and Fubini’s theorem we have

∫ t

0

(
St−sf0(s, Ys)− f0(s, Ys)

)
ds =

∫ t

0

(∫ t−s

0

ASuf0(s, Ys)du

)

ds

=

∫ t

0

(∫ t

u

ASs−uf0(u, Yu)ds

)

du =

∫ t

0

(∫ s

0

ASs−uf0(u, Yu)du

)

ds

=

∫ t

0

A

(∫ s

0

Ss−uf0(u, Yu)du

)

ds.

For the upcoming calculation we would like to use the Rough Fubini (Proposition
3.16). In order to verify that the required conditions are fulfilled, let us define
the mapping Z : [0, t] → D

2α
X ([0, t],W ) as follows. We fix s ∈ [0, t] and define

Z(s) : [0, t] →W as

Z(s)u := ASs−uf(u, Yu)1[0,s](u), u ∈ [0, t].

Restricting the controlled rough path to the interval [0, s] we have

(Y, Y ′) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, s],W ).

By Proposition 6.4 we have

(f(Y ), f(Y )′) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, s], L(V,D(A2)))

and the estimate

9f(Y ), f(Y )′9X,2α ≤ C
(
1 + 9Y, Y ′ 92

X,2α

)
,

where the constant C > 0 depends on α, T , X and ‖f‖C2α,2
b

. Consider the mapping

ϕs : [0, s]× L(V,D(A2)) → L(V,D(A)) given by

ϕs(u, y) = Ss−uy.

Taking into account Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3, by Proposition 6.12 we have

(ϕs(f(Y )), ϕs(f(Y ))′) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, s], L(V,D(A)))

and the estimate

9ϕs(f(Y )), ϕs(f(Y ))′9X,2α ≤ C 9 f(Y ), f(Y )′9X,2α,

where the constant C > 0 depends on α, T , X and M , ω. Moreover, taking into
account Lemma 6.11, by Proposition 6.5 we have

(Z,Z ′) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, s], L(V,W ))

and the estimate

9Z,Z ′9X,2α ≤ |A| 9 ϕs(f(Y )), ϕs(f(Y ))′9X,2α,

where A is regarded as a continuous linear operatorA ∈ L(D(A),W ). Consequently,
the mapping

[0, t] → R+, u 7→ |Z(s)0|+ ‖Z(s), Z(s)′‖X,2α
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is bounded. Therefore, we may apply the Rough Fubini (Proposition 3.16), which,
together with Lemma 4.1 gives us

∫ t

0

(
St−sf(s, Ys)− f(s, Ys)

)
dXs =

∫ t

0

(∫ t−s

0

ASuf(s, Ys)du

)

dXs

=

∫ t

0

(∫ t

u

ASs−uf(u, Yu)ds

)

dXu =

∫ t

0

(∫ s

0

ASs−uf(u,Xu)dXu

)

ds

=

∫ t

0

A

(∫ s

0

Ss−uf(u,Xu)dXu

)

ds.

Since Y is a local mild solution to the RPDE (9.1) with Y0 = ξ, we have

Yt = Stξ +

∫ t

0

St−sf0(s, Ys)ds+

∫ t

0

St−sf(s, Ys)dXs

= ξ +

∫ t

0

f0(s, Ys)ds+

∫ t

0

f(s, Ys)dXs

+ (Stξ − ξ) +

∫ t

0

(St−sf0(s, Ys)− f0(s, Ys))ds

+

∫ t

0

(St−sf(s, Ys)− f(s, Ys))dXs,

and hence, combining the latter identities, we obtain

Yt = ξ +

∫ t

0

f0(s, Ys)ds+

∫ t

0

f(s, Ys)dXs

+

∫ t

0

ASsξ ds+

∫ t

0

A

(∫ s

0

Ss−uf0(u, Yu)du

)

ds

+

∫ t

0

A

(∫ s

0

Ss−uf(u, Yu)dXu

)

ds,

which implies

Yt = ξ +

∫ t

0

f0(s, Ys)ds+

∫ t

0

f(s, Ys)dXs

+

∫ t

0

A

(

Ssξ +

∫ s

0

Ss−uf0(u, Yu)du+

∫ s

0

Ss−uf(u, Yu)dXu

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=Ys

ds

= ξ +

∫ t

0

(
AYs + f0(s, Ys)

)
ds+

∫ t

0

f(s, Ys)dXs.

This proves that Y is also a local strong solution to the RPDE (9.1) with Y0 = ξ. �

9.2. The space for the fixed point problem

Note that equation (9.5) may be regarded as a fixed point problem. In this sub-
section we will analyze the space for this fixed point problem. Let X = (X,X) ∈
C α([0, T ], V ) be a rough path for some index α ∈ (13 ,

1
2 ]. Furthermore, let f0 ∈

Lip([0, T ] × W,D(A)) and f ∈ C
2α,3
b ([0, T ] × W,L(V,D(A2))) be arbitrary. We

also fix an initial condition ξ ∈ D(A). For every t ∈ [0, T ] we define the subset
Bt ⊂ D2α

X ([0, t],W ) as

Bt := {(Y, Y ′) ∈ D
2α
X ([0, t],W ) : Y0 = ξ, Y ′

0 = f(0, ξ), ‖Y, Y ′‖X,2α;[0,t] ≤ 1}.

9.7. Lemma. For each t ∈ [0, T ] the set Bt equipped with the metric

d
(
(Y, Y ′), (Z,Z ′)

)
:= ‖(Y, Y ′)− (Z,Z ′)‖X,2α;[0,t], (Y, Y ′), (Z,Z ′) ∈ Bt
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is a complete metric space.

Proof. The space D2α
X ([0, t],W ) equipped with the norm 9 ·9X,2α;[0,t] is a Banach

space, and hence a complete metric space. Furthermore, for all (Y, Y ′), (Z,Z ′) ∈ Bt

we have

d
(
(Y, Y ′), (Z,Z ′)

)
= ‖Y − Z, Y ′ − Z ′‖X,2α;[0,t]

= |Y0 − Z0|+ |Y ′
0 − Z ′

0|+ ‖Y − Z, Y ′ − Z ′‖X,2α;[0,t]

= 9Y − Z, Y ′ − Z ′ 9X,2α;[0,t] .

Moreover, the set Bt is a closed subset of D2α
X ([0, t],W ), completing the proof. �

For t ∈ [0, T ] we define the mapping Φt : D2α
X ([0, t],W ) → D2α

X ([0, t],W ) as

Φt(Y, Y
′) := Ξ + Γ(Y ) + Ψ(Y ),(9.9)

where the paths Ξ,Γ(Y ),Ψ(Y ) : [0, t] → W are defined according to (9.6)–(9.8).
Note that the mapping Φt is well-defined due to Remark 9.4.

9.8. Proposition. For all t ∈ [0, T ] with t ≤ 1 and all (Y, Y ′) ∈ Bt we have

‖Φt(Y, Y
′)‖X,2α;[0,t] ≤ C(1 + |ξ|D(A))t

1−2α + C(9X 9α;[0,t] +t
α),

where the constant C > 0 depends on α, X, ‖f0‖Lip, ‖f‖C2α,2
b

and M , ω.

Proof. For convenience of notation, we will skip the subscript [0, t] in the following
calculations. Note that

‖Φt(Y, Y
′)‖X,2α ≤ ‖Ξ, 0‖X,2α + ‖Γ(Y ), 0‖X,2α + ‖Ψ(Y ), f(Y )‖X,2α.

By Proposition 7.1 we have

‖Ξ, 0‖X,2α ≤Meω|ξ|D(A)t
1−2α.

Moreover, by Proposition 7.3 we have

‖Γ(Y ), 0‖X,2α ≤ 2Meω‖f0(Y )‖∞t1−2α.

Noting that Y0 = ξ, Y ′
0 = f(0, ξ) and ‖Y, Y ′‖X,2α ≤ 1, by Lemma 5.3 and Lemma

3.11 we obtain

‖f0(Y )‖∞ ≤ ‖f0‖Lip(1 + ‖Y ‖∞)

≤ ‖f0‖Lip
(
1 + 9Y, Y ′ 9X,2α (9X 9α +2)

)

≤ ‖f0‖Lip
(
1 + (|ξ|+ |f(0, ξ)|+ 1)(9X 9α +2)

)

≤ ‖f0‖Lip
(
1 + (|ξ|+ ‖f‖C2α,2

b
+ 1)(9X 9α +2)

)
.

Moreover, noting that Y0 = ξ, Y ′
0 = f(0, ξ) and ‖Y, Y ′‖X,2α ≤ 1, by Proposition

8.6 and Proposition 6.4 we have

‖Ψ(Y ), f(Y )‖X,2α ≤ C 9 f(Y ), f(Y )′ 9X,2α (9X 9α +tα)

= C(|f(0, ξ)|+ |f(Y ), f(Y )′|X,2α)(9X 9α +tα)

. C
(
1 + |Y, Y ′|2X,2α

)
(9X 9α +tα)

. C
(
1 + (|f(0, ξ)|+ 1)2

)
(9X 9α;[0,t] +t

α)

. C(9X 9α +tα),

where the constant C > 0, which changes from line to line, depends on α, X,
‖f‖C2α,2

b
and M , ω. This completes the proof. �
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9.9. Proposition. For all t ∈ [0, T ] with t ≤ 1 and all (Y, Y ′), (Z,Z ′) ∈ Bt we have

‖Φt(Y, Y
′)− Φt(Z,Z

′)‖X,2α;[0,t] ≤ C‖(Y, Y ′)− (Z,Z ′)‖X,2α;[0,t]

×
(

9 X 9α;[0,t] +t
α + t1−2α

)
,

where the constant C > 0 depends on α, X, ‖f0‖Lip, ‖f‖C2α,3
b

and M , ω.

Proof. For convenience of notation, we will skip the subscript [0, t] in the following
calculations. Note that

‖Φ(Y, Y ′)− Φ(Z,Z ′)‖X,2α ≤ ‖(Γ(Y ), 0)− (Γ(Z), 0)‖X,2α

+ ‖(Ψ(Y ), f(Y ))− (Ψ(Z), f(Z))‖X,2α.

By Corollary 7.4 we have

‖(Γ(Y ), 0)− (Γ(Z), 0)‖X,2α ≤ 2Meω‖f0(Y )− f0(Z)‖∞t1−2α.

Furthermore, noting that Y0 = Z0 and Y ′
0 = Z ′

0, by Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 3.11
we obtain

‖f0(Y )− f0(Z)‖∞ ≤ ‖f0‖Lip‖Y − Z‖∞
≤ ‖f0‖Lip‖(Y, Y ′)− (Z,Z ′)‖X,2α(9X 9α +2).

Moreover, by Corollary 8.7 and Proposition 6.9 we have

‖(Ψ(Y ), f(Y ))− (Ψ(Z), f(Z))‖X,2α

≤ C 9 (f(Y ), f(Y )′)− (f(Z), f(Z)′) 9X,2α (9X 9α +tα)

. C(1 + |Y, Y ′|2X,2α + |Z,Z ′|2X,2α)

× 9(Y, Y ′)− (Z,Z ′) 9X,2α (9X 9α +tα),

where the constant C > 0, which changes from line to line, depends on α, X,
‖f‖C2α,3

b
and M , ω. Now, noting that Y0 = Z0 = ξ, Y ′

0 = Z ′
0 = f(0, ξ) and

‖Y, Y ′‖X,2α, ‖Z,Z ′‖X,2α ≤ 1, we obtain

|Y, Y ′|X,2α = |f(0, ξ)|+ ‖Y, Y ′‖X,2α ≤ ‖f‖C2α,3
b

+ 1,

|Z,Z ′|X,2α = |f(0, ξ)|+ ‖Z,Z ′‖X,2α ≤ ‖f‖C2α,3
b

+ 1.

Consequently, noting again that Y0 = Z0 and Y ′
0 = Z ′

0 we have

9(Y, Y ′)− (Z,Z ′)9X,2α = ‖(Y, Y ′)− (Z,Z ′)‖X,2α,

concluding the proof. �

9.3. Auxiliary results

In this subsection we derive auxiliary results which are required in order to establish
existence and uniqueness of local mild solutions for the RPDE (9.1). Let f0 ∈
Lip([0, T ]×W,D(A)) and f ∈ C

2α,2
b ([0, T ]×W,L(V,D(A2))) be arbitrary.

9.10. Lemma. Let X = (X,X) ∈ C
α([0, T ], V ) be a rough path for some index

α ∈ (13 ,
1
2 ]. Furthermore, let ξ ∈ D(A) be arbitrary, and let (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α

X ([0, T0],W )
be a local mild solution to the RPDE (9.1) with Y0 = ξ for some T0 ∈ (0, T ]. Then
we have

‖f(Y )′‖α ≤ C(1 + ‖Y ‖α),

where the constant C > 0 depends on α, T and ‖f‖C2α,2
b

.
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Proof. By Proposition 6.4 we have

‖f(Y )‖α ≤ ‖f‖C2α,2
b

(‖Y ‖α + Tα).

Therefore, by Proposition 6.4 and Remark 9.5 we obtain

‖f(Y )′‖α ≤ ‖f‖C2α,2
b

(
‖f(Y )‖α + ‖Y ‖α‖f(Y )‖∞ + Tα‖f(Y )‖∞

)

≤ ‖f‖C2α,2
b

(
‖f‖C2α,2

b
(‖Y ‖α + Tα) + ‖Y ‖α‖f‖C2α,2

b
+ Tα‖f‖C2α,2

b

)
,

completing the proof. �

9.11. Lemma. Let X = (X,X) ∈ C α([0, T ], V ) be a rough path for some index
α ∈ (13 ,

1
2 ]. Furthermore, let ξ ∈ D(A) be arbitrary, and let (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α

X ([0, T0],W )
be a local mild solution to the RPDE (9.1) with Y0 = ξ for some T0 ∈ (0, T ]. Let
s, t ∈ [0, T0] with s ≤ t be arbitrary, and define the interval I := [s, t]. Then we have

|RY
s,t| ≤ C

(

1 + ‖Y ‖α;I + ‖X‖α;I(1 + ‖Rf(Y )‖2α;I) + ‖X‖2α;I(1 + ‖Y ‖α;I)
)

|t− s|
+ C|Xs,t|,

where the constant C > 0 depends on ξ, α, T , ‖f0‖Lip, ‖f‖C2α,2
b

and M , ω.

Proof. For convenience of notation, we will skip the subscript I in the following
calculations. By equation (8.1) we have

Ys,t = Ss,tξ + Γ(Y )s,t +

∫ t

s

(St−r − Id)f(Yr) dXr

+

∫ s

0

(St−r − Ss−r)f(Yr) dXr +

∫ t

s

f(Yr) dXr,

where the path Γ(Y ) : [0, T0] → W is defined according to (9.7). Therefore, by
Remark 9.5 we have

|RY
s,t| = |Ys,t − Y ′

sXs,t| = |Ys,t − f(Ys)Xs,t|

≤ |Ss,tξ|+ |Γ(Y )s,t|+
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ t

s

(St−r − Id)f(Yr) dXr

∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ s

0

(St−r − Ss−r)f(Yr) dXr

∣
∣
∣
∣

+

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ t

s

f(Yr) dXr − f(Ys)Xs,t −Df(Ys)f(Ys)Xs,t

∣
∣
∣
∣

+ |Df(Ys)f(Ys)Xs,t|.
By Proposition 4.4 we have

|Ss,tξ| ≤MeωT |ξ|D(A)|t− s|,
and by Lemma 7.2 and Lemma 5.3 we have

|Γ(Y )s,t| ≤ (1 + T )MeωT‖f0(Y )‖∞|t− s|
≤ (1 + T )MeωT‖f0‖Lip(1 + ‖Y ‖∞)|t− s|
≤ (1 + T )MeωT‖f0‖Lip(1 + |Y0|+ ‖Y ‖αTα)|t− s|
≤ (1 + T )MeωT‖f0‖Lip(1 + |ξ|+ ‖Y ‖αTα)|t− s|.

Furthermore, by Lemma 8.1 we have
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ t

s

(St−r − Id)f(Yr) dXr

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ C
(

‖X‖α
(
‖f(Y )‖∞ + ‖Rf(Y )‖2α

)
+ ‖X‖2α

(
‖f(Y )′‖∞ + ‖f(Y )′‖α

))

|t− s|3α,
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where the constant C > 0 depends on α, T and M , ω. Similarly, by Lemma 8.3 we
have

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ s

0

(St−r − Ss−r)f(Yr) dXr

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ C
(

‖X‖α
(
‖f(Y )‖∞ + ‖Rf(Y )‖2α

)
+ ‖X‖2α

(
‖f(Y )′‖∞ + ‖f(Y )′‖α

))

|t− s|,

where the constant C > 0 depends on α, T and M , ω. Furthermore, by Theorem
3.13 and Remark 9.5 we have

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ t

s

f(Yr) dXr − f(Ys)Xs,t −Df(Ys)f(Ys)Xs,t

∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ C
(
‖X‖α‖Rf(Y )‖2α + ‖X‖2α‖f(Y )′‖α

)
|t− s|3α,

where the constant C > 0 depends on α. Moreover, we have

|Df(Ys)f(Ys)Xs,t| ≤ |Df(Ys)| |f(Ys)| |Xs,t| ≤ ‖f‖2
C2α,2

b

|Xs,t|.

Noting that α > 1
3 , which implies 3α > 1, using Lemma 9.10 the proof is complete.

�

9.12. Lemma. Let β ∈ (13 ,
1
2 ] be arbitrary. We choose α ∈ (13 , β) such that β ≤ 3

2α,
and let

X = (X,X) ∈ C
β([0, T ], V ) ⊂ C

α([0, T ], V )

be a rough path. Furthermore, let ξ ∈ D(A) be arbitrary, and let (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T0],W )

be a local mild solution to the RPDE (9.1) with Y0 = ξ for some T0 ∈ (0, T ]. Then

we even have (Y, Y ′) ∈ D
2β
X ([0, T0],W ).

Proof. Let s, t ∈ [0, T0] be arbitrary. Since β ≤ 3
2α < 2α, we have

|Ys,t| = |Y ′
sXs,t +RY

s,t| ≤ ‖Y ′‖∞|Xs,t|+ |RY
s,t|

≤ ‖Y ′‖∞‖X‖β|t− s|β + ‖RY ‖2α|t− s|2α

≤ ‖Y ′‖∞‖X‖β|t− s|β + ‖RY ‖2α|t− s|β ,

showing that Y ∈ Cβ([0, T0],W ). Furthermore, from Remark 9.5 and Proposition
6.3 we obtain

Y ′ = f(Y ) ∈ Cβ([0, T0], L(V,D(A2))) ⊂ Cβ([0, T0], L(V,W )).

Moreover, noting that 2β ≤ 1, by Lemma 9.11 we have

|RY
s,t| ≤ C

(

1 + ‖Y ‖α;I + ‖X‖α;I(1 + ‖Rf(Y )‖2α;I) + ‖X‖2α;I(1 + ‖Y ‖α;I)
)

|t− s|
+ C|Xs,t|

≤ C
(

1 + ‖Y ‖α;I + ‖X‖α;I(1 + ‖Rf(Y )‖2α;I) + ‖X‖2α;I(1 + ‖Y ‖α;I)
)

T 1−2β|t− s|2β

+ C‖X‖2β|t− s|2β ,

where the constant C > 0 depends on ξ, α, T , ‖f0‖, ‖f‖C2α,2
b

and M , ω. This shows

‖RY ‖2β <∞, completing the proof. �

9.4. Existence and uniqueness of local mild solutions

In this subsection we present a result concerning existence and uniqueness of local
mild solutions to the RPDE (9.1).
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9.13. Theorem. Let X = (X,X) ∈ C β([0, T ], V ) be a rough path for some index

β ∈ (13 ,
1
2 ], and let f0 ∈ Lip([0, T ]×W,D(A)) and f ∈ C

2β,3
b ([0, T ]×W,L(V,D(A2)))

be mappings. Then for every ξ ∈ D(A) there exist T0 ∈ (0, T ] and a unique local

mild solution (Y, Y ′) ∈ D
2β
X ([0, T0],W ) to the RPDE (9.1) with Y0 = ξ.

Proof. We choose α ∈ (13 , β) such that β ≤ 3
2α. Since α < β, we also have

X ∈ C α([0, T ], V ). For t ∈ [0, T ] we define the mapping Φt : D2α
X ([0, t],W ) →

D2α
X ([0, t],W ) according to (9.9). By Propositions 9.8, 9.9 and Lemma 3.4, for ev-

ery t ∈ [0, T ] with t ≤ 1 and all (Y, Y ′), (Z,Z ′) ∈ Bt we have

‖Φt(Y, Y
′)‖X,2α;[0,t] ≤ C(1 + |ξ|D(A))t

1−2α

+ C
(
‖X‖β,[0,t]tβ−α + ‖X‖2β,[0,t]t2(β−α) + tα

)
,

‖Φ(Y, Y ′)− Φ(Z,Z ′)‖X,2α;[0,t] ≤ C 9 (Y, Y ′)− (Z,Z ′)9X,2α,[0,t]
(
‖X‖β,[0,t]tβ−α + ‖X‖2β,[0,t]t2(β−α) + tα + t1−2α

)
,

where the constant C > 0 depends on α, X, ‖f0‖Lip, ‖f‖C2α,3
b

and M , ω. We choose

T0 ∈ (0, T ] with T0 ≤ 1 small enough such that

C(1 + |ξ|D(A))T
1−2α
0 + C

(
‖X‖β,[0,T0]T

β−α
0 + ‖X‖2β,[0,T0]T

2(β−α)
0 + Tα

0

)
≤ 1,

C
(
‖X‖β,[0,T0]T

β−α
0 + ‖X‖2β,[0,t]T 2(β−α)

0 + Tα
0 + T 1−2α

0

)
≤ 1

2
.

Then ΦT0 is a contraction, and by the Banach fixed point theorem there is a unique
mild solution (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α

X ([0, T0],W ) to the RPDE (9.1) with Y0 = ξ. Now,
applying Lemma 9.12 completes the proof. �

9.5. Further auxiliary results

In this subsection we derive further auxiliary results which are required in order to
establish existence and uniqueness of global mild solutions for the RPDE (9.1).

9.14. Proposition. Let X = (X,X) ∈ C α([0, T ], V ) be a rough path for some index

α ∈ (13 ,
1
2 ), let f0 ∈ Lip([0, T ]×W,D(A)) and f ∈ C

2α,2
b ([0, T ] ×W,L(V,D(A2)))

be mappings, and let ξ ∈ D(A) be arbitrary. Then there exists a constant K > 0,
depending on ξ, α, T , X, ‖f0‖Lip, ‖f‖C2α,2

b
and M , ω, such that for every mild

solution (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α
X ([0, T ],W ) to the RPDE (9.1) with Y0 = ξ we have

|Yt| ≤ K for all t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. Let s, t ∈ [0, T ] with s ≤ t be arbitrary, and define the interval I := [s, t].
By Lemma 9.11 we have

|RY
s,t| ≤ C

(

1 + ‖Y ‖α;I + ‖X‖α;I(1 + ‖Rf(Y )‖2α;I) + ‖X‖2α;I(1 + ‖Y ‖α;I)
)

|t− s|

+ C‖X‖α;I |t− s|2α,
where the constant C > 0 depends on ξ, α, T , ‖f0‖Lip, ‖f‖C2α,2

b
and M , ω. We set

β := 1−2α. Since α < 1
2 , we have β > 0. Furthermore, let h > 0 be arbitrary. Then

we have
(9.10)
‖RY ‖2α;h ≤ C‖X‖α;h

+ C
(

1 + ‖Y ‖α;h + ‖X‖α;h(1 + ‖Rf(Y )‖2α;h) + ‖X‖2α;h(1 + ‖Y ‖α;h)
)

hβ.

By Proposition 6.4 we have

‖Rf(Y )‖2α;I ≤ ‖f‖C2α,2
b

(

1 +
1

2
‖Y ‖2α;I + ‖RY ‖2α;I

)

,
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and hence

‖Rf(Y )‖2α;h ≤ ‖f‖C2α,2
b

(
1 + ‖Y ‖2α;h + ‖RY ‖2α;h

)
.(9.11)

Therefore, combining (9.10) and (9.11), there is a constant c1 > 0, only depending
on α, T and ‖f‖C2α,2

b
, such that

‖RY ‖2α;h ≤ c1‖X‖α;h
+ c1

(

1 + ‖Y ‖α;h + ‖X‖α;h(1 + ‖Y ‖2α;h + ‖RY ‖2α;h) + ‖X‖2α;h(1 + ‖Y ‖α;h)
)

hβ .

Thus, there is a constant c2 > 0, only depending on α, T and ‖f‖C2α,2
b

, such that

for all h ∈ (0, 1] we obtain

(9.12)
‖RY ‖2α;h ≤ c2

(
‖X‖α;h + ‖X‖2α;h + 1

)
+ c2‖X‖α;hhβ‖Y ‖2α;h

+ c2‖X‖α;hhβ‖RY ‖2α;h + c2
(
‖X‖2α;h + 1

)
hβ‖Y ‖α;h.

Now we consider h ∈ (0, 1] so small such that

c2‖X‖αhβ ≤ 1

2
and c2

(
‖X‖α + ‖X‖2α + 1

)1/2
hβ ≤ 1

2
.(9.13)

Then by (9.12) and (9.13) we have

‖RY ‖2α;h ≤ c2
(
‖X‖α;h + ‖X‖2α;h + 1

)
+

1

2
‖Y ‖2α;h +

1

2
‖RY ‖2α;h

+
1

2

(
‖X‖2α;h + 1

)1/2‖Y ‖α;h.

Therefore, using the elementary inequality xy ≤ x2

2 + y2

2 , x, y ∈ R we obtain
(9.14)

‖RY ‖2α;h ≤ 2c2
(
‖X‖α;h + ‖X‖2α;h + 1

)
+ ‖Y ‖2α;h +

(
‖X‖2α;h + 1

)1/2‖Y ‖α;h

≤ c3
(
‖X‖α;h + ‖X‖2α;h + 1

)
+

3

2
‖Y ‖2α;h

with a constant c3 > 0, only depending on α, T and ‖f‖C2α,2
b

. On the other hand,

since Ys,t = f(Ys)Xs,t +RY
s,t, we have

|Yt − Ys| ≤ |f(Ys)Xs,t|+ |RY
s,t| ≤ ‖f‖C2α,2

b
‖X‖α|t− s|α + ‖RY ‖2α|t− s|2α,

and hence

‖Y ‖α;h ≤ C
(
‖X‖α;h + ‖RY ‖2α;hhα

)
,

where the constant C > 0 depends on ‖f‖C2α,2
b

. Note that β < α. Indeed, since

3α > 1, we have β = 1− 2α < 3α− 2α = α. Therefore, we have

‖Y ‖α;h ≤ C
(
‖X‖α;h + ‖RY ‖2α;hhβ

)
.

Thus, using (9.14) and (9.13) we obtain

‖Y ‖α;h ≤ c4‖X‖α;h + c4
(
‖X‖α;h + ‖X‖2α;h + 1

)
hβ + c4‖Y ‖2α,hhβ

≤ c4‖X‖α;h + c5
(
‖X‖α;h + ‖X‖2α;h + 1

)1/2
+ c4‖Y ‖2α,hhβ

with constants c4, c5 > 0, only depending on α, T and ‖f‖C2α,2
b

. Hence, multiplying

this inequality with c4h
β we have

c4‖Y ‖α;hhβ ≤ c6(9X 9α +1)hβ + (c4‖Y ‖α,hhβ)2,
where c6 := c4 + c5. Now, we set

ψh := c4‖Y ‖α;hhβ and λh := c6(9X 9α +1)hβ.
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Then we have

ψh ≤ λh + ψ2
h.

Now, literally the same argumentation as in the proof of [8, Prop. 8.2] shows the
existence of a constant N > 0, depending on α, T , X, ‖f0‖Lip, ‖f‖C2α,2

b
and M , ω,

such that ‖Y ‖α ≤ N . Consequently, setting K := |ξ| + NTα, we obtain ‖Y ‖∞ ≤
|Y0|+ ‖Y ‖αTα ≤ K, completing the proof. �

The following auxiliary result shows how two local mild solutions of the RPDE
(9.1) can be concatenated.

9.15. Lemma. Let X = (X,X) ∈ C α([0, T ], V ) be a rough path for some index

α ∈ (13 ,
1
2 ], and let f0 ∈ Lip([0, T ]×W,D(A)) and f ∈ C

2α,2
b ([0, T ]×W,L(V,D(A2)))

be mappings. Moreover, let 0 ≤ q ≤ r ≤ s ≤ T and ξ ∈ D(A) be arbitrary. Let
(Y (q, r, ξ), Y (q, r, ξ)′) ∈ D2α

X ([q, r],W ) be a solution to the equation Y (q, r, ξ)′ =
f(Y (q, r, ξ)) and

(9.15)

Y (q, r, ξ)t = St−qξ +

∫ t

q

St−uf0(u, Y (q, r, ξ)u) du

+

∫ t

q

St−uf(u, Y (q, r, ξ)u) dXu t ∈ [q, r].

Furthermore, we set η := Y (q, r, ξ)r and let (Y (r, s, η), Y (r, s, η)′) ∈ D2α
X ([r, s],W )

be a solution to the equation Y (r, s, η)′ = f(Y (r, s, η)) and

(9.16)

Y (r, s, η)t = St−rη +

∫ t

r

St−uf0(u, Y (r, s, η)u) du

+

∫ t

r

St−uf(u, Y (r, s, η)u) dXu, t ∈ [r, s].

We define the concatenated path Y (q, s, ξ) : [q, s] →W as

Y (q, s, ξ)t :=

{

Y (q, r, ξ)t, t ∈ [q, r],

Y (r, s, η)t, t ∈ [r, s],

and we define the concatenated path Y (q, s, ξ)′ : [q, s] → L(V,W ) as

Y (q, s, ξ)′t :=

{

Y (q, r, ξ)′t, t ∈ [q, r],

Y (r, s, η)′t, t ∈ [r, s].

Then we have (Y (q, s, ξ), Y (q, s, ξ)′) ∈ D2α
X ([q, r],W ), and this path is a solution to

Y (q, s, ξ)′ = f(Y (q, s, ξ)) and

(9.17)

Y (q, s, ξ)t = St−qξ +

∫ t

q

St−uf0(u, Y (q, s, ξ)u) du

+

∫ t

q

St−uf(u, Y (q, s, ξ)u) dXu, t ∈ [q, s].

Proof. It is easy to check that (Y (q, s, ξ), Y (q, s, ξ)′) ∈ D2α
X ([q, r],W ) and Y (q, s, ξ)′ =

f(Y (q, s, ξ)). Furthermore, taking into account (9.15) it is evident that equation
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(9.17) is satisfied for all t ∈ [q, r]. Moreover, for each t ∈ [r, s] we obtain

Y (q, s, ξ)t = St−rY (q, r, ξ)r +

∫ t

r

St−uf0(u, Y (r, s, Y (q, r, ξ)r)u)du

+

∫ t

r

St−uf(u, Y (r, s, Y (q, r, ξ)r)u)dXu

= St−r

(

Sr−qξ +

∫ r

q

Sr−uf0(u, Y (q, r, ξ)u)du +

∫ r

q

Sr−uf(u, Y (q, r, ξ)u)dXu

)

+

∫ t

r

St−uf0(u, Y (r, s, Y (q, r, ξ)r)u)du

+

∫ t

r

St−uf(u, Y (r, s, Y (q, r, ξ)r)u)dXu

= St−qξ +

∫ r

q

St−uf0(u, Y (q, s, ξ)u)du +

∫ r

q

St−uf(u, Y (q, s, ξ)u)dXu

+

∫ t

r

St−uf0(u, Y (r, s, Y (q, r, ξ)r)u)du

+

∫ t

r

St−uf(u, Y (r, s, Y (q, r, ξ)r)u)dXu,

completing the proof. �

9.6. Existence and uniqueness of global mild solutions

In this subsection we present a result concerning existence and uniqueness of global
mild solutions to the RPDE (9.1).

9.16. Theorem. Let X = (X,X) ∈ C β([0, T ], V ) be a rough path for some index

β ∈ (13 ,
1
2 ], and let f0 ∈ Lip([0, T ]×W,D(A)) and f ∈ C

2β,3
b ([0, T ]×W,L(V,D(A2)))

be mappings such that

f0|[0,T ]×D(A) ∈ Lip([0, T ]×D(A), D(A2)),(9.18)

f |[0,T ]×D(A) ∈ C
2β,3
b ([0, T ]×D(A), L(V,D(A3))).(9.19)

Then for every ξ ∈ D(A2) there exists a unique mild solution (Y, Y ′) ∈ D
2β
X ([0, T ],W )

to the RPDE (9.1) with Y0 = ξ, which is also a strong solution.

Proof. We choose α ∈ (13 , β) such that β ≤ 3
2α. Since α < β, we have X ∈

C α([0, T ], V ). Taking into account (9.18), (9.19) and Lemmas 3.14, 4.2, 4.3, by
Proposition 9.14 for every mild solution (Y, Y ′) ∈ D

2α
X ([0, T ],W ) to the RPDE

(9.1) with Y0 = ξ we have

|Yt|D(A) ≤ K for all t ∈ [0, T ],(9.20)

where the constant K > 0 depends on ξ, α, T , X, ‖f0‖Lip, ‖f‖C2α,3
b

and M , ω. For

t ∈ [0, T ] we define the mapping Φt : D2α
X ([0, t],W ) → D2α

X ([0, t],W ) according to
(9.9). By Propositions 9.8, 9.9 and Lemma 3.4, for every t ∈ [0, T ] with t ≤ 1 and
all (Y, Y ′), (Z,Z ′) ∈ Bt we have

‖Φt(Y, Y
′)‖X,2α;[0,t] ≤ C(1 + |ξ|D(A))t

1−2α

+ C
(
‖X‖β,[0,t]tβ−α + ‖X‖2β,[0,t]t2(β−α) + tα

)
,

‖Φ(Y, Y ′)− Φ(Z,Z ′)‖X,2α;[0,t] ≤ C 9 (Y, Y ′)− (Z,Z ′)9X,2α;[0,t]

(‖X‖β,[0,t]tβ−α + ‖X‖2β,[0,t]t2(β−α) + tα + t1−2α),
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where the constant C > 0 depends on α, X, ‖f0‖Lip, ‖f‖C2α,3
b

and M , ω. We choose

t ∈ (0, 1] such that T = nt for some n ∈ N and

C(1 +K)t1−2α + C
(
‖X‖β,[0,t]tβ−α + ‖X‖2β,[0,t]t2(β−α) + tα

)
≤ 1,

C
(
‖X‖β,[0,t]tβ−α + ‖X‖2β,[0,t]t2(β−α) + tα + t1−2α

)
≤ 1

2
.

Then Φt is a contraction, and by the Banach fixed point theorem there is a unique
mild solution (Y (1), Y (1)′) ∈ D2α

X ([0, t],W ) to the RPDE (9.1) with Y (1)0 = ξ.
Taking into account (9.20), we can inductively apply this argument to the intervals
[(k − 1)t, kt] for all k = 2, . . . , n to obtain a unique mild solution (Y (k), Y (k)′) ∈
D2α

X ([(k − 1)t, kt]) to the RPDE (9.1) with Y (k)(k−1)t = Y (k − 1)(k−1)t. Using
Lemma 9.15 we can concatenate these solutions and deduce the existence of a unique
mild solution (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α

X ([0, T ],W ). By Lemma 9.12 we even have (Y, Y ′) ∈
D

2β
X ([0, T ]), showing that (Y, Y ′) is the unique mild solution to the RPDE (9.1)

with Y0 = ξ. By (9.20) the path AY : [0, T ] → W is bounded. Hence, applying
Proposition 9.6 concludes the proof. �

Under the conditions of Theorem 9.16 we can consider the Itô-Lyons map

(ξ,X) 7→ (Y, Y ′).(9.21)

With certain adaptations, the following result regarding the continuity of the Itô-
Lyons map can be proven similarly as for rough ordinary differential equations; see,
for example [8, Sec. 8.6].

9.17. Proposition. Let β ∈ (13 ,
1
2 ] be an index, and let f0 ∈ Lip([0, T ]×W,D(A))

and f ∈ C
2β,3
b ([0, T ] ×W,L(V,D(A2))) be mappings such that (9.18) and (9.19)

are fulfilled. Then the Itô-Lyons map

D(A2)× C
β([0, T ], V ) → Cβ([0, T ],W )⊕ C2β([0, T ]2,W ⊗W )

given by (9.21) is locally Lipschitz continuous.

Now, consider a rough ordinary differential equation (RODE) of the form

{
dYt = f0(t, Yt)dt+ f(t, Yt)dXt

Y0 = ξ.
(9.22)

9.18. Corollary. Let X = (X,X) ∈ C β([0, T ], V ) be a rough path for some index

β ∈ (13 ,
1
2 ], and let f0 ∈ Lip([0, T ] × W,W ) and f ∈ C

2β,3
b ([0, T ] ×W,L(V,W ))

be mappings. Then for every ξ ∈ W there exists a unique solution (Y, Y ′) ∈
D

2β
X ([0, T ],W ) to the RODE (9.22) with Y0 = ξ.

In particular, the previous result applies to time-homogeneous RODEs of the
form

{
dYt = f0(Yt)dt+ f(Yt)dXt

Y0 = ξ.
(9.23)

9.19. Corollary. Let X = (X,X) ∈ C β([0, T ], V ) be a rough path for some index
β ∈ (13 ,

1
2 ], and let f0 : W → W be Lipschitz continuous and f ∈ C3

b (W,L(V,W )).

Then for every ξ ∈ W there exists a unique solution (Y, Y ′) ∈ D
2β
X ([0, T ],W ) to the

time-homogeneous RODE (9.23) with Y0 = ξ.
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10. Stochastic partial differential equations driven by infinite

dimensional Wiener processes

In this section we will apply our existence and uniqueness result for RPDEs
(see Theorem 9.16) to stochastic partial differential equations driven by infinite
dimensional Wiener processes. For this purpose, we start with some preparations.
In the sequel, (Ω,F , (Ft)t∈R+ ,P) denotes a filtered probability space satisfying the
usual conditions.

10.1. Infinite dimensional Wiener process as a rough path

In this subsection we demonstrate how typical sample paths of an infinite dimen-
sional Wiener process can be realized as rough paths. Let U be a separable Hilbert
space, and let X be an U -valued Q-Wiener process for some nuclear, self-adjoint,
positive definite linear operator Q ∈ L++

1 (U); see [2, Def. 4.2]. There exist an or-
thonormal basis {ek}k∈N of U and a sequence (λk)k∈N ⊂ (0,∞) with

∑∞
k=1 λk <∞

such that

Qek = λkek for all k ∈ N.

The space U0 := Q1/2(U), equipped with the inner product

〈u, v〉U0 := 〈Q−1/2u,Q−1/2v〉U , u, v ∈ U0

is another separable Hilbert space. Note that

Q1/2 : (U, ‖ · ‖U ) → (U0, ‖ · ‖U0)

is an isometric isomorphism, and that {
√
λkek}k∈N is an orthonormal basis of U0.

Now, let H be another separable Hilbert space. We denote by L2(U0, H) the space
of all Hilbert-Schmidt operators from U0 into H . Furthermore, we define

L(U,H)0 := {Φ|U0 : Φ ∈ L(U,H)}.

The next result shows that L(U,H) is continuously embedded in L2(U0, H).

10.1. Lemma. We have L(U,H)0 ⊂ L2(U0, H) and

|Φ|U0 |L2(U0,H) ≤
√

tr(Q)|Φ|L(U,H) for all Φ ∈ L(U,H).

Proof. Recalling that {
√
λkek}k∈N is an orthonormal basis of U0, we have

|Φ|2L2(U0,H) =

∞∑

k=1

|Φ(
√

λkek)|2 =

∞∑

k=1

λk|Φ(ek)|2 ≤ tr(Q)|Φ|2L(U,H),

completing the proof. �

For what follows, we fix a time horizon T ∈ R+. The H-valued Itô integral
∫ T

0 ΦsdXs can be defined for every predictable L2(U0, H)-valued process Φ such
that

E

[ ∫ T

0

|Φs|2L2(U0,H)ds

]

<∞,(10.1)

and for each such process Φ we have the Itô isometry

E

[∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ T

0

ΦsdXs

∣
∣
∣
∣

2
]

= E

[ ∫ T

0

|Φs|2L2(U0,H)ds

]

.

We refer to [14], [2] or [26] for further details.
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10.2. Remark. Actually, the Itô integral
∫ T

0 ΦsdXs can even by defined for every
predictable L2(U0, H)-valued process Φ satisfying

P

(∫ T

0

|Φs|2L2(U0,H)ds <∞
)

= 1,

but this is not required here.

The following Burkholder-type inequality is a consequence of [14, Lemma 3.3.b].

10.3. Proposition. For each p ≥ 2 there exists a constant cp > 0 such that for
every predictable L2(U0, H)-valued process Φ satisfying

E

[(∫ T

0

|Φs|2L2(U0,H)ds

)p/2
]

<∞

we have the estimate

E

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ t

0

ΦsdXs

∣
∣
∣
∣

p
]

≤ cp E

[(∫ T

0

|Φs|2L2(U0,H)ds

)p/2
]

.

According to [2, Prop. 4.3] the sequence (βk)k∈N defined as

βk :=
1√
λk

〈X, ek〉U , k ∈ N(10.2)

is a sequence of independent real-valued standard Wiener processes, and according
to [26, Prop. 2.1.10] the Q-Wiener process X admits the series representation

Xt =

∞∑

k=1

√

λkβ
k
t ek, t ∈ [0, T ].(10.3)

More generally, we have the following consequence of [26, Prop. 2.4.5].

10.4. Proposition. For every predictable L2(U0, H)-valued process Φ satisfying
(10.1) we have the series representation

∫ t

0

Φs dXs =

∞∑

k=1

√

λk

∫ t

0

Φs(ek) dβ
k
s , t ∈ [0, T ].

Moreover, the series representation (10.3) shows that

|Xs,t|2 =

∞∑

k=1

λk|βk
s,t|2, s, t ∈ [0, T ].(10.4)

10.5. Lemma. For each p ≥ 2 there is a constant Cp > 0 such that

E
[
|Xs,t|p

]
≤ Cp|t− s|p/2, s, t ∈ [0, T ].

Proof. Let s, t ∈ [0, T ] with s < t be arbitrary. We define the predictable L(U)-
valued process Φ = Id · 1(s,t]. Then we have

Xs,t =

∫ T

0

Φr|U0dXr.
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By Proposition 10.3 and Lemma 10.1 we obtain

E
[
|Xs,t|p

]
= E

[∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ T

0

Φr|U0dXr

∣
∣
∣
∣

p
]

≤ cp E

[(∫ T

0

|Φr|U0 |2L2(U0,U)dr

)p/2
]

≤ cptr(Q)p/2 E

[(∫ T

0

|Φr|2L(U)dr

)p/2
]

= cp|t− s|p/2,

where the constant cp > 0 stems from Proposition 10.3. �

Since U is a separable Hilbert space, we have U ⊗ U ≃ L2(U). We define the
predictable L(U,L2(U))-valued process Ψ as

Ψs,r(ej)ek =
√

λkβ
k
s,rej , s, r ∈ [0, T ] and j, k ∈ N.(10.5)

According to Lemma 10.1 the process Ψ|U0 is L2(U0, L2(U))-valued.

10.6. Lemma. For all s, r ∈ [0, T ] we have

|Ψs,r|U0 |L2(U0,L2(U)) =
√

tr(Q) |Xs,r|.

Proof. Recalling that {
√
λjej}j∈N is an orthonormal basis of U0 and that {ek}k∈N

is an orthonormal basis of U , by (10.4) we have

|Ψs,r|U0 |2L2(U0,L2(U)) =

∞∑

j=1

|Ψs,r(
√

λjej)|2L2(U) =

∞∑

j=1

λj

∞∑

k=1

|Ψs,r(ej)ek|2U

=

∞∑

j=1

λj

∞∑

k=1

λk|βk
s,r|2 = tr(Q) |Xs,r|2,

completing the proof. �

Consequently, we can define the L2(U)-valued second order process X as the Itô
integral

Xs,t :=

∫ t

s

Ψs,r|U0dXr, s, t ∈ [0, T ].

10.7. Lemma. For all s, t ∈ [0, T ] we have

Xs,t =

∞∑

j,k=1

√

λjλk

(∫ t

s

βj
s,rdβ

k
r

)

(ej ⊗ ek).

Proof. By Proposition 10.4 we have

Xs,t =

∞∑

k=1

√

λk

∫ t

s

Φs,r(ek)dβ
k
r .

Thus, taking into account (10.5), for each j ∈ N we obtain

Xs,tej =

∞∑

k=1

√

λk

∫ t

s

Φs,r(ek)ej dβ
k
r =

∞∑

k=1

√

λk

∫ t

s

√

λjβ
j
s,rek dβ

k
r ,

completing the proof. �

10.8. Lemma. For each p ≥ 2 there is a constant Cp > 0 such that

E
[
|Xs,t|p

]
≤ Cp|t− s|p, s, t ∈ [0, T ].
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Proof. Applying Proposition 10.3 twice as well as Hölder’s inequality and Lemma
10.6, we obtain

E
[
|Xs,t|p

]
= E

[∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ t

s

Ψs,r|U0dXr

∣
∣
∣
∣

p
]

≤ cp E

[∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ t

s

|Ψs,r|U0 |2L2(U0,L2(U))dr

∣
∣
∣
∣

p/2
]

≤ cp E

[∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ t

s

|Ψs,r|U0 |pL2(U0,L2(U))dr

∣
∣
∣
∣

]

|t− s| p2−1

= cp E

[∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ t

s

(
|Ψs,r|U0 |2L2(U0,L2(U))

)p/2
dr

∣
∣
∣
∣

]

|t− s| p2−1

≤ cptr(Q)p/2 E

[∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ t

s

|Xs,r|pdr
∣
∣
∣
∣

]

|t− s| p2−1

≤ cptr(Q)p/2 E

[

sup
r∈[s,t]

|Xs,r|p
]

|t− s| p2 ≤ c2p|t− s|p,

where the constant cp > 0 stems from Proposition 10.3. �

Now, we define the Itô-enhanced Q-Wiener process X := (X,X).

10.9. Proposition. For each α ∈ (13 ,
1
2 ) we have P-almost surely X ∈ C

α([0, T ], U).

Proof. Using Lemma 10.7, it follows that the process X satisfies Chen’s relation
(3.1). Let α ∈ (13 ,

1
2 ) be arbitrary. We choose β = 1

2 and q > 6 arbitrary. Then we

have β − 1
q >

1
3 . By Lemmas 10.5 and 10.8 we have

|Xs,t|Lq ≤ Cq|t− s|1/2 = Cq|t− s|β , s, t ∈ [0, T ],

|Xs,t|Lq/2 ≤ Cq|t− s| = Cq|t− s|2β , s, t ∈ [0, T ],

with a constant Cq > 0. Consequently, applying [8, Thm. 3.1] completes the proof.
�

10.2. Coincidence of the two integrals

In this subsection we show that the rough integral and the Itô integral coincide.
Let X = (X,X) be the Itô-enhanced Q-Wiener process, as introduced in Subsection
10.1. We start with two auxiliary results.

10.10. Lemma. Let Y be a continuous, adapted and bounded L(U,H)-valued pro-
cess. Furthermore, let (Πn)n∈N be a sequence of partitions of the interval [0, T ] such
that |Πn| → 0. Then we have

∑

[u,v]∈Πn

YuXu,v
L2

→
∫ T

0

Ys|U0 dXs as n→ ∞.

Proof. Let Π = {0 = t1 < . . . < tK+1 = T } be an arbitrary partition of the interval
[0, T ]. We define the elementary L(U,H)-valued process

Y Π :=
K∑

i=1

Yti1(ti,ti+1].

Note that Y Π is predictable, because Y is adapted. By the definition of the elemen-
tary Itô integral we have

∑

[u,v]∈Π

YuXu,v =

K∑

i=1

YtiXti,ti+1 =

∫ T

0

Y ΠdXs.(10.6)
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Now, we set Y n := Y Πn for each n ∈ N. By the continuity of Y we have Y n →
Y pointwise. Therefore, and since Y is bounded, by Lemma 10.1 and Lebesgue’s
dominated convergence theorem we obtain

E

[ ∫ T

0

|Ys|U0 − Y n
s |U0 |2L2(U0,H)ds

]

≤ tr(Q)E

[ ∫ T

0

|Ys − Y n
s |2L(U,H)ds

]

→ 0.

Consequently, it follows that
∫ T

0

Y n
s dXs

L2

→
∫ T

0

Ys|U0 dXs as n→ ∞.

In view of (10.6), this completes the proof. �

10.11. Lemma. Let (Gn)n=0,...,K be a time-discrete filtration for some K ∈ N, and
let (Yn)n=1,...,K be a predictable, bounded L(U,H)-valued process. Furthermore, let
(Xn)n=1,...,K be an adapted, square-integrable U -valued process such that Xn is
independent of Gn−1 and E[Xn] = 0 for all n = 1, . . . ,K. We define the H-valued
process S = (Sn)n=0,...,K as S0 := 0 and

Sn :=

n∑

j=1

YjXj , n = 1, . . . ,K.

Then the following statements are true:

(a) S is a square-integrable (Gn)n=0,...,K-martingale.
(b) For all n = 1, . . . ,K we have

E

[∣
∣
∣
∣

n∑

j=1

(Sj − Sj−1)

∣
∣
∣
∣

2
]

= E

[ n∑

j=1

|Sj − Sj−1|2
]

.

Proof. It is clear that the process S is square-integrable. Let n = 1, . . . ,K be
arbitrary. Then we have

E[Sn − Sn−1|Gn−1] = E[YnXn|Gn−1] = Yn E[Xn|Gn−1] = Yn E[Xn] = 0,

proving that S is a (Gn)n=0,...,K-martingale. Furthermore, we obtain

E

[∣
∣
∣
∣

n∑

j=1

(Sj − Sj−1)

∣
∣
∣
∣

2
]

= E

[
n∑

j=1

|Sj − Sj−1|2 + 2

n∑

j,k=1
j<k

〈Sj − Sj−1, Sk − Sk−1〉
]

.

Moreover, by the martingale property of S we have

E

[
n∑

j,k=1
j<k

〈Sj − Sj−1, Sk − Sk−1〉
]

=
n∑

j,k=1
j<k

E
[
E[〈Sj − Sj−1, Sk − Sk−1〉 | Fk−1]

]

=

n∑

j,k=1
j<k

E
[
〈Sj − Sj−1,E[Sk − Sk−1 | Fk−1]

︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

〉
]
= 0,

completing the proof. �

For the following result we recall that U ⊗ U ≃ L2(U) and L(U,L(U,H)) →֒
L(L2(U), H). Furthermore, recall that L(U,H) is continuously embedded in L2(U0, H),
as stated in Lemma 10.1. Let α ∈ (13 ,

1
2 ) be an arbitrary index. According to Propo-

sition 10.9 there is a P-nullset N1 such that X ∈ C α([0, T ], U) on N c
1 .

10.12. Proposition. Let Y be a continuous L(U,H)-valued process, and let Y ′ be a
continuous L(U,L(U,H))-valued processes such that (Y, Y ′) ∈ D2α

X ([0, T ], L(U,H))
on N c

1 . Then the following statements are true:
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(a) The H-valued rough integral
∫ T

0

Ys dXs = lim
|Π|→0

∑

[u,v]∈Π

(YuXu,v + Y ′
uXu,v)(10.7)

exists on N c
1 .

(b) If Y and Y ′ are adapted and bounded, then there is a P-nullset N with
N1 ⊂ N such that

∫ T

0

Ys dXs =

∫ T

0

Ys|U0 dXs on N c.

Proof. The first statement is a consequence of Theorem 3.13. We proceed with
the proof of the second statement. By hypothesis we have |Y |, |Y ′| ≤ M for some
constant M > 0. Let (Πn)n∈N be a sequence of partitions of the interval [0, T ] with
|Πn| → 0. By Lemma 10.10 we have

∑

[u,v]∈Πn

YuXu,v
P→
∫ t

0

Ys|U0 dXs as n→ ∞.

Passing to a subsequence, if necessary, we obtain

∑

[u,v]∈Πn

YuXu,v
a.s.→

∫ t

0

Ys dXs as n→ ∞.(10.8)

Hence, there is a P-nullset N2 such that the above convergence (10.8) holds true on
N c

2 . Together with (10.7) we obtain

lim
n→∞

∑

[u,v]∈Πn

Y ′
uXu,v = lim

n→∞

∑

[u,v]∈Πn

(YuXu,v + Y ′
uXu,v)− lim

n→∞

∑

[u,v]∈Πn

YuXu,v

=

∫ t

0

Ys dXs −
∫ t

0

Ys|U0 dXs

on (N1 ∪N2)
c. Let Π = {0 = t1 < . . . < tK+1 = T } be an arbitrary partition of the

interval [0, T ]. By Lemma 10.11 (with U replaced by L2(U)) the H-valued process
S = (Sn)n=0,...,K given by S0 := 0 and

Sn :=

n∑

j=1

Y ′
tjXtj ,tj+1 , n = 1, . . . ,K

is a time-discrete square-integrable (Ftn+1)n=0,...,K-martingale. Furthermore, by
Lemma 10.11 and Lemma 10.8 we have

E

[∣
∣
∣
∣

∑

[u,v]∈Π

Y ′
uXu,v

∣
∣
∣
∣

2
]

= E
[
|SK |2

]
= E

[∣
∣
∣
∣

K∑

j=1

(Sj − Sj−1)

∣
∣
∣
∣

2
]

= E

[ K∑

j=1

|Sj − Sj−1|2
]

≤M2
K∑

j=1

E
[
|Xtj ,tj+1 |2

]

≤M2C

K∑

j=1

|tj+1 − tj |2 ≤M2CT |Π|,

where the constant C > 0 stems from Lemma 10.8. Therefore, we have

∑

[u,v]∈Πn

Y ′
uXu,v

L2

→ 0 as n→ ∞.
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Thus, passing to a subsequence, if necessary, we obtain
∑

[u,v]∈Πn

Y ′
uXu,v

a.s.→ 0 as n→ ∞.(10.9)

Hence, there is a P-nullset N3 such that the above convergence (10.9) holds true on
N c

3 . Consequently, setting N := N1 ∪N2 ∪N3 completes the proof. �

10.3. Stochastic partial differential equations

Now, we are ready for our study of stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs).
Let X = (X,X) be the Itô-enhanced Q-Wiener process, as introduced in Subsection
10.1. Furthermore, let W be a Banach space, and let A be the generator of a C0-
semigroup (St)t≥0 on W . Consider the random RPDE

{
dYt = (AYt + f0(t, Yt))dt+ f(t, Yt)dXt

Y0 = ξ
(10.10)

with mappings f0 : [0, T ]×W →W and f : [0, T ]×W → L(U,W )). Let β ∈ (13 ,
1
2 )

be an index. By Proposition 10.9 there is a P-nullset N such that X ∈ C β([0, T ], U)
on N c.

10.13. Theorem. Let f0 ∈ Lip([0, T ]×W,D(A)) and f ∈ C
2β,3
b ([0, T ]×H,L(U,D(A2)))

be mappings such that

f0|[0,T ]×D(A) ∈ Lip([0, T ]×D(A), D(A2)),

f |[0,T ]×D(A) ∈ C
2β,3
b ([0, T ]×D(A), L(U,D(A3))).

Then for every ξ ∈ D(A2) the following statements are true:

(a) There exists a unique mild solution (Y, Y ′) ∈ D
2β
X ([0, T ],W ) to the random

RPDE (10.10) with Y0 = ξ on N c, which is also a strong solution.
(b) If W is a separable Hilbert space H, then there is a P-nullset N1 with

N ⊂ N1 such that the associated stochastic process Y restricted to N c
1 is

also a mild and strong solution to the Itô SPDE
{
dYt = (AYt + f0(t, Yt))dt + f(t, Yt)|U0dXt

Y0 = ξ.

Proof. The first statement is an immediate consequence of Theorem 9.16. For the
proof of the second statement, note that FX

t = FX

t ⊂ Ft for all t ∈ [0, T ]. By the
continuity of the Itô-Lyons maps (see Proposition 9.17) it follows that the stochastic
process (Y, Y ′) is adapted. Therefore, applying Proposition 10.12 concludes the
proof. �

10.14. Remark. Compared to other SPDE results in the literature (see, for example
[2] or [14]) we have imposed stronger conditions on the coefficients; in particular,
usually only Lipschitz type assumptions on f are required. On the other hand, we
immediately obtain the flow of solutions Y ξ(ω) for ξ ∈ D(A2) and ω ∈ N c.

11. Stochastic partial differential equations driven by infinite

dimensional fractional Brownian motion

In this section we will apply our existence and uniqueness result for RPDEs
(see Theorem 9.16) to stochastic partial differential equations driven by infinite
dimensional fractional Brownian motion. Fractional Brownian motion in Hilbert
spaces has been studied, for example, in [3, 19].

Let (Ω,F , (Ft)t∈R+ ,P) be a filtered probability space satisfying the usual con-
ditions. Furthermore, let U be a separable Hilbert space. Recall that an U -valued
process X is called a Gaussian process if for all n ∈ N and all t1, . . . , tn ∈ R+ with



MILD SOLUTIONS TO ROUGH PARTIAL DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS 47

t1 < . . . < tn the Un-valued random variable (Xt1 , . . . , Xtn) is a Gaussian random
variable. An U -valued Gaussian process X is called centered if E[Xt] = 0 for all
t ∈ R+. For an U -valued Gaussian process X we introduce the covariance function

R : R2
+ → L2(U), (s, t) 7→ E[Xs ⊗Xt].

Let Q ∈ L++
1 (U) be a nuclear, self-adjoint, positive definite linear operator.

11.1. Definition. A centered Gaussian process X is called a Q-fractional Brownian
motion with Hurst index H ∈ (13 ,

1
2 ] if its covariance function is given by

R(s, t) =
1

2

(

s2H + t2H − |t− s|2H
)

Q, s, t ∈ R+.

For what follows, let X be a Q-fractional Brownian motion with Hurst index
H ∈ (13 ,

1
2 ]. We also fix a time horizon T ∈ R+. There exist an orthonormal basis

{ek}k∈N of U and a sequence (λk)k∈N ⊂ (0,∞) with
∑∞

k=1 λk <∞ such that

Qek = λkek for all k ∈ N.

The Q-fractional Brownian motion X admits the series representation

Xt =

∞∑

k=1

√

λkβ
k
t ek, t ∈ [0, T ]

with a sequence of independent real-valued fractional Brownian motions (βk)k∈N

with Hurst index H ; see, for example [18], [4] or [19].

11.2. Proposition. There exists a Lévy area X such that P-almost surely X :=
(X,X) ∈ C α

g ([0, T ], U) for each α ∈ (13 , H).

Proof. Let α ∈ (13 , H) be arbitrary. According to [22, Lemma 2.4] there exist a
Lévy area X and a sequence (Xn)n∈N of continuous, piecewise linear functions
Xn : [0, T ] → U starting in zero such that P-almost surely 9Xn −X9α → 0, where
we have set X

n := (Xn,Xn), n ∈ N, and the second order processes are given by

X
n
s,t =

∫ t

s

Xn
s,r ⊗ dXn

r , s, t ∈ [0, T ].(11.1)

By Lemma 3.7 we have X
n ∈ C α

g ([0, T ], U) for each n ∈ N. Therefore, by Lemma
3.8 we deduce that P-almost surely X ∈ C α

g ([0, T ], U). �

11.3. Remark. If H = 1
2 , then X is a Q-Wiener process (see Subsection 10.1), and

the X = (X,X) according to Proposition 11.2 is a Stratonovich-enhanced Q-Wiener
process.

11.4. Remark. For each n ∈ N the Lévy area X
n given by (11.1) can be expressed

as

X
n
s,t =

∞∑

j,k=1

√

λjλk

(∫ t

s

βj,n
s,r dβ

k,n
r

)

(ej ⊗ ek),

where βj,n denotes the corresponding n-th linear interpolation of βj.

Now, let W be a Banach space, and let A be the generator of a C0-semigroup
(St)t≥0 on W . Consider the random RPDE

{
dYt = (AYt + f0(t, Yt))dt+ f(t, Yt)dXt

Y0 = ξ
(11.2)

with mappings f0 : [0, T ]×W →W and f : [0, T ]×W → L(U,W )). Let β ∈ (13 , H)

be an index. By Proposition 11.2 there is a P-nullset N such that X ∈ C β
g ([0, T ], U)

on N c. As an immediate consequence of Theorem 9.16 we obtain the following
result.
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11.5. Theorem. Let f0 ∈ Lip([0, T ]×W,D(A)) and f ∈ C
2β,3
b ([0, T ]×H,L(U,D(A2)))

be mappings such that

f0|[0,T ]×D(A) ∈ Lip([0, T ]×D(A), D(A2)),

f |[0,T ]×D(A) ∈ C
2β,3
b ([0, T ]×D(A), L(U,D(A3))).

Then for every ξ ∈ D(A2) there exists a unique mild solution (Y, Y ′) ∈ D
2β
X ([0, T ],W )

to the random RPDE (11.2) with Y0 = ξ on N c, which is also a strong solution.

11.6. Remark. As for random RPDEs driven by infinite dimensional Wiener pro-
cesses, we obtain the flow of solutions Y ξ(ω) for ξ ∈ D(A2) and ω ∈ N c.

11.7. Remark. If W is a separable Hilbert space H, then there exists a theory of
stochastic integration (see [3]), and one may check that the associated stochastic
process Y from Theorem 11.5 is also a mild and strong solution to the fractional
SPDE

{
dYt = (AYt + f0(t, Yt))dt+ f(t, Yt)dXt

Y0 = ξ.
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