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Abstract

We introduce a notion of distributional k-forms on d-dimensional manifolds which
can be integrated against suitably regular k-submanifolds. Our approach combines
ideas from Whitney’s geometric integration [Whi57] with those of sewing approaches

to rough integration [Gub04, [FdLP06].
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1 Introduction

In this work we introduce Banach spaces of generalised/rough differential forms (or
cochains) which are analogous to Hélder distributions. Following the approach of ge-
ometric integration, pioneered by Whitney [Whi57] and further developed by Harrison
[HN92, Har05], an element A of such a space is characterized by its evaluation on sim-
plices 0 — A(o). We work in a rougher setting where these elements can be of “infinite
variation”, that is we allow sup Klo 2a'ek |A(g”)| = oo where the supremum is over sub-
divisions C of o into smaller simplices. In particular, we can make sense of a class of
k-forms formally given by f = ¥ ; frdx! where the (f7); are genuine distributions.

Our work here can be seen as formulating a geometric analogue of the integra-
tion theory of Young [You36], building on earlier work such as [Ziis11}, [ST21}, [AST24,
Chel8,Har18,/CCHS22]. It is also motivated by the study of random fields in probabil-
ity theory where one is often interested in integrating rough random distributions on
R4 over k < d dimensional objects, for instance circle averages of the Gaussian Free
Field [BP24] or Wilson loop observables for quantum gauge fields [Chel8,(CCHS22].

1.1 Main results and past work

We introduce a space Qfa f)

for a € (0,1], B € [0,1] U {oo}. Our results for this space are as follows:

of generalised k-forms in d-dimensional ambient space

» Elements of Qfa ) be integrated in the sense geometric integration theory over
embedded k-manifolds.

» Under point-wise multiplication Qfa f) is CY-module for ye (1 -a+ B,1].

o Whenever a > 1/2, these forms can be pulled-back which allows them to be de-
fined intrinsically on manifolds. This allows for a notion of integration by pull-
back for which a corresponding Stokes’ theorem holds.

e For a € (0,1), there is a natural embedding Q(’; ﬁ(Rd) — ]'[[C“_I(Rd) which ex-
tends the mapping f = Y; fi(x)dx! — {f;}; on smooth forms f.

k

» We give a Kolmogorov criterion for the spaces Q (@,f

of (distributional) Gaussian fields.

X which is checked for a class



Along the way, a useful tool that we formulate and prove is a “simplicial sewing lemma”,

Proposition [2.10}, which might be of independent interest as it provides a coordinate

invariant formulationl] of the multidimensional sewing lemma of [Har18| and[CG14].
This work also unifies several previous constructions, below we compare our spaces

Qfa 8 and results about them to past work.

e For a = f =1 these spaces agree with the flat cochains of Whitney, [Whi57], and
for @ =1, 0 < B < 1 with the class of (k— 1+ f8)- cochains introduced in [HN92],
see Remark[3.3l

e They contain the generalised d-forms f-dg; A ... A dg, introduced in [Ziis11]
and recently studied in [AST24] for d = 2 by discrete approximation. We extend
several results therein, see Remark[2.13] Corollary[4.1.2] and Theorem[4.1

e In dimension d = 2 and for k = 1, they are very similar to the spaces in [Chel8],
ICCHS22, Sec. 3], see Remark[3.2] Remark[5.4] Proposition[6.Tland Section[7l

1.2 Outline of the article

In SectionZ2lwe introduce geometric notions, such as the set X k of oriented k-simplices
in R¥ and a corresponding space of chains X'* = Z[X¥]/~ where Z[X*] denotes the free
Z-module generated by X* and the equivalence relation ~ identifies the operators of
addition and negation on Z[X*]with the geometric operations of gluing simplices and
inverting orientation. The subset Q of measurable elements of the algebraic dual of
X¥ provides us with a ‘universe’ of differential forms/cochains.

The first novelty that appears is our notion of size/mass of a simplex m¥ : ¥ — R
for a € [0, 1], given by the maximum of Vol¥! (F)- hg over faces F of the simplex, where
hr is the height measured from F.

In Section[Blwe define spaces QF

(a,B)
o € X¥ and w € ¥%*! the inequalities

c QF of ‘distributional’ forms by imposing for

|A(@) <mk (o), 10AWw) <mfw).

Here 8 : X**! — X'¥ is the linear extension of the boundary operator on oriented sim-
plices, which by duality maps QF to Q**!. Lemma 28 provides equivalent character-
isations of the spaces Qfm 8 by controlling A(o) either in terms of the diameter of o,
or in terms of the value of A on cubes. Subsection3.1lthen introduces a norm |- |4, g)
on X* which for @ = f = 1 is equivalent to Whitneys flat norm, see [Whi57], and for
a =1,B € (0,1) equivalent to the (k — 1+ )-norm of Harrison, [HN92, Sec. 2]. We
then establish an integration theory in the spirit of geometric integration by showing
that Q{Ca, f) is contained in the continuous dual of Bg, g the completion of Xk I l@,p)>
which in particular canonically contains closed manifolds.

Section 4] establishes the Young type multiplication theorem, Theorem 4.1} which

in particular generalises [AST24, Thm. 4.4] from dimension 2 to arbitrary dimension.

1See also Remark[Z.12]



In Corollary[4.1.2] we generalise [Z{is11, Thm. 3.2] and establish that spaces of forms
considered there are contained in our spaces.
The main result of Section Bl shows that the notion of pull-back on smooth forms

can be extended to Qfa p)- As a consequence one can canonically define spaces Qfa 5 M)

on any C'""-manifold M as soon as & > 1/(1 +n). Furthermore, the Stokes’ theorem ex-

. k
tends to forms in Q @p)"

In Section[6] analogously to [Chel8, Prop. 3.21], we show that the spaces Q{Ca, 5 (R%)
embed into spaces of Holder distributions and, for codimension d — k = 0, this embed-
ding is an isomorphism.

Section[7lstates and proves the promised Kolmogorov criterion which is then checked
for a class of Gaussian fields.

Lastly, Section[8/contains a proof of the simplicial sewing lemma, Proposition2.10l
We present the proof, which only requires notions from Section[2} at the end of the arti-
cle in order to streamline exposition. For the proof we define the notion of a “strongly
regular method of subdivision” (see Definition[I3) — the existence of such a method is
non-trivial and follows from [EGO00].

Notation: We shall often use for the notation < to mean that an inequality holds up
to multiplication by a constant which may change from line to line but is uniform over
any stated quantities. We forthermore write <¢ to emphasise the dependance of that
constant on C. We write a v b := max{a, b} and a A b := min{a, b} for a, b € R.

For m € N we equip R™ with the Borel sigma algebra and a norm | - | which is fixed
throughout the article. We write Vol* for the k-dimensional Hausdorff measure. For a
function f : R? — R™, we shall use the notation D f = {9; f }?zl to denote its derivative,
as well as multi-index notation DIf = ail,...,aidf for I = (iy,...,ig) € N%. We extend
differentiation to distributions in the usual way. For Q c R? and a function f : Q — R"
we write || f |l zoq) := sup,eq | f]- For a € (0,1], we denote by C*(Q) the usual space of
Hoélder continuous functions equipped with the norm

|f (x) = f(W
I fllca@ = I fllze + SUp —————.
Fllca@ =l fllzo@ x,ye% =17 A L

As standard, C k’“(Q) denotes k-times differentiable function such that the k- deriva-
tives is are elements of C%. For a < 0, we work with the standard distribution spaces
C% as in [Hail4].
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ing a stay at TU Wien and gratefully acknowledges financial support from the EPSRC
via Ilya Chevyrev’s New Investigator Award EP/X015688/1. AC gratefully acknowledges
partial support by the EPSRC through the “Mathematics of Random Systems” CDT
EP/S023925/1.



2 Preliminary geometric notions

In this section we recall standard notation and facts about simplices and chains, c.f.
[Hat02, Mun18, [Leel0, HN92|]. Unless mentioned otherwise, we shall be working in
the ambient space R%.

2.1 Simplices and chains

Vectors vy, 11, ..U € RY are called affinely independentif they lie in a unique k-dimensional
affine subspace of R?, or equivalently, if the vectors {v; — vo}ile are linearly indepen-
dent.

Definition 1. The (unoriented) k-simplex o spanned by affinely independent vectors
V0, .., Vg € R4 is defined as

k k
o :=[vg,., V] := {Z Liv; eRY : t; €[0,1], Z t; = 1} .
i=0 i=0
The points v; are called the vertices of & and we write V(o) for this set. A simplex
spanned by a non-empty subset of V(o) is called a face of o. A face which is a k—1-
simplex is called a boundary face.

Definition 2. Wesay a collectiono,...,o y of k-simplices are non-overlapping ifVol* (a;n
0;)=0foreveryl<i<j<N.
A subdivision of a simplex o consists of a finite set of non-overlapping k-simplices K
such that o = Uyex w.
The mesh of the subdivision K is defined as diam(K) := maxy,ex diam(w). We call a
sequence of subdivisions (ICp,) nen 0f a k-simplex o regular if, for any > k,
lim ) diamw)? — 0.

n—00
welkC,

An orientation of a simplex spanned by affinely independent vectors vy, .., v € R?
is an ordering of its vertices (vy, ...vx), where two orderings are declared equivalent if
they differ by an even permutation.

Definition 3. An oriented simplex o consists of an unoriented simplex o together with
an orientation o of its vertices, that is o = (o, 0). We shall use the notation [vy, .., Vi] to
denote the simplex [vy, .., vi] with the orientation inherited from the ordering (vy, .., V).

We denote by X the set of all oriented k-simplices. Given & c R, we define ¥*(8)
to be the set of oriented simplices o € ¥* with o c &. For R > 0, we also write %’; r(R)
for the set of all o € X¥(R) with diam(o) < R.

Note that 0-simplices only have one orientation. For k = 1 a k-simplex o can carry
one of two distinct orientations and for a given an orientation o, we write —o to denote
the other orientation on . We observe that the orientation o of a simplex o can be
canonically identified with an orientation of the (unique) k-dimensional hyperplane
containing o — we shall freely use this identification and compare the orientation of
two simplices contained in the same hyperplane. We also extend the notion of non-
overlapping to oriented simplices in the natural way.



Definition 4. Forasimplexo = [vy, ..., Vi), wedenoteby oy, := (-1)¢ (vo, ..., Diy..., Vi) the
(oriented) face which does not contain v; € V (0), where we have used standard notation
which means leaving out the term with a hat. We setBd(o) := {0\, : ve V(0)}.

Given an oriented simplex o, we write o for the underlying non-oriented simplex.
We sometimes overload notation by allowing functions which take unoriented sim-
plices o as arguments to also take oriented simplices o = (g, 0) as arguments by just
disregarding the orientation o.

Definition 5. Given an oriented simplex o € X*, we say KC c X* is a subdivision of o if
every T € K has the same orientation as o and {t : 7 € K} is a subdivision of the non-
oriented simplex o (Definition(2).

We write K|o to denote that K is a subdivision of the oriented simplex . Note that
the notions of mesh and of regularity clearly extend to the subdivisions of oriented sim-
plicies.

Definition 6. The set of k-chains is given by X* = Z(%X*)/ ~ where the equivalence rela-
tion ~ for k = 0 is trivial and equivalence classes consist of singletons. For k = 1

e —0~(0,-0) foreveryo = (a,0) € X,

« Y T~0 foranyoe X* and subdivision K|o.
el

We recall the boundary operator

6:%k—>Xk_l, o~ 00 := Z O\ = Z F. 2.1
veV(o) FeBd(o)

Note that this induces a map 8 : X* — X*~1 which satisfies 800 = 0, c.f. [Hat02].

Definition 7. We call Q c R? a (non-oriented) k-cube of side length r > 0 if it is is the
image of [0, 71* < R* under an isometric embedding. An oriented cube is specified by
Q = (Q, 0), where o is an orientation of the k-hyperplane containing Q. For a set R c R,
R >0, we write Qﬁ r(R) for the set of oriented cubes Q = (Q, 0), where Q < R has side-
length bounded by R.

We view Q = (Q, 0) as an element oka by setting Q = Y ;cx(z,0) for any K c xk
consisting of non-overlapping simplices which satisfy U;cxc T = Q.

Note that the notion of non-overlapping clearly extends to cubes.

Working with cubes or simplices both offer distinct advantages. While cubes are
advantageous when working on fibered spaces, c.f. [Harl8|, simplices are combina-
torially simpler. For example the boundary faces of a simplex can easily by explicitly
expressed and any polygon can be decomposed into finitely many simplices. We re-
call here a special case of Whitney’s covering theorem [Whi34], which will allow us to
interchange between control over simplices and control over cubes, see Lemmal[2.8l



Lemma 2.1. Given any non-oriented k-simplex o, there exists a family of non-overlapping
k-cubes (Qé,n :neN,ie€ In) where each 1, is a finite set, Qé,,, is k-cube of side length
27", and

o= UQé_n and 27" ksdist(Qé_fn,IRd\a)s4-2_”\/%.

n=0iel,

Moreover, the Whitney decomposition can be chosen so that for any o, we can find index
sets (Jy : N € N) and collections of non-overlapping simplices {0 ; : j € Jn} of diameter
at most 2~V such that

N .
o-Y Y Qin=)Y o; and |yl Sp2VED, 2.2)

n=0iel, JjeIn

where the first equality above is between elements in X* and the second inequality
above is uniformin N.

Remark 2.2. We extend the notion of Whitney decomposition to oriented simplices
o in the obvious way, that is, one has a family of oriented cubes (Q._, : n € N,i € I,,)
where the Q;_, form a Whitney decomposition of &, and the Q;_, are oriented as o is.

Remark 2.3. Lastly, we explain how to construct a smooth partition of unity subordi-
nate to the Whitney decomposition of a d-simplex o ¢ R. For an axis parallel cube
Q c R we denote by XQ € R resp. rQ € R? the center, respectively the side length
of Q which are characterised by Q = xg + rg-[-1/2, 1/2]4. Let ¢p € C* be compactly
supported on [-2/3,2/3]¢ such that ®li_1/2,1/21¢ = 1, we define

Po(®) :gb(%) .

For a given Whitney decomposition o = U} Uie1, Qé_n set

¢Qi (x)

2*}1

B (X) = Znel\l,ieln(wboé_n(x)
0 else.

if x € Int(o)

We call by {¢p,,i}nenier, the partition of unity subordinate to the above Whitney de-
composition constructed from ¢ € C*. Finally, one notes that by construction

ID*p, il oo <p 27

uniformly over o, and n € N, i € I},.



2.2 Controls on simplices
For any non-oriented j-simplex F, we denote by (F) c R? the j-hyperplane containing
F. We define for a € (0,1] and any k-simplex o,

he := min supf{d(x,(F)) : x€o} and m';(a):: max Volk_l(F)hf,‘. (2.3)
FeBd (o) FeBd(o)

We observe that

1
hl-*mk @) = m Vol¥(0),  mF (o) < diam(@)* "% AVolf (0)* . (2.4)

We also set mX_(0) = 0 and m’g (0)=1.

Remark 2.4. We observe that the left side of the inequality (2.4) is close to sharp when
either the simplex o is equilateral or when o is a cone of small height over an equilat-
eral simplex.

Lemma 2.5. Suppose that we have k-simpliceso,0,...,0, such that diam(o) < 1 and
o= U?:l o, then

mk ()<Y mko)).
i=1

Proof. Using the first equality in (2.4) we have

Vol¥@) & Volk@@;) & khy ® &
k i k o k
m’ (o) = < =Y m’(o; <Y m’(o;
5 (©) P Zl peT Zl Mt ’)kh},—a Zl 207
where we used that h}{“ < hl=% and that VoI* () is additive. O

Lemma 2.6. There exists a constant C = C(k), such that
m’ (o) < inf{ Y diam(@ )"0 = aj} <Cmk (o).
jeJ jel
for all k-simplices o with diam(o) <1 and a € (0,1].

Proof. The firstinequality above follows by combining the inequality in (Z.4) and Lemma[2.5
For the second inequality above, observe that one can write o = J;c; 0; where {0}

- ing, di ; <, Yol '(F) _ :
are non-overlapping, diam(o;) < hq, and [I| Sg T here F € Bd(o) is where the
maximum in the second definition of (2.3) is achieved@
Using this subdivision, we have
Y diam(o ) <i Vol N (F)hE = m, (o) .
iel

O

2Such a subdivision of @ can be generated by appropriately subdividing F and taking simplicial
cones.



2.3 Functions on chains

Definition 8. We denote by QX c (X*)* the subspace of the algebraic dual of X* consist-
ing of all elements A € (X% * such that the map (REk+1 5 (vo,..., V) — Alvg, ..., V] €ER
is Borel-measurable.

Remark?2.7. Observe thatany A€ QF can canonically be identified with a (measurable)
map A: X¥ — R satisfying the following two properties

e If k=1, then for any oriented k-simplex o one has A(—0) = —A(0).

e Given o € X and Ko,

Alo)=) A@).
Tell

Note that there is a natural corresponding space of k-chains X*(f) and additive
maps QF(R).

Lemma 2.8. Let a € (0,1]. Then, for any A € QF, the following three conditions are
equivalent:

1. JA(Q)] 5 diam(Q)*~*® uniformly over Q 921 and, for any Whitney decomposi-
tion (Ql_, : n€N,i € I,) of 0, ¥ nen X ser, AQL-,) converges absolutely to A(0).

2. |A(0)| Smk (o), uniformly overo € %gl.
3. |A(0)| < diam(0)**®, uniformly over o € %gl.

Remark 2.9. Note that the additional assumption in Item[Ilon additivity over Whitney
decompositions is needed due to the fact that one can in general not write a simplex
as a union of finitely many cubes.

Proof. Below, we write n = k—1+ a. We first prove Item [Ilimplies Item [2l We apply
Lemmal2.Iland write (Q,-, : n €N, i € I,) for a Whitney decomposition of o
We define w

0,0:={peo: 27" 1k < dist(p,Rd\a') < 4-2_”“\/%} )

Next we note that 27" > hy = I, = ¢ and for uniformin neN, |I,,| <g Volk (0,027 Tt
follows that

A< Y. Y IAQiDI< Y L7 < Y Vol @,0)27"07R (2.5)

n=0iel, n=0 n=-log,(hg)

k
Vol (0-) k

<Volf@) max 2770 <volk(o)n] * = m, 0,

n=-log, (hg) ho‘ hZ—k_l =

where in the first inequality on the second line above we used that ¥  Vol*(2,0) <
4-Volk (o). This concludes showing Item[Ilimplies Item[2



The fact that Item 2limplies Item [3]follows from the last inequality in 2.4l

Finally, to argue that Item[Ilfollows from Item[3]we first observe that we can realize
any Q€ Dgl of diameter r as a sum of k! oriented simplices of diameter at most r and
thus the estimate on A(Q) in Item[Ilfollows directly.

For the rest of Item[I} given a Whitney decomposition of o we note that the abso-
lute convergence of }_ ,en X e, A(Qé,n) follows from the estimate from the first part of
Item[I]and proceeding as in (2.5). To show convergence to A(o), using the notation of
we have

< Y JA(g))| 2 NE=ralpNk=D g

N—oo

N . .
4@ - ¥ QA

n=0iel, jeIn

2.4 Simplicial sewing lemma

In this subsection we state the promised simplicial sewing lemma — Proposition 2.10/
This tool will be used frequently in our analysis, but as mentioned earlier the proof is
deferred to Section[8l

For a function = : X¥(8) - R, a simplex o € X* and a subdivision K|o we introduce
the following quantity which measures to what degree = fails to be additive over K:

SieE=E(0)— ) E(0).
ag'ek

) r—

We now introduce a space of “almost additive” = which will be the codomain of our
sewing map.

Definition9. LerC,'} (R) consist of all functions Z: X*(R) — R satisfying Z(0) = ~E(-0)
and
[E1¢,p0;8 := [Ely g + [6E]y,6 < +o0,

where

[=] R:= Sup M [[5:]] /K= Sup suplalC;—aEI
" gexkn diam(o)7” PR exk Kio 1Kl diam (o)

and the supremum over K|o in the second expression runs over all subdivisions IC of 0.

Proposition 2.10. Let 0 <n < k <y. There exists a unique linear map 1L : Cg 'Z(ﬁ) -
QF(R), satisfying
IZZ(0) - 2(0)| S [6E]y gdiam(0),  |ZE(0)| S [E]l g,y diam(o)”, 2.6)
uniformlyino € .’{gl (R). Furthermore, for any regular sequence of subdivisions (K ;) nen
ofo € X*(R),
—_ T =t
1Z(0) = lim Y. E(0).

oo
o'ekCy,

10



Remark2.11. Note that the condition Z(0) = —=Z(—0) in Definition[Q could be replaced

by |E(0)+E(-0)| = o(diam(o)%). If one did not impose any relation between =(o) and

Z(—o0) an analogue of Proposition [2.10/still holds, but Z= would only be additive but

not an element of QF in general.

Remark2.12. Strictly speaking, our sewing lemma is less general than the one in [Har18]
where one is allowed to scale different directions differently. However, we believe

our results could be formulated on R? is equipped with a non-trivial scaling s c.f.

[ES82, [Hail4, MS23], but we refrain from doing so as it would distract from the main

ideas.

We state the following corollary of Proposition[2.10l
Corollary 2.12.1. In the setting of Proposition2.10, ifa:=n—-k+1€(0,1],
IZ2(0)| S [E]yamb (0) .
Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition[2.10land Lemma[2.8| O

Remark 2.13. In [AST24], the authors write “It is worth emphasizing that this result
might seem counter-intuitive...It is therefore not at all clear how one can expect to be
nonatomic a limit of sums of germs which are essentially not so.” The proof of the
corollary above clarifies this point.

We also note that the threshold n > k — 1 above is expected to be sharp, c.f. Propo-
sition[6.3

3 Distributional k-forms

Definition 10. For a € (0,1] and £ < R?, we define the following norm on Q*(8)
+oo ifA#0,

0 else.

|A(o)l

k
Uexlél (%) My (o)

Al g5 = and || Al = {

Fora,  €10,11U {oo} set || Allq,p;5 := | Allaz + 10All g,z and
QF, 5 (%) = {Ae QF ¢ || Allgpist < +oo} :

Remark 3.1. Note that Qg p= Qg 5 is canonically identified with f-Holder functions
whenever S € (0,1]. Also observe the inclusions QF, , c Q’oi

a’,ﬁ’
By construction the linear map

.0k k+1
9: Q0,5 = Qo) - (3.1)

are a natural analogue of closed forms.

5 whenever a’' = a, ' = .

k

(a,00)

is bounded and the spaces A€ Q
When £ = R? we often suppress it from the notation, for instance writing | All 4 for

Il All, ga- We also state most of our estimates below in terms of global norms || - ||, to

lighten notation, but it will be clear how they can be localized to compact £ c R¥,

Remark 3.2. When taking k = 1 and n = 2, the first term in the above definition corre-
sponds to the growth norm |-|4._g as in [CCHS22, Def. 3.7], and the second term serves
a similar purpose as | - |4-¢i in [CCHS22, Def. 3.10].

11



3.1 Estimates on chains and a generalised flat norm

In order to do analysis on X k we introduce, for X € Xk,

| X | ; ::inf{z lcjl -m';(aj) X = chaj, oj E%QI}.
jeJ jel

Clearly | - |k satisfies the triangle inequality.
Using the above control, we now define a “Holder flat-norm” on X kR).

Definition 11. For a, f € [0,1] U {oo} define the (a, B)-flat norm on X*(8) as

|X|(a,ﬁ);ﬁ = Z(—:)?;ClJrfl ) {lX - aZlaz;k + |Z|ﬁ;k+l } . (3.2)

Remark 3.3. The definition (3.2) for @« = § =1 is equivalent to the “flat-norm” intro-
duced in [Whi57]. For « =1, 0 < f < 1 it is seen to be equivalent to the (k — 1 + f)-flat
norm introduced in [HN92] using Lemmal[2.6

Itis clear |- |4 p);5 satisfies the triangle inequality, thatis for X, Y € & kR)

I X+ Yla,p;8 < 1Xl@p;a + 1 Xl@p;sa - 3.3)
Similarly, for Z € X k+l@),

| Xl (a,p:8 <1X +0Z)(a,p:8 + 1 Z1p k41 - (3.4)

Lemma 3.4. For A € QF we have that
|A(X)|

< | All(a,p;5 -
XeXk(R) 1 Xl (a,p):5
Proof. For X € X* and any decomposition X =Y ; c;0;

IAX)| < Y leill Al < 11 Alla ) leilmg (o)

and thus taking an infimum over all decompositions gives |[A(X)| < || All¢| X|g. Simi-
larly, for any Z € X*+1
1AQ02)1 S 104l Z15 -

Thus,
JAX)] < |AX+02)|+|AD@2)] < | Allal X+0Zlo+10All 51 Z1 5 < | Alla, ) (1X +0Zlo +1Z15) -
Taking the infimum over Z € X k+1(®) concludes the claim. O

Corollary 3.4.1. |-|(gp) : X* — R isanorm.

12



Proof. Consider 0 # X € X*. Without loss of generality we can write for some 7 € N
n
X= Z CiO;
i=0

where Vol¥(o; no j) =0 whenever i # j. Note that smooth differential forms are con-

. . k k . k
tained in Q(l,l) c Q(a, By thus one easily constructs A € 'Q(a, f) such that |A(X)| > 0. In

view of Lemmal[3.4} this implies | X]q, 5 > 0. O

Definition 12. Let B{Ca f) be the completion of the normed Z-module (X k. l(,B))-

Corollary 3.4.2. The pairing X* x QX — R continuously extends to a pairing Bﬁ px

A (a,p)
Q @p R.
Proof. Lemma (3.4) shows that elements of Q{Ca p) are elements of the continuous dual
Of(Xkyl'l(a,ﬁ))- O

Definition [12] together with Corollary B.4.2] gives a geometric integration theory
similar to [Whi57, [HN92], see also more generally [Har98, [Har05]. For a =1, € (0,1]
it agrees with the one in [HN92].

Remark 3.5. By covering a closed manifold by images of (say) squares and approxi-
mating as in [Har98, Sec. 2.1, Ex. 4] one sees that closed, oriented, C Ln_manifolds are
canonically contained in B’; p as soon as 7 > 0. Similarly to the proof of Lemma[.5]

one can check that a compact oriented C17-manifold with boundary is in B ’; passoon
as a > —, see also Theorem[5.2land Remark[5.3l

1+n’
3.2 Further (a, §)-flat norm estimates

We collect some Lemmata about the (a, §)-flat norm which will be useful later on.

Lemma 3.6. Let vy,...v; € R% and v(’) € R? all be contained in a ball of radius r > 0.
Then,

[Vo, V1, ey Vi) = [V, U1, ey V] @h <k r*1d (v, ve)* + r®d(vp, v('))ﬁ )

Proof. Consider Z = (v}, vy, V1, ..., V] and write X = [vg, U1, ..., k] — [V, U1, ..., Vk]. Then

1Xl(@,p) = 1X = 0Zla;k + 121141
k
!/ A
Z |[V()’ Vo, V15 .0y Ujyensy vk]|a;k+ |Z|ﬁ;k+1

IA

j=1
krk_ld(v('), V)% + rkd(vé, vo)P .

IA

13
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Lemma 3.7. Consider simplices o = [vy, ..., Vx], 0' = [v(’),..., vy

radius r > 0. Let = max {|v; — vl ER:i= 0,...,k}. Then,

| contained in a ball of

k-1 k
0 =0"kiapy S 7+ rF .

Proof. We define o; = [vy, ..., Vi1, V},..., v} ] and note that 0 = 044, and 0’ = 0. The
statement follows from the using (B.3) to write |0 — 0'| (g < Zfzo loi —0i+1l@,p and
then applying Lemma[3.6l O

Fix a family of maps (1) sen, With 7, : R4 — 27779 < R4, such that, uniform in
neN and x € R4, we have
dx,mp,x) 527",

uniformly in n € N and x € R¢. We extend this map to a map on simplices by setting
Tp V0, V1y ey Vil = [ V0, T V1, oy T Vg
Note 7, naturally extends to X'*. The following is a direct corollary of Lemma[3.7.

Corollary 3.7.1. Foranyo € Xk andm,neN,

1m0 = 0 a,p) S diam(g)*~12790mAM | diam(g)k2-FmAm

4 Multiplication with regular functions

For a smooth function f : R — R and a smooth differential k-form A, one can easily
see that the pointwise product f - A is characterised by

1 k
/f A= lim (k+12f(yi)- / A) 4.1)
i=0 a’

n—o0
o'eky,

where (ICj,) nen is any regular sequence of subdivisions of o. In order to define a prod-
uct

chxak-ak  (f,A—-Ff-A
we mimic the right hand side of (4.1I), but allow for slightly more general approxima-
tionsH For this consider a family p = {5} ;¢ x« Of probability measures where each p,
is supported on o and independent of the orientation of o, and set

=1 40) = o () - A0). (4.2)

Theorem 4.1. Let a,y € (0,1] such that a +vy > 1 and | = {Ug},cxk as above. Then,
EﬁA €Cyy VIR G every fECY, A€ Qs,ﬁ.
It follows that, with the map L as in Proposition[2.10,

_fA Ik
f A:=1E EQa(cHy NAB”’

is in fact independent of the choice of u and satisfies

If-Alle S ”f”CY”A”m 10(f - All@ry-ap < I fllcrlAlla,p) - (4.3)
3Note that Ef‘A[vo,..., kHZ 0f(v,)A[vo, ., Vgl is clearly a special case of (4.2).
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Proof. To verify that =4 € Cy ',ZJrk_Ha, observe that

=1 @)1= 1 fli=A©) < |l Al mE 0) < I f 11| Allg diam (@)

and

0= @) =| X (o)~ o () Al
o'elC

<|K|- I fllcr diam(o)? | All o mE (o)
<|KI- I flcrllAllq diam(o)Y 5-17a

The first estimate of (4.3) then follows from the first estimate of (2.6).

The fact that f - A does not depend on the particular choice of y, follows from the
uniqueness in Proposition[2.10land the fact and observing that given a second family
W = {u,} e xr of measures,

=/ Y0 -2l @) <1 fllcr diam(0) | Algm (@)
We now turn to the second inequality of . For a family of measures = {t;)} e xr

as before we define _a(f Do) = ZFeBd(U) =, (F) for o € Xk+1,
Given another famﬂy of measures on k + 1 simplices fI = {fig}, exk+1, We set, for
o€ Xk+1,

=0DM () .= Feé@ (ur(f) = o () AE) .
Since _Z(f A) _ I(%)AA + “Z QA
207 P @)1= 1 fllerll Al diam(@)7 75 + | £ 1010 All g diam (o) <
< I fllcrl Allg,p) diam(o) ¥+ a=DAP
and thus

0(f- A = =0 V@) -a(f - A +IZ07 (o)
< (k+ DISE] "y k140 diam(@) 1% 1| fllcr 1| All o, p) diam () F 0@ =DF
S flerllAllq,p diam(g) K 0+a=Dnb

which is the second inequality of (4.3). In the first inequality above, we used that
|_a(f A (0)=0(f-A)(0)| = XreBd(o) |E£'A(F) —(f - A)(F)| and we have already estimates
the terms on the right hand side. O

The theorem above allows us to extend a wedge product on differential forms to
our rough setting.

Corollary 4.1.1. Leta,f,y € (0,1] with@:=a+y—-1>0andf:=f+y—1>0. Then
theidentitydf AN A:=d(f-A)— f-dA for smooth forms extends to a continuous bilinear
map

CYan,ﬁanilﬁﬁ (f,A—dfAnA:=d(f-A)—-f-dA (4.4)
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Proof. This follows from Theorem[4.Tlwhich gives d(f - A) € Q{C;ly_l) Ao and f-dAe

k+1
Qﬁ Bry-1° =
We state another corollary, which in the view of Remark 3.1l and the preceding
corollary, reproduces [Ziis11, Thm. 3.2] when specialized to n = k — 1.

Corollary 4.1.2. Letn<k. Fixa,Yy,...Yn € (0,1] and B € (0,1] U {oo} such that

n n
a+2yi>n and [3+Zyi>n—1.
i=0 i=0
Then, writing@ =a+Y" yi—(n—1), f=(a +Y 2 yi—n)A(B+XL,yi—(n-1),
one has that the mapping

C" x (HC”)XQ’C ”—»Qkﬁ (800 &y A) — go-dgi N..Ndgn N A

is a bounded multi-linear map.

Proof. Wewrite ay_,, = a, fx—n = Bpand Ay_,, = A. Then, for [ € {1, ..., k}, inductively de-
fine ag—n+1 = @k—n+1-1+Yk-1—DABr-n+1-1 a0d Br—n+1 = Px—n+1-1+Yk-1—1. Note that
Ak-n+1> Pr—n+1 > 0 by assumption and thus Ax_j1;:=dgn N Ag—n+1-1 € Q(’;knnil Be-n+l

by @.4). For [ = n, we have Ay =dgiA..ANdgnANAand ay =a and fr=p+X" | vi—
(n—1). Applying Theorem[4.Tlonce more to control gy - Ay finishes the proof. O

5 Pullback and Stokes’ theorem

For F:R™ — R% and a simplex o = [vy, ..., Vk] € xKk(®R™), write F.o = [F(vg),..., F(vi)].
For Ae Q’é p We shall (under appropriate regularity assumptions) define

(F*A)(0):= lim ) A(F.0") (5.1)
nqooa’eIC,,

along any regular sequence of subdivisions X, of o. This is easily seen to agree with
the classical definition whenever F and A are smooth.

Theorem 5.1. Leta € (lJr ,11, B> 0. Then, for A€ Qg p and F € C'", the limit in (5.1)
is well defined and for = (a(1 +1) — 1) A B the linear map

-k A—F*A

k
F* Qﬁ of

is bounded.

Furthermore, for F € C, F*(F* A) = (Fo F)* A, and, for ¢ € CY withy € (1-a,1],
F*(p- A) = (F*)-F* A

Finally, for@ < a, B < (a(1+mn) —1) A B the following map is continuous

ClxQgs—Qf 5 (EA)—F"A
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Proof. Combine Lemmal5.5] Lemmal5.6land Proposition[5.8| O

Note that this implies that forn >0, @ > =, 8 < a(1 +1) — 1, and an oriented C'"-

1+17
manifold M (possibly with boundary) we can define a space Q{Ca 5 (M) in the usual
way. In particular, this provides a notion of integration by pull-back and mimicking
standard proofs of Stokes’ theorem, c.f. [Leel0], one obtains the following theorem.

Theorem 5.2. Let M be a compact (k + 1)-dimensional, oriented, C*""-manifold with
boundary. Foranya > —=, >0,and A€ Q( @) (M), it holds that

[ an=| a
M oM

Remark 5.3. Contrast the stronger regularity assumptions required to build integra-
tion by pull-back, Theorem 5.1} compared to Remark It is not hard to see that
when both notions apply, the resulting integrals are equal.

1+17

Remark 5.4. In contrast to [CCHS22, Theorem 3.18] we do not work with a control,
since it is unclear how to extend Definition 3.16 thereinto k> 1. For k=1 (and d = 2)
one can still define a control by replacing |P; P|*’? therein by the (o', §)-flat norm for
some a', B € (0,1], but we shall not pursue this further since our focus is on generic
k=1.

5.1 Simplicial approximation

For F:R™ — R? and o = vy, ..., Vk] € xk®™), let F? : R™ — R? to be the unique map
supported on o such that F?(}_; t;v;) = Y ; t;F(v;) whenever ¢; € [0,1] and )} ; t; = 1.
For a simplex o € X¥(R™) let

|F|(a,ﬁ);a = Supn,laX|F*0J_Fg0J|(a,ﬁ) »

|F; Fl(a,py;0 - —supmSIJC(IF*U F.o'=Fla" +E70 | (a,p) -

where the supremum runs over all subdivisions IC of 0. Let

|F*0-_ﬁ*0-|(a,ﬁ))

||F,15|| (@,BymkR = Sup :
oexk (8 diam(o)"
_ |F; Fl(a,py0
|15 = osup | ————~
) CHORH A ;
Py sext, g | diam(@)Y

as well as || F|| (@,B),y;8 = ”F;O”(a,ﬁ),y;k;ﬁ and ”lF”l(a,ﬁ);k;ﬁ = ”lF;Ol”(a,ﬁ);k;ﬁ- Note that it
follows directly from B.3) that || - ; - [l g)p;k;6 @and Il -5 - lla, p);y;k;4 satisfy the triangle
inequality.

Lemma 5.5. Whenever F is Lipschitz continuous, for every R > 0 it holds that
IF 1l (@, pk—1+ask:8 Sk IDFll oo,
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uniformly over F satisfying ||DF|l;~ < R. Furthermore, for n < k—1+ a there exists
k =« (a,n) >0 such that for every R > 0

IF; Fll (@, prmise Sk IF = Fllfoo (5.2)

uniformly over Lipschitz continuous F, F such that ||F| e, || F|lfe, | DF |10, IDF| 100 <
R.

Proof. The former estimate is seen directly. Next, note that on the one hand
|F; Fla,pro < 1Pl pro + |Fla,pro < diam(a)*~1+¢
and on the other hand by Lemmal[3.7]
|Fv0 = Fu0l(a,p) SIF = Fllfe
and follows by interpolation. O

Lemma 5.6. Let o € (ﬁ, 11, B€ (0,11, theny := (k—1+al+m) A (k+p(L+n) > k.
For every R > 0 and y < y the bound WEW(,),y:k Sr I Fllcun holds uniformly over F
satisfying |Fllcin < R.

Furthermore, if y < ¥, there exists x = x(a, B,y,n) > 0 such that |||F;F|||(a,ﬁ)
I|F — Fll’zoo uniformly over F, F satisfying || Fll cin, | Fllcin < R.

Y SR

Proof. Let o' c o and observe that each vertex v} € V(¢') can uniquely be written as a
convex combination v; =y ?:0 )L; vj where v; € V(o).
Thus we observe that for r = diam(o),

Y AF@) =Y A5 (Fw) + VE@W)(w; ~ v) + OUD Fllen vy~ v)'™M)
J J
= Fw) +VFW) Y AL (wj— v+ OUID' Fllear')
j
=FW)+O(ID'Flcar'™™). (5.3)

Since both F?(¢') and F(0') are contained in a ball with radius < || DF||;~r, we con-
clude by Lemma[3.7 that

IF? (@) = F(@)l(@,p S UDFler) " UIDFllcnr)* ™ + (IDFll oo 1) (IDFll cr )P

which remains bounded by r¥ whenever y <7y.
To see the second claim of the lemma, note that as above

|F?(0")=F(0")=F°(0")+F(0)l(a,p <F° (0 )=F°(0")|(a,p+IF(0")=F(0")ap Sk IF-Fl~.
On the other hand by the first part of this proof

7l @ iyt = WF M prsgst + N1 Fll o g5k < 00

and we conclude by interpolation. O
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Remark 5.7. Note that the threshold a > 1/2 in Theorem[5.1lis explained by the obser-
vation that even if F is smooth, generically || Fll 4, Brik;k < 0O onlyifa € [%, 1]. This can
be seen by for example choosing F to be a smooth parametrisation of the closure of an
open subset of an embedded k-sphere which makes (5.3) sharp.

In order to make sense of the limit in (5.I) we define the increments
= A0y = A(F.o), EFATA(g):= A(F.0) - A(F,0).

Proposition 5.8. Letn > k-1, y > k. For A€ Q’; and E F continuous such that

i _
1F 1 @ prmsier 1 E Wl pysmsier WE W pysyster || Elll iy < 000 0Ome finds that =54, =8 44

CY and that F* A:=T=F 4 € QF satisfies

€

IF* Allg-te=1) S N All@,) (1F @, pimsic V IFll @, prsyi) »
IF* A= F* Al S 1Al (15 i pionse 115 Fll i g -
If furthermore | Flll,00);7;k+1, 1l ,00);7;k+1 < 00 for y > k, then F*Ae Qq,(yrj)—k and
10" A= F* Dligap-k S MF Flll st ¥ I Fllgoorsgiks - (5.4)
Finally, F*(F* A) = (FoF)* A and F*(¢- A) = F*-F* A for ¢ € CP wheneverp € (1-a, 1].
Proof. First note that by Lemmal3.4]
1=y < AlalFll@pmi, 1277 41 < 1 Al | F Flla ik - (5.5)
To see
162" A1y < I Al@plFllwpryk,  BokE 47 A0 < 1 Al@p | F Flll @ pyc 6-6)
note that for IC|o

165 cEF = |A(FL(0) = Y A(F.(@"))| = Y |A(F?0’ - F.a")

o'ek o'ek

< Al@p Y IF{0'=F.0'|ap
o'elC

= ”A”d '”C””F”I(a,ﬁ);y;k diam(o)" .
B

The second inequality of follows similarly. Thus, we conclude the first part of the
proposition by Corollary[2.12.11
To see (4.1I), note that

|A(OF,0)| < 10All gl Fll (g,00);7;k+1 diam(a)”
and

|F* A(@0) - A@F,0)l <= Y. 12F4B) - F* AB)| < I62F 41, diam(0)7 .
BeBd(o)
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Therefore by
|F* A(00)| < |A(OF.0)| + |F* A(0o) — A(OF.0)|
SN Al WF N @, prsysk VILE N (,00s:k41) diam(a) Y

Thus, Lemmal[2.8l

”aF*A”(y/\f/)—k 5 Al (a,ﬁ)(”F” (a,0);y \ ||F”(ﬁ,oo);}7;k+l;)

and (5.4) follows similarly.
The first identity in the final part follows from the fact that G, (Fy(0)) = (Go F).0.
For the second identity, note that EL‘pOF)'F A(a) = Ug(F*¢) - (F* A)(0o),

@D (g) = (¢- A)(F.0),

and that
204 (F.0) = o (F* ) A(F0) = o (F* )= 4(0) .

Therefore
—F* () —(F*¢)-F*A —F* (- —p-A —bA _(F*¢p)-F* A
EF @D ()~ = P A ) < |2 OV () - 2L AR ) + 120 (Fo) -2 P A 0)

= (- A (F:0) — EL A (Foo) | + 1o (F* ¢) (EF 4~ F* ) (0)]

and thee claim follows by together with Theorem[4.1] O

6 Embeddings into distribution spaces

For 1 < k < d, we write QZ ={Jc{l,..,d} : |J|=k}. Given J € Qz we also write J¢ =
{1,..,d}\ J and denote by E’ the hyperplane spanned by (ej: j € J) equipped with its
canonical orientation. Given v, w € R we write [w, vl := [wy, 11] X ... x [Wwy, vg].

Given A€ QF, Je €7 and y € C°(RY) we define

(A ) = (-1 / A(lw, w+v) D'y (v +w)dvdw . 6.1)
E/€ JE

The following is a higher dimensional analogue of [Chel8, Prop. 3.21].

Proposition 6.1. In the setting above, the map characterised by (6.1) restricts to a bounded
linearmap ;- Q’; 0~ C% L. Furthermore the map

N
mQE o= (CTNH, A m(A) = (1(A) T e CY)
is injective.
Recall that my(o) = 1 whenever o # 0 and thus Q’Ui g ={AE€ QF - |Allq < +o00},
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Remark 6.2. Note that this suggests notation A = )_ Jeed (m;A) (x)dx’ which is clearly
k
an identity if A arose from a smooth k-form.

Proof. Noting that for any simplex o € X* one has [c [ A()D’y(v+ w)dvdw =0
and thus

/ /A([[w,w+v]])D]w(v+w)dvdw: /A([[w+x,w+x+v]])D]w(v+w)dvdw.
EI°JE EJ

EJ°¢

Let w € CK1(By,2(0)) satisfy [y/| k1 < 1 and write w2 := A=%y((- — x)/A), then

KA yh < A7* sup IA(Lw + x, w+ x + v])| < | Allg A kA1
veE! ,we E/° ,v+wesupp(y?})

It remains to check the map is injective. Indeed if ;A = 0 for all J € ¢4, this implies by
the fundamental Lemma of calculus of variations that for almost every w the function
E’ 5 v— A(Jlw, w+ v]) € R is the constant function. Since A[w, w] = 0 this concludes
the proof. O

Proposition 6.3. In the special case k = d the map 7 is surjective with bounded inverse.

Proof. Fix an orientation o on R4, Given any oriented d-simplex o = (0, 0,) we de-
fine sign(o) = 1 if o, = 0 and sign(o) = —1 otherwise. We also set 1, := sign(o)1ls
Furthermore fix ¢ as in Remark2.3/and denote by (¢ ;) ,cn ;c;, the partition of unity
constructed from ¢ € C* subordinate to a Whitney decomposition of .

Then, for F € C*"! one can se

Ap(0):=F(1,):=sign(@) ) F@%,).

neN,iel,
Letn =d -1+ a, one then finds that
Y OIF@INS Y IFlge27"27" D S| F)| ot > |T[27"
neN,iel, neN,iel, neN:2-"<diam(o)

< ||F|l ca-1 diam(0)",

where in the last step one argues ad verbatim like in (2.5). Thus, the following linear
map is bounded
1:CY = Qg0 F— Ap.

When F is smooth, it is easily checked that
(01 (F)(w) = mAp(w) = D) F (L, uw+n)) = F(w) .

Thus, by continuity of ¢, it is a right inverse to m which implies that 7 is surjective.
O

4One can check that the definition is independent of the specific choice of ¢.
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7 Application to random fields

7.1 AKolmogorov criterion

Proposition 7.1. Fixacompact set RcR%. Let A= (Ay : 0 € X¥(R)) be a X* (R)-indexed
stochastic process such that the map S 3 0 — A(0) = Ay satisfies the relations in Re-
mark 22 for any finite subset S ¢ X¥*(R) almost surely. Assume furthermore that for
some @, B € (0,1] and g €N,

E[|A(0)|7] E[|A(00)|7]
———+ sup —————

Mg = k k+1
oext @ M) gexkiig mg (07

(7.1)

Then, for any (a, B) € (0, aAB—d(k+1)/q)x (0, f—d(k+2)/q), there exists a modification
N ;
Ac€ Q(a'ﬁ) (R) with
ind
ElllAlly g0l = Mg - (7.2)

As is standard, outside of the proof below we just write A to refer to the modifica-
tion A.
Remark 7.2. Note that the conclusion of Proposition [7.1l remains true when (Z.I) is
replaced by

E[|A(0)]7] su E[|A(00)|7]
sexk () diam(@) 101D = it ) diam (o) 90+H)

M;}iam = (7.3)

Addiﬁionally, the statement also holds if, for j € {0,1}, one replaces the suprema over
%g] (R) in ([Z.3) with suprema over Dg] (R).

Proof. We write (&, @+1) = (07,,5), (ax, akx+1) = (@, B). ForneNand j € {k, k+ 1} we
write ' ) )
V5 ={o € XL, (B :myg (0) € 27"V, 27"}

Note that (@{l : neN) is a partition of %il (R). Forany o € Z{il (R), we define n, so that

o€ @f%. We shall show that

E| Y 2™ sup (|[Amn0)7+ ¥ 1AGr,0) - AGra10)l)| <co.  (7.4)

m=0 oePk, n>m

This will imply that, with probability 1, foranyo € X il (R), the limit A(0) := lim,,—.o, A(7T,0)
exists and one can extend A to X¥(f). Since measurability is preserved in this limit, we
have A € Q. In particular, for o € xk+l(g), lim,,_.oc A(m,00) = A(d0), which together
with showing

E| Y. 2™ sup (|AGrn00)|7+ Y |A(,00) - A(Ta100)7)] <00, (7.5)

m=0 o€ "Cn“ n>m

will prove that A satisfies the estimate (Z.2).
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We use the parameter j € {k, k + 1} so we can write discuss estimates (7.4) and (Z.5)
at the same time. We claim that, uniformlyin m, o € 2){71 and n = m, we have

E[A(Tmo I SMg27 9% and  E[lA(,0) — A(tp_10 )ITS Mg27"9% , (7.6)

where, 0 =0, dk:d/\ﬁ, and o441 =00, dk+1=B- .
To prove the inequality (Z6) we argue as in CorollaryB.Z.1l For any o € X, and
n,n' € Z, there exists Z/ = Z/ (o, n,n') € X/*1 (%) such that, uniform in such o, n, n’,

5 2—(n/\n’)dj ’

Tn(0) =Ty (0)—0Z1|
ocj;]

and, for j = k, we also have
‘Zk‘ i 5 2—(n/\n’)5 ]
Bik+1

Continuing in the case j = k, we have

E[|An(0) - 1w (0)|?] SE[|AGT(0) - 0w (0) - 025)| 1 + E[|A0Z5|T]  7.7)

< My([n(0) =7 (0) - 02M( 2+ 2¥)% )

< Mq(z-&(l’l/\l’l’)q +2—ﬁ~(n/\n’)q) — qu—nq&k .
For j = k+1, since 30Z**! = 0, we have

B[ A(0mn(0) = 0mw @) "] =E[| A(0(n(@) - mw () - 025 ]

< qu—ﬁ(n/\n’)q _ qu—dk(n/\n’)q _
Bik+1 ™

q
< My|ma(o) =7y (0) - 025!

Now that (Z.6) is proved, let @{nn ={mpo:0¢€ @inn}, and note that @{n,nl <
diam(R)?2"U+D since each such simplexis determined by j + 1 vertices in £n (27"Z%).
We then have

E[ i 2"9% sup (|A(7Im0'j)|‘7+ > |A(nnaj)—A(nn_lgj)|q)]

m=0 U€Qﬂn n>m
o0
SE[ Y 2™ ¥ [AGpIT+ Y Y 1AG) - Alr5 1)
m=0 €D fum M Ge)k,
(e, 0] . N .
SMq Z omqa; (Z—qmaj2(1+l)dm+ Z 2—nqaj2(j+1)dn)
m=0 n>m
S oqmiaj-ap+(j+d
m(aj—a&;)+(+Ddm
Sy $ grmier-ap-oin <y,
m=0

where in the third inequality we used that &@; > (j + 1)d/q and in the final inequality
we used thataj <a;—d(j+1)/q. O
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7.2 Rough Gaussian k-forms

In this section we exhibit a criterion for fractional Gaussian fields, c.f. [LSSW16], to
belong to the spaces Q(’; B We start with the following generalisation of [CCHS22,
Lemma 4.9].

Lemma 7.3. Let Q c R? be a k-cube of side length r € (0,1]. We associate to Q the
distribution 6g on R by setting, for any smooth f onR%,

69, f) = flyd*x,

[0,r1%

wherey : [0,r1¥ — Q is an isometric embedding and d*x the Lebesgue measure. There
exists C > 0 independent of r such that |8qll -6 ga < Crk+@O-d+RAR2 for any 6 >
d-kl2.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we take Q = [0, r]* x {0}4~% c R?. We then have
k eZm’pjr -1

(%(plr---rpn): H

j=1 27n'pj

Thus,

d d k
o0l sy = [+ 5 ) I8P atp s [ (15 ) [0 appatp
A= R i j=1

k (d-k)—-20 k k

< [ e X I o apt .

RK j=1 j=1

The estimate then follows from noting that forany0 < m < k,

d (d-K)-20 17 (-2 -1 d 2 -\ qk k+@20-d+k)nk

LI [T(p;*Uipjlzr}) T1 (FUipjil<rHdp<r :
j=1 j=1 j=m+1

O

Proposition 7.4. Fixk<d, (d—k)/2<0. Let(A;:1¢€ QZ) be a collection of centred,
jointly Gaussian, random fields on H~%(R?) for which there exists C > 0 such that

E[A[(f)z] < CIIfIIiH, uniformly over I and f € HY (Rd) .

Let@ = (0—d/2+1)Al and B= (0—d/2)A1. Then, thereexists A€ Q’Ui ﬁ(ﬁ) such thatm(A)
is a modification of (A; : I € €%) and E [[[A]]%a’ﬁ);ﬁ] <s C foreverya € (0,al, B € (0,p]

and compact & < R%,
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Proof. By Proposition[Z.Iand Remark[Z2l with the choice @ =0/2~-d/2+1and f=(
and combined with equivalence of moments for Gaussian random variables, it suffices
to prove the estimate

E[JA(Q)|2 E[|A0Q)[?
_EIAQR -, EIAGOR 7.8)
Qeak, (v d1am(Q) Qeatj!p diam(Q* kP

For Q € Q%(R) of side length r, let A(Q) = # X de(Q)(SQ(AI) . To estimate the first
term on the left hand side of (7.8) we note that by Lemma [7.3] we have, uniform in

Qe 0k ),

El6g(An?] < ClI8gl?, , < Cdiam(Q)¥@=4+RAk = ¢ diam (Q)2k+0-d/2n2k

HY9 ~

We turn to estimating the second term of (7.8). The desired estimate follows from
applying Stokes’ Theorem estimate to write |A(0Q)| = [(0A)(Q)| and then observing
that, forany I and j € [d] \ I, and uniformin Q € Qk“ (R),

Cdlam(Q) k+1+(2(0-1)— d+k+l)/\(k+1)

El6(0;AnN*1 S Cldjol%, 4 S Cldgll?

H- 0 ~ H- 0+1 ~o
O
8 Methods of subdivision
We define the eccentricity ¢(o) of o € X¥ as
diam(o)*
e(o):= — - (8.1)
Vol* (o)

Definition 13. We call a family of maps M = {M ¢}¢en where for each £ €N,
My xko Z}Ck,

a method of subdivision (for k simplices), if for each o € X, M (0) is a subdivision of
o and
Mpip@)= |J Mew), foreveryl,f'eN. 8.2)
weM (o)

We call card(M) := sup,, | M (0)| the cardinality of M and write

e(w) diam(w)
M|l :=supsup sup —— and cpq:=sup max (—)
oexk teN weM, (o) e(o) oexk WeMi(0) diam(o)
as well as
Vol (w')

M —1nfsup€ ’“‘sup{ : aexk, w, w’e/\/lg(a)}.
>

0 jen Volk (w)

We call M strongly regular if card(M) v M| V [IMIl < oo and cpq < 1.
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Remark 8.1. Enforcing | M| < oo rules out methods of iterative subdivision that would
would be problematic for our analysis, such as slicing a triangle into thinner and thin-
ner strips without significantly reducing the length of the strips.

Remark 8.2. The main theorem of [EG00] states that there exists a strongly regular
method of subdivision with |[M]|=1.

Remark 8.3. Another natural method of subdivision is longest edge bisection, but the
question of whether || M| < oo for this method appears to be an open problem, see
IKPS16].

Remark 8.4. For any strongly regular method of subdivision M, o € X¥, and n e N,

> diam(c")¥ < ( max e(a’))Volk(a) < IM|le(o) Vol* (o) < || M| diam(o)¥ .

og'e M, (o) o'eMpy(0)

In particular, then sequence (M;(0)) Jeny 18 @ regular sequence of subdivisions of ¢ in
the sense of Definition[2since, for y > k,

Y diam(o)" = ‘max diam(c")"* Y diam(c")*
o'eMy(0) o'eMn(0) o'eMy(0)

< |IM| diam* (o) max diam(c’)"*
a'ek™

< P Ml diam? (o) . 8.3)

Given two subdivisions K|o and K'|o, we say K’ is a refinement of K if, for every
7 € K, there exists K" < K’ with K" |z.

Lemma 8.5. Consider two strongly regular methods of subdivision M, M'. Then, there
exists u = (M) >0, C = C(M) such that, for any o and n € N, there exists a common
refinement IC,, = K(M, M',a, n) of both M ,(0) and M, (o) satisfying

diam (M, (0))\"
w/g/]\/ali((a)l{LUE n LUCLU}|NIC (M)e(o)n +dlam(Mn(U))

Note that by symmetry one can reverse the roles of M and M’ in the estimate
above.

Proof. Set

DM (W) = [{w € My(0) :Vol* (wnw') £ 0}.
The lemma follows by combining the following claim with the fact that for any two
simplices, their intersection can be written as a union of a bounded (k-dependent)
number of simplices.
Claim 8.6. There exists (M), C(M) > 0 such that

diam(w’) \*

MM 1 u
Do (W) = C(Me(o)n® |1+ dam M. 0))

uniformlyinneN
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We now prove this claim. Write IC,,(w') := {w € M, (o) :Volk(w N w') # 0} and let
w € M(o) be such that diam(M, (o)) = diam(w). Then,

Cn (W) diam (i) * < I, (w") e (@) Vol* (i) < e@m) IMIInHM Y vol* (w)

welC, (w')

< IMI-lIMlle(@)n# ™% Vol(w)

welC, (w')

< IM[l- IMIlle(@) n*M (diam (i) + diam(w'))*

; nyk
and therefore, |, (w")| < [M]lIM |le(o) n#M (1 + dlam(w)) . 0

diam(w)
8.1 Proof of Proposition[2.10]
We shall suppress £ < R throughout the proof.

Lemma 8.7. In the setting of Proposition for any strongly regular method of sub-
division M, the map

IME: X" -R,  o0—~TyE@):=lm Y E@)

n—oo

og'e My (o)
satisfies
- - IMI — . y
IZME(0)-Z(0)] < mﬂé&ﬂ%ﬁdlam(a) .
1- ¢

as wellasTME(0) = Y pre M, ) IME().

Proof. Using (8.3) in the last line we find that

Y E20)- Y E0)|= ¥ (2e)- Y =6")

g'eMy41(0) ag'e My (o) ag'e My, (o) a"e My (a")
<[62lyq Y, diam(c)”
og'e M, (o)

< 0P| M 16E], ¢ diam(0)? .

Since cyq < 1 and y > k, this is summable in n. The remaining claim follows from
18.2). O

We define the following equivalence relation between methods of subdivisions: we

, . 1 diam(M (o)) ;
say that M ~ M’, whenever there exits C > 0 such that 5 < sup,, TamM ) = C uni-

formly over o € %gl, neN.

Lemma 8.8. For two strongly regular methods of subdivision M and M’ the maps
ImE(0) and ZayE(0) agree whenever M ~ M.
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Proof. For any two strongly regular methods of subdivision M, M’. By Lemma
there exists p = u(M, M’) and a common refinement X,, of M (o), M, (0) such that,
if we write K, (w) :=={iw e K, : wc w} for w e M,(0)u M), (0), then

|IChn ()] SM,M,U nt.
Thus

IMEWO) -IME@0) = Y, IMEW - ). ImEwW)

weMy (o) we M), (o)

= )Y CMEW-Zw)- )Y (ImEW)-Zw)

weM (o) w'e M), (0)

Y ([Bw- Y o=zw)- Y (Ew) Y zm).
weM (o) welky(w) w'e M, (0) Weky(w")

The first two sums in the last expression above converge to 0 as n — oo by defini-
tion, and for the third sum we have

Ew- Y EW)| = 16uk,wE < [Kaw) 1521, diam(w)!
wekMM (o) mew

< n#[6E], diam(w)”
Similarly, one estimates the summands in the fourth sum. We conclude by 8.3). O

Remark 8.9. We leave the following observation as an exercise to the reader: Given a
strongly regular method of subdivision M, a simplex 0 and K a subdivision of 0. Then
there exists a strongly regular method M’ ~ M such that K = M, (o).

Lemma 8.10. For any strongly regular method of subdivision T\(Z is an element of Q.

Proof. Note that the first condition of Definition 8 follows directly, and it remains to
check that for any o € ¥* and subdivision K|o, one has

IME@) = Y. TpmE(0).
o'elC

The flexibility in Definition [I3] allows us to choose a strongly regular method of
subdivision M’ as in Remark[8.9] It follows by Lemma[8.8] that

IME@O)=IpmEO)=lim 3 ZE@)= } lim 3 T)E0"

a'eM!, () o'e M’ (o) 170 gre M, (o)

=Y ImE(@).

o'ek
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Proof of Proposition[2.10. We first note that any map Z: CZ Z (R) — QF(R), satisfying
IZZ(0) - Z(0)| < [0E]y, g diam(0)”
also satisfies
IZZ(0)| = |2(0)| + |E(0) = ZE(0)| S [El ¢,y diam(0)" .

Considering a regular sequence of subdivisions {K,},en of 0 any such map also satis-
fies
IZZ(0)— Y, E@NISI6Zlys Y diam(o)’ —0.
o'ek, o'ek,

Thus, in view of the preceding lemmas we have constructed for any strongly reg-
ular method of subdivision a map Z satisfying the properties in Proposition 2.10l It
remains to prove uniqueness of the map Z. Assume Z’ is a second such map and let
M be a strongly regular method of subdivision. Then, by additivity

IZZ(0)-T'E(0)l= ). |I=(0")-T'Z(0")]
o'eM,
< Y (IZ2(0)-Z@"+IT'=00") - E(0")I)
ag'eM,
< ) diam(0)”
a'eM,

which converges to 0 as n — oo by (8.3). O

AppendixA Symbolic Index

Object Meaning Ref.
Vol¥ k-dimensional Hausdorf measure Page[5]
o non-oriented simplex Def.[T]
o oriented simplex Def.[3]
V(o) vertices of o Def. [Tl
diam diameter of a simplex or cube and mesh of a subdivision Def.
Klo K is a subdivision of o Def. 5]
xk set of oriented simplices Def.[3]
Xk Z module of chains Def.
mF a-mass Eq.2.3
Qk universe of (measurable) cochains Def. [
Q’éyﬁ elements A € QF such that | Allg,p < +o0 Def.
QF set of oriented cubes Def.[7]
Bd(o) oriented faces of o Def.[3]
0 boundary operator 60 =} pepd(o) F Eq.21
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Object Meaning Ref.
B, completion of Xk |- l(a,p) Def.
Cg’y certain functions on simplices/germs Def.
= element of Cg v Def.
Lo family of probability measure supported on o Page[14]
= generalised increment of = Def.
T sewing/reconstruction operator Cg oL Prop.[2.10
| l(a,p) (a, B)-flat norm Def.[11]
0Q element of D’ which integrates functions over Q Def.[7]
M method of subdivision Def. 13
- k
¢ eccentricity of a simplex ¢(o) = % Eq.
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