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Abstract

The aim of the paper is to show the probabilistically strong well-posedness of rough differential
equations with distributional drifts driven by the Gaussian rough path lift of fractional Brownian
motion with Hurst parameter H € (1/3,1/2). We assume that the noise is nondegenerate and the
drift lies in the Besov-Holder space € for some @ > 1—1/(2H). The latter condition matches the
one of the additive noise case, thereby providing a multiplicative analogue of Catellier-Gubinelli
in the said regime.
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2 INTRODUCTION

1 Introduction

Let B be a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H € (1/3, 1/2). Our goal is to solve
equations of the form

Xt:/ b(Xs)ds+/ o(Xy) dBy, (1.1)
0 0

with distributional drift b. This is a natural continuation of the work [DG24]], whose aim was to
simultaneously treat two “sides” of the fractional Brownian motion. On the one hand, the sample
paths of B are too irregular to have any canonical solution theories of differential equations driven
by them (even without a drift component b), which makes them a prime example for Lyons’ theory
of rough paths [Lyog8| [FV10]. On the other hand, when one avoids the issue of rough integration
by taking o to be constant, it is known [?,/CG16] that the equation with nondegenerate o~ behaves
much better than the equation without the noise, in the sense that the regularity assumptions on
b that are required for well-posedness are far below the ones of the classical Cauchy-Lipschitz
theorem. This regularisation by noise phenomenon has been recently widely studied and extended
in a variety of directions, see, e.g., [Lé20, [HP21l (GG22| [ART23 |[GG24, BLM23, BM24[]. A
common theme is the rule of thumb “the more irregular the noise, the more regularisation effect
it has”, having small parameters H is not only relevant for rough path theory, but also interesting
from the regularisation perspective. In fact, the regime H < 1/2 is where the regularisation is
strong enough so that equations with distributional b can be strongly well-posed. More precisely,
in the Besov-Hoélder scale the condition on the drift reads » € 6%, @« > 1 — 1/(2H), and for
negative exponents such spaces contain distributions.

In recent works [DG24), |[CD24]] equations of the kind (1) with genuinely multiplicative noise
(i.e. non-constant o) have been considered. The approach of [DG24] yields in fact optimal
results in the regime H > 1/2 in the sense that the requirement on » matches the one from
the additive noise case. In the rough regime both works go well beyond the classical Cauchy
Lipschitz condition but fail to include distributional drifts: strong well-posedness is shown in
[DG24] under the condition @ > 0, H € (1/3,1/2), while in [[CD24] under the condition
a > max(0,3/2-1/(2H)), H € (1/4,1/2). In the present paper, we prove strong well-posedness
for equations with distributional drifts. Loosely speaking, the main result is that provided o is
smooth and nondegenerate, (I-1) is well-posed for any b € €® under the “classical” condition
a > 1—1/(2H) [CG16]. The precise formulation requires some setup and is stated in[Theorem 1.6
below. As in [DG24]], the present approach relies on the stochastic sewing lemma (SSL) from
[L&20], but with rather significant novelties that we outline below.

Remark 1.1. Our assumption of smooth ¢ is only for convenience, but the methods require at least
o € ®°. We note that somewhat orthogonally to the direction of the present paper, significant
progress has also been made recently in reducing the regularity requirements on o compared to
the conditions in the purely analytic Young/rough theories, see [MM23, MP24]. Combining their
method with the present work seems to be challenging, given the several Malliavin derivatives we
require on the flow of the driftless equation.

1.1 The overview of the strategy

Let us give an overall view on the strategy of the paper and highlight what novel difficulties have
to be tackled. First of all, let us recall that (_1)) in fact employs an abuse of notation. Indeed, the

integral
t
[ ooz,
0
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is not an object that depends only on B and X, but also on other components: the second order
iterated integrals of the coordinates of B and the so-called Gubinelli derivative of o (X), which in
turn is obtained not only from X but also its Gubinelli derivative. To distinguish between standard
processes and their enhancements with other components, we shall use colors (similar to, but not
exactly the same convention as, in [FH20]]), their precise meaning is defined in the notation section
below. For example, the integral above will be denoted by

/O (X, dB,

to indicate that o-(X), B are enhanced processes.

We start by recalling the standard rough Cauchy-Lipschitz argument. Take two strong solutions
X and Y that are adapted to the same filtration (Fy)s>0, with respect to which B is a fractional
Brownian motion. Their difference can be written as

Xt - Yz = ‘/O‘t (b(Xs) - b(Ys)) ds + Az (O-(Xs) - O—(Ys)) st-

If b were Lipschitz, then using that for sufficiently regular o, the map X + o (X) is locally
Lipschitz in the norm of controlled paths, one easily concludes that X = Y by a Gronwall-type
argument. To formulate slightly differently, one can write by Newton-Leibniz and “rough Newton-
Leibniz” (see (T-17) below) formulae

XI—YI:/OI(/OIVb(9X5+(1 ~0)Y,) do) (X, - Y,) ds

; /Ot (/01 Vo (0/X, + (1= 0)Y,) do' ) (X, - Y,) dB.

In this form, it is also clear that the Lipschitzness of b guarantees that the above is a well-defined
linear rough equation for Z = X — Y with initial condition 0, therefore the solution is identically
0. If b fails to be Lipschitz, the meaning of the integrand with respect to 8 becomes unclear.
Note that since o is always assumed to be fairly regular, the integrand with respect to 6" is always
well-defined and is henceforth denoted by X;.

An attempt at Young formulation. To give a meaning to the above equation for Z, we first aim
to construct the integral

1 pt
L, = / / Vb (60X, + (1-0)Yy))ds do (1.2)
0o Jo

by probabilistic methods. Such objects, i.e. integrals of distributions along stochastic processes
play a key role in regularisation by noise, see [Davo7, [FGP10,|CG16, [L.é20] for some prominent
examples. On the first reading, one may also think of taking smooth b to avoid any confusion
of meaning, but with the aim to control L in some norm using only the distributional norm of
Vb. Controlling such objects are easiest when the distribution of the process is exactly known,
for example, when it is a Brownian motion, fractional Brownian motion, or Lévy process. It is
more involved when the process is an additive perturbation of an exactly known process, see e.g.
[GG24] for a general criterion when this is possible.

With the first goal being the construction of L, we have now created two new difficulties, which
we address one by one below. First of all, the process in (2) along which we wish to integrate is
not a perturbation of an exactly known process. Secondly, even if L is constructed, its regularit
can be guessed (by replacing X and Y with B and recalling e.g. [CG16[): we can only expec

1For the sake of readability in this introduction we omit the necessary —e-s in regularities.
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L € ®'+(@=DH The condition @ > 1 — 1/(2H) guarantees that this exponent is bigger than but
arbitrarily close to 1/2. Therefore rewriting the equation for Z = X — Y as

t t
Zt:/ Z, dLs+/ ¥, Z, dB;, (1.3)
0 0

the first integral is a well-defined Young integral only if the regularity of Z is almost 1/2. This
would be the case, for example, if X were 0: then Z would inherit the regularity of L. Of course
the case X = 0 corresponds precisely to the additive case so it is not in our focus. For the correct
power counting, we first realise that Z in general inherits only regularity H from the rough integral,
so to define the first integral in (T-3) as a Young integration, we would need H + 1+ (o —1)H > 1,
that is, @ > 0. This excludes distributional drift and leads to the same threshold as in [DG24].
To resolve this issue, we will construct a joint rough path lift of (L, B) and treat (I-3) as a rough
differential equation driven by such emerging joint lift.

Conditional densities of RDEs as input to SSL. Let us comment on the construction of L. In
recent years the stochastic sewing lemma of [[Le20]] has been rather successful in constructing such
additive functionals. The lemma itself gives a simple criterion for when bounds on approximating
increments A ; = L; — L transfer to bounds on L itself. The “art” is then choosing appropriate
As .+, which on one hand can be analysed efficiently, and on the other hand fit in the stochastic
sewing framework. In [DG24]], for example, when dealing with L (or rather with an analogous
but not completely identical object), the approximation

1 t
AS’IZ/O [ES/S Vb(@(XS+0'(Xs)(Br—BS))+(1—9)(Ys+0'(ys)(3r—Bs)))drde

is used, where [Eg denotes the conditional expectation given ;. Clearly this choice satisfies the
first of the two aforementioned criterion: this A, ; is fairly easy to bound since the only randomness
to be averaged out is Gaussian. It turns out, however, that this approximation can only be sewed
when @ > 0. In the present paper we chose instead the approximation

1
Aot = / EcVb (067" + (1= 0)¢y™) dr df,
0

where ¢ is (the first component of) the flow of the driftless rough differential equation, i.e. of
(1) with b = 0. Intuitively it is clear that this is a better approximation to L, — Ly, since ¢ﬁ’X“‘ is
a better approximation of X, than X5 + o (Xs)(B, — By) and similarly for Y. Indeed, it turns out
that the approximating error for the first one is of order |r — s|'*@H (see while
for the second one is of order | — s|?H. In the range & > 1 — 1/(2H) and r — s is small, the first
one is clearly better. However, estimating A ; becomes much harder. Indeed, we now have to use
information about the conditional distribution of the flow given S&E

A detailed theory on the density of the solutions of rough differential equations driven by
fractional Brownian motions has been developed in the articles [CF10l [CLL13}, [Ina14}, [CHLT 15|
GOT20]]. Although it is natural to expect that any such result also holds with the obvious
modifications for conditional densities, making this rigorous is fairly nontrivial due to the lack of
Markovianity. In we approach this question by developing partial Malliavin calculus,

2Here we admit to being careless in how the indices of different matrix- and vector-valued processes are contracted.
If this worries the reader, they may assume for the present exposition that we are in dimension 1.

3In fact, we consider convex combinations of the flow starting from different points, and a priori it is not even clear
that the nondegeneracy of the two do not cancel each other.



INTRODUCTION 5

as introduced in [KS84, INZ89||, for rough differential equations. We comment on an alternative
approach to this problem in [CD24]] in[Remark 3.1] below.

An equation driven by a joint rough path. As for the second difficulty above, we need another
probabilistic construction that goes beyond an analytic threshold, this time for integrals against B
and/or L: we need to give a meaning to the iterated integrals

/(Br—Bs)er, /(Lr—Ls)wBr. (1.4)

The two integrals are essentially equivalent due to the “product rule”
t . . ” t " & . K ik . .
[ -t s [ @l - Las = @l - 1Y - 5.
) S

which needs to be enforced since L is a limit of smooth approximations. Constructing these
iterated integrals is our second main step and is the content of [Corollary 6.2 below. Putting it
together with the rest of the objects, we therefore build a rough path of mixed regularity

G:(B,L,/B@dB,/L@dB,/B@dL) e @ DH gl x @21 x glroll x glroH,

Note that the iterated integral of L against itself is canonically given as a Young integral.

Remark 1.2. We are not aware of standard references concerning rough paths of mixed regularity,
but one can easily transfer the tools from the usual theory without any difficulty. In any case,
since regularity structures [[Hai14] accommodate different regularities, viewing rough paths as a
special case of regularity structures, one may take all standard results as valid also in such mixed
regularity setting.

Having given a meaning to as a rough differential equation above the rough path G, it
might seem that Z = 0 follows.

Closing the equation. Unfortunately, the last sentence of optimism is misguided: from the
preceding construction it does not follow that there is a controlled path above Z that solves (T3)
as a rough differential equation above G! Indeed, from it is clear that Z is controlled by
(B, L) with Gubinelli derivatives (XZ, Z), so writing Z = (Z, Z,XZ), what the above optimistic
sentence is really saying is that

t t
Z; = / ZsdLg +/ YeZsdByg (1.5)
0 0

implies Z = 0 (here X is the trivial extension of X from a controlled path by B to a controlled
path by (B, L)). Although (13) indeed implies Z = 0, it is far less clear that (T-3) implies (T-3).
Indeed, at this point the role of different colors starts being important, and it is in general not
true that two integrals written in blue and purple (or in black and purple) coincide, even if both
integrals are meaningful. On the other hand, there is one more resource not used so far: the “drift”
part of Z does not merely have the regularity of L (i.e. 1+ (@ — 1)H), but the regularity of the
individual drifts of X and Y, which is of higher order, 1 + aH. The last main task of the proof is
to show that this extra regularity can be leveraged to go from to (T:3). This implies strong
uniqueness, after which strong existence follows from the Gyongy-Krylov lemma [|[GKg6] and the
weak existence result from [DG24].
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1.2 Setup and notation

Classical function/distribution spaces. For a € (0, 1], we set € (R9) to be the space of continu-
ous functions f : R — R such that

Ifllge = [flge + sup 1f@)] = sup LSO r) < oo

— a
xeRd x,yeR4 x#y |x y| xeR4

Here, and often below, we write €< instead of € (R¥) for simplicity. For & € (0,), we
define € (R9) the space of all functions f defined on R? having bounded derivatives % f for
multi-indices k € N? with |k| := |k;| + - - - + |kq| < @ such that

Ifllge = > sup 105 F@)l+ > 105 Fllga-ni < oo,

[k[<a XERY a-1<lk|<a

Note that the € “-norm always includes the supremum of the function. We also denote the space
of bounded measurable functions equipped with the supremum norm by €°(R¢). We denote by
B = Ne>0B Y the space of smooth functions and by 6“* the closure of € in <. It will often
be more convenient to work with the € %* spaces, the fact that this is not a loss of generality is
a consequence of the well known fact that for any & > 0, €**¢ c €%* (and that in the relevant
assumptions strict inequality will be assumed). For U ¢ R¢ and a Banach space V, the extension
of the definition to functions f : U — V is straightforward and is denoted by 6% (U;V). If the
target space V is obvious from the context, we simply write ‘€ (U) and if the same is true for the
domain we write simply 6 ¢, with some abuse of notation. Further, @ € (0, 1] and (S,T) € [0, l]zs,
we denote by 65" ([, T1]%; V) the collection of all f : [S, T]?> — V such that

_ |Ts.q |
[ﬁ]c@; = sup T
(s,)e[S,T12

For a < 0 we denote by € (R9) the space of all Schwarz distributions such that

Ifllge = sup ¥~ F|IPyfllgo < o, (1.6)
v€(0,1]
x2
where P; f := p; = f and p,(x) := ;de“z_lr. Recall the standard heat kernel bound
V2nrt
105 pell L1 may < N(d, k)t~ K72, (1.7)

Rough path spaces. Below Vi, V,, V3 are all finite dimensional Euclidean spaces and & (Vy; V;)
denotes the space of bounded linear operators from V; to V,. Recall that there is a canonical
isometry between &£ (V; £ (V,, V3)) and £ (V| ® V5; V3). For a function f in 1 variable we denote
fs.t = fr — fs and for a function g in 2 variables we denote 0gs .+ = 8s.r — &s.u — 8u,r- For an
interval I we denote by mr; the set of partitions of /, that is, collections & of closed subintervals
of I whose union is I and whose interior is mutually disjoint. For & € n; we denote by |%| the
length of the largest element of 9. We loosely follow the convention of [FH20] by denoting rough
and controlled paths with colors. This will help distinguish between integrals that have different
interpretations (e.g. Young and rough), which, as indicated in the introduction, is crucial in the
final part of the proof

Let (S,T) € [0, 1]2S = {(s,1) € [0,1]> : s < t}. Fory € (1/3,1/2] we denote by
RY([S,T];V)) the set of y-Holder rough paths on [S,7]: the subset of BY([S,T],V;) X
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C6?([5, T1%,Vi ® V}) constrained by the nonlinear relation (Chen’s identity) postulating that
any g = (g,q) € R” satisfies

Ds,t — Ds,u — Du,r = 8s,u @ Qur (1.8)

for all (s,u,t) € [S, T]3g ={(s,u,t) € [S,T]®: s <u <t}. Suchg = (g,g) € R is also called
aliftof g. For g = (g,q),h = (h,h) € RY([S,T]; V1), we set

glar (s, = [gler (s + [@]rgjy([s,T]Z)’
dy(g,1) = llg = hllwras.ri + (@ = bl (s 7poy-

The map d,, is a metric on RY([S,T];V;). We denote by Qigeo [S,T]; V) the set of geometric
rough paths, that is, the closure in R ([S, T]; V}) of the set

t
(96 01V 00 = [ e 0 der)

It is known that (ngeo [S,T];V1),d,) is a Polish space (see, e.g., [FH20, Excercise 2.8]).
Giveny € (1/3,1/2] and g = (g,g) € R?([S,T]; V), we denote by 2.7 ([S, T]; V») the set
of all functions f = (f, f') : [S,T] — Vo X £(V1;V,) such that

(a2 s, = [Rf]rgzzy([s’ﬂ) + [ f'er(s.17) < 0,
where R{, . = fs.0 — fi8s.:. Moreover, let us set
Wl gs.71) = U sy *+ W ko, + 1 eoqis.ry-
Notice that by the triangle inequality we have
[flers.ry < [Rf]cggv([sj]) 1T = SI” + 1 f'llgors,7) [8)wr (15.71)- (1.9)

Note that for k > 1 and 0 < ug < uj < --- < ug one has

x~

k -1
[f]gjé“/([uo’uk]) < Z[f]%éy([ui—l,ui]) + [f,]%y([ui_|,ui]) [g]%y([ui,uk])
=

4

i

-

Il
—

< 2(1+ (8l (tuoauc1)) 2L a2 (uy iy (1.10)

L

Let V3 be another finite dimensional Euclidean space. If F € B2(V,; V), then it holds that
F(f):=(F(f),VF(f)f) e E’Z?([S, T]; V) and the following estimates holds (see, e.g., [DG24],
equation (1.8) and the Appendix therein])

[RF(f)]cggy([S,T]) < N([Rf]cgzzy([s’ﬂ) + 1 llgors,r) L er (1s.r1) [8ler (1s.11) (1.11)
[F(f)]@?([s’]-]) < N(l + ||f’||2(€0([S’T]) + [g]ggy([s’z‘]))([f]@?([S’T]) + ||f,||‘60([S,T])011~12)

where N depends only on ||F||42. From (11) and (T-g), we also have

F ’
[R (f)]%zzy([S,T]) < N([Rf]cgg“/([S,T]) + [Rf]rgzzy([s’T]) ||f ||<@2T [g]C@“/([S,T])
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0 s [0 (577 (1.13)
For f = (f, f') € 227 ([S,T1;V2) and h = (h, 1) € D37 ([S, T]; £ (Va; V3)), we set
hf = (Rf,ve e (v f + RO v)). (1.14)
When then has that 4 f € @;y( [S,T];V3). Indeed, one has

hf h Rf +Rstfs+(hsgs l)fSl‘a

which implies that

h h
[R f]‘@gy([S,T]) < ”hll%o([S,T]) [Rf]cgz“/([s T +[R"] 27([57 )Hf”C@O([S,T])
ler,(s.11) (1.15)

+11A lgo (s, 71y Lfler (5.1 L&
[hf]%éy([S,T]) < ”h”C@O([S,T]) [f]gbé)’([s i) [ ]gz) “/([S T )Hf”CgO([S T)
[g]

+ |1 lgo(s.7) Lf ler (15,17 (86 . (15,7) -

The latter combined with (T-g) further implies that
”thgbé)’([S,T]) < NHh”Q)?([S,T])”fHED?([S,T])(] + [g]%y([S,T]))2s (1-16)

with a universal constant N.
For f,h € @?([S, T1;V5) and F € B3(Va, V3), by means of the usual fundamental theorem
of calculus (FTC) and integration by parts, one has the following rough version of FTC

1
F(f)—F(h):/O VFE@f+(1—-60)h)do(f —h), (1.17)

where the product is as in (T-14) and the composition with VF is as before.
For f = (f,f’) € E.B)?([S, T);<£(Vy;V,)) one can define the V,-valued rough integral of f
with respect to g by setting for ¢ € [S, T

t
/ Jr dgr = lim § As,ua
S Pen(s,i] [ P
|P|—0 Ls:ul€

where A;, = fi8s.u + fiUs.u. The fact that this limit exists is a standard consequence of the
sewing lemma and the estimate for (s, u,?) € [S, T]3g

|6As,u,t| = |(fs,u - fs,gs,u)gu,t +fs,,ug]u,t|
< 20fg2r (1. 8oy s.p It = s>,

where Chen’s identity has been used. Another consequence of the sewing lemma is that the
following estimate holds for all (s,7) € [S, T]2S

dgr - fsgs,t - fs/g]s,t < N[g]gp/([s,,]) [f]g)é)’([s’z]) |t - S|37’
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where N = N(y). In addition, the above estimate obviously implies that for all (s,7) € [S, T]2S

t
/ frdg, — fsgs,t

< N[g]giy([s,l])([f]gjé‘/([s’t]) |t - S|3y + |fs,||t - S|27), (1-18)

with N' = N(y). From (L.18) combined with (T-g) one can conclude that [{ f,dg, := ([ frdg,. f) €
@;y ([S,T];V»), and the following estimate holds

H/S frdgr

with N = N(y). For p > 0, we denote T*([S,T]) the collection of all finite p-variation paths
g:[S,T] — W so that

9 (15T) < Nf g2 ((s.77) + DIglar s (1.19)

1

[8]weqis,ry) == sup ( > |gs,u|p)p<°°- (1.20)
Pen(s,T) [s,u]leP

By V*([S,T]?) we denote the collection of all g : [S,7]? — W such that

1

. z: o\ »
[g]"lfp([S,TP) ‘= sup ( |gS1,Sz + 8uiuy — 8s1up — gu1,52| ) < 00. (1.21)
PIETIS.T] 51,11 | €y
PERST) [s52u2]€P,

Probabilistic setup. We fix a probability space (Q,%F,[P) with a complete filtration F =
(F¢)tefo,1] carrying a dp-dimensional F-Wiener process W. For H € (0,1/2) we consider a
fractional Brownian Motion B given by

t
B[ = / K(Z, S)dWS,
0

with the kernel K given by

t
K(1,s) = cH[( (t—s)H-12 _ (H - 1/2)s1/2—H/ W =302y — 5)H-172 du]lK,

(1.22)

N

where cyy = (2H/((1 -2H)B(1 - 2H,H + 1/2)))1/2 > 0, and g is the Beta function. It is known
(see also below) that B and W generate the same filtration, whose completion will
be denoted by F& = (SEB),E[OJ]. We clearly have F2 c F, for all ¢ € [0, 1]. The conditional
expectation given F; is denoted by [F; while conditional expectation given %2 will be denoted by
EB.

We denote by B := (B, B) the Gaussian rough path lift of B (see, e.g., [FV10]) and recall that
B e Qigeo [0, 1]; R%) with probability one, for all y € (1/3, H). From now on, we fix H_ < H
and H, > H sufficiently close to H, such that

3H_>1, 1+ (a-1DH,>1/2. (1.23)

The existence of such H, is guaranteed under the assumption @ > 1 — 1/(2H) which is in force

(see[ASSumption 1.4]below).
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1.3 Formulation

At this point we can formulate the definition of a solution, the main assumptions, and the main
result on (T1).

Definition 1.3. An [F-adapted stochastic process (X;);e[0,1] is called a solution of (1) if the
following are satisfied:

(1) There exists an F-adapted stochastic process (Df()te[o,l] such that /0' b"(Xs)ds — DX
uniformly in time, in probability, whenever (b"),en € €% and b™ — b in B*(R9).

(i) With probability one we have X := (X, 0 (X)) € E%IZ;H’([O, 1]), and for all p > 1, we have

X ._
CS,p = HX”L‘,,(Q;EZ%H’([O,I])) < 00, (1.24)
(iii) For all p > 1, we have
Cg’p = [DX]%]+“H([O,1];L1,(Q)) < 0. (1.25)

(iv) With probability one, for all t € [0, 1],

t
X, = Df+/ o (X,) dBs.
0

If the above holds, we also say X is a solution with drift component DX

The initial condition is chosen as O purely for convenience and will play no role in the article.
As for the coefficients, we impose the following.

Assumption 1.4. For some a > 1 — 1/(2H) one has b € €% (R4;R?).

Assumption 1.5. One has o € €% (R?; R4 Furthermore, there exists a constant A > 0 such
that for all x € R, o (x)o*(x) = Alg.

Our main theorem is the following.

Theorem 1.6. Let|Assumption 1.4 and |Assumption 1.5\ hold. Then there exists a strong solution
X to @) and for any other solution Y, one has P(X =Y) = 1.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Stochastic sewing

We use the original version of L&’s stochastic sewing lemma (SSL) from [Lé2of]. We start by
introducing a few common notations for stochastic sewing. For § < 7 and i € N we denote
[S, T = {(t0, ..., ti-1) €[S, T])" 1 1o < -+ < ti-1}.

Lemma 2.1. Let p € [2,00). Let (S,T) € [0, 1]2S and let (As,t)(s,z)e[s,T]i be a family of R4-
valued random variables such that As; is F,-measurable for all (s,t) € [S, T]2S Suppose that
there exist constants I'1, 1 € [0, 00), 81 > 1/2, and B> > 1 such that the following holds:

(i) |As e < Tilt—slP, (s,1) € [S, T2,
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(ii) |Es0Asusllir @) < Tolt —sIP2, (s,u,t) € [S,T]3.

Then there exists a unique continuous (F;);c[s,r|-adapted process sl : [S,T] — LP(Q; RY) such
that ds = 0 and the following bounds hold for some constants K1, K>, K > 0: (s,t) € [S, T]QS,

(D) sy — sy = Ag it llLe (@) < Kilt = sIPt + Kot = s1P2,
(II) ||[Es(9qt - !Qqs - AS,I)HLI’(Q) < K2|t - Slﬁz-

Moreover, there exists a constant K = K(f1, B2, p,d) such that the above bounds hold with
K| = KT'|, K, = KI'5, and one has for all (s,t) € [S, T]2S

(1) ||, — Asllr @) < KTl — s|Pr + KDt — s|P2.

2.2 Tools from Malliavin calculus

We collect some basic results concerning Malliavin calculus for the fractional Brownian motion
(see [Nuaog|,|[CHLT15}[CF10[FV10]). In this section, we work on the probability space (€2, FB ),
that is, we consider random variables that are measurable functions of the underlying fractional
Brownian motion (B;);c[o,1]- On the basis of the dy-dimensional fractional Brownian motion
B, = (B},..., Bfo) we construct an isonormal process on a Hilbert space # (see below). With
some abuse of notation we will use B both for the dy-dimensional process [0, 1] > ¢ — B; and for
the isonormal process # > h — B(h).
Let us denote by # the completion of the set

m
€ = {l = Zakl[olk](t) :meN;, ay € Rdo,lk € [0, ]]}
k=1

with respect to the norm

m m m
| Zakl[o,tk]”;c = Z (aidjo . acljon e = ), ar - aeQ(ix.te), (2.1)
k=1 K=l K=1

where Q(s, 1) = 271 (s*/ + 12 — |t — 5|/ is the covariance function of the process ¢ — B}. It
is evident from definition that # is a separable Hilbert space. Next, we consider the linear map
B : € — L,(Q) defined by

do
B(aljp,)) = Za'B;,
i=1
fora = (a',...,a%) and t € [0, 1]. Keeping in mind (Z1) and the fact that [EBéB{ =0;;0(s,1),
the map B extends to a linear isometry B : # — L,(Q).
We denote by § the collection of real random variables given by

S = {f(B(hl), e B(ha) in €N, f € B(RY), By € %},

where %;I(R”) denotes the set of smooth real functions on R whose derivatives of any order
grow at most polynomialy. Similarly, for a separable Hilbert space (V, || - ||v), let us denote by
8 (V) the collection of smooth V-valued random variables

S(V):{ZF,-W:nEN,FiGS,viEV}. (2-2)

i=1
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The set S(V) is dense in L, (L;V) for any p > 1. The Malliavin derivative is a linear operator
D :8(V) - 8(V® %) given by

DF =Y cf (B(hy), ..., B(hp))v ® h,
k=1

for F = f(B(hy),...,B(hy))v, f € C@;&(R"), v € V. The operator D as a mapping from §(V)

to Lr(Q;V ® %) is closable and its domain, which we will denote by D"?(V), is given by the
completion of § (V) with respect to the norm

1/2
1Fllpraqv) = ENFI +ENDF I g50) .
For F € D'?(V) and h € #, we denote by D, F the V -valued random variable

DyF = (DF, hyye := ) (DF,qx ® e;)vem i, e qi,
i,k

where (qx);- » (e);2,, are orthonormal bases of V, %, respectively. Notice that it does not depend
on the choice of the bases. The adjoint of D will be denoted by § : dom(d) C Lr(Q;V @ %) —
L>(Q;V). By definition, for u € dom(6), F € D?(V), we have the following integration by parts
formula

E(DF, u)yen = E(F,6(u))y. (2.3)

Ifu e Ly(Q;VQ®X) is of the form
n
U= ZFivi ®h, F eSR),vieV,he¥k,
i=1
then u € dom(d) and
n
5(u) = > (FiB(hi) = (DFi, hi))v;. (2.4)
i=1
For u as above, by virtue of (2-4), it is easy to verify that
DS(u) = u+8(Du), (2.5)

where the map™: VO#H @ — VR QH is the linear isometry given by v m hy =v®h,®h
forv e V, hy, hy € 7. Moreover, it is known ([Nuaog])) that

D"2(V® %) c dom(s). (2.6)

Next, notice that for m € N, D™ maps S(V) into S(V ® # ™). For m € N, p > 2, we denote
by D"? (V) the completion of §(V) with respect to the norm

m
1
1Fllpmr vy = (ENFIG+ Y EAD*FID_00)”.
k=1

The space D7 (V) is reflexive (since it can be identified with a closed subspace of [1}_, L, (Q; V®
# k). The following lemma, whose proof is in the Appendix, will be used often.
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Lemma 2.2. Let (¢;);2,, (qk);., be orthonormal basis of %,V respectively. The collection

Son(V @ %) = {Z S (Bler),.... Blen)qr ®er :n €N, fi € C@[‘:z;](n%")}
i,k=1

is dense in DXP(V @ H) for any k > 0, p > 2.

Clearly, D"™-P' (V) c D"™P(V)ifm’ > mand p’ > p. Itisimmediate that for all F € D7 (V)
we have

IDFllpm-1.p (vege) < I1Fllpmrv)-

In addition, it is known that there exists C = C(p,m) such that for all u € D"™P(V ® #) we have

6 llpm-1.0(vy < Cllullpmr (vem).- (2.7)

If F e D"P(R™) and g € C'(R™), then g(F) € D7 (R) and the following chain rule holds

Dg(F) = Zakg(F)DFk. (2.8)
k=1

3 Partial Malliavin calculus and conditional estimates

In this section, we continue to work on the probability space (Q, GJIB , [®) (recall that the terminal
time is 1). The concept of partial Malliavin calculus was first introduced in [KS84]] and later
further studied in [NZ89g|. Its development was aimed at studying the conditional densities of
diffusion processes appearing in filtering problems.

It turns out that this concept is very useful for our purposes as well. Recall from the introduction
that, roughly speaking, for our sewing arguments, we need to estimate expressions of the form
EBVf(45*) in terms of the function f but in relatively weak norms, say ||f||r. for now. In
the case H = 1/2, one can use the Markov property to reduce the conditional expectation to a
usual expectation, and then use tools from Malliavin calculus, such as the Malliavin integration
by parts formula. Such an argument does not work in the non-Markovian setting. Nevertheless,
it turns out that an integration by parts formula conditionally on F2 is true, provided that one
considers Malliavin derivatives with respect to B. — EBB., which is independent of F2, rather
than Malliavin derivatives with respect to B (see (3-1) below). In this context, derivatives with
respect to B. — EBB. are referred to as partial Malliavin derivatives since B. — EBB. can be seen
as a component of B via the decomposition B. = (B. — EZB.) + EZB.. In this section, we study
the properties of these partial Malliavin derivatives and their adjoint operator.

Remark 3.1. In [[CD24] a different way to estimate conditional densities is proposed. To our best
judgment this approach has flaws that seem to be nontrivial to fix. For instance, one of the basic
statements, Lemma 4.7 therein is not true and we provide a counterexample: F =1, G = W,,
h = 1{4,p)- Indeed, using notation therein (note that W in their notation is B in our notation),
one then has Dy, 41 F = 0, DG = 1[g 4] and s0 D{4,,1G = 1[4, PG = 0, which means that
the first two expectations in [CD24, Lemma 4.7] are 0, while the last is E(W, (W, — W,)) # 0.
Although this lemma is not directly used in the paper, in the unconditioned setting it is an important
ingredient in showing the continuity of the ¢ operator in the Malliavin norm. Since the conditional
version of the continuity of J is only stated but not proved in [CD24, Theorem 4.11], it is not clear
how one can overcome the failure of [CD24, Lemma 4.7] in its proof.
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For s € [0, 1], we define the subspace #; of # by

Il llze

#Hs = span{ljo,q) : ¢ < s}

We denote by #;- the orthogonal complement of %, so that one has the orthogonal decomposition
H = Hs ® #;-. We denote by Ily: : # — ;- the orthogonal projection operator and with a
slight abuse of notation, we also use the same notation for the projection operator from V ® #
onto V ® #.-. We have the following continuity property.

Lemma 3.2. Fork € N, p > 2, there exists a constant C = C(k, p) such that for all F € D*P (V)
we have

||H%§F||Dk,p(v®7€) S CHF”Dk,p(v@%)-

Proof. Let (e;)2, be an orthonormal basis of # consisting of eigenvectors of g : # — %",
so that (Ilgse;):2, are orthogonal and let (gx),., be an orthonormal basis of V. By
it suffices to show the desired inequality only for F of the form

F= Z fix(B(er),...,B(en)qx ® e,

i,k=1

with n € N and fj; € %;I(R"). By using orthogonality and that the norm of the projection

operator is bounded by 1, we see that for [ € {0, ..., k}, we have
||D H%J‘Fll‘/@%@(lﬂ)
2
IS titaBlen. o Bl e e e w e
i,k=1ji,..., Ji
S 2
=3 > N0 S (Bler),.... Blen)qx @ Nagre; @ ey - @ [y gspounn
=
Z D 0 fi(Blen),. ... Ble) = ID'FI2 poion)-
i,k=1 ji,..., Ji
From this, the claim follows. O

Next, we define the operator Dy : D“2(V) — Ly(Q;V ® #) by the formula
Dy F =Ty DF.
We denote by g2 : dom(dgs) — L2(€;V) the adjoint of Dg., where
dom(6g:) :={u € VX : llgeu € dom(9)}.

For u € dom(dg.) we have oy (u) = (Il u). Notice that by and (2.6), for any
m €N, p > 2, we have that D"?(V ® ) is contained in dom (0. ). The following conditional
integration by parts formula holds.

Proposition 3.3. For F € D"2(V) and u € DY2(V ® %) we have

|ESB<F’67€§J‘ (”))V = |ESB<D%>SJ.F,M>V®%, a.s. (31)
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Proof. For G of the form g(B,,, ..., B,,) with a smooth g and 0 < r; < ... < r, < s, we have by

EG(F, b9 (u))y = E(GF, 69 (u))y
= E(D(GF), g u)yox
=E(F ® DG + GDF, Ty u)yex
=EG(Dy: F,u)vew,

where for the last equality we have used the fact that DG € #j, hence, Iy (F ® DG) = 0. |
Remark 3.4. Foru € Son(V @ #), by virtue of (Z4), it is straightforward to verify that
M2 6 (DTgrut) = 6 (Dger Mygrut) = 6901 (Do Mo ut). 3-2)

Indeed, let us verify the first equality. If u is of the form

n
u= " fulBler),...,Blen)qi ® er,
ik=1
then we have that

n

DH%SLM = Z 8jfik(e1, e )i ® €; ® Hgﬂ&ei.
i,j. k=1

Then, according to (2-4), we have

n
§(DMggzu) = > djfixler,...,en) Bllyze)qi @ e; (3-3)
ik,j=1
n

- Z (912jfik(€1, coesen)en Hgren)wqr ® e

ik, jI=1
On the other hand, we have
n
D%SLH%SLM = Z f)jﬁk(€1, . ,e,,)qk ® Hggslej ® H%ée,-,
i,j. k=1
which implies that
n
5D ggzu) = > djficlers ... en) Bllygei)qi ® gz (3.4)
ik, j=1
n
- Z afjfl-k(el, cosep)len gerei)gqr ® lgere.
ik, j, =1

By comparing (3-3) and (3-4), the first equality in (32)) is obvious. The second equality holds
since Dy Tlgpru takes values in V ® #;- ® %, and on the latter, § and g coincide.
Finally, by (372) and (Z3), it follows that

Dy ez (u) = Tyt + S (D gz u). (3-5)
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Lemma 3.5. For u € D'?(V ® %) we have with probability one

B 2 B 2 2
7 03 ()1 < EP (1Mol o + 1T oy Dl )

Proof. Let (e;);2, be an orthonormal basis of # consisting of eigenvectors of Ilg., let (gx);7,
be an orthonormal basis of V and let u be of the form

u= Z Firqr ® e;, Fir € S(R). (3.6)
k=l

By using (with F = 0g¢1 (1)), and (Z3), we get
E2 |65 ()|}, = EX (Togeu, DS (Tgs0)) oo
= EZ (Ml + (st 6(DThe 1))y g -

Notice that m € V@ ¥ ®H;-, so that we can use (3-1) to get

B0 1) 3, = B (1Ml + Dt T, DTl )y gy )

B 2 N L
Es (”H%sl””V@%’ + <H7€.§®%’$Du’ DH%’?”)V@%@%)

B 2 2
< B8 (Mo ull} s + Moz Dull e )

This shows the desired inequality for u of the from (3.6). For general u € D“2(V ® %) the
result follows by a standard approximation argument upon using [Lemma 2.2 [Lemma 3.2|and the
continuity of conditional expectation on L (). O

The proof of the next lemma is essentially a repetition of the proof of [Hai21, Proposition 3.9].

Lemma 3.6. Forevery p € [1, ), there exists k = k(p) € N and a constant C = C(p) such that
for all separable Hilbert spaces V and all u € D*P (V ® H) we have with probability one

k
1/2
2
EB )6 I < C Y (EBIDY Moyl )
=0

Proof. The statement is clearly true for p € [1,2] by virtue of by Suppose now that
it is true for all p € [1,2(3/2)"] for some n € {0, 1,2,... } and let us show that it is true also for
n+ 1. Clearly, it suffices to show the result for u € Son (V®H). Solet p € [2(3/2)",2(3/2)"!].
By the chain rule, (371), and (273)), we have

-2
ES 1652 (I} = (p = DES (632 )1}, (D 63z (), M) viase)
) —
= (p = DE (1832 )15 (Ml g + (6(DThze), Tz whvise ).
By (2-4), one can easily see that

My 6(Dlggru) = §(Dyerggru).
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Using the above together with the Young and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequalities and rearranging,
gives

B2 652 ()11 < B2 (el g + 16 (D Tz ) I Mgl ). G
By Holder’s and Young’s inequalities we have

E2 (116 (D3 Ty ) 1)/, [ Mgl 22,)

2p/3\3/4 1/4
< (EBN6(Daer M) 13202) " (E2 Mgl 322)
— 2p/31\3 2 1/2
< (EPNI6 (D gz ) I323)° 4+ (EB I Mgul32,,) 7.
Combining this with (377), we get
— 2p/31\3/2 1/2
E2 (1650 )1} < (EB|IS(DygeTggzu) I322) 7 + (EB | Mggeul22) 17 (3.8)

Next, notice that Dm u € V#H;-®%#;-, which means that & Dm u) = gz ( Dm u).
Therefore, by the induction hypothesis, there exists k” € N such that

k'

1/2
3 3

E2 16( D Tz ) |23, < § (E21DY,, Do Tl 22,
1=0

& B 1l 4p/3 12
(Es ”D%SJ-H%SJ‘I"”V@%@([H)) :
1=0
Combining this with (3.8)), we get
B p N0 (g8 a3 Vs 12
E2 S I} < 3 (EEUDY Tagull 2 )+ (EX Il )
1=0
k'+1
5 1/2
s Es ”D H%J‘MHV®%®(1+I) ’
1=0
which finishes the proof. |

Next, for u € D" P (V), let us define

1/p
HMHIDZ""’(V) = (Z [EBHD LM”V@%@z) .

We have the following continuity property for the operator dgp. .

Lemma 3.7. Forany p € [1,00) andm € {0, 1,2, ...}, there existsn = n(p,m) € N, n > m, and
a constant C = (p, m), such that for any separable Hilbert space V, any u € D""P(V ® ¥ ), and
any s € [0, 1], we have with probability one
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Proof. Clearly it suffices to show the inequality for u € Son(V ® #). The statement is true for
m = 0, by virtue of Suppose now that it holds for some m € {0, 1,2,...} and let us
show that it also holds for m + 1. By using (3-3)), we see that

1 P pr SR P
EllDy G50s (I1D ey S EslIDig Tggeatll? sy + EslIDly 852 (Do ggat) |10

and we only need to estimate the second term. By the induction hypothesis, we have for some
n eN

Esll D% 636 (Dge: e )1} opoimeny S T D Mg ll yo 20y g gaey

= ||D%§H%§LM||D?’,2P(V®%®%)

S ”H%;‘MHD?'+L2P (V) s
which finishes the proof. |

Our next task is the following. We want to obtain a lower bound for ||Tlg. f||5 for f € F.
To achieve this, we first show that ||Tlg. f|| can be written as a 2D Young integral against the
covariance function of the process ¢ — B,—-E BB,. Then, given that the covariance function of the
latter satisfies certain properties, the desired bound will follow from [[CHLT 135} Corollary 6.10].
Let us now be more precise.

Recall that the inner product on # is given by means of the covariance function Q (-, -) of the
process B!. Let us set

t N
B} := B, - [EfB, = / K(t,r)dW,, Bf = lEth = / K(t,r)dwW, (3.9)
K 0

and let us denote by BS! and Es’l the first of the dy components of B and B, respectively.
Further, let us denote by Q (-, ) the covariance function of B! To study the covariance Qj, let
us recall some basic properties of the kernel K. The next lemma is a direct consequence of the
definition of K (see, (I2)).

Lemma 3.8. The following hold:
(i) Forall (s,t) € [0, 1]2, we have K(t,s) > 0.

(ii) Fors € [0, 1), the map (s,1] >t — K(t,s) is continuously differentiable and

)H—1/2

K(t,s) =cy(H - %) ( (1 —s)H3/2, (3.10)

t
s
In particular, (s, 1] 2t — K(t,s) is decreasing.

Let us continue with some properties of K. It is well known (see [Nuao6, pp.281-284])

sup ||K(z, )Ly (0,17) < oo,
te[0,1]

and that for all s, 7 € [0, 1] we have

O(s,t) = ‘/OSMK(t,r)K(s,r) dr. (3.11)
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Further, the operator K* : € — L, ([0, 1]) given by

1
(K*h)(s) = K(1, s)h(s) +/ (h(1) — h(s))&,K (1, s) dt

satisfies
(K*I[O,l])(r) :K(t9r)1[0,l] (r)a re [Oal]a (3'12)

for all + € [0,1]. Consequently, K* : € — L([0,1]) is an linear isometry, and therefore it
extends to an isometry between # and a closed subspace of L, ([0, 1]). It turns out that the map
K* : # — L,([0, 1]) is in fact surjective. Indeed, if f belongs to the orthogonal complement of
K* (%), then for all ¢ € [0, 1] we have

t
0= (K01, Fracio]) = /O K(t,r) () dr.

The right hand side of the above relation admits the following representation in terms of Liouville
integrals (see [DUgg| Theorem 2.1] and references therein):

0= /0’ K(t,r)f(r)dr = I§+H((,)1/2—Hlé+/2—H((D)H—l/zf(m))(.))(,)_

Since for any @ > 0, the Liouville integrals /5. : Li([0,1]) — L;([0,1]) are injective, we
conclude that f = 0, which shows that K™ is surjective.

Remark 3.9. From this discussion, it follows that (B((K*)™'1[0,41))re[0.1] is a standard Brownian
motion, it generates the same filtration as (B;);e[0,1], and it coincides with the underlying Wiener
process (W;);e(0,1]-

Lemma 3.10. The process (§f’1),e[3, 1] has negatively correlated increments. Moreover, for any
S € [s, 1], and any partition D = {t;}'" | of [s, S|, the n X n matrix (Qg)zj:1 with entries

D _ ns,1 ns,1
Qij - lE(Bti—lJiBtj—le)

is diagonally dominant.

Proof. We start by showing that (Ef’l)te[s,l] has negatively correlated increments. A sufficient
condition is that a}t,QS (t,") < 0fort < t’ (see [CHLT 15} p. 205]). To see that this is the case,
notice that

O, (t.1") =E(B}"' B};")
=FE (/ K(t,r)dw} / K(t',r) der)
=0(t,1t) - /s K(t,r)K(t',r)dr. (3.13)
0

It is straightforward that (')ZZI,Q(I, ') <0 fort < t'. Moreover, from (3:10), it follows that

/ 0K (t,r)0K(t',r)dr > 0.
0
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Consequently, we have that (')zzt,Q s(t,t) <Ofort <t.

Next, since (Ef’l )ie[s,1] 18 a centered Gaussian process with negatively correlated increments,
starting at zero, a sufficient condition for the matrix (Qg )ﬁj.:l to be diagonally dominant is that
0;Qs(t,1") > 0 for t < t’ (see [CHLT15} p. 205]). The latter follows again by (3:13) combined
with the fact that 9,Q(¢,1") > 0 for ¢t < ¢’ and that 9;K(t,r) < 0, K(¢',r) > 0 for r € [0, s]. This

finishes the proof. i

Lemma 3.11. There exists a constant C = C(H) such that for all (s, t,u,v,T) € [0, 1]5S we have

E(ByrBi) < Clv—u!. (3.14)
Proof. By orthogonality, we have
55,1 35,1\ _ 1 1 =s,1 =s,1
[E(B;,TB;,V) - UE(BZ,TBM,V) - [E(BI,TBu,v)'

It follows from the covariance of B (see also [FVo6, p. 407]) that |[E(B}’TB,1M)| < v—ul* so

we only focus on bounding the second term on the right hand side of the above equality. We have

S

BB =] [ (K = K0 (Ko K)o
< 2/SK(s,r)(K(u,r) - K(v,r))dr,
0

where we have used Lemma|3.8] that is, the fact that K is non-negative and decreasing in the first
variable. Consequently, by the above and (3-1T) we get

E(B) B )] < 2(0(s, 1) — O(s,v))

= [ul == s = PP =P < 20— v,
which finishes the proof.

O

Corollary 3.12. Forany s € [0, 1), the covariance function Q is uniformly of Hélder controlled
2-dimensional 1/(2H)-variation, that is, there exists a constant C = C(H) such that for any
(s,u,t) € [0, 1]3S one has

[Qs]"]/‘l/(QH)([u,zP) < C(f - u)l/(zH). (315)

Proof. Following the proof of [EV1o0, Proposition 15.5], (3-135) is a consequence of negatively
correlated increments and (3.14). m|

Lemma 3.13. Let s € [0, 1] and for (u,v) € [s, 1]2S set %u,v = O'(Ei”lr,r € [u,v]). Then, there
exists ¥ = 9(H) > 0 such that

sei[r(l)fl] mVar(Eﬁ,’},@s,u \Y %v,l) > 0.
sSu<;sl
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Proof. For (t,t") € [0,1]2, let us set €, = o-(B,r,r € [t,t']). One can easily see that
€o.s = (W], r < s), from which it easily follows that for (u,v) € [0, I]ZS, we have

(:gO,u \ Cgv,l = Cgs,u \ (gv,l \ CgO,s-

To ease the notation, let us set € = Gy, V <g 1> € = ‘55 Y Cgv 1. Hence, with this notation we
have € = € Vv €o.s- Moreover, we have that € is independent of G ;.
Using the Gaussianity, we have

Var(B5L |6, , v €,.1) = Var (B} |6) (3.16)
—_ - —\2
= [E(Bf;,lv - [E[BZ:LI‘@]) :
Next, notice that
—~— —_— — ,1 —_~ —~
[E[sz,lvl‘ﬁ] = E[B., - B,,,|€] = E[B},|%],

where we have used that B » 1s €y s-measurable, hence, independent of % and has zero mean.
Hence,

S

—~ —~ —_— — ’1 _—
BS. —E[B%L|€] = B, - B,,, —E[B..,|€]. (3-17)
Next, we claim that
B,., +E[B) |€] = E[B) €V €]

Indeed, we have

—s,1 ~ —s,1
[ |CgVCgOS] - [Bl _Bu,v|€§vcgo,s]+Bu,v

=s,1

=E[B., - B |<§] + B

u,v u,v

s, 1
= [ uvl(g] uv’

where for the second equality we have used that B, b= Es’l is independent of G ¢, and for the

last equality we have used that B . 1s independent of € and has zero mean. By this combined

with (317), we get
BS! —E[BS1%] = B, —E[B. 1SV %]
= Bi,,v ~E[B) 1G04 V 6y .1].

Plugging this in (3.16)), we conclude that
Var(gi{, |§s,u 4 gv,l) = Var(Bplt,vlch,u v Cgv,l)~

Finally, it is known that there exists constants # > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that

1 I
ot o B oV Ert) = 2 0

(see [CHLT 15, Lemmata 4.1 and 4.2]), from which the conclusion follows. ]
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The following is from [Nuao6l Proposition 5.2.1, p. 288]. In the statement, D" denotes the
usual Malliavin derivative with respect to the underlying Wiener process W, and Dé",z denotes the
corresponding Sobolev of all random variables X € L, (Q) for which DW X € L,(Q; L, ([0, 1])).

Proposition 3.14. It holds that D};} = D" and that for any F € D2 we have
K*DF =D"F.
Next, we see how the operator Ilg: can be characterised by means of K*.
Lemma 3.15. Forany h € # and s € [0, 1] we have
K Tgsh =111 K" h.

Proof. Suppose that 4 = 1o, and notice that 7 = DB,. Recall that we have the decomposition
B, = §f + Ef (see (3-9)). By [Proposition 3.14} it follows that both Eﬁ and E; belong to D!-? and
their Malliavin derivatives are deterministic elements of #. Moreover, we have that DE: € ¥,
while Dﬁj € #;-. Indeed, the first claim follows from the fact that Ef is FB-measurable, while
the second follows from the fact that for any g = 19 4], with ¢ < s, we have

(DB, gy = E(DBS, g)
= E(B{B,) =0,

where we have used (23) and the fact that §f is independent of F2. Consequently, we have

Nyh =Ty DB, = DBS.

By |Proposition 3.14]again, we have

K*H%;.h = K*Ef = Dwgf = K(t, -)1[5’,] ()= 1[5’1][(*}1,

where for the last equality we have used[3:12] By linearity the claim is true for all 4 € € and by a
standard density and continuity argument it also holds for all 4 € 7. |

Lemma 3.16. Let (s,¢) € [0, 1]2S and let f, g € # such that they both have support in [s,t] and
f,g € BY([s,t]) for somey > 1 —2H. Then we have

t t
L A )
S S
Proof. For u,v € [s,t] and f = 1[4 ,],8 = 1{5,y], by using the fact that K* is a linear isometry
and [Lemma 3.15] we have

<H§7€‘Lfa H%‘Lg>§7€ = <H7ﬂ$1[5,u]vn7ﬂ§1[s,v]>7€
= (K" (Mg 1 [5,u1), K" (Hger 1i5,01)) 15 (10,1])

:/W\V K(u,r)K(v,r)dr
:QS(M,V)
- / / F()8() Qs (dr.dr’). (3.18)
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By linearity, the above relation holds for all f,g € € which are supported in [s,7]. For a
general f as in the statement one can argue as in [GOT20, Remark 2.16], let f* be given by
f*(x) = f(s+i(t—s)/n)forx € (s+i(t—s)/n, s+ (i +1)(t—s)/n],i =0,....,n—1. and let
f"(x) =0forx ¢ [s, 1], and define g" similarly. Obviously, we have

Moo " Tsg"ve = [ [ (0" 00 (3.19)

Moreover, it follows (see, [Towo2]) that

lim / / PP ()0, (drdr') = / / F(Ng(0s(drdr’) (320

n,m—oo

t t t t
im [ [ roeneneanan = [ reseodrar)
mm=e0 Jo  Jo 0o Jo

By the second equality above (with f” in place of g") and with s = 0 (in which case
H- = %), it follows that ™ is Cauchy in #. Similarly for g”. On the other hand f" — f and
g" — g pointwise and by virtue of the embedding # — L, ([0, 1]) (see, [CHLT 15, Lemma 4.2]),
it follows that f* — f,g¢" — g in #. Consequently, the left hand side of (3:19) converges to
(g f, Mgex g )¢, which combined with (3:20) finishes the proof. |

By[Lemma 3.13]and [Corollary 3.12| the conditions of [CHLT 15}, Corollary 6.10] are satisfied
by the covariance function Q. That and[Lemma 3.16|give the following (recall that ¢ is introduced

in|Lemma 3.113)).

Corollary 3.17. Let0 < s <t < 1. Lety > 1 —2H. Let f € ¥ such that supp f C [s,t] and the
restriction of f to [s, t] belongs to €”7. Then there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(H,7y) > 0 such that the
following bound holds:

1 2o (5.1 )ﬂ/ZY

[T flle > (e = )11 fll g5, mim (1,
1/ lle (1s.e1)

4 Properties of the flow of the driftless equation

In this section we derive properties of the flow of a driftless analogue to (1), that is, we consider

¢ :x+/ o(¢>*)dB,, tes,1]. (4.1)

Recall that the flow ¢;"* exists and it is smooth and invertible in x (see [FH20, Theorem 8.15]). We

will be denoting its inverse by <¢7fx More precisely, building upon ideas introduced in [[CLL13]]
and [Ina14]], we obtain estimates for ¢°*, its Jacobian, the inverse of the Jacobian, and their
Malliavin derivatives (see, [Lemma 4.12] [Lemma 4.13| and [Lemma 4.14)). One important feature
is that these are almost sure estimates which hold uniformly in (s, x).

Lemma 4.1. There exist constants C = C(H_, || ||2) and g = q(H_) such that for all s € [0, 1],
x € RY, we have

[¢s,x]9%”_ ([s,1]) < C(1+ [Blgn-)?. (4.2)
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Proof. Lets € [0, 1], x € R, For (u,v) € [s, 1]%, we have

o = / o (65%) dB,

which gives

1655 — 0 (85) Bu| = / o (65%) dBy - o (85) Bun,
< Bl ([0 (@ gan (1)) 1u = v + Voo @) e - vPP),

where we have used (1.18). This now implies that

S,X

[R¢ ]ngH— ([u,v]) < [Blgu- ([U((Z’S’x)]g%”— ([u,v]) |u — V|H7 + l)a (4.3)
where we have used the fact that Voo (¢;,;") is bounded by ||o'||2Cgl . Next by using (T12), we get
[O-(st’x)]gz)g‘lf([u,v]) < (1 + ”O-(Qbs’x)”g@O([s’l]) + [B]%Hf)([¢S’x]gﬁ§H*([u,v]) + ”O-(Qbs’x)”‘@(’([s,l]))
s (1+ [B]%H_)([¢S,x]9ﬁ;’—([u’v]) +1),
where we have used the boundedness of . By replacing this in (7-3), we get

3 s, H_
[R¢ ]C@gH’([u,v]) < (1 + [B]ng,)([(]SY X]EZ)%;H’([M,V]) |u - V| + 1) (44)

Next, by using the regularity of o~ and (T-g) we have

[0 (6" ) gr- ([uv)) S [0 Ngr- ([s.4])
< ([Rd’s’x]c@zw—([u’v]) lu = v+ o (6" ) llgo (.17 [Blgr-)
< ([R‘bs’x]%zzf’— ([u,v]) |u - VlH_ + [B]‘@H*)-

Adding the above inequality to (f-4), gives
s 3 , H_
[¢® x]%éH,([u’v]) < C(1+[Bl5u)([¢° x]%éH’([u,v]) lu —v["-+1),
where C depends only on H_ and ||o||42. The result now follows from [Lemma A.1l O

The next result follows immediately from [Lemma 4.1]and (T-g).

Corollary 4.2. There exist constants C = C(H_, ||c||l¢2) and q = q(H-) such that for all
(s,1) € [0, 1]25, x € R?, we have

|67 = x| < C(1+ [Blgn- )|t = |- (4.5)

Proposition 4.3. Let (¢;"");c[s,1] be given by (1), let X be a solution to the SDE (TX). Then,
for any p > 1 there exists a constant C = C(H_,p,Cg’p,CX , o llg2), such that for all

S.2p
(s,1) € [0, 1]2S we have

’XS 1 H
X = 67" Mz, @) < Clt = s
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Proof. Letus fix (s,¢) € [0, 1]2S and for v € [s, t] let us introduce the notation
Y, =X, - ¢f;XS, Y, =o(X,) - (r(gbf;XS), Y, :=Voo(X,) - VO'O'(qﬁf;X‘),
and
Y =(Y,Y), Y =X",Y").
Notice that
Yoi=D3, - / ZY; dB,,
s

which gives

X
|Ys,t - Ys,BS,t| = |Ds,t| +

t
/ Y dB, —Y!B,

N

< |DX, |+ [Blgn- ([Y'] sPE-+ v/ ||t - s)2),

a2t (sl =

where we have used (L.18)). Next, notice that Y] = ¥;" = 0, which combined with the inequality
above gives

|Ys.c| S [DX, |+ [Blgn-[Y'] sPPH-. (4.6)

@2 () 1T~
By (@12), we get
’ X
Vg2 g0y < Lo Ogan- ) + [0 @ )]gam- (g 1)
2 5, X
+ < (1+ [Blgau ) (1+ [X]Q%H,([S’t]) +[¢° ]%éH,([SJ]))

where we have used the fact that the Gubinelli derivatives of X and ¢** are bounded by || ||«o.
Replacing the above in (4.6)), gives

3 5.X;s 3H_
|Ys,t| < |D§t| + (1 + [B]SRH_)(I + [X]Q%H,([S’t]) + [QSY X ]%éH’([s,t]))lt - S| .
By Holder’s inequality we obtain
r —s|PH-.

Yy ellz, @ < I1D5 ML, @ + (X T g2 (1 1) o (@) + ”[¢S’X’Y]9%H_([S’t])||L2p(g) +1)]

By (1-23), (i-24), and Lemma 4.1} we get

I+aH 3H_
WYsillL, @ S It —s| 77+t — s,

The claim now follows by the observations that Y , = X; — ¢f’X“‘ and3H_ > 1> 1+aH. ]

Next, we want to derive estimates for the jacobian matrix of the flow, that is, for st xo=
Vi¢; ™. It is known that with probability one, for all s € [0,1],x € R<, we have that J5-* :=
(J5%, Vo (¢%)J5%), (J55) ! = ((I55) 7, =Va (¢5¥) (J5%) 1) € D' ([s,1]), and satisfy
the following equations (see, e.g., [FH20, Theorem 8.15, p. 148])

t
Jt = ”d+/ Vo (¢ dBy, 1€ s 1],
S
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t
G =t [ V@B, relsl,

where [ is the identity matrix. It follows from the above (or simply by using the chain rule and
0’(_O,x

the flow property ¢ = ¢.>?*" ) that
) 0,y 10,5\~
st Y= ]z y(Js y) 1|y:‘$2,x- (4-7)

To obtain estimates simultaneously for both J* and (J*)~!, let E be a finite dimensional
normed linear space, F € 6%(R4; £(E; 2 (R%;E)) and s € [0,¢],x € RY, M = (M, M’) ¢
@ff’ “([s,1]; 2 (R%; E)) and consider the equation

Vi=Vo+ / (F(¢*)V,. + M,) dB,, te[s1]. (4.8)

Let us set 1/p = H_. We will first obtain estimates in p-variation norms by using some results
by [CLL13]] and those estimates will be upgraded to Holder estimates at a second step. For this,
let us recall some facts and some let us introduce some notation related to p-variation norms. For
X=(X,X")e szH -, recall that one has the estimate

t
|/ X, dB, - X;By, - X/B,| < C([RX]%p/z([s’z]) [Blve (15,01 + [X e (15,01 [Blygpr ) )-
N

which implies

t
X ’ ’
|‘/s Xr dBr - XSBS,I| < C([R ]CVZP/Z([S,I]) [B]cl/p([s,t]) + ([X ]clfp([s,l]) + |XS|)[B]CVZP/2([S,I]))’
(4.9)
for a constant C = C(H_). Further, let us set

2 1/
o/ ) P

(s’ (4-10)

(Bl s,y = (B (5.7 + [BI

and for X = (X, X’) € leng‘, let us set
. X ’
[X]V‘I;/z([s,t]) = [R ]%P/Q([s’z]) + [X ]CV"([S,I])
||X||V%/2([SJ]) = [X]c,/g/z([s’t]) + 1 X llgo(s,e1) + 1X g0 ([s5.e7)
The following lemma is quite standard and its proof is straightforward.

Lemma 4.4. Set p = 1/H_. There exists a constant C = C(H_) such that for all (s,t) € [0, I]ZS,
X=(X,X")e QD%;H_([S, t]), and F € 62, we have

[XTwe([s]) < C([RX]%p/z([s’t]) +1X o ([5.,67) [Blowe([5.1))s (4.11)
[RF(X)]e]/zPﬂ([S’t]) < CHF”C@z([RX]c]/zPﬂ([S’t]) + ||X,||%0([s,t]) [RX]%P/Q([S’Z]) [B]cl/p([s,t])
7112 2
+ ||X ”r@()([s’t]) [B]Cyp([s’t])) (4-12)

Next, we prove a variant of [Lemma 4.1
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Lemma 4.5. Set p = 1/H_. There exists a constant § = 6(H_, ||o||¢2) € (O, 1) such that the

following holds: for all x € RY, (s,u,v) € [0,1]3, if [Blove([uv)) <0, then [R‘/’T"X]cl/p/z([u o) S
< ! ,
L.

Proof. To ease the notation, let set
e 185, Xs ’ . 5, X5 "o 5, X _ ’ 7 _ oy
Y, = ¢5%s, Y, = o (5%, Y = Voo (¢5%), Y =(Y,Y), Y = (', Y").

With the same arguments as in[Lemma 4.1} this time using (7-9), we get

Y
[R ]°I/2p/2([u,v])

< [RY,]c]/zp/Z D [B]W/P([u,v]) + ([Y’]W/P([u,v]) + ”Y’H%O([u,v]))[B]c;/zp/z([u’v])'(4'13)

([u,v

Moreover, by we have
Y’ Y Y 2
LR o quwyy S TR g gy + LR Do gy LBlvo ity + 1Bl gy (414)
Using the regularity and the boundedness of o~ and its derivatives, we see that
Yo (quvy) S Ylwe(uvy) S [RY]%p/z([u’v]) + [Blwe (fuv)) -

Plugging the above and (4:14)) in (#-13), and keeping in mind that ||Y’||go((,.v1) < llollgo, we get

Y
[R ]cl/'zp/z([u’v])
Y Y 2
< C([R ]%”/2([u,v]) +[R ]°1/2”/2([u,v]) [Blwe(funy) + [B]v/p([u,v]))[B]W([u,v])
Y
+ C(l + [R ]01/29/2([14"}]) + [B]CVF’([M,V]))[B]%ﬁ)ﬂ([u’v])a

where C is a constant depending only on H_ and ||o |42 and can be assumed to be greater than 1.

If [Blye(uyvy) <6 := (10C)~!, then we can rearrange the above to get that [RY]WP/Q([M ) S 1.
/) .

This finishes the proof. |

Proposition 4.6. Let F € €2 and set p = 1/H_. There exists a random variable © such that for

allx eR4, s € [0,1] and M = (M, M’) € Q)IZ;H’([S, 1]), if V is a solution of (4.8), then

IVlko(is.y < ©UVsl+ 1M llyn,, 1) (4.15)
Moreover, for any p > 1, there exists a constant C = C(p, ||F |2, |0 ||lg2, H-), such that
1O, @ < C.

To prove the proposition above we will need a collection of estimates.

Lemma 4.7. Let F € €2 and set p = 1/H_. There exists a constant C = C(||F||g2 || ||z, H-)
such that for all x € R4, s € [0,1] and M = (M, M’) € E’ZéH’([s, 1]), if V is a solution of (4.8),
then for all (u,v) € [s, 1]< we have

[RF (V] RF(#™)]

\%
V2 ([uv]) <C([R ]%"“qu,vh +Vlleo(runn [ %””([u,v]))

14
+ LBl () (IR Do ) *+ IV ooy
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+ 1Mo (1) [Blo )
[(F(*)V) Twe ([uv]) SC([RV]%p/z([u’v]) + (IVIlgo(quvyy + IMIlgo(fu,v))

x ([R”” ]%p/z([u,v]) + [B]CI/P([M,V]))),
I(F (")) llgo((uvy) SCUVIo((uvyy + 1M llgofuvy))-
Proof. We start with the first inequality. Similarly to (T-13)), we have

F(¢*¥)V $,X v
[R ]01/29/2([,4"}]) S ||F (g )H‘@O([u,v])[R ]"lfzp/z([u,v])

+ ||V||(€O([u,v]) [RF(d) ’ )]c]/zp/z([u’v])
+IVF(¢>) o (6* ) llgo(unyy [Blae, [V1we quv)
Vv F(¢*)
< [R ]%p/z([u,v]) + ||V||C60([u,v]) [R ]%p/z([u,v])
+[Blaye, [VIve quv (4.16)
By (@11)we have
Vwe(uv)) S [Rv]e,/zp/z([u’v]) +[F(¢* )V + Mlgoruy) [Blwe (uw)
< [RV]%,,/Q([M’VD + (IVIlgocruvyy + 1M Ilgo(quvyy) [Bleve ((uv) -

Hence, combining this with gives the first desired inequality. For the second inequality, we
have that

(F(¢*)V),z = (VF(¢ )0 (¢) Vi + F(85,) (F(¢3)WVi + Mu)) 2, (4.17)
for z € R%, from which, by using the boundedness of F and ¢ and their derivatives, we get
[(F@* V) Twe(quw)) S V]wequon + UV Igoquyvy) + 1M g0 quv) (67 190 ((uv) -
The above inequality, combined with gives
[(F(*)V) Twe ([uv))
< [Rv]cl/'zp/z([u’v]) + (”V”C@O([u,v]) + ||M||(€BV)([R¢ ]c]/'zp/z([u’v]) + [B]cl/p([u,v]))
Lastly, the third inequality follows trivially from (Z:17). O

Similarly, one can get the corresponding estimates in the Holder scale.
Lemma 4.8. Let F € 6% There exists a constant C = C(||F ||z, |0 |lg2, H-) such that for all
xeRY se[0,1)and M = (M,M’) € QbéH’([s, 1]), if V is a solution of (4.8), then for all
(u,v) € [s, 1]< we have

[RF (V] < C([R"]

F(¢%%)
@ ([un]) S + IV llgo(fu,vy) [R ]

€ (luv]) @2 ([uw])

+ C[BlgH- ([uv)) ([Rv]fggH— () T UV Ilgo(fuvy)
+ M |lgo([u,v)) [Blgh- ([u,v]))’
[(F(¢* V) Tgt- ([uv)) < C([RV]ngH*([u’v]) + (Vo (pu,vyy + 1M llgo(fu,v))
([R"’s’x]cggH- () + Bler-(uwn)):
I(F (@ )V) Mlgo(fuvy) < CUVIlgouvy) + 1M Ilgo([uv))-
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Remark 4.9. From the above lemma, (T:13), and the fact that the Gubinelli derivative of ¢** is
bounded by || ||¢0, we get that

S,X
(F(@™ Vg (1)
< C(l + [B]C@H—([u,v]))[RV]%gH’([u,v])
+ CUVllgo gy + Moy (1+ [R”

x

]%gH,([u’v]) + [B]C@Hf([u,v]))z’ (4.18)

where C is as in[Lemma 4.8
Proof of [Proposition 4.6 By using the equation and (F-g) we have that any (u,v) € [s, 1]2
1% F(¢5*)V+M
[R ]%P/z([u,v]) < C([R (™5)v+ ]%9/2([,4")])[B]°I/P([u,v]))
+ C([(F (@)W + M) 1o () + [(F (&™) + M), |)[B]
F(¢5*)V
< C([R (™% ]cl/'zp/z([u’v])[B]cl/p([u,v]))
+ C([(F(¢S’X)V),]CVP([M,V]) + ||(F(¢S,x)v),||(€o([u,v]))[B]cl/zp/z([u’v])

M
+C[R ]%%’([u’v]) [Blwe (uwn + 1M Ilyor ) [Blaer ) -

U ([uv])

Next, let us assume that u, v are close enough so that [Blye((uv)) < 0 A0 =: & € (0,1), where
5 € (0, 1) will be determined later and § is provided by Lemma 4.5} Then, the above simplifies to

[Rv]cyzp/z([u,v]) < SC([RF(‘bS’X)V]cI/ZP/Z([M’V]) + [(F(¢S’X)V),]7/P([u,v]) + ”(F(¢s’x)v),||(€0([u,v]))

+ CHMHVFZ;/Z([M,V])

Next, by [Cemma 4.7|combined with the fact that [B]y;» < 6 A § and[Cemma 4.5} we get

v 5C([RY F(9™)
[R ]01/29/2([‘4")]) < 6C([R ]01/29/2([‘4")]) + ||V||(€0([u,v])(1 + [R ]%P/Q([u’v]))

+ClIMllgorr (1)

(4.19)

Moreover, again the fact that [B]os([s.s]) < 6 A 6 combined with (#-12) and [Lemma 4.5|implies
that we can drop the term [RF(‘ﬁ"’X)]CI/p/z([u o) in (4-19), to arrive at
; .

v x v
[R ]c]/ZP/Q([u’V]) < 6C([R ]7/2”/2([u,v]) + ”V”C@O([u,v])) + CHM”V‘I;/z([S,l])'
Provided that ¢ is sufficiently small, this gives

v <
[R ]01/29/2([”",]) < 6C||V||°60([u,v]) + CHM”V%/Z([S’”)-

In addition, by using (#-11) and the above inequality, we see that

IVllgoruvy < WVal + [VIwe (uwvy)
v
< |Vul+ C([R ]CVZP/Z([u,v]) + (IVllgo vy + 1M 1lgo vy [Blwe ([uv)))
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< Vil + C(6CIV llgouny) + C”M||v§;/2([s,1]) +6(IVIlgo(uwy) + 1M llgofuny)))s
which, provided again that § is sufficiently small, gives
IVIlgo(uvyy < 2Vl + C||M||V%/2([S’1])- (4.20)

We can now define inductively 79 = 0, 7;4; := inf{t > 7; : [B]e,/[p_ ] > 5 A6} and set N = sup{i :

7; > 1} (N = N(w) is an almost surely finite random variable, see,l [CLL13, Lemma 4.9]). Further,
let us set ug = s and u; = Ty4i, fori > 1, where k = inf{7 : 7; > s}. Then, by applying with
u = u; and v = u;4 and iterating, it follows that

||V||r@0([s,1]) < C2N(|Vs| + HM”V/;/Z([s,l]))'

This shows (4:135) with ® = C 2N, Finally, from [CLL13, Theorem 6.3] (by choosing ¢ =
(1/p +1/2)~" in that theorem, see also Corollary 5.5 therein), it follows that there exist positive
constants Cj, ¢, such that P(N > n) < C; exp(—czn“z/ 7)), which in particular implies that ® has
finite moments of any order. This finishes the proof. |

Next, we show that the supremum estimates for V can be upgraded to estimates in the Holder
scale.

Proposition 4.10. Let F € 62 There exists a constants C = C(||F |2, |0 |lq2. H-) and q =
g(H_) such that for allx e R, s € [0, 1] and M = (M, M’) € E%é”‘ [s, 1]), if V is a solution of

(4.8), then
HVHEDéH_([s,l]) <C(l+ [B]Q{H*)q(”‘/”‘@o([s,l]) + ”M”gﬁ;’—([s’]]))-
Proof. As usual, by using we get

\4
[R71g2r- (01
S[B]SRH— ([F(QS;X)V"' M]gbéHf([u’v]) |u - V|H7 + ||V||‘60([u,v]) + ”M”‘@O([u,v]))

[B]SRH— ([F(¢£’X)V]9%H,([u,v]) |u - V|H7 + ”MHgbéHf([u,v]) + ”V”‘@O([u,v]))'

A

Further, by using we have
[RY g2t () 1+ [B]%H*)Z[Rv]fei”‘ (G 11 = VI + Ko,

where

S,X

Ko = (”V“‘@O([s,l]) + ”M”g%Hf([s,]]))(l + [Rd)” ]‘6§H’([5,1]) + [B]C@H—([s,l]))3-

Further, by we see that

Ko s K= (IVligogs.a1) + IMllgam- g5 1)) (1 + (Bl ) 12+OH-),
hence we conclude that

[RV]%gH, (v S+ [Blgn )2[RV]%§H, (w1~ v[H- 4+ K. (4.21)
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In addition, we see that

[Vt ([uv]) = [F(@* )V + Mlgu- ([0
< W Fllgo[VIgn- (uvy) + 1V IIgo v 1F gt [0° 7 ler- (quvy) + [MIgr- ([
S Vign- (ua)) + IVIgo (v (87 Jer- ([uv)) + [M]gr- ((uy))
< [RV]ngH— (] 14— vI7=+ IF () + Mllgo(fun)

1Vl vy (LR g g 1) + [Blign-)
+ [RM]%?L([S,]]) + ”M’H‘@O([s,l]) [B]C@”—
1% H_
< [R ]cg%”—([u’v])lu_w +K,
where for the third inequality we have used (T-g). From this and (£.21)), we get that

[V1g2n- () S CL+ [B]Q{H,V[V]%H_ Qw1 vIH~ + CK,

for some constant depending only on || F||42, ||o]|¢2, and H_. By[A.1lwe get some other constant
C (with the same dependence) that

V] < C(1+ [Blgn.)"*@*H)k . (4.22)

D ([s.1])

In addition, we clearly have that ||V||4o((s,17) and [|F'(¢**)V + M ||go([s,1]) can be bounded by the
right hand side of (f:22). Consequently, the claim follows. O

The following is a direct consequence of [Proposition 4.6] [Proposition 4.10| and the fact that
[loe < [n- and [pe < [gn-.

Corollary 4.11. Let F € 62, There exists a random variable © such that for all x € R%, s € [0, 1]
and M = (M, M’) € QD%;H_([S, 1)), if V is a solution of (4.8), then

IVllgar- (5,17 < OUVsl + 1Ml g gy 4y))-

Moreover, for any p > 1, there exists a constant C = C(p, ||F |2, llo||lg2, H-), such that
1O, @ < C.

Lemma 4.12. Let F € 62. There exists a random variable ¥ such that for all s € [0,1],x € R4,
we have

S, S, s,x\—1
||F(¢s x)”gz%Hf([s’]]) + HJS x”gbéHf([s,]]) + ”(JS x) HgbéHf([s’]])

VI g 1y, + IV ¥,

1
g2t .17y <

Moreover, for any p > 1, there exists a constant C = C(H_, p, | o ||gs ||Fllg2) such that
1%, < C.

Proof. By (1z) and by the boundedness of o, there exists N = N(||F||¢2, ||o]lgo) such that for
alls € [0,1],x € R4, we have

[F(¢* gz 51y S N+ Bl ) ([65 gam 1y + -



32 PROPERTIES OF THE FLOW OF THE DRIFTLESS EQUATION

Moreover, itis straight forward that || F (¢**)||go < || F||lgo and [|[VF (¢*) 0 (¢*¥) |lgo < [|F it |0 |0,
which combined with the above and gives

» 2 v
I (@ g g 17y < N+ [Blou ) ([6" Igpn (g 1y, +1)
< N(1+ [Blgu )G/ = w, (423

for some N = N(H_, ||F|l¢2 ||o|lg2). Next, notice that J*-* satisfies (4.§) with F = Vo and

M = 0 and recall that J;"* = l;. By [Corollary 4.11] there exists a random variable ¥; whose
L ,,-norm depends only on p, |0 (|43, and H_, such that for all s € [0, 1],x € R< we have

”JS’ngbéHf([s’]]) <Y¥. (4.24)

Next, recall that VJ** satisfies (4.8) with F = Vo and M = V2o (¢*¥)J** ([FH20, Theorem

8.15, p. 148]) and notice that VJ;* = 0. Hence, by [Corollary 4.11] again, there exists a random
variable ¥, whose L,,-norm depends only on p, ||o||¢3, and H_, such that for all s € [0, 1],x € R4

we have

> ' 2 ’ v
19 g (g 11y < Pl V2o (6T ¥l -

Further, by using (1.16), the result obtained in #-23) with F = V2o, and (#-24), for some random
variable Wy whose L ,-norm depends only on p, |||+, and H_, we get that

”VJS,ngbéH < q‘ZHVZO-(QSS’X)JS’XHQDéH

“([s.1D) ~([s.11)

< B (14 [Blapn 2 IV2 (8" gen- (17 I Mgz 1)
< (14 [Bla- 1920 (6"l 11y 9 ozt 1)
S \?2(1 + [B]%H7)2\i’0‘111 = ‘PZ-
Finally, in exactly the same manner one shows the existence of random variables W3, ¥4 whose

whose L,-norm depends only on p,||o |4+, and H_, and for all s € [0,1],x € R? we have
1(T5%) |2 < W5 and |V(J5) 7 Y|oom < ¥,. Consequently, setting ¥ =
Dy~ ([s,1]) Dy~ ([s.1])

Z?:o Y, finishes the proof. O
Lemma 4.13. Forall (s,t) € [0,1]% and x € RY, we have that ¢}"* € D*. In addition, for any

n > 1, there exists a random variable A,, such that for all (s, t) € [0, 1]25, x € R4, with probability
one, we have

”Dn¢;’x||Rd®%®n < An|f - SlH_,

Moreover, for any p > 1, there exists a constant C = C(n, p, ||o||gnss, H-), such that ||An||L, (@) <
C. Finally, one has the identity

Dr¢§’x = er’xo-(gbi,x)lrE[s,t]- (425)

Proof. The fact that ¢;”* € D* would follow from [Ina14] Theorem 1.2] and (#23) would follow
from [GOT20, Proposition 2.26] if s would be zero. To see the general case, one can shift the
whole problem as follows. One can easily see that the process ¢;"* = ¢, , 1 > u > 0, is the flow
of the rough equation with coefficient o starting at time zero, driven by the geometric rough path
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B, given by the natural lift of the process B, := Byy; — By, t > 0. For brevity we denote ¢; = ¢~?’x .
Then, by [Ina14, Theorem 1.2] one has that for any / € N and p > 1, ||D~l<5t||Lp(Q;7g®z) < oo,
where % is the analogue of the space # for the process B. It is not hard to see that the map
O, : # — ¥ given by

h(r—s) ifr>s

0 ifr<s

(®sh)(r) = {

is an isometry. Indeed, denote by Q(u, v) = E(B,+sBy+s) and note that Q(du, dv) = O(du, dv).
Therefore if 7 is a step function with support in [0, 7] for some 7 > 0 then by a simple change of
variables we have

5 s+T s+T 5 5
||®Sh||§€=/ / h(u—$)h(v =)0 (du, dv)

T T T T
_ 7 7 A _ 7 7 A —nnn2
- [ [ hwoimdauan = [* [ hwho)od ) =1,

It is then clear that if a random variable X is measurable with respect to the o-algebra generated by
the increments of B it is also measurable with respect to the o--algebra generated by the increments
of B and for any I € N we have that D'X = ®®/D'X, whenever the right hand side is meaningful.
Hence, indeed we have ¢;"* € D*. Similarly, from D¢}* = @;D¢;"* we immediately get the
r < s case of (:23), the r > ¢ case is trivial, while for r € [7, s] we invoke [GOT20, Proposition
2.26] for the process B to get

Dr¢f,x = Dr s¢t s = tr Ss xo-(qsg’—xs)lr—sﬂ—s = Jtr’xo'(‘pfr’x)lre[s,z]a

where J is the Jacobian of the flow 4.

Next, the desired estimate can be shown again by following the arguments of [Inai14]: Let us
consider an independent copy of B, denoted by B, and (with a slight abuse of notation) consider
W = (W,W), the natural lift of W = (B, B) to a geometric rough path (here W should not
be confused with the underlying Wiener process). Then, if X = (X,X’) € %129”‘([0, 1]) is
controlled by B, it can also be seen as a path controlled by W, namely, with a slight abuse of
notation, X = (X, (X’,0)) € E.B)éVH’([O, 1]), and similarly for Y = (Y,Y’) € E’ZgH’([O, 1]). By this
consideration, if Z € E.B)éVH’([O, 1]), X € E’ZéH’([O, 1]),Y € E’ZgH’([O, 1]), then integrals of the

form f f(X,Y,Z)dB or f f(X,Y,Z)dB can be defined as rough integrals against W. We then
set

t
=0 =gt [ ooy b,
S
t
o / OV (g5 (B, B ) aB,
+2/0 / U0 (655 (B )dB,
S

and inductively, forn > 3

n

z .
Ein),s,x _ Jt(),x / (J}(?,x)—l Z Z Cil ..... i VZO_(¢S x)(,—(z]) S,X .,E,(,”)’S’x, )dB,
s

[=2 i1+...+ij=n
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+Jt0,x/ (JOX) lZ Z (¢; X)(v—(ll)sx .,E,(,il)’s’x,') dér

=1 ij+...+ij=n—1

Then, it is shown in [Inai4]] (Proposition 3.3, Lemma 4.8, and Section 4.3) that for any n > 1,
there exists a constant Cy = Cy(n), such that almost surely, we have

A (n).s, 1/2
ID"¢3* || raggeen < Co(EIEM 7)1, (4.26)

where [ denotes the expectation with respect to B. We derive estimates for the right hand side.
We start for n = 1. By (1.16) and (T-19), we get

=(1),s,x 0,x ' 0,x\—1 S, X ) 2
||'—‘ ||@%}"/‘1—([S’1]) < ”‘] ”92)3}5’—([5,1])"‘/; (‘]r ) O-(¢r )dBV QD%)‘I;L([S,]])(] + [W]Q{H*)
< ”Jo’x”g)%;lf([s,]]) (”(Jo’x)_lo-(w’x)HgbéHf([s’]]) +1)(1+ [W]Q{H—)B-
Therefore, by (1.16) and [Lemma 4.12] we get

= g2 ((s.17) < P1(Fo, [Wlgn-), (427

for some polynomial P, where ¥y is the random variable from the conclusion of
corresponding to the choice F = o. By this bound, a repetition of the above argument gives

||E:(2),s,)c”92)3}:?_([5’1 < Pr(Wy, ¥, ¥, [W]QEH*)’

D

for some polynomial P, where W, ¥, are the random variable from the conclusion of|
corresponding to the choices F = Vo and F = V2o, respectively. By induction, one gets

||E(n)’s’x||9>%§l_([s,l]) < Pn(lpo,lyl,‘PZ, voes P, [W]%H*)’ (4.28)

for some polynomial P,, where ¥; is the random variable from the conclusion of
corresponding to the choice F = Vio,1=0,...,n. Then, by (T-9) it follows that

(B g 5.1y < IE g gy (1+ Wl )
<P, Y2, ... Y, [W]ga- ) (1 + [W]gnu-) =t A
The claim follows from the above inequality combined with (4.26)) and the fact that = ”(") "=0. O

Lemma 4.14. For all (s,t) € [0,1]2, x € RY, we have that J;** € D™P forallm € Nand p > 1.
In addition, for any n € N, there exists a random variable ©,, such that for all (s,t) € [0, I]ZS,
x € R4, with probability one, we have

”Dn.]f’x ”Rdxd@%@n < @n.

Moreover, for any p > 1, there exists a constant C = C(d,n, p,||o||gnss, H-) such that
1©ullL, @ < C.

Proof. Let us fix m € N and p > 1. It follows again by [Ina14] (Proposition 3.3, Lemma 4.8,
and Section 4.3) that for n € N there exists a constant Cy(n) such that for all x,y € R?, with
probability one, we have

— .S, — .S, 1/2
ID" 5 = D" 5 ||gaggpon < Co(E|E S — MY 2)1/2, (4.29)
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where 2" are as in the proof of Next, we claim that there exists a polynomial P,
such that for all (s, t) € [0, 1]23, X,y € R4, with probability one, we have

|2 gy <y P (W0, W1, W, e, Wt [Wgrs ), (4.30)

where ¥, [ € {0,1,...,n + 1}, are the random variables from the conclusion of
corresponding to the choice F = V!0 Indeed, for n = 1, similarly to the derivation of @=27), we
have

=(1),s,x _ =(1),s,y
||'—' — ”92)3;’—([5’1])

:HJO’X / IO o (¢5%) dB, — IO / (J2) o (¢57) dB,

D ([5.11)

OV (S B
S+ [W]%H)Q(IIJO’X =Pl | [ G o) a,
N

Dot ([s,11)

' - ; 0.y - s 5
Wi quap | | (6297 o0 - 0 0 a,
S

). (4.31)

Dy~ ([s,11)
Then, by the fundamental theorem of calculus, it follows that
: 1
”JO’X - Jo’y”gba‘;’—([s’l]) < |x - yl ‘/0 HVJO’H)H( ~07) Hg)é‘l;l—([s’l]) do < |x - y|\PO,

where for the last inequality we have used Lemma 4.12} By (1-19), (L.16)), and we
get

for some polynomial G;. Again by (T-19), the fundamental theorem of calculus, (1.16), and
one obtains

for some polynomial G,. Hence, by plugging the three estimates above back into (4.31)) and using
again we get

- ([5,1]) < Gl(\POa [W]Q{Hf),
W ,

[ uy ot as,

< |x - ylGQ(lPO’lP]’ [W]%H*)’

[. ((JE’X)—IO'(QSin) _ (ngy)_lo'(qﬁf’y)) dB,

Doy~ ([5.1])

”E(l),s,x — =),y “92)%;17([&]]) < |x = y|P1(Wo, W1, [W]gH-),

for some polynomial P;. We can now go back to the definition of Z(*)5-*  and by the above bound
combined with (4.27), a repetition of the above argument one gets

||E(2),s,x _ E(Z)J,y ||9)%57([S’1]) < |x — y|P2(lP0,lP1, ¥Y,, ¥, [W]%H_).

From here, with the help of and estimates (4.28)), by using induction one obtains

|x - y|Pn(lPOa lPl’IPZa “"an+la [W]Q{H—),

g(n).s.x _mn).s,y <
I = ||9»éé’*([s,1]> =
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which in particular implies (4.30). From this and (.29), we get that for any m € Nand p > 1,

there exists a constant there exists a constant C; = Cj(m,p, ||o||gm+, H-) such that for all
(s,1) € [0, l]zs,x,y € R4, we have
g, = 67 llpmp < Clx = yl. (4.32)

By choosing y = x + £~ 'e;, with e; being the standard unit vector in the ith direction in R?, we
see that the sequence ¥, == £(¢;" — qﬁf’“g_] “") is bounded in D™ by C. Since D™ is reflexive,
there is subsequence ¢, which converges weakly to some ¢ € D""P. On the other hand, by
definition we know that y,, — 9;¢;"" almost surely, and by also in L,. Hence, we
conclude that d;¢;* = ¢ € D™P. Moreover, there exists a sequence y; consisting of convex
combinations of ¢, such that s, — 8;¢;"" strongly in D"”. In particular, for any n € {1, ..., m}
we have D"y — D"9;¢;"" in probability. By (@29) and (d30), it follows that with probability
one, for all k € N, (s,1) € [0, 1]23, x € R?, we have

- N 1/2
ID" G|l gaggesn < Co(EIPn(Po, W1, Wa, .o, Wt [Wlge ) P) /2,

and upon passing to a further subsequence which converges almost surely and using Fatou’s lemma,
with probability one, we have

A 2
”Dnaiqﬁi’xHRd@%@" < C0(|E|PH(IPO’ lPlalPZa --~7an+la [W]%H—)lz)l/ .

We can now define ©,, := dCo(E|P,(¥o, ¥1, ¥, ..., Pus1, [W]%H,)lz)l/z, and the claim follows.

[m}
Lemma4.15. Lets € [0,1], k e Nand f € B! (R¥), Then, foreachx,...,xy € R ty,...,tx €
[s, 1], with probability one, we have
Esf (0" s ™) = ES L5 4™, (4.33)
Moreover, the random fields in have continuous modifications in the variables x1,. .., xx
and ty,...,t.

Proof. Let B8 € (0, 1) be sufficiently close to 1 sothat 83— 1+ H+ H_ > 2H_. Let us consider the
space CGﬁ,_l([s, 1]) of all functions w : [s, 1] — R% such that

(W —wy|

= |lw(s)| + sup

e (s. 11 lu— s|H-1|t — ulB (4.34)

||W||%§71([5,1

Also, let C@'ff_l ([s, 1]) be the closure of €!([s, 1]) in %fl_l ([s, 1]). Then, let us consider the map
T RE([5, 1) x €5 ([5,1]) — RH-([s, 1]) defined as follows: for g = (g,g) € Rets (s, 1])
andw € ‘6?_1([5, 1]), set

T(g,w)=(g+w,g]+/g®dw+/w®dg+/w® dw),

where in the above, by virtue of [Lemma A.3] the integrals fst gs.r ® dw, and fst Ws.r ® dw, are
canonically defined as (singular) Young integrals and as functions of (s, #) belong to C@ZZH -, while
the “integral” f w Q dg is defined as follows

t ¢ .
/ Wsr ® dg, = Wst ® &8st — (/ &sr ® dwr) .
s s
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Moreover, again by it is easy to see that T is continuous.
Next, recall that we have the decomposition

N t
Bt:/ K(l,r)dWr+/ K(t,r)dWr::Bt+Bt,
0 s

where we dropped the s dependence on the right hand side for notational convenience. Then
clearly we have that the process E is Fg-measurable, while Et is independent of ;. Moreover,
the same properties hold for F2 in place of %, since the filtration generated by B coincides with
the filtration generated by W.

It is known that B € C@'ff_l ([s, 1]) with probability one (it follows, for example, by [Nuao6
(5-46) p. 295] and Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion). Moreover, since B, is F,-measurable for
each r € [s, 1] and the Borel o--algebra on C([s, 1]) coincides with the cylindrical one, it follows
that B is an F-measurable C([s, 1])-valued random variable. By the Lusin-Suslin theorem, since
the embedding C€g+_1([ks, 11) c C([s,1]) is continuous, it follows that B is an F,-measurable
C@'ff_l ([s, 1])-valued random variable.

Next, we lift B to a rough path B = (B, B) by setting

t t t
Bu,z = [EBu,t - / Bu,r ® dB, _/ Bu,r ® dB, _/ Bu,r ® dB,. (435)
u u u

Then, we have that B € Qigg [s, 1]) with probability one (see, e.g., [MM23, Lemma 2.12]). We
claim that B is a E%gg([s, 1])-valued random variable that is independent of F,. To see this,

let us consider B" and B, given by linear interpolation of values E;’ and E?, respectively, for
te{s+k(l1-s)/n:k=1,...,n}. Further, letusset B" = B" +B". Then, for each (u,1) € [s,1]?,

we have
t
/ By, ®dB;
u

t t t t
= / B!, dB! - / B, , ®dB, - / B, , ® dB! - / B", ®dB,.
u u u u

The left hand side is clearly independent of ;. On the other hand, each term on the right hand side
converges in probability as n — oo to the corresponding term at the right hand side of (4.35). This
shows that for (u,1) € [s, 1]2, @u,t is independent of F;. Moreover, since the map (u, t) +— @u,, is
continuous (can be shown by Chen’s relation combined with the fact that B ewH -, Be %ZZH’), it
follows that the pair (B, @) isa C([s, 1]) x C([s, 1]?) valued random variable, independent of F.
Moreover, the identity map from %gg([s, 1]) to C([s, 1]) x C([s, 1]?) is continuous, and since
these are Polish spaces, it follows by the Lusin-Suslin theorem that Bisa Qig(,([s, 1])-valued
random variable, independent of F,.

Next notice that B = T(B, B). Hence, we have that (" 0™ = F(T (B, B)) with a
map ¥, where by the continuity of the It6-Lyons map .f is also continuous. Consequently, by
using [PRo7l Proposition 2.2.2] we have

Ecf(o)™,....05%) = Eof(F(T(B,B))) = ©(B),

where ®(¢) = Ef (.S (T(B, 0)))for¢ € CGﬁf_l([s, 1]). Notice that the filtration (GJB)te[O,l] could
have been chosen as (F;);¢[o,1] from the beginning, so that we also get

EZf(g7™,....6.7%) = D(B),
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which shows (4.33). The existence of continuous modifications follows easily by Kolmogorov’s
continuity criterion. O

5 Emerging driving signal of the linearised equation

The goal of this section is to construct (a truncated version of) the object L anticipated in the
introduction (I2). Note thatin (2) the distribution Vb is integrated along the process 6 X+(1-6)Y,
and a priori we do not know that such a convex combination of the nondegenerate processes (i.e.
its Malliavin matrix is invertible) X and Y is also nondegenerate. One can only guarantee this as
long as the two solutions do not separate too much. This will be formulated by an appropriate
cutoff function.

Given o satisfying let
va

T 10 o e 5

p

One then has the property that if x1, x2, x3, x4 € R? are such that |x; —x5|, |x; —x3], |x1 —x4] < 24p,

then for any 61, ...,04 € [0, 1] such that 8; +---+ 64 = 1, one has
4 4 N
(Zeio'(xi))(zeio'(xi))
i=1 i=1
4 4 .
= (e = Y bilor () = @) ) (@) = Y :(or(x) = ()
=2 =2
4
> () () =2 ) o) = o) o (o) = o)) = 5 A (52
=2

The seemingly arbitrary factor 24 is simply the constant that comes up in the relevant part of the
proof. Furthermore, set Cuty to be the set of smooth functions y : R¢ — R that are identically
1 on the ball of radius 1/2 around the origin and identically O on the complement of the ball of
radius 2 around the origin. For y € Cuty and a > 0 we then denote y,(x) = y(a~'x). To reduce
the many parameters to keep in mind, the reader may take @ — 1 in place of y below as the main
example.

Theorem 5.1. Let[Assumption 1.4|land[Assumption 1.5|hold. Let y € Cuty, p € [1,00), 8 € [0, 1],
and let X and Y be two solutions to (TX). For f € B define the process

t
Jr = / X,D(Xr - Yr)f(exr +(1- Q)Yr) dr. (5-3)

0
Then for any y € (—=1/(2H),0) there exists a constant C such that for all (s, 1) € [0, 1]? one has

e = JsliLr @) < Cllf llgrle = /™7™ (5-4)

and C = C(a,y, p,d, x, L, H, || lgs, C5 . C§

Y Y
S.2p’ CD,p’ CS,ZP)'

The theorem is proved after a preparatory lemma. The following corollary is immediate.
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Corollary 5.2. Let[Assumption 1.4|and [Assumption 1.5\ hold. Let y € Cuty, p € [1, c0), and let
X and Y be two solutions to (TX). Then the map f +— § f defined for f € €*(R4;R%) by

1 t
0= [ [ x =19 (0%, 4 (1 001,) dr s

extends as a continuous linear map from €+ (R%;R?) 1o |+ @=DH ([0, 1]; L, (L; RIxdy),

whose norm depends only on «, p,d, A, H, x, ||o||¢s, CD C?zp CY ngp
Proof. Apply (5.4) with V f in place of f and then integrate in 6. |

The most important output of the present section is worth a separate notation: in the setting of

Corollary 5.2{we define
L:=%b.
which is a truncated version of the object anticipated in the introduction (I2).

To prepare for the proof of we state a version of the integration by parts formula.
Although this is a classical and central tool in Malliavin calculus, there are two aspects that
complicate matters in the present context. First, for stochastic sewing we shall need conditional
bounds, therefore the formalism of[Section 3|is needed and used. Second, since we do not know if
the random variable X below (roughly corresponding to 6X, + (1 —6)Y, in (5-3)) is nondegenerate,
the possible degeneracy is handled by the cutoff function.

Lemma 5.3. Let s € [0,1], a > 0, d,dy,k € N, x' € Cuty,, and h € B*(R?). There exists
p*=p*(k) € [1,0) and k* = k*(k) € N such that the following hold. Let X, Y be Rd-valued
random variables, F be an R% -valued random variable, all three belonging to [Dk ,and T, H
be (0, o0)-valued random variables such that u is Fg-measurable and one has EBT~ > < P’
almost surely and on the event {|E| < 2Xa} one has

Then there exists a constant N = N (k,d, d1,a,)(’) such thatfor any iy,...,ix € {1,...,d} one
has almost surely

|E2 (Y XL (F)0y,....0 (X))
< N||h||L°°/lk/2||°y|| w.pr Max (L[| Z]] e »)F max (1, :u”D%’L%HZk F. (5.6)

Proof. Denote, foranyi=1,...,d and d € [a, Zk‘la],

m
Eia = X5(E) Y (M) Do A7 € T}
=1

Notice that the presence of the cutoff y/ (%) is essential, since we only assume control (or even,
the existence) of (L ~! where this cutoff is nonzero. With this notation, we have x’,(%)d;h(X) =
(Dgerh(X), Ei a )5 as an immediate consequence of the chain rule. This implies

EZ(Yx,(F)0;h(X)) = EZ (h(X)d%: (EiaY))

by (3-1). However, in order to iterate this procedure, by the above remark, further cutoffs are
needed. We claim that one can smuggle in a larger cutoff for free and one has in fact

EZ (Y X, (F)0:h(X)) = EZ (x5 (E)h(X)05: (BiaY))- (57)
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To this end, note the identities (Vx; )x, =0and x; x, = x. Then by the chain rule we have

Xa(E)Dh(X) = x5, ()Xo (E)Dh(X) + (Va3 ) (E)xo (E)h(X)DE
= Xa(E)D (X3, (£)(X)).

After applying Tlg., the same holds with Dg. in place of D. Therefore,

ES (Y X (F)0ih(X)) = B (Y (Daes h(X), B a)aes) = ES (Y (D (X2 (E)VI(X)), B e )-

Integrating by parts by (371) again, we get (577) as claimed.
To treat 9;, ... ;, in place of g;, we iterate this procedure: define the random variables W;, _;,,
{=1,...,k, inductively by

Wi, =056 (BiraY)s Winie = 092 (Biy 2010 Wioiey )-
Then the above arguments yield
EZ(Yx,(E)0;,.. i, (X)) = EZ(R(X)Wi, .. i,)- (5.8)
From (5.8) it is clear that
EZ (Y X (E)0, i )] < Al Wi, llpor- (5.9)

To bound the right-hand side, we apply recursively. Let ny,...,n; be defined as
follows. We set n; to be the n of with the choice m = 0, p = 1. Then for £ > 1 we set
ne to be the n of with the choice m = ng_1, p = 4°~1. We then write, by alternately

applying and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

Wi,.... ik”DgJS”Eik,Zk*IaWi] ..... ik_1|

np,2
s

D
< ||Eik,2k—1a”ﬂ]):~l1’4||wil """ ikilHD:l]A

< ||:‘ik,2k’1 a ”D;‘l 4 ||‘:‘ik,1 ,2k’2aWi| ..... ix-2 ||D;‘2’8

k
< (102l o sor=e Iy v (5.10)
=1 * ¢
It remains to bound the terms in the above product. To simplify notation, we fixi € {1,...,d}

and @ € [a,2% 'a], let n = ny and p = 4%, and aim to bound IEi,allprr. Starting with the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

- -1
1€ allomr < Is(E) S lignar | Doy Ll g (511)

So it remains to bound ||X;(‘Z)JVL;1IID4,2,,. As a warm-up, note that for n = 0 we have by
assumption ‘
’ - —2p\1/2
llxz ()M 1||D2,2p < ([ESF 2[’) /2p < u,

provided p* is chosen to be bigger than 2-4%. We now bound the higher order Malliavin derivatives.
To avoid the issues of the possible singularity of (;"', we add a small perturbation &id, & > 0.
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Note that from the identity D ((Mls + £id)~!) = (Mg + £id) "' DMy (M4 + £id)~" and Leibniz’s
rule we get

DY ((My + eid)™")

= ( ot )Djl((ﬂ/ts +eid)™") ® D2 (Uly) ® DB (M +&id) ™).
jreitp=e-1 V1203

One can iterate this formula for D/' ((Mls + £id)~") and D73 ((JMls + £id)~!), and notice that at
each step the number of Malliavin derivatives on (/g + £id)~' strictly decreases. Therefore
after at most £ steps one expresses D¢ ((Mls + £id)~") as a sum, where both the number of terms
and the coefficients of the terms only depend on ¢, and each term is a product of m instances
of (Mg + £id)~' and m — 1 instances of Malliavin derivatives of sy of order qi,...,qm-1,
respectively, where 2 < m < £+ 1,1 < ¢; < {, and }. q; = . After applying Ilg, in all £
variables, the same holds with Dg. in place of D. To treat the latter terms, note that l

J .
=0

where (h ® - @ hi, 11 ® -+~ ®@ hy)ggr 1 = (h1, b))y hy ® - @ hx ® hy ® - - - ® hyy. In particular,
for any p’ € [1, c0) one has

D2, ]l 0.0 < D5 X2

Dé‘vzp, .
We now write, with the the sum over ¢ = (¢1,. .., ¢u—1) understood as above,

1D (x5 (F) (s + £ id) ") [ 0.0

f/
<) HD;’,;"(X;(%)) ® Dl (s +£id) ™)l g2
=0

[ €+1 m—1
S D B lpecon Y > [Vmisaltts + i) o, | 1] DL
£=0 m=2 q j=1

Dg,ép Dg,ﬁp
[ £+1
’ Byp—6mp\1/6p 2(m-1)
$ D I @llpe-cor ) (EFTP) P 1Dy 2015,
£=0 : m=2 $

Summing up over £’ =0, ...n, and taking p* > 12(n + 1) p, we have

n+l
, N — , 2(m—1
I (Z) (Ml + i) M lgnar < G Elignon Y " 1Dz X2
m=1 §

S ()l gon  max (1, gl| Dy L2 120"

By the lower semicontinuity of the conditional norm and the almost sure convergence x (Z) (M s+
eid)™! - xL(E)JL;" we can pass to the & — 0 limit and get

s () gmor < [ (F)llgnsm i max (1 gll Dogs L1, )" (5.12)

Combining (5.9), (5-10), (5-11), and (5-12)), the proof is finished. O
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Proof of| Define the germ
t
Agy =E, / Xp (8% = 631 f(093% + (1 - 0)g3 ") dr (5.13)
S

for (s,¢) € [0,1]2. We aim to verify the conditions of Introduce a couple of
shorthand notation: for (s,¢) € [0, 1]23, x,y € R4, i e {1,2} set

w o) = 065 4 (1 - 0)45,
q;s,(x,y) — ¢s,x _ 5y
r r

r o

157 = X (91 = 6.

Then we can rewrite (5.13) as

t
_ x-y) s,(x, y)
As,t—[E( f(l;b )|(xy) (Xs Y)d
For (s,r) € [0, 1] and x, y € R?, consider the linear operator on from €* to L” () defined by
B F = (157 F ™) = EE 5 F(w ™)),

using [Cemma 4.13] in the second equality. Also from we have that B f has a

continuous modification in x, y. In the sequel we will need to estimate its supremum in x, y, for
which therefore it suffices to take x, y € Q4. One has first of all the trivial bound

IBE) £l < 1 £ llgo-

Next we bound Bﬁf‘;y ) f (and consequently of A ; f) through the norm of f in a negative regularity
space. Consider first the case f = 0;,0;,8. We apply with the choices

k:2, h:g, a=p, d]Id, X’:X, cyzl, F = ¢S(Xy), %:wj,(x,y)‘

Take the p* and k* obtained from therein. To find I" such that (53) is satisfied, take z € R4 and
note that
2" Mz = ||Tlger 2" DL |l

By (#23) we have
Z*Dv% = lve[s,r]z*(ej;‘f),xo-(d)i’x) + (1 - G)J:,y0(¢i’y))~

The right-hand side is clearly continuous on (s, r) so its L* norm is bounded from below by its
left limit as v — r. Therefore on the event {|Z| < 4p} we can write, by (52),

> | (00 (¢5) + (1 = 0)a (65))| = (1/2)A2]7,

and thus fixing H >y > 1 — 2H, by[Corollary 3.17| we have

12" DX gy 2

|z] )19/7

Moz DXNZ, > clz)?|r — s> min (1, -
’ * lz* DX Mler (15,1
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with some constant ¢ > 0 such that ¢c~! < 1. We therefore take
c

9
L+ IDXIGY )

[=|r—s*

Hence it is natural to choose u = |t — 5|72 (ji, + fiy), with

_ _ A
fe= o (EP L+ ey 2 17) (514)

Next we bound the terms appearing on the right-hand side of (5.6), starting with fi,. For the
remainder of the proof we use the convention that p’ denotes an exponent depending on «,y, H.
Further, " will denote a random variable which might depend on s and the usual parameters but
not on x. In addition, ||Z'||,, (@) <m 1 for all m > 1, that is, its L,, norms depend only on the

parameters given in the statement of theorem and m.
Recalling (7-23) we can start with the straightforward bound

fx S EX[L+ 1175 Ner (1. |7 BRI+ o (85 ey (1. | - (5.15)

From the boundedness of o~ and Vo and we have

|1+ 1o (¢° ) v sy | < |1 + [Blgurr- |

and so ,
E5|1+ o (6" ) leo|” < E.

As for the first term in (5-13), we have from [Lemma 4.12| that almost surely

EZ sup |J¥P <.

u€(s,r]

We emphasize that 2’ can be chosen to not depend on x € Q. As for the seminorm, we have
from (4.7) and the continuity of all of the random fields that for any x € R4

. 0, 0,y\—
[Jr’x]C@V([s,r]) < sup |Ver| sup |(Js y) 1| sup [gp’y]cé“/([s,r])

ye@d ye@d ye@d
0, Oy —
+ sup 2] sup (VIS sup [6%Ter (15
yeQd yeQd yeQd
0, _
+ sup |17 sup [(J) egr ([s.r1)
yeQd yeQd
<EZ'(1+ sup [gp’y]cm([s,r])),
yeQd

using again in the last inequality. As for the last term, notice that for u < v

<, <, 0,4y €0, 0,zy—1 , -
1007 =007 =100 = ¢V] < sup [(JO9) gy — vl < B |u—v]”

ZEQ‘I

by the same arguments as above. So we can conclude

u<lt—s|?He.
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Moving forward in (5.6), since Y = 1, the next nontrivial term is £ = 55 Here we invoke

[Cemma 4.1]and [Lemma 4.13]to conclude

max (1, [ F | e )" < &
s

Finally, applying [Lemma 4.13|again we get

2 2H—
L e 1
S

and therefore
’

max(1,,1||D%SL$C||$D§W)’<* <=
Putting these bounds together, (5.6) yields
1B 9081 < 2 llgllzelr = 57",

Since this holds uniformly in (x, y) € @, it also holds uniformly in (x,y) € R??, and thus after
substituting (x,y) = (X;, Ys) we get

-2H
< llgllzslr = s|7.

0578051

)|(x,y)=(xs Ys)

It remains to interpolate. That is, by applying (with Tf = (Bﬁf;y)f)|(x V)=(Xs Ye)?
k=2,=0,Ty=1,andT"_, = C|r — s| 7>, and 8 = y) and integrating in r we get that

Asllr @) S 1fllga]t = s e DH, (5.16)

Since 1+ yH > 1/2 by our standing assumption y > —1/(2H), the condition [Cemma 2.1] (i) is
satisfied with 8 = 1 + yH and '} = C|| f||ge-1-

Next we move on to the treatment of Es6A; , ;. For this part we introduce the further cutoft
function

L0 = X (0% = 9o (07 = 9.

To help the reader’s intuition, let us remark that, with the choices (z,w) = (X,,,Y,,) and (x,y) =
(X5, Ys) that we make below, one expects ’u‘ﬁi;fj’x’y ) to be mostly 1 regardless of whether the two
solutions are close. The purpose of this cutoff, similarly to the previous argument, is to ensure the
invertability of a certain Malliavin matrix. In fact, both in this function and in others we often use

the rewriting
ﬁ(x,y,z,w) _ ﬁ(a,b,z,y)

e war " l(ab)=(o5~ a3
We write
t
e N B N D B e (O s

J
t 5, X s,Yg 5, Xs s,Ys
— |ES/ I]L(ﬁru »Pu )f(l//;/ts(¢u > Pu )) _ I]'a},(ru,yu)f(l//rua(xuayu)) dr
u

t
. (a,b,z,w)
B [ES/M Cur ™ M @bz owy=(03% 03 X3 9
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where the last equality serves as the definition of the linear map f > C\%”*") f. Define
furthermore

Cv]ifzr,b,z,W)f — Cb(t’ar,b,z,W)ﬂ](a ,b,z, W) é,iflr’b’z’w)f C(a b,z, W)f _ C'L(tflr’b’z’W)f'

u,u,r

By conditional Jensen’s inequality and “taking out what is known” we have

,b,z,
IEs (CL™ ™ i zoirmtos g2 x v lim )

< [Ea(Casr™ ™ i 2oz g o Mir @)
= [[E(CL57*™) f)

l(abzw)=(a3%s a3 s ,xu,m| LP(Q)

The main objects of interests are therefore
B;fl’:b,z,w)f = Eucb(t’ar,b,z,w)f EBC(a b,z, W)f

and the analogous objects with tilde and hat.

The main steps will be bounding E,Sf’;b’z’w) f and B(a b:2w) £ by a random variable uniformly
in the parameters (a, b, z,w), whose L”(Q) norm behaves in the expected way in terms of
|r — u| once the above substitutions are performed. As before, since it is clear that continuous
modifications (in a, b, z, w) exist, we assume all coordinates to be rational.

For the two terms we use different decompositions of C. For E,(fr’b’z W) £ we write

Cliftr,b,z,w)f Cl (abzw)f+c2 (abzw)f
b ,(a,b ,(z, b , (2,
=357 (P ) = FutEM) + () = 1) Fgr ).

With the corresponding C’ and B, we now estimate B'.

B (a baw) £ _ / ’Saubrz ) H’Sarb)
% Vf(@ l//u ,(a,b) + (1 _ gz)wru,(z,w))(wru,(a,b) _ l//ru,(z,w)))de/.

We estimate the above quantity for each coordinate (denote by ;) of V and each 8’ separately, that
is, we bound the quantity

[EB(I]J(Aauer W) (a b)a f(9 l//u ,(a,b) " (1 0’ )l//u ,(z, w))(l//ru,(a,b) _ wru,(z,w)))

using Let us assume f = d;,9;,¢. The the objects in[Lemma 5.3|are chosen as

q = g/l//ru,(a,b) +(1- Hz)l//ru,(z,w)’

k=3 h=g a=p Gy lﬁu J(ab) _ u,(z,w)

dy =3d, ¥ (x1,%2,%3) = Y (x1) Y (x2) ¥ (x3), F = (g9 — ¢2, ¢P — glw gt — g1l

Take the corresponding k* and p* from the lemma. By the same argument as in the previous case,
by we have that on the event {|Z| < 8p}

’

12" DL e gy = (1221217
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Therefore we can again take

2H ¢

1+||DX ||%</y([u,r])

I':=|r—u

where ¢ > 0 is a constant and ¢~! < 1. Similarly to the previous case, we choose u = |r —
u| 72" (g + fip + fi; + fi,y), Where we recall the definition (5-14) (with s therein replaced by u).
As already argued in the previous case, we have

p < r—ulME (5.17)
The estimates on & and Z are also very analogous to the previous case, yielding

max (1, [ Z e p) < max(L, ul| Doy X2, )" < . (5.18)

What is different compared to the previous case is the bound on %, since this time it allows us to
gain a factor that is small when a — z and b — w are small. We group terms like
Y = 04— 615) + (1= 0) (1" = 1),

r

and estimate the two terms in an identical way, so we focus on the first one. One has

1
,6” 1-6”
16 = 9l = | /0 (a = )0 @ 1=0)2 gor

k*, *
D, **

1
<la- Z|./o ||J}"9”“+(1_‘9”)Z||Ds*,p* de” . (5.19)

,0" a+(1-0" -
By[Lemma 4.14]for each 6", one has ”Jf a+{ )Z”Dk*,p* < E’ almost surely and therefore
u

1Yligeepr < (la=z[+]b—w)E (5:20)

almost surely (the nullset may depend on a, b, z, w but that doesn’t bother us). By
ET7. (518). (520) we get

pl.(a,b,z, -3H _
B 8, 08| < Ngllpolr —ulH (Ja — 2] + b — w])E’

almost surely for all a, b, z, w. By continuity, this in fact holds for all a, b, z, w simultaneously
almost surely, and therefore

51,(a,b,z,
Br™ =" 84008 (0 =t o2 i i @

-3 s st =
< Ngllz=lr = ul 7 (163% = Xul + 165 = YuDE || 1 0

-3H l+aH
S Ngllpelr = ul ™% s —ul ™

using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and [Proposition 4.3|to get the last line.
A much simpler bound can be obtained by simply writing

~19 sbs B —/
|Buy 5™ g < IVelli= 1Y s < IVgll=(la = 2 +1b = w)E,

which, by the same argument as before, yields

”(El,(a,b,z,w) Is — u|1+aH.

ur ) (b ea)=(62 057 XY ”LP(Q) < Vel
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gl-(ab,
Interpolation, i.e. Cemma A2lwith Tf = (B, (@.b.z.w) )l(a,b,z,w):((p;i’xs s xyy k=20=1,
I =Clr—u|3H|s—u|"**" T =Cl|s - u|1+"H,,B = v, yields

”(El,(a,b,z,w)

-1)H 1 H
u,r f“(a,b,z,w):(qﬁi’xs,qﬁi’y“,Xu,Yu)”LP(Q) < ||f||<gy|r—u|(7 ) |S—u| ratl

Since (y—-1)H >-1/2-H>-1,|r—u (r=DH jq integrable in r, and we get
Y g g
1( b,z,w) 2 -1)H
/ H a,b,z,w f)|(a,b,z,w)=(¢};’xs,¢Z’YS’XM’YM)HLP(Q) dr < ”f” ol |l S| +(y+a—1) ]

Moving on to the next term B%'“"%") £ observe that

) <A = ) 0 07)
Indeed, on the set where g — ¢y"") is not 1, that is, - ¢7"| > 6p, at least one of
0

| —pio=|, | i —¢§‘W|or|¢ - |1sb1ggerthan2p,andthus(I](ab) I](ZW))I],EauerW) 0.

With this observation, we can rewrite B (ab.z.w) ¢ ag

2 (a b,z, w)f / ‘(laubrz W)X6p( ;{,Z _ ?’W)f(l//ru’(z’W))
X Vo (690 =0 ¢t + (1= 6% = (1 - 0) g™
X (1 = g — g7 + ) ) do

To estimate the integrand, we follow the previous steps. First we replace f by 0;,0;,g and use
once again, now with the choices

k=2, h=g, a=6p, X =y,

Y = 0jxp(0/6)" — 0’ ¢ + (1= 0% = (1= 0) g™ ) (9 — “’b—¢;"2+¢“’W);
uw uz_ MW)

dy =3d, x'(x1,%2,%3) = x1/6(*1) X176 (X2) X (x3), F = (¢4 — %, ¢

We have already seen in the treatment of A; ;, choosing I" and u analogously to therein, one has

= (5.21)

and
max (1, | [l )" s max(Lall Does 12 )" < 2. (5.22)

As for the bound on ¥, it follows from [Lemma 4.1]and [Lemma 4.13]|that
197X (67 = '8yt + (1= 057 = (1= 08" [l < E'(q).
Combined with (5-19), this yields

1Y llpeepr < (la =2l +|b—w)E
u

for all ¢ € [1,00). So in fact we are in a very similar setting as before, but with even one less
derivative hitting f. Repeating the previous arguments therefore yields

/ ” 2 (a b,z,w) f) |(a,b,Z,W):(¢;,XS ’¢;’Y5 ,Xu,Yu)|

2 H
Lo @r < I fllgr |t = s+
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At this point the only remaining term that is left to bound is

h(a,b,z, b ,b b, b,
B](er zw)f [EB(U(a )f(lﬁ u,(a ))( ”;aurz w))) ((Z W)f(lﬁ (2, W))( I]l(AaurZ W)))

The two terms are completely identical under the relabeling a < z, b < w, so we bound using the
notation of the first one. Rather unsurprisingly, we use once again. Take f = 0;,0;,8
and make the choices

k=2, h=g, a=p, di=d, x =x, E=¢*" a=y>b

Y = 1= xp (7 = o (B = 6.

This is in fact almost the same setup as in the treatment of A ;, the only difference is the choice
of Y. Note that since 1 — x,, is smooth and bounded and is 0 on a neighborhood of the origin, one
has |1 — x,(x) x(y)| < x| + |y, and so by the chain rule there exists ¢* such that

: b
1Y e < max (L, [lg) - 'f’Z”;k*,q*, |g” — uw||qk* .)
u

, , ,b ,
X (||¢?a _¢?Z”D5*,¢1* +||¢? _¢?w||ﬂ)‘]j*’q*)

< (la—z[+1b-w)E

using (3-19) in the last inequality. Therefore in the application of we have precisely
the same bounds as for the term B2 (a:b:2.w) pefore. Hence, just as for that term, we can conclude

(abzw) 2+(a+y)H
(Bu MNabzn)- (¢S X“,¢Z’Y“‘,XM,YM)| Lo 4r < fller |t — s

We have bounded all components of Es0A; ;. We can conclude
IEs6Ag il ) < Ifllgrlt — s+ @7~ DH,

From the assumptions @ > 1—1/(2H) and y > —1/(2H) it follows that the exponent is larger than
1, and so the condition [Lemma 2.1] (ii) is satisfied with 8, =2 + (¢ +y — 1)H and I'; = C||f||¢>.
We now claim that with the process J playing the role of o, the inequalities (D-(IT)
are satisfied. Note that this concludes the proof, since [Lemma 2.1] (III) is precisely the claim of
Theorem 5.1
The inequality [Cemma 2.1] (I) trivially holds with Ky = || || ~. As for Cemma2.1] (IT), we

have
|Es (J: =I5 = As.) e @)

s/ Xo (X =Y,) (60X, + (1 -0)Y,)

_ s, Xs _ g8,Ys 5, X _ s,Ys
Xo (977 =91 )[(69)% + (1= )gr |

< (L + I fllgnlz =s| sup (I1X = 65 Nler @) + 1Y — 65 e @)

rels,t]

< (L1 llg)le = s+,

Therefore inequality [CLemma 2.1](IT) also holds with K; = C(1+]|f|l!). The proof is finished. O
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6 The iterated integral and the joint rough path

We now move on to the construction of (a truncated version of) the rough path lift above (L, B).
For this, we construct the integral of B against L anticipated in the introduction (T-4). Note that by
imposing geometricity, this also gives a meaning to the integral of L against B (which is therefore
an integral against B that is neither rough nor Young).

Theorem 6.1. Let[Assumption 1.4land[Assumption 1.5|hold. Let y € Cuty, p € [1,00), 0 € [0, 1],
te{l,...,d} and let X and Y be two solutions to (I). For f € @' define the two-parameter
process

Ky, = /t(Bf - Bﬁ)()(p(xr —Y) (60X, + (1 - Q)Yr)) dr. (6.1)

Then there exists a constant C = C(a, p,d, A, H, || ||¢s, C)D(’p, cX

Y Y
S2p CD’p, Cs,zp) such that

IKs.cllr (@) < NIIf llga-ilt = s . (6.2)

Comparing (5-3) and (6.1), note that K, ; = /S Z(Bﬁ — B%) dJ,. Before we move on with the
proof, the following corollary is immediate.

Corollary 6.2. Let[Assumption 1.4|and [Assumption 1.5 hold. Let y € Cuty, p € [1, ), and let
X and Y be two solutions to (TX). Then the map f +— K f defined for f € €*(R4;R%) by

e = | | / (B~ B) @ (xp(X, ~¥)VF(6X, + (1-0)Y,)) dr do

extends as a continuous linear map from €2+ (R4;R%) to c621"‘”1'([0, 1]; L, (Q; R% @ RIxd)),
whose n.orm 4epends only on a, p,d,d, A, H, ||0||¢s, C)D(’p, C§2p, Cg’p, Cg,zp' Moreover, one
has the identity

(K st = Bsu ® (F st (6.3)

Proof. Apply (6.2) for each coordinate of B and with each coordinate of V f in place of f and then
integrate in 6. The identity (6.3) is elementary for f € 6?2 and therefore holds for all f € €2* by
continuity. O

Proof of Theorem 6.11 We fix some S, T € [0, 1]2 and all other time points in the rest of the proof
will be taken from [S, T']. Define the germ

Ao =Es [ B BO (0% - 058 + (-0 ) 64)

for (s,¢) € [S,T]%. We aim to verify the conditions of [Lemma 2.11 The steps are very similar to
the proof of with y = @ — 1. In fact, there is only one difference in each of the steps:
in the application of one gains an extra factor of an increment of B — B in the term
9. To estimate the Malliavin norm of this extra factor, notice that clearly D% = 0 for k > 2,
while for any g1, > 1

I(Es| B = Bl <lr=SI", DB Byl < Ir-SI".

L92(Q)

It follows that in the application of CLemma 2.1l one can gain an extra factor |T — S| in both I’y
and I';. That is, one has

1As.cllLr@) < 1fllgarT = S|7|e = s|' (@D, (6.5)
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IEs6As e llLr @) S I1fllgat |T = S|H |t — s|?H2eH 21, (6.6)

It is also clear as before that the process (sd;);e(s,7] has to coincide with (Ks;):e[s,7], and
therefore (TIT) with the choice s = S, = T, yields the bound,

IKs,7llLr @) S I fllgat|T = SI*|T = s|"+aDH
as desired. ]

The integral constructed above enables one to lift the pair (B, L) to a rough path. Unlike a
usual path, however, here the components have different regularities. The extension of the usual
definitions is rather straightforward and is summarised below. As before, the distinction between
B as a path, B as the first component of the rough path B, and B as a component of the mixed
rough path above (B, L) is crucial, so we distinguish mixed rough paths with a new color.

For the remainder of the section we fix finite dimensional Euclidean spaces V, E, K and
exponents B € (1/2,1),y € (1/3,1/2). For later applications one may keep in mind 8 to stand for
the regularity of L and vy to stand for the regularity of B. More precisely, 8 willbe 1 + (o — 1)H,,

and y will be H_ (see (T23)).

Definition 6.3 (Rough paths of mixed regularity). We denote by R?-#([0, 1]; V x E) the collection
of all elements g = (g°,2°, g"*, g°%, g*°), such that (g*, g**) € R7([0,1];V), g° € 6A([0, 1]; E),
(g*,g°°) € C625”([0, 112, (V® E) x (E ® V)), and that the Chen’s relations

U5t = Do ~ Bur = 85, @ Gurs Gsr ~ G~ Gur = 8o ® Suue (6.7)

hold for all (s, u,t) € [0, 1]35. Moreover, we set

oe

[81ars = (8167 + (87w + [0 g2y + [0 ] gys + [0 ] gys-
As before, the set R7°P is equipped with the metric

dyp(8.h) =118" = h'ller +118° = h®lles + [g = hlgrs.

Remark 6.4. Fori, j € {e, o}, the process g/ stands for the iterated integral of g* against g/. Since
the iterated integral of g° against itself is canonically well-defined as a Young integral, it is not
included separately in the definition.

Given g = (g°,g°) € BY([0,1];V) x €#([0, 1]; E) we denote by 92;?([0, 1]; K) the set of
all functions f = (f, 0e f,0of) : [0,1] » K X £(V;K) X £(E;K), such that

N _ao N ; _ao N ;
[f]g)zy = sup |ft fg ,t fg ,z|

g s#t |t - S|y

+[0e fler(10.17) + [0of 17 ([0.1]) < o0.
For f = (f,8.f,-f) € 237 ([0,1];K) and h = (h, doh, 8.h) € D37 ([0,1]; Z (K, K')), we set
hf = (hf, e (dshe)f +h(dsfe),v = (8hv)f +h(Dofv). (6.8)
Then, one has /1 f € QD?([O, 1]; K), and similarly to (1.16) we have
. o 2
”thgbé)’([S’T]) < C”h”%éy([S,T]) ||f||%§7([5,7~])(1 + [g ]%7([S,T]) + [g ]%ﬁ([S,T])) s (69)

for a universal constant C.
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Then for g € RY#([0,1];V X E) and f € EE)?([O, 1]; £(E; K)) we can define the K-valued
rough integral with respect to g° as

t
dg> = lim Ay,
/Of 8 = dim Z st

[s.u]ePo,n

where A, = f585 ., + 0 f505,- Indeed, by (6.7), for 0 < s <v <u < 1 we have

6As,v,u = _(fs,v - aojcsg;,v)gz,u - a‘fs,vg];?u
= _(fs,v - aOng;),v - a‘fsg;,v)gz,u - aOfs,vg];?u - (5ofsg§,v)g3,w

so that

16450l < 20 f] g2 [l = s+ 110c follgo (8150, lu = 51
$ 1l (14 (81511 = 51,

where 6 = (2y + ) A28 > 1. By the sewing lemma the above limit exists and satisfies the bound

t
[ 5dg; = it - 01,835 5 1oy (1+ [l - 51
N

which in turn implies that

t
[ = gl < Wl (1 Lel )l =
S

As a consequence, forany 0 < S < T <1,
/S frdg® = (/S £, dg;?,o,f.) € 2, ([S,T]; K).

Similarly, for f € %?([0, 11;£(V;K)) we can define the K-valued rough integral with
respect to g* as

t
/ frdgr = lim D, A
0 [S,M]EQ[OJ]
where
A;,u = fsg;,u + aOfsg]:,.u + a-fs@;,.u'

Indeed, as before, one can compute

|6A;,u,v| = | - (fs,v - aOfsg;,v - aOfsg;,v)g\.;,u - GOfS,VQ]T;ju - aojcs,vg];ju

S 1z (1 + [t = 5T,

(recall that 3y A (2y + 8) = 3y > 1). By the sewing lemma the above limit exists and satisfies the
bound

'
|/ frdg; - fsg;,t - aofsg];,.t + a-fsg];,.t < ”f”g)?/(l +[glgsa)|t - S|3y,
N
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which implies that

t
[ 4t = gt ol 5 1l (1 + Lelnol = P
S

As a consequence, forany 0 < § < T <1,

/Sf, dgy = (‘/Sf, dg,'_,f,()) e CJZ?/([S,T];K),

The following two lemmata are straightforward extensions of the standard Kolmogorov crite-
rion for paths to rough paths to rough paths of mixed regularity. They can be proved in the same
was as [FH20, Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.3].

Lemma 6.5. Let (G*,G°) : Q x [0,1] — V X E and (G**,G°*,G*) : Qx [0,1]? =» (V®
V)X (E®V) X (VQ®E). Assume that for all (s,u,t) € [0, 1]3s’ (G*,G**) satisfies and
(G*,G°,G*°,G°) satisfy (6.7). Let p > 2 and §a,¥o € (0,1) with ¥e,¥o > 1/p. Assume further
that there exist constants K;, i, j € {e, o}, such that for all (s, t)

NG L, < Kilt = s]”, 1Gy Nz, < Kijlt = s[7*7

fori,j € {e,0} with (i,j) # (o,0). Then for any ve < Ve — 1/p, vo < ¥o — 1/p, there exists a
modification of G := (G*,G°,G**, G°*, G*°) such that with probability one, we have G € R7*"7°,
Moreover, there is a constant C = C(Ve, Ve, Yo, Vo, P) such that

P —

16T erlle, < CKis 6], < C(Kij + KiK;).

Lemma 6.6. Let p > 2, Vo, > 1/p, and ye < ¥e — 1/p, Vo < Vo — 1/p. Let G =

(G*,G°,G**,G**,G*), G = (G*,G°,G**,G°*,G*°) random variables with values in RY*.
Assume further that there exist constants K;;, i, j € {e, o}, such that for all (s, t)

IGs, = Gy llL, < Kilt— s, 1GY, =G L, < Kijlt—s"™7

fori,j € {e,0} with (i,j) # (o,0). Then, there exists a constant C = C(Ve, Ve, Yos Vo, P), SUCh
that

I[G" - Gl L, < NKi, IG" - Gij]cg;im lL,/2 < N(Kij + KiKj).

The following is a direct consequence of the previous two lemmata combined with[Corollary 5.2|

and [Corollary 6.2] For f € € (R%;R9), set %g’lff = (jsj’lt(f)Bi’t —.%;th fori=1,...,dyand
jk=1,...d

Corollary 6.7. The map f — G f defined for f € €*(R%;R%) by
Gf=(BJf.B.ESf, KS)

extends uniquely to a continuous map from €+ (R4;RY) to LP (Q; G H-1+(a=DH, (Rdo [RdXd)).
Moreover, there exisfs a constant C = C(a, p,d,do, A, H, H_, |0 ||%s, Cg,p, C;%p, Cg’p, Cg,zp)
such that for all f, f € €**(R%; R?), we have

1[G flgpp-s-vm L, < CA+] fllge),
du_1+(a-nu, (GF.Gf) < Clf = fllgeo. (6.10)
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From now on, we set
G=(G*,G°,G*,G**,G*) :=Gb,

that is

G“:”(B,L,/B@ dB,/L@ dB,/B ®dL).

7 Closing the equation

Throughout this section, we fix two solutions X, Y of (1) and we set Z = X — Y. Moreover, we
introduce an operator I € £ (R%; £ (R%*4; R?)) and an operator valued process = : @ x [0, 1] —
ZL(RY; 2 (R%;RY)), defined as follows: for z € R?, we set

d dy
o (G (;zfc"f)il), ztzz((fg)g“ o (D03 stedbee)” ),<7.1>

I=1 o=1

where
25'9 = / 0,02 (0X; + (1 - 0)Y;) do.
0

We will see below that Z is controlled by G and that its Gubinelli derivatives with respect to G*
and G° are given by XZ and /Z, respectively.

Next, we define processes which will play the role of Gubinelli derivatives of /Z and XZ. Letus
start with 7Z. For this, let us define two processes s (IZ) : Q X [0, 1] — ZL(R%; 2 (R4*4; R4))
and 0,(1Z) : @ % [0, 1] — L (R4 L (R9*d; RD)) as follows: for & = (g@)f;;l

i - d dy ' . d

J.l1=1 0=1

and for ¢ = (5”)l el

0, (12),¢ = ((c”)” 1 (Z Zldl e U) )
Jj.l=1

We also set Z = (Z,XZ). Notice that by the fundamental theorem of calculus, we have that
o (X) — o(Y) = £Z, which in particular implies that

=(2,22)=X-Y=(X-Y,0(X) - oY) e D ([0, 1];RY),

with probability one. Moreover, we set [ := (1,0) € EE)ZH’([O, 1]; 2(R%; £ (R4*4; RY))). Con-

sequently, /Z as defined in (T:14) belongs to 9;?{.’*([0, 1]1; 2 (R4 R4)). In addition, it is
straightforward that 7Z coincides with (Z,0,(/Z)). Similarly, we set ¥ = (X, d,%), where
0.2 : Q% [0,1] = L(RY; 2 (R, 2L (R%; R?))), is defined as follows: for & € R4

(He, - (5@) (Z Z angggzgg) ))

l,g=1 p,0=1

aozté =
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where
. ~ 1 . ~ ~
gatioo _ / D@ (6X, + (1 - 0)Y,) (0092 (X,) + (1 — )92 (Y,)) db.
0

Then, we have that X € 92%’?—([0, 1]; 2(R4; 2 (R%; R4))), which follows from the fact that
X,Y € %25’([0, 1]; R?). Consequently, we also have that XZ (as defined by (i:14)) belongs to
%(2;1, ([0, 1]; £ (R%; R¥)). In fact, £Z is nothing but o (X) — o-(¥) but it will be convenient to
have it in this linear in Z form.

For the next lemma, recall that p is defined in (5.1)

Lemma 7.1. Let v =inf{r € [0,1] : |Z;| > p} Al and set Z = (Z,XZ,1Z) and | = (1,0,0). The
following hold.

(i) We have Z € E’ZéH’([O, 7],RY) and I € E.B)éH’([O, 1]; 2(R4; 2 (R4 R4Y)), with proba-
bility one.

(ii) We have that 1Z € 9)?{’*([0, 7], Z(R>4 R and 17 = (1Z,0.(1Z), 0,(1Z)).

(iii) With probability one, for all t € [0, 7], we have
t
DX -D) = / 17, dG?. (7.2)
0

Proof. First, let us set
A= (IZs)Gz,t + aO(IZ)sG;,Or (7-3)

We claim that with probability one, for all ¢ € [0, 1], the limit

Q= _lim 3 A (7.4)
Pemio,
19| —0 [s,u]eP

exists and defines a process Q such that almost surely Q € €!*(@=DH+([0, 1]), and
05,0 = (IZ2)5Gy | < |t = s|!H@7 DI (7:5)
Indeed, for0 < s < u < v < 1, we have

0Asuy = ~(UZs )G, + 0.(12)50G55, ; — 0s(12)5,,G;,,

=~((IZsu) = 0s(12)sG3 )G, — 0s(12)5, G},
where we have used Chen’s relation (6.7). Consequently, we have

|[0As uv| S ([IZ]%(z;Ij, [G°lgitta-nm, + [0 (I1Z)]gn- [G*°] 2l+(a—1)H++H7)|V - s|3H-,

K3

where we have used that 1 + (¢« — 1)H, +2H_ > 1/2+2H_ > 3H_. Since 3H_ > 1, the claims
follows from Gubinelli’s sewing lemma, and the fact that
|Asv| < 1Zl0[ G ligrscanm, [t — 5|+ @ DH:
+ 1106 (1Z) 1150 [ G ] grvta-nyrra_ |t — |+ ¥~ DHerH-
2
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< (||Z||%O[G°]<@H<a4m+ + |0 |l ||Z||c60[G“]C@HMUH“H,)|z — g|i*(a=DH:
< |l _ s|1+(a—l)H+‘

Next, let b € €%, such that ||b" — b||ge < 272", Let us define

t 1 t
Go" ::/0 /0 Xo(Xr = Y,)VB" (60X, + (1 - 0)Y,) d0dr,  G" :=/ G:, ® dGo",
N

where the last one is a Riemann integral, since G°" € €'([0,1]), and notice that G*>" ¢
‘621”1 ([0, 1]). It follows then that with probability one, for all 7 € [0, 1], we have

t

/ 1Z,dGy" = lim > (IZ)Gyh= lim > Al

0 Penio,rn ’ P ] ’
|P|—0 [s.u]leP || —0 [s,ulePp

where A}, := (IZ;)Ggy, + 0.(12)G57". Consequently,

t
0, - / Z,dG>" = lim Z (Asu = A L)-
0

Pen(o,)
|P|—0 [s,u]eP

As before, we have

|Agy = A", < 1 Z]|0[G° = G grsca-nm, [v — s| (@~ DH:

+ 1106 (1Z)]l0[G™ = G| givtanyen_ |v — 5| (@7 DHHH-
2
< ([GO - G gisa-nm, + [G*° — G.O’n]%l+(a—l)H++H7)|V - s|1+(a_1)H+,
2

16(A = A" s un| = |(IZsu — 0u(12)5G3 ) (Gyy = Gt + 00 (IZ)5,u (G, — Gpi™)|
S ([IZ]Q)QH, [G° — G™"]gista—nms +
GO

+10.(I12) || gr- [G* — G'°’"]ng+<a-1)ﬁ+m_)|v — s|Hle-DH+2H-

< ([Go _ (;o,n]cgpr(a_]))q+ + [Goo _ G.O’n](—g]+(a—l)H++H_)|V _ S|3H7.
2

Consequently, by Gubinelli’s sewing lemma we get that with probability one, forall0 < s <7 < 1,
we have

t
10 - / Z,dGe")
S
< ([G° = G gnanm +[G*° = G*" ] isa-nmyen ) [y — s| @D (7.6)
2

Next we derive an almost sure bound for the right hand side of the above relation. By (6.10)) from
Corollary 6.7, we have

||([Go - Go’n]c@1+(a-|)H+ + [G.O - G.O’n]%zl+(a—l)H++H_)”LQ(Q) < ||b - bn”cga < 272,
Hence, by Markov’s inequality we get

[F"([GO - G*"gira-ym, + [G*° — G.o’n]%l+(a—l)H++H7 > 2_n) S pnp—dn _ o=2n

2
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Consequently, by the Borel-Cantelli lemma, there exists a random variable ¢ such that with
probability one, for all n € N, we have

[G° = G*"]gis(a-1m, + [G*° — G.O’n]%l+(a—l)H++H7 <&,
2

Combining the above with (7.6), we get that with probability one

lo - /0 1Z, dGY"||griamnme < €277 (7.7)

Next, notice that by the fundamental theorem of calculus we have that
t t
/ b"(X,) - b"(Y,)dr = / 1Z,dG*", fort € [0, 7].
0 0
By the above combined with (7-7) and (@) of we get

IDX = DY = Qligo(o,7)) = Jim |p* - DY - /0 12, dGo’n”f@O([o,T]) (7.8)

n—0oo0

= lim ||DX - DY —/0 b (Xy) = b" (¥r) drlgo 0.1, = O

where the limits are taken in probability. Consequently, for any 0 < s < ¢ < 7, we have

t
Zs,t = Qs,t +/ 27, dG;,
S
which in turn gives

t
|Zs,t - (IZS)G:,Z - (ZZS)G;,Z| < |Qs,t - ([ZS)G;’tl + | / X7y dG; - (ZZS)G;,I|
s

< |t _ s|l+(a/—l)H++H, + |t _ S|2H7 < |t _ S|2H7,

where we have used (7:5) and the fact that £Z € %éH ~([0, 1]). The above together with the fact
that /Z,%Z € @€Y~ shows that Z = (Z,XZ,1Z) belongs to the space E’ZéH’([O, 7], RY), with
probability one. The fact that / = (/,0,0) belongs to EB)(Z;I.{’([O, 1]; 2(R%; 2 (R¥*4; RY))) is
trivial. Hence, we are done with ().

Moving to (i), the fact that /Z belongs to E.B)éH’ ([0, 7], £ (R*4; RY)) is a direct consequence
of ({). The factthat /Z := (IZ,0.(1Z), d,(1Z)) simply follows from the definition of the processes
0.(IZ) and 0,(1Z).

Finally, (i) follows from (7.8)) and the fact that

t
Ql = / IZS dG;,
0

which in turn simply follows from the definition of Q, that is, from (73) and (7). This finishes
the proof. |

Next, let us set & = (X, 4,2, 0), which clearly belongs to %é”‘([o, 1]; 2(R4; 2 (R%; R4))),
since £ = (X,0.2) € E.B)g.l’ ([0, 1]; 2(R¥; £ (R%;R¥))). Consequently, we have that XZ €
D' ([0, 1]; 2 (RD; RY))).

Our main focus is the following.
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Lemma 7.2. With probability one, for all t € [0, 1] we have

t t
/ > Z,dG; :/ >, Z,dG;. (7.9)
0 0
Recall that

Y7 = (2Z,5(22) (") + 8.2()) Z),
S7 = (2Z,5(22) () + 8 2(-) Z, 2(1Z) ().

By recalling the definition of the integrals appearing in (7:9), it is clear that to have (7:g) it
suffices to show that

lim Z (,(1Z4))G, = 0. (7.10)
|P|—0
[s.u]€Po,

Notice that by definition of the two integrals appearing in (7-9)), it follows that with probability one,
the limit appearing on the left hand side exists. Moreover, in terms of indices, (7-10)) is written as
follows: foreachi € {1,...,d},

lim Z ci,=0, (7.11)

|P|—0
[S,M]EQ[OJ]

where,

d dy

: Z Z zie Z Z3(F2).

Further, notice that by definition of # (see[Corollary 6.7), we have that C iy=C l,ls +C ;i, where

d dy d dy
chl = Z Z zie Z Zd($4b)BE,,  Cl2 = Z Z zie Z Z3 (KL D)
We next show that the terms above are of order |s — u|>-.
Lemma 7.3. Foreachi € {1,...,d}, with probability one we have
(s.nef0.112 17— s|3H-
Proof. By the boundedness of X, we have
d d d d
1 1
1< Y1 2L F9BE, | < 1= Y| > 2 (3{9p)|. (7.12)

=1 g=1 =1 g=1

Next, recall that by [Definition 1.3] it is immediate that Z = (Z,XZ) € QbéH , which in particular
gives that
Zsy = (5,Z)Gy, + O(t = ™). (7.13)
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On the other hand, in we showed that Z = (Z,XZ,1Z) € E%éH’, which in particular
implies that

Zsr = (IZ5)Gy, + (3,Z5)GY, + O(|t = s|*). (7.14)

Subtracting from (7-14)) gives that (1Z,) G5 ; = O( |t—s]?"-). Keeping in mind the definition
of I (see, (7-1))) and the fact that again by definition G° = (¥ lq b)ldq=1 , we have that

d d
D2z w)] < 1 - s

=1 g=1
Replacing the above in (7:12) gives the desired result. |

Lemma 7.4. Forany p > 1l andi € {1,...,d} we have

-
ICs I,

sup —"3H
(s,t)€[0,1]2 |t — s[>~

Proof. By the boundedness of %, it suffices to show thatforeach/ € {1,...,d}ando € {1,...,do}
we have

” Z 74 %glq

To this end, let b, € 6* such that b, — b in €% and ||b,||lge < 2||b||l¢e for all n € N. By
[Corollary 6.2 we have that

~

’ < |1 — s
p

d
q _ 1 q qu
[t = m | et
g=1
For fixed n, we have
d . t pl
>z ?]{qun):/ / B2, xp (X, = Y)Z, VDL (6X, + (1 - 0)Y,) dodr
g=1 s 0
t pl
+/ / B, xp (X, = Y,)Zs VDL (0X, + (1 - 0)Y,) dodr
K 0
= IT(s, 1)+ (s,1). (7.16)

By the fundamental theorem of calculus we have

Ty (s, )] =

/t Bf,r/\/p(xr - Yr)(bil (Xr) - bil (Yr)) dr

t
/ BY, dD?|,
S

D} = / t Xp (X = Y,) (bl (X)) = bl,(Y,)) dr
0

where
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Consequently,
|F?(S, t)l s [B]c@H, [Dn]fg1+(rH+ |t _ SlH_+1+aH+‘

By [Theorem 5.1 (with the choice y = @, 6 = 0 and 6 = 1) we see that ||D"|lg1ran ([0,1]:1,,) S
||y ]lee. Moreover, by Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion, for p sufficiently large and &’ suffi-
ciently small, we have || D" ||L2p (@sgi+atisy S |[D"|lgrrar-« (0,17 L) hence we obtain

T} (5,01, S IBllLy, @6y 1D N1y, @sgrear |t — 5|1
< ballgelt = s,
where we have used that 1 + «H, > 2H_, which follows by the choice of H_, H, (see, also (T:23)).
. Consequently, we have

limsup [T} (s, 1)z,, < Ibllgalt = s

n—oo

(7.17)

To estimate I'}, let (S,T) € [0, 1] and for g € {1, ...,d} consider the process (Q;);¢[s,r] given
by

t pl
Q, = / / B xp(X, - Y,)Zs,, Vbl (60X, + (1 - 0)Y,) dodr.
s Jo ’

It is easy to see that the process Q is reconstructed by the germs

t 1
Qs = E; / /0 BS  xp (9% = o7 1) (@75 = 627 — Zs)Vby, (647% + (1 - 6)¢)") dbdr.
S
First, we want to obtain that
1054, < lbllgalt =)@~ DH|T — g12H-, (7.18)

For this, we decompose Q as
r pl
Ous =25:Ee [ [ BE (01 = 617 T8 (00 + (1 - 003" o

+E, / / © (855 = TN (B3N = g% — Z,) VB (065% + (1 - 6)g37) dbdr

st +Qst (719)

Notice that Q. , = Zg ;A ,, where A}, is the integral over 6 € (0, 1) of the germ in (6.4), with

the choice f = Vb!,. By using then (6.5), we get
105/ IL, < 1Zssliey, 1A Ly, (7.20)
$ MZ1gr- Iy, IT = SI"-Iballgalt = s DH T — 517
< lballgelt — s DHT — 5121

The estimate for Q2 is essentially a repetition of the arguments for the bound in proof of

Theorem 5.1} One has

t
03, :/ [Es(ﬂgfcr’y)ﬂgfr’y)wﬁ(lﬁf’(x’y)))|<x,y>:<XS,Ys)dr’

N
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where uﬁf‘;y ) and z//ﬁ’(x’y ) are as in the proof of while the extra term J]ﬁf;y ) is given
by

I = BE (¢ =9 x4 ).

One can repeat then the arguments that lead to (5.16), with the following modification: in the
application of [Lemma 5.3|instead of %Y = 1 we choose Y = Jlgfc;y ), whose conditional Malliavin
norm needs to be estimated to gain the extra factor of |T — §|>!-. First, notice that for ¢ > 1

(EslBE, 197 < (Es[B1%, )""9|T - s,

1
(EllDoe BE 11%) " < IDBE, llae < |T - S|,
while for k > 2, we have D%, B = 0. Moreover, by [Corollary 4.2]we have

1 1
(Eslgs™ = 63 —x+ y19) 7 < (El (1 + [Blgn. ) HEH-+I/H V|-
and for k > 1, we have
. 1 1
(EcIDE. (65 = 63 = x + )1y oper) /T < (ESlIDE (@5 = ™)L g oper)

< 2(E4|Aa]9) T - 517,

where we have used By these considerations it follows that for s € [S,T], k* € N,
p* > 2 there exists a random variable E{ which satisfies the following: for any p > 1, [|E¢[L, <

C = C(k*, p*, p) < oo (but independent of s) and for all x,y € R?, r € [s, T], with probability
one, we have

1965 W e < BT = S
With this estimate in hand, one can repeat the arguments that lead to and conclude that
103, < l1bulle|T = S| — |+t DH,
which combined with and the fact that ||b,|lg> < ||b]|lge gives (7.18).
To bound 6Qys .+, we decompose Q in a different manner. Namely, we have
t pl
Qs = Ey / /0 BS  xp (¢35 = o717 ) (@7 = 627 ) VD, (067X + (1 - 6)47™ ) dédr
S
t pl
~ ZsE, / /0 BS Xp(87 = ¢7" ) Vb, (047X + (1 - 0)¢7") dodr
A
t
= Ey / BS xp (87 = ¢31) (bl (857%) = bl (¢7™)) dr

)
topl
-2k, [ [ B a0 - 6B 661 4 (1= 0)63) doar
s JO ’
= Q;z - Q~§z - ZSQz,t’
where Q! , is the germ in with the choice & = 1 and f = b/, 07, is the germ in with

the choice 6 = 0 and f = b/, and Q?, is the integral over 6 € (0, 1) of the germ in (6.4) with the
choice f = Vb!. Consequently, by using (&.6), it is easy to see that

IEs6Qsuillr,, < bnllge|T = |7 |e = s2#20H =20,
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We can apply [Lemma 2.1]to get
1@s.7llz, < bullge (IT = 71" DH|T = SPH- 4 |7 = S|#|T — 5|2 -2H)
< bnllge|T = SPPH-.
Recall that by definition FS(S ,T) = Qs T, and since in the above S, T were arbitrary, we get

limsup [T (s, )z, < [bllgels = s> (7.21)

n—oo

Finally, by (7:13), (7.16), (7-17), and (7-21), we conclude that

d
1
| Y zexein)|| < iblieele - s,
gq=1 v

which brings the proof to an end. |

We can now proceed with the proof of

Proof of[Lemma 7.2] Recall that according to the discussion after the statement of the lemma, we
know that, with probability one, the limit of sulePoy € ;',u as |2| — 0 exists and we only have
to show that it is equal to zero. Recall also that

> Ciu= ), Ch+ ), c

[s,ulePo,n [s,u]ePo,n [s,ulePo,n

By[Lemma 7.3] since 3H_ > 1, the limit as || — 0 of the first term on the right hand side exists
with probability one and it is zero. This implies that the second term on the right hand side also
converges with probability one. One the other hand, by [Lemma 7.4]it follows that it converges to
zero in L,. Hence, the almost sure limit is also zero. This shows that with probability one we

have (7:11), which in turn implies (7:9). This finishes the proof. m|

8 Proof of the main result
We now have all the tools to complete the proof of

Proof of Theorem 1.6 Let X,Y be solutions of (T1). Then, by for the difference
Z := X =Y, with probability one, for all € [0, 1], we have

t
Z, =DX - DY +/ >, Z, dG".
0

From this equality, by [Lemma 7.1] and [Lemma 7.2| we obtain that with probability one, for all

t € [0, 7] (recall the definition of 7 in[Lemma 7.1)),

t t
Zt:/ IZSdG§+/ 5,7, dG*.
0 0

The above is a linear rough differential equation for the controlled path Z = (Z,XZ, I1Z), starting
at Zyp = 0. Consequently, the only solution of the above equation is identically zero, which shows
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that X; = Y; fort € [0, 7]. Taking into account now the definition of 7, it follows that 7 = 1 almost
surely, which shows the uniqueness.

Next we move to the existence part. Since in [DG24]] weak existence was shown (under an
even weaker condition @ > 1/2 — 1/(2H)) and above we have shown strong uniqueness, it is
classical (going back originally to [YW71])) that these imply strong existence. Here we provide a
sketch based on a characterisation of convergence in probability from [GKqg6].

Forn € N, let b" € €% with lim,_, [|0" — b||ge = 0, and consider X" given by the unique
solution of the equation

dX;' =b"(X;")dt + o (X]") dB;, Xy = x,
and let us set
t
D" = / b" (X7) ds.
0
Let Xk(") Xk (") be arbitrary subsequences and consider the sequence
Z, = (X*m pktm xKn pkn) B w)ex

where Z is the Polish space GH-+ x @!TaH:+ x QH-+ x gl+aH+ 9{;;(; x @M+, Then, following

the arguments on [DG24], Proof of Theorem 3], the following can be shown:

(i) there exists subsequence of Z, for n € N; ¢ N and a probability space (Q, F, P) carrying
£ -valued random variables Z,,, Z, n € N,, with
Zn — (Xvk(n)’Dk(n)’Xk’(n)’Dk(n)’ Bn’ Wn)’
Z=(X',D',X?> D* B, W),

such that Z,, 4 Z, forn € Nj and Z,, — Z P-almost surely as N; 3 n — 0.

(ii) W is an F-Brownian motion, where F = (S_E)te[o,l], F = o (W, )_(;', Dé,i =1,2,s <t)and
F= (g:z)ze[o,l]-

(iii) B is the Gaussian rough path lift of the fractional Brownian motion
- t -
B; :/ K(t,r)dW,.
0

(iv) Foreachi = 1,2, X' is a solution with drift component D', driven by the same noise B and
with respect to the same filtration F.

Consequently, by the uniqueness part X' = X2 (hence D! = D?), and the characterisation of
convergence in probability of Gyongy and Krylov (|[GKg6]), we have that the original sequence
(X", D™) converges in probability to some (X, D). From this, again by using the arguments of
the [DG24] Proof of Theorem 3], it is easy to see that X is a strong solution to[Definition 1.3 with
drift component D. O
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Appendix A Auxiliary lemmas

Lemma A.1. Let (S,7T) € [0, 1]2S and f € QD?([S, t]). Suppose that there exist constants Cy, C,
such that for all (s,t) € [S, T]2S we have

[f]%éy([s,t]) <G [f]%éy([s,t]) |t - Sly + Gy
Then, it holds that

[f]g);“/([s,T]) < 2(1 + [g]C@V([S,T]))(ZQ)]/VCZ,

Proof. Let us take a partition ¢ = {50, ..., s} of [S,T] such that |z| < (2C;)™"/” and m <
(2C1)'/7. 1t then follows by assumption that

<2C,

Si,Sie1])
Next, by (T10), we get

[f]gb?([s,T]) <2(1+ [g]teV([s,T]))mCz.
O

Proof of[Lemma 2.2] First, it follows from the definitions of S(V ® %) and D*?(V ® %) that
linear combinations of elements of the form Fv® hwith F € §,v € V, and h € # are dense in
D*P(V @ %). In addition, Son (V ® ¥) is a linear space and therefore it suffices to show that
Fv ® h can be approximated by elements from Son (V ® #). Notice that for some hy, ... h, € #
and f € ‘6;"1([}%’") we have

0.

L=Fvah=f(B(h)....B(hn) Y (v qidvih eidaqy ® e;
i,k=1

= F( D (h edaBler),. .., D (hmredaeB(e) D (v, quv (b, er)seqr ® ei,
i=1 i=1 J

[ee]
i,k=1

where we have used that B is an isonormal process. Then, we set

n
{n = Fy Z W, qi)vih, e)weqr ® e;,
ik=1

where
Fi=f( D (hseaBle, ..., Y (hm,eduBler)),
i=1 i=1

We clearly have ¢, € Son (V ® #). By the triangle inequality and Parseval’s identity we have

12 = allyage < 20F = Fal? D7 (v,qi)yih ey +2Fal> >\ (v, qi)3 (s en)3

i,k=1 iVk>n
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which gives
1¢ = Cnlle, @vew) < 2F = FallL,@llv ® hllves

1/2
+20Fall, @ D andhend) (A1)

iVk>n

Next, notice that since f has polynomial growth, for any ¢ > 2, there exists / € N such that

l m
s1+ZH
Jj=1
m [o'e)
J

(hj,ei)weB(e;)
=1

=

l
L (Q)

m n
B[Rl 5 1+ ) | Y (hj, e Bler)
=1 =l

<1+ (Z(hj,e,»;g)m <1,

=1 i=1

where in the second inequality we have used Gaussianity. This shows that F;, are bounded uniformly
innin L, for any ¢ > 1. Consequently, the second summand in (A.1) converges to zero with
n — oo. In addition, by using the continuity of f, we see that | FF'—F},| — 0 in probability asn — oo,
which combined with the boundedness of F,, in L, for any g > 1 shows that the first summand in
(A1) also converges to zero. Consequently, we get that lim, e ||{ =&, | L,@:veg) = 0. Finally, to
check that lim,, . [|D* (=) || Ly (Q:Veaeki)) = 0 for k < k, it suffices to Malliavin differentiate
the expressions for ¢ and ¢, and repeat the above argument. |

Lemma A.2. Let p € [1,0), k,€ € N, k even. Take a linear map T : €% (R?) — LP(Q) such
there exist positive constants Ty < T'_y so that the following holds: for any f € €% (R?) the
following bounds hold

ITfllLr @) < TellVE flloos (A.2)
IT (V5 ILr @) < Tkl fllo- (A.3)

Suppose furthermore that T f,, — T f in LP (Q) whenever f, — f uniformly on compacts. Then
for any B € [—k,0) there exists a constant C = C(d, ¢, k, B) such that for all f € € (R%) one
has

T fllrr @) < CF}_grkafogﬁ, (A.4)
where 6 € [0, 1] is uniquely defined by 8 = (1 — 0){ — k.

Proof. By continuity, it suffices to show (A.4) with P,f in place of f on the left-hand side,
uniformly in ¢ € (0, 1]. First we have, by definition of the Holder norm (1.6)

ITPfllL, @ < TelVEPfllLs < Tet™ PP aflle < Tet 2P| fllgs.
On the other hand, if k is even, so that k = 2m for m € N, then
”TPtf”LP(Q) = ”TPt/m toe Pt/mf”L(Q)

t/m t/m
=||T/ / OPs, -+ 0Py, [ ds1+ - dsmllLr (@
0 0

t/m t/m
= ||/ / TA"Pyg s..hs, fdsy -+ dspllLr (@)
0 0
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t/m t/m
< F—k/ / 1Py tsn [l dsy -+ dsp,
0 0

t/m t/m
< F—k||f||<gﬁ’/ / (s1 4 +su)P?dsy - dsp
0 0

< Togll fllgut*/ P72,

using /2 > —k/2 = —m in the last step. Raising the first estimate to the (1 — §) power and the
second to 6, the factors involving ¢ cancel exactly, and we get the desired bound. O

The following lemma follows directly by [BFG22) Proposition 2.2, Lemma 2.3] and standard
Young integration. For the notation ‘65 therein, recall (.34).

Lemma A.3. Let s € [0,1], ,8 € (0,1) such that « + B > 1 and let y € (0, B). Then, for all
feBY[s,1]), g€ C65([& 1]) and (u,t) € [0, 1]23, we have

t
[ S der] < Ul gl -t
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