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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 � ∈ (1/3, 1/2). We assume that the noise is nondegenerate and the

drift lies in the Besov-Hölder space CU for some U > 1−1/(2�). 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 � be a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter � ∈ (1/3, 1/2). Our goal is to solve

equations of the form

-C =

∫ C

0

1(-B) 3B +
∫ C

0

f (-B) 3�B, (1.1)

with distributional drift 1. 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 � are too irregular to have any canonical solution theories of differential equations driven

by them (even without a drift component 1), which makes them a prime example for Lyons’ theory

of rough paths [Lyo98, FV10]. On the other hand, when one avoids the issue of rough integration

by taking f to be constant, it is known [?, CG16] that the equation with nondegenerate f behaves

much better than the equation without the noise, in the sense that the regularity assumptions on

1 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., [Lê20, HP21, 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 � is not only relevant for rough path theory, but also interesting

from the regularisation perspective. In fact, the regime � < 1/2 is where the regularisation is

strong enough so that equations with distributional 1 can be strongly well-posed. More precisely,

in the Besov-Hölder scale the condition on the drift reads 1 ∈ CU, U > 1 − 1/(2�), and for

negative exponents such spaces contain distributions.

In recent works [DG24, CD24] equations of the kind (1.1) with genuinely multiplicative noise

(i.e. non-constant f) have been considered. The approach of [DG24] yields in fact optimal

results in the regime � > 1/2 in the sense that the requirement on 1 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 U > 0, � ∈ (1/3, 1/2), while in [CD24] under the condition

U > max(0, 3/2−1/(2�)), � ∈ (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 f is

smooth and nondegenerate, (1.1) is well-posed for any 1 ∈ CU under the “classical” condition

U > 1−1/(2�) [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

[Lê20], but with rather significant novelties that we outline below.

Remark 1.1. Our assumption of smooth f is only for convenience, but the methods require at least

f ∈ C5. 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 f 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 (1.1) in fact employs an abuse of notation. Indeed, the

integral ∫ C

0

f (-B) 3�B
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is not an object that depends only on � and - , but also on other components: the second order

iterated integrals of the coordinates of � and the so-called Gubinelli derivative of f (-), which in

turn is obtained not only from - 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
∫ C

0

f (-B) 3�B

to indicate that f (-), � are enhanced processes.

We start by recalling the standard rough Cauchy-Lipschitz argument. Take two strong solutions

- and . that are adapted to the same filtration (FB)B≥0, with respect to which � is a fractional

Brownian motion. Their difference can be written as

-C − .C =
∫ C

0

(
1(-B) − 1(.B)

)
3B +

∫ C

0

(
f (-B) − f (.B)

)
3�B .

If 1 were Lipschitz, then using that for sufficiently regular f, the map - ↦→ f (-) is locally

Lipschitz in the norm of controlled paths, one easily concludes that - = . by a Gronwall-type

argument. To formulate slightly differently, one can write by Newton-Leibniz and “rough Newton-

Leibniz” (see (1.17) below) formulae

-C − .C =
∫ C

0

( ∫ 1

0

∇1
(
\-B + (1 − \).B

)
3\

)
(-B − .B) 3B

+
∫ C

0

( ∫ 1

0

∇f
(
\′-B + (1 − \′).B

)
3\′

)
(-B − .B) 3�B .

In this form, it is also clear that the Lipschitzness of 1 guarantees that the above is a well-defined

linear rough equation for / = - − . with initial condition 0, therefore the solution is identically

0. If 1 fails to be Lipschitz, the meaning of the integrand with respect to \ becomes unclear.

Note that since f is always assumed to be fairly regular, the integrand with respect to \′ is always

well-defined and is henceforth denoted by ΣB.

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

to construct the integral

!C =

∫ 1

0

∫ C

0

∇1
(
\-B + (1 − \).B)

)
3B 3\ (1.2)

by probabilistic methods. Such objects, i.e. integrals of distributions along stochastic processes

play a key role in regularisation by noise, see [Dav07, FGP10, CG16, Lê20] for some prominent

examples. On the first reading, one may also think of taking smooth 1 to avoid any confusion

of meaning, but with the aim to control ! in some norm using only the distributional norm of

∇1. 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 !, we have now created two new difficulties, which

we address one by one below. First of all, the process in (1.2) along which we wish to integrate is

not a perturbation of an exactly known process. Secondly, even if ! is constructed, its regularity

can be guessed (by replacing - and . with � and recalling e.g. [CG16]): we can only expect1

1For the sake of readability in this introduction we omit the necessary −Y-s in regularities.
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! ∈ C1+(U−1)� . The condition U > 1 − 1/(2�) guarantees that this exponent is bigger than but

arbitrarily close to 1/2. Therefore rewriting the equation for / = - − . as 2

/C =

∫ C

0

/B 3!B +
∫ C

0

ΣB/B 3�B, (1.3)

the first integral is a well-defined Young integral only if the regularity of / is almost 1/2. This

would be the case, for example, if Σ were 0: then / would inherit the regularity of !. Of course

the case Σ = 0 corresponds precisely to the additive case so it is not in our focus. For the correct

power counting, we first realise that / in general inherits only regularity � from the rough integral,

so to define the first integral in (1.3) as a Young integration, we would need � + 1 + (U− 1)� > 1,

that is, U > 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 (!, �) and treat (1.3) 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 !. In

recent years the stochastic sewing lemma of [Lê20] has been rather successful in constructing such

additive functionals. The lemma itself gives a simple criterion for when bounds on approximating

increments �B,C ≈ !C − !B transfer to bounds on ! itself. The “art” is then choosing appropriate

�B,C , 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 ! (or rather with an analogous

but not completely identical object), the approximation

�B,C =

∫ 1

0

EB

∫ C

B

∇1
(
\
(
-B + f (-B) (�A − �B)

)
+ (1 − \)

(
.B + f (.B) (�A − �B)

))
3A 3\

is used, where EB denotes the conditional expectation given FB. Clearly this choice satisfies the

first of the two aforementioned criterion: this �B,C 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 U > 0. In the present paper we chose instead the approximation

�B,C =

∫ 1

0

EB∇1(\qB,-B
A + (1 − \)qB,.BA ) 3A 3\,

where q is (the first component of) the flow of the driftless rough differential equation, i.e. of

(1.1) with 1 = 0. Intuitively it is clear that this is a better approximation to !C − !B, since q
B,-B
A is

a better approximation of -A than -B + f (-B) (�A − �B) and similarly for . . Indeed, it turns out

that the approximating error for the first one is of order |A − B |1+U� (see Proposition 4.3) while

for the second one is of order |A − B |2� . In the range U > 1 − 1/(2�) and A − B is small, the first

one is clearly better. However, estimating �B,C becomes much harder. Indeed, we now have to use

information about the conditional distribution of the flow given FB.3

A detailed theory on the density of the solutions of rough differential equations driven by

fractional Brownian motions has been developed in the articles [CF10, CLL13, Ina14, CHLT15,

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 Section 3 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.
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as introduced in [KS84, NZ89], 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 �

and/or !: we need to give a meaning to the iterated integrals

∫ C

B

(�A − �B) ⊗ 3!A ,
∫ C

B

(!A − !B) ⊗ 3�A . (1.4)

The two integrals are essentially equivalent due to the “product rule”

∫ C

B

(�8
A − �8

B)3!
9:
A +

∫ C

B

(! 9:
A − ! 9:

B )3�8
A = (! 9:

C − !
9:
B ) (�8

C − �8
B),

which needs to be enforced since ! 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

� =

(
�, !,

∫
� ⊗ 3�,

∫
! ⊗ 3�,

∫
� ⊗ 3!

)
∈ C1+(U−1)� × C� × C2�

2 × C1+U�
2 × C1+U�

2 .

Note that the iterated integral of ! 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 (1.3) as a rough differential equation above the rough path �, it

might seem that / ≡ 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 / that solves (1.3)

as a rough differential equation above �! Indeed, from (1.3) it is clear that / is controlled by

(�, !) with Gubinelli derivatives (Σ/, /), so writing / = (/, /,Σ/), what the above optimistic

sentence is really saying is that

/C =

∫ C

0

/B 3!B +
∫ C

0

ΣB/B 3�B (1.5)

implies / = 0 (here Σ is the trivial extension of Σ from a controlled path by � to a controlled

path by (�, !)). Although (1.5) indeed implies / = 0, it is far less clear that (1.3) implies (1.5).

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 / does not merely have the regularity of ! (i.e. 1 + (U − 1)�), but the regularity of the

individual drifts of - and . , which is of higher order, 1 + U�. The last main task of the proof is

to show that this extra regularity can be leveraged to go from (1.3) to (1.5). This implies strong

uniqueness, after which strong existence follows from the Gyöngy-Krylov lemma [GK96] and the

weak existence result from [DG24].
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1.2 Setup and notation

Classical function/distribution spaces. For U ∈ (0, 1], we set CU (ℝ3) to be the space of continu-

ous functions 5 : ℝ3 → ℝ such that

‖ 5 ‖CU := [ 5 ]CU + sup
G∈ℝ3

| 5 (G) | := sup
G,H∈ℝ3 ,G≠H

| 5 (G) − 5 (H) |
|G − H |U + sup

G∈ℝ3

| 5 (G) | < ∞.

Here, and often below, we write CU instead of CU (ℝ3) for simplicity. For U ∈ (0,∞), we

define CU (ℝ3) the space of all functions 5 defined on ℝ3 having bounded derivatives m: 5 for

multi-indices : ∈ ℕ3 with |: | := |:1 | + · · · + |:3 | ≤ U such that

‖ 5 ‖CU :=
∑

|: | ≤U
sup
G∈ℝ3

|m: 5 (G) | +
∑

U−1≤ |: |<U

‖m: 5 ‖CU−|: | < ∞.

Note that the CU-norm always includes the supremum of the function. We also denote the space

of bounded measurable functions equipped with the supremum norm by C0 (ℝ3). We denote by

C∞ = ∩U>0 C
U the space of smooth functions and by CU+ the closure of C∞ in CU. It will often

be more convenient to work with the CU+ spaces, the fact that this is not a loss of generality is

a consequence of the well known fact that for any Y > 0, CU+Y ⊂ CU+ (and that in the relevant

assumptions strict inequality will be assumed). For * ⊂ ℝ3 and a Banach space + , the extension

of the definition to functions 5 : * → + is straightforward and is denoted by CU (*;+). If the

target space + is obvious from the context, we simply write CU (*) and if the same is true for the

domain we write simply CU, with some abuse of notation. Further, U ∈ (0, 1] and ((, ) ) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ ,

we denote by CU
2
([(, ) ]2;+) the collection of all f : [(, ) ]2 ↦→ + such that

[f]CU
2

:= sup
(B,C ) ∈ [(,) ]2≤

|fB,C |
|C − B |U .

For U < 0 we denote by CU (ℝ3) the space of all Schwarz distributions such that

‖ 5 ‖CU := sup
W∈ (0,1]

W−
U
2 ‖%W 5 ‖C0 < ∞, (1.6)

where %C 5 := ?C ∗ 5 and ?C (G) := 1√
2cC

3 4
− |G |

2

2C . Recall the standard heat kernel bound

‖m: ?C ‖!1 (ℝ3 ) ≤ # (3, :)C−|: |/2. (1.7)

Rough path spaces. Below+1, +2, +3 are all finite dimensional Euclidean spaces and L(+1;+2)
denotes the space of bounded linear operators from +1 to +2. Recall that there is a canonical

isometry between L(+1;L(+2, +3)) and L(+1 ⊗+2;+3). For a function 5 in 1 variable we denote

5B,C = 5C − 5B and for a function 6 in 2 variables we denote X6B,D,C = 6B,C − 6B,D − 6D,C . For an

interval � we denote by c� the set of partitions of �, that is, collections P of closed subintervals

of � whose union is � and whose interior is mutually disjoint. For P ∈ c� we denote by |P| the

length of the largest element of P. 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 Section 7.

Let ((, ) ) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ := {(B, C) ∈ [0, 1]2 : B ≤ C}. For W ∈ (1/3, 1/2] we denote by

RW ([(, ) ];+1) the set of W-Hölder rough paths on [(, ) ]: the subset of CW ([(, ) ],+1) ×
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C
2W

2
([(, ) ]2,+1 ⊗ +1) constrained by the nonlinear relation (Chen’s identity) postulating that

any 6 = (6,g) ∈ RW satisfies

gB,C − gB,D − gD,C = 6B,D ⊗ 6D,C (1.8)

for all (B, D, C) ∈ [(, ) ]3≤ := {(B, D, C) ∈ [(, ) ]3 : B ≤ D ≤ C}. Such 6 = (6,g) ∈ RW is also called

a lift of 6. For 6 = (6, g), ℎ = (ℎ, h) ∈ RW ([(, ) ];+1), we set

[6]RW ( [(,) ] ) := [6]CW ( [(,) ] ) + [g]C2W

2
( [(,) ]2 ) ,

3W (6, ℎ) := ‖6 − ℎ‖CW ( [(,) ] ) + [g − h]C2W

2
( [(,) ]2 ) .

The map 3W is a metric on RW ([(, ) ];+1). We denote by R
W
geo ([(, ) ];+1) the set of geometric

rough paths, that is, the closure in RW ([(, ) ];+1) of the set

{
(6,g) : 6 ∈ C1 ([0, 1];+1), gB,C =

∫ C

B

6B,A ⊗ 36A
}
.

It is known that (RW
geo([(, ) ];+1), 3W) is a Polish space (see, e.g., [FH20, Excercise 2.8]).

Given W ∈ (1/3, 1/2] and 6 = (6,g) ∈ RW ([(, ) ];+1), we denote by D
2W
6 ([(, ) ];+2) the set

of all functions 5 = ( 5 , 5 ′) : [(, ) ] → +2 ×L(+1;+2) such that

[ 5 ]
D

2W
6 ( [(,) ] )

:= [' 5 ]
C

2W

2
( [(,) ] ) + [ 5

′]CW ( [(,) ] ) < ∞,

where '
5
B,C = 5B,C − 5 ′B6B,C . Moreover, let us set

‖ 5 ‖
D

2W
6 ( [(,) ] )

= [ 5 ]
D

2W
6 ( [(,) ] )

+ ‖ 5 ‖C0 ( [(,) ] ) + ‖ 5 ′‖C0 ( [(,) ] ) .

Notice that by the triangle inequality we have

[ 5 ]CW ( [(,) ] ) ≤ [' 5 ]
C

2W

2
( [(,) ] ) |) − ( |

W + ‖ 5 ′‖C0 ( [(,) ] ) [6]CW ( [(,) ] ) . (1.9)

Note that for : ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ D0 ≤ D1 ≤ · · · ≤ D: one has

[ 5 ]
D

2W
6 ( [D0 ,D: ] ) ≤

:∑

8=1

[ 5 ]
D

2W
6 ( [D8−1 ,D8 ] ) +

:−1∑

8=1

[ 5 ′]CW ( [D8−1 ,D8 ] ) [6]CW ( [D8 ,D: ] )

≤ 2(1 + [6]CW ( [D0 ,D: ] ) )
:∑

8=1

[ 5 ]
D

2W
6 ( [D8−1 ,D8 ] ) . (1.10)

Let +3 be another finite dimensional Euclidean space. If � ∈ C2 (+2;+3), then it holds that

� ( 5 ) := (� ( 5 ),∇� ( 5 ) 5 ′) ∈ D
2W
6 ([(, ) ];+3) and the following estimates holds (see, e.g., [DG24,

equation (1.8) and the Appendix therein])

['� ( 5 ) ]
C

2W

2
( [(,) ] ) ≤ # (['

5 ]
C

2W

2
( [(,) ] ) + ‖ 5

′‖C0 ( [(,) ] ) [ 5 ]CW ( [(,) ] ) [6]CW ( [(,) ] ) ), (1.11)

[� ( 5 )]
D

2W
6 ( [(,) ] )

≤ # (1 + ‖ 5 ′‖2
C0 ( [(,) ] ) + [6]

2
CW ( [(,) ] ) ) ([ 5 ]D2W

6 ( [(,) ] )
+ ‖ 5 ′‖C0 ( [(,) ] ) ),(1.12)

where # depends only on ‖� ‖C2. From (1.11) and (1.9), we also have

['� ( 5 ) ]
C

2W

2
( [(,) ] ) ≤ # (['

5 ]
C

2W

2
( [(,) ] ) + ['

5 ]
C

2W

2
( [(,) ] ) ‖ 5

′‖C0
(,)
[6]CW ( [(,) ] )
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+ ‖ 5 ′‖2
C0 ( [(,) ] ) [6]

2
CW ( [(,) ] ) ). (1.13)

For 5 = ( 5 , 5 ′) ∈ D
2W
6 ([(, ) ];+2) and ℎ = (ℎ, ℎ′) ∈ D

2W
6 ([(, ) ];L(+2;+3)), we set

ℎ 5 :=
(
ℎ 5 , E1 ↦→

(
(ℎ′E1) 5 + ℎ( 5 ′E1)

))
. (1.14)

When then has that ℎ 5 ∈ D
2W
6 ([(, ) ];+3). Indeed, one has

'
ℎ 5
B,C = ℎB'

5
B,C + 'ℎ

B,C 5B + (ℎ′B6B,C ) 5B,C ,

which implies that

['ℎ 5 ]
C

2W

2
( [(,) ] ) ≤ ‖ℎ‖C0 ( [(,) ] ) [' 5 ]

C
2W

2
( [(,) ] ) + ['

ℎ]
C

2W

2
( [(,) ] ) ‖ 5 ‖C0 ( [(,) ] )

+ ‖ℎ′‖C0 ( [(,) ] ) [ 5 ]CW ( [(,) ] ) [6]CW ,( [(,) ] ) (1.15)

[ℎ 5 ]
D

2W
6 ( [(,) ] )

≤ ‖ℎ‖C0 ( [(,) ] ) [ 5 ]D2W
6 ( [(,) ] )

+ [ℎ]
D

2W
6 ( [(,) ] )

‖ 5 ‖C0 ( [(,) ] )

+ ‖ℎ′‖C0 ( [(,) ] ) [ 5 ]CW ( [(,) ] ) [6]CW ,( [(,) ] ) .

The latter combined with (1.9) further implies that

‖ℎ 5 ‖
D

2W
6 ( [(,) ] )

≤ # ‖ℎ‖
D

2W
6 ( [(,) ] )

‖ 5 ‖
D

2W
6 ( [(,) ] )

(1 + [6]CW ( [(,) ] ) )2, (1.16)

with a universal constant # .

For 5 , ℎ ∈ D
2W
6 ([(, ) ];+2) and � ∈ C3(+2, +3), by means of the usual fundamental theorem

of calculus (FTC) and integration by parts, one has the following rough version of FTC

� ( 5 ) − � (ℎ) =
∫ 1

0

∇� (\ 5 + (1 − \)ℎ) 3\ ( 5 − ℎ), (1.17)

where the product is as in (1.14) and the composition with ∇� is as before.

For 5 = ( 5 , 5 ′) ∈ D
2W
6 ([(, ) ];L(+1;+2)) one can define the +2-valued rough integral of 5

with respect to 6 by setting for C ∈ [(, ) ]
∫ C

(

5A 36A := lim
P∈c[(,C ]
|P|→0

∑

[B,D]∈P
�B,D,

where �B,D := 5B6B,D + 5 ′BgB,D. The fact that this limit exists is a standard consequence of the

sewing lemma and the estimate for (B, D, C) ∈ [(, ) ]3≤

|X�B,D,C | = | ( 5B,D − 5 ′B6B,D)6D,C + 5 ′B,DgD,C |
≤ 2[ 5 ]

D
2W
6 ( [B,C ] )

[6]RW ( [B,C ] ) |C − B |3W ,

where Chen’s identity has been used. Another consequence of the sewing lemma is that the

following estimate holds for all (B, C) ∈ [(, ) ]2≤
���
∫ C

B

5A 36A − 5B6B,C − 5 ′BgB,C

��� ≤ # [6]RW ( [B,C ] ) [ 5 ]D2W
6 ( [B,C ] )

|C − B |3W ,
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where # = # (W). In addition, the above estimate obviously implies that for all (B, C) ∈ [(, ) ]2≤
���
∫ C

B

5A 36A − 5B6B,C
��� ≤ # [6]RW ( [B,C ] )

(
[ 5 ]

D
2W
6 ( [B,C ] )

|C − B |3W + | 5 ′B | |C − B |2W
)
, (1.18)

with# = # (W). From (1.18) combined with (1.9) one can conclude that
∫ ·
(
5A36A := (

∫ ·
(
5A36A , 5 ) ∈

D
2W
6 ([(, ) ];+2), and the following estimate holds


∫ ·

(

5A36A


D

2W
6 ( [(,) ] )

≤ # (‖ 5 ‖
D

2W
6 ( [(,) ] )

+ 1) [6]RW ( [(,) ] ) , (1.19)

with # = # (W). For d > 0, we denote Vd ([(, ) ]) the collection of all finite d-variation paths

6 : [(, ) ] ↦→ , so that

[6]Vd ( [(,) ] ) := sup
P∈c[(,) ]

( ∑

[B,D]∈P
|6B,D |d

) 1
d

< ∞. (1.20)

By Vd ([(, ) ]2) we denote the collection of all 6 : [(, ) ]2 ↦→ , such that

[6]Vd ( [(,) ]2 ) := sup
P1∈c[(,) ]
P2∈c[(,) ]

( ∑

[B1 ,D1 ]∈P1

[B2 ,D2 ]∈P2

��6B1 ,B2
+ 6D1,D2

− 6B1 ,D2
− 6D1,B2

��d
) 1

d

< ∞. (1.21)

Probabilistic setup. We fix a probability space (Ω,F,ℙ) with a complete filtration F =

(FC)C∈[0,1] carrying a 30-dimensional F -Wiener process , . For � ∈ (0, 1/2) we consider a

fractional Brownian Motion � given by

�C =

∫ C

0

 (C, B)3,B ,

with the kernel  given by

 (C, B) = 2�
[ ( C
B

)�−1/2
(C − B)�−1/2 − (� − 1/2)B1/2−�

∫ C

B

D�−3/2(D − B)�−1/2 3D
]
1B<C

(1.22)

where 2� =
(
2�/

(
(1 − 2�)V(1 − 2�, � + 1/2)

) )1/2
> 0, and V is the Beta function. It is known

(see also Remark 3.9 below) that � and , generate the same filtration, whose completion will

be denoted by F � = (F�
C )C∈[0,1] . We clearly have F�

C ⊂ FC for all C ∈ [0, 1]. The conditional

expectation given FB is denoted by EB while conditional expectation given F�
B will be denoted by

E�
B .

We denote by � := (�,B) the Gaussian rough path lift of � (see, e.g., [FV10]) and recall that

� ∈ R
W
geo ([0, 1];ℝ30 ) with probability one, for all W ∈ (1/3, �). From now on, we fix �− < �

and �+ > � sufficiently close to �, such that

3�− > 1, 1 + (U − 1)�+ > 1/2. (1.23)

The existence of such �+ is guaranteed under the assumption U > 1 − 1/(2�) 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 (1.1).

Definition 1.3. An F -adapted stochastic process (-C)C∈[0,1] is called a solution of (1.1) if the

following are satisfied:

(i) There exists an F -adapted stochastic process (�-
C )C∈[0,1] such that

∫ ·
0
1= (-B) 3B → �-

uniformly in time, in probability, whenever (1=)=∈ℕ ⊂ C∞ and 1= → 1 in CU (ℝ3).

(ii) With probability one we have - := (-, f (-)) ∈ D2�−
�
([0, 1]), and for all ? ≥ 1, we have

�-
(,? := ‖- ‖

!? (Ω;D2�−
�
( [0,1] ) ) < ∞. (1.24)

(iii) For all ? ≥ 1, we have

�-
�,? := [�-]C1+U� ( [0,1];!? (Ω) ) < ∞. (1.25)

(iv) With probability one, for all C ∈ [0, 1],

-C = �
-
C +

∫ C

0

f (-B) 3�B .

If the above holds, we also say - is a solution with drift component �- .

The initial condition is chosen as 0 purely for convenience and will play no role in the article.

As for the coefficients, we impose the following.

Assumption 1.4. For some U > 1 − 1/(2�) one has 1 ∈ CU+ (ℝ3;ℝ3).

Assumption 1.5. One has f ∈ C∞ (ℝ3;ℝ3×31 ). Furthermore, there exists a constant _ > 0 such

that for all G ∈ ℝ3, f (G)f∗(G) � _I3 .

Our main theorem is the following.

Theorem 1.6. Let Assumption 1.4 and Assumption 1.5 hold. Then there exists a strong solution

- to (1.1) and for any other solution . , one has ℙ(- = . ) = 1.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Stochastic sewing

We use the original version of Lê’s stochastic sewing lemma (SSL) from [Lê20]. We start by

introducing a few common notations for stochastic sewing. For ( < ) and 8 ∈ ℕ we denote

[(, ) ]8≤ := {(C0, . . . , C8−1) ∈ [(, ) ]8 : C0 ≤ · · · ≤ C8−1}.

Lemma 2.1. Let ? ∈ [2,∞). Let ((,) ) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ and let (�B,C ) (B,C ) ∈ [(,) ]2≤ be a family of ℝ3-

valued random variables such that �B,C is FC -measurable for all (B, C) ∈ [(, ) ]2≤ . Suppose that

there exist constants Γ1, Γ2 ∈ [0,∞), V1 > 1/2, and V2 > 1 such that the following holds:

(i) ‖�B,C ‖!? (Ω) ≤ Γ1 |C − B |V1 , (B, C) ∈ [(, ) ]2≤ ,
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(ii) ‖EBX�B,D,C ‖!? (Ω) ≤ Γ2 |C − B |V2 , (B, D, C) ∈ [(, ) ]3≤ .

Then there exists a unique continuous (FC)C∈[(,) ]-adapted process A : [(, ) ] ↦→ !? (Ω;ℝ3) such

that A( = 0 and the following bounds hold for some constants  1,  2,  > 0: (B, C) ∈ [(, ) ]2≤ ,

(I) ‖AC −AB − �B,C ‖!? (Ω) ≤  1 |C − B |V1 +  2 |C − B |V2 ,

(II) ‖EB (AC −AB − �B,C )‖!? (Ω) ≤  2 |C − B |V2 .

Moreover, there exists a constant  =  (V1, V2, ?, 3) such that the above bounds hold with

 1 =  Γ1,  2 =  Γ2, and one has for all (B, C) ∈ [(, ) ]2≤
(III) ‖AC −AB‖!? (Ω) ≤  Γ1 |C − B |V1 +  Γ2 |C − B |V2 .

2.2 Tools from Malliavin calculus

We collect some basic results concerning Malliavin calculus for the fractional Brownian motion

(see [Nua09, CHLT15, CF10, FV10]). In this section, we work on the probability space (Ω, F�
1
,ℙ),

that is, we consider random variables that are measurable functions of the underlying fractional

Brownian motion (�C)C∈[0,1] . On the basis of the 30-dimensional fractional Brownian motion

�C = (�1
C , . . . , �

30
C ) we construct an isonormal process on a Hilbert space H (see below). With

some abuse of notation we will use � both for the 30-dimensional process [0, 1] ∋ C ↦→ �C and for

the isonormal process H ∋ ℎ ↦→ �(ℎ).
Let us denote by H the completion of the set

E :=

{
C ↦→

<∑

:=1

0:1[0,C: ] (C) : < ∈ ℕ+, 0: ∈ ℝ30 , C: ∈ [0, 1]
}

with respect to the norm

‖
<∑

:=1

0:1[0,C: ] ‖2H =

<∑

:,ℓ=1

〈0:1[0,C: ] , 0ℓ1[0,Cℓ ]〉H :=

<∑

:,ℓ=1

0: · 0ℓ& (C: , Cℓ), (2.1)

where & (B, C) = 2−1 (B2� + C2� − |C − B |2� ) is the covariance function of the process C ↦→ �1
C . It

is evident from definition that H is a separable Hilbert space. Next, we consider the linear map

� : E→ !2 (Ω) defined by

�(01[0,C ] ) =
30∑

8=1

08�8
C ,

for 0 = (01, . . . , 030 ) and C ∈ [0, 1]. Keeping in mind (2.1) and the fact that E�8
B�

9
C = X8 9& (B, C),

the map � extends to a linear isometry � : H→ !2(Ω).
We denote by S the collection of real random variables given by

S=

{
5 (�(ℎ1), . . . , �(ℎ=)) : = ∈ ℕ, 5 ∈ C∞pol (ℝ

=), ℎ8 ∈ H
}
,

where C∞
pol
(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 (+, ‖ · ‖+), let us denote by

S(+) the collection of smooth +-valued random variables

S(+) =
{

=∑

8=1

�8E8 : = ∈ ℕ, �8 ∈ S, E8 ∈ +
}
. (2.2)
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The set S(+) is dense in !? (Ω;+) for any ? ≥ 1. The Malliavin derivative is a linear operator

� : S(+) → S(+ ⊗H) given by

�� =

=∑

:=1

m: 5 (�(ℎ1), . . . , �(ℎ=))E ⊗ ℎ: ,

for � = 5 (�(ℎ1), . . . , �(ℎ=))E, 5 ∈ C∞
pol
(ℝ=), E ∈ + . The operator � as a mapping from S(+)

to !2 (Ω;+ ⊗ H) is closable and its domain, which we will denote by D1,2 (+), is given by the

completion of S(+) with respect to the norm

‖� ‖D1,2 (+ ) :=
(
E‖� ‖2+ + E(‖�� ‖2+⊗H)

)1/2
.

For � ∈ D1,2 (+) and ℎ ∈ H, we denote by �ℎ� the + -valued random variable

�ℎ� = 〈��, ℎ〉H :=
∑

8,:

〈��, @: ⊗ 48〉+⊗H〈48 , ℎ〉H@: ,

where (@:)∞:=1
, (48)∞8=1

, are orthonormal bases of+ , H, respectively. Notice that it does not depend

on the choice of the bases. The adjoint of � will be denoted by X : dom(X) ⊂ !2 (Ω;+ ⊗H) →
!2(Ω;+). By definition, for D ∈ dom(X), � ∈ D1,2 (+), we have the following integration by parts

formula

E〈��, D〉+⊗H = E〈�, X(D)〉+ . (2.3)

If D ∈ !2 (Ω;+ ⊗H) is of the form

D =

=∑

8=1

�8E8 ⊗ ℎ8 , �8 ∈ S(ℝ), E8 ∈ +, ℎ8 ∈ H,

then D ∈ dom(X) and

X(D) =
=∑

8=1

(�8�(ℎ8) − 〈��8, ℎ8〉H)E8 . (2.4)

For D as above, by virtue of (2.4), it is easy to verify that

�X(D) = D + X(�̂D), (2.5)

where the map ·̂ : +⊗H⊗H→ +⊗H⊗His the linear isometry given by �E ⊗ ℎ1 ⊗ ℎ2 = E⊗ℎ2⊗ℎ1

for E ∈ +, ℎ1, ℎ2 ∈ H. Moreover, it is known ([Nua09]) that

D1,2 (+ ⊗H) ⊂ dom(X). (2.6)

Next, notice that for < ∈ ℕ, �< maps S(+) into S(+ ⊗H⊗<). For < ∈ ℕ, ? ≥ 2, we denote

by D<,? (+) the completion of S(+) with respect to the norm

‖� ‖D<,? (+ ) :=
(
E‖� ‖ ?

+
+

<∑

:=1

E(‖�:� ‖ ?
+⊗H⊗: )

)1/?
.

The spaceD<,? (+) is reflexive (since it can be identified with a closed subspace of
∏=

:=0 !? (Ω;+⊗
H⊗:). The following lemma, whose proof is in the Appendix, will be used often.
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Lemma 2.2. Let (48)∞8=1
, (@:)∞:=1

be orthonormal basis of H,+ , respectively. The collection

S$# (+ ⊗H) =
{

=∑

8,:=1

58: (�(41), . . . , �(4=))@: ⊗ 48 : = ∈ ℕ, 58: ∈ C∞pol (ℝ
=)

}

is dense in D:,? (+ ⊗H) for any : ≥ 0, ? ≥ 2.

Clearly, D<′, ?′ (+) ⊂ D<,? (+) if<′ ≥ < and ?′ ≥ ?. It is immediate that for all � ∈ D<,? (+)
we have

‖�� ‖D<−1,? (+⊗H) ≤ ‖� ‖D<,? (+ ) .

In addition, it is known that there exists � = � (?, <) such that for all D ∈ D<,? (+ ⊗H) we have

‖X(D)‖D<−1,? (+ ) ≤ � ‖D‖D<,? (+⊗H) . (2.7)

If � ∈ D1, ? (ℝ<) and 6 ∈ �1(ℝ<), then 6(�) ∈ D1, ? (ℝ) and the following chain rule holds

�6(�) =
<∑

:=1

m:6(�)��:. (2.8)

3 Partial Malliavin calculus and conditional estimates

In this section, we continue to work on the probability space (Ω,F�
1
,ℙ) (recall that the terminal

time is 1). The concept of partial Malliavin calculus was first introduced in [KS84] and later

further studied in [NZ89]. 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

E�
B ∇ 5 (qB,GC ) in terms of the function 5 but in relatively weak norms, say ‖ 5 ‖!∞ for now. In

the case � = 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 F�
B is true, provided that one

considers Malliavin derivatives with respect to �· − E�
B �·, which is independent of F�

B , rather

than Malliavin derivatives with respect to � (see (3.1) below). In this context, derivatives with

respect to �· − E�
B �· are referred to as partial Malliavin derivatives since �· − E�

B �· can be seen

as a component of � via the decomposition �· = (�· − E�
B �·) + E�

B �·. 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: � = 1, � = ,0,

ℎ = 1[0,1] . Indeed, using notation therein (note that , in their notation is � in our notation),

one then has � [0,1]� = 0, �� = 1[0,0] and so � [0,1]� = 1[0,1]�� = 0, which means that

the first two expectations in [CD24, Lemma 4.7] are 0, while the last is E(,0 (,1 −,0)) ≠ 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 X operator in the Malliavin norm. Since the conditional

version of the continuity of X 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 B ∈ [0, 1], we define the subspace HB of Hby

HB = span{1[0,@ ] : @ ≤ B} ‖ · ‖H.

We denote by H⊥B the orthogonal complement of HB, so that one has the orthogonal decomposition

H = HB ⊕ H⊥B . We denote by ΠH⊥B : H→ H⊥B the orthogonal projection operator and with a

slight abuse of notation, we also use the same notation for the projection operator from + ⊗ H

onto + ⊗H⊥B . We have the following continuity property.

Lemma 3.2. For : ∈ ℕ, ? ≥ 2, there exists a constant � = � (:, ?) such that for all � ∈ D:,? (+)
we have

‖ΠH⊥B � ‖D:,? (+⊗H) ≤ � ‖� ‖D:,? (+⊗H) .

Proof. Let (48)∞8=1
be an orthonormal basis of H consisting of eigenvectors of ΠH⊥B : H→ H⊥B ,

so that (ΠH⊥B 48)∞8=1
are orthogonal and let (@:)∞:=1

be an orthonormal basis of + . By Lemma 2.2,

it suffices to show the desired inequality only for � of the form

� =

=∑

8,:=1

58: (�(41), . . . , �(4=))@: ⊗ 48 ,

with = ∈ ℕ and 58: ∈ C∞
pol
(ℝ=). By using orthogonality and that the norm of the projection

operator is bounded by 1, we see that for ; ∈ {0, . . . , :}, we have

‖�;
ΠH⊥B � ‖

2

+⊗H⊗(;+1)

=


=∑

8,:=1

∑

91 ,..., 9;

m 91 ,..., 9; 58: (�(41), . . . , �(4=))@: ⊗ ΠH⊥B 48 ⊗ 4 91 · · · ⊗ 4 91


2

+⊗H⊗(;+1)

=

=∑

8,:=1

∑

91 ,..., 9;

m 91 ,..., 9; 58: (�(41), . . . , �(4=))@: ⊗ ΠH⊥B 48 ⊗ 4 91 · · · ⊗ 4 91
2

+⊗H⊗(;+1)

≤
=∑

8,:=1

∑

91 ,..., 9;

��m 91 ,..., 9; 58: (�(41), . . . , �(4=)) |2 = ‖�;� ‖2
+⊗H⊗(;+1) .

From this, the claim follows. �

Next, we define the operator �H⊥B : D1,2 (+) → !2(Ω;+ ⊗H) by the formula

�H⊥B � = ΠH⊥B ��.

We denote by XH⊥B : dom(XH⊥B ) → !2 (Ω;+) the adjoint of �H⊥B , where

dom(XH⊥B ) := {D ∈ + ⊗H : ΠH⊥B D ∈ dom(X)}.

For D ∈ dom(XH⊥B ) we have XH⊥B (D) = X(ΠH⊥B D). Notice that by Lemma 3.2 and (2.6), for any

< ∈ ℕ, ? ≥ 2, we have that D<,? (+ ⊗H) is contained in dom(XH⊥B ). The following conditional

integration by parts formula holds.

Proposition 3.3. For � ∈ D1,2 (+) and D ∈ D1,2 (+ ⊗H) we have

E�
B 〈�, XH⊥B (D)〉+ = E�

B 〈�H⊥B �, D〉+⊗H, 0.B. (3.1)
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Proof. For � of the form 6(�A1
, ..., �A=) with a smooth 6 and 0 ≤ A1 ≤ ... ≤ A= ≤ B, we have by

(2.3)

E� 〈�, XH⊥B (D)〉+ = E〈��, XH⊥B (D)〉+
= E〈� (��),ΠH⊥B D〉+⊗H
= E〈� ⊗ �� + ���,ΠH⊥B D〉+⊗H
= E� 〈�H⊥B �, D〉+⊗H,

where for the last equality we have used the fact that �� ∈ HB, hence, ΠH⊥B (� ⊗ ��) = 0. �

Remark 3.4. For D ∈ �$# (+ ⊗H), by virtue of (2.4), it is straightforward to verify that

ΠH⊥B X(��ΠH⊥B D) = X( ��H⊥B ΠH⊥B D) = XH⊥B ( ��H⊥B ΠH⊥B D). (3.2)

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

D =

=∑

8,:=1

58: (�(41), . . . , �(4=))@: ⊗ 48,

then we have that

��ΠH⊥B D =

=∑

8, 9,:=1

m 9 58: (41, . . . , 4=)@: ⊗ 4 9 ⊗ ΠH⊥B 48 .

Then, according to (2.4), we have

X(��ΠH⊥B D) =
=∑

8,:, 9=1

m 9 58: (41, . . . , 4=)�(ΠH⊥B 48)@: ⊗ 4 9 (3.3)

−
=∑

8,:, 9,;=1

m2
; 9 58: (41, . . . , 4=)〈4; ,ΠH⊥B 48〉H@: ⊗ 4 9 .

On the other hand, we have

��H⊥B ΠH⊥B D =

=∑

8, 9,:=1

m 9 58: (41, . . . , 4=)@: ⊗ ΠH⊥B 4 9 ⊗ ΠH⊥B 48,

which implies that

X( ��H⊥B ΠH⊥B D) =
=∑

8,:, 9=1

m 9 58: (41, . . . , 4=)�(ΠH⊥B 48)@: ⊗ ΠH⊥B 4 9 (3.4)

−
=∑

8,:, 9,;=1

m2
; 9 58: (41, . . . , 4=)〈4; ,ΠH⊥B 48〉H@: ⊗ ΠH⊥B 4 9 .

By comparing (3.3) and (3.4), the first equality in (3.2) is obvious. The second equality holds

since ��H⊥B ΠH⊥B D takes values in + ⊗H⊥B ⊗H⊥B , and on the latter, X and XH⊥B coincide.

Finally, by (3.2) and (2.5), it follows that

�H⊥B XH⊥B (D) = ΠH⊥B D + XH⊥B ( ��H⊥B ΠH⊥B D). (3.5)
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Lemma 3.5. For D ∈ D1,2 (+ ⊗H) we have with probability one

E�
B ‖XH⊥B (D)‖

2
+ ≤ E�

B

(
‖ΠH⊥B D‖

2
+⊗H + ‖ΠH⊥B ⊗H⊥B �D‖

2
+⊗H⊗H

)
.

Proof. Let (48)∞8=1
be an orthonormal basis of H consisting of eigenvectors of ΠH⊥B , let (@:)∞:=1

be an orthonormal basis of + and let D be of the form

D =

=∑

8,:=1

�8:@: ⊗ 48 , �8: ∈ S(ℝ). (3.6)

By using (3.1) (with � = XH⊥B (D)), and (2.5), we get

E�
B ‖XH⊥B (D)‖

2
+ = E�

B

〈
ΠH⊥B D, �X(ΠH⊥B D)

〉
+⊗H

= E�
B

(
‖ΠH⊥B D‖

2
+⊗H +

〈
ΠH⊥B D, X(��ΠH⊥B D)

〉
+⊗H

)
.

Notice that ��ΠH⊥B D ∈ + ⊗H⊗H⊥B , so that we can use (3.1) to get

E�
B ‖XH⊥B (D)‖

2
+ = E�

B

(
‖ΠH⊥B D‖

2
+⊗H +

〈
�H⊥B ΠH⊥B D,

��ΠH⊥B D
〉
+⊗H⊗H

)

= E�
B

(
‖ΠH⊥B D‖

2
+⊗H +

〈
ΠH⊥B ⊗H⊥B �D,

��ΠH⊥B D
〉
+⊗H⊗H

)

≤ E�
B

(
‖ΠH⊥B D‖

2
+⊗H + ‖ΠH⊥B ⊗H⊥B �D‖

2
+⊗H⊗H

)
.

This shows the desired inequality for D of the from (3.6). For general D ∈ D1,2 (+ ⊗ H) the

result follows by a standard approximation argument upon using Lemma 2.2, Lemma 3.2 and the

continuity of conditional expectation on !1(Ω). �

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

Lemma 3.6. For every ? ∈ [1,∞), there exists : = : (?) ∈ ℕ and a constant � = � (?) such that

for all separable Hilbert spaces + and all D ∈ D:,? (+ ⊗H) we have with probability one

E�
B ‖XH⊥B (D)‖

?

+
≤ �

:∑

;=0

(
E�
B ‖�;

H⊥B
ΠH⊥B D‖

2?

+⊗H⊗(;+1)

)1/2
.

Proof. The statement is clearly true for ? ∈ [1, 2] by virtue of by Lemma 3.5. Suppose now that

it is true for all ? ∈ [1, 2(3/2)=] for some = ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . } and let us show that it is true also for

=+ 1. Clearly, it suffices to show the result for D ∈ S$# (+ ⊗H). So let ? ∈ [2(3/2)=, 2(3/2)=+1].
By the chain rule, (3.1), and (2.5), we have

E�
B ‖XH⊥B (D)‖

?

+
= (? − 1)E�

B

(
‖XH⊥B (D)‖

?−2

+
〈�XH⊥B (D),ΠH⊥B D〉+⊗H

)

= (? − 1)E�
B

(
‖XH⊥B (D)‖

?−2

+
(‖ΠH⊥B D‖

2
+⊗H + 〈X(��ΠH⊥B D),ΠH⊥B D〉+⊗H

)
.

By (2.4), one can easily see that

ΠH⊥B X(��ΠH⊥B D) = X( ��H⊥B ΠH⊥B D).
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Using the above together with the Young and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequalities and rearranging,

gives

E�
B ‖XH⊥B (D)‖

?

+
. E�

B

(
‖ΠH⊥B D‖

?

+⊗H + ‖X( ��H⊥B ΠH⊥B D)‖
?/2
+⊗H‖ΠH⊥B D‖

?/2
+⊗H

)
. (3.7)

By Hölder’s and Young’s inequalities we have

E�
B

(
‖X( ��H⊥B ΠH⊥B D)‖

?/2
+⊗H‖ΠH⊥B D‖

?/2
+⊗H

)

≤
(
E�
B ‖X( ��H⊥B ΠH⊥B D)‖

2?/3
+⊗H

)3/4 (
E�
B ‖ΠH⊥B D‖

2?

+⊗H
)1/4

.
(
E�
B ‖X( ��H⊥B ΠH⊥B D)‖

2?/3
+⊗H

)3/2 +
(
E�
B ‖ΠH⊥B D‖

2?

+⊗H
)1/2

.

Combining this with (3.7), we get

E�
B ‖XH⊥B (D)‖

?

+
.

(
E�
B ‖X( ��H⊥B ΠH⊥B D)‖

2?/3
+⊗H

)3/2 +
(
E�
B ‖ΠH⊥B D‖

2?

+⊗H
)1/2

. (3.8)

Next, notice that ��H⊥B ΠH⊥B D ∈ +⊗H⊥B ⊗H⊥B , which means that X( ��H⊥B ΠH⊥B D) = XH⊥B ( ��H⊥B ΠH⊥B D).
Therefore, by the induction hypothesis, there exists :′ ∈ ℕ such that

E�
B ‖X( ��H⊥B ΠH⊥B D)‖

2?/3
+⊗H .

:′∑

;=0

(
E�
B ‖�;

H⊥B
��H⊥B ΠH⊥B D‖

4?/3
+⊗H⊗(;+2)

)1/2

=

:′+1∑

;=0

(
E�
B ‖�;

H⊥B
ΠH⊥B D‖

4?/3
+⊗H⊗(;+1)

)1/2
.

Combining this with (3.8), we get

E�
B ‖XH⊥B (D)‖

?

+
.

:′+1∑

;=0

(
E�
B ‖�;

H⊥B
ΠH⊥B D‖

4?/3
+⊗H⊗(;+1)

)3/4
+

(
E�
B ‖ΠH⊥B D‖

2?

+⊗H
)1/2

.

:′+1∑

;=0

(
E�
B ‖�;

H⊥B
ΠH⊥B D‖

2?

+⊗H⊗(;+1)

)1/2
,

which finishes the proof. �

Next, for D ∈ D<,? (+), let us define

‖D‖D<,?
B (+ ) =

(
<∑

;=0

E�
B ‖�;

H⊥B
D‖ ?

+⊗H⊗;

)1/?

.

We have the following continuity property for the operator XH⊥B .

Lemma 3.7. For any ? ∈ [1,∞) and < ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . }, there exists = = =(?, <) ∈ ℕ, = ≥ <, and

a constant � = (?, <), such that for any separable Hilbert space + , any D ∈ D<,? (+ ⊗ H), and

any B ∈ [0, 1], we have with probability one

‖XH⊥B (D)‖D<,?
B (+ ) ≤ � ‖ΠH⊥B D‖D=,2?

B (+⊗H) .
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Proof. Clearly it suffices to show the inequality for D ∈ S$# (+ ⊗ H). The statement is true for

< = 0, by virtue of Lemma 3.6. Suppose now that it holds for some < ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . } and let us

show that it also holds for < + 1. By using (3.5), we see that

EB ‖�<+1
H⊥B

XH⊥B (D)‖
?

+⊗H⊗(<+1) . EB ‖�<
H⊥B

ΠH⊥B D‖
?

+⊗H⊗(<+1) + EB ‖�<
H⊥B
XH⊥B ( ��H⊥B ΠH⊥B D)‖

?

+⊗H⊗(<+1) ,

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

=′ ∈ ℕ

EB ‖�<
H⊥B
XH⊥B ( ��H⊥B ΠH⊥B D)‖

?

+⊗H⊗(<+1) . ‖ΠH⊥B
��H⊥B ΠH⊥B D‖D=′ ,2?

B (+⊗H⊗H)

= ‖ ��H⊥B ΠH⊥B D‖D=′ ,2?
B (+⊗H⊗H)

. ‖ΠH⊥B D‖D=′+1,2?
B (+⊗H) ,

which finishes the proof. �

Our next task is the following. We want to obtain a lower bound for ‖ΠH⊥B 5 ‖H for 5 ∈ H.

To achieve this, we first show that ‖ΠH⊥B 5 ‖H can be written as a 2D Young integral against the

covariance function of the process C ↦→ �C −E�
B �C . Then, given that the covariance function of the

latter satisfies certain properties, the desired bound will follow from [CHLT15, Corollary 6.10].

Let us now be more precise.

Recall that the inner product on H is given by means of the covariance function & (·, ·) of the

process �1. Let us set

�̃B
C := �C − E�

B �C =

∫ C

B

 (C, A) 3,A , �
B

C := E�
B �C =

∫ B

0

 (C, A) 3,A (3.9)

and let us denote by �̃B,1 and �
B,1

the first of the 30 components of �̃B and �
B
, respectively.

Further, let us denote by &B (·, ·) the covariance function of �̃B,1. To study the covariance &B , let

us recall some basic properties of the kernel  . The next lemma is a direct consequence of the

definition of  (see, (1.2)).

Lemma 3.8. The following hold:

(i) For all (B, C) ∈ [0, 1]2< , we have  (C, B) ≥ 0.

(ii) For B ∈ [0, 1), the map (B, 1] ∋ C →  (C, B) is continuously differentiable and

mC (C, B) = 2� (� −
1

2
)
( C
B

)�−1/2
(C − B)�−3/2. (3.10)

In particular, (B, 1] ∋ C →  (C, B) is decreasing.

Let us continue with some properties of  . It is well known (see [Nua06, pp.281-284])

sup
C∈[0,1]

‖ (C, ·) ‖!2 ( [0,1] ) < ∞,

and that for all B, C ∈ [0, 1] we have

& (B, C) =
∫ B∧C

0

 (C, A) (B, A) 3A. (3.11)
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Further, the operator  ∗ : E→ !2([0, 1]) given by

( ∗ℎ) (B) =  (1, B)ℎ(B) +
∫ 1

B

(ℎ(C) − ℎ(B))mC (C, B) 3C

satisfies

( ∗1[0,C ] ) (A) =  (C, A)1[0,C ] (A), A ∈ [0, 1], (3.12)

for all C ∈ [0, 1]. Consequently,  ∗ : E → !2([0, 1]) is an linear isometry, and therefore it

extends to an isometry between H and a closed subspace of !2([0, 1]). It turns out that the map

 ∗ : H→ !2([0, 1]) is in fact surjective. Indeed, if 5 belongs to the orthogonal complement of

 ∗(H), then for all C ∈ [0, 1] we have

0 = 〈 ∗1[0,C ] , 5 〉!2 ( [0,1] ) =

∫ C

0

 (C, A) 5 (A) 3A.

The right hand side of the above relation admits the following representation in terms of Liouville

integrals (see [DU99, Theorem 2.1] and references therein):

0 =

∫ C

0

 (C, A) 5 (A) 3A = �2�0+

(
(·)1/2−� �1/2−�

0+
(
(�)�−1/2 5 (�)

)
(·)

)
(C).

Since for any U > 0, the Liouville integrals �U
0+ : !1([0, 1]) → !1 ([0, 1]) are injective, we

conclude that 5 ≡ 0, which shows that  ∗ is surjective.

Remark 3.9. From this discussion, it follows that (�(( ∗)−1
1[0,C ] ))C∈[0,1] is a standard Brownian

motion, it generates the same filtration as (�C)C∈[0,1] , and it coincides with the underlying Wiener

process (,C )C∈[0,1] .

Lemma 3.10. The process (�̃B,1
C )C∈[B,1] has negatively correlated increments. Moreover, for any

( ∈ [B, 1], and any partition � = {C8}=8=1
of [B, (], the = × = matrix (&�

8 9 )=8, 9=1
with entries

&�
8 9 = E(�̃B,1

C8−1,C8
�̃
B,1
C 9−1,C 9

)

is diagonally dominant.

Proof. We start by showing that (�̃B,1
C )C∈[B,1] has negatively correlated increments. A sufficient

condition is that m2
CC ′&B (C, C′) ≤ 0 for C < C′ (see [CHLT15, p. 205]). To see that this is the case,

notice that

&B (C, C′) = E(�̃B,1
C �̃

B,1
C ′ )

= E

(∫ C

B

 (C, A)3,1
A

∫ C ′

B

 (C′, A) 3,1
A

)

= & (C, C′) −
∫ B

0

 (C, A) (C′, A) 3A. (3.13)

It is straightforward that m2
CC ′& (C, C′) ≤ 0 for C < C′. Moreover, from (3.10), it follows that

∫ B

0

mC (C, A)mC ′ (C′, A) 3A > 0.
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Consequently, we have that m2
CC ′&B (C, C′) ≤ 0 for C < C′.

Next, since (�̃B,1
C )C∈[B,1] is a centered Gaussian process with negatively correlated increments,

starting at zero, a sufficient condition for the matrix (&�
8 9 )=8, 9=1

to be diagonally dominant is that

mC&B (C, C′) ≥ 0 for C < C′ (see [CHLT15, p. 205]). The latter follows again by (3.13) combined

with the fact that mC& (C, C′) ≥ 0 for C < C′ and that mC (C, A) < 0,  (C′, A) > 0 for A ∈ [0, B]. This

finishes the proof. �

Lemma 3.11. There exists a constant � = � (�) such that for all (B, C, D, E, ) ) ∈ [0, 1]5≤ we have

E
(
�̃
B,1
C ,)
�̃B,1
D,E

)
≤ � |E − D |2� . (3.14)

Proof. By orthogonality, we have

E
(
�̃
B,1
C ,)
�̃B,1
D,E

)
= E

(
�1
C ,)�

1
D,E

)
− E

(
�
B,1

C ,)�
B,1

D,E

)
.

It follows from the covariance of � (see also [FV06, p. 407]) that |E
(
�1
C ,)
�1
D,E

)
| . |E − D |2� so

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

|E
(
�
B,1

C ,)�
B,1

D,E

)
| =

���
∫ B

0

(
 (), A) −  (C, A)

) (
 (E, A) −  (D, A)

)
3A

���

≤ 2

∫ B

0

 (B, A)
(
 (D, A) −  (E, A)

)
3A,

where we have used Lemma 3.8, that is, the fact that  is non-negative and decreasing in the first

variable. Consequently, by the above and (3.11) we get

|E
(
�
B,1

C ,)�
B,1

D,E

)
| ≤ 2(& (B, D) −& (B, E))
= |D |2� − |D − B |2� − |E |2� + |E − B |2� ≤ 2|D − E |2� ,

which finishes the proof.

�

Corollary 3.12. For any B ∈ [0, 1), the covariance function &B is uniformly of Hölder controlled

2-dimensional 1/(2�)-variation, that is, there exists a constant � = � (�) such that for any

(B, D, C) ∈ [0, 1]3≤ one has

[&B]V1/(2�) ( [D,C ]2 ) ≤ � (C − D)1/(2� ) . (3.15)

Proof. Following the proof of [FV10, Proposition 15.5], (3.15) is a consequence of negatively

correlated increments and (3.14). �

Lemma 3.13. Let B ∈ [0, 1] and for (D, E) ∈ [B, 1]2≤ set G̃D,E = f (�̃B,1
D,A , A ∈ [D, E]). Then, there

exists o = o(�) > 0 such that

inf
B∈[0,1]
B≤D<E≤1

1

(E − D)o
Var(�̃B,1

D,E | G̃B,D ∨ G̃E,1) > 0.
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Proof. For (C, C′) ∈ [0, 1]2< , let us set GC ,C ′ = f (�1
C ,A , A ∈ [C, C′]). One can easily see that

G0,B = f (,1
A , A ≤ B), from which it easily follows that for (D, E) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ , we have

G0,D ∨ GE,1 = G̃B,D ∨ G̃E,1 ∨ G0,B .

To ease the notation, let us set G = G0,D ∨ GE,1, G̃ = G̃B,D ∨ G̃E,1. Hence, with this notation we

have G= G̃∨ G0,B . Moreover, we have that G̃ is independent of G0,B .

Using the Gaussianity, we have

Var(�̃B,1
D,E | G̃B,D ∨ G̃E,1) = Var(�̃B,1

D,E | G̃) (3.16)

= E
(
�̃B,1
D,E − E[�̃B,1

D,E | G̃]
)2

.

Next, notice that

E[�̃B,1
D,E | G̃] = E[�1

D,E − �
B,1

D,E | G̃] = E[�1
D,E | G̃],

where we have used that �
B,1

D,E is G0,B-measurable, hence, independent of G̃ and has zero mean.

Hence,

�̃B,1
D,E − E[�̃B,1

D,E | G̃] = �D,E − �
B,1

D,E − E[�1
D,E | G̃]. (3.17)

Next, we claim that

�
B,1

D,E + E[�1
D,E | G̃] = E[�1

D,E | G̃∨ G0,B].

Indeed, we have

E[�1
D,E | G̃∨ G0,B] = E[�1

D,E − �
B,1

D,E | G̃∨ G0,B] + �
B,1

D,E

= E[�1
D,E − �

B,1

D,E | G̃] + �
B,1

D,E

= E[�1
D,E | G̃] + �

B,1

D,E ,

where for the second equality we have used that �1
D,E − �

B,1

D,E is independent of G0,B , and for the

last equality we have used that �
B,1

D,E is independent of G̃ and has zero mean. By this combined

with (3.17), we get

�̃B,1
D,E − E[�̃B,1

D,E | G̃] = �1
D,E − E[�1

D,E | G̃∨ G0,B]
= �1

D,E − E[�1
D,E |G0,D ∨ GE,1].

Plugging this in (3.16), we conclude that

Var(�̃B,1
D,E | G̃B,D ∨ G̃E,1) = Var(�1

D,E |G0,D ∨ GE,1).

Finally, it is known that there exists constants o > 0 and 2 > 0 such that

inf
0≤D≤E≤1

1

(E − D)o Var(�1
D,E |G0,D ∨ GE,1) = 2 > 0

(see [CHLT15, Lemmata 4.1 and 4.2]), from which the conclusion follows. �
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The following is from [Nua06, Proposition 5.2.1, p. 288]. In the statement, �, denotes the

usual Malliavin derivative with respect to the underlying Wiener process , , and D
1,2
,

denotes the

corresponding Sobolev of all random variables - ∈ !2 (Ω) for which �,- ∈ !2 (Ω; !2([0, 1])).

Proposition 3.14. It holds that D1,2
,

= D1,2 and that for any � ∈ D1,2 we have

 ∗�� = �,�.

Next, we see how the operator ΠH⊥B can be characterised by means of  ∗.

Lemma 3.15. For any ℎ ∈ Hand B ∈ [0, 1] we have

 ∗ΠH⊥B ℎ = 1[B,1] 
∗ℎ.

Proof. Suppose that ℎ = 1[0,C ] and notice that ℎ = ��C . Recall that we have the decomposition

�C = �̃
B
C + �

B

C (see (3.9)). By Proposition 3.14, it follows that both �̃B
C and �

B

C belong to D1,2 and

their Malliavin derivatives are deterministic elements of H. Moreover, we have that ��
B

C ∈ HB,

while ��̃B
C ∈ H⊥B . Indeed, the first claim follows from the fact that �

B

C is F�
B -measurable, while

the second follows from the fact that for any 6 = 1[0,@ ] , with @ ≤ B, we have

〈��̃B
C , 6〉H = E〈��̃B

C , 6〉H
= E(�̃B

C �@) = 0,

where we have used (2.3) and the fact that �̃B
C is independent of F�

B . Consequently, we have

ΠH⊥B ℎ = ΠH⊥B ��C = ��̃
B
C .

By Proposition 3.14 again, we have

 ∗ΠH⊥B ℎ =  ∗ �̃B
C = �

, �̃B
C =  (C, ·)1[B,C ] (·) = 1[B,1] 

∗ℎ,

where for the last equality we have used 3.12. By linearity the claim is true for all ℎ ∈ Eand by a

standard density and continuity argument it also holds for all ℎ ∈ H. �

Lemma 3.16. Let (B, C) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ and let 5 , 6 ∈ H such that they both have support in [B, C] and

5 , 6 ∈ CW ([B, C]) for some W > 1 − 2�. Then we have

〈ΠH⊥B 5 ,ΠH⊥B 6〉H =

∫ C

B

∫ C

B

5 (D)6(A)&B (3D, 3A).

Proof. For D, E ∈ [B, C] and 5 = 1[B,D] , 6 = 1[B,E ] , by using the fact that  ∗ is a linear isometry

and Lemma 3.15, we have

〈ΠH⊥B 5 ,ΠH⊥B 6〉H = 〈ΠH⊥B 1[B,D] ,ΠH⊥B 1[B,E ]〉H
= 〈 ∗(ΠH⊥B 1[B,D] ),  ∗(ΠH⊥B 1[B,E ] )〉!2 ( [0,1] )

=

∫ D∧E

B

 (D, A) (E, A) 3A

= &B (D, E)

=

∫ C

B

∫ C

B

5 (A)6(A′)&B (3A, 3A′). (3.18)
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By linearity, the above relation holds for all 5 , 6 ∈ E which are supported in [B, C]. For a

general 5 as in the statement one can argue as in [GOT20, Remark 2.16], let 5 = be given by

5 = (G) = 5 (B + 8(C − B)/=) for G ∈ (B + 8(C − B)/=, B + (8 + 1) (C − B)/=], 8 = 0, ..., = − 1. and let

5 = (G) = 0 for G ∉ [B, C], and define 6= similarly. Obviously, we have

〈ΠH⊥B 5
=,ΠH⊥B 6

=〉H =

∫ C

B

∫ C

B

5 = (A)6= (A′)&B (3A, 3A′). (3.19)

Moreover, it follows (see, [Tow02]) that

lim
=,<→∞

∫ C

B

∫ C

B

5 = (A)6<(A′)&B (3A, 3A′) =
∫ C

B

∫ C

B

5 (A)6(A′)&B (3A, 3A′) (3.20)

lim
=,<→∞

∫ C

0

∫ C

0

5 = (A)6<(A′)& (3A, 3A′) =
∫ C

0

∫ C

0

5 (A)6(A′)& (3A, 3A′)

By the second equality above (with 5 < in place of 6<) and (3.18) with B = 0 (in which case

H⊥B = H), it follows that 5 = is Cauchy in H. Similarly for 6=. On the other hand 5 = → 5 and

6= → 6 pointwise and by virtue of the embedding H ↩→ !1([0, 1]) (see, [CHLT15, Lemma 4.2]),

it follows that 5 = → 5 , 6= → 6 in H. Consequently, the left hand side of (3.19) converges to

〈ΠH⊥B 5 ,ΠH⊥B 6〉H, which combined with (3.20) finishes the proof. �

By Lemma 3.13 and Corollary 3.12, the conditions of [CHLT15, Corollary 6.10] are satisfied

by the covariance function&B. That and Lemma 3.16 give the following (recall that o is introduced

in Lemma 3.13).

Corollary 3.17. Let 0 ≤ B < C ≤ 1. Let W > 1 − 2�. Let 5 ∈ H such that supp 5 ⊂ [B, C] and the

restriction of 5 to [B, C] belongs to CW . Then there exists a constant 2 = 2(�, W) > 0 such that the

following bound holds:

ΠH⊥B 5 ‖H ≥ 2(C − B)
� ‖ 5 ‖!∞ ( [B,C ] ) min

(
1,
‖ 5 ‖!∞ ( [B,C ] )
‖ 5 ‖CW ( [B,C ] )

)o/2W
.

4 Properties of the flow of the driftless equation

In this section we derive properties of the flow of a driftless analogue to (1.1), that is, we consider

q
B,G
C = G +

∫ C

B

f (qB,GA ) 3�A , C ∈ [B, 1]. (4.1)

Recall that the flow q
B,G
C exists and it is smooth and invertible in G (see [FH20, Theorem 8.15]). We

will be denoting its inverse by
←−
q

B,G
C . More precisely, building upon ideas introduced in [CLL13]

and [Ina14], we obtain estimates for qB,G , 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 (B, G).

Lemma 4.1. There exist constants � = � (�−, ‖f‖C2) and @ = @(�−) such that for all B ∈ [0, 1],
G ∈ ℝ3, we have

[qB,G ]
D2�−

�
( [B,1] ) ≤ � (1 + [�]R�− )@ . (4.2)
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Proof. Let B ∈ [0, 1], G ∈ ℝ3. For (D, E) ∈ [B, 1]2≤ , we have

qB,GD,E =

∫ E

D

f (qB,GA ) 3�A ,

which gives

|qB,GD,E − f (qB,GD )�D,E | =
���
∫ E

D

f (qB,GA ) 3�A − f (qB,GD )�D,E

���

. [�]R�−
(
[f (qB,G)]

D2�−
�
( [D,E ] ) |D − E |

3�− + |∇ff (qB,GD ) | |D − E |2�−
)
,

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

['qB,G ]
C2�−

2
( [D,E ] ) . [�]R�−

(
[f (qB,G)]

D2�−
�
( [D,E ] ) |D − E |

�− + 1
)
, (4.3)

where we have used the fact that ∇ff (qB,GD ) is bounded by ‖f‖2
C1. Next by using (1.12), we get

[f (qB,G)]
D2�−

�
( [D,E ] ) . (1 + ‖f (q

B,G)‖2
C0 ( [B,1] ) + [�]

2
C�− ) ([qB,G ]D2�−

�
( [D,E ] ) + ‖f (q

B,G)‖C0 ( [B,1] ) )

. (1 + [�]2
C�− ) ([qB,G]D2�−

�
( [D,E ] ) + 1),

where we have used the boundedness of f. By replacing this in (4.3), we get

['qB,G ]
C2�−

2
( [D,E ] ) . (1 + [�]

3
R�− )

(
[qB,G ]

D2�−
�
( [D,E ] ) |D − E |

�− + 1
)
. (4.4)

Next, by using the regularity of f and (1.9) we have

[f (qB,G)]C�− ( [D,E ] ) . [qB,G ]C�− ( [B,C ] )

. (['qB,G ]
C2�−

2
( [D,E ] ) |D − E |

�− + ‖f (qB,G)‖C0 ( [B,1] ) [�]C�− )

. (['qB,G ]
C2�−

2
( [D,E ] ) |D − E |

�− + [�]C�− ).

Adding the above inequality to (4.4), gives

[qB,G ]
D2�−

�
( [D,E ] ) ≤ � (1 + [�]

3
R�− )

(
[qB,G ]

D2�−
�
( [D,E ] ) |D − E |

�− + 1
)
,

where � depends only on �− and ‖f‖C2. The result now follows from Lemma A.1. �

The next result follows immediately from Lemma 4.1 and (1.9).

Corollary 4.2. There exist constants � = � (�−, ‖f‖C2) and @ = @(�−) such that for all

(B, C) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ , G ∈ ℝ3, we have

|qB,GC − G | ≤ � (1 + [�]R�− )@ |C − B |�− . (4.5)

Proposition 4.3. Let (qB,GC )C∈[B,1] be given by (4.1), let X be a solution to the SDE (1.1). Then,

for any ? ≥ 1 there exists a constant � = � (�−, ?, �-
�,?

, �-
(,2?

, ‖f‖C2), such that for all

(B, C) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ we have

‖-C − qB,-B

C ‖!? (Ω) ≤ � |C − B |1+U� .
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Proof. Let us fix (B, C) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ and for E ∈ [B, C] let us introduce the notation

.E := -E − qB,-B
E , . ′E := f (-E) − f (qB,-B

E ), . ′′E := ∇ff (-E) − ∇ff (qB,-B
E ),

and

. = (.,. ′), . ′ = (. ′, . ′′).

Notice that

.B,C = �
-
B,C −

∫ C

B

. ′A 3�A ,

which gives

|.B,C − . ′B�B,C | = |�-
B,C | +

���
∫ C

B

. ′A 3�A − . ′B�B,C

���

. |�-
B,C | + [�]R�−

(
[. ′]

D2�−
�
( [B,C ] ) |C − B |

3�− + |. ′′B | |C − B |2�−
)
,

where we have used (1.18). Next, notice that . ′B = . ′′B = 0, which combined with the inequality

above gives

|.B,C | . |�-
B,C | + [�]R�− [. ′]D2�−

�
( [D,E ] ) |C − B |

3�− . (4.6)

By (1.12), we get

[. ′]
D2�−

�
( [B,C ] ) ≤ [f (-)]D2�−

�
( [B,C ] ) + [f (q

B,-B )]
D2�−

�
( [B,C ] )

+ .
(
1 + [�]2

C�−

) (
1 + [-]

D2�−
�
( [B,C ] ) + [q

B,-B ]
D2�−

�
( [B,C ] )

)

where we have used the fact that the Gubinelli derivatives of - and qB,G are bounded by ‖f‖C0 .

Replacing the above in (4.6), gives

|.B,C | . |�-
B,C | +

(
1 + [�]3

R�−

) (
1 + [-]

D2�−
�
( [B,C ] ) + [q

B,-B ]
D2�−

�
( [B,C ] )

)
|C − B |3�− .

By Hölder’s inequality we obtain

‖.B,C ‖!? (Ω) . ‖�-
B,C ‖!? (Ω) +

(
‖[-]

D2�−
�
( [B,C ] ) ‖!2? (Ω) + ‖[qB,-B ]

D2�−
�
( [B,C ] ) ‖!2? (Ω) + 1

)
|C − B |3�− .

By (1.25), (1.24), and Lemma 4.1, we get

‖.B,C ‖!? (Ω) . |C − B |1+U� + |C − B |3�− .

The claim now follows by the observations that .B,C = -C − qB,-B

C and 3�− > 1 > 1 + U�. �

Next, we want to derive estimates for the jacobian matrix of the flow, that is, for �
B,G
C :=

∇GqB,GC . It is known that with probability one, for all B ∈ [0, 1], G ∈ ℝ3, we have that �B,G :=

(�B,G ,∇f (qB,G)�B,G ), (�B,G )−1 := ((�B,G)−1,−∇f (qB,G) (�B,G )−1) ∈ D2�−
�
([B, 1]), and satisfy

the following equations (see, e.g., [FH20, Theorem 8.15, p. 148])

�
B,G
C = I3 +

∫ C

B

∇f (qB,GA )�B,GA 3�A , C ∈ [B, 1],
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(�B,GC )−1
= I3 −

∫ C

B

∇f (qB,GA ) (�B,GA )−1 3�A , C ∈ [B, 1],

where I3 is the identity matrix. It follows from the above (or simply by using the chain rule and

the flow property q
B,G
C = q

0,
←−
q

0,G
B

C ) that

�
B,G
C = �

0,H
C (�

0,H
B )−1 |

H=
←−
q

0,G
B
. (4.7)

To obtain estimates simultaneously for both �B,G and (�B,G )−1, let � be a finite dimensional

normed linear space, � ∈ C2(ℝ3;L(�;L(ℝ30 ; �)) and B ∈ [0, C], G ∈ ℝ3, " = (", " ′) ∈
D2�−

�
([B, 1];L(ℝ30 ; �)) and consider the equation

+C = +0 +
∫ C

B

(� (qB,GA )+A + "A ) 3�A , C ∈ [B, 1]. (4.8)

Let us set 1/d = �−. We will first obtain estimates in d-variation norms by using some results

by [CLL13] and those estimates will be upgraded to Hölder estimates at a second step. For this,

let us recall some facts and some let us introduce some notation related to d-variation norms. For

- = (-, - ′) ∈ D2�−
�

, recall that one has the estimate

��
∫ C

B

-A 3�A − -B�B,C − - ′BBB,C

�� ≤ �
(
['-]

V
d/2

2
( [B,C ] ) [�]Vd ( [B,C ] ) + [- ′]Vd ( [B,C ] ) [B]Vd/2

2
( [B,C ] )

)
.

which implies

��
∫ C

B

-A 3�A − -B�B,C

�� ≤ �
(
['-]

V
d/2

2
( [B,C ] ) [�]Vd ( [B,C ] ) + ([- ′]Vd ( [B,C ] ) + |- ′B |) [B]Vd/2

2
( [B,C ] )

)
,

(4.9)

for a constant � = � (�−). Further, let us set

[�]Vd ( [B,C ] ) :=
(
[�]d

Vd ( [B,C ] ) + [B]
d/2
V

d/2
2
( [B,C ] )

)1/d
, (4.10)

and for - = (-, - ′) ∈ D2�−
�

, let us set

[-]
V
d/2
�
( [B,C ] ) := ['-]

V
d/2

2
( [B,C ] ) + [-

′]Vd ( [B,C ] )

‖- ‖
V
d/2
�
( [B,C ] ) := [-]

V
d/2
�
( [B,C ] ) + ‖- ‖C0 ( [B,C ] ) + ‖- ′‖C0 ( [B,C ] )

The following lemma is quite standard and its proof is straightforward.

Lemma 4.4. Set d = 1/�−. There exists a constant � = � (�−) such that for all (B, C) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ ,

- = (-, - ′) ∈ D2�−
�
([B, C]), and � ∈ C2, we have

[-]Vd ( [B,C ] ) ≤ � (['-]
V

d/2
2
( [B,C ] ) + ‖-

′‖C0 ( [B,C ] ) [�]Vd ( [B,C ] ) ), (4.11)

['� (-) ]
V

d/2
2
( [B,C ] ) ≤ � ‖� ‖C2

(
['-]

V
d/2

2
( [B,C ] ) + ‖-

′‖C0 ( [B,C ] ) ['-]
V

d/2
2
( [B,C ] ) [�]Vd ( [B,C ] )

+ ‖- ′‖2
C0 ( [B,C ] ) [�]

2
Vd ( [B,C ] )

)
. (4.12)

Next, we prove a variant of Lemma 4.1.
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Lemma 4.5. Set d = 1/�−. There exists a constant X = X(�−, ‖f | |C2) ∈ (0, 1) such that the

following holds: for all G ∈ ℝ3, (B, D, E) ∈ [0, 1]3≤ , if [�]Vd ( [D,E ] ) ≤ X, then ['qB,G
· ]

V
d/2

2
( [D,E ] ) ≤

1.

Proof. To ease the notation, let set

.A := qB,-B
A , . ′A := f (qB,-B

A ), . ′′A := ∇ff (qB,-B
A ), . = (.,. ′), . ′ = (. ′, . ′′).

With the same arguments as in Lemma 4.1, this time using (4.9), we get

['. ]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] )

. ['. ′]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] ) [�]Vd ( [D,E ] ) + ([. ′]Vd ( [D,E ] ) + ‖. ′‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) ) [B]Vd/2

2
( [D,E ] ) .(4.13)

Moreover, by (4.12) we have

['. ′]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] ) . ['

. ]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] ) + ['

. ]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] ) [�]Vd ( [D,E ] ) + [�]2Vd ( [D,E ] ) . (4.14)

Using the regularity and the boundedness of f and its derivatives, we see that

[. ′]Vd ( [D,E ] ) . [. ]Vd ( [D,E ] ) . ['. ]Vd/2
2
( [D,E ] ) + [�]Vd ( [D,E ] ) .

Plugging the above and (4.14) in (4.13), and keeping in mind that ‖. ′‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) ≤ ‖f‖C0 , we get

['. ]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] )

≤ �
(
['. ]

V
d/2

2
( [D,E ] ) + ['

. ]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] ) [�]Vd ( [D,E ] ) + [�]2Vd ( [D,E ] )

)
[�]Vd ( [D,E ] )

+ �
(
1 + ['. ]

V
d/2

2
( [D,E ] ) + [�]Vd ( [D,E ] )

)
[B]

V
d/2

2
( [D,E ] ) ,

where � is a constant depending only on �− and ‖f‖C2 and can be assumed to be greater than 1.

If [�]Vd ( [D,E ] ) ≤ X := (10�)−1, then we can rearrange the above to get that ['. ]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] ) ≤ 1.

This finishes the proof. �

Proposition 4.6. Let � ∈ C2 and set d = 1/�−. There exists a random variable Θ such that for

all G ∈ ℝ3 , B ∈ [0, 1] and " = (", " ′) ∈ D2�−
�
([B, 1]), if + is a solution of (4.8), then

‖+ ‖C0 ( [B,1] ) ≤ Θ( |+B | + ‖" ‖Vd/2
�
( [B,1] ) ). (4.15)

Moreover, for any ? ≥ 1, there exists a constant � = � (?, ‖� ‖C2 , ‖f‖C2, �−), such that

‖Θ‖!? (Ω) ≤ �.

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

Lemma 4.7. Let � ∈ C2 and set d = 1/�−. There exists a constant � = � (‖� ‖C2, ‖f‖C2, �−)
such that for all G ∈ ℝ3, B ∈ [0, 1] and " = (", " ′) ∈ D2�−

�
([B, 1]), if + is a solution of (4.8),

then for all (D, E) ∈ [B, 1]≤ we have

['� (qB,G )+ ]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] ) ≤�

(
['+]

V
d/2

2
( [D,E ] ) + ‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) ['� (qB,G ) ]

V
d/2

2
( [D,E ] )

)

+ � [�]Vd ( [D,E ] )
(
['+ ]

V
d/2

2
( [D,E ] ) + (‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] )
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+ ‖" ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) ) [�]Vd ( [D,E ] )
)
,

[(� (qB,G)+)′]Vd ( [D,E ] ) ≤�
(
['+ ]

V
d/2

2
( [D,E ] ) + (‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) + ‖" ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) )

× (['qB,G ]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] ) + [�]Vd ( [D,E ] ) )

)
,

‖(� (qB,G)+)′‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) ≤� (‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) + ‖" ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) ).

Proof. We start with the first inequality. Similarly to (1.15), we have

['� (qB,G )+ ]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] ) . ‖� (q

B,G)‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) ['+]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] )

+ ‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) ['� (qB,G ) ]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] )

+ ‖∇� (qB,G)f (qB,G)‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) [�]Vd
D,E
[+]Vd ( [D,E ] )

. ['+]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] ) + ‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) ['� (qB,G ) ]

V
d/2

2
( [D,E ] )

+ [�]Vd
D,E
[+]Vd ( [D,E ] ) (4.16)

By (4.11)we have

[+]Vd ( [D,E ] ) . ['+]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] ) + ‖� (q

B,G)+ + " ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) [�]Vd ( [D,E ] )

. ['+]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] ) + (‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) + ‖" ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) ) [�]Vd ( [D,E ] ) .

Hence, combining this with (4.16) gives the first desired inequality. For the second inequality, we

have that
(
� (qB,G)+

) ′
D
I = (∇� (qB,GD )f (qB,GD )I)+D + � (qB,GD )

(
(� (qB,GD )+D + "D)

)
I, (4.17)

for I ∈ ℝ30 , from which, by using the boundedness of � and f and their derivatives, we get

[(� (qB,G)+)′]Vd ( [D,E ] ) . [+]Vd ( [D,E ] ) + (‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) + ‖" ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) ) [qB,G ]Vd ( [D,E ] ) .

The above inequality, combined with (4.11) gives

[(� (qB,G)+)′]Vd ( [D,E ] )

. ['+]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] ) + (‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) + ‖" ‖C0

D,E
) (['qB,G ]

V
d/2

2
( [D,E ] ) + [�]Vd ( [D,E ] ) ).

Lastly, the third inequality follows trivially from (4.17). �

Similarly, one can get the corresponding estimates in the Hölder scale.

Lemma 4.8. Let � ∈ C2. There exists a constant � = � (‖� ‖C2, ‖f‖C2 , �−) such that for all

G ∈ ℝ3, B ∈ [0, 1] and " = (", " ′) ∈ D2�−
�
([B, 1]), if + is a solution of (4.8), then for all

(D, E) ∈ [B, 1]≤ we have

['� (qB,G )+ ]
C

2�−
2
( [D,E ] ) ≤ �

(
['+ ]

C
2�−
2
( [D,E ] ) + ‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) ['� (qB,G ) ]

C
2�−
2
( [D,E ] )

)

+ � [�]C�− ( [D,E ] )

(
['+]

C2�−
2
( [D,E ] ) + (‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] )

+ ‖" ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) ) [�]C�− ( [D,E ] )

)
,

[(� (qB,G)+)′]C�− ( [D,E ] ) ≤ �
(
['+ ]

C2�−
2
( [D,E ] ) + (‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) + ‖" ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) )

(['qB,G ]
C2�−

2
( [D,E ] ) + [�]C�− ( [D,E ] ) )

)
,

‖(� (qB,G)+)′‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) ≤ � (‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) + ‖" ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) ).
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Remark 4.9. From the above lemma, (1.13), and the fact that the Gubinelli derivative of qB,G is

bounded by ‖f‖C0, we get that

[� (qB,G)+]
D2�−

�
( [D,E ] )

≤ � (1 + [�]C�− ( [D,E ] ) ) ['+]
C2�−

2
( [D,E ] )

+ � (‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) + ‖" ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) ) (1 + ['qB,G ]
C2�−

2
( [D,E ] ) + [�]C�− ( [D,E ] ) )2, (4.18)

where � is as in Lemma 4.8.

Proof of Proposition 4.6. By using the equation and (4.9) we have that any (D, E) ∈ [B, 1]2≤

['+ ]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] ) ≤ �

(
['� (qB,G )++" ]

V
d/2

2
( [D,E ] ) [�]Vd ( [D,E ] )

)

+ �
(
[(� (qB,G)+ + ")′]Vd ( [D,E ] ) + |(� (qB,G)+ + ")′D |

)
[B]

V
d/2

2
( [D,E ] )

≤ �
(
['� (qB,G )+ ]

V
d/2

2
( [D,E ] ) [�]Vd ( [D,E ] )

)

+ �
(
[(� (qB,G)+)′]Vd ( [D,E ] ) + ‖(� (qB,G)+)′‖C0 ( [D,E ] )

)
[B]

V
d/2

2
( [D,E ] )

+ � ['"]
V

d
2

2
( [D,E ] )

[�]Vd ( [D,E ] ) + ‖"‖Vd/2
�
( [D,E ] ) [B]Vd/2

2
( [D,E ] ) .

Next, let us assume that D, E are close enough so that [�]Vd ( [D,E ] ) ≤ X ∧ X̃ =: b ∈ (0, 1), where

X̃ ∈ (0, 1) will be determined later and X is provided by Lemma 4.5. Then, the above simplifies to

['+ ]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] ) ≤ X̃�

(
['� (qB,G )+ ]

V
d/2

2
( [D,E ] ) + [(� (q

B,G)+)′]Vd ( [D,E ] ) + ‖(� (qB,G)+)′‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) )
+ � ‖"‖

V
d/2
�
( [D,E ] ) .

Next, by Lemma 4.7 combined with the fact that [�]Vd
B,C
≤ X ∧ X̃ and Lemma 4.5, we get

['+ ]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] ) ≤ X̃�

(
['+ ]

V
d/2

2
( [D,E ] ) + ‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) (1 + ['� (qB,G ) ]

V
d/2

2
( [D,E ] ) )

+ � ‖"‖
V
d/2
�
( [B,1] ) .

(4.19)

Moreover, again the fact that [�]Vd ( [B,C ] ) ≤ X ∧ X̃ combined with (4.12) and Lemma 4.5 implies

that we can drop the term ['� (qB,G ) ]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] ) in (4.19), to arrive at

['+]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] ) ≤ X̃�

(
['+ ]

V
d/2

2
( [D,E ] ) + ‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] )

)
+ � ‖"‖

V
d/2
�
( [B,1] ) .

Provided that X̃ is sufficiently small, this gives

['+ ]
V

d/2
2
( [D,E ] ) ≤ X̃� ‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) + � ‖"‖Vd/2

�
( [B,1] ) .

In addition, by using (4.11) and the above inequality, we see that

‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) ≤ |+D | + [+]Vd ( [D,E ] )

≤ |+D | + �
(
['+ ]

V
d/2

2
( [D,E ] ) + (‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) + ‖" ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) ) [�]Vd ( [D,E ] )

)
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≤ |+D | + �
(
X̃� ‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) + � ‖"‖Vd/2

�
( [B,1] ) + X̃(‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) + ‖" ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) )

)
,

which, provided again that X̃ is sufficiently small, gives

‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) ≤ 2|+D | + � ‖"‖Vd/2
�
( [B,1] ) . (4.20)

We can now define inductively g0 = 0, g8+1 := inf{C ≥ g8 : [�]Vd

[g8 ,C ]
≥ X ∧ X̃} and set # = sup{8 :

g8 ≥ 1} (# = # (l) is an almost surely finite random variable, see, [CLL13, Lemma 4.9]). Further,

let us set D0 = B and D8 = g:+8 , for 8 ≥ 1, where : = inf{8 : g8 > B}. Then, by applying (4.20) with

D = D8 and E = D8+1 and iterating, it follows that

‖+ ‖C0 ( [B,1] ) ≤ �2# ( |+B | + ‖" ‖Vd/2
�
( [B,1] ) ).

This shows (4.15) with Θ = �2# . Finally, from [CLL13, Theorem 6.3] (by choosing @ =

(1/? + 1/2)−1 in that theorem, see also Corollary 5.5 therein), it follows that there exist positive

constants �1, 22 such that ℙ(# > =) ≤ �1 exp(−22=
1+2/?), which in particular implies that Θ has

finite moments of any order. This finishes the proof. �

Next, we show that the supremum estimates for + can be upgraded to estimates in the Hölder

scale.

Proposition 4.10. Let � ∈ C2. There exists a constants � = � (‖� ‖C2, ‖f‖C2, �−) and @ =

@(�−) such that for all G ∈ ℝ3 , B ∈ [0, 1] and " = (", " ′) ∈ D2�−
�
([B, 1]), if + is a solution of

(4.8), then

‖+ ‖
D

2�−
�
( [B,1] ) ≤ � (1 + [�]R�− )@ (‖+ ‖C0 ( [B,1] ) + ‖"‖D2�−

�
( [B,1] ) ).

Proof. As usual, by using (1.18) we get

['+]
C2�−

2
( [D,E ] )

.[�]R�−
(
[� (qB,GA )+ + "]D2�−

�
( [D,E ] ) |D − E |

�− + ‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) + ‖" ‖C0 ( [D,E ] )
)

.[�]R�−
(
[� (qB,GA )+]D2�−

�
( [D,E ] ) |D − E |

�− + ‖" ‖
D2�−

�
( [D,E ] ) + ‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] )

)
.

Further, by using (4.18) we have

['+ ]
C2�−

2
( [D,E ] ) .(1 + [�]R�− )2['+ ]

C2�−
2
( [D,E ] ) |D − E |

�− +  0,

where

 0 = (‖+ ‖C0 ( [B,1] ) + ‖"‖D2�−
�
( [B,1] ) ) (1 + ['

qB,G ]
C2�−

2
( [B,1] ) + [�]C�− ( [B,1] ) )3.

Further, by Lemma 4.1 we see that

 0 .  := (‖+ ‖C0 ( [B,1] ) + ‖"‖D2�−
�
( [B,1] ) ) (1 + [�]R�− ) (12+9/�− ) ,

hence we conclude that

['+ ]
C2�−

2
( [D,E ] ) .(1 + [�]R�− )2['+ ]

C2�−
2
( [D,E ] ) |D − E |

�− +  . (4.21)
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In addition, we see that

[+ ′]C�− ( [D,E ] ) = [� (qB,G)+ + "]C�− ( [D,E ] )
≤ ‖� ‖C0 [+]C�− ( [D,E ] ) + ‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) ‖� ‖C1 [qB,G ]C�− ( [D,E ] ) + ["]C�− ( [D,E ] )
. [+]C�− ( [D,E ] ) + ‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) [qB,G ]C�− ( [D,E ] ) + ["]C�− ( [D,E ] )

. ['+ ]
C2�−

2
( [D,E ] ) |D − E |

�− + ‖� (qB,G)+ + " ‖C0 ( [D,E ] )

+ ‖+ ‖C0 ( [D,E ] ) (['qB,G ]
C2�−

2
( [B,1] ) + [�]C�− )

+ ['"]
C2�−

2
( [B,1] ) + ‖"

′‖C0 ( [B,1] ) [�]C�−

. ['+ ]
C2�−

2
( [D,E ] ) |D − E |

�− +  ,

where for the third inequality we have used (1.9). From this and (4.21), we get that

[+ ]
D2�−

�
( [D,E ] ) ≤ � (1 + [�]R�− )2[+ ]D2�−

�
( [D,E ] ) |D − E |

�− + � ,

for some constant depending only on ‖� ‖C2, ‖f‖C2 , and �−. By A.1 we get some other constant

� (with the same dependence) that

[+ ]
D2�−

�
( [B,1] ) ≤ � (1 + [�]R�− )1+(2/�− ) . (4.22)

In addition, we clearly have that ‖+ ‖C0 ( [B,1] ) and ‖� (qB,G)+ +" ‖C0 ( [B,1] ) can be bounded by the

right hand side of (4.22). Consequently, the claim follows. �

The following is a direct consequence of Proposition 4.6, Proposition 4.10, and the fact that

[·]Vd ≤ [·]C�− and [·]
V

d/2
2

≤ [·]
C2�−

2

.

Corollary 4.11. Let � ∈ C2. There exists a random variable Θ such that for all G ∈ ℝ3, B ∈ [0, 1]
and " = (", " ′) ∈ D2�−

�
([B, 1]), if + is a solution of (4.8), then

‖+ ‖
D2�−

�
( [B,1] ) ≤ Θ( |+B | + ‖" ‖D2�−

�
( [B,1] ) ).

Moreover, for any ? ≥ 1, there exists a constant � = � (?, ‖� ‖C2 , ‖f‖C2, �−), such that

‖Θ‖!? (Ω) ≤ �.

Lemma 4.12. Let � ∈ C2. There exists a random variable Ψ such that for all B ∈ [0, 1], G ∈ ℝ3,

we have

‖� (qB,G)‖
D2�−

�
( [B,1] ) + ‖�

B,G ‖
D2�−

�
( [B,1] ) + ‖(�

B,G)−1‖
D2�−

�
( [B,1] )

+ ‖∇�B,G ‖
D2�−

�
( [B,1] ) + ‖∇(�

B,G)−1‖
D2�−

�
( [B,1] ) ≤ Ψ.

Moreover, for any ? ≥ 1, there exists a constant � = � (�−, ?, ‖f‖C4, ‖� ‖C2) such that

‖Ψ‖!? (Ω) ≤ �.

Proof. By (1.12) and by the boundedness of f, there exists # = # (‖� ‖C2, ‖f‖C0) such that for

all B ∈ [0, 1], G ∈ ℝ3, we have

[� (qB,G)]
D2�−

�
( [B,1] ) ≤ # (1 + [�]

2
C�− ) ([qB,G]D2�−

�
( [B,1] ) + 1).
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Moreover, it is straight forward that ‖� (qB,G )‖C0 ≤ ‖� ‖C0 and ‖∇� (qB,G)f (qB,G)‖C0 ≤ ‖� ‖C1 ‖f‖C0,

which combined with the above and Lemma 4.1 gives

‖� (qB,G)‖
D2�−

�
( [B,1] ) ≤ # (1 + [�]

2
C�− ) ([qB,G ]D2�−

�
( [B,1] ) + 1)

≤ # (1 + [�]R�− )6+(3/�− ) =: Ψ0, (4.23)

for some # = # (�−, ‖� ‖C2, ‖f‖C2). Next, notice that �B,G satisfies (4.8) with � = ∇f and

" = 0 and recall that �
B,G
B = I3. By Corollary 4.11, there exists a random variable Ψ1 whose

!?-norm depends only on ?, ‖f‖C3 , and �−, such that for all B ∈ [0, 1], G ∈ ℝ3 we have

‖�B,G ‖
D2�−

�
( [B,1] ) ≤ Ψ1. (4.24)

Next, recall that ∇�B,G satisfies (4.8) with � = ∇f and " = ∇2f (qB,G)�B,G ([FH20, Theorem

8.15, p. 148]) and notice that ∇�B,GB = 0. Hence, by Corollary 4.11 again, there exists a random

variable Ψ̃2 whose !?-norm depends only on ?, ‖f‖C3 , and�−, such that for all B ∈ [0, 1], G ∈ ℝ3

we have

‖∇�B,G ‖
D2�−

�
( [B,1] ) ≤ Ψ̃2‖∇2f (qB,G)�B,G ‖

D2�−
�
( [B,1] ) .

Further, by using (1.16), the result obtained in (4.23) with � = ∇2f, and (4.24), for some random

variable Ψ̄0 whose !?-norm depends only on ?, ‖f‖C4, and �−, we get that

‖∇�B,G ‖
D2�−

�
( [B,1] ) ≤ Ψ̃2‖∇2f (qB,G)�B,G ‖

D2�−
�
( [B,1] )

≤ Ψ̃2 (1 + [�]R�− )2‖∇2f (qB,G)‖
D2�−

�
( [B,1] ) ‖�

B,G ‖
D2�−

�
( [B,1] )

≤ Ψ̃2 (1 + [�]R�− )2‖∇2f (qB,G)‖
D2�−

�
( [B,1] ) ‖�

B,G ‖
D2�−

�
( [B,1] )

≤ Ψ̃2 (1 + [�]R�− )2Ψ̄0Ψ1 =: Ψ2.

Finally, in exactly the same manner one shows the existence of random variables Ψ3,Ψ4 whose

whose !?-norm depends only on ?, ‖f‖C4 , and �−, and for all B ∈ [0, 1], G ∈ ℝ3 we have

‖(�B,G)−1‖
D2�−

�
( [B,1] ) ≤ Ψ3 and ‖∇(�B,G)−1‖

D2�−
�
( [B,1] ) ≤ Ψ4. Consequently, setting Ψ =

∑4
8=0 Ψ8 finishes the proof. �

Lemma 4.13. For all (B, C) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ and G ∈ ℝ3, we have that qB,GC ∈ D∞. In addition, for any

= ≥ 1, there exists a random variable Λ= such that for all (B, C) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ , G ∈ ℝ3 , with probability

one, we have

‖�=q
B,G
C ‖ℝ3⊗H⊗= ≤ Λ= |C − B |�− ,

Moreover, for any ? ≥ 1, there exists a constant� = � (=, ?, ‖f‖C=+4, �−), such that ‖Λ=‖!? (Ω) ≤
�. Finally, one has the identity

�Aq
B,G
C = �

A ,G
C f (qB,GA )1A ∈[B,C ] . (4.25)

Proof. The fact that q
B,G
C ∈ D∞ would follow from [Ina14, Theorem 1.2] and (4.25) would follow

from [GOT20, Proposition 2.26] if B would be zero. To see the general case, one can shift the

whole problem as follows. One can easily see that the process q̃
D,G
C = q

B+D,G
B+C , C ≥ D ≥ 0, is the flow

of the rough equation with coefficient f starting at time zero, driven by the geometric rough path
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�̃, given by the natural lift of the process �̃C := �B+C − �B, C ≥ 0. For brevity we denote q̃C = q̃
0,G
C .

Then, by [Ina14, Theorem 1.2] one has that for any ; ∈ ℕ and ? ≥ 1, ‖�̃; q̃C ‖!? (Ω;H̃⊗; ) < ∞,

where H̃ is the analogue of the space H for the process �̃. It is not hard to see that the map

ΘB : H̃→ Hgiven by

(ΘB ℎ̃) (A) =
{
ℎ̃(A − B) if A ≥ B
0 if A < B

is an isometry. Indeed, denote by &̂ (D, E) = E(�D+B�E+B) and note that &̂ (3D, 3E) = &̃ (3D, 3E).
Therefore if ℎ̃ is a step function with support in [0, ) ] for some ) > 0 then by a simple change of

variables we have

‖ΘB ℎ̃‖2H =

∫ B+)

B

∫ B+)

B

ℎ̃(D − B) ℎ̃(E − B)& (3D, 3E)

=

∫ )

0

∫ )

0

ℎ̃(D) ℎ̃(E)&̂(3D, 3E) =
∫ )

0

∫ )

0

ℎ̃(D) ℎ̃(E)&̃(3D, 3E) = ‖ ℎ̃‖2
H̃
.

It is then clear that if a random variable - is measurable with respect to the f-algebra generated by

the increments of �̃ it is also measurable with respect to the f-algebra generated by the increments

of � and for any ; ∈ ℕ we have that �;- = Θ⊗;B �̃
;- , whenever the right hand side is meaningful.

Hence, indeed we have q
B,G
C ∈ D∞. Similarly, from �q

B,G
C = ΘB�̃q

B,G
C we immediately get the

A < B case of (4.25), the A > C case is trivial, while for A ∈ [C, B] we invoke [GOT20, Proposition

2.26] for the process �̃ to get

�Aq
B,G
C = �̃A−B q̃

0,G
C−B = �̃

A−B,G
C−B f (q̃0,G

A−B)1A−B≤C−B = �A ,GC f (qB,GA )1A ∈[B,C ] ,

where �̃ is the Jacobian of the flow q̃.

Next, the desired estimate can be shown again by following the arguments of [Ina14]: Let us

consider an independent copy of �, denoted by �̂, and (with a slight abuse of notation) consider

, = (,,W), the natural lift of , = (�, �̂) to a geometric rough path (here , should not

be confused with the underlying Wiener process). Then, if - = (-, - ′) ∈ D2�−
�
([0, 1]) is

controlled by �, it can also be seen as a path controlled by , , namely, with a slight abuse of

notation, - = (-, (- ′, 0)) ∈ D2�−
,
([0, 1]), and similarly for . = (.,. ′) ∈ D2�−

�̂
([0, 1]). By this

consideration, if / ∈ D2�−
,
([0, 1]), - ∈ D2�−

�
([0, 1]), . ∈ D2�−

�̂
([0, 1]), then integrals of the

form
∫
5 (-,. , /) 3� or

∫
5 (-,. , /) 3�̂ can be defined as rough integrals against , . We then

set

Ξ
(1) ,B,G
C = �

0,G
C

∫ C

B

(�0,G
A )−1f (qB,GA ) 3�̂A ,

Ξ
(2) ,B,G
C = �

0,G
C

∫ C

B

(�0,G
A )−1∇2f (qB,GA ) (Ξ

(1) ,B,G
A ,Ξ

(1) ,B,G
A , ·)3�̂A

+ 2�0,G
C

∫ C

B

(�0,G
A )−1∇f (qB,GA ) (Ξ

(1) ,B,G
A , ·)3�̂A

and inductively, for = ≥ 3

Ξ
(=) ,B,G
C = �

0,G
C

∫ C

B

(�0,G
A )−1

=∑

;=2

∑

81+...+8;==
�81,...,8;∇;f (qB,GA ) (Ξ

(81 ) ,B,G
A , ...,Ξ

(8; ) ,B,G
A , ·)3�A
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+ �0,G
C

∫ C

B

(�0,G
A )−1

=−1∑

;=1

∑

81+...+8;==−1

∇;f (qB,GA ) (Ξ
(81 ) ,B,G
A , ...,Ξ

(8; ) ,B,G
A , ·) 3�̂A .

Then, it is shown in [Ina14] (Proposition 3.3, Lemma 4.8, and Section 4.3) that for any = ≥ 1,

there exists a constant �0 = �0(=), such that almost surely, we have

‖�=q
B,G
C ‖ℝ3⊗H⊗= ≤ �0

(
Ê|Ξ(=) ,B,GC |2

)1/2
, (4.26)

where Ê denotes the expectation with respect to �̂. We derive estimates for the right hand side.

We start for = = 1. By (1.16) and (1.19), we get

‖Ξ(1) ,B,G ‖
D2�−
,
( [B,1] ) . ‖�

0,G ‖
D2�−
,
( [B,1] )


∫ ·

B

(�0,G
A )−1f (qB,GA ) 3�̂A


D2�−
,
( [B,1] )

(1 + [,]R�− )2

. ‖�0,G ‖
D2�−
,
( [B,1] ) (‖ (�

0,G)−1f (qB,G)‖
D2�−

�
( [B,1] ) + 1) (1 + [,]R�− )3.

Therefore, by (1.16) and Lemma 4.12 we get

‖Ξ(1) ,B,G ‖
D2�−
,
( [B,1] ) ≤ %1(Ψ0, [,]R�− ), (4.27)

for some polynomial %1, where Ψ0 is the random variable from the conclusion of Lemma 4.12

corresponding to the choice � = f. By this bound, a repetition of the above argument gives

‖Ξ(2) ,B,G ‖
D2�−
,
( [B,1] ) ≤ %2(Ψ0,Ψ1,Ψ2, [,]R�− ),

for some polynomial %2, whereΨ1,Ψ2 are the random variable from the conclusion of Lemma 4.12

corresponding to the choices � = ∇f and � = ∇2f, respectively. By induction, one gets

‖Ξ(=) ,B,G ‖
D2�−
,
( [B,1] ) ≤ %= (Ψ0,Ψ1,Ψ2, ...,Ψ=, [,]R�− ), (4.28)

for some polynomial %=, where Ψ; is the random variable from the conclusion of Lemma 4.12

corresponding to the choice � = ∇;f, ; = 0, ..., =. Then, by (1.9) it follows that

[Ξ(=) ,B,G ]C�− ( [B,1] ) ≤ ‖Ξ(=) ,B,G ‖D2�−
,
( [B,1] ) (1 + [,]R�− )

≤ %= (Ψ1,Ψ2, ...,Ψ=, [,]R�− ) (1 + [,]R�− ) =: Λ=.

The claim follows from the above inequality combined with (4.26) and the fact thatΞ
(=) ,B,G
B = 0. �

Lemma 4.14. For all (B, C) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ , G ∈ ℝ3, we have that �B,GC ∈ D<,? for all < ∈ ℕ and ? ≥ 1.

In addition, for any = ∈ ℕ, there exists a random variable Θ= such that for all (B, C) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ ,

G ∈ ℝ3, with probability one, we have

‖�=�
B,G
C ‖ℝ3×3⊗H⊗= ≤ Θ=.

Moreover, for any ? ≥ 1, there exists a constant � = � (3, =, ?, ‖f‖C=+5 , �−) such that

‖Θ=‖!? (Ω) ≤ �.

Proof. Let us fix < ∈ ℕ and ? ≥ 1. It follows again by [Ina14] (Proposition 3.3, Lemma 4.8,

and Section 4.3) that for = ∈ ℕ there exists a constant �0(=) such that for all G, H ∈ ℝ3, with

probability one, we have

‖�=q
B,G
C − �=q

B,H
C ‖ℝ3⊗H⊗= ≤ �0

(
Ê|Ξ(=) ,B,GC − Ξ(=) ,B,HC |2

)1/2
, (4.29)
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where Ξ(=) are as in the proof of Lemma 4.13. Next, we claim that there exists a polynomial %=

such that for all (B, C) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ , G, H ∈ ℝ3, with probability one, we have

|Ξ(=) ,B,GC − Ξ(=) ,B,HC | ≤ |G − H |%=(Ψ0,Ψ1,Ψ2, ...,Ψ=+1, [,]R�− ), (4.30)

where Ψ; , ; ∈ {0, 1, ..., = + 1}, are the random variables from the conclusion of Lemma 4.12

corresponding to the choice � = ∇;f. Indeed, for = = 1, similarly to the derivation of (4.27), we

have

‖Ξ(1) ,B,G − Ξ(1) ,B,H ‖
D2�−
,
( [B,1] )

=

�0,G

∫ ·

B

(�0,G
A )−1f (qB,GA ) 3�̂A − �0,H

∫ ·

B

(�0,H
A )−1f (qB,HA ) 3�̂A


D2�−
,
( [B,1] )

. (1 + [,]R�− )2
(
‖�0,G − �0,H ‖

D2�−
,
( [B,1] )


∫ ·

B

(�0,H
A )−1f (qB,HA ) 3�̂A


D2�−
,
( [B,1] )

+ ‖�0,G ‖
D2�−
,
( [B,1] )


∫ ·

B

(
(�0,G

A )−1f (qB,GA ) − (�
0,H
A )−1f (qB,HA )

)
3�̂A


D2�−
,
( [B,1] )

)
. (4.31)

Then, by the fundamental theorem of calculus, it follows that

‖�0,G − �0,H ‖
D2�−
,
( [B,1] ) ≤ |G − H |

∫ 1

0

‖∇�0,\G+(1−\H) ‖
D2�−
,
( [B,1] ) 3\ ≤ |G − H |Ψ0,

where for the last inequality we have used Lemma 4.12. By (1.19), (1.16), and Lemma 4.12, we

get


∫ ·

B

(�0,H
A )−1f (qB,HA ) 3�̂A


D2�−
,
( [B,1] )

≤ �1(Ψ0, [,]R�− ),

for some polynomial �1. Again by (1.19), the fundamental theorem of calculus, (1.16), and

Lemma 4.12, one obtains


∫ ·

B

(
(�0,G

A )−1f (qB,GA ) − (�
0,H
A )−1f (qB,HA )

)
3�̂A


D2�−
,
( [B,1] )

≤ |G − H |�2(Ψ0,Ψ1, [,]R�− ),

for some polynomial �2. Hence, by plugging the three estimates above back into (4.31) and using

again Lemma 4.12, we get

‖Ξ(1) ,B,G − Ξ(1) ,B,H ‖
D2�−
,
( [B,1] ) ≤ |G − H |%1(Ψ0,Ψ1, [,]R�− ),

for some polynomial %1. We can now go back to the definition of Ξ(2) ,B,G , and by the above bound

combined with (4.27), a repetition of the above argument one gets

‖Ξ(2) ,B,G − Ξ(2) ,B,H ‖
D

2�−
,
( [B,1] ) ≤ |G − H |%2(Ψ0,Ψ1,Ψ2,Ψ3 [,]R�− ).

From here, with the help of Lemma 4.12 and estimates (4.28), by using induction one obtains

‖Ξ(=) ,B,G − Ξ(=) ,B,H ‖
D2�−
,
( [B,1] ) ≤ |G − H |%=(Ψ0,Ψ1,Ψ2, ...,Ψ=+1, [,]R�− ),
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which in particular implies (4.30). From this and (4.29), we get that for any < ∈ ℕ and ? ≥ 1,

there exists a constant there exists a constant �1 = �1(<, ?, ‖f‖C<+1, �−) such that for all

(B, C) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ , G, H ∈ ℝ3, we have

‖qB,GC − q
B,H
C ‖D<,? ≤ � |G − H |. (4.32)

By choosing H = G + ℓ−148 , with 48 being the standard unit vector in the 8th direction in ℝ3, we

see that the sequence kℓ := ℓ(qB,GC − q
B,G+ℓ−148
C ) is bounded in D<,? by �. Since D<,? is reflexive,

there is subsequence kℓ: which converges weakly to some k ∈ D<,? . On the other hand, by

definition we know that kℓ: → m8q
B,G
C almost surely, and by Lemma 4.12, also in !?. Hence, we

conclude that m8q
B,G
C = k ∈ D<,? . Moreover, there exists a sequence k̄: consisting of convex

combinations of k=: such that k̄: → m8q
B,G
C strongly in D<,?. In particular, for any = ∈ {1, ..., <}

we have �=k̄: → �=m8q
B,G
C in probability. By (4.29) and (4.30), it follows that with probability

one, for all : ∈ ℕ, (B, C) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ , G ∈ ℝ3, we have

‖�=k̄: ‖ℝ3⊗H⊗= ≤ �0

(
Ê|%=(Ψ0,Ψ1,Ψ2, ...,Ψ=+1, [,]R�− ) |2

)1/2
,

and upon passing to a further subsequence which converges almost surely and using Fatou’s lemma,

with probability one, we have

‖�=m8q
B,G
C ‖ℝ3⊗H⊗= ≤ �0

(
Ê|%= (Ψ0,Ψ1,Ψ2, ...,Ψ=+1, [,]R�− ) |2

)1/2
.

We can now define Θ= := 3�0

(
Ê|%=(Ψ0,Ψ1,Ψ2, ...,Ψ=+1, [,]R�− ) |2

)1/2
, and the claim follows.

�

Lemma 4.15. Let B ∈ [0, 1], : ∈ ℕand 5 ∈ C1 (ℝ:3). Then, for each G1, . . . , G: ∈ ℝ3 , C1, . . . , C: ∈
[B, 1], with probability one, we have

EB 5 (qB,G1
C1

, . . . , q
B,G:
C:
) = E�

B 5 (qB,G1
C1

, . . . , q
B,G:
C:
). (4.33)

Moreover, the random fields in (4.33) have continuous modifications in the variables G1, . . . , G:
and C1, . . . , C: .

Proof. Let V ∈ (0, 1) be sufficiently close to 1 so that V − 1 +� +�− > 2�−. Let us consider the

space C
V

�−1
([B, 1]) of all functions F : [B, 1] → ℝ30 such that

‖F‖
C
V

�−1
( [B,1] ) := |F (B) | + sup

(D,C ) ∈ (B,1]2≤

|FC − FD |
|D − B |�−1 |C − D |V < ∞. (4.34)

Also, let C
V+
�−1
([B, 1]) be the closure of C1 ([B, 1]) in C

V

�−1
([B, 1]). Then, let us consider the map

) : R�−
geo ([B, 1]) × C

V+
�−1
([B, 1]) → R�− ([B, 1]) defined as follows: for 6 = (6,g) ∈ R�−

geo ([B, 1])
and F ∈ C

V+
�−1
([B, 1]), set

) (6, F) =
(
6 + F, g +

∫
6 ⊗ 3F +

∫
F ⊗ 36 +

∫
F ⊗ 3F

)
,

where in the above, by virtue of Lemma A.3, the integrals
∫ C

B
6B,A ⊗ 3FA and

∫ C

B
FB,A ⊗ 3FA are

canonically defined as (singular) Young integrals and as functions of (B, C) belong to C2�−
2

, while

the “integral”
∫
F ⊗ 36 is defined as follows

∫ C

B

FB,A ⊗ 36A := FB,C ⊗ 6B,C −
( ∫ C

B

6B,A ⊗ 3FA

)∗
.
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Moreover, again by Lemma A.3, it is easy to see that ) is continuous.

Next, recall that we have the decomposition

�C =

∫ B

0

 (C, A) 3,A +
∫ C

B

 (C, A) 3,A =: �C + �̃C ,

where we dropped the B dependence on the right hand side for notational convenience. Then

clearly we have that the process �C is FB-measurable, while �̃C is independent of FB. Moreover,

the same properties hold for F�
B in place of FB, since the filtration generated by � coincides with

the filtration generated by, .

It is known that � ∈ C
V+
�−1
([B, 1]) with probability one (it follows, for example, by [Nua06,

(5.46) p. 295] and Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion). Moreover, since �C is FB-measurable for

each C ∈ [B, 1] and the Borel f-algebra on � ([B, 1]) coincides with the cylindrical one, it follows

that � is an FB-measurable � ([B, 1])-valued random variable. By the Lusin-Suslin theorem, since

the embedding C
V+
�−1
([B, 1]) ⊂ � ([B, 1]) is continuous, it follows that � is an FB-measurable

C
V+
�−1
([B, 1])-valued random variable.

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

B̃D,C = BD,C −
∫ C

D

�D,A ⊗ 3�A −
∫ C

D

�D,A ⊗ 3�̃A −
∫ C

D

�̃D,A ⊗ 3�A . (4.35)

Then, we have that �̃ ∈ R�−
geo ([B, 1]) with probability one (see, e.g., [MM23, Lemma 2.12]). We

claim that �̃ is a R�−
geo ([B, 1])-valued random variable that is independent of FB. To see this,

let us consider �̃= and �
=
, given by linear interpolation of values �̃=

C and �
=

C , respectively, for

C ∈ {B+ : (1− B)/= : : = 1, . . . , =}. Further, let us set �= = �
=+ �̃=. Then, for each (D, C) ∈ [B, 1]2,

we have
∫ C

D

�̃=
D,A ⊗ 3�̃=

A

=

∫ C

D

�=
D,A 3�

=
A −

∫ C

D

�
=

D,A ⊗ 3�
=

A −
∫ C

D

�
=

D,A ⊗ 3�̃=
A −

∫ C

D

�̃=
D,A ⊗ 3�

=

A .

The left hand side is clearly independent of FB. On the other hand, each term on the right hand side

converges in probability as =→∞ to the corresponding term at the right hand side of (4.35). This

shows that for (D, C) ∈ [B, 1]2, B̃D,C is independent of FB. Moreover, since the map (D, C) ↦→ B̃D,C is

continuous (can be shown by Chen’s relation combined with the fact that �̃ ∈ C�− , B̃ ∈ C2�−
2

), it

follows that the pair (�̃, B̃) is a � ([B, 1]) ×� ([B, 1]2) valued random variable, independent of FB.

Moreover, the identity map from R�−
geo ([B, 1]) to � ([B, 1]) × � ([B, 1]2) is continuous, and since

these are Polish spaces, it follows by the Lusin-Suslin theorem that �̃ is a R�−
geo ([B, 1])-valued

random variable, independent of FB.

Next notice that � = ) (�̃, �). Hence, we have that (qB,G1
C1

, . . . , q
B,G:
C:
) = I() (�̃, �)) with a

map I, where by the continuity of the Itô-Lyons map I is also continuous. Consequently, by

using [PR07, Proposition 2.2.2] we have

EB 5 (qB,G1
C1

, . . . , q
B,G:
C:
) = EB 5

(
I() (�̃, �))

)
= Φ(�),

where Φ(Z) := E 5
(
I() (�̃, Z))

)
for Z ∈ C

V+
�−1
([B, 1]). Notice that the filtration (F�)C∈[0,1] could

have been chosen as (FC)C∈[0,1] from the beginning, so that we also get

E�
B 5 (qB,G1

C1
, . . . , q

B,G:
C:
) = Φ(�),
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which shows (4.33). The existence of continuous modifications follows easily by Kolmogorov’s

continuity criterion. �

5 Emerging driving signal of the linearised equation

The goal of this section is to construct (a truncated version of) the object ! anticipated in the

introduction (1.2). Note that in (1.2) the distribution∇1 is integrated along the process \-+(1−\). ,

and a priori we do not know that such a convex combination of the nondegenerate processes (i.e.

its Malliavin matrix is invertible) - and . 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 f satisfying Assumption 1.5, let

d =

√
_

105‖f‖C1

. (5.1)

One then has the property that if G1, G2, G3, G4 ∈ ℝ3 are such that |G1−G2 |, |G1−G3 |, |G1−G4 | ≤ 24d,

then for any \1, . . . , \4 ∈ [0, 1] such that \1 + · · · + \4 = 1, one has

( 4∑

8=1

\8f (G8)
) ( 4∑

8=1

\8f (G8)
)∗

=

(
f (G1) −

4∑

8=2

\8
(
f (G1) − f (G8)

) ) (
f (G1) −

4∑

8=2

\8
(
f (G1) − f (G8)

))∗

� f (G1)f (G1)∗ − 2

4∑

8=2

(
f (G1) − f (G8)

) (
f (G1) − f (G8)

)∗ � 1

2
_I3 . (5.2)

The seemingly arbitrary factor 24 is simply the constant that comes up in the relevant part of the

proof. Furthermore, set Cut3 to be the set of smooth functions j : ℝ3 → ℝ that are identically

1 on the ball of radius 1/2 around the origin and identically 0 on the complement of the ball of

radius 2 around the origin. For j ∈ Cut3 and 0 > 0 we then denote j0 (G) = j(0−1G). To reduce

the many parameters to keep in mind, the reader may take U − 1 in place of W below as the main

example.

Theorem 5.1. Let Assumption 1.4 and Assumption 1.5 hold. Let j ∈ Cut3 , ? ∈ [1,∞), \ ∈ [0, 1],
and let - and . be two solutions to (1.1). For 5 ∈ C1 define the process

�C =

∫ C

0

jd (-A − .A ) 5
(
\-A + (1 − \).A

)
3A. (5.3)

Then for any W ∈ (−1/(2�), 0) there exists a constant � such that for all (B, C) ∈ [0, 1]2 one has

‖�C − �B ‖!? (Ω) ≤ � ‖ 5 ‖CW |C − B |1+W� (5.4)

and � = � (U, W, ?, 3, j, _, �, ‖f‖C5 , �-
�,?

, �-
(,2?

, �.
�,?

, �.
(,2?
).

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 j ∈ Cut3 , ? ∈ [1,∞), and let

- and . be two solutions to (1.1). Then the map 5 ↦→ J5 defined for 5 ∈ C2 (ℝ3;ℝ3) by

(J5 )C =
∫ 1

0

∫ C

0

jd (-A − .A )∇ 5
(
\-A + (1 − \).A

)
3A 3\

extends as a continuous linear map from CU+(ℝ3;ℝ3) to C1+(U−1)� ([0, 1]; !? (Ω;ℝ3×3)),
whose norm depends only on U, ?, 3, _, �, j, ‖f‖C5 , �-

�,?
, �-

(,2?
, �.

�,?
, �.

(,2?
.

Proof. Apply (5.4) with ∇ 5 in place of 5 and then integrate in \. �

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

Corollary 5.2 we define

! := J1.

which is a truncated version of the object anticipated in the introduction (1.2).

To prepare for the proof of Theorem 5.1 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 Xbelow (roughly corresponding to \-A + (1− \).A in (5.3)) is nondegenerate,

the possible degeneracy is handled by the cutoff function.

Lemma 5.3. Let B ∈ [0, 1], 0 > 0, 3, 31, : ∈ ℕ, j′ ∈ Cut31
, and ℎ ∈ C: (ℝ3). There exists

?∗ = ?∗(:) ∈ [1,∞) and :∗ = :∗ (:) ∈ ℕ such that the following hold. Let X, Y be ℝ3-valued

random variables, Z be an ℝ31 -valued random variable, all three belonging to D
:∗, ?∗
B , and Γ, `

be (0,∞)-valued random variables such that ` is FB-measurable and one has E�
B Γ
−?∗ ≤ `?∗

almost surely and on the event {|Z| ≤ 2:0} one has

MB :=
(
〈�H⊥B X

8, �H⊥B X
9〉H⊥B

)
8, 9=1,... ,3

� Γ id. (5.5)

Then there exists a constant # = # (:, 3, 31, 0, j
′) such that for any 81, . . . , 8: ∈ {1, . . . , 3} one

has almost surely
��E�

B (Yj′0 (Z)m81,...,8: ℎ(X))
��

≤ # ‖ℎ‖!∞`:/2‖Y‖D:∗,?∗
B

max(1, ‖Z‖
D

:∗,?∗
B
):∗ max(1, `‖�H⊥B X‖

2

D
:∗,?∗
B

):∗ . (5.6)

Proof. Denote, for any 8 = 1, . . . , 3 and 0̃ ∈ [0, 2:−10],

Ξ8,0̃ = j′0̃ (Z)
<∑

9=1

(M−1
B )8, 9�H⊥B X

9 ∈ H⊥B .

Notice that the presence of the cutoff j′
0̃
(Z) is essential, since we only assume control (or even,

the existence) of M−1 where this cutoff is nonzero. With this notation, we have j′0 (Z)m8ℎ(X) =
〈�H⊥B ℎ(X),Ξ8,0〉H⊥B as an immediate consequence of the chain rule. This implies

E�
B

(
Yj′0 (Z)m8ℎ(X)

)
= E�

B

(
ℎ(X)XH⊥B (Ξ8,0Y)

)

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

E�
B

(
Yj′0 (Z)m8ℎ(X)

)
= E�

B

(
j′20 (Z)ℎ(X)XH⊥B (Ξ8,0Y)

)
. (5.7)
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To this end, note the identities (∇j′
20
)j′0 = 0 and j′

20
j′0 = j′0 . Then by the chain rule we have

j′0 (Z)�ℎ(X) = j′20 (Z)j′0 (Z)�ℎ(X) + (∇j′20) (Z)j′0 (Z)ℎ(X)�Z

= j′0 (Z)�
(
j′20 (Z)ℎ(X)

)
.

After applying ΠH⊥B , the same holds with �H⊥B in place of �. Therefore,

E�
B

(
Yj′0 (Z)m8ℎ(X)

)
= E�

B

(
Y〈�H⊥B ℎ(X),Ξ8,0〉H⊥B

)
= E�

B

(
Y〈�H⊥B (j

′
20 (Z)ℎ(X)),Ξ8,0〉H⊥B

)
.

Integrating by parts by (3.1) again, we get (5.7) as claimed.

To treat m81 ,...,8: in place of m8, we iterate this procedure: define the random variables ,81 ,...,8ℓ ,

ℓ = 1, . . . , :, inductively by

,81 = XH⊥B (Ξ81 ,0Y), ,81,...,8ℓ = XH⊥B
(
Ξ8ℓ ,2ℓ−10,81 ,...,8ℓ−1

)
.

Then the above arguments yield

E�
B

(
Yj′0 (Z)m81,...,8: ℎ(X)

)
= E�

B

(
ℎ(X),81,...,8:

)
. (5.8)

From (5.8) it is clear that

��E�
B (Yj′0 (Z)m81,...,8: ℎ(-))

�� ≤ ‖ℎ‖!∞ ‖,81,...,8: ‖D0,1
B
. (5.9)

To bound the right-hand side, we apply Lemma 3.7 recursively. Let =1, . . . , =: be defined as

follows. We set =1 to be the = of Lemma 3.7 with the choice < = 0, ? = 1. Then for ℓ > 1 we set

=ℓ to be the = of Lemma 3.7 with the choice < = =ℓ−1, ? = 4ℓ−1. We then write, by alternately

applying Lemma 3.7 and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

‖,81,...,8: ‖D0,1
B
.

Ξ8: ,2:−10,81,...,8:−1


D
=1 ,2
B

≤ ‖Ξ8: ,2:−10 ‖D=1 ,4
B

,81,...,8:−1


D
=1 ,4
B

. ‖Ξ8: ,2:−10 ‖D=1 ,4
B

Ξ8:−1 ,2:−20,81 ,...,8:−2


D
=2 ,8
B

...

.

( :∏

ℓ=1

‖Ξ8ℓ ,2ℓ−10‖
D
=:+1−ℓ ,4:+1−ℓ
B

)
‖Y‖

D
=:,4

:

B

. (5.10)

It remains to bound the terms in the above product. To simplify notation, we fix 8 ∈ {1, . . . , 3}
and 0̃ ∈ [0, 2:−10], let = = =: and ? = 4: , and aim to bound ‖Ξ8,0̃ ‖D=,?

B
. Starting with the

Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

‖Ξ8,0̃ ‖D=,?
B
≤ ‖j′0̃ (Z)M−1

B ‖D=,2?
B
‖�H⊥B X‖D=,2?

B
. (5.11)

So it remains to bound ‖j′
0̃
(Z)M−1

B ‖D=,2?
B

. As a warm-up, note that for = = 0 we have by

assumption

‖j′0̃ (Z)M−1
B ‖D0,2?

B
≤

(
EBΓ

−2?
)1/2? ≤ `,

provided ?∗ 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 M−1
B , we add a small perturbation Y id, Y > 0.
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Note that from the identity � ((MB + Y id)−1) = (MB + Y id)−1�MB (MB + Y id)−1 and Leibniz’s

rule we get

�ℓ ((MB + Y id)−1)

=

∑

91+ 92+ 93=ℓ−1

(
ℓ − 1

91, 92, 93

)
� 91 ((MB + Y id)−1) ⊗ � 92+1 (MB) ⊗ � 93 ((MB + Y id)−1).

One can iterate this formula for � 91 ((MB + Y id)−1) and � 93 ((MB + Y id)−1), and notice that at

each step the number of Malliavin derivatives on (MB + Y id)−1 strictly decreases. Therefore

after at most ℓ steps one expresses �ℓ ((MB + Y id)−1) as a sum, where both the number of terms

and the coefficients of the terms only depend on ℓ, and each term is a product of < instances

of (MB + Y id)−1 and < − 1 instances of Malliavin derivatives of MB of order @1, . . . , @<−1,

respectively, where 2 ≤ < ≤ ℓ + 1, 1 ≤ @8 ≤ ℓ, and
∑
@8 = ℓ. After applying ΠH⊥B in all ℓ

variables, the same holds with �H⊥B in place of �. To treat the latter terms, note that

�
9

H⊥B
MB =

9∑

9′=0

(
9

9 ′

)
〈� 9

H⊥B
X, �

9− 9′+1
H⊥B

X〉H⊥B ,1,

where 〈ℎ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ℎ: , ℎ̄1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ℎ<〉H⊥B ,1 = 〈ℎ1, ℎ̄1〉H⊥B ℎ2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ℎ: ⊗ ℎ̄2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ℎ̄<. In particular,

for any ?′ ∈ [1,∞) one has

� 9

H⊥B
MB


D

0,?′
B
. ‖�H⊥B X‖

2

D
9,2?′
B

.

We now write, with the the sum over @ = (@1, . . . , @<−1) understood as above,

�ℓ′

H⊥B

(
j′0̃ (Z) (MB + Y id)−1

)
D

0,2?
B

.

ℓ′∑

ℓ=0

�ℓ′−ℓ
H⊥B
(j′0̃ (Z)) ⊗ �ℓ

H⊥B
((MB + Y id)−1)‖

D
0,2?
B

.

ℓ′∑

ℓ=0

‖j′0̃ (Z)‖Dℓ′−ℓ,6?
B

ℓ+1∑

<=2

∑

@

1 |Z| ≤20̃

��(MB + Y id)−1
��<


D

0,6?
B


<−1∏

9=1

�
@ 9

H⊥B
MB


D

0,6?
B

.

ℓ′∑

ℓ=0

‖j′0̃ (Z)‖Dℓ′−ℓ,6?
B

ℓ+1∑

<=2

(
E�
B Γ
−6<?

)1/6?‖�H⊥B X‖
2(<−1)
D
ℓ,12ℓ?
B

.

Summing up over ℓ′ = 0, . . . =, and taking ?∗ ≥ 12(= + 1)?, we have

‖j′0̃ (Z) (MB + Y id)−1‖
D
=,2?
B
. ‖j′0̃ (Z)‖D=,6?

B

=+1∑

<=1

`<‖�H⊥B X‖
2(<−1)
D
=,12=?
B

. ‖j′0̃ (Z)‖D=,6?
B

`max(1, `‖�H⊥B X‖
2

D
=,12=?
B

)=.

By the lower semicontinuity of the conditional norm and the almost sure convergence j′
0̃
(Z) (MB+

Y id)−1 → j′
0̃
(Z)M−1

B we can pass to the Y → 0 limit and get

‖j′0̃ (Z)M−1
B ‖D=,2?

B
. ‖j′0̃ (Z)‖D=,6?

B
`max(1, `‖�H⊥B X‖

2

D
=,12=?
B

)=. (5.12)

Combining (5.9), (5.10), (5.11), and (5.12), the proof is finished. �
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Proof of Theorem 5.1. Define the germ

�B,C = EB

∫ C

B

jd (qB,-B
A − qB,.BA ) 5 (\qB,-B

A + (1 − \)qB,.BA ) 3A (5.13)

for (B, C) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ . We aim to verify the conditions of Lemma 2.1. Introduce a couple of

shorthand notation: for (B, C) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ , G, H ∈ ℝ3, 8 ∈ {1, 2} set

k
B,(G,H)
A = \qB,GA + (1 − \)q

B,H
A ,

q̄
B,(G,H)
A = qB,GA − q

B,H
A ,

I
(G,H)
B,A = jd (qB,GA − q

B,H
A ).

Then we can rewrite (5.13) as

�B,C =

∫ C

B

EB

(
I
(G,H)
B,A 5 (kB,(G,H)

A )
)��
(G,H)=(-B ,.B ) 3A.

For (B, A) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ and G, H ∈ ℝ3, consider the linear operator on from C∞ to !? (Ω) defined by

�
(G,H)
B,A 5 = EB

(
I
(G,H)
B,A 5 (kB,(G,H)

A )
)
= E�

B

(
I
(G,H)
B,A 5 (kB,(G,H)

A )
)
,

using Lemma 4.15 in the second equality. Also from Lemma 4.15 we have that �
(G,H)
B,A 5 has a

continuous modification in G, H. In the sequel we will need to estimate its supremum in G, H, for

which therefore it suffices to take G, H ∈ ℚ3 . One has first of all the trivial bound

|�(G,H)B,A 5 | ≤ ‖ 5 ‖C0 .

Next we bound �
(G,H)
B,A 5 (and consequently of �B,C 5 ) through the norm of 5 in a negative regularity

space. Consider first the case 5 = m81m826. We apply Lemma 5.3 with the choices

: = 2, ℎ = 6, 0 = d, 31 = 3, j′ = j, Y= 1, Z= q̄
B,(G,H)
A , X= k

B,(G,H)
A .

Take the ?∗ and :∗ obtained from therein. To find Γ such that (5.5) is satisfied, take I ∈ ℝ3 and

note that

I∗MBI = ‖ΠH⊥B I
∗�X‖2H.

By (4.25) we have

I∗�EX= 1E∈[B,A ]I
∗ (\�E,GA f (qB,GA ) + (1 − \)�

E,H
A f (qB,HA )

)
.

The right-hand side is clearly continuous on (B, A) so its !∞ norm is bounded from below by its

left limit as E → A. Therefore on the event {|Z| ≤ 4d} we can write, by (5.2),

‖I∗�X‖2
!∞ ( [B,A ] ) ≥

��I∗
(
\f (qB,GA ) + (1 − \)f (q

B,H
A )

)��2 ≥ (1/2)_ |I |2,

and thus fixing � > W > 1 − 2�, by Corollary 3.17 we have

‖ΠH⊥B I
∗�X‖2H ≥ 2 |I |

2 |A − B |2� min
(
1,

|I |
‖I∗�X‖CW ( [B,A ] )

)o/W
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with some constant 2 > 0 such that 2−1
. 1. We therefore take

Γ := |A − B |2� 2

1 + ‖�X‖o/W
CW ( [B,A ] )

.

Hence it is natural to choose ` = |C − B |−2� ( ¯̀G + ¯̀H), with

¯̀G := 2−1
(
E�
B

��1 + ‖�qB,GA ‖
o/W
CW ( [B,A ] )

��?∗
)1/?∗

. (5.14)

Next we bound the terms appearing on the right-hand side of (5.6), starting with ¯̀G . For the

remainder of the proof we use the convention that ?′ denotes an exponent depending on U, W, �.

Further, Ξ′ will denote a random variable which might depend on B and the usual parameters but

not on G. In addition, ‖Ξ′‖!< (Ω) .< 1 for all < ≥ 1, that is, its !< norms depend only on the

parameters given in the statement of theorem and <.

Recalling (4.25) we can start with the straightforward bound

¯̀G . E�
B

��1 + ‖� ·,GA ‖CW ( [B,A ] )
��?′E�

B

��1 + ‖f (qB,G· )‖CW ( [B,A ] )
��?′ . (5.15)

From the boundedness of f and ∇f and (4.2) we have

��1 + ‖f (qB,G· )‖CW ( [B,A ] )
�� .

��1 + [�]R�−
��?′

and so

E�
B

��1 + ‖f (qB,G· )‖CW

��?′ ≤ Ξ
′.

As for the first term in (5.15), we have from Lemma 4.12 that almost surely

E�
B sup

D∈[B,A ]
|�D,GA |?

′ ≤ Ξ
′.

We emphasize that Ξ′ can be chosen to not depend on G ∈ ℚ3 . As for the seminorm, we have

from (4.7) and the continuity of all of the random fields that for any G ∈ ℝ3

[� ·,GA ]CW ( [B,A ] ) . sup
H∈ℚ3

|∇�0,H
A | sup

H∈ℚ3

| (�0,H
B )−1 | sup

H∈ℚ3

[←−q 0,H
· ]CW ( [B,A ] )

+ sup
H∈ℚ3

|�0,H
A | sup

H∈ℚ3

|∇(�0,H
B )−1 | sup

H∈ℚ3

[←−q 0,H
· ]CW ( [B,A ] )

+ sup
H∈ℚ3

|�0,H
A | sup

H∈ℚ3

[(�0,H
· )−1]CW ( [B,A ] )

≤ Ξ
′ (1 + sup

H∈ℚ3

[←−q 0,H
· ]CW ( [B,A ] ) ),

using Lemma 4.12 again in the last inequality. As for the last term, notice that for D < E

��←−q 0,H
D −

←−
q

0,H
E

�� =
��←−q 0,q

D,H
E

E −←−q 0,H
E

�� ≤ sup
I∈ℚ3

| (�0,I
E )−1 | |qD,HE − H | ≤ Ξ

′ |D − E |W

by the same arguments as above. So we can conclude

` ≤ |C − B |−2�
Ξ
′.
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Moving forward in (5.6), since Y = 1, the next nontrivial term is Z = q̄
B,(G,H)
A . Here we invoke

Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.13 to conclude

max(1, ‖Z‖
D

:∗,?∗
B
):∗ ≤ Ξ

′.

Finally, applying Lemma 4.13 again we get

‖�H⊥B X‖
2

D
:∗,?∗
B

≤ |C − B |2�Ξ′

and therefore

max(1, `‖�H⊥B X‖
2

D
:∗ ,?∗
B

):∗ ≤ Ξ
′.

Putting these bounds together, (5.6) yields

|�(G,H)B,A m8m 96 | ≤ Ξ
′‖6‖!∞ |A − B |−2� .

Since this holds uniformly in (G, H) ∈ ℚ23, it also holds uniformly in (G, H) ∈ ℝ23, and thus after

substituting (G, H) = (-B, .B) we get


(
�
(G,H)
B,A m8m 96

) ��
(G,H)=(-B ,.B )


!? (Ω)

. ‖6‖!∞ |A − B |−2� .

It remains to interpolate. That is, by applying Lemma A.2 (with ) 5 =
(
�
(G,H)
B,A 5

) ��
(G,H)=(-B ,.B ) ,

: = 2, ℓ = 0, Γ0 = 1, and Γ−2 = � |A − B |−2� , and V = W) and integrating in A we get that

‖�B,C ‖!? (Ω) . ‖ 5 ‖CU−1 |C − B |1+(U−1)� . (5.16)

Since 1 + W� > 1/2 by our standing assumption W > −1/(2�), the condition Lemma 2.1 (i) is

satisfied with V1 = 1 + W� and Γ1 = � ‖ 5 ‖CU−1 .

Next we move on to the treatment of EBX�B,D,C . For this part we introduce the further cutoff

function

Ĩ
(G,H,I,F)
B,D,A = jd (qB,GA − qD,IA )jd (q

B,H
A − qD,FA ).

To help the reader’s intuition, let us remark that, with the choices (I, F) = (-D, .D) and (G, H) =
(-B, .B) that we make below, one expects Ĩ

(I,F,G,H)
B,D,A 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

Ĩ
(G,H,I,F)
B,D,A = Ĩ

(0,1,I,H)
D,D,A | (0,1)=(qB,G

D ,q
B,H
D ) .

We write

EBX�B,D,C = EB

∫ C

D

I
(-B ,.B )
B,A 5 (kB,(-B ,.B )

A ) − I(-D ,.D )
D,A 5 (kD,(-D ,.D )

A ) 3A

= EB

∫ C

D

I
(qB,-B

D ,q
B,.B
D )

D,A 5 (kD,(qB,-B
D ,q

B,.B
D )

A ) − I(-D ,.D )
D,A 5 (kD,(-D ,.D )

A ) 3A

=: EB

∫ C

D

�
(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5 | (0,1,I,F)=(qB,-B

D ,q
B,.B
D ,-D ,.D ) 3A,
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where the last equality serves as the definition of the linear map 5 ↦→ �
(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5 . Define

furthermore

�̃
(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5 = �

(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5 Ĩ

(0,1,I,F)
D,D,A , �̂

(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5 = �

(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5 − �̃ (0,1,I,F)D,A 5 .

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

EB

(
�
(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5 | (0,1,I,F)=(qB,-B

D ,q
B,.B
D ,-D ,.D )

)
!? (Ω)

≤
ED

(
�
(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5 | (0,1,I,F)=(qB,-B

D ,q
B,.B
D ,-D ,.D )

)
!? (Ω)

=
ED

(
�
(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5

)
| (0,1,I,F)=(qB,-B

D ,q
B,.B
D ,-D ,.D )


!? (Ω) .

The main objects of interests are therefore

�
(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5 := ED�

(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5 = E�

D�
(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5

and the analogous objects with tilde and hat.

The main steps will be bounding �̃
(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5 and �̂

(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5 by a random variable uniformly

in the parameters (0, 1, I, F), whose !? (Ω) norm behaves in the expected way in terms of

|A − D | once the above substitutions are performed. As before, since it is clear that continuous

modifications (in 0, 1, I, F) exist, we assume all coordinates to be rational.

For the two terms we use different decompositions of �. For �̃
(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5 , we write

�
(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5 = �

1,(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5 + �2,(0,1,I,F)

D,A 5

:= I
(0,1)
D,A

(
5 (kD,(0,1)

A ) − 5 (kD,(I,F)
A )

)
+

(
I
(0,1)
A − I(I,F)A

)
5 (kD,(I,F)

A ).

With the corresponding �̃8 and �̃8, we now estimate �̃1.

�̃
1,(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5 =

∫ 1

0

ED

(
Ĩ
(0,1,I,F)
D,D,A I

(0,1)
D,A

× ∇ 5
(
\′kD,(0,1)

A + (1 − \′)kD,(I,F)
A

) (
k
D,(0,1)
A − kD,(I,F)

A

) )
3\′ .

We estimate the above quantity for each coordinate (denote by 9) of ∇ and each \′ separately, that

is, we bound the quantity

E�
D

(
Ĩ
(0,1,I,F)
D,D,A I

(0,1)
D,A m 9 5

(
\′kD,(0,1)

A + (1 − \′)kD,(I,F)
A

) (
k
D,(0,1)
A − kD,(I,F)

A

))

using Lemma 5.3. Let us assume 5 = m81m826. The the objects in Lemma 5.3 are chosen as

X= \′kD,(0,1)
A + (1 − \′)kD,(I,F)

A ,

: = 3, ℎ = 6, 0 = d, Y= k
D,(0,1)
A − kD,(I,F)

A ,

31 = 33, j′ (G1, G2, G3) = j(G1)j(G2)j(G3), Z= (qD,0A − qD,IA , qD,1A − qD,FA , qD,0A − qD,1A ).

Take the corresponding :∗ and ?∗ from the lemma. By the same argument as in the previous case,

by (5.2) we have that on the event {|Z| < 8d}

‖I∗�X‖2
!∞ ( [D,A ] ) ≥ (1/2)_ |I |

2.
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Therefore we can again take

Γ := |A − D |2� 2

1 + ‖�X‖U/W
CW ( [D,A ] )

,

where 2 > 0 is a constant and 2−1
. 1. Similarly to the previous case, we choose ` = |A −

D |−2� ( ¯̀0 + ¯̀1 + ¯̀I + ¯̀F), where we recall the definition (5.14) (with B therein replaced by D).

As already argued in the previous case, we have

` ≤ |A − D |−2�
Ξ
′. (5.17)

The estimates on Xand Z are also very analogous to the previous case, yielding

max(1, ‖Z‖
D

:∗,?∗
D
):∗ , max(1, `‖�H⊥D X‖

2

D
:∗,?∗
D

):∗ ≤ Ξ
′. (5.18)

What is different compared to the previous case is the bound on Y, since this time it allows us to

gain a factor that is small when 0 − I and 1 − F are small. We group terms like

Y= \
(
qD,0A − qD,IA

)
+ (1 − \)

(
qD,1A − qD,FA

)
,

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

‖qD,0A − qD,IA ‖D:∗ ,?∗
D

=


∫ 1

0

(0 − I)�D,\
′′0+(1−\′′ )I

A 3\′′

D

:∗ ,?∗
D

≤ |0 − I |
∫ 1

0

�D,\
′′0+(1−\′′ )I

A


D

:∗ ,?∗
D

3\′′ . (5.19)

By Lemma 4.14 for each \′′, one has
�D,\

′′0+(1−\′′ )I
A


D

:∗ ,?∗
D
≤ Ξ′ almost surely and therefore

‖Y‖
D

:∗,?∗
D
≤ (|0 − I | + |1 − F |)Ξ′ (5.20)

almost surely (the nullset may depend on 0, 1, I, F but that doesn’t bother us). By Lemma 5.3,

(5.17), (5.18), (5.20) we get

���̃1,(0,1,I,F)
D,A m81m826

�� ≤ ‖6‖!∞ |A − D |−3� ( |0 − I | + |1 − F |)Ξ′

almost surely for all 0, 1, I, F. By continuity, this in fact holds for all 0, 1, I, F simultaneously

almost surely, and therefore

(�̃1,(0,1,I,F)
D,A m81m826

)
| (0,1,I,F)=(qB,-B

D ,q
B,.B
D ,-D ,.D )


!? (Ω)

≤ ‖6‖!∞ |A − D |−3�
( |qB,-B

D − -D | + |qB,.BD − .D |)Ξ′

!? (Ω)

. ‖6‖!∞ |A − D |−3� |B − D |1+U�

using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and Proposition 4.3 to get the last line.

A much simpler bound can be obtained by simply writing

���̃1,(0,1,I,F)
D,A 6

�� ≤ ‖∇6‖!∞ ‖Y‖D0,1
D
≤ ‖∇6‖!∞ ( |0 − I | + |1 − F |)Ξ′,

which, by the same argument as before, yields

(�̃1,(0,1,I,F)
D,A 6

)
| (0,1,I,F)=(qB,-B

D ,q
B,.B
D ,-D ,.D )


!? (Ω) . ‖∇6‖!∞ |B − D |

1+U� .
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Interpolation, i.e. Lemma A.2 with) 5 =
(
�̃

1,(0,1,I,F)
D,A 6

)
| (0,1,I,F)=(qB,-B

D ,q
B,.B
D ,-D ,.D ) , : = 2, ℓ = 1,

Γ−2 = � |A − D |−3� |B − D |1+U� , Γ1 = � |B − D |1+U� , V = W, yields

(�̃1,(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5

)
| (0,1,I,F)=(qB,-B

D ,q
B,.B
D ,-D ,.D )


!? (Ω) . ‖ 5 ‖CW |A − D | (W−1)� |B − D |1+U� .

Since (W − 1)� > −1/2 − � > −1, |A − D | (W−1)� is integrable in A, and we get

∫ C

D

(�̃1,(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5

)
| (0,1,I,F)=(qB,-B

D ,q
B,.B
D ,-D ,.D )


!? (Ω) 3A . ‖ 5 ‖CU−1 |C − B |2+(W+U−1)� .

Moving on to the next term �̃
2,(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5 , observe that

(I(0,1)D,A − I(I,F)D,A ) Ĩ(0,1,I,F)D,D,A = (I(0,1)D,A − I(I,F)D,A ) Ĩ(0,1,I,F)D,D,A j6d

(
qD,IA − qD,FA

)
.

Indeed, on the set where j6d

(
q
D,I
A − qD,FA

)
is not 1, that is, |qD,IA − qD,FA | > 6d, at least one of

|qD,0A −qD,IA |, |qD,1A −qD,FA |, or |qD,0A −qD,1A | is bigger than 2d, and thus (I(0,1)D,A −I(I,F)D,A ) Ĩ(0,1,I,F)D,D,A = 0.

With this observation, we can rewrite �̃
2,(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5 as

�̃
2,(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5 =

∫ 1

0

ED

(
I
(0,1,I,F)
D,D,A j6d

(
qD,IA − qD,FA

)
5 (kD,(I,F)

A )

× ∇jd
(
\′qD,0A − \′qD,1A + (1 − \′)qD,IA − (1 − \′)qD,FA

)

×
(
qD,0A − qD,1A − qD,IA + qD,FA

))
3\′ .

To estimate the integrand, we follow the previous steps. First we replace 5 by m81m826 and use

Lemma 5.3 once again, now with the choices

: = 2, ℎ = 6, 0 = 6d, X= k
D,(I,F)
A ;

Y= m 9 jd
(
\′qD,0A − \′qD,1A + (1 − \′)qD,IA − (1 − \′)qD,FA

) (
qD,0A − qD,1A − qD,IA + qD,FA

)
;

31 = 33, j′ (G1, G2, G3) = j1/6 (G1)j1/6 (G2)j(G3), Z= (qD,0A − qD,IA , qD,1A − qD,FA , qD,IA − qD,FA ).
We have already seen in the treatment of �B,C , choosing Γ and ` analogously to therein, one has

` . |A − D |−2�
Ξ
′ (5.21)

and

max(1, ‖Z‖
D

:∗,?∗
B
):∗ , max(1, `‖�H⊥B X‖

2

D
:∗,?∗
B

):∗ ≤ Ξ
′. (5.22)

As for the bound on Y, it follows from Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.13 that

m 9 jd
(
\′qD,0A − \′qD,1A + (1 − \′)qD,IA − (1 − \′)qD,FA

)|
D

:∗ ,@
D
≤ Ξ

′ (@).

Combined with (5.19), this yields

‖Y‖
D

:∗,?∗
D
≤ (|0 − I | + |1 − F |)Ξ′

for all @ ∈ [1,∞). So in fact we are in a very similar setting as before, but with even one less

derivative hitting 5 . Repeating the previous arguments therefore yields

∫ C

D

(�̃2,(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5

)
| (0,1,I,F)=(qB,-B

D ,q
B,.B
D ,-D ,.D )


!? (Ω) 3A . ‖ 5 ‖CW |C − B |2+(U+W)� .
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At this point the only remaining term that is left to bound is

�̂
(0,1,I,F)
D,A 5 = E�

D

(
I
(0,1)
D,A 5 (kD,(0,1)

A )
(
1 − Ĩ(0,1,I,F)D,D,A

) )
− E�

D

(
I
(I,F)
D,A 5 (kD,(I,F)

A )
(
1 − Ĩ(0,1,I,F)D,D,A

))
.

The two terms are completely identical under the relabeling 0 ↔ I, 1 ↔ F, so we bound using the

notation of the first one. Rather unsurprisingly, we use Lemma 5.3 once again. Take 5 = m81m826

and make the choices

: = 2, ℎ = 6, 0 = d, 31 = 3, j′ = j, Z= q̄
B,(0,1)
A , X= k

B,(0,1)
A ,

Y= 1 − jd (qD,0A − qD,IA )jd (qD,1A − qD,FA ).

This is in fact almost the same setup as in the treatment of �B,C , the only difference is the choice

of Y. Note that since 1− jd is smooth and bounded and is 0 on a neighborhood of the origin, one

has |1 − jd (G)j(H) | . |G | + |H |, and so by the chain rule there exists @∗ such that

‖Y‖
D

:∗,?∗
D

. max(1, ‖qD,0A − qD,IA ‖
@∗

D
:∗,@∗
D

, ‖qD,1A − qD,FA ‖@
∗

D
:∗,@∗
D

)

×
(
‖qD,0A − qD,IA ‖D:∗ ,@∗

D
+ ‖qD,1A − qD,FA ‖

D
:∗ ,@∗
D

)

≤ (|0 − I | + |1 − F |)Ξ′,

using (5.19) in the last inequality. Therefore in the application of Lemma 5.3 we have precisely

the same bounds as for the term �̃
2,(0,1,I,F)
D,A before. Hence, just as for that term, we can conclude

∫ C

D

(�̂(0,1,I,F)D,A 5
)
| (0,1,I,F)=(qB,-B

D ,q
B,.B
D ,-D ,.D )


!? (Ω) 3A . ‖ 5 ‖CW |C − B |2+(U+W)� .

We have bounded all components of EBX�B,D,C . We can conclude

‖EBX�B,D,C ‖!? (Ω) . ‖ 5 ‖CW |C − B |2+(U+W−1)� .

From the assumptions U > 1−1/(2�) and W > −1/(2�) it follows that the exponent is larger than

1, and so the condition Lemma 2.1 (ii) is satisfied with V2 = 2 + (U + W − 1)� and Γ2 = � ‖ 5 ‖CW .

We now claim that with the process � playing the role of A, the inequalities Lemma 2.1 (I)-(II)

are satisfied. Note that this concludes the proof, since Lemma 2.1 (III) is precisely the claim of

Theorem 5.1.

The inequality Lemma 2.1 (I) trivially holds with  1 = ‖ 5 ‖!∞ . As for Lemma 2.1 (II), we

have

EB

(
�C − �B − �B,C )‖!? (Ω)

=

EB

∫ C

B

jd (-A − .A ) 5
(
\-A + (1 − \).A

)

− jd (qB,-B
A − qB,.BA ) 5 (\qB,-B

A + (1 − \)qB,.BA ) 3A

!? (Ω)

. (1 + ‖ 5 ‖C1) |C − B | sup
A ∈[B,C ]

(
‖-A − qB,-B

C ‖!? (Ω) + ‖.A − qB,.BC ‖!? (Ω)
)

. (1 + ‖ 5 ‖C1) |C − B |2+U� .

Therefore inequality Lemma 2.1 (II) also holds with 2 = � (1+‖ 5 ‖C1). The proof is finished. �
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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 (!, �).
For this, we construct the integral of � against ! anticipated in the introduction (1.4). Note that by

imposing geometricity, this also gives a meaning to the integral of ! against � (which is therefore

an integral against � that is neither rough nor Young).

Theorem 6.1. Let Assumption 1.4 and Assumption 1.5 hold. Let j ∈ Cut3 , ? ∈ [1,∞), \ ∈ [0, 1],
ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , 3} and let - and . be two solutions to (1.1). For 5 ∈ C1 define the two-parameter

process

 B,C =

∫ C

B

(�ℓ
A − �ℓ

B)
(
jd (-A − .A ) 5

(
\-A + (1 − \).A

) )
3A. (6.1)

Then there exists a constant � = � (U, ?, 3, _, �, ‖f‖C5, �-
�,?

, �-
(,2?

, �.
�,?

, �.
(,2?
) such that

‖ B,C ‖!? (Ω) ≤ # ‖ 5 ‖CU−1 |C − B |1+U� . (6.2)

Comparing (5.3) and (6.1), note that  B,C =
∫ C

B
(�ℓ

D − �ℓ
B) 3�D. 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 j ∈ Cut3 , ? ∈ [1,∞), and let

- and . be two solutions to (1.1). Then the map 5 ↦→K5 defined for 5 ∈ C2(ℝ3;ℝ3) by

(K5 )B,C =
∫ 1

0

∫ C

B

(�A − �B) ⊗
(
jd (-A − .A )∇ 5

(
\-A + (1 − \).A

) )
3A 3\

extends as a continuous linear map from CU+(ℝ3;ℝ3) to C1+U�
2

([0, 1]; !? (Ω;ℝ30 ⊗ ℝ3×3)),
whose norm depends only on U, ?, 3, 31, _, �, ‖f‖C5, �-

�,?
, �-

(,2?
, �.

�,?
, �.

(,2?
. Moreover, one

has the identity

X(K5 )B,D,C = �B,D ⊗ (J5 )D,C . (6.3)

Proof. Apply (6.2) for each coordinate of � and with each coordinate of ∇ 5 in place of 5 and then

integrate in \. The identity (6.3) is elementary for 5 ∈ C2 and therefore holds for all 5 ∈ CU+ by

continuity. �

Proof of Theorem 6.1. We fix some (, ) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ and all other time points in the rest of the proof

will be taken from [(, ) ]. Define the germ

�B,C = EB

∫ C

B

(�ℓ
A − �ℓ

()
(
jd (qB,-B

A − qB,.BA ) 5 (\qB,-B
A + (1 − \)qB,.BA )

)
3A (6.4)

for (B, C) ∈ [(, ) ]2≤ . We aim to verify the conditions of Lemma 2.1. The steps are very similar to

the proof of Theorem 5.1, with W = U − 1. In fact, there is only one difference in each of the steps:

in the application of Lemma 5.3 one gains an extra factor of an increment of �ℓ
A − �ℓ

(
in the term

Y. To estimate the Malliavin norm of this extra factor, notice that clearly �:Y = 0 for : ≥ 2,

while for any @1, @2 ≥ 1

(EB |�ℓ
A − �ℓ

( |@1)1/@1

!@2 (Ω) ≤ |A − ( |

� , ‖� (�ℓ
A − �ℓ

()‖H . |A − ( |� .

It follows that in the application of Lemma 2.1 one can gain an extra factor |) − ( |� in both Γ1

and Γ2. That is, one has

‖�B,C ‖!? (Ω) . ‖ 5 ‖CU−1 |) − ( |� |C − B |1+(U−1)� , (6.5)



50 The iterated integral and the joint rough path

‖EBX�B,D,C ‖!? (Ω) . ‖ 5 ‖CU−1 |) − ( |� |C − B |2+2U�−2� . (6.6)

It is also clear as before that the process (AC)C∈[(,) ] has to coincide with ( (,C )C∈[(,) ] , and

therefore Lemma 2.1 (III) with the choice B = (, C = ) , yields the bound,

‖ (,) ‖!? (Ω) . ‖ 5 ‖CU−1 |) − ( |� |) − ( |1+(U−1)�

as desired. �

The integral constructed above enables one to lift the pair (�, !) 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

� as a path, � as the first component of the rough path �, and � as a component of the mixed

rough path above (�, !) is crucial, so we distinguish mixed rough paths with a new color.

For the remainder of the section we fix finite dimensional Euclidean spaces +, �,  and

exponents V ∈ (1/2, 1), W ∈ (1/3, 1/2). For later applications one may keep in mind V to stand for

the regularity of ! and W to stand for the regularity of �. More precisely, V will be 1 + (U − 1)�+
and W will be �− (see (1.23)).

Definition 6.3 (Rough paths of mixed regularity). We denote by RW,V ([0, 1];+ ×�) the collection

of all elements 6 = (6•, 6◦, g••, g◦•, g•◦), such that (6•,g••) ∈ RW ([0, 1];+), 6◦ ∈ CV ([0, 1]; �),
(g•◦, g◦•) ∈ C

V+W
2
([0, 1]2; (+ ⊗ �) × (� ⊗ +)), and that the Chen’s relations

g•◦B,C − g•◦B,D − g•◦D,C = 6•B,D ⊗ 6◦D,C , g◦•B,C − g◦•B,D − g◦•D,C = 6◦B,D ⊗ 6•D,C (6.7)

hold for all (B, D, C) ∈ [0, 1]3≤ . Moreover, we set

[6]RW,V = [6•]CW + [6◦]CV + [g••]
C

2W

2

+ [g◦•]
C
W+V
2

+ [g•◦]
C
W+V
2

.

As before, the set RW,V is equipped with the metric

3W,V (6, ℎ) := ‖6• − ℎ•‖CW + ‖6◦ − ℎ◦‖CV + [6 − ℎ]RW,V .

Remark 6.4. For 8, 9 ∈ {•, ◦}, the process g8 9 stands for the iterated integral of 68 against 6 9 . Since

the iterated integral of 6◦ against itself is canonically well-defined as a Young integral, it is not

included separately in the definition.

Given 6 = (6•, 6◦) ∈ CW ([0, 1];+) × CV ([0, 1]; �) we denote by D
2W
6 ([0, 1]; ) the set of

all functions 5 = ( 5 , m• 5 , m◦ 5 ) : [0, 1] →  ×L(+ ; ) ×L(�; ), such that

[ 5 ]
D

2W
6

:= sup
B≠C

| 5B,C − m• 5B6•B,C − m◦ 5B6◦B,C |
|C − B |W + [m• 5 ]CW ( [0,1] ) + [m◦ 5 ]CW ( [0,1] ) < ∞.

For 5 = ( 5 , m• 5 , m◦ 5 ) ∈ D
2W
6 ([0, 1]; ) and ℎ = (ℎ, m•ℎ, m◦ℎ) ∈ D

2W
6 ([0, 1];L( ,  ′)), we set

ℎ 5 := (ℎ 5 , 4 ↦→ (m•ℎ4) 5 + ℎ(m• 5 4), E ↦→ (m◦ℎE) 5 + ℎ(m◦ 5 E). (6.8)

Then, one has ℎ 5 ∈ D
2W
6 ([0, 1]; ′), and similarly to (1.16) we have

‖ℎ 5 ‖
D

2W
6 ( [(,) ] )

≤ � ‖ℎ‖
D

2W
6 ( [(,) ] )

‖ 5 ‖
D

2W
6 ( [(,) ] )

(1 + [6•]CW ( [(,) ] ) + [6◦]CV ( [(,) ] ) )2, (6.9)

for a universal constant �.
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Then for 6 ∈ RW,V ([0, 1];+ × �) and 5 ∈ D
2W
6 ([0, 1];L(�; )) we can define the  -valued

rough integral with respect to 6◦ as

∫ C

0

5A 36
◦
A := lim

|P|→0

∑

[B,D]∈P[0,C ]

�B,D,

where �B,D := 5B6
◦
B,D + m• 5Bg•◦B,D . Indeed, by (6.7), for 0 ≤ B ≤ E ≤ D ≤ 1 we have

X�B,E,D = −( 5B,E − m• 5B6•B,E)6◦E,D − m• 5B,Eg•◦E,D
= −( 5B,E − m◦ 5B6◦B,E − m• 5B6•B,E)6◦E,D − m• 5B,Eg•◦E,D − (m◦ 5B6◦B,E)6◦E,D,

so that

|X�B,E,D | ≤ 2[ 5 ]
D

2W
6
[6]RV,W |D − B |2W+V + ‖m◦ 5B ‖C0 [6]2

RV,W |D − B |2V

. ‖ 5 ‖
D

2W
6
(1 + [6]2

RV,W ) |C − B | X ,

where X = (2W + V) ∧ 2V > 1. By the sewing lemma the above limit exists and satisfies the bound

|
∫ C

B

5A 36
◦
A − 5B6◦B,C − m• 5Bg•◦B,C | . ‖ 5 ‖D_

6
(1 + [6]2

RV,W ) |C − B | X ,

which in turn implies that

|
∫ C

B

5A 36
◦
A − 5B6◦B,C | . ‖ 5 ‖D2W

6
(1 + [6]2

RV,W ) |C − B |2W .

As a consequence, for any 0 ≤ ( ≤ ) ≤ 1,

∫ ·

(

5A 36
◦
A :=

( ∫ ·

(

5A 36
◦
A , 0, 5·

)
∈ D

2W
6 ([(, ) ]; ).

Similarly, for 5 ∈ D
2W
6 ([0, 1];L(+ ; )) we can define the  -valued rough integral with

respect to 6• as

∫ C

0

5A 36
•
A := lim

|P|→0

∑

[B,D]∈P[0,C ]

�′B,D,

where

�′B,D := 5B6
•
B,D + m◦ 5Bg◦•B,D + m• 5Bg••B,D .

Indeed, as before, one can compute

|X�′B,D,E | = | − ( 5B,E − m◦ 5B6◦B,E − m• 5B6•B,E)6•E,D − m◦ 5B,Eg◦•E,D − m• 5B,Eg••E,D |
. ‖ 5 ‖

D
2W
6
(1 + [6]RV,W ) |C − B |3W ,

(recall that 3W ∧ (2W + V) = 3W > 1). By the sewing lemma the above limit exists and satisfies the

bound

|
∫ C

B

5A 36
•
A − 5B6•B,C − m◦ 5Bg◦•B,C + m• 5Bg••B,C | . ‖ 5 ‖D2W

6
(1 + [6]RV,W ) |C − B |3W ,
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which implies that

|
∫ C

B

5A 36
•
A − 5B6•B,C | . ‖ 5 ‖D2W

6
(1 + [6]RV,W ) |C − B |2W .

As a consequence, for any 0 ≤ ( ≤ ) ≤ 1,

∫ ·

(

5A 36
•
A :=

( ∫ ·

(

5A 36
•
A , 5· , 0

)
∈ D

2W
6 ([(, ) ]; ).

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 (�•, �◦) : Ω × [0, 1] → + × � and (G••,G◦•,G•◦) : Ω × [0, 1]2 → (+ ⊗
+) × (� ⊗ +) × (+ ⊗ �). Assume that for all (B, D, C) ∈ [0, 1]3≤ , (�•,G••) satisfies (1.8) and

(�•, �◦,G•◦,G◦•) satisfy (6.7). Let ? ≥ 2 and W̃•, W̃◦ ∈ (0, 1) with W̃•, W̃◦ > 1/?. Assume further

that there exist constants  8 9 , 8, 9 ∈ {•, ◦}, such that for all (B, C)

‖�8
B,C ‖!?

≤  8 |C − B | W̃8 , ‖G8 9
B,C ‖!?/2 ≤  8 9 |C − B | W̃8+W̃ 9

for 8, 9 ∈ {•, ◦} with (8, 9) ≠ (◦, ◦). Then for any W• < W̃• − 1/?, W◦ < W̃◦ − 1/?, there exists a

modification of � := (�•, �◦,G••,G◦•,G•◦) such that with probability one, we have � ∈ RW•,W◦ .

Moreover, there is a constant � = � (W•, W̃•, W◦, W̃◦, ?) such that

‖[�8]CW8 ‖!?
≤ � 8, ‖[G8 9 ]

C
W8+W 9

2

‖!?
≤ � ( 8 9 +  8 9 ).

Lemma 6.6. Let ? ≥ 2, W̃•, W̃◦ > 1/?, and W• < W̃• − 1/?, W◦ < W̃◦ − 1/?. Let � =

(�•, �◦,G••,G◦•,G•◦), �̄ = (�̄•, �̄◦, Ḡ••, Ḡ◦•, Ḡ•◦) random variables with values in RW•,W◦ .

Assume further that there exist constants  8 9 , 8, 9 ∈ {•, ◦}, such that for all (B, C)

‖�8
B,C − �̄8

B,C ‖!?
≤  8 |C − B | W̃8 , ‖G8 9

B,C − Ḡ
8 9
B,C ‖!?/2 ≤  8 9 |C − B | W̃8+W̃ 9

for 8, 9 ∈ {•, ◦} with (8, 9) ≠ (◦, ◦). Then, there exists a constant � = � (W•, W̃•, W◦, W̃◦, ?), such

that

‖[�8 − �̄8]CW8 ‖!?
≤ # 8, ‖[G8 9 − Ḡ8 9 ]

C
W8+W 9

2

‖!?/2 ≤ # ( 8 9 +  8 9 ).

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

and Corollary 6.2. For 5 ∈ CU+(ℝ3;ℝ3), set K̃
9:8
B,C 5 = (J

9:
B,C 5 )�8

B,C −K
8 9:
B,C for 8 = 1, . . . , 30 and

9 , : = 1, . . . , 3.

Corollary 6.7. The map 5 ↦→ � 5 defined for 5 ∈ C2(ℝ3;ℝ3) by

� 5 =
(
�,J5 ,B, K̃5 ,K5

)

extends uniquely to a continuous map from CU+ (ℝ3;ℝ3) to !?
(
Ω;R�− ,1+(U−1)�+ (ℝ30 ×ℝ3×3)

)
.

Moreover, there exists a constant � = � (U, ?, 3, 30, _, �, �−, ‖f‖C5, �-
�,?

, �-
(,2?

, �.
�,?

, �.
(,2?
)

such that for all 5 , 5̃ ∈ CU+(ℝ3;ℝ3), we have

‖[� 5 ]R�− ,1+(U−1)�+ ‖!?
≤ � (1 + ‖ 5 ‖CU),

3�− ,1+(U−1)�+ (� 5 , � 5̃ ) ≤ � ‖ 5 − 5̃ ‖CU . (6.10)
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From now on, we set

� = (�•, �◦,G••,G◦•,G•◦) := �1,

that is

� “ = ”

(
�, !,

∫
� ⊗ 3�,

∫
! ⊗ 3�,

∫
� ⊗ 3!

)
.

7 Closing the equation

Throughout this section, we fix two solutions -,. of (1.1) and we set / = - − . . Moreover, we

introduce an operator � ∈ L(ℝ3;L(ℝ3×3 ;ℝ3)) and an operator valued process Σ : Ω× [0, 1] →
L(ℝ3;L(ℝ30 ;ℝ3)), defined as follows: for I ∈ ℝ3, we set

�I :=

(
(28 9 )38, 9=1 ↦→

( ∑

9=1

I 928 9
)3
8=1

)
, ΣC I =

(
(b r)30

r=1
↦→

( 3∑

;=1

30∑

r=1

Σ
;8 r
C I;C1b

r
)3
8=1

)
, (7.1)

where

Σ
;8 r
C :=

∫ 1

0

m;f
8 r (\-C + (1 − \).C ) 3\.

We will see below that / is controlled by � and that its Gubinelli derivatives with respect to �•

and �◦ are given by Σ/ and �/ , respectively.

Next, we define processes which will play the role of Gubinelli derivatives of �/ and Σ/ . Let us

start with �/ . For this, let us define two processes m•(�/) : Ω × [0, 1] → L(ℝ30 ;L(ℝ3×3 ;ℝ3))
and m◦(�/) : Ω × [0, 1] → L(ℝ3×3;L(ℝ3×3 ;ℝ3)) as follows: for b = (b r)30

r=1

m•(�/)C 1̃ =

(
(28 9 )38, 9=1 ↦→

( 3∑

9,;=1

30∑

r=1

Σ
; 9 r/ ;

C 2
8 9b r

)3
8=1

)

and for 2̃ = (2̃8 9 )3
8, 9=1

m◦(�/)C 2̃ =
(
(28 9 )38, 9=1 ↦→

( 3∑

9,;=1

/ ;
C 2̃

9;28 9
)3
8=1

)
.

We also set / = (/,Σ/). Notice that by the fundamental theorem of calculus, we have that

f (-) − f (. ) = Σ/ , which in particular implies that

/ = (/,Σ/) = - − . = (- − ., f (-) − f (. )) ∈ D2�−
�• ([0, 1];ℝ

3),

with probability one. Moreover, we set � := (�, 0) ∈ D2�−
�• ([0, 1];L(ℝ

3 ;L(ℝ3×3 ;ℝ3))). Con-

sequently, �/ as defined in (1.14) belongs to D2�−
�• ([0, 1];L(ℝ

3×3 ;ℝ3)). In addition, it is

straightforward that �/ coincides with (/, m•(�/)). Similarly, we set Σ = (Σ, m•Σ), where

m•Σ : Ω × [0, 1] → L(ℝ30 ;L(ℝ3;L(ℝ30 ;ℝ3))), is defined as follows: for b̃ ∈ ℝ3

m•ΣC b̃ =

(
(I;)3;=1 ↦→

(
(b r)30

r=1
↦→

( 3∑

;,@=1

30∑

r, r̃=1

Σ̂
;8 r r̃
C b̃ r̃I;b r

)3
8=1

))
,
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where

Σ̂
@;8 r r̃
C =

∫ 1

0

m@;f
8 r (\-C + (1 − \).C ) (\f@ r̃ (-C ) + (1 − \)f@ r̃ (.C )) 3\.

Then, we have that Σ ∈ D2�−
�• ([0, 1];L(ℝ

3 ;L(ℝ30 ;ℝ3))), which follows from the fact that

-,. ∈ D2�−
�• ([0, 1];ℝ

3). Consequently, we also have that Σ/ (as defined by (1.14)) belongs to

D2�−
�• ([0, 1];L(ℝ

30 ;ℝ3)). In fact, Σ/ is nothing but f (-) − f (. ) but it will be convenient to

have it in this linear in / form.

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

Lemma 7.1. Let g = inf{C ∈ [0, 1] : |/C | > d} ∧ 1 and set / = (/,Σ/, �/) and � = (�, 0, 0). The

following hold.

(i) We have / ∈ D2�−
�
([0, g],ℝ3) and � ∈ D2�−

�
([0, 1];L(ℝ3 ;L(ℝ3×3 ;ℝ3))), with proba-

bility one.

(ii) We have that �/ ∈ D2�−
�
([0, g],L(ℝ3×3 ;ℝ3)) and �/ = (�/, m•(�/), m◦(�/)).

(iii) With probability one, for all C ∈ [0, g], we have

�-
C − �.

C =

∫ C

0

�/B 3�
◦
B . (7.2)

Proof. First, let us set

�B,C := (�/B)�◦B,C + m•(�/)BG•◦B,C . (7.3)

We claim that with probability one, for all C ∈ [0, 1], the limit

&C := lim
P∈c[0,C ]
|P|→0

∑

[B,D]∈P
�B,D (7.4)

exists and defines a process & such that almost surely & ∈ C1+(U−1)�+ ([0, 1]), and

|&B,C − (�/)B�◦B,C | . |C − B |1+(U−1)�++�− . (7.5)

Indeed, for 0 ≤ B < D < E ≤ 1, we have

X�B,D,E = −(�/B,D)�◦D,C + m•(�/)BXG•◦B,D,C − m•(�/)B,DG•◦D,C
= −((�/B,D) − m•(�/)B�•B,D)�◦D,C − m•(�/)B,DG•◦D,C

where we have used Chen’s relation (6.7). Consequently, we have

|X�B,D,E | .
(
[�/]

D2�−
G•
[�◦]C1+(U−1)�+ + [m• (�/)]C�− [G•◦]C1+(U−1)�++�−

2

)
|E − B |3�− ,

where we have used that 1 + (U − 1)�+ + 2�− ≥ 1/2 + 2�− ≥ 3�−. Since 3�− > 1, the claims

follows from Gubinelli’s sewing lemma, and the fact that

|�B,E | . ‖�/ ‖C0 [�◦]C1+(U−1)�+ |C − B |1+(U−1)�+

+ ‖m•(�/)‖C0 [G•◦]
C

1+(U−1)�++�−
2

|C − B |1+(U−1)�++�−
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.

(
‖/ ‖C0 [�◦]C1+(U−1)�+ + ‖f‖C1 ‖/ ‖C0 [G•◦]

C
1+(U−1)�++�−
2

)
|C − B |1+(U−1)�+

. |C − B |1+(U−1)�+ .

Next, let 1 ∈ C∞, such that ‖1= − 1‖CU ≤ 2−2=. Let us define

�
◦,=
C :=

∫ C

0

∫ 1

0

jd (-A − .A )∇1= (\-A + (1 − \).A ) 3\ 3A, G
•◦,=
B,C :=

∫ C

B

�•B,A ⊗ 3�◦,=A ,

where the last one is a Riemann integral, since �◦,= ∈ C1 ([0, 1]), and notice that G•◦,= ∈
C1+�−

2
([0, 1]2). It follows then that with probability one, for all C ∈ [0, 1], we have

∫ C

0

�/A 3�
◦,=
A = lim

P∈c[0,C ]
|P|→0

∑

[B,D]∈P
(�/B)�◦,=B,D = lim

P∈c[0,C ]
|P|→0

∑

[B,D]∈P
�=
B,C ,

where �=
B,D := (�/B)�◦,=B,D + m•(�/)BG•◦,=B,D . Consequently,

&C −
∫ C

0

/A 3�
◦,=
A = lim

P∈c[0,C ]
|P|→0

∑

[B,D]∈P
(�B,D − �=

B,D).

As before, we have

|�B,E − �=
B,E | ≤ ‖�/ ‖C0 [�◦ − �◦,=]C1+(U−1)�+ |E − B |1+(U−1)�+

+ ‖m•(�/)‖C0 [G•◦ − G•◦,=]
C

1+(U−1)�++�−
2

|E − B |1+(U−1)�++�−

.
(
[�◦ − �◦,=]C1+(U−1)�+ + [G•◦ − G•◦,=]C1+(U−1)�++�−

2

)
|E − B |1+(U−1)�+ ,

|X(� − �=)B,D,E | = | (�/B,D − m•(�/)B�•B,D) (�◦D,C − �◦,=D,C ) + m•(�/)B,D (G•◦D,C − G
•◦,=
D,C ) |

.
(
[�/]

D2�−
G•
[�◦ − �◦,=]C1+(U−1)�+ +

+ ‖m•(�/)‖C�− [G•◦ − G•◦,=]C1+(U−1)�++�−
2

)
|E − B |1+(U−1)�++2�−

.
(
[�◦ − �◦,=]C1+(U−1)�+ + [G•◦ − G•◦,=]C1+(U−1)�++�−

2

)
|E − B |3�− .

Consequently, by Gubinelli’s sewing lemma we get that with probability one, for all 0 ≤ B < C ≤ 1,

we have

|&B,C −
∫ C

B

/A 3�
◦,=
A |

.
(
[�◦ − �◦,=]C1+(U−1)�+ + [G•◦ − G•◦,=]C1+(U−1)�++�−

2

)
|E − B |1+(U−1)�+ . (7.6)

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

‖
(
[�◦ − �◦,=]C1+(U−1)�+ + [G•◦ − G•◦,=]C1+(U−1)�++�−

2

)
‖!2 (Ω) . ‖1 − 1= ‖CU . 2

−2=.

Hence, by Markov’s inequality we get

ℙ
(
[�◦ − �◦,=]C1+(U−1)�+ + [G•◦ − G•◦,=]C1+(U−1)�++�−

2

≥ 2
−=

)
. 2

2=
2
−4=

= 2
−2=.
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Consequently, by the Borel-Cantelli lemma, there exists a random variable b such that with

probability one, for all = ∈ ℕ, we have

[�◦ − �◦,=]C1+(U−1)�+ + [G•◦ − G•◦,=]C1+(U−1)�++�−
2

≤ b2−=.

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

& −
∫ ·

0

�/A 3�
◦,=
A


C1+(U−1)�+ . b2

−=. (7.7)

Next, notice that by the fundamental theorem of calculus we have that

∫ C

0

1= (-A ) − 1= (.A ) 3A =
∫ C

0

�/A 3�
◦,=, for C ∈ [0, g] .

By the above combined with (7.7) and (i) of Definition 1.3, we get

‖�- − �. −&‖C0 ( [0,g ] ) = lim
=→∞

�- − �. −
∫ ·

0

�/A 3�
◦,=

C0 ( [0,g ] ) (7.8)

= lim
=→∞

�- − �. −
∫ ·

0

1= (-A ) − 1= (.A ) 3A

C0 ( [0,g ] ) = 0,

where the limits are taken in probability. Consequently, for any 0 ≤ B < C < g, we have

/B,C = &B,C +
∫ C

B

Σ/A 3�
•
A ,

which in turn gives

|/B,C − (�/B)�◦B,C − (Σ/B)�•B,C | ≤ |&B,C − (�/B)�◦B,C | + |
∫ C

B

Σ/A 3�
•
A − (Σ/B)�•B,C |

. |C − B |1+(U−1)�++�− + |C − B |2�− . |C − B |2�− ,

where we have used (7.5) and the fact that Σ/ ∈ D2�−
�• ([0, 1]). The above together with the fact

that �/, Σ/ ∈ C�− shows that / = (/,Σ/, �/) belongs to the space D2�−
�
([0, g],ℝ3), with

probability one. The fact that � = (�, 0, 0) belongs to D2�−
�• ([0, 1];L(ℝ

3 ;L(ℝ3×3 ;ℝ3))) is

trivial. Hence, we are done with (i).

Moving to (ii), the fact that �/ belongs to D2�−
�
([0, g],L(ℝ3×3 ;ℝ3)) is a direct consequence

of (i). The fact that �/ := (�/, m•(�/), m◦(�/)) simply follows from the definition of the processes

m•(�/) and m◦(�/).
Finally, (iii) follows from (7.8) and the fact that

&C =

∫ C

0

�/B 3�
◦
B,

which in turn simply follows from the definition of &, that is, from (7.3) and (7.4). This finishes

the proof. �

Next, let us set Σ = (Σ, m•Σ, 0), which clearly belongs to D2�−
�
([0, 1];L(ℝ3 ;L(ℝ30 ;ℝ3))),

since Σ = (Σ, m•Σ) ∈ D2�−
�• ([0, 1];L(ℝ

3 ;L(ℝ30 ;ℝ3))). Consequently, we have that Σ/ ∈
D2�−

�
([0, 1];L(ℝ30 ;ℝ3))).

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

∫ C

0

ΣA/A 3�
•
A =

∫ C

0

ΣA/A 3�
•
A . (7.9)

Recall that

Σ/ = (Σ/,Σ(Σ/) (·) + m•Σ(·)/),
Σ/ = (Σ/,Σ(Σ/) (·) + m•Σ(·)/,Σ(�/) (·)).

By recalling the definition of the integrals appearing in (7.9), it is clear that to have (7.9) it

suffices to show that

lim
|P|→0

∑

[B,D]∈P[0,C ]

(
ΣB (�/B)

)
G◦•B,D = 0. (7.10)

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: for each 8 ∈ {1, . . . , 3},

lim
|P|→0

∑

[B,D]∈P[0,C ]

�8
B,D = 0, (7.11)

where,

�8
B,D :=

3∑

;=1

30∑

r=1

Σ
;8 r
B

3∑

@=1

/
@
B (K̃;@ r

B,D 1).

Further, notice that by definition of K̃ (see Corollary 6.7), we have that �8
D,B = �

8,1
D,B +�8,2

D,B , where

�8,1
B,D :=

3∑

;=1

30∑

r=1

Σ
;8 r
B

3∑

@=1

/
@
B (J;@

B,D1)�r
B,D, �8,2

B,D :=

3∑

;=1

30∑

r=1

Σ
;8 r
B

3∑

@=1

/
@
B (Kr;@

B,D 1)

We next show that the terms above are of order |B − D |3�− .

Lemma 7.3. For each 8 ∈ {1, . . . , 3}, with probability one we have

sup
(B,C ) ∈ [0,1]2≤

|�8,1
B,C |

|C − B |3�− < ∞.

Proof. By the boundedness of Σ, we have

|�8,1
B,C | .

3∑

;=1

��
3∑

@=1

/
@
B (J;@

B,C1)�
r
B,C

�� . |C − B |�−
3∑

;=1

��
3∑

@=1

/
@
B (J;@

B,C1)
��. (7.12)

Next, recall that by Definition 1.3, it is immediate that / = (/, Σ/) ∈ D2�−
�• , which in particular

gives that

/B,C = (ΣB/B)�•B,C + $ ( |C − B |2�− ). (7.13)
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On the other hand, in Lemma 7.1 we showed that / = (/,Σ/, �/) ∈ D2�−
�

, which in particular

implies that

/B,C = (�/B)�◦B,C + (ΣB/B)�•B,C +$ ( |C − B |2�− ). (7.14)

Subtracting (7.13) from (7.14) gives that (�/B)�◦B,C = $ ( |C−B |2�−). Keeping in mind the definition

of � (see, (7.1)) and the fact that again by definition �◦ = (J;@1)3
;,@=1

, we have that

3∑

;=1

��
3∑

@=1

/
@
B (J;@

B,C1)
�� . |C − B |2�− .

Replacing the above in (7.12) gives the desired result. �

Lemma 7.4. For any ? ≥ 1 and 8 ∈ {1, . . . , 3} we have

sup
(B,C ) ∈ [0,1]2≤

‖�8,2
B,C ‖!?

|C − B |3�−
< ∞.

Proof. By the boundedness ofΣ, it suffices to show that for each ; ∈ {1, . . . , 3} and r ∈ {1, . . . , 30}
we have


3∑

@=1

/
@
B (Kr;@

B,C 1)

!?

. |C − B |3�− .

To this end, let 1= ∈ C∞ such that 1= → 1 in CU and ‖1=‖CU ≤ 2‖1‖CU for all = ∈ ℕ. By

Corollary 6.2 we have that


3∑

@=1

/
@
B (Kr;@

B,C 1)

!?

= lim
=→∞


3∑

@=1

/
@
B (Kr;@

B,C 1=)

!?

. (7.15)

For fixed =, we have

3∑

@=1

/
@
B (Kr;@

B,C 1=) =
∫ C

B

∫ 1

0

�
r
B,A jd (-A − .A )/A∇1;= (\-A + (1 − \).A ) 3\3A

+
∫ C

B

∫ 1

0

�
r
B,A jd (-A − .A )/B,A∇1;= (\-A + (1 − \).A ) 3\3A

=: Γ=
1 (B, C) + Γ

=
2 (B, C). (7.16)

By the fundamental theorem of calculus we have

|Γ=
1 (B, C) | =

���
∫ C

B

�
r
B,A jd (-A − .A )

(
1;= (-A ) − 1;= (.A )

)
3A

���

=

���
∫ C

B

�
r
B,A 3�

=
A

���,

where

�=
C =

∫ C

0

jd (-A − .A )
(
1;= (-A ) − 1;= (.A )

)
3A.
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Consequently,

|Γ=
1 (B, C) | . [�]C�− [�=]C1+U�+ |C − B |�−+1+U�+ .

By Theorem 5.1 (with the choice W = U, \ = 0 and \ = 1) we see that ‖�=‖C1+U� ( [0,1];!2? ) .
‖1=‖CU . Moreover, by Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion, for ? sufficiently large and Y′ suffi-

ciently small, we have ‖�=‖!2? (Ω;C1+U�+ ) . ‖�=‖C1+U�−Y′ ( [0,1];!2? ) , hence we obtain

‖Γ=
1 (B, C)‖!?

. ‖�‖!2? (Ω;C�− ) ‖�=‖!2? (Ω;C1+U�+ ) |C − B |�−+1+U�+

. ‖1=‖CU |C − B |3�− ,

where we have used that 1+U�+ > 2�−, which follows by the choice of �−, �+ (see, also (1.23)).

. Consequently, we have

lim sup
=→∞

‖Γ=
1 (B, C)‖!?

. ‖1‖CU |C − B |3�− . (7.17)

To estimate Γ=
2
, let ((, ) ) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ and for @ ∈ {1, . . . , 3} consider the process (QC )C∈[(,) ] given

by

QC =

∫ C

(

∫ 1

0

�
r

(,A
jd (-A − .A )/(,A∇1;= (\-A + (1 − \).A ) 3\3A.

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

&B,C = EB

∫ C

B

∫ 1

0

�
r

(,A
jd (qB,-B

A − qB,.BA ) (qB,-B
A − qB,.BA − /()∇1;= (\qB,-B

A + (1 − \)qB,.BA ) 3\3A.

First, we want to obtain that

‖&B,C ‖!?
. ‖1‖CU |C − B |1+(U−1)� |) − ( |2�− . (7.18)

For this, we decompose & as

&B,C =/(,BEB

∫ C

B

∫ 1

0

�
r

(,A
jd (qB,-B

A − qB,.BA ))∇1;= (\qB,-B
A + (1 − \)qB,.BA ) 3\3A

+ EB

∫ C

B

∫ 1

0

�
r

(,A
jd (qB,-B

A − qB,.BA ) (qB,-B
A − qB,.BA − /B)∇1;= (\qB,-B

A + (1 − \)qB,.BA ) 3\3A

= : &1
B,C +&2

B,C . (7.19)

Notice that &1
B,C = /(,B�

′
B,C , where �′B,C is the integral over \ ∈ (0, 1) of the germ in (6.4), with

the choice 5 = ∇1;=. By using then (6.5), we get

‖&1
B,C ‖!?

≤ ‖/(,B ‖!2?
‖�′B,C ‖!2?

(7.20)

. ‖[/]C�− ‖!2?
|) − ( |�− ‖1= ‖CU |C − B |1+(U−1)� |) − ( |�

. ‖1=‖CU |C − B |1+(U−1)� |) − ( |2�− .

The estimate for &2
B,C is essentially a repetition of the arguments for the bound (5.16) in proof of

Theorem 5.1. One has

&2
B,C =

∫ C

B

EB

(
I
(G,H)
B,A J

(G,H)
B,A ∇1;= (k

B,(G,H)
A )

) ��
(G,H)=(-B ,.B ) 3A,
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where I
(G,H)
B,A and k

B,(G,H)
A are as in the proof of Theorem 5.1, while the extra term J

(G,H)
B,A is given

by

J
(G,H)
B,A := �

r

(,A
(qB,GA − q

B,H
A − G + H).

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 = J
(G,H)
B,A , whose conditional Malliavin

norm needs to be estimated to gain the extra factor of |) − ( |2�− . First, notice that for @ ≥ 1

(
EB |�r

(,A
|@

)1/@ ≤
(
EB [�]@C�−

)1/@ |) − ( |�− ,
(
EB ‖�H⊥B �

r

(,A
‖@
H

)1/@ ≤ ‖��r

(,A
‖H . |) − ( |� ,

while for : ≥ 2, we have �:
H⊥B
�
r

(,A
= 0. Moreover, by Corollary 4.2 we have

(
EB |qB,GA − q

B,H
A − G + H |@

)1/@
.

(
EB | (1 + [�]R�− )@ (1+(4�−+3) )/�−

)1/@ |) − ( |�−

and for : ≥ 1, we have

(
EB ‖�:

H⊥B
(qB,GA − q

B,H
A − G + H)‖@ℝ3⊗H⊗:

)1/@ ≤
(
EB ‖�: (qB,GA − qB,H)‖

@

ℝ3⊗H⊗:
)1/@

≤ 2
(
EB |Λ= |@

)1/@ |) − ( |�− ,

where we have used Lemma 4.13. By these considerations it follows that for B ∈ [(, ) ], :∗ ∈ ℕ,

?∗ ≥ 2 there exists a random variable Ξ′B which satisfies the following: for any ? ≥ 1, ‖Ξ′B ‖!?
≤

� = � (:∗, ?∗, ?) < ∞ (but independent of B) and for all G, H ∈ ℝ3, A ∈ [B, ) ], with probability

one, we have

‖J(G,H)B,A ‖�:∗,?∗
B
≤ Ξ

′
B |) − ( |2�− .

With this estimate in hand, one can repeat the arguments that lead to (5.16) and conclude that

‖&2
B,C ‖!?

. ‖1=‖CU |) − ( |2�− |C − B |1+(U−1)� ,

which combined with (7.20) and the fact that ‖1=‖CU ≤ ‖1‖CU gives (7.18).

To bound X&B,D,C , we decompose & in a different manner. Namely, we have

&B,C = EB

∫ C

B

∫ 1

0

�
r

(,A
jd (qB,-B

A − qB,.BA ) (qB,-B
A − qB,.BA )∇1;= (\qB,-B

A + (1 − \)qB,.BA ) 3\3A

− /(EB

∫ C

B

∫ 1

0

�
r

(,A
jd (qB,-B

A − qB,.BA )∇1;= (\qB,-B
A + (1 − \)qB,.BA ) 3\3A

= EB

∫ C

B

�
r

(,A
jd (qB,-B

A − qB,.BA )
(
1;= (qB,-B

A ) − 1;= (qB,.BA )
)
3A

− /(EB

∫ C

B

∫ 1

0

�
r

(,A
jd (qB,-B

A − qB,.BA )∇1;= (\qB,-B
A + (1 − \)qB,.BA ) 3\3A

= &̃1
B,C − &̃2

B,C − /(&̃3
B,C ,

where &̃1
B,C is the germ in (6.4) with the choice \ = 1 and 5 = 1; , &̃2

B,C is the germ in (6.4) with

the choice \ = 0 and 5 = 1; , and &̃3
B,C is the integral over \ ∈ (0, 1) of the germ in (6.4) with the

choice 5 = ∇1; . Consequently, by using (6.6), it is easy to see that

‖EBX&B,D,C ‖!?
. ‖1= ‖CU |) − ( |� |C − B |2+2U�−2� .
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We can apply Lemma 2.1 to get

‖Q(,) ‖!?
. ‖1=‖CU

(
|) − ) |1+(U−1)� |) − ( |2�− + |) − ( |� |) − ( |2+2U�−2�

)

. ‖1=‖CU |) − ( |3�− .

Recall that by definition Γ=
2
((,) ) = Q(,) , and since in the above (, ) were arbitrary, we get

lim sup
=→∞

‖Γ=
2 (B, C)‖!?

. ‖1‖CU |C − B |3�− . (7.21)

Finally, by (7.15), (7.16), (7.17), and (7.21), we conclude that


3∑

@=1

/
@
B (Kr;@

B,C 1)

!?

. ‖1‖CU |C − B |3�− ,

which brings the proof to an end. �

We can now proceed with the proof of Lemma 7.2.

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
∑
[B,D]∈P[0,C ] �

8
B,D as |P| → 0 exists and we only have

to show that it is equal to zero. Recall also that

∑

[B,D]∈P[0,C ]

�8
B,D =

∑

[B,D]∈P[0,C ]

�8,1
B,D +

∑

[B,D]∈P[0,C ]

�8,2
B,D .

By Lemma 7.3, since 3�− > 1, the limit as |P| → 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 !?. 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. �

8 Proof of the main result

We now have all the tools to complete the proof of Theorem 1.6.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Let -,. be solutions of (1.1). Then, by Definition 1.3, for the difference

/ := - − . , with probability one, for all C ∈ [0, 1], we have

/C = �
-
C − �.

C +
∫ C

0

ΣA/A 3�
•
A .

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

C ∈ [0, g] (recall the definition of g in Lemma 7.1),

/C =

∫ C

0

�/B 3�
◦
B +

∫ C

0

ΣA/A 3�
•
A .

The above is a linear rough differential equation for the controlled path / = (/,Σ/, �/), starting

at /0 = 0. Consequently, the only solution of the above equation is identically zero, which shows
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that -C = .C for C ∈ [0, g]. Taking into account now the definition of g, it follows that g = 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 U > 1/2 − 1/(2�)) 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 [GK96].

For = ∈ ℕ, let 1= ∈ C∞ with lim=→∞ ‖1= − 1‖CU = 0, and consider -= given by the unique

solution of the equation

3-=
C = 1= (-=

C ) 3C + f (-=
C ) 3�C , -=

0 = G,

and let us set

�=
=

∫ C

0

1= (-=
B ) 3B.

Let - : (=) , - :′ (=) be arbitrary subsequences and consider the sequence

/= = (- : (=) , �: (=) , - :′ (=) , �: (=) , �,,) ∈ Z

where Z is the Polish space C�−+ × C1+U�++ × C�−+ × C1+U�++ ×R�−
geo × C�+. Then, following

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

(i) there exists subsequence of /= for = ∈ ℕ1 ⊂ ℕ and a probability space (Ω̄, F̄, ℙ̄) carrying

Z-valued random variables /̄=, /̄ , = ∈ ℕ2, with

/̄= = ( -̄ : (=) , �̄: (=) , -̄ :′ (=) , �̄: (=) , �̄=, ,̄=),
/̄ = ( -̄1, �̄1, -̄2, �̄2, �̄, ,̄),

such that /̄=
3
= /= for = ∈ ℕ1 and /= → / ℙ̄-almost surely as ℕ1 ∋ =→∞.

(ii) ,̄ is an F̄ -Brownian motion, where F̄ = (F̄C)C∈[0,1] , F̄C = f (,̄B, -̄
8
B, �̄

8
B , 8 = 1, 2, B ≤ C) and

F̄ = (F̄C)C∈[0,1] .

(iii) �̄ is the Gaussian rough path lift of the fractional Brownian motion

�̄C =

∫ C

0

 (C, A) 3,̄A .

(iv) For each 8 = 1, 2, -̄ 8 is a solution with drift component �̄8 , driven by the same noise �̄ and

with respect to the same filtration F̄ .

Consequently, by the uniqueness part -̄1 = -̄2 (hence �̄1 = �̄2), and the characterisation of

convergence in probability of Gyöngy and Krylov ([GK96]), we have that the original sequence

(-=, �=) converges in probability to some (-, �). From this, again by using the arguments of

the [DG24, Proof of Theorem 3], it is easy to see that - is a strong solution to Definition 1.3 with

drift component �. �
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Lemma A.1. Let ((,) ) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ and 5 ∈ D
2W
6 ([B, C]). Suppose that there exist constants �1, �2

such that for all (B, C) ∈ [(, ) ]2≤ we have

[ 5 ]
D

2W
6 ( [B,C ] )

≤ �1[ 5 ]D2W
6 ( [B,C ] )

|C − B |W + �2.

Then, it holds that

[ 5 ]
D

2W
6 ( [(,) ] )

≤ 2(1 + [6]CW ( [(,) ] ) ) (2�1)1/W�2.

Proof. Let us take a partition q = {B0, ..., B<} of [(, ) ] such that |c | ≤ (2�1)−1/W and < ≤
(2�1)1/W . It then follows by assumption that

[ 5 ]
D

2W
6 ( [B8 ,B8+1 ] )

≤ 2�2

Next, by (1.10), we get

[ 5 ]
D

2W
6 ( [(,) ] )

≤ 2(1 + [6]CW ( [(,) ] ) )<�2.

�

Proof of Lemma 2.2. First, it follows from the definitions of S(+ ⊗ H) and D:,? (+ ⊗ H) that

linear combinations of elements of the form �E ⊗ ℎ with � ∈ S, E ∈ + , and ℎ ∈ H are dense in

D:,? (+ ⊗ H). In addition, S$# (+ ⊗ H) is a linear space and therefore it suffices to show that

�E ⊗ ℎ can be approximated by elements from S$# (+ ⊗H). Notice that for some ℎ1, . . . ℎ< ∈ H
and 5 ∈ C∞

pol
(ℝ<) we have

Z := �E ⊗ ℎ = 5 (�(ℎ1), . . . �(ℎ<))
∞∑

8,:=1

〈E, @:〉+ 〈ℎ, 48〉H@: ⊗ 48

= 5
( ∞∑

8=1

〈ℎ1, 48〉H�(48), . . . ,
∞∑

8=1

〈ℎ<, 48〉H�(48)
) ∞∑

8,:=1

〈E, @:〉+ 〈ℎ, 48〉H@: ⊗ 48 ,

where we have used that � is an isonormal process. Then, we set

Z= := �=

=∑

8,:=1

〈E, @:〉+ 〈ℎ, 48〉H@: ⊗ 48 ,

where

�= := 5
( =∑

8=1

〈ℎ1, 48〉H�(48), . . . ,
=∑

8=1

〈ℎ<, 48〉H�(48)
)
.

We clearly have Z= ∈ S$# (+ ⊗H). By the triangle inequality and Parseval’s identity we have

‖Z − Z=‖2+⊗H ≤ 2|� − �= |2
∞∑

8,:=1

〈E, @:〉2+ 〈ℎ, 48〉2H + 2|�= |2
∑

8∨:>=
〈E, @:〉2+ 〈ℎ, 48〉2H,
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which gives

‖Z − Z=‖!? (Ω;+⊗H) ≤ 2‖� − �=‖!? (Ω) ‖E ⊗ ℎ‖+⊗H

+ 2‖�=‖!? (Ω)
( ∑

8∨:>=
〈E, @:〉2+ 〈ℎ, 48〉2H

)1/2
. (A.1)

Next, notice that since 5 has polynomial growth, for any @ ≥ 2, there exists ; ∈ ℕ such that

E|�= |@ . 1 +
<∑

9=1

E

���
=∑

8=1

〈ℎ 9 , 48〉H�(48)
���
;

. 1 +
<∑

9=1


=∑

8=1

〈ℎ 9 , 48〉H�(48)

;

!2 (Ω)

. 1 +
<∑

9=1

( ∞∑

8=1

〈ℎ 9 , 48〉2H
) ;/2
. 1,

where in the second inequality we have used Gaussianity. This shows that �= are bounded uniformly

in = in !@ for any @ ≥ 1. Consequently, the second summand in (A.1) converges to zero with

=→ ∞. In addition, by using the continuity of 5 , we see that |�−�= | → 0 in probability as =→ ∞,

which combined with the boundedness of �= in !@ for any @ ≥ 1 shows that the first summand in

(A.1) also converges to zero. Consequently, we get that lim=→∞ ‖Z−Z=‖!? (Ω;+⊗H) = 0. Finally, to

check that lim=→∞ ‖�^ (Z−Z=)‖!? (Ω;+⊗H⊗(^+1) ) = 0 for ^ ≤ :, it suffices to Malliavin differentiate

the expressions for Z and Z= and repeat the above argument. �

Lemma A.2. Let ? ∈ [1,∞), :, ℓ ∈ ℕ, : even. Take a linear map ) : C∞(ℝ3) ↦→ !? (Ω) such

there exist positive constants Γℓ ≤ Γ−: so that the following holds: for any 5 ∈ C∞ (ℝ3) the

following bounds hold

‖) 5 ‖!? (Ω) ≤ Γℓ ‖∇ℓ 5 ‖∞, (A.2)

‖) (∇: 5 )‖!? (Ω) ≤ Γ−: ‖ 5 ‖∞. (A.3)

Suppose furthermore that ) 5= → ) 5 in !? (Ω) whenever 5= → 5 uniformly on compacts. Then

for any V ∈ [−:, 0) there exists a constant � = � (3, ℓ, :, V) such that for all 5 ∈ C∞ (ℝ3) one

has

‖) 5 ‖!? (Ω) ≤ �Γ1−\
ℓ Γ

\
−: ‖ 5 ‖CV , (A.4)

where \ ∈ [0, 1] is uniquely defined by V = (1 − \)ℓ − \:.

Proof. By continuity, it suffices to show (A.4) with %C 5 in place of 5 on the left-hand side,

uniformly in C ∈ (0, 1]. First we have, by definition of the Hölder norm (1.6)

‖)%C 5 ‖!? (Ω) ≤ Γℓ ‖∇ℓ%C 5 ‖!∞ . Γℓ C
−ℓ/2‖%C/2 5 ‖!∞ ≤ Γℓ C

−ℓ/2CV/2‖ 5 ‖CV .

On the other hand, if : is even, so that : = 2< for < ∈ ℕ, then

‖)%C 5 ‖!? (Ω) = ‖)%C/< · · · %C/< 5 ‖! (Ω)

= ‖)
∫ C/<

0

· · ·
∫ C/<

0

mC%B1
· · · mC%B< 5 3B1 · · · 3B< ‖!? (Ω

= ‖
∫ C/<

0

· · ·
∫ C/<

0

)Δ<%B1+·· ·+B< 5 3B1 · · · 3B<‖!? (Ω)
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≤ Γ−:

∫ C/<

0

· · ·
∫ C/<

0

‖%B1+·· ·+B< 5 ‖!∞ 3B1 · · · 3B<

≤ Γ−: ‖ 5 ‖CV

∫ C/<

0

· · ·
∫ C/<

0

(B1 + · · · + B<)V/2 3B1 · · · 3B<

. Γ−: ‖ 5 ‖CV C:/2+V/2,

using V/2 > −:/2 = −< in the last step. Raising the first estimate to the (1 − \) power and the

second to \, the factors involving C cancel exactly, and we get the desired bound. �

The following lemma follows directly by [BFG22, Proposition 2.2, Lemma 2.3] and standard

Young integration. For the notation C
V
W therein, recall (4.34).

Lemma A.3. Let B ∈ [0, 1], U, V ∈ (0, 1) such that U + V > 1 and let W ∈ (0, V). Then, for all

5 ∈ CU ([B, 1]), 6 ∈ C
V
W ([B, 1]) and (D, C) ∈ [0, 1]2≤ , we have

��
∫ C

D

5D,A 36A
�� . [ 5 ]CU [6]

C
V
W
|C − D |V+U−W .
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