arXiv:1909.07961v4 [math.PR] 8 Aug 2021

Approximation of SDEs — a stochastic sewing approach
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Abstract

We give a new take on the error analysis of approximations of stochastic differential equations
(SDEs), utilizing and developing the stochastic sewing lemma of L& (2020). This approach
allows one to exploit regularization by noise effects in obtaining convergence rates. In our first
application we show convergence (to our knowledge for the first time) of the Euler-Maruyama
scheme for SDEs driven by fractional Brownian motions with non-regular drift. When the Hurst
parameter is H € (0, 1) and the driftis C*, o € [0,1] and & > 1 — 1/(2H), we show the strong
L,, and almost sure rates of convergenceto be (1/2+ aH) A1) — ¢, forany € > 0. Our conditions
on the regularity of the drift are optimal in the sense that they coincide with the conditions needed
for the strong uniqueness of solutions from Catellier, Gubinelli (2016). In a second application
we consider the approximation of SDEs driven by multiplicative standard Brownian noise where
we derive the almost optimal rate of convergence 1/2 — ¢ of the Euler-Maruyama scheme for C*
drift, for any €, > 0.

Keywords: Stochastic differential equations, regularization by noise, irregular drift, strong rate of conver-
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1. Introduction

Since the 1970s, it has been observed that the addition of a random forcing into an ill-posed
deterministic system could make it well-posed. Such phenomenon is called regularization by
noise. One of the prime examples concerns differential equations of the form

dXt = b(Xt) dt, (1.1)

where b is a bounded vector field. While equation (1)) might have infinitely many solutions when
b fails to be Lipschitz continuous and might possess no solution when b fails to be continuous,
Zvonkin [[Zvo74]] and Veretennikov [Ver8ol| (see also the paper of Davie [Davo7|) showed that the
stochastic differential equation (SDE)

dXt = b(Xt) dt + dBt (1.2)

driven by a Brownian motion B, has a unique strong solution when b is merely bounded measurable.
This result was extended to the case of the fractional Brownian noise in [NOo2, NOo03, ICG16,
BNP15| [Lé2o]. These papers study the equation

dX; = b(X;)dt + dBl, X0 = 2o (1.3)

where B is a d-dimensional fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H € (0,1). Itis
known [CG16, Theorem 1.9] that this equation has a unique strong solution if b belongs to the
Holder-Besov space C* and o > 1 — 1/(2H). Thus, the presence of the noise not only produces
solutions in situations where there was none but also singles out a unique physical solution in
situations where there were multiple. However, to the best of our knowledge, no construction
of this solution through discrete approximations has been known (unless H = 1/2). In this
article, we develop a new approach which allows to construct this solution and even obtain rate of
convergence of the discrete approximations. Before the formal setup of SectionZ, let us informally
overview the results.

First, let us recall that in the standard Brownian case (H = 1/2) the seminal work of Gyongy
and Krylov [GKg6] established the convergence in probability of the Euler-Maruyama scheme

dX] = b(X} o) dt + dB/, Xy =ap, t=0 (1.4)
to the solution of (T3). Here b is a bounded measurable function and

Kn(t) :== |nt]/n, n€N. (1.5)
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In the present paper, we significantly extend these results by a) establishing the convergence
of the Euler—-Maruyama scheme for all H € (0, 1); b) showing that the convergence takes place
in a stronger (L,(€2) and almost sure) sense; c) obtaining the explicit rate of convergence. More
precisely, in Theorem 11 we show that if b is bounded and Holder-continuous with exponent
a > 1—1/(2H), then the Euler-Maruyama scheme converges with rate ((1/2 + aH) A1) — ¢
for any € > 0. Thus, the approximation results are obtained under the minimal assumption on the
drift b that is needed for strong uniqueness of solutions [NOo2| [CG16] and for the well-posedness
of scheme (T:4). Let us also point out that in particular, for H < 1/2, one does not need to require
any continuity from b to obtain a convergence rate 1/2 — . Concerning approximations of SDEs
driven by fractional Brownian motions with regular coefficients, we refer the reader to the recent
works [FR 14}, [HLN16] and references therein. Concerning the implementation of such schemes
and in particular the simulation of increments of fractional Brownian motions we refer to [She1s,
Section 6] and its references.

Our second application is to study equations with multiplicative noise in the standard Brownian
case:

dXt = b(Xt) dt + O'(Xt) dBt, X(] = Xy, t>0 (16)

and their discretisations
dXi" = WX, @) dt + o(Xg, @) dBr, Xg =g, 20 (1.7)

Here b, o are measurable functions, B is a d-dimensional Brownian motion, and k,, is defined
in (T:3). To ensure well-posedness, a nondegeneracy assumption on o has to be assumed. In the
standard Brownian case the rate of convergence for irregular b has been recently actively studied,
see among many others [MX18| ILS18, MY 18| PT17, BHY 18] and their references. However,
the obtained rate deteriorates as b becomes more irregular: in the setting of (1.6)-(T-7), the best
known rate is only proven to be (at least) a/2 for b € C*, « > 0 in [BHY 18]

It was first shown in [DG18]] that, at least for additive noise, the strong rate does not vanish as
the regularity o approaches 0, and one in fact recovers the rate 1/2 — ¢ for arbitrary £ > 0, for all
a > 0. In the present paper we establish the same for multiplicative noise, in which case the rate
1/2 is well-known to be optimal. Our proof offers several other improvements to earlier results:
all moments of the error can be treated in the same way, the scalar and multidimensional cases
are also not distinguished, and the main error bound (2-g) is uniform in time, showing that X. and
X7 are close as paths. The topology (in time) where the error is measured is in fact even stronger,
see Remark

To obtain these results we develop a new strategy which utilizes the stochastic sewing lemma
(SSL) of L& [Lé2a] as well as some other specially developed tools. We believe that these tools
might be also of independent interest; let us briefly describe them here.

First, we obtain a new stochastic sewing—type lemma, see Theorem It provides bounds
on the L,-norm of the increments of a process, with the correct dependence on p. This improves
the corresponding bounds from SSL of Lé (although, under more restrictive conditions). This
improved bound is used for proving stretched exponential moment bounds that play a key role in the
convergence analysis of the Euler-Maruyama scheme for (T23)), see Section[Z-3] In particular, using
this new sewing-type lemma, we are able to extend the key bound of Davie [[Davo7, Proposition 2.1]
(this bound was pivotal in his paper for establishing uniqueness of solutions to (I2) when the
driving noise is the standard Brownian motion) to the case of the fractional Brownian noise, see
Lemma[f3]
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Second, in Section [5] we derive density estimates of (a drift-free version of) the solution of
(T77) via Malliavin calculus. Classical results in this direction include that of Gyongy and Krylov
[GK9g6], and of Bally and Talay [BTg6a, |[BTq6b[|: the former gives sharp short time asymptotics
but no smoothness of the density, and the latter vice versa (see Remark 5.1 below). Since our
approach requires both properties at the same time, we give a self-contained proof of such an
estimate (3-2).

Finally let us mention that, as in [DG18, NS19, DGI19], efficient quadrature bounds play
a crucial role in the analysis. These are interesting approximation problems in their own right,
see, e.g., [KHMN14] and the references therein. Such questions in the non-Markovian setting of
fractional Brownian motion have only been addressed recently in [Alt17]]. However, there are a few
key differences to our quadrature bounds from Lemma {1} First, we derive bounds in L,,(2) for
all p, which by Proposition [z:galso imply the corresponding almost sure rate (as opposed to Lo(£2)
rates only in [Alt17]])). Second, unlike the standard fractional Brownian motions considered here,
[Alt17] requires starting them at time O from a random variable with a density, which provides a
strong smoothing effect. Third, when approximating the functional of the form

t
T, ::/ f(B)ds,
0

also called ‘occupation time functional’, by the natural discretisation

t
Iy = / FBH ) ds,
0

our results not only imply pointwise error estimates on |I'7 — I'7|, but also on the error of the
whole path ||T". — T'"|| ;s measured in a Holder norm C? with some 3 > 1/2. This is an immediate
consequence of the bounds in combination with Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem.

The rest of the article is structured as follows. Our main results are presented in Section
In Section [3] we outline the main strategy and collect some necessary auxiliary results, including
the new sewing lemma-type bound Theorem Section [] is devoted to the error analysis in
the additive fractional noise case. In Section [§] we prove an auxiliary bound on the probability
distribution of the Euler-Maruyama approximation of certain sufficiently nice SDEs. The proofs
of the convergence in the multiplicative standard Brownian noise case are given in Section

Acknowledgments. OB has received funding from the European Research Council (ERC) un-
der the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation program (grant agreement No.
683164) and from the DFG Research Unit FOR 2402. MG was supported by the Austrian Science
Fund (FWF) Lise Meitner programme M2250-N32. Part of the work on the project has been
done during the visits of the authors to IST Austria, Technical University Berlin, and Hausdorff
Research Institute for Mathematics (HIM). We thank them all for providing excellent working
conditions, support and hospitality. Finally, we thank the referee for the careful reading of our
paper and several useful comments.

2. Main results

We begin by introducing the basic notation. Consider a probability space (€2, F,P) carrying a
d-dimensional two-sided Brownian motion (W});cr. Let F = (F3)ier be the filtration generated
by the increments of W. The conditional expectation given F; is denoted by E®. For H € (0, 1)
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we define the fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H by the Mandelbrot-van Ness
representation [Nuao6, Proposition 5.1.2]

0 t
BH ::/ (|t—s|H1/2—|s|H1/2)dWs+/ it — |12 qw,. (2.1)
0

—00

Recall that the components of B are independent and each component is a Gaussian process
with zero mean and covariance

C(s,t) = %{(SQH + 2t — 52, st >0, (2.2)

where cy is a certain positive constant, see [Nuao6), (5.1)].
For a € (0, 1] and a function f: Q — V, where @ C R¥ and (V, | - |) is a normed space, we

o |f(@) — fW)
) —Jy
[flea@,v) == sup —F—————.
@V e e -yl
For a € (0, 00) we denote by C*(Q), V) the space of all functions f: () — V having derivatives
9" f for all multi-indices ¢ € (Z,)* with |¢| < a such that

I £llcery =D sup |’ f@+ D [0 flea i) < o

|£\<o¢x€ a—1<|l|<a

If ¢ = (0,...,0), then as usual, we use the convention d‘f = f. In particular, the C* norm
always includes the supremum of the function. We also set C°(Q, V) to be the space of bounded
measurable functions with the supremum norm. We emphasize that in our notation elements of
C° need not be continuous! If o < 0, then by C*(R?, R) we denote the space of all distributions
f € D'(R%), such that

—a/2

[fllea == sup e™Z[Pe fllcoa,r) < o0,

e€(0,1]
where P, f is the convolution of f with the d-dimensional Gaussian heat kernel at time .
In some cases we use shorthands: if ) = R orV =RéorV = R4, they are omitted from
the notation. For instance, the reader understands that requiring the diffusion coefficient o of (1.6)
to be of class C* is to require it to have finite || - || cagd gaxay norm. If V= L,,(Q) for some p > 2,
we write
1fleeq = |l fllco@ Lo (2.3)

Convention on constants. Throughout the paper N denotes a positive constant whose value
may change from line to line; its dependence is always specified in the corresponding statement.

2.1. Additive fractional noise

Our first main result establishes the convergence of the numerical scheme to the solution of
equation (T:3). Fix H € (0,1). It is known ([CG16, Theorem 1.9]) that if the drift b € C* with
o € [0, 1] satisfying o > 1 — 1/(2H), then for any fixed zo € R?, equation (T3) admits a unique
strong solution, which we denote by X. For any n € N we take x(} € R? and denote the solution
of by X™. Foragiven a € [0,1] and H € (0, 1), we set

v =9, H):=(1/2+ aH) A1 (2.4)

Now we are ready to present our first main result. Its proof is placed in Section g}, a brief outline
of it is provided in Section 3.1}



6 MAIN RESULTS

Theorem 2.1. Let o € [0, 1] satisfy
a>1-1/2H). (2.5)

Suppose b € C%, let £,6 > 0 and p > 2. Then there exists a constant T = (o, H,e) > 1/2 such
that for all n € N the following bound holds

1X = X" [lerqo,11,L,00 < Nn'lzo — a| + Nn =7+ (2.6)
with some constant N = N(p,d, o, H, €, 9, ||b||ce).

Remark 2.2. An interesting question left open is whether one can reach a = 0 in the H = 1/2
case. In dimension 1, this is positively answered [DG18|] using PDE methods, but the sewing
approach at the moment does not seem to handle such endpoint situations. For H # 1/2 even
weak existence or uniqueness is not known for the endpoint « = 1 — 1/(2H).

Remark 2.3. From (2.6), Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem, and Jensen’s inequality, one gets the
bound
5 —yte+d
X = X ler—er 0,112 1,0y < N0|z0 — 2] + N7 (2.7)

for any &/ > 0 (with N also depending on £). In the literature it is more common to derive error
estimates in supremum norm, which of course follows:

sup |X; — X7 < Nnllzg — 2| + Nn~vHeto,
t @) 0
t€[0,1] P
but (277) is quite a bit stronger.

Remark 2.4. A trivial lower bound on the rate of convergence of the solutions is the rate of
convergence of the initial conditions. In (T:7)) we lose 0 compared to this rate, but § > 0 can be
chosen arbitrarily small. This becomes even less of an issue if one simply chooses x(j = .

Remark 2.5. The fact that the error is well-controlled even between the gridpoints is related to the
choice of how we extend X™ to continuous time from the points X, X {‘/n, .. .. For other type of
extensions and their limitations we refer the reader to [Neuo6].

Corollary 2.6. Assume o € [0, 1] satisfies (Z.5) and suppose b € C*. Take xo = xj for alln € N.
Then for a sufficiently small § > 0 and any € > 0 there exists an almost surely finite random
variable 1 such that for all n € N, w € € the following bound holds

sup [ Xy — X' <[ X — Xn||cl/2+9([o,1],Rd) <7

te[0,1]
where vy was defined in ([Z-Z)).
Proof. Animmediate consequence of (2-7), Proposition z.g|below, and the fact that 7 > 1/2. O
2.2. Multiplicative Brownian noise
In the multiplicative case we work under the ellipticity and regularity conditions
oel?, ool = M\, (2.8)

in the sense of positive definite matrices, with some A > 0. This, together with b € C°, guarantees
the strong well-posedness of equations (1.6) and (T77) [Ver8o, Theorem 1], whose solutions we
denote by X and X", respectively. The second main result then reads as follows, its proof is the
content of Section [0l
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Theorem 2.7. Let a € (0,1]. Suppose b € C*, lete > 0, 7 € [0,1/2), and p > 2. Suppose o
satisfies 2.8). Then for all n € N the following bound holds

1X = X lerqo.11,Lp) < Nlwo — af| + Nn~1/2te (2.9)
with some N = N(p,d,a, e, 7, A, ||b]|ca, ||o]|c2)-

Corollary 2.8. Let o € (0, 1], assume xo = xg for all n € N, suppose b € C®, and suppose o
satisfies @.8). Let € > 0, 7 € [0,1/2). Then there exists an almost surely finite random variable
7 such that for all n € N, w € Q the following bound holds

sup | Xy — X{'| < | X — X"|lero.1rey < 10 —1/2te,

te[0,1]

Proof. An immediate consequence of (Z:g), Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem, and Proposition
[2-g below. O

Let us conclude by invoking a simple fact used in the proof of Corollaries [2.6] and which
goes back to at least [Gy098|, proof of Theorem 2.3] (see also [Faug2l Lemma 2]).

Proposition 2.9. Let p > 0 and let (Z,,)ncn be a sequence of random variables such that for all
p > 0and all n € N one has the bound

1 Zn L@ < Nn™"

fJor some N = N(p). Then for all € > O there exists an almost surely random variable 7 such that
foralln e N, w € Q
| Z| < qn—PTE.

Proof. Notice that for any g > 0

_ E|Z, _
SOP(Zy >0 < Y nq(’ < S W0,

neN neN neN

Choosing ¢ = 2/¢, the above sum is finite, so by the Borel-Cantelli lemma there exists an almost
surely finite N-valued random variable ng such that | Z,,| < n~?*¢ for all n > ng. This yields the
claim by setting
7 := 1V max(|Z,|n""°). O
n<no

3. Preliminaries

3.1. The outline of the strategy

The purpose of this section is to outline the main steps in a simple example. Hopefully this
gives a clear picture of the strategy to the reader, which otherwise may be blurred by the some
complications arising in the proofs of Theorems Z1land 27}

The ‘simple example’ will be the setting of (T-3) and with H = 1/2 and f € C* for some
a > 0. We furthermore assume z( = 7 and that the time horizon is given by [0, 7p] instead of
[0, 1], with some small 1 > T > 0 to be chosen later. Finally, we will only aim to prove (2.6)
with 7 = 1/2.
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Step 1 ("Quadrature bounds") Our first goal is to bound the quantity

To
Aq, = / b(B,) — b(By,, ) dr. (3.1)
0

From the Holder continuity of b, one would have the trivial bound of order n~%2in any L,(£)
norm, but in fact one can do much better, as follows. Fix ¢ € (0,1/2) and define (recall that by
E¢ we denote the conditional expectation given F)

t
Auy = ES(A — Ay = E° / b(By) — b(By, ) dr-

The stochastic sewing lemma, Proposition[3-2]below, allows one to bound .A through bounds on A.
Given the preceding field A, ¢, provided that the conditions (3.8]) and (3-g) are satisfied, it is easy
to check that the unique adapted process A constructed in Proposition [3-2] coincides with the one
in (3-1). Indeed, the process in (3-1) satisfies (3-10) and (3-TT) with ey =€, 2 = 1, K = ||b]|co
and Ko = 0. Therefore it remains to find C and Cs. In fact, it is immediate that one can choose
Cy =0, since E*0 A, ¢ = E%(Ast — Asy — Au) = 0.

We now claim that one can take C; = Nn~1/2-/2+¢ i (3-8). Since ||b(B;)—b(By,,)| L@ <
|bl|can—/2, if |t — 5| < 2n~1, then one easily gets by the conditional Jensen’s inequality

| As tll L, < Ns — t{n~/2 < Nl|s — t|}/2Fen1/2a/2 e, (3.2)

If |t — s| > 2n71, let s’ = k,(s) + 2n~! be the second gridpoint to the right of s. In particular,
r > s implies k,(r) > s. Let us furthermore notice that for any v > v and any bounded
measurable function f, one has E" f(B,) = P,_. f(B,), where P is the standard heat kernel (see
(322) below for a precise definition). One can then write

!

[ As il < /: [6(Br) — 0By, o)l L) dr + || /; E*b(B;) — E*0(By, ) drll 1, ()
< Np~ o2 4 / : [(Pr—s = Prnry—s)bllco dr
o
< Nn 1724 N /t(r — ¢y Ve 1/2ma/2 e gy
< Nt — 8’1/2+en—172—a/2+e (3-3)
where in the third line we used a well-known estimate for heat kernels, see Proposition [3-7] (ii)
with exponents 8 = 0, = 1/2 4+ «/2 — ¢, and time points x,,(r) — s in place of s, r — s in place

of t. We also used that for 7 > s, one has k,(r) — s > r — s'. By (32) and (33) we indeed get
(3.8) with C; = Nn~1/2-9/2+2 Applying the stochastic sewing lemma, (3.T2) yields

t
HAt — ASHLp(Q) = H / b(B,) — b(B,.in(r)) drHLp(Q) < N’t _ 3’1/2+6n*1/27a/2+5

for all 0 < s < t < Tp. Here the constant N depends on p, ¢, «, d, ||b||c«, but not on T.
Step 1.5 (Girsanov transform) An easy application of Girsanov’s theorem yields

t
|| / b(X;l) _ b(Xn )dTHLP(Q) < N|t _ S|1/2+€n*1/270£/2+6‘ (34)

Kn(T)
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In general (for example, for fractional Brownian motions) the Girsanov transformation can become
involved, but for our present example this is completely straightforward.
Step 2 ("regularization bound") Next, we estimate the quantity

To
AmZ/ BBy + ) — b(By + oy dt
0

for some adapted processes 1, ¢ whose Lipschitz norm is bounded by some constant /. As
suggested by the above notation, we use the stochastic sewing lemma again, with A, ; defined as

t
Agy = IES/ (B, + 1s) — (B, + @) dr.

We do not give the details of the calculations at this point. It is an instructive exercise to the
interested reader to verify that (3.8)) and (3-g) are satisfied withe; = /2, C1 = N[y — elizo 10,151
and g9 = /2, Co = N[[¢p — ap[]%l/z’[ovTO]. Here N depends on p, «, d, K, ||b||ca, but not on Ty.
The bound (3-10) is straightforward, with K; = ||b||co. Concerning (3-TT)), one can write

t
|ES(-’4t —As — As,t)| < ES/ |b(Br + ) — (B, + T;Z)s)| + |b(Br + ¢r) — b(B, + SDS)| dr,

and so Ky = 2K||b||c~ does the job. Therefore, by (3-12), we get

t
H-At - ASHLP(Q) = || / b(Br + T,Z)r) - b(Br + Spr)dTHLp(Q)

SNt = s['V2H2 0 — ollgy o,y + NIE= 5|00 = @l -

We will only apply the following simple corollary of this bound: if 1)y = g, then

t

Step 3 ("Buckling”) Let ¢ and 1" be the drift component of X and X", respectively:

t t
vt [ WG =t [ BOXE
0 0
We apply (3-4) and (3-3) with o = ", to get

1) — ™) — () — ")l < N~ 1270246 — g|1/2He
o124 a/2 o
+ Nt — 5| Iy — []%1/2,[0,%]'

Dividing by |t — s|'/? and take supremum over 0 < s < t < T}, one gets

_on —1/2—a/2+4¢ /2 on
|]’lzz) 'l,Z) "%171/27[0’,1«0] < Nn + NTO []¢ ¢ [](6)171/2’[077"0]‘

Since so far NV does not depend on 7y, one can choose Tj sufficiently small so that N Toa /2 <1/2.
This yields the desired bound

. n _ _ n —1/2—():/2+6
DX = X507 1y = 00 = 9 D517 gy S N2 '
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O

Let us point out that the rate of convergence is determined by only the first step. Also, the
second step is similar in spirit to the ‘averaging bounds’ appearing in sewing-based uniqueness
proofs for SDEs (see e.g. [CG16, |[Lé2a]).

In the proof of Theorem 211, the more difficult part will be the regularization bound. Applying
only the stochastic sewing lemma of L& apparently does not lead to an optimal result for H > 1/2.
Therefore at some point one has to move from almost sure bounds (which are similar to [[CG16])
to L, bounds. This requires an extension of the Davie’s moment bound [Davo7, Proposition 2.1]
to the case of the fractional Brownian motion. This is done in LemmafZ3]using the new stochastic
sewing lemma (Theorem 3:3).

In contrast, for Theorem [277] establishing the quadrature bound will be more difficult. In
the above arguments, the heat kernel bounds have to be replaced by estimates on the transition
densities of the Euler-Maruyama scheme. These bounds are established via Malliavin calculus,
this is the content of Section [5}

3.2. Sewing lemmas

As mentioned above, the proof strategy relies on the sewing and stochastic sewing lemmas. For
the convenience of the reader, we recall them here. The first two lemmas are well-known, the third
one is new.

We define for 0 < S < T < 1theset [S,T]< == {(s,t) : S <s<t<T}H IfA isa
function [S,T]< — R?, then for s < u < t we put 0Asut = Ast — Asu — Ay The first
statement is the sewing lemma of Gubinelli.

Proposition 3.1 ([FdLPo6, Lemma 2.1], [Gubo4l, Proposition 1]). Let 0 < .S < T < 1 and let
A.. be a continuous function from [S,T]< to R?. Suppose that for some € > 0 and C > 0 the
bound

10As ut| < CJt — s|'Te (3.6)

holds for all S < s < u <t < T. Then there exists a unique function A : [S,T] — RY such that
Ags = 0 and the following bound holds for some constant K > 0:

A — As — Agy| < K|t —s|'e, (s,t) €[5, Tl<. (3.7)

Moreover, there exists a constant K depending only on €, d such that A in fact satisfies the above
bound with K < KyC.

The next statement is the stochastic extension of the above result obtained by Lé&. Recall that
for any s > 0 we are using the convention E*[...] := E[...|Fs].

Proposition 3.2 ([Lé2ol Theorem 2.4]). Let p > 2, 0 < S < T < 1 and let A.. be a function
[S, T« — Ly, R®) such that for any (s, t) € [S, T'< the random vector A, ; is Fi-measurable.
Suppose that for some €1,c9 > 0 and C1, Cy the bounds

Ch|t — s|M/?Fe, (3.8)
Colt — 5|1 (3.9)

| As.tll Ly
[E*6As u.tll L)

VAR/A

hold for all S < s < u < t < T. Then there exists a unique (up to modification) F-adapted
process A : [S,T] — Lp(Q,Rd) such that Ag = 0 and the following bounds hold for some
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constants K1, Ko > 0:

Kift — s['27e 4 Kot — s|'72, (s,t) €[S, Tl<, (3.10)
Kolt — |72, (s,t) €[S, T<. (3.11)

[ At — As — Astll L)
[E*(Ar — As — As )l L@

NN

Moreover, there exists a constant K depending only on ¢1, €2, d such that A satisfies the bound
I Ar — As| L) < KpChlt — 3]1/2+€1 + KpCylt — s|*T2,  (s,t) € [S,T]. (3.12)

The final statement of this section is new. It provides bounds on || A, — A¢| 1, with the
correct dependence on p: namely these bounds are of order ,/p, rather than p as in (3712). This will
be crucial for the proof of Theorem 215 in particular, this would allow to extend the corresponding
Davie bound [Davo7l Proposition 2.1] to the case of fractional Brownian motion. The price to
pay though is that the assumptions of this theorem are more restrictive than the corresponding
assumptions of [Lé2ol Theorem 2.4].

Theorem 3.3. Fix 0 < S < T < 1. Let (Ay)iers,1) be an F—adapted process with values in RY
For (s,t) € [S,T< we will write Ag; := Ay — As. Let p > 2. Suppose that for some m > 2,
€1>0,e902>0,e3 >0, and C1,Co,C3 > 0 the bounds

[ Astl| Ly i) < Chlt — s|H/2He (3.13)
E* Ayt — E" Ayt < Cilu — s|/mte (3.14)
) , m(£2) 3
IE°As tll Ly < Caoft — 8|7 (3.15)
IESUE A — E“ Al ey < Colu— ol t I (316

hold for all S < s < u <t <T. Then there exist a universal constant K = K(d,es,e3) > 0
which does not depend on p, Cj, such that

A = Aslly0) < CoKt = 52 + K p Gyt — s[H/24e/2, (3-17)

Remark 3.4. Note that the right-hand side of bound (3:17) does not depend on C.

Remark 3.5. Let us recall that the proof of stochastic sewing lemma in [L&20] requires to apply
the BDG inequality infinitely many times but each time to a discrete-time martingale, thus yielding
a constant p in the right-hand side of bound (3:12). In our proof we apply the BDG inequality only
once, but to a continuous time martingale. This allows to get a better constant (namely ,/p instead
of p), since the constant in the BDG inequality for the continuous-time martingales is better than
in the BDG inequality for general martingales.

Proof of Theorem 3.3} This proof is inspired by the ideas of [BM1¢, proof of Proposition 3.2] and
[CG16), proof of Theorem 4.3]. For the sake of brevity, in this proof we will write L,, for L,(£2).
Fix s,t € [S,T]< and for i € {1,...,d} consider a martingale M® = (M}),c[s.1], where

M} :=E"TAL,], re€lst]
We will frequently use the following inequality. For s < u < v < ¢ one has

|M, — M| < AL, |+ |E“A, | + |E¥AL, — EV AL |. (3.18)
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We begin by observing that

d d
Al Ly < Y 1AL Ly = D IM Ly
i=1 i=1
d d

<Y MLy + Y IM = M|z,
=1 =1

d
=Y L+ I (3.19)
The first term in (3:19) is easy to bound. By assumption (3:13) we have
I = |E*Allz,@ < Colt — 5| (3.20)

To estimate I§ we first observe that for each i = 1, ..., d the martingale M is continuous. Indeed,

for any s < u < v < t we have using (3.18), (3:13), and (3-14)

1M, = M, <20 ALllz,, + IEYAL, — EVAL L,

< 301 Ju — v/

Therefore, the Kolmogorov continuity theorem implies that the martingale M® is continuous.
Hence, its quadratic variation [M?] equals its predictable quadratic variation (M*) [JSo3}, Theo-
rem 1.4.52]. Thus, applying a version of the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality with a precise
bound on the constant [BY82|, Proposition 4.2], we get that there exists a universal constant N > (
such that

134 = Ml < NyBIKMIL,. (3.21)

Forn e N,j € {1,...,n} put th = s+ (t—s)j/n. Then, it follows from [Jakos), Theorem 2] that
Z?:_& EY [(M, tiﬁl — M%)Q] converges to (M?); in L1(2). In particular, a subsequence indexed
over ny converges almost surely. Therefore, applying Fatou’s lemma, Minkowski’s inequality,
and using the assumptions of the theorem, we deduce

nkfl ng
A _ R o
[0l o = || lim S™ B g, — M
—»00 “— J+1 J Ly
7=0
ni—1 "
liminf Y ES" (M, — M, )2,
k—oo 4 it t; p/2
7=0
nkfl
<3 lim Y @Ay oy 170 + B (B Al |, — S5+ AL, )
= ks 00 jio( || tjk7tj-lﬁ1HLp(Q) H ( tj-lﬁvt tj-lﬁvt) ||Lp/2)
nkfl
< lim 6CTT 2710, 2 43 lim Calft — s|"T=0n, 7% > (ny — )
k—o0 k—o0 —
J:

< NCslt — 5|1 Tes,

Substituting this into (3-21)) and combining this with (3-19) and (3:20), we obtain (3:17). O
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3.3. Some useful estimates

In this section we establish a number of useful technical bounds related to Gaussian kernels. Their
proofs are mostly standard, however we were not able to find them in the literature. Therefore for
the sake of completeness, we provide the proofs of these results in the Appendix [Al

Fix an arbitrary H € (0, 1). Define

o(s,t) = VCH) Lt —s|f, 0<s<t<1

Let ps, t > 0, be the density of a d-dimensional vector with independent Gaussian components
each of mean zero and variance t:

_ 1 |z[? d
pi(x) = @) exp(— o >, x € R (3.22)

For a measurable function f: RY — R we write P;f := p; * f, and occasionally we denote by p
the Dirac delta function.

Our first statement provides a number of technical bounds related to the fractional Brownian
motion. Its proof is placed in the Appendix [Al

Proposition 3.6. Letp > 1. The process B has the following properties:
() |Bff — B, = N|t —s|, forall0 < s <t < 1, with N = N(p,d, H);

@) forall 0 < s < u < t<1i=1,...,d the random variable EsBl{{’i — E“BtH’i is
independent of F*°; furthermore, this random variable is Gaussian with mean 0 and variance

E(E*B/"" — EB"")? = cX(s,t) — A(u, 1) =: v(s,u, b); (3.23)
t t 323

(iiiy E*f(BI") = Puagspy f(E*B), forall 0 < s <t < 1;

(V) |c*(s,t) — c*(s,u)| < Nt —ult —s|>7L, forall 0 < s < u < t such that [t —u| < |u—s|,
with N = N(H);

>

) |ESBf —E*BY |1, < N|t—u|t—s|T7 forall0 < s < u < tsuchthat |t—u| < |u—s
with N = N(p, d, H);

The next statement gives the heat kernel bounds which are necessary for the proofs of the main
results. Its proof is also placed in the Appendix [Al Recall the definition of the function v in (3-23).

Proposition 3.7. Ler f € C%, a < 1 and 8 € [0, 1]. The following hold:
(i) There exists N = N(d, o, ) such that

(a=B)A0

[Pefllesay < Nt 2 || flleoray,

forallt € (0,1].

(ii) Forall 6 € (0,1] withé > § — g there exists N = N(d, «, 8, 0) such that

a_ B
[Pef = Psfllesmay < N flleamays? 2 5t — s)°,

Jorall 0 <s<t< 1.
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(iiiy Forall H € (0, 1), there exists N = N(d, «, 8, H) such that

1 g1
1Pezs.rf = Pzt fllesmay < NI fllea@ayw — )2 (¢ — u) @ Ar=2n0,
forall0 < s <u<t< L

(iv) Forall H € (0,1), p > 2, there exists N = N(d, o, H, p) such that

1 1
1P f@) = P f@ + Ol < N fllealu — )2t —w) o2

forall z € RY, 0 < s < u < t < 1 and all random vectors & whose components are
independent, N'(0,v(s, u, t)) random variables.

Our next statement relates to the properties of Holder norms. Its proof can be found in
Appendix [Al

Proposition 3.8. Let o € R, f € C*(R%,R¥), § € [0,1]. Then there exists N = N(«,9,d, k)
such that for any x € R¢

If@+ ) = fOllga—s < Nlz|°|| fllce-

Finally, we will also need the following integral bounds. They follow immediately from a
direct calculation.

Proposition 3.9. (i) Leta,b > —1,t > 0. Then for some N = N(a, b) one has
t
/ (t — )’ dr = NtotttL (3-24)
0
(i) Leta > —2,b < 1,t > 0. Then for some N = N(a,b) one has

t
‘ /0 t — m*(tbr~t — 1) dr| = Nt (3.25)

3.4. Girsanov theorem for fractional Brownian motion

One of the tools which are important for the proof of Theorem 211is the Girsanov theorem for
fractional Brownian motion [DUqg| Theorem 4.9], [NOo2| Theorem 2]. We will frequently use
the following technical corollary of this theorem. For the convenience of the reader we put its
proof into Appendix

Proposition 3.10. Let u: 2 x [0,1] — R? be an F—adapted process such that with a constant
M > 0 we have

1l Loo0,1) < M, (3.26)

almost surely. Further, assume that one of the following holds:
(i) H<1/2;

or
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(ii) H > 1/2 and there exists a random variable £ such that

1, pt H-1/2(, _
/ ( (t/5) e — us| ds>2 dt < € (3.27)
0 0

(t — S)H+1/2

and E exp(A\§) < oo for any A > 0.

Then there exists a probability measure PP which is equivalent to P such that the process BH .=
BH 4 fo ug ds is a fractional Brownain motion with Hurst parameter H under P. Furthermore
Jor any A > 0 we have

dP\ X AN2NM? ifH € (0,1/2
E(%) < {exp( ) PHEQUE o )

dP expA2NM2)E[exp(ANE)]  if H € (1/2,1)
where N = N(H).

In order to simplify the calculation of the integral in ([3:27), we provide the following technical
but useful lemma. Since the proof is purely technical, we put its proof in the Appendix

Lemma 3.11. Ler H € (1/2,1) and let p € (H — 1/2,1]. Then there exists a constant N =
N(H, p), such that for any function f € C*([0,1],R%) and any n € N one has

1 t H—1/2
/"2 frnity = Fanto)] )2 )
/0 </0 (t — S)H+1/2 dS) dt < N[f]ce- (3.29)
1 t H—1/2
/"2 — fo] )2
/0 < o (L — s)HFL/2 ds) dt < N[f1z» (3.30)

4. Additive fractional noise

In this section we provide the proof of Theoremz1l We follow the strategy outlined on Section[3-1}
In Sections [f.1] and .2 we prove the quadrature bound and the regularization bound, respectively.
Based on these bounds, the proof of the theorem is placed in Section 1.3}

4.1. Quadrature estimates

The goal of this subsection is to prove the quadrature bound (#7). The proof consists of two steps.
First, in Lemma we prove this bound for the case of fractional Brownian motion; then we
extend this result to the process X by applying the Girsanov theorem.

Recall the definition of functions x,, in (T-5)) and +y in (24).

Lemma 4.1. Ler H € (0,1), o € [0,1], p > 0, and take ¢ € (0,1/2]. Then for all f € C*,
0<s<t< 1l neN, one has the bound

with some N = N(p,d, o, e, H).

t
/ (F(By = f(BH ) drHL S N[ lgan= @ — g[1/2+e (4.1)
S P

Proof. 1t suffices to prove the bound for p > 2. Define for 0 < s <t <1

t
A= E° / (fBH) — B ) dr.
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Then, clearly, forany 0 < s <u<t<1
5As,u,t L= As,t - As,u — Ayt

t , t
= E* / (fBH - f(BE ) dr — E / (fBI - fBE ) dr.

Let us check that all the conditions of the stochastic sewing lemma (Proposition [3:2) are satisfied.
Note that
E*0Ag ., =0,

and so condition (3-g) trivially holds, with Cy = 0. To establish (3.8), let s € [k/n, (k + 1)/n)
for some k € {0,...,n — 1}. Suppose first that ¢t € [(k + 4)/n, 1]. We write

(k+4)/n t . .
’As,t’ < (/ +/ )’Es(f(Br )_f(Bnn(r)))‘dr =: I + I. (4.2)
s (k+4)/n

The bound for I, is straightforward: by conditional Jensen’s inequality, the definition of C“
norm, and Proposition [3.6| () we have

(k+4)/n " "
o< [ 1B = FBE o dr
S
< N|Ifllean™ = < NI fllean™ ¥t — s'/2F, 4-3)
where the last inequality follows from the fact that n=! < |t — .

Now let us estimate I5. Using Proposition [3.6] (iii), we derive

t
I, < / Pezgsmy FESB) — Poagy oy FE B dr
(k+4)/n

t
* / Pe2snend BB = Pers oy (BB )| dr
(k+4)/n

=:lo1 + Ina. (4-4)

To bound I5;, we apply Proposition [3-7 (i) with 5 = 0, § = 1 and Proposition [3.6] (iv). We get

t
1 Io1]| £, < N f]lce / (¢2(s,7) — (5, kn(1))) ™ 2(8, Fip (1)) dr
(k+4)/n

t
< N fllce / nil\r — 3[2H*1’T _ S‘H(afz) dr
n

t
<N flean™ [ s dr
S
< N| fllean™"|t = s[*. 4.5)
To deal with I5, we use Proposition [377] @) with 5 = 1 and Proposition [3.6] (¥). We deduce

t
Hazlzo < X le- /(k ny BB — B°B )l L0 (s, n(r) dr
+4)/n
t
< N fllee / n71|7“ — 3|H*1|r _ S|*H(17a) dr
(e+4)/n

< N||fllean™ bt — s, (4.6)
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where in the second inequality we have also used that x,(r) — s > (r — 5)/2. Combining (#3)
and (4.6), and taking again into account that n=1 < |t — s|, we get

2]l L) < NI fllcan™ e[t — s|1/2Fe.
Recalling (73), we finally conclude
1A tll Ly < NI fllean™ e[t — s/,

It remains to show the same bound for ¢ € (s, (k + 4)/n]. However this is almost straightforward.
We write

1Al < / 1B — FBE )y dr
< N[ fllean™H|t — 5| < N fllean 7+t — s[V/2+,

where the last inequality uses that in this case [t — s| < 4n~!. Thus, (3.8) holds, with C; :=
NHfHCaTL ’YJFE, g1 = €.
Thus all the conditions of the stochastic sewing lemma are satisfied. The process

Av= [ GBI~ 1B
is also [F-adapted, satisfies (3-1T) trivially (the left-hand side is 0), and
M = As = Asallzyie < I flleolt — 5] < Nt — s]V/2*,

which shows that it also satisfies (3:T0). Therefore by uniqueness A; = A;. The bound (3:12)
then yields precisely (F-1). U

Lemma 4.2. Let H € (0,1), a € [0,1] such that o« > 1 —1/(2H), p > 0, ¢ € (0,1/2]. Let
b € C* and X™ be the solution of (T4). Then forall f € C*, 0 < s <t <1, n €N, one has the
bound

X0 = FOG g dr|| < N|fllealt = s|'/#Fen 77+ 4.7)

with some N = N(||b||¢c, p,d, a, e, H).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume o < 1. Let

t
P (t) 3:/ WXy 1) dt.

Let us apply the Girsanov theorem (Theorem [3-10) to the function u(t) = b(X " (t)) First let us
check that all the conditions of this theorem hold.

First, we obviously have |u(t)| < ||b]|co, and thus holds with M = ||b]|co.

Second, let us check condition (3-27) in the case H > 1/2. Fix A > 0 and small § > 0 such
that (H — 0) > H — 1/2; such ¢ exists thanks to the assumption & > 1 — 1/(2H). We apply
Lemma[3.171]for the function f := b(X") and p := a(H — §). We have

t NS ch(H 5)
0 0

(t _ S)H+1/2

= NI[b[|ge[X"12% -5
< N[plZa(lblIzs + [B713%-5) =: €.
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Therefore,
Ee < N(||bl|ee, o, 6, H, \) < oo, (4.8)

where we used the fact that the Holder constant [ B lor—s satisfies E exp(\[BT712%, cH—s) S N for
any A > 0. Thus, condition (327) is satisfied. Hence all the conditions of Theorem [3-10) hold.
Thus, there exists a probability measure P equivalent to I’ such that the process B BH .= BH 4 Pr
is a fractional H-Brownian motion on [0, 1] under P.

Now we can derive the desired bound (7). We have

¢ P
(FOX) = FOX ) dr|

pdP
X — f(X dr| —
(D)~ K2 ) dr =

< @/ o= ) ) ([ 2])
dP

= (E| [ (12 o) — 1B+ ") (62

_ <EP / (f(BE + ) — fBI ., +2p)) dr‘zp) 1/2< Pjﬁ) o)
Taking into account (4.8), we deduce by Theorem [3-10] that

EPL < N(||bllce, v, 6, H, ).
Hence, using (4-1)), we can continue (4-9) in the following way:
(f(X") = JXE ) dr| < NI ffan OO 11259,

which implies the statement of the theorem. O

4.2. A regularization lemma

The goal of this subsection is to establish the regularization bound (4.26). Its proof consists of
a number of steps. First, in Lemma [4-3] we derive an extension of the corresponding bound of
Davie [Davo7l Proposition 2.1] for the fractional Brownian motion case. It is important that the
right-hand side of this bound depends on p as /p (rather than p); this will be crucial later in the
proof of Lemmal|4.6]and TheoremZ11 Then in Lemma 4.6 we obtain the pathwise version of this
lemma and extend it to a wider class of processes (fractional Brownian motion with drift instead of
a fractional Brownian motion). Finally, in Lemma [f-7] we obtain the desired regularization bound.

Lemma 4.3. Let H € (0,1), @ € (=1/(2H),0]. Let f € C*. Then there exists a constant
N = N(d, o, H) such that for any p > 2, s,t € [0, 1] we have

t
(/ f(Bf’)drHL(Q)gN\/]stHca(t—s)HaH. (4.10)

Remark 4.4. Note that the right-hand side of bound depends only on the norm of f in C¢
and does not depend on the norm of f in other Holder spaces.
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Proof of Lemma Fix p > 2. We will apply Theorem [33]to the process

t
Ay ::/f(Bfff)dr, t €[0,1].
0

As usual, we write A, ; := A; — A,. Let us check that all the conditions of that theorem hold
withm =4
It is very easy to see that

[As el Lpvac) < [ flleoft = sl.

Thus (3-13) holds. By Proposition [3.6] (iii) and Proposition [3-7] () we have for some N; =
Ni(d, a,, H) (recall that by assumptions o < 0)

t
B As o] < / | Poao, f (B BI)|dr < Ny fllca(t — s)ot, (4.11)
S

Hence
1B As el L) < Nl fllcat — s)Tot!

and condition (3:13) is met. We want to stress here that the constant Ny here does not depend on
p (this happens thanks to the a.s. bound (#-11); it will be crucial later in the proof)
Thus, it remains to check conditions (3-14) and (3.16). Fix 0 < s < u < ¢t < 1. Using
Proposition [3.6] (i), we get
t
ESAu,t - EuAu,t = / (PCQ(S,T‘)f(ESBTI‘{) - Pc2(u,r)f(EuB7{{)) dr

u

t
- / (PCQ(s,r)f(ESBT{{) - Pc2(s,r)f(EuBT{{)) dr

t
+ / (Pc2(s,r)f(EuB7{{) - PCQ(u,r)f(EuBF)) dr
w
=1 + bs. (4.12)

Note that by Proposition [3.6] (), the random vector E*BX — E* B/ is independent of 7*. Taking
this into account and applying the conditional Minkowski inequality, we get

1

1 t 1
(ES’11‘4> ! < / (ES[PCQ(s,r)f(EsBF) - PCQ(s,r)f(EuBﬁ)]él) ! dr
t
< [ @B (4.13)

where for z € R?, r € [u, t] we denoted
Gr () = || Pez(s ) f (@) — Peags oy f(x + E“BY — E*BH)||L,q)-

By Proposition [3.6] (i), the random vector E*BX — E*BX is Gaussian and consists of d inde-
pendent components with each component of mean 0 and variance v(s, u, t) (recall its definition
in (3723)). Hence Proposition 377] (iv) yields now for some Ny = Na(d, o, H) and all z € R,
r € [u,t]
1 Hao—1
9r(@) < No|fllcalu — 8)2(r —w)" 2
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Substituting this into (#-13)), we finally get

1 1 t 1 1 1
(EInl) " < Nalfllenu—9t [ 0= bdr < Nl flentu = 5 - w1, (41

for some N3 = N3(d, o, H) where we used that, by assumptions, Ha — 1/2 > —1.
Similarly, using Proposition [3-7](iii) with 8 = 0, we get for some Ny = Ny(d, o, H)

t
|| <NHcha<u—s)%/(r—u)H“—%dr<N4Hcha<u—s)%<t—u)Ha+%, (4.15)

where again we used that, by assumptions, Ha — 1/2 > —1. We stress that both N3, Ny do not
depend on p.

Now to verify (3:14), we note that by (:12), (4.14),(d-15)), we have
[E*Aus — E* Ayl o < Mz + 12l Lo
1
(EIE*IL DT + || B2l Lao)
1
(N3 + Np)|| fllea(u — )2 (4.16)

<
<

Thus, condition (3:14) holds.
In a similar manner we check (3.16). We have

ES[|E* Ay — EAuy|?] < 2E°|1 % + 2E°| L[ < 2(B°| 1 |HY? + 2B°| I |
< 2ANZ + ND)||f2a(u — )t — w)?Ho+t,

Thus,
BT Aus = E* AueMll, ) < 2085 + NI FlIga(u — s)(t — wp* o+

and the constant 2(NZ + N7) does not depend on p. Therefore condition holds.
Thus all the conditions of Theorem [3-3]hold. The statement of the theorem follows now from

G- 0

To establish the regularization bound we need the following simple corollary of the above
lemma.

Corollary 4.5. Let H € (0,1), 6 € (0,1], « — 6 € (—=1/(2H),0]. Let f € C*°. Then there exists
a constant N = N(d, o, H, 8) such that for any p > 2, s,t € [0,1], z,y € R% we have

Proof. Fix z,y € R% Consider a function ¢(z) := f(z + x) — f(z + ), 2 € R% Then, by
Lemma [£3]

The corollary follows now immediately from Proposition [3.8] O

t
/ (FBH +2)— f(BH +y) drHL o S NVBIfllestt - GHE O o (4

t
= By dr
Lp(Q) ‘ /S 9(B:") Lp(Q)

< Ny/pllgllga—s(t — S)H(a*(s)«kl‘

t
/ (FBY +2)— fBY 1 y)dr
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The next lemma provides a pathwise version of bound (7:17)). It also allows to replace fractional
Brownian motion by fractional Brownian motion with a drift.

Lemma 4.6. Let H € (0,1), « > 1 — 1/(2H), o € [0,1], f € C*®°. Let1): Q x [0,1] — R? be
an F—adapted process such that 1 is deterministic and for some R > 0

Hw”Cl([O,l],Rd) < R, a.s. (418)
Suppose that for some p > H + 1/2 we have for any X > 0
E exp ()‘”wugp([og]ﬂd)) = G(A) < oo0. (4.19)

Then for any M > 0, ¢ > 0, 1 > 0 there exists a constant N = N(d,«, H,e,¢1,G, R, M) and a
random variable & finite almost everywhere such that for any s,t € [0,1], x,y € R, |z|, |y| < M
we have

t
/ (FBHE + ¢ + 2) — FBI + 4, + p)) dr| < €| f]lcalt — )T @Dz —y|  (4.20)

and
Eexp(£27°1) < N < 0. (4.21)

Proof. First we consider the case ) = 0. Fix €,e; > 0. By the fundamental theorem of calculus
we observe that for any z,y € RLOKSs<t<1

t 1 t
/ (fBI +2)— fBI +y)dr =z —y) - / / VfBE 4+ 0z + (1 - 0)y)drdb. (4.22)
s 0 s

Consider the process

t
F(t,z) ::/ VF(BE + 2)dr.
0

Take 6 > O such that « —1 — ¢ > 1/(2H). By Lemma [£-3] and Corollary [1-5, there exists
N; = Ni(«,d, H,6) such that for any p > 2, s,t € [0,1], z,y € R? we have

|F@, 2) — F(s,9||Ly < |[F(E ) — F(s,2)|| L, + [|[F(s,2) — F(s,9|| L@
< Niy/plIV fllga-1((t — s)T@DFL g — g9,

We stress that [V; does not depend on p. Taking into account that the process F' is continuous
(because f € C°), we derive from the above bound and the Kolmogorov continuity theorem
([Kung7, Theorem 1.4.1]) that for any p large enough one has

|F(t,$) - F(Say)|
sup

H(a—D)+1—
z,y€RY |z|,|y| <M (t — syHe=DHl=e 4 |z —
s,t€[0,1]

y|5/2 = £||f||(ja < o0 a.s., (423)

and |[{|| L, @) < NN1,/p, where N = N(«a,d, H,0,e, M). Since N and Ny do not depend on p,
we see that by the Stirling formula

gn(Z £1) )n(2 el)nn(l €1/2)

NN
Z (VI < o0 (4.24)

E exp(¢?~°1) = Z

n=0
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Therefore we obtain from that for any z,y € R?, |2/, |y| < M we have

t
[ B v - 1Bl ]

1
<oyl / (F(t, 0 + (1 — B)y) — F(s, 0 + (1 — O)y))] db
0

L& flleat — )OIz —y). (4.25)

Now we consider the general case. Assume that the function ¢ satisfies (#:19). Then by
Proposition [3:10}, bound (3:30) and assumption (4.19)) the process

B = B+ ¢ — 4o

is a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H under some probability measure P
equivalent to IP. This yields from (23] (we apply this bound with M + |1)y| in place of M)

t ~ ~
/ FBY + @+ o) — FBY +y + o) dr

<l fllealz — yl

t
/ (FBY 14y +2)— fBY + ¢y + y)dr

where 7 is a random variable with EP exp(n®~¢1) < oo. Note that we have used here our
assumption that ¢ is non-random. The latter implies that for any €9 > ¢

= dP
P 23y _ TP 2—e9\ O
E" exp(n” ") =E [exp(n )dﬁ]
= 1/2 dP\1/2
< <EP exp(2 2‘@)) <EP—~)
7 dP
P 2o \\ /2 NRpP 2
< <E exp(2n 2)) e "ET exp(N[Y]|G 0.1 ra))

where the last inequality follows from and (330). This concludes the proof of the theorem.
O

Now we are ready to present the main result of this subsection, the regularization lemma.

Lemma 4.7. Let H € (0,1), « > 1 —1/2H), a € [0,1], p =2 2, f € C% e,e1 > 0. Let
7€ (HA—a),1). Let p,: Qx[0,1] — R? be F—adapted processes satisfying condition (4.18).
Assume that 1) satisfies additionally (d-19) for some p > H +1/2, p € [0, 1]. Suppose that 1)
and g are deterministic.

Then there exists a constant N = N(H,a,p,d, 7,G, R, e,e1) such that for any L > 0, and
any s,t € [0, 1] we have

|

t
H H
[ G- B e

< NL|| flleat — $)T @D ([log — s 1) + Il — Plors.mll L@ E = 9)7)
+ N| | flleo|t — s] exp(—=L*~=). (4.26)
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Proof. We begin with assuming further that f € C°(R? R?). Fix S, T € [0,1]<,e; > 0. Choose
any € > 0 small enough such that

Ha—-1)—e+7>0. 4.27)

Let us apply the deterministic sewing lemma (Proposition [3:1) to the process

t
A= / (FBT 4ty + ps — ) — fBY £ dr, (s.8) € S, Tl<.

Let us check that all the conditions of the above lemma are satisfied.

First, the process A is clearly continuous, since f is bounded. Then, using Lemma [4.6] with
M := 4R, we derive that for any S < s < u < T there exists a random variable ¢ with
Eexp(é2=1) < N = N(d, o, H, ,¢1, G, ||, [to|, R) < oo such that

t
|5As,u,t| = / (f(BT{{ + T,Z)r + oy — T;Z)u) — f(BT{{ + T;Z)r + o — ¢s))d’l“
< £HfHCO‘ |(7;Z)u - qu) — (s — SDS)|(t - s)H(C‘é—l)-i-l—e
<& flleal® — pler s, — g)H@=Dtl—etr

Since, by @27), H(a« — 1) +1 — e + 7 > 1, we see that condition (3.6) is satisfied with
C =& fllce¥ — ¢lerqs,m- Thus, all the conditions of Proposition [3-1 hold. By setting now

_ t
A= / (FBY + o) — (BT + ) dr,

weseethatfor S <s<t<T

B B t
A — A, — Ay = / (FBY 4+ o) — F(BT 4y + gy — ) dr
< | fller ¥ — @lerqsrplt — s/
< | fller [ — @lerqs,rplt — s|H e DHizetr,

Thus, the process A satisfies (37) and therefore coincides with A. Proposition [3-1] implies now
that forany S < s <t T

t
/ (FBY + o) — FBH + )y dr

< ’Asvt‘ + Ng”f”Ca [ — @lerqs,m(t — S)H(a71)+1,€+7
< N&Hf”(fa(t — S)H(afl)Jrle(‘w - ‘P’CO([&T]) + [v — QO]CT([&T])(ZL/ _ S)T),

where the bound on | A; ;| follows again from Lemmal[4.6l By putting in the above bound s = S
and t = T and using that [1) — @|coqs7)) < [¥s — @s| + [ — @lerqs,r)(T — S)7, we obtain for
S,T € [0,1]<
T
[ GBI o0~ 1B+ v
S

< NE| fllea (T — SYH DT (|9 — pg| + [ — @lerqs,rn(T — S)7).



24 ADDITIVE FRACTIONAL NOISE

On the other hand, we have the following trivial bound.

T
(/S (FBE + ) = fBE +v))dr| < 2| flleo|T - S|

Therefore,

T
| [ s+ o0 = 18+ v

Lp(©)

< res /ST(f(Bf +00) = fBI + ) dr|

Lp(©)

T
H H
e [ @t veo - @ <o

< LN||fllee(T — )@= (|lohg — gl 1,0 + 11 — Llerqs,rpll LT = S)7)
+2(P(€ = L)?|| flleo|T — S

By Chebyshev inequality and (d.21)), we finally get for the case of smooth f.

Now we are ready to remove the extra assumption on the smoothness of f. Let us set
fn = Pi/nf € C*. By applying the statement of the lemma to f,, and using that || f,,||cs < [|f]|¢s
for 5 = a, 0 we get

t
[ GBI o= B v

< NL| flleatt = )T V(s — s L@ + Il — ¥lorasmllL @ = $)7)
+ N||flleolt — s| exp(=L*~5). (4.28)

If @ > 0, then f,(z) — f(x) for all z € R? and the claim follows by Fatou’s lemma. So we
only have to consider the case o« = 0. Clearly, it suffices to show that for each > 0, almost surely

(fu(BE + o) — fu(BE +4,0) — (F(B + o) — F(BE +4,)),

as n — oo. Notice that almost surely fn(Bf )= f (Bf ) as n — 00, since the law of Bf is
absolutely continuous (for > 0). Moreover, since v = 0, we have by assumption that H < 1/2.
By Proposition [3-10] (recall that ¢ satisfies (4.18), therefore is Lipschitz) there exists a neasure
equivalent to P under which B + ¢ is a fractional brownian motion. Consequently, for all r > 0,
almost surely

FaBT 4 00) =[BT +¢p),
as n — 0o. With the same reasoning we obtain that almost surely f,,(BX + 1) — f(BH 4 ,).

The lemma is now proved. O

4.3. Proof of Theorem 211

Proof. Without loss of generality we assume « # 1. Let us denote

t t
’IIZ)t = gjo + / b(XT') d?", ’(ﬁ? = l‘g + / b(XI?n(T)) d’l“, t € [0, 1]
0 0
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Fix € > 0 such that
1
e < 3 + H(a —1). (4.29)
By assumption (23)) such ¢ exists. Fix now large enough p > 2 such that
d/p <e/2. (4.30)

Fix 0 < S < T < 1. Then, taking into account (F-7), for any S < s < ¢ < T we have

t
(e — 1s) — (" — ¢?)HLP(Q) = ‘ / (b(X;) — b(X:n(r))) dV"‘ (4.31)

Lp(©)

t
<| / (B(X,) — BX) dr

+ Nt — 5| /#rep=7te,
Lp(©)

Let M > 1 be a parameter to be fixed later. We wish to apply Lemma [£.7] with )™ in place of
o, % + H(a — 1) — e in place of €, and 7 := 1/2 + £/2. Let us check that all the conditions of
this lemma are satisfied. First, we note that by (4.29) we have % + H(a — 1) — € > 0, which is
required by the assumptions of the lemma. Second, we note that 1/2 4+ ¢/2 > H(1 — «) thanks to
(Z3), thus this choice of 7 is allowed. Next, it is clear that 19 and 1) are deterministic. Further,
since the function b is bounded, we see v and )™ satisfy (4.18). Finally, let us verify that ¢
satisfies (-19). If H < 1/2, this condition holds automatically thanks to the boundedness of b. If
H > 1/2 then pick H' € (0, H) such that

1
aH > H — 3 (4.32)

Note that such H' exists thanks to assumption (Z3). Then, by definition of 1, we clearly have
[Wlervan < ol + [Ibllco + X D]eanr < |zo| + [Iblleo + 1610 + (B 13-

Therefore for any A > 0 we have
2
EeMlertan < N(|aol, ||b]lco)E exp([BT12%,) < oc.

By taking p := 1 + oH' and recalling ([#-32), we see that p > H + 1/2 and thus condition (#-19)
holds. Therefore all conditions of Lemma [£.7]are met. Applying this lemma, we get

|

t
/ (X))~ bOX) dr|

1
< MN|t — s[> — Y5l L@
+ MNI|t — s|'T35/2|[¢ — Wzt apll Ly + N exp(—M>~=0)|t — s|
l-i—e n
< MNJt = 5|27 [vhs — 5L,
+ MNt = s["F20y — " jore |+ N exp(=M*0)t — s,
4 ’ bl

Lp(€)

t
[ GBI+ ) B+ iy ar

p(E)
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where the last inequality follows from the Kolmogorov continuity theorem and (Z:30). Using this
in @37), dividing by |t — s|'/>¢ and taking supremum over S < s < t < T, we get for some
N7 > 1independent of M, n

09 — " r24e g gy SMN1|[s — 5 y0) + MNT = S|V 00 — 4"l oie g o
+ Ny~ 7T 4 Ny exp(—M?750). (4.33)

Fix now m to be the smallest integer so that Ny Mm~1/2—¢/2

depend on n). One gets from (Z:33)

< 1/2 (we stress that m does not

=0 Dg1r2te g g pny < 2M NS = V5] Ly +2N1n 777+ 2N) exp(— M%), (4.34)

and thus

[¥s11/m — Vo1 mllL,@ < 2MN1|[vs — ¥sln,@ + 2N n Ve 4+ 2N, exp(—M?7%0).
Starting from S = 0 and applying the above bound & times, kK = 1,. .., m, one can conclude

[ksm = Y ymll Lo < (2M Ny)F <H¢0 =Yg llL,@ + 2N 4+ 42N, eXP(—MQ_ao))

< @MN)™ <\x0 — a7 + 2N~ 4 2N, exp(—MHO)).
Substituting back into (4-34), we get
n n
09 =0 g r2ve o, S ™ kfl‘fﬁmﬂw =V g o ey

< @N MY™ (Jwg — ] + Nin 7 4 Ny exp(—M? ). (4.35)

It follows from the definition of m that m < 2NZM?~¢. At this point we choose g9 = &/2
and note that for some universal constant Ny one has

(2N, M5 — m+5)log2N1M) o(2N? M?~°+5)log(2N1 M) < N, e M2
Thus, we can continue (4-33) as follows.
D=0 Da/20e gy < MM (Jog—af [+ N7 +- N1 N exp(—%MQ*E/%. (4.36)
Fix now § > 0 and choose N4 = N4(0) such that for all M > 0 one has
exp(%MQ—e/Q) > N466_1N3M2_510gM.

It remains to notice that by choosing M > 1 such that

2—¢
eNaM?~Flog M _ n(s,

one has

_1lpg2-e/2 _
e 2 M < Nn L

Substituting back to and since X — X" = 1) —)™, we arrive to the required bound 2.6). [
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5. Malliavin calculus for the Euler-Maruyama scheme

In the multiplicative standard Brownian case, we first consider Euler-Maruyama schemes without
drift: for any y € R? define the process X" (y) by

X7 (W) = o(X[ W) dB;, X{ =y. (5.1)

This process will play a similar role as B in the previous section. Similarly to the proof of
Lemma -1} we need sharp bounds on the conditional distribution of X}* given Fs, which can be
obtained from bounds of the density of X}*. A trivial induction argument yields that for ¢ > 0,
X7 indeed admits a density, but to our knowledge such inductive argument can not be used to
obtain useful quantitative information.

Remark 5.1. While the densities of Euler-Maruyama approximations have been studied in the
literature, see e.g. [GKg6l, BTg6a, BTgb6b|, none of the available estimates suited well for our
purposes. In [GKg6], under less regularity assumption on o, L, bounds of the density (but not
its derivatives) are derived. In [BTg6a, |BTg6b], smoothness of the density is obtained even in a
hypoelliptic setting, but without sharp control on the short time behaviour of the norms.

Theorem 5.2. Let o satisfy @.8), X" be the solution of 1), and let G € C*. Then for all
t=1/n,2/n,...,1and k =1,...,d one has the bound

IEO,G(XM)| < N||Gllcot™ /% + N||Gllcre™" (5.2)
with some constant N = N(d, \, ||o||¢2) and ¢ = ¢(d, ||o]|c2) > 0.

We will prove Theorem [5-2] via Malliavin calculus. In our discrete situation, of course this
could be translated to finite dimensional standard calculus, but we find it more instructive to follow
the basic terminology of [Nuao6l], which we base on the lecture notes [Hai16].

5.1. Definitions
Define H = {h = (h;)i=1,.n : hi € R%}, with the norm

n n d
I3, = %Z hi? =SS bk

i=1 k=1
One can obtain a scalar product from || - ||z, which we denote by (-,-)z. Let us also denote
T={1,...,n} x{1,...,d}. One can of course view H as a copy of R, with a rescaled version

of the usual /3 norm. We denote by e(; ;) the element of H whose elements are zero apart from
the i-th one, which is the k-th unit vector of R%. Set AWiig == Wj‘}n — W(’Z?_l) Jn’ Then for any
R-valued random variable X of the form

X = F(AW(Z'JC) 2 (4, k) € D),

where F'is a differentiable function, with at most polynomially growing derivative, the Malliavin
derivative of X is defined as the H-valued random variable

.@X = Z (.@fX)e(M) = Z 8(i7k)F(AW(j7g) : (],g) S Z)e(i,k)-
(i,k)eT (i,k)eT
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For multidimensional random variables we define & coordinatewise. In the sequel we also use the
matrix norm on R**? defined in the usual way || M || := sup,cga ;=1 |Mx|. Recall that if M is
positive semidefinite, then one has || M|| = sup,cpa,|z)=1 2" Mx. It follows that || - || is monotone
increasing with respect to the usual order < on the positive semidefinite matrices.

The following few properties are true in far larger generality, for the proofs we refer to [Hai16]].
One easily sees that the derivative & satisfies the chain rule: namely, for any differentiable
G : R? = R, one has 2G(X) = VG(X) - 2X. The operator & is closable, and its closure will
also be denoted by &, whose domain we denote by W C Lo(£2). The adjoint of Z is denoted by
0. One then has that the domain of ¢ is included in W(H) and the following identity holds:

1
Elou® = Ellullfy + E— Y (Zfu]'XZ] u). (5:3)
(4,k),(5,m)ET

5.2. Stochastic difference equations

First let us remark that the equation (5-1) does not define an invertible stochastic flow: indeed, for
any t > 0, y — X}'(y) may not even be one-to-one. Therefore in order to invoke arguments from
the Malliavin calculus for diffusion processes, we consider a modified process equation that does
define an invertible flow. Unfortunately, this new process will not have a density, but its singular
part (as well as its difference from the original process) is exponentially small.

Take a smooth function ¢ : R — R such that |o(r)| < |r| for all » € R, o(r) = r for |r| <
(4|lollcrd®) L, o(r) = 0 for |r| > (2||o||crd?)~?, and that satisfies [0¥o| < N for k = 0,...,3
with some N = N(d, ||o||c1). Define the recursion, for x € R?and j = 1,...,n, k=1,...,d

d
Xf@) =X @)+ o™ (X 1@) e AWie),  Xol) = . (5.4)
=1
By our definition of g, for any j, (5-4) defines a diffeomorphism from R? to R by &z — Xj(x). It
is easy to see that its Jacobian J;(x) = (J]m’k(ac)) = (8$ijk(x))k,m:1,...,d;j:l,...,n satisfies the
recursion

U

d
T @) = T + 3 7@ D 00 (X @)a@Wi|, o) =id.
q=1 (=1

It is also clear that .@[”X]k = 0 for j < 4, while for j > i we have the recursion

d d
DX () = DX (@) + Y DXL (@) [ > 0,0" (xj_l(m))g(AW(j,@)} ,
q=1 /=1

PmXF = oM (X 1(2)) 0 (AW my).-

From now on we will usually suppress the dependence on z in the notation. Save for the initial
conditions, the two recursions coincide for the matrix-valued processes J. and Z;X.. Since the
recursion is furthermore linear, j +— J ; 1.%2\,’]- is constant in time for j > ¢ > 1. In particular,

ijlgin = J;l(Ukm(/l)i—l)Q,(AW(i,m)))k,mzl,...7d7
or, with the notation J; ; = J; Ji_l,

iX; = i j (0" (X )0 AWam))met..a -
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Let us now define the event () C ( by
Q = {| AW | < @||o]lerd®) 1, VG, k) € T}
as well as the (matrix-valued) random variables D; ; by
D;; = Ji jo(Xi—1). (5-5)

Clearly, on ) one has D; ; = 2;X;. Note that for fixed j, m one may view D;n as an element of
H, while for fixed 4, j one may view D; ; as a d X d matrix. One furthermore has the following
exponential bound on 2.

Proposition 5.3. There exist N and ¢ > 0 depending only on d and ||o||c1, one has P(2) >
1— Ne

1

Proof. For each (i, k) € Z, since AW(; 1) is zero mean Gaussian with variance n~", one has

P(o(AW 1) # AW ) < P(AW 1| > @]ollerd®) ™) < N'e™"

with some N’ and ¢ > 0 depending only on d and ||o||c1, by the standard properties of the
Gaussian distribution. Therefore, by the elementary inequality (1 — z)® > 1 — ax, valid for all
z € ]0,1] and o > 1, one has

P > (1— (N'e " A1)™ > 1— N'nde " > 1— Ne~/2n,
O

We now fix (j, k) € Z, G € C!, and we aim to bound |E9,G(X)| in terms of ¢ := j/n and
IG|lo, and some additional exponentially small error term. To this end, we define the Malliavin
matrix .# € R¥*¢

- <D’m D'7Q> _ l Z DYDY
- '7j ’ '7j H = i7j i7j’
(i,)eT
withm,q =1,...,d. As we will momentarily see (see (5.21)), .# is invertible. Define
d
_ m —1ym,k
Y = Z(D,j Yot ~H™F € H.
m=1
One then has by the chain rule that on Q, 0xG(X)) = (2G(X;),Y ) . Therefore,
EOcG(X)) = B(ZG(X)),Y )i + EOG(X1g. — B(DCX), Y ) ilg.

=: E(G(X}),0Y) + I + I5. (5.6)

Recalling (5-3), one has
1
EPYP<E|Y[;+E— > (ZV"UZ"Y. (5:7)
@,9),(r,m)ET

Theorem [52) will then follow easily once we have the appropriate moment bounds of the objects
above. Recall the notation ¢ = j/n.
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Lemma 5.4. Assume the above notations and let o satisfy @.8). Then for any p > 0, one has the
bounds

E sup [|Ji;@)|” +E sup |[J;}'@)|” <N, (58)
i=1,..., 1<i<y
E sup D j@I” < N, (5.9)
1=1,...,5
E|l.# ()P < Nt7P, (5.10)
sup E sup [[Z;Y(@)|P < Nt™P. (5-11)

i:17"'7] r:17"'7j
for all z € RY, with some N = N(p,d, \, ||o]|c2).

Proof. As before, we omit the dependence on € R? in order to ease the notation. We first bound
the moments of sup; ||.J;||. Recall that we have the recursion

Jj = Jj—1d + L), (5.12)
where the matrix I'; = (I’t)fll s—1 18 given by

d
TPF =" 00" (X, )0 W, = WE ), (5.13)
=1

By Itd’s formula it follows that

t 1 t
oW = Wi ) = / IS = Wi @) AWy + 5 / oWy = W, ) ds.
Kn(f) Kn (%)

Consequently, for j = 0,...,n we have that .J; = Z,,,, where the matrix-valued process Z;
satisfies
d d
dZt = Z Znn(t).At dt + Z Znn(t)deth, ZO = I, (5.14)
g=1 /=1

with matrices A, = (Ag’k)q,k:17,,,7d and Bﬁ = (Bﬁ’q’k)qvkzl,__,d given by

d
1
AL = 2 000 X)W = W)
/=1
Byt = 8,0™ (X, )0 W = W ()-

Notice that there exists a constant N = N(||o]|c1, ||o]|c2) such that almost surely, for all (¢, x) €
[0,1] x R?

d
1Al + D 1B < N (5.15)
(=1

This bound combined with the fact that Z; satisfies (5.14)) imply the bounds

Esup | Z|l” < N
t<1
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for all p > 0. Hence,

E sup [|J;][" < Esup | Z]" < N. (5.16)
j t<1

J=1,..,n

We now bound the moments of sup; ||.J;~ !||. By (512) we get
Jh = +Ty) (5.17)
Recall that for ¢t € [(j — 1)/n, j/n]
t d
L= [ adse Y [ slaw,
G—D/n = JG-n/n

and that by the definition of ¢ and (5-13), for all ¢ € [0, T'], the matrix I + I'; is invertible. Hence,
by 1td’s formula, we have for ¢ € [(j — 1)/n, j/n]

d

t _ t _
(I+Tp~! :I+/ A d5+2/ BLaw?t, (5.18)
G-1/n =1 7G=D/n
with
~ d
A=) T+T) "B +T) ' BT +T) ' =T +T) AT +T9) 7,
/=1

Bi=—I+Ty) 'B{I+To)™"

Moreover, by definition or g, almost surely, for all (¢, x) € [0,T] X R? one has

d
IMell + > IB7l < N (5.19)
(=1

By (3:17) and (5.18), for j = 1, ..., n we have that J;~ 1=z j/n» Where the matrix valued process
Z, is defined by

d
AZy = AZp,ydt + Y B{Zp,ydWL,  Zo=1.
/=1

By this and the bounds (5.19) we have the bounds

Esup || Z[|P < N
t<1
for all p > 0. Consequently,

E sup [|J;'|? < Esup|ZIP < N. (5.20)
j t<1

j=1,..,n

Finally, from and (5-20) we obtain (5.8).
The bound (5-g) then immediately follows from , the definition (3-3)), and the boundedness

of o.
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Next, we show (F510). On the set of positive definite matrices we have that on one hand,
matrix inversion is a convex mapping, and on the other hand, the function || - ||P is a convex
increasing mapping for p > 1. It is also an elementary fact that if B = I, then [|(ABA*)~!|| <
A7(AA*)7Y||. One then writes

e = (Y1 S senaoior)

StPs Z” ”U(XZ 1)” JU(XZ 1)] ) 1||p

ppl -1
SATPTP Z 17,117
J =
< APETP sup HJ{; %P (5.21)
i=1,0j
Therefore (5.10) follows from (5.8)
We now move to the proof of (F-TT). First of all, notice that the above argument yields

sup E sup [|Z:&;[|P < N. (5.22)

izly---yn ]:1,...,11

for all p > 0. Indeed, the proof of this is identical to the proof of since (Z;X;);>; has
the same dynamics as (J;);>0 and initial condition @le’im = o (X;_1)o' (AW(; my) which is
bounded. Recall that

d
Y= (DA™
m=1

By Leibniz’s rule, for each i, € {0,..,n}, Z;Y" is a R ® R%valued random variable given by
d
DYy =Y (DDA + Z D7 @ DA™ (5:23)
m=1

We start with a bound for sup,. || Z;D,.;||. By definition of D; ; we have that
PiDyj = (DI Iy o(Xm1) + Ji( D7 Do(Xo 1) + Jj 7 (Do (X)), (5.24)

where for A € (RH)®2, B € (R%)®3, the product AB or BA is an element of (R%)®3 that arises
by considering B as a d x d matrix whose entries are elements of R%. We estimate the term Z;.J. iz
As before, we have that %;J; = 9;Z; ,,, where Z js given by (5.14). We have that 2;7; = 0 for
t < i/n while for ¢t > i/n the process Z;Z; =: %} satisfies

d
2} = (22 A+ Zeay ZiAs) dit + Z < LB+ Zea P Bt) aw{  (5.25)
=1

d
T _ 4
in = Zin > Bijn
(=1
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By the chain rule and (5-22) it follows that for p > 0 there exists N = N(||o||¢2, || 0||c3, d, p) such

that

d
sup <supH@Atup+Zsugrr%fup)

i=1,....,n =1 t<
This combined with shows that for the ‘free terms’ of (5-23) we have

d
sup E (Sup 1 Z ey DA+ sup || Ze,o 1y 2By Hp>

i=1,...,n thél

This, along with (5-13) and (5.16)), implies that

sup E sup [|ZiJ;IP < sup E sup | Z{|P < N.

i=1,....n j=1,....n i=1,...,n  ¢/n<t<l
This in turn, combined with (5-20) and the boundedness of o, implies that

sup B sup [(ZiJp)J; o(X )P < N

i=1l,...n r=1,..n

Next, by the chain rule we have
175(Zi 7 Do (XDl < T 1P Zs T o (K-
By (5.16), (520), (5-27), and the boundedness of o, we see that

sup E sup |J;(%iJ, Yo(x,_ DIP < N.

i=1,...n r=1,..n

Finally, from (5.16)), (5:20), the boundedness of Vo, and (5.22) we get

sup E sup 175, 1 (Zio(X,—1)|IP < N.

i=1,...n r=1,..n
Recalling (5:24), we obtain

sup E sup [|ZD,;|P <

i=1,...n r=1,..n

which combined with (5-10) gives

E DD YR P < NETP.
slup sup HZ( r])( by

n 1,,nm1

(5.26)

(5-27)

(5.28)

(5-29)

We proceed by obtaining a similar bound for the second term at the right hand side of (523). First,

let us derive a bound for &;.# . For each entry .#"™% of the matrix .# we have

D™ = ZZ( LIDD; + Dy D))

=1v=1
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Then, notice that on Q, for £ > j we have Dy ; = 2,X; = 0. Hence, by taking into account (35-g)

and we get

sup (E||2.0™9|P)/P < N( + n(PQ)P) < N( + e~ /Py < Nj Nt.

i=1,....,n
Summation over m, g gives

_sup (E|Zi.4|IP)"'? < Nt. (5.30)

i=1,...,n

Therefore, we get
” Z DT G| < Ny ||| 2

which by virtue of (5.9), (3-10), and (530) gives
E| ZD @ DM~ H™F|P < Nt7P,

This combined with (5.29)), by virtue of (523), proves (5.11). This finishes the proof. U

5.3. Proof of Theorem
Proof. Recalling that Y; = 0 for ¢ > j, we can write, using (3.9) and (3-10),

ElY|; <E- Z( sup il D?* < NG/nyt™? < Nt~
) 7-7

One also has

1
E— > (@YY D < PE sup |2V, <N

’ =1
(iyq)y(rym)ez 1,r=1,...7

Therefore, by (5-7), we have the following bound on the main (first) term on the right-hand side of

(5-6)

[E(G(X)), 8Y)| < [|Gleo (E[8Y )2 < Nt™H2||Gco.
As for the other two terms, Proposition [5.3]immediately yields
(| < N[|Gllere™",

while for I we can write

1) < New [B( fj(%a(m )"

< Ne~on= Z (B sup [Z,GX)E sup 1Dy ]l )°
i=1 i=1nj el

< N|Gllere™.
Therefore, by (5.6), we obtain
[E0RG(X))|| < N|[Glleot ™/ + N||G|gre ",

and since on €2, one has X; = X" = X[, the bound (5-2) follows. O

j/n
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6. Multiplicative Brownian noise

6.1. Quadrature estimates

Lemma 6.1. Lety € RY g1 € (0,1/2), a € (0,1), p > 0. Suppose that o satisfies 2.8) and that
X" := X"(y) is the solution of @). Then for all f € C* 0 < s <t <1 n¢€N, one has the
bound

t
||/ (FXP = FX o)) dr|ly, o) < N fllgan=Y/2+2e1 g — g[l/24er (6.1)
with some N = N(a, p,d,e1, A, [|o||c2).

Proof. It clearly suffices to prove the bound for p > 2, and, as in [DG18]], for f € C*°. We put for
0<s<t<T

t
Agy = E° / (FX™) = FXE o) dr.

S

Then, clearly, forany 0 < s <u <t T

6As,u,t L= As,t - As,u — Auy

t 7 t
= Es/ (FX) — FXR, ) dr — E“/ (X)) = FXT ) dr

Let us check that all the conditions (3.8)-(3g) of the stochastic sewing lemma are satisfied.
Note that
E*0Ag,: =0,

and so condition (3-g) trivially holds, with Cy = 0. As for (3.8)), let s € [k/n, (k+1)/n) for some
k € No. Suppose first that ¢ € [(k + 4)/n, 1]. We write

(k+4)/n t B B
|Agy| = |11 + I = ((/ +/ )ES(f(X,?) — FXP o) dr|-
s (k+4)/n
For Iy we write,
t
I, =E° / ERED/M(ESO £(XT) — FXE () dr.
(k+4)/n

Next, denote by px; the density of a Gaussian vector in R? with covariance matrix ¥ and let
Ps.f = px * f (recall that for 8 > 0, we denote py := pgs, where I is the d x d identity matrix).
With this notation, we have

kn % % _ _ %
BRSO f (X + 0GR We = Weo) = Pogrigp o—karnd i)

so with
g(x) = .977}(56) = f(CC) - PO’O""({L’)(T‘*K/n(T‘))f('I)
we have .
I, =E* / EFHD/ngn (X1 ) dr. (6.2)
(k+4)/n

Moreover, notice that by (2.8)) we have for a constant N = (||o|c1, @)

19llcarz < NI fllca- (6.3)
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Let us use the shorthand 6 = r — k,(r) < n~!. We can then write
Pag@ = [ [ 0@ = 2~ fa = ) dyd:
R JR
1
[ [ pmoriemast) | w0t 2~ 09y doayd:
Re JRe 0

1
=[]0t [ wifa 2= ooy iz 6
Rd JRe 0
with summation over ¢ implied. It is well known that

0.,p-(2)| < N|zle  pe(2). (6.5)

Furthermore, with the notation >(z) := oo T(x — z), we have

2 P (2)6\Y)| = 2 2det X(2) Px(z)s\Y
< NGOyl + Dpses), (6.6)

where for the last inequality we have used (2.8). Therefore, by (6.4), (6.5), and (6.6) we see that

IPeslles < Nlisleo [ [ (7114 871 + 1) (lnpepnario-os() d dz
< N[ flleoe™ /2612 4+ 612) < N||fllgoe™ />~ 12,
One also has the trivial estimate || P:g|lco < 2 f||co, and combining these two bounds yields
lglles < N||fllon®?. (6.7)

for all B € [—1,0). Note that the restriction of X*(-) to the gridpoints t = 0,1/n,...,1is a
Markov process with state space RY. Therefore we can write

S g(X0 )] = [EG(XD, ) goym@)l|

=Xt/ ®)
< sup [Eg(XE ) 1yn (@) (6.8)
rER4
Since g € C%/2 we have that (I + A)u = ¢g where u € C2t(®/2 and
[ullczt@n < Nlgllgarzs  luller+zer < Nl|glle—1+42¢,- (6.9)

Hence, by combining (6.8), (5-2), (6-9). (6.7), and (6.3)), we get
|0/ g X7 )| < sup, [E(u+ Auw) (X)) er) n(@)]
zeR
< Nuller [£n(r) = (b + 1/n| 72 + Njul|gze™
< Nlullerze [fn(r) — (b + 1)/n|71/2 + Nl|u||cze™"
< Nlglle-r42e [ () = (6 + 1)/n[ 72 + Nl|g|lcarze™"
< N fllcen Y2k (r) — (k + 1)/n| /2
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Putting this back into (6.2) one obtains

t
Il € Mleon ™25 [ )= G+ 1fnf 2
(k+4)/n

NIIfllealt — s|'/2n=t/24e

<
<N fllealt - 3’1/24-61”_1/2_,_2817

where we have used that n=! < |t — s|. The bound for I; is straightforward:

htd)fn i
1 llzp@ < / 1f(X0) = f(Xk, )l L) dr
S
<N flleon™ < N flleon™ /21t — s[V/2F1,

Therefore,
sl < NI|fllgan™ /220 [t — g1/ 2Her,

It remains to show the same bound for ¢ € (s, (k + 4)/n]. Similarly to the above we write

t
Asillzae < / 1F(X7) = [ Xhu)l Ly dr
< N flleolt — s| < N||fllcon™Y/2He1]t — 5|1 /2Fe1,

using that |t — s| < 4n~' and £; < 1/2. Thus, (3.8) holds with C; = N||f|can™'/?*21. From
here we conclude the bound (6.1]) exactly as is Lemma[g:1] O

Lemma 6.2. Let o € [0,1], take e1 € (0,1/2). Letb € C°, o satisfy (2.8), and X™ be the solution
of @7). Then forall f € C*,0<s<t<1néeEN, andp > 0, one has the bound

W/U““ FXE @) drl, ) < N fllean™ 2520t — s|V2450 (6.10)

with some N = N(HbHC07p7 d7 a, &q, )‘7 HUHC2)-

Proof. Let us set

1
p—exp< / (o D)X ) dB, — / ](J_lb)(XHn(r))\er>

and define the measure P by dP = pdP. By Girsanov’s theorem, X" solves (5.1) with a P-Wiener
process B in place of B. Since Lemmal6.1lonly depends on the distribution of X™, we can apply
itto X™, to bound the desired moments with respect to the measure P. Going back to the measure
IP can then be done precisely as in [DG18]]: the only property needed is that p has finite moments
of any order, which follows easily from the boundedness of b and (2.8). U

6.2. A regularization lemma

The replacement for the heat kernel bounds from Proposition [377]is the following estimate on the
transition kernel P of (L.6). Similarly to before, we denote P, f(x) = E f(X;(x)), where X;(x)
is the solution of (1.6)) with initial condition Xy(x) = x. The following bound then follows from
[Fri83, Theorem 9/4/2].
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Proposition 6.3. Assume b € C% o > 0 and f € C¥, o € [0,1]. Then for all 0 < t < 1,
x,y € R one has the bounds

[Pef @) = Pef )] < Nl llga | =yt~ (6.11)
with some N = N(d, a, A, ||b||ca, [|o]|c1).
Lemma 6.4. Let o € (0,1] and 7 € (0, 1] satisfy
T+a/2-1/2>0. (6.12)

Let b € C%, o satisfy (2.8), and X be the solution of (1.6). Let ¢ be an adapted process. Then for
all sufficiently small 3,e4 > 0, forall f € C% 0< s <t <1, andp > 0, one has the bound

t
H / f(Xr) - f(Xr + (Pr)dTHLp(Q)

< NIt = 5|2 0ellep s, + NIt — 5|2 4 Delligg o -

(6.13)

with some N = N(p,d,a, 7, A, ||o]c1).
Proof. Set, for s < s’ <t/ <t,
t/

As’,t’ = ES/ f(Xr) - f(Xr + 905’) dr.

S
Let us check the conditions of the stochastic sewing lemma. We have
.t #
5As’,u,t’ =E° (f(Xr) - f(Xr + os))dr — E* (f(Xr) - f(Xr + @) dr,
u u
50 B 0 Ay = E¥ 6 Ay 4, with

t/
5As’,u,t’ =[E" / (f(Xr) - f(Xr + 903’)) - (f(Xr) + f(Xr + (Pu)) dr

t/
= ﬁr—uf(Xu + 905’) - 757"—uf()(u + QOu) dr.

u

Invoking (6.11)), we can write
t/
0As | < N/ s = ullr — u| "2 dr.
u
Hence, using also Jensen’s inequality,
’ : 14+7—(1—a)/2
HES 5A5,7U7t/HLp(Q) < H(SAS’,u,t’HLp(Q) < N[](P[]gg7[57t]‘t/ — 8/‘ tr-(1-a)/
The condition (6.12) implies that for some £3 > 0, one has
! 1
IE* 0 Ag wirllLy@ < NIt = 8T 0ol s,0-
Therefore (3:9) is satisfied with Co = Nllpllyr [5,41- Next, to bound || Ay v | 1, ), we write

‘Esf(Xr) - Esf(Xr + 905’)’ = ‘ﬁrfs/f(Xs/) - ﬁrfs/f(Xs’ + (Ps/)’
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< Nlgwlr = o702

So after integration with respect to r and by Jensen’s inequality, we get the bound, for any
sufficiently small ¢4 > 0,

[As ]|y < N — 3/\1/2+€4ﬂ@ﬂ<5§,[s,t]-

Therefore (3.8) is satisfied with C; = N 0ol 1s,41- and we can conclude the bound (6.1) as
usual. O

6.3. Proof of Theorem

First let us recall the following simple fact: if g is a predictable process, then by the Burkholder-
Gundy-Davis and Holder inequalities one has

t t
IE|/ 9rdB, [’ < NE/ g, |P drr|t — s| P22
S s
with N = N(p). This in particular implies
l]g[]‘rg”pl/%f,[s,t] < Nligllz,@xts,m- (6.14)

whenever p > 1/e.

Proof. Without the loss of generality we will assume that p is sufficiently large and 7 is sufficiently
close to 1/2. Let us rewrite the equation for X™ as

dXi' = b(X ) dt + [0(Xy) + (0(X}) — o(Xy)) + R} dBy,
where R} = J(Xgn (t)) — o(X}{) is an adapted process such that one has
IR |z, < Nn~/?

for all ¢t € [0, 1]. Let us denote

t t
—SD? =9 — :Ug + / b(X,)dr — / b(X/?n(T)) dr,
0 0

t
ar = / o(XT) — o(X,) dB,,
0

t
n_ / RMdB,.
0

Take some 0 < S < T < 1. Choose €1 € (0,£/2) so that (1/2 — 2e1) > 1/2 — . Then, taking
into account (6.10)), for any S < s < t < T, we have

t
et — 5 llzp = ||/ (X)) = BXZ, ) drl o) (6.15)

t
< / (B(X0) = X dr|ly, ) + Nt — s /2Fe1n71/2+,
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We wish to apply Lemma [6.4] with p = ¢" + Q™ + R"™. It is clear that for sufficiently small
g9 > 0,7 = 1/2 — &4 satisfies (6.12). Therefore,

t t
H/ O(Xy) =X dr|| ;) = H/ (O(Xy) = 0(Xy + o)) dr|p, (o
S S
< N|t o S|1/2+€4/\(1/2+€3)([]Spn[]%g,[s,t] + "anﬁg,[s,t] + "Rn[]%g—,[57t])
By (6.14), for sufficiently large p, we have

19" %7 15,1
[]Rn[]%pf,[&t]

N|X — X" L, @x[0,7])
Nnil/Q.

NN

Putting these in the above expression, and using 7 < 1/2 repeatedly, one gets

t
I [ 008 = b drl
S
< Nt = s[|T = SIP (¢ Mgz s, + 1 X = X" Lyexioy + 172

with some 5 > 0. Combining with (6.15)), dividing by |t — s|” and taking supremum over
s<telS T], we get
1"l 15,01 < Nlwslly@ + 1T = SIP0e" ey 15,

(6.16)
+ N|X — X", @xiory + N2,

Fix an m € N (not depending on n) such that Nm =55 < 1/2. Whenever |S — T| < m™!, the
second term on the right-hand side of can be therefore discarded, and so one in particular
gets

09" ez 15,71 < Nl 0 + NIX = X L@xi0,p + Nn~ /2, (6.17)

and thus also
lerllL,@ < NlwsllL,@ + N|IX = X"||L,@xo,17 + Np~Ll/2+e
Iterating this inequality at most m times, one therefore gets
el < Nlleg L, + NIIX — X" L,@xi0,1) + Np~1/2te, (6.18)

We can then write, invoking again the usual estimates for the stochastic integrals Q", R"™

sup [|X; _thHIip(Q) <N sup ||SD?||I£I,(Q)
te[0,T] te[0,T7]
+ N sup [|QF]7 )+ N sup [RYIT

te[0,T1] P te[0,T1] P

)

T
< NH‘PSHZ(Q) + N/o | Xt — thng(Q) dt + Nn—P1/2—e)

Gronwall’s lemma then yields

JSup X = X0 < Nlleb e + Nn~t/2te, (6.19)
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Putting (6.17)-(6.18)-(6-19)) together, we obtain
D™Dz 10, < NIgh |y + N2,

Therefore, recalling again,

1X — X"l 1011 < 19" ez 10,11 + 19" 07 10,1 + IR % 10,11
< N@gllLy@ + Nn 2 + sup || X, — X' r, @
t€[0,1]
< Ngh e + N2t
as desired. O

Appendices

A. Proofs of the auxiliary bounds from Section

Proof of Proposition[3.6] @M. Fix 0 < s < t < 1. It follows from the definition of BH that
B! — BH is a Gaussian vector consisting of d independent components, each of them having zero
mean and variance

C(t,t) — 2C(s,t) + C(s, s) = cg(t — )1,

where the function C' was defined in zZ)). This implies the statement of the proposition.
@@. We have

E*B — E°B = / t —r)H=12qw.
S
Therefore, E°® BtH A IE“BtH " is a Gaussian random variable independent of F. It is of mean 0
and variance c¢?(s,t) — c?(u, t). This implies the statement of the lemma.

(. Tt suffices to notice that the random vector Bff — E*B} is Gaussian, independent of F,
consists of d independent components, and each of its components has zero mean and variance

t
E(/ |t — T\H*I/Q dWr)2 = (s, 1).
S
(iv)). One can simply write by the Newton-Leibniz formula
t
A(s,t) — A(s,u) < N/ lr — s =L dr < Nt —ul|t — s*T71,
u

since by our assumption on s, u, t, for all » € [u,t]one hasr — s <t — s < 2(r — 3).
(®@). It follows from @Z1) that

S
E*BF — E*BH = / ([t — |12 — ju — r[H12) W,
—00
Therefore, by the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality one has

S
HEthH — ESBFH%,;(Q) < N/ (It — T‘H71/2 ~u— 70‘H71/2)2 dr
—Oo



42 PROOFS OF THE AUXILIARY BOUNDS FROM SECTION

s t 2
< N/ (/ |v —r]H*?’/de) dr
—00 u
S
<N/ |t —ul?|lu— P13 dr
—0o0
<N —w(u— 72 <N —w(t — 572,
where the last inequality follows from the fact that by the assumption u — s > (t — s)/2. U

Proof of Proposition[577) ([i). Case B < a: There is nothing to prove since

IPefllcsmay < 1Pefllcomay < NI llgewa-

Case 8 =0, a < 0: The bound follows immediately from the definition of the norm.
Case o =0, 8 € (0, 1]: By differentiating the Gaussian density we have

IVPeflleo < NtY2| f]lco.

Consequently,

Py f (@) — Pef )| < [Pef @) — Pef )Pl F1I%
< Nt P21z — 4P| £l oo,

which implies that
[Pefles < Nt 2|\ f|o.

This, combined with the trivial estimate | P.f||co < || f|z.. give the desired estimate.

Case 0 < o < B < 1: We refer the reader to [GIP15, Lemma A.7] where the estimate is
proved in the Besov scale. The desired estimate then follows from the equivalence Bgo,oo ~ CY
fory € (0, 1).

Case o € (0,1), 8 = 1: We have

[VP:fllzoo = sup
rER4

/R ) Vpi(x — ) fy) dy(

= sup
rER4

< Nifleo [ IVnwlsl® dy

< N[fleat@D/2]

Vi =y (@) f@) dy|

R4

which again combined with ||P; f||co < || f|lco proves the claim.
Case a < 0, 8 € [0,1]:

I1Pifler = 1Py Fller < NEPPIPyafllen < NEOTPP sup e 2P o
ee(0,

= NP2 flca.
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(@. Fix § € (0,1] such that § > § — g Then we have

IPef = Pollermey < /:H%Prf ‘cmuw) ar
PrAfH dr

t
N /S CB(RY)

t a—B-—2
<N [ r—2
s
a_B

<N||f||ca(Rd)/ pg—E-8,-140 g,

S

dr
CO‘_Q(Rd)

Af
t

vl

< NHfHCcv(Rd)S%_ Ot — sy,

where the last inequality follows from the facts that » > s and » > r — s, and that both of the
exponents in the penultimate inequality are nonpositive thanks to the conditions on §. This yields
the statement of ().

(. First let us deal with the case H < 1/2. Then the bound follows easily by applying part
(i of the proposition with 6 = 1/2. Indeed, for any 0 < s < u < ¢ we have

[Pezqsnf = PeaqanSlles < Nl lleae®™ P~ (s, 8) = (u, 1)
< N fllea(t = w OV — s)2(t — w)! 2
= N flleatu— )2t — w72,
where we also used the fact that
02(3, t) — 02(u7 t) < N(u — s)(t — u)QHfl. (A1)

This establishes the desired bound.
Now let us consider the case H > 1/2 (in this case 2H — 1 > 0 and thus bound (A.1) does
not hold). Putfor0 < s < u <t

k(s,u,t) := 02(u, t)+ (u — s)(?th(u, t) = (2H)71(t — u)2H + (u — s)(t — u)2H71. (A.2)
Note that by convexity of the function z — 221 one has for any 0 < 21 < 22
z%H + 2H (29 — zl)sz_l < z%H < z%H + 2H (29 — zl)sz_l + (29 — zl)QH.
Hence for 0 < s < u < ¢ we have
Au, t) < k(s,u, t) < A(s,t) < k(s,u, t) + (s, u) (A3)
Now we are ready to obtain the desired bound. We have

HPCQ(s,t)f - PCQ(u,t)fHCB < ||P02(s,t)f - ’PIC(S,UJ)fHCﬁ + ||P/€(S7U,t)f - 7DCQ(U,t)fHCB
<+ L. (A.4)

We bound I; and I using part (i) of the proposition but with different 0. First, we apply part (i)
with § = ﬁ V (/2 — 3/2). Recalling (A.3)), we deduce

a_B_ 1 a1
I < N||fllcak(s,u, ©) 272792 (s,u) < N||f|lca(u — 8)2(t — w)H@D=2N0 (A 5)
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Applying now part (fi) with 6 = 1/2, we obtain
I < N||flloac®™ 7w, ) — )2 = )72 < N flloa(u — )2 — w773,

This, combined with (A.4)) and (A.s) implies the desired bound for the case H > 1/2.
(iv)). We begin with the case H < 1/2. Then, applying part (i) of the theorem with 5 = 1, we
deducefor0 < s<u<<t«l1

[ Pezqu f(@) = P f(@ + O < N fllcat — w Vel
Hence for any p > 2 we have

Nl fllon(t =P lelLzy
N||f|ca(u — $)2(t — w2,

H,PCQ(u,t)f(x) - 7D@(u,t)f(x + é)HLp(Q)

NN

where the last inequality follows from the bound (A.1) and the definition of the random variable
&. This completes the proof for the case H < 1/2.

Now let us deal with the case H € (1/2,1). Fix 0 < s < u <t < 1. Letn and
p be independent Gaussian random vectors consisting of d independent identically distributed
components each. Suppose that for any i = 1,...,d we have En’ = Ep’ = 0 and

Var(n®) = (u — s)t — w27~ Var(p®) = v(s,u, t) — (u — s)(t — u)*H 1.
It is clear that

I Pe2u,t)f (@) = Pezt f (@ + )l Ly
= 1Pe2qu,pf (@) = Peaqupf (@ + 1+ oL,
<Py f@) = Py f@ + 0L, + Pewyf(@ + 1) — Py f@+n+ o),
=: I + Is. (A.6)

Applying part (@) of the theorem with 3 = 1, we get
I < N flleac™ @, BlInllz,0) < NIflleatu — )2 — w2, (A7)
Similarly, using part (i) of the theorem with 5 = % V o and recalling (A.3), we deduce
Iy < N[ fllesc® 2", 0) | 1ol 27 |10 < N\ fllen(u — )20 — w2,
Combined with (A.6) and (A.7), this yields the required bound. O

Proof of Proposition[3.8] Obviously it suffices to show it for k& = 1.
1. Case o — § = 0: The statement follows directly by definition of the C* norm.
2. Case o — 6 € (0, 1]: First, let us consider a € (0, 1]. For all 8 € [0, 1] we have

@ +a) = f@) = [z + 2) = [ < @lal*[fle)’@ly — 2[*[flea)
which upon dividing by |y — z|*~?, choosing 8 = §/c, and taking suprema over y # z gives

[fC+2) — fFOleas < 4l2|°[flea.
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Similarly, we have

1FC+2) = fOlleo < 2PLAK @I Flleo) =% < 2laf?]|fllce,

which combined with the inequality above gives

1£C +2) = FOllea-s < 6’| flca
Now let us consider the case a € (1, 2]. By the fundamental theorem of calculus we have for any
B €10,1]
fly+x) = f) = fz+2) = f(2)

ly — z[*9

1 1 5
:W‘ / xz(axzf(y‘FH.%')—8$zf(z+0x)) db
o 0

! (1-5)
| [ (0 4 00— ) = 0+ 00— ) 9
0
<V deatly - 2*"Hy — ?\[Vf]ca—l T
ly — 2]~
<N|x|5+(°‘_1)(1_6)||f||ca |y — Z|(a—1)ﬁ+1—ﬁ—a+6’

which upon choosing 8 = (§ + 1 — «)/2« and taking suprema over y # z gives
@+ = fOlea=s < Nlz[*||fllca.

In addition, we have

1£C+2) = fOlleo < [2°Lf1es < Nlzl°||fllcw,

which combined with the above proves the claim.

3. Case o« — 9 € (k,k + 1] for k € N: The statement follows by proceeding as above,
considering also derivatives of f up to sufficiently high order.

4. Case o — 6 < 0: We first consider the case a € [0, 1), for which we have by virtue of

Proposition 377] (i)
If@+) = fOlleams = sup &2 [|Pef@+ ) — PofO)lleo
£€(0,1]

d—a
< sup €2 [z°||P.flles

e€(0,1]

S—a, 5 a=d 5
SN sup e 7 |z’ = || fllee = N|z[’[| fllce-
€€(0,1]

‘We move to the case o < 0. We have

1@+ = fOllgas = sup & 2" [|Pef(@+ ) = PofOeo
e€(0,1]

S—a
< sup e 2 |z°||Peflles
£€(0,1]

= sup &2 |2)||Pz iz flles
e€(0,1]

S—a =6
< N sup eT|:c|667||73%f||co < Nz’||fllce-
e€(0,1]

The proposition is proved. O
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B. Proofs of the results from Section 3.4 related to the Girsanov theorem

Proof of Proposition[gTo, If H = 1/2, then there is nothing to prove; the statement of the
proposition follows from the standrad Girsanov theorem for Brownian motion. Otherwise, if
H # 1/2, let us verify that all the conditions of the Girsanov theorem in the form of [NOoz2|
Theorem 2] are satisfied. Note that even though this theorem is stated in [NOo2] in the one—
dimensional setting, its extension to the multidimensional setup is immediate.

First, let us check condition (i) of [NOo2| Theorem 2]. If H < 1/2, then fo u2ds < M? < oo
and thus this condition is satisfied by the statement given at [NOo2| last paragraph of Section 3.1].
If H > 1/2, then

[DETPu)(t) = Nug =T+ 4 N(H — 1/2) / = — % s,

)H+1/2

where Dg  denotes the left-sided Riemann-Liouville derivative of of order 8 at 0, 8 € (0, 1), see
[NOo2, formula (4)]. Therefore, taking into account that /I < 1 and assumption 3:27}

pH-1 /2 2 |ug — us| )2
/ ( W] dt < NM +N/ /O G ds) di < oo as.
Thus, DH 1 20 € L5([0, 1]) a.s. and hence condition (i) of [NOo2, Theorem 2] is satisfied.
Now let us verify condition (ii) of [NOo2!, Theorem 2]. Consider the following kernel:

Kyt,s):=@t—s)fV2FH -1/2,1/2 —H H+1/2,1—t/s), 0<s<t<]1,

where F' is the Gauss hypergeometric function, see [DUgg, equation (2)]. It follows from [DUgo,
Corollary 3.1], that there exists a constant £z > 0 and d—dimensional Brownian motion W such
that

t —_—
Bt = k:H/ Ky(t,s)dW,, 0<t<]1.
0

Consider a random variable

T 1
p = exp(—/ vsdWy — 3 / |vs|2ds>,
0 0

where the vector v is defined in the following way. If H < 1/2, then

L s 4 1/2) g / (b sy 122 g (B.1)
te kg 0 T |

and if H > 1/2, then

_ sin(n(H — 1/2)) 1/2-H _ /
U= wky(H —1/2) ( vt =)

tH 1/241/2—H

Us
— ds). (B.2)

Taking into account [NOo2l formulas (11) and (13)], we see that condition (ii) of [NOo2, Theo-
rem 2] is equivalent to the following one: Ep = 1. We claim that actually

1
Eexp()\/ |vt|2dt) <R\ < o0 (B.3)
0
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where

R\ := exp(AN(H)M?) if H < 1/2;
R(\) := exp(AN(H)M?*E exp(AN(H)¢) if H € (1/2,1).

By the Novikov theorem this, of course, implies that Ep = 1.
Now let us verify (B.3). If H < 1/2, then it follows from (B.1) and (3-24) that

lve| < N(H)Mt—H+1/2,

which immediately yields (B.3).
If H > 1/2, then we make use of (B.2)) and (3-23) to deduce

g (tH 1/2 1/2—H -1
joe] SNCDM Y2 - N(H) / u ERC TR
|ut—us|tH 1/241/2— H

—|—N(H)/ s)H+1/2 ds
Uy — Ug tH-1/21/2—H
<N(H)ME? H+N(H) / i ’ e

Taking into account assumption (3:27), we obtain . Thus, by above, condition (ii) of [NOo2,
Theorem 2] is satisfied.

Therefore all the conditions of [NOo2, Theorem 2] are satlsﬁed Hence the process B is
indeed a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst parameter H under P defined by dP/dP = p.

Finally, to show (3.28)), we fix A > 0. Then, applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we get

1 1
— A
EPA = eXp(-)\/O ?}SdWS — 5/0 "US‘ZdS)
T 1 1

< [E exp (—2)\ /01 vdeS —2\? 01 ]vs\stﬂ 2 [E exp ((2)\2 - /01 ]vSIstﬂ 2

= {IE exp ((2)\2 - /01 |vs|2d5)] i

<REIHY? < oo,

where the last inequality follows from (B.3)). This completes the proof of the proposition. U

Proof of Lemma[3.17) We begin with establishing bound (3729). Fix n € N and let us split the
inner integral in (3:29) into two parts: the integral over [0, £, (t) — (2n) '] and [K,(t) — (2n) "1, ¢].
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For the first part we have

L = kn()—(2n)~1 (t/S)H71/2‘fnn(t) _ fmn(s)’ s
1RV 0 (t — S)H+1/2

H—-1/2 Fn(®-@m)~" 1/2—H H—1/2
< [fleet™Y / sY27H |k, (1) — Rn()|P(t — 5)" 12 ds
0
Kn(t)—(2n)~1
0

t
0
< N[ fleotP~HH1/2, (B.4)

where we used bound (3-24), the assumption p — H — 1/2 > —1, and the fact that for s €
[0, kn(t) — (2n)~ '] one has

En(t) — kp(s) <t —s+1/n < 3( — s).

Now let us move on and estimate the second part of the inner integral in (32g). If ¢ > 1/n,
then we have

IQ(t) .— /t (t/s)H71/2‘fﬁn(t) - f"‘@n(s)‘ ds

" Jrn—@m (t — s)H+1/2

Hn(t)
=" f 0 = fanit—1/n] s/ (¢ — )=H=1/2 g

Kn(t)—(2n)—1
(H—=1/2 Kn(t) Ho1/2
< N[fleon™ / (t — 5~ 12 g
T ) — @)y D2 am

< N[fleon P(t — rp(t) 712, (B.5)

where in the last inequality we used that for ¢ > 1/n one has

1 2 1
E< k) + — < drin(®) = = = 4(k0®) = o).
n n n

Now, using and (B.3)), we can bound the left-hand side of (32g). We deduce

1 t H-1/2
/T2 frt)y = frnio| 5 \2
/0 ( /0 T e ds) dt

1 1
< N/ I(t)? dt+N/ L)% dt
0 0

n—1 i+l
<N + N R 2y / = rn (12 dt
i=1"n
n—1
< NIf1Es + NIfIon 2> =720
=1
< NI + NI RG22 < NI,



PROOFS OF THE RESULTS FROM SECTION @] RELATED TO THE GIRSANOV THEOREM 49

where the very last inequality follows from the assumption p > H — 1/2. This establishes (3-29).
Not let us prove (3-30). Using the assumption p > H — 1/2 and identity (3-24), we deduce

1, ot H-1/2| ¢ _ Lt
/ ( (t/S) ‘ft fs‘ dS)thg [f]%p/ </ 3_H+1/2(t—s)p_H_l/st)th
0 0

(t — s)H+1/2 0 o
2
g N [f ]Cp-
This proves (330). 0
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