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Abstract

We investigate existence, uniqueness and regularity for solutions of rough parabolic equa-
tions of the form dyu — Ayu — f = (X¢(x) - V + Yi(z))u on [0,T] x R To do so, we
introduce a concept of “differential rough driver”, which comes with a counterpart of the usual
controlled paths spaces in rough paths theory, built on the Sobolev spaces W*P. We also
define a natural notion of geometricity in this context, and show how it relates to a product
formula for controlled paths. In the case of transport noise (i.e. when Y = 0), we use this
framework to prove an Itd Formula (in the sense of a chain rule) for Nemytskii operations
of the form u + F(u), where F is C? and vanishes at the origin. Our method is based on
energy estimates, and a generalization of the Moser Iteration argument to prove boundedness
of a dense class of solutions of parabolic problems as above. In particular, we avoid the use of
flow transformations and work directly at the level of the original equation. We also show the
corresponding chain rule for F'(u) = |u|P with p > 2, but also when Y # 0 and p > 4. As
an application of these results, we prove existence and uniqueness of a suitable class of L?”-
solutions of parabolic equations with multiplicative noise. Another related development is the
homogeneous Dirichlet boundary problem on a smooth domain, for which a weak maximum
principle is shown under appropriate assumptions on the coefficients.
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1 Introduction

Motivations. Consider a stochastic partial differential equation with multiplicative noise of the
form A
du; — Augdt = Oud X} (z) + w dX2(z), on (0,7] x R? (1.1)

where 0; = %, T € (0,00) denotes a fixed time horizon, (X ")Z-:07,,.,d denotes some (Q-Wiener

process (sufficiently smooth in x), and throughout the paper we use Einstein’s summation conven-
tion over repeated indices. For now the product with the above differentials is subject to different
possible meanings (for instance Stratonovitch or It6).

Equations such as (1.1) arise in a number of different stochastic models. To name a few,
this includes filtering theory [34], McKean-Vlasov equations [41], or pathwise stochastic control
problems (see for instance [11, Example 2] and references therein). In the more general context
of a degenerate left hand side, this type of noise appears in stochastic transport equations (with
X0 = 0), where a regularization by noise phenomenon is observed [22, 54, 52, 12], or in stochastic
conservation laws, see [33] for an overview. We also mention the works [15, 9] where the authors
solve an equation similar to (1.1), with the difference that they consider a vector field X} (z) which
is rough with respect to the space-like variable.

The way (1.1) is usually dealt with is by definition of an appropriate functional setting, in which
standard It calculus tools can be used. We refer for instance to the classical works of Pardoux,
Krylov and Rozovskii [56, 45]. Although these approaches are quite sucessful, it is well-known
that the solution map X — w is not continuous in general. This constitutes an important motivation
for introducing a rough paths formulation of (1.1) (in particular because the examples given above
display a need for stability results, see [26]). Rough parabolic differential equations such as (1.1)
have been investigated in [10, 24, 11, 26] where a viscosity formulation is proposed, based on ideas
of Lions and Souganidis [48, 49]. Despite their success, these papers appeal to an extensive use
of flow transformation techniques, which has some conceptual disadvantages. In particular, they
have to make the assumption that the solutions are obtained as limits of approximations. To the
best of our knowledge, the Feynmann-Kac representation technique used in [17], constitutes the



first attempt to deal with (1.1) directly (there is also the semigroup approach of Gubinelli, Deya
and Tindel [31, 18], but their results do not seem to cover the case of a gradient noise as above).

One of our main purposes in this paper is to pursue the variational approach initiated by Deya,
Gubinelli, Hofmanova and Tindel in [19], by defining, among other things, a suitable functional
setting for generalized versions of (1.1). In this sense, we will particularly emphasize the topo-
logical aspects associated with (1.1), for instance by introducing the controlled paths spaces D”,
as well as their parabolic counterpart H5” (see sections 3 and 4). Working with classical PDE
techniques such as energy estimates and maximum principles, our contribution can be seen as an
attempt to extend Krylov’s analytic approach [42] to the RPDE context. One of the key concepts we
will use here is that of an unbounded rough driver, as introduced by Bailleul and Gubinelli in [4].
More specifically, we will introduce a notion of differential rough driver, which is a particular case
of the former (see Definition 2.1). We will also provide a natural, intrinsic notion of geometricity
for differential rough drivers. As shown in Lemma 2.1, geometric differential rough drivers display
remarkable algebraic properties. In particular, they are simultaneously symmetric, closed and
renormalizable in the sense of [4, definitions 5.3, 5.4 & 5.7]. In contrast with the previous works
[19, 38, 39], we will be able to consider these objects “as such”, in the sense that we will not refer
to any (geometric) finite-dimensional rough path. This observation, which can be seen as one of
our main contributions, allows us to gain generality in the statements and, hopefully, to improve
the clarity of the presentation.

The importance of geometricity and its relation to stochastic parabolicity. In contrast with
the recent developments on rough parabolic equations [31, 35, 37, 36, 30, 55, 3] (for results related
to Itd Formula in this case, see [60, 6]), the noise term in (1.1) is not singular with respect to
the space-variable, so that in appearance (1.1) does not fall into the category of “singular PDEs”.
However, difficulties arise from the fact that for all times ¢ the operation © — Xy - Vu is unbounded.
A side effect of this property is that the low time-regularity of solutions implies in turn low space-
regularity, as can be seen by the scaling properties of the equation. In the case of X = W being
a Brownian motion and X = 0, it is easily seen that for ¢ > 0 the transform (t,z) — (£2t,ex)
leaves the equation invariant (using the scaling properties of W). Leaving aside mathematical
rigor, this type of invariance indicates that (1.1) cannot be considered as a perturbation of a heat
equation at small scales. In this sense, the equation (1.1) is not really parabolic and the use of
semigroups and variation of constants formulae is inoperative (we nevertheless refer to the recent
works [28, 29] in a similar but “subcritical” context). The situation can go even worse if X = W
is a fractional Brownian motion with hurst index 1/3 < H < 1/2, a case that is covered by our
results. In this case, the transport term 0; — WtH -V dominates, even though the drift term has
two spatial derivatives. This might be a loose explanation why some of the arguments below seem
to have a transport flavour (the bounds (4.18) which are needed in the tensorization argument of
Section 4 can be understood as a “commutator lemma” a la Di Perna Lions [20]; see Appendix
A.2). As a matter of fact, the fractional Brownian case enters the category of “supercritical”
equations in the sense of [36, Section 8], and this is so regardless of the space dimension d.

In this context, the assumption that X is geometric turns out to be essential. To illustrate why,
let us go back to the standard Brownian motion case, more precisely let d = 1, consider X; = bW,
b € R being a constant, and for simplicity take X° = 0. Assume for a moment that (1.1) is
understood in the sense of Itd, so that the corresponding rough path formulation would violate
geometricity. Computing formally the It6 Formula for the square of the L?-norm of the solution,
one sees that the correction term is given by [, b?(9,u)?, which dangerously competes with the
conservative term —2 fRd((?mu)Z brought by the Laplacian. In particular, the usual technique to
obtain an a priori estimate for u fails unless 1/2b?> < 1, which is a condition known as strong
parabolicity. This assumption is in fact necessary to ensure well-posedness as can be seen by
taking the spatial Fourier transform in the equation (we refer the reader to [45, Section II1.3]). If
on the other hand (1.1) is understood in the Stratonovitch sense, the latter problem disappears, and
this is to be related to the fact that a Stratonovitch equation satisfies a “standard” chain rule of the



form
d(F(u)) = F'(u) o du (1.2)

(meaning in particular that no correction term of the previous form appears). Besides introducing a
new functional framework for (1.1), our main objective in this paper is to investigate the chain rule
(1.2), which will be systematically addressed in the transport-noise case, assuming “geometricity of
the driving noise” (understood at the level of the differential rough driver, see Definition 2.2). In the
stochastic setting, the geometricity assumption essentially means that the iterated integrals which
define the second level IL; of X; should be understood in the Stratonovitch sense. Nevertheless,
we point out that (1.1) can always be translated in terms of an equivalent Stratonovitch equation.
If strong parabolicity is assumed, it is straightforward to check that the corrected equation has still
the parabolic form (1.3), and hence our main results still apply in this practical case.

Settings and summary of the results. In this paper, we interpret (1.1) as the rough equation

{ dut — (Atu + ft(ﬁﬂ))dt = dBtut y on (0, T] X Rd ( )
1.3

ug given in LP(RY),

where the unknown u;(z) is seen as a path with values in the Lebesgue space LP(R?), for some
p € [1,00]. Here

B = (B', B?)
denotes some kind of two-step “enhancement” of the time-dependent family of differential operators

By = By := X}()0; + XL (x), te€0,T), (1.4)

for (X} (x))o<i<a sufficiently regular in space. From the point of view of the coefficient path, it
will be seen that (¢ — X;(x)) must be accompanied with an additional object

Li(z), i=0,...d, 0<s<t<T, zecR?,

akin to the usual Lévy area for two-step geometric rough paths with real-valued coordinates. The
knowledge of 7 is necessary (and sufficient) to give a proper meaning for (1.3). As will be seen in
the manuscript, it is heuristically filling the gaps in order to make sense of the (a priori ill-defined)
iterated integral

B% = // dB,, o dB,,
s<ri<reo<t

1. . . 1 (1.5)
= §X;tX§taij + (Llst + X;tht)ai + Lgt + §(th)2 ) >
for 0<s<t¢t<T and :UG]Rd,

where "o’ denotes the composition of linear operators. In particular, there is a one-to-one corre-
spondence between B and the enhancement (X, L) of its coefficient path. Throughout the paper,
the pair X = (X, L) is therefore considered as part of the data, and so is B through (1.5). For
simplicity, the path X will be assumed to have bounded g-variation with ¢ = é (including the
a-Holder case), for some o > 1/3. It will be sometimes more convenient to rewrite equation (1.3)
under the following form

du — (Agu + f)dt = (dX -V +dX%u; on (0,7] x R?
Uy € Lp,

which has the advantage of being more explicit.

In keeping with Gubinelli’s approach [32], the integration map which is implicitly associated
with the right hand side of (1.3), only makes sense on a set of paths w: [0,7] — LP that are
controlled by B, a notion that will be introduced in Section 2.3. Concerning the left hand side of



(2.19), we will assume throughout the paper that A; is a time-dependent family of elliptic operators
on divergence form

Au(z) = 0;(a" (t,2)05u(x)), (1.6)

whith coefficients a’/ being possibly discontinuous but bounded above and below (see assumption
2.1). Correspondingly, the free term f will be an element of the Sobolev space L2(0,7; H™1).
Our first main achievement is to prove well-posedness for (1.3), for a class of controlled paths
u: [0, 7] — L?*(R?) having finite energy

T
sup |ug|%. —i—/ Vg |2,dt < oo,
t€[0,7] 0

in the case where B is geometric. This will be stated in Theorem 2.1, completing the results of
[38].

Next, we will address the problem of writing an Itdé formula for solutions of (1.3), where in
addition of geometricity, we will assume that B is “transport-like”, that is:

X°=0 in (1.4). (1.7)

The problem of writing a chain rule for (1.3) arises in a very natural way when studying the well-
posedness of (1.1), as illustrated by the previous paragraph and the search for an energy estimate
(this corresponds to the choice F(z) = 22 in (1.2)). The justification of the chain rule is also
useful to establish comparison principles, where the corresponding choice of function would be
for instance F'(z) = 2%, or a suitable regularized version thereof. Under the assumption (1.7), we
will prove that a chain rule like (1.2) holds for any F' € C?(R,R) with F(0) = F'(0) = 0 and
|F" | < oo. Concretely, we will see that

d(F(w)) — F'(u)(Apu + f)dt = dX - V(F(u)) (1.8)

(see Theorem 2.2 for a precise statement). The formula (1.8) will be applied in particular to obtain
a weak maximum principle for an appropriate subclass of problems of the form (1.3), as will
be stated in Theorem 2.5. We insist on the fact that, because of the lack of space-regularity of
solutions, (1.8) is not a trivial statement. In particular, the solution w fails in general to satisfy
the hypotheses of [23, Proposition 7.6], see Remark 2.4. Note that in some sense, (1.8) can be
seen as a parabolic analogue to the renormalization property for transport equations in Sobolev
spaces [20, 2, 16]. Roughly speaking, renormalized solutions could be defined as elements u of
the controlled path space so that (1.8) holds for any F' as above; hence (1.8) shows that solutions
of finite energy are renormalized. On the other hand, if u is renormalized, taking F' = ()% will
show that w is itself an L2-solution, and hence (1.8) can be understood as the statement that the
two notions are equivalent.

Regarding applications, the chain rule for the LP-norm of solutions u: [0,7] — LP (that is
(1.8) with F'(z) = |z|P) is of particular interest for SPDE purposes. In the stochastic setting, this
echoes the works of Krylov and Kim for stochastic equations in L? spaces [40, 43, 44], where the
corresponding Itdé Formula is an essential tool. In this paper, we will investigate the analogue for
rough paths, that is for every LP-solution « of (1.3), and under some mild assumptions on f and
up, we will see that

djulP — pu]u\p_Q(Atu + f)dt = (dX -V +pXO)\u]p (1.9)

as long as p > 4 (this can be relaxed to p > 2 when X? = 0). We note that, since F” is not
bounded, (1.9) is not a simple consequence of (1.8), even when the multiplicative part is zero.
Nevertheless, using rough paths stability results that come for free with our formulation, it will be
seen that (1.9) admits a relatively simple proof. In our way to prove this formula, we shall also
address existence and uniqueness for a suitable class of LP-solutions of parabolic equations with
multiplicative noise.



Due to the relative length of this paper, and since this drastically complicates the algebra, we
chose to postpone the treatment of a more general Itd Formula (taking for instance X° # 0 in
(1.4), or even a non-geometric B) in a future work. Similarly, we could have considered an addi-
tional rough input of additive form. More general operators A (for instance adding a perturbation
bi(t, )0;u + c(t, z)u with integrability conditions on b, ¢, see [38]) and more general boundary
problems, could also be investigated following the same ideas, but for the sake of simplicity we
restrain from doing so.

Organization of the paper Our main results concerning existence, uniqueness, stability and
the chain rule for (1.3), will be given in Section 2, where we also introduce notations and definitions.
In particular, we introduce an intrinsic formulation of (1.3), in the spirit of [19]. We will complete
our results by a criterion for boundedness of solutions, a chain rule for the LP-norm of solutions,
and a weak maximum principle for the Dirichlet problem on a bounded domain. In Section 3
we state some facts that will be used throughout the paper, such as the Sewing Lemma or the
so-called “Rough Gronwall” argument (as stated in [19]). The main novelty of this section is that
we introduce a notion of controlled path space D%”, with respect to a differential rough driver
B. We then state and re-prove the so-called “remainder estimates” as given by Deya, Gubinelli,
Hofmanova and Tindel in [19, Theorem 2.5]. We provide an alternative formulation of this result,
which has the conceptual advantage of being understood as an a priori estimate in DF? (as in
the usual finite-dimensional controlled path picture). In Section 4, we define a suitable functional
setting for rough parabolic equations by introducing the parabolic spaces H%”. We will then state
one of the core arguments of this paper, which is the “product formula” (Proposition 4.1). By
reiteration of the product, we will obtain the chain rule on monomials of any bounded solution,
and on polynomials by linearity.

In Section 5, we use this result to solve a class of rough, non-degenerate parabolic equation
with free terms in the space L?(H~!). This is done via energy estimates, and the use of the
Rough Gronwall Lemma. In Section 6 we show, using a Moser Iteration, that a “relatively large”
class of solutions to rough parabolic problems of the form (1.3) is made of elements which are
locally bounded. This observation, together with the fact that a chain rule holds for polynomials
of a bounded solution, will then allow us to prove the claimed Itd formula in Section 7. The
corresponding proof for the LP-norm, as well as the solvability for an appropriate class of LP-
solutions, will be dealt with at the end of Section 7. It is based on a different argument using
approximation and stability results for rough partial differential equations.

Section 8 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2.5. After proving the solvability of the homoge-
neous Dirichlet problem on a smooth, bounded domain, we show, using our It6 Formula, that the
solutions satisfy a weak maximum principle.

In Appendix A, we shall give the proof of some technical facts verified by any geometric
differential rough driver, generalizing [19, Section 3.2]. Finally, Appendix B will be devoted to
a quick discussion on the uniqueness of the Gubinelli derivative, and on the “non-commutative
brackets” [B],, = B% — 1B, o BL,.

2 Preliminaries and main results

2.1 Notation

Throughout the paper, the notation K CC R stands for “K is a compact set in R%”. The symbol
T > 0 refers to a finite, fixed time-horizon.

By N, we denote the set of natural integers 1,2,..., and we let Ny := N U {0}, while
Z := Ny U (—N). Real numbers are denoted by R, and we let moreover R := [0, 00).

Given Banach spaces X, Y, we will denote by .Z’(X,Y") the space of linear, continuous maps
from X to Y, endowed with the operator norm. For f in X* := Z(X,R), we denote the dual

pairing by
x{f9)x



(i.e. the evaluation of f at g € X). When they are clear from the context, we will simply omit the
underlying spaces and write (f, g) instead.

Sobolev spaces and scales. For an open smooth domain U C R?, we will consider the usual
Lebesgue and Sobolev spaces in the space-like variable: LP(U), WP (U), for (k,p) € Z x (1, o]
orp = 1 and k € Ny, and we distinguish the case p = 2 by writing H*(U) := W?*(U); the
corresponding norms will be simply denoted by |- [L»(u7), | - lwke @y | - [+ 1) - With the exception
of Section 3.2, the notations LP, W and HP refer to the whole space scenario U = R?. These

spaces have local (resp. weak) analogues L . WIIZ’Cp, HE (resp. LY, WP H) which are defined

as usual. When  is negative, we adopt the convention that ¥/ %1 is the range of the linear operator
(£) e L? (Rd; R lvI<—Fk M) > (0587) 1<k

where |y| := 71 + -+ + 74, and the derivatives are understood in distributional sense. Corre-
spondingly, the norm of f € W1 is defined as the infimum of the L'-norms of any possible
antiderivative f7 of f . Note that with this convention, W*:! identifies only with a proper subspace

of the dual (Wék"oo)*, however this is coherent with the case p > 1 (see for instance [8]). If
U C R%is a domain whose boundary is smooth and if p € [1, 00], we define the spaces I/V(/;C P as

WEP(U) = {fe WP st (v-VY f=0 for j €No, j< k:—l/p}.

where v denotes the outward unit vector associated to OU.

In the sequel, we call a scale any graded family of topological vector spaces of the form
(Ek,| - |k)ker with I C Z such that E}, is continuously embedded into Ej_1, for each k € I. Note
that, in the paper the set I := {—3,—2,—1,0, 1, 2,3} will be sufficient for our purposes.

For0 < s <t <Tand f = f,.(x) we use the notation

' r/q 1/r
17l ety = (/ ([ 1) dT> ,

and for simplicity we will sometimes write || f||1r(zq) as a shorthand for | f| -, 1;r4)- Fur-
thermore, the space of continuous functions with values in a Fréchet space E will be de-
noted by C(0,T;E). It is itself a Fréchet space, equipped with the family of semi-norms

1 llc0.1:)~ = $upye 7(fr), for any semi-norm ~ of E.

Controls and p-variation spaces. We will denote by A, Ay the simplices

A= {(s,t) € [0, T, s < t},
Ay = {(5,0,t) € [0, T, s <O <t}. e
If E is a vector space and g: [0,7] — E, we define a two-parameter element dg as
0gst := gt — gs, for (s,t) € A.
Similarly, we define another operation ) by letting, for any g : A — F, ) g be the quantity
0gsot = gst — gso — gor, Tor (s,0,t) € Ao,

and we recall that Kerd = Imd. As usual in the framework of controlled paths, we will omit the
symbol ~ on the second operation, and write § instead of 5.
We call control on [0,T] any continuous, superadditive map w: A — R, namely w is such
that for all (s,0,t) € Ay
w(s,0) +w(b,t) <w(s,t) (2.2)



(this implies in particular that w(¢,t) = 0 for any ¢ € [0, T')).

If E is equipped with a family of semi-norms, and o > 0, we denote by V{*(0,T; E) the
set of continuous paths g: [0,7] — FE, such that for each semi-norm ~, there exist a control
wy : A — Ry with

7(59315) <w,y (s, )%, (2.3)
for every (s,t) € A. Similarly, we denote by V5 (0, T'; E) the set of 2-index maps g : A — E such
that g, = 0 for every t € [0, 7] and

7(9815) S WV(S, t)a ) (24)

for all (s,t) € A, and some family of controls w,. If E is a Banach space and v = | - |g, one

defines anorm [-]ye on V§'(0, T'; E) by taking the infimum of w (0, 7)) over every possible control

w such that (2.4) holds. This quantity is in fact equal to the usual g-variation norm where q := é,

as seen for instance in [38, Lemma 3.2].
By VglOC(O, T; E') we denote the space of maps g : A — E such that there exists a countable

covering {I};};, of I satisfying g € V§(I; E) for any k. We also define the set V,*(0,T; E) of
“negligible remainders” as

V0, T3 E) = | V§(0,T; B),

a>1

and similarly for V1 (0, T; E).

2.2 Rough drivers

Before giving definitions, let us quickly explain our approach. For simplicity, let A = 0, assume
that f is smooth and consider a family B; := (X;(x) - V + X?(x)) of first-order differential
operators, where for eachi = 0. .. d, X} (x) is smooth with respect to x (for fixed t), and a-Holder
in ¢ for each z, while a > 1/3. Integrating formally (1.3) in time, we have

t t
Up — Ug — / frdr = (By — Bs)us +/ dB;(uy — us)

= 0Bgus + // dB, [dBrlurl + drlfﬂ] :
s<ri<r<t

= Blu, + ( // dB, o dBﬁ) Us
s<ri<r<t
+ <// dB, o dBm) [up, —us) +o(t —s).
s<ri<r<t

One expects any “reasonable” solution to satisfy an estimate of the form |u; — ug|yy—10 S (£ —5)%,
so that in particular

‘( // s dB, o dBrl) (s — 115)

Combined with the above, we thus find the Euler-Taylor type expansion

S(t—s)P*=o(t—s).

~

W—3.p

t
uit = dug — / frdr — (B + B%)us € oft—s), (2.5)

where we introduce the two-index map B = (B*, B?) defined as

Bl .= B; — B,

) 0<s<t<T. (2.6)
B = dB, odB,, ,
s<ri<r<t

8



When o > 1/2, the operators B2 are canonically defined via an immediate non-commutative
generalization of Young Theorem [59]. This is in contrast with the case < 1/2, where (2.6)
does not make sense in general. Indeed, while the definition of B}, seems not problematic for
B continuous (just let B, := §B;), this is not the case of the second component in general. If
B(n) — B uniformly on [0, 7, a limit point of {[f, .. _._,dB,(n)odB; (n),n € N}, if it
exists, will depend on the choice of the approximating sequence. On the other hand, any limit
ought to satisfy the constraint

B} — By — Bj, = By 0 Bly, forany 0<s<60<t<T, (2.7)

which reflects the linearity of the integral, and its additivity with respect to the domain of integration.
An essential insight of rough paths theory is that, assuming that B2 is given with (2.14) together
with suitable analytic conditions, then one can simply define the solution u to (1.3) by the Euler-
Taylor expansion (2.5). Following Davie’s interpretation of rough differential equations [14], we
will therefore say that u is a solution to (2.19) if (2.5) holds. The fact that such expansion is
sufficient to fully caracterize the solution u is not obvious, and is in fact a consequence of the
so-called “Sewing Lemma”, which for convenience will be stated in Proposition 3.1.

The previous discussion depicts a non-commutative generalization of the usual rough paths
theory, which has been already discussed e.g. in [21, 13, 4, 5]. In this picture, real numbers — in
which the coordinates of a path Z: [0, 7] — R™ live — are substituted by elements of an algebra
(here a space of differential operators), and the constraint (2.7) corresponds to Chen’s relations.
What plays here the role of the driving rough path for controlled differential equations is the pair
B = (B!, B?). 1tis called an unbounded rough driver (URD), and was first considered by Bailleul
and Gubinelli [4] (see also [19, 38, 39]). In the present work, we chose to restrict our attention
to a subclass of URDs that are given by differential operators. Such objects will be referred to
as differential URDs (or simply “differential rough drivers”). In the sequel we will denote by
Dy, 7 = 1, 2, the space of differential operators of order ¢, that is:

Dy = {X@'(m)ai +Y(z), suchthat (X,Y) € W3 x WQ’OO},
Dy := {XU (2)0 + Yi(2)0; + Z(x), (2.8)
such that (X,Y,Z) € W3 x W2 x Wl’“’}.
The space-regularity of the above coefficients is precisely enough to make sense of (1.3) and obtain

energy estimates for it. It is indeed easily seen that the composition of two elements of D; is an
element of Dy, while we also have the property that

3
D;C () LW, W) for i=1,2 and p € [1,00].
k=—3+i

These properties which will be extensively used in the sequel.
We have the following definition.

Definition 2.1 (unbounded rough driver). Let o > 1/3.
A 2-index family By; = (B, Bgt)(s,t)eA of linear operators in L*>(R?) is called a V*-unbounded
rough driver if and only if:

(URD1) B! takes values in ﬂ%:_3+i$(Hk, Hk*i)fori = 1,2, and there exists a control wg : A —
R such that A _
’B‘Zst’.i”(H’ﬂH’“*i) < wB(s7t)Za ) (2.9)

forevery (s,t) € Ayanyi € {1,2} and k = -3 +1,...,3.



(URDz2) Chen’s relations hold true, namely, for every (s,0,t) € Aq, we have in the sense of linear
operators:
6By, =0, 6B%, =Bj 0Bl. (2.10)

Moreover, we will say that

(URDx) B is differential if B is an unbounded rough driver such that
Bl €Dy, fori=1,2 and (s,t) € A.
Finally, let (Ex)ke; be a scale such that there exists p € [1,00] with the property that
Ej, — WP for each k € I. We will say that

(URD**) B acts on the scale (E};)_s<x<3 if
BLE, CEpy, —3<k—-i<k<3, (s,t)€A,
and if the estimate (2.9) is satisfied with (H*) being replaced by (E},).

Remark 2.1. Regarding the definition of D; for 7+ = 1,2, any differential, unbounded rough
driver can in fact be extended to a family of differential operators acting on the Sobolev scale
(Wk’p)_ggkgg, for each p € [1, co]. For simplicity, in the following we will use the same symbol
B for every such extension.

Note that, if B: [0,7] — D; is a continuous path with finite variation (with respect to the
operator-norm of M3__,.#(H", H*"1)), one can always define the canonical lift So(B) as the
differential rough driver B = (B', B?) given by

Bl :=B;—B,€D; and

So(B) := B with (2.11)

t
B2, ::/ dB,o (B, — B,) €D,.
S

The above integral is well-defined in the sense of Riemann-Stieltjes, in the space Do endowed with
the natural operator-norm topology.
This basic observation leads us to the following definition.

Definition 2.2 (Geometric differential rough driver). Let p € [1,00|. Given a differential rough
driver B with regularity o > 1/3, we will say that B is geometric if there exists a sequence of
paths B(n) € C*(0,T;D1),n > 0, such that letting

B(n) := 53(B(n)),
it holds
3
pa(B(n),B) = Zk:d [B(n) — B||L°o(o,T;$(Hk,Hk—l))

2 3 i i
+ Zz’:l Zk:73+@'[[B (n) — B Hvia(07T;$(Hk7Hk—i)) njo 0. (2.12)

1

Example 2.1. Recall that a continuous, m-dimensional, g-rough path with ¢ = =, is a pair
Z=(Z 23" Vi<pp<m in VS(0,T;R™) x V3*(0,T;R™™), (2.13)
(s,t)eA
such that Chen’s relations hold, namely:
SZY =0, 6zH =z z, for (s5,0,t) € Ay, 1< p,v<m. (2.14)

10



Roughy speaking, the relations (2.14) indicate that Z5* has the form Z/' — Z! = f; dz}
for some path Z: [0,7] — R™ while Z2*" should be thought of as a prescribed value for
Wocryer, et 427,dZ},. 1f Z is smooth, we can define a canonical lift Z via (2.11), replacing the
operation o by the tensor product. By definition, the set of geometric rough paths corresponds
to the closure of such canonical lifts, with respect to the natural g-variation metric. We refer the
reader to the monographs [51, 27, 23] for a thorough introduction to geometric rough paths.

Now, consider a rough path Z, and let o € W3 (R4, R™*4), p € W(RY R™), and for
(s,t) € A,i = 1,2, define B = (B!, B?) as:

17
{ B;t = Zst“(afaj + "),
2, uv
B3, = Z " (0405 + p") (0] i + ),

for every (s,t) € A. It is straighforward to check that B satisfies (URD1)-(URD2). Hence it is a
differential rough driver. Moreover, it is geometric if Z is geometric.

Given B € V*(0,T; D), by definition of D it is always possible to write By in terms of some
family of bounded and measurable coefficients X} (z), i = 0, ...d so that

By = X (2)0; + XP(z). (2.15)

In Appendix A.1, we shall see that there is a one-to-one correspondence between coeflicients
and elements of D, and that it yields a continuous isomorphism, see (A.1). In particular, we
can assume without any loss of generality that X € V*(0,T; W3°),i = 1,...,d, while X° €
Ve(0,T; W2°°). For notational convenience, in the remainder of the paper we shall assume that
B has the form (2.15) . Moreover, we will make use of the shorthand notation

Xt = Xy — Xs,

hence blurring the difference between the value X, (z) of the coefficient path associated with B,
and that of its increments 6 X g ().

It turns out that, for geometric differential rough drivers, there is an ensemble of very convenient
algebraic rules, as illustrated in the following result. We insist on the fact that these rules are a
consequence of the geometricity assumption: no further assumption is required on B. The proof
of the following lemma is rather simple and merely algebraic, hence we postpone it until Appendix
A1,

Lemma 2.1. Let B be a geometric differential rough driver such that B Slt = 0Bt where By is as
before. The following assertions are true:

(i) (Weak geometricity I) There exist coefficients ' € VQQO‘(WZ’OO), i =0,...d such that
1 . . . . 1
BZ = §X;thtaij + (Lét + thX;t) O+ LY+ §(th)2- (2.16)

(ii) (Generalized Chen’s relations) For each (s,0,t) € Ag, a.e. in RY, it holds

Sy, = thﬁj( ), i=0,...d. (2.17)
(iii) (Weak geometricity I1) We have
Bgt = %let ° B;t + [Blst
where the “bracket” [B)] is a family of first-order differential operators, explicitly given by:

R A 1.
Bl = (L - 540X ) 0+ L% - X0 0,X0

11



Notation 2.1. For convenience, we will summarize the above properties by using the shorthand
notation o
B~X=(X"L"0. 4 (2.18)

IEREE)

Remark 2.2. If (¢ — X; € W) has finite variation, L is explicitly given as
L, = / dX,-V(X.), i=0,...d.
S

Roughly speaking, IL can be thought of as a differential rough driver analogue of the usual Lévy
area for rough paths, in the sense that the knowledge of L is enough to compute the second level
B? of B, as is the case for a geometric rough path (see [27, Definition 13.2]).

In fact, if B is the pair defined in Example 2.1 with Z geometric and p = 0, a routine calculation
shows the identity

1 1
Lst -V = 52;;2;(0’“ . VO'V) . V+ §Ag£j[0"u . V,O'V . V]

where we denote by o# - V := o#9;, while A is the Lévy area of Z, and [-, -] denotes the usual
Lie bracket of vector fields.

Remark 2.3. As for the usual geometric rough paths, the question may arise whether the algebraic
constraints (i) and (iii) imply the geometricity of B (see [277, Chapter 9]). We conjecture that, upon
taking « slighlty smaller, and under “reasonable” conditions on the regularity of the coefficients,
the answer should be positive. However, we prefer to leave this issue for future investigations.

2.3 Notions of solution

In the whole paper, we consider an ansatz of the form

dv = (9;f' + f0)dt + dBg, on [0,7] x R?,

(2.19)
vo =" € LP, ?

with B ~ (Xi,Li)i:07___7d being geometric. The drift term f*,i = 0,...d is p-integrable as a

mapping from [0, 7] into LP for some p € [1,00), and the derivation 9; = (% is understood in
distribution sense. By assumption, g will be controlled by B, and so the solution v should be.

This means the following.

Definition 2.3. Given g € L>(0,T; LP)NV*(0, T; W 1) we will say that g is controlled by B,
if there exists ¢’ € L>(0,T; LP) N V*(0,T; W ~YP) such that the element RY of V§(0, T; W 1)
defined as

RY, := g — Blgl, forevery (s,t) € A, (2.20)

verifies
HRQHVSO‘(QT;W*ZP) < o0 (2.21)

(notice the loss of a space-derivative in the above). Abusively, we call g’ “the Gubinelli derivative”
D Y, g

of g, though ¢’ could be non-unique in principle (at least without any further assumption on B,
see Section B.1).

That the unknown v should be controlled by B implies in particular boundedness for the path
v: [0,T7] — LP and also weak-star continuity (hence allowing to give a meaning to the initial
condition). In a large part of the sequel we will encounter the situation where v = g = ¢’ but this
fact is not needed in the definition of a solution, so we will keep things on the more general form
(2.19) for the moment.

The following notion of solution was introduced in [4], see also [19].

12



Definition 2.4 (weak-solution). Ler T > 0, o € (1/3,1/2] and fix p € [1,00]. Assume that we
are given f* € LY(0,T;LP),i = 0,...d, and that g is controlled by B with Gubinelli derivative
g, with g, g both belonging to L>°(0,T'; L?). A mapping v: [0,T] — LP is called an LP-weak
solution fo the rough PDE (2.19) if it fulfills the following conditions

(1) v: [0,T] — LP is bounded as a path taking values in LP; moreover, v belongs to
V0, T; W=hP);

(2) for every ¢ € L with 1/p+1/p/ = 1, lim,_,q Jga(ve — v pdz = 0;

(3) for every p € W2 with 1/p +1/p = 1, and every (s, t) € A :

[ poaoda= [| (oo fPoptsdrs [ (B 0+ B 8) dot (,0),
Rd [s,{] xRY Rd

(2.22)
for some v* € V21J{OC(O, T; W=3P).

The notion of weak solution fulfills the minimal requirements under which remainder estimates
(and thus estimates on rough integrals) can be obtained, see Proposition 3.3. In the sequel however,
we will mostly work in a parabolic context, where solutions happen to live in a “better space” than
the one described above. This motivates the introduction of the following.

Definition 2.5 (Energy solution). Letting p,p’ € [1,00] so that 1/p+ 1/p' = 1, we will say that v
is an LP-energy solution of (2.19) if it is a weak solution such that additionally

ve LP(0,T;Whp). (2.23)

Similarly, we will say that v is a Lfoc-energy solution (or LP(U)-energy solution if U C R?)
if it fulfills the above properties, where each occurence of the Sobolev spaces in the space-like
variable is replaced by its local counterpart.

2.4 Rough parabolic equations

In this section, we consider the rough parabolic equation

{ du; — (Apu+ fi(2))dt = (dX;0; + dXP) ur , on (0,7] x RY, (2.24)
2.24

ug = u® € LP(RY),

where -
Ay = 0;(a" (t,-)0; ) (2.25)

is given, and we assume the following on a.

Assumption 2.1. The coefficients a = (a% )i<i,j<d are measurable, symmetric in i and j and
moreover there exists a constant \ > 0 such that for a.e. (t,x) € [0,T] x R?:

d - d
2 ij Sy -1 2 d
MBS EREG <N Y € forall §ERY (2.26)
Concerning the rough part, the following hypotheses will be assumed throughout the paper.
Assumption 2.2. For some fixed o« > 1/3, we are given a coefficient path
(t > (XDizo,..a) € V* (0,75 W2 x (wie)T) |
while (t — X9) € V*(0,T; W°). These coefficients are given together with a two parameter

family
((5:8) = (Li)io.a)) € V3 (0,75 W1 x (W2)?)
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which satisfies the generalized Chen’s relation
5Liet = thaj( ;0)
Joreach0 < s<0<t<Tandi=0,...,d.
We then let By := X; -V + X} and define a differential rough driver B ~ X = (X,L) as in

Lemma 2.1. Hence, it corresponds to the pair (B, B?) where

let = B; - Bs = Xitai + th?

1. 4 . 1
B}, = §X;thtaij + (LY + X0 X0)0; + LY, + §(th)2 (s,1) € A,

where we recall that X 5 := Xy — X.
Furthermore, we assume that B is geometric, in the sense of Definition 2.2.

Our first result is about the solvability of (2.24), and completes the results obtained in the
previous work [38]. The proof will be given in Section 5.

Theorem 2.1. Let f € L%(0,T; H™'), fix ug € L? and consider a geometric, differential rough
driver B ~ (X i,Li)i:Qm,d as in Assumption 2.2. There exists a unique L*-energy solution
u = u(ug, f; B) to (2.24).
In addition, the solution map is continuous in the following sense
(1) for every (uo, f) € L? x L2 (H™Y), the map B — u(ug, f;B) € L>®(L?) N L?(H') is
weakly-star continuous with respect to the rough driver distance p,, introduced in (2.12).
(2) for B fixed the map u(-,-;B) : L? x L2(H~1) — L>(L?) N L2(H") is continuous, with
respect to the strong topologies.

Before we state our second main result, we shall first define a set of admissible functions
F : R — R for which right-composition with a solution is possible. We let

C2%. = {F € C*(R;R), s.t. F(0) = F'(0) =0 and |F"|p~ < o0}. (2.27)

adm
With this definition, we have the following result.

Theorem 2.2 (Itd Formula). Let A satisfying Assumption 2.1, let B ~ (X, L) such that Assumption
2.2 holds with X° = 0. Let u be an L?-energy solution of (2.24). The following assertions are
true.

(i) Forevery F € ngm it holds the chain rule
dF(u) = F'(u)(Au + f)dt + dB[F(u)], (2.28)

in the sense that the path [0,T] — L', t v F(u;) is controlled by B with Gubinelli
derivative (F(u;)) = F(u;) and is an L'-energy solution to the above equation. More
explicitly, we have for any ¢ € W3® and 0 < s <t < T :

OF (u)spdx + // [F" (w)a" O;ud;ugp + F'(u)a® 0;ud;¢ldxdr
R4 [5,] xRY
= | F(u)(BY +By)¢de +(F,6) (2.29)
R

for a uniquely determined remainder term F' € V21+ (0,7; W=31).

Jloc

(ii) If F € C?, then (2.28) holds locally. Namely, t — F (uy) is controlled by B in the Ll -sense

loc

while (2.29) is true for any ¢ € I/Vlifo and a remainder F" in VQII)C(O, T; I/Vlgc‘?”l)
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Remark 2.4. The formula (2.28) is by no means trivial, no matter how smooth F': R — Risas a
function. In fact, the rough integral

[ D] (230)

is not even well-defined a priori for an L?-energy solution u of (2.24), and this is so regardless of
the regularity of F.

To wit, note that the expression (2.30) implicitly assumes that u: [0, T] — L? is enhanced to a
rough path u = (u!, u?). In particular, one aims to find a topological vector space K such that L2
is continuously embedded in K and such that u’: [0, T)> — K®! fori = 1,2. Leaving aside the
question of the choice of tensor product for K ®? (and whether a sense can be given to the rough
integral ugt = fst Sug @ du, in K®?), we see that X’ must be chosen such that

ul = 6u e V&0, T; K). (2.31)
For an L?-energy solution u, we only expect that du € V$(0,T; H~1) (see Section 3), and hence
the condition (2.31) imposes that H ' < K. In particular, this requires that the nonlinear operator
F:H 'S LY u— F(u):= F(u("))
be of class C'!, which is cleary not the case of any smooth function F.

A core argument in the proof of Theorem 2.2 is the fact that for an appropriate subclass of free
terms f, the solutions of (2.24) are bounded. This is stated in the following result.

Theorem 2.3. Let
felL”(0,T; L),

where the exponents r € (1,00] and q € (1V g, 00) are subject to the conditions

1 d
-+ —<1 (2.32)
r  2q

Then, the solution u obtained from Theorem 2.1 is locally bounded, away from t = 0. Precisely,
for any T > 0, and any compact set K CC R%, it holds the estimate

||uHL°°([T,T}><K) <C (T’ K? |u0|L25 )" HfHLT(Lq)’ wpB, a,T, Q) )
where the above constant only depends on the indicated quantities.

Note that the chain rule given in Theorem 2.2 does not apply directly for the LP-norm case
since F' = | - | is not admissible. Fortunately, we can show the following.

Corollary 2.1. Letp > 2, B ~ X = (X, L) be as in Theorem 2.2, and take f € LP(0,T; W ~1P),
Assume that v is an LP-energy solution of (2.24).
Then, |u|P is an L'-energy solution of

d(|u’) = pulufP~*(Au + f)dt +dX - V([ul?). (2.33)

In general, when B is geometric and such that X" # 0, we can write a similar chain rule for
the LP-norm of u, assuming that p > 4. This is stated in the next result.

Theorem 2.4. Fix p > 4, and assume that B ~ (X,1L) satisfies Assumption 2.2. For every
fe LY 0, T;W=tP) N L2(0,T; H™1) and ug € LP, there exists a unique L>-energy solution
1o (2.24) such that ff[QT}de |u|P~2|Vul>dxdt < oco.

Moreover, it holds in the L'-sense:

d([ufP) = pululP~2(Au + f)dt + dB® (jul?). (2.34)
where B(P) is given by
1 i
B = X5, + pX?,

2
2 1 . . . . P
Bg) = §X;tX§taij + (L%, + pX 0, X2)0; + pLY, + E(th)Q-
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Remark 2.5. The previous theorem implies in particular that LP-energy solutions are unique, since
in that case, Holder Inequality yields

T
_ 2
([P 2\VU,QHLI(O,T;LI) < (ts[up w7 )/0 \Vug|7ndt
c

)

and the above right hand side is finite by assumption. However the existence of L”-energy solutions
is not guaranteed without any additional assumption.

We now give a by-product of our results concerning the following homogeneous Dirichlet
problem with transport noise
du; — Apudt = dZYo*(z) - Vug , on Ry x D,
U(O) = U, (235)

u¢lgp = 0 (trace sense), forall t >0,

where Z*o" is given the enhancement of Example 2.1 with p = 0 and where Z is geometric.
Moreover, we assume that the coefficients o, u = 1, ..., d, have compact support in D. With this
assumption, it is easily seen that B acts on the scales (VV(/;C P(D))_3<k<3 forany p € [1,00], in the
sense of Definition 2.1-(URDx%x).

We have the following result.

Theorem 2.5 (weak maximum principle for (2.35)). Assume that D C R% is an open domain
which is smooth and bounded. Let A be as in Assumption 2.1 and define Zio - V as above. Assume

furthermore that
o € Wy (D;R™ 7). (2.36)

There exists a unique solution u of the Dirichlet problem (2.35), by which we mean that u is an
L?(D)-energy solution with the following additional property

u e L2(0,T; W, (D)). (2.37)

Moreover, u belongs to € L>([0,T] x D) and we have the following maximum principle for

min (0, essinfp ug) < u(t,z) < max (0,esssuppug) a.e. for (t,z) € [0,T] x D. (2.38)

3 Controlled paths

3.1 Some useful facts

For pedagogical purposes, we first recall some elements of Rough Path Theory from the point of
view adopted in [32]. The main problem addressed by this theory is, roughly speaking, to give a
meaning to incremental equations of the form

t
Up — Ug :/ H, for (s,t) €A, (ug given), (3.1)
S

where A 5 (s,t) — Hg is a “jet” associated to the quantity one wishes to integrate. A concrete
example is given by the Riemmann-Stieljes integral | ; H=| St frdZ, where f and Z are a-Hdlder
with & > 1/2, an associated first order approximation of which is provided by the jet

Hgy = fs(;Zst . (32)

The value of fst fdZ is obtained by taking the limit of the Riemann sums >_"" | Hy,y, , asn — o0

and max |t;+1 —t;| — 0. Suppose now that the integrand f is itself expressed as an integral against
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Z,say O fgs := fst gdZ for some g € C'. Then, a better approximation of the former integral is
given by the Milstein-type jet

t
Hy = fs(SZst + gs/ 5Zsrer7 (3-3)

as easily seen by Taylor formula. When v < 1/2; the first choice (3.2) may generate divergent
Riemann sums, which leads us to investigate generalizations of (3.3). If Z is endowed with an
enhancement to a rough path Z = (Z', Z?), and if we replace the iterated integral in (3.3) by its
postulated value Z?2, the expression (3.3) is still meaningful.

The so-called Sewing Lemma [32] asserts that if o > 1/3, then there is a unique couple (u, uf)
such that u; — ugs = ]:Ist + uit and

fufy] S (8 = 8)*[5H]sa (3.4)
where [5ﬁ |34 is the generalized 3a-Holder seminorm of the 3-parameter quantity
61;’8915 = -Hst - }NISQ - Ij[@ta (S,H,t) € A2 .

The quantity f; H:=Hy+ uit is called the rough integral of H, and it is consistent with usual
Riemann-Stieljes integration when Hy = fs0Zs;.

The following result, which is of fundamental importance in this paper, summarizes what we
discussed above. In the statement below, we assume for simplicity that ' is a Banach space, but
it could easily be replaced by a Fréchet space (e.g. the Sobolev spaces Wflﬁf, or the Schwartz
distributions), with w being dependent on the semi-norm considered.

Proposition 3.1 (Sewing Lemma). Let H: A — E and C > 0 be such that
|0Hspt] < Cw(s, ), 0<s<0<t<T (35)

for some a > 1, and some control function w, and denote by [§H |, ., the smallest possible constant
C' in the above bound.
There exists a unique pair I: [0,T] — E and I* : A — E satisfying

0l = Hy + I
where for 0 < s <t < T,
II%,| < Col6H]amw(s, 1),

for some constant C, only depending on a. In fact, I is defined via the Riemann type integral
approximation

n
It = hrn Z Ht?tZLl 5 (36)
=1
the above limit being taken along any sequence of partitions {t",n > 0} of [0, t| whose mesh-size
converges to 0.

Besides rough integration, one of the main tools that we shall use in the sequel is a Gronwall-
type argument which is well-adapted to incremental equations of the form (3.1), but in a more
general, g-variation context. We will extensively make use of the following version of this result,
whose proof is due to [19].

Lemma 3.1 (Rough Gronwall). Let G: [0,T] — Ry be a path such that there exist constants
Kk, L > 0, a control w, and a superadditive map o with:

0Gg < < sup Gr> w(s, )" + ¢(s,t), (37)
s<r<t

for every (s,t) € A under the smallness condition w(s,t) < L.
Then, there exists a constant 7. 1, > 0 such that

sup G; <exp <M>

0<t<T Tk, L

Go + sup ’@(Oat)‘] . (3.3)
0<t<T
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3.2 Integration in D"

In this paragraph we consider a smooth domain U C R? and we fix p,p’ € [1,00] so that
1/p+ 1/p’ = 1. For notational simplicity, we will omit the domain of integrability and denote by
LP = LP(U), WkP = WkP(U), and so on. In the remainder of the section, we will assume that

B= (Bl, BQ) isa V“-unbounded rough driver acting on the scale (Wk’p)z:,3 , (3.9)
under the assumption that o > 1/3.
For k > 0,and y € V¥*(0, T; W), we shall use the notations
k
1% (5. 8) = [Wllvga oy —wmy. for (s.1) € A,
and

1) = [0, 7).

These are motivated by the (tautological) fact that for y as above the quantity w(s, t) := [y] [f;:] (s,t) Fa
defines a control which is larger than |[0ys:|yy—#.» for each (s,t) € A (itis in fact the smallest one).

We now introduce what in the context of unbounded rough drivers plays the role of the usual
controlled path space. Note that the definition below only makes use of the first level B = Bé, of
B, which is why we write D3” instead of Dg”.

Definition 3.1 (Controlled path space). Given o € (1/3,1/2], we define the controlled path space
DEP = DFP([0,T) x U) as the linear space of couples
2
(9:9) € (L0, 73 L7) N V(0,75 W)
such that g is controlled by B with Gubinelli derivative g’ (in the sense of Definition 2.3).
Furthermore, equipped with the norm
2
19,9 Ipzro.rixey = 10 )z orzowy + IR + 1641, (3.10)
the space D" ([0, T x U) forms a Banach space.

Consider (g,¢') € DE* and let f € L'(0,T;W~P). Applying Proposition 3.1 with the
choices

t
E = Wig,p’ Hst = / frdT’ + B;tgs + Bgtg;,
s

it is easily seen that there exists a unique couple (u,u?) € C(0,T; W =3P) x V3T(0,T; W3P)
such that for any (s,t) € A:

Ut — Ug = /t frdr + B;tgs + Bftg; + ugt . (3.11)
Indeed, we have using Chen’s relationss
—0H o = Béthe + BGQthg;e ;o (s,0,t) € Ay,
and therefore
[0 gl S w5, 1) LR35, 0) + wi(s, ) [39'1%1 s, 1)

which is finite by definition of the controlled path space. Hence, the sewing lemma (Proposition
3.1) applies, which shows existence and uniqueness of (u, uh) satisfying (3.11), as an equality in
W—3p,

In the sequel, the following suggestive notation will be adopted

du = fdt+dB(g,q'). (3.12)
or simply
du = fdt + dBg (3.13)

if g = ¢’. We point out that (3.13) does not necessarily mean that u is a weak solution, because
Definition 2.4 involves some assumptions on the regularity of u. The remainder of this section will
address these regularity issues.
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3.3 Remainder estimates

Conversely, starting from the relation (3.13) for some g € L>°(0,7T’; LP), one would like to know
under which conditions on f and g does the solution u belong to the controlled paths space D35”.
A first observation in this direction is the following.

Proposition 3.2. Consider f € L*(0,T; W =2?) let (g,g) € D", and assume that v satisfies
dv = fdt + dBg,

(see (3.11)). Then, v is controlled by B with Gubinelli derivative v' = g. Moreover, the following
estimate holds on RV, = dvg — Blgs:

t
(71250 < O / [Frlw—2dr +wp (5,00, gll o (s .10)
1 @ o «
+ 5 (189125 (s, 1) + wi(s, 0" [39) 1 s, ) ) -

In particular, if one assumes v = g, this yields the bound

t
B2 5,0) < 20[ [ 1fl-20dr + (o0 olmnn) + wnls 01601 (5,0)].
(3-14)

Before we proceed to the proof of Proposition 3.2, let us observe the following. There exists a
family (J;),e(0,1) of bounded linear maps .J,, € L(Wk’p, Wk’p),n € (0,1), k € Z being arbitrary,
such that:

. J, maps WHP into C*°, forevery n e (0,1). (3.15)

For some constant C'; > 0, for any ¢ € Ny with |k — ¢| < 2:if0 < k < ¢ < 3, then

C
o |Tylgwrewen < nf—j’“ , forall ne(0,1). (3.16)
Finally, if 0 < ¢ < k < 3, then
o id=Jylgpmpre wesy < Cyn*t, forall n e (0,1). (3.17)

In the case when U = R? and p € [1, 0] it suffices to consider Inf = n_dp(ﬁ) * f, where p is a
radially symmetric, smooth function integrating to one. For the general case, we refer for instance
to [38, Appendix A.3])

From now on, we shall refer to (Jn)ne(O,l) as a family of smoothing operators.

With this observation at hand, we can now proceed to the proof of the above result.

Proof of Proposition 3.2. Note that

¢
RY, = dvg — letgs = / frdr + Bgtgs + vgt.
S

Using (3.16)-(3.17), we can interpolate these two different expressions for R, by writing

t
|Rqs)t|W—2’P < |Jn(/ fd?" + thgs + UEMW—?’P + |(id _Jn)[‘svst - letgs”W—?m
S

! ;
+ Y = (3.18)
< |/ frdrly 20 + | B4 glw-20 W%“ 3
S

+ 022||0|| oo (1) + nwB (8, 8)* |9l Loo (1)
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In order to estimate vh, note that Chen’s relations (2.10) imply
—8(Bg + B?g)s01 = Bg(6g9s9 — Blogs) + Bg,0gs0 = B, R%, + Bj,0gs0, for (s,0,t) € As.

From this and the Sewing Lemma, we infer that
[Wiihw-s0 < Cla) (wp(s, )[R (s,0) + wp(s. )™ [00] Y (s,0) . Gaag)

Now, since (3.18) is true for arbitrary € (0, 1), we can choose 1 := (wp(s,t)* for some
¢ > 0 big enough. We obtain from (3.19):

[ (s,1)

t
B2 < ([ Uw-sor )+ om0 gl i + o2

t
< ( / |fr|W—2md7“> T (5,07 0, gl e o
S

45 (1B, 1) + s, 0° 01 (5,

provided that wp(s,t) < L(a).
This shows the claimed property. |

Consider an equation of the form dv = fdt 4+ dBw, with f € L'(0,7; W ~2P), and define the

remainder u? € V21+(O, T; W=3P) as in (3.11), namely

t
vgt = dvg — / frdr — (BL 4+ B2)v,, (s,t) € A. (3.20)

As was observed in [19], it is possible in this case to obtain a priori estimates on v in V3@ (W ~=32),
explicitly in terms of || f||z1(o,r;w—2.») and [[v|| e (z») only. This is the content of the following
result, which will be an essential tool in the sequel.

Proposition 3.3 (Remainder estimates). Fix o € (1/3,1/2], p € [1, 00| and letv € L>°(0,T; LP)
such that
dv = fdt + dBw, (3.21)

for some f € LP(0,T; W~2P),
Then, the remainder v' defined by (3.20) has locally finite %-variation. Moreover, there are
constants C, L > 0 depending only on «, such that for each (s,t) € A satisfying

WB(S’ t) <L,

it holds

t
uv“u[‘”’?(s,t)sc(WB@,t>3“||v||m<s,t;m+WB<s,t>a / |fr|W-z,pdr). (3.22)

As a consequence, any v satisfying the Euler-Taylor expansion (3.20) is controlled by B with
Gubinelli derivative v' = v, that is ||(v, v)|lper < 0o. In addition, it holds the a priori estimates

t [}
ﬂavstu[f‘ks,t)sc[( / ’frfwlpd?") +wB<s,t>auvum,t;m] (3.23)
t
[R2]%S (s,) < € [ / | frlw—2ndr +wB<s,t)?auvumsw)} (3.24)

for any (s,t) € A such that wp(s,t) + fst | frlw-2pdr < L, where L(c) > 0.

Note that (3.22) is implicitly contained in [19]. Since our notations and settings are different,
we provide a full proof.
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Proof of Proposition 3.3. Proof of (3.22). By definition of a weak solution, there exists some
z € (1,3a] such that v? has finite 1/z-variation, namely:

1
w,(s,t) := [[vh]]v/;(s’t;w,&p) < 00.
Furthermore, we recall the following property (see [38]): for any (s,t) € A,
w,(s,t) = inf {w(s,t), w: Ag g — Ry control such that (w)* > ]vulwfs,p} . (3.25)

Applying ¢ to both sides of (3.20) and making use of Chen’s relations (2.10), we have for
(S, 0, t) € AQ,

5”2(% = Belt(5”s€ - legvs) + BGQthUsO = Belthe + BGQt‘SUs@ )
by definition of R" in (2.20). Taking the W —3P-norm and then using (3.14), we obtain
[0 lws0 < wi(s, ) [R']%S (5, 1) + wi(s, 1) [60] % (5, )

t
Swn(s.0)" [ 1 flw-asdr + (s 0% folmnn +wnls, 20016, G260
S
so that the problem boils down to estimating the term [0v] [ﬂ (s,t). To obtain such an estimate, we
proceed as in the proof of Proposition 3.3, writing

dvg = (id —Jp)dvs + Jpdvs

¢ (3-27)
= (id —J))Svst + Jy( / frdr + BLug + BLv, + %)

where J,,n € (0,1), denotes a family of smoothing operators. Making use of the properties
(3.15)—(3.17) we obtain

1 t
|6vst|w—10 S n”UHLw(s,t;LP) + ;/ | frlw—2pdr + WB(37t)aHUsHL°°;LP
S

wp(s,t)%* wy(s,t)?
4 B e + 225D
n n
by definition of the control w,. Going back to (3.26) and making the choice
= CWB(S’ t)a’ (3.28)

for some parameter ¢ > 0 (to be fixed later), we obtain the inequality

t
lw-ss < Co(wns, 0 [ Ufoh-aodr(14¢7Y)
o wp(s, % ol e 1y (14 €+ ¢+ wa(5,0°C2). G29)

Observe further that in (3.28), 7 must belong to the interval (0, 1) by definition of a family of
smoothing operators, which will always be true if (s,t) € A is chosen so that wp(s,t) < L :=
¢~ Ve If we fix ¢ > 0 sufficiently large so that

C’sevving (Z) CJ
CQ

Csewing (%) being the constant of the Sewing Lemma, this leads to the smallness assumption:

< (3-30)

DO =

WB(Sat) < L:= (Csewing(z)CJ)il/(za) . (331)
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Now, applying Proposition 3.1 and using (3.30), we see that for any (s,t) € A withwp(s,t) < L,
it holds

t
1
5o < Ca (wn(ss ol e + wn(s 0 [ 1folw-andr) + st
S

for some universal constant C, > 0. By the inequality (a+b)¢ < a4+ b fora,b > 0and e € [0, 1],
we have

1/z z afz 1/z
VRt < (C)Y* w5 ) ol 12 1)

o)z t 1/z 1
+ (AJB(S, t) ( : ’fr‘W—Q,pdr) } + sz(& t)
By [27, p.22], the above right hand side is a control, hence we infer from the property (3.25) that

ws(s,8) < (C)V* wr(s, 00l Z 1)

t 1/2 1
+WB(S,t)a/z</ ,fryw,z,,dr) ]+sz(s,t),

which shows that for any z € (1, 3¢]

-1
1/z z 1 o/z 1/z
o an <o) < (€047 (1= 0] fonlo 9ol

van(o, 0 ([ 1tw-r) ], G2

Letting now z = 3« yields the inequality (3.22).

Proof of (3.23). Writing as before that §v = (id —J,))6v + J,,([ fdr + B'v + B?v +v%), and then
using (3.15)—(3.17), we have

o )2 o 3] s, t
[[52}]][,1(5,@ S (77+w3(5,t)0‘+#)HvHLm(s,t;m / | fr |- der+w_

Combining with Proposition 3.3, this gives

a o W 5,1)%  wp(s, )3
501} (s,1) % (n-+ s, + 2202 4 PO

,t @ t
+( +%) / [ Frlw—zodr. (3.33)

Upon choosing

t
0= wi(s 07 + ( / A

in (3.33), we obtain the estimate

t
[6vstlw—10 S </ | frlw—2pdr)® +WB(Syt)a)HUHLw(s,t;LP)
S

t t
( / ol -2 dr) 1+ wp (s, 0)%( / foly—sdr) 12

and the conclusion follows by the observation that 1 — a > a. |
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4 The parabolic class H3"

This section is devoted to the definition of a natural functional setting for rough partial differential
equations of the form (2.24). In a second part, we will address the problem of obtaining an explicit
equation for the product of two elements u € L>°(LP) and v € L°(L""), where 1/p 4+ 1/p/ =1
and such that

du = fdt + dBu
while

dv = gdt + dBw

on [0, T] x RY, where B is a geometric, differential rough driver (here we consider f and g as given
distributions). If B is “built over” a derivation-valued path, by which we mean that B it = B;— Bg
for some B; = X; - V, one expects that uv solves the problem

d(uwv) = (ug + fo)dt + dB(uv). (4.1)

This indeed appears as a consequence of the Leibnitz-type identity B;(uv) = (Byu)v + u(Byv),
the geometricity of B and a formal application of [23, Proposition 7.6] (apply first the Itd formula
on the square map, and then use polarization identities). For a more general geometric B ~ (X, L)
(i.e. with a non-zero multiplicative term X?), a similar relation is expected, with the difference that
B has to be “shifted” to a new object B(?) of the same nature, but this time built over X; -V + 2X7.
This fact will be made clear in the following paragraphs.

4.1 A natural Banach space setting

Letp € [1,00], fix adomain U C R?, and consider a V*-differential rough driver B with o > 1/3.
We define a space H5"([0,T] x U) as follows:

HEP(0,T] x U)

:= qu € L®(LP), suchthat (u,u) € DE?, andthereis f € LP(W 1P(U)),
satisfying du = fdt + dB(u,u), and with the property that (4.2)
lullyse qo,yx0) = llullpee (e @) + IVUllLo@e@y) + 1 | ogw-10@))

Hlloullvg o rw-1r@wy) + 1B lvzemw-20wy) < OO}’

where we recall notation (3.12). As before, in the case when U = R? we omit to indicate the
domain, and we define local versions 3" _ of these spaces by the property

u € H%’ﬁ’oc & ulprxx € HE"([0,T] x K) forevery K CC RY .

One of the main interests in defining the above spaces is the next compactness-type result,
which will be fundamental in the sequel.

Lemma 4.1 (H%7-weak stability). Fix an open set U C R, let p € [1,00] and consider a
family {B(n),n € N} U {B} of differential rough drivers such that p,(B(n),B) — 0 where
Po is the distance introduced in (2.12). For each n > 0 consider v(n) € HaB )( ) and

fi(n) € LP(LP(U)),i = 0, . .. d, such that
dv(n) = (9:f(n) + fO(n))dt + dB(n)v(n),

weakly in LP. Assume that the corresponding family is uniformly bounded in the sense that for
everyn > 0:

[o() e

B(n

)(U) < Cv (4-3)

for some constant C > 0.
The following assertions are true.
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(1) Ifp > 1, there exists ny, /* 00,k — oo, some fi € LP(LP),i=0,...d, and v € HE" so
that
v(ng) = v weakly-x in L*°(0,T; LP(U)) N L*(0,T; W'P(U)),

f(ng) = f  weakly-«x in LP(0,T; Wfl,p(U)), 4.4)

while for any o/ < «:

(6v(nk), R*™)) — (v, R®) in V' (0,T; W "2 (U)) x V' (0,T; W 2P(U)) . (4.5)

Moreover, v satisfies

dv = (9;f' + f%)dt + dBw , (4.6)

in the L-sense.

(2) A similar conclusion holds for p = 1 if the family {(v(n), f(n)), n € N} is equi-integrable.
Recall that f(n) is said to be equi-integrable if it is bounded in L' and such that for any
€ > 0, there exists 6. > 0 and Q. C U with |Q¢| < oo so that uniformly inn > 0:

%7t}xA |f(n)|dedr <e

for every A C U measurable and (s,t) € A such that (t — s)|A| < 0., and

// |f(n)|dzdr < e.
0,T]x(U\Q)

Proof. We first address the case p > 1. In that case, the two first properties of (4.4) are just a
consequence of Banach-Alaoglu Theorem, together with the definition of the spaces H%”. Con-
cerning the last one, it relies on the following Aubin-Lions-type compactness result. The proof
follows exactly the same steps as [39, Lemma A.2 & Lemma A.3], and is therefore omitted.

Claim. Let w : A — Ry be a control function, let p € (1,00] and fix L > 0. For k > 0,
introduce the Banach space

X (w) = L(0,T; L) () LP(0, T; L)) {u € V0, T; W), |Suge| < w(s, )",
V(s,t) € A with w(s,t) < L},
endowed with the norm

- ‘5ust’W71,p
el = Wellzooqory + llullzogwan) + sup =00 T

Then,

X"(w) is compactly embedded into
LP(0,T; P ) N L0, T; Wi ) n VX' (0, T; Wi 2P) - forany 0 < k' < k. (4.7)

By definition of %, the norm of v(n) in the controlled path space forms a uniformly bounded
sequence. But thanks to Proposition 3.3, we also have the precise estimate

t @
|5Ust(n)|w—1m§0[< / If(n)lw—zmdr> +wB<n><s,t>a] < Cl@)on(s,0)”  (48)
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for any (s,t) € A such that wy(s,t) := wpp)(s,t) + fst |f(n)|yy-20 < L, where L = L(«v) is
independent of n € Ny. Though the estimate (4.8) suffers the fact that the control w,, depends on
n € Ny, we note that proceeding as in [47, Lemma 2.3], it is always possible to build a control @
(depending on the whole sequence {w,,n € Ny}) so that (4.8) holds with w for all n € Ny. For
such w, by definition of the space X*(w), we therefore obtain the uniform estimate:

l5vst (M)l < Cllv() Lo (zry < C

Hence property in (4.5) follows by the compact embedding (4.7), and the obvious inclusion
X%(w) C V0, T; W—1p).
Now, let f(n) € LP(W ~1P) such that dv(n) = f(n)dt + dBwv(n) for each n € N. Testing the
equation against ¢ € W3?' (U) then yields for every (s,t) € A :
t
(dvst(n), ¢) — ([Bgy(n) + B (n)]vs(n), ¢) — / (fr(n), @)dr = (v}, (n),0),  (4.9)
S
where v°,(n) € V3*(0,T; W—3P(U)) denotes the remainder term.

We now show that v belongs to ’H%’p and satisfies (4.6). In (4.9), the left hand side converges

towards .
(30 8) = {[BY + Balows) = [ (frslar

S
for any (s,t) € A, as an obvious consequence of (4.4). Concerning the remainder term, it
converges to some element (vf, ¢) € Vg’o‘/((), T;R) for any o < «, as a consequence of (4.5) and
the continuity part of the Sewing Lemma. Using the convergence of B(n) and Proposition 3.3,
we see that v? defined above is actually an element of VS‘Q(O, T; W=3P). By (3.23) and (3.24),
one also obtains that (Jv, RV) belongs to V§(W ~1P) x V2% (W ~2P), showing that v is indeed an
element of H;”. This proves the first part.

Now, concerning the case p = 1, as is well-known the Dunford-Pettis Theorem (see e.g. [1])
implies that a bounded family of L' is relatively weakly compact if and only if it is equi-integrable.
Hence, the second assertion follows by the same argument as before, using a slight modification
of the above compactness claim. We omit the details. |

4.2 Main result: product formula

Letu € Hy", and v € 7—[%”’/ with 1/p + 1/p’ = 1. If B is geometric, it seems natural to expect
that the pointwise product uv belongs to 7—[%’1 for some (possibly new) differential rough driver B.
The main result of this section gives a justification of this intuition, by showing a product formula
for uv (it could be alternatively thought of an “integration by parts” formula). By reiteration of the
argument, a similar product formula will be shown on mononomials of bounded paths u € 7—[%’2,
see Corollary 4.1.

In what follows, we consider a fixed open set U C R¢.

Proposition 4.1 (Product formula, general case). Let B be a geometric, V*-differential rough
driver with a € (1/3,1/2), fix p,p’ € [1,00] with 1/p + 1/p' = 1, and consider two elements
u,v € H%’l(U) such that

u e L0, T; LP(U)) N LP(0, T; WhHP(U))

while
v e L®(0,T; LY (U)) N L (0, T; W' (U)).

Let f',g" € L*(0,T; L' (U)),0 < i < d, such that on [0, T] x U,

du = (9;f' + fO)dt + dBu, strongly in LP(U),
dv = (0ig" + ¢°)dt + dBu,  strongly in LP (U),
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in the sense of Definition 2.4. Assume furthermore that for i = 0, ..., d, the pointwise products
Ou()g' (- — a) and fi(- — a)0;v(-) are in L*(0,T; L' (U)), for any a € R? with |a| < 1.
Then, the following holds:

(i) The two-parameter mapping B®) = (B(z)’l, B(Q)’Q), whose components are defined for
(s,t) € A as the differential operators

2),1
Bgt) = let + th, 4.10)
2),2 . 3 4.10
Bgt) = BSQt + thX;tai + Lgt + §(th)2’
is itself a geometric differential rough driver.

a,l

B2 (U) and is an L*(U)-energy solution of

(ii) The pointwise product uv belongs to 'H
d(uv) = [u(@ig’ + g°) + (0 f" + fO)v]dt + dB® (wv). (4.11)

Regarding the definition of the spaces HQB’II’OC, we have the following immediate consequence
of Proposition 4.1.

Corollary 4.1 (Product formula, transport case). Let B ~ (X, L) be as in Proposition 4.1 with
X% =0.Fixp,p' € [1,00| so that 1/p + 1/p' = 1, and let u € H'5Y _ be such that

du= fdt+dBu , on [0,T] x R%, (4.12)

in the Lt ocr Strong sense, for some [ € LP(W—LP),
The following holds.

(I) Letv € ’H%’ﬁ);c be an Lﬁ;c-energy solution of
dv = gdt +dBv on [0,T] x RY,

with g € Lp/(W_lvp/). Then, the product uv belongs to ’H%’}OC and moreover uv is an

Llloc-energy solution of
d(uv) = (ug + fv)dt + dB(uv). (4-13)
(Il) In the case where p = 2 and u belongs to Ly, then for each n € Ny we have u™ & 7—[%’}0 o
and moreover:
d(u™) = nu" "L fdt + dB(u™), on [0,T] x R? (4.14)
( LllOC sense).

Remark 4.1. A similar conclusion as that of Corollary 4.1 holds when B ~ (X, L) with X° = 0.
In this case, it is easily seen by induction that for every n € N :

d(u™) = nu"" L fdt + dB™ [u"]

in Llloc, where using the notation of Lemma 2.1, B(" is the geometric differential rough driver
defined as

B = X0, + nX?,
1oi o | | n?
B2 .= §X;thtaij + (Lét + nthX;t) 0; + n]L'(s]t + E(th)z )

or making use of notation 2.1:

B™ ~ ((nXO,Xl,...,Xd); (nLO,Ll,...,Ld)) .
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Before we proceed to the proof of Proposition 4.1, we need to introduce some additional
notation. In what follows, we fix a bounded, open set D C U, such that

v:=1Adist(D,0U) > 0.
Notation 4.1. For € € (0, 1] we will denote by D, the ey-fattening of D, namely
D.:={x+eh€R% z € Dand h € B,}.

For such D, we further define a set 2P C R? x R as follows:

Q?:{@weUxax;yeDf;ye&}. (4.15)

Notation 4.2. For k € I C Z we define a linear, one-to-one transform 7, by the formula

1 r+y x—y r+y T—Y
T.P(x,y) := (2e)dq) < + - ,

2 2 2 2 (4-10)
for all ® € W (R x R%). In particular, identifying ® € W, (QP) with its extension by 0
outside its support, we have an isomorphism 7 : VVég POP) — VV(/;C P(QP).

According to the terminology introduced in [19], any geometric differential rough driver is
“renormalizable”. This is the statement of the following Theorem, whose proof is rather technical
and, for that reason, postponed in Appendix A.2.

Theorem 4.1. Let B be a geometric, differential rough driver with regularity o > 1/3.
Introduce the differential rough driver T'(B) = (I''(B),'2(B)) given for every (s,t) € A by
I',,(B) := B}, ®id +id®B},, 1)
. . 4.17

I%(B) := B2 @ id + By, © By, + id @B,

(the fact that this is indeed a differential rough driver is elementary and hence left to the reader).
Then, for eachi = 1,2 and k = —3 + 1, ..., 0, the following uniform bound holds
{TeiL*Fét(B)T: {g(wl,k(g?»wl,k—i(g?)) < CWB(S? t)ZCv (418)
where C' > 0 denotes a constant which is independent of ¢ € (0,1], while wp is the control
introduced in Definition 2.1.

Before we proceed to the proof of the main result, let us observe that if a € W—k2" and
b € WFP_ then the product ab has a well-defined meaning as an element of ab € W11 (it suffices
to write a in terms of its antiderivatives, and to integrate by parts). Moreover, if a, b are measurable
functions (i.e. not distributions), then the adjoint of 7; is given by the formula

T a(z)b(y)] = 2_da(x ;— Y42 ; y)b<x ;— Y_ 2L ; y). (4-19)

Testing against & < WOIC’OO(Q{)), and doing the change of variables (zy,z_) = x(x,y) =

(ZH2, 28 this gives the formula

* = . . o—_ _1 .
(Trv,®) = /B1 Wfk,1(D)<a( tex_)b(- —ex_), Do x ,x,)>W§m(D)dx, . (4.20)

Now, in the general case where a € W kP is a distribution, it is easily seen that (4.20) is still

meaningful. This formula will be useful in the sequel.
We can now turn to the proof of the main result.
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Proof of Proposition 4.1. Step 0: doubling of variables. In the sequel, we let for simplicity
F=0r+1 g¢g=04+¢,
and denote by u ® v the function of two variables
(u @ v)i(z,y) = us(x)ve(y), forevery (z,y) in QF.

For any € € (0,1) and (s,t) € A, we further introduce

(@) =17 ((us @ v,)]gp ) (4.21)
(f®v+u®g)§ = T: ((f8®vs+us®gs)|§2?) ) (4.22)

1 * _
PSI;E(B) = Te F;t(B)(T:) 17

I2¢(B) = T2, (B)(T) . (423

I'‘(B) = (I''(B),I?(B)) where {

Then, the following assertions are true.
(1) (u® v)° belongs to 7—[?(}3)(9?)
(2) the mapping t +— (f; ® v¢ + u @ g¢)¢, is Bochner integrable in the space W ~11(QP),

(3) (u® ) isan L'(QP)-energy solution of the equation

du®v) = (f®v+u®g)dt+dl(B)(u®v)". (4.24)

The proof of the above properties is rather technical, but follows exactly the same pattern as
that of [38, Section 5], hence we leave the details to the reader.

Step 1: uniform bound on the drift. If ® € VVO1 °(QP) and (s,t) € A, we have by definition
t t
< / (ur X gr + fr ® Ur)ed""a <I)> = / <ur X gr + fr X v, TE(I)>d’I“. (4-25)
S S

Fix 7 € [s,t] such that u = u, belongs to WP, and let ®(z,,z_) := Pox Yz, ,z_) =
®(x4 + x_, 4+ — z_). Making use of (4.20), we have for the first term in (4.25):

(u®g,T.P) = /B W_l’p/(D)<g(‘ —er_),u(-+ ex,)é(-,x,)>W17P(D)dx,
~ [ {1 s+ e )bl )]
BixD 4

+ (x4 + ez u(zy + ex_)d(zy, x,)}dmrd:c,
Hence, we have
wog o) < || (g - c )t + eoo)
Bl xD
+19° (24 — ew-)|luzy + 696—))!}(!@\ +[Vi|)dridz- (4.26)
< [ doo [ {lgier 26 )10u(s)

B1 D+4ex_

19y = 2ex-)l[uzy))|

< !‘P\Wch»/B (lgfex_)aiu!Ll(Da + ‘g?em_)u‘Ll(De)) do_, (4.27)
1
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where for simplicity for ¢ = 0, ..., d, we denote by

G ()= g (vy —2ex_) if 24 —2ex_ € D,
(ea )V 0 otherwise .

(Note that, by assumption, the right hand side in (4.27) is finite.) Doing similar computations for
the second term, and then integrating in time, we end up with the estimate

t
‘ /8 (ur g+ fr® Ur)edT‘W_M(QID)

< /B <||3iugfgx,), ugter Mt (ssLr e + 1w y0i0, f(o_gx,)vHLl(s,t;Ll(De))>dﬂf—
1
=1 W9 D, (Sa t) ’ (428)

where we further observe that wg p, is a control since positive linear combinations of controls are
controls.

Step 2: convergence of the remainder term. For a.e. r € [s,t], it is straightforward to check the
inequality
[(u® )| @y < 1Dl oo o o (),
Therefore, by Theorem 4.1 together with Proposition 3.3 we obtain the following bound on the
remainder (u ® v)©! associated to (4.24):

|(u® U)ZQH‘W*&I(Q?) < C<‘DE’HUTHL°°(LP(D€)) HUT'HLOO(LP/(De))wB(S7 t)ga

+wo,p, (5, Dwn(s, %), (429)

for every (s,t) € A such that wp(s,t) < L for some L(«) > 0, and every € € (0,1).
Fix
P € W™(By), with (z_)dz_ =1, (4.30)
B1

and for (s, t) as above, denote by £<, the element of W ~31(D) defined as

(s, 0) = ((u@ ), (9 @) o X), for ¢ € W™ (D).

By definition of £ and the estimate (4.29), we deduce that £¢ is uniformly bounded in V3%, (0, T'; Wy, L(DY).
Proceeding as in the proof of Lemma 4.1, we infer the existence of £ € V3% (0, T} (WO?’ (D))*)

and €, \, 0 such that for any o/ < « and every ¢ € WO?’ (D)

«
JJoc

(tn,¢) — (£,4) in V3% (0,T;R) (4.31)

which in particular implies convergence in the C'(A;R)-sense.
It remains to show that £ belongs to W~=31(D) for any (s,t) € A. In (4.29), substitute D
with any K C D and then take the limit as ¢ — 0. This yields

|£st|(W037°°(K))* < C[|K|HUHLOO(LP(K))HvHLoo(Lp/(K))WB(Sat)sa
+ (10iug’, ug® o1 5,01 (50)) + || F/Orv, fOUHLl(s,t;Ll(K)))WB(37t)a]- (4.32)

This implies that |€St|(W3,oo( )+ goes 0 0, as |K| — 0. As is well-known (see e.g. [7, Proposition
0

K)
4.4.2 . 263 & Proposition 1.3.3 p. 9]) this implies that / is an element of the subspace W ~31(D).

This proves the claimed property.
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Step 3: passage to the limit in the equation Fix any ¢ € W3°°(U) with compact support in D,
and test (4.24) against

o(a,9) = oS, (wy) € 9P,

which is indeed an element of W% (QP). Observe furthermore that T, (z, y) = ¢( =L )1pe (v —y)
where

() = e(-/2)(2€) 1
approximates the identity.
Hence, using Theorem 4.1 and dominated convergence, we find that

t t
W-1’1(99)</3 (ueg+feu) ’(I)>W01’°°(Qf’) ;))/S W—M(D)<u7"gr + frvr’¢>wlv°°(p)dr'

0
For the terms involving I'(B), we first note that by Lemma 2.1, the following Leibniz-type
formulas are satisfied: for every a,b € C'° it holds
Bgy(ab) = (Bga)b+ a(Byb) — XJab,

i 3
Bgt(ab) = (Bgta)b + (leta)(letb) + a(Bgtb) - Xsthtai(ab) - (Lgt + §(th)2)ab.

(4.33)
Now, using dominated convergence and (4.33) yields for the first term

TL¢(B)(u®v)S, q>>

_ st
w M(Q{3)< W™ (QP)

1 1
J)} Wﬁl’l(D) <(Bstus)'l)s + ’UsBstus, ¢>W&’°O(D)

= (Bl + X9)(uv), ¢) = (B (uv), ),

by definition of B(?)1. Similarly, using the second equation in (4.33), it is easily seen that

I2(B)(u ® v)5, @

W’Q’I(Q?)< ot >W02’°°(QlD)

— ((B2us)vs + (Blu) (Blw,) + u(B3os), 0)

e—0
, 3
= <<B§t + XQX50; + LY + 5<X2t>2><uv>,¢> = (B wv).0) . 434

Finally, we have (0(u ® v)$;, ®) —c—0 (d(uv)st, @), and hence using the previous step:

t
(o)) = [ (ug+ fo.o)dr+ (B + BP*)wo).0) +(d),  439)

for every (s,t) € such that wp(s,t) < L. The equation (4.35) holds for any open and bounded
D C U with positive distance from U. Thus, it remains true for U itself, which shows that uv is an
L' (U)-weak solution of (4.11).

It remains to show that B(?) is a differential rough driver, for which it suffices to check that
Chen’s relations (2.10) hold. But these are an immediate consequence of Lemma 2.1 and the
linearity of 4, since:

4 3
sB? =5 <32 + XX + L0+ —(X0)2>
2 s _
= Belt ° Bie + (thX;G + X;)@Xét) 9 + Xétange + 3X€0tX29
2),1 2),1
= (Bjy + Xfy) o (Bly + X0y) = B 0 B,
for (s,0,t) € Ao. This shows that B(?) is a differential rough driver. Moreover, B() is obviously
geometric since B is.

Finally, thanks to Proposition 3.3, we further see that uv is controlled by B(®), and thus it

belongs to 7—[;}12) loe- This achieves the proof of (ii) and the proposition. |
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5 Parabolic equations with free terms: proof of Theorem 2.1

In this section we investigate existence, uniqueness and stability for parabolic rough partial differ-
ential equations of the form

du = (Au+ f)dt +dBu, on [0,T] x R?

up € 2R, 50

where f belongs to the space L?(0,T; H~'). This completes the case treated in [38], where a more
general elliptic operator A was considered, but where the assumptions on B were more restrictive.
For the reader’s convenience, we now restate Theorem 2.1.

Theorem 5.1. Let f € L2(0,T; H™'), fix ug € L? and consider a geometric, differential rough
driver B with regularity o > 1/3. There exists a unique L*-energy solution u = u(uq, f;B) to
. 2
(5.1), and it belongs to the space H% (R9).
Moreover, the solution map is continuous in the following sense

(C1) forevery (ug, f) € L? x L>(H™Y), the map B + u(uo, f; B) is continuous in the following
sense: for any sequence {B(n),n € No} of geometric differential rough drivers such that
pa(B(n),B) — 0, denoting by u(n) the solution of (5.1) obtained with B being replaced
by B(n), it holds

u(n) — u  weakly-+ in L°°(0,T; LP(U)) N L*(0,T; W'?(U)),
and for any o/ < a:
(6u(n), R™™M) = (6u, RY) in V5 (0, T;WgbP(U)) x V5 (0, T; WP (U)).
(Cz) for B fixed the map u(-,~;B) : L? x L*>(H™') — 7—[%’2 is continuous, with respect to the
strong topologies.

Note that the above result obviously implies Theorem 2.1. Its proof essentially follows the
lines of [38] but since our assumptions on B are more general, we provide a complete proof.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. Consider an L?-energy solution u € HQB’Q of the equation (5.1). Applying
Proposition 4.1 with v = v, we have that u? € 7—[2}12) where B(®) is the shifted differential rough
driver defined in (4.10). Moreover, u? solves in the L!-sense:

du? = 2u(Au + f)dt + dBP (4?). (5.2)

We want to test against ¢ = 1, and then apply Rough Gronwall, but for this we need first an
estimate on u>!, which itself follows from Proposition 3.3, together with the estimate on the drift.
The analysis of the linear part of the drift leads to the estimate:

t
| [ |, <X V) + Tl ) (53)

whereas for the free term, considering anti-derivatives, we find

t
/ luflw-radr < ([[ull p2(s 62y + [Vl p2gs,602)) 1| 226,001 (5.4)

The proof is then divided into 3 steps.
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Step 1: Energy inequality and application to uniqueness. Letting w(s,t) be the sum of the
right hand sides in (5.3) and (5.4), one can then apply Proposition 3.3 to obtain

w3 yy-s1 < C <w3(s,t)%9(s,t) + ||u\|%oo(s,t;L2)WB(8af)ga) : (5.5)

for every (s,t) € A withwp(s,t) < L for some absolute constant L > 0.
Next, consider f = 9;f* + f° where f* € L?,i = 0,...,d. One can take ¢ = 1 € W3 in
(5.2), so that by Assumption 2.1 it holds for every s, ¢ as above:

0F —6(|u|L2 st+/ |Vur|L2dr

NA// — iy ( )f’( )dxdr+<( (2)1 S)Q)ug—i-ugth,1>
[s,t]x R4

ANVl 2 i22) [ 2 s i) + [t 72 (@B (s, )% + wr(s,6)°) + [uzif s,

S)\ HVUHLQ(s,t;LQ)HfHLQ(s,t;L2) + (wB(Sa t)a + wB(S7 t) + wB(S7 t)3a) Sl[lp} E,
re|s,t
+ WB(S’t)aHfHLQ(s,t;H_l)(Hvu||L2(s,t;L2) + Hu||L2(s,t;L2))

Making use of Young Inequality

€
IVullp2(s,02) £l L2 (s,02) < §HVU||%2(3¢;L2) + Q_EHfH%Q(s,t;LQ)

for €(\) > 0 sufficiently small, the first term in the right hand side can be absorbed to the left.
Hence, taking L smaller if necessary, we infer that for any (s,¢) € A with wp(s,t) < L, it holds
the incremental inequality

0Eg < wB(Sat)a(Supre[s,t} E?") + HfH%Q(s,t;H*I)'

By Lemma 3.1, we deduce the estimate

wp(0,T)

Q,

[l e 0.1712) + IVl 20 7,12y < CN) exp{ } luol2 + 1/ 1220.0-1)] - (56)
The uniqueness is now straightforward, because the difference v = u; — ug of two L?-energy
solutions to (5.1) ought to be itself an L?-energy solution of (5.1), with f = 0 and vy = 0, hence
yielding from (5.6) that v = 0.

Step 2: Existence. Existence and continuity rely mostly on the stability result shown in Lemma
4.1, together with the fact that B is geometric.

Consider a sequence B(n) — B as in Definition 2.2. By standard results on parabolic
equations, there exists a unique u(n) in the energy space L>°(L?) N L?(H'), solving (5.1) in the
sense of distributions. Using moreover the fact that B(n) = S2(B(n)), it is easily deduced from
(5.1) that u(n) is an L?-energy solution of (5-1), in the sense of Definition 2.5. Consequently, the
previous analysis shows that we have a uniform bound

HU(”)H%oo(o,T;m) + HVU(”)H%%O,T;HQ <C (>‘a 1| z2 0.7 1), |UO|L2,T) .
As a consequence of this bound and Proposition 3.3, we also obtain the uniform estimate
u(n)|| ez <7,
Ju()llye <
for another such constant C’. By Lemma 4.1 we see that {u(n),n € N} has a (possibly non-
unique) limit point v € 7—[%’2 such that the weak-type convergences of (4.4)-(4.5) hold, up to some

subsequence u(ng) ni * oo. In particular, each of the terms in the equation on u(ny) converges
to the expected quantities associated to the limit u. This shows the claimed existence.
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Step 3: Stability . We can now repeat the argument of Step 3 with any sequence B(n) of
geometric, differential rough drivers (not necessarily defined as canonical lifts). This will imply
the convergence of a subsequence u(ny) — u, in the sense of (4.4) and (4.5). From the uniqueness
part, there can be at most one such limit u, and therefore every subsequence of u(n) converges to
u. This implies the convergence of the full sequence, and the claimed continuity (C1).

To show (C2), note that if u and v are L?-energy solutions of
du = (Au+ f)dt + dBu, ug=u’,
dv = (Av + g)dt + dBv, vy =",

where u?,v? € L2 and f,g € L?(H~!), then w := u — v solves the problem
dw = (Aw + f — g)dt + dBw, wp = u® —2°.

Therefore, the strong continuity of the solution map with respect to (ug, f) follows from the
estimate (5.6), together with Proposition 3.3. |

6 Local boundedness of solutions

In this section, we take a step further by investigating the boundedness, away from ¢ = 0 and on
any compact set of the space variable, for solutions of parabolic RPDEs of previous form, namely

du = (Au + f)dt + dBu, in [0,T] x R?,

6.
ug € L*(RY), 6.1)

where the free term f will be subject to additional conditions, see Assumption 6.1, and A fulfills
Assumption 2.1.
First, let us recall a classical interpolation inequality, the proof of which can be found in [46].

Proposition 6.1. Foreach f inthe space L™= (0, T; L*)NL%(0, T; W12), f belongsto L (0,T; L°)
for every p, o such that
pE 2,00, oc€2,2] for d>2
and pE(2,0], o€[2,00) for d=2 (6.2)
pEd o], o€[2,00] ford=1.

>

A~ Q.

+d
20

=

In addition, there exists a constant C, , > 0 (not depending on f in the above space) such that

I flzeo,1i0) < Cpo <||Vf||L2(0,T;L2) + eSS{glilpI]) |fr|L2> . (6.3)
rel0,

As an immediate consequence of (6.3), it can be checked that whenever r,q € [1,00] are
numbers satisfying

1 d
-+ —-<1 (6.4)
r  2q
then it holds the inequality
HUHL%(L%) < Crgllull oo (p2)nrz 1) (6.5)
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6.1 Moser Iteration

Recall the basic idea of Moser’s iteration. If u € L>°(0,T; L?) N L?(0,T; H') solves a parabolic
equation of the form (6.1) where the coefficients are smooth enough, the new unknown |u|*
for ¢ > 2 is, roughly speaking, solution of a similar equation. By a slight modification of the
arguments of the Section 3, it is possible thanks to the above interpolation inequality to find suitable
moment bounds for v := |u|*/2, the value of which depend on similar moments, but for a lower
exponent. Thanks to (6.3), we will then obtain a recursive relation between these quantities, which
will take the form of the following inequality

By < AT"OLTE forany n >0, (6.6)

where €,y,7 > 0 are constants. It is worth noting that the above inequality is non-linear, and
that the coefficent 7" will blow up unless 7 is smaller than one. Hence, an upper bound of &,
may blow-up as well when n — oco. However, the next result shows that this explosion is “not too
strong” for our purposes. The proof is immediate by induction, and therefore omitted.

Lemma 6.1 (Recursive estimate). Assume that we are given a sequence of non-negative numbers
®,,n > 0, and constants €,v, 7 > 0 such that (6.6) holds. Then, the following estimate is true:
fJor any n > 0 we have

" " — n n
Arafot GEg =2 p+e)

d, <~ T <Dy . 6.7)

Now, a classical result states that

’f’L”(X,Mvu) = ’f’L‘X’(X,M,u)’
H— 00

for any o-finite measure space (X, M, ) and every f € L suchthat f € L2 for some ¢ € [1,00).
Using that result and the fact that ®,, will be taken below to be an appropriate sequence of moments
with diverging exponents, we will be able to obtain an a priori estimate for the L*°-norm of w.
This will prove the boundedness of solutions.

We need now to specify our conditions on f.

Assumption 6.1. We assume that
fe =L"0,T;,Wr9)nL>0,T;W-t2)nLY0,T; WY nL?0,T; H 1),
where the exponents r € (1,00] and q € (1V %, o0) are subject to the conditions

1 d

-+ — <L (6.8)
r  2q

Using Sobolev embeddings, it is easily checked that Assumption 6.1 is fulfilled for f satisfying

the assumptions of Theorem 2.3, i.e. f € L"(0,7; L9), where r and q verify the condition (6.8).
Hence, the following result implies Theorem 2.3.

Proposition 6.2. Let Assumption 6.1 hold, suppose that uy € L?, and assume that u is the solution
of (6.1) given by Theorem 5.1. Then, the essential supremum of u is bounded on each compact
subset of (0, T] x R%.

In addition, for any Q CC (0,T] x R?, it holds the estimate

HUHL“’(Q) < C(Qv ‘u0’L27 )‘7 Hf”///7w37 «, T, q)7

for a constant depending only on the indicated quantities.
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6.2 The recursive estimate

Our purpose in the present paragraph is to show that a suitable sequence {®,,n € Ny} can be
defined, so that Lemma 6.1 will be applicable and provide the claimed Ly}, estimate. Consider
u € 7—[%2 N L>°, L%-energy solution of (2.24), and let 5 > 2. Assuming for the moment that the
conclusions of Theorem 2.4 are true, we have in the L'-sense:

t
Slul% = / sttty g2 (Avity + f)dr + (Bl + B2 ug* + w2 6.9)

Defining
vi(@) = Juy (),

we have the identities:

x n—1 %2 n—2
vOjv = 5(@u)|u| Oivojv = I((?Zu)((?]u)|u| . (6.10)

Hence denoting by (f?) any antiderivative of f, and by v> := |u|*¥, it holds for every ¢ € W3

(6(0%)st,6) = (Bl + B2)(02) + v, 0)

~Jren -

+ // [— 2(5 — 1)fi(8,~v)vl_%q§ — % iqﬁ} dzdr =: (5@§f), ). (6.11)
5.t xR?

- 1)aij(8iv)(3jv)¢ — 2aijv(3iv)(3j¢)} dadr

Next, define two cylinders @, Q' as follows: let R, 7 > 0, and introduce

Q ={(t,z): 2r<t<T and |z| < R/2}
Q:={(t,x): 7<t<T and |z| < R}.
Since 7/ > 0 and R > 0 are arbitrary, is is obviously sufficient to show the local L estimate in

@' instead of any compact set of (0, 7] x R
To this end, let for each n > 0

R R
R, = ~(1+42 -

U2 N 3
Thi=T1(2-2"") ~ 27

n—oo

and define the cylinders (),, accordingly. With this definition, observe that 9 = 7, Ry = R and
that for each n > 0

Q/:mzo:OQkCQnJrlchCQ:QO-

Now, choose any sequence of smooth test functions . (n; -) such that

1 for (t,x) € Qni1
0 for (t,z) € ([0,7] x R")\ Qn

)

N

and such that

sup (10 a)| + 30 [Vin(nsa)]) < 8,

(t,x)€[0,T] xR4

where the constant C' > 0 is independent of n > 0 (it is easy to see that such sequence exists).
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Since v)(n) is smooth in time, thanks to the identity 5(v?1)(n))s = JvZabs + v261s(n), we
have for any s,t > Osuchthatr, < s <t <T:

2 2
5(/Rdv P(n)dx)s + //[s,t]de |Voul“¢s(n)dadr

2 _2
SA//{ . [!vt\Q\Btw(n)\Hv\!VvHWs(n)!Jr%\fHW\!vllfﬂws(nH%!va!z #|Vips(n)|| dadr
s,t| X

+ ()i ()7 + ()i (s, P) [ odda+ L3 hy-sa o) wore
(6.12)

Making use of the following estimates for sz > 2:
,Ul—Q/% S 1 +'U, ,UQ—Q/% S 1 +'U2,

and then letting

2r 2q
and o= ——,
r—1 q—1

we infer thanks to Holder Inequality that

pi=

027 w10 S V013 5 + [0l
3¢ (120 19015200l + 1E 0120 + €22 V052 + [£]11) . (6.13)
where for notational ease we now use the shorthand notation:
I llap = 1 s ) -

Going back to (6.12) and applying Proposition 3.3 and Holder Inequality, we obtain the inequality

- 2 2
EqQ,.. = sup / v dx—i—// |V “dadt
Tnt1<t<T J|z|<Rp+1 Tn41<t<T, |z|<Rn+1

< C(r.q, N85 (Eq, + I£132 + £l + (€130 + [1€]) 010, 12,). 6:14)

where 1¢, (z) is the indicator function of ()5, and where the above constant depends on the
indicated quantities but not on s > 2.

We now want to apply Lemma 6.1. To this end, observe first that thanks to (6.8), there exists
e > 0 such that

1 d(1
T 2q
For such € > 0, is is easily seen that
1 . d S d
p(1+¢€)  2(1+¢€0c — 4’

which means in particular that the exponents
pl+6), o(l+e)

still satisfy the condition (6.2).
Let n > 0. In (6.14), making the substitution s := 3z, = 2(1 + €)™, we obtain thanks to
Proposition 6.1
1l 9" 10, o014

S C(EQn+l)1/2
< O8" (14 o (14 (E) ' + 9" 1, 0 )
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from which it follows that
1+ ~ 1/2 (1+€)"
led Qo IS hen or ey < C8" (4 (14 ()" + u1q, 05 0 o pge )
(6.16)
where to obtain the first estimate we have used the interpolation inequality (6.5) on \ul(”e)n
Otherwise stated, if one defines the sequence

1/2 (14-€)™

(b - 1 + E + HulQ" “p(1+€ n+1 O'(1+€)n+1 5 n 2 07

one sees that for every n > 0:
o1 <81+ )] @y

for some constant v = v (A, r,q, || fll.z,ws,a) > 0. Applying now (6.7), this yields for every
n € Ny :

(146" -1 (1+€)n* _n €
®, <y [8(1+e) Jutgl G, (6.17)
r—17¢g—1
and it follows that
, : (14e)™™
[ullLoe(@ry < lim (@) < CHUHL% (Lq%)’ (6.18)

for another constant C' > 0 as above. By estimating the right hand side thanks to another application
of the interpolation inequality, Proposition 6.1, we obtain the following L>° bound

[ull Lo (@ry < C" (1ull oo (22 + Nlull p2m1)) (6.19)

but using the same Gronwall argument as in Section 5, this quantity is in turn bounded in terms of
)\, a,wWn, ‘UO’LQ and HfHLQ(H—l).
Having this apriori estimate at hand, we can now proceed to the proof of Proposition 6.2.

6.3 Proof of Proposition 6.2

Consider an approximating sequence B(n) = S2(B(n)) as in Definition 2.2. By the classical PDE
theory, if we denote by u(n) the corresponding weak solution (in the sense of distributions) of
ou(n)
ot

— Au(n) = f + B(n)u(n) on [0,T] x R?, (6.20)

up(n) =u’.

then u(n) is well defined and unique in the class L>(L?) N L?(H"). It is easily seen that in fact,
u(n) € 7—[%’2 and is an L2-energy solution of

du(n) = (Au(n) + f)dt + dB(n)u(n) .

Moreover, for f as in (6.1), it is known that u(n) is continuous as a mapping from [0, 7] x R?
to R (it is even y-Holder for some () > 0 [53]). For such level of regularity, it is shown by
classical arguments (see for instance [46, Chapter 3]) that v(n) := ]u(n)]”/ 2 satisfies the chain
rule (6.9), where B is replaced by B(n). Consequently, the analysis made in the above paragraph
ensures that for any compact set

Q cc (0,T] x R?

there is a constant Cg > 0 which is independent of n > 0 such that
lu(n)|l (@) < Cqs

Using Banach Alaoglu Theorem, the weak-* lower-semicontinuity of the essential supremum, and
also the uniqueness of the limit u in L°°(L?) N L2(H"), we see that u satisfies the same estimate.
This proves the proposition. n
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7 Proof of Ito Formulas

In order to prove Theorem 2.2, we first demonstrate that the [t6 Formula holds when w is locally
bounded and F' is admissible. The proof of this fact is based on a reiteration of the product formula
obtained in Section 4, allowing to show the claimed property on polynomials of a solution. The
fact that polynomials are dense in C? is then used together with the remainder estimates of Section
4 (it should be noted that this approach is similar to that of [58, Theorem (3.3)]). Approximating
our solution by a sequence of such locally bounded elements, we will then show that the latter
formula is preserved at the limit, proving the result in the general case.

7.1 Case when v is locally bounded

Let u be an L?-energy solution of

du = (Au+ f)dt + dBu

.1
ug € L2, (7 )

where f belongs to L?(H '), and such that moreover ||ul| ;o (q) < oo, forany Q CC (0,T] x R<.
Fix a compact set of the form @ := [7,T] x K, where K is compact and 7 > 0. If P is a
polynomial we infer by linearity and Corollary 4.1 that P ou € ’H%’l (@) and that

dP(u) = P'(u)(Au + f)dt + dBP(u), on [1,T] x K,

in the L' (K)-sense.
Since P is admissible, i.e., P'(0) = P”(0) = 0 and | P”| oo < 00, then the inequalities

|P(2)| < |2*[P" |,
|P'(2)] < |2[|P"|=, Vz€R,

ensure that P o u belongs to L>(0,T; L' (R%)) and similarly that |Vu||P’(u)]| is an element of
LY(0,T; L*(R%)). Hence, a direct evaluation shows that for P as above, it holds

1P ()]l oo (rynrtwny < CP"| oo @) 1ull oo (£2ynr2 )y - (7-2)
Similarly, the drift term & := [, P'(u)(Au+ f)dr belongs to V1 (0,T; W11 (R?)) as can be
seen by the estimate
t
|0 Dst |11 < / |P'(u)(Au + f)|W_1,1dr =:wy(s,t)
S
< C (N ull oo (z2ynrzcamys | f 2 -1y, [P L) - (7.3)
Hence, from Proposition 3.3, we obtain the following estimate in ’H%’l Q) :
IP)ll3g01g) < C (M lull oo r2ynrzgy, £ lz2ga-1) [P 2o ®)) - (7.4)
Denote by P,qm the set of admissible polynomials as above, equipped with the norm
L 1"
[Plez, = [P L)
The estimate (7.4) shows that we have constructed a map

Pu: Padm — H100((0,T] x RY),
P — ¢u(P):=Pou,

which is linear and bounded. By a classical result of functional analysis, it can therefore be
uniquely extended to a mapping

u*: O — Hip1oe((0,T] x RY) (7.5)

adm
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which satisfies the same estimates as (,, namely (7.4) holds with F' € C?

iy instead of P.
Considering any converging sequence P, — F'in ngm, and then making use of Lemma 4.1, it is

easily checked that (u*(F)):(x) = F(u(z)), for every ¢ € [0,7] and almost every = € R?. This
demonstrates in particular that F' o u is a well-defined element of HGB’%OC((O, T] x R?) and that in
the L!-sense:

d(F(u)) = F'(u)(Au + f)dt + dB(F(u)) on [1,T] x K. (7.6)

Since by assumption, u belongs to the class 7—[%’2([0, T] x R%) and F is admissible, neither of the
terms in the right hand side of (7.4), with P replaced by F, depend on the choice of Q CC R%. It
is therefore easy exercise left to the reader that the localization (with respect to both variables) can
be removed. Hence (7.6) holds in fact on [0, 7] x R¢, which shows the claimed Itd formula when
u is locally bounded.

We can now turn to the proof of the general case.

7.2 Proof of Theorem 2.2

By density one can consider sequences (f(n)) and (ug(n)) such that for every n € Ny, f(n)
satisfies Assumption 6.1, and such that as n — oo :

f(n) — f stronglyin L}*(H™1). (7.7)

By Proposition 6.2, the corresponding solution u(n) € 7—[%’2 is locally bounded away from ¢ = 0,
and moreover, by the continuity shown in Theorem 5.1 we have

u(n) — u strongly in L>®(L*) N L2(H"Y). (7.8)
Moreover, from (7.8), there exists a subsequence (still denoted by u(n) in the sequel) such that
u(n) — u almost everywhere on [0,7] x R% (7-9)

By the intermediate result shown in the above paragraph, if F' € C?

ims We have F(u(n)) =
u(n)*(F) € ’H%’l, and moreover, for every ¢ € W3 :

(OF (), &) — { (B, + B2) [F(ua(m))] + Flu(n))}.0)
= — //[ e [aijF'(u(n))ﬁju(n)aigb—k aijF"(u(n))ﬁju(n)@iu(n)qﬁ
+ £ (n)diu(n) F" (u(n))¢ + £ (n) F'(u(n))d;¢ + £°(n) F' (u(n))¢| dzdr, (7.10)

where (£(n));—o,.. 4, denotes any anti-derivative associated with f(n).

As mentioned before, for each n € N, the operator norm of the extended linear map u(n)*,
which is defined in (7.5), is the same as that of ¢,,. As a consequence, the estimate (7.4) remains
true if the polynomial P is replaced by F. In particular, there is a constant C' such that for any
n € N:

|F () o1 < C. (7.11)

By Lemma 4.1, the conclusion will follow by (7.9) and identification of the weak limits, provided
one can show that

(v(n); ¢°(n),¢'(n)) == <F(u(n)), a" Qyu(n)dju(n), aijﬁjF'(u(n))) , mneNp,
is uniformly integrable.

But using the pointwise estimates [v(n)| < u(n)?, |¢°(n)| < |[Vu(n)|? and |¢g*(n)| < [Vu(n)|? +
|u(n)|?, this property is an obvious consequence of the strong convergence (7.8). This finishes the
proof of Theorem 2.2-(i). The proof of the second item is similar and therefore omitted. |
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7.3 The LP-norm of L? solutions: proof of Corollary 2.1

For R > 0 we define an admissible truncation Fg of | - |P as follows. Let § € C2°, supported in
[0,2) such that # = 1 on [0, 1] while 0 < # < 1. Define

|| Y
)= / dy/ 0 <m> p(p — 1)|7|P~2dr, zeR.
0 0 R

Clearly, |[Ffj|z~ < oo, and Fr(0) = Ff(0) = 0, so Fg is admissible. Moreover, as R — oo,
Fr /|- |P almost everywhere and locally uniformly.
We have by Theorem 2.2:

(0Fr(u)st = (Bl + B2)[Fr(w)] = Fr(w), 6)
Zy [ Fiy(u)0judi6> + a9 Fiy(u)Ojudiuc
[s,t] x R4

+ g uF ()¢+Pﬂg)iﬂdﬂh

Sapo [Plwee (// e [l V| + [ulP 2Vl + £ ValuP 2 + IfIIUIp1>
S ><

Sawo [l (o) IVl ooy + 1 lloqw 1))

all ) (19l + 19| ooy ) - (G12)

The above drift term is therefore uniformly bounded in R > 0,and sois || Fr (u)
3.3.

By Lemma 4.1, this implies that one can take limits as R — oo, in the above weak formulation.
But this means that (2.33) holds, which finishes the proof. |

HHa 1 by Proposition

7.4 The LP-norm in the general case: proof of Theorem 2.4

Uniqueness is easy and therefore we only sketch the proof. If u! and u? are two such solutions,
then v := u! — u? is also a solution of the same equation with 0 instead of f. Using the Itd formula
on |v|P, and testing against ¢ = 1, we find thanks to Proposition 3.3 that the L°°(s,t; L')-norm
of v satisfies an incremental inequality of the form (3.7) with ¢(s,t) = 0. The conclusion then
follows by the rough Gronwall argument, Lemma 3.1, and the fact that v = 0.

To show existence, we first adapt the compactness argument used in Section 5 for the L?-theory.

Step 1: compactness argument Let us first consider the case when B = X -V + XV €
C*(0,7;D,), and let u be the unique distributional solution of

8tu—Au:f+(X-V+X0)u on (0,7] x RY,
ug :=u’ e LP.

From the classical PDE theory and our definition of the spaces H5” it is straighforward to check
that u € HQB’Q. Moreover, it is standard that in the distributional sense

A (JulP) = puluP~2(Au + 9if* + £0) + X - V(|ulP) + pX°|ul?
and, by the consistence of rough integration with Lebesgue/Stieljes integration, it holds in that case

dluf’ = pululP~*(Au+ f)dt = dBP[ul?, (7.13)
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in the sense of Definition 2.4 in L', and where B(?) := S5(X - V 4 pX©). Let f* € L'(LP) N
L?(L?),i =0,...,dbe any antiderivative of f. Integrating, we have using Holder Inequality

6 (Julf,),, // |u[P~2|Vu|?dzdt
s,t]xR?

Sapd (|u|ip)st + //[ e p(p— 1)aij|u|p—28iu8judxdt
5.t %

N //[ {]xRd [pu|u|p—2f0 —p(p— 1)|u|p_25@'Ufi]dxdt
ERARS

(7.14)
+ [ P BE + BY e + (e, 1)
1/2
Sl [ o o P [ e AR i exls 2
ey (5,00 + 0n(.07%) + P15
where we recall the shorthand notation || - [o.5 = || - ||fa(s;rp)- But thanks to the remainder

estimates, Proposition 3.3, we find for |t — s| < L(p,(B)) small enough:

5 (lul2), // 2Vl dadr

= 1/2 p=2
< (Hqu E0 ot — )57+ a2 V] HUHO&prZszp> (1 4+ wn(s, %)
— 1/2
(3,0 (2t = )5 + [T 2 [l ¢ — 5)17)
+||quo,p (WB(S’t) +WB(5’t) +WB(5’t)a)

Using Young Inequality, taking L(p,(B), \) smaller if necessary and then absorbing to the left,
we end up with the inequality

0 (fulfn )y + // [ulP =2 VuPdadt Sxp ullb plwn (s, ) + (= s)] + [1£2,£7]]5,
[s,t] x R4
By the rough Gronwall Lemma, Lemma 3.1, we obtain the estimate on
lly e 1y + // 2| Vuf? dedt < C (A, p, pa(B). | flzogw-1m) - (715)
[0,T]x R4

Now, consider a sequence of canonical lifts B(n) = So(X(n) - V + X°(n)) such that X (n)
is smooth in time, B(n) — B, and define the differential rough drlver B®)(n) correspondingly.
Note that for each n > 0, the map v(n) := |u(n)|” belongs to H?, p)( )

X (n) in time makes trivial the statement about the remainder

since the smoothness of

R = bugi(n) — BY (n)vg(n),

in the definition of the controlled path space D%’(ln). Thanks to the convergence of B(n), it is

immediately checked that p,(B®)(n), B?)) — 0 (the p,-convergence sense is equivalent to the
convergence of the coefficients, see Appendix A.1).

Moreover, thanks to the identities (6.10) and the remainder estimates (Proposition 3.3), the
estimate (7.15) implies the following uniform estimate on v(n) = |u(n)[P/?

P 2lgen < € O o)

( n)

Applying Lemma 4.1, one infers the existence of v € H%?p /2y such that v(n) — v weakly-* in
L*(L?) N L?(H"Y). Interpolating the L?(H')-estimate with the V*(H ~!) estimate, it is easily
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seen that the convergence of v(n) holds strongly in L?(L2

i) and thus, upon taking a subsequence
we can assume that

lu(n)|P/? = |uP/?, in L2(0,T;L3%,) strong, and

u(n) — u almost everywhere in [0,7] x R%.

Using again the remainder estimates, Proposition 3.3, it follows from the equation on |u(n)[P
that
Nu(n)[Pllpes < C.

B(n)

Therefore, by the same compactness argument as in the proof of Lemma 4.1, there exists w and
g',i=0...,din (L>)* so that for any ® € L>([0,T] x R?),

[0,T7] de
(p—1) // a lu(n)[P~20;u(n)d;u(n)®dadt — (¢°, D) (Looye oo (7.17)
[0,T] xR
p// u(n)|u(n)|P~20;u(n)®dxdt — (g°, D) (pooyepoo, i=1,...,d. (7.18)
[0,T] xR

It remains to show that the above limits are the expected ones (thereby proving that the above
convergences hold in L'-weak).

Identification of the limits and conclusion Using the strong convergence of v(n) = |u(n)|P/?,
we also find

// \pcbdxdt_// lu(n) P2 (Ju(n)[P/?®)dzdt — / luP@dtdz
0,77 ><]Rd [0,T]xRd4 [0,T] xR

and therefore we see that w = |u|P. To conclude, it remains to show that

¢° = a’|uP~20;udju (7.19)

¢ = ululP?0;u. (7.20)

We content ourselves to show the first assertion since the other one is similar.
In order to prove (7.19), observe first that since p > 4, it is also larger than 2 and thus the
sequences {u(n ) n € No} and {u?(n),n € Np} are also uniformly bounded in the H%; B(n)

loc

(respectively H B(Q) (n) ) -sense. The Banach Alaoglu Theorem implies the existence of p € (L>)*
so that @ 9;u(n)dju(n) — p weakly-+. On the other hand Vu(n) — Vu in L2, and thus applying

the local product formula of v with itself, we find that necessarily

1= a”dudju. (7.21)

But since p > 4, replacing p by p — 2 in the previous step, we see that there exists h° in (L°°)* so
that (7.17) holds with (p — 2, h?) instead of (p, g°), and it is easily seen that

p(p— Duh’ = (p—2)(p — 3)g°

Applying the product formula, Proposition 4.1, to |u[P~2 with u2, we see thanks to (7.21) that
g% = u?h® + 2uluP—? = %7&’1;:5) ¢° + 2a" O;ud;u|uP~2, which after simplification provides
the relation (7.19).

Hence the chain rule (7.13) remains true for « which we recall is the unique solution in the
class described by the hypotheses of the theorem. This finishes the proof. |
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8 Proof of Theorem 2.5

We start with the following elementary observation. For a domain D C R¢ with smooth boundary,
elements of VVég P(D) for 0 < k < 3 and p € [1, 00] are naturally identified in TW*P?(R?) through
the embedding map

up s WoP(D) — W3P(RY),

where for any ¢ in W ?(D), we define

_Jolx) ifxeD
qﬁ@y_{Oifx¢D.

This operation is of course linear and continuous. In particular, by duality, for every distribution
g e W_g’p/(Rd), the restriction g|p = ¢},g to a smooth domain D is well defined.

8.1 Proof of the solvability

Identify the test functions VVég P(D) as elements of W*P(R?) as in the above discussion, and then
define _ o
6:=up(o), B:= (BB :=(Z2'%-V,Z%5 V)?.
)

Moreover, let 4y := tp(up). Concerning the elliptic part, we define

(1,2 e {0 02) i (B2) €(0,T]x D
a’(t,x) =
1,—; otherwise,

and we let A := 9;(@¥9;-). With these definitions, A, B, fulfill the hypotheses of Theorem 5.1 so
that there exists a unique L?-energy solution u € H3>(0,T] x RY) to

du = Audt +dBu, on [0,7] x R% (8.1)

The restriction v := U|[0,T}x p is the natural candidate to solve the Dirichlet problem (2.35).
In order to check that this is indeed the case, let us remark that w := u][07T]X(Rd\ p) is a classical
solution to
dw=Aw on [0,T] x (R\ D), wy=0,

and hence w = 0. This shows that u is supported in [0, 7] x D. Since on the other hand u belongs
to L2(H'(R%)), this implies that its trace onto [0, 7] x D is well defined, so that v € L2(H{(D)).
This shows that v solves the Dirichlet problem (2.35).

8.2 Proof of the maximum principle

The proof uses the so-called Stampacchia truncatures approach. We first assume that
a € LY0,T; Wy (D). (8.2)
Namely, let us fix amap G € C''(R) such that the following properties are satisfied:

|G| oo ) < 00,
G is increasing on (0, 00),
G(z) = 0 whenever z < 0.

Let F' € C?(R) be defined by



where we denote by
M = max(0,esssupp ug) < o0.

By Theorem 2.2 applied to F' (note that u has compact support) the following equation holds:
t
(OF (u)st, ¢) = / (Gluy = M)Auy, @)dr + (B + B?)tF(us), &) + (Fiy, 6),
S

for some remainder F* € V17 (0, T; W~31). Next, we arrange the drift term as follows:
(G(u — M)Au, ) + ("G’ (u — M)dudju, ¢) = (—a G(u — M)dju, d;P)
= (F(u), 8j(a" ;)

Hence, denoting by 7 := [, G(u, — M)A, u,dr, we have for each (s,t) € A :

6Dl y-21 < X7 //[ &= MITuPdadr + ol |F @
s,t| X

Therefore, testing the equation against ¢ = 1 and then using Assumption 2.1 gives

SF@a+ [ 60| TuPdadr
[s,t]xD
S)\ )‘71HF(U)HLO"(s,t;Ll)wB(S7t)a + HF(U)HLO"(S,t;Ll)HaHLl(s,t;Wl’o")v (8.3)

for any (s, t) such that wp(s,t) < L(\). Applying Lemma 3.1, we obtain that
V@)l oy < € (0 llall s gy, @) [F(uo) |1 = 0,

from which we conclude that u < M a.e. The proof of the estimate below is similar, hence omitted.
This proves the desired inequality, when (8.2) holds.

For general coefficients a’/, we consider an approximating sequence a*(n),n € N, which
converges almost everywhere and in L' to a*/, and such that for each n, Assumption 2.1 is satisfied
(with a uniform \) and (8.2) holds. By Lemma 4.1, we can assume without loss of generality that
the corresponding solution u(n) converges almost everywhere to that associated with a%. Taking
the limit in (2.38) then proves the result. This finishes the proof of Theorem 2.5. |

A Appendix: some technical proofs

A.1 Proof of Lemma 2.1

It is well-known that a multiplication operator M of the form M h := x — f(z)h(z) for h € L?,
is bounded if and only if |f|r~ < oo, and that the map f € L>® w— M; € £(L? L?) is an
isometry (see for instance [57]). By an immediate generalization, for ¢ = 1,2, we see that the
couple (j1,j2) defined as

g1 (W) 5 W2 5 Dy (X,Y) = X0, +Y, )
.. . .1
Joi (W3eoydxd sy (2eyd s fhee Dy (X, Y, Z) = X905 + Y0, + Z,

is a continuous isomorphism, where D;,7 = 1, 2, are equipped with the operator-norm topologies
as in Definition 2.1.
Lett+— By = Xy -V + X be in C1(0,7;D1) and, as in (2.11), define the canonical lift

(B!, B?) := Sy3(B).
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By definition of Bft, wehave for 0 < s <t <T:

t
B = / dB, o 0B,
S

t
- [ (axio,+ axp) o (x},0; + X3 (A2)
S
= X0y + (g + 283)0; + g + S,
where we recall the notation Xg; := X; — X, and where we introduce
= [ xax,
L = / dXFo,X.,, (A.3)
S¥ = symX := = (/ X, dX] +/ Xgrde,> , forall 0<i,57<d.
L S

The above integrals are understood in the sense of Bochner, in W3, W2 WL As seen
through immediate algebraic computations, the generalized Chen’s relations (2.17) hold in this

case, since ‘
Z
0Xsot =

t
( / / > (AXF0, X1, )dr — / (X1, X4 )dr (A.4)
0

Next, for almost every = € R?, an integration by parts in the time variable yields the identity
ij i i ,
Sst(x) = §Xst(x)Xst(x) y U= Oa cod. (AS)

Denoting by A := X — §%_ we further observe that Schwarz Theorem implies

X310ij = Sqi0i + A0y = S50,

since A4 is antisymmetric. Hence, only the symmetric part of X contributes to the second order
part of B2, in (A.2). This yields the desired expression, namely

Bgt = %thXZtaij + (Lit + thth) 0; + Lgt + %(th)Q . (A.0)
To show ((iii)), note that
B;t ° let = (thai + th) ° (thaj + Xsot)
= X;thtaij + (than;t + 2X2tX;t) di + thangt + (Xsot)2 .
This yields, by definition of [B]:

1
[Blst = Bgt - 53;15 o let

A7)
1. A A (A7
= <L§t - §than;t> 0; + Lgt - thangt

which is the claimed equality.

Now, pick any geometric differential rough driver B, and let B(n) € C'(0,T;D1),n € Ny,
be such that B(n) = S>2(B(n)) —,, B. Making use of the isomorphisms (j1, j2) we see that the
coeflicients

(X(n),Y (n):X(n),Y(n), Z(n)) = (j ' B'(n); j; ' B*(n))
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converge to (jlel;jngZ), in the space
((W3,00)d % W2,oo) % ((W3,00)d><d % (WQ,OO)d % Wl,oo) ]

In particular, one can take the limits in the identities (A.4),(A.6),(A.7), proving the corresponding
relations for the limit B. n

A.2 Renormalization property for geometric differential rough drivers

In what follows, we fix D C U C R? as in Section 4 and, recalling Notation 4.15, we will further
denote by Q := QP while Q, := QPF.
Given ®(-, -), we have for (x,y) € €, by definition of T¢:

1 XT_ XT_
TP (x, ::—<I>< —, ——),
€ (1’ y) (2€)d Ty + e T4 .
where we introduce the new coordinates
r+y T —y
= _ = . A.8
Ty 2 ) , L 2 ( )

Note that the Jacobian determinant of the map y: @ — R? x By, (z,y) — (z4,z_) is equal
to 2~ (in fact \/EX is a rotation). By a common abuse of notation, we will denote by V1 the
gradient with respect to the new coodinates x4 (x,y) and z_(z, y). Formally, we have the relation
Vi=V,£V,.

The proof of Theorem 4.1 is based on the following result, whose proof is implicitly contained
in [19], and therefore omitted.

Lemma A.1. Let V = 0'(-)0; be in D1. For a generic function ¢ : R? — R, denote by ¥ (x,y) :=
Y((x—y)/2), and let V,, (resp. V) be a shorthand for V ®id, (resp. id ®V). Foreachk =1,2,3
and 1 € W3 with compact support in the unit ball By C R?, it holds uniformly in € € (0,1]:

(Vﬂ:)kil o Teil o (Ve + Vy) o Te[W(x,y)]| < |olyk.oe[thlpyk.oe -

forae. (z,y) € R x R

Proof of the Theorem.
Step 1: the key estimate. We first show that for ® € Wg >°(2), and with V as in Lemma A.1:
(V) N T) T (Ve + Vi) Te®| e (@) < Clolwnoe| oo - (A.9)

By density, it will be enough to show (A.9) on functions of the form ®(z,y) = ¢(£52)p(Z5Y),

2
with ¥ compactly supported in B;. For such ¢, we have

2 2¢

r+vy
2

TV, + V)T (o) = T (Ve 1 1)) [W i y)] $(EY)

+ ¢( 5

_ xr —
Using the new coordinates, we have the following expression for the first term:

1
Io= S (olwy +ex-) +olwy - en)) - Volay Jo(e-)
By the commutation relations

Vi T.=T.V,, and V_T.=¢T.V_. (A.10)
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it is then easily seen (see [38, Proposition 6.1] for details) that for k = 1,2,3 :

esssup |(V) 1L < [o]yprce | @lyice < Cwn(s, 1) |®|pyrce

T4, T—

For the second term, we can use Lemma A.1, since by assumption ¢ is supported on the unit
ball of R?. We have
esssup |(VL) L IL]| < |olws | ®lye.ce - (A.11)

Ty, T—

Step 2: uniform estimates on the first component. For V € 1D define
V) =Veid+idaV,

and further let
(V) =TT (V) (T L. (A.12)

Particularizing (A.g) with V = B, € D, for fixed s, ¢, we see by definition of '} (B) that

T4 (B)] w110 -k (y) = T(Ba) | w—r+1.1(0) k1.0

ernl\*
< AT Bst) " koo o) w12

— - 17 17
= |T¢ 1(B:c,:t + By,:t)TE|_§Jﬂ(Wé“°°(Q)7W§_1’O°(Q)) < Cwp(s, ),

for any k € {1,2,3}. This yields the first part of the claimed estimate.
Note that, since the bracket [B]s; has order one (B is geometric), we can let V' = [B],; in the
previous computations in order to obtain

IT([Bst)| o110 w—k1(q)) < Cwp(s, 8)>* . (A.13)

Step 3: uniform estimates on the second component. Recalling that [B] := B? — B! o B!/2,
we have by definition of T'2,(B):

I%B) =1," (B2 + BiB, + B}) , T.
2 Yy -y

1 1
=71 (53;3; + Bl + BIB) + =B, B, + [B]y> T.
st

=1 (%(B; + By)* + B, + [B]y> T..

Otherwise said, we have the algebraic identity

€ 1 € € € € —
I%9(B) = T (B) oL (B) + 5, where B =T, ([Blo + Bly)sT:.  (A.14)

2 st €
But if £ € {—1,0}, the estimate (A.13) shows that
|e@§t|$(wk,l,wk—l,l) < Cwp(s, t)2a . (A.15)

We can now conclude thanks to (A.15) and Step 2, since for k = 0, —1 :

27
‘Fste(B) ’f(wk,l7wk—2,1)
2
7

11 1 ¢
< §’PSQE(B)’$(W&1,WIC—M)’FSQE(B)\g(Wk—l,l,Wk—m)H«%’sthf(Wm,Wk—m) < Cwp(s,t)

which finishes the proof of Theorem 4.1. |
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B Further remarks and comments

B.1  Uniqueness of the Gubinelli derivative

Let u be such that
du = fdt +dB(g,q'),

where f € L(0,T; W~1P) while (g,¢') € DE?, and write
u=(f;9.9)-

It is natural to ask under which condition one can have uniqueness of the triple (f; g, ¢’) such
that u ~ (f;g,9'), a question that relates the Doob-Meyer decomposition for semi-martingales.
Such uniqueness is certainly not true in general because our definition of a differential rough driver
could accomodate that of B := Zd,, where Z € C*(0,T;R). Indeed, in this case one can
arbitrarily choose ¢’ = 0 for any  and alternatively represent the element u =~ (f; g,0) by writing
instead u ~ (f + Zd,9;0,0).

In the finite-dimensional case however (for instance replacing B by a path Z of é—ﬁnite
variation with values in R), the decomposition (3.12) is indeed unique in the case where Z is rruly
rough [25], i.e. when there exists a dense set of times ¢ € [0, 7] such that

. |Zst|
hr?_s);lpm = 00. (B.1)

The situation here is different in the sense that assuming B = Zo - V with Z as in (B.1) does
not guarantee uniqueness of the couple (f, g) in (3.12). To wit, assume that d = 2, and let B as
above with o = (0, 1). If (f, g) satisfy (3.12), then it is immediately seen that any path of the form
t — gi(z,y) + ge(z) where § € V&(0,T; L?(R)) is a function of the first variable only, will also
satisfy (3.12). In this counterexample, one sees that the space variable plays an important role
in the discussion, and that if one aims at the uniqueness of the above decomposition, then some
“non-degeneracy” assumptions on the differential operator o - V are in order. Let us now formulate
a natural sufficient condition under which uniqueness of the Gubinelli derivative holds.

Assume that we are given a family B, of (non-necessarily differential) operators such that
the mapping [0, 7] — N_a<p<o-Z(H*, H*1), ¢+ B, is a-Holder continuous, where as before
a > 1/3. For notational simplicity, we denote in the sequel By := 0 Bg;.

Theorem B.1. Assume the existence of v € [a, %a), such that the following ellipticity condition is
satisfied: there is a constant A > 0, such that for every o in H=', and for each (s,t) € AN D2,

|Bstplr—2 > At — 8)7[p| g (B.2)

where we are given some dense subset D of [0, T].
Let u € L>(0,T;L?) N C*0,T; H ') and suppose that g,g € C*(0,T; H~') are both
Gubinelli derivatives for u in the Hoélder sense, by which we mean that

‘Rgt‘H*Q o ‘5ust - Bstgs‘H*2

sup

— < 00
o<s<i<T (t = 8)%*  o<sci<r (t — )2 7

and similar for g. Then, g = g.
Proof. Fix (s,t) € AN D?. The assumption (B.2) implies that the bilinear form
as  H'x H ' 5 R, ast(u,v) := (Bstu, Bstv) g—2
is H~!-coercive. Therefore, if F': H~! — R is linear and continuous, the variational problem

Find u € V := H~! such that
(B.3)

YoeV, ag(u,v)=F(v).
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admits a unique solution
u=TugFeH".

Moreover, it is easily seen that the Riesz isomorphism between H ~2 and its dual identifies the dual
of H~! with H~3, hence the operator norm of T : (H~!)* ~ H=3 — H~! is estimated above
as

|Tst|$(H*37H*1) < A72(7f - 8)727 .

Furthermore, if B;rt denotes the adjoint of By; with respect to the H ~2-inner product, observe
thanks to (B.3) that T; is the inverse transform of

Bl,oBy:H'— H™.
Let g be a Gubinelli derivative for «. From the above discussion, one infers the relation
gs = Ty Bl dugy — TyBLRY = T+ 11
By assumption on RY, := dus — Bggs, it holds
[T < A2t = 8) 7| BLRY |15 < A72(8 — )% 72| RY |l o (11-2)-
Hence, letting t,, ~\, s, t, € D, one sees that
I1];2 < Ctn —$)%@ 37 50 as n— oc.
This implies that g, is uniquely determined by the relation

g = lim TStB;rtéust in H 1,

s—t,s€D
thus proving our claim. [ ]

Example B.1. Let d = 1, and consider a 1-dimensional, a-Hélder rough path (Z!,Z2) €
% “(0,T;R) such that for some D as above it holds

|Zyt| > c(t —s)?, forevery (s,t) € AN D2

where we are given some constant 7 € [a, 2«) (this implies in particular true roughness for Z,
in the sense of (B.1)). Moreover, let ¢ € W3 be bounded below, namely such that there exist
constants ¢ > 0 with the property that o(z) > g, for almost every = € R,

Then, it is easily seen that (B.2) holds with the differential rough driver B given by Example
2.1 with p = 0, where A = A(c,a) > 0.

B.2 Brackets

For a geometric rough path (Z1#, Z 27“”)1§ pv<m it is well-known that the symmetric part of Z 2
is expressed in terms of Z!, as follows

27 27 17 17
Zstlw + Zstl/u — ZstVZstu
2 2 7
and every (s,t) € A (see [50]). Alternatively, this means that the bracket [Z]s; = symZ?2 —
%(Z 1)? vanishes for geometric rough paths. By analogy, in the case of an differential rough driver
B, we introduced the bracket as the following family of differential operators:

symZSQt’W = forall 1< pu,v<m, (B.4)

1
[B]st = th - §B;t ° Bl (Svt) S A? (BS)

st

(see Lemma 2.1). In contrast with what is encountered in the classical theory, note that the bracket
does not vanish in general for B geometric, which is a side effect of the non-commutativity of the
algebra of differential operators. Nevertheless, we saw in Lemma 2.1 that, as a consequence of
geometricity, [B] takes values in the space of ;. In particular, unless Bl, € Dy, we see that a a
cancellation occurs, since in that case [B],, has stricly lower order than BZ. This can be seen as a
non-commutative counterpart of the fact that the bracket of geometric rough paths is zero.
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Remark B.1. If B denotes a differential rough driver, then by definition of the bracket [B] in (B.35),
we have

B(¢0) = (B3 + (Byd) (Bl) + ¢(Bi) — (6, 1)

where [ denotes the (generally unbounded) bilinear operator

¢7 1/} — [st((b? w) = [B]st((bw) - ([B]st(b)w - ¢([B]stw) . (B6)

To give a concrete example, consider a filtered probability space (2, A, P, {F;}ici0.17), let
W : Qx[0,T] — R be a Brownian motion, and fix V' € D; \ Dy. Define the (random) differential
rough driver B'®(w) by Bgé’l := (W; — W,)V and, observing that P-a.s., f;(WT — Wy)dW, =
(W — Wi)? — (t — s)] (ItO sense), let

5 1
B2 .— 5[(Wt — W% = (t — )V

With this definition, we have
. t—
[BItO]st _ ( S) ‘72 ’

showing that [B] € D, \ Dy, almost surely.

Remark B.2. As seen in the above remark, if B is not geometric, its bracket [B] (see (B.5)) is
generally not first order. In the stochastic context, this has to do with the violation of stochastic
parabolicity assumption, as can be seen as follows. Using the notations of Remark (B.1), we see
that in the proof of the product formula, the equation (4.34) must be changed to

lg% <I‘§£€(B)(u ®v)s, (I)> = <(B§tu3)vs + (letUS)(letUS) + US(BgtUS), ¢>
= <B§t(us1)8)7 o) + (Ist(us, vs), @) -

If we let furthermore u = v where w is an L?-energy solution of (2.24), B = B and ¢ = 1, we
have

(st (us,us), 1) = (t — s)/ (Vug)?dz .

U

The latter competes with the term —2\ | (5.4 xU |Vu|?dzdr, which is brought by the elliptic part
of the equation. In particular, the usual technique to obtain the energy estimate on w fails, unless
the coefficients of V' are taken small with respect to A. This illustrates the importance of the
geometricity assumption in our results.
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