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Abstract

We show that generic Holder continuous functions are p-irregular. The property of p-irregularity
has been first introduced by Catellier and Gubinelli (Stoc. Proc. Appl. 126, 2016) and plays a key
role in the study of well-posedness for some classes of perturbed ODEs and PDEs. Genericity here is
understood in the sense of prevalence. As a consequence we obtain several results on regularisation
by noise “without probability”, i.e. without committing to specific assumptions on the statistical
properties of the perturbations. We also establish useful criteria for stochastic processes to be p-
irregular and study in detail the geometric and analytic properties of p-irregular functions.
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1 Introduction

In recent years there has been a lot of focus in understanding the role of noise in improving well-posedness
of ordinary and partial differential equations (ODE/PDEs), or so called regularisation by noise phenom-
ena, see [24] for a review. From the modelling point of view, the presence of external perturbations to
otherwise autonomous evolutions is a very natural assumption. For the sake of abstraction from any
specific origin of such perturbations, one is usually led to consider it random, i.e. model the noise as a
stochastic process. This common approach introduces into the picture new considerations, some of which
do to quite fit the original deterministic formulation:

1. It is not immediate to identify which types of noise are justified in any specific problem.

2. Measurability (or adaptedness) of solutions in the sense of stochastic processes (i.e. seen as random
variables on a filtered probability space) must be required; probabilistic notions of uniqueness
(like path-wise uniqueness) are obtained, which are not easy to compare to their deterministic
counterparts.

Regarding 1., it is natural to require the noise to have statistical properties like Gaussianity or self-
similarity, as they are associated to features of universality; as the perturbed problem has dynamical
nature, it is also reasonable to impose Markovianity. These considerations make Brownian motion a
natural candidate and a large set of theoretical tools is available to analyse the effect of Brownian
perturbations to deterministic evolutions. For these reasons, this topic has a long and extensive history,
see e.g. [67], [63], [44], [26], [17], [18], [5] and the references therein. More recently, other classes of random
perturbations partially satisfying the above requirements have been analysed, like fractional Brownian
motion, a-stable processes and more exotic variants, see e.g. [50], [45], [57], [21], [1].

In order to avoid the spurious technical problems of Point 2. one is led to modify the probabilistic
setting. For example, in the Brownian setting, Davie and Flandoli introduced the stronger concept
of path-by-path uniqueness, see [20], [24], [25]. Shaposhnikov obtained further results in this direction,
see [60], [61] and the recent [62] with Wresch.

Here instead we follow the approach we initiated in [34] and consider the regularisation by noise
problem from the point of view of generic perturbations, in particular without reference to any (specific)
probabilistic setting.

We will say that a property holds for a generic path, or equivalently for almost every path, if it holds
for the elements of a prevalent set. The notion of prevalence was first introduced by Christensen in [15]
in the context of abelian Polish groups and later rediscovered independently by Hunt, Sauer and Yorke
in [42] for complete metric vector spaces. It allows to define consistently “full Lebesgue measure sets” in
infinite dimensional spaces, even if they don’t admit any o-additive, translation invariant measure.

Prevalence has been used in different contexts in order to study the properties of generic functions of
suitable regularity. For instance, it was proved in [41] that almost every continuous function is nowhere
differentiable, while in [29], [30], the multi-fractal nature of generic Sobolev functions was shown. See [52]
for a review. Recently, prevalence has also attracted attention in the study of dimension of graphs and
images of almost every continuous function, see among others [28], [4].

One of the advantages of prevalence with respect to other notions of genericity is that it allows the use
of probabilistic methods in the proofs. However the statements are fully non-probabilistic and the kind
of problems one encounters in formulating prevalence results are quite distinct from those of a purely
probabilistic setting, much more explored in the literature.

Our strategy and results are based on key ideas introduced by Catellier and one of the authors
in [10], while studying the regularisation properties of fractional Brownian motion. In the following, we
schematically recall some of the main results of that paper and how they fit in our framework.



Consider the perturbed ODE in R? in integral form given by
t
Xy = ;0 + / b(s,xs)ds + wy (1)
0

where z; = x(t), w € C°(Ry,R?) is our fixed perturbation and b : R, x R? — R? is a time-dependent
vector field (assume it to be continuous for the moment).

Due to the additive nature of the perturbation, there are no particular regularity requirements for w;
it is natural to ask for which classes of b equation (1) is well-posed and if, for suitable w, one can obtain
well-posedness results in classes which are ill-posed when w = 0.

The work [10] singles out two analytic concepts linked to the well-posedness of (1):

1. The averaged field T™b, given by
t
TYb(t,z) = / b(s,x + ws)ds, reRLt>0.
0

2. The notion of p-irregularity of a path w, defined precisely below.

Indeed, in order to study (1), i.e. to give it meaning and establish existence and uniqueness of solutions,
together with a Lipschitz flow, it is enough to have good regularity estimates for the averaged function
T™b, even when the drift b is merely a distribution. Schematically:

Theorem 40

N

Regularity of T%b Well-posedness of perturbed ODE

In order to analyse the regularising effect of w on a collection of drifts b, the averaging operator
Tv : b — T™b is then introduced; it is closely tied to the occupation measure pu*, whose regularity is in
turn quantified by the concept of p-irregularity:

Equation (6)

p-irregularity of w

h 4

Regularity of p

Overall implication Lemma 18

~ ~

Lemmas 19, 21
Regularity of T%b for all b €

Regularization effect of T

A

Here E is a suitable Banach space, for instance in [10] Fourier—Lebesgue spaces are considered. The
precise meaning of the above diagram is explained in detail in Sections 2.2 and 2.3.

Even if p-irregularity has been first introduced in the study of perturbed ODEs, it is a concept of
independent interest and has been applied to establish regularisation by noise for several modulated
PDEs, see [12], [14], [13]. More recently, a connection to the property of inviscid mixing for shear flows
has been found in [35].

In the companion paper [34], we analyse in detail the regularity of the averaged field T*b for generic
w € C? when b is a fized distribution. Here instead we focus on the regularity of the operator T% for a
generic w € C?, as quantified by the concept of p-irregularity. This has the advantage of showing that



a generic additive perturbation w regularises a huge class of ODEs, namely the ones of the form (1)
associated to b € E. On the other hand, it has the drawback that the space E is strictly smaller than
the class of all possible drifts taken singularly. For instance in [34] time dependent distributions b, with
only LP-regularity in time, can be considered, while it is not possible to obtain regularity estimates for
the operator T in that class, as explained in Section 3.1 therein.

In this paper, we expand the theory developed in [10] in several ways. For instance, we identify
suitable locally-nondeterministic conditions (LND) which ensure p-irregular trajectories for a large class
of stochastic Gaussian processes:

Theorem 33

v

w is B-(S)LND w is p-irregular for any p < (28)~1

The concept of local-nondeterminism is explained in detail in Section 2.4. The above probabilistic
result then allows to prove a much stronger (non probabilistic) prevalence statement, thanks to the fact
that the LND condition above is invariant under additive deterministic perturbations.

Usually prevalence statements are established by means of probes, i.e. measures supported on finite
dimensional subspaces. To the best of our knowledge, the only other work adopting a approach similar
to ours, i.e. exploiting stochastic processes to establish prevalence results, is [4]. See also [54] and
the references therein for the study of properties of fractional Brownian motion with deterministic drift
(however without prevalence considerations).

We also study more in detail the geometric and analytic properties of p-irregular functions, like the
Fourier dimension of their image. We establish that p-irregularity is indeed a concept of irregularity, as
the terminology suggests, in a precisely quantifiable way:

Theorem 36 .| For any 0 > 0*, w is nowhere 6-Hélder;
’ moreover it is J-Holder rough.

w is p-irregular

Here 6* is a critical scaling parameter which depends on p. The precise statements of our results are
given in Section 3, but let us give here informally some of the main highlights:

e Almost every w € C°([0, T]; R?) is p-irregular for any p < (26)~'. Moreover we introduce a stronger
notion of irregularity, which allows us to prove that almost every ¢ € C°([0, T]; R?) remains irregular
under smooth additive perturbations. See Theorems 32-i) and 38.

e Almost every w € C°([0,T];R?) is infinitely irregular, in the sense that it is p-irregular for any
p < oo. The associated averaging operator is infinitely regularising, in the sense that T* maps
S'(R?) into C>°(R?). See Theorems 32-ii).

e Almost every w € C°([0, T]; R) has infinite regularisation effect on the ODE. Namely, it renders (1)
well-posed and with a smooth flow for a large class of fields b, for instance for any b € H*(R%; R%)
for any o € R. See Theorem 40.

An overview of our results, combined with the path-wise theory developed in [10] [12], [14] discussed
above, is given by the conceptual map of Figure 1.

While finalising the first version of this paper, we become aware of the preprint [39] which inde-
pentently develop some result similar to ours. The authors also identify some LND conditions that
ensure time-space regularity of u* and apply them in combination with the theory from [10] to establish
that suitable stochastic processes are “infinitely regularising” the perturbed ODE. By introducing gener-
icity into the picture our work carries such probabilistic considerations into a wider scope and quantifies
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Figure 1: Scheme of the results

the regularisation effect precisely wrt. the Holder regularity of the paths. We also answer some of the
questions left open in [39], for instance on the link between regularity of u* and true roughness of w.

Let us finally mention the upcoming works [40, 58], further analysing notions of irregularity of paths
and giving sufficient conditions to check them for stochastic processes; among other results, it seems the
authors are able to give a negative answer to Conjecture 79 from Section 5.3.

Structure of the paper. Section 2 introduces all our main actors, namely prevalence, p-irregularity,
occupation measures and averaging operators and describes the basic relations between them. Frac-
tional Brownian motion (fBm) enters into the picture as a transverse measure for prevalence and local-
nondeterminism (LND) as a key feature of fBm paths. The reader acquainted with these concepts can
skip this preliminary section. With the above preparations, we can formulate in Section 3.1 the state-
ments of our main results. Section 3.2 shows how they can be combined with already existing results to
provide various “noiseless regularisation by noise” results both for ODEs and PDEs. Sections 4 and 5
constitute the main body of the paper and contain the proofs of the statements from Section 3.1. These
sections split naturally into a probabilistic part, in which stochastic criteria for establishing p-irregularity
are developed, and an analytic one, focused on geometric and analytical properties of p-irregular paths.
We choose to put in the Appendix reminders of useful standard facts.

Notation. We will use the notation a < b to mean that there exists a positive constant ¢ such that



a < cb; we use the index a <, b to highlight the dependence ¢ = ¢(z). a ~ b if and only if a < b and
b < a, similarly for a ~, b.

We will always work on a finite time interval [0, T'] unless stated otherwise. Whenever useful we adopt
the convention that f; stands for f(t) for a function f indexed on ¢ € [0, T], but depending on the context
we will use both notations; similarly for the increments of f,: = f; — fs.

For z € RY, |z| denotes the Euclidean norm, x - 3 the scalar product, (z) = (1 + |z|>)'/2. For any
R >0, Bg stands for B(0,R) = {zx € R?: |2| < R}, S¥ ! = {2 e R?: |2| = 1}.

We denote by S(R%;R™) and S’(R%; R™) respectively the spaces of vector-valued Schwarz functions
and tempered distributions on R¢, similarly C2°(R¢;R™) is the set of vector-valued smooth compactly
supported functions; f stands for the Fourier transform of f € S’(R?). Standard Lebesgue spaces are
denoted by LP(R% R™). Whenever it doesn’t create confusion, we will just write C° and LP for short.

Given a Banach space E, « € (0,1), C*([0,T]; E) = C{ E is the space of E-valued a-Hélder continuous
functions, i.e. f:[0,7] — E such that

fs, E
[fllcee = fllcor + [flcer = sup |fille+  sup Vosle tHa < o0
te[0,T] s#teo,r [t—sl

A similar definition holds for Lip([0, T]; E) = Lip, E. More generally, for a given modulus of continuity
w (possibly defined only in a neighbourhood of 0), we denote by C¥([0,T]; E) = C*E the set of all E-
valued continuous functions with modulus of continuity w. CYE = C°([0, T]; E) is the space of E-valued
continuous functions, endowed with the supremum norm.

Whenever E = R?, we will refer to w € C = C*([0,T];R?) as a path and in this case we allow
a € [0,00) with the convention that w € C¢ it is has continuous derivatives up to order || and Dl*l¢p
is {a}-Holder continuous, where |« | and {a} denote integer and fractional part.

Whenever a stochastic process X = {X;},;>¢ is considered, even when it is not specified we imply
the existence of an abstract underlying filtered probability space (2, F,{F;}¢>0,P) such that F and F;
satisfy the usual assumptions and X; is adapted to F;. If F; is said to be the natural filtration generated
by X, then it is tacitly implied that it is actually its right continuous, normal augmentation. We denote
by E integration (equiv. expectation) w.r.t. the probability P and by E[-|G] conditional expectation
w.r.t. a og-algebra G.
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supported by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) through the
Hausdorff Center for Mathematics under Germany’s Excellence Strategy — EXC-2047/1 — 390685813 and
through CRC 1060 - projekt number 211504053.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Introduction to prevalence

We follow the exposition and the terminology given in [42]. The reader might however keep in mind that
in the following we will be only interested in the case of a Banach space FE.

Definition 1. Let E be a complete metric vector space. A Borel set A C E is said to be shy if there
exists a measure p such that:

i. There exists a compact set K C E such that 0 < p(K) < oo.
it. For everyv € E, p(v+ A) =0.

In this case, the measure p is said to be transverse to A. More generally, a subset of E is shy if it is
contained in a shy Borel set. The complement of a shy set is called a prevalent set.



Sometimes it is said more informally that the measure p “witnesses” the prevalence of A€ in E. It
follows immediately from part i. of the definition that if needed one can assume p to be a compactly
supported probability measure on E. If F is separable, then any probability measure on E is tight and
therefore i. is automatically satisfied.

The following properties hold for prevalence:

1. If E is finite dimensional, then a set A is shy if and only if it has zero Lebesgue measure (cf. Fact 6
from [42]).

2. If A is shy, then so is v + A for any v € E (Fact 1 from [42]).
Prevalent sets are dense (Fact 2’ from [42]).

If dim(E) = +o00, then compact subsets of E are shy (Fact 8 from [42]).

ook W

Countable union of shy sets is shy; conversely, countable intersection of prevalent sets is prevalent
(Fact 37 from [42]).

Remark 2. Although it is not entirely trivial, it follows from the definition that a Borel set A cannot
be at the same time both shy and prevalent. To see it, assume by contradiction this to be the case; then
we can find two compactly supported probability measures p,v such that p(v+ A) =0 and v(v+ A°) =0
for all v € E, where A® denotes the complement of A. It would then follow from Fact 3 from [42] that
(pxv)(v+A) =0= (v*u)(v+ A°) for all v € E, yielding to (pu* v)(A) having at the same time both
values 0 and 1.

From now, whenever we say that a statement holds for a.e. v € E, we mean that the set of elements
of E for which the statement holds is a prevalent set; property 1. states that this is consistent with the
finite dimensional case.

In the context of a function space FE, it is natural to consider as probability measure the law induced
by an FE-valued stochastic process. Namely, given stochastic process W defined on a probability space
(Q, F,P) taking values in a separable Banach space F, in order to show that a property P holds for a.e.
f € E, it suffices to show that

P (f + W satisfies property P) = 1 VfekFE.

Clearly, we are assuming that the set A = {w € F : w satisfies property P} is Borel measurable; if F
is not separable, then we need in addition to require that the law of W is tight, so that point 7. of
Definition 1 is satisfied.

Let us point out that, as a consequence of Properties 4. and 5. above, the set of all possible
realisations of any probability measure p on a separable infinite dimensional Banach E space (actually,
any tight measure p on an infinite dimensional Banach space E) is contained in a shy set, in the following
sense: we can always find a Borel set A C E, which is a countable union of compacts, such that p(A) = 1,
yet A is shy. If we are given another Borel set A C E, in order to verify its prevalence we really need to
check the translation property that /1([1 + f) =1 for any f € F; if we only know that M(A) =1, then A
can be shy or prevalent (or neither).

This highlights the difference between a statement of the form “Property P holds for a.e. f” and
for instance “Property P holds for all Brownian trajectories”, where the last statement corresponds to
u (Property P holds) = 1, p being the Wiener measure on C°([0,1]). Indeed, the second statement
doesn’t provide any information regarding whether the property might be prevalent or not; intuitively,
the elements satisfying a prevalence statement are “many more” than just the realisations of the Wiener
measure.



2.2 Basic properties of p-irregularity and related concepts

The concept of p-irregularity was introduced in [10] as an analytic property of continuous functions which
allows to quantitatively measure both their irregularity and their smoothing effect on perturbations of
ODEs.

Definition 3. Let v € [0,1], p > 0. A measurable path w : [0,T] — R is (v, p)-irreqular if there exists
a constant C' such that
t .
/ e dp

We denote by || @™ ||w~.. the optimal constant C; with the notation @ (£) = ft e wrdr, it holds

0
@2, Ol

cerd, st |t — 8|7

SCEPlt—s]" vEe R\ {0}, s,t € [0,T). (2)

2% e 2=

We say that w is p-irregular if there exists v > 1/2 such that w is (v, p)-irreqular.

We have the trivial bound |®{;(§)| < [t —s], so that (2) is always satisfies for [{| small and the relevant
information in the above definition is given by the uniform bound as & — oco. Therefore we can always
without problems replace || with another function with the same asymptotic behaviour (in the original
definition from [10], 1 + |£| appeared, but we prefer here the choice || for its better scaling properties).

Let us collect now some elementary facts on p-irregular functions.
Lemma 4. Let w: [0,T] — R? be a (v, p)-irregular continuous path. Then the following hold:
i. Symmetry invariance: —w 1is (y, p)-irregular with [|®Y ||[wr.e = ||~ |lwr.e-
it. Translation invariance: for anyr € [0,T), w.—w, is (v, p)-irregular with || @™ |[w~.e = [|P* = [lwr.e -
iii. Scaling invariance: for any X € (0,1), w(t) :== \=0U=0/Pa(Xt) is (v, p)-irregular.
iv. Rotation invariance: for any O € SO(d), Ow is (v, p)-irregular with H@O“’HW%p = [ @[ -

v. More generally if A € R¥? is invertible, then Aw is (v, p)-irreqular with

@2 || e < ICAT) T2 (19 yyes-

Proof. All the statements follow from elementary calculations; let us prove only 4. and v. . Fix A € (0, 1),
then

t At
@7:72 (5) _ / eig.A—(l—v)/ﬂder _ Ail/}\ eM—(l—w/ng.wT.dT _ A71(I)3\087M()\,(1,7)/p§),

so that

A —(1— w —(1— —(1—
BN 198, ARl (@, (A0 A gl
[t — s|]Y |t — s|¥ [At — As|7

< @ yren-

Regarding v., similarly we have

Aw t
— s R

1°

|t — 5|7

[AT¢]
€]

—pP
) < ICAT) 17 8 o

< 9 e (



Remark 5. There is a striking similarity between i.—iii. and properties of stochastic processes like
self-similarity and stationarity; however the latter properties are of statistical nature, namely they preserve
the law of the process, but not fixed trajectories, while p-irreqularity is an analytical property which
holds for deterministic trajectories. From property iii. we also deduce the existence of a critical scaling
parameter associated to the pair (v, p) given by

67,'027; (3)

we will see in Theorem 56 how &7 , relates to regularity of (v, p)-irregular paths.

Remark 6. It’s easy to see from the definition that (v, p)-irreqularity for w is equivalent to the following:
there exists a constant C' such that, for any v € S¥=1, v-w is (v, p)-irregular with ||®V"||yw~.» < C. The
latter condition is not equivalent to checking (v, p)-irreqularity of the coordinates w(® (i.e. tov = e,
t=1,...,d): forinstance if w is a 1-dimensional (v, p)-irregular function and we define Wy := (wy, —wy),
then the single coordinates of w are (v, p)-irreqular but W is not, since (1,1) - w = 0.

Lemma 7. Let w be (v, p)-irregular, then for any 6 € [0,1] it is also (7, p?)-irregular for the choice
' =1—-0+0y, p° =0p and it holds || D“]] 0.0 < [|P]|90.0-

Proof. The conclusion follows immediately by interpolating the two inequalities
[T, (O <[t —sl, RO <[PV [[we [t — s|7[E] 77
O

The above lemma shows that we can always trade space regularity for time regularity, i.e. we can
decrease the parameter p in order to increase . Let us also point out that

* 177 17’70 *
0%p = o T T 030 0> (4)

i.e. the critical scaling parameter is left unchanged by this procedure.

In general dimension d > 2, it is in general difficult to establish if a given function is (v, p)-irregular.
This fact is one of the main motivations of our interest in establishing the prevalence of this property.
The situation is different in the case d = 1, in which there are simple conditions to establish p-irregularity
(at least for some values of p).

Proposition 8 (Proposition 1.4 from [12]). Let w € C*([0,T];R) be such that inf,|w,| > § > 0 and
w” € LY, then w is (7,1 — 7)-irregular for any v € (0,1).

Let us also introduce the following concept of exponential irreqularity, which is a novel contribution
of the present work.

Definition 9. A measurable path w : [0, T] — RY is exponentially irregular if there exist positive constants
c1, c2 and v € (0,1) such that

12¥,(€)] < cre 2|t — 5|7 Ve e R\ {0}, s,t € [0, 7). (5)

Contrary to Definition 3, in Definition 9 we do not impose v > 1/2; this is because, arguing by
interpolation as in Lemma 7, it is easy to check that if (5) holds some v € (0, 1), then the path w actually
satisfies (5) for all v € (0,1), up to modifying the constant ¢; = ¢;(7y), ¢ = 1,2. It is then also clear that
exponential irregularity implies p-irregularity, for any value p € (0, +00).

We now prove that the p-irregularity and exponential irregularity properties define Borel sets, which
is the first step in order to establish prevalence.



Lemma 10. For any p > 0, the set

A={w:[0,T] = R*|w is p-irreqular}
is Borel measurable w.r.t to the topology induced by any of the following norms: |||, p € [1,00], ||-||co,
I llge, a €(0,1).

Proof. We can write the set A as the following countable union:

oy, (&)1€]”
— — . d | s,t
A= {J Aum= ll{w-MT%+R | sup [t sp/2rym S

d
n,meN n,meN EER? 571

It will be then sufficient to show that for every m,n the set A,, ,, is closed in the above topologies. We
will actually show that it is closed under convergence in measure, which is weaker than any of the norms
considered and therefore yields the conclusion.

Let wy be a sequence of elements of A,, ,,, such that wy — w in measure, then by dominated conver-
gence it’s easy to see that for any fixed s < ¢, £ € R? it holds DI (E) — PY,(£). But then

11 O] 4

\t _ S|1/2+1/m - kg{}o |t _ 5|1/2+1/m X
and since the reasoning holds for any fixed s < ¢ and { we can conclude that f € A, ,, as well. O

Remark 11. More generally, given a modulus of continuity ¢ and a function F : R? — R*, the same
proof shows that the set

B{w:[O,T}%Rd \ W<oo}

cerd, szt Pt —s])

1s Borel measurable in any of the above topologies. The fact that exponential irregularity defines Borel
sets is established similarly.

We conclude this section with a brief detour on Carathéodory functions and their connection with
the exponential irregularity property. Here A denotes the Lebesgue measure on R?, while £ denotes the
Lebesgue measure on [0, 7.

Definition 12. A measurable function f : [0,T] — R? is a Carathéodory function if for any set D C RY
such that \(D) > 0 it holds L(f~1(D) N B) > 0 for every (non empty) interval B.

Observe in particular that if f is Carathéodory, then it is unbounded on every interval and thus
discontinuous.

Lemma 13. Let w be an exponentially irreqular measurable path, then w is Carathéodory.

Proof. The statement follows immediately from the considerations given at the beginning of Section 6
from [6], see also Sections 11 and 28 from [37]. Let us briefly sketch the proof.

Denoting by py’, the occupation measure associated to w, which is defined in Definition 14 below, it
follows from the exponentially irregularity property that we can find ¢ > 0 such that for any s < t it
holds

/ ekl @, (€)[7de :/ @Y, (6)Pde < oo
Rd R4

It then follows from the Paley—Wiener Theorem that g, is analytic and therefore it cannot vanish on
any set D C R such that A\(D) > 0, namely for B = [s,#] it holds

Llw™ (D) N [s.4]) = /D 1 (y)dy > 0.

10



2.3 Occupation measures and averaging operators

So far we have discussed several properties of p-irregularity, but we haven’t motivated the importance of
such notion and its relation with regularisation by noise phenomena. It turns out that p-irregularity is
closely tied to the occupation measure of the path w.

In the following M(R?) denotes the set of all finite Radon measures on R?, endowed with the total
variation norm || - || v; M (R?) is the closed subset of non-negative measures.

Definition 14. Given a measurable path w : [0, T] — RY, we define its occupation measure as the family
(18 )ogs<i<r C My (R) given by py = wi (L), namely
[ s = [ stwar viecpm.
R4 [s,t)
Observe that by definition puy, = g, — pgs; for this reason we will identity the family (11g,)s<: with the
map p* € C°([0,T]; My (R)) given by t — pi = ply,, so that i, represents an increment of p.

Note that p* € Lip([0, T]; M4 (R%)) with ||, ||rv = |t — s| and Gateaux derivative i’ = 0y,

S

The Fourier transform of py, is given by

t
i) = [y = [ eerar =T
S

which shows that w is (7, p)-irregular if and only if the map ¢ + u* belongs to C7 ([0, T]; FL>°(R%)),
where the Fourier-Lebesgue spaces FLPP with p € [1, 00| are defined by

Frov = {1 e S®Y : (©1f(©) € L'},
see Appendix A.2 for their main properties. In particular we have

19 lwre ~ |1l Lo (6)

Remark 15. We will mostly work with given measurable paths w, but both definitions of ®“ and u* are
not affected by changing w on an Ly 1)-negligible subset of [0,T]; therefore they also makes sense when
dealing with equivalence classes like w € LP(0,T;R?) for p € [1,00]. Similarly, it makes sense for w in
an equivalence class to say that it is (v, p)-irregular (resp. exponentially irregular).

Occupation measures are also closely related to averaging operators.

Definition 16. Let w : [0,T] — R be a measurable bounded function, then we define the averaging
operator associated to w as the family of operators {T*,,0 < s <t < T} C L(S'(RY); S'(R?)) given by

t
T = / b(- +w,)dr
or equivalently by duality as follows: for any ¢ € S(R?) and any b € S’'(RY) it holds

(T2b, ) = (b / o —w,)dr). (7)

As before, Ty, = To", — T’ and therefore we identify (T3")s<¢ with the map t — Ty = T¢",.

Remark 17. Differently from Definitions 3 and 1/, in Definition 16 we have required that w is bounded;
the reason for this is that otherwise it is unclear a priori if, for a given ¢ € S(RY), f: (- —w.)dr €

11



S(R?) uniformly in s < t and so if the above is a good definition. However by looking at the Fourier

transform ¢ (- —wy) = et} one can check that w € L™ can be relaved to requiring
T
/ |we|Ndt < 0o for all N € N,
0

namely w € LY for all p < oo. It is still true, analogously to Remark 15, that T* = T if w = 1w up to
Lio,1-negligible sets; for this reason from now on when dealing with T* we will always implicitly assume
w € Lge.

Averaging operators can also be defined for time-dependent distributions, as done in [34]. In the time
dependent case however we lose the following fundamental property which relates the averaging operator
to the occupation measure.

Lemma 18. Let w € L, u* and T as above. Then for any b € S'(R?), Teb = gy % b, where fu
denotes the reflection of p, i.e. fiy,(A) = py,(—A).

Proof. Observe that by definition of occupation measure, for any s < t and any R > ||w||pe, it holds
supp 1y’; C Bg. In particular since u¥, is a measure with compact support, for any b € S’(RY) the
convolution b * ug’; is well defined. The same goes for jig;. Let ¢ € S (R9), then for any = € R? it holds

/ o(x — wy)dr = /s@(w — Yt (dy) = (p * pgy) ().

The conclusion for b follows by the duality formula (7) and (b, ¢ * uyy) = (Y, * b, @). O

As a consequence, estimating the regularisation properties of T is equivalent to estimating the
regularity of © in suitable function spaces. This is exactly where the notion of p-irregularity comes into
play.

Lemma 19. Let w € L>®(0,T;R?) be (v, p)-irreqular. Then for any o € R and p € [1, 00|, the averaging
operator T% belongs to C) L(FLYP; FLYYPP) and for any b € FLYP it holds

IT5 bl Freter S 18— s[V]bllFrew [ (8)

Proof. The statement follows from the considerations given in the introduction of [10]. Alternatively,
using Lemma 93 from Appendix A.2, it holds

ITs bl FLater = |25, * Ol Frater <ESl FLoce bl Freas S [t = s [0l 7L 2 [ 2% |[Wres.
O

Unfortunately, Fourier—Lebesgue spaces are not always very useful, with the exclusion of the scale
p = 2, in which case FL%? = H*. We can however use Fourier-Lebesgue embeddings to deduce regularity
for u’; in other scales of spaces, which in turn imply different estimates for 7¢". To this end, following [37],
we introduce the concept of occupation density. In the probabilistic literature it is usually referred to as
local time and we will indifferently use both terminologies.

Definition 20. We say that a measurable w : [0,T] — R? admits an occupation density if for any
s < t, pgy is absolutely continuous w.r.t. Lisy), in which case we denote by (Y, its densily, so that
pe(dz) = £ (z)dx. As usual it holds Y, = (g, — L5 ; and we set €5, = £;°. Sometimes we will also use
the notation £} (x) = £¥(t,x).

The spaces B, , = B;’Q(Rd) appearing in the next lemma are inhomogeneous Besov spaces, see [3].

Similar statements can be given for more classical Sobolev spaces W or Bessel potential spaces L*P =
(1—A)=s/2LP,

Lemma 21. Let w : [0,T] — R be a (v, p)-irreqular measurable path. Then:

12



i. If p>d/2, then w admits an occupation density (* € C;'L? N Lip, LL.
i. If p > d, then €Y is jointly continuous in (t,z) and (* € C;CY.

i, If p > d/2 + k for some k € N, then ¢ € C;WE2; in particular, if w € L>, then { is compactly
supported on [0,T] x R and therefore (¥ € C; W1,

. As a consequence, if p > d/2 + k for some k € N and w € L™, then for any a € R, p,q € [1,00] it
holds
™ € C7([0,T]; L(BY

p,q’

Ba+k))

where By denote Besov spaces. In particular, for any b € By, it holds

T2l e S 1t = 1 [bllmg, [l F2 19 s wniformy in s <t

Proof. By equation (6) and the Fourier-Lebesgue embedding FL**>° < FL%2? = L2 which holds for

p > d/2, we deduce that u* € CL2, i.e. for any s < t the measure p¥; can be identified with a function
in L2, which is exactly ¢%, Moreover fig¢ is a positive measure with total variation ||y’ m = t—s, which
1mphes that /%, € L, Wlth 16 |lz+ = t—s. From this follows 4.; 7i. and the first part of 4. follow s1m11ar1y
by using the embeddings FL”>® — FLO! — CP, valid for p > d, and FLP>® — FLP=422 y k2
valid for p — d/2 > k. The second half of éii. follows from the fact that if w € L*°, then My is supported

on By, . and so we have the estimate ||€y[|;,x1 S |w||d/2||€ ‘tllwr.2. Finally statement iv. can be
deduced from a combination of the previous estimate, the general Young-type inequality

~ |

1 % gllggse S I Flsg, lallwes,

the identity T%b = i, b and the estimate [|u&;|[wr.1 S ||4u)||d/2 el Frece SIt—s|ulovFros. O

Remark 22. We stated for simplicity Points iii. and iv. of Lemma 21 for k € N, so that the definition
of Wk is classical and unambiguous. However, up to coming up with a suitable concept for Wk for
k € (0,00) \ N (e.g. replacing it with Bfl), one can immediately extend the statements to the case
of general k € Rsy, since Fourier—Lebesgue embedding FLP — W' and Young-type inequality for
convolutions still hold.

The reader might wonder if the restriction p > d/2 appearing in Lemma 21 can be weakened, given that
it does not appear when dealing with the scales of spaces FL*? as in Lemma 19, nor in more probabilistic
P-a.s. statements where b is fixed and w is sampled as a stochastic process (cf. the results from [10, 34]).
The next statement, which can be regarded as a useful rewriting of Remark 3.5 from [39], strongly suggests
this not to be possible in general; indeed if the averaging operator T acts in a regularising way over the
Besov—Holder scales B then w must be necessarily enjoy limited regularity.

00,007

Lemma 23. Let w € C%([0,T];R?) for some 6 € (0,1]; suppose that there exist & € R, ¢ > 0 s.t.
To'r € L(BS, > BEts,). Then it must hold § < 1/d.

Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume € < 1. Observe that, since averaging and convolutions
commute, i.e. T%(K xb) = K x (T™b) (cf. Lemma 3.3 from [34]), if the hypothesis holds for some o € R,
then it holds for all & € R (one can take for instance K = A; to be Littlewood-Paley blocks).

Next, choose @ = €/2 and p = 2d/e, so that we have the embedding LP < B, éo, and observe that
for any f € § it holds

() = 1(F BSOS U * Al ey = T80 gz S 1l goesz S 15 o

by density the inequality extends to all f € LP and by duality we can conclude that there exists g € L,
p’ being the conjugate exponent to p, such that (f, /g ) = (f,g) for all f € LP. This necessarily
implies that ug r(dr) = g(z)dz; since w is continuous, g7 is compactly supported, therefore it holds

g=LtypeL'n LP". Overall we have concluded that pp admits an occupation density £, € L'.
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Since pg p(w([0,T])) = T and pgr < A, where A is the Lebesgue measure on R4, the set w([0

T])

must have positive Lebesgue measure; by standard facts from geometric measure theory, w(]0, ]) then
has Hausdorff dimension d. The conclusion then follows from the relation d = dim g (w([0,7])) < =1 (cf.
Proposition 3.3 (a) from [23]). O

Slightly anticipating upcoming results, it is interesting to observe that the restriction § < 1/d matches
almost exactly the sufficient condition p > d/2 given in Lemma 21-i. for the local time to exist, once we
combine it with the fact (from Theorem 32 below) that a.e. w € C? is p-irregular for any p < 1/(26).

Remark 24. It follows from Lemma 23 and the upcoming Theorem 32 that one can find many examples
of paths w : [0, T] — RY whose averaging T™b has a regularizing effect when acting on the scales FLYP,
but none on the scales BY, .. This issue boils down to the fact that in general convolutional operators
with polynomially decaying Fourier transform are not necessarily nice Fourier multiplies, with strikingly
similar examples coming from dispersive PDEs. Indeed, if one considers the linear wave PDE on R¢

atQU = Au, uli=0 =0, Owli=o = f,
then the solution at time t > 0 is given by the linear operator

sin(t|V])

[,

in the sense that Ty acts in Fourier space by multiplying f by sin(t|€|)/|€]. It is then clear that Ty maps
H? into HT! for any s € R; but if one tries to have a similar result in LP-based results, this is not
true in general, with explicit counterexamples given in [53]. What is more, when d = 3, T} has the
altemative harmonic mean representation Tyf = u; x f, where py is the unit measure on the sphere

= {x € R%: |z| = t}, which is singular w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure; in particular, a similar argument
to the one from Lemma 23 readily implies that T; cannot map B, . into BL'S, for any o € R and e > 0.
Roughly speaking T here behaves exactly like T}Y would, in the case where the path w is 1-irreqular but
also §-Holder continuous with 6 > 1/d (e.g. for d = 3, typical realization of fBm with H € (1/3,1/2)
would work by virtue of the upcoming Theorem 31).

In general, as pointed out in Remark 7 of [34], the operator T* cannot regularise time-dependent fields
b = b(t,x), at least not uniformly in all b € C?E for suitable Banach spaces E. Intuitively, the reason
is that the oscillations in time of b could compensate the oscillations of w and limit the regularisation
effect. However if b is required to be sufficiently regular in ¢, it is still possible to obtain a regularisation
effect, as we are going to show now.

Lemma 25. Let w € L™ be (v, p)-irreqular, b € CPFL*P with 8 > 1 —~. Then T"b € C) FL*TPP and
there exists a constant C = C(y+ 5,T) > 0 such that

ITsbll zLoter < Clibllcsrros [®°wrelt —s|" forall 0<s<t<T. 9)

Namely, the linear map T : CP FL*? — C) FL*P** is bounded with constant C||®™|| ..

Proof. Let us first assume that b is a smooth function. In this case for any [s, ] C [0, 7] and any sequence
IT of partitions of [s, ¢] with infinitesimal mesh, it holds

t it1
T3b() :/ b(r,z + w,)dr = lim Z/ b(ti, x + w,)dr

|TTI|—0

= |I%IEO . thf,tiJrl[b(tia )](33) = |I%IEO . (th * ﬂtiyti+1)(x)

which implies the functional equality

w1 ~w
b= i S
i
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Since b € Cf]:Lo"p, p? € CYFLP° v+ > 1and the map x : (f,g) — fxg is bilinear and bounded from
FLYP x FLP* into FL*PP it follows from Young integration in Banach spaces (see Appendix A.1)
that

t
T = / by * fig,.,

as well as estimate (9), since ||1%|lcy rre.e = [|1”[lcy Frece ~ [|2* [ wv.e. The case of general b follows
from approximation procedures: given b € C’f FL%P we can find a sequence b™ of smooth functions such
that |[b"||cs rrew < |[bl|csFres and that for any e > 0 b™ — b locally in CP~° FL*=?; by properties of
averaging, for any s <t T%b" converges to T¢"b weakly-+ in FL*P. The conclusion then follows from
taking the liminf as n — oo on both sides of (9) applied to b™ and using the Fatou property of weak-x

convergence. O

Remark 26. It is clear that the proof can be readapted in a more general setting: given E, F,G function
spaces such that x : (f,g) = [ * g is a bilinear bounded map from E x F into G, if u* € CJF and

B >1—r, then TV : C’tBE — C}G is a linear bounded map. This can be applied in combination with
Lemma 21, obtaining reqularising effects of T when E and G are taken in suitable Besov scales.

2.4 Fractional Brownian motion and local-nondeterminism

The main tool in order to establish our prevalence results will be a family of measures associated to locally
nondeterministic Gaussian processes. The main examples from this family are the laws pf of fractional
Brownian motions (fBm) of Hurst parameter H € (0,1). General references on fBm are [49] and [55].

A one dimensional fBm (W), of Hurst parameter H € (0,1) is a centred Gaussian process with
covariance

1
EWTWT] = S (7 + s = [t = s[*).

S

Up to a multiplicative constant, it is the unique centred Gaussian process with stationary increments and
H-self-similarity, i.e. with law invariant under the scaling WH = \—# WH for any A > 0.

When H = 1/2, it coincides with standard Brownian motion, while for H # 1/2 it is not a semi-
martingale nor a Markov process. However it shares many properties of Brownian motion, for instance
fBm trajectories are P-a.s. a-Hélder continuous for any av < H and nowhere a-Ho6lder continuous for any
a > H. A d-dimensional fBm W# of Hurst parameter H € (0,1) is an R%-valued Gaussian process with
components given by independent one dimensional fBms.

Given a two-sided Brownian motion (Bj)iecr, a fBm of parameter H # 1/2 can be constructed by the
formula

WH = CH/ [(t— )2 = (=) aB, (10)

— 00

where cy = I'(H + 1/2)7! is a suitable renormalising constant and the integral is in the Ito sense Asa
consequence, for any 0 < s < t, the variable WtH decomposes into the sum WtH = W H 4 W t , Where

t s
Wit = en [ (=) aB,, WA =B —en [ (=i = (-0,
specifically, W ’tH is F¢-measurable, while Wsl)’tH is Gaussian, independent of F, and with variance
Var(Wo/") = églt — s|*,

where ¢y = ¢% /(2H). In particular this implies that

Var(WH [o(WH 7 < s)) = Var(WH | F,) = Var(W7) = ext — s*7. (11)
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Equation (11) is known in the literature as a local-nondeterminism (LND) property. LND was first
introduced by Berman in [7] in order to analyse the properties of the occupation measure (more precisely
the local time) of Gaussian processes. Loosely speaking, it means that for any s < ¢, the increment
WH — WH contains a part which is independent of the the history of the path W up to time s and
therefore makes the path W “intrinsically chaotic”.

There is now a huge literature on local-nondeterminism and several alternative definitions, which are
not in general equivalent, see [64] for a survey; here we identify three types of LND which are closely tied
with p-irregularity and exponential irregularity of sample paths of Gaussian processes. They will play a
major role in the proofs respectively of Sections 4.2 and 4.4.

Definition 27. Let (X;)icjo,1) be an R%-valued separable Gaussian process adapted to a given filtration
Fi. We say that X is strongly locally nondeterministic with parameter 8 > 0, X is 8-SLND for short, if
there exists 6 > 0 s.t.

Var(X,|F.) = |t — s>’ Iy uniformly in s,t such that 0 <t —s < 6. (12)

Definition 28. Let (X;)icjo,1) be an R%-valued separable Gaussian process adapted to a given filtration
Fi. We say that X is locally nondeterministic with parameter 8 > 0, X is B-LND for short, if for every
integer n > 2 there exists positive constants ¢, and &, such that

vir (3 (s 30 ) 3 03 Vot (= ) 3 0 Yl - 19
k=1 k=1 k=1

for all ordered points t1 < to < ... <t, witht, —t; < J, and vy € R™.

Properly speaking, in the terminology of [64], Definition 27 is that of a one-sided strong local non-
determinism, but we have preferred to adopt the terminology S-SLND for simplicity. It follows from
Remark 2.3 from [64] that Definition 27 is strictly stronger than Definition 28, namely any S-SLND
Gaussian process is also 3-LND, while the converse is not true. Equation (11) implies that W# is
H-SLND.

Definition 29. Let {X;}icp0,77 be an R?-valued separable Gaussian process adapted to a given filtration
Fi. We say that X is exponentially locally nondeterministic with parameter 8 > 0, X is B-eSLND for
short, if there exists § > 0 s.t.

Var(X;|Fs) = |log(t — s)|7P1;  uniformly in s,t such that 0 <t — s < 4. (14)

Remark 30. Definitions 27, 28 and 29 only involve the variance (resp. conditional variance) of the
process X and are independent of its mean. This implies that they are all properties invariant under
deterministic perturbations, namely if X is a §-(e)(S)LND process and f is a given measurable function,
then X + f is still 5-(e)(S)LND. This can be interpreted as the chaoticity represented by local non-
determinism being too strong to be disrupted by a deterministic additive perturbations; this fundamental
feature will allow us to prove prevalence of p-irreqularity and exponential irreqularity.

We conclude this section by recalling the following result.

Theorem 31 (Theorem 1.4 from [10]). Let H € (0,1) and denote by u the law of a d-dimensional fBm
of Hurst parameter H. Then for any p < (2H)~! there exists v > 1/2 such that

ptt (w c C’O([O,T];Rd) |w is (v, p)—z’rregular) =1.

Let us point out that, combined with Lemma 7, this last theorem implies the existence of continuous
(7, p)-irregular functions for any choice of v € (0,1) and p < oc.
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3 Main results

3.1 Statements

We are now ready to present the main result of this paper. In the next statement, the space C3° ~ denotes
the collection of all infinitely differentiable functions ¢ : R* — R such that 1 and all its derivatives grow
at most polynomially at infinity; instead we set Cp° = N,,C}' as the set of bounded smooth functions

with bounded derivatives.
Theorem 32. It holds that:

i. For any 6 € (0,00), almost every ¢ € C? is p-irreqular for any p < (20)~%. If 6 > 1, then in
addition for any k < 6, DW)y is p-irregular for any p < (2(6 — k))~L.

ii. Almost every ¢ € CP is p-irregular for any p < oo; in particular, its occupation measures (uzt) C
Ce and its averaging operator T* maps S" into CF,, as well as By , into Cg° for any s € R,
p,q € [1,00].

iii. For any p € [1,00), almost every ¢ € LY is exponentially irregular; in particular it is Carathéodory
and its occupation measures (uﬁt) are analytic.

We avoid providing very similar statements, but like Point 5. above, Point 4. in combinations with
Lemmata 19, 21 and 25 provides several other prevalence statements in C? regarding the regularity of £*
and the regularising effect of T* acting on suitable function spaces.

The cornerstone in the proof of Theorem 32 is the following probabilistic result.

Theorem 33. Let X be a continuous $-(S)LND Gaussian process with 5 € (0,00); then for any p <
(28)~1 there exists v = v(p,B) > 1/2 such that X is (v, p)-irreqular with probability 1. Let X be a
B-eSLND Gaussian with measurable, L*-integrable trajectories and 3 € (0,1]; then X is exponentially
wrreqular with probability 1.

The proof of Theorem 33 of is given in Section 4. For simplicity, in the statement above no distinction
between B-SLND and [-LND processes appears; in Sections 4.2 and 4.4 more refined results are given,
so that the differences in the two cases become more evident.

Theorem 32 combined with geometric considerations implies also the following prevalence result.

Theorem 34. Let 6 € [0,1). The following hold:

i. Almost every ¢ € C? has the property that

i (([5,])) = dimp (o5, 1) = = Ad Vs, 1] € [0,7].

i. If additionally § < 1/(2d), then almost every ¢ € C? has the property that, for all [s,t] C R%,
©([s,t]) contains an open set.

In particular, for all § € [0,1), the image of almost every function o € C? is a Salem set.

In the statement above, dimp and dimpyg denote respectively the Fourier and Hausdorfl dimensions.
The proof is given in Section 5.1, where also the definitions of dimp, dimg and Salem sets are recalled.

Remark 35. Combining Theorem 33 with the reasoning from Theorem 3/ gives an alternative proof of
the fact that Fourier and Hausdorff dimension of images of intervals under a d-dimensional fBm are
P-a.s. H=' Ad; see Theorem 4.29-b) from [48] (for H = 1/2) and Section 18 from [43] (for general
H € (0,1)) for more classical proofs.

The study of analytic properties of (v, p)-irregular paths allows to show that, as the name suggests,
they have a highly oscillatory behaviour; this can be related to other notions of roughness already existing
in the literature.
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Theorem 36. Let w be (v, p)-irregular, 0% , defined as in (3); assume &5 , € (0,1). Then for any
d > 63 ,, w is nowhere 6-Hdlder continuous and it has infinite modulus of 6-Hélder roughness; for any
p < (0% ,)" and any interval [s,t] C [0,T], w has infinite p-variation on [s,t].

The proof is given in Section 5.2, where also the concept of modulus of §-Hélder roughness is recalled.

A relation between (v, p)-irregularity and failure of 6-Holder regularity was already observed for d = 1
in [12, Theorem 1.5]; our Theorem 36 is significantly sharper, as it avoids the additional constraint
d > 1 — v as therein, holds in any dimension d and provides a nowhere d-Hoélder continuity condition (in
particular, regularity will fail to hold at all points ¢ty € [0,7], not just some point as in [12, Theorem
1.5]). Furthermore, Theorem 69, on which the proof is based, gives a more precise bound on the Lebesgue
density of the points around any to where an approximate §-Holder condition fails.

Quite nicely, Theorem 36 provides an alternative proof of Hunt’s original results from [41].

Corollary 37. Let 6 € [0,1), then almost every ¢ € CY is nowhere (§ + ¢)-Hélder for any e > 0.

Proof. By Theorem 32, almost every ¢ € C? has the following property: for any p < 1/(2J), there exists
~ > 1/2 such that ¢ is (v, p)-irregular. It holds
11— 1
0, =— < —
¥.p P 2p
which implies by Theorem 36 that any such function is nowhere 6-Hélder for any § > 1 /(2p). Taking
p = 1/(26 + 2¢) the conclusion follows. O

In the current work we are also able to solve a problem left open in [10] and [12], which amounts to
showing that if ¢ is p-irregular and ¢ € C7°, then ¢ + ¢ is p-irregular. We give a positive answer, up to
strengthening the notion of p-irregularity.

Theorem 38. Let ¢ be strongly p-irregular, then for any ¢ € C°, ¢ + 1 is p-irregular for any p < p.
For § € [0,1), almost every ¢ € Cf is strongly p-irregular for any p < (26)7'.

The proof is given in Section 5.4, where the concept of strong p-irregularity is introduced. It is a
very technical concept, which is the reason why we have preferred not to introduce it in Section 2.2. We
hope in the future simpler criteria will be developed for establishing the invariance of p-irregularity under
additive perturbations.

Remark 39. Let us discuss already here the optimality of Theorem 32, in light of Theorems 33-38 and
the results presented in the rest of the paper.

1. For 6 € (0,1), optimality of the condition p < (26)~! follows from Theorem 36: it must hold
6<0y,< (2p)~L in light of the condition v > 1/2.

2. By applying Lemma 7, in the case § = 0 the result can be strengthened to the fact that almost every
o € CY is (v, p)-irregular for any v < 1 and any p < oo. Time reqularity cannot be improved to £¥
being differentiable in time, since we know that (in the weak sense)

d

&6(87 '>|5:t = 6¢’t Vit e [O,T]
Moreover {£%,} C C2° cannot be improved to L%, being analytic, since this would imply that o([s, t])
is an unbounded set, thus violate continuity of .

3. One might wonder if, since by Lemma 7 we can always raise the value of v by lowering the one of p,
we can also do the opposite; in particular if, without imposing the restriction v > 1/2, we can find
functions @ € C° which are (v, p)-irregular for a pair (v, p) satisfying 6 < 6% , but also p > (26)L.
In the case § > 1/d, 6 € (0,1] (thus implying d > 2) this possibility is Tuled out by reasoning with
Fourier dimensions (see Section 5.1 for more details), since it must hold

2p = min(d, 20) < dimp (i[5, ])) < dimp(([s, 1)) < 57"

independently of the value of 7.
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4. If 6 < 1/d, the problem posed above is currently open. The only information we are able to provide
in this case is that for d = 1, by Proposition 8 there exist indeed C* functions (for instance p(t) =t)
which are (7,1 — v)-irregular for any v € (0,1).

5. Although Point 4. is open in terms of generic ¢ € C°, we are at least able to establish that fBm
paths do not have this property, see Lemma 75 from Section 5.2.

We conclude this section with a proof of Theorem 32, based on the other results contained in the
paper.

Proof of Theorem 32. We have already seen in Lemma 10 that both p-irregularity and exponential irreg-
ularity properties define Borel measurable sets in all of the above function spaces, so we only need to
provide suitable measures “witnessing” their prevalence.

Let us start from the case § € (0,1). Let u to be the law on C? of a fBm W of parameter H = §+¢
for some ¢ > 0, which is tight on C?; let ¢ € C? be fixed. The process W# is H-SLND and by Remark 30
so is ¢ + WH; then by Theorem 33 it holds

pf (o +w is p-irregular for any p < 1/(2H)) =P (p+ WH is p-irregular for any p < 1/(2H)) = 1.

This implies that almost every ¢ € C? is p-irregular for any p < 1/(26 + 2¢); taking a sequence &, | 0
and using the fact that countable intersection of prevalent sets is still prevalent, we obtain the conclusion
in this case.

Consider now the case § € [n,n+1),n > 1;set § =n+0, 0 € [0,1). Denote by u"™# the law of the
process Y obtained by integrating n times an fBm, which is discussed at Point iv. of the list of examples
from Section 4.2. Choose H > 6, so that u"+ is tight in C?. Now fix ¢ € C?; by the discussion at
Point iv., the process Y is (n + H)-SLND with D®*)Y being (n + H — k)-SLND for any k € {1,...,n}
therefore Y 4 ¢ and D) (Y + ) = D®)Y 4+ D®*)p have the same properties by Remark 30. By applying
Theorem 33 and arguing as in the previous point, taking a sequence H,, | d, the proof of claim . is
complete.

The first part of claim 4i. is identical, relying this time on the fact that we can take any H > 0 and
we obtain p-irregularity for any p < 1/(2H), together with the property that countable intersection of
prevalent sets is prevalent; the fact that (uﬁt) C Cg° readily follows from supp,uf’t C Bjy||.o and the
Fourier-Lebesgue embddings FL”> — C*~%/2—¢ Concerning the second part of claim ., observing that
pl, € C — S8, we can combine Lemma 18 with Proposition 9.10 a) from [27] to deduce that T¥ maps

S’ into Cg,; the case of B | can be treated similarly, this time first embedding it into B, Yr — gs-d/p
and then use standard Young-type estimates for convolutions.

The second part of claim #i. follows from Lemma 13, once we have shown the first part. For any
B € (0,1), denote by 1” the law of (a measurable version of) the process X constructed in Proposition 55,
which is 8-eSLND. Let ¢ € L?; we can require ¢ to be an actual measurable function in its equivalence
class, since the property of exponential irregularity does not depend on the chosen representative. By

Remark 30, the process ¢ + X is also 8-eSLND and so by Theorem 33
1” (¢ 4+ w is exponentially irregular) = P (¢ 4+ X is exponentially irregular) = 1
which implies the conclusion. O

3.2 Applications to regularisation by noise for ODEs and PDEs

In this section we show how our main result, Theorem 32, can be combined with already existing results
in the literature, obtaining results on the regularising effect of almost every w € C¢? on ODEs and PDEs.

As mentioned before, (v, p)-irregularity is closely related to the regularising properties of the averaging
operator T%. Moreover, in order to develop a good solution theory for the perturbed ODE

d d
axt = b(.’Et) + awt (15)
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it is enough to have good regularity properties for T"b. Results in this direction have been obtained
in [10] and [34]. They can be combined with Lemma 19 and Theorem 32 as follows.

0 and TVb € 0303/2, for some v >1/2. Then
for any xo € RY there exists a unique global solution to (15); moreover the ODE admits a locally Lipschitz
flow. If, for some n.>1, T"b e C7C2H, orbe Lg%, and Tb € C?C;LH/Q, then the flow is locally C™.

Let § € [0,1), then almost every w € C? is such that for any o € R, the following hold:
i. if a > max{3/2 — (26)71,0} or a > 2 — (28)~1, then for any b € FL™' the perturbed ODE (15) is
well posed and admits a locally Lipschitz flow;

Theorem 40. Suppose that either TVb € C]/C? orb € L

i, if @ > max{n +1/2 — (26)71,0} or a > n+1— (26)71, for some n > 1, then for any b € FL*1
the flow is locally C™.

In particular for almost every ¢ € CP, for any o € R and any b € FL*!, the ODE (15) is well-posed
and admits a C* flow.

Proof. The first part of the statement comes from Remark 4.7 and Theorem 4.33 from [34].

Point i. then follows from a combination of Theorem 32-i., Lemma 19 and the Fourier—Lebesgue
embeddings FL?1 — Cbﬁ for 3 > 0. For instance in the case a > 2—(20) 7%, a.e. w € CY is (7, p)-irregular
for p =2 —a < (25)7! and some v > 1/2, implying that for any b € FL* it holds T%b € C} FL P! —
C; C?, so that we can apply the first part of the theorem. The case a > max{3/2 — (26)~!,0} is similar,
only in this case by embeddings we have b € C’g to begin with, and our assumptions allow to verify

that T%b € C} C3/?. Point ii. can be established in a similar manner and the final claim comes from
Theorem 32-is. O

The last part of the statement is an instance of the co-regularising effect of generic continuous functions
n (15). Applying Lemma 21, analogue statements can be given replacing Fourier-Lebesgue FL*! with
other scales like B, / spaces. In addition, we can also consider time-dependent fields b, for instance such

that b € 03/2.7:1}“’1, thanks to Lemma 25.

The theory developed for solving (15) can be also successfully applied to the study first order linear
PDEs of the form

d
8tu+b~Vu+cu+£'Vu:0. (16)

In general, if w is (v, p)-irregular then it is nowhere differentiable, but assume for the moment w € C*.
Setting v(t, ) = u(t, z + wy), E(t,x) =b(t,x + wy), ¢(t,x) = c(t,x + wy), u would be a classical solution
of (16) if and only if v solved R

ow+b-Vu+év =0, (17)

which is meaningful (under suitable assumptions on b, ¢) even when w € C°. For this reason we will
say that v is a solution to (16) if and only if v solves (17), without properly defining the meaning of
equation (16). Let us mention that in the context of rough path theory, if w admits a rough lift, then it is
possible to give meaning to (16) and show the equivalence with (17), see [8]. If b and ¢ are distributional
but 7%b and T ¢ have good regularity in C} C%-spaces, then it is possible to give meaning to (17) with
Young integrals; in this case equation (17) (and consequently (16)) admit a natural interpretation in the
sense of distributions, thus we will talk of weak solutions, cf. Definitions 5.5 and 5.13 from [34]; we refrain
for giving here more details, for which we refer the interested reader to Section 5 from [34]. In the next
statement, M, = M(R?) denotes the set of all finite Radon measures.

Theorem 41. Let § € [0,1) then almost every w € CY is such that for any a € R, the following hold:
i. if a > max{3/2 — (28)71,0} or a > 2 — (26)7L, then for any b € FL*! the transport PDE

8tu+b-Vu+%-Vu:O

has a unique solution uw € CPCL . for any ug € C%;
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i. if for somen > 1, a > max{n +1/2 — (20)71,0} or a > n+1— (20)~%, then for any b € FL*!
and any ug € C?+L, the solution u € C?C’{éc;

i, if o > max{3/2 — (26)71,0} or a > 2 — (26)71, then for any b € FL*! the continuity equation

dw

atu+V~(bu)+E

-Vu=0

has a unique weak solution u € C; (CL)* N LM, for any ug € M,.

Proof. Tt follows from the results of [34] that, if b € C? and T¥b € C i (cf. Proposition 5.1 therein)
or T%b € C/C? (cf. Lemma 5.7 and Theorem 5.12) for some v > 1/2, then existence and uniqueness of
solutions to the transport PDE holds for any ug € C2? and we have the representation formula u;(z) =
uo(¢; ' (), where ¢ is the flow associated to the ODE (15). Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 40 it is
easy to check that, under our assumptions on § and «, a.e. w € Cf is p-irregular for the right range of
parameters p needed to establish the required regularity of T"b, proving Point 7.

Point 4i. follows from the representation formula for u and the higher regularity of the flow ¢ associated
to the ODE, which comes from Theorem 40-7:.

Point éii. comes from similar reasonings, only this time applying the results from [34] for the continuity
equation, which reduce again the problem to verify the regularity of T*b; in particular one can invoke
Proposition 5.3 therein in the case b € C? and Lemma 5.15, Theorem 5.16 in the case of general b. [

In the above examples, w enters the equation as a perturbation that can be reabsorbed by shifting
the phase space, which is why the operator T appears. In the next examples instead w has the role of
modulating a given group of transformations.

In the papers [12] and [14], the authors study the regularising properties of (v, p)-irregular paths on
non-linear dispersive PDEs of the general form

d dwt
= A‘Ptﬁ + N(¢1), (18)

where w € CY, ¢ : D — R (or C), A is a linear unbounded operator and A is a nonlinearity (typically of
polynomial type). Their cases of interest are:

1. (cubic NLS) Non-linear cubic Schrédinger, D = T¢ or R%, d = 1,2, A = iA, N(¢) = i|¢|?p;
2. General NLS on D = R with A =92, N'(p) = i|p|te, p € (1,4];
3. (dNLS) Non-linear derivative cubic Schrodinger on T, A = i92, N'(¢) = id(|¢]* — ||l¢l132)¢s
4. (KdV) Korteweg—de Vries, D =T or R, A = 92, N'(p) = 9.(¢?);

o

(mKdV) Modified Korteweg—de Vries, D =T, A = 02, N'(¢) = 0,(¢® — 3¢[/¢||22).

From now on we will refer to these PDEs as w-modulated equations, e.g. w-modulated cubic NLS,
w-modulated KdV, etc. In all cases 1.-5. above, although the original system would be of integrable
nature, the presence of w doesn’t allow to exploit any integrability features; moreover the group {e!4};cr
associated to A acts isometrically on all H%-spaces, thus doesn’t provide a priori any regularisation.

In order to give meaning to (18), the authors adopt the mild formulation (which would be justified
for w € C! by the chain rule, but afterwards makes sense for any w € C°)

t

ot = U’po + UZ"/ (UL) "N (ps)ds
0

where U = e™+4; applying the change of variables 1; = (U) '¢;, the equation becomes
t
vi=got [ (U NG (19)
0
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It is finally possible to give meaning to (19), even in spaces H® for which the original nonlinearity N is
not well defined, using the p-irregularity property to show that the operators { X ;}s<:

t
X,(¢) = / (U IN(UPG)ds, s <t

are continuous from H? to itself (actually C*° since they are the monoid associated to an n-linear bounded
operator). It is then imposed that ¢ is a solution to (18) if and only if the associated 1 solves (19). We
refrain from giving further details on the topic and only point out that our Theorem 32 combined with
their results give the following statements.

Theorem 42. Let § € [0,1). Then for almost every w € C°([0,T]), the w-modulated cubic NLS on T
and R has a global solution in H* for any o > 0 and any pg € H*, which is unique in a suitable class;
moreover the equation admits a locally Lipschitz continuous flow.

Theorem 43. Let 6 € [0,2/3). Then:

i. For almost every w € C°([0,T)), the w-modulated KdV on T has a unique local solution in H® for
any po € H* with o > —(28) 1, which is global if o > —min{3/2, (46)~'}.

i. For almost every w € C°([0,TY]), the w-modulated KdV on R has a unique local solution in H® for
any po € H* with o > —min{3/4, (26)~1}, which is global if o > —min{3/4, (46)71}.

Moreover for any § € [0,1), for almost every w € C?, the w-modulated mKdV on T has a unique local
solution in H™ for any ¢o € H* with o > 1/2.

Proof of Theorems 42-/3. Theorem 42 follows from a combination of Theorem 32-i) and Theorem 1.8
from [12]; indeed the condition § < 1 always ensures that a.e. w € C° is p-irregular for some p > 1/2.
Theorem 43 is instead implied by Theorem 32-1) and Theorems 1.6 from [14]. Indeed, Theorem 32-i)
guarantees that a.e. w € C° is (v, p)-irregular, for v arbitrarily close to 1/2 and p arbitrarily close
to (20)7!; the conclusion then follows by plugging the above consideration in the conditions for local
and global wellposedness of solutions in H* provided by Theorems 1.6 from [14], which are expressed
in terms of (v,p). For instance, concerning Point i., local wellposedness holds for p ~ (26)~! > 3/4
(thus § < 2/3) and @ > —p ~ —(25) ™!, while global existence holds for o > —min{3/2,p/(3 — 2v)} ~
—min{3/2, (46)~'}. Point 4. is similar. O

Analogue statements can be obtained combining Theorem 32 with other results from the aforemen-
tioned papers, for instance Theorems 1.9 and 1.10 from [12] or Theorem 1.7 from [14].

In the setting of standard dispersive equations, a key role in establishing uniqueness of solutions is

played by Strichartz estimates. In the paper [22], for a given path w € C°([0,77]), the authors study
under which conditions the operator A given by

fe=(Af) = /o |wy — ws| ™% fsds

is bounded from L?(0,T’) to L(0, T') for suitable values of (p, ¢); the idea is to apply this kind of modulated
Hardy-Littlewood—Sobolev inequality to obtain Strichartz estimates for the modulated semigroup

_ 1 _ 2
Psp(x) = GZA(wﬁws)@b(x) = (4 (wy — wy)) /2 /Rd €xXp (Z4|xy|> ¥(y)dy.

(wt — w;)

They only consider w sampled as a stochastic process, specifically a fBm of parameter H € (0,1), but
a closer inspection of the proof shows that their result (Theorem 1.1 from [22]) can be restated in an
analytic fashion as follows.
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Theorem 44. Suppose that w € C°([0,T]) admits an occupation density 1* € CPCY for some B € (0,1).
Then for any p,q € (1,00) and a € (0,1) satisfying

1 1
2—a=—-+-
P q
there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all f € LP(0,T) and g € L(0,T) it holds

T T
/ / frlwe —ws|”%gsdsdt
o Jo

For any 6 € [0,1/2), almost every ¢ € C°([0,T)) satisfies the above assumption for any B <1 — 4.

<CT*| fllzellgllLo.

Proof. The proof of Theorem 1.1 in [22] is entirely analytical, as it follows closely the proof of the standard
Hardy-Littlewood—Sobolev inequality from Lieb—Loss [46], but it requires a key property satisfied by fBm
paths, given in Lemma 2.1 therein: if we define

T
W(r,T) = sup/ 1w —ww, | <rds,
te[0,7] J0o

then there must exist a constant ¢ such that

W(r,T) < 2reT?  for all r > 0. (20)

It is not difficult to see that requirement (20) is equivalent to the request that £22(x) < ¢T” for all z € R;
indeed, assume first that £%(z) < ¢T* holds, then

T
W(r,T) = sup / Ly, eB(w;,r)ds = sup / 04(x)dz < 2reTP.
te[0, 7] J0 te[0,T] J B(w¢,r)

On the other side, if w admits a continuous density ¢* and (20) holds, then

1 1
O (wy) = lim —/ 07 (z)de < lim Z—W(T, T) < TP,
B(we,r)

r—0 2r r—0 271

and since we know that ¢% is supported on w([0, T]), the above estimate extends to all z € RY.

It is now clear that requirement (20) can be expressed in entirely analytical terms and so does the
proof of Theorem 1.1 from [22], and the authors are only using the additional fact that almost every {fBm
trajectory satisfies (20). Another analytical condition ensuring that ¢* € Cf CY is the (v, p)-irregularity
property, since by Lemma 21, if p > 1, then /¥ € C;CY. Moreover we can apply Lemma 7 to deduce
that for any 6 € (0,1) such that p > 1, ¥ € 0370+GVC2, which implies that if w is p-irregular for any
p<p,p>1,then (¥ ¢ Cng for any 3 < 1 — (2p)~!. The conclusion follows applying the fact that for
§ < 1/2, almost every ¢ € Cf is p-irregular for any p < (26)7'. O

Similarly, the proofs of Strichartz estimates and well-posedness for w-modulated NLS (Proposition 1.1
and Theorem 1.2 respectively) from [22] are entirely deterministic and only rely on the validity of the above
modulated Hardy—Littlewood—Sobolev inequality; they can therefore be fully generalised to prevalence
results, similarly to Theorems 42 and 43 above.

In [13], the authors provide regularity estimates for solutions to scalar conservation laws modulated
by a path w of the form

i
dw;

d
Opu+ Y 0y, A'(u) o 5

=1

=0 onT? u(0)=uyec L=(T). (21)

They use the concept of (v, p)-irregularity to show regularisation by noise phenomena whenever w is
sampled as an fBm, but their results are of analytic (or path-by-path) type; before stating their result, let
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us point out a simplification: given a (v, p)-irregular w € C?, the authors impose on a suitable parameter
A, depending on another parameter v > 1, the condition

p(6+1)—(1—-9) p+2wpV1)
(wpv1(0+1)+(1—-v) (@pVvV1)(20+1)+(1—-7)

Thanks to Theorem 36, we can actually simplify the above expression; we claim that ¢; < cy. Since it
must always hold § < §* |, we have

¥,0?
p(6+1)— (A=) <p+pdy,—(1=7)<p;
to check that ¢; < ¢g, it then suffices to verify that

p p+2(vpVv1)
(vpVv1)(0+1)+1—v = (wpV1)(20+1)+ (1 —7)

and after a few algebraic manipulations we see that this is equivalent to
p0 < 2[(vpV1)(6+1)+1—1];

this is now clearly always true since v > 1, so that pd < (vpV 1)§ < 2(vpV 1)(6 +1).
The main result of [13] can then be restated as follows:

=:c1 N\ Ca.

Theorem 45 (Theorem 2.4 from [13]). Let w € Cf be (v, p)-irreqular and let u be a quasi-solution
to (21). Assume A = (A,..., A%) € C?(R;R?) satisfies the following non-degeneracy condition: there
exist v = 1 and ¢ > 0 such that, for A’ = a = (a',...,a?) € CY(R;R?), it holds

inf max lvi(a'(z) — a’(y))| = clx —y|”  for all z,y € R.

veER i=1,...,

Then there exists a constant C' = C(||®% ||w~.») such that for all T > 0 and all

pO+1)—(1—19)
(vpv 1)@ +1)+(1—7)

1t holds "
/0 Juellwradt < Clluollzy + llullzy, + llwlleslla’(v)mllrv). (22)
If u is an entropy solution then in addition
lutllwrr < oo forallt > 0.

We avoid here providing all the details on the result above for which we refer the reader to [13];
let us only mention that the definition of quasi-solution to (21) requires the existence of a finite Radon
measure m associated to u, which is the one appearing in estimate (22); u is an entropy solution if m is
non-negative.

A few algebraic manipulations together with Theorem 32 imply the following result.
Corollary 46. Let § € (0,1). For almost every ¢ € C?, the statement of Theorem /5 holds for any

1

A VG I o

4 Criteria for p-irregularity of stochastic processes

This section is devoted to the study of probabilistic properties sufficient to ensure that a stochastic process
has (7, p)-irregular sample paths. It includes the proof of Theorem 33, which is the cornerstone for our
main result prevalence Theorem 32, but develops several criteria which are of independent interest. In
particular we establish p-irregularity for processes like fBm, a-stable process, Ornstein—Uhlenbeck as well
as Xy = fot B,ds; many of these process have appeared in regularisation by noise phenomena, see for
instance [45], [2], [21], [11] among others.
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4.1 General criteria

We provide here useful general criteria to establish p-irregularity for a given stochastic process, which
will then be applied to several examples in the next section.

We adopt the following convention: although we always write statements to hold for any & € R?,
they must be interpreted as “for all £ big enough”, i.e. || > C for some universal deterministic constant
C > 0, so that for instance expressions like log |¢| are meaningful. We have seen that in the case of
p-irregularity this is not an issue, since the only relevant information given by ||®%||yy~.» is for big values
of [¢|. Similarly, for a modulus of continuity ¢ defined only on a neighbourhood of 0, ¢ and s are tacitly
assumed to be sufficiently close whenever (|t — s|) appears.

The next statement given in a general form, but keep in mind that our primary focus is the case
F(&) = |&|™ for suitable values of a.

Theorem 47. Let (Xt)te[o,T] be an Re¥-valued stochastic process with P-a.s. measurable trajectories,
T < oco. Let F:R? — R>o be a continuous function with the following properties:

i. there exist constants c1,ca > 0 such that F(x) < c1F(y) whenever |x — y| < cz;
it. F has at most polynomial growth, i.e. F(€) < c3)&|* as & — oo for some o < 00, ¢3 > 0.
Also assume that there exist positive constants p, 0,8 such that the following hold:

1. (Integrability condition)

T
E |exp <u/ |Xt9dt>1 < o0; (23)
0
2. (Continuity condition)
X (EIPIF ()2
R G SAGTAY I -
0<t—s<s [t — s
geRr?
Then, for the choice p(x) = \/x|log x|, defining the random variable

|25 (E)IF(E)

Y= p ;
sAteer? ([t — s|)4/log [€]

there exists A > 0 such that Elexp(AY?)] < oo.

Proof. First of all let us show that, starting from (24), we can find another constant & such that the same
bound holds taking the supremum over all s < ¢, without the restriction |t — s| < d. Let [s,t] be such
that |t — s| > J; we can split the interval [s,t] in at most n = |T/d§] + 1 intervals of the form [t;, ¢;41], of
size at most J; we have the estimate

E | exp <ﬂ|¢§t<§>_2§<o|2>

<E

exp (’;“ PRI <s>|2|F<s>|2>]
5 |Tlew (10t >|2|F<f>|2)]

1/n
19751, (OPIF )
g E 2 ~ iy L+1
H P ( : tit1 — til

i
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and choosing fi such that (|T/6] +1)?ji < pu we obtain

X 2 2
. <ﬂ¢s,t<|§> Fie) )] .

From now on with a slight abuse we will denote by p the new constant under which we have a bound of
the form (24) over all possible ¢ # s.
Let us define, for any s # ¢ and suitable A > 0, the following quantity:

@X 2F 2
=22 3 2 ) e (AW)

sup E
[t—s| >4
d

neN ge2—nzd
It follows from (24) that, for all A < p, E[J,+(A\)] < K uniformly in s,¢; moreover by Jensen inequality
it is clear that for any 5 > 1 it holds Js +(N)? < Je4(BN). Let us also deﬁne
ol RREIFE

) Sup
|t — 5|12 ¢epa log [¢]
In order to conclude, it suffices to show that there exists A € (0, ) such that ]E[exp()\Ys%t)] < K uniformly
in s < t; indeed, we can then apply Lemma 90 from Appendix A.2 for the choice a = 1/2, E = C°(R%)
and Z : [0,T] — E given by Z;(&) := ®;X(¢)F(£)/+/log €|, to get the associated bound for Y.

Fix £ € R For any n € N, we can find £ € 27"Z% such that |¢ — £| < 27"; for such ¢ it holds

|(b§t(£)|F(é) —1/2 ng

We can assume 6 € (0, 1]; indeed, if (23) is satisfied for some ¢ > 1, then by Hélder’s inequality it also
holds for # = 1. Combining the trivial estimates |e**® — eié: 7| < 2, |e“E T _ it | < |€ = €||z], we then find

¢ 3 gt ~
95:(6) — 23, < / X — e dr S 1€ - £|9/ X\ dr < |€ = €P)1X | e,
which interpolated together with |®X,(¢)| < |t — s| gives
[B2:(6) = X&) S 1t = 5[l — 21X

Gathering everything together and using the fact that for n big enough it holds F(§) < F(g), we obtain

10X,(&)|F () S [2X,(6) — X,(O)|F () + |0X,(6)|F(€)
S It —s|Y2le — €972 x| 97 F(€)

e = s[2XY2 flog Juo(0) + -+ log 4
S It — s[Y2 | X972 02 F (€)

Ht — s[2X7172 Nlog T, 4(X) + n + log [€] + ¢

Therefore, choosing n ~ log ||, which is by assumption enough for F(¢)2-"%/2 < 1, we obtain

B NF(E) S 1t — i [IXILLE + A7 fog T + og el

Dividing by \/log €[]t — s|'/? and taking the supremum we get

You SIXNYE +AY2 4272, flog J,.(N),
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and so there exists a constant C' such that

exp(AY2) < exp(AC| X [|94) Js .t (N
S exp(2AC|| X [|96) + Jo (V)€
< exp(2/\C’||X||Le) + J5.t(2XC).

Choosing A such that 2AC' < p we therefore obtain a uniform bound for E[exp(AY?2;)] which by the above
reasoning implies the conclusion. O

Remark 48. Going through the same proof, one can obtain a similar statement for F' such that:
i. there exist constants c1,ca,c3 > 0 such that F(x) < ¢1F(coy) whenever |x — y| < c3;
it. F has exponential-type growth, i.e. log F(§) < ¢4|€]* as &€ — oo for some a < 00, ¢4 > 0.

Then under conditions (23) and (24) it is possible to find ¢ > 0 such that defining

NI
R S (T2 (25)

the same conclusion as in Theorem 47 holds. The choice F(§) = exp(A&|*) satisfies the above require-
ments and in this case we can get rid of |£|* in the denominator of (25) by changing c.

We immediately deduce the following result.

Corollary 49. Let X be a process satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 47 for F(§) = |£|*. Then for
any p < «, there exists v = v(p) > 1/2 such that X is (v, p)-irregular and moreover

Elexp(A|@% |I3-.,)] <00 VA ER. (26)
Proof. Let Y be defined as in Theorem 47; combining the trivial estimate |®Z,(£)| < [t — s| with
@] < Y1l og!? [¢]|t — 5"/ log [t — 51|/
by interpolation we obtain, for any fixed € > 0,

2, (€)] < Y1707 log!27E e[t — oM/ log [t — s/
<s Y1726‘5|7Q(1738)|t . S|1/2+€/2

so that setting p = a(l — 3¢) < a, vy =1/2 +¢/2 > 1/2, we obtain
19% lyyyr S Y%
which also implies that, for a suitable C' = C(e), taking p > 0 small enough, it holds
Elexp (]| @ [ )] < Elexp(uCY)] < (27)

Since € > 0, 2/(1 — 2¢) > 2 and therefore from (27) we immediately deduce (26). The reasoning holds
for any € > 0, so we can invert the relations between p, € and v to deduce that for any given p < o we
can take v(p) =1/2+ (1 — p/a)/6. O

Theorem 47 and Corollary 49 are well suited for establishing p-irregularity in several situations, as we
will show in the next section. However, conditions (23) and (24) are in general difficult to check, due to
their exponential nature. We present here a weaker version of Theorem 47 which relaxes condition (23);
in Section 4.3 we will show how it is possible to relax condition (24) instead.
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Corollary 50. Let (Xt)iepo,r) be an Re-valued stochastic process with P-a.s. measurable trajectories,
T < oco; assume that it satisfies the continuity condition (24) from Theorem 47 for F(§) = |£|“ and that

there exists 8 > 0 such that
T
P </ | X,|0dt < oo> =1.
0

Then for any p < « there exists v = vy(p) > 1/2 such that P-a.s. X. is (v, p)-irregular.

Proof. Let f € C? be a deterministic continuous function which is a-irregular, whose existence is granted
by Theorem 31.

For any N € N, set A= {w € Q: | X.(w)|lre(0,77) < N} and define XN := 14 X. + L4 f.. Then it is
easy to check that by construction

ElexpA\| XN 10)] <00 VA ER.

Moreover, letting u,d denote the constant under which X satisfies condition (24), for any |s — t| < § we

have
. B (©PlE* 25 OPIEP [@La ()PP
exXp MW exp MW TexXp |\

|t —s|
(@i@ﬂwﬁv
exp | p——————7F—

|t — s

< E

< sup E + exp(1l| ®7 |31 /2.0 ) < 00
0<s—t<d

ger?

which implies that X* also satisfies condition (24). Therefore, by Corollary 49, for fixed N and p < a,
XN is P-a.s. p-irregular; but then

P (X is p-irregular) > P (X = XV, X"V is p-irregular) = 1 — P(||X ||z > N) -1 as N — oo.
O

The following lemma provides easy-to-check sufficient conditions for (24) to hold. It is a more general
version of the technique developed in [10], Theorem 4.3.

Lemma 51. Let (X¢)icjo,r) be an R?-valued stochastic process with measurable trajectories and f €
C°([0,T) x R%; C) such that || f|lco < 1. Assume that there exists a deterministic constant Cy such that

for any s < t it holds
t
P ( E {/ f(U»Xu)dULFs} < Cf) =1 (28)

Then there exists a constant p > 0 independent of f,s,t such that

2
JY £, X,)du]

supE |ex —_—

i Al el KRG T

< 0. (29)

Proof. We can assume without loss of generality f to be real valued, since otherwise we can just apply
separately estimates for Rf and S f, which still satisfy the above assumptions. Suppose first that |t —s| <
Cy. Then we have the trivial estimate

2
<t —s|* <[t —s[Cy,

/St flu, Xy)du

which immediately implies the estimate (29) in this case.
Suppose now that |t — s|/Cy > 1. Let n € N to be fixed later; define ¢, = s+ k(t — s)/n for
ke {0,...,n} and

Z,=E {/t f(u7Xu)du|]:tk+1} —E {/t fu, Xy)du|Fy,

28



Setting S, = Z;é Zi, Sy is a martingale and it holds

/t F(u, Xo)du = Sy + E [/t f(u,Xu)du|]-"s] .

In order to get a bound for such quantity, we want to apply Azuma-Hoeffding inequality to the martingale
increments Z;. We start by estimating the second term:

<Oy <Ot =],

’E [/f f(u,Xu)du|]-'S]

so that uniformly in s < ¢ we have

exp (u

For the martingale increments instead we have

E Ut f(u7Xu)du|}'s]2

/(Cf|t—s|)> < 0. (30)

t
Z,=E Ju, Xy)dulFy,

tet1

_E [/t:f(u,Xu)duU-}k] + /tk“ Fu, Xo)du

123

and so by the hypothesis and || f||cc < 1 we have the P-a.s. estimate

trt1
1z <20+ [ 17 Xa)ldu < 205 + o= sl

23

By Azuma-Hoeffding inequality, there exist universal constants p, K > 0 such that
Elexp(ulSul?/Ca)] < K

where the constant C,, is given by

n—1

Cp= Z(QCf + |t — s|/n)* ~ 4nCJ% + |t — s|?/n.
k=0

Choosing n such that n ~ [t — s|/Cy we obtain C,, ~ |t — s|C and so for p sufficiently small it holds
Elexp(u|Su|*/Cylt — s])] < K.
where the estimate is uniform over s,¢. Together with estimate (30), this implies the conclusion. O

Remark 52. Lemma 51 is of independent interest, even outside the context of p-irreqularity. For in-
stance, let X be a Markov process with semigroup P, = et and let —\ be an eigenvalue of A with asso-
ciated eigenvector f*; more precisely, assume X\ > 0 and let f* € L™= (normalised so that || f*||r~ = 1)
satisfy Af» = —\f>. Then it holds

[ Pz

- /st(Pu_sz)(Xs)du = /:e‘“"‘s)fk(xs)du < %;

this implies for instance for s =0, t = 1 that there exists a universal p > 0 such that

1 2
supE lexp (u/\ / M Xy)du )1 < 0.
A>0 0
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4.2 p-irregularity for 5-(e)SLND Gaussian processes and examples

We apply here the results of the previous section to prove part of Theorem 33. More quantitative results
are given in the next two statements.

Theorem 53. Let {X;}icjo,7) be a R%-valued separable Gaussian process with measurable paths s.t.

T
| ExPe < o (31)
0

suppose also that X is 3-SLND for some 8 € (0,00). Then X satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 47 for
F(&) = |€]Y/?8; therefore for any p < (28)~! there exists v = y(p) > 1/2 such that X is (v, p)-irreqular

E[exp(\|®X|3.0)] <00 YA ER.

Proof. Tt follows from (31) that X. is an L%([0,T]; R?)-valued Gaussian process and therefore by Fernique
Theorem we can conclude that there exists p > 0 such that

Elexp(u]| X||72)] < oo,
which implies that condition (23) is satisfied. It remains to check condition (24), which we plan to do
with the help of Lemma 51. Taking f(¢,z) = ¥ for a fixed £ € R?, we need to estimate the associate

constant C'y = Cy; it is enough to provide estimates whenever s and t both lie in an interval of size at
most 4, d being the parameter for which the 5-SLND condition is satisfied. It holds

t t
‘E l:/ eif.Xudup:SH g/ |E[ei£'x“|}—s]‘du
S St 1
= / exp (25 . (Var(Xu|}"S)§)> du
St
< [ exp(=clePlu - o)
< [ expl-clePr)ar ~ ¢/
0

where in the third passage we used the S-SLND property. Therefore C¢ < c|¢ |=1/# and thus there exists
p > 0 such that for any s,t¢ € [0, 7] satisfying 0 < s —t < ¢ it holds

1/8|1pX 2 X 2
op [(WERR@OPNT [ RROP]
Celt — s

[t — s
uniformly in ¢ € R?. By Theorem 47 we obtain the conclusion for the choice F(¢) = |£]'/28. The last
statement follows from Corollary 49. O

E

Proposition 54. Let {X;}ico,1) be a R%-valued separable Gaussian process with measurable paths sat-
isfying condition (31) which is 5-eSLND for some 8 € (0,00). Then there exist constants ¢, A\ > 0 such
that defining

| @254 (6)] exp(cl¢|/ )
Y = sup :

s#t,E€Rd o(t = s])
with p(x) = y/x|log x|, it holds

E[exp(A\Y?)] < 0.

In particular, if B < 1, then X is exponentially irregular.

30



Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 53, condition (31) implies condition (23) by Fernique Theorem. The
rest of the proof is similar, relying on Lemma 51 applied to f(¢,z) = ¢*'®, only this time we want to
apply Remark 48 for the choice F(£) = exp(|¢|>/(*+#)), which requires a faster decay for Cy = Cs.

For any s < t such that |t — s| < §, where § is the parameter in the 8-eSLND condition, it holds

t ¢ 1
I R

1
< [ expl-clePtogr| #)ar
0
+oo
~ / exp (—c|§|2x — mfé) e da
0

< /000 exp (—E <|§|2x+x7%>) dz

where in the third line we used the change of variables 2 = |logr|~#. By the general inequality a + b >
a?b'=% valid for all a,b > 0 and 6 € (0,1), it holds

B+1
€22 + 27 > ¢ m05 = |¢2/(P+D)

for the choice § = 8/(8 + 1); therefore there exists a constant ¢; such that

t
‘IEJ [/ eif'Xudu|fs}

and by Lemma 51 we deduce that there exists ¢y > 0 such that

ecl|£|2/(5+1) (DX 2
sup E lexp <02 | s’t(g)l < 00.

S exp(—ei ¢/ 7FD)

s#t,ECRY |t — s

The conclusion then follows from Remark 48. In particular if 8 € (0, 1], then 2/(8+1) > 1, which implies
that X is exponentially irregular. O

The rest of this section is devoted to providing examples of Gaussian processes with the above prop-
erties; in the following (F3); denotes either the filtration generated by B or the filtration generated by
a given process X which will be clear from the context. Here are some examples of S-SLND Gaussian
processes:

i. Let WH be a d-dimensional fBm of Hurst parameter H. We have seen in Section 2.4 that it is
H-SLND, therefore W is P-a.s. p-irregular for any p < (2H)~?!, recovering the results from [10].

ii. Let B be a standard Brownian motion in R? and let A € R¥*¢ 25 € R?%, o € Ry and a given
measurable function f : [0,7] — RY; consider a generalised d-dimensional Ornstein—Uhlenbeck
process, solution to the SDE

dXt = (-AXt-Fft)dt-f*UdBt, X():l'o.
The explicit expression for X is given by
t t
X, = e*“‘xﬁ/ e*“*S)AdeHa/ e” (=944,
0 0

t t
_ 6_(t_s)AX5+/ e—(t—T)Afrdr+0./ e—(t—T)AdBT

S S
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iii.

iv.

which implies that we have a decomposition in Fs-adapted and F,-independent parts given by
Xe = X8+ X = E[X,|F.) + (X; — E[X,|F,]) where

¢ ¢
X0 = ey, +/ e trAfdr, X0 = a/ e~ (="A4B,.
s s
It follows that for any s < ¢ such that |s — | < § and any v € R? it holds
5 t T t—s .
Var(X; - v|Fs) = Var(X;t) V) = 02/ le= AT 2dr = 02/ le™" 4 | 2dr;
s 0

choosing d small enough such that ||I; — erA” || <1/2 for all » < § we deduce that
Var(X; - v|Fs) 2 vt — s,
namely Var(X¢|Fs) 2 |t — s|I4. We conclude that X is p-irregular for any p < 1.

There is a general class of Gaussian processes for which a S-SLND condition holds, given by so
called moving averages of white noise, as already observed by Berman (see Section 3 from [7]).
Specifically, let K : RT — R¥*4 be a function such that K K7 (t) > [t|?~11,, for some § > 0 and
all ¢ small enough and define the process

t
Xt Z:/ K(t-'f“)dBr7
0

where B is a standard Bm in R?. Then for any s < t, we have a decomposition in F,-adapted and
Fs-independent parts given by

s t
Xe= X5+ x) = / K(t—r)dB, + / K(t—r)dB,
0 s
which implies that
t t—s
Var(X,|F,) :/ (KET(t — r)dr :/ (KET)(w)du > |t — s|*
s 0

for all s, ¢ such that |t — s| is small enough; we deduce that in this case we have p-irregularity for

any p < (28)71. The standard example for this type of processes is for the choice K (t) = k(t)Iy,

where k : Ry — R is such that |k(t)| > |t|*~1/2. For the choice k(t) = [t|"~/2 we obtain the

d-dimensional. Levy fBm (sometimes also referred to as type-II fBm), for which again we have
< (2H)7 !

The class of moving averages is closed under integration. Given K and X as above, defining
Y := [, Xds, by stochastic Fubini it holds

Yt:/t/sK(s—r)dBrds:/Ot/:K(s—r)dsdBr:/(:K’(t—r)dB

for the choice K(- = [, K(s)ds. For the choice K(t) = [t/ =1/214, i.e. X being a Levy fBm
of parameter H, then K(t ) = cy|t|H+)=1/2] which implies that Y is p-irregular for any p <
(2 +2H)~!. Technically speaking standard fBm does not belong to the moving average class, but
it is clear that we can apply the same reasoning to formula (10), obtaining

yt/ot WHdy U der+/ [WHIJ-"s]dr] +/St(WfIIE[WTHEDdr

(1)+CH/ / H 1/2dB dr

K(,t)-f—CH/ (t_u)(H-H) 1/2dB Y(l)—i—Y( )'

S
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Arguing as above, we see that Y is (1 + H)-SLND and thus p-irregular for any p < (2 +2H)~L.
Since W as CH~¢ trajectories, Y has C'*#~¢ trajectories, showing that it is still possible for
differentiable paths to be p-irregular, for relatively small parameters p. The reasoning can be
iterated: if Y is the process obtained by integrating n times W, so that Y € C"+H~ with full
probability, then Y; has a decomposition into Fs-adapted and Fs-independent parts given by

S

t
v, =y +vS, v =vi - EWIF] = con / (t—w) =12,

which implies that it is (n+ H)-SLND; moreover for any k € {0,...,n}, D*Y is (H +n — k)-SLND.

v. The following example is taken from [1] and it provides an explicit Gaussian process with continuous
trajectories which are P-a.s. p-irregular for all p < co. Functions with such properties can be also
constructed by prevalence techniques, using the fact that countable intersection of prevalent sets is
prevalent.

Let H,, be a sequence in (0, 1) such that H, | 0 and {B*"},, be a sequence of independent fBms in

R¢ with parameters H,,, defined on an interval [0, T7; also consider a sequence A, of strictly positive
numbers such that

> AE [[|BH# o] < o0

(for instance one can take A, = (1 4+ E [ ||BA» co])fl n~2). Then it holds

ZAnHBH"Hco] <00
n

which implies that P-a.s. the series ) A, BHn is absolutely convergent, thus uniformly convergent
to an element of C?; we denote such limit by Y, which is therefore a Gaussian variable on C?. By
construction

E

Var (Y| Fs) = A2 Var(B" | F,) = ey, |t — s>,

which implies that P-a.s. Y is p-irregular for any p < (2H,)~!. As the reasoning holds for all n
and H, | 0 we conclude that Y is P-a.s. p-irregular for all p < oco.

We can also provide an example of a S-eSLND Gaussian process.

Proposition 55. Let 5 > 0 and consider the d-dimensional Gaussian process X defined by
t
X, = / (t —s)"V/2|log(t — s)|7P/271/2dB, Vte[0,1/2] (32)
0

where B is a standard Bm in R®. Then X admits a modification which is B-eSLND and satisfies the
hypothesis of Proposition 54; moreover, X has trajectories in LY for any p < co.

Proof. The process X is separable, as it is constructed from Bm, which is a separable process. Moreover,
it is easy to check X is stochastically continuous and therefore by Proposition 3.2 from [19] it admits a
measurable modification; from now on we will work with this modification. It holds

t
Var(X;) = Id/ (t —s) Y log(t — s)| P~ ds = cg|logt| P <1 Vte[0,1/2]
0
which also implies by properties of Gaussian variables that we can find A > 0 small enough s.t.

E

1/2 1/2
/ exp()\|Xt2)dt1 :/ Elexp(\|X¢]?)]dt < oo
0 0
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which implies that X € LY for all p € [1,00). Finally, since X is the moving average of white noise
associated to K (r) = r=/2|logr|78/271/2 for any s < t it holds

t—s t—s
Var(X;|Fs) = 14 K2(r)dr = Id/ r*1| 10g7‘|7ﬁ*1dr ~ | log(t — s)|7BId
0 0

which proves the 5-eSLND property. O

Remark 56. We have constructed the process X on the interval [0,1/2] for simplicity, but up to rescaling,
a process with the same properties can be constructed on any finite interval [0,T]. Recall that for 8 < 1,
X is exponentially irregular, thus Carathéodory and unbounded; therefore the LP (actually, exponential)
integrability obtained is optimal in this case. While we were working on the present paper, we became
aware of the work-[39], in which the same process is independently introduced and called p-log Brownian
motion, see Definition 4.1 from-[39]; the regime p > 1/2 therein corresponds to our 8 > 0. However, the
authors of [39] establish infinite reqularisation of the path X only in the case p > 1 (equivalently 8 > 1),
see Corollary 4.4 from [39], and do not prove the exponential decay of ®X(&).

Further examples of p-irregular functions can be produced by combining a given S-SLND Gaussian
process X with suitable deterministic functions.

Proposition 57. The following hold:

a. Given a measurable f : [0,T] — R? and a B-SLND Gaussian process X, Y := f + X is 3-SLND; if
moreover X satisfies condition (31) and f € Lf for some 6 € (0,00), then Y is also p-irregular for
any p < 1/(2B). A similar statement holds for f as above and X B-eSLND.

b. Given a measurable f : [0,T] — R satisfying c=* < |fi| < ¢ for a suitable constant ¢ > 0 and a
process X satisfying the assumptions of Theorem 53, Y = fX also satisfies the assumptions and
is therefore p-irregular for any p < 1/(28).

c. Suppose X is a B-SLND Gaussian process with 3 € (0, 1] with trajectories in C® and A € C7(]0, T]; R¥*4)
is a deterministic function such that o+~ > 1, satisfying

(ATA), > cl; Vtel0,T).

Then the process defined by the Young integral Y. = fo A,dX, is also Gaussian, B-SLND, with
trajectories in Cf*; it is p-irreqular for any p < 1/(208).

Proof. Part a) follows from Remark 30 and the fact that if f € LY and X satisfies the integrability
assumptions, then so does f + X. Regarding b), it is clear that the process Y defined in this way is still
Gaussian satisfying (31). The process Y is S-SLND since

Var(Y;|Fs) = | fi]? Var(X,|Fy) ~ Var(X,|F,) = |t — 5?1,

It remains to prove ¢). By properties of Young integral (see Appendix A.1) ¢ — fo Adyp is a bounded
linear map from Cf* to itself, therefore Y is a Gaussian process on C§* since X is so; by Fernique theorem,
it holds E[exp(A]|Y||¢e)] < oo for all A € R. By definition of Young integral, it holds

Y} - Ys + As(Xt - Xs) + Rs7t

where |Rg¢| < |t — s|*T7||Allcv|| X ||ce. This implies that Y; must have a decomposition in Fs-adapted
and F,-independent parts of the form Y; = YS(,P + Ys(i) = E[Y;|F,] + (Y; — E[Y3|F5]), so that

YV =Y, + AJEBIXe|F] — Xo) +E[Re | F], Vi = Ay(Xy — E[X¢|F)) + Ro — B[Ry 1| F)-
Since conditional expectation is a projection on L?(Q2, F,P), it holds

E[|Rss — E[Raa|F]1P] SE[Rs e’ S [t = sV AN B X [Ea] < 1t~ s,

~
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where a + v > 1 > f3; the variance above is of order o(|t — s|??) as |s —t| ~ 0 and so the decay of
Var(Y;|Fs) is governed by

Var(Ay(X; — E[X|F.])) = A, Var(X; — E[X| F)) AT > |t — s[*PA,AT > |t — 5>

whenever |t — s| is small enough. This implies that Y is S-SLND and p-irregular for any p < 1/(28). O

Remark 58. The above examples can be further combined together, for instance considering

t
Y, = / AdX, + [ X+ g
0

for A, f, g satisfying the assumptions. One can moreover replace such deterministic objects by stochastic
processes Z', independent of X, satisfying suitable reqularity and integrability assumptions; this can be
readily seen by conditioning on (Z%); first and applying the deterministic result. This allows to construct
processes with p-irreqular trajectories which are not Gaussian nor Markovian.

4.3 p-irregularity for a-stable processes

Section 4.2 deals exclusively with Gaussian processes, but the criteria developed in Section 4.1 apply in
more general situations, including Markov processes. Here we treat the case of suitable a-stable processes.

Recall that a d-dimensional process X is a symmetric a-stable process, for some « € (0,2), with
spherical measure p (up to a renormalising constant) if it is a Lévy process such that, for any s < ¢,

Efexp(i(e, X, — X.))] = exp (—(t o [l z>|au(dz>) |

See [59] for more details on the topic. From now on, we will say that X satisfies the non-degeneracy
condition if there exists ¢ > 0 such that

Gle) = [ Hea)n(dz) > dlel” (33)

A similar condition has already appeared in the literature on regularisation by noise, see [21].

Proposition 59. Let X be a symmetric a-stable process satisfying the non-degeneracy condition (33).
Then X is P-a.s. p-irregular for any p < a/2.

Proof. Let F; be the natural filtration associated to X; for any & € R? and s < t, by the independence
of increments and the non degeneracy condition, it holds

t t—s 0
’E {/ e”fvxwdrmH: = [ erOars [ e g
S 0 0

Applying Lemma 51 to the choice f(t,z) = %, since Cy = C¢ < [£]7%, there exists A > 0 s.t.

[ (I)X 2
sip E |exp )\\f| |D2 (6] < .
st,E€RY |t — s|

We would like to conclude that the process X is p-irregular for any p < «/2, but the integrability condition
from Theorem 47 is not satisfied. However, the process X belongs P-a.s. to L? for any § < a (see for
instance Example 25.10 from [59]) and therefore we can apply Corollary 50 to obtain the conclusion. O

t
GHE.X0) / e~ (=G gy

Remark 60. The non-degeneracy condition (33) is for instance satisfied in the cases of py being the

uniform measure on S and py = Z?Zl Oc,- The associated processes have respectively generators
L1=(—A)"? and Lo =3, (=02 )*/2.
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The previous examples generalises to anisotropic Markov processes, which show different irregularity
behaviour in different directions. Property (34) below could be regarded as a notion of “a-irregularity”.

Corollary 61. Let a = (aq,...,aq) € (0,2)? and let X be a d-dimensional process whose components
X are independent symmetric o;-stable processes, so that
ai> .

P-a.s. (34)

Elexp(i(¢, Xy — X;))] = exp (t — ] Z &

Define ||€]|12 = 3, &> . Then setting p(z) = \/z|log x|, it holds

1€ llla [235(E)]
sup
s#t.eere \/log |E]p([t — s])

Proof. Going through the same calculations as in Proposition 59, we deduce that there exists A > 0 such

that
2 (PX 2
vl [AIEIE K OPN] _
s#t,ECRY |t — s|
The conclusion then follows from Theorem 47 applied to the choice F(&) = |||¢]|o (together with a
reasoning analogue to that of Corollary 50 in order to relax the integrability condition). O

4.4 p-irregularity for S-LIND Gaussian processes

We now turn to study the case of B-LND processes. Before proceeding further, let us explain the
importance of S-LND in the literature and why they require a different treatment from the S-SLND case;
for a broader overview, we refer to [37, 64] and the discussion in the introduction of [65].

The LND condition was historically the first one introduced by Berman [7], then extended to the
case of random fields by Pitt [56]; it can be often checked using the spectral measure associated to the
Gaussian field. Although the SLND property usually yields stronger results (e.g. for proving law of
iterated logarithm for the local time of a Gaussian field), it is harder to check in practice, with the
exception of the case where a moving average representation is available. For such reasons, also in view of
possible (quite natural) future extensions of p-irregularity to the case of random fields, we find it useful
to present a proof solely relying on the LND property here.

As already mentioned in Section 2.4, there are known examples of Gaussian processes X satisfy a LND
condition but not a SLND one. Specifically, Cuzick in [16, Section 3] constructs a stationary centered
process X, whose spectral measure F' is described explicitly and thus characterizes it uniquely, such that
for any n € N there exists ¢, > 0 such that, for any ¢; < ... < t,, it holds

Var(th|Xt1,...,th71) 2 C7L|tn —tn_1| (35)
but also such that for any s < ¢ it holds
Var(X;| X,,r <s) =0. (36)

As argued in [16] and the references therein, condition (35) implies that X satisfies the 1-LND condition;
on the other hand, not only (36) clearly implies that a 8-SLND condition must fail for any 8 > 0, but it
also informs us that the constants ¢, appearing in (35) must satisfy ¢, — 0 as n — oo.

For this reason, in the case of 5-LND processes, we will be unable to establish exponential estimates
like those from Lemma 51, which are essential in order to apply Theorem 47: the behaviour of the
constants ¢, is unclear and we cannot make naive assumptions on them, cf. Remark 66 below. Therefore
we need to proceed differently and find different ways to establish p-irregularity. The proof is very closed in
spirit to the ones given by Kahane for fBm in Sections 17 and 18 of [43], which are based on combinatorial
techniques combined with analytical properties of Fourier transform. Here the combinatorial argument
is taken from [9], but it goes back to [51].
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Theorem 62. Let X be a d-dimensional B-LND Gaussian process with continuous trajectories. Then
for any v < 1/2 and any p < (28)71, X is (v, p)-irreqular with probability 1 and moreover

E[|®X|5y,] <o VneN.

Furthermore P-a.s. X is p-irreqular for all p < (23)7 1.

The major drawback, compared to Theorem 53, is that in the S-LND case we loose exponential
estimates, although we still have moments of any order. The proof is split in several parts; we start with
two lemmas, of analytic and combinatorial nature respectively. We then provide the main estimate, given
in Proposition 65, which allows to conclude the proof of Theorem 62.

The next lemma shows that, under suitable assumptions, we can obtain F L?>°° bounds starting from
FLPP bounds for some p < co.

Lemma 63. Suppose ¢ € FLPP has support contained in Br, p = 0. Then ¢ € FL”* and there exists
a constant C(p,p) > 0 such that
el e < CRYP|lp| Los-

Proof. Up to a rescaling argument, it suffices to prove the statement in the case R = 1. Let g € C¢° such
that g =1 on B(0, 1), then by assumption ¢ = g and so ¢ = ¢ * g. But then
L+ 1ED°1e@)l < 1+ |§|)”/|¢)(§ —n)l1g(m)ldn

Se /(1 + 1§ =nD?[e(€ = mI( + [n1)?1g(n)|dn

S lellzresllgllzres
~p llellFLer

which gives the conclusion; in the above, p’ denoted the conjugate exponent to p. O

We now need to introduce some notations. Let n € N, Sy, denote the group of permutations of
{1,...,2n}; for 0 € Sap, define Ay = Ay 5(54) = {(tl, coyton) € 5,12 s < to(1) € -+ S to2n) < t}.

Moreover, for a given (t1,...,t2,) € Ay, define (af)i<r<on—1 by
n 2n—1
Z(th - th+n) = Z a’Z(Xta(k+1) - Xto(k))
k=1 k=1

and similarly (k) by Sp_, (Xs, — Xtppn) = Soom, (k) Xy, (equivalently, e(k) = 1 for k = 1,...n and
e(k)=—1for k=n+1,...,2n). Then we have the following

Lemma 64. For o € So, and k=1,...,2n —1 it holds aj, = — Zle e(o(l)).

Proof. Let o € Sa,, then by definition we have S 3", e(k)X;, = iils(a(k))thc) and therefore,
setting as a convention af = a3, = 0, by definition of aj we have

2n 2n—1 2n—1

Zg(a(k))Xta(k) = Z aZ(Xta(k+l) - th(m) = Z (ag_1 — aZ)Xta(k:)

k=1 k=1 k=1
which implies af_, — af = e(o(k)) for all k£ and thus the conclusion. O

Proposition 65. Under the assumptions of Theorem 62, for any n € N there exist C,, > 0 s.t.

t
/ e Xr qp
S

2n

E < Cplt — s™|E|™™/P Ve eRY, s,te0,T). (37)

37



Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume |t — s| < d2,, where 2, is taken from the definition of
B-LND; the general case then follows from reasoning as in the beginning of the proof of Theorem 47. We
can take X of the form X = m + Y, where Y is a centred Gaussian S-LND process and m = E[X] is a
deterministic continuous function. We have

t 2n n
[eemaf o[ a[foeomn
s [5,t]27

k=1
<.
[s,2]>™

n
H eiﬁ-(m—mﬂ)]
k=1

E [ e mee—meesen) dty . dtay,

k=1

E dty ...dta,

= Z / E H 6l€ Ve =Yerp) dtg(l) . dtg(gn)
0€S2, VB | k=1
2n—1
= Z / E |exp (Zf : Z aZ(Yta(k+1) - na(k))>‘| dto(1) - - - dto(am);
o€, Y Ao k=1

introducing the notation sy = ¢, (1), we therefore find

¢ 2n—1
/ & (my+Y;) ‘| Z / exp ( Var <€ Z ak 9k+1 — 9k)>> d51 A dSQn
s o€Saon

2n—1
Z / exp (—02n|§| Z [S$k+1 — Sk B(ak) ) dsy...dsan,,

oc€Say

E

where in the last passage we used the S-LND property. It is clear by definition that (k) € {—1,1} for
all k and therefore by Lemma 64 it follows that, for any odd k, (ag)? > 1. Estimating (a)? trivially by
0 for even k, we obtain that, for any o € So,,

2n—1
/ exp (—czn|§|2 Z [$k+1 — sk|2'8(a‘,§)2> dsy...dsa,
Ao

k=1
n
< / €xXp <Cznf|2 Z ‘32k - 52k1|25> dsq...dsgzp,.
As k=1

Applying the change of variable yor = Sor — Sor_1 and estimating the integrals w.r.t. yor on suitable
bounded intervals by the same integrals taken over (0, 00), we obtain

n
/ exp (—C2n|§|2 Z |sor — szk_1|25> ds; ...dsa,
Ao

o0 n
/ dtr . </ ewmu”du)
0
oo n
7|t g (/ o—canl€Plul® du)
0

Summing over o € Sy, we conclude that

too P @2n) > 22 5\
[resal | < Gl ([T e au) " < o — el
s 0

n!

Remark 66. The constants co,, coming from the definition of 5-LND, depend on n in an unspecified
way; this is the reason why we are not able to obtain exponential integrability as in Theorem 53. We can
overcome this difficulty by exploiting Lemma 63, up to the price of restricting ourselves to working with
uniformly bounded paths and only obtaining moment estimates for the p-irregularity.

E

O
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Proof of Theorem 62. By Proposition 65, for any s, t € [0, 7] it holds

EluX 2] = E [ Ja+ig X
- / (14 €28, (6)2") de
<o Jt— 8" / (1 -+ g])2me—m/ dg

Snp [t —s]"

whenever 2np—n/8 < —d, namely p < (1/8—d/n)/2. Then by Kolmogorov continuity criterion (and the
fact that g = 0 by definition), for any p < (1/8 — d/n)/2 and v < (1 — 1/n)/2, P-a.s. X € C] FLL*™
and

Eflla™ 1 7ppan] < 0.

By hypothesis, X is a Gaussian process with continuous trajectories, therefore by Fernique theorem
| X||co admits moments of any order. Since supp(uﬁft) C Bjx|, uniformly in s,¢, by Lemma 63 we
deduce that

d/2
X v Froee S IXNEE 10X e rroon

and thus
E[|®™ [15y0] = ElluX & rroce] S BUX G ] 2RI NE £ro2n] 2 < o0.

This implies that for any fixed n, with probability 1 X is (v, p)-irregular for any v < (1 — 1/n)/2 and
p < (1/8 —d/n)/2. We can then find a set of full probability such that X is (v, p)-irregular for any
p < 1/(2B) and v < 1/2; finally by the interpolation argument from Lemma 7 we can conclude that, with
probability 1, X is p-irregular for any p < 1/(25). O

We are finally ready to complete the

Proof of Theorem 33. The statement follows from a combination of Theorem 62 above, together with
Theorem 53 and Proposition 54 from Section 4.2. O

5 Analytic properties of p-irregularity
This section is devoted to the study of deterministic (v, p)-irregular paths. It includes the proof of
Theorems 36 and 34. In Section 5.3 we discuss also what we call the perturbation problem.

5.1 Fourier dimension and Salem sets

We highlight here the connection of p-irregularity and Fourier dimension and provide the proof of The-
orem 34. This connection was already noticed in [14]. We start by recalling some facts of geometric
measure theory, which can be found in [47].

Definition 67. Given E C R? Borel, denote by M (E) the set of positive measures supported on E.
The Fourier and Hausdorff dimension of E correspond respectively to

dimp(E) = sup {a €l0,d : Ipe M (E), pe J—"L“/2’°°} :

dimy (E) =sup{a € [0,d] : Ip € M4(E), I*(n) < oo},

where

d d
1= [ D ey [ IR A€ = ol

|z —y|*
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It is clear from the definition and the embedding FL%> «— FL5~%/27¢2 that
0 < dimp(F) < dimy(F) < d; (38)
moreover there are examples in which all inequalities are strict. This motivates the following definition.
Definition 68. A Borel set E C R? is a Salem set if dimp(E) = dimg (E).
If w is (7, p)-irregular, it is clear that for any [s,t] C [0, 7] it holds
W2, € L, T(h%)) Sa lt— s |00 2y, Ya < 2p
In particular, since uy, is a measure supported on w([s,]), it holds
min(d, 2p) < dimp(w([s,t])) V[s,t] C[0,T].

On the other hand, recall that if f € C? for some § € (0,1], then for any [s,#] C [0,7] it holds
dimpy (f([s,t])) < 671, see for instance Proposition 3.3 (a) from [23].
We are now ready to give the proof of Theorem 34.

Proof of Theorem 3. To prove Point i., first assume § > 1/d. By Theorem 32, almost every ¢ € C? is
p-irregular for any p < (28)~!. It then follows from (38) and the considerations above that

2p = min(d, 2p) < dimp(¢([s, 1)) < dimp (o([s,1])) <67

since the inequality holds for all p < (28)~!, the conclusion follows. The case § < 1/d is even more direct,
since in this case we can find p < (2§) 7! such that 2p > d and therefore we obtain

d = min(d, 2p) < dim(p([s,1])) < dim (2([s, 1)) < d.

Suppose now additionally that § < (2d)~!, then almost every ¢ € C? is p-irregular for some p > d; by
Point 7. of Lemma 21 it follows that uﬁt admits a continuous occupation density Eit. Therefore there
exists x € ¢([s, t]) such that £7,(z) > e > 0 and by continuity the same must hold on an open ball B(z,r)
for some r > 0; this implies that B(x,r) C ¢(([s, t]). O

It is possible to show that p-irregular paths cannot be d-Holder for § too large reasoning by dimen-
sionality, since otherwise it wouldn’t be true that dimg(w([s, t])) = min(d, 2p); in the next section we are
going to provide a much sharper result.

5.2 p-irregular paths are rough

The results of this section are inspired by the similar discussion carried out in Sections 9-11 of [37], in
which it is shown that functions with sufficiently regular occupation densities must exhibit a quite erratic
behaviour. Let us point out however that here we only assume the function w to be (v, p)-irregular, which
in general does not imply the existence of an occupation density. Theorem 36 follows from the results of
this section and implies that the prevalence results from Theorem 32 are sharp (cf. Remark 39).

The next statement shows that (v, p)-irregularity is indeed a notion of irregularity, in a sense that can
be explicitly quantified. We recall to the reader that the critical parameter 47 , is given by

0y = 177
p
Throughout this section, we will always assume 43 , € (0, 1), which in view of Theorem 32 is the generic
scenario for J-Holder continuous paths w with § € (0,1), where 0% ) can get arbitrarily close to d. In the
case 03 , > 1 (resp. 0 > 1), many of the concepts introduced below don’t have a direct analogue; here
however, again by Theorem 32, we expect the path w in consideration to be such that the highest order
derivative D™ w, for n = 4], is again (v, p’)-irregular for some new parameters (7', p’), with 6y <1

the results presented here can then be applied successfully to D(™w.
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Theorem 69. Let w be a (v, p)-irreqgular function. Then for any 6 > 0% ,, w is nowhere §-Holder
continuous. In particular, for any fized M > 0 and any s € [0,T), the set of points t around s which
satisfy an approximate §-Hélder condition with constant M is a zero density set:

1

Eli%l+ E(B(S,E)H[O,T])E(tEB(S’E)Q[O’T] Cwy —ws| < Mt —s]°) =

Proof. First consider the case of p < d. Let ¢ € C2°(R?) be a radially symmetric, decreasing function
such that ¢) = 1 on B;. Fix M > 0 and let us consider first s € (0,7T), so that B(s,)N[0,T] = (s—¢, s+¢)
for £ small enough; up to translation we can assume ws = 0. We have

1 1
—Lte(s—es+e):|w —ws| <Mt—s|°) < —L(tE(s—¢e,5+¢): |w| < Me®)

2e 2e
1 Wt
< Lefetnran () )
255( €E(s—g,s+e): v S
1 s+e
< — dt
2e Sy e w(M 5)

1 Yy w
= 2 ' (G (m) :us—a,s—i-a(dy)

_ %Mdgd‘s_l y DM, (©)de

Sar @ e [ BN + e
By Holder inequality, for any ¢ > d/p > 1, setting 1/p =1 — 1/q it holds

[ BOIEOI + 16D dE Sy VP i
Therefore we obtain
1
2—5/3(15 E(s—eg,s+e): |jw —ws| < M|t — s| ) Sarg |12% e grtod/a—1

where the last quantity is infinitesimal as ¢ — 0 for any ¢ such that d/q¢ < p and v+ dd/q > 1. In
partlcular if ¢ satisfies § > 07 ,, then it’s always possible to find such ¢, which gives the conclusion for

€ [0,T]. The reasoning at the endpoints {0,7'} is analogous: for instance in the case s = 0, similar
calculations yield

1
“L(t e (0,€) : Jwy — wo| < Mt]?) < || B |ypm.e £ FH/07L,
£

This concludes the proof in the case p < d. For p > d, by Lemma 7 and equation (4), we can find a new

pair (7, p) with p < d such that w is (¥, p)-irregular and 67 , = 0% 5; the conclusion then follows from the

previous case. O

Remark 70. It is clear from the proof that the statement can be localised as follows. For a fixed s € [0,T],
if the map t — p3’ satisfies an approzimate y-Holder condition in F L around s, namely there exist
constants C,;r > 0 such that

g lFoce < Clt—s|7 forallt € (s —r,s47),
then w cannot satisfy an approximate d-Holder condition around s for any 6 > &7

Let us recall that for a given path w € C?, its p-variation on an interval [s,t] C [0,T] is defined as

1/p
Hw”p—var;[s,t] = (Sll}[pz ‘wti,ti+1 p)
1

where the supremum is taken over all possible finite partitions Il = {s =ty < ... <, =t} of [s, t].
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Corollary 71. Let w be a (v, p)-irreqular function. Then for any p < (5,”;,p)*1 and any [s,t] C [0,T],
Hw”p—var;[s,t] = 400.

Proof. Since the p-irregularity property is scaling invariant and the p-variation is invariant under repara-
metrization, it suffices to show that if w is (v, p)-irregular, then [[w||,_var,j0,1) = 0o for any p as above.
Going through analogous computations to those of Theorem 69, it can be shown that for any § > 47 ) it
holds

1
lim  sup —L(t€ (s,s+¢): |wes <) =0.
e—0t s€0,1—¢] €

In particular, for all € > 0 small enough it holds

€
sup Lt € (s,54¢€): |wsy| >e%) > = >0;
s€[0,1—€] 2

thus for any s € [0,1 — ¢], there exists t € (s,s + ) such that |ws| > €°. Taking n ~ 1/, we can

construct a partition {0 = tg < ... < t9, = 1} such that tor = ke and tog+1 € (tok, tog+2) has the above

property. We obtain
2n—1

5—1.
”ngfvar > Z |wtk,tk+1|p Z e? )
k=0
since € can be taken arbitrarily small, if p < 1/ then ||w||p—var = 00. As the reasoning holds for any
§ > 45 ,, the conclusion follows. O

Theorem 69 suggests that the behaviour of w is quite wild. This intuition can be captured by the
following notions of irregularity introduced in [31] and nicely presented in [32].

Definition 72. We say that a path w € C? is rough at time s, s € (0,T), if

v-w
limsup‘is’75 =400 VoveSil

LT
A path w is truly rough if it is rough on some dense set of [0,T].

Definition 73. A path w € C? is 0-Hélder rough for 6 € (0,1) on scale ¢ if there evists a constant
L = Ly(w) := L(0,c0,T;w) > 0 such that for every v € S¥1, s € [0,T] and € € (0,2¢] there exists
t € 10,77 such that

[t—s|<e and |v-(wsy)| > Lg(w)ae.

The largest such value of L is called the modulus of 6-Hélder roughness of w.

*

% ps w is O-Holder rough with infinite

Corollary 74. Let w be a (v, p)-irregular path; then for any 6 > ¢
modulus of 8-Hélder roughness.

Proof. For simplicity we show all the properties for s away from the endpoints {0, T}, but it is easy to
check how all the reasonings can be adapted in the other case. Recall that, if w is (v, p)-irregular and
v € ST then v - w is (v, p)-irregular and [|®%%|[\yvr < [[®¥[[).0. The calculations in the proof of
Theorem 69 show that, for any § > ¢ , and any M > 0,

1
Jim - L{tE (s—e st e): fueweg| > M’} =1,

where the rate of convergence only depends on M and [|®"™||w~.r < || |[wn.» and it is thus uniform in
s and v. For fixed M we can then find gy = g¢(M, J) sufficiently small such that, it holds

1 1
2—€£{t€(s—a,s+a):\v-ws,t >M€5}2§,

for all € € (0, 0], uniformly in s and v. Since the set has non-zero Lebesgue measure, it’s always possible

to find t € (s —¢,s+¢) such that |v-w, | > Me®, which shows that the definition of #-Holder roughness
is satisfied with # = é and L > M. By the arbitrariness of M we can conclude. O
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Proof of Theorem 36. Follows from a combination of Corollaries 71 and 74. O

We conclude this subsection with the promised claim from Remark 39 that typical fBm paths cannot
be (v, p)-irregular for values p > (2H)™!; the proof can also be readapted to consider other Gaussian
processes.

Lemma 75. Let W be a fBm of parameter H, then for any s <t and any p > (2H)~! it holds

E{]ltts. |5 Lo.oe] = 00.

Proof. Up to rescaling, we can assume s = 0, t = 1. Since FL">® < HP~%2= in order to conclude it
suffices to show that

[ 2
E ||N1||H1/(2H)—d/2:| = 0.

_ ) ,
_ i€ H
E [||M1||?11/<2H>—d/2} =E /Rd |¢|M/Hd / e W ds dg}
0

_ & (WH
:/}Rd/[ . |£|1/H dE[eg(Ws,t)]dtdsdé'
0,1

21, |2H
[ gy (S g
Rd J[0,1]2

= / ||/ H-dem 87 /24¢ . It — 5| dtds = oo
Rd [0,1]2

This quantity can now be computed explicitly:

where in the last passage we use the change of variables §~ = ¢t —s|H. O

5.3 The general perturbation problem

As in the previous section, here we will work exclusively with (v, p)-irregular paths w such that 6%, <1
The perturbation problem was first introduced in Section 12 of [37], in the context of paths which
admit an occupation density. In the case of p-irregularity, it can be reformulated as:

If w is p-irregular and ¢ is a sufficiently regular function, is w + ¢ still p-irregular?
We address here the more general question:
Which classes of transformations preserve the property of (v, p)-irregularity?

It follows from the results of the previous section that good candidates are transformations which
preserve the very oscillatory behaviour of w, namely at least the property that

lim sup v wsr] =400 forallse (0,T),ve S §>6 . (39)

LR ) e
Interestingly, it turns out that several transformations F : CY — C? have the property that if w is
(7, p)-irregular, then F'(w) is (7, p)-irregular with parameters such that 6% , = 6% ;, so that property (39)
is preserved. In many cases we are however unable to show that (v, p) = (%, p), which remains a major
open problem. A notable exception is given by the additive perturbations F(w) = w + ¢ with ¢ € C5°,

whose treatment is postponed to the next subsection.

We start by showing that (v, p)-irregularity is invariant under sufficiently regular time reparametriz-
ation.
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Lemma 76. Let w be (v, p)-irreqular, g € Cf with 8+~ > 1. Then

¢
/ e g dr
S

In particular, for B as above, let 7 : [0,T] — [7(0),7(T)] be a Cg+ﬂ—diﬁeomorphism, re. T € C’t1+’8 18
invertible on its image with inverse of class CtHB. Then W, := wr-1(,) 18 also p-irreqular and

S |12 wreellgllcelt — s |€]7° uniformly in € € R¢.

127 e S 77 HIE T llor+a 12 flyoe- (40)

Proof. Let w, g be as above. Then by properties of Young integral it holds

t t T

/ e g dr / grd (/ it wu du)
S S S
t . : .

/ e vrdr| + |t — s|P[g] e |[/ e’f'““‘drﬂ

S1E=s"Eglles 19 wner

S gsl

Ccv

which gives the first claim. Applying the change of variables # = 771(r), we then have
t 77 H(t) )
/ e W dp / elg'wTT;dr
s T=1(s)

which implies (40). O

S ) = O s 192w

St =slEP T I T lleaes [ lwe

Remark 77. We have only defined the notion of p-irregularity in terms of push-forward under w of the
Lebesgue measure Ly ), but we could consider more generally the Fourier transform of the push-forward
under w of a bounded Borel measure v on [0,T], namely

Wyvs(§) = / e du(r).
[s,t)

The first part of previous lemma could then be interpreted as follows: if w is (v, p)-irregular w.r.t. L,
then it is also (7, p)-irregular w.r.t. any measure v < L with a sufficiently regular density g.

Remark 78. Lemma 76 can also be used to further enlarge the class of stochastic processes X which are
p-irreqular: given any such X and any random C’E/Q—diﬁeomorphism, Y = Xo-1(y) is still a p-irregular
process.

Let us make some considerations based on the result above. Recall that if f € C? for 6 € (0,1)
and 7 is sufficiently regular (i.e. bi-Lipschitz), then f o 77! is still C?, but this is not true for a general
homeomorphism 7. On the other hand, if f € C? has finite 1/5-variation, then there exist a homeo-
morphism 7 and g € C? such that fo7~! = g (see for instance Proposition 5.15 from [33]). Moreover the
1/4-variation is a quantity invariant under time reparametrization. Lemma 76 suggests that the situation
here could be similar: (v, p)-irregularity is preserved only if the reparametrization is smooth enough, but
there might exist another underlying property which is invariant under a larger class of homeomorphism
7. We formulate this as a conjecture.

Conjecture 79. For any pair (v, p), there exists a property P such that:

1. For any f € C? with property P there exists a homeomorphism 7 such that g = f o771 is
(7, p)-irregular.

2. The property P is invariant under time reparametrization.
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In the rest of the section, we will address the perturbation problem only for transformations z = F'(w)
with a very specific structure, which makes z locally look like w. The treatment is a bit abstract, but
simple examples will be given in Remark 82.

Definition 80. Let w be (v, p)-irreqular. We say that z : [0, T] — R< is controlled by w with “derivative”
2 if there exist 2 € C°([0,T]; R4*%) and R € C5([0,T); R%) with 8 > oz , such that

Zst = Z;ws,t + Rs,t fO?” all (S,t) S AQ.

Here Ay = {(s,t): 0<s<t<T}and R € C’g([QT}; RY) means that R : Ay — R and it satisfies

|Rst
Rl :=su —— < 00
” Hﬂ S<E) ‘t — S|,3

The definition of controlled paths is usually given in the rough paths framework, see for instance [38]
and [32]; however here we do not impose w, 2z € C{ with R € C3* and we do not require w to admit a
rough lift.

In order for Definition 80 to be meaningful, we need to verify that the pair (2/, R) is unique; this
follows from the condition § > 63 , and property (39), which follows from Corollary 74. Indeed, let

(2, R) be another such pair and set A = 2/ — 7', B= R — R. Choosing € (0,1) such that 6%, <0< B,
for any s € (0,7) and any v € S?1 it holds

|Bs’t|
|t —s|°

ATy) - w,
limsupil( s V) Wa

= limsu
t—s ‘t - 5|6 t—s P

< ||B||glimsup |t — s|°~° =0
t—s

which implies by (39) that ATv =0 for all v € S?! and s € (0,T), thus A =0 and B = 0 as well.
We will from now on assume in addition that there exists ¢ > 0 such that

20T >y Vs e[0T (41)

S S
In particular, the above non-degeneracy condition implies that z satisfies property (39) as well.

Proposition 81. Let w be (v, p)-irregular, z controlled by w with 2’ satisfying (41). Then there exists
7 > v such that z is (¥, p)-irregular and p is given by

B . -7
l—y+p" 1-7+8

p= 0;

moreover (51;”0 = 0% - and we have the estimate

5.
D% [lwsr S 1+ [Rlls + ¢ P[127 lwre-

Proof. Let £ € R?, |¢| > 1 be fixed. For any s < t, it holds

t ¢
/ e e rdr / e Ferdr
S S

t t
. e e
/ [ezg Zs,r ez{ Zb'ws”‘]dT / ez{ ZsWs,r g
s s

t
< / €11 R+ €28 [yymo €] ]t — 57
S

< IRIslellt = sI™7 + 7P| @ o €]t = 5|

< +

First assume that |t — s|'=7FP|¢|1 P < 1, so that [£]|t — s|*T8 < |€]7P|t — 5|7, then in this case we

trivially get
t
/ﬁae%m“S(Wﬂ5+f’w¢mewNﬂ’”t—8W~ (42)

45



Assume now that [t — s|*=7T8|¢|1*P > 1; choose N € N such that N1=7+5 ~ |t — s[1=7+B|¢|1+ and split
the interval [s, ] in N subintervals of size |t — s|/N. Applying the previous estimate to each of them and
summing over we obtain

t
/ ez dr
S

SIRIsNTPlelft = 8|7 + 2|2 oo N7t — s[7€] 77

(43)

~(IRllg + P @% lwno) [t — s]€]77

where

B . l—~
l—y+p" 1-7+p8
for suitable choice of A € (0,1), which implies that p < p; moreover p > 0, since p > (1-A\)/A=(1—7)/5
thanks to the condition 8 > &7 .

Next consider 6 € (0,1) such that j = 0p; when [t — s|*=7+8|¢|+? < 1, interpolating between (42)
and the trivial bound | f: e #rdr| < |t — s|, we obtain

t
/ ez rdr
S

where 4 = ¢y + 1 — 0 is such that 4 > v and &5 , = 6% 5 (cf. Lemma 7). Combining the bounds (43) and
(44), using the simple bound max{a’,a} < 1+ a, we arrive at

t
/ e dy
S

without conditions on |t — s|'=7*#|¢|1*+ which gives the conclusion. O

p= =Ap+A-1

S (IRlls + P [1@%llwn0) 1t — s|7[€] 77, (44)

St (L4 [[Bllg + P19 wo ) IE]7PIE = 7 VIEl =1, 5,¢ € [0, ]

Remark 82. If for instance w is p-irreqular and 3 > 1, then we obtain that z is p-irregular with

~>2 1
p/3P 3’

Examples of z satisfying the assumptions of Proposition 81 are the following:

o Take 2, = pyw; with ¢ € CP([0,T];R) satisfying @1 = ¢ > 0, then 2, = pslq, Ret = wipsy € Czﬁ
(here B < 1).

e Suppose w € CY with § € (0,1) and take z; = fg Agdws, where A € C%([0,T); R*4) satisfies (41),
a+ 0 > 1 and the integral is defined in the Young sense. Then z; = Ay and B =a+§ > 1.

o Finally, if z = w + ¢ with ¢ € Ctﬁ, then 2/ = Iy and Rsy = s € C’g (with 8 < 1); this case is
however quite special and better estimates are available, see Section 5.4 below.

Let us highlight the difference between the purely analytical result of Proposition 81 compared to the
probabilistic result of Proposition 57, in which instead we have examples of Gaussian processes which are
p-irreqular with parameter p invariant under any of the deterministic transformations from the list above.

There is another notable class of transformations which preserve some properties of the occupation
measure 4", In this case however it is rather complicated to consider the (v, p)-irregularity property and
it is instead more natural to reason with occupation densities. Suppose that w admits an occupation
density £, (which we know to be true by Lemma 21 if for instance w is p-irregular with p > d/2) and let
F : R4 — R? be a global diffeomorphism; define z; = F(w;). Then z still admits an occupation density
{3 4, since

[ etetr= [P = [ aFape@as = [ o@ldeDP @) F @)
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which shows that
p% o (dz) = [det(DF () |62 (F~ ! (2))da = £ ,(x)da.

This also implies that £Z, inherits the regularity of £, and F'; for instance if /* € C]'L2, then
165,117 = /Rd | det(DF ™! (2))?[€2,(F~" (x))|*dz

- / | det(DF ()|, ()| 2dz
R4
< IDF Y e )2 palt — 7.

Similar estimates hold if ¢* € C/L? or if ¥ € C} C2.

5.4 The additive perturbation problem
In this section we treat for simplicity only the case w € C{ with § € (0,1). In view of Theorem 32, we
will always assume p > 1/2 (equivalently (2p)~! < 1).

We first present a partial result, which is a slight improvement of Theorem 1.6 from [10].
Lemma 83. Let w be (v, p)-irregular and ¢ € CP for some 3 € (0,1] such that 8 > o7
choice of 6 < B satisfying 1 — v < 6 < Bp, w+ ¢ is (7, p)-irregular for the choice

- 0N 0 S 9
vv(l 5p>+5p7 pP=r-3z (45)

p- Then for any

and it holds J
5 i S (1 + 8 (1 + 01

If w is p-irregular and B > max{1/2,(2p)~1}, then w + ¢ is (% + Hlpv p— %) -irreqular with

w w 1/2
1972 wss S (14 1€ ) (1 + Il 5.

Proof. Since ¢ € Cf, so does €%, for all £ € R%. For any § > 1 — v we can then apply the estimates
from Young integration as follows:

t t T
/ eig'(U)T+4P7‘) d/,n — / eig"Prd </ eig'wu d u) ‘
S s S

t :
/ e wr dp| + [t — s|"Y""S [[eif'wﬂca |[/ eiéwr drﬂ
s s

t
< / e dr| 4 [t — s PP [y [€7 ] s
S

Now since ¢ € Ctﬁ , by interpolation we have (we are using the hypothesis § < )

<

~

¥ |€i5‘%|

9

+

Ccv

60— ei€ee] <2, [ — P gt — s [plon = [ — €00 S Ll 1€ — s

similarly for any 6 € (0,1) it holds

t
/ e dr
S

and so putting everything together we obtain

t
/ eig'(wr‘ﬂpr) d’f’

0 0+1-0c1—0
SN ot — s 070

0 0+1—60|¢1—0 S|¢|—p+9o g
S U@ Gyl = 574 =01E) 707 4 [ — s JE | B o o s

Choosing 0 € (0,1) such that 8p = p — 6/, namely § = 1 — 6/(8p) we obtain the first statement. The
second one simply follows from the assumption v > 1/2, taking 6 = 1/2. O
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The partial result above implies that, even if we consider a perturbation ¢ € C}, we should expect
a loss in spatial regularity of order 1/2, which is only partially recovered by an improvement in time

regularity of order 1/4p. The new parameters (¥, p) given by Lemma 45 satisfy 03, = 0% 5, which implies
that w + ¢ still satisfies property (39), as can be checked directly using the fact that ¢ € Ctﬂ for some
B > 47 ,. This hints that the above result, while not being fully satisfactory, might be optimal, even if

we cannot exclude the existence of other pairs (7, p’) with p’ > p such that w + ¢ is (7, p')-irregular.

The proof above cannot provide better results in the case ¢ € C’tﬂ with g > 1. Even if it were false
in general that w + ¢ is (v, p)-irregular whenever w is so and ¢ € C’tﬁ with 3 > 47 .,
expect the claim to be true whenever ¢ is C5°; this is a conjecture left open in [10].

We can give it a positive answer, up to strengthening the notion of p-irregularity. Before giving the
rigorous statement, let us give an intuition by considering the following case. Suppose that ¢ € Ct1 +A
for some 3 € [0, 1] and suppose that w satisfies the following property: for any a € RY, ¢ +— w; + at is
p-irregular, uniformly in a, in the sense that sup, [|®“***||,,,,., < oo. Then we can improve the previous
estimates as follows:

t
/ 61;5. (wr‘H@r) d’l’

we would at least

t
e*iE-(@rsw;)/ e (wrter) qp
S

t s
/ S (Par (=) g ( / i€ (watelw) du)‘

S NP ot — s [E]72 + [|BYFTEH s [t — 5] [ @ =y €] 7P

St = s[IE]77 + [t = 5] [€] 7l Por =2 =D

where the last norm is taken over the interval [s, t]. As before, we can estimate it using simple interpolation
arguments, only this time we have

|S0u,v - @;(U - 'LL)|
[ or s dr|

Ly 1@ cslr = s|° dr
|u _ v\1/2|t _ $|1/2+5

lsu — oi(u—s) — Psw T+ @i(v—s)]

NN

%)

where we used the fact that [v,u] C [s,t]. Therefore we obtain

t
[ sterrenra

and we can now reason as in the proof of Lemma 81, i.e. split the interval [s,¢] into N subintervals of
size |t — s|/N, apply the estimate on such intervals, sum over N and choose N ~ [£|/(145) to obtain

t
/ eif' (wr‘HPT) dT‘

This shows that w + ¢ is (p — (2 + 23)~1)-irregular. In particular, even if we are not able to recover
p-irregularity, the loss of regularity for ¢ € C'*5 is now expected to be (2 + 23)~!, which suggests that
more generally for ¢ € C?, w + ¢ should be (p — (28)~!)-irregular, for any 3 € [1/2, +00).

S [t = sIElP + |t — PPl

<t — 5|7|§|7p+1/2(1+6)_

This motivates the following definition; here F'(§) = |£|?/+/log ], ¥(x) = /x|log z|.

Definition 84. We say that w € CY is strongly p-irreqular if the following holds: for any n € N, given
n € R™ and denoting by g7 := > ,_, nx ¥, then

e a P

sup < 00
geRra mern s£t \/1og(L+ [n])e (|t — s])

(46)
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The notion formalises the idea that the irregularity of w should be only mildly affected by polynomial
perturbations of any degree; this allows to proceed as above by locally expanding a more general additive
perturbation ¢ in its Taylor series, centred at s.

Theorem 85. Let w be strongly p-irregular. Then for any ¢ € C’tB, B € [1/2,00) and for any p < p,
w+ @ is (p— 1/20)-irregular. In particular, if ¢ € C°, then w + ¢ is p-irregular for any p < p.

Proof. Let € € R, 0 < s <t <T be fixed. We write ¢ as its Taylor series of order |3] centred in s plus
a reminder term:

L8]

or=pr+Rp =) DWop,
k=0

(r —s)k

I + R, Vre]stl.

Observe that all the terms in p, depending exclusively on s do not play any role when estimating
‘ fst i€ (wrtpr) dr‘, since they just go outside the integral and provide a term with modulus 1; therefore

we will systematically drop them in the calculations. Then

Zg Dk, T8 o Z& D *"“’ZT Z Z& D“f%oé,

= J)

which implies by the definition of strong p-irregularity for n = | 3] that

t
/ i€ (wetpr) g | <
S

By the usual interpolation arguments, we deduce that for any p < p there exists v = y(p) > 1/2 such
that w, + p, is p-irregular; from now on we work with such fixed pair (v, p).
On the other hand, ||R||cs,gre) < ll¢lloslt — s|? and that ||R ||C (s.0r) S llelleslt — s|P~t, where

R’ is the derivative of R; by interpolation this gives ||R||c1/2 (s qira) S Ilellcs|t — s|°71/2. Therefore we

have
t t T
/ eif'(wr'f“Pr) d'r / eig‘er (/ eiﬁ‘(Pu-i-wu) du>

SN s €177 (1t = s + e Fll ozt = s])
Se 1t = sIEI7 + [t — 512112

Snr €177 Vlog [€]v/1og (1 + [€]llellcs ) (1t — s)).

Splitting the integral [s, ¢] in N subintervals of length |t —s|/N, applying the estimate on such subintervals
and then summing over N we obtain

t
/ (i wrten) gp| <
S

Choosing N such that N ~ [£|'/# allows to conclude. O

NY2|E = s[|€] 77 + N7FF12)t — s PH12 )P,

Theorem 86. For any § € (0,1), almost every ¢ € C? is strongly p-irregular for any p < (26)~'. Almost
every o € CY is strongly p-irregular for any p < oc.

Proof. We only briefly sketch the proof as it mostly relies on the same techniques used to prove prevalence
of p-irregularity and Theorem 47; it is easy to guess the our candidate transverse measures are the laws
pH of fBm with parameter H > §. The proof that the strong p-irregularity property defines Borel sets in
C°%, § €0,1), is identical to the one of Lemma 10, so we will omit it. Now fix ¢ € C?; we need to show
that

u (w € Cf : @ + w is strongly p-irregular for any p < (2H)_1) =1.
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Once this is proven, the conclusion follows from the usual argument regarding countable intersection of
prevalent sets. We switch to the probabilistic notation, W*# being an fBm with law p

Fix n € N. In the following, all estimates depend on n. Using the same technique as in Lemma 51
and Theorem 53, it can be shown that there exists A such that

i (ot WH)+igl dr’ €[/H

sup E [exp [ A < K uniformly in n € R™.

£,s,t ‘t78|

Let us fix s < t and define
)\) _ Z 9—N Z 2—N(d+n+2)(1 + ‘€|) (d+1)(1 + |,,7|) (n+1

NeN £€2-N7Zd ne2—Nzn

et (er+W)+ig! qp |§|1/H

X A
exp T

It is clear that E[Js,(\)] < K for all A < X and that by Jensen inequality Js ;(A)? < Jg.(BA) for all
B > 1. Let us also define
et g
sup
sertmern /log(L + [n])v/og(L + [€])]t — s[1/2

In order to prove the theorem it suffices to show that there exists A > 0 such that Ele YT, ] < K, since
in that case we are in the conditions to apply Lemma 90. Let (£,7) be fixed, then for any N there exists
(€,7) € 27Nz, 2= N7Z") such that |(&,1) — (£,7)] < 27N and we have

Yo =

t
/(€i£~(w+WTH)+ig£’ — i (ert WD Higl 4| <

S

S|t = s[Y2(1+ o + WHIDI(E,m) — 7).

On the other hand, for (£,7) it holds

t o _ =
/ i€ (Prt Wil qpl < \=1/2||=1/2H |4 _ s|1/2\/log Jst(N) + N +log(1 + |£]) + log(1 + |77])

and therefore, putting everything together, after some computations we obtain

t
[t a2 e - o' 2N g4 WL

S

+t— s|1/2/\*1/2\/1og Jet(A) + N +1log(1 + |n]) +log(1 + [¢]) + ¢

Choosing N such that 27V/2 ~ |¢|'/2H | dividing by /log(1 + [n])y/log(1 + [£])|t — s|*/? and taking

the supremum we get
Yoo S 1+ llp + WHI + 472 4 X712 flog Jou (V)

and so there exists a constant C' such that

N2 < ACOHIoAW 1) g (1O < @ACOHISEW ) g (3)20 < PCOHIe W 1) L 1 (90N,

Invoking Fernique theorem and choosing A such that 2CA < X we obtain the result for fixed n. Since n
is arbitrary, we obtain the conclusion. O

Remark 87. The same proof shows that any B-SLND Gaussian process with suitable integrability con-
ditions is strongly (28)~-irregular with probability 1.

Proof of Theorem 38. Follows from a combination of Theorems 85 and 86. O
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A Auxiliary results

A.1 A primer on Young integration theory

Estimates involving Young integrals are frequently used throughout this work; for this reason we present
here a brief account on the topic for the interested reader. Young integrals go back to [66], where a

quantity of the form
t
/ fsdgs
0

is defined in terms of the limit of Riemann—Stieltjes sums, under the condition that f and g are respectively
of finite p- and g-variation with 1/p+1/q > 1; for a modern account on the theory see for instance Section 6
of [33].

Here we restrict ourselves to f and g belonging to suitable Holder spaces and we follow the modern
approach of constructing Young integrals by means of the Sewing lemma.

Consider an interval [0,7] and a Banach space E; let A,, denote the n-simplex on [0,T], so that
Ap={(t1,...,tn): 0<t1 <...<t, <T}. Given amap I' : Ay — E, we define 0" : Az — F by

5Fs,u,t = Fs,t - Fs,u - Fu,t~

We say that T' € C5°?([0,T]; E) if Ty = 0 for all t € [0, 7] and ||[']|a.5 < 0o, where

ICs,¢ll = 16 s e
[ITl[a := sup 16Tl := sup ———=2E, |[Tlla,s := [Tlla + 165

s<t [t —s|*’ scu<t [t—s|?
Let us remark that for a map f : [0,T] — E, we still denote by f,; the increment f, — fs.

Lemma 88 (Sewing lemma). Let a, B be such that 0 < o < 1 < . For any T’ € C°P([0,T); E) there
ezists a unique map ZT' € C*([0,T); E) such that (ZT), =0 and

H(Ir)s,t - Fs,t

|, <Clorllslt = s/ (47)

where the constant C only depends on B. In particular, the map T : C’;’ﬁ — C? is linear and bounded
and there exists a constant C' which only depends on B and T such that

IZTlce < CIITlap- (48)
For given T', the map ZT is characterised as the unique limit of Riemann—Stieltjes sums: for any t > 0

(ZT), = lim

ITT|—0 Fti7t7‘,+1'
7

The notation above means that for any sequence of partitions IL,, = {0 = to < t1 < ... < t, =t} with
mesh I, | = sup,_y . |ti —ti—1| = 0 as n — oo, it holds

n

kp—1
(Il—‘)t = nll)ﬂ;o Z Pti,tH—l'
=0

For a proof, see Lemma 4.2 from [32]. With this tool at hand, it is possible to define Young integrals
in a variety of situations; we start by the most general one.

Given two Banach spaces F and F, we denote by L(E; F') the set of all bounded linear operators from
F to F, which is a Banach space with the norm

A
|Allz(g:r) = sup I ‘PHF'
eervioy llelle
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Corollary 89 (Young integral). Let A € C([0,T]; L(E; F)) and ¢ € CP([0,T); E) such that a, 3 € [0,1]
and o+ > 1. Then for any t € [0,T], the limit in F of the following Riemann—Stieltjes sums exists and
1S unique:

t
Agqsps = i A, .
/0 ds¥p |H1go; titiv1Pts

Moreover there exists a constant C' which only depends on o+ 3 such that

< ClA]ceclelcs k- (49)

t
/ Adr@r - As,t Ps
s F

If Ae CY([0,T); L(E, F)), then

t t
/ Agrpor = / Alp.dr forall0<s<t<T.
Proof. Define the map I' : Ay — F' by setting I's ; := A; ¢ ¢s; by definition I'; ; = 0 and moreover

ITs,tlle < 1 Asillclleslz <1t —sl*[Aloacliellcs e
10 s utll o = 1Aueps,ull p < NAuillellpsulls < [Alcas [elosplt — s1°F°

which implies that we can we can apply the Sewing lemma for such choice of T'; inequality (49) is then
an immediate consequence of the above estimates combined with (47). The last statement follows from
the fact that if A € C1([0,T]; L(E, F)), then by standard theory for any ¢ > 0 it holds

t
Al pdr = i A g .
/0 7’%07 T |H1‘I£>10 Z ti,tit1 gptl

O

Let us stress that in the above statements whether E and F' are finite or infinite dimensional does
not play any role and that the constants C and C’ do not depend on them.

The most basic definition of Young integral is in the case f € C*([0,T];R) and g € C#([0,T], R) with
a+ 8 > 1, in which case for the choice F = F = R and the identification R = £(R;R) we can define both

/' fsdgs € CP([0,T); R), / gsdfs € C([0,T]; R).
0 0

In the case f € C*([0,T];R™*") and g € C?(]0,T];R"), both above integrals can be defined, this time
being R™-valued functions, either by reasoning component-by-component or using identifications between
dual spaces (v € R™ can be identified with the map A — Av which is an element of L(R™*"; R™).

Another important case is the following: let E, F' and G be Banach spaces and let A: Ex F — G
be a bilinear bounded map, i.e. such that

A(v,w

Al = s LAwle
v e E\ {0} vl zllwlF
w e F\ {0}

Then given ¢ € C*([0,T]; F) and v € C?([0,T]; F) we can define respectively

/0 Ape i) € CP(0,T); G), / A(dga 1) € C(0,T]; G);

this follows from the fact that the map A allows to define an embedding F — L(F;G) by v — A(v,-),
similarly for F' — L(E;G), and that Holder continuity of paths are preserved by these maps.
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A.2 Some useful tools

We give here a chaining lemma which was frequently used in Section 4. It is a slight variation on
Lemma 3.1 from [10].

Lemma 90. Let E be a Banach space and let X : [0,T] — E be a continuous stochastic process such
that, for some A > 0,

N 2
E {exp (A”XtXlEﬂ <C Vs#telo,T).

[t — s[2e

Then P-a.s. X € C?([0,T]; E) for the modulus of continuity ¢(x) = x“+/|logz| and there exists 8 > 0
such that

Elexp(8[X]%+ )] < .
In particular, if Xo =0, then for any v < « there exists f > 0 such that

Elexp(B]| X[+ )] < oo

Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume 7" = 1. Also, we will only show that proof in the case
a = 1/2, the other cases being entirely analogue. Let us define the random variable

2" —1 2
- -_n —n
RO =Y 3 2% exp (u||X<k+1>2 Xy ||E> '

2—”
neN k=0

Then it follows from the assumption that E[R(X)] < C. We can then apply Lemma 3.1 from [10] to
deduce that there exist deterministic positive constants K, 8 such that

X — X%

exp <[3 s ) S|t—s| KR\ Vs#t

which implies by taking the logarithm and dividing by — log |t — s| that

2
X, — X, X, — X,
exp | B[ sup 1Xe slle = sup exp <B 12Xt iy >§R()\)
s#t |t — s|t/2\/—log |t — s| s#t |t — s[(—log [t — s|)

which yields the conclusion. Alternatively, it follows from the assumption that

_ 2
/ exp )\M dtds| < o0
[0,T]2 |t — s[>

which implies that we can apply Garsia—Rodemich—-Rumsey Theorem (see [36]) for the choice ¢(z) = e’
p(z) = x®, which gives

[t—s|
1X: — Xslle < / Vlog B —log uu® ' du < (\/logBJr v/ —log|t — s|) |t —s|®
0

and from which we can again deduce that

X — X5
sup X e S1++/logB

s#t [t —s|*y/—log|t —s] ™

and thus the bound exp(8[X]%,z) < BYP, for a suitable constant C' > 0 and any 8 > 0. Choosing
B =1/C, using the fact that E[B] < oo, we obtain the exponential integrability bound.
The final claim follows immediately. O

E[B] :=E

We also present here some details on Fourier-Lebesgue spaces.
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Definition 91. Let a € R, p € [1, 00]; we define the Fourier-Lebesque space FL*?(R?) as
Free®?) = {f e S'RY) : (€°1f(©)] € PR}
where () = (14 |£]*)Y/2. It is a Banach space endowed with the norm
£l Fzew = 1) Fllz-

It follows immediately from the definition that we could replace (-) with any other function having
the same behaviour at infinity, for instance with (1 + |- |); () is usually considered as it is the Fourier
symbol associated to the operator (I — A)Y/2. Here is a list of relations of Fourier-Lebesgue spaces with
other known functional spaces:

e For any a € R, FL*? coincides the classical fractional Sobolev space H® = (I — A)*/2L2.

e By Hausdorff-Young inequality, for p € [1, 2] we have the embedding L? < FL%? | where p’ denotes
the conjugate exponent to p; similarly for p as above, for the Bessel spaces L*P = (I — A)*/2LP we
have L®P — FL*P

e In the case f € L' the result is slightly stronger, namely f is uniformly continuous, bounded and
f(f) — 0 as £ — oo by Riemann-Lebesgue lemma; if f is a finite measure on R?, then f is still
uniformly continuous and bounded.

e We have the embedding FL%! « CY and more generally FL*! < C, where for « = n € N
we mean the classical C™ space, while for a fractional or negative C* = Bg, ., the latter being a
Besov-Holder space.

e Similarly by Hausdorff~Young for p € [1, 2] we have the embedding FL®? — Ler',
There are also embeddings in different scales of Fourier—Lebesgue spaces.
Lemma 92. For any q < p and any € > 0 it holds
FLow o Fro-di=g)-oa,
Proof. For any g < p and s > 0 we have

1l pamra = ( / d<<5>“|f<s>>q<5>sqdf>1/q < fllzzes < /Rd<5>_s"m“>;

where the integral is convergent if and only if —spq/(p — ¢) < —d, namely
1 1
s>d ( — ) .
q P

The above statement can be combined with other embeddings like the ones mentioned above. For
instance we have FL®™ s FLO~ /2782 — [fa—d/2=¢2 gnd FLO® y FLo—d-81 oy Qoa—d—e,

One of the main motivations to introduce Fourier-Lebesgue spaces is that they behave nicely under
convolution, due to the properties of Fourier transform.

Lemma 93. Let f € FL*P, g € FL?9 with % —|—% < 1. Then f*g € FLPT where % = % —l—% and

O

Ilf * gll prots.r < ”fHJ:L"’PHgH]:Lﬂvq'

Proof. By the properties of Fourier transform m = fg, therefore

) 1/r
If * gllFroter = </Rd(<€>a|f(§)|)r(<§>ﬁ|§(§)|)rd§> <l Frerllgllzre.q

< lellze ¢l za for v, p and
q as above. O

It follows in particular from the above that any bounded Fourier symbol acts continuously on FL*P,
for any choice of a and p. We also have FLYP? x FL#> « FLot8p,

54



References

1

2]

13]

[4]

[5]

16]

7]

18]

19]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

Oussama Amine, David Banos, and Frank Proske. C°°-regularization by noise of singular ODE’s.
preprint arXiw:1710.05760, 2017.

Siva Athreya, Oleg Butkovsky, and Leonid Mytnik. Strong existence and uniqueness for stable
stochastic differential equations with distributional drift. The Annals of Probability, 48(1):178-210,
2020.

Hajer Bahouri, Jean-Yves Chemin, and Raphaél Danchin. Fourier analysis and nonlinear partial
differential equations, volume 343. Springer Science & Business Media, 2011.

Frédéric Bayart and Yanick Heurteaux. On the Hausdorff dimension of graphs of prevalent continuous
functions on compact sets. In Further Developments in Fractals and Related Fields, pages 25-34.
Springer, 2013.

Lisa Beck, Franco Flandoli, Massimiliano Gubinelli, and Mario Maurelli. Stochastic ODEs and
stochastic linear PDEs with critical drift: regularity, duality and uniqueness. Electronic Journal of
Probability, 24, 2019.

Simeon M. Berman. Harmonic analysis of local times and sample functions of Gaussian processes.
Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 143:269-281, 1969.

Simeon M Berman. Local nondeterminism and local times of Gaussian processes. Indiana University
Mathematics Journal, 23(1):69-94, 1973.

R. Catellier. Rough linear transport equation with an irregular drift. Stoch. Partial Differ. Equ.
Anal. Comput., 4(3):477-534, 2016.

R. Catellier and M. Gubinelli. Averaging along irregular curves and regularisation of ODEs. Preprint
arXiv:1205.1735v1 (version 1), 2012.

Rémi Catellier and Massimiliano Gubinelli. Averaging along irregular curves and regularisation of
ODEs. Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 126(8):2323-2366, 2016.

P. E. Chaudru de Raynal. Strong existence and uniqueness for degenerate SDE with Holder drift.
Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat., 53(1):259-286, 2017.

K. Chouk and M. Gubinelli. Nonlinear PDEs with modulated dispersion I: Nonlinear Schrodinger
equations. Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 40(11):2047-2081, 2015.

Khalil Chouk and Benjamin Gess. Path—by—path regularization by noise for scalar conservation laws.
Journal of Functional Analysis, 277(5):1469-1498, 2019.

Khalil Chouk and Massimiliano Gubinelli. Nonlinear PDEs with modulated dispersion II: Korteweg—
de Vries equation. arXiv preprint arXiv:1406.7675, 2014.

Jens Peter Reus Christensen. On sets of Haar measure zero in Abelian Polish groups. Israel Journal
of Mathematics, 13(3-4):255-260, 1972.

Jack Cuzick. A lower bound for the prediction error of stationary Gaussian processes. Indiana
University Mathematics Journal, 26(3):577-584, 1977.

Giuseppe Da Prato and Franco Flandoli. Pathwise uniqueness for a class of SDE in Hilbert spaces
and applications. Journal of Functional Analysis, 259(1):243-267, 2010.

Giuseppe Da Prato, Franco Flandoli, Michael Réckner, and A. Yu Veretennikov. Strong uniqueness
for SDEs in Hilbert spaces with nonregular drift. The Annals of Probability, 44(3):1985-2023, 2016.

Giuseppe Da Prato and Jerzy Zabczyk. Stochastic equations in infinite dimensions. Cambridge
University Press, 2014.

55



[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

A. M. Davie. Uniqueness of solutions of stochastic differential equations. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN,
(24), 2007.

Paul-Eric Chaudru de Raynal, Stephane Menozzi, and Enrico Priola. Weak well-posedness of mul-
tidimensional stable driven SDEs in the critical case. Stochastics and Dynamics, 20(6):2040004,
2020.

Romain Duboscq and Anthony Réveillac. On a stochastic Hardy—Littlewood—Sobolev inequality
with application to Strichartz estimates for a noisy dispersion. Annales Henri Lebesgue, 5:263-274,
2022. doi:10.5802/ahl.122

Kenneth Falconer. Fractal geometry. John Wiley & Sons, Ltd., Chichester, third edition, 2014.
Mathematical foundations and applications.

Franco Flandoli. Random Perturbation of PDEs and Fluid Dynamic Models: Ecole d’été de Probab-
ilités de Saint-Flour XL-2010, volume 2015. Springer Science & Business Media, 2011.

Franco Flandoli. Regularizing properties of Brownian paths and a result of Davie. Stochastics and
Dynamics, 11(2-3):323-331, 2011.

Franco Flandoli, Massimiliano Gubinelli, and Enrico Priola. Well-posedness of the transport equation
by stochastic perturbation. Inventiones mathematicae, 180(1):1-53, 2010.

Gerald B. Folland. Real analysis: modern techniques and their applications, volume 40. John Wiley
& Sons, 1999.

Jonathan M. Fraser and James T. Hyde. The Hausdorff dimension of graphs of prevalent continuous
functions. Real Analysis Exchange, 37(2):333-352, 2012.

Aurélia Fraysse. Regularity criteria for almost every function in Sobolev spaces. Journal of Functional
Analysis, 258(6):1806-1821, 2010.

Aurélia Fraysse and Stéphane Jaffard. How smooth is almost every function in a Sobolev space?
Revista Matematica Iberoamericana, 22(2):663-682, 2006.

Peter Friz and Atul Shekhar. Doob-Meyer for rough paths. Bulletin of the Institute of Mathematics.
Academia Sinica. New Series, 8(1):73-84, 2013.

Peter K. Friz and Martin Hairer. A Course on Rough Paths: With an Introduction to Regularity
Structures. Springer, 2014.

Peter K. Friz and Nicolas B. Victoir. Multidimensional stochastic processes as rough paths: theory
and applications, volume 120. Cambridge University Press, 2010.

Lucio Galeati and Massimilano Gubinelli. Noiseless regularisation by noise. Rev. Mat. Iberoam.,
38(2):433-502, 2022.

Lucio Galeati and Massimiliano Gubinelli. Mixing for generic rough shear flows. arXiv:2107.12115,
2021.

Adriano M. Garsia, Eugene Rodemich, H. Rumsey, and M. Rosenblatt. A real variable lemma
and the continuity of paths of some Gaussian processes. Indiana University Mathematics Journal,
20(6):565-578, 1970.

Donald Geman and Joseph Horowitz. Occupation densities. The Annals of Probability, pages 1-67,
1980.

Massimiliano Gubinelli. Controlling rough paths. Journal of Functional Analysis, 216(1):86-140,
2004.

56



[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]
[44]

[45]
[46]
[47]

48]

[49]

[50]

[51]

[52]

[53]
[54]

[55]

[56]

[57]

[58]

[59]
[60]

Fabian A. Harang and Nicolas Perkowski. C*°-regularization of ODEs perturbed by noise. Stochastics
and Dynamics, 21(08):2140010, 2021.

Antoine Hocquet, Marco Romito, and Leonardo Tolomeo. About some notions of irregularity of
paths. To appear, 2023+.

Brian R. Hunt. The prevalence of continuous nowhere differentiable functions. Proceedings of the
American mathematical Society, 122(3):711-717, 1994.

Brian R. Hunt, Tim Sauer, and James A. Yorke. Prevalence: a translation—invariant “almost every”
on infinite-dimensional spaces. Bulletin of the American mathematical society, 27(2):217-238, 1992.

Jean-Pierre Kahane. Some random series of functions. Volume 5. Cambridge University Press, 1993.

Nicolai V. Krylov and Michael Réckner. Strong solutions of stochastic equations with singular time
dependent drift. Probability theory and related fields, 131(2):154-196, 2005.

Khoa Lé. A stochastic sewing lemma and applications. Electronic Journal of Probability, 25, 2020.
Elliott H. Lieb and Michael Loss. Analysis. Volume 14. American Mathematical Soc., 2001.

Pertti Mattila. Fourier analysis and Hausdorff dimension, volume 150. Cambridge University Press,
2015.

Peter Morters and Yuval Peres. Brownian motion, volume 30 of Cambridge Series in Statistical and
Probabilistic Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2010. With an appendix by
Oded Schramm and Wendelin Werner.

David Nualart. The Malliavin calculus and related topics. Volume 1995. Springer, 2006.

David Nualart and Youssef Ouknine. Regularization of differential equations by fractional noise.
Stochastic Processes and their Applications, 102(1):103-116, 2002.

David Nualart, Carles Rovira, and Samy Tindel. Probabilistic models for vortex filaments based on
fractional Brownian motion. The Annals of Probability, 31(4):1862-1899, 2003.

William Ott and James Yorke. Prevalence. Bulletin of the American Mathematical Society, 42(3),
2005.

Juan C. Peral. LP estimates for the wave equation. J. Functional Analysis, 36(1):114-145, 1980.

Yuval Peres and Perla Sousi. Dimension of fractional Brownian motion with variable drift. Probability
Theory and Related Fields, 165(3-4):771-794, 2016.

Jean Picard. Representation formulae for the fractional Brownian motion. In Séminaire de probab-
ilités XLIII, pages 3—70. Springer, 2011.

Loren D. Pitt. Local times for Gaussian vector fields. Indiana University Mathematics Journal,
27(2):309-330, 1978.

Enrico Priola. Pathwise uniqueness for singular SDEs driven by stable processes. Osaka Journal of
Mathematics, 49(2):421-447, 2012.

Marco Romito and Leonardo Tolomeo. Yet another notion of irregularity through small ball estim-
ates. arXw:2207.02716, 2022.

Ken-iti Sato. Lévy processes and infinitely divisible distributions. Cambridge University Press, 1999.

A. V. Shaposhnikov. Some remarks on Davie’s uniqueness theorem. Proceedings of the Edinburgh
Mathematical Society, 59(4):1019-1035, 2016.

57



[61]

[62]

[63]

[64]

[65]

[66]

[67]

A. V. Shaposhnikov. Correction to the paper “Some remarks on Davie’s uniqueness theorem”. arXiv
preprint arXiv:1703.06598, 2017.

Alexander Shaposhnikov and Lukas Wresch. Pathwise vs. path-by-path uniqueness. Annales de
UInstitut Henri Poincare (B) Probabilites et statistiques, 58(3):1640-1649, 2022.

Alexander Y. Veretennikov. On strong solutions and explicit formulas for solutions of stochastic
integral equations. Sbornik: Mathematics, 39:387-403, 1981.

Yimin Xiao. Properties of local-nondeterminism of gaussian and stable random fields and their
applications. In Annales de la Faculté des sciences de Toulouse: Mathématiques, volume 15, pages
157-193, 2006.

Yimin Xiao. Strong local nondeterminism and the sample path properties of Gaussian random fields.
Asymptotic theory in probability and statistics with applications, pages 136-176, 2007.

Laurence C. Young. An inequality of the Holder type, connected with Stieltjes integration. Acta
Mathematica, 67:251-282, 1936.

Alexander K. Zvonkin. A transformation of the phase space of a diffusion process that removes the
drift. Mathematics of the USSR-Sbornik, 22(1):129, 1974.

58



	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries
	2.1 Introduction to prevalence
	2.2 Basic properties of -irregularity and related concepts
	2.3 Occupation measures and averaging operators
	2.4 Fractional Brownian motion and local-nondeterminism

	3 Main results
	3.1 Statements
	3.2 Applications to regularisation by noise for ODEs and PDEs

	4 Criteria for -irregularity of stochastic processes
	4.1 General criteria
	4.2 -irregularity for -(e)SLND Gaussian processes and examples
	4.3 -irregularity for -stable processes
	4.4 -irregularity for -LND Gaussian processes

	5 Analytic properties of -irregularity
	5.1 Fourier dimension and Salem sets
	5.2 -irregular paths are rough
	5.3 The general perturbation problem
	5.4 The additive perturbation problem

	A Auxiliary results
	A.1 A primer on Young integration theory
	A.2 Some useful tools


