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Abstract

In line with the notion of probabilistic rough paths introduced in the previous contribution
[DS21]], we address corresponding random controlled rough paths (first introduced in [BCD20]),
the structure of which is indexed by Lions forests. These are statistical distributions over the
space of paths described by the combination of a jet on the underlying probabilistic rough path
and a remainder term. The regularity of the latter facilitates the definition of a rough integral.

We establish closedness and stability of two key operators on random controlled rough paths:
rough integration and composition by a smooth function on the Wasserstein space. These are
important results towards a complete theory of rough McKean-Vlasov equations that is still in
gestation. The proof goes through a higher-order Taylor expansion for the Lions derivative which
we rigorously expound.

The coupled Hopf algebra structure (see [DS21]]) and the Lions-Taylor expansion (established
in Section [2) introduce a number of additional challenges which mean these results are not
simply a natural extension of classical theory. We dedicate this work to pursuing these details.
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1 Introduction

The main purpose of this paper is to elaborate on the notion of probabilistic rough paths introduced
in [DS21]. As such, it is the second of a series of papers whose aim is to provide a global theory for
rough mean-field equations.

1.1 A short review of mean-field models and rough path theory

The relevance of our program is evident from the many developments in the theories of rough paths
and of dynamic mean-field models. An overview has been given in [DS21], but we consider it useful
to summarise some of the results here. On the one hand, the theory of rough paths, introduced in
[Lyo98]], gives meaning to differential systems driven by irregular noises. Although the theory is
in itself deterministic, it covers many probabilistic examples, including of course Brownian motion,
where the associated stochastic integral is understood in the It6 or Stratonovich sense. In many
cases, the random structure helps in the construction of the stack of iterated integrals, whose collec-
tion forms the signature of the signal and which plays a crucial role in the analysis of the associated
differential systems.

Lyons’ pioneering work was developed further in the article of Gubinelli [Gub10] which iden-
tifies iterated integrals of the driving signal with trees. A vector space spanned by the trees paired
with a product and coproduct generates a Hopf algebra, called the Connes-Kreimer algebra. It is
now well understood that a rough path is a trajectory, with values in the set of characters of a Hopf
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algebra, which is additive for the convolution product. This additivity constraint is often referred to
as the Chen relation. In particular, this concept is reflected in the theory of regularity structures, de-
veloped by Hairer [Hail4] to study singular stochastic partial differential equations. In this respect,
the systematic use of algebraic structures to encode the underlying derivation and integration op-
erations plays a decisive role in the associated renormalisation steps. Inspired by this, our previous
contribution [[DS21] describes an alternative representation built around the Lions derivative which
introduces paths on the so-called McKean-Vlasov group of characters.

On the other hand, the theory of mean-field models, originating from statistical mechanics
([Kac56,McK66]), has blossomed after numerous developments in the line of the theory of stochas-
tic processes ([KX99,M¢€l196,/Szn91]]). This was driven by a new revival of interest in connection
with large population optimisation problems, studied for example in the framework of mean-field
game and mean-field control theories, see for example [LL0O7,[HMCO06], the books [CD18al/CD18b]
as well as the literature cited within.

1.2 Probabilistic rough paths and beyond

In most studied examples, mean-field models are driven by Markovian noise. Nevertheless, the
question of extending the theory of mean-field models to systems driven by general rough signals
is natural and was posed long before our first work [DS21]]. The first paper in this direction is due
to Cass and Lyons ([[CL15]). This was followed by [Bail5[] and [DFMS18]. In all these works, the
mean-field interaction appears explicitly only in the transport term (which is absolutely continuous)
and not in the coefficients (sometimes called volatility) driving the rough signals. The extension
to models where the volatility is truly mean-field raises a conceptual difficulty, which has been
systematically addressed in [BCD20] for noises whose Holder exponent is between 1/3 and 1/2.

The main idea of [BCD20] is to treat the mean-field volatility as a function of a random variable
(as an object of infinite dimension) and not directly as a function of a measure. This approach is
inspired by Lions’ interpretation of the derivative (also known as Wasserstein’s derivative) on the
space of probability measures in the form of a Fréchet derivative on the Hilbert space of random
variables. This perspective is particularly well adapted to particle descriptions of mean-field models
in which an observer follows the evolution of a tagged particle within a population. The lifting
procedure from the space of probability measures to the space of random variables, which is used
systematically in Lions’ approach to the Wasserstein derivative, also plays a fundamental role in our
first work [DS21]].

In a schematic way, [DS21]] proposes a general definition of a probabilistic rough path with a
given law p over path space. The iterated integrals are constructed on probability spaces of increas-
ing size, obtained by successive tensorization of the Wiener space, with each new copy of the Wiener
space carrying a new sample from the law p (independent of the previous ones).

The thrust of [DS21] is to provide an algebraic structure for encoding the stack of these iterated
integrals. For instance, one could naively think of labelling all the underlying samples and then
equipping the trees from the Connes-Kreimer algebra with those labels, but this would lead to costly
and useless repetitions due to the exchangeable structure of the model. The construction of [DS21]]
proceeds efficiently as it does not rely on the explicit values of the labels that could be assigned to
the realisations. Intuitively, only the clusters formed by the nodes equipped with the same labels are
used. This gives rise to trees equipped with a partition of the tree nodes, called hyperedges, instead
of trees equipped with labels. However, a striking fact of the theory initiated in [DS21] is that not
all partitions are relevant. In the mean-field setting, only certain types of partitions (a rigorous
description of which can be found in Definition [3.1] below) suffice: we called the trees equipped
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with such partitions Lions trees.

In this new contribution, we make another step forward toward a complete theory of rough
mean-field models. Whilst [DS21]] addressed the definition of the signature and the construction of
an algebraic structure associated with it, we did not address the dynamics driven by these signals.
The goal of this article is to explore this question.

In order to proceed, we adopt the perspective of [Gub04] and define a general notion of ran-
dom controlled rough paths that is consistent with the coupled Hopf algebras introduced in [DS21].
Our results include a stability property for mean-field controlled rough paths under composition by
smooth functions depending on the time marginal of the paths. This is a milestone in our program
since similar stability properties play a crucial role in the analysis of related rough differential equa-
tions in the classical (Lyons-Gubinelli) setting. Noticeably, the derivation of this stability property
in the mean-field setting goes through a generalisation of the notion of higher-order derivatives for
functionals defined on the space of probability measures and is, in turn, based on a proper form of
higher order Taylor expansion. To the best of our knowledge, this Taylor expansion for the Lions
derivative is new (at least in this form, see [Tse21] for another formulation), and we strongly be-
lieve it to have its own interest beside the specific application that we address here. In this regard,
a striking fact in our analysis is the form of the expansion itself: it is encoded by means of partition
sequences that are used to encode grafting operations of Lions trees.

1.3 From elementary differentials of a McKean-Vlasov equation to random controlled
paths

In order to provide a meaningful motivation for the central results proved in this manuscript, we
must discuss the contraction operators used for solving rough differential equations and classical
mean-field equations by means of a Banach fixed point theorem. To ensure that there is no confusion
over this point, these contraction operators will not be addressed directly in this work. However,
we hope that the reader well versed in rough path and regularity structure literature will see that
multiple contraction operators chosen on appropriate spaces would ensure (provided they indeed
exist) the existence and uniqueness of a rough differential equation of the form

dX; = f(Xt,£tX>th. (1.1)

The results of this paper could serve to establish key stability results that would allow for a well
structured and concise description of such contraction operators. We hope that a sceptical reader
will delay any expectations for such contraction operators until a future paper and will approach
this work as a demonstration of the power of the higher order Lions-Taylor expansions that we
prove in Section[2] and as a direct sequel to [DS21]] that proves how these Lions-Taylor expansions
are inter-weaved with Lions trees and coupled Hopf algebras.

In the classical theory of rough paths, solutions of rough differential equations may be locally
expanded as a series of elementary differentials acted on by components of the rough path cor-
responding to iterated integrals of the driving signal. By collecting the elementary differentials of
a solution together, we obtain an element of a Hopf algebra which characterises the solution and
which provides a reformulation of the corresponding differential equation as an equation on the
elementary differentials. In fact, this idea was pushed further by Gubinelli: By gathering together
all paths on the Hopf algebra that satisfy a necessary regularity condition, Gubinelli was able to
describe the concept of a controlled rough path, see [Gub0O4]. The advantage of this notion, which
encompasses elementary differentials themselves, is that the space of controlled rough paths is a Ba-
nach space, unlike the collection of rough paths. Hence, techniques from functional analysis such as
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constructing a contraction operator to prove the existence and uniqueness of an element with par-
ticular properties can still be used (although the obtention of a contraction is a separate problem).
This concept was further generalised in [Hail4] to describe the concept of modelled distributions
and is now widely recognised as the correct approach for approximating the dynamics of singular
stochastic partial differential equations.

We saw in [DS21]] that a probabilistic rough path takes its values on the aforementioned McKean-
Vlasov group of characters, a subgroup of the characters that satisfies an additional identity relating
the probability distributions of random variables associated to Lions trees with similar but differently
tagged hyperedges. Indeed, a key part of the theory from [DS21]] is that one (possibly empty)
hyperedge of a Lions tree is identified as being distinct from all other hyperedges, referred to as
the 0-hyperedge. Intuitively, this 0-tag means that the corresponding probability space carries a
tagged particle. In this framework, the actions of McKean-Vlasov characters on a tree with a 0-
hyperedge and on the same tree but with the 0-hyperedge being untagged are strongly connected.
Here, the McKean-Vlasov characters should be thought of as functionals on a coupled Hopf algebra
in [DS21]], the elements of which can be decomposed in random variables indexed by Lions trees.
This Hopf algebra like structure is said to be coupled because coupling operators are necessary
to explain properly the statistical correlations that do exist between random variables indexed by
two different Lions trees. Hence, we want to find a collection of path-valued random variables that
together form an element of this coupled Hopf algebra and satisfy favourable regularity properties.
Such a collection of paths (see Definition [4.1)), endowed with a complete topology (see Theorem
[4.21)), would be invaluable in describing the microscopic dynamics of equations of the form (I.1).
A similar concept has already been explored in [BCD20] and are referred to as random controlled
rough paths.

1.4 Contributions of this paper

As previously announced, the central contribution of this paper is the extension of the concept
of a modelled distribution from regularity structures with respect to probabilistic rough paths as
developed in [DS21]] which we refer to as random controlled rough paths. The main statement in
this regard is Definition [4.1], which can be summarized as follows. If W is a probabilistic rough path
on a coupled Hopf algebra .77, a path X from [0, 1] to J# is called a Random Controlled Rough Path
(RCRP) controlled by W if Vs, ¢ € [0, 1] with s < ¢, any component of the random controlled rough
path evaluated at ¢ can be expressed in terms of a jet containing terms from the RCRP evaluated at
s and increments of the probabilistic rough path plus an additional remainder term dependent on s
and ¢ which has higher regularity. In comparison with the classical (non mean-field) framework, the
key point here is that all the aforementioned terms are random variables constructed on different
spaces.

Further, we should say that the coupled Hopf algebra .77 is graded, with the grade of a tree
depending on the number of nodes in the 0-hyperedge and the number of nodes in detagged hy-
peredges. In turn, the probability spaces on which the terms of an RCRP are constructed get larger
and larger with the number of hyperedges indexing these terms. In fact, those spaces are products
Q*™ of a common path space 2, with each new copy of 2 accounting for a new hyperedge in the
tree indexing the corresponding random variables. Hence, part of the challenge in this construction
is to bring back all the terms involved in the expansion of a component of X onto a common prob-
ability space. This is achieved by taking conditional expectations appropriately, which thus requires
suitable integrability properties of all the random variables in hand. We refer to Equation (4.1)
and (4.2) for the complete form of these conditional expectations. Moreover, due to the coupled



coproduct equipping the Hopf algebra (which implicitly induces statistical correlations between the
random variables belonging to the coupled Hopf algebra), we need to additionally include coupling
functions to formalise the various conditionings, see Definition [4.15] This necessarily introduces
new challenges and significantly increases the difficulty of otherwise standard results. Hence the
contributions of this paper are much more challenging than simple consequences of the results
proved in [Hail4] or in earlier works in rough path theory.

As with classical theory, one needs to measure the regularity of the various terms underpinning
a random controlled rough path in a convenient way. Following the standard framework, one then
considers the regularity of each remainder term individually in order to define a norm on random
controlled rough paths. However, there are more subtleties because of the random nature each term
and some care should be taken to evaluate each probability space appropriately and precisely: in
particular, the detagged probability spaces should be integrated over whereas the tagged probability
space should be evaluated path by path. This is reflected in Equation (4.3).

In the end, we claim that random controlled rough paths provide the ideal framework for giving
meaning to rough integrals with mean-field coefficients. The intuition for this is the same as in the
standard theory: the increments of the random controlled rough path are determined uniquely up to
a “smooth” remainder term by the increments of a probabilistic rough path and there is a canonical
way of describing the integral of any coefficient of a probabilistic rough path by the probabilistic
rough path. Hence, we can define a mean-field rough integral in terms of an extended Riemann sum
comprising the jet of a random controlled rough path integrated with respect to the probabilistic
rough path locally.

Our study comprises further critical results. As an application of the Lions-Taylor expansion ob-
tained in Section [2] we are additionally able to prove that the smooth image of a random controlled
rough path is also a random controlled rough path (see Theorem [4.11)). More specifically, for any
function f € C} () (R® x Po(R¢); Lin(R?%,R®)) and any pair (X,Y) of random controlled rough paths
(controlled by a common probabilistic rough path W), there is a random controlled rough path Z
(controlled by W) that satisfies

<Zt, 1>(w0) _ f((Xt,1>(w0),£<Y“1>),

where ((Zi,1))e(0,1 (and similarly for ((X¢,1))ejo,1) and ((Y¢, 1))ic(0,1)) is a standard notation for
the path, taking values in the physical space R¢, that lives below the random controlled rough path
Z. Equivalently, the local increments of ({Zi, 1)),¢(o,1) are precisely described by means of Z. The
proof of this chain rule is by no means classical and we highlight the most noticeable difference in
Equation (4.25): again, it requires the management of the statistical correlations that exist between
the various random variables that enter the chain rule; here, this is achieved for a given Lions
tree by systematically distinguishing a collection of hyperedges that are “lost” via the application
of the decoupling operation that determine the various conditionings appearing in the terms of
7. These specific hyperedges are called ghost hyperedges, see Definition [3.11l They provide an
efficient way of describing all of the combinatorics associated with mean-field contributions that
arise from pathwise dependencies within mean-field coefficients. As a simple example, they capture
the mean-field contributions that arise from a pathwise dependency within a mean-field coefficient.
Such inter-dependencies are not naturally explainable with the English language, but we found our
approach to be productive and accurate.

To conclude this work, we consider the local stability results for random controlled rough paths
in Section [5l When two random controlled rough paths are controlled by the same path, they co-
exist in a linear space of random variables and we can define a (complete, separable) norm using
Lebesgue integrals. However, two random controlled rough paths that are not controlled by the
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same path exist on totally different spaces. Nonetheless, we can define a pseudo-metric between two
random controlled rough paths by solving the optimal transport for the cost function that compares
the initial conditions and the regularity of the remainder terms for all coefficients of the random
controlled rough path, see Definition[5.3] This pseudo-metric has many similarities with the Wasser-
stein distance, but a point worth emphasising is that, in this pseudo-metric, the minimum is taken
over couplings between marginal laws equipping the path space 2 and not between laws equipping
products of the type 2*™. In other words, couplings are constructed between each probability space
associated to each (detagged) hyperedge of each Lions tree and the pseudo-metric then finds the
optimal coupling that minimizes a single transport cost that accounts for all Lions trees at once.
In this approach, the tagged probability space (which implicitly carries out the realisation of the
tagged particle) can be treated differently depending on the context corresponding to whether one
compares the distribution or the paths of two random controlled rough paths. To make it clear, one
may or may not freeze the realisation of the tagged particle in the definition of the pseudo-metric.

Using this pseudo-metric, we are able to establish the locally pathwise stability result for the
integral of a random controlled rough path (see Theorem [5.5) and the smooth image of random
controlled rough paths (see Theorem[5.6]). These estimates are pathwise locally Lipschitz, but under
appropriate localisation assumptions can be strengthened to Lipschitz.

Importantly, this paper also contains several contributions that individually have the potential
to create new directions of research in the study of numerical approximations for mean-field dy-
namics. In particular, we highlight Theorem [2.15] which provides a generalised Taylor expansion of
a function of two variables, a spacial variable and a variable on the Wasserstein space of measures.
The derivatives used are in the sense of Lions calculus of variations and we express the iterated
sequences of derivatives in spacial, measure and free variables using partition sequences. We hope
to address the possible numerical applications of it in a future work.

1.5 Organisation

In Section [2] we introduce a new notation for iterative Lions derivatives, demonstrate the link
between these derivatives and partitions and prove a Taylor expansion for functions of measures,
see Theorem [2.8l These results are then extended to the multivariate case in Subsection[2.3]and we
also provide a Schwarz Theorem (see Theorem which identifies partition sequences whose
Lions derivatives are equal. These results were first stated in [DS21]], but we choose to prove them
in this sequel as they are fundamental to the results of Section 4] but were only motivational in the
former. That said, the notion of a partition sequence and their link with iterative Lions derivatives
is critical to the conceptual development of the Lions tree so it was also necessary to include these
results in our earlier work. We hope the reader will forgive us for this.

The key contributions of Section [4] is the definition of a random controlled rough path and
the proof that two key operators are closed on the space of random controlled rough paths (see
Theorem 4.7 and Theorem [4.17)).

Finally, Section [5] introduces a notion of metric between two random controlled rough paths
(controlled by different probabilistic rough paths). These are used to prove two local stability es-
timates, see Theorem [5.5] and Theorem which will turn out to be fundamental in establishing
existence and uniqueness of a solution to rough differential equations in future works.

1.6 Notations and notions from standard rough path theory

Let N be the set of positive integers and Ny = N U {0}. Let R be the field of real numbers and for
d € N, let R? be the d-dimensional vector space over the field R. For vector spaces U and V, we
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define Lin(U, V) to be the collection of linear operators from U to V. Let & and ® be the direct sum
and tensor product operations.
On the tensor space T'(V,U) = ;7 , Lin(V®",U), we define the ring multiplication

® : Lin(VE™ U) x Lin(V®",U) — Lin(Vem+) 1),

In particular, when m,n = 0, ® defines a coordinatewise product U x U — U.

For a vector space U, let B(U) be the Borel o-algebra. Let (2, F,P) be a probability space. For
p € [1,00), let LP(Q2, F,P;U) be the space of p-integrable random variables taking values in U.
When the o-algebra is not ambiguous, we will simply write LP(Q2, P; U). Further, let L°(Q,P; U) be
the space of measurable mappings (2, F) — (U, B(U)).

For a set N, we call 2%V the collection of subsets of N and Z(N) the set of all partitions of the
set N. This means #(N) C 22" A partition P € Z(N) if and only if the following three properties
are satisfied:

Vrxe N, dpecP:xcp; Vp,qge P, pnNq=0; )¢ P.

Hopf algebras

For a modern compendium on Hopf algebras, we direct the reader to [CP21]]. A Hopf algebra
(A,0,A,.7,1,¢) is a module over a ring R such that simultaneously (/#,®,1) is a unital as-
sociative algebra and (.77, A\, €) is a counital coassociative coalgebra and further .77 : % — 7 is
an antiautomorphism that satisfies

o RIoN=00l® .o/ =le. (1.2)

A Hopf algebra is described as graded if there exists a monoid (.4, +) such that .7’ can be repre-
sented of the form

H =P Ay, Ay © Ay C Sonin, A C P oA S|4 C A,
neN p+g=n

Further, a graded Hopf algebra is said to be connected if 74 = R. .
Let .# = {N +1,N + 2,...} be an ideal of the monoid .#" = Ny and denote .4/ = 4" /.#. We

define
N = EB I,.
neN
Then (#, A, ¢) is a counital subcoalgebra of (7, A, ¢) and (#",®,1) is a quotient algebra of
(#,0,1).

Let G(7) be the set of characters of the Hopf algebra, linear functionals f : # — R that satisfy
the identity

fef=foo0.
The coproduct of .7 induces the convolution product * : G(#) ® G(#) — G() defined by

fxg=[f®goA,

rendering G(.2¢) a group with inverse f~! = fo.7.

Hopf algebras are one of the more ubiquitous structures in mathematics with applications in
quantum field theory, condensed-matter physics, algebraic topology and deformation theory. For
the purpose of this work, we draw the readers attention to the use of Hopf algebras in regularity
structures, see [Hail4].



Rough paths

The theory of rough paths, first proposed in [Lyo98]], is now a wide ranging, multi-disciplined field
of research. Over the last twenty years, the field has developed and there are now many different
approaches to defining what a rough path is with differing levels of abstraction. The concept of a
branched rough paths was first introduced in [Gub10]. However, here we use a definition closer to
that of the recent work [TZ20].

Let (7, ®, A, 1,¢,.7) be a connected, graded Hopf algebra over a ring R with basis .7, (with
the convention .# = .%;\{1}) and grading ¢ : %, — Ny such that Vn € ./, the module .77, is
normed. Let # = {N + 1, N + 2, ...} be the monoid ideal of (Ny, +) and let (/" ,®, A, 1,¢,.7) be
the Hopf algebra with finite grading and basis .7 .

Let « > 0 and set N = |1|. We say that W : [0,1] — G(s#") is a (s, a)-rough path if it
satisfies that Vs, ¢,u € [0, 1],

Ws,t = (Ws)il * Wt7 Ws,t * Wt,u = Ws,u (13)

dvr e Y
e [(War)] S sl 14
Higr

When the Hopf algebra is chosen to be the tensor shuffle algebra with the deconcatenation
coproduct (T(Rd, Ré), 1w, AL 1€, .7 ) (see [Reu03]), one obtains the so-called weak geometric rough
paths. Alternatively, by choosing the Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra (see [CK99]), one obtains the
so-called Branched rough paths.

In [Hail4], this concept was generalised to solve singular stochastic partial differential equa-
tions. Regularity structures use an abstract Taylor expansion that best approximates the solution to
determine the relevant necessary information about the driving noise to solve an equation. Although
the first ideas of regularity structures were described a decade ago, the fundamental philosophies
can be traced back many years before.

Controlled rough paths

The central ambition of the theory of controlled rough paths is to describe a collection of paths that
are rough enough to allow for a rich solution theory for rough differential equations but structured
enough that one can “integrate” them with respect to some rough signal. The collection of controlled
rough paths is favourable to work with due to its linearity and that one can integrate with respect to
a fixed rough signal without worrying about the existence of the resulting integral. However, they
do not provide a natural approximation theory and the associated Gubinelli derivatives are often not
uniquely defined.

Let W : [0,1] — G(s#7) be a (#",a)-rough path. We say that X : [0,1] — V"1l is a
controlled rough path (controlled by W) if Vs, ¢ € [0,1] and Vp € . !

(K1) = Y (Xe7) (Wopr) + (X5, 1)

TeFN-

(1.5)
<X8,t7 P> = Z C/ (§7 T, P) : <X87 §> : <W87t7 T> + <X2,t7 P>
G, TEFN—
where ¢ : %y x Fy x .Fy — Ny is the reduced coproduct counting function and
(1) (1. 0)| 0o
sup —— < 00, sup < 00. .
stefo [t — sV stefoa] |t — s|(N=ZleD)-e
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It is now well known that given a controlled rough path X controlled by W, we can define the
rough integral

1
L D S SR R
[U,U}EDn Teﬂé\f_l

Further, given a N-times differentiable function f : R — R and a controlled rough path X controlled
by a rough path W, we can find another controlled rough path Z (controlled by W) that satisfies

N1V (X,
(Z5,1) = f<<X8,1>>, Zory =Y m, [

i=1

Z ® <XS,Tj> .

T17...,Ti6y 7j=1

T Jp—
Of=1Ti=T

il
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2 Taylor expansions over the Wasserstein space

Motivated by the differential equation (I.I}), we want to consider some Taylor expansion for a
function

f:R® x Py(R) — Lin(R%,R®)
where e is the dimension of the solution process and d is the dimension of the driving signal.
However, to streamline the notation somewhat for the reader, in this section we will simply consider

f:RY x Py(RY) — RE.

We emphasise that this does not change the mathematics beyond the dimension of the associated
vector spaces.

Taylor’s Theorem is a well-known result that states that for a function f that is n times differen-
tiable, we have

n
vhf (y) k n+1
@) = £ly) = > 28w =)+ O(Jo ™).
k=1

Our objective is to address a similar version for functionals depending on a measure argument.

Throughout this paper, the derivatives we consider are thus constructed on the space P,(R?) for
p = 2, the so-called ‘Wasserstein space’ of probability measures with a finite second moment. For
any p > 1, P,(R%) can be equipped with the W) -Wasserstein distance, defined by:

1/p
W) - inf / — y|PdlI 2.1
() HePpl(%dedK R xRd ==yl (x,y)) ’ 2.1)

the infimum being taken with respect to all the probability measures II on the product space R x R¢
with p and v as respective d-dimensional marginal laws.

Higher order Taylor expansions are central to approximation techniques throughout the math-
ematical sciences. Therefore, it is perfectly natural to desire a differential calculus on the space of
measures when attempting to approximate the dynamics of large populations and their associated
mean-field limits. The origins of this philosophy can be found in [JKO98]] where the connection be-
tween the Fokker-Planck equations and gradient flows on the Wasserstein space is first established.
We refer the reader to the monograph [AGS08] for a complete overview of the subject.

2.1 Integer-valued sequences with a 1-Lip sup envelope

We build a series of differential operators on the 2-Wasserstein space. For a function f : Py(R?) —
R¢, we consider the canonical lift ' : L2(Q2, F,P; R%) — R® defined by F/(X) = f(Po X~ 1). We say
that f is L-differentiable at . if I is Fréchet differentiable at some point X such that 4 = Po X L.
Denoting the Fréchet derivative by DF, it is now well known (see for instance [GT19] that DF is a
o(X)-measurable random variable of the form DF (i, -) : R — Lin(R¢, R¢) depending on the law of
X and satisfying DF(p,-) € L?(R?, B(RY), y1; Lin(R%, R®)). We denote the L-derivative of f at y by
the mapping 9, f(1)(-) : R? 3 v — 0, f(u)(v) € Lin(R4, R®) satisfying DF (1, X) = 9, f (11)(X). This
derivative is known to coincide with the so-called Wasserstein derivative, as defined in for instance
[AGS08], [CD18a] and [[GT19]]. As we explained in the introduction, Lions’ approach is well-fitted to
probabilistic approaches for mean-field models since, very frequently, we have a ‘canonical’ random
variable X for representing the law of a given probability measure ..

The second order derivatives are obtained by differentiating 9, f with respect to v (in the stan-
dard Euclidean sense) and p (in the same Lions’ sense). The two derivatives V0, f and 0,,0,,f are
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thus very different functions: The first one is defined on P2 (R%) xR and writes (u, v) + V,0,,f (1, v)
whilst the second one is defined on P2(RY) x R x RY and writes (u1,v,v") + 9,0, f(p,v,v'). The
d-dimensional entries of V,0,f and 0,0, f are called here the free variables, since they are inte-
grated with respect to the measure y itself. In words, v is the free variable of 0, f and (v, v) are the
free variables of 9,0, f. Accordingly, the quadratic form L?($2, F,P; R?) associated on with respect
to these two second-order derivatives is

L*(Q, F,P;RY) 5 X —E! [Vvﬁuf(,u,X(wl)) X (w) ® X(wl)]
+EY? [@@J(M X(wi), X (w2)) - X(w1) @ X(w2)] :
In the first term of the right-hand side, the expectation makes sense if
Voduf (1. X) € L=(Q, F,P;RY),

which is the case if 9, f is Lipschitz continuous in v.

Despite the obvious differences between the two second order derivatives, both capture neces-
sary information for the Taylor expansion and we want to find a common system of notation that
easily extends to higher order derivatives. This leads us to Definition [2.1] below, the principle of
which can be stated as follows for the first and second order derivatives: The derivative symbol
J, can be denoted by 0, and then the two derivative symbols V,0,, and 9,,0,, can be respectively
denoted by J(; 1) and J(; 7). In the first case, the length of the index is 1, hence indicating that the
derivative is of order 1. In the other two cases, the length of the vector-valued index is 2, indicating
that the derivative is of order 2. Also, in the notation J 1), the repetition of the index 1 indicates
that we use the same free variable for the second order derivative, or equivalently that the second
derivative has to be V,. In the notation J(; 7y, the fact that the second index (in (1,2)) is different
from the first one says that we use a new free variable for the second order derivative, which, in
turn, must be 9,,0,,.

Definition 2.1. The sup-envelope of an integer-valued sequence (aj)k=1,..» of length n is the non-
decreasing sequence (max;—1i .. a;)k=1,..n- 1he sup-envelope is said to be 1-Lipschitz (or just 1-Lip) if,
forany k € {2,...,n},

max a; <14+ max aj.
I=1,..k I=1,.. k1

We call A,, the collection of all N-valued sequences of length n, with a; = 1 as initial value and with
a 1-Lip sup-envelope. Thus A,, is the collection of all sequences (ay)i=1,..n € Ay taking values on
{1,...,n} such that

ar =1, ai€ {1,..., 1+ 7max_1al}.

We refer to A,, as the collection of partition sequences. The length n of a is denoted by |a| and the
maximum max;—1, ., a is denoted by m[a]. Moreover, we let l[a] € Nl pe the m[al-tuple (l [a); =
Soiey Lilar)),_, mla] ie., fori € {1,...,m[a]}, l[a]; is the number of entries i’ in the sequence a.

Example 2.2. We have
A0=0, A={m} 4 ={@ 1.2},

As {(1,1,1),(1,1,2),(1,2,1),(1,2,2),(1,2,3)},

Ay :{(1, 1,1,1),(1,1,1,2),(1,1,2,1),(1,1,2,2),(1,1,2,3),(1,2,1,1), (1,2, 1, 2),
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(1,2,1,3),(1,2,2,1),(1,2,2,2),(1,2,2,3),(1,2,3,1),(1,2,3,2),(1,2,3,3), (1,2, 3,4)},

and so on.

Observe that by construction, an element a = (ax)x=1,... , is a surjective mapping from {1, ...,n}
onto {1, ..., max|a]}. However, it must be stressed that the representation of the arrival set does not
matter so much for our purpose. In short, any other arrival set of cardinality m[a] could be used
in our analysis. In fact, what really matters in our definition of a sequence a = (ay)r=1,..n € 4An
are the repetitions, since they permit us to distinguish between already used free variables and new
free variables below. This idea may be formalised by identifying integer-valued sequences that can
be labelled by the same element of A,. For a € A,, we can indeed call [a] the collection of all
sequences (b1, ..., b, ) of length n taking values in N that take the form

(03)i=1,..n. = (ka;)i=1,..n3 K15 s Bmaxa € N, ki # kj.

For example
(1,2), (2,1), (4,5) € [(1,2)].

For two sequences (b, ..., b,) and (), ..., b,,), we write (b, ...,b,) = (V),...,b),) if they belong to the
same [a].
2.2 Lions-Taylor expansion

We now have all the ingredients needed to define the symbols associated with higher-order Lions’
derivatives. Indeed, for n € N and a € A,,, we are willing to define 9, inductively by

91y =0,

9 ~JVu, “Olar,sap_1) ar < max{ay,...,ax_1},
(a1,eyap—1,a8) —

O ay,..ap_1) ar > max{a,...,ax_1}

To be consistent with our discussion in the previous subsection, we start with the following reminder,
taken for instance from [[BLPR17,/[CCD14./CD18a]:

Definition 2.3. We say that a function f : Py(R?) — R is in C*) (P2(R); RY) if
* f is continuously Lions-differentiable with Lions derivative 9, f : Pa(R?) x R? — Lin(R%,R®) .

* For every p € P2(R%), the u-measurable function 9, f(u,-) is differentiable with bounded and
Lipschitz derivative V,0,f (with the Lipschitz property with respect to ;. being for W) that
satisfies

VoOuf : Po(R?) x R? — Lin ((R%) 2, R¢).

e For every v € R, the function Ouf(-,v) has Lions derivative
0u0uf : Po(R?) x R? x R? — Lin ((R)®2,R?)
which is bounded and Lipschitz (with the Lipschitz property with respect to . being for W()).

When there is no ambiguity, we will often drop the output space and write Céz) (PQ(Rd)). Before
we go on into the generalisation of the above definition, we feel useful to make the following
remarks:
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Remark 2.4. As pointed out in the definition, the Lipschitz property with respect to the measure ar-
gument in Definition is understood as being for the aforementioned W()-distance. The Lipschitz
properties on the product spaces Po(R?) x R? and P2(RY) x R% x RY are understood for the corre-
sponding product distances, R? being equipped with the Euclidean norm. Our choice to impose Lipschitz
continuity with respect to the W) -distance, which is obviously coarser than W2, is explained in Re-
mark [2.6] below.

Remark 2.5. The requirement to have joint continuity with respect to all the arguments is in fact a
strong requirement, which is known to be suboptimal in practical applications. Indeed, Lions’ derivative
Oyu(p,v) is typically ‘well-defined’ at elements v € RY that belong to the support of ji. Put differently,
the definition of the derivative outside the support of i is somewhat arbitrary in the sense that any
choice outside the support leads to a convenient derivative. However, things become much more rigid
when global continuity is imposed, as is the case here. In this case, the values of 0,u(u,v) for v outside
the support are necessarily prescribed since we can always write 0, u(jt, v) = limy, o0 Oy u(ftn, v), where
(in)n>1 is a sequence of fully supported probability measures that converges in Py(R%) towards p.

Thus, there is a slight loss of generality in our definition. Actually, the same restriction is imposed
in [BLPR17,/ICD18b,[BCD20]]. Handling the general case leads to many technicalities, even when the
derivatives that are studied are of order 2, see [CCD14] together with [[CD18al.

Remark 2.6. The boundedness requirements on 0, f and 0,0, f are also more demanding than what
the general theory could allow. Typically, the Lions derivative of a function that is continuously differen-
tiable and Lipschitz continuous is bounded in L?, i.e., SUD e, (RY) Jpa |v|2dpu(v) < oo, and not globally
in L, as we require here.

In fact, it is pretty easy to see that requiring the derivative to be globally bounded imposes the func-
tion f to be globally Lipschitz for the W(\)-distance, which is obviously stronger. Once again, similar
restrictions are imposed in [BLPR17,ICD18bl[BCD20], and handling the general case leads to cumber-
some technicalities.

In the end, this explains why in Remark Z.4lwe decided to require Lipschitz continuity for W),

In particular, a function f € Céz) (P2(R?)) satisfies
0uf(u,-) € C} (Rd;Lin (Rd,Rd)),
that is; it is both bounded, y-measurable and differentiable.

Definition 2.7. We say that a function f : Po(R%) — R® belongs to CIE") (P2(RY); R®) if there exists a
collection of functions (9, f )aGUZ:1 A,, such that:

1. Forany k € {0,1,..,n}, forany a € Ay,
Bl  Pa(RY) x (R)™le] — Lin ((R%)*,R%)
(M7vl7 ---vvm[a}) — aaf(u7vlv --wvm[a])'

2. Forany k € {1,...,n} and any a € Ay, the function 9, f is bounded and Lipschitz continuous on
Po(RY) x (R*)*™lal | the first space being equipped with the 1-Wasserstein distance.

3. For any k € {1,....,n — 1} and any a € Ay, the function J,f is differentiable with respect to
(1)1, ceey ?)m[a]) and
angaf = 8(al,--- ,ak,j)f-
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4. Forany k € {1,--- ,n — 1} and any a € Ay, the function 0, f is differentiable with respect to
and

0u0af = a(alf--,ak,m[a]Jrl)f'

As with Remark [2.6] we directly require all the derivatives d, f to be Lipschitz continuous with
respect to W), In fact, this only makes a difference for the derivatives 9, f, with la| = n: These
derivatives should just be required to be W(?)-Lipschitz continuous if we wanted to fit the standard
construction of the Lions’ derivative. Whenever |a| < n — 1, we have by assumption that 9,0, f is
bounded which, by the same third item, implies that d, f is necessarily W()-Lipschitz continuous.

On the road to a general Lions-Taylor expansion, we recall the first-order expansion, which
underpins the very definition of the Lions derivative. For any two x and v in Py (R%), let II*" be a
measure on (R%)®2 with marginal distributions x and v. Then, for a continuously Lions differentiable
function f : Po(RY) — R€,

Fv) = flp) = /(Rd)@g B f (s t) - (v — w)dIT™ (u, v) + OK /(Rd)®2 lu — o[ 2dIT* (u, U)) 1/2] . (22)

In fact, the remainder can be explicitly written out:

1/2
o[(/ lu — v]2dIT* (u, v)) }
(Rd)ﬂ)Q

- /01 (8“f<Hg7V’ u+E(v - u)) —Ouf (/% U)) (v — w)dlI* (u,v), (2.3)

with the notation
—1
H’g’y =1I""o (u +&(v— u)) . 2.4)

In particular, when f is in C()(Py(R%)) in the sense of Definition 2.7] the Landau symbol in (2.2)
can be easily upper bounded by

1/2
0<</ lu — v[%l‘[“’”(u,v)) ) < O(W(Q)(,u,y)2>. (2.5)
(R4)®2

Finally, observe that there is no other constraint on the probability measure II*" than it being a
coupling of y and v. There is no need to require any optimality (say for instance in the sense of
Equation (2.I)) in the choice of the coupling. In fact, the possible accuracy of the coupling (for the
L? norm) reads not only in the first term in the right-hand side but also in the second term.

In order to generalise (2.2), we define, for a € A, the corresponding differential operator,
which is acting on elements f € Cé") (P2(R?); R°) in the following way:

D f () [I1"]
= / / 8af<,u,u1, ...,um[a}> . (”Uai — Uai)dﬂ“”’(uhUl)---dH“”’(um[a},Um[a])-
®He2  J e et
xma)

(2.6)



Theorem 2.8 (Lions-Taylor Theorem). Let n € N and let f € CIE”) (P2(R%); R). Then for any p,v €
Ppi1(RY) with joint distribution II*, we have that

() = i > %).[HW] + R (1), 2.7)
k=1 acAy '
where
Ry (f)
N ﬁ anAn /(Rd)ﬂ>2 /(]Rd)€92 /e g(vai = Ua, JATT (g, 1) A (o] U ),
xmla]
and

1
fa#W = / (8af(ﬂg’y’ Uy +£(/Ul _ul), ERE) um[a} +£(Um[a] _um[a})) _aaf(:u‘a ULy ey um[a])) (1 _g)n—ldg
0

The probability measure Hfg’” is defined as in (2.4). Further, the remainder term on the second line of
(2.7) can be upper bounded by:

‘Rralyl_[""” (f)‘ S C (Rd)@Q ’U — fv‘n-f'ldHM’V(u’ ?})7 (2.8)

for a constant C depending only on the bounds for f and its derivatives (including the Lipschitz bounds).

Remark 2.9. Notice that the integrability property at order n + 1 (imposed on u and v) explicitly
appears in the bound (2.8). This is consistent with (2.5]), which corresponds to n = 1.

Proof. Firstly, we observe that (2.2)-(2.3) can be rewritten in the form:

F) = f(u) = DY f(p) 1] + / FORY (o) — g )T (uyg, v7).

(Rd)ﬂ)Q

Together with (2.5), this gives the result when n = 1.

Now we proceed by induction on n. Consider an integer n > 2 such that the conclusion of
the statement holds true for any a € A,_; and any f € Cé”_l)(PQ(Rd);Re). In turn, for f €
C{™ (Py(R?);R) and a € A,_, we have that d,f : Pa(R?) x (RY)*mld 5 Lin ((R%)®lal Re) is
differentiable in all variables and the derivatives are bounded and Lipschitz. Hence

do(1 — &)"2d¢

poe /1 /g A(00f (T 11 + 001 = 11), s i) + (V) = i)
a df

1 rg
B / / </ auaaf(ng,y’ uy + 6(?}1 - u1)7 w5 Uma]+1 + H(Um[a}-l-l - um[a}—l—l))
0 Jo (R4)®2

: (Um[a]—l—l - um[a}—l—l)dnmy(um[a]—l—h Um[a]—i—l))da(l - g)n_ng
gm [a]

/ / Z Vwa f Hmyaul + H(Ul - ul)? -+ U [a] + a(vm[a] - um[a])) ’ (Ui - ul)de(l - g)n72d§

16



= m /(Rd)®2 auaaf (My ULy eees um[a}Jrl) ’ (Um[a}Jrl - um[a]Jrl)dHu’y(um[a}Jrh Um[a]Jrl)

mla]

+ m Zl V00 f (,U,Uh ---,um[a]) (v — uy)

1
+ ﬁ A </(Rd)®2 auaaf (thya ooy Uma]+1 + g(vm[a}-l—l - um[a]—i—l)) - auaaf (Ma e um[a}—l—l)

’ (Um[a]—l—l - um[a}-{—l)dnuw(um[a]—i—la Um[a]+1)> (1 - g)n_ldg

+ ﬁ Z <vviaaf<ng7y7 (RS um[a} + E(Um[a] - um[a})) - vviaaf (:U'v ceey um[a]))
(v — wy) (1= €)™ g

Substituting this into Equation (2.7) at rank n — 1, we get the same expansion at rank n.
As for the estimate (2.8) of the remainder, we have that the error term Ry,*""(f) satisfies that

m[a]
R (1) =0 (W(z) o TL [ ”‘”abdmy(“’vo
j=1

mla]

mla]
o l[a} +6z, H;,L,V
+;O<j1;[1/(lkd)@2 |u — v|!1@i T g (u,v))

=0 (/ |lu — v|”+1dH“’”(u, v)) )
(Re)®2

where we used Holder’s inequality together with the fact that l[a]y + - - - + {[a],,[q) = 7. O

2.3 Multivariate Lions-Taylor expansion

The Lions-Taylor expansion given in the statement of Theorem [2.8] cannot suffice for the study of
mean-field equations of the form (I.I)), as we need to consider functionals depending on both a
Euclidean variable = and a measure argument . To address this increase in complexity, we must
revisit the framework introduced in Section [2.1] in order to have a convenient system of notation
for the mixed derivatives with respect to z and pu.

Indeed, unlike the derivative 9, f in item (i) of Definition 2.7, in which the m'" variable v, can
only appear if 9, f contains at least m derivatives with respect to u, the variable x now appears in
any derivatives of f whenever f is a function of the form f(x, ).

We clarify this in the next definition. Intuitively, derivatives with respect to the z-component
are encoded in the corresponding sequence a through insertions of a ‘0’. Repeated 0’s thus account
for repeated derivatives in the direction of z. There is no constraint on the way that those 0’s may
appear in the corresponding a.

Definition 2.10. Let k,n € Ny and denote (a - b) to be the concatenation of two sequences a and b.
Let Ay, be the collection of all sequences a' = (a});=1,..k+n Of length k + n taking values in {0, ...,n}
of the form o’ = o((0) - a), where (0) = (0);=1,.. 1 is the sequence of length k with all entries 0,
a € A, and o is a (k,n)-shuffle, i.e., a permutation of {1,...,n + k} such that o(1) < ... < o(k) and
ok+1)<..<on+k).
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The rationale for requiring o to be a (k, n)-suffle is that the positive entries of a, which encode
the derivatives with respect to the measure argument y, obey the prescriptions of Definition [2.1] &
is the number of 0 in the sequence and n is the number of non-zero values in the sequence.

Example 2.11. We have

A1a :{(0,1), (1,0)}, A = {(0,1, 1),(0,1,2),(1,0,1),(1,0,2), (1,1,0), (1,2,0)},

Aoy ={(0,0,1),(0,1,0),(1,0,00}, Ao = {(1,1,1),(1,1,2), (1,2,1),(1,2,2), (1,2,3) }
and so on.

Moreover, for a € Ay, ,,, we call [a] the collection of all sequences (p1, ..., p,+x) of length k +n
taking values on N that take the form

(pai)izl,...,n; Po = O, P1,--s Pmaxa € N7 Di 7& by (fOI'i 7& ])

Definition 2.12. For a given n € N, we let
n
AD = Ap i
k=0

Then, for a € |J, cn A, we call la| the length of a (i.e., |a| = n if and only if a € AY), mla] =
max;_y, . o @i and l[a] € N3 "W such that 1[a]; = |{j : a; = i}, for i € {0,--- ,m[a]}.

In the next lemma, we provide another interpretation of the set Aﬁ?), as we prove it to be in
bijection with the set of partitions L@({O, 1,..., n}) of {0,1,...,n}. It turns out that the set of parti-
tions is key to understanding the Lions derivative. Intuitively, the partition will indicate how the free
variables generated by the iterated Lions derivatives will interact with each other, thus providing us
with information on which probability space the Lions derivatives should be considered.

Lemma 2.13. For n € N, there exists a bijection between the set A\ and 2({0,1,...,n}).

Intuitively, the partition associated with an element a € AY is obtained by gathering (in a
common element of the partition) the indices i of {0,...,n} that have the same value a; in the
sequence a, with the convention that ag = 0. The reader may skip ahead on an initial reading.

Proof. For a € A%O), we associate the collection of sets

pri=a '({k}) ={i€{0,--- ,n}:a; =k}, ke{0,..., max(a)},

with the convention that ag = 0. Then the collection of sets P = {po, ..., pj[q } is @ partition of

{0,--- ,n}. This creates a mapping m from AY into Z2({0,1,...,n}). This mapping is injective,
since any two a and b in A such that m[a] = m[b] have the same pre-images (a=!({k}))x—o....» and
(b7 ({k}))k=o0.....n and hence coincide.

It thus remains to prove that m is surjective onto ({0, 1,...,n}). Let P € Z({0,...,n}) so that
|P| < n+1. Then there exists pg € P such that 0 € pg. Thus P\{po} € Z({0,1,...,n}\po) and the set
{0,1,..n}\po is ordered. In turn, there exists z € {0, 1,...,n}\po such that x = min{0,1,...,n}\po,
which allows us to call p; the unique element of P such that p; > . Continuing in this fashion, we

obtain an enumeration of P in the form P = {pgy,p1, ..., pm }, with m < n + 1.
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Define the sequence (a;);=1,..» by a; = j if and only if ¢ € p;. We verify that a € A,,. Firstly,
either1 € ppor1 ¢ po.If1 € pothena; =0.If1 ¢ pgthen1 € {0,1,...,n}\pp and 0 ¢ {0,1,...,n}\po
so that 1 = min{0,1,...,n}\po. Thus 1 € p; and then a; = 1.

Next suppose for £ < n that a@ = (a;)i=1,. .k € A,io)

. We must prove that m[a] := max;—; k al <
max;—1 . k41 a. We already have a sequence of sets po,. 7Pm[a] € P suchthat 1,....k € UZ -0 p,

Then either k + 1 € U;n:[g} piork+1¢€{0,1,. n}\(UZ 0 pl) Ifk+1¢€ Um[g] pi, then there exists

j € {0,1,..., [a]} such that £k + 1 € p; so that ag+1 = j < max—1, a;. On the other hand if
k+1 ¢ UZ 0 Jpi, then k+1 = min{0, 1, ... n}\(U;n[g pi), so that k+1 € py,a41 and apqy = mla]+ 1.
We conclude by induction. O

Following our notation d,, a € A, for the iterated Lions’ derivative defined by a, we now want
to define a € A1(10)’ for n € N, according to the following induction:

0w =0u, Oy =V

' a(al,---,akﬂ) ar =0,
Nar,man—rax) = Vo, * Var,oan_1) 0 < ar < max{ai,...,ar_1},
Ou Oay,.an_1) a > max{ay,...,ax_1}.

Definition 2.14. For any n € N, we say that a function f : R? x Py(R%) — R® belongs to C,' () (R? x
P (R%); R®) if there exists a collection of functions {0, f : a € U}, AEO)} such that:

1. Fori=1,..,nand forall a € AEO), there exists a function

Baf : RY % Py(RY) x (RE)*™le - Lin (R R®)
(.%',,LL, (Uh T ’Um[a})) = 8(1.]0(1.7/1/7?}17 e 7Um[a}).

2. Foralla e J;", AEO), the functions O, f are bounded and Lipschitz continuous on R? x Py (R%) x
(R%)*mlal the second space being equipped with the W())-distance.

3. Forany a € A9 the function 0, f is differentiable with respect to x, and

n—1
020af = a0\ f-

4. Forany a € AY the function 0, f is differentiable with respect to u, and

n—1
8uaaf = 8(a,m[a}+1)f

5. For any a € A; 1> the function 9, f is differentiable with respect to (v, ..., vy,[q)) and for any

p € {1,...,m[a]},
O, 00f = Nap) f-

We can now extend the differential operator defined in (2.6) to the multivariate case. Let zq, yo €
R? and let I1*" be a measure on (R%)®2 with marginal distribution y,v € P, ;. For a € Agn, We
define the operator

D f(xo, ) [yo — o, II*"] (2.9)
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k+n
= . — xg, ) dITMY L. dITY
\/(]Rd)eﬂ /(Rd)EB? 8af <$07 My 1, 7xm[a]> ®(ya1 xa,)d (1'17 yl) d (xm[a]aym[a])
xm/a)

i=1

Then Theorem [2.8 admits the following generalisation:

Theorem 2.15. Let n € N and let f € C;:’(") (R? x P2(RY); RY). Then for any p,v € Ppny1(R?) with
joint distribution II** and any g, yo € RY we have that

Flyo,v)=flzo ) =D Y D/ (o, p)lvo = 20,0} - pa oy v ) (2.10)

il

=1 aeAEO)
where
L,V 1 L,V
R () = oty S [ [ e
(n—1)! ago) (Rd)®2 (R)®2
xmla]
' ®(yap - xap)dnu,y(xla yl)-"dn‘u’y(xm[a]?ym[a})a (211)
p=1
and

1
fo@owo) I /0 ((%f(wo +&(yo — 20), T 1 + E(y1 — 1)+ Tonfa) + EWUma] = Tma)))
00 f (20, 101, oy T ) (1 = )", (2.12)

The probability measure IT;"" is defined as in (2.4).
As before, for a € A; ,,—; the error term satisfies

n

a,(zo,y0), 1", - v AP
/md)@? /(Rd)enf Q) (Wa, — wa, )" (1, 91)- I (1) Yol
xmal

p=1

m[a]
=0 (\yo - xO‘Hl : H / Yp — xp’l[a}pdnmy(xm yp)>
—1 7/ (RH)®2
p
ol
+ 0 W(l)(ﬂa v) - |yo — wo|" - H / lyp — xp|l[a]pdﬂu’y($p,yp)
i (Rd)®2

m[a] mla]
‘ l[a]q+0p, v
+;O<|yo—:ﬂo| .pl;[l/(Rd)@Q lyq — aq|1@atOpagrre (:Uq,yq)>. (2.13)

Proof. The proof is a multivariate adaption of the proof of Theorem[2.8and is left as an exercise for
those who are curious. The authors stress there is no extra novelty in including this proof. O
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Remark 2.16. We can sum up all the remainder terms of (2.10). An application of the Holder inequal-
ity to Equation (2.13) (in the same fashion as in Equation (2.8))) and summing over all the terms of
Equation (2.11)) gives that

R(mO,yo <ZO<‘9€ ‘J+1 /]v ul™" J qTIH*v (u, v))
—i—ZO(!m—yV /]v u|" I I (u, v))

7=0

2.3.1 Differentiability of Multivariate derivatives

Here, we provide a Taylor expansion for d,f itself, assuming that the derivative is sufficiently dif-

ferentiable. This requires that we first introduce some suitable notation for denoting a sequence a

whose restriction on {1, ..., |a|} coincides with a itself, in which case @ reads as an extension of a.
For i, j € Ny, let a € A; ; and for integers i >4, j > j such thati + j > i + j, define

1,j]a

A= = {EGA”:szl,...,i—kj, Ep:ap}.

Finally, for another integer n > i + j, we let

Ailo‘a U Ak ;,n—kla-

Then, fora € A; ;and @ € A; -

i.jla’

we define the operator

Dam@df(x()a My L1y -eey xm[a}) |:y0 — Zo, HH’V, Y1 — 21y - Ymla] — xm[a}]

i+j
= aﬁf Zo, ,x ,...,.Ima . ya — g
/(Rd)eﬂ /(Rd)@z ( 0, /4> 21 [ }) p§+1( P p)

x(m[a]—ml[a])
dHMV(xm[a]—l—la ym[a]—l—l)"'dHMV (xm[ﬁ} ) ym[ﬁ])'

Theorem [2.15] admits the following useful Corollary:

Corollary 2.17. Let n € N and let f € C}’ m(n )( x Po(R);R®). Let (i,j) € Ny x Ng such that
0<i+j<nandletac A;;.

For any x0,Y0, 1, Y1 -+ Tmla]> Ym[a] € R and for any p, v € Pp41(R?) with joint distribution T+
we have that

O f(yo,y Y1, .- aym[a]) -0 f(CU(),,u,CCl, m[a])

‘ 8 f 1'0,,&,1'1,..., )
Z ) — (i +4))! = [yo_xo’m’y’yl = P15+ Ymla] ~ Tmla)
k= z+]+1—eA(0) 1))*

+ Rt (aaf),

nla
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where

A0

n\a

(%0,y0),11 a,(xo,yo),ITHY
R (0f) = H _— Z /RW /(Rd)@2<aaf)
xmla]—

n

Q) Wa — 25.)dI" (Tia 11, Y1) - AT (T i)y Yimja)
r=itj+1

and

(Daf)® a@,(z0,y0), 11+
1
= /O <5af(560 +&(yo — 20), " w1 + (Y1 — 1)+ Tnfa) + EWUmfa] — Tmfa)))

- aﬁf(x()a Hy L1y ey xm[ﬁ}))) (1 - 5)(n_(l+j)_1d£ (214)

2.3.2 Schwarz Theorem for Lions derivatives

Ascending sequences of elements a € Ay, ,, expose how new derivative terms are added to the Taylor
expansion. For each term in the remainder of the Taylor expansion, we perform the Mean Value
Theorem on every variable which yields a new derivative associated to all the possible sequences
(a,i) € Agy1,n U A 1 where i € {0,1,...,m[a] + 1}. However, what this representation does not
convey is that many derivatives J, f in this expansion are equal.

Theorem 2.18 (Schwarz Theorem for Lions Derivatives) Let k,n € N such that k +n > 2. Let
a,b € Ay, such that Vi € {1,...,m[a]}, l[a ;. Then for any f € C}" m(n) (R? x Py(R%)),

8af = abf’

in the sense that, for any ey, ...,e, € R? and any permutation o from {1, ...,n} into itself such that
ag() = bi foralli € {1,...,n}, and all pn € Pr(R?) and vy, ..., vy € RY,

aaf(iu’vla ""Um) ’ ®?:16i = abf(iu?vla ""Um) ’ ®?:160(Z')'

Proof. By proceeding by induction on n and by denoting a~" and b~ ", we can assume that the
vectors (aq,...,an—1) and (by,...,b,—1) are non-decreasing. Without any loss of generality, we can
assume that q itself is non-decreasing, so that the only thing we have to do is to prove that we can
“shift” b,, so that b becomes itself non-decreasing.

In fact, there are two cases. If b, > b,,_1, then there is nothing to do and the proof is over! So, we
can assume that b,, < b,,_1, which means that there is another index ¢ < n — 1 such that b,, = b;. We
then impose i to be the largest of all the integers in {1, ...,n — 1} such that b,, = b;. Then, we can let
¢ = (b1, ..., b;). We can regard the function d.f -e; ® ... ® ¢; as a function defined on P(R?) x (R%)*?,
with p = max(c). Then, by [CD18b, Remark 4.16], for any v,; € R,

Oy, O [(%f(,u,vl, aUp) el ® .. ® el-] (Vpt1) - €ig1 @ €y,
= 0,0y, [Ocf (01, vp), €1 @ .. ® €] (Vpy1) - €0 ® €41,

which yields (the identity below being obviously true if b;,; coincides with b; for some j =1, ...,7)

Debsr b)) S (1) (VL ooy Up, Vpi1) -1 @ . @ € ® €541 @ €y
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= O b by ) f (1) (V15 -, Up, Upt1) -1 B . ® € ® € ® €441

For j such that b;11 = b2 = --- = b;, we get
35;+(f+1) [3(c,bi+1,bn)f(ua ULy oo Upy Upt1) - €1 @ ... D € Q €41 ® en] it ® ... Q¢€j

. [a(c,bn,bm)f(ﬂ,vla s Up,Upy1) €1 Q... Q€ ®ep ® 6i+1} ceir2 ®...Rej

Up+1

= 8(c,bn,bi+1,b¢+2,...,bj)f(,U'aU17 s UpyUptl) €1 ® .. Q€ ®en ®er1 ®ea ® ... @ ey

Now,

i~ [3(c,bi+1,bn)f(/t, Vs eees Ups Upgl) - €1 @ .. @ €5 @ €41 @ en] iy @ ... ®€j

Up+1
= aﬁl;(fﬂ)@ubn [3(c,bi+1)f(/~67 ULy ooy Upy Upt1) - €1 @ ... R €; ® €i+1} cep®eip2® ... ®ej

= (%bnajf(i“) [8(c,b¢+1)f(/%vla s Up,Upt1) €1 ® .. @€ ® 6i+1} 2 ® ... Qe ey

Up+1

= a(c,b¢+1,...,bj,bn)f(/j'a Ul +ees Up, Up+1) 1. Ve ReEL] Ve ... Qe R ey,
from which we deduce that

Xe,bn bisr bigzrnsb)) F (s V15 s Upy Upt1) - €1 @ . @ € @ € @ €141 ® €2 @ ... D €

= ebisr, o bybn) f () (V15 s Vp Upt1) €1 @ - @€ @iy R eipa ® ... ®ej @ ep,
In fact, we can iterate this argument as long as b; < b;;1 (even though equality does not hold).
Assume now that b; ;1 > b; 1, which means that, when adding b1, to (¢, bit1,...,b;,b,), we take a

new Lions derivative. Then, proceeding as before, but with ¢ being replaced by (c, b;11, ..., b;), we
deduce that, for any v, 2 € R,

X e,bn b1 ,biszrbibisn) f (Hs V15 s Upt) €1 @ .. ® € @ € ® €41 @ €iy2 @ ... @ €j ® €541

= a(c7bi+1,---,bj+1,bn)f(,u,1)1, ...,Up+2) 61 ®.. Ve Ve ®e2® ... Qe Qejr1 & en,

and, by iteration, we complete the proof. O

Remark 2.19. We leave it as an exercise to the reader to find a more compact statement of Equation
(2.15) that additionally captures the equalities proved in 2,18

2.4 Norms on differentiable functions

Finally, we introduce a norm on the collection of functions described in Definition [2.14k
Definition 2.20. For a € A,SO), we denote

|0aflloo :== sup  sup sup |8af(x0,,u,ﬂ:1,...,xm[a})‘. (2.15)
20€ER? pEP2 (RY) (21,..., Ty o)) €(RE) Xm0l
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Further, we denote

9

HaafHLip,O = sup |8af($07ﬂ,...,xm[a]) —8af(y0,u7._.’xm[a})|

z0,yo€R? |0 = ol
peP1(RY)
ml,...,mm[a]ERd

. |8af(x0,,u,...,xm[a]) _8(1.]0(1.07”7"'71.771[(1})‘
HaafHLip,u = WGS};EM) WO (11, 0) ;

mo,ml,...,mm[a]ERd

{aaf(ﬁl?(],,u, sy Ly "'axm[a}) - aaf(xouuﬂ e Yjs "'axm[a}){

Ouflly.. . := sup
H a HLIPJ 107117...,mm[a]€Rd ‘.%'j B yj‘
y; ER?
neP1(RY)
We define

m|a]

(2.16)

o= X Woutlat X (10uFlsmo + 106 s+ 3 W0uS iy ). 217
j=1

acUp, Ay acAy
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3 Probabilistic rough paths

The goal of this section is to provide a (very) short introduction to the key mathematical ideas and
notation of [DS21]] that will be relevant.

3.1 Coupled Hopf algebra

One of the main contributions of [DS21] is to introduce a new form of labelled tree that is tailor-
made to the analysis of mean-field equations, see Definition 3.1l below. Such trees are called Lions’
trees because they are connected to Lions’ derivatives through the notion of sup-envelope of an
integer-valued sequence as introduced in Definition 2.1]

The tree is paired with a collection of hyperedges that form a partition of the nodes of the
tree. Each partition element contains a collection of nodes that correspond to instances of a driving
signal that are tagged together but are independent of all other instances. An identified hyperedge,
denoted by a ‘0’, refers to the instance of the driving signal that corresponds to the solution of the
mean-field equation.

Definition 3.1. Let N be a non-empty set containing a finite number of elements. Let E C N x N such
that (z,y) € E = (y,x) ¢ E. Let ho C N and H € &(N\hy) is a partition of N\hg. We denote
H' =HU{ho}. Let L: N — {1,...,d}. Werefer to T = (N, E, ho, H, L) as a Lions forest if

1. (N, E, L) is a non-planar; labelled, directed forest with partial ordering < (obtained by comparing
the distance to roots)

2. (N,H') is a 1-regular, matching hypergraph where the hyperedges hy, h € H' satisfy:
o If hg # 0, then 3z € hg such thatVy € N, z < 1.
* For h; € H', suppose x,y € h; and x < y. Then 3z € h; such that (y, z) € E.
e For hi S H/, suppose r1,Y1 € hz‘, 1 <> Y1, (xl,xg),(yl,yg) € E and o 7& Ya. Then
T2,Y2 € h;.

The collection of all such Lions forests is denoted by .. When a Lions forest T = (N, E, hg, H, L)
satisfies that 3'zg € N such that Vy € N 3!(y;)i=1,... n such that y; =y, yn, = xo and (y;,yi+1) € E, it
is referred to as a Lions tree and the collection of all lions trees is denoted 7.

We define %y = . U {1} where 1 = (0,0,0,0, L) is the empty tree. On a separate note, we define
To={T €T :hl#0}.

We use the terminology ‘hyperedge’ introduced above to denote the elements 4 of H. The next
Definition [3.2] describes operations on Lions trees, including operations on the hyperedges them-
selves:

Definition 3.2. We define ® : % x .Fy — F so that for two Lions forests Ty = (N', E', hg, H', L")
and Ty = (N2, E? b3, H?, L?), we have Ty ® Ty = (N, E, hy, H, L) such that

N=N'UN? E=FE'UE? hy=hiuhl: H=H'UH?
L:N —{1,..,d} suchthat L|y:=L"

We define £ : Fy — Fo for T = (N, E, ho, H, L), we have

E[T) = (N,E,0,H L).
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For i € {l,...,d}, we define the operator |-]; : Fy — T for T = (N,E,ho,H,L), |T]; =

ri
(N, E, ho, H, L) where
For x9¢ N, N=NU{xo}, ho=hoU/{xo},
For {zi1,..,xp} € Nsuchthat Vj=1,..,nandVy e N,z; <y. Then
E = EU{(z1,20), s (Tn,x0)}

The ® operation is an associative and commutative product on the collection of forests with
unit 1. The & operation transforms the hy-hyperedge of a forest into an H-hyperedge, leaving the
ho-hyperedge of the resulting forest empty. Meanwhile, |-|; is a grafting operation where the new
root is placed within the 0-hyperedge.

3.1.1 Coupled algebras

Throughout, we use a probability space (€2, F,P) and we use the generic notation L° for the corre-
sponding collection of (possibly vector valued) measurable functions (without any further integra-
bility constraints). For any m,n € N, we have that

Lo <Q X Q%™ P x P*™: Lin ((Rd)®",Re))

is a module with respect to the ring L°(Q2, P; R®).
In the next definition, we let this module act on Lions trees equipped with n nodes and m + 1
hyperedges (including the hy-hyperedge).

Definition 3.3. Let .57 be the module spanned by the forests .%, multiplied by measurable functions
over product probability spaces,

=P L0<Q s QXL p s ()T, Lin ((Rd)®|NT‘,Re)) T (3.1)
TeSy

J is a module over the ring L°(Q), P; R®).
LetT = (N,E,hg,H,L) € %. Then for X € s, we have

X=> (Xx,T)-T
TeZy
where
(X,T) € L° (Q x QXL P (P)*IH1, Lin ((Rd)®‘N|,Re)). (3.2)

By extending ® to be bilinear, the triple (7¢,®,1) becomes a commutative algebra over the ring
LO(Q,P; R®) since

XioXo= > (XoXT) T=3 (Y (Xi0)e(Xn) T (3.3)
Te% TeFy Ti,T2€%
Th®To=T

where

<X15TI>(WO,WHT1) ® <X25T2>(WO,WHT2)
L0 x QTR o PR g (RDFINT R Re) ).
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The operator £ can be extended to a linear operator £ : 7 — . For X € s we have

ex)= Y (€lx], = ¥ ( 3 XT')

TeFy TES[J()] T'eE— 1[T

Leta € AY and m = mlal. Let T, ..., T,, € % be a sequence of Lions forests. We define the operator
& Fy" — Fo by

Ea[Tl,...,Tn} :[ C? TZ} @5[ ® T]@...@S[ ® T] (3.4)
a;=0 aie1 a;= m[a}

Intuitively, the partition sequence a groups the sequence of trees into m[a] + 1 partition sets.

3.1.2 Coupled coalgebras

A coupling between two partitions P and (@ is a way of describing a bijective mapping between a
subset of P and a subset of Q).

Definition 3.4. Let M and N be two non-empty, disjoint, finite sets and let P and () be partitions of
M and N respectively. We define

poQ:{GeQ(MUN):{gmM:geG}\@:p,{gmN:geG}\@:Q}.

We refer to PUQ as the set of coupled partitions. For every G € PUQ, we denote the two injective
mappings Y% : P — G and v9C : Q — G such that Vp € P and Vq € Q,

WPl N M =p, 9NN =q. (3.5)

PUQ is the collection of partitions of the set M U N that agree with the partition P when
restricting to M and agrees with the partition QQ when restricting to V. The operator "¢ maps the
set p, an element of the partition P, to the unique element of the partition G that contains the set p.

Suppose that we have random variables X € LO(Q*I”| PxIPl;7) and Y € LO(Q*IQl pxIQl; V).
Then, for G € PUQ, we define X @Y e LO(Q*IC PXIGl U ® V) defined by

X @Y (wg,...) = X(wyrop), ) © Y (wyeclgs ). (3.6)
9eG peEP qeqQ

For each choice of G, there is a product of random variable X ®“ Y constructed on the top of X
and Y, where the transport plan between X and Y is specified through the partition G.
This motivates the following definition:

Definition 3.5. We define the set

yoiﬁo = {T1 XGT2: Tl,TQGyO, GEHloHQ}: |_| H10H2.
Ty XTQGﬂOX,,go

We refer to the element T1 x© Ty as a coupled pair. We define the L° (2, P; R¢)-module

o= P L <Q x QX161 P % (P)XIG]. Lin ((Rd)®<|NT1‘+|NT2‘>,Re)) Ty xC T,

Ty XGTheFox Fo
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The choice of symbol ® is pertinent here since J#®.# is not a tensor product of modules but
rather a coupled tensor module.

An admissible cut is a way of dividing a tree into two subtrees, one a rooted tree (referred to as
the root) and one a forest (referred to as the prune), see for instance [CK99]. In our context, a cut
removes edges from a graph, but does not alter hyperedges. Thus, a cut takes a tree to a coupled
pair of forests contained in .%y x.%; rather than simply .%, x .%.

Definition 3.6. Let T' = (N, E, ho, H, L) be a rooted tree. A subset ¢ C E is called an admissible cut if
Vy € N, the unique path (e;)i=1,...n from y to the root x satisfies that if e; € ¢ = Vj #i,e; ¢ c. The
set of admissible cuts for the tree T is denoted C(T").

We call the root of the cut c the rooted tree TR = (NE, EX ho N NI HE, LE) where

Nf = {y EN: El(yl')iZL---,n € Na =YY =2, (yi,yiJrl) € E\C}’
Ef.={(y,2) € E:y,2 € NE}, HE = {hnNEF:he H}\{0},
LE:NF - {1,...d}, LE=L|ye

The prune of the cut c is the rooted forest (NP, EX ho N NI, H?, LY) where N = N\NZ and
EP = E\(EFUc), HP .= {hnNF :hec H}\Q and LY = Llyr.

Following the ideas of rough paths, we wish to construct a coproduct over the module that will
encode the incremental relationships of paths (in the sense of Chen). However, we need to frame

this concept within the context of the couplings we have developed.

Definition 3.7. Let A : J# — @3¢ be the linear operator such that for T = (N, E, ho, H, L) € F,

AT =1xHT 417514 S 1P <H 1k (3.7)
ceC(T)

and extended to F using A[Ty ® Ts] = ® P [A[T1], A[Ts]]. Further, A[1] = 1 x? 1 and for the tree

T1 = ({zo},0, ({20},0), L) with a single node contained in hg, we have A[T1] = Ty x? 1 +1 x? 7.
Then A satisfies

A[mi] — 7], %11 + (1 xH Hi)A[T],

A[Tl ® TQ} = @@ [A[Tl],A[TQ]}, A[gm] — (EXE) [A[T]] G8
Thus for X € 7, we have
A[X] == <X,T> -A[T}
TeF
and we denote
c<T1,T2,T3) — <A[T1],T2 HT T3>. (3.9)

We pair the operator A with the linear functional € : 7 — L°(2,P;R®) which satisfies ¢(1) = 1, and
VT € 7, ¢(T) = 0. The operator ¢ is the counit of A.
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3.1.3 Grading

Definition 3.8. Let & : %, — N2 such that for T = (N1, ET hl HT LT),
G|T) = <|hOT|,|NT\h§ ) (3.10)

The grading is given by the number of nodes contained in the 0-hyperedge and by the number
of nodes contained in all the other hyperedges. We will often write ¢, 5[T] = a|hd| + B|INT\h{ | for
a, 3 € RT and henceforth use the notation

Freb = {T €.F 1 Gapll] < ’y}, Frel = {T € T Gapll] < v}a

)

for some v > a A .
Then we can prove that the module

a0 = @ 1 x ML )T Lin (RPN R) )T (3.1)
TeSy
satisfies that (.2#7*8 A, ¢) is a coupled counital subcoalgebra of (7, A, €) and (78 ®,1) is a
quotient algebra of (#,®,1). Thus (7> ®, A, 1,¢) is also a coupled Bialgebra.

3.2 Group structures of a coupled Hopf algebra

The coupled Bialgebra algebra .7#7*# does not have a canonical topology so there is no sense of
analytic dual space. However, this detail is addressed with the convention

(e%””aﬁ)T = EB L° (Q x M o prIHTL (Rd)®|NT|> -T.
Tezy ™"

Let (A, m4) be a commutative algebra over L°(Q, P;R%). For two mappings f,g € Lin(J#, A),
we define the convolution product * : Lin(.#, A) x Lin(s#, A) — Lin(s#, A) by

frg=maof@goA.

We define the set of all characters G(.77, A) as the collection of algebra homomorphisms from .77
to A that satisfy

g(%ﬂ,A):{feLin(%”,A):fo@:onf®f}.

In practice, we choose A = L°(Q,P;R%). Then f is a character if and only if f € (#7*#)! and
satisfies that (f,1) = 1, V11,T» € Fy

(rmen)=(r0)e(fn) (3.12)

3.2.1 Antipode and McKean-Vlasov characters

The final step of our construction is to equip the coupled Bialgebra (7, ®,1, A, ¢) with a Hopf
structure:
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Definition 3.9. Let .7 : 1 — 7 be defined to be the inverse of the operation I : 1 — 1 with
respect to the convolution product. That is,

S =1e+ Z(le — )"
i=1

for any value of 71 for which this series converges. Then . satisfies the two inductive relationships

<5ﬁ[X],T> - —<X,T> -y | <54X],Tf> 1" <X, TCR>

ceC

- (xr)- Y () o ().

ceC(T)

(3.13)

Thus we have that
Ixl=1%x=¢

The next definition is a key step in the definition of probabilistic rough paths.

Definition 3.10. Let G(#7#  LO(Q,P;R®)) C G(#7*F, L°(Q,P;R®)) such that VT € P such
that h} # 0, INT C Q x QX sych that P x PXHET [(Nr] =1and V(WO,wh(Y)‘,(JJHT) € Nr,

<f,T>(whg,wHT) = <f,5[T]>(w0,whg,wHT). (3.14)
When there is no ambiguity in the choice of coupled Hopf module 778, we will denote
G(7P LO(Q,P;R%)) = G7F (LO(Q,P;R)).
We refer to G748 (LO(Q, P; Re)) as the group of McKean-Vlasov characters with the group operation
fixfa=®o0 fi®fa0 A (3.15)
and unit e.

Equation is the canonical property that defines a character for a classical Hopf algebra. For
a coupled Hopf algebra, we additionally need Equation (3.14), which captures the idea of mapping
an observation to the distribution of observations.

As upshot of Equation (3.14) is that for any f € G**#(L°(Q,P;R%)), X € 77 and T € %
such that Al # 0,

EO [EHS[T] [<f7€[T]>(w07whovaT) ' <X7€[T]>(w07who7wHT)]]
— RHT) [<f,T>(wh0,wHT) .E° [<X,5[T]>(w0,wh0,wHT)H . (3.16)

3.2.2 Ghost hyperedges

In our subsequent analysis of probabilistic rough paths, we often let characters act onto forests T’
of the form T' = &[Ty, ..., T},], with the latter notation being defined in (3.4). This requires us to
identify carefully the hyperedges that equip 7' in terms of the hyperedges that equip each of the
forests T4, ..., Tp,:

30



Definition 3.11. Let a € A%O) and let Ty, .. T,, € Fy. For j = 1,...m[a], let Bfa[Tl’”"

of disjoint, non-empty sets such that
Ui 20 — R,

k, k,
ap=] ag=]

2Ty, ., Ty o= {;;ﬁa[Tl,...,Tn] =1, mlal, | K = @}'
K,

Tl be a collection

J
ag=j

The elements of Z°[T1, ..., T,,] are referred to as ghost hyperedges, although we should emphasise that

they not strictly speaking hyperedges of any hypergraph. We denote the set of ghost hyperedges

FEa ~ETy,... T ~ETy,.... T
FE (T T {hl (T ]"”,hm[([l]l }}‘

Then

n
gl | JHT = Z0(1y, ., T, U HE T, (3.17)
i=1

The set Z%[Ty,...,T,] contains a collection of sets that can be identified with all the tagged
hyperedges of the forests T} through to 7,, which are not included in £ [Tl, ...,Tn], whence the
terminology ‘ghost hyperedges’. These ghost hyperedges are disjoint, non-empty sets and we do not
specify their content.

The requirement for ghost hyperedges is elucidated in Proposition [3.13]below. The intuitive rea-
son why we need ghost hyperedges is that, even though the 0-hyperedge h{ of a forest T may be
empty, the elements (X, T'), for X € J#, may depend on the variable WhT Accordingly, it is neces-
sary to have a consistent notation to keep track of these variables when performing the operation
g4y, ..., Ty].

Lemma 3.12. Letn € N, let a € Aﬁlo) andlet Ty, ..., T,, Y1, ..., Tp, Y1,...Y,, € F. Suppose that for all
1=1,...,n,

¢(7 1, v:) > 0.
Then

79[y, ..., T, = {h;?“[Tu--an} STl e Zapey v,] and RSN e za[Yl,...,Yn]}

Proof. By assumption, for each i = 1,...,n we have that ¢/(7;, Y;,Y;) > 0 so that

hli=hyiUhl’ and HT e HTOHY.

Hence
pET e 29, LT = | hy =
W
— U hit =10 and U h =0
s sy
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Ghost hyperedges are a way to capture the contributions for the tagged probability space of some
mean-field term that are viewed as a mean-field contribution. We do not see such contributions
from the probabilistic rough path due to Equation (3.14) which states that mean-field terms are
independent of the tagged probability space (equivalently, the distribution of the driving signal is
independent of the sample).

However, we do see these contributions outside of the McKean-Vlasov group of characters and
these will be critical in Section [4] below.

Proposition 3.13. Let n € N, let T}, ..., T}, € 9’3’0"5 and let a € A, Let f € GvoB (LO(2, IP;R))
and X € #7*P. Suppose that

EL--mld] “g(wo, oo Wrnfa]) ®EHTi |:<X71—'i>(wai7wHTi) . <f,TZ->(wai,wHTi)} H < o0
i=1

For brevity, denote T' = £*[T1, ..., T,,). Then we can equivalently state

EL-mla] [Q(WO, ...,wm[a]) ) ®EHTi [<X’Ti>(wai’wHT') <f’ >(wa“wHT )H
=1

n

) @ (X opn)] - (. T enor)| 2.18)

T a
= EH |:EZ [le...,Tn} |:g(w07w];¥17 ...7w]iLT
=1

mla]
where we exchangeably denote wy and Wit
Proof. Leta € A, Following Equation (3.4),
nga[Tl,...,Tn] — [ ® T} @5[ ® T] @...@5[ ® T}
a;=0 a;=1 as=mla]

By assumption, we can swap the order of integration and relabel the probability spaces {21 ... Xy, 1]
by QﬁlT X oo X QBT[ ] to get

El,...,m[a] [g(wo, --wwm[a}) . ®EHTZ [<f7ﬂ>(wai7wHTi) . <X,E>(waivaTi)}:|
=1

~ n
:EU?:I [ {h17 7 [ ]} [g(wo,wh{,wﬁT[ ])®<X7E>(WBZ“7WHTZ)
i=1 !

mla

]
f’ ® T th,wHTZ)]].
J

J=0 ai:J

Then using Equation (3.17) allows us to state this in the same form as Equation (3.18)).
For brevity, we denote for j = 0, ..., m[a], the Lions forest T; = @ T;.

ai=j
Suppose that for some j = 1, ..., m[a],

U not #0

ai=j
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so that EJT e HT. Since we are integrating over Wi T we could replace T] by € [Tj] Further, the set

B]T will be included in the collection of sets H' and not in Z2[T, ..., T;,].
On the other hand, if
U # =0,

a;i=J
then the random variable (, TJ> is constant in wjr by Equation (3.16) so we can move this term
J

outside the expectation over this variable. We also retain equality by rewriting this as (f,£[T}]).
To conclude, we apply (3.12) from the definition of a character. O

The following remark is borrowed directly from [DS21]. We feel it useful for the reader.

Remark 3.14. The reader should observe that, on the first line of (3.18), the variable wy,,...,wa,
that appear in the tensorial product are the same as the variables wy, ..., wn,(q that appear inside the
function g. This comes from the very definition of a.

The second line is more subtle since the expectation is split into two subsequent expectation symbols.
Chiefly, the character f is independent of the variables Wi, for EJT € Z%T,...,T,). As we explained

above, these variables correspond to empty 0-hyperedges in the collection of forests {11, ...,T,,}. Those
variables appear as arguments of the function g (but not all the arguments of g are indexed by those

variables) and <X ) TZ> for appropriate choices of i = 1, ..., n. Notice that, in this scenario, the hyperedge

ibgi is not a hyperedge of T and so will not be included in the expansion on the left hand side of
Equation (3.18). This motivates why we integrate over all hyperedges contained in Z*[11, ..., T, on the
right hand side of Equation (3.18). We refer to ghost variables as the variables wjr labelled by ghost

hyperedges h! € Z°[Ty, ..., T}].
Lastly, from Definition 3.11l we emphasise that the sets h;F are disjoint and thus the variables wj,r
and wj,r cannot be identified.
J

3.3 Graded norms and metrics

We now introduce a class of norms on the coupled Hopf algebra .7#7*#, These norms are graded,
with the grading relying on an auxiliary integrability function p.

Definition 3.15. Let o,3 > 0, v > a A . Let p : y‘g’aﬁ — [1,00). We refer to p as an integrability
functional. Let

u = {LO (2% X s ()1 Lin (RN RE) ) < (NT, BT, BT, LT) € ygvaﬁ}.

Given an integrability functional p, we define a graded norm p of J7*# by

_1
p[T}] p[T]

<X7 T>(wh07wHT)

TN\’
Xlp= 3 E““[

TeFv:b

In general, we will be less interested in norms on .#*# and more interested in dual norms on
(27>8)* with certain integrability conditions that we will need for our rough paths.
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Definition 3.16. Let o, 3 > 0, v > a A 3. Let p : ygv“ﬁ — [1,00) be an integrability functional. Let
q: Fr*P 5 [1,00) such that VT € F75,

= + (3.19)

and VTy, Ty, T3 € .F 78 such that c(Ty, Ty, T3) > 0,

1 1 1 1 1 1
> + . q|&[Th]| =q|Th| and = + .
o = qr (M =B and oarn = T )
Here ¢ : %y x Fo x .Fy — Ny is the coproduct counting function (see Equation (3.9)).
Then we say that q is the dual integrability functional of p. We refer to the pair (p, q) as a dual pair
of integrability functionals.

(3.20)

Lemma 3.17. Let o, f > 0, v > o A 8 and let (p,q) be a dual pair of integrability functionals. Then
VT,Y,Y € F such that (T, Y,Y) > 0,

111
plY] pl]  qlY]
:( 1 n 1 >_ 1 S 1 n 1
plT] [T/ qY] ~ p[T]  q[Y]

3.4 Probabilistic rough paths

With a sense of integrability and a metric over our group of characters, we are able to introduce a
definition for the titular probabilistic rough path:

Definition 3.18. Let o, 8 > 0 and let v := inf{¥, [T : T € #,9, 3[T| > 1 —a}. Let (p, q) be a dual
pair of integrability functionals.
We say that W : [0, 1] — G748 (LP(Q, P;R®)) is a (7P, p, q)-probabilistic rough path if

Ws,t * Wt,u = Ws,u (321)
and VT € F1 b,

gHT U<Ws’t’ T>(w0,wHT)

‘t _ S|q[T}%,5[T]

]EO

sup

Q[T]:| 1
q[T]
< 00. (3.22)
s,t€[0,1]

We denote the set of probabilistic rough paths by € (78 ,p, q).
We define the inhomogeneous (random) pseudo-metric

p(a767P7Q)70 : (g(%%a,ﬁapa Q) X Cg(‘%ﬂ%aﬁ,p’ q) — Lp[l}(Qa ]Pa RJr)
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by

<Vs,ta T> (WO, (,:)HT)

1
p a,[0,p, 70 V7W (WO) :inf Sup 7</
o ( ) 1 TE;:@,B s,t€[0,1] |t - S|ga’B[T} (QXﬁ)X\HT\

1
T HT T
— (Was, T (w0, @yr) g ]d<H(cz),w)>X‘ ) ] (3.23)

where infy; runs over all probability measures on (Q x Q, F ® F) with left and right marginals P and
IP respectively.

Using (3.14), the reader may observe that for T’ € .% such that hl # (), the random variable

<Ws7t, T>(wh0, wyr) = <Ws,t, 5[T]>(w0,wh0,wHT)

so that (W 4, £[T)(wo, wh,,wpr) is constant in wy and Equation (3.22) can be restated as

_1
q[T}] q[T]
<

< Ceqry [t — [ 111

gHE) |:‘<Ws7t,5[T]>(WO7W}LO7WHT)
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4 Random controlled rough paths and couplings

Now that we have briefly laid out the definition of probabilistic rough paths first introduced in
[DS21]], we want to introduce the related notion of paths controlled by a probabilistic rough path
following following the ideas of [GubO4]. To this end, the goal of this section is to define and prove
some key properties of random controlled rough paths. This idea was first introduced in [BCD20],
although the definition we use in this work builds on the key philosophy that a probabilistic rough
path is a path of the characters of a coupled Hopf algebra along with a choice of graded norm.

Throughout this section, we will use that convention that 7" is a tree with prunes YT and roots
Y. This will aid distinction and identification for the reader when there are multiple prunes and
roots within an expression. Further, following on from Definition [3.7] we will be using the reduced
coproduct counting function ¢ : . x . x .% — N defined by

c’(T,T,Y) - <A’[T],T HT Y>,
A[T] = AT =1 T T -7 x7" 1.

For a set &/ C %, we will henceforward denote

’77057B ’Y—,Oj,ﬁ

D IS S

Ted Tes Teo Tes
Yo, 8Ty Yo, 8[T1<

This section is central to our paper. In Subsection 4.1}, we provide and describe the Definition of
a random controlled rough path, see Definition 4.1l In Subsection[4.2] we provide some motivation
for this choice by considering elementary differentials of a McKean-Vlasov equation. Subsection 4.3]
contains two key theorems of this paper along with the necessary notational explanations. Subsec-
tions 4.4] and [4.5] include a collection of definitions and results that will be key to working with
random controlled rough paths. The reader should be able to take these results on trust during
the first read through. Subsection [4.6] addresses some of the technical details of working with ran-
dom controlled rough paths, including a proof that the space of random controlled rough paths is
a Banach space (see Theorem [4.21)). Finally, Subsection [4.7] provides the proofs to the results of
Subsection [4.3]

4.1 Definition of a random controlled rough path

We first provide the definition of a random controlled rough path, which is the key notion in our
contribution. The reader will notice some obvious similarities with the definition of a standard
controlled rough path in (I.5). However, a modicum of care is needed as the random feature of
the paths create a lot of additional technicalities, which represent the novelty and interest of this
definition. In particular, the encoding of the jets in the expansion of a random controlled rough
path requires a proper identification of the connections between the hyperedges of a Lions forest T’
and the hyperedges of the prune and the root for some cut of 7. Formally, this identification goes
through Definitions [4.15] and [4.17] The reader can study these two definitions directly, but, to ease
the reading, we have chosen to provide here a more intuitive primer of them at this stage of the
exposition.

For T,Y,Y € .Z such that ¢(T,Y,Y) > 0 and for a non-0 hyperedge h¥ of Y (i.e., h¥ € HY),
hT can be regarded as the restriction to the nodes of T of a wider hyperedge of T, which we
denote in Definition by vT(hT). Here, we use the simpler notation h” for 1»*-7(hY). Then
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we say that AT is not connected to Y (with respect to the coupling HT) if h” does not contain
any node of Y. We call ET"T-Y the collection of hyperedges of Y that are not connected to Y,
which implicitly means that the 0-hyperedge of T is always regarded as being connected. When
hY is connected to Y, we can associate with it an hyperedge of Y, namely an element of HY,
by considering hY := hT N NY where NY denotes the collection of nodes of Y. In the following
definition, 2" is denoted by ™" *-Y [nT].

Conversely, if we are given first b7 an hyperedge of T, we may divide it according to the cut
that leads to Y and Y and then retain one piece only. If A7 does not contain any node of Y, then
we regard h” as an hyperedge of Y, which we retain as a result of the cut. If A’ has a non-empty
intersection with NY, then h” N NY is an hyperedge of Y and we retain it as a result of the
cut. We let ¥ := h” in the first case, with h¥ being formally regarded as an hyperedge of T, and
hY := KT N NY in the second case, with 1T being seen as an hyperedge of Y. Using our terminology,
it should be clear to the reader that, in the former case, A" is not connected to Y (with the respect
to the coupling H”). In Definition the operation that maps h” to either h¥ or kY is encoded
by means of a function ¢7°*Y : HT — HY U HY: ¢T"TY[nT] is either equal to AT or hY whether it
contains nodes of Y or not.

With this detail clarified, we introduce the core contribution of this work:

Definition 4.1. Let o, f > 0 and v := inf{¥, g[T] : T € F,%, 3[T] > 1 — a}. Let (p, q) be a dual pair
of integrability functionals and let W be an (75  p, q)-probabilistic rough path.

Apath X : [0,1] — s#7=%P is called a p-Random Controlled Rough Path (RCRP) controlled by W
ifvY € #7798, Vs, t € [0,1] with s < t,

<X87t,1>(w0) = V_Z:mﬁ EH" |:<X57T>(WO,(A)HT) . <Ws7t,T>(WO,wHT):| + <X§,7t, 1>(w0), 4.1)
TeF
<Xs,t,Y>(W0,WHY)
—af
:1; Tezyc/ <T, T,Y) _EE”RT’Y |:<XS,T>(W(),W¢T,T,Y[HT}) . <Ws,t> T>(WO,W¢T,T,Y[HT}):|
+ <Xi7t,Y>(wo,wHy), (4.2)

and VY € 9’5’7’0"5,

EO[ sup B “(Xt,m(wo,wHy)‘p[yﬂ < o0,

te[0,1]
L (4.3)
0 EHY U <Xg,t’ Y>(WOa WHY)‘p[Y}] plY]
Sl B S v A ) < oo,

We call DRP(4728) the space of all p-RCRPs controlled by W. We equip it with the (random)
seminorm || - vapq o i DR B) — LPI(Q, Py RY) defined by

L

p[T}] p[T]

(Xo,T') (wo, wgrr)

HXHW,%p,q,O(wO) = Z EHT

’7_70476 |:
TeSy
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<Xﬁs,t’ T> (WO’ WHT)

|t — s[7~FeslT]

’y_vavﬁ EHT |:
£
Tey() s,tE[O,l]

4.4

When there is no ambiguity in the choice of coupled Hopf algebra 75, we denote the space of
random controlled rough paths (controlled by W) by D7

Remark 4.2. Throughout this entire work, the time interval is taken to be [0, 1], but we could equiv-
alently take it to be any finite interval of the real line. When another time interval is specified, it is
always as a subset [u,v] C [0, 1] which will be used to demonstrate the dependence in those estimates to
the length of the time interval. This is vital for key rough path localisation techniques.

Remark 4.3. Let us consider the use of the set of untagged hyperedges ET-VY : in Equation (1), we
should think that the only hyperedge being tagged is the 0-hyperedge hy. Hence, wy is the only variable
on the left-hand side of the expression and on the right hand side of the expression all other hyperedges
(the set HT) are being integrated over.

By contrast, in Equation (4.2)), we only integrate over the set of decoupled hyperedges ET"Y+Y'. Once
again, we recall that this is the collection of hyperedges of Y that are not connected to Y and this does
not contain the 0-hyperedge. The 0-hyperedge remains coupled as before via wy, but we also fix wyy on
the left-hand side. The operation ¢7"X-Y maps hyperedges of the Lions tree T onto the hyperedges of the
Lions tree Y except when there is no associated hyperedge, in which case it maps to HY. In the latter
case, the image is regarded as a non-connected hyperedge of Y, i.e., as an element of ET"X-Y. Thus, any
hyperedge h € H” such that ¢">Y"Y [h] € HY will be contained in ET*¥>Y" and any other hyperedges are
contained in HY and so are tagged.

In the same fashion, ©T>"Y maps to hyperedges of Y to HY when there is an associated hyperedge
tagged by H”, and HY otherwise. Thus ©""¥-Y'[h] € HY will be contained in ET"TY and all other
hyperedges will be contained in HY , making them tagged.

Example 4.4. Let us visualise Definition in the case where d = 1 (so that all nodes are labelled

identically). Let o = £ and 8 = 2. Thus a € (},%) and B € (4, 1) and v = £ = a + 28 since

da<3a+B<1<2a+28 <b5a < a-+30.

Hence
{ai+8i:(.) € No: ai+ Bj < 7} = {a 8,20, + 8,28, 30, 20 + 8}

and we are left considering the collection of Lions forests:

W—vaﬁz{@, @CIDQ e e,
|Vdej¥ oo

Then each of the jets described by Equation (4.2)) are equivalent to the following:

<Xs, <I> + @G >(w0,w1)<Ws,t, . >(w0,wl)]
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+<X 1) +2 @ )en(w.s @>(wo)-l-<Xs,+£>(wo)<ws,t,>(wo)
s

el @+d> (o) ,,é)wo,wl)]

+E1_ s e @O e ) (We, @O Yo

<Xs,t, . >(w0 wi) <X OI0 >w0 w1 <Wst ®>(w0)

+ <Xs, . >(w0,w1)<Ws,t, > <X (eo)ie > wo, Wi <Ws,t, D) >(w0)

+<X8, I +2( o >(w07w1)<ws,ta . >(W07W1)

+(XEs @ )(wo),

<X5, (? + (o @>(wo,w1 wWa <W @> wo, wa)

_ <Xs, + é] +2 @ >(wo)<ws,t, ® >(w0)
(%, @ + QP+ o)) v (W @ Yo

(%0r, @D Yow) = (o0 ) +3@> (Wi @ (e
(:B + @ wo wi) S >(w0,w1)

<Xs,t, é) >(wo wi) = (X, Q/ + d) (wo,wt) W @ (wo) < é)> wo, w1,

<Xs,ta® O >(wo,w1)
= <X8, - +20@ 0 >(wo,w1)<W57t, (o) >(wo) + <X§7t, OIC >(wo,w1)

and for all Lions trees in .%7 =" not listed above,

+ E? +<X§7t, . >(w0,w1),

+E!

+ <X§,ta >(w0),

+E1

+ (XE,, @D )(wo),

<Xs,t, T>(w0, wyr) = <X§,7t, T> (wo, wyr).
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for the simple reason that in this case we cannot find a forest T € .F7~%8 together with a non-trivial
cut such that Y is the root of T under this cut. This claim is obvious when Y contains three nodes since
F17%B does not contain any forest with (strictly) more than three nodes. When Y is one of the forests
with two nodes that is non-listed in the above enumeration, this should be checked case by case taking
into account the colouring of the hyperedges of Y. For instance, (e ) cannot be regarded as the root
of an element of F7~%8, whilst (&%) is the root of an element of F7 %5,

Further, we have that P-almost surely:

(x411) (o)

sup < 00,
stefo,]  [t—s[7
(%, © )wo) 2 (e © Yo
sup = < o0, sup — < 00,
s,t€[0,1] ’t - 3’7 « s,t€[0,1] ‘t — S"Y B
<X§,t, >(w0) <Xﬁ7t, Y >(w0)
sup — < 00, sup — < 00,
stefoa] |t —s[rT2 s,t€[0,1] [t —s|7—2
[ (her § e 2 [(h @@ Yoo
sup —— < 00, sup —— < 00,
s,t€[0,1] |t —s[y—a=p s,t€[0,1] |t —s[yma=p

and for all other Lions trees Y € .#7%8 not listed above,

o [ <Xi,tay>(w0aWHy)‘:|
sup

s,te[0,1] |t — 5|7~ ZeslY]

For these forests, we note that 0 < v — %, g[Y] < a so that there are no Lions forests T, T € .F7 %8
such that ¢(T,Y,Y) > 0.

ForY € 907’0"6, we denote

<3[X]S7t7y>(w07WHY) = <X57t,Y>(w0,wHy) — <X27t,Y>(wo,wHy). (4.5)

In broad terms, the operation J is a concise way for denoting the jet of a random controlled rough
path, which has differing regularity from the remainder term <Xjj Y).

s,t)

4.2 Motivation: Mean-field elementary differentials

In this Subsection, we wish to briefly consider how one could provide a local expansion of Butcher
type for the olution of the McKean-Vlasov equation

t
X, o(wo) = / £ (X (w0), £X) ® dW,(wo). 4.6)

where (for this Subsection alone) X and W are some smooth path valued random variables and
f is a smooth function on R? x P,(R%). By Taylor expanding the function f by means of Theorem
[2.15] we hope to motivate the choice of structure for random controlled rough paths as stated in
Definition [4.1] above.
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We first fix o, 3 > 0 as in Definition [4.1l For simplicity, we assume o = [ and we define ~
accordingly, i.e., v = a| X |. Indeed, for an arbitrary tree T, &, 4[T] = [N”|o and %, s[T] > 1 — o <
INT| > 1 -1 « |NT| > L. Thus v is indeed equal to a|2] and T € 72 if and only if
INT| < n— 1, with n := |1]. Intuitively,  prescribes the order that one wants to reach in the local
expansion of the increments of X, with the following rule: the smaller «, the larger the order of the
expansion. We then suppose that the field f belongs to C}' () By applying Theorem 2.15] we get,

for fixed s,t such that 0 < s < ¢,

@B =/ (Xo(wo), £3) & Woy + /t [F (X0 w0), £5) = F(Xalwn). £3)] @ WV (w1)
() £X) o Waglay+ Y 3 [P

. S
=1 aeAz(.O)

E?) [Xs,r (wo), Hi{r]
7!

® dW,

t w D'
+/ RnXs,r( O)vHs,r ®dWr, (4-7)

where IIY, is here the (joint) law of (X, X,), which is here ‘the’ natural coupling between £(X)
and £(X,). The exact expression for the integrand in the time-integral on the second line is then
given by (2.9).

Next, we substitute the whole right hand side of Equation (4.7) for each increment of X, (wo)
within this formula. This provides

- f(XS(wo),.cf) ® Wi 4(wo)

n (2
+Y S Ebemd [<aaf(xs<wo>,£§ ,Xs<w1>,...,Xs<wm[a]>),®f(xs<waj>,£§)>
=L geq® j=1
P
. / <®Ws,r(waj)> © dW, (wp)
s j=1

where Remainder is a remainder term which is intuitively not important at this stage of the discus-
sion and whose exact contribution is addressed next. For the time being, we want to explain first
how the above expansion fits the framework used in Definition [4.1l In particular, we now spend
some time reformulating the second term in the right-hand side by means of Lions’ trees.

In order to so, we start with the following observation. By Lemma for any partition se-
quence a € AEO), we can consider the pre-image of the set {1,...,i} by a and then associate a
partition of the integers {1, ..., 7} which we write H* along with a (possibly empty) tagged partition
element hg := {j e{l,..,i} :a; = 0}. Let us consider the Lions tree 7% = (N, E, h, H*, L) where

N::{O,l,...,z‘}, E::{(l,O),...(z‘,O)}, L:N—{1,..d,

ho :={0} U {j e{l,...,i} r a5 = O}, H = {{] e{l,.,i}:aj=k}:k= 1,...,m[a]}.

It is worth observing that H and H“ can be identified since the hyperedge {j : a; = k} is nothing
but the collection of nodes that are labelled by a pre-image of k by a.

Let W be the probabilistic rough path associated the lift of the smooth path-valued random
variable W (see [[DS21]] for the construction). Then we have that

+ { Remainder } , (4.8)

P
/ H <Ws,7‘(waj)a eL[]}> : d<WT, 6L[O]> = <Ws,ta T>(W0,W1, ---,wm[a})'
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which gives another expression of the stochastic integrals in (4.8)), based on Lions’ trees. What is
more, we can index the w’s in the above formula by the hyperedges of the tree itself. Indeed, there is
an obvious bijection between {1, ..., m[a]} and the collection H* of non-0 hyperedges. By relabelling
the probability spaces, the above can be re-expressed of the form

/ H (W (Wha, ) erj) - AW epp)) = <Ws,t,Ta>(wo,wHa), 4.9)

where hy, ..., hy,[q is an enumeration of the hyperedges of 7, i.e., of the elements of H“. This
formulation is very advantageous as it permits to track how two random variables of the above type
are correlated when they are labelled by two different forests. In short, the statistical correlations
are then exhaustively described by means of the couplings between the two forests.

Similarly, we want to associate to the Lions tree the random variable

{0t (X £, 0) o X )@f( (wn,) L) ) (4.10)

which also appears in (4.8)). This however requires a preliminary discussion about the term Remain-
der in the expansion (4.8). Basically, the remainder has been obtained by replacing [X, — X;](wp)
by f(Xs(wo), £X) ® Wy, which is indeed licit up to a rest of order (r — s)? (using the smoothness
of W). Although it prompted us to introduce the rough path W and then to derive the identity
(4.9), this approach has the severe drawback to lead to a global remainder (namely Remainder) of
a low order. Indeed, when taking the index ¢ in the summand in (4.8) as being equal to 1 (or 2,
3...), we may get a contribution to Remainder that is in fact of a lower order than some of the terms
indexed by higher values of i. The strategy to improve the value of the remainder is in fact well
known. For ordinary differential equations, it relies on the elementary differentials associated to the
Connes-Kreimer-Hopf algebra.

When adapted to our setting, it may be implemented as follows. The very main idea is to replace
the random variable (4.10) by a random variable of the more general form

W70 (Xowo), £3) (Xo(w)ae )
and then to postulate an expansion of the type
@8)
-y B [@f 7] (X)) (Kule) e ) - (W T>(WO,WHT>} +o(lt—s), @1

TE€ T n

with a remainder whose contribution is now clearly identified. The core idea of elementary differ-
entials is that they can be defined inductively, by iterating on the grades of the forests. Notice that
in the above right-hand side, we used the notation X (w);r to denote (X,(wn))pepnr-

By abstracting the technique used to obtain (4.8), we come to the following definition:

Definition 4.5. Let f : R x Py (R¢) — Lin(R%, R¢) be a vector field such that f € C™) (R® x Py (R¢)).
Let

Tom ::{T e 7 :hL £0, |NT|< n}

42



Let O/ : Fp, — C(Re x Po(R®), Lip ((RE)XNO,Lin <@;‘;O(Rd)®j,]&e>)) so that
¥/ [(N,E, ho, H, L)} (z, 1) € Lip <(R6)X|H\,Lin ((Rd)@"N',Re))

and be defined inductively V(z, ;1) € R® x P2(R®) and VT € 9 ,, by

v/ “1” (th:“) = f(mho,u>
5[] () (o
- Z Z |a_1|!]l{T Lga[Tl,.._/T‘a‘}J} Ouf (xhg’u’xﬁf’ ""xﬁfn[a]> . S@ilf [Tr] (xBaTﬂ,U) (z )

a€AL T1,..,T|q)
€%

where x v denotes the tuple (xy, ...) and the sets
——

heHT

W= ho # 0
p

ap=r
are defined as in Definition B.1Tland T' = £%[Tx, ..., T})]-

In order to check that this definition is appropriate, it suffices to return to (4.6)). It is then pretty
easy to get (4.11) when n = 1. Next, we can iterate inductively on the value of n in order to get
(4.11) at any order. The key point now is to replace Hﬁfr in the right-hand side by the expansion
(4.11) but at rank n — 1 so that there is no loop in the derivation. Returning to (4.1)), this prompts
us to regard X, ; as (X, ;1) for a random controlled rough path X whose higher order components
(in 27) are precisely given by the elementary differentials.

Thus the next step is to compute the increment of an elementary differential and check that
the resulting expansion is consistent with the form of the jets postulated in Definition 4.1l By tak-
ing a Lions-Taylor expansion and substituting Equation (4.11]), we can first prove that for Y =
({0},0,{0},0,L), we have

¥/ [y] <X(w0),EX> = f(X(wO),£X>

s s,t
s, Daf(Xs(w )"Cg() [X& (w )’Hgfr] n
:Zl Z(o) : 7! — +O(’t_8‘ )
= acA;
n—1 |al
=Y Y ppEe {aaf(X (@0), £, Xo(@1); s X (@) ®Xs,t(waj>}
=1 aEAEO) . j=1
v o(yt - syn),
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where the order of the remainder here follows from the smoothness of X. The key point now is to
replace II7', in the right-hand side by the expansion @.11) to get

0[] (xts0.27)

s,t

n—1
Yy T ﬁEl,...,m[a}{aaf<Xs(wo),£f,Xs(w1),...,Xs(wm[a]))

i=1 4eA® Tiy Tlal
€9

lal |al
@ [1] (X)) (X, ) - @ (W T ety )] +o(le—s").
Jj=1 j=1

For a and T1, ..., T}, as in the summand above, we use the operator £¢ in @4 to define T' =
&4, ..., T,]. Then, by Definition B.11] (recalling that 77, ..., T},| have non-empty 0-hyperedges),

|al

<Ws,ta T>(WO7WHT) = @ <Ws,tv T]> (wBJT7wHTj)v
=

so that, by (3.18) (noticing that Z*[T}, ..., T, ] is empty here) and by Definition [4.5]

0[] (xen 2

s,t

n—1
- Z Z Z Z |a_1|!1{T:$“[T1,...,Tn}}Elw.’m[a} |:aaf<XS(w0)aE§’Xs(wl)a "-,Xs(wm[a]))

TEF i=1 4e 2O T M)
[SE0)

|al

Q@ (1] (X)), £2) (X)) (Wi T>(wo,wHT)]

- 3 B [@f[m] (Xs(wo),cf) (Xs(w)HT) : <W57t,T>(w0,wHT)] + o(yt . syn).

TeZF:
[T]€To,n

We remark that for any choice of (7, Y) such that ¢/(7,Y,Y) > 0 (for the same choice of Y as
above), a non-0 hyperedge of Y cannot be connected to Y as otherwise it would contain the root
of Y and thus of T, which is impossible since it is a non-0 hyperedge. Therefore, ET"T:Y = HY,
T TY[HT) = HY and o"TY[HY] = HY. By making the appropriate substitution, we get

W[V (K. £¥) | = 7(X ). £¥)

= > <T,T,Y) .EETTY [\iff [T] <Xs(w0),£§> <Xs(w)¢T’T’Y[HT})

TET
TeF

- <Ws7t, T>(wo,%m,y[m])} + o(u - s\n“—\NY\), (4.12)

from which the similarity with Equation (4.2) can be seen. The order of the remainder should be
compared with (4.3) in Definition[4.1l Here ¢, 3 = a and in turn v — 4, 3 = a(n — 1).
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Now proceeding via induction, let us suppose that Equation (4.12) holds for all Y € 7 such
that [NY| < k and let Y € % such that [NY| = k + 1. Then Y can be expressed of the form

Y =& ¥, Y] |

where the inductive hypothesis applies for each Y;. Thanks to Definition 4.5] we have that

\Tff[Y} (X(whg)vﬁX)( ) Z 22 !a\' { B wHJ}

i=1 e A© Y1, Vo
7}

|al

(o (e 2y, ) @[] (et ). £2) ()
+<aaf(Xs(wh%/)"C§"“ WhY > <®‘I’f[ ]( WhaYr)’EX><X(W)HYr>>S7t>
+<8af(X(th),£X,. th:l[a]) <®\pf[ K whayr),ﬁX)(X(w)Hyr>>s7t>>.

At this stage, we feel better not to carry out the computations explicitly as this would be too lengthy.
However, the strategy should be clear to the reader. By Taylor expanding the functions d,f and
applying the inductive hypothesis, we should indeed eventually obtain that for any choice of Y €
Ton

0[] (x100.%) (x00),

=Y (nry) B [@f (7] (Xatwo), £3) (Xa(@)grieen)

T€T,n
TeF

: <Ws,t, T>(w0, %T,T,Y[HT})] + O(|t - s|"+1*\NY|). (4.13)

The technical details of this proof are unimportant at this point in the proceedings, but can easily
be reproduced from results that follow. We refer the reader to [DS22] for further results relating to
elementary differentials.

Remark 4.6. The reader may wonder why, unlike the general Definition (4.1} Definition [4.5] solely
involves trees with a non-empty 0-hyperedge. In fact, this is a peculiarity of the structure inherited from
the mean-field equation (4.6). Basically, the formula for the increment X ;(wy) relies on the outcome
of the noise W for the same realisation wy and does not involve the realisation of any independent copy
of the noise. To emphasise this point, such an equation would take the form

er(WO) - f(Xr(WO)v ﬁi() ® dWr(WO) + E [f(Xr(d))7 [’5() & dWr(dj)} :

We propose such equations as a direction of future study.

4.3 Operations on random controlled rough paths

In this section, our goal is to explore a collection of key results that demonstrate that random
controlled rough paths are the appropriate tool for studying mean-field equations.
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4.3.1 The Reconstruction Theorem

The reconstruction theorem is a now celebrated result, proved in its first form in [Gub04, Propo-
sition 1] and later in a more general form in [Hail4, Theorem 3.10]. In this next Theorem, we
describe how the probabilistic structure is interwoven into this classical result. For the reader who is
not aware of the notion of ‘reconstruction’ but who is more familiar with mean-field systems driven
by a standard Brownian motion, the following statement should be seen as the definition of the
integral of a random controlled rough path with respect to a probabilistic rough path.

Theorem 4.7. Let a, 3 > 0 and v := inf{¥, 4[T] : T € F, %, 3[T] > 1 — a}. Let ()77 denote the
LO(Q, P; Lin(R?, R¢))-module

7,8
(#yef = @ L <Q w QT p o XTI Lig ((Rd)®|NT|,Lin(Rd,Re))> T (4.14)
TeZy

so that ()%, ®,1,A,¢,.7) is a coupled Hopf algebra.
Let (p., q) be a dual pair of integrability functionals and suppose that

sup ﬁ < sup <Iﬁ + m) <L (4.15)

TeFV:a:B Teﬂ&/—a,a,ﬂ

We define p, : Z;"*" — [1,00) by

: 1 1 1 1 1
P gy (pm[T] T J])’ Il (4.16)

Then (py, q) is also a dual pair of integrability functional. )
Let W be an (#7*# p,, q)-probabilistic rough path and let X € DRP=((A)7*F). We define

/1 erWr(WQ)
0
y—o,a,B
— IDIiIIgO Z Z EH" |:<XU,T>(WO,UJHT) . <Wu7v, I_TJZ'>((AJ0,(A)HT):| : 4.17)

[u,v]eD, TEF
Then the following two results hold:

1. The limit in Equation (4.17) exists and there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on «, (3 such
that for any u,v € [0,1],

Pyiayohﬁ

/qurdWr(wo) - 3 E" [<XU,T>(WO,WHT) : <Ww, LTJ,~>(wO,wHT)] ‘

TeZy

co("5 e

TeSy

P[T)Y~Y0,p(T)

. H<W’ LTJ>(WO)H I (4.18)

[T}, Ya B[T]+a>
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2. Let ® be the map @ : DHF= () P) — Dy (71%F) defined by

<<I>[X]t,1>(w0):/OterWr(wo), <q>[x}t, LTJ>(WO,WHT):<Xt,T>(w0,wHT),

<<I>[X]t,T1 ® TQ>(W0,wHT1,wHT2) =0

(4.19)

Then ® is a continuous map between Banach spaces and satisfied that for some constant C' =
C(a, B) > 0 dependent only on o and f3,

y—,a,8 H<<I>[X]i7t, Y>(w0)
sup py(Y]
YeF, Steuw] |t — s~ YaslY]
y—a,o,f
ﬁ ‘ . — (e}
§C< Té‘ H<X ’T>(w0) Pz[T]7=%a,5(T] <H<W’ LTJ>(WO)Hq[T17%,a[T}+a * 1> v — ul
Z0

¥,
" 7; H<Xﬁ’T>(w0) palT)—%a slT] ( qu H<W’T>(wo)Hq[T},%75[T]> o — ul

Yo, plTIE€[v—ry)

b Y e, ([ e,

TeF p (LT 1]:%a,11T]]
G sl TIEN—)

7,8
o — e T]-(r-0)
+TZE<:?H<W’T>(wO)HQ[TLga,B[T]> o=l ) (4.20)

The proof of Theorem [4.7]is delayed until Section [4.7.1]

Remark 4.8. It is worth observing that in the inequality (4.18), v + a > 1. In particular, (4.18)
provides an approximation of the integral in the left-hand side in terms of a compensated Riemann
sum, which is one of the key ingredient of rough path theory. In comparison with the same result but in
the standard rough setting, the main novelty here lies precisely in the form of the Riemann sum, which
contains extra terms. Typically, those extra terms are due to some mean-field interaction, as it is the

case in (4.6).

Remark 4.9. We highlight that the difference between ()" defined in Equation (@.14) and ;¢ "*#
as described in Equation (B.I1) is solely that the associated module of measurable functions runs over
a different vector space, Lin(R?,R®) and R® respectively.

4.3.2 Continuous Image of Random controlled rough paths

We consider the composition of a RCRP by a smooth functions using a Lions-Taylor expansion. The
structure of random controlled rough paths has been designed specifically to naturally combine with

Theorem [2.15] see Theorem [4.17] below.
For concise notation, we are going to use the following notation:

Definition 4.10. Let o, 8 > 0 and let
v :=inf {oi + Bj : (4, ) € NZ ai+Bj >1-a}, n:=sup{m e Nyg:m < avTﬁ )
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We define the sets
B8 ;:{(@',j) EN2:ii+j<n, ai+fj< 7},
Bos ::{(z’,j) ENZiitj<n, wi+fj> 7}.

Further; for (i,7) € B“’, we define

B :{(z,j) e B .71 > i,jzj,'i+j>z’+j} and
B =GBt izij>ji+j>i+j}
With these in mind, we denote
Aa’ﬁ = U A’i,jv Af’ﬁ = U A’i,jv
(i.j)eB*P (i.5)eB:?
and for a € A; j
Afla = | ) Ay, A= | A
@.5)eBg’ (T.)eB],

The set of partition sequences A%# is a concise way of collecting the necessary derivatives
when considering a Taylor expansion in spacial and measure variables when the regularity of the
spacial variable is of order « and regularity of the measure variable is of order . In particular, this
representation captures the appropriate number of derivatives in the spacial and measure variables
in our setting.

For brevity, we use the notation that for a € Aﬁ?), ie{l,..,n}and T € .7,

X&t,T (WQ) lf a; = 0
<[X,Y]St,T>(wai) - _ :
’ Y1, T ) (wa,) if a;>0
(4.21)
X&t,T (wo) lf a; = 0
(Y], T)(wig) = . ,
’ @i Y&t,T (wBT') if a;>0
Theorem 4.11. Let o, 5 > 0 and let
yzzinf{ai—kﬁj :(i,9) GNgZ,ai—kﬁj > 1—a}, n::sup{mGNO tm < o;YTB}
Let (py,q) and (py, q) be pairs of dual integrability functionals and additionally suppose that
1 > nt1 1 nt1
su | < <1, su (—> < It <. (4.22)
s <qm py[1] T s \ATT) = bl
We define p. : ;™" — [1,00) such that
1 1 1 1 1
=2 LI (4.23)

pz[l] o px[l] ’ pz[T] pz[l] Q[T]

Then (p,, q) are a dual pair of integrability functionals.
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Let W be an (7% p., q)-probabilistic rough path, and let

X € DRP (47 *P) and Y € Dyt (o7 F).

Let f : R® x Py(R¢) — Lin (R4, R€) satisfy that f € C{]’(”) (R® x Pa(R9)).

Recalling Equation (4.14), we define Z : [0,1] — ()75 by

<Zt,1>(w0) - f((Xt,1>(w0),z<Y~1>). (4.24)

Then there exists a random controlled rough path Z. € Dy Z’q((,%”)v_vavﬁ) that satisfies Equation

(4.24) given by

<Zt,Y>(WQ,wHy) = Z ’a_l" Z EZG[Y17---7YG}|:

acAx:B Yl,...,Y‘a‘Ey
YZga[Yly"wY"a‘]

|al
8af<<Xt7 1>((AJO)’ £<Yt,1>7 ceey <Yt7 1>(wﬁxb[a])> . ® <[X, Y]t7 K,>(WEZT,WHYT ):| . (425)
r=1

Further, there exists a polynomial, ‘3 : (R*) T LRt increasing in every variable such that
o |ean]
T < st >( 0) pz[T]

sup
TeF, s,t€[u,v]

’t — s’“/fga,B[T}

Yo, y—,,8
<N f oo -‘B( ng;o (2, ) o) N 7; H(XU,T>(wO)szm,
v—o.p ﬁ v
T;% H<Y ) PylT) A~ 5[T] 7; H<Y“’T>H )
pa{ (LI IS 420

The proof of Theorem [4.11]is delayed until Section4.7.3]

Remark 4.12. Drawing inspiration from the representations found in [BG20], the polynomial

‘B(ml,xg,yl,yg,w,tl,tg) = Z Cp-alt - a2 - yis .yt s gl 4T
i€lyp
in Equation satisfies the following identities:
* 41,...,75 € Ng
* i1 +i9 + i3 + iq4 < n+ 1.In particular; this means that iy +is <n+1landis+iys <n+ 1.
* 15 <14y + i+ 13+ i

* While ig,i7 € Z (that is, may be negative), we always have that « - ig + 3 - i7 > 0.

49



4.4 Coupled coproduct identity

The following two Lemmas are natural extensions of known results for coproducts extended to the
coupled coproduct setting. We need them in the analysis that is carried out below.

Lemma 4.13. Let T, Y and Y € .%;. Then we have that Vi € {1, ...,d},
c<LTJi,T, mi) - c(T,T,Y) (4.27)

Proof. Firstly, |T'|; € .7 so any root from an admissible cut must be expressible as |Y |; where
Y € F. Thanks to Equation (3.8), we have A[|T|;] = (I x™" |-];) o A[T] + |T); x"" 1 so that

c(LTJi,TAYJi) <A[mi],rxfﬂ mi>
<mi H' 1 4+ ([ W HT Hz‘) o A[T], T xH" LYJ,~>

(A[T], 7 7" Y) = o(T,7,7).

Lemma 4.14. Let a € Aﬁ?), suppose that Ty, ..., T,, € % such that £°[T},...,T,] € Z.
Then for Y,Y € .7, we have

c(S“[TI,...,Tn],T,Y) - ¥ 3 ﬁc(TTY) (4.28)

T1,...,Tn€F Y1,..,Yn€F i=1
EOT1, . T n]=_ E9VA,....Yn]=Y

Proof. Leta € Ano) and T; € .%;. To alleviate complicated notation, for n € N such that n > 2 we
denote ®(2)(n) : (90;(90)“1 — (90290) by

@@ [Tl H oy o, < H Yn] - (®?:1 Ti) W Uiy HTi (®?:1 Y;)
Using the coproduct identities from Equation (3.8]), we get

aleem,.... )] :A[( ® T,)of| ® T|e.ef ® TH

a;=0 a;=1 a;=m]a]

_ p@(mlal+1) {®<2><z[a]o> (AT, ... €58 0 @DUWIN[AT).... ], ... £ 0 @l | AT, H
—— ——
i:a;=0 i:a;=1 i:a;=m]a]

n

- Y Y (TLemran) e o] T ey Ly,

Ti,...,Xn€Fo Y1,...Yne€F i=1
Therefore
c(E“[Tl,...,Tn],T,Y> :<A[£“[T1,...,Tn]],'r o HE T Y>

- ¥ S ﬁc(TTY)

T1,....,Tn€EFo Y1,....Yn€%y i=1
ga[le"'yTn]:T ga[yl 77Yn]:Y
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4.5 Duality identities

Classically, the increments of controlled rough paths are elements of a Hopf algebra with incre-
mental properties determined by the coproduct counting function. In our setting, we additionally
need to encode the couplings from the convolution product into our incremental properties. This is
described and addressed in this section. We already gave some intuition about this feature in the
introduction of Subsection [4.1]l This is described and addressed in a more systematic and rigorous
manner in this subsection.

4.5.1 Coupling identities

Motivated by Equation (3.5), we define the collection of operators for describing a coupled pair of
partitions.

Definition 4.15. Let T, Y,Y € .% and suppose that ¢/ (T, Y,Y) > 0. We define v*7 : HY — HT and
YT . HY — HT using the identities

wT,T[hT] N NT — hT, 'l/JY’T[hY] N NY — hY.

Further, we define 70V : HT — HY UHY and ¢™0Y : HY — HY UHY as follows:

STV ] h e HY ifhnNY =4,
hnNY e HY ifhnNY #40.

@T’T7Y[h] _ h S ]q'T if'l/JT’T[h] N NY = @7
YT ANY e HBY ifyTTRNNY £0.

As with Definition [3.4] the operator 1) uses the property of the coproduct counting function that
HT ¢ HYUHY and the natural injection for H' and HY into H”. The operations ¢ and ¢ invert
these injections. The mappings v are not (always) surjective, so we extend the images of ¢ and ¢
in order to define a meaningful mapping.

The operations ¢ and ¢ are key to decoupling random variables that have been obtained via the
convolution product (see Definition [3.10l and Equation (3.15)) and so are necessarily coupled.

Lemma 4.16. Let n € N, let a € AY andlet T}, ..., T},, X1, ..., T, Y3, ..., Y, € Z.
Suppose that forall i =1, ...,n,

¢ (71, v:) > 0.
Then foralli =1,...,n,

(bTi,Ti,Yi — ¢$“[T1,...,Tn},8“[Tl,...,Tn],Sa[Yl,...,Yn] (429)

HTi

SDT“T“Y:L — Spga[Tlv"'an} 76a[Tlv"'an]vga[YI7"'7Y"] (4_30)

HYi

Proof. By the hypothesis we know that for alli = 1,...,n, <A[TZ-], T, @F" YZ> # 0. Using that A is
an algebra homomorphism and that A commutes with £, we have

<A[5“[T1,...,Tn] LEYT, oy Tl ®
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for any choice of a € A%O) so that
c’<5“[T1,...,Tn],S“[Tl,...,Tn],E“[Yl, ...,Yn]) > 0.

Suppose for i = 1,....,n that ki € HT and h" N NYi = (. Then hTi e HE'[T1»-Tn] and since
TN NYi = for j # i we also have hTi N N¥“1---Ynl = (). On the other hand if h7i N NYi # () then

rTin NYi C hTin (U?Zl NYi> = hTi 0 N&D1Yal £ ¢ Thus Equation (4.29) holds.

For ¢ LT [T € HT:, we have T T[hYi] N NYi = () for j # i so that -7 [h]Yi 0 NYi = () implies
YT TR TiANE I-Yal = (). On the other hand if 77 [ATi]NNY: # ( then ¢ T T [R T ] NE N1m-Yal =
YT T WY N N+ # (). Thus Equation (4.30) holds. m

4.5.2 Untagged collections of hyperedges and ghost hyperedges

Up until this point, when considering a Lions tree 7', we have thought of the hyperedge h( as being
tagged and distinct from all other hyperedges h € H. Hence, H is the set of untagged hyperedges.
However, when expressing the incremental relationships of random controlled rough paths, we
should think of all hyperedges as being tagged and additional hyperedges that are uncoupled with
these as being untagged.

This leads us to consider the following set:

Definition 4.17. Let T, Y, Y € .% and suppose that ¢ (T, T,Y) > 0. Then we define the set
ETTY —the HY : oIV (h) = h}.

As we already alluded to in the introduction of Subsection [4.1] the set E7*T»Y is crucial in

defining random controlled rough paths (see Definition [4.1] above). Heuristically, this is the set of

hyperedges of Y that are not coupled with any hyperedges of Y with respect to the coupling H”.
Following on from Definition [4.15] we also need a way of describing how ghost hyperedges are

coupled.

Definition 4.18. Let n € N, let a € A,(TO) and let Ty, ..., T, Y1, ..., Ty, Y1,...Y,, € Z. For brevity, we
denote T = E%[T1, ..., T, T = E%[Y,...., Tpland Y = %Y1, ..., Y, ] and

HT .= HT' U Z°[Ty, ..., T,)].

Suppose that forall i =1,...,n,
¢(7 1, v:) > 0.

Then we define oY : {hT : j =1,...,m[a]} - HY UHY U Z°[T}, ..., T,,] by

R U kgt A0
Y7 . af;j Y: T
GO Y] i) if %J W =0, %J hyr 0,
B ap=J] ap=J
Rt if Uhg= Uh*=0
o o
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Lemma 4.19. Let n € N, let a € A%O) and let Ty, ..., T, T1,..., Ty, Y1,..Y,, € %#. For brevity, we

denote T' = £*[T1, ..., T,,), T = E4[Yq,..., Tl and Y = £?[Yq, ..., Y, ]. Suppose that for alli =1, ...,n,
C/<T%a TZ,}/Z) > 0.

Then

ENYY yze T, . T, = <U ETTY> U {gETvTvY (Y] k) € Z°[Y1,.... Vs } (4.31)
1=1

where the sets E}f and Z*[Yy, ..., Y, were defined in Definition 3.11)

Proof. By the supposition we have that for all i = 1,...,n, N© = NYi UNY:, hli = pt U b} and
HTi € HYiOHY:. Thus

NEUTTa] — NEUT 1, ] Nga[Yh---,Yn]’ hg“[Tl,...,Tn} _ hga[T17~~~7Tn] U hg“[Yl,...,Yn]’

Hga[T17~~~7Tn] c Hga[’rlvman}OHga[Yh"an].

Further, by construction we have

o) = () uf U si= 1 mia J\0),

i=1 k:
ap=i
retrend = (e of U nisi= 1m0y
i=1 k:
ap=t

Firstly, let h € H'i and suppose that ©’#Y¢-Yi[h] = h. Then 3n’ € H”i such that »*'7[h] = b/ and
k' N NYi = () (so that h and %’ can be identified). Then h € HY and /' € H”. By Lemma [4.16, we
have that

elTY[h)=n and B NNY =K NNY =

so that ET»1.Yi C ET'TY for each i = 1, ..., n. Next consider the sets B}f for j = 1, ...,m[a] such that
hY ¢ Z9[Xy,..,Ty] and hY € Z(Y1,...,Y,]. Then we have that

hf = U hg* and U hik =0
k:

k:
ap=J ap=J

so that "1V [AY] = hT.

Using that hJ* = h)* U hJ*, we get that

= U e
k: k:

ap=j ap=j

so that

A Y | = U

k: k:
ax=Jj ax=J
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This implies that

{&TvTvY[;}f] hY € 29, Ya), R ¢ 29T, ...,Tn]} c ETTY. (4.32)

Finally, suppose that B}-/ € Z%Y1,...,Y,] and ﬁ} € Z*Y4,...,Tp]. This implies that

Urr=Uhr=0 = |Jnr =0
k: k: k:

ap=j ap=j ap=j

In this case, &T’T’Y[ﬁ}/] = BJT and

{QET’T’Y[B}/] B € 29, ., Y, BT €z, ...,Tn]} — 29T, ..., Ty, (4.33)

For the second implication, suppose that h € ET-T:Y', By disjointedness of the elements of the
partition HY, either

he (U HTi> or he {B} 1j=1,..,mla], hf¢ Z“[Tl,...,“fn]}.
=1

Suppose that h € HY for some choice of i = 1, ..., n. Then an application of Lemma [4.16] gives that

T,T,Y[h] T;:,7Y;:,Y; [h]

h=¢ = — h e gTiTaYi,

Alternatively, suppose that h = ﬁ;f for some choice of j such that B} ¢ Z*[Y1,...,Ty]. Then

S0T,T,Y|: U hgk} _ U hgk — < U hgk> ANY = 0,
k

k=) ap=1 ax=j
n
— @: ( U hgk Uhé/k> N (UNYZ> — U hé/k — ;’73/ c Za[Yl,...,Yn].
k- i=1 ko
k=J ap=j

Thus

ETTY ¢ (U ETivTiin> U{GTTY[RY] R € 20V, Y], BT € 2000, )b (434)
=1

Combining Equations (4.32), (4.33) and (4.34) yields Equation (4.31). O

4.6 The space of random controlled rough paths

The positive functional introduced in Equations (4.4]) integrate over the free variables associated
to the hyperedges H” before taking the supremum. Hence, when taking limits these free variables
should only lead to convergence in mean type results. By contrast, one takes supremums over
s,t € [0, 1] before taking expectations on the tagged free variable w, in Equation (4.4) so that this
is very much an expectation over a graded norm on pathspace. Thus Equation (4.4) describes an
almost sure convergence in the tagged variable.

The theory of rough paths is a pathwise theory, so statements in this work will often be in
an almost sure setting. However, we additionally need to establish integrability of the associated
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distributions so that convergence in mean will also be established. This should usually only be a
verification task since

L

p[T]” p[T]

(Xo,T')(wo, wprr)

1 -8
B[l o] < 3 20

TeS

p[T]
y—,0,0 EH" [ <Xi,t,T>(w0,wHT) } ﬁ
0 .
" ng; - s :eu[gl] |t — s|PITI(—%a.5(T)) ] <0
0 ) )

since p[1] < p[T] (due to Equation (3.19).
In order to compress notation, we will often write

H<Xt7T>(w0)Hp :: IEHT[ (Ko, T (wo,wg7) p} 57 H<Xt’T>Hp =R [EHT[ (X¢, T)(wo,wpr) p” 5,
(Ko, T (w0) R E
[, , = o | —F L Jexnl, =l e "

Remark 4.20. In Definition 4.1} we see that a dual pair of integrability functionals (p,q) are key to
describing the integrability of the components of a random controlled rough path.
Following on from Lemma [3.171and applying the Hélder inequality gives that

Y-8

Jttee ] < 3 [T [Wer T
e
Y—B

[orerienl,y, < 3 5 ey o mien],, [ weo ],
* H<X§7t’y>(w°)upm'

These Holder type estimates are baked into every estimate that we use in this paper.

Although it looks quite standard, the next statement is in fact a key ingredient for further inves-
tigations on the solvability of mean-field equations driven by rough paths.

Theorem 4.21. Let o, f > 0 and v := inf{¥, [T : T € #,%, 3[T| > 1—a}. Let (p, q) be a dual pair
of integrability functionals and let W be an (¢7*5 p, q)-probabilistic rough path.
Let || - |[W,y.p,q : Dw? — R be defined by

1

HXHW,%I%Q - EO [HXHW,%p,q,O(WO)pm] p[1] . (4-35)
Then || - ||\ - pq 1S @norm and <D%{}”q, Nw . q) is a Banach space over the field R®.

Proof. It easy to verify that for any choice of (7 p, q)-probabilistic rough path, the set Dy is
a vector space over the field R€.
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Part (i) We verify that Equation (4.35) is a norm: The first thing to check is that this integral is
finite for any choice of X € Dw /. Thanks to Equation (4.4) and Equation (3.19),

E° [HXHW _— O(wo)p[l]] P[]

L

=E° Z H(Xo (wo) H + H<Xﬁ,T>(wo)H p[l}] o
TeZ 7] PIT] Y=Y 5lT]
y—,,8 L 1
<2 B ¢, 7y | 20 et e,
y— o
< 3 %0 )y # [ <

so that ||X||w ,p,q < oo for any choice of X € DR,
Now let X € D" and suppose that ||X||w 4,p,q = 0. Then VT € gza/ﬁaﬁ’

H<XO’T>Hp[T}’ H<Xﬁ’T>Hp[T];y§§a73[T] =0
By assumption, we have that V¢ € [0, 1],
<Xt, 1>(w0) :<X0, 1>(w0) + <X§:,t= 1>(w0)
—i—viﬁEH [< > wo,wyT) - <W0¢,T>(WO,WHT):|
TeF
so that
IEO[ sup ‘<Xt, 1>(w0)‘p[1}] ﬁ
te[0,1]
v—,,0
§H<XO’ 1>Hp[1} * H<Xﬁ71>Hp[1],’y + Tze;? H<XO’T>Hp[T] ' H<W’T>qu G 5[T) =0
Similarly, for any choice of Y € .#7—®8,
<Xt,Y>(wo,wHy) = <X0,Y>(w0,wHy) + <Xg7t,Y>(w0,wHy)
. :Z;;ﬁ Tze;gc’ <T, T, Y) EE‘T,T»Y [<X07 T> (wo, W¢T,T,Y[HT]) . <W0,t, T>(w0, (AJSOT,T,Y[H‘I‘]):|
so that
_1
& L:Eﬁ] B “<Xt ¥ WHY)‘p[Y]H " = H<XO H " H<Xﬁ’ 1>HP[Y]W—%,5[Y}
y—,8
NP IDITICER R (L] I L] P
eF YeF
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In particular, VT € .Zg ", INT C Q x Q¥IH"| such that
(P x P [NT] =1

and V(wo,wyr) € NT, vt € [0,1]
<Xt,T>(w0,wHT) = 0.

Thus ||X||w,p,q = 0 if and only if X = 0. Finally, for any r € R® and X;, Xy € DR

HT ) XHW;\/,p,q - |T| ’ HXHW,'y,p,q’ HXl + XQHW;\/,p,q S HXl“W,'y,p,q + HXQHW,'y,p,q'

Part (ii) We prove completeness of the normed vector space <D§’,{f”q, | . HW p q). Let (X®));cy €

DyP? be an absolutely convergent sequence, so that
oo
Y XD gy pg < 00 (4.36)
i=1
Let n € N. For each T € .Z]* and t € [0, 1], we define the random variables
n
<Y§n), T>((,U0, wHT) = Z <X§i), T> (wo, wHT).
1=

Then Y satisfies the identies

’y_vavﬁ

<Y§f;>71>(wo) - 3 B [<an>,T>(wo,wHT) . <Ws,t,T>(w0,wHT)} n <Y£j7?,ﬁ’ 1>(w0)7
TeF
(YD Y(wo, wirv)
= ;;Zé’: c <T, T, Y) CEETTY [<an),T>(wo, W¢T,T,Y[HT]) . <W5,t, T>(wo, W¢T,T,Y[HT]):|
e

+ <Yg§f>7ﬁ7 Y>(w0, wiy),

where, for s,t € [0,1] and T € .%; ", we have

n
<Ygf?’ﬁ, T> (W(), wHT) = Z <ngﬂ)§7ﬁ, T> (WO, wHT).
i=1
For each choice of T € .7 —% the sequence of random variables

(¥§7, 1) € LM (@ x 1P P Lin (RSN RE))

are absolutely convergent thanks to Equation (4.36). Due to the Riesz-Fischer Theorem, they con-
verge and we denote lim,,_, (Y(()"), T) = (Y, T) and

(YoT) = 3 (x§, 7).

i=1
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Similarly, for each s,t € [0,1] and T' € .7 —8 the sequence of random variables
<Y§t,T> e (Q w QXHT1 5 pXIHT Lin ((Rd)@NT\,Re))

are absolutely convergent thanks to Equation (4.36). Due to the Riesz-Fischer Theorem, they con-

verge and
o

(YenT) =D (X,.7).

=1

Next, we define for s, ¢ € [0, 1]
<Y0,t, 1>(WQ)
Y=
= lim ( Z ET" [<Y(()n),T>(wo,wHT) . <W0,t,T>(w0,wHT)} + <Y(()1,1t)’ﬁ, 1>(wo)>,

n—oo
TeF

<Y8,t, 1> (wo)
:nh_{]go (VfﬁEHT[<<Y(n) —i—Y(()ng, >(w0,wHT)> -<Ws,t,T>(w0,wH:r)} <Y£,t)ﬁ,1>( )),
TeF

and for each Y € #7158
<Y0,t,Y>(W0,wHY) = lim <Y((]T?,Y>(WO’WHY)
n—o00 g

v
— lim ( 3 c’(T,T,Y CEETY Yg", wo,%mywq)

T.YeZF
.<W0,t,T>(w0, TT,Y [T :| + <Y0t , > wo,wHy)>,

<\Ys,t,Y>(wo,wHy) — lim <Y§f§2,y>(wo,w1{y)

n—oo

v
= lim < > c’(T,T,Y)-EE”’YK@(@+Yg7g,T><wo,w¢T,T,Y[HT])>

n—oo
T.YeZF

: <Ws,t, T>(w0, %T,T,Y[HT})] + <Y§Z)7ﬁ’ Y>(wo,va)> .

Finally, we define Y : [0,1] — #7~%8 by
Y=
Y <<Y0,T> i <\Yo,t,T>> LT

TeSy

By construction, Y satisfies Equations (4.1) and (4.2), and
0 .
-3
i=1
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Next, for T' € . %) —%8 we consider the random variable

v ]

s,t

oI in (R4INT| Re
PlT), Y=Y g7 €L <Q’P’ Lin ((R ) R ))

These are absolutely convergent thanks to Equation (4.36), and a final application of the Riesz-
Fischer Theorem implies that a limit exists. We also have that

H<Yﬁ7T>Hp[T1n—%,B[T} - ; H<X(i)’ﬁ’T>Hp[Tm—%,B[T} =

Finally
17 1
T
AR T S
E° sup
[ st€l0.1] [t — s~ FeslT]
1
T p[T]] p[T] 1
EH U<Yit,T>(wo,wHT) ] 717 PIT]
— sup
<j(rs -7 |02 7)] -0
< > pIT),v—%a6(T Z;l PIT] Y=Y 5T
asn — oo. Thus Y € DyP"? and
(n) -
nlggo HY Y HW,%p,q =0
Thus absolutely convergence sequences converge and the normed vector space (Dw 4, H . HW o q)
is complete. O

4.6.1 Regularity of random controlled rough paths

The following is motivated by Definition [4.17]and Definition [4.15k

Definition 4.22. Let T, Y, Y'Y € Fy. We define ¢ : ¥ x .F x .F x F — Ny by
¢ <T, Y T,Y) - <I®A o A[T], (Y, Y., HT)>

or equivalently

d(T, T’,T,Y) =Y c’<T,T’,T’) -c’(T’,T,Y).

T e %
We denote
H' N <NT/ UNT) = {hm (NYUNY) :he HT}\{(ZJ}.

Then for any T, Y',Y,Y € .% such that ¢/(T,Y',Y,Y) > 0, we have that
HT 0 (NTUNT) e HTOHT.
We define
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o pOT . gT A(NY UNT) — HT by
T DT [ (NT UNT)] = h
o YD) gY o HT A (NT UNTY) by
'l/}T/’(T’T) [hT/} N NT/ — hT/.
o Y)Y 5 HT N (NT UNT) by
’l/}T’(T’T,) [hT] N NT _ hT.
Notice that the above definition makes sense because elements of H' N (N AN 1Y cannot be empty
(which is part of the above definition): When, h N (N NN 1) is not empty, the knowledge of any

element of the intersection is sufficient to identify the entire hyperedge h; Of course, this would be false
if the intersection were empty.

We define
T ODY L HT L (HT n(NT UNT) UHY,
DY gT A (NT UNT) = BY U (HT n(NT UNT))
as follows:
LTI [T] hT cH'N(NTUNT) ifhTNNY =9,
hT A NY € HY if " nNY #£0.
rLY () hT e H'n(NTUNY) if (T DT [pT] A NY =10,
v TOOTRITANY e HY  if (T OT[RT] ANY £,

Finally, we define the set
ET0Y {hT e H'n(NTUNY) : "X [RT] = hT}-

With these definitions at hand, we are able to restate Equation ([4.2) as follows: VY € .7 —of
and Vs, t € [u,v],

<X8,t7 Y> (w07 WHY) = <Xi,t7 Y>(w7wHY)
’Y*,C&,ﬁ

+ T’Tzeﬂ d <T, T, Y> CRETTY [<Xu7 T> (wo, wgr .y ) - <Ws,t, T>(w0, W@T,T,Y[H’r})]

+ 7—27:&,6 c <T7 T, Y> CRETYY |:<X§hs, T> (wo, W¢T,’I‘,Y[HT]) . <W3,t7 T>(w0, w¢T,T,Y[HT}):|

TYeF
’y_vavﬁ

+ Z Cl (Ta T/, Ta Y) : ]EET’(T o |:<Xua T>(WO, w(bT,(T’,T),Y[HT])
TY' YeF

. <Wu,s, T/> (WO’ WQDT’(T/’T)’Y[wTI’(T’T) [HT/]]) . <Ws,t, T> (WO, WQDT’(T/’T)’Y[wT’(T’T/) [HT]]):| (4.37)

We now briefly highlight some regularity upper bounds well known in the field of rough paths.
Due to dual integrability of the components of the rough path and the controlled rough path, some
extra care must be taken but many aspects of the proofs are similar.
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Proposition 4.23. Let o, f > 0 and v := inf{¥, 3[T] : T € F#,9, 3[T] > 1 — a}. Let (p, q) be a dual
pair of integrability functionals and let W be an (78, p, q)-probabilistic rough path.
Let X € DHP. Let u,v € [0,1] and denote |v — u| = n. Then

1. ForY € 9’07_’“’6,

<Xt, Y>(W0)H

sup

te|u,v] plY]

(X5, Y ) (wo)
< || V)], + sup ‘L - ;|aA<f§a,ﬂﬁ£§ O 439

2. We have that

[(%ern 1) (wo)| (1, 1) (wo)|
B L R TR
5 <Xt,T>(wo)H H<WS¢7T>(WO)H(J[T}

T

cpeslTl=a  (4.39)

- sup
PIT) sicfun) |t — s%asl]

3. ForY e F1—ab,

H (X, Y) (o) Hp[y]

TR i
v—,a,8 H <Ws,ta T>(WO)H
< "(T,7,Y) - X, T IRS AT g R
_T§y0< ) S e >(w°)Hpm ey i st T
[Ssanaten]
. ' plY] =4, s[Y]—an(v=Fa s[Y])
+S;elg)’v} [t — s[1~Tas V] e V=a.pY]) (4.40)
In particular, for all Y € F7—%P,
(%7 (o)
p[Y] # VY plY]—an(v=Ya,p[Y])
s,f;}}fm] |t — s|a/\(v—%,6[YD - <X ’Y>(w0) ‘p[y],aA(»y%ﬁ[Y]) ’ ’
y—o.,
/ . . . pZas[Y]—an(v=Y, Y]
¢ 3 enry) o], fo e, :
y—o.p ti
+ T, Y,Y) - |(XFT
T,Tzeﬂc ( ) < >(WO)‘ PIT],y =%, (T
. . _ga, [Y]—a/\( _goz, [Y])
H<W,T>(wo)Hq[T]v%ﬁ[T] nY s T eos
v—,,0
/ / /
- TTZT:J (r ) e eV e
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. H (W, TWO)H . e8I+ 90,5 (X —an (= 5[Y]). (4.41)

R IRAIRY
and (recalling Equation (4.5]))
H<3[X]S’t’y>(w0)Hp[y]
stclug] |t — 5[N]
—a,B
+ ;Tzeﬂ d (T’ T’Y) ' H<X“’T>(“°)H,,[T] ' H<W’T>(w0)Hq[TL%ﬁ[T] e Tmen e YD
¥—08
+TTZGJC (T ! Y) H (T (WO)Hp[Tm%,am
'H<W’T>(”O)Hq[r]%ﬁ[r] 1~ e Y= aA(r~Ta 1Y)
¥—.8
" T,T%‘:eﬁd (oY) o], - Jov T/>(w°)Hq[r'17%a,ﬁ[T’}
: H<W’ T>(”°)H - . e8I+ 90,5 (X —an (= 5Y]). (4.42)
Finally, we have that for all Y € %) " that
oy fiopse o
EOL;“EU] i 5] ey | E o ’t_s‘pY](aA(“/ @;f%)] (4.43)

Proof. The proof Equation (4.38)) is standard. Equation follows from Equation (4.1) and the
Holder inequality. Similarly, Equation (4.4Q) follows from Equation (4.2) and the Holder inequality.
Equation (4.41) follows from Equation (4.37) and the Holder inequality. Equation (4.42]) comes
similarly thanks to Equation (4.5).
Equation (4.43) follows by integrating over the tagged probability space and using Equation

“.3). O

4.7 Proof of the results in Section

The proofs contained in this subsection are, for the most part, novel adaptions of methods that have
been well established in the rough path literature to the probabilistic setting. As such, a reader not
well read on classical results relating to rough paths may find that some important details of proofs
have been skipped for conciseness. On the other hand, a reader familiar with rough path techniques
but not with the probabilistic framework developed in [DS21]] and this work may not recognise how
the probabilistic framework convolutes these proofs with only a fleeting glance at them.

This technical Lemma will by used a number of times.

Lemma 4.24. Let V be a vector space. Let n € N and fori =1, ...,n, let z;,y; € V. Then

n n k—1 n
®wz+yz ®xl_z<®xi>®yk‘®<®($i+yi)>‘
i=1 k=1 “i=1 i=k+1
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Proof. By a telescoping summation,

é(ﬂcﬂr%)—éxi:i [(%_1%‘@ : (%‘erz‘)) - (éwz@@ é (%‘eri))
k

i=1 i=1 k=1

4.7.1 Proof of Theorem [4.7|

This first Proposition will allow us to prove the existence of the limit described in Equation (4.17)
using an easy application of the Sewing lemma (see for instance [FH14, Lemma 4.2]).

Proposition 4.25. Let o, 5 > 0 and let vy := inf{¥,5(T| : T € F,9,3[T| > 1 — a}. Let (p,q) be a
pair of dual integrability functionals and suppose 3r > 1 such that, for any i € {1, ...,d},

1 1 1
= s + 1. 4.44
e G ) < (449

Let i € {1,...,d}, let W be a (7P p,q)- probabilistic rough path and let X € Dy, Define
Z:00,1> —» L"(Q,P;R®) by

’y_avavﬁ

Est(wo) == Z EH" [<XS,T>(w0,wHT) : <Ws7t7 LTJi>(WO7WHT)}

TeS

Es,t,u(wO) ::ES,U(WO) - Es,t(WO) - Et,u(WO)-

Then r
= = w
P{SUPM < OO:| =1, and EO[Sup M] 00

4.45
P T — s S = o) (445)

Proof. Using the coproduct identity and relabelling appropriately,

’y_avavﬁ

Es tu(wo) = Z E7 [<XS,T>(WO,WHT) ’ <Ws,t ®HT Wi, A/[LTJi] >(WO’WHT)}

TeFo
— Wfﬁ EH" [<X5,t,T>(wo,wHT) : <Wt,ua LTJZ'>(W0’WHT)]

TeFo

TS
TeFo YeFYeTF
. <Ws,t, T>(w0,wa,T[HT]) & <Wt,ua LYJZ‘>(W0’W¢Y’T[HY}):|

S sz,t, V) (wo,wprr) - (We, LYJi><wO,wHy>]

Ye%y
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’y_avavﬁ

= > e

YeFy

<<V§B C/({TL‘,T, {YJi> EETY |:<XS7T>(WO,W¢T,T,Y[HT})

TeF
TeF

. <Ws,t, T>(WO,W¢T,T,Y[HT}):|> — <Xs,t,Y>(w0,wHY)> : <Wt,u LYJZ'>(W(]’WHY)]-

Notice that to get the last expression, we used Fubini’s theorem by distinguishing in H” between
the hyperedges that are connected to Y and those that are not.
Now using the Equation (4.27) and applying Definition [4.1] gives

’y_avavﬁ

Estulwo) = — Z ET” [<X§¢, Y>(W0,WHY) : <Wt,u, LYJi>(WOaWHY):|'

Y e

An application of the Holder inequality via Equation (4.16) gives

‘Es t u(WO)‘ :|
]P) “ 2
L,t,i‘é%,u fu—sfree =
Yoo
_ ) # =
> ]P’[ Y; (W, 1y JZWO)Hqumi},%,gma [¢x ,Y>(w0)(|p[m%ﬁ[y] < oo] 1. (4.46)
7
Further, thanks to Equation (4.44) and the Holder inequality again
1
0 |Es,t,u(°~)0)|r :| T
. |:s,t,i1£[)0,1] lu — s|r(r+e)
y—a,o,f 1
0 ' T ) ﬁ T T
S 2 £ [H<W’ LYJZ>(°JO)Hq[tyji],%ﬁ[yha H<X ’Y>(w0)Hp[Y},’ygaﬁ[Y}:|
Ye%g
Yo,
A . #
S Z H<W’ Y1i) ‘q[LYJi},E%,B[Y}J,—a H<X 7Y>Hp[Y],’y—ga’3[Y] < oo
YeFy
]

Proof of Theoremd.7] First of all, we verify that p, : %] oy (1,00) as defined in Equation
paired with ¢ form a pair of dual integrability functionals. By construction, p, satisfies Equation
so that (py, ¢) is a pair of dual integrability functionals.

Let D,, be a sequence of partitions of [0, 1] such that the mesh size |D,,| — 0 as n — oco. By the
Sewing Lemma (see for instance [FH14, Lemma 4.2]) and Equation (4.45)), the limit in Equation
(@.17) exists and we define

1
/erWr(wo) = lim Y E(wo),
0

Dy|—0
|l [s,t}€Dp

where the limit is P-almost surely. Similarly, for any u,v € [0,1] and DI a sequence of partitions
of [u,v] such that the mesh size [ D}")| — 0 as n — oo, we can define

v
" [s,t)eDk"]
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and obtain that Vu, v, w € [0, 1]

/ X, dW, (wo) + / X, dW,(wo) = / X, dW,(wq).

Further, a dominated convergence type result ensures this also converges in L?v!1] (Q, P; Re).

Finally, we have that there exists a constant C' > 0 dependent on «,~ + « and the random
variable

= ._ [Estulwo)||
N FRTEr i
such that

e [t s

t
/ X, dW, (o) ~ Enwn)] < CJ[E o)
However, by applying Equation to this, we have proved Equation (4.18).

Using the construction from Equation (4.19) and applying Equation (4.18), we have that for
s,t € [u,v],

(PIX]E 1) (wo)

_ '@pgm, 1) (wo) - S B [<<1>[X]S,T><cuo,wm> - <ws,t,T><wo,wHT>] '

N IEHT[ (XE o, T)(wo, wpr)| - ‘(W&t, 17| (wo, wiyr)
< C( sup g ) v — w7t

TeF, TStEu] |s — T|7_ga,B[T} -t — S|5¢a,3[T}+o¢

EHT[ <XS,T>(w0,wHT) . ‘<Ws7t, LTJ>(WO,WHT) -

1)
+< 1;7 Svtselg),v} \t—s\%,B[LTﬂ ) lv—wu|”.  (4.47)
% sl Tl)=y

Thanks to Equation (4.16), we have that for any [u,v] C [0, 1],
‘<¢[X]g7t7 1> (wo) ‘
sup

s, t€u,v] |t - S|PY

<3 o1y

Alew, (T o — @
TeF pe[T)v—Ya,5(T) H< : J>(wo)HqHTJ]7%,ﬁHTJ] o=
+ X,,T w7
7;@ sefu < >(w°)szm w1 J>(w0)HqHTJL%,ﬁHTJ]
Yol T]1=y
and for T' € .# such that ¥, g[T| = v — «, an application of Proposition [4.23] yields
# ey — ol
s [T ) S [ yIChT I (6t TC0) PR R T CE

Thus we have that (2, P)-almost surely

o [0

s, t€u,v] |t - S|,y
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’y_avavﬁ

<C Z H<XﬁT wo

TeS

" TEJ H<XU7T o H H W [T J>( )Hq[LTJ] Do sl T (4.49)

Yo [T 1=

Similarly, thanks to Equation (4.16) and the Holder inequality we also have that

low 1T )| o —ul®

Pa[T), Y B[T] QH_TJ]vga,,@’H_T“

O et e e
’ sf;f,v} |t — s[pultly
<%a,a,5EO <t 7 py(1] — py[1] pylm .
b T;% [H< ) pz[TM%,B{Tl'W AT 7y a[mj o=
1
pul1] py[1] py[1]
" 7; EO[H<X“’T>(WO) palT] H<W’ 7)) (wo) q[LTJL%,za[LTJ]]
Yo, 8llT]]=v
v, -
< ‘ e
= ) W H<W’ ) L
+ Tze;? H<Xu,T>Hp H Hq[LTJ LGl (4.50)
Yo 8llT]]=v

Arguing in the same fashion, we also get

(XL, 1Y ] ) (wowpy) = (XY ) (wo, wpv)

i Z J (T, T, Y) LRETTY [<XS, T>(WO,W¢T,T,Y[HT])

TeF YeF
ga,ﬁ [T]e[’y_aﬁ)

. <Ws,t, T>(WQ,W¢T,‘I‘,Y[H‘I‘}):| (4.51)

so that an application of Equation along with Lemma [3.17] and Equation (4.48) yields that
(Q0, P)-almost surely

(@ LY 1 wo)

pllYll H(xﬁ,m(wo)

R T g oWty 1Y
/ . # . —ule
+ Te;égj ¢(7.7.v) (H(X,T>(wo) - H(W,T>(w0)qu gy P
a8 TIE—0)
. Ny — ylZaslTl—(r—a)
+H<XU,T>(wO)pr[T} H(W,n(wo)uqm gy ol ) (4.52)
In the same fashion as before, integrating through gives
py[[Y]]
0 | (@ 1Y) y[m ty
Py R P T
K Sf’;}fm} It — 5Py IO s YD ]<H X px[y},y_%ﬂ[y] | |
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* i, T (D] [0 o=
Yo plTIEV—0,y)
T L O [ R T ) .

Combining Equations (4.49) and and applying Proposition [4.23] we get Equation (4.20).
Similarly, by summing over the terms in Equations (4.50) and (4.53) yields

OX]%,.Y)

777a76
Py [Y]

|t — 5|7_ga,ﬂ[y}

sup
YeZ, s,t€[u,v]

y—o,a,f
5( 2 H<Xﬁ’T> PalT] Ao 5T <H<W >qu,%,ﬁm+a+1> o= uf®

TeF
v
+ 7; H<Xﬁ,T> PalT) A/~ 5T ( g H Hq[T “B[T]> o — ul®

Yo,plTIE[V—0yy)

+ Y H(XU,T>

TeF
Yo,plTIE[V—0yy)

L5 Jow,m)| ) om0
(Y], 5[]

YeF

palT] <H<W’ LTJ>Hq[LTJ} usl|T]]

4.7.2 Products and Expectations of RCRPs

In this section, we study products (see Proposition and expectations (see Proposition [4.27)
of random controlled rough paths. Then we combine these techniques to achieve Proposition [4.28|
which plays a key role in the proof of Theorem [4.111

Proposition 4.26. Let o, 3 > 0 and vy := inf{9, 3T : T € F,%,3[T] > 1 — a}. Let (2, F,P) be a
probability space and let 7% (Q) denote the L°(Q, P;R® @ R¢)-module

v,
A0 Q) = P 1° (Q x T p o P71 Lin (RYOINT] Re ®Re)) T
TeSy

so that ((%Z%aﬁ(g), ®,1,A, ¢, ) is a coupled Hopf algebra (which is very similar to the first claim in
the statement of Theorem 4.7l except that the arrival space right above is not the same).
Let (p1,q) and (p2, q) be two pairs of dual integrability functionals such that
1 1 1

sup < + <L (4.54)
rezras AT] ~ p1[1]  p2[1]

Letp : Z @8 5 1, 00) defined by

1 1 1 1 1 1
P~ mil | ml] P P gl (4.55)




Let W be a (#72#(), p, q)-probabilistic rough path, let X! € DHF" (£75(Q)) and let X2 €
DRP> (7P (2)). We define

<Yt, 1>(w0) - <X§, 1>(w0) ® <X§, 1>(wo). (4.56)

Then there is a random controlled rough path Y € D" (%27,0‘75 (Q)) that satisfies Equation (4.56))
and VT € ZJ

<YS,T>(WO,WHT) = Z <X;,T1>(WO,WHT1)® <X5,T2>(WO,UJHT2)- (4.57)
T, T2€F
T&To=T
Proof. Firstly, we verify that (p, q) as described in Equation (4.55) satisfy Definition [3.16]

Suppose that (p1,q) and (p2, q) are a dual pair of integrability functionals that satisfy Equation
(4.54). Then by Equation (4.55), p[1] € (1,00). Further, for any choice of T' € .#7*, we have that
ﬁ — ﬁ € (0,1) so that p[T] € (1, 00). By construction, p satisfies Equation so that (p, q) is
a pair of dual integrability functionals.

Suppose that Y satisfies Equation (4.56]). We want to verify that it can be restated in the form
described in Equation (4.1)) and (4.2). Then we verify that Y satisfies Definition [4.1] by confirming
the integrability and regularity of the remainder terms. Firstly,

(Fou)en) = (21 o (221)) (o

s,t
v, 8 .
= Z EX [( Z <X£7T1>(WQ,WHT1)® <X§,Tg>(wo,wHT2)> -<W57t,T>(w0,wHT)}
TeF T1,Th€ %
Ty@To=T

+ <Yg,t’ 1>(W0)a

where

<Yi,t7 1> (wO)
’Y*,C&,ﬁ

T ®T
= Z EH e |:<X;,T1>(WO7WHT1) @ <X§7TQ>(WO,WHT2) : <W8,t7T1 ®T2>(WO,WHT1®T2)
T1,ToeF
%,51[T12®T 1>

* é (XL + X4, 1)(w0) ) - é (x5 +3[x7, 1) (). (4.58)

Substituting in Equation (4.57) yields Equation (4.1).
By measuring the resulting regularity (and denoting n = |v — u/|), thanks to Equation (4.55) we
obtain that

(V2 1) (w0)|

sup
s,t€u,v] ’t - 3’7
’y_vavﬁ 2
< (s ||xE T @o)|| - (W T )| ) -ttt Tl
Tlgéyo @ t€[u,v] (. T) pi[Ti] < i) a[Ti],%a, g [Ti]

G g T1®T2] >~
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+ sup (K5, 1)e0) + QR ess Do) - |52, 1) )|
n ’(Xlﬁ 1) (wo H sup <X§,1>(w0)+<3[X2]s,t,1>(wo)(

T ost€fu,v]

+ H(Xl’ﬁ, 1)(wo) H'y : ‘ (X4, 1>(w0)H7 Y < oo (Q,P)-almost surely.

Further, integrating over the tagged probability space and applying the Holder inequality with Equa-
tion (4.55) yields

‘<Yit, >(WO)
sup

p[A]_ 1
‘ p(1]
$,t€[u,v] ’t - Slp[lh

EO

v—o8 2 o L
Z ® ]EO |: sup Xt, Tf[/>(w0) pl[Tz]:| pz[Tz] . H<Wa Tz> ‘ . nga”@[Tl(@Tg}—'y
T1 ey  i=1 t€[u,v] pi[Ti] (T3], Y, (T3]
Yo, s[T1@T2] >
_1
+ E° [ sup <X;, 1>(w0) + <\~J[X1]S . 1>(w0) pl[ﬂ] p1[1] ) H<X2,ﬁ’ 1>H
s, t€u,v] 7 7v,p2[1]
(1] ﬁ
p2 1
+ H@w 1) H o EO[ sp (X2, 1) (wo) + (3[X?]s, 1) (wo) ]m

+ H(leﬁ,nH : H(X”,U Y < 00
7p1

‘771)2[1]
Next, for Y € .Z7—*# we verify that Equation (4.57) satisfies Equation (&.2)). We have
<Ys,t,Y>(WO,WHY) - Z <X;7t,Yi>(WO,WHY1) ® <Xz,Yé>(WO,WHY2)

Y1,Y2€%9
Yi®Ye=Y
+ Z <X;,Y1>(WO7WHYI) <Xst,YQ>(WQ,wHY2)
Y1,Y2€%
Yi®Yo=Y
+ Z <X5 taYi> WO,WHYl) ® <Xz7t,Y2>(WO,WHY2).
Y1,Y2€%
Yi®Ye=Y

We substitute using the fact that both X! and X? satisfy Equation (4.2) to get

<Y57t,Y>(wo,wHy): Z Vi“ﬂ Z Z (ﬁc<ﬂ,Ti,}Q)—ﬁ5Tim,Ti1>
i=1

Y1,Yoe %y TeF Ty, T2€%y Y1,T26%) =1
Y1®Yo=Y T=T1®T»

2
i L3 Y5
. ®EET K |:<X;7 E>(w07w¢Ti7Ti7yi [HTi}) : <Ws7t7 Ti>(WOaW¢T1 ;.Y [HTi}):|

<Y§t,Y>(w0,wHy), (4.59)
where

<Yit,Y>(wo,wHy)
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®w

((XZ +3[xT Y>>(w0,wHy)

= Z <®(<X2+X;t,Y>) wo, Wry)

i=1 =1

2

v—,a,B 2
D OIS DI D01 CCE DD | CERER

Y1,Ya26%9 Th,T2€F9 T1,T2€% “i=1 =1
Yi@Ye=Y 4, 5[T1®Ts]>v

2
. ®EET1-,TZ-,Y1' |:<Xi, ﬂ>(W0,W¢Ti,Ti,Yi [HTz’}) . <Ws,t, Ti>(w0,w¢Ti,Ti,y¢ [HTi}):| . (4.60)

i=1

Applying Lemma[4.T4]and Lemmal[4.16]to Equation (4.59) and substituting in Equation (4:57) gives

777a76 2
<Ys7ta Y>(w07 wHy) = Z Z d (T7 T? Y> : EET’T’Y |: Z ® <X?9’ n>(W07 w¢T’T’Y[HTi])
TeF YeF T, T2e%y i=1

Ty®To=T

. <W8,t, T>(WQ,W¢T,‘I‘,Y[HT}):| <YS b Y>(w0,wHy),

so that Y satisfies Equation (4.2).
To conclude, we integrate over the probability space <7 "I'in (@.60) and apply Lemma[3.17]so
that for any Y € 7P,
_1

p[Y]] p[Y]

<YS ‘s Y>(w0, wyy)
It — s[1=YaslY]

v—,a,8 2 2
Z Z Z <HC<T¢,T¢,Y¢> - H6{T¢=Yi7T¢=1}>
i=1

Y1,YoeZy Ti,T2€Fy Y1,T26% “i=1
Y1®Ya=Y 4, 5T ®T2]>v

EHT[

sup
s,t€[u,v]

2
. iy . 3 G g T1®T2])—
i];[l(tgm} (X, Y;)(wo) . H(W,E>(wo)Hq[Ti]7%ﬁ[Ti}) n’es

Xl ~X1 s ,Y . X27ﬁ’y Yo, 8[Y1]
+Y1 ;% <sf£v} < o T I 1>(w0) p1[Y1] H< 2>(w0) p2[Ya],y
Yi®Ya=Y
. n%a,81Y2]

(XM Y7 ) (wo)

- Sup H<X§+J[X2]g7t,YQ>(WO)
Ml s tefo,1]

p2[Ya]

+ [ (x4, ¥ wo)

|24, ¥a)wo)

-777> < oo
P1[Y1],7—%a,5(Y1] p2[Y2], 7=, 5[Y2]

(Q0,P)-almost surely and

]EO

plY]
EHT |: <Yﬁs t’Y>(W0aWHY)‘ :|
sy [t = 8P Zas 7] ] <oo
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Next, we consider the expectation of a random controlled rough path.

Proposition 4.27. Let o, f > 0 and v := inf{¥, g[T]| : T € 7,9, 5[T] > 1 — a}. Let (p, q) be a pair
of dual integrability functionals.
Let W be a (78 p, q)-probabilistic rough path and let X € DRP(#7F). We define

<Yt, 1>(w0) - E[(xt, 1>(@)]. (4.61)

Then there is a random controlled rough path Y € Dy (57P) that satisfies Equation (4.61) and
for T € #7728 such that hl # 0,

<Yt,T>(w0,wHT) —0,

(Y ETT) (g - womr) = (KT ) (g opr) + B[ (K0 E[T]) (@, 0r) |- (62

We emphasise that each of the random variables (Y, T')(wo, wpyr) are constant in wy (determin-
istic).

Proof. We have

(Yorr1)(w0) =E [<Xs,t, 1>(JJ)}

R {EHT sz, T @, wr) - (War T)(@, wHT)H +E [<Xi,t, 1><@)] -

TeF

Next, an application of Proposition [3.13] yields that for T' € .#7~®# such that h{ # 0,
fE[EHT <XS,T>(JJ,wHT) : <Ws,t,T>(w,wHT)H

_ E(HT)/ |:<X87T>(Wh(7;7wHT) . <W57t7€[T]>(wO7whg7wHT):| al’ld

IF:[EH”T] <Xs,5[T]>(w,ng[T]) : <Ws,t7€[T]>(a)va5[T]):|:|

_ (HTY [fg [<Xs, T)(@, w51, WHT)] (W, 5[T]>(w0,wh0T,wHT)} .

Thus
(Yo Ywo) = > B [((X, T) (g, wpr) + E[(Xs, ETN) @, w5 07)] )
TeZ:hT#0
Yo, pET]<y
AW, ETT) (w0, )| + (Y1) (o),
where
(Y1) ()
—E|(xL, 0@+ Y B[R T g wnr) - (Wo T wygwpr)],  (463)
TEFV—:0B
Go 5 ELT]|2
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and choosing (Y, T') according to Equation (4.62) yields Equation (4.1).
By measuring the resulting regularity (and denoting = |v — u|), we obtain that

(V1) (w0)|

s,tsel}zli),v} ‘t - Sh
< ap x| owerr A
- Te,;ya,ﬁ t;il},)v} < >HP[T] H< [ DHq[ﬂ%,a[ﬂTﬂ !
Yo, 6lEIT] 2
E[(x,1)@)]
+ sup < 00.
$,t€u,v] |t - 5|’y

Further, this is constant in the tagged probability space so that

Yﬁ
IEO[ sup M} e
stefoq] 1t —s[7

Secondly, we verify Equation 4.2]is satisfied. By construction, for Y € .#77®# such that h} # 0,
(Yo EYT) (wos 0y wprv)

— <Xs,t, Y>(whg,wHy) + fE[<Xs,t,5[Y]>(®,whg,wm)},

777a76

= Z d (T’ T, Y) . EET’T’Y [<XS, T>(wh(})’7W¢T,T,Y[HT}) . <Ws,t7 T>(wh(§’,w¢T,T,Y[HT}):| (4.64)

TeF
Yesz

+7i’6 ((T.7,8v]) BT [EKX&T>(@’W¢T’T’€[YJ[HT1) ' <Ws’t’T>(°~J’W*"T’T’£[Y”HT])H

TeZ
YeF

(4.65)
<X8t, Y>(whg,wHy) + IEKXS HEY ]>(Gj,wh(¥,wHy)} .

By assumption, h} # 0, so that hl" # () whenever ¢/(T,Y,Y) > 0. Recalling Definition and
Definition 417} consider the triple (£[T7],£[Y], £[Y]). We remark that

¢ (E[T], &y, [Y]) (T T, y), FETLEN]EY] _pTiry
¢£[T E[TLEY] [hg] ho , SDg[T],g[T],g[Y} [h(ﬂ :hé/
so that
T’ / EEIT],E[T],E[Y]
@.64) = Z ¢ <5[T],5[T],5[Y]> ‘E <XS,T>(W¢£[T],5[T],S[Y] [Hg[T]])
TeZ:hT#0
YTes

. <Ws,t, T>(w EIT]ENLEV][HE ’r]])]
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In the same fashion, the Lions tree £[Y] satisfies that h‘gm = () so for any triple (7, Y, E[Y]) such
that ¢(T, Y, E[Y]) > 0, we have that il " NT = hl and

d <5[T],5[T],5[Y]> = <T,T,E[Y]>.

Therefore,
v—,,8 ) EEITLETLEY] |~ ~
@ = > (e[r.Elrey]) E E | (X, EIT]) (@, et e emipgreimy)
Te,gzhg;ﬁ@
TeF

. <Ws,t7 T>(GJ, WEIT]ET]ETY] [Hr})] :| .

Making these substitutions and noticing that by assumption, ¢(7,Y,Y") > 0 implies that bl = ()
and we obtain

¥—o.8
(Yor €W @owpyswm) = > Y (€71, 1,€[v]) - X7 [
' TeF:hl A TEF

<<XS, T> (Wd)S[T],T,S[Y] [HS[T]]) +E KXS, 5[T]>(Gj, WelT), T ,E1Y] [Hs[T]})} >

: <Ws,t7 T>(w07w¢8[T1,T,S[Y] )|+ <Y§,t75[y]>(wo,whg7wHY),

where

<Yﬁs,t’5[Y]>(W0,wh(§”WHy) = <Xg,t’y>(wh(’{’wHy) + IE[<Xﬁs,t’g[y]>(‘bﬁwh};’wH”)]

7770{75

+ Z Z d (T,T,Y) -E[EET’T’Y [<XS,T>(<D,W¢T,T,Y[HT])

TeF YeZ
goz,ﬁ[g[T]]Z'Y

: <W57t7 T>(WO,UJSOT,T,Y[HT]):|:| ;

and substituting in Equation yields Equation [4.2]
Finally, for Y € .#7%5 such that h} # 0

| evnen]

s,tseu[zliv] ‘t — S’Af*gayﬁ[g[y]]
[l [eemn]
S sup 25 sup —
stefun] [t = s P eyt — sy YasEN)
'Y*,Cl,ﬁ
/ : : - Ga €T~
' 7; éc(T,T,Y) telun] <Xt’T>Hpm H<W’T>qu,%,m1 et
Do 5IETI)2
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The combination of Propositions and [4.27]yields the following wider result:

Proposition 4.28. Let ., 5 > 0 and v := inf{¥4, 3[T] : T € F#,9,3(T) > 1 — a}. Let V be a vector
space and let 57" denote the L°(Q,P; V' )-module

7,0,
St = () LO<Q x Q| o pXIHTL Lin (RE)SINT] V)) T
TeSy

so that (#7748 ®,1,A, ¢, .7) is a coupled Hopf algebra.

Letr > landleta € A%O) .Foreachi = 0,...n, let (p;, q) be a collection of pairs of dual integrability

functionals and suppose that

1 1 1 1 1
su —— < inf ~—+ —>, su (— + —> <1. (4.66)
I,) B Q[T] = mla] (T Z pi[l] J b [a] \T Z [1]

Z: . ':07"'7m Z: ) pl
a;=] a; =]

We define pg : F7*P — [1,00) such that

1 1 1 1 1 1
—— if (= - o 4.67
poll] okt (ﬁ;pm])’ Wil i ] e

;=]

Let W be a (27, py, q)-probabilistic rough path. Let
ferr (Q x mlal px pxmlal; Lin ((R)E", v)).

Fori=1,..,n, let X' € DRI (7P) and let Y : [0,1] — 7P defined by

<Yt7 1>(w0) _ Rl-mla) {f(wo, ey Winla]) * é <Xi, 1>(wai)] . (4.68)

i=1

Then there is a random controlled rough path Y € Dy (,%2%‘175) that satisfies Equation
and VT € Z]

<Yt, T> (wo, wpr)

= Z EZG[T1,...,Tn] [f(wo,wh{,...,th ) . ® <Xi,1}>(wﬁ5,wHTi)} (4.69)
Ty, Tn€Fo mlelt D '
E4T,...,. Tn)=T

where for Ty,...,T,, € # and T = &°[11,...,T,], the sets ltL;F and Z*Th,...,T,] are defined as in
Definition [3.11] see Equation (4.21))).

Proposition is an extension of Proposition which is restricted to the case n = 2 and
a = (0,0), and the proof of the former one precisely consists in iterating the latter one.

Remark 4.29. When we state Equation (4.2)) for the random controlled rough path described in Propo-
sition we find that we additionally need to couple the ghost hyperedges according to the function
described in Definition (4.18). We see this in Equation (4.74) below.
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For Lions tree T', we use the notation

1
EHT|: <X,T>(w0,wHT) P]p if ai:O,
4%, T) (wa) . (4.70)
[a],p . rl]p
Eai [EH “(X,T>(wai,wHT) ” if a; >0.
Proof. Firstly, we verify that (pg, ¢) as described in Equation (4.67) satisfy Definition [3.16
Suppose that for each i = 1,...,n, (p;,q) satisfy Equation @D Then by Equation (4.67),

po[1] € (1, 00). Further, for any ch01ce ofT € F7* we have that [1} q[T} € (0,1) so that py[T] €

(1,00). By construction, p, satisfies Equation @D so that (po,q) is a pair of dual integrability
functionals.

Iterative applications of Proposition and Proposition [4.27] mean that Equation is a
po-RCRP. This proof is to verify that Equation (4.69) is the correct representation.
(0) :
Let a € A;,”. Define

n

<§('t, 1>(w0, W1, ey Winfa]) i= ® <Xi, 1>(Wa¢),

i=1 4.71)
(Yo 1) (w0) 1= B> [ 1 (w0, o nie) - (T 1) (e i)

Expanding as before, we have
<§{s,t7 1>(w0, W1y eeny wm[a]) = <® <XZ, 1>(wai)>
i=1

7770{75

Y Y Qe K >(wa,wHT)-<Ws,t,ﬂ><wai,wm>}

TeF Ti,...TheFy i=1
T:ga[le"'yTn}

+ <§(£7t, 1>(w07 s Wnfa])

s,t

where

(2 1) st
i <®<XZ +3[X7] 7t,1>(wai)> ® <Xgﬁt,1>(wak) ® ( é <X§,1>(wai)>

_ i=k+1

n ) @EHT [< >(wa LWyt - <Ws,t,T@->(wai,wHTi)]-

T1,....Th€F0 i=1
ga,ﬂ[ga[Tlv---anHZ'Y

Next, we fix T1,...,7;, and denote £*[T1,...,T,] = T. We relabel w; = Wy eary
P EOTY,....Th] |

1,...,m[a] where h; are the ghost hyperedges introduced in Definition [3.11l For brevity,
we will denote these sets by AT.

We apply Proposition to observe that the random variable (Wy,,T’) is independent of
wyr for all bl e Z[Ty,..,T,]. Any hi ¢ Z°[Ty,..,T,] must be a hyperedge of the forest T =
J
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&1, ..., T,]. By interchangeably writing wy = Wi,r, We take expectations to get

7770{75

<Ys,t, 1>(w0) = Z ET" [ Z EZ° T Tl [f(wo,wﬁlT,. ® (XL, T, th S WHT; )]

TeF T, Tn€Fo
EITY, ..., Tn)=T

. <Ws,t,T>(w0,WHT):|
+ E17...7m[a} [f(wo’wla ---’wm[a}) ) <Yﬁs,ta 1>(WO,W1, X wm[a])] )

which verifies Equation (4.69).
Using Equation (4.67)), we can additionally verify that

El,...,m[a} {f(WO,Wla ---,wm[a}) ’ <§ﬁs,ta 1>(W0awla X Wm[a])}

Svtsel}?lzv} ’t - 3”\/
n k— A
<[lsell, -Z( 1)(en) +Hu<ﬂxm><wai> o= )
k=1 *l{a],ps[1]
ol 2y ( H e |, )
H Ml i ® H [a].pi[1]
v—,a,8
+ Hf(wo)HT ’ XZ waz
Ty,. %6/0 21—[1 H pi[Ti],00 [a],pi[T3]
Go glET1,.... ]| >
. HH<W,€G[T1’ veey H i ’ ‘gaﬂ 5 [T17"'7T7’L]]_’Y
[€a[T1,....T)| Do plEITL,.. )] fala[eelTi.. 1]

< oo (9, P)-almost surely,
and similarly

EL--mla] [f(wo, w1, ---7wm[a <Ys - > wo, W1, --vwm[a})]
sup

EO
s,t€[0,1] it —s|7

< oQ.

_1
po[l]] po[1]

Next, we verify that an increment of Equation (4.69) satisfies Definition 4.1l For any Y €
T8 we fix (wo,wyy) € Q x QXIH | and get

n
( E }EZG[YL...,Yn} {f(WO,wBYa---,WﬁY ) . ®<X1’YZ>(WBY,WHYZ):|>
1 m[a] X aj
Y1,...,.Yn€S =1 8t
EY1,...,.Yn|=Y
’y_vavﬁ

-y ¥y x (ﬁc(%W—ﬁ%ﬂ%)

Yl,...,YnEy() TeF Tl,...,Tneﬁo Tl,...,TnEy() i=1 i=1
5G[Y17---7Yn}:Y nga[le 7Tn}

e [ TR T —
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) ® <W57t, T»(whx W Ty T3, [HT”)H + <Y§,7t, Y>(w0,wHy) (4.72)
i=1 '

where
<Yi,t, Y> (wo, wgy)

_ Z EZ01,0Yn) |:f(w0, ey WEY ) : <

mla]
Y1,...,Yn€50 k=1
£9[Y1,....Yn]=Y

n
& <X57’f’Yk>(wﬁgk,wHYk)® ® <Xi,Y}>(w,~13f’,wHYi)>:|

E

-1

(36, + D00 Y5 i ) )
1 1

-
Il

i=k+1
y—,8 n n
Y1,....Yn€Fo T1,...,TnE€Fo T1,...,Tn€Fo =1 =1

ga[Yly--an]:Y ga,B[ga[le---yTnHZ'\/

n
a n T3 Y;
. EZ [Y1,...,Yn] |:EU7,’—1 ET Y, |:® <X87 T‘Z>(wl~1}lf s wqui,Ti,Yi [HTZ])

i=1

. ® <Ws,t, Ti>(wl~z§_ WT; 1Y, [HTi])]:| (4.73)

i=1

Thanks to Lemma we can replace ¢'YiYi by ¢7T-Y'. Next, using the same reasoning as

Lemma [4.19, we note that for any h) ¢ Z°[Y1,...,Y,], we have that b} € HY so that w;y is
~ J
fixed whereas for h}/ € Z°[Y1,...,Y,], we integrate over w;y. We apply Proposition [3.13] with the
J
set Z%[Y1,...,Yy] (instead of the set {1,...,m[a]}) and relabel the ghost hyperedges according to
the coupling function defined in Definition B.I8l ¢"Y:¥" is the identity for all fixed w;y and for
~ J

each probability space that is integrated over, $*>¥"¥ divides these into the probability spaces that
(Ws, €% Yq,..., Tpy]) is dependent on and independent of.

This substitution motivates us to apply Equation (4.31) to Equation (4.72), and additionally
using Lemma [4.14] yields that

<Ys,t, Y>(w0, wyy)

'Y_7a’7ﬁ
Y)Y o

= Z J (T, T, Y) .EE |: Z EZ (11T [f(wo’wéTvTvY[ﬁ}/]’ ...,w$T’T7y[ﬁ§[a]})

TeF T1,....,Tn€Fg

Yz E9[Ty,....Tn]=T

n
. ® <XS7 j—‘i>(w({)T’T’y[iL};_} 5 w(bT’T’Y[HTi])] . <W57t7 T>(w07 ngTvTvy[HT]):|
i=1 ‘

+ <Yi,t7 Y>(wo, Wiy )- (4.74)

Thus we see that (Y, ;,Y") satisfies Equation (4.2) with the addition of the coupling to account for
the ghost hyperedges.
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To conclude, thanks to Equation (4.73) we have that
_1
EHY [ (Yﬁ,t, Y>(w0,wHy) po[Y]} po[Y] .
e —— <ol Y

$,t€[u,v] Yi,.,.Yn€%y k=1
& [Y177Yn}:Y

o u\a)
[a],pi Y]

<§ H [, ¥ (war)

+ |lome v

N

[a],pi[Yi @
N B R
o( @ [l | )
i=k+1 [a],pi[Yi]
v—,o,0 n n
+ || f (wo)]], - Z Z Z <HC(Tz‘,Tz’,Yz’) - H(S{Ti:I,TZ:Yi})
Y1,....Yn€%o T,....Tn€So T1,....TneFy i=1 i=1

5a[Y17---7Yn}:Y ga,ﬂ[ga[Tlv---an]]Z’Y

. sup <Xs,ﬂ>(wai)
ZH1 s€fuv] PilTil || [a) pi[T]
I o e |
3 ‘ al,q[Ts . _ ga,ﬁ[ga[Tlv-'an”*’Y
e T T I

< oo (Qp,P)-almost surely

and integrating through yields

polY] }

EHY [ <Y27t, Y>(w0, Wyy)
sup

0
. 5,t€[0,1] |t — s[PolY1(r—%as[Y]) ] < 00

O

Remark 4.30. This result illustrates that it is not really the choice of integrability functional p that
matters when defining a probabilistic rough path but rather the dual integrability functional q. Indeed,
there can be multiple choices of p for the same choice of q. This can be seen in Definition but this
is the first time in this work where we use this property.

4.7.3 Smooth functions of RCRPs and Lions-Taylor expansions

Next, we use Proposition [4.28|to find an expression for a Taylor expansion of some smooth function
of a RCRP. These results demonstrate the interconnectivity between the Lions-Taylor expansion
(from Section [2)), and Lions trees and probabilistic rough paths (from [DS21]).

To streamline notation, we denote

Yapla] == a-llalo + B - (la] = l[a]o).
In order to prove Theorem[4.11] we will first prove Equation (4.25) followed by Equation (4.26).
To do this, first we reframe Theorem [2.15]and Corollary[2.17] as follows:
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Corollary 4.31. Let o, 8 > 0 and let
v :=inf {ai+ Bj : (i,7) GNgQ,ai+ﬁj>1—a}, n:=sup{meNy:m < aVTB}

Let f € O™ (RY x Py(RY)).

Let (ps,q) and (py, q) be two dual pairs of integrability functionals that satisfy (4.22)). Let W be
a (78 p, q)-probabilistic rough paths and let X € Dyt and Y € D{’,{f’ v4 Then with the same
notations as in Definition and (@.21)

f<<X’ 1>(w0), £<Y’1>) st
= Y Lpglemld [aaf<<Xs,1>(w0),£<Ys’1>,<Y8,1>(w1),...,<YS,1>(wm[a}))

a€AxB |a|'

|al

X < X, Y], , 1>(war)] + Rt (wo), (4.75)

r=1

where N C Q such that P[N| = 0 and Yw, € Q\N,

Roilwo) = O(Jt = s"),

with the constant underpinning the Landau notation being implicitly random, and

pa[1]
IE0[< sup M nH] < 00. (4.76)

stefon] [t —s|

Next, fori € {1,...,n}, suppose that a € AEO). Similar to before, using the notations from Definition

@10
aaf<<x, 1) (wo), £ (Y, 1) (w1), .Y, 1>(wm[a]))

s,t

= > %Em[‘”“wmw {%f((xs, 1) o), £, (Y, 1)(@1), ey (¥, 1) (Wi

_2o, Tal—Ta)
a
0% < X,Y],, 1>(w%)] + R (W0, s Wnfa]) (4.77)
r=lal+1

where N C Q x Q*™al sych that P x IP’Xm[a][ “l = 0and ¥(wo, ..., wp[q) € (2 x Qxmlal)\Are,
R (W05 -ors Wynfa]) = O(|t _ 5|’Y*%,ﬁ[a])’

and

pa(1]

R ’ y oo Wmla n+l-la

e ( qp [Talo 1,y H)|> A (4.78)
s,te[0,1] It — 5| w,8lal

Proof. Firstly, p,[1] > n + 1 so that

n+1
< 0.

E U(Yt, 1) (w)
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Therefore, by Theorem [2.15]we have
£ (X 1) wo), £1)

s,t

0% < X, Y], . 1>(way)] (4.79)
+ > ’a—l‘!El ----- m[a][5af(<X3,1>(w0),£<Y5’1>,<YS,1>(w1),...,<YS,1>(wm[a})>

' é ([%,Y], 1>(war)] (4.80)

1

n_

eI £ e, (1) ) D )

AO

'é<[X7 Y]s,t(%)71>]a (4.81)

r=1

where

fa |:<X87 1>(w0)7 <Xt7 1>(w0)7 H<YS,1>,<Y“1>:| (wla sy wm[a})
1
:/ <aaf<<xs + € X, Dy(wo), TV (v 6 vy, 1>(wm[a})>
0
- &J((XS, 1) (wo), LY=L (Y, 1>(wm[a]))> (1 —&)"lae. (4.82)

We emphasise that the summations in Equation (4.79) and (4.80) are distinct.
The terms from Equation (4.82)) correspond to those of the remainder terms (2.12)). Using Equa-

tion (2.13), we conclude that all the terms in (4.80) and (4.81) will be O<|t — s|“/> and

l[a} :|

A fownyn ™ T 2] o

1
‘ms,t(WO)‘g Z W
aGAf’B

laJo+1 " la]

" la]»
+% Lipo ‘( sits 1) (wo) E“<stt71>(®)l }
.aeASLO
m|a]
b ],
o | 1) o) O-EU @[] T8 @]
acA
Lip.i ‘<Xst7 wo‘ HE|:‘<Ysta e ] (4.83)
acA® 7=1

where ||0, f || is defined as in Equation (2.13) and ||0, f ||Lip,0, |0 f||Lip,. @nd [|0s f||Lip,; are defined
as in Equation (2.16)).
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By choosing a = (0, ...,0) € ASLO), we get the least integrable terms but even this satisfies Equation

4.76).
Similarly, by Corollary [2.17] we have that

1 _
= 2w m[a}[%f«xs,1>(W0),E<YS’1>,---,<Ys,1>(wiLY )

acAoBla el
[al
(Yar 1) g 1)s o (Yo D)) - R ([K.Y] t,1>(war)] (4.84)
r=|al+1
DY ] o (G T A
e ([al = lal) mla)
[al
<Y5’1>(wm[a}+1)’ ’<Y5’1>(wm[a])>' ® <[XaY]S,t’1>(war):| (4.85)
r=lal+1
+ Z Emlal+1,..., m[(ﬂ[(@af)a(wo,why, S WhY W [a]+1,...,wm[a})
EEA;O‘L
03¢ <[X7Y]S,ta1>(war)] (4.86)
r=|a|+1
where
<8af) (w07wﬁ¥7 ...7wﬁr}:z[a] ) wm[a]—i—la "'7wm[6})

1
= /0 (aa—f(<xs, 1) (w0) + €(Xots (o), I Y L (Y01 @) + €Yot 1) (i)
= Oaf ((Xa, 1) (wo), L7 (Y 1><wmm>)> (=g he, (4.87)

The terms from Equation (4.87) correspond to those of the remainder terms (2.14).
For @ € A*Ple and for k = 0, ..., m[a], we denote

al
lalale = > 1x(a).
i=|al+1

All terms in and will be O (|t—s|“/—%,5[a}) and a similar argument as before implies

RS, (W0, w1, e Winfa))|

_ m[a] _
1 l[ala]o l[ala]r
- . 3& . XS’ . Ysa .
< X gy ]| T e
mlal _ialal.
11 EU<Ys,t,1>(w) }
r=mla]+1
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mld]
1 l[a\a]0+1 l[a\a]r
+ (n — ‘a’) Z(O) %f Lip.0 : <X8,t7 1 U ‘ st7 wr
aeAn\a -
ma] l[alal, ]
I1 E“(Yst, 1)(@)
r=1
Lo S loarl| % 1) (o) falelo E“(Yst, 1>(w)u
(n — \a!)‘ A Lip,u ’ ’
aeAn\a
mla] g, ™ _\ialal.
: H ‘<Ys,ta 1>(wr) H s t7 (w)
r=1 =m[a]+1
‘<X v l[a\a]r
n—|a| Lipj sits 1 WO ‘ H‘< sity 1 Wr
GA( ) j 1
- l[ala]r+0 =7
H E “ st 1 ] . (4.88)

where |0, f || is defined as in Equation (2.13) and ||0, f ||Lip,0, |0 f||Lip,. @nd [|0s f||Lip,; are defined
as in Equation (2.16)).

Equation (4.78) follows by integrating over each probability space and we conclude. O
Our first step in the proof of Theorem[4.11]is to build on Corollary[4.31]in order to prove (4.25):

Proof of Equation (4.25). Let T € .#7*F and define pz[ ] according to Equation (4.23). By as-
sumption, p,[T] € (1,00). Further, p.[1] € (1,c0) and [ ] = pzlm + [ ] SO that Equation (3.19) is
satisfied.

In order to draw comparison with classical techniques (see for instance [Gub10, Lemma 8.4]),
we denote fori =1,...,n

AP =lae AP o) =i}, AP ={aec Al ja =i},

We apply Corollary[4.37] (and recalling J as introduced in Equation (4.5)) to obtain

€AxB
|al
R (Y], 1>(war)} (4.89)
r=1
L 17 7m[a} <Y571> ~
+ e;ﬁ ‘a"E |:aaf<<xs’ 1>(w0)a L PRI <Ysa 1>(wh?n[a]))

lal |a]
. <® <[X,Y]s7t, 1>(war) — ® <3 [X,Y]&t, 1>(war)>} (4.90)



+ %s,t(wO)- (491)

Thanks to Corollary [4.37] the terms of Equation (4.91]) will be of of order O(|t — 5|V).
An application of Lemma [4.24] allows us to write

lal |al
<®<[X,YL,¢, 1) (wa,) - (§_§1> (3x, Y], 1>(war)>

r=1

la| k-1 |al
> (@ (0011, 1)) o (510 1)) @ (@ (7], 01w )

r=k+1

so that Equation (4.90) will be of order O(|t — s|7) too.
By expanding out Equation (4.89), we get

£ (%, 1) (o), £51)

s,t
T’ 1 T a
-y ¥ —.EH[ > Bl [0, (e 1)), £, (Var T ).
TEF acA~B al! T1,...T|a|€F 1
T=€°[T1,... Tia )
lal
(Y, 1>(w,~1£[a])> .®<[X, Y]S,Tr>(wBaTr,wHTr)] : <WS¢,T>(wO,wHT)] (4.92)
r=1
1 T8 EUTY, o, T) ] "
i Z — Z H EZ(T1 s Ta}|:
cAxB ’a‘ T, )| EF

00 (001 o) L5400 1) g (Ve Doy )) - Q) (K. ¥],0 T iy on )|

+ O<|t - s|7). (4.93)

The terms contained in the summation (4.93) are also of order O(|t — s|?) and the summation
in (4.92) motivates the terms of the random controlled rough path described in Equation (4.25).
This leads us to
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|a |al

S (@ v 1)) o (7m0 (@ (701}

k=1 r=1 r=k+1
+ %sﬂg (WO (494)

Next, we verify that the increments of Equation (4.25) satisfy Definition 4.1l Fix Y € .#7—®58,
By taking increments, we get

CARTREES 3B S S0 Y]

=1 aeAa B Yi,...YieF
Y=£Y1,...,Y]]

aaf<<x,1>(w0),£<Y71>,...,(Y,1>(w,~%a])>87t- X <[X,Y]S,m>(w%,w1{n)
+0, f<< 1)(wo), ﬁ(YsJ),...,<Ys,1>(w,~1§[a])) ( i <[X,Y]’YT>(WIQGYT’WHYT)>
+3af<<X, 1) (wp), cey (Y, 1>(w,~1y[a})>s7t ) <

By applying Corollary[4.3T] to get

<Zs,t,Y> wo, Wy ) Z Z Z' Z B2, Y][ Z Z

i=1 g g8 Yi,..Y;€F

r=i+1 r=1
n 1 )
Z%Y1,...,Y;
+ J Z E [Y1,...,Y]] mst(wo’ ,why[a])®®<[X,Y]t,Y}=>(why 7wHY7‘)]
i=1 ge %8 Y1, YeF r=1
¢ Y=£%Y1,...,Y]

% 1

(@], + [ 7], ¥ Yo o) - @ <[X,Y]s,n><w,;g,wm>)]. (497)

r=1 r=1

If there exists a € A;; N A% such that the Lions tree Y can be expressed of the form YV =
ey, ..., Yla\] , we know that ¢, 3[Y] > ai+ ;. Hence the terms in Equation (4.96]) will be of order

at least O<|t - S|v—%,5[Y})_
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Addressing Equation (4.97) first, thanks to Lemma [4.24] we get that

:Z Z Zl' Z EZ°Y1,.Yi] [3 f<< >(wO) £(Ys, >""’<YS’1>(M’~L§[GJ))

z‘:1aeA?,ﬂ' Yy,...,Y,€EF

Y=E%Y4,....Yi]
% —1
>3 <®<[X’Y]s +3[X’Y]s,t’Y;’>(wﬁ§r’wHYT)> ® <[X Y]st’yk>(wﬁgkawHYk)
k=1 “r=1
® ( (xv],.% >(w;;gr,wgw)> (4.98)
r=k+1
+ @ (X Y], +3[X Y], Yo ) wpy swe )] . (4.99)
r=1

Whenever we have that Y = £¢ [Yl, - YZ] , we know that &, 5[Y;] < %, 3[Y] for any choice of k
so that Equation (4.98) is of order O <\t - s\’Y*%ﬁ[Y]).

Using the same techniques and making the substitution Y; 1, ...,Y; = 1, we see that

(4.95)
Yy ¥ oo Y BT [%f((x&lxwo),ﬁgy’”,...,<Y8,1>(why )
=1 j=i+lg Aaﬂz ‘7_2 Y1,...Y;€F m[a]
Vi1 Y;=1
YZEE[YI 7777 Y']}
J j
( Z < Y], 40 >(whr)® <[X’Y]i,t’y7">(wﬁ¥)® X <[X=Y]S7t7ifr>(wﬁx ))
k—it1r=it1 o | o
X ([x.¥],, Yr>(wa; WY )] (4.100)
r=1
Yy Y oo Y BT [%f<<X3,1>(W0),£§Y’1>,...,<Ys,1>(why )
=1 j=itl eAO‘*BZ Yi,..YieF mia]
Yit1,..,Y;=1
V£V, Y]
J 1 k—1
( X <3[X,Y]St,Y>(why )> ® <®<[X Y] +3[X, Y] t,Y>(why ,WHYT)>
r=i+1 k=1 “Nr=1

i

®<[x,mi,t,yk><w,gk>®( ® <[x,mt,n><w,~%,w>))
r=k+1
DID I e

=1 j=it+lg Aaﬁ

(4.101)

o T (e £ )y, )

Yi,..., Y, eF
Yz+27}/j:1
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By the presence of a remainder term, Equation (4.100) and Equation (4.101)) are both of order
O(\t — sh*%»ﬁ[y]) .
An application of Lemma [4.24] gives us that

i
cg><[X;qu%—3[X5¥qs¢,Y}>(wH§juqyw)
r=1

7 k—1
_ <® ([%,Y] Y ) gy wHyr)> ® (I[X,Y], Yk>(w}~%k W)
k=1 r=1

7

®< 0% <[X,YL+J[X,Y}S7t,}¢>(w5§r,whm)>

r=k+1

# (@ (2,1 Yy o))

r=1

We add the remaining terms together (and addressing the case j = 1 first) we obtain

(Zos Y Yo, wprv) = 8y 20~ Voo f (Ko (), £89) - (3[X]o ¥ ) w0, w0pv)

+ 5,””( 3 Buf<<Xs, 1) (wo), £ (v, 1>(wh(¥,)) : <3 [Y]S7t,Y’>(whg/,wHY,)
Y'eZ,hY 40
ElY']=Y

# |0, (K0 1)), £, (Ve (o)) - <3[Yh,taY><wl’“’HY)D

%
[ <3|:X7Y:|S,t’Yk>(wil};k’wHYk) ® < ® <|:X7Y]S +3|:X7Y:|57t7YT‘>(wl~7,gr7wHYT)>
r=k+1

+ <® ([%,Y],, Y;’>(WH3’T’WHW)>> +0(jt - s~ %asl).

r=1

To conclude, we make the substitution

<3 X, Y], Y>(w0, wiv)

T8
= Z Z c <T’ T, Y) CRETTY |:< [X, Y]s, T>(w0, Wd)T,T,Y[HT}) . <Ws,t, T>(WQ,WWT,T,Y[HT})
TeF YeF

and use the techniques described in the proof of Proposition [4.28 along with classical combinatorial
techniques to obtain that

<Zs,ta Y>(w05 wHY)
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aaf (<XS’ 1>(w0)’ £<Ys71)’ <YS’ 1>(wq~5TvT’Y[/~7,1T})’ ey <Ys, 1>( ¢T"r Y[hT [a]]))
|al

. ® <[X, Y]s, Tr>(w(£T7T7y[ilayr},W¢T,T,Y[HTT}):| : <Ws,t, T>(w0, WLPT,T,Y[HT])]

r=1
+ o(yt - s\%%ﬂ“),
which verifies that there is a random controlled rough path that satisfies Equation (4.25). O

Adapting the notation from Equation (4.70) earlier, we now denote

<X,T>(WQ,WHT) if a; = O,

1
y[T1] ] pylT]
P[}:|:|p[] if a; > 0.

Proof of Equation (4.26). We start this proof by returning to Equation (4.94).
Then

1

|40, Y1, T) () (4.103)

[a],pz,py

E [IEHT [ (Y, T)(wa;, wpyr)

(Zi41) (w0)

1 "’
sup ~—-~—— < — o) f’
s, t€[u,v] |t - S|A{ a;,ﬁ |a|' Tl,..;leﬂ ’ *
Do [E9T1 e i) 2
X, T, : H Y, T,
7":!:I ”< r>(WO) pa[Tr],00 r:}:[>0 < T> py[Tr],00

) ’(W,ga[Th...,T\a|]>(w0)H Snp— Do 5 [E°1T 1, T | =7

[£a1T1 - Tia)] o (€217 Tia]

k

<HHH 1)(way) ‘|U—U|a>
*Ila],pz.py

( H ¢, 1, 1) wa) -w—w)]
*la],pa,py

=k+1
(4.104)

"lal,pa

s,t€u,v] |t_8|7 .

Recall from Definition [4.10] that (n + 1)a > ~ and that Va € ASP , we have that ¢, gla] > ~.
Thanks to Equation (4.83), we have that

{%s,t(WOM
sup ———

s, t€u,v] |t - S|,y

1
< E il
- la|!
ac A%

l[a]ri| . |’U _ u|€€aﬁ[a]7'y

B-llalr

“ 11 [l n@)
=

e
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alo m[a] ~ al,
v 2 (el Je ][ T2 @]
aeAnO r=
do - m[m]~ dl,
oty [ 00| £ n@] | T8 (Jer v, ]

daf

|| 1) o)

mla)
+ ] .
j=1

‘Lip,j
(4.105)

Hence, with an application of Equation (4.41) and Equation (4.42]), we can find a polynomial
P1: (RY) *T _ R* increasing in every variable such that

(ZF ;. 1) (wo)

sup
s,t€u,v] ’t - S‘,y
’Y*,C&,ﬁ ’Y*,C&,ﬁ
1l T% S SEVIC] I T% K D))
7_70476 7_70476
Yt T , H Y., T ,

Téo H< > py[T], 7~ 7] TEZ; < “ > pylT]

7,08

5 W) ol = ultdo =),

= AT 0 1T

By detailed evaluation of Equations (4.104) and (4.105)), we observe that every time we have
a term associated to the function f, this is included in Equation (2.17) so we can use ||f|[ n.x) as
b

an upper bound. Secondly, for any term of the form ||J, f||~, there will be a product of norms of
X and Y where the number of X terms will be [[a]p and the number of Y terms will be |a| — {[a]o,
both of which will be less than or equal to n. Similarly, for any term of the form ||, f||vip, there
will be a product of n + 1 terms. Thanks to Proposition any of these norms of X and Y can be
upper-bounded by the product of any term from the set

{H<XU’ T>(w0) pl]’ H<Xﬁ7 T>(w0)

e

PalT) Y% [T)

(e Te y‘g‘“ﬁ}

py[T] PylT)y~Sa 5[T]

and any term from the set

{1, H<W,T>(wO)H T e 9’%‘%5}.

[T}, %0, (1]
The presence of the unit in the second set means that, however many X and Y terms there are,
there will always be less W terms.

Finally, whenever a term of the form |v — u| occurs, it is always to a positive power expressible
of the form « - ig + /3 - i7. However, by remarking that one such example is (n + 1)a — +, it should
be clear that there are constructions where the integers i and /7 may not be positive.
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Thus, the polynomial 93, : (RT) “T _, R+ expressed as
P <x1,m2,y1,y2,w,t1,t2> = > Ci-alta eyl s w1
iefs;,gl

satisfies that i1, ...,45 € Ng, i1 +i0 +i3+i4 < n+1,i5 < i1 +19+143+i4 and o - ig + B - i7 > 0. This
verifies the additional claims made in Remark [4.12] In particular, the first and second variables of
the polynomial 93; will only ever be of order n + 1, so that

p=[1]

EO[ ‘<Zi,t7 1>(W0)

sup ]t—s]pz[l]o‘

| <
s,t€u,v]

For the second part of this proof, we fix Y e .#7%f: We represent the remainder term
<Z§,’t, Y>(w0, wpry ) of the form

<ngt’y>(“0’“HY) =[]+ [@)]+[3] (4.106)

where, by combining the terms from and (4.98), we obtain

(1) :Z Z 1_1' Z EZ°[Y1,0..Yi] [%g,t(wo,...,w%[a]).®<[X,Y]t,n>(wB§T,wHyr)

i=1 aEA?’ﬁ Yi,..,.Y;€F
Y=£%(Y1,....Y]]

+ 0uf (Ko, Vo), £51, . (Y, 1>(w,~lryn[a})) : Z <(§ ([x.Y],, Y,,>(MBGYT,UJHW)>

k=1 r=1
i
® <[X5Y]g7t,yk>(wﬁz’k’wHYk) ® ( ® <[X’Y]s +‘~5[X’Y]s,t’y;>(w/~7,3;’wHYT)>]’
r=k+1

by combining the terms from (4.100) and (4.101) we obtain

=> > Y % > Eza[yl’“"yj][6Gf<<XS,1>(wO),£§Y’1>,...,<YS,1>(wl~1yn[a])>

—1)!
i=1 j=i+1 aeA‘.’"’B J ) Yi,..,Y;€Z
J YL+17"'7Y}:1
Y:ga[ylv"'v}/j]

®( : [x,v]t,m><w,;g,wffn>)

jr:1 ) k—1
(@ (et wen) o (30 (@ (4], 431, 1oy o)
r=i+1 A k=1 r=1
®)<[X;$qg¢’y%>(wﬁ&)(® < Céb <[X;¥qt,Y}>(wH§jctu;{)> )
r=k+1
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and finally

1 ] y ’y_vavﬁ n ooy
- Ui, ETe Tk Yk
ESP L= D SIS S
=17 eApP =1 YYIv---vY§/€=’_91 Ty, Ti€%0 Ty,... ;€7
sal[;fiyj]_:y Do 5 [€°[T1,. T))| 27
EZG[YLMYJ.] aOL‘f(<XS’ 1>(w0)’ E§Y71>, ) <Ys, 1>(WHY[ ])>

J
' ( X <[X’Y]S’Tr>(”ﬁzr’w¢mm ) - 5{YTLTTTT}>

r=i+1

® <<® < X, Y], TT>(‘*’B}; s WTr Xr Yo [[1Tr]) 5{YT=TT,TT=1}>

i k-1
+ Z < <[X,Y]s, Tr>(w;;ayr,w¢n,n,w [HTq) ) 5{YrTT,TT1}>

X <[X, Y]S, Tk>(Wﬁ}lfk7w¢Tk,Tk,Yk [HTlc]) . (Tk7 Ty, Yk)

® < <[X Y] >(why s WeTr, Tr,Yr [HTT}) . <c/(Tm T,, Yr) + 5{TT:YT,TT:1}>>>]
r=k+1

J
. ® <Ws,t7 Tr>(w,~1ay ,w¢TT,TT,YT [HTT])]
r=1

We can upper bound the R, term in using Equation (4.88). Integrating over the the de-
) X7

tagged probability spaces and applying Proposition [4.23] we can find a polynomial By : (R* —

RT increasing in every variable such that

L

[Y]
EHY [ <Zst? (o wp) P }p[y]
su
el [t — s eslY]
v avﬁ ﬁ ’y_vavﬁ
<|f ) - ‘BY( H X ) H Xu, T')(wo H ;
| H Tgo < px[T]n/—%,B[T] Te%\ < ) (o) pz[T]
7770‘76 Vo 76
Yi, T H Yo, T)
Tezﬂo H< > py[T] 7% ,B[T Z Py[T}
| ow.7) o) o=l o~ up)
ew 4[] 5T]
By arguing in the same fashion as earlier, we can also verify that this polynomial satisfies the de-
scription in Remark [4.12]
Summing over each of the polynomials yields Equation (4.26). O
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5 Stability of random controlled rough paths

Let (2, F,P) be a probability space. The collection of probabilistic rough paths ¢ (%”%0‘75(9), D, q)
introduced in Definition is a metric space (see [DS21]), while for any choice of

W e ¢ (247 (Q),p,q)

the set of random controlled rough paths controlled by W, DQ’,{,Q’B is a Banach space (see Theorem
[4.27)). The set of pairs (W, X) gives rise to the "fibre bundle"

Y,P,q
L Dw

We%(H#728,p,q)

with base space ¢ (7% (Q),p, q) and fibres DHF*?.

We need to introduce a new concept for comparing two different random controlled rough
paths, each controlled by different probabilistic rough paths. In particular, each probabilistic rough
path may be defined on different probability spaces so that (motivated by the Wasserstein distance,
see Equation (2.I))) we need to consider all possible couplings between the two probability spaces.
This should be seen as concrete evidence that we are not really interested in random controlled
rough paths as random variables but as paths (when we evaluate the tagged probability space) with
associated distributions (coming from all untagged probability spaces).

Definition 5.1. Let o, 8 > 0 and let v > A 5. Let (2, F,P) be probability spaces and denote (2, F,P)
an identical probability space. Let II € P(Q x Q) with left marginal P and right marginal P. Let
X:[0,1] = #7>%8(Q) and X : [0,1] — 2#78(Q) be continuous paths.

We define

W [T] <Xt, Xt) (wo)

a </(QXQ)XHT

W2 [T] <Xt, Xt)

B =

<Xt, T>(w0,wHT) - <Xt, T>(w0,deT)

pdanT<(wh,@h)heHT>>, (5.1)

D=

% A p Ty R
= (k/(Q Q) \(HTY| ‘<Xt,T>(W(HT)/) - <Xt;T>(w(HT)/) dHX‘(H ) I<(W,W)h€(HT)/>> s (5.2)
X X

W2, 11 [7] (X. X) (wo) i= sup (7] (%1, %) (wo), (5.3)
W2 [T (X.X) = sup W 7] (X0, % ). (5.4)

where we recall that (H”)' = (H™ U {ho})\{0}. Moreover, for o € (0,1),

W 1] (Xot ot ) (o)

P N —
W, 1 [7] (X, %) (wo) = s oF : (5.5)
A W T] (Xot Kot
P —
w1 [7] (X, X) = s ——n (5.6)
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Remark 5.2. Let (Q, F,P) and (2, F,P) be identical probability spaces. Recalling Equation (3.23), we
note that for W € € (#7%F(Q),,p,q) and W € € (7*P(2),p, q), we can restate

7,0,
Pa.B.p.a.0 <W, W> (wo) = irﬁf Tze;q W%aﬁ[T],H [T (W, W> (wo)

For II fixed, Equations (5.1) and (5.5) act like norms for a fixed choice of wy € €, but once we
take an infimum over the choice of II, we obtain an object similar to (but technically distinct from)
the Wasserstein distance (see Equation (2.1)).

By contrast, Equation (5.2)) involves integrating over every probability space, so this is actually
a metric induced by a norm (specific to the choice of IT) and similarly for Equation (5.6). Taking
an infimum over all choices of II transforms Equation (5.2) and into Wasserstein distances
induced by metrics on Euclidean and pathspace.

Observe that for a Lions forest T’ € .# such that H” = (), we have that

W [1] (Xt,Xt>(w0) = ‘(Xt,T>(w0) - <§§t,T>(w0)‘
so that the operation WY, [T'] does not always act as an integral operator.

To this end, we proceed as follows:

Definition 5.3. Let o, 5 > 0 and let y := inf{¥4, 3[T| : T € F#,9,3[T) > 1 — a}.
Let (p1,q) and (p2, q) be two pairs of dual integrability functionals and define p : .Z,"* N — [1,00)
by letting, for T € FJ"“ B
p[T] = p1[T] A p2[T].
Let (Q, F,P) and (Q, F,P) be identical probability spaces. Let

W e € (A7 (Q),p1.q), W eG(A7*(Q),pa,q).
For X € D{P% and X € Dw’q, we define

. U R 1 . +
d L DR x DL — P, P RY)

W, W 7,0

by

Ay w0 (%, X) (w0)
=inf Y (W’ﬁm (7] (%o, %o ) (wo) + W2, o [T (Xb@)@@) (5.7)

where infy; runs over all probability measures on (2 x O, FQF ) with left and right marginals P and
P respectively. R
Separately but of equal interest, for Y € D7 and Y € Dw’q, we define

duy v, : DR x DIPT - R
by
v,
Ay, (¥, ¥) = inf TEO (Wp T (Yo, ¥0) + W2l ijw)) 5.8)

where infyy runs as before.
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We emphasise that the probability spaces (Q2, F,P) and (Q, F,P) are identical, although we
denote them as distinct to emphasise that there is a coupling between these two spaces. Thus, in
Equation (5.7) we abuse notation so that wy is simultaneously an element of 2 and 2.

Example 5.4. Let o, > 0 and let v := inf{¥4,3(T] : T € F#,9,5[T] > 1 — a}. Let (Q,F,P)
be a probability space and let (p,q) be a dual pair of integrability functionals. Let W and W be
(728, p, q)-probabilistic rough paths such that p(a,g.p.9).0(W, W) # 0.

Foreach T € " and s,t € [0,1], let
<X0,T>(w0,wHT) e LPT) <Q x T P (p)*IHT I, Lin ((Rd)@"NT‘,Re)),
<Xﬁ T>(w0,wHT) errl <Q w QXL P ()T, Lin ((Rd)@NT‘,Re)),

s,t)

and additionally suppose that

<Xs ) >(w07wHT) '

|t — s|PT1O—%a,51T])

EHT[

[T]}
< oo] =1.

We define two paths Y, Y : [0,1] — s27—8(Q) such that Vt € [0, 1],

<Yt, 1>(w0) :<X0, 1>(w0) + <Xg,tv 1>(w0)
¥—.8

+ Z EH" KXO, >wo,WHT)'<VV0,1t7T>(WOv‘*’HT)}7
TeF

(V1 1) (wo) =(Xo, 1) (wo) + (X5, 1) (wo)
+ S g [<X0, T>(W0a wyT) <W0,t, T>(W0a WHT):| ;
TeF
and
<Yt,Y>(w0,wHy) = <X0,Y>(wo,wHy) + <Xg7t,Y>(wo,wHy)
+ ;_g;z e (T7 T, Y> . EET’T’Y KXO, T>(w0, w¢T,T,Y[HT]) . <W07t, T>(w0, (AJSOT,T,Y[HT]):| ,
<§(t,Y>(w0,wHy) = <X0,Y>(w0,wHy) + <Xg’t,Y>(w0,wHy)
a,B
i ;Tzeﬂ (T, T,Y) EETTY |:<XO’T>(WO,W¢TT YHT]) <W0 t T>(w0, .7 Y[HT]):|

Then it is a relatively simple exercise to verify that Y is a random controlled rough path controlled by
W and Y is a random controlled rough path controlled by W. Further, we do not have that Y = Y
since they are controlled by different probabilistic rough paths. None-the-less, by construction we have
that

P |dyy .0 (¥ 7 ) (wo) = 0] = 0.

We provide this example to demonstrate that these concepts are not metrics, but the notation we
choose should aid the reader in identifying the links to optimal transport where appropriate.
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5.1 Stability of operations on random controlled rough paths

For a choice of norm || - ||, we use the notation
[¢eevs.m| = || v o) 69)

Having established a “Wasserstein-like” metric on the collection of random controlled rough
paths, the next question is to establish the stability properties of the operations on random con-
trolled rough paths described in Section 4.3

5.1.1 Stability of rough integration

We saw in Section [4.3.1] with the Reconstruction Theorem (Theorem [4.7) that random controlled
rough paths are an ideal object for defining mean-field stochastic rough integrals. This next result
allows us to compare two mean-field rough integrals using techniques that are analogous to the
Wasserstein distance.

Theorem 5.5. Let o, f > 0 and vy := inf{¥, 3[T] : T € F,9,5[T] > 1— a}.
Let (p1,q1) and (p2,q2) be two dual pairs of integrability functionals that both satisfy 4.15 We
define ps : ZJ* ™" — [1,00) and py : FJ*" = [1,00) by

LS <1+1>1_1_1
pall] e mtees \piT] T @i[[T1]) w17 mslt]  alT]
1 1

L ( L, 1 ) 1 -
il g pees \P2lT] T @ [[T1])° pall]l T pall] ]
Additionally, we define

ps[T] = p1[T] Ap2[T],  p[T] :=p3[T] A pa[T], q[T]:= q:i[T] A g2[T].

Then (ps, q) and (ps, g) are dual integrability functionals.
Let (Q, F,P) and (Q), F,P) be identical probability spaces and let

W e G (AP (Q),pr,q1) and W € G (A7 (Q),p2, g0).
Recalling Equation (4.14) from earlier; let
X € D () *F(Q)) and X € DL ()P (Q)).
Let @ : DEP ()1 B) — DHPS(A#7%P) be the operator defined in Equation (A.I9). Then
. % oot
e WMyl (K)o

sup
YeZo s,t€fu,v]

5§§ﬁ6wﬁbmﬂﬁKWX0 (WﬂNvW}wD<ﬂ]

TeSy

|t — 5|'Y_ga,,6’[y}

+ 1>
AT, %57

ety LTI (W, )ww>ma

AV ¢ :
Heeverneo| oW
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y—a—,a,
o X (Wt (X vy wne] )
g, B[%eeﬁo—a ") " N

ﬁ/*afyavﬁ
il st . q[Y] A e
v e L ( T}g; W nlT) (W,W)(wo)>> "

n Z (er)ls[T][ ](XU,X) (H {(WV W} |T ) (w O)H

TeZy
Yo, plTIE€[V—ry)

allT]] %, T]]

’7_0_7avﬁ

+ 3 H({W VW) (wo)|

= a1 Mm)

Wq[LTHTJ],HHTH (W,W) (wo)

+ H({Xu V Xy}, T ) (wo) ool 51T] ( A

70{775

> Wh il ](WW)(wo)))- (5.10)

YTesF

In particular, suppose that 30 C Q such that Vwy € O, AM > 0 such that

max <p(a,ﬂ,py,q),0 (Wv 1) (w0)7 p(a,ﬁ,py,q),o (Wv 1) (WO)) < Mv } (5 11)
max <HXHW,'y,py,q,O(wO)’ | X| W,y,py,q,o(wo)) < M’
with p(a,6.p,.q),0 defined in Definition 3. 18]
Then for wy € O, we have that there exists a constant C); dependent only on M such that
Ay w0 (@ [X], [X] ) (w0)
< Cum <p(a767p57q) (W, W) (wo) + dyy (X, X) (w0)> . (5.12)
In particular, this means that the operator ® is locally Lipschitz with respect to the pseudo-metric
drxr s ~
W,W,7,0

The proof of Theorem [5.5]is delayed until Section [5.3.11

5.1.2 Stability of continuous images of Random controlled rough paths

We saw in Section [4.3.2] that the smooth image of a random controlled rough path is also a random
controlled rough path. This next result allows us to compare the continuous image of two random
controlled rough paths using the properties of the Taylor expansion established in Section [2.3] and
techniques that are analogous to the Wasserstein distance.

Theorem 5.6. Let o, 3 > 0 and let
= inf {ai + B : (4, 4) GNgQ,ai+ﬁj>1—a}, n:=sup{m e Nyg:m < a/\ﬁ
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Let (p1,q1), (p2,q1), (p3,q2) (p4,q2) be four pairs of dual integrability functionals and additionally
suppose that

1 n+1 1 ntl
Tesyl‘lvl?a,ﬁ <q1m> <pm = b TeS;wl?a,B <q1[T}> <pa b
1 5.13
sw () <z <1 sw () <zZH<t 613
Tegrves \ 0 e Tegvop NP P

We define p : 73" — [1, 00) such that

1 nt+2 11 1
1] m)’ 7] ps[1] @[T
il | ] ol ) il _ql (5.14)
pe[l] ~ ps[1]” pe[T] " ps[l]  qo[T]

Then (ps,q1) and (pg, q2) are dual pairs of integrability functionals.
Additionally, we define for T € FV*P

pz[T] = p1[T) Aps[T], py[T] = p2[T] A palT7,
p[T] = ps[T) Aps[T], q[T]=q[T] A q[T].

Then (p, q) is a dual pair of integrability functionals.
Let (2, F,P) and (2, F,P) be identical probability spaces and let

W € ¢ (#7P(Q),p.q) and W € € (7P (Q),p,q).
Let

X € DRI (7 P(Q), Y € DEPPN (7P (),
and X € DY (7)), ¥ e DR (7 (Q)).

Let f : R® x Py(R®) — Lin(R%, R€) satisfy that f € C:H’("H)(]Rd x Pa(R%)). We define

Z:10,1] — (,%ﬂ)’Y*,a,B and 7. : 0,1 — (%)’yf,a,ﬁ

to be random controlled rough paths that satisfy

Z € DR (A=), (Zes1) (wo) = (X 1)(wo), £1)

Z e DR () ") <Zt, 1>(w0) = f<<§§t7 1>(w0)7£<m,1>>
Then there exists polynomials B1,Bs : (RT)*7 — R increasing in all variables such that

' fv—,a,ﬁ Wzﬁ[T] T] (Zi,tazﬁq,t) (wo)
n Z sup

S HfH n+1,(n+1)
Tez, St€luv] |t — s]“/*%,ﬁ[T} o

' <p(aﬂ7p7q) <W’ W) (wo) - P + (dw,vv,mo (X’ X) (wo) + dyy v - <Y, Y)) ‘%2) (5.15)
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where

¥ ¥
=P Xt v XE T : [ v R TYw0)||
Bim¥ <T§ I YO, 11, i TZ; ! BT @,
0 €7
7.8 Do ¥, X
YV YH T ; H Yuqu,TH ;
Tezﬂo H<{ > py[T],7—%a,8[T] 7;/@ <{ J > py[T]
7,0, . 5
WV W T) (wo)| o =l o — )
7; ¢ T R
In particular, suppose that 30 C Q such that Vwy € O, AM > 0 such that
max <p(075,p7Q)70 <W’ 1) (wo), P(a,B,p,q),0 (W, 1) (WO)) < M,
e (% 00@0) 1Kl g0@0)) < M, (5.16)
max <HYHmey7q’ | Y‘ mey7q> <M.

Then for wy € O, we have that there exists a constant C); dependent only on M such that

dW,W,'y,O (Z’ Z) (wo)

< Hf”C:“’("“) -Ch - (p(a,ﬁ,p,q) (W, W) (wo) + dW,VV,%O (X, X) (wo) + dW,VV,’y <Y, Y)) (5.17)

The proof of Theorem[5.6]is delayed until Section [5.3.2]

Remark 5.7. Following on from Remark we have that the polynomials 31 and 32

_ i1 i2 i3 i4 7 i6 i7
m1<$1,$2,y1,y2,wat1,t2> —E Ci-ay' -xy -y - yg w1 -ty
i€l

o } : J1 Jj2 .93 ,.J4 j J6  4J7
m2<x15x2aylay27wat1,t2> — C]xl "TZ 'yl 'y2 'wjg)'tl 't2 .
JjEJ2

in Equation (5.15) satisifes the following identities:
® 01,005,701, 75 € Np
* i1+ 19+ i3 + 14 < n+ 2. In particular, this means that i1 +is < n+2andiz+is <n+ 2.
* j1 4+ jo + 43 + ja < n+ 1. In particular, this means that j; + jo <n+1and js+ js <n+ 1.
* i5+ 1 <iy +idg +i3 +igand js < j1 + j2 + j3 + Ja-
* While ig, i7, js, j7 € 7 (that is, may be negative), we always have that
a-ig+p-ir >0, a-je+B-jr=>0.
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5.2 Optimal transport and random controlled rough paths
Inspired by Proposition have the following:

Proposition 5.8. Let a, 8 > 0 and v := inf{¥,3(T] : T € #,%,3(T] > 1 — a}. Let (p,q) be a dual
pair of integrability functionals and let W, W be (s#7:*5 p. q)-probabilistic rough paths.

Let X € DyP% and let X € Dz}:f’q. Let u,v € [0,1] and let n = |v — u|. Let IT € P(Q x Q) with
marginals P. Then

1. ForY € 93_’a’6,

sup W%[Y} [Y] (Xt, Xt> (wo)
te(u,v]

~

<wiy] (Xu, Xu) (wo) + WZ[AY(]v—%,ﬁ[Y]),H Y] (X’ X) (w) - O~ %s D (5.18)

2. We have that

‘<Xs,t — Xy 1, 1>(w0)‘

sup

s,t€(u,v] |t - S|a
¥—.8 . - .
<y (sup X VRS T eo)| Wi (7] (W W) wo)
Tesr \t€u] p[T) ’
A . p[T] 3 G g[T]—a
+H<{WvW},T><wO>\\q[TM[T} 2up W [T](xt,xt)wo)) s
‘<X§:,t - Xi,ta 1>(W0)‘ _

+ sup e (5.19)

s,t€u,v] ‘t - Sh

3. ForY e F1—ahb,

wel[y] (Xs,t7 Xs,t) (wo)

RPN CE AR i)
v,
<> c’<T,TaY> : <H<{X\/X}7T>(WO)HP[T1 N .W;ﬂmﬂ (Y] <W,W>(w0)
T YeF )
+ W] (3. 5) o) H<{W VW, T>(w°)qu v m) et
WII)I[Y] [Y] (Xﬁ tr Xﬁ t> (wo)

B 1T 5[V ] ~0A(~Fa pY]) 520

" s,tsel}zli),v} ‘t — S"Y*g‘lﬁ[y} " ( )

In particular,

Wi Y] (Kot Kot ) (w0)
It — 5|Oé/\(7—%,5[Y])

sup
s,t€u,v]
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’y_vavﬁ

<y c’<T, T,Y) . (wgm (7] (xu,xu) (wo) - H({W VW1, T>(w0)H

525 ) Ga 5]

+ v i, T>(”°)Hpm W [T (WL W) (wo)> pfesttlze

+ V_ZW ¢(r.r,y)- (Wﬁ@aﬁm,n (7] (3, %) wo) - |[({W v W 1) (wo) |

525 )oY

0 2 T 1] (W) ) 7
Y=o,
b3 (DY) e ) (7] () o)
.Y YeF

W v W T o) W W) o

(Y], (Y’ RSEAWIRY

oo v EmL T @0 P (W W) o)W W]

ey Ry D@ Y W T @)
ng; [Y],11 [T] (W, W) (W0)>

+ WZ[/\Y(]'y—%aﬂ[Y]),H Y] (Xﬁa Xﬁ) (wp) -t~ Fes V1= [arO—es D) (5.21)

(Y], 5[]

Further,

v .
B’ WZ[A(}%%,E Y], [Y] <X, X) (wo)

p[Y]
< Q.

Proof. Using the norm properties of W%, from Equation (5.1I), the proof of Equation (5.18) is stan-
dard. Equation (5.19) follows from Equation (4.1]) and Equation (5.20) follows from Equation (4.2)).
The proof of Equation (5.21) follows from a similar inductive argument to the proof of Equation

#.41D. O

5.3 Proof of the results of Section

Throughout this section, we will regularly use the estimate
n

‘éw_ém SZ(E\%!)-M—@!-( ﬁ x> (5.22)

i=1 k=1 i=k+1

which is just an adaption of Lemma [4.24]

5.3.1 Proof of Theorem [5.5]

This proof is a reformulation of the proof of Theorem [4.7] that additionally incorporates ideas of
optimal transport.
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Proof of Theorem[5.5] It is a quick exercise to verify that (ps,q) and (pg, q) satisfy Definition [3.16]
and so are dual integrability functionals.
Inspired by Proposition [4.25] we define

’\/—04704,5

Zealwo) = Y <IEHT [(XS,T>(WO,WHT) AWy, |T J>(WO,WHT)]

TeF
_RH [<§§S,T>(w0,deT) . <VAV8¢, LTJ>(w0,dJHT)]>.

Arguing as before, we can show that

’y_avavﬁ

Zerulwo) = — (EHY[<X§¢,Y>(WO,WHY)-<Wt,u, Y ]) (o, wprv)]

Ye%y
_ EHY |:<Xg,t7 Y>(w0, (,:JHy) . <Wt7u, {YJ >(w0, (;JHY)] ) .
Then (recalling Equation (5.9))

| Es,t,u (WO) ‘

sup ’u — S"Y-ﬁ-a

s,t,u€l0,1]

< 7_5’5 (Wf/s—[z;i,ﬁ[)f],n Y] (Xﬁ, Xﬁ) (wo) - H<{W VW, LYJi>(W0)H

Y eZ q[lY |i],Ya, Y]+

+{|(eE v 5, ¥ ) (o)

(1Y i) _ A
Ps [Y} 777ga,ﬁ[y] ’ nga,ﬁ[Y]Jra,H “;YJZ] <W7 W) (w0)> <00

(Q0,P)-almost surely. For r > 1 such that

1 1 1
o Te;ygx,aﬁ <p5[T] - Q[LTJ]>

we have that

0| . E&t,u(wO)‘r }
s W R
We apply the Sewing Lemma to conclude that
t t
‘(/ erWr(wo)—/ erWr(wo)>
y—a,a, B . o A
S (EH {(Xs,m AW, LTM (wo) — B [<X8,T> (W., LTM(WO))'
TeF
Yo,

BN [0, T) - (Was, [T1)] (w0)

<C Z sup
TeZy u,v,v€[0,1]

B [(&h, T) - (Waw, T))] (w0)

= st
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Inspired by Equation (4.47), we have that for any choice of IT € P(€2 x Q) with marginals (2, P)
and (€2, P) and using the notation n = |v — u|

Wil [1] (IXE, ., ®IR]E,, ) (wo)

aa,f
'y <W€5@M[T (7 (%%, %) (wo) - | (4W v W, 17 (o)

TeZo [l T]],%a,8[T]]

+ H({Xﬁ v X*}, ) (wo)

Syl 7] A o ta
Tty pi) sl T 7] (W’ W) (“’0)> n

S <Wg5m 7] (%0 %) () - | (AW v W 17 )|

TeF
Yo T]]=

e Ty L) (W) ) . G20
Similarly, inspired by Equation (4.51)), we have that
(BIXLE 0 LY ] (w0, i) = (@RI s 1Y) (e )
<X§LU,Y> wo, Wiy <§§M >w0,wHy)

Z Y) <EETTY <Xu,T (WO,(JJd)TTY[HT '<WU7U,T>((JJO,W¢T,T,Y[HT})
T, YeF
ga,ﬂ[T]e[’y_av’Y)

[T )] %a,slT]]

+

B IEA‘:ET,‘I‘,Y |:<Xu7 T>(w07 Cz)d)T’T’Y[HT]) . <Wu7v7 T>(w07 C:)L,OT,T,Y[HT}):| >
so that
Wpe[LYJ] HYJ] (‘P[X]i,w (I)[X]?Lﬂ,) (wo)

W) 1 4] (1) 5

+ Y c’(T,T,Y) : <W"ﬁ5m 7] (Xu,XU)(wO) : H({WvW},T>(wo)H
%,BE%TGE[“{@N)

+ H<{Xu v Xu},T>(wo)H W ] (W,W) (w0)> s Y]

CIRSRANIRY

psr]  Fas[XLII

+ ;9 c’(T,T,Y)-(WZS@LB[T]H[T] (35, %) (wo) - | (W v W, ) (o)
T, YeF

q[Y],%0, 5[]
Yo, plTIE[V—0yy)

CpyalY] A ¥ a8lY]
P (T) 1o, 5[] W, srryn (Y] <W’W>(°"°)> g - G249

Therefore, combining Equation (5.23) and Equation yields Equation (5.10). By restricting
ourselves to when wy € O, thanks to the assumption of Equation (5.11)), we can restate (5.10Q) as a
local Lipschitz type estimate and taking an infimum over the choice of II yields Equation (5.12). O

+ H({Xﬁ VXL T (wo)
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5.3.2 Proof of Theorem 5.6

Similarly, this next proof is a reformulation of the proof of Theorem [4.11]with additional ideas from
optimal transport.
Inspired by Equation (4.103), for any 7' € .%, we define

WP 7] §X, Xg (wo) if a;=0,
Y

W[g]vpml’y[T]<[X,Y],[X,Y])(Waz){Wpy[T] % if a; >0
II ’ ’ .

Proof of Theorem[5.6] Firstly, we consider the empty Lions tree 1: Thanks to Equation (4.94), we

can write R
Wil 1] (23,24, ) (wo) =[]+ [2]+ (3]
where
1 T’ g e Tall | zay Ys,1
(1) = Z ' Z EZT5Tal] |:aaf<<Xs,1>(WO) £ >, )
cAa.B |(Z| Ti,..., T‘a‘Eeg
Do [E91T1 e Ti)] 2
|al
@ (%Y1, T g, )| - (Wt 00 Tl Y. )]
r=1
£%Ty,...,T N S ¥ A SR
_ mH [ la] IEZG[Tl ..... Tall [8af(<XSa 1>(w0)’£<Y571>’ ) . ® <[X,Y]S,TT>(@BZ~ ,(;JHTT ):|
r=1 "
. <W8,taga[T17 7ﬂa‘]>(w07nga[T1 """ T‘l])] )’
(2) . L' (El ..... mla] [aaf(<xs’ 1>(WQ),E<YS 1)’ ,<Ys, 1>(Wm[a})>
el la|!
la| k-1 i Jal
(@), 1)) @ (1Y ) (@ (¥ t71><w>)]
k=1 \r=1 r=k+1
— Et-mlal [aaf (<X85 1>(W0)aE<YS 1>’ ,<§{3,1>(d}m[a]))
la| k-1 o L la] SN
S (@G, 1)@)) o (£ 1, 1)@ e (@ [X,Yht,1><war>>]
k=1 r=1 r=k+1
and
|al
1 mla Sy
0= 5 (e s 0..)- @ (1) )
a€A’ '
|al
_ filiemlal [aaf(<Xs,1>(w ), £, ) -®<[X,\f€]st,1>(%)D
r=1



3

n_ll Z ( B m[a}[JMRX&U(WO)’<Xt,1>(w0),H<Y )l } <XY +(wa,) 1>]

aeA(O) =1
— El 7777 mlal |:fa |:<XS7 1>(w0)7 <Xt7 1>(w0)7 H<§{S71>7(§{t71):| ’ ® < [X’ Y]s t(war)7 1>:| ) '
r=1

We address each of these terms individually. By using Equation (5.22]), we get that

7770‘76 ga
. [Ty, T)y] . a
R R SR O ]
acAaB AT T‘a‘eﬂ

Yo, [5“[T17---7T\ad] >y

(a f(< 1) (wp), £<Y571>,_,-)(...,w,~1§[a])—aaf<<s§s,1>(wo),g<§zs,1>,,.,)(...,wﬁ;n[a])>

|al

-®<[X,Y]S,Tr>(w,~lgr,@HTr) : <VAVS¢,5“[T1, ...,T|a‘]>(w0,nga[T1 ,,,,, ) (5.25)
r=1

|al 1
+0, f(< 1) (wo), £<stl>,...)(... wir ) - (Z (k < [X, Y], > Whr Wi ))

k=1 “r=1
o al
® (X, Y], = (X ¥, T ) @ir »wpm Gpp »@pm) © ( & (XY, T ) @3y ,a;HTT)>>
k . r=k+1 "
. <W57t7€a[T1, ...,ﬂa‘]>(WQ,@Hga[T1 AAAAA T‘a‘]) (5.26)

|al

+0a f(( 1)(wo), £<YS,1>,_,.) ®<[X Y], >(th Wy )

r=1

. <Ws,t — Ws7t,EG[T1, ...,T|a‘]>(w0,nga[T1 ,,,,, T‘a‘],d}Hga[Tl ,,,,, Ta]):|] (5.27)

Addressing each of these terms in turn, we see that

1 Y—uB
<Y w2 ([

ac A8 | | T1,...,T‘a‘€<¥
Do 5 [E91T o Tl 27

W] (%, %, ) (wo)

Lip,0

m/a]

. er?ly[ll 1] (Ys, YS> +

o W (v, s?s))

Lip,p

)

{lalo o e l_[a]r . .
N 1 [Tz (Wi €T3 Tia ] )|

'H<X57Tr>(w0

E(T1 . Tia]

[a],px,Dy

1 ’y_vavﬁ
(5.26) < E;BW > i
a &,

Tyeens la|€F
G, [ga[Tlv---vT\a\ﬂ >

<Z|31;[H (X, Y]5, T ) (wa,)
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|al
WP (1] (1%, Ve, 1R, ¥ ) war) - TT {0 ¥, T2,
r=k+1

[a} yPx 7py

.H(Ws,t,é’“[Tl,---aTa|]>(”0)Hq[sa[T1 ----- T’

and

§ 1 v
=y LY
a€AxB

Ti,..., T\a\ey
Yo, [Ea[Tl,...,T‘ad] >

qleo Ty, .. 1)) [

l[a
daf

. mla]
ony 1L

(X T o)

9] Py

W ETY, ..., Tial]] (Ws,t, Wt> (wo)-
Secondly,
_ Z '(E % E)l ...... [a] [
g lal

k=1 \r—1 A —k+1
lal /k—1 ,1-1
00 ( (Ko, (o), £, ) (s - <2(®<3[X Vo, 1)(w ))
k=1 =1 r=1

T

]
[T7]

(5.29)

(5.30)

(5.31)



Addressing each these terms in turn, we see that

6z 2 ([0l R0 R o ()

la| k-1
+2H8 iy, w0 (22)) 5 (T ], )

[a} 7p17py> ’

lal k—1
< 5 a2 (S (T o s,

P[] (31K, V] 3R, Fnr) (H [NV .

r=I+1

(@ (%, o1

k+1 [a} 7p17py> >

|al

[ P @)

. ( 415, 900 1) @,
lalipepy | S

o0 7 1) @)

[a],pz,py

(5:30) < T ‘,Hﬁ fH <HH Dalll, ooty
i mx vt 1) 11 s, )
r=k+1
and
k—1
3D < K “Ha 7. <<H | O, Yo 1) () Mm,py)
lal  ,1-1
.H({X,Y]gt,l}(wak) [a],pz’py.(lzzkil(HH([X,Y]s,t,U(wm) Mpﬁpy)
plale s [1]([X,Y]S,t,[x,mt)(wal)-( kﬁ H([X,Y]s,t,1>(war)H[a]p ) >
P41 e
Finally,
G- % ﬁ((ExE)l ------ [al[(r%f((xs,1>(wo),£<YS’”7---)(---Mm[a})
acALP
o
_ aaf(<§§s’1>(WO),£(§{S,1)’_”) (---,@m[a])> . <®<[X,§{]s7t,1>(®ar)> (5.32)
r=1
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n 6af<<X8, 1) (wo), £Y1), ) (ceos Wrnfa)) - (@ < X,Y],, 1>(waT)>
& (51,0~ (59,00 e (@ ([ mwar))] (5,39

rity 3 (€ x iyl [(f (% 1)), (Ko, 1)), T D] ()

4 fo RXS’ 1>(W0), <Xt, 1>(W0), H(YS,I)v(Ynl)} (voos Wnfq]) - <[X, Y]&t, 1>(war)>

|al

& (6], 8.9, 1) © (@ (2.9, 1)) |

r=k+1

Addressing each these terms in turn, we see that

G32) < T "<H

pr[l [1] <XS,XS>(w0) +

Lip,0 . W%y[l} [1] <YS’ Y9>

o T (1) ) HH %, Ve 1) (war)

Lip,u

m[a]

- la],pe,py
and
1 lal k—1
Gz < Y s > (H €%, Vs 1) (wa,)
< |al! o L=\ 1 [a],pz,py
acAy’
|al
[a].pz,py XY X, Y
. WH pa:b [1] <[X7 Y]S,ta [XaY]s,t) (war) : r]gi—l H<[X7 Y]Svt’ 1>(w‘“) [a},px,py>

Thanks to Equation (4.82) and the assumption that f & C’"Jr1 o(n+1) (Rd X Py (]Rd)), we can addition-
ally say that

1
(.34 :—! (E x fE)l ..... mla] [/0 Ouf (<Xs + € X4, 1>(w0)’H§YS,1),<Yt,1>’ ) (1= &)nde

o)) © G ([ T 1) @)
r=1
- /01 Ouf (Ko + € Ko, V() D00 ) (1 - )
1) ) © Q) (e 1><war>]
r=1
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<

Wi [1] (X, X, ) (wo) +

1
n! ¢
0
aeA®)

“Lip,u .W%y[l] [1] (YS’ YS)

PS5 ) [ e,
.ﬁwxmww@mhmm
a3 Jo ) (0 ) D T D@,
and
e <) 5 o 5 S (T s e, )

aeA

-Mwwwuwm 50w (TT 0 Bt )

r=k+1

) H<[X,Y]s,t’1>(wan+1) la]
al,pa,py

By combining all of this together and applying Proposition[5.8/ many times over, we can construct
a polynomial 93; such that

Wzr)[m [1] (Zg,ta th) (wo)
sup

s,t€(u,v] ‘t__dv

' (P(a,ﬁ,p,q) (W, W) (o) - P + (dW,W,v,o (X, X) (wo) + dyy v (Y- Y)) : ‘Bm)

where (recalling Equation (5.9)

< 1l sy

- z%vi<;§“<{mm,T>< S~ ”z‘”uqx vRLT) |
VR R Y=o,
T;?O !<{WVY“T>H ST~ (7] Z [ev. VY}T>H 1)
7,8
7; [ewy Wy e —u|ox|v—u|ﬁ>-

By detailed evaluation of the upper bound established for and|(3)] we observe that every
time we have a term associated to the function f, this is included in the set

{ons] o< Ua} o { o
k=1

Joes]

H@ fH =1,..,mlal, ac€ A£LO4)-1}

Lip,0’ Lip,u’ LPJ
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U {(aaf - 0.1 o Ha“f‘mp,j (i =1,....m[d], aegA,@}.
Using the standard estimates
‘ Ouf Lip,j = ‘ aa’ijoo’ ‘ 0ot Lip,u = ‘ aC”””“[OL]JFI‘}PHOQ

we conclude that we can use || || ,n+1.(n+1) as an upper bound. Using the same intuition as in Remark,
b

we would expect to see polynomials of order n + 2, but we must also take care to accommodate the
comparative terms. Thus, we divide our upper bound into two collections of terms: those containing
any terms from the set

{WqH[T} ) (WW): Te y‘wﬁ}. (5.36)
and those containing any of the terms from the set
{W’ﬁm (7] (% X) (wo), W T] (Y, ¥):T e 93‘7“75} (5.37)

We note there are no product of terms in our upper bound that contains a term from both set
and set (5.37). Terms that contain an element of will contribute to the polynomial 3¢ ; and
terms that contain an element of will contribute to the polynomial % ».

We can apply Proposition and Proposition [4.23] to all terms in the upper bound to conclude
that any terms that contain an element from (5.36]) will contain at most n + 2 products from the set

{[ERESXIS

VR T o)

pelT] RAREC A
Yo v Y,},T YéV Y}, T . Teg] ™" 5.38
H<{ R pylT) H<{ 1) py[T)v—Ya,5(T) &% } (5:38)
and a product of one less terms from the set
A . ¥,0,8
{1, H<{W v W},T>(w0)Hq[TL%ﬂ[T] TeF } (5.39)

By contrast, any terms that contain an element from (5.37) will contain at most n + 1 products
from the set and at most n+1 terms from set (5.39).

Finally, whenever a term of the form |v — u| occurs, it is always to a positive power expressible
of the form « - ig + 3 - i7. However, as before it should be clear that there are constructions where
the integers i and iy may not be positive.

Thus, the polynomials 1 1,%1,2 : (R) “T _, R+ expressed as

‘431,1<561,902,y1,y2,w,t1,t2) = Z Ci- o - a -yp’ - g5t - w'™ -1 - 8,
1€l11
q31,1<36179627y17y27w7t17t2) = > Ciealaf oyl oyt wh
j€J1,2
satisfies that i1, ...,45,j1,..,75 € No, 91 + 42 + i3 +is < n+ 2,1 +jo+Jjs+js < n+ 1, and
i5+1 < iy +i9+i3+1i4 and j5 < j1 + jo + j3 + j4. This verifies the additional claims made in Remark

5.7

To conclude, we need to prove a similar result for a general Lions tree Y € .Z7—%5: To do this,
we start with Equation (4.106) and proceed in a similar fashion as above. There are no additional
issues and Equation (5.15) follows. O
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