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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 Itô 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 [Hai14] 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, Mél96, 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 [LL07, HMC06], the books [CD18a, 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 [Bai15] 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 Hölder 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 µ 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 µ (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

dXt = f
(

Xt,L
X
t

)

dWt. (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 [Gub04]. 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 [Hai14] 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 (1.1).
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 H , a path X from [0, 1] to H is called a Random Controlled Rough Path

(RCRP) controlled by W if ∀s, t ∈ [0, 1] with s < t, any component of the random controlled rough
path evaluated at t 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 t 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 H 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
Ω×m of a common path space Ω, with each new copy of Ω 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
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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 [Hai14] 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

n,(n)
b

(
R
e×P2(R

e); Lin(Rd,Re)
)

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
〉

(ω0) = f
(〈

Xt,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Yt,1〉
)

,

where (〈Zt,1〉)t∈[0,1] (and similarly for (〈Xt,1〉)t∈[0,1] and (〈Yt,1〉)t∈[0,1]) is a standard notation for
the path, taking values in the physical space R

e, that lives below the random controlled rough path
Z. Equivalently, the local increments of (〈Zt,1〉)t∈[0,1] 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
Z. These specific hyperedges are called ghost hyperedges, see Definition 3.11. 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 5. 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

6



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 Ω and not between laws equipping
products of the type Ω×n. 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 2.8. These results are then extended to the multivariate case in Subsection 2.3 and we
also provide a Schwarz Theorem (see Theorem 2.18) 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 4.11).

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 5.6 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 N0 = N ∪ {0}. Let R be the field of real numbers and for
d ∈ N, let Rd 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) =
⊕∞

n=0 Lin(V
⊗n, U), we define the ring multiplication

⊗ : Lin(V ⊗m, U)× Lin(V ⊗n, U) → Lin(V ⊗(m+n), U).

In particular, when m,n = 0, ⊗ defines a coordinatewise product U × U → U .
For a vector space U , let B(U) be the Borel σ-algebra. Let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space. For

p ∈ [1,∞), let Lp(Ω,F ,P;U) be the space of p-integrable random variables taking values in U .
When the σ-algebra is not ambiguous, we will simply write Lp(Ω,P;U). Further, let L0(Ω,P;U) be
the space of measurable mappings (Ω,F) 7→ (U,B(U)).

For a set N , we call 2N the collection of subsets of N and P(N) the set of all partitions of the
set N . This means P(N) ⊆ 22

N
. A partition P ∈ P(N) if and only if the following three properties

are satisfied:
∀x ∈ N, ∃p ∈ P : x ∈ p; ∀p, q ∈ P, p ∩ q = ∅; ∅ /∈ P.

Hopf algebras

For a modern compendium on Hopf algebras, we direct the reader to [CP21]. A Hopf algebra
(H ,⊙,△,S ,1, ǫ) is a module over a ring R such that simultaneously (H ,⊙,1) is a unital as-
sociative algebra and (H ,△, ǫ) is a counital coassociative coalgebra and further S : H → H is
an antiautomorphism that satisfies

⊙ ◦ S ⊗ I ◦ △ = ⊙ ◦ I ⊗ S ◦ △ = 1ǫ. (1.2)

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

H =
⊕

n∈N

Hn, Hm ⊙ Hn ⊆ Hm+n, △
[
Hn

]
⊆
⊕

p+q=n

Hp ⊗ Hq, S [Hn] ⊆ Hn

Further, a graded Hopf algebra is said to be connected if H0 = R.
Let I = {N + 1, N + 2, ...} be an ideal of the monoid N = N0 and denote ˜N = N /I . We

define
H

N :=
⊕

n∈Ñ

Hn.

Then
(
H N ,∆, ǫ

)
is a counital subcoalgebra of

(
H ,∆, ǫ

)
and

(
H N ,⊙,1

)
is a quotient algebra of

(
H ,⊙,1

)
.

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

f ⊗ f = f ◦ ⊙.

The coproduct of H induces the convolution product ∗ : G(H )⊗G(H ) → G(H ) defined by

f ∗ g = f ⊗ g ◦∆,

rendering G(H ) a group with inverse f−1 = f ◦ S .
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 [Hai14].
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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
(
H ,⊙,△,1, ǫ,S

)
be a connected, graded Hopf algebra over a ring R with basis F0 (with

the convention F = F0\{1}) and grading G : F0 → N0 such that ∀n ∈ N , the module Hn is
normed. Let I = {N + 1, N + 2, ...} be the monoid ideal of (N0,+) and let

(
H N ,⊙,△,1, ǫ,S

)
be

the Hopf algebra with finite grading and basis FN .
Let α > 0 and set N =

⌊
1
α

⌋
. We say that W : [0, 1] → G(H N ) is a (H N , α)-rough path if it

satisfies that ∀s, t, u ∈ [0, 1],

Ws,t = (Ws)
−1 ∗Wt, Ws,t ∗Wt,u = Ws,u (1.3)

and ∀τ ∈ FN
0 ∥

∥
∥

〈
Ws,t, τ

〉
∥
∥
∥

HG [τ ]

. |t− s|α·G [τ ]. (1.4)

When the Hopf algebra is chosen to be the tensor shuffle algebra with the deconcatenation
coproduct

(
T (Rd,Re),�,△,1, ǫ,S

)
(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 [Hai14], 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(H N ) be a (H N , α)-rough path. We say that X : [0, 1] → H N−1 is a
controlled rough path (controlled by W) if ∀s, t ∈ [0, 1] and ∀ρ ∈ F

N−1
0

〈
Xs,t,1

〉
=

∑

τ∈FN−

〈
Xs, τ

〉
·
〈
Ws,t, τ

〉
+
〈
X
♯
s,t,1

〉

〈
Xs,t, ρ

〉
=

∑

ς,τ∈FN−

c′
(
ς, τ, ρ

)
·
〈
Xs, ς

〉
·
〈
Ws,t, τ

〉
+
〈
X
♯
s,t, ρ

〉 (1.5)

where c′ : F0 × F0 × F0 → N0 is the reduced coproduct counting function and

sup
s,t∈[0,1]

∣
∣
∣

〈
X
♯
s,t,1

〉
∣
∣
∣

|t− s|Nα
<∞, sup

s,t∈[0,1]

∣
∣
∣

〈
X
♯
s,t, ρ

〉
∣
∣
∣

|t− s|(N−G [ρ])·α
<∞. (1.6)
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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

0
XrdWr = lim

|Dn|→0

∑

[u,v]∈Dn

∑

T∈F
N−1
0

〈
Xu, τ

〉
·
〈
Wu,v, ⌊τ⌋

〉
.

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

〈
Zs,1

〉
= f

(〈
Xs,1

〉)

,
〈
Zs, τ

〉
=

N−1∑

i=1

∇if
(〈

Xs,1
〉)

i!
·

[
∑

τ1,...,τi∈F

⊙i
j=1τj=τ

i⊗

j=1

〈
Xs, τj

〉

]

.
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2 Taylor expansions over the Wasserstein space

Motivated by the differential equation (1.1), we want to consider some Taylor expansion for a
function

f : Re × P2(R
e) → Lin(Rd,Re)

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 : Rd × P2(R
d) → R

e.

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

f(x)− f(y) =
n∑

k=1

∇kf(y)

n!
[(x− y)⊗k] +O

(

|x− y|n+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 Pp(R

d) for
p = 2, the so-called ‘Wasserstein space’ of probability measures with a finite second moment. For
any p ≥ 1, Pp(Rd) can be equipped with the W

(p)-Wasserstein distance, defined by:

W
(p)(µ, ν) = inf

Π∈Pp(Rd×Rd)

(∫

Rd×Rd

|x− y|pdΠ(x, y)

)1/p

, (2.1)

the infimum being taken with respect to all the probability measures Π on the product space R
d×R

d

with µ and ν 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 : P2(R
d) →

R
e, we consider the canonical lift F : L2(Ω,F ,P;Rd) → R

e defined by F (X) = f(P ◦X−1). We say
that f is L-differentiable at µ if F is Fréchet differentiable at some point X such that µ = P ◦X−1.
Denoting the Fréchet derivative by DF , it is now well known (see for instance [GT19] that DF is a
σ(X)-measurable random variable of the form DF (µ, ·) : Rd → Lin(Rd,Re) depending on the law of
X and satisfying DF (µ, ·) ∈ L2

(
R
d,B(Rd), µ; Lin(Rd,Re)

)
. We denote the L-derivative of f at µ by

the mapping ∂µf(µ)(·) : Rd ∋ v → ∂µf(µ)(v) ∈ Lin(Rd,Re) satisfying DF (µ,X) = ∂µf(µ)(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 µ.

The second order derivatives are obtained by differentiating ∂µf with respect to v (in the stan-
dard Euclidean sense) and µ (in the same Lions’ sense). The two derivatives ∇v∂µf and ∂µ∂µf are

11



thus very different functions: The first one is defined on P2(R
d)×R

d and writes (µ, v) 7→ ∇v∂µf(µ, v)
whilst the second one is defined on P2(R

d) × R
d × R

d and writes (µ, v, v′) 7→ ∂µ∂µf(µ, v, v
′). The

d-dimensional entries of ∇v∂µf and ∂µ∂µf are called here the free variables, since they are inte-
grated with respect to the measure µ itself. In words, v is the free variable of ∂µf and (v, v′) are the
free variables of ∂µ∂µf . Accordingly, the quadratic form L2(Ω,F ,P;Rd) associated on with respect
to these two second-order derivatives is

L2(Ω,F ,P;Rd) ∋ X 7→E
1
[

∇v∂µf
(
µ,X(ω1)

)
·X(ω1)⊗X(ω1)

]

+ E
1,2
[

∂µ∂µf
(
µ,X(ω1),X(ω2)

)
·X(ω1)⊗X(ω2)

]

.

In the first term of the right-hand side, the expectation makes sense if

∇v∂µf(µ,X) ∈ L∞(Ω,F ,P;Rd),

which is the case if ∂µf 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
∂µ can be denoted by ∂1 and then the two derivative symbols ∇v∂µ and ∂µ∂µ can be respectively
denoted by ∂(1,1) and ∂(1,2). 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 ∂(1,1), 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 ∂(1,2), 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 ∂µ∂µ.

Definition 2.1. The sup-envelope of an integer-valued sequence (ak)k=1,...,n of length n is the non-

decreasing sequence (maxl=1,...,k al)k=1,...,n. The sup-envelope is said to be 1-Lipschitz (or just 1-Lip) if,

for any k ∈ {2, ..., n},

max
l=1,...,k

al ≤ 1 + max
l=1,...,k−1

al.

We call An the collection of all N-valued sequences of length n, with a1 = 1 as initial value and with

a 1-Lip sup-envelope. Thus An is the collection of all sequences (ak)k=1,...,n ∈ An taking values on

{1, ..., n} such that

a1 = 1, ak ∈
{

1, ..., 1 + max
l=1,...,k−1

al

}

.

We refer to An as the collection of partition sequences. The length n of a is denoted by |a| and the

maximum maxl=1,...,n al is denoted by m[a]. Moreover, we let l[a] ∈ N
m[a] be the m[a]-tuple

(
l[a]i =∑n

k=1 1i(ak)
)

i=1,...,m[a]
, i.e., for i ∈ {1, ...,m[a]}, l[a]i is the number of entries ‘i’ in the sequence a.

Example 2.2. We have

A0 =∅, A1 =
{

(1)
}

, A2 =
{

(1, 1), (1, 2)
}

,

A3 =
{

(1, 1, 1), (1, 1, 2), (1, 2, 1), (1, 2, 2), (1, 2, 3)
}

,

A4 =
{

(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 = (ak)k=1,...,n 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 = (ak)k=1,...,n ∈ An
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 An. For a ∈ An, we can indeed call JaK the collection of all
sequences (b1, ..., bn) of length n taking values in N that take the form

(bi)i=1,...,n = (kai)i=1,...,n ; k1, ..., kmax a ∈ N, ki 6= kj.

For example
(1, 2), (2, 1), (4, 5) ∈

q
(1, 2)

y
.

For two sequences (b1, ..., bn) and (b′1, ..., b
′
n), we write (b1, ..., bn) ≡ (b′1, ..., b

′
n) if they belong to the

same JaK.

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 ∈ An, we are willing to define ∂a inductively by

∂(1) =∂µ,

∂(a1,...,ak−1,ak) =

{

∇vak
· ∂(a1,...,ak−1) ak ≤ max{a1, ..., ak−1},

∂µ · ∂(a1,...,ak−1) ak > max{a1, ..., ak−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 : P2(R
d) → R

e is in C
(2)
b

(
P2(R

d);Re
)

if

• f is continuously Lions-differentiable with Lions derivative ∂µf : P2(R
d)× R

d → Lin(Rd,Re) .

• For every µ ∈ P2(R
d), the µ-measurable function ∂µf(µ, ·) is differentiable with bounded and

Lipschitz derivative ∇v∂µf (with the Lipschitz property with respect to µ being for W
(1)) that

satisfies

∇v∂µf : P2(R
d)× R

d → Lin
(
(Rd)⊗2,Re

)
.

• For every v ∈ R
d, the function ∂µf(·, v) has Lions derivative

∂µ∂µf : P2(R
d)× R

d ×R
d → Lin

(
(Rd)⊗2,Re

)

which is bounded and Lipschitz (with the Lipschitz property with respect to µ being for W(1)).

When there is no ambiguity, we will often drop the output space and write C(2)
b

(
P2(R

d)
)
. 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 2.3 is understood as being for the aforementioned W
(1)-distance. The Lipschitz

properties on the product spaces P2(R
d) × R

d and P2(R
d) × R

d × R
d are understood for the corre-

sponding product distances, Rd being equipped with the Euclidean norm. Our choice to impose Lipschitz

continuity with respect to the W
(1)-distance, which is obviously coarser than W

(2), 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

∂µu(µ, v) is typically ‘well-defined’ at elements v ∈ R
d that belong to the support of µ. Put differently,

the definition of the derivative outside the support of µ 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 ∂µu(µ, v) for v outside

the support are necessarily prescribed since we can always write ∂µu(µ, v) = limn→∞ ∂µu(µn, v), where

(µn)n≥1 is a sequence of fully supported probability measures that converges in P2(R
d) towards µ.

Thus, there is a slight loss of generality in our definition. Actually, the same restriction is imposed

in [BLPR17, CD18b, BCD20]. Handling the general case leads to many technicalities, even when the

derivatives that are studied are of order 2, see [CCD14] together with [CD18a].

Remark 2.6. The boundedness requirements on ∂µf and ∂µ∂µf 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 L2, i.e., supµ∈P2(Rd)

∫

Rd |v|2dµ(v) <∞, 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
(1)-distance, which is obviously stronger. Once again, similar

restrictions are imposed in [BLPR17, CD18b, BCD20], and handling the general case leads to cumber-

some technicalities.

In the end, this explains why in Remark 2.4 we decided to require Lipschitz continuity for W(1).

In particular, a function f ∈ C
(2)
b

(
P2(R

d)
)

satisfies

∂µf(µ, ·) ∈ C1
b

(

R
d; Lin

(
R
d,Rd

))

,

that is; it is both bounded, µ-measurable and differentiable.

Definition 2.7. We say that a function f : P2(R
d) → R

e belongs to C
(n)
b

(
P2(R

d);Re
)

if there exists a

collection of functions (∂af)a∈∪n
k=1Ak

such that:

1. For any k ∈ {0, 1, .., n}, for any a ∈ Ak

∂af : P2(R
d)× (Rd)×m[a] → Lin

(

(Rd)⊗k,Re
)

(
µ, v1, ..., vm[a]

)
7→ ∂af(µ, v1, ..., vm[a]).

2. For any k ∈ {1, ..., n} and any a ∈ Ak, the function ∂af is bounded and Lipschitz continuous on

P2(R
d)× (Rd)×m[a], the first space being equipped with the 1-Wasserstein distance.

3. For any k ∈ {1, ..., n − 1} and any a ∈ Ak, the function ∂af is differentiable with respect to

(v1, ..., vm[a]) and

∂vj∂af = ∂(a1,··· ,ak,j)f.
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4. For any k ∈ {1, · · · , n − 1} and any a ∈ Ak, the function ∂af is differentiable with respect to µ
and

∂µ∂af = ∂(a1,··· ,ak,m[a]+1)f.

As with Remark 2.6, we directly require all the derivatives ∂af to be Lipschitz continuous with
respect to W

(1). In fact, this only makes a difference for the derivatives ∂af , with |a| = n: These
derivatives should just be required to be W

(2)-Lipschitz continuous if we wanted to fit the standard
construction of the Lions’ derivative. Whenever |a| ≤ n − 1, we have by assumption that ∂µ∂af is
bounded which, by the same third item, implies that ∂af is necessarily W

(1)-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 µ and ν in P2(R
d), let Πµ,ν be a

measure on (Rd)⊕2 with marginal distributions µ and ν. Then, for a continuously Lions differentiable
function f : P2(R

d) → R
e,

f(ν)− f(µ) =

∫

(Rd)⊕2

∂µf(µ, u) · (v − u)dΠµ,ν(u, v) + o

[(∫

(Rd)⊕2

|u− v|2dΠµ,ν(u, v)

)1/2]

. (2.2)

In fact, the remainder can be explicitly written out:

o

[(∫

(Rd)⊕2

|u− v|2dΠµ,ν(u, v)

)1/2]

=

∫ 1

0

(

∂µf
(

Πµ,νξ , u+ ξ(v − u)
)

− ∂µf
(

µ, u
))

· (v − u)dΠµ,ν(u, v), (2.3)

with the notation

Πµ,νξ = Πµ,ν ◦
(

u+ ξ(v − u)
)−1

. (2.4)

In particular, when f is in C(1)(P2(R
d)) in the sense of Definition 2.7, the Landau symbol in (2.2)

can be easily upper bounded by

o

((∫

(Rd)⊕2

|u− v|2dΠµ,ν(u, v)

)1/2
)

≤ O
(

W
(2)(µ, ν)2

)

. (2.5)

Finally, observe that there is no other constraint on the probability measure Πµ,ν than it being a
coupling of µ and ν. There is no need to require any optimality (say for instance in the sense of
Equation (2.1)) in the choice of the coupling. In fact, the possible accuracy of the coupling (for the
L2 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 ∈ An, the corresponding differential operator,
which is acting on elements f ∈ C

(n)
b

(
P2(R

d);Re
)

in the following way:

Daf(µ)[Πµ,ν ]

=

∫

(Rd)⊕2

...

∫

(Rd)⊕2

︸ ︷︷ ︸

×m[a]

∂af
(

µ, u1, ..., um[a]

)

·
n⊗

i=1

(vai − uai)dΠ
µ,ν(u1, v1)...dΠ

µ,ν(um[a], vm[a]).

(2.6)
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Theorem 2.8 (Lions-Taylor Theorem). Let n ∈ N and let f ∈ C
(n)
b

(
P2(R

d);Re
)
. Then for any µ, ν ∈

Pn+1(R
d) with joint distribution Πµ,ν , we have that

f(ν)− f(µ) =

n∑

k=1

∑

a∈Ak

Daf(µ)[Πµ,ν ]

k!
+Ra,Π

µ,ν

n (f), (2.7)

where

Ra,Π
µ,ν

n (f)

=
1

(n− 1)!

∑

a∈An

∫

(Rd)⊕2

...

∫

(Rd)⊕2

︸ ︷︷ ︸

×m[a]

fa,µ,ν ·
n⊗

i=1

(vai − uai)dΠ
µ,ν(u1, v1)...dΠ

µ,ν(um[a], vm[a]),

and

fa,µ,ν =

∫ 1

0

(

∂af(Π
µ,ν
ξ , u1+ξ(v1−u1), ..., um[a]+ξ(vm[a]−um[a]))−∂af(µ, u1, ..., um[a])

)

(1−ξ)n−1dξ.

The probability measure Πµ,νξ is defined as in (2.4). Further, the remainder term on the second line of

(2.7) can be upper bounded by:

∣
∣Ra,Π

µ,ν

n (f)
∣
∣ ≤ C

∫

(Rd)⊕2

|u− v|n+1dΠµ,ν(u, v), (2.8)

for a constantC 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 µ and ν) 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(ν)− f(µ) = D(1)f(µ)[Πµ,ν ] +

∫

(Rd)⊕2

f (1),µ,ν · (v1 − u1)dΠ
µ,ν(u1, v1).

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 ∈ An−1 and any f ∈ C
(n−1)
b

(
P2(R

d);Re
)
. In turn, for f ∈

C
(n)
b

(
P2(R

d);Re
)

and a ∈ An−1, we have that ∂af : P2(R
d) × (Rd)×m[a] → Lin

(
(Rd)⊗|a|,Re

)
is

differentiable in all variables and the derivatives are bounded and Lipschitz. Hence

fa,µ,ν =

∫ 1

0

∫ ξ

0

d
(

∂af
(
Πµ,νθ , u1 + θ(v1 − u1), ..., um[a] + θ(vm[a] − um[a])

))

dθ
dθ(1− ξ)n−2dξ

=

∫ 1

0

∫ ξ

0

(∫

(Rd)⊕2

∂µ∂af
(
Πµ,νθ , u1 + θ(v1 − u1), ..., um[a]+1 + θ(vm[a]+1 − um[a]+1)

)

· (vm[a]+1 − um[a]+1)dΠ
µ,ν(um[a]+1, vm[a]+1)

)

dθ(1− ξ)n−2dξ

+

∫ 1

0

∫ ξ

0

m[a]
∑

i=1

∇vi∂af
(

Πµ,νθ , u1 + θ(v1 − u1), ..., um[a] + θ(vm[a] − um[a])
)

· (vi − ui)dθ(1− ξ)n−2dξ
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= 1
n(n−1)

∫

(Rd)⊕2

∂µ∂af
(

µ, u1, ..., um[a]+1

)

· (vm[a]+1 − um[a]+1)dΠ
µ,ν(um[a]+1, vm[a]+1)

+ 1
n(n−1)

m[a]
∑

i=1

∇vi∂af
(

µ, u1, ..., um[a]

)

· (vi − ui)

+ 1
n−1

∫ 1

0

(∫

(Rd)⊕2

∂µ∂af
(

Πµ,νξ , ..., um[a]+1 + ξ(vm[a]+1 − um[a]+1)
)

− ∂µ∂af
(

µ, ..., um[a]+1

)

· (vm[a]+1 − um[a]+1)dΠ
µ,ν(um[a]+1, vm[a]+1)

)

(1− ξ)n−1dξ

+ 1
n−1

∫ 1

0

m[a]
∑

i=1

(

∇vi∂af
(

Πµ,νξ , ..., um[a] + ξ(vm[a] − um[a])
)

−∇vi∂af
(

µ, ..., um[a]

))

· (vi − ui)(1 − ξ)n−1dξ.

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 Ra,µ,νn (f) satisfies that

Ra,Π
µ,ν

n (f) =O

(

W
(2)(µ, ν) ·

m[a]
∏

j=1

∫

(Rd)⊕2

|u− v|l[a]jdΠµ,ν(u, v)

)

+

m[a]
∑

i=1

O

(m[a]
∏

j=1

∫

(Rd)⊕2

|u− v|l[a]j+δi,jdΠµ,ν(u, v)

)

=O

(
∫

(Rd)⊕2

|u− v|n+1dΠµ,ν(u, v)

)

,

where we used Hölder’s inequality together with the fact that l[a]1 + · · · + l[a]m[a] = n.

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 (1.1), as we need to consider functionals depending on both a
Euclidean variable x and a measure argument µ. 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 x and µ.

Indeed, unlike the derivative ∂af in item (i) of Definition 2.7, in which the mth variable vm can
only appear if ∂af contains at least m derivatives with respect to µ, the variable x now appears in
any derivatives of f whenever f is a function of the form f(x, µ).

We clarify this in the next definition. Intuitively, derivatives with respect to the x-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 x. There is no constraint on the way that those 0’s may
appear in the corresponding a.

Definition 2.10. Let k, n ∈ N0 and denote (a · b) to be the concatenation of two sequences a and b.
Let Ak,n be the collection of all sequences a′ = (a′i)i=1,...,k+n of length k + n taking values in {0, ..., n}
of the form a′ = σ((0) · a), where (0) = (0)i=1,...,k is the sequence of length k with all entries 0,

a ∈ An and σ is a (k, n)-shuffle, i.e., a permutation of {1, ..., n + k} such that σ(1) < ... < σ(k) and

σ(k + 1) < ... < σ(n+ k).
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The rationale for requiring σ to be a (k, n)-suffle is that the positive entries of a, which encode
the derivatives with respect to the measure argument µ, obey the prescriptions of Definition 2.1. k
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

A1,1 =
{

(0, 1), (1, 0)
}

, A1,2 =
{

(0, 1, 1), (0, 1, 2), (1, 0, 1), (1, 0, 2), (1, 1, 0), (1, 2, 0)
}

,

A2,1 =
{

(0, 0, 1), (0, 1, 0), (1, 0, 0)
}

, A0,3 =
{

(1, 1, 1), (1, 1, 2), (1, 2, 1), (1, 2, 2), (1, 2, 3)
}

and so on.

Moreover, for a ∈ Ak,n, we call JaK the collection of all sequences (p1, ..., pn+k) of length k + n
taking values on N0 that take the form

(pai)i=1,...,n; p0 = 0, p1, ..., pmax a ∈ N, pi 6= pj (for i 6= j).

Definition 2.12. For a given n ∈ N, we let

A(0)
n =

n⋃

k=0

Ak,n−k.

Then, for a ∈
⋃

n∈NA
(0)
n , we call |a| the length of a (i.e., |a| = n if and only if a ∈ A

(0)
n ), m[a] :=

maxi=1,...,|a| ai and l[a] ∈ N
{0,··· ,m[a]}
0 such that l[a]i = |{j : aj = i}|, for i ∈ {0, · · · ,m[a]}.

In the next lemma, we provide another interpretation of the set A(0)
n , as we prove it to be in

bijection with the set of partitions P
(
{0, 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
(0)
n and P

(
{0, 1, ..., n}

)
.

Intuitively, the partition associated with an element a ∈ A
(0)
n is obtained by gathering (in a

common element of the partition) the indices i of {0, ..., n} that have the same value ai in the
sequence a, with the convention that a0 = 0. The reader may skip ahead on an initial reading.

Proof. For a ∈ A
(0)
n , we associate the collection of sets

pk := a−1({k}) =
{
i ∈ {0, · · · , n} : ai = k

}
, k ∈ {0, . . . ,max(a)},

with the convention that a0 = 0. Then the collection of sets P = {p0, ..., pm[a]} is a partition of

{0, · · · , n}. This creates a mapping m from A
(0)
n into P({0, 1, ..., n}). This mapping is injective,

since any two a and b in A(0)
n such that m[a] = m[b] have the same pre-images (a−1({k}))k=0,...,n and

(b−1({k}))k=0,...,n and hence coincide.
It thus remains to prove that m is surjective onto P({0, 1, ..., n}). Let P ∈ P({0, ..., n}) so that

|P | ≤ n+1. Then there exists p0 ∈ P such that 0 ∈ p0. Thus P\{p0} ∈ P({0, 1, ..., n}\p0) and the set
{0, 1, ...n}\p0 is ordered. In turn, there exists x ∈ {0, 1, ..., n}\p0 such that x = min{0, 1, ..., n}\p0 ,
which allows us to call p1 the unique element of P such that p1 ∋ x. Continuing in this fashion, we
obtain an enumeration of P in the form P = {p0, p1, ..., pm}, with m ≤ n+ 1.
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Define the sequence (ai)i=1,...,n by ai = j if and only if i ∈ pj. We verify that a ∈ An. Firstly,
either 1 ∈ p0 or 1 /∈ p0. If 1 ∈ p0 then a1 = 0. If 1 /∈ p0 then 1 ∈ {0, 1, ..., n}\p0 and 0 /∈ {0, 1, ..., n}\p0
so that 1 = min{0, 1, ..., n}\p0 . Thus 1 ∈ p1 and then a1 = 1.

Next suppose for k < n that ã = (ai)i=1,...,k ∈ A
(0)
k . We must prove that m[ã] := maxl=1,...,k al ≤

maxl=1,...,k+1 al. We already have a sequence of sets p0, ..., pm[ã] ∈ P such that 1, ..., k ∈
⋃m[ã]
i=0 pi.

Then either k + 1 ∈
⋃m[ã]
i=0 pi or k + 1 ∈ {0, 1, ..., n}\(

⋃m[ã]
i=0 pi). If k + 1 ∈

⋃m[ã]
i=0 pi, then there exists

j ∈ {0, 1, ...,m[ã]} such that k + 1 ∈ pj so that ak+1 = j ≤ maxl=1,...,k al. On the other hand if

k+1 /∈
⋃m[ã]
i=0 pi, then k+1 = min{0, 1, ..., n}\(

⋃m[ã]
i=0 pi), so that k+1 ∈ pm[ã]+1 and ak+1 = m[ã]+1.

We conclude by induction.

Following our notation ∂a, a ∈ An, for the iterated Lions’ derivative defined by a, we now want
to define a ∈ A

(0)
n , for n ∈ N, according to the following induction:

∂(1) =∂µ, ∂(0) = ∇x

∂(a1,...,ak−1,ak) =







∇x · ∂(a1,...,ak−1) ak = 0,

∇vak
· ∂(a1,...,ak−1) 0 < ak ≤ max{a1, ..., ak−1},

∂µ · ∂(a1,...,ak−1) ak > max{a1, ..., ak−1}.

Definition 2.14. For any n ∈ N, we say that a function f : Rd×P2(R
d) → R

e belongs to C
n,(n)
b

(
R
d×

P2(R
d);Re

)
if there exists a collection of functions

{
∂af : a ∈

⋃n
i=1A

(0)
i

}
such that:

1. For i = 1, ..., n and for all a ∈ A
(0)
i , there exists a function

∂af : Rd × P2(R
d)× (Rd)×m[a] → Lin

(
(Rd)⊗i,Re

)

(
x, µ, (v1, · · · , vm[a])

)
7→ ∂af(x, µ, v1, · · · , vm[a]).

2. For all a ∈
⋃n
i=1A

(0)
i , the functions ∂af are bounded and Lipschitz continuous on R

d×P2(R
d)×

(Rd)×m[a], the second space being equipped with the W
(1)-distance.

3. For any a ∈ A
(0)
n−1, the function ∂af is differentiable with respect to x, and

∂x∂af = ∂(a,0)f.

4. For any a ∈ A
(0)
n−1, the function ∂af is differentiable with respect to µ, and

∂µ∂af = ∂(a,m[a]+1)f

5. For any a ∈ A
(0)
n−1, the function ∂af is differentiable with respect to (v1, ..., vm[a]) and for any

p ∈ {1, ...,m[a]},

∂vp∂af = ∂(a,p)f.

We can now extend the differential operator defined in (2.6) to the multivariate case. Let x0, y0 ∈
R
d and let Πµ,ν be a measure on (Rd)⊕2 with marginal distribution µ, ν ∈ Pn+1. For a ∈ Ak,n, we

define the operator

Daf(x0, µ)[y0 − x0,Π
µ,ν ] (2.9)
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=

∫

(Rd)⊕2

...

∫

(Rd)⊕2

︸ ︷︷ ︸

×m[a]

∂af
(

x0, µ, x1, ..., xm[a]

)

·
k+n⊗

i=1

(yai − xai)dΠ
µ,ν(x1, y1)...dΠ

µ,ν(xm[a], ym[a])

Then Theorem 2.8 admits the following generalisation:

Theorem 2.15. Let n ∈ N and let f ∈ C
n,(n)
b

(
R
d × P2(R

d);Re
)
. Then for any µ, ν ∈ Pn+1(R

d) with

joint distribution Πµ,ν and any x0, y0 ∈ R
d we have that

f(y0, ν)−f(x0, µ) =
n∑

i=1

∑

a∈A
(0)
i

Daf(x0, µ)[y0 − x0,Π
µ,ν ]

i!
+R(x0,y0),Πµ,ν

n (f) (2.10)

where

R(x0,y0),Πµ,ν

n (f) =
1

(n− 1)!

∑

a∈A
(0)
n

∫

(Rd)⊕2

...

∫

(Rd)⊕2

︸ ︷︷ ︸

×m[a]

fa,(x0,y0),Π
µ,ν

·
n⊗

p=1

(yap − xap)dΠ
µ,ν(x1, y1)...dΠ

µ,ν(xm[a], ym[a]), (2.11)

and

fa,(x0,y0),Π
µ,ν

=

∫ 1

0

(

∂af
(
x0 + ξ(y0 − x0),Π

µ,ν
ξ , x1 + ξ(y1 − x1), ..., xm[a] + ξ(ym[a] − xm[a])

)

−∂af
(
x0, µ,x1, ..., xm[a]

))

(1− ξ)n−1dξ. (2.12)

The probability measure Πµ,νξ is defined as in (2.4).

As before, for a ∈ Ai,n−i the error term satisfies

∫

(Rd)⊕2

...

∫

(Rd)⊕2

︸ ︷︷ ︸

×m[a]

fa,(x0,y0),Π
µ,ν

·
n⊗

p=1

(yap − xap)dΠ
µ,ν(x1, y1)...dΠ

µ,ν(xm[a], ym[a])

=O

(

|y0 − x0|
i+1 ·

m[a]
∏

p=1

∫

(Rd)⊕2

|yp − xp|
l[a]pdΠµ,ν(xp, yp)

)

+O

(

W
(1)(µ, ν) · |y0 − x0|

i ·

m[a]
∏

p=1

∫

(Rd)⊕2

|yp − xp|
l[a]pdΠµ,ν(xp, yp)

)

+

m[a]
∑

q=1

O

(

|y0 − x0|
i ·

m[a]
∏

p=1

∫

(Rd)⊕2

|yq − xq|
l[a]q+δp,qdΠµ,ν(xq, yq)

)

. (2.13)

Proof. The proof is a multivariate adaption of the proof of Theorem 2.8 and is left as an exercise for
those who are curious. The authors stress there is no extra novelty in including this proof.
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Remark 2.16. We can sum up all the remainder terms of (2.10). An application of the Hölder 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(x0,y0),Πµ,ν

n (f) .
n∑

j=0

O

(

|x− y|j+1 ·

∫

|v − u|n−jdΠµ,ν(u, v)

)

,

+

n∑

j=0

O

(

|x− y|j ·

∫

|v − u|n−j+1dΠµ,ν(u, v)

)

.

2.3.1 Differentiability of Multivariate derivatives

Here, we provide a Taylor expansion for ∂af 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 a reads as an extension of a.

For i, j ∈ N0, let a ∈ Ai,j and for integers ĩ ≥ i, j̃ ≥ j such that ĩ+ j̃ > i+ j, define

Aĩ,j̃|a :=
{

a ∈ Aĩ,j̃ : ∀p = 1, ..., i + j, ap = ap

}

.

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

A
(0)
n|a :=

n−j
⋃

k=i

Ak,n−k|a.

Then, for a ∈ Ai,j and a ∈ Aĩ,j̃|a, we define the operator

Da|a∂af(x0, µ, x1, ..., xm[a])
[

y0 − x0,Π
µ,ν , y1 − x1, ..., ym[a] − xm[a]

]

=

∫

(Rd)⊕2

...

∫

(Rd)⊕2

︸ ︷︷ ︸

×(m[a]−m[a])

∂af
(

x0, µ, x1, ..., xm[a]

)

·

ĩ+j̃
⊗

p=i+j+1

(yap − xap)

dΠµ,ν(xm[a]+1, ym[a]+1)...dΠ
µ,ν(xm[a], ym[a]).

Theorem 2.15 admits the following useful Corollary:

Corollary 2.17. Let n ∈ N and let f ∈ C
n,(n)
b

(
R
d × P2(R

d);Re
)
. Let (i, j) ∈ N0 × N0 such that

0 < i+ j < n and let a ∈ Ai,j.

For any x0, y0, x1, y1, ..., xm[a], ym[a] ∈ R
d and for any µ, ν ∈ Pn+1(R

d) with joint distribution Πµ,ν

we have that

∂af(y0, ν, y1, ..., ym[a])− ∂af(x0, µ, x1, ..., xm[a])

=
n∑

k=i+j+1

∑

a∈A
(0)
k|a

Da|a∂af(x0, µ, x1, ..., xm[a])
(
k − (i+ j)

)
!

[

y0 − x0,Π
µ,ν , y1 − x1, ..., ym[a] − xm[a]

]

+R
(x0,y0),Πµ,ν

n|a

(

∂af
)

,
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where

R
(x0,y0),Πµ,ν

n|a

(

∂af
)

=
1

(n− (i+ j)− 1)!

∑

a∈A
(0)
n|a

∫

(Rd)⊕2

...

∫

(Rd)⊕2

︸ ︷︷ ︸

×m[a]−m[a]

(∂af)
a,(x0,y0),Πµ,ν

·
n⊗

r=i+j+1

(yar − xar)dΠ
µ,ν(xm[a]+1, ym[a]+1)...dΠ

µ,ν(xm[a], ym[a])

and

(∂af)
a,(x0,y0),Πµ,ν

=

∫ 1

0

(

∂af
(
x0 + ξ(y0 − x0),Π

µ,ν
ξ , x1 + ξ(y1 − x1), ..., xm[a] + ξ(ym[a] − xm[a])

)

− ∂af(x0, µ, x1, ..., xm[a])
))

(1− ξ)(n−(i+j)−1dξ. (2.14)

2.3.2 Schwarz Theorem for Lions derivatives

Ascending sequences of elements a ∈ Ak,n 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) ∈ Ak+1,n ∪ Ak,n+1 where i ∈ {0, 1, ...,m[a] + 1}. However, what this representation does not
convey is that many derivatives ∂af 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 ∈ Ak,n such that ∀i ∈
{
1, ...,m[a]

}
, l[a]i = l[b]i. Then for any f ∈ C

n,(n)
b

(
R
d × P2(R

d)
)
,

∂af = ∂bf,

in the sense that, for any e1, ..., en ∈ R
d and any permutation σ from {1, ..., n} into itself such that

aσ(i) = bi for all i ∈ {1, ..., n}, and all µ ∈ P2(R
d) and v1, ..., vm ∈ R

d,

∂af(µ, v1, ..., vm) · ⊗
n
i=1ei = ∂bf(µ, v1, ..., vm) · ⊗

n
i=1eσ(i).

Proof. By proceeding by induction on n and by denoting a−n and b−n, we can assume that the
vectors (a1, ..., an−1) and (b1, ..., bn−1) are non-decreasing. Without any loss of generality, we can
assume that a itself is non-decreasing, so that the only thing we have to do is to prove that we can
“shift” bn so that b becomes itself non-decreasing.

In fact, there are two cases. If bn ≥ bn−1, then there is nothing to do and the proof is over! So, we
can assume that bn < bn−1, which means that there is another index i < n− 1 such that bn = bi. We
then impose i to be the largest of all the integers in {1, ..., n− 1} such that bn = bi. Then, we can let
c = (b1, ..., bi). We can regard the function ∂cf · e1⊗ ...⊗ ei as a function defined on P(Rd)× (Rd)×p,
with p = max(c). Then, by [CD18b, Remark 4.16], for any vp+1 ∈ R

d,

∂vbn∂µ
[
∂cf(µ, v1, ..., vp) · e1 ⊗ ...⊗ ei

]
(vp+1) · ei+1 ⊗ en

= ∂µ∂vbn
[
∂cf(µ, v1, · · · , vp), e1 ⊗ ...⊗ ei

]
(vp+1) · en ⊗ ei+1,

which yields (the identity below being obviously true if bi+1 coincides with bj for some j = 1, ..., i)

∂(c,bi+1,bn)f(µ)(v1, ..., vp, vp+1) · e1 ⊗ ...⊗ ei ⊗ ei+1 ⊗ en
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= ∂(c,bn,bi+1)f(µ)(v1, ..., vp, vp+1) · e1 ⊗ ...⊗ ei ⊗ en ⊗ ei+1.

For j such that bi+1 = bi+2 = · · · = bj , we get

∂j−(i+1)
vp+1

[

∂(c,bi+1,bn)f(µ, v1, ..., vp, vp+1) · e1 ⊗ ...⊗ ei ⊗ ei+1 ⊗ en

]

· ei+2 ⊗ ...⊗ ej

= ∂j−(i+1)
vp+1

[

∂(c,bn,bi+1)f(µ, v1, ..., vp, vp+1) · e1 ⊗ ...⊗ ei ⊗ en ⊗ ei+1

]

· ei+2 ⊗ ...⊗ ej

= ∂(c,bn,bi+1,bi+2,...,bj)f(µ, v1, ..., vp, vp+1) · e1 ⊗ ...⊗ ei ⊗ en ⊗ ei+1 ⊗ ei+2 ⊗ ...⊗ ej .

Now,

∂j−(i+1)
vp+1

[

∂(c,bi+1,bn)f(µ, v1, ..., vp, vp+1) · e1 ⊗ ...⊗ ei ⊗ ei+1 ⊗ en

]

· ei+2 ⊗ ...⊗ ej

= ∂j−(i+1)
vp+1

∂vbn

[

∂(c,bi+1)f(µ, v1, ..., vp, vp+1) · e1 ⊗ ...⊗ ei ⊗ ei+1

]

· en ⊗ ei+2 ⊗ ...⊗ ej

= ∂vbn∂
j−(i+1)
vp+1

[

∂(c,bi+1)f(µ, v1, ..., vp, vp+1) · e1 ⊗ ...⊗ ei ⊗ ei+1

]

· ei+2 ⊗ ...⊗ ej ⊗ en

= ∂(c,bi+1,...,bj,bn)f(µ, v1, ..., vp, vp+1) · e1 ⊗ ...⊗ ei ⊗ ei+1 ⊗ ei+2 ⊗ ...⊗ ej ⊗ en,

from which we deduce that

∂(c,bn,bi+1,bi+2,...,bj)f(µ, v1, ..., vp, vp+1) · e1 ⊗ ...⊗ ei ⊗ en ⊗ ei+1 ⊗ ei+2 ⊗ ...⊗ ej

= ∂(c,bi+1,··· ,bj ,bn)f(µ)(v1, · · · , vp, vp+1) · e1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ei ⊗ ei+1 ⊗ ei+2 ⊗ ...⊗ ej ⊗ en,

In fact, we can iterate this argument as long as bj ≤ bi+1 (even though equality does not hold).
Assume now that bj+1 > bi+1, which means that, when adding bj+1 to (c, bi+1, ..., bj , bn), we take a
new Lions derivative. Then, proceeding as before, but with c being replaced by (c, bi+1, ..., bj), we
deduce that, for any vp+2 ∈ R

d,

∂(c,bn,bi+1,bi+2,...,bj,bj+1)f(µ, v1, ..., vp+2) · e1 ⊗ ...⊗ ei ⊗ en ⊗ ei+1 ⊗ ei+2 ⊗ ...⊗ ej ⊗ ej+1

= ∂(c,bi+1,...,bj+1,bn)f(µ, v1, ..., vp+2) · e1 ⊗ ...⊗ ei ⊗ ei+1 ⊗ ei+2 ⊗ ...⊗ ej ⊗ ej+1 ⊗ en,

and, by iteration, we complete the proof.

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 2.14:

Definition 2.20. For a ∈ A
(0)
n , we denote

‖∂af‖∞ := sup
x0∈Rd

sup
µ∈P2(Rd)

sup
(x1,...,xm[a])∈(Rd)×m[a]

∣
∣∂af(x0, µ, x1, ..., xm[a])

∣
∣. (2.15)
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Further, we denote

∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
Lip,0

:= sup
x0,y0∈Rd

µ∈P1(Rd)
x1,...,xm[a]∈R

d

∣
∣∂af(x0, µ, ..., xm[a])− ∂af(y0, µ, ..., xm[a])

∣
∣

|x0 − y0|
,

∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
Lip,µ

:= sup
µ,ν∈P1(Rd)

x0,x1,...,xm[a]∈R
d

∣
∣∂af(x0, µ, ..., xm[a])− ∂af(x0, ν, ..., xm[a])

∣
∣

W(1)(µ, ν)
,

∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
Lip,j

:= sup
x0,x1,...,xm[a]∈R

d

yj∈R
d

µ∈P1(Rd)

∣
∣∂af(x0, µ, ..., xj , ..., xm[a])− ∂af(x0, µ, ..., yj , ..., xm[a])

∣
∣

|xj − yj|
.







(2.16)

We define

∥
∥f
∥
∥
C

n,(n)
b

:=
∑

a∈
⋃n

k=1A
(0)
k

∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∞

+
∑

a∈A
(0)
n

(
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
Lip,0

+
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
Lip,µ

+

m[a]
∑

j=1

∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
Lip,j

)

. (2.17)
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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 3.1 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 ⊂ N ×N such

that (x, y) ∈ E =⇒ (y, x) /∈ E. Let h0 ⊆ N and H ∈ P(N\h0) is a partition of N\h0. We denote

H ′ = H ∪ {h0}. Let L : N → {1, ..., d}. We refer to T = (N,E, h0,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 h0, h ∈ H ′ satisfy:

• If h0 6= ∅, then ∃x ∈ h0 such that ∀y ∈ N , x ≤ y.

• For hi ∈ H ′, suppose x, y ∈ hi and x < y. Then ∃z ∈ hi such that (y, z) ∈ E.

• For hi ∈ H ′, suppose x1, y1 ∈ hi, x1 ≤≥ y1, (x1, x2), (y1, y2) ∈ E and x2 6= y2. Then

x2, y2 ∈ hi.

The collection of all such Lions forests is denoted by F . When a Lions forest T = (N,E, h0,H,L)
satisfies that ∃!x0 ∈ N such that ∀y ∈ N ∃!(yi)i=1,...,n such that y1 = y, yn = x0 and (yi, yi+1) ∈ E, it

is referred to as a Lions tree and the collection of all lions trees is denoted T .

We define F0 = F ∪ {1} where 1 = (∅, ∅, ∅, ∅, L) is the empty tree. On a separate note, we define

T0 = {T ∈ T : hT0 6= ∅}.

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

Definition 3.2. We define ⊛ : F0 × F0 → F0 so that for two Lions forests T1 = (N1, E1, h10,H
1, L1)

and T2 = (N2, E2, h20,H
2, L2), we have T1 ⊛ T2 = (Ñ , Ẽ, h̃0, H̃, L̃) such that

Ñ = N1 ∪N2, Ẽ = E1 ∪ E2, h̃0 = h10 ∪ h
2
0 H̃ = H1 ∪H2,

L̃ : Ñ → {1, ..., d} such that L̃|N i = Li.

We define E : F0 → F0 for T = (N,E, h0,H,L), we have

E [T ] = (N,E, ∅,H ′, L).
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For i ∈ {1, ..., d}, we define the operator ⌊·⌋i : F0 → T for T = (N,E, h0,H,L), ⌊T ⌋i =
(Ñ , Ẽ, h̃0,H, L̃) where

For x0 /∈ N, Ñ = N ∪ {x0}, h̃0 = h0 ∪ {x0},

For {x1, ..., xn} ⊆ N such that ∀j = 1, ..., n and ∀y ∈ N,xj ≤ y. Then

Ẽ = E∪{(x1, x0), ..., (xn, x0)}.

The ⊛ operation is an associative and commutative product on the collection of forests with
unit 1. The E operation transforms the h0-hyperedge of a forest into an H-hyperedge, leaving the
h0-hyperedge of the resulting forest empty. Meanwhile, ⌊·⌋i 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 (Ω,F ,P) and we use the generic notation L0 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

L0
(

Ω× Ω×m,P× P
×m; Lin

(
(Rd)⊗n,Re

))

is a module with respect to the ring L0(Ω,P;Re).
In the next definition, we let this module act on Lions trees equipped with n nodes and m + 1

hyperedges (including the h0-hyperedge).

Definition 3.3. Let H be the module spanned by the forests F0 multiplied by measurable functions

over product probability spaces,

H =
⊕

T∈F0

L0
(

Ω× Ω×|HT |,P× (P)×|HT |; Lin
(
(Rd)⊗|NT |,Re

))

· T (3.1)

H is a module over the ring L0(Ω,P;Re).
Let T = (N,E, h0,H,L) ∈ F . Then for X ∈ H , we have

X =
∑

T∈F0

〈X,T 〉 · T.

where

〈X,T 〉 ∈ L0
(

Ω× Ω×|H|;P× (P)×|H|; Lin
(
(Rd)⊗|N |,Re

))

. (3.2)

By extending ⊛ to be bilinear, the triple (H ,⊛,1) becomes a commutative algebra over the ring

L0(Ω,P;Re) since

X1 ⊛X2 =
∑

T∈F0

〈X1 ⊛X2, T 〉 · T =
∑

T∈F0

( ∑

T1,T2∈F0
T1⊛T2=T

〈X1, T1〉 ⊗ 〈X2, T2〉
)

· T (3.3)

where
〈

X1, T1

〉

(ω0, ωHT1 )⊗
〈

X2, T2

〉

(ω0, ωHT2 )

∈L0
(

Ω× Ω×|HT1⊛T2 |,P× P
×|HT1⊛T2 |; Lin

(
(Rd)⊗|NT1⊛T2 |,Re

))

.
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The operator E can be extended to a linear operator E : H → H . For X ∈ H we have

E [X] =
∑

T∈F0

〈E [X], T 〉 · T =
∑

T∈E[F0]

( ∑

T ′∈E−1[T ]

〈X,T ′〉
)

· T.

Let a ∈ A
(0)
n and m = m[a]. Let T1, ..., Tn ∈ F0 be a sequence of Lions forests. We define the operator

Ea : F
×n
0 → F0 by

Ea
[

T1, ..., Tn

]

=
[

⊛
i:

ai=0

Ti

]

⊛ E
[

⊛
i:

ai=1

Ti

]

⊛ ...⊛ E
[

⊛
i:

ai=m[a]

Ti

]

. (3.4)

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 Q 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 Q be partitions of

M and N respectively. We define

P ∪̃Q =
{

G ∈ P(M ∪N) : {g ∩M : g ∈ G}\∅ = P, {g ∩N : g ∈ G}\∅ = Q
}

.

We refer to P ∪̃Q as the set of coupled partitions. For every G ∈ P ∪̃Q, we denote the two injective

mappings ψP,G : P → G and ψQ,G : Q→ G such that ∀p ∈ P and ∀q ∈ Q,

ψP,G[p] ∩M = p, ψQ,G[q] ∩N = q. (3.5)

P ∪̃Q is the collection of partitions of the set M ∪ N that agree with the partition P when
restricting to M and agrees with the partition Q when restricting to N . The operator ψP,G 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 ∈ L0(Ω×|P |,P×|P |;U) and Y ∈ L0(Ω×|Q|,P×|Q|;V ).
Then, for G ∈ P ∪̃Q, we define X ⊗G Y ∈ L0(Ω×|G|,P×|G|;U ⊗ V ) defined by

X ⊗G Y (ωg, ...
︸ ︷︷ ︸

g∈G

) = X(ωψP,G[p], ...
︸ ︷︷ ︸

p∈P

)⊗ Y (ωψQ,G[q], ...
︸ ︷︷ ︸

q∈Q

). (3.6)

For each choice of G, there is a product of random variable X ⊗G 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

F0×̃F0 :=
{

T1 ×
G T2 : T1, T2 ∈ F0, G ∈ H1∪̃H2

}

=
⊔

T1×T2∈F0×F0

H1∪̃H2.

We refer to the element T1 ×
G T2 as a coupled pair. We define the L0(Ω,P;Re)-module

H ⊗̃H =
⊕

T1×GT2∈F0×̃F0

L0
(

Ω× Ω×|G|,P × (P)×|G|; Lin
(
(Rd)⊗(|NT1 |+|NT2 |),Re

))

· T1 ×
G T2.
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The choice of symbol ⊗̃ is pertinent here since H ⊗̃H 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 F0×̃F0 rather than simply F0 × F0.

Definition 3.6. Let T = (N,E, h0,H,L) be a rooted tree. A subset c ⊆ E is called an admissible cut if

∀y ∈ N , the unique path (ei)i=1,...,n from y to the root x satisfies that if ei ∈ c =⇒ ∀j 6= i, ej /∈ 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 TRc = (NR
c , E

R
c , h0 ∩N

R
c ,H

R
c , L

R
c ) where

NR
c : =

{
y ∈ N : ∃(yi)i=1,...,n ∈ N, y1 = y, yn = x, (yi, yi+1) ∈ E\c

}
,

ERc : =
{
(y, z) ∈ E : y, z ∈ NR

c

}
, HR

c :=
{
h ∩NR

c : h ∈ H
}
\{∅},

LRc :NR
c → {1, ..., d}, LRc = L|NR

c

The prune of the cut c is the rooted forest (NP
c , E

P
c , h0 ∩ N

P
c ,H

p
c , LPc ) where NP

c = N\NR
c and

EPc = E\(ERc ∪ c), HP
c := {h ∩NP

c : h ∈ H}\∅ and LPc = L|NR
c

.

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 ∆ : H → H ⊗̃H be the linear operator such that for T = (N,E, h0,H,L) ∈ F0,

∆[T ] = 1×H T + T ×H 1+
∑

c∈C(T )

TPc ×HT

TRc (3.7)

and extended to F0 using ∆[T1 ⊛ T2] = ⊛(2)
[
∆[T1],∆[T2]

]
. Further, ∆[1] = 1 ×∅ 1 and for the tree

T1 = ({x0}, ∅, ({x0}, ∅), L) with a single node contained in h0, we have ∆[T1] = T1 ×
∅ 1+ 1×∅ T1.

Then ∆ satisfies

∆
[

⌊T ⌋i
]

= ⌊T ⌋i×
H1+

(

I ×H ⌊·⌋i
)

∆[T ],

∆
[

T1 ⊛ T2

]

= ⊛(2)
[

∆[T1],∆[T2]
]

, ∆
[

E [T ]
]

= (E×̃E)
[

∆[T ]
]

.
(3.8)

Thus for X ∈ H , we have

∆
[

X
]

=
∑

T∈F0

〈

X,T
〉

·∆
[

T
]

and we denote

c
(

T1, T2, T3

)

:=
〈

∆[T1], T2 ×
HT1

T3

〉

. (3.9)

We pair the operator ∆ with the linear functional ǫ : H → L0(Ω,P;Re) which satisfies ǫ(1) = 1, and

∀T ∈ F , ǫ(T ) = 0. The operator ǫ is the counit of ∆.
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3.1.3 Grading

Definition 3.8. Let G : F0 → N2
0 such that for T = (NT , ET , hT0 ,H

T , LT ),

G [T ] :=
(

|hT0 |, |N
T \hT0 |

)

. (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 Gα,β [T ] = α|hT0 |+ β|NT \hT0 | for
α, β ∈ R

+ and henceforth use the notation

F
γ,α,β =

{

T ∈ F : Gα,β[T ] ≤ γ
}

, T
γ,α,β =

{

T ∈ T : Gα,β[T ] ≤ γ
}

,

for some γ ≥ α ∧ β.
Then we can prove that the module

H
γ,α,β :=

⊕

T∈F0
Gαβ [T ]≤γ

L0
(

Ω× Ω×|HT |,P× (P)×|HT |; Lin
(
(Rd)⊗|NT |,Re

))

· T (3.11)

satisfies that (H γ,α,β,∆, ǫ) is a coupled counital subcoalgebra of (H ,∆, ǫ) and (H γ,α,β,⊛,1) is a
quotient algebra of (H ,⊛,1). Thus (H γ,α,β,⊛,∆,1, ǫ) is also a coupled Bialgebra.

3.2 Group structures of a coupled Hopf algebra

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

(

H
γ,α,β

)†
=

⊕

T∈F
γ,α,β
0

L0
(

Ω× Ω×|HT |,P× P
×|HT |; (Rd)⊗|NT |

)

· T.

Let (A,mA) be a commutative algebra over L0(Ω,P;Rd). For two mappings f, g ∈ Lin(H ,A),
we define the convolution product ∗ : Lin(H ,A)× Lin(H ,A) → Lin(H ,A) by

f ∗ g = mA ◦ f⊗̃g ◦∆.

We define the set of all characters G(H ,A) as the collection of algebra homomorphisms from H

to A that satisfy

G(H ,A) =
{

f ∈ Lin(H ,A) : f ◦⊛ = mA ◦ f ⊗ f
}

.

In practice, we choose A = L0(Ω,P;Rd). Then f is a character if and only if f ∈ (H γ,α,β)† and
satisfies that 〈f,1〉 = 1, ∀T1, T2 ∈ F0

〈

f, T2 ⊛ T2

〉

=
〈

f, T1

〉

⊗
〈

f, T2

〉

(3.12)

3.2.1 Antipode and McKean-Vlasov characters

The final step of our construction is to equip the coupled Bialgebra (H ,⊛,1,∆, ǫ) with a Hopf
structure:
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Definition 3.9. Let S : H † → H † be defined to be the inverse of the operation I : H † → H † with

respect to the convolution product. That is,

S := 1ǫ+

∞∑

i=1

(1ǫ− I)∗i

for any value of H † for which this series converges. Then S satisfies the two inductive relationships

〈

S [X], T
〉

= −
〈

X,T
〉

−
∑

c∈C(T )

〈

S [X], TPc

〉

⊗HT
〈

X,TRc

〉

= −
〈

X,T
〉

−
∑

c∈C(T )

〈

X,TPc

〉

⊗HT
〈

S [X], TRc

〉

.
(3.13)

Thus we have that
S ∗ I = I ∗ S = ǫ

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

Definition 3.10. LetG
(
H γ,α,β, L0(Ω,P;Re)

)
⊆ G

(
H γ,α,β, L0(Ω,P;Re)

)
such that ∀T ∈ F

γ,α,β
0 such

that hT0 6= ∅, ∃NT ⊂ Ω× Ω×|HE[T ]| such that P× P
×|HE[T ]|

[
NT

]
= 1 and ∀(ω0, ωhT0

, ωHT ) ∈ NT ,

〈

f, T
〉

(ωhT0
, ωHT ) =

〈

f, E [T ]
〉

(ω0, ωhT0
, ωHT ). (3.14)

When there is no ambiguity in the choice of coupled Hopf module H γ,α,β, we will denote

G
(
H

γ,α,β, L0(Ω,P;Re)
)
= Gγ,α,β

(
L0(Ω,P;Re)

)
.

We refer to Gγ,α,β
(
L0(Ω,P;Re)

)
as the group of McKean-Vlasov characters with the group operation

f1 ∗ f2 = ⊛ ◦ f1⊗̃f2 ◦∆ (3.15)

and unit ǫ.

Equation (3.12) 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 ∈ Gγ,α,β
(
L0(Ω,P;Re)

)
, X ∈ H γ,α,β and T ∈ F0

such that hT0 6= ∅,

E
0

[

E
HE[T ]

[〈
f, E [T ]

〉
(ω0, ωh0 , ωHT ) ·

〈
X, E [T ]

〉
(ω0, ωh0 , ωHT )

]]

= E
(HT )′

[
〈
f, T

〉
(ωh0 , ωHT ) · E0

[〈
X, E [T ]

〉
(ω0, ωh0 , ωHT )

]]

. (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 = Ea[T1, ..., Tn], with the latter notation being defined in (3.4). This requires us to
identify carefully the hyperedges that equip T in terms of the hyperedges that equip each of the
forests T1, ..., Tn:
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Definition 3.11. Let a ∈ A
(0)
n and let T1, ...Tn ∈ F0. For j = 1, ...m[a], let h̃

Ea[T1,...,Tn]
j be a collection

of disjoint, non-empty sets such that

⋃

k,
ak=j

hTk0 6= ∅ =⇒ h̃
Ea[T1,...,Tn]
j =

⋃

k,
ak=j

hTk0 ,

Za[T1, ..., Tn] :=
{

h̃
Ea[T1,...,Tn]
j : j = 1, ...,m[a],

⋃

k,
ak=j

hTk0 = ∅
}

.

The elements of Za[T1, ..., Tn] 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

H̃Ea[T1,...,Tn] =
{
h̃
Ea[T1,...,Tn]
1 , ..., h̃

Ea [T1,...,Tn]
m[a]

}
.

Then

H̃Ea[T1,...,Tn] ∪
n⋃

i=1

HTi = Za[T1, ..., Tn] ∪H
Ea[T1,...,Tn]. (3.17)

The set Za[T1, ..., Tn] contains a collection of sets that can be identified with all the tagged
hyperedges of the forests T1 through to Tn which are not included in Ea

[
T1, ..., 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 hT0 of a forest T may be
empty, the elements 〈X,T 〉, for X ∈ H , may depend on the variable ωhT0 . Accordingly, it is neces-
sary to have a consistent notation to keep track of these variables when performing the operation
Ea[T1, ..., Tn].

Lemma 3.12. Let n ∈ N, let a ∈ A
(0)
n and let T1, ..., Tn,Υ1, ...,Υn, Y1, ...Yn ∈ F . Suppose that for all

i = 1, ..., n,

c′
(

Ti,Υi, Yi

)

> 0.

Then

Za
[
T1, ..., Tn

]
=
{

h̃
Ea[T1,...,Tn]
j : h̃

Ea[Υ1,...,Υn]
j ∈ Za[Υ1, ...,Υn] and h̃

Ea[Y1,...,Yn]
j ∈ Za[Y1, ..., Yn]

}

Proof. By assumption, for each i = 1, ..., n we have that c′(Ti,Υi, Yi) > 0 so that

hTi0 = hΥi
0 ∪ hYi0 and HTi ∈ HΥi∪̃HYi .

Hence

h̃E
T1,...,Tn]

j ∈ Za[T1, ..., Tn] ⇐⇒
⋃

i:
ai=j

hTi0 = ∅

⇐⇒
⋃

i:
ai=j

hΥi

0 = ∅ and
⋃

i:
ai=j

hYi0 = ∅

⇐⇒ h̃E
Υ1,...,Υn]

j ∈ Za[Υ1, ...,Υn] and h̃E
Y1,...,Yn]

j ∈ Za[Y1, ..., Yn].
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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 T1, ..., Tn ∈ F
γ,α,β
0 and let a ∈ A

(0)
n . Let f ∈ Gγ,α,β

(
L0(Ω,P;Re)

)

and X ∈ H γ,α,β. Suppose that

E
1,...,m[a]

[∣
∣
∣g(ω0, ..., ωm[a]) ·

n⊗

i=1

E
HTi
[〈
X,Ti

〉
(ωai , ωHTi ) ·

〈
f, Ti

〉
(ωai , ωHTi )

]∣
∣
∣

]

<∞

For brevity, denote T = Ea[T1, ..., Tn]. Then we can equivalently state

E
1,...,m[a]

[

g(ω0, ..., ωm[a]) ·
n⊗

i=1

E
HTi
[〈
X,Ti

〉
(ωai , ωHTi ) ·

〈
f, Ti

〉
(ωai , ωHTi )

]]

= E
HT

[

E
Za[T1,...,Tn]

[

g(ω0, ωh̃T1
, ..., ωh̃T

m[a]
) ·

n⊗

i=1

〈
X,Ti

〉
(ωh̃Tai

, ωHTi )
]

·
〈
f, T

〉
(ω0, ωHT )

]

(3.18)

where we exchangeably denote ω0 and ωh̃T0
.

Proof. Let a ∈ A
(0)
n . Following Equation (3.4),

T = Ea
[

T1, ..., Tn

]

=
[

⊛
i:

ai=0

Ti

]

⊛ E
[

⊛
i:

ai=1

Ti

]

⊛ ...⊛ E
[

⊛
i:

ai=m[a]

Ti

]

.

By assumption, we can swap the order of integration and relabel the probability spaces Ω1×...×Ωm[a]

by Ωh̃T1
× ...× Ωh̃T

m[a]
to get

E
1,...,m[a]

[

g(ω0, ..., ωm[a]) ·
n⊗

i=1

E
HTi
[〈
f, Ti

〉
(ωai , ωHTi ) ·

〈
X,Ti

〉
(ωai , ωHTi )

]]

= E

⋃n
i=1H

Ti

[

E
{h̃T1 ,...,h̃

T
m[a]

}
[

g(ω0, ωh̃T1
..., ωh̃T

m[a]
) ·

n⊗

i=1

〈
X,Ti

〉
(ωh̃Tai

, ωHTi )

·

m[a]
⊗

j=0

〈
f, ⊛

i:
ai=j

Ti
〉
(ωh̃Tj

, ωHTi )
]
]

.

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 T̃j = ⊛

i:
ai=j

Ti.

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

⋃

i:
ai=j

hTi0 6= ∅
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so that h̃Tj ∈ HT . Since we are integrating over ωh̃Tj
, we could replace T̃j by E

[
T̃j
]
. Further, the set

h̃Tj will be included in the collection of sets HT and not in Za[T1, ..., Tn].
On the other hand, if

⋃

i:
ai=j

hTi0 = ∅,

then the random variable
〈
f, T̃j

〉
is constant in ωh̃Tj

by Equation (3.16) so we can move this term

outside the expectation over this variable. We also retain equality by rewriting this as
〈
f, E

[
T̃j
]〉

.
To conclude, we apply (3.12) from the definition of a character.

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 ωa1 , ..., ωan
that appear in the tensorial product are the same as the variables ω0, ..., ωm[a] 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 ωh̃Tj
, for h̃Tj ∈ Za[T1, ..., Tn]. As we explained

above, these variables correspond to empty 0-hyperedges in the collection of forests {T1, ..., Tn}. Those

variables appear as arguments of the function g (but not all the arguments of g are indexed by those

variables) and
〈

X,Ti

〉

for appropriate choices of i = 1, ..., n. Notice that, in this scenario, the hyperedge

h̃Ti0 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 Za[T1, ..., Tn] on the

right hand side of Equation (3.18). We refer to ghost variables as the variables ωh̃Ti
labelled by ghost

hyperedges h̃Ti ∈ Za[T1, ..., Tn].

Lastly, from Definition 3.11 we emphasise that the sets h̃Tj are disjoint and thus the variables ωh̃Ti
and ωh̃Tj

cannot be identified.

3.3 Graded norms and metrics

We now introduce a class of norms on the coupled Hopf algebra H γ,α,β. These norms are graded,
with the grading relying on an auxiliary integrability function p.

Definition 3.15. Let α, β > 0, γ ≥ α ∧ β. Let p : F
γ,α,β
0 → [1,∞). We refer to p as an integrability

functional. Let

V =

{

L0
(

Ω× Ω×|HT |,P × (P)×|HT |; Lin
(
(Rd)⊗|NT |,Re

))

: (NT , ET , hT0 ,H
T , LT ) ∈ F

γ,α,β
0

}

.

Given an integrability functional p, we define a graded norm p of H γ,α,β by

‖X‖p =
∑

T∈Fγ,α,β

E
(HT )′

[∣
∣
∣〈X,T 〉(ωh0 , ωHT )

∣
∣
∣

p[T ]
] 1
p[T ]

.

In general, we will be less interested in norms on H γ,α,β and more interested in dual norms on
(H γ,α,β)∗ with certain integrability conditions that we will need for our rough paths.
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Definition 3.16. Let α, β > 0, γ ≥ α ∧ β. Let p : F
γ,α,β
0 → [1,∞) be an integrability functional. Let

q : F γ,α,β → [1,∞) such that ∀T ∈ F γ,α,β ,

1

p[1]
=

1

p[T ]
+

1

q[T ]
(3.19)

and ∀T1, T2, T3 ∈ F γ,α,β such that c(T1, T2, T3) > 0,

1

q[T1]
≥

1

q[T2]
+

1

q[T3]
, q

[
E [T1]

]
= q
[
T1
]

and
1

q[T1 ⊛ T2]
=

1

q[T1]
+

1

q[T2]
. (3.20)

Here c : F0 × F0 × F0 → N0 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.

Lemma 3.17. Let α, β > 0, γ > α ∧ β and let (p, q) be a dual pair of integrability functionals. Then

∀T,Υ, Y ∈ F such that c′(T,Υ, Y ) > 0,

1

p[Y ]
≥

1

p[T ]
+

1

q[Υ]
.

Proof. Thanks to Equation (3.19) and Equation (3.20), we have that

1

p[Y ]
=

1

p[1]
−

1

q[Y ]

=
( 1

p[T ]
+

1

q[T ]

)

−
1

q[Y ]
≥

1

p[T ]
+

1

q[Υ]
.

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 α, β > 0 and let γ := inf{Gα,β [T ] : T ∈ F ,Gα,β [T ] > 1− α}. Let (p, q) be a dual

pair of integrability functionals.

We say that W : [0, 1]2 → Gγ,α,β
(
Lp[1](Ω,P;Re)

)
is a (H γ,α,β, p, q)-probabilistic rough path if

Ws,t ∗Wt,u = Ws,u (3.21)

and ∀T ∈ F γ,α,β ,

E
0

[

sup
s,t∈[0,1]

E
HT

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Ws,t, T

〉
(ω0, ωHT )

∣
∣
∣

q[T ]
]

∣
∣t− s

∣
∣q[T ]Gα,β [T ]

] 1
q[T ]

<∞. (3.22)

We denote the set of probabilistic rough paths by C (H γ,α,β, p, q).
We define the inhomogeneous (random) pseudo-metric

ρ(α,β,p,q),0 : C (H γ,α,β, p, q)× C (H γ,α,β, p, q) → Lp[1](Ω,P;R+)
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by

ρ(α,β,p,q),0

(

V,W
)

(ω0) = inf
Π

∑

T∈Fγ,α,β

sup
s,t∈[0,1]

1

|t− s|Gα,β [T ]

(∫

(Ω̂×Ω)×|HT |

∣
∣
∣

〈
Vs,t, T

〉
(ω0, ω̂HT )

−
〈
Ws,t, T

〉
(ω0, ωHT )

∣
∣
∣

q[T ]
d
(

Π(ω̂, ω)
)×|HT |

) 1
q[T ]

(3.23)

where infΠ runs over all probability measures on
(
Ω̂× Ω, F̂ ⊗ F

)
with left and right marginals P and

P respectively.

Using (3.14), the reader may observe that for T ∈ F such that hT0 6= ∅, the random variable
〈

Ws,t, T
〉

(ωh0 , ωHT ) =
〈

Ws,t, E [T ]
〉

(ω0, ωh0 , ωHT )

so that 〈Ws,t, E [T ]〉(ω0, ωh0 , ωHT ) is constant in ω0 and Equation (3.22) can be restated as

E
HE[T ]

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Ws,t, E [T ]

〉
(ω0, ωh0 , ωHT )

∣
∣
∣

q[T ]
] 1
q[T ]

≤ CE[T ] ·
∣
∣t− s

∣
∣Gα,β

[
E[T ]
]

.
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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 [Gub04]. 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 T is a tree with prunes Υ 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 c′ : F × F × F → N defined by

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

=
〈

∆′
[
T
]
,Υ×HT

Y
〉

,

∆′
[
T
]
= ∆[T ]− 1×HT

T − T ×HT

1.

For a set A ⊆ F0, we will henceforward denote

γ,α,β
∑

T∈A

:=
∑

T∈A

Gα,β [T ]≤γ

,

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈A

:=
∑

T∈A

Gα,β [T ]<γ

.

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 4.1. 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 (1.5). 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 T . 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,Υ, Y ∈ F such that c′(T,Υ, Y ) > 0 and for a non-0 hyperedge hΥ of Υ (i.e., hΥ ∈ HΥ),
hΥ can be regarded as the restriction to the nodes of Υ of a wider hyperedge of T , which we
denote in Definition 4.15 by ψΥ,T (hΥ). Here, we use the simpler notation hT for ψΥ,T (hΥ). Then
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we say that hΥ is not connected to Y (with respect to the coupling HT ) if hT does not contain
any node of Y . We call ET,Υ,Y the collection of hyperedges of Υ that are not connected to Y ,
which implicitly means that the 0-hyperedge of Υ is always regarded as being connected. When
hΥ is connected to Y , we can associate with it an hyperedge of Y , namely an element of HY ,
by considering hY := hT ∩ NY where NY denotes the collection of nodes of Y . In the following
definition, hY is denoted by ϕT,Υ,Y [hΥ].

Conversely, if we are given first hT an hyperedge of T , we may divide it according to the cut
that leads to Υ and Y and then retain one piece only. If hT does not contain any node of Y , then
we regard hT as an hyperedge of Υ, which we retain as a result of the cut. If hT has a non-empty
intersection with NY , then hT ∩ NY is an hyperedge of Y and we retain it as a result of the
cut. We let hΥ := hT in the first case, with hΥ being formally regarded as an hyperedge of Υ, and
hY := hT ∩NY in the second case, with hΥ being seen as an hyperedge of Y . Using our terminology,
it should be clear to the reader that, in the former case, hΥ is not connected to Y (with the respect
to the coupling HT ). In Definition 4.15, the operation that maps hT to either hΥ or hY is encoded
by means of a function φT,Υ,Y : HT → HΥ ∪HY : φT,Υ,Y [hT ] is either equal to hΥ 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 α, β > 0 and γ := inf{Gα,β [T ] : T ∈ F ,Gα,β [T ] > 1−α}. Let (p, q) be a dual pair

of integrability functionals and let W be an (H γ,α,β, p, q)-probabilistic rough path.

A path X : [0, 1] → H γ−,α,β is called a p-Random Controlled Rough Path (RCRP) controlled by W

if ∀Y ∈ F γ−,α,β , ∀s, t ∈ [0, 1] with s < t,

〈

Xs,t,1
〉

(ω0) =

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

E
HT

[〈

Xs, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT ) ·
〈

Ws,t, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT )

]

+
〈

X
♯
s,t,1

〉

(ω0), (4.1)

〈

Xs,t,Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY )

=

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∑

Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

· EE
T,Υ,Y

[〈

Xs, T
〉

(ω0, ωφT,Υ,Y [HT ]) ·
〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωϕT,Υ,Y [HΥ])

]

+
〈

X
♯
s,t, Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY ), (4.2)

and ∀Y ∈ F
γ−,α,β
0 ,

E
0

[

sup
t∈[0,1]

E
HY

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Xt, Y

〉
(ω0, ωHY )

∣
∣
∣

p[Y ]
]]

<∞,

E
0

[

sup
s,t∈[0,1]

E
HY
[∣
∣〈X♯s,t, Y 〉(ω0, ωHY )

∣
∣p[Y ]

]

|t− s|p[Y ](γ−Gα,β [Y ])

] 1
p[Y ]

<∞.

(4.3)

We call Dγ,p,q
W (H γ,α,β) the space of all p-RCRPs controlled by W. We equip it with the (random)

seminorm
∥
∥ ·
∥
∥
W,γ,p,q,0

: Dγ,p,q
W (H γ,α,β) → Lp[1]

(
Ω,P;R+

)
defined by

∥
∥X
∥
∥
W,γ,p,q,0

(ω0) =

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F0

E
HT

[∣
∣
∣

〈
X0, T

〉
(ω0, ωHT )

∣
∣
∣

p[T ]
] 1
p[T ]
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+

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F0

sup
s,t∈[0,1]

E
HT

[∣
∣
∣

〈
X
♯
s,t, T

〉
(ω0, ωHT )

∣
∣
∣

p[T ]
] 1
p[T ]

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [T ]
. (4.4)

When there is no ambiguity in the choice of coupled Hopf algebra H γ,α,β, we denote the space of

random controlled rough paths (controlled by W) by Dγ,p,q
W .

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] ⊆ [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,Υ,Y : in Equation (4.1), we

should think that the only hyperedge being tagged is the 0-hyperedge h0. Hence, ω0 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,Υ,Y . Once

again, we recall that this is the collection of hyperedges of Υ that are not connected to Y and this does

not contain the 0-hyperedge. The 0-hyperedge remains coupled as before via ω0, but we also fix ωHY on

the left-hand side. The operation φT,Υ,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 HΥ. In the latter

case, the image is regarded as a non-connected hyperedge of Υ, i.e., as an element of ET,Υ,Y . Thus, any

hyperedge h ∈ HT such that φT,Υ,Y [h] ∈ HΥ will be contained in ET,Υ,Y and any other hyperedges are

contained in HY and so are tagged.

In the same fashion, ϕT,Υ,Y maps to hyperedges of Υ to HY when there is an associated hyperedge

tagged by HT , and HΥ otherwise. Thus ϕT,Υ,Y [h] ∈ HΥ will be contained in ET,Υ,Y and all other

hyperedges will be contained in HY , making them tagged.

Example 4.4. Let us visualise Definition 4.1 in the case where d = 1 (so that all nodes are labelled

identically). Let α = 11
50 and β = 15

50 . Thus α ∈
(
1
5 ,

1
4

)
and β ∈

(
1
4 ,

1
3

)
and γ = 41

50 = α+ 2β since

4α < 3α+ β < 1 < 2α+ 2β < 5α < α+ 3β.

Hence {

αi+ βj : (i, j) ∈ N0 : αi+ βj < γ
}
=
{

α, β, 2α,α + β, 2β, 3α, 2α + β
}

and we are left considering the collection of Lions forests:

F
γ−,α,β =

{

, , , , , , , , , ,

, , , , , , , ,

}

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

〈

Xs,t,
〉

(ω0) = E
1

[
〈

Xs, +
〉

(ω0, ω1)
〈

Ws,t,
〉

(ω0, ω1)

]
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+
〈

Xs, + 2
〉

(ω0)
〈

Ws,t,
〉

(ω0) +
〈

Xs, +
〉

(ω0)
〈

Ws,t,
〉

(ω0)

+
〈

Xs, + + 3
〉

(ω0)
〈

Ws,t,
〉

(ω0)

+ E
1

[
〈

Xs, +
〉

(ω0, ω1)
〈

Ws,t,
〉

(ω0, ω1)

]

+ E
1

[
〈

Xs, + + 2
〉

(ω0, ω1)
〈

Ws,t,
〉

(ω0, ω1)

]

+
〈

X
♯
s,t,

〉

(ω0),

〈

Xs,t,
〉

(ω0, ω1) =
〈

Xs,
〉

(ω0, ω1)
〈

Ws,t,
〉

(ω0)

+
〈

Xs,
〉

(ω0, ω1)
〈

Ws,t,
〉

(ω0) +
〈

Xs,
〉

(ω0, ω1)
〈

Ws,t,
〉

(ω0)

+
〈

Xs, + 2
〉

(ω0, ω1)
〈

Ws,t,
〉

(ω0, ω1)

+ E
2

[
〈

Xs, +
〉

(ω0, ω1, ω2)
〈

Ws,t,
〉

(ω0, ω2)

]

+
〈

X
♯
s,t,

〉

(ω0, ω1),

〈

Xs,t,
〉

(ω0) =
〈

Xs, + + 2
〉

(ω0)
〈

Ws,t,
〉

(ω0)

+ E
1

[
〈

Xs, + +
〉

(ω0, ω1)
〈

Ws,t,
〉

(ω0, ω1)

]

+
〈

X
♯
s,t,

〉

(ω0),

〈

Xs,t,
〉

(ω0) =
〈

Xs, + 3
〉

(ω0)
〈

Ws,t,
〉

(ω0)

+ E
1

[
〈

Xs, +
〉

(ω0, ω1)
〈

Ws,t,
〉

(ω0, ω1)

]

+
〈

X
♯
s,t,

〉

(ω0),

〈

Xs,t,
〉

(ω0, ω1) =
〈

Xs, +
〉

(ω0, ω1)
〈

Ws,t,
〉

(ω0) +
〈

X
♯
s,t,

〉

(ω0, ω1),

〈

Xs,t,
〉

(ω0, ω1)

=
〈

Xs, + 2
〉

(ω0, ω1)
〈

Ws,t,
〉

(ω0) +
〈

X
♯
s,t,

〉

(ω0, ω1)

and for all Lions trees in F γ−,α,β not listed above,

〈

Xs,t, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT ) =
〈

X
♯
s,t, T

〉

(ω0, ωHT ).
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for the simple reason that in this case we cannot find a forest T ∈ F γ−,α,β 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

F γ−,α,β 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, cannot be regarded as the root

of an element of F γ−,α,β , whilst is the root of an element of F γ−,α,β .

Further, we have that P-almost surely:

sup
s,t∈[0,1]

〈

X
♯
s,t,1

〉

(ω0)

|t− s|γ
<∞,

sup
s,t∈[0,1]

〈

X
♯
s,t,

〉

(ω0)

|t− s|γ−α
<∞, sup

s,t∈[0,1]

E
1

[∣
∣
∣

〈

X
♯
s,t,

〉

(ω0, ω1)
∣
∣
∣

]

|t− s|γ−β
<∞,

sup
s,t∈[0,1]

〈

X
♯
s,t,

〉

(ω0)

|t− s|γ−2α
<∞, sup

s,t∈[0,1]

〈

X
♯
s,t,

〉

(ω0)

|t− s|γ−2α
<∞,

sup
s,t∈[0,1]

E
1

[∣
∣
∣

〈

X
♯
s,t,

〉

(ω0, ω1)
∣
∣
∣

]

|t− s|γ−α−β
<∞, sup

s,t∈[0,1]

E
1

[∣
∣
∣

〈

X
♯
s,t,

〉

(ω0, ω1)
∣
∣
∣

]

|t− s|γ−α−β
<∞,

and for all other Lions trees Y ∈ F γ−,α,β not listed above,

sup
s,t∈[0,1]

E
HY

[∣
∣
∣

〈

X
♯
s,t, Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY )
∣
∣
∣

]

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [Y ]
<∞.

For these forests, we note that 0 < γ − Gα,β [Y ] ≤ α so that there are no Lions forests T,Υ ∈ F γ−,α,β

such that c′(T,Υ, Y ) > 0.

For Y ∈ F
γ,α,β
0 , we denote
〈

J
[
X
]

s,t
, Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY ) =
〈

Xs,t, Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY )−
〈

X
♯
s,t, Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY ). (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 〈X♯s,t, Y 〉.

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

Xs,t(ω0) =

∫ t

s
f
(
Xr(ω0),L

X
r

)
⊗ dWr(ω0). (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

d × P2(R
d). 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 α, β > 0 as in Definition 4.1. For simplicity, we assume α = β and we define γ
accordingly, i.e., γ = α

⌊
1
α

⌋
. Indeed, for an arbitrary tree T , Gα,β[T ] = |NT |α and Gα,β [T ] > 1−α⇔

|NT | > 1
α − 1 ⇔ |NT | ≥ 1

α . Thus γ is indeed equal to α
⌊
1
α

⌋
and T ∈ F γ−,α,α if and only if

|NT | ≤ n− 1, with n :=
⌊
1
α

⌋
. Intuitively, γ prescribes the order that one wants to reach in the local

expansion of the increments of X, with the following rule: the smaller α, the larger the order of the
expansion. We then suppose that the field f belongs to Cn,(n)b . By applying Theorem 2.15, we get,
for fixed s, t such that 0 < s < t,

(4.6) =f
(

Xs(ω0),L
X
s

)

⊗Ws,t +

∫ t

s

[

f
(
Xr(ω0),L

X
r

)
− f

(
Xs(ω0),L

X
s

)]

⊗ dWr(ω0)

=f
(

Xs(ω0),L
X
s

)

⊗Ws,t(ω0) +

n∑

i=1

∑

a∈A
(0)
i

∫ t

s

Daf
(
Xs(ω0),L

X
s

)[
Xs,r(ω0),Π

X
s,r

]

i!
⊗ dWr

+

∫ t

s
R
Xs,r(ω0),ΠX

s,r
n ⊗ dWr, (4.7)

where ΠXs,r is here the (joint) law of (Xs,Xr), which is here ‘the’ natural coupling between L(Xs)
and L(Xr). 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 Xs,r(ω0)
within this formula. This provides

(4.6) =f
(

Xs(ω0),L
X
s

)

⊗Ws,t(ω0)

+

n∑

i=1

∑

a∈A
(0)
i

1

i!
E
1,...,m[a]

[〈

∂af
(

Xs(ω0),L
X
s ,Xs(ω1), ...,Xs(ωm[a])

)

,

i⊗

j=1

f
(

Xs(ωaj ),L
X
s

)〉

·

∫ t

s

( i⊗

j=1

Ws,r(ωaj )
)

⊗ dWr(ω0)

]

+
{

Remainder
}

, (4.8)

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 4.1. 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 2.13, for any partition se-
quence a ∈ A

(0)
i , we can consider the pre-image of the set {1, ..., i} by a and then associate a

partition of the integers {1, ..., i} which we write Ha along with a (possibly empty) tagged partition
element h0 :=

{
j ∈ {1, ..., i} : aj = 0

}
. Let us consider the Lions tree T a = (N,E, ha0 ,H

a, L) where

N :=
{

0, 1, ..., i
}

, E :=
{

(1, 0), ...(i, 0)
}

, L : N → {1, ..., d},

h0 :={0} ∪
{

j ∈ {1, ..., i} : aj = 0
}

, H :=
{{
j ∈ {1, ..., i} : aj = k

}
: k = 1, ...,m[a]

}

.

It is worth observing that H and Ha can be identified since the hyperedge {j : aj = 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

∫ t

s

i∏

j=1

〈
Ws,r(ωaj ), eL[j]

〉
· d
〈
Wr, eL[0]

〉
=
〈

Ws,t, T
〉

(ω0, ω1, ..., ωm[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 ω’s in the above formula by the hyperedges of the tree itself. Indeed, there is
an obvious bijection between {1, ...,m[a]} and the collectionHa of non-0 hyperedges. By relabelling
the probability spaces, the above can be re-expressed of the form

∫ t

s

i∏

j=1

〈
Ws,r(ωhaj ), eL[j]

〉
· d
〈
Wr, eL[0]

〉
=
〈

Ws,t, T
a
〉

(ω0, ωHa), (4.9)

where h1, ..., hm[a] is an enumeration of the hyperedges of T a, i.e., of the elements of Ha. 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

1

i!

〈

∂af
(

Xs(ω0),L
X
s ,Xs(ω1), ...,Xs(ωm[a])

)

,
i⊗

j=1

f
(

Xs(ωaj ),L
X
s

)〉

. (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 [Xr − Xs](ω0)
by f(Xs(ω0),L

X
s ) ⊗Ws,r, which is indeed licit up to a rest of order (r − s)2 (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 i 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

Ψ̃f
[

T a
](

Xs(ω0),L
X
s

)(

Xs(ω)Ha

)

and then to postulate an expansion of the type

(4.6)

=
∑

T∈T0,n

E
HT

[

Ψ̃f
[

T
](

Xs(ω0),L
X
s

)(

Xs(ω)HT

)

·
〈

Ws,t, T
〉(
ω0, ωHT

)
]

+O
(

|t− s|n+1
)

, (4.11)

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 Xs(ω)HT to denote (Xs(ωh))h∈HT .

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

Definition 4.5. Let f : Re×P2(R
e) → Lin(Rd,Re) be a vector field such that f ∈ Cn,(n)

(
R
e×P2(R

e)
)
.

Let

T0,n :=
{

T ∈ T : hT0 6= ∅, |NT | ≤ n
}
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An∗ :=

n⋃

i=1

A
(0)
i

Let Ψ̃f : T0,n → C
(

R
e × P2(R

e),Lip
(

(Re)×N0 ,Lin
(
⊕∞

j=0(R
d)⊗j,Re

)))

so that

Ψ̃f
[

(N,E, h0,H,L)
]

(x, µ) ∈ Lip
(

(Re)×|H|,Lin
(

(Rd)⊗|N |,Re
))

and be defined inductively ∀(x, µ) ∈ R
e × P2(R

e) and ∀T ∈ T0,n by

Ψ̃f
[⌊
1
⌋](

xh0 , µ
)

= f
(

xh0 , µ
)

Ψ̃f
[

T
](

xhT0
, µ
)(

xHT

)

=
∑

a∈An
∗

∑

T1,...,T|a|
∈T0

1

|a|!
1

{

T=
⌊
Ea[T1,...,T|a|]

⌋} · ∂af
(

xhT0
, µ, xh̃T1

, ..., xh̃T
m[a]

)

·

|a|
⊗

r=1

Ψ̃f
[

Tr

](

xh̃Tar
, µ
)

(xHTr )

where xHT denotes the tuple (xh, ...
︸ ︷︷ ︸

h∈HT

) and the sets

h̃Tr =
⋃

p
ap=r

h
Tp
0 6= ∅

are defined as in Definition 3.11 and T = Ea[T1, ..., T|a|].

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 ΠXs,r 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 Xs,t as 〈Xs,t1〉 for a random controlled rough path X whose higher order components
(in H ) 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 4.1. By tak-
ing a Lions-Taylor expansion and substituting Equation (4.11), we can first prove that for Y =
(
{0}, ∅, {0}, ∅, L

)
, we have

Ψ̃f
[

Y
](

X(ω0),L
X
)

s,t
= f

(

X(ω0),L
X
)

s,t

=

n−1∑

i=1

∑

a∈A
(0)
i

Daf
(
Xs(ω0),L

X
s

)[
Xs,t(ω0),Π

X
s,r

]

i!
+O

(

|t− s|n
)

=

n−1∑

i=1

∑

a∈A
(0)
i

1

|a|!
E
1,...,m[a]

[

∂af
(

Xs(ω0),L
X
s ,Xs(ω1), ...,Xs(ωm[a])

)

·

|a|
⊗

j=1

Xs,t(ωaj )

]

+O
(

|t− s|n
)

,
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where the order of the remainder here follows from the smoothness of X. The key point now is to
replace ΠXs,r in the right-hand side by the expansion (4.11) to get

Ψ̃f
[

Y
](

X(ω0),L
X
)

s,t

=
n−1∑

i=1

∑

a∈A
(0)
i

∑

T1,...,T|a|
∈T0

1

|a|!
E
1,...,m[a]

[

∂af
(

Xs(ω0),L
X
s ,Xs(ω1), ...,Xs(ωm[a])

)

·

|a|
⊗

j=1

Ψ̃f
[

Tj

](

Xs(ωaj ),L
X
s

)(

Xs(ω)HTj

)

·

|a|
⊗

j=1

〈

Ws,t, Tj

〉

(ωaj , ωHTj )

]

+O
(

|t− s|n
)

,

For a and T1, ..., T|a| as in the summand above, we use the operator Ea in (3.4) to define T =
Ea[T1, ..., Tn]. Then, by Definition 3.11 (recalling that T1, ..., T|a| have non-empty 0-hyperedges),

〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωHΥ) =

|a|
⊗

j=1

〈

Ws,t, Tj

〉(
ωh̃Tj

, ω
HTj

)
,

so that, by (3.18) (noticing that Za[T1, ..., Tn] is empty here) and by Definition 4.5,

Ψ̃f
[

Y
](

X(ω0),L
X
)

s,t

=
∑

T∈F

n−1∑

i=1

∑

a∈A
(0)
i

∑

T1,...,T|a|
∈T0

1

|a|!
1{

T=Ea[T1,...,Tn]
}E

1,...,m[a]

[

∂af
(

Xs(ω0),L
X
s ,Xs(ω1), ...,Xs(ωm[a])

)

·

|a|
⊗

j=1

Ψ̃f
[

Tj

](

Xs(ωaj ),L
X
s

)(

Xs(ω)HTj

)

·
〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωHT )

]

=
∑

T∈F :
⌊T ⌋∈T0,n

E
HT

[

Ψ̃f
[

⌊T ⌋
](

Xs(ω0),L
X
s

)(

Xs(ω)HT

)

·
〈

Ws,t, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT )

]

+O
(

|t− s|n
)

.

We remark that for any choice of (T,Υ) such that c′(T,Υ, Y ) > 0 (for the same choice of Y as
above), a non-0 hyperedge of Υ 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,Υ,Y = HΥ,
φT,Υ,Y [HT ] = HΥ and ϕT,Υ,Y [HΥ] = HΥ. By making the appropriate substitution, we get

Ψ̃f
[

Y
](

X(ω0),L
X
)

s,t
= f

(

X(ω0),L
X
)

s,t

=
∑

T∈T0,n

Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

· EE
T,Υ,Y

[

Ψ̃f
[

T
](

Xs(ω0),L
X
s

)(

Xs(ω)φT,Υ,Y [HT ]

)

·
〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωϕT,Υ,Y [HΥ])

]

+O
(

|t− s|n+1−|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 4.1. Here Gα,β = α and in turn γ − Gα,β = α(n − 1).
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Now proceeding via induction, let us suppose that Equation (4.12) holds for all Ŷ ∈ T0 such
that |N Ŷ | ≤ k and let Y ∈ T0 such that |NY | = k + 1. Then Y can be expressed of the form

Y =
⌊

Ea
[
Y1, ..., Yn

]⌋

where the inductive hypothesis applies for each Yi. Thanks to Definition 4.5, we have that

Ψ̃f
[

Y
](

X(ωhY0
),LX

)(

X(ω)HY

)

s,t
=

n−1∑

i=1

∑

a∈A
(0)
i

∑

Y1,...,Y|a|
∈T0

1

|a|!
1

{

Y=
⌊
Ea[Y1,...,Y|a|]

⌋}

(〈

∂af
(

X(ωhY0
),LX , ...,X(ωh̃Y

m[a]
)
)

s,t
,

|a|
⊗

r=1

Ψ̃f
[

Yr

](

Xs(ωh̃Yar
),LXs

)(

Xs(ω)HYr

)〉

+

〈

∂af
(

Xs(ωhY0
),LXs , ...,Xs(ωh̃Y

m[a]
)
)

,

( |a|
⊗

r=1

Ψ̃f
[

Yr

](

X(ωh̃Yar
),LX

)(

X(ω)HYr

))

s,t

〉

+

〈

∂af
(

X(ωhY0
),LX , ...,X(ωh̃Y

m[a]
)
)

s,t
,

( |a|
⊗

r=1

Ψ̃f
[

Yr

](

X(ωh̃Yar
),LX

)(

X(ω)HYr

))

s,t

〉)

.

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 ∂af and
applying the inductive hypothesis, we should indeed eventually obtain that for any choice of Y ∈
T0,n,

Ψ̃f
[

Y
](

X(ω0),L
X
)(

X(ω)HY

)

s,t

=
∑

T∈T0,n

Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

· EE
T,Υ,Y

[

Ψ̃f
[

T
](

Xs(ω0),L
X
s

)(

Xs(ω)φT,Υ,Y [HT ]

)

·
〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωϕT,Υ,Y [HΥ])

]

+O
(

|t− s|n+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 Xs,t(ω0) relies on the outcome

of the noise W for the same realisation ω0 and does not involve the realisation of any independent copy

of the noise. To emphasise this point, such an equation would take the form

dXr(ω0) = f
(
Xr(ω0),L

X
r

)
⊗ dWr(ω0) + Ê

[

f
(
Xr(ω̂),L

X
r

)
⊗ dWr(ω̂)

]

.

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 [Hai14, 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 α, β > 0 and γ := inf{Gα,β [T ] : T ∈ F ,Gα,β [T ] > 1− α}. Let (Ḧ )γ,α,β denote the

L0
(
Ω,P; Lin(Rd,Re)

)
-module

(Ḧ )γ,α,β =

γ,α,β
⊕

T∈F0

L0
(

Ω× Ω×|HT |,P × P
×|HT |; Lin

(
(Rd)⊗|NT |,Lin(Rd,Re)

))

· T (4.14)

so that
(
(Ḧ )γ,α,β,⊛,1,∆, ǫ,S

)
is a coupled Hopf algebra.

Let (px, q) be a dual pair of integrability functionals and suppose that

sup
T∈Fγ,α,β

1
q[T ] < sup

T∈F
γ−α,α,β
0

(
1

px[T ]
+ 1

q
[
⌊T ⌋
]

)

≤ 1. (4.15)

We define py : F
γ,α,β
0 → [1,∞) by

1

py[1]
:= sup

T∈F
γ−α,α,β
0

(
1

px[T ]
+

1

q
[
⌊T ⌋

]

)

,
1

py[T ]
:=

1

py[1]
−

1

q[T ]
. (4.16)

Then (py, q) is also a dual pair of integrability functional.

Let W be an (H γ,α,β, px, q)-probabilistic rough path and let X ∈ Dγ,px,q
W

(
(Ḧ )γ,α,β

)
. We define

∫ 1

0
XrdWr(ω0)

= lim
|Dn|→0

∑

[u,v]∈Dn

γ−α,α,β
∑

T∈F0

E
HT

[〈

Xu, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT ) ·
〈

Wu,v, ⌊T ⌋i
〉

(ω0, ωHT )

]

. (4.17)

Then the following two results hold:

1. The limit in Equation (4.17) exists and there exists a constant C > 0 depending only on α, β such

that for any u, v ∈ [0, 1],

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ v

u
XrdWr(ω0)−

γ−α,α,β
∑

T∈F0

E
HT

[〈

Xu, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT ) ·
〈

Wu,v, ⌊T ⌋i
〉

(ω0, ωHT )

]
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ C

(
γ−α,α,β
∑

T∈F0

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, T
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W, ⌊T ⌋

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[⌊T ⌋i],Gα,β [T ]+α

)

· |v − u|γ+α. (4.18)
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2. Let Φ be the map Φ : Dγ,px,q
W

(
(Ḧ )γ,α,β

)
→ D

γ,py,q
W

(
H γ,α,β

)
defined by

〈

Φ
[
X
]

t
,1
〉

(ω0) =

∫ t

0
XrdWr(ω0),

〈

Φ
[
X
]

t
, ⌊T ⌋

〉

(ω0, ωHT ) =
〈

Xt, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT ),

〈

Φ
[
X
]

t
, T1 ⊛ T2

〉

(ω0, ωHT1 , ωHT2 ) = 0

(4.19)

Then Φ is a continuous map between Banach spaces and satisfied that for some constant C =
C(α, β) > 0 dependent only on α and β,

γ−,α,β
∑

Y ∈F0

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
Φ[X]♯s,t, Y

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
py[Y ]

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [Y ]

≤C

(
γ−α,α,β
∑

T∈F0

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, T
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

·

(∥
∥
∥

〈
W, ⌊T ⌋

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[T ],Gα,β [T ]+α

+ 1

)

· |v − u|α

+
∑

T∈F

Gα,β [T ]∈[γ−α,γ)

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, T
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

·

( γ−,α,β
∑

Υ∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
W,Υ

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β [Υ]

)

· |v − u|α

+
∑

T∈F

Gα,β [T ]∈[γ−α,γ)

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xu, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ]

·

(∥
∥
∥

〈
W, ⌊T ⌋

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[⌊T ⌋],Gα,β [⌊T ⌋]

+

γ,α,β
∑

Υ∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
W,Υ

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β [Υ]

)

· |v − u|Gα,β [T ]−(γ−α)

)

. (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), γ + α > 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 (Ḧ )γ,α,β defined in Equation (4.14) and H γ,α,β

as described in Equation (3.11) is solely that the associated module of measurable functions runs over

a different vector space, Lin(Rd,Re) and R
e 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 4.11 below.

For concise notation, we are going to use the following notation:

Definition 4.10. Let α, β > 0 and let

γ := inf
{
αi+ βj : (i, j) ∈ N

×2
0 , αi + βj > 1− α

}
, n := sup

{
m ∈ N0 : m < γ

α∧β

}
.
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We define the sets

Bα,β :=
{

(i, j) ∈ N
×2
0 : i+ j ≤ n, αi+ βj < γ

}

,

Bα,β
∗ :=

{

(i, j) ∈ N
×2
0 : i+ j ≤ n, αi+ βj ≥ γ

}

.

Further, for (i, j) ∈ Bα,β, we define

Bα,β
i,j =

{

(̃ı, ̃) ∈ Bα,β : ı̃ ≥ i, ̃ ≥ j, ı̃ + ̃ > i+ j
}

and

Bα,β
i,j|∗ =

{

(̃ı, ̃) ∈ Bα,β
∗ : ı̃ ≥ i, ̃ ≥ j, ı̃ + ̃ > i+ j

}

.

With these in mind, we denote

Aα,β :=
⋃

(i,j)∈Bα,β

Ai,j, Aα,β∗ :=
⋃

(i,j)∈Bα,β
∗

Ai,j,

and for a ∈ Ai,j

Aα,β|a :=
⋃

(̃ı,̃)∈Bα,β
i,j

Ai,j , A
α,β|a
∗ :=

⋃

(̃ı,̃)∈Bα,β

i,j|∗

Ai,j.

The set of partition sequences Aα,β 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 α and regularity of the measure variable is of order β. 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 ∈ A
(0)
n , i ∈ {1, ..., n} and T ∈ F ,

〈[
X,Y

]

s,t
, T
〉

(ωai) =







〈

Xs,t, T
〉

(ω0) if ai = 0
〈

Ys,t, T
〉

(ωai) if ai > 0
,

〈[
X,Y

]

s,t
, T
〉

(ωh̃Tai
) =







〈

Xs,t, T
〉

(ω0) if ai = 0
〈

Ys,t, T
〉

(ωh̃Tai
) if ai > 0

,

(4.21)

Theorem 4.11. Let α, β > 0 and let

γ := inf
{
αi+ βj : (i, j) ∈ N

×2
0 , αi + βj > 1− α

}
, n := sup

{
m ∈ N0 : m < γ

α∧β

}
.

Let (px, q) and (py, q) be pairs of dual integrability functionals and additionally suppose that

sup
T∈Fγ,α,β

(
1
q[T ]

)

< n+1
py[1]

≤ 1, sup
T∈Fγ,α,β

(
1
q[T ]

)

< n+1
px[1]

≤ 1. (4.22)

We define pz : F
γ,α,β
0 → [1,∞) such that

1

pz[1]
:=

n+ 1

px[1]
,

1

pz[T ]
:=

1

pz[1]
−

1

q[T ]
. (4.23)

Then (pz, q) are a dual pair of integrability functionals.
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Let W be an (H γ,α,β, pz, q)-probabilistic rough path, and let

X ∈ Dγ,px,q
W

(
H

γ−,α,β
)

and Y ∈ D
γ,py,q
W

(
H

γ−,α,β
)
.

Let f : Re × P2(R
e) → Lin

(
R
d,Re

)
satisfy that f ∈ C

n,(n)
b

(
R
e × P2(R

e)
)
.

Recalling Equation (4.14), we define Z : [0, 1] → (Ḧ )γ−,α,β by

〈

Zt,1
〉

(ω0) = f
(〈

Xt,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Yt,1〉
)

. (4.24)

Then there exists a random controlled rough path Z ∈ Dγ,pz,q
W

(
(Ḧ )γ−,α,β

)
that satisfies Equation

(4.24) given by

〈

Zt, Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY ) =
∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!

∑

Y1,...,Y|a|∈F

Y=Ea[Y1,...,Y|a|]

E
Za[Y1,...,Y|a|]

[

∂af
(〈

Xt,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Yt,1〉, ...,
〈
Yt,1

〉
(ωh̃Y

m[a]
)
)

·

|a|
⊗

r=1

〈

[X,Y]t, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

]

. (4.25)

Further, there exists a polynomial, P :
(
R
+
)×7

→ R
+ increasing in every variable such that

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F0

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
Z
♯
s,t, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
pz [T ]

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [T ]

≤ ‖f‖
C

n,(n)
b

·P

( γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F0

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, T
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

,

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xu, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ]

,

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F0

∥
∥
∥

〈
Y
♯, T
〉
∥
∥
∥
py[T ],γ−Gα,β[T ]

,

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
Yu, T

〉
∥
∥
∥
py[T ]

,

γ,α,β
∑

T∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
W, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[T ],Gα,β[T ]

, |v − u|α, |v − u|β
)

(4.26)

The proof of Theorem 4.11 is delayed until Section 4.7.3.

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

P
(

x1, x2, y1, y2, w, t1, t2

)

=
∑

i∈IP

Ci · x
i1
1 · xi22 · yi31 · yi42 · wi5 · ti61 · ti72 .

in Equation (4.26) satisfies the following identities:

• i1, ..., i5 ∈ N0

• i1 + i2 + i3 + i4 ≤ n+ 1.In particular, this means that i1 + i2 ≤ n+ 1 and i3 + i4 ≤ n+ 1.

• i5 ≤ i1 + i2 + i3 + i4.

• While i6, i7 ∈ Z (that is, may be negative), we always have that α · i6 + β · i7 ≥ 0.
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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,Υ and Y ∈ F0. Then we have that ∀i ∈ {1, ..., d},

c
(

⌊T ⌋i,Υ, ⌊Y ⌋i
)

= c
(

T,Υ, Y
)

(4.27)

Proof. Firstly, ⌊T ⌋i ∈ T so any root from an admissible cut must be expressible as ⌊Y ⌋i where
Y ∈ F0. Thanks to Equation (3.8), we have ∆

[
⌊T ⌋i

]
= (I ×HT

⌊·⌋i) ◦∆
[
T
]
+ ⌊T ⌋i ×

HT
1 so that

c
(

⌊T ⌋i,Υ, ⌊Y ⌋i
)

=
〈

∆
[

⌊T ⌋i
]

,Υ×HT

⌊Y ⌋i
〉

=
〈

⌊T ⌋i ×
HT

1+
(

I ×HT

⌊·⌋i
)

◦∆
[
T
]
,Υ×HT

⌊Y ⌋i
〉

=
〈

∆
[
T
]
,Υ×HT

Y
〉

= c
(

T,Υ, Y
)

.

Lemma 4.14. Let a ∈ A
(0)
n , suppose that T1, ..., Tn ∈ F0 such that Ea[T1, ..., Tn] ∈ F .

Then for Υ, Y ∈ F , we have

c
(

Ea[T1, ..., Tn],Υ, Y
)

=
∑

Υ1,...,Υn∈F0

Ea[Υ1,...,Υn]=Υ

∑

Y1,...,Yn∈F0

Ea[Y1,...,Yn]=Y

n∏

i=1

c
(

Ti,Υi, Yi

)

(4.28)

Proof. Let a ∈ A
(0)
n and Ti ∈ F0. To alleviate complicated notation, for n ∈ N such that n ≥ 2 we

denote ⊛(2)(n) : (F0×̃F0)
×n → (F0×̃F0) by

⊛(2)(n)
[

Υ1 ×
HT1

Y1, ...,Υn ×HTn
Yn

]

=
(

⊛n
i=1 Υi

)

×
⋃n

i=1H
Ti
(

⊛n
i=1 Yi

)

.

Using the coproduct identities from Equation (3.8), we get

∆
[

Ea[T1, ..., Tn]
]

= ∆

[(

⊛
i:

ai=0

Ti

)

⊛ E
[

⊛
i:

ai=1

Ti

]

⊛ ...⊛ E
[

⊛
i:

ai=m[a]

Ti

]]

=⊛(2)(m[a]+1)

[

⊛(2)(l[a]0)
[

∆[Ti], ...
︸ ︷︷ ︸

i:ai=0

]

, E×̃E ◦⊛(2)(l[a]1)
[

∆[Ti], ...
︸ ︷︷ ︸

i:ai=1

]

, ..., E×̃E ◦⊛(2)(l[a]m[a])
[

∆[Ti], ...
︸ ︷︷ ︸

i:ai=m[a]

]]

=
∑

Υ1,...,Υn∈F0

∑

Y1,...,Yn∈F0

( n∏

i=1

c
(
Ti,Υi, Yi

))

· Ea
[

Υ1, ...,Υn

]

×HEa[T1,...,Tn]
Ea
[

Y1, ..., Yn

]

.

Therefore

c
(

Ea[T1, ..., Tn],Υ, Y
)

=
〈

∆
[

Ea[T1, ..., Tn]
]

,Υ ×HEa[T1,...,Tn]
Y
〉

=
∑

Υ1,...,Υn∈F0

Ea[Υ1,...,Υn]=Υ

∑

Y1,...,Yn∈F0

Ea[Y1,...,Yn]=Y

n∏

i=1

c
(

Ti,Υi, Yi

)

.
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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. 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,Υ, Y ∈ F and suppose that c′(T,Υ, Y ) > 0. We define ψΥ,T : HΥ → HT and

ψY,T : HY → HT using the identities

ψΥ,T [hΥ] ∩NΥ = hΥ, ψY,T [hY ] ∩NY = hY .

Further, we define φT,Υ,Y : HT → HY ∪HΥ and ϕT,Υ,Y : HΥ → HY ∪HΥ as follows:

φT,Υ,Y [h] =

{

h ∈ HΥ if h ∩NY = ∅,

h ∩NY ∈ HY if h ∩NY 6= ∅.

ϕT,Υ,Y [h] =

{

h ∈ HΥ if ψΥ,T [h] ∩NY = ∅,

ψΥ,T [h] ∩NY ∈ HY if ψΥ,T [h] ∩NY 6= ∅.

As with Definition 3.4, the operator ψ uses the property of the coproduct counting function that
HT ∈ HΥ∪̃HY and the natural injection for HΥ and HY into HT . The operations φ and ϕ invert
these injections. The mappings ψ are not (always) surjective, so we extend the images of φ and ϕ
in order to define a meaningful mapping.

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

Lemma 4.16. Let n ∈ N, let a ∈ A
(0)
n and let T1, ..., Tn,Υ1, ...,Υn, Y1, ..., Yn ∈ F .

Suppose that for all i = 1, ..., n,

c′
(

Ti,Υi, Yi

)

> 0.

Then for all i = 1, ..., n,

φTi,Υi,Yi = φE
a[T1,...,Tn],Ea[Υ1,...,Υn],Ea[Y1,...,Yn]

∣
∣
∣
HTi

(4.29)

ϕTi,Υi,Yi = ϕEa[T1,...,Tn],Ea[Υ1,...,Υn],Ea[Y1,...,Yn]
∣
∣
∣
HΥi

(4.30)

Proof. By the hypothesis we know that for all i = 1, ..., n,
〈

∆[Ti],Υi ⊗
HTi Yi

〉

6= 0. Using that ∆ is

an algebra homomorphism and that ∆ commutes with E , we have

〈

∆
[

Ea[T1, ..., Tn]
]

, Ea[Υ1, ...,Υn]⊗
HEa[T1,...,Tn]

Ea[Y1, ..., Yn]
〉

6= 0
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for any choice of a ∈ A
(0)
n so that

c′
(

Ea[T1, ..., Tn], E
a[Υ1, ...,Υn], E

a[Y1, ..., Yn]
)

> 0.

Suppose for i = 1, ..., n that hTi ∈ HTi and hTi ∩ NYi = ∅. Then hTi ∈ HEa[T1,...,Tn] and since
hTi ∩NYj = ∅ for j 6= i we also have hTi ∩NEa[Y1,...,Yn] = ∅. On the other hand if hTi ∩NYi 6= ∅ then
hTi ∩NYi ⊆ hTi ∩

(
⋃n
i=1N

Yi
)

= hTi ∩NEa[Y1,...,Yn] 6= ∅. Thus Equation (4.29) holds.

For ψΥ,T [hΥi ] ∈ HTi , we have ψΥ,T [hΥi ]∩NYj = ∅ for j 6= i so that ψΥ,T [h]Υi ∩NYi = ∅ implies
ψΥ,T [h]Υi∩NEa[Y1,...,Yn] = ∅. On the other hand if ψΥ,T [hΥi ]∩NYi 6= ∅ then ψΥ,T [hΥi ]∩NEa[Y1,...Yn] =
ψΥ,T [hΥi ] ∩NYi 6= ∅. Thus Equation (4.30) holds.

4.5.2 Untagged collections of hyperedges and ghost hyperedges

Up until this point, when considering a Lions tree T , we have thought of the hyperedge h0 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,Υ, Y ∈ F and suppose that c′(T,Υ, Y ) > 0. Then we define the set

ET,Υ,Y = {h ∈ HΥ : ϕT,Υ,Y (h) = h}.

As we already alluded to in the introduction of Subsection 4.1, the set ET,Υ,Y is crucial in
defining random controlled rough paths (see Definition 4.1 above). Heuristically, this is the set of
hyperedges of Υ that are not coupled with any hyperedges of Y with respect to the coupling HT .

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
(0)
n and let T1, ..., Tn,Υ1, ...,Υn, Y1, ...Yn ∈ F . For brevity, we

denote T = Ea[T1, ..., Tn], Υ = Ea[Υ1, ...,Υn] and Y = Ea[Y1, ..., Yn] and

H̃T := HT ∪ Za[T1, ..., Tn].

Suppose that for all i = 1, ..., n,

c′
(

Ti,Υi, Yi

)

> 0.

Then we define φ̃T,Υ,Y : {h̃Tj : j = 1, ...,m[a]} → HY ∪HΥ ∪ Za[T1, ..., Tn] by

φ̃T,Υ,Y
[
h̃Yj
]
=







h̃Yj if
⋃

k:
ak=j

hYk0 6= ∅

h̃Υj if
⋃

k:
ak=j

hYk0 = ∅,
⋃

k:
ak=j

hΥk
0 6= ∅,

h̃Tj if
⋃

k:
ak=j

hYk0 =
⋃

k:
ak=j

hΥk
0 = ∅

.

52



Lemma 4.19. Let n ∈ N, let a ∈ A
(0)
n and let T1, ..., Tn,Υ1, ...,Υn, Y1, ...Yn ∈ F . For brevity, we

denote T = Ea[T1, ..., Tn], Υ = Ea[Υ1, ...,Υn] and Y = Ea[Y1, ..., Yn]. Suppose that for all i = 1, ..., n,

c′
(

Ti,Υi, Yi

)

> 0.

Then

ET,Υ,Y ∪ Za
[
T1, ..., Tn

]
=

( n⋃

i=1

ETi,Υi,Yi

)

∪
{

φ̃T,Υ,Y
[
h̃Yj
]
: h̃Yj ∈ Za

[
Y1, ..., Yn

]}

. (4.31)

where the sets h̃Υj and Za[Υ1, ...,Υn] were defined in Definition 3.11.

Proof. By the supposition we have that for all i = 1, ..., n, NTi = NΥi ∪ NYi , hTi0 = hΥi
0 ∪ hYi0 and

HTi ∈ HΥi∪̃HYi . Thus

NEa[T1,...,Tn] = NEa[Υ1,...,Υn] ∪NEa[Y1,...,Yn], h
Ea[T1,...,Tn]
0 = h

Ea[Υ1,...,Υn]
0 ∪ h

Ea[Y1,...,Yn]
0 ,

HEa[T1,...,Tn] ∈ HEa[Υ1,...,Υn]∪̃HEa[Y1,...,Yn].

Further, by construction we have

HEa[T1,...,Tn] =
( n⋃

i=1

HTi
)

∪

{
⋃

k:
ak=i

hTk0 : i = 1, ...,m[a]

}

\{∅},

HEa[Υ1,...,Υn] =
( n⋃

i=1

HΥi

)

∪

{
⋃

k:
ak=i

hΥk
0 : i = 1, ...,m[a]

}

\{∅}.

Firstly, let h ∈ HΥi and suppose that ϕTi,Υi,Yi [h] = h. Then ∃h′ ∈ HTi such that ψΥ,T [h] = h′ and
h′ ∩ NYi = ∅ (so that h and h′ can be identified). Then h ∈ HΥ and h′ ∈ HT . By Lemma 4.16, we
have that

ϕT,Υ,Y [h] = h′ and h′ ∩NY = h′ ∩NYi = ∅

so that ETi,Υ,Yi ⊆ ET,Υ,Y for each i = 1, ..., n. Next consider the sets h̃Υj for j = 1, ...,m[a] such that
h̃Υj /∈ Za[Υ1, ...,Υn] and h̃Yj ∈ Za[Y1, ..., Yn]. Then we have that

h̃Υj =
⋃

k:
ak=j

hΥk
0 and

⋃

k:
ak=j

hYk0 = ∅

so that φ̃T,Υ,Y [h̃Yj ] = h̃Υj .

Using that hTk0 = hΥk
0 ∪ hYk0 , we get that

⋃

k:
ak=j

hTk0 =
⋃

k:
ak=j

hΥk
0 ,

so that

ϕT,Υ,Y
[
⋃

k:
ak=j

hΥk
0

]

=
⋃

k:
ak=j

hΥk
0 .
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This implies that
{

φ̃T,Υ,Y [h̃Yj ] : h̃
Y
j ∈ Za[Y1, ..., Yn], h̃Υj /∈ Za[Υ1, ...,Υn]

}

⊆ ET,Υ,Y . (4.32)

Finally, suppose that h̃Yj ∈ Za[Y1, ..., Yn] and h̃Υj ∈ Za[Υ1, ...,Υn]. This implies that

⋃

k:
ak=j

hYk0 =
⋃

k:
ak=j

hΥk
0 = ∅, ⇐⇒

⋃

k:
ak=j

hTk0 = ∅.

In this case, φ̃T,Υ,Y [h̃Yj ] = h̃Tj and

{

φ̃T,Υ,Y [h̃Yj ] : h̃
Y
j ∈ Za[Y1, ..., Yn], h̃Υj ∈ Za[Υ1, ...,Υn]

}

= Za[T1, ..., Tn]. (4.33)

For the second implication, suppose that h ∈ ET,Υ,Y . By disjointedness of the elements of the
partition HΥ, either

h ∈

( n⋃

i=1

HΥi

)

or h ∈

{

h̃Υj : j = 1, ...,m[a], h̃Υj /∈ Za[Υ1, ...,Υn]

}

.

Suppose that h ∈ HΥi for some choice of i = 1, ..., n. Then an application of Lemma 4.16 gives that

h = ϕT,Υ,Y [h] = ϕTi,Υi,Yi [h] =⇒ h ∈ ETi,Υi,Yi .

Alternatively, suppose that h = h̃Υj for some choice of j such that h̃Υj /∈ Za[Υ1, ...,Υn]. Then

ϕT,Υ,Y
[ ⋃

k
ak=j

hΥk
0

]

=
⋃

k
ak=i

hΥk
0 ⇐⇒

(
⋃

k
ak=j

hTk0

)

∩NY = ∅,

⇐⇒ ∅ =

(
⋃

k
ak=j

hΥk
0 ∪ hYk0

)

∩

( n⋃

i=1

NYi

)

=
⋃

k
ak=j

hYk0 ⇐⇒ h̃Yj ∈ Za[Y1, ..., Yn].

Thus

ET,Υ,Y ⊆

( n⋃

i=1

ETi,Υi,Yi

)

∪
{

φ̃T,Υ,Y
[
h̃Yj
]
: h̃Yj ∈ Za

[
Y1, ..., Yn

]
, h̃Υj ∈ Za

[
Υ1, ...,Υn

]}

(4.34)

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

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 HT 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 ω0 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

E
0
[∥
∥X
∥
∥
W,γ,p,q,0

(ω0)
p[1]
] 1
p[1]

.

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F0

E
0

[

E
HT

[∣
∣
∣

〈
X0, T

〉
(ω0, ωHT )

∣
∣
∣

p[T ]
]] 1

p[T ]

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F0

E
0

[

sup
s,t∈[0,1]

E
HT

[∣
∣
∣

〈
X
♯
s,t, T

〉
(ω0, ωHT )

∣
∣
∣

p[T ]
]

|t− s|p[T ](γ−Gα,β [T ])

] 1
p[T ]

<∞

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

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xt, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p
:= E

HT

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Xt, T

〉
(ω0, ωHT )

∣
∣
∣

p
]1
p
,
∥
∥
∥

〈
Xt, T

〉
∥
∥
∥
p
:= E

0

[

E
HT

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Xt, T

〉
(ω0, ωHT )

∣
∣
∣

p
]]1

p
,

∥
∥
∥

〈
X, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p,α

:= sup
s,t∈[0,1]

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xs,t, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p

|t− s|α
,
∥
∥
∥

〈
X, T

〉
∥
∥
∥
p,α

:= E
0

[∥
∥
∥

〈
X, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥

p

p,α

]1
p
.

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 3.17 and applying the Hölder inequality gives that

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xs,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[1]

≤

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xs, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
Ws,t, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[T ]

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯
s,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[1]

,

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xs,t, Y

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[Y ]

≤

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∑

Υ∈F

c′
(
T,Υ, Y

)
·
∥
∥
∥

〈
Xs, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
Ws,t,Υ

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ]

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯
s,t, Y

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[Y ]

.

These Hölder 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 α, β > 0 and γ := inf{Gα,β [T ] : T ∈ F ,Gα,β [T ] > 1−α}. Let (p, q) be a dual pair

of integrability functionals and let W be an (H γ,α,β, p, q)-probabilistic rough path.

Let ‖ · ‖W,γ,p,q : D
γ,p,q
W → R

+ be defined by

∥
∥X
∥
∥
W,γ,p,q

= E
0
[∥
∥X
∥
∥
W,γ,p,q,0

(ω0)
p[1]
] 1
p[1]

. (4.35)

Then
∥
∥ ·
∥
∥
W,γ,p,q

is a norm and
(

Dγ,p,q
W ,

∥
∥ ·
∥
∥
W,γ,p,q

)

is a Banach space over the field R
e.

Proof. It easy to verify that for any choice of (H γ,α,β, p, q)-probabilistic rough path, the set Dγ,p,q
W is

a vector space over the field R
e.
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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 ∈ Dγ,p,q

W . Thanks to Equation (4.4) and Equation (3.19),

E
0
[∥
∥X
∥
∥
W,γ,p,q,0

(ω0)
p[1]
] 1
p[1]

= E
0

[∣
∣
∣
∣

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F0

∥
∥
∥

〈
X0, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[T ]

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, T
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[T ],γ−Gα,β[T ]

∣
∣
∣
∣

p[1]
] 1
p[1]

≤

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F0

E
0

[∥
∥
∥

〈
X0, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥

p[1]

p[T ]

] 1
p[1]

+ E
0

[∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, T
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥

p[1]

p[T ],γ−Gα,β[T ]

] 1
p[1]

≤

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F0

∥
∥
∥

〈
X0, T

〉
∥
∥
∥
p[T ]

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, T
〉
∥
∥
∥
p[T ],γ−Gα,β[T ]

<∞.

so that ‖X‖W,γ,p,q <∞ for any choice of X ∈ Dγ,p,q
W .

Now let X ∈ Dγ,p,q
W and suppose that ‖X‖W,γ,p,q = 0. Then ∀T ∈ F

γ−,α,β
0 ,

∥
∥
∥

〈
X0, T

〉
∥
∥
∥
p[T ]

,
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, T
〉
∥
∥
∥
p[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

= 0.

By assumption, we have that ∀t ∈ [0, 1],
〈

Xt,1
〉

(ω0) =
〈

X0,1
〉

(ω0) +
〈

X
♯
s,t,1

〉

(ω0)

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

E
HT

[〈

X0, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT ) ·
〈

W0,t, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT )

]

so that

E
0

[

sup
t∈[0,1]

∣
∣
∣

〈
Xt,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

p[1]
] 1
p[1]

≤
∥
∥
∥

〈
X0,1

〉
∥
∥
∥
p[1]

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯,1
〉
∥
∥
∥
p[1],γ

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
X0, T

〉
∥
∥
∥
p[T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W, T

〉
∥
∥
∥
q[T ],Gα,β[T ]

= 0.

Similarly, for any choice of Y ∈ F γ−,α,β,
〈

Xt, Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY ) =
〈

X0, Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY ) +
〈

X
♯
0,t, Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY )

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∑

Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

E
ET,Υ,Y

[〈

X0, T
〉

(ω0, ωφT,Υ,Y [HT ]) ·
〈

W0,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωϕT,Υ,Y [HΥ])

]

so that

E
0

[

sup
t∈[0,1]

E
HY

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Xt, Y

〉
(ω0, ωHY )

∣
∣
∣

p[Y ]
]] 1

p[Y ]
≤
∥
∥
∥

〈
X0,1

〉
∥
∥
∥
p[Y ]

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯,1
〉
∥
∥
∥
p[Y ],γ−Gα,β [Y ]

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∑

Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
X0, T

〉
∥
∥
∥
p[T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W,Υ

〉
∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β[Υ]

= 0.
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In particular, ∀T ∈ F
γ−,α,β
0 , ∃N T ⊆ Ω× Ω×|HT | such that

(P× P
×|HT |)

[

N T
]

= 1

and ∀(ω0, ωHT ) ∈ N T , ∀t ∈ [0, 1]
〈

Xt, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT ) = 0.

Thus ‖X‖W,γ,p,q = 0 if and only if X = 0. Finally, for any r ∈ R
e and X1,X2 ∈ Dγ,p,q

W

∥
∥r · X

∥
∥
W,γ,p,q

= |r| ·
∥
∥X
∥
∥
W,γ,p,q

,
∥
∥X1 + X2

∥
∥
W,γ,p,q

≤
∥
∥X1

∥
∥
W,γ,p,q

+
∥
∥X2

∥
∥
W,γ,p,q

.

Part (ii) We prove completeness of the normed vector space
(

Dγ,p,q
W ,

∥
∥ ·
∥
∥
W,γ,p,q

)

. Let (X(i))i∈N ∈

Dγ,p,q
W be an absolutely convergent sequence, so that

∞∑

i=1

∥
∥X

(i)
∥
∥
W,γ,p,q

<∞. (4.36)

Let n ∈ N. For each T ∈ F
γ−,α,β
0 and t ∈ [0, 1], we define the random variables

〈

Y
(n)
t , T

〉

(ω0, ωHT ) =
n∑

i=1

〈

X
(i)
t , T

〉

(ω0, ωHT ).

Then Y
(n) satisfies the identies

〈

Y
(n)
s,t ,1

〉

(ω0) =

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

E
HT

[〈

Y
(n)
s , T

〉

(ω0, ωHT ) ·
〈

Ws,t, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT )

]

+
〈

Y
(n),♯
s,t ,1

〉

(ω0),

〈

Y
(n)
s,t ,Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY )

=

γ−,α,β
∑

T,Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

· EE
T,Υ,Y

[〈

Y
(n)
s , T

〉

(ω0, ωφT,Υ,Y [HT ]) ·
〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωϕT,Υ,Y [HΥ])

]

+
〈

Y
(n),♯
s,t , Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY ),

where, for s, t ∈ [0, 1] and T ∈ F
γ−,α,β
0 , we have

〈

Y
(n),♯
s,t , T

〉

(ω0, ωHT ) =

n∑

i=1

〈

X
(i),♯
s,t , T

〉

(ω0, ωHT ).

For each choice of T ∈ F
γ−,α,β
0 the sequence of random variables

〈

Y
(n)
0 , T

〉

∈ Lp[T ]
(

Ω× Ω×|HT |,P × P
×|HT |; Lin

(
(Rd)⊗|NT |,Re

))

are absolutely convergent thanks to Equation (4.36). Due to the Riesz-Fischer Theorem, they con-
verge and we denote limn→∞

〈
Y
(n)
0 , T

〉
=
〈
Y0, T

〉
and

〈

Y0, T
〉

=
∞∑

i=1

〈

X
(i)
0 , T

〉

.
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Similarly, for each s, t ∈ [0, 1] and T ∈ F
γ−,α,β
0 , the sequence of random variables

〈

Y
♯
s,t, T

〉

∈ Lp[T ]
(

Ω× Ω×|HT |,P × P
×|HT |; Lin

(
(Rd)⊗|NT |,Re

))

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

〈

Y
♯
s,t, T

〉

=
∞∑

i=1

〈

X
♯
s,t, T

〉

.

Next, we define for s, t ∈ [0, 1]

〈

Y0,t,1
〉

(ω0)

= lim
n→∞

(
γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

E
HT

[〈

Y
(n)
0 , T

〉

(ω0, ωHT ) ·
〈

W0,t, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT )

]

+
〈

Y
(n),♯
0,t ,1

〉

(ω0)

)

,

〈

Ys,t,1
〉

(ω0)

= lim
n→∞

(
γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

E
HT

[(〈

Y
(n)
0 + Y

(n)
0,s , T

〉

(ω0, ωHT )

)

·
〈

Ws,t, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT )

]

+
〈

Y
(n),♯
s,t ,1

〉

(ω0)

)

,

and for each Y ∈ F γ−,α,β

〈

Y0,t, Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY ) = lim
n→∞

〈

Y
(n)
0,t , Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY )

= lim
n→∞

(
γ−,α,β
∑

T,Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y ) · EE
T,Υ,Y

[〈

Y
(n)
0 , T

〉

(ω0, ωφT,Υ,Y [HT ])

·
〈

W0,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωϕT,Υ,Y [HΥ])

]

+
〈

Y
(n),♯
0,t , Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY )

)

,

〈

Ys,t, Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY ) = lim
n→∞

〈

Y
(n)
s,t , Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY )

= lim
n→∞

(
γ−,α,β
∑

T,Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y ) · EE
T,Υ,Y

[(〈

Y
(n)
0 + Y

(n)
0,s , T

〉

(ω0, ωφT,Υ,Y [HT ])

)

·
〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωϕT,Υ,Y [HΥ])

]

+
〈

Y
(n),♯
s,t , Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY )

)

.

Finally, we define Y : [0, 1] → H γ−,α,β by

Yt =

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F0

(〈

Y0, T
〉

+
〈

Y0,t, T
〉)

· T.

By construction, Y satisfies Equations (4.1) and (4.2), and

Yt =
∞∑

i=1

X
(i)
t .

58



Next, for T ∈ F
γ−,α,β
0 we consider the random variable
∥
∥
∥

〈
Y
(n),♯
s,t , T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[T ],γ−Gα,β[T ]

∈ Lp[T ]
(

Ω,P,Lin
(
(Rd)⊗|NT |,Re

))

.

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

∥
∥
∥

〈
Y
♯, T
〉
∥
∥
∥
p[T ],γ−Gα,β[T ]

≤
∞∑

i=1

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
(i),♯, T

〉
∥
∥
∥
p[T ],γ−Gα,β[T ]

<∞.

Finally

E
0

[∣
∣
∣
∣

sup
s,t∈[0,1]

E
HT

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Y
(n),♯
s,t , T

〉
(ω0, ωHT )

∣
∣
∣

p[T ]
] 1
p[T ]

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [T ]

− sup
s,t∈[0,1]

E
HT

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Y
♯
s,t, T

〉
(ω0, ωHT )

∣
∣
∣

p[T ]
] 1
p[T ]

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [T ]

∣
∣
∣
∣

p[T ]
] 1
p[T ]

≤
∥
∥
∥

〈
Y
(n),♯ − Y

♯, T
〉
∥
∥
∥
p[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

≤
∞∑

i=n+1

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
(i),♯, T

〉
∥
∥
∥
p[T ],γ−Gα,β[T ]

→ 0

as n→ ∞. Thus Y ∈ Dγ,p,q
W and

lim
n→∞

∥
∥Y− Y

(n)
∥
∥
W,γ,p,q

= 0

Thus absolutely convergence sequences converge and the normed vector space
(

Dγ,p,q
W ,

∥
∥ ·
∥
∥
W,γ,p,q

)

is complete.

4.6.1 Regularity of random controlled rough paths

The following is motivated by Definition 4.17 and Definition 4.15:

Definition 4.22. Let T,Υ,Υ′, Y ∈ F0. We define c′ : F × F × F × F → N0 by

c′
(

T,Υ′,Υ, Y
)

=
〈

I⊗̃∆ ◦∆
[
T
]
,
(
Υ′,Υ, Y,HT

)〉

or equivalently

c′
(

T,Υ′,Υ, Y
)

=
∑

T ′∈F0

c′
(

T,Υ′, T ′
)

· c′
(

T ′,Υ, Y
)

.

We denote

HT ∩
(

NΥ′
∪NΥ

)

:=
{

h ∩
(
NΥ′

∪NΥ
)
: h ∈ HT

}

\{∅}.

Then for any T,Υ′,Υ, Y ∈ F such that c′(T,Υ′,Υ, Y ) > 0, we have that

HT ∩
(

NΥ′
∪NΥ

)

∈ HΥ′
∪̃HΥ.

We define
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• ψ(Υ′,Υ),T : HT ∩ (NΥ′
∪NΥ) → HT by

ψ(Υ′,Υ),T
[
h ∩ (NΥ′

∪NΥ)
]
= h.

• ψΥ′,(T,Υ) : HΥ′
→ HT ∩ (NΥ′

∪NΥ) by

ψΥ′,(T,Υ)
[
hΥ

′]
∩NΥ′

= hΥ
′
.

• ψΥ,(T,Υ′) : HΥ → HT ∩ (NΥ′
∪NΥ) by

ψΥ,(T,Υ′)
[
hΥ
]
∩NΥ = hΥ.

Notice that the above definition makes sense because elements of HT ∩ (NΥ′
∩ NΥ) cannot be empty

(which is part of the above definition): When, h ∩ (NΥ′
∩ NΥ) 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

φT,(Υ
′,Υ),Y :HT →

(
HT ∩ (NΥ′

∪NΥ)
)
∪HY ,

ϕT,(Υ
′,Υ),Y :HT ∩ (NΥ′

∪NΥ) → HY ∪
(
HT ∩ (NΥ′

∪NΥ)
)

as follows:

φT,(Υ
′,Υ),Y

[
hT
]
=

{

hT ∈ HT ∩ (NΥ′
∪NΥ) if hT ∩NY = ∅,

hT ∩NY ∈ HY if hT ∩NY 6= ∅.

ϕT,(Υ
′,Υ),Y

[
hT
]
=

{

hT ∈ HT ∩ (NΥ′
∪NΥ) if ψ(Υ′,Υ),T

[
hT
]
∩NY = ∅,

ψ(Υ,Υ′),T
[
hT
]
∩NY ∈ HY if ψ(Υ′,Υ),T

[
hT
]
∩NY 6= ∅.

Finally, we define the set

ET,(Υ
′,Υ),Y =

{

hT ∈ HT ∩
(
NΥ′

∪NΥ
)
: ϕT,(Υ

′,Υ),Y
[
hT
]
= hT

}

.

With these definitions at hand, we are able to restate Equation (4.2) as follows: ∀Y ∈ F
γ−,α,β
0

and ∀s, t ∈ [u, v],
〈

Xs,t, Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY ) =
〈

X
♯
s,t, Y

〉

(ω,ωHY )

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T,Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

· EE
T,Υ,Y

[〈

Xu, T
〉

(ω0, ωφT,Υ,Y [HT ]) ·
〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωϕT,Υ,Y [HΥ])

]

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T,Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

· EE
T,Υ,Y

[〈

X
♯
u,s, T

〉

(ω0, ωφT,Υ,Y [HT ]) ·
〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωϕT,Υ,Y [HΥ])

]

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T,Υ′,Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ′,Υ, Y
)

· EE
T,(Υ′,Υ),Y

[〈

Xu, T
〉

(ω0, ωφT,(Υ′,Υ),Y [HT ])

·
〈

Wu,s,Υ
′
〉

(ω0, ωϕT,(Υ′,Υ),Y [ψΥ′,(T,Υ)[HΥ′ ]]) ·
〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωϕT,(Υ′,Υ),Y [ψΥ,(T,Υ′)[HΥ]])

]

(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 α, β > 0 and γ := inf{Gα,β [T ] : T ∈ F ,Gα,β [T ] > 1 − α}. Let (p, q) be a dual

pair of integrability functionals and let W be an (H γ,α,β, p, q)-probabilistic rough path.

Let X ∈ Dγ,p,q
W . Let u, v ∈ [0, 1] and denote |v − u| = η. Then

1. For Y ∈ F
γ−,α,β
0 ,

sup
t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xt, Y

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[Y ]

≤
∥
∥
∥

〈
Xu, Y

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[Y ]

+ sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xs,t, Y

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[Y ]

|t− s|α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ])
· ηα∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ]). (4.38)

2. We have that

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∣
∣
∣

〈
Xs,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

|t− s|α
≤ sup

s,t∈[u,v]

∣
∣
∣

〈
X
♯
s,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

|t− s|γ
· ηγ−α

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

sup
t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xt, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[T ]

· sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
Ws,t, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[T ]

|t− s|Gα,β [T ]
· ηGα,β [T ]−α. (4.39)

3. For Y ∈ F γ−,α,β ,

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xs,t, Y

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[Y ]

|t− s|α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ])

≤

γ−,α,β
∑

T,Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

· sup
t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xt, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[T ]

· sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
Ws,t,Υ

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ]

|t− s|Gα,β [Υ]
· ηGα,β [Υ]−α

+ sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯
s,t, Y

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[Y ]

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [Y ]
· ηγ−Gα,β [Y ]−α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ]). (4.40)

In particular, for all Y ∈ F γ−,α,β ,

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xs,t, Y

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[Y ]

|t− s|α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ])
≤
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, Y

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[Y ],α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ])

· ηγ−Gα,β [Y ]−α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ])

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T,Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
Xu, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W,Υ

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β[Υ]

· ηGα,β [Υ]−α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ])

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T,Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, T
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[T ],γ−Gα,β[T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W,Υ

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β[Υ]

· ηγ−Gα,β [Y ]−α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ])

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T,Υ′,Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ′,Υ, Y
)

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
Xu, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W,Υ′

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ′],Gα,β [Υ′]
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·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W,Υ

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β[Υ]

· ηGα,β [Υ
′]+Gα,β [Υ]−α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ]). (4.41)

and (recalling Equation (4.5))

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
J[X]s,t, Y

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[Y ]

|t− s|α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ])

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T,Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
Xu, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W,Υ

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β[Υ]

· ηGα,β [Υ]−α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ])

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T,Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, T
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[T ],γ−Gα,β[T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W,Υ

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β[Υ]

· ηγ−Gα,β [Y ]−α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ])

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T,Υ′,Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ′,Υ, Y
)

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
Xu, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W,Υ′

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ′],Gα,β [Υ′]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W,Υ

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β[Υ]

· ηGα,β [Υ
′]+Gα,β [Υ]−α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ]). (4.42)

Finally, we have that for all Y ∈ F
γ−,α,β
0 that

E
0

[

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xs,t, Y

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥

p[Y ]

p[Y ]

|t− s|p[Y ](α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ]))

]

, E
0

[

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
J[X]s,t, Y

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥

p[Y ]

p[Y ]

|t− s|p[Y ](α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ]))

]

<∞. (4.43)

Proof. The proof Equation (4.38) is standard. Equation (4.39) follows from Equation (4.1) and the
Hölder inequality. Similarly, Equation (4.40) follows from Equation (4.2) and the Hölder inequality.

Equation (4.41) follows from Equation (4.37) and the Hölder 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
(4.3).

4.7 Proof of the results in Section 4.3

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 for i = 1, ..., n, let xi, yi ∈ V . Then

n⊗

i=1

(xi + yi)−
n⊗

i=1

xi =
n∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

i=1

xi

)

⊗ yk ⊗

( n⊗

i=k+1

(xi + yi)

)

.
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Proof. By a telescoping summation,

n⊗

i=1

(xi + yi)−
n⊗

i=1

xi =

n∑

k=1

[( k−1⊗

i=1

xi ⊗
n⊗

i=k

(xi + yi)

)

−

( k⊗

i=1

xi ⊗
n⊗

i=k+1

(xi + yi)

)]

=
n∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

i=1

xi

)

⊗ (xk + yk)⊗

( n⊗

i=k+1

(xi + yi)

)

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 α, β > 0 and let γ := inf{Gα,β [T ] : T ∈ F ,Gα,β [T ] > 1 − α}. Let (p, q) be a

pair of dual integrability functionals and suppose ∃r > 1 such that, for any i ∈ {1, ..., d},

1

r
:= sup

T∈F
γ−α,α,β
0

( 1

px[T ]
+

1

q
[
⌊T ⌋i

]

)

< 1. (4.44)

Let i ∈ {1, ..., d}, let W be a (H γ,α,β, p, q)- probabilistic rough path and let X ∈ Dγ,p,q
W . Define

Ξ : [0, 1]2 → Lr
(
Ω,P;Re

)
by

Ξs,t(ω0) :=

γ−α,α,β
∑

T∈F0

E
HT

[〈

Xs, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT ) ·
〈

Ws,t, ⌊T ⌋i
〉

(ω0, ωHT )

]

,

Ξs,t,u(ω0) :=Ξs,u(ω0)− Ξs,t(ω0)− Ξt,u(ω0).

Then

P

[

sup
s,t,u

Ξs,t,u(ω0)

|u− s|γ+α
<∞

]

= 1, and E
0

[

sup
s,t,u

∣
∣Ξs,t,u(ω0)

∣
∣r

|u− s|r(γ+α)

]

<∞. (4.45)

Proof. Using the coproduct identity and relabelling appropriately,

Ξs,t,u(ω0) =

γ−α,α,β
∑

T∈F0

E
HT

[〈

Xs, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT ) ·
〈

Ws,t ⊗
HT

Wt,u,∆
′
[
⌊T ⌋i

]〉

(ω0, ωHT )

]

−

γ−α,α,β
∑

T∈F0

E
HT

[〈

Xs,t, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT ) ·
〈

Wt,u, ⌊T ⌋i
〉

(ω0, ωHT )

]

=

γ−α,α,β
∑

T∈F0

E
HT

[〈

Xs, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT ) ·
∑

Υ∈F

∑

Y ∈F

c′
(

⌊T ⌋i,Υ, ⌊Y ⌋i
)

·
〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωψΥ,T [HΥ])⊗
〈

Wt,u, ⌊Y ⌋i
〉

(ω0, ωψY,T [HY ])

]

−

γ−α,α,β
∑

Y ∈F0

E
HY

[〈

Xs,t, Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY ) ·
〈

Wt,u, ⌊Y ⌋i
〉

(ω0, ωHY )

]
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=

γ−α,α,β
∑

Y ∈F0

E
HY

[(( γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F
Υ∈F

c′
(

⌊T ⌋i,Υ, ⌊Y ⌋i
)

· EE
T,Υ,Y

[〈

Xs, T
〉

(ω0, ωφT,Υ,Y [HT ])

·
〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωϕT,Υ,Y [HΥ])

])

−
〈

Xs,t, Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY )

)

·
〈

Wt,u⌊Y ⌋i
〉

(ω0, ωHY )

]

.

Notice that to get the last expression, we used Fubini’s theorem by distinguishing in HT 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

Ξs,t,u(ω0) = −

γ−α,α,β
∑

Y ∈F0

E
HY

[〈

X
♯
s,t, Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY ) ·
〈

Wt,u, ⌊Y ⌋i
〉

(ω0, ωHY )

]

.

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

P

[

sup
s,t,u∈[0,1]

∣
∣Ξs,t,u(ω0)

∣
∣

|u− s|γ+α
<∞

]

≥ P

[
γ−α,α,β
∑

Y ∈F0

∥
∥
∥

〈
W, ⌊Y ⌋i

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[⌊Y ⌋i],Gα,β [Y ]+α

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, Y

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[Y ],γ−Gα,β [Y ]

<∞

]

= 1. (4.46)

Further, thanks to Equation (4.44) and the Hölder inequality again

E
0

[

sup
s,t,u∈[0,1]

∣
∣Ξs,t,u(ω0)

∣
∣r

|u− s|r(γ+α)

]1
r

.

γ−α,α,β
∑

Y ∈F0

E
0

[∥
∥
∥

〈
W, ⌊Y ⌋i

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥

r

q[⌊Y ⌋i],Gα,β [Y ]+α
·
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, Y

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥

r

p[Y ],γ−Gα,β [Y ]

]1
r

.

γ−α,α,β
∑

Y ∈F0

∥
∥
∥

〈
W, ⌊Y ⌋i

〉
∥
∥
∥
q[⌊Y ⌋i],Gα,β [Y ]+α

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, Y

〉
∥
∥
∥
p[Y ],γ−Gα,β [Y ]

<∞.

Proof of Theorem 4.7. First of all, we verify that py : F
γ,α,β
0 → (1,∞) as defined in Equation (4.16)

paired with q form a pair of dual integrability functionals. By construction, py satisfies Equation
(3.19) so that (py, q) is a pair of dual integrability functionals.

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

∫ 1

0
XrdWr(ω0) := lim

|Dn|→0

∑

[s,t]∈Dn

Ξs,t(ω0),

where the limit is P-almost surely. Similarly, for any u, v ∈ [0, 1] and D[u,v]
n a sequence of partitions

of [u, v] such that the mesh size |D
[u,v]
n | → 0 as n→ ∞, we can define

∫ v

u
XrdWr(ω0) := lim

|D
[u,v]
n |→∞

∑

[s,t]∈D
[u,v]
n

Ξs,t(ω0)
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and obtain that ∀u, v, w ∈ [0, 1]
∫ v

u
XrdWr(ω0) +

∫ w

v
XrdWr(ω0) =

∫ w

u
XrdWr(ω0).

Further, a dominated convergence type result ensures this also converges in Lpy[1]
(
Ω,P;Re

)
.

Finally, we have that there exists a constant C > 0 dependent on α, γ + α and the random
variable

∥
∥Ξ♭(ω0)

∥
∥
γ+α

:= sup
s,t,u∈[0,1]

∥
∥Ξs,t,u(ω0)

∥
∥

|u− s|γ+α

such that
∣
∣
∣

∫ t

s
XrdWr(ω0)− Ξs,t(ω0)

∣
∣
∣ ≤ C

∥
∥Ξ♭(ω0)

∥
∥
γ+α

·
∣
∣t− s

∣
∣γ+α.

However, by applying Equation (4.46) 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],
∣
∣
∣
∣

〈

Φ[X]♯s,t,1
〉

(ω0)

∣
∣
∣
∣

=

∣
∣
∣
∣

〈

Φ[X]s,t,1
〉

(ω0)−

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

E
HT

[〈

Φ[X]s, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT ) ·
〈

Ws,t, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT )

]∣
∣
∣
∣

≤ C

(
γ−α,α,β
∑

T∈F0

sup
r,s,t∈[u,v]

E
HT

[∣
∣
∣

〈
X
♯
r,s, T

〉
(ω0, ωHT )

∣
∣
∣ ·
∣
∣
∣

〈
Ws,t, ⌊T ⌋

〉
(ω0, ωHT )

∣
∣
∣

]

|s− r|γ−Gα,β [T ] · |t− s|Gα,β [T ]+α

)

· |v − u|γ+α

+

(
∑

T∈F

Gα,β [⌊T ⌋]=γ

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

E
HT

[∣
∣
∣

〈

Xs, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT )
∣
∣
∣ ·
∣
∣
∣

〈

Ws,t,
⌊
T
⌋〉

(ω0, ωHT )
∣
∣
∣

]

|t− s|Gα,β [⌊T ⌋]

)

· |v − u|γ . (4.47)

Thanks to Equation (4.16), we have that for any [u, v] ⊆ [0, 1],

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∣
∣
∣

〈
Φ[X]♯s,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

|t− s|γ

≤C

γ−α,α,β
∑

T∈F0

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, T
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W, ⌊T ⌋

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[⌊T ⌋],Gα,β [⌊T ⌋]

· |v − u|α

+
∑

T∈F

Gα,β [⌊T ⌋]=γ

sup
s∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xs, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W, ⌊T ⌋

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[⌊T ⌋],Gα,β [⌊T ⌋]

and for T ∈ F such that Gα,β[T ] = γ − α, an application of Proposition 4.23 yields

sup
s∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xs, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ]

≤
∥
∥
∥

〈
Xu, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ]

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, T
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ],α

· |v − u|α. (4.48)

Thus we have that (Ω0,P)-almost surely

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∣
∣
∣

〈
Φ[X]♯s,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

|t− s|γ
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≤C

γ−α,α,β
∑

T∈F0

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, T
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W, ⌊T ⌋

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[⌊T ⌋],Gα,β [⌊T ⌋]

· |v − u|α

+
∑

T∈F

Gα,β [⌊T ⌋]=γ

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xu, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W, ⌊T ⌋

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[⌊T ⌋],Gα,β [⌊T ⌋]

. (4.49)

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

E
0

[

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∣
∣
∣

〈
Φ[X]♯s,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

py[1]

|t− s|py[1]γ

] 1
py[1]

.

γ−α,α,β
∑

T∈F0

E
0

[∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, T
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥

py[1]

px[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]
·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W, ⌊T ⌋

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥

py[1]

q[⌊T ⌋],Gα,β [⌊T ⌋]

] 1
py[1]

· |v − u|α

+
∑

T∈F

Gα,β [⌊T ⌋]=γ

E
0

[∥
∥
∥

〈
Xu, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥

py[1]

px[T ]
·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W, ⌊T ⌋

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥

py[1]

q[⌊T ⌋],Gα,β [⌊T ⌋]

] 1
py[1]

.

γ−α,α,β
∑

T∈F0

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, T
〉
∥
∥
∥
px[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W, ⌊T ⌋

〉
∥
∥
∥
q[⌊T ⌋],Gα,β [⌊T ⌋]

· |v − u|α

+
∑

T∈F

Gα,β [⌊T ⌋]=γ

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xu, T

〉
∥
∥
∥
px[T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W, ⌊T ⌋

〉
∥
∥
∥
q[⌊T ⌋],Gα,β [⌊T ⌋]

. (4.50)

Arguing in the same fashion, we also get
〈

Φ[X]♯s,t, ⌊Y ⌋
〉

(ω0, ωHY ) =
〈

X
♯
s,t, Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY )

+
∑

T∈F ,Υ∈F

Gα,β [T ]∈[γ−α,γ)

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

· EE
T,Υ,Y

[〈

Xs, T
〉

(ω0, ωφT,Υ,Y [HT ])

·
〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωϕT,Υ,Y [HΥ])

]

(4.51)

so that an application of Equation (4.16) along with Lemma 3.17, and Equation (4.48) yields that
(Ω0,P)-almost surely

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
Φ[X]♯s,t, ⌊Y ⌋

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
py[⌊Y ⌋]

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [⌊Y ⌋]
≤
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, Y

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[Y ],γ−Gα,β [Y ]

· |v − u|α

+
∑

T∈F ,Υ∈F

Gα,β [T ]∈[γ−α,γ)

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

·

(∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, T
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ],γ−Gα,β[T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W,Υ

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β[Υ]

· |v − u|α

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
Xu, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W,Υ

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β [Υ]

· |v − u|Gα,β [T ]−(γ−α)

)

. (4.52)

In the same fashion as before, integrating through gives

E
0

[

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
Φ[X]♯s,t, ⌊Y ⌋

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥

py[⌊Y ⌋]

py[⌊Y ⌋]

|t− s|py[⌊Y ⌋](γ−Gα,β [⌊Y ⌋])

]

≤
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, Y

〉
∥
∥
∥
px[Y ],γ−Gα,β [Y ]

· |v − u|α
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+
∑

T∈F ,Υ∈F

Gα,β [T ]∈[γ−α,γ)

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

·

(∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, T
〉
∥
∥
∥
px[T ],γ−Gα,β[T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W,Υ

〉
∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β[Υ]

· |v − u|α

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
Xu, T

〉
∥
∥
∥
px[T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W,Υ

〉
∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β[Υ]

· |v − u|Gα,β [T ]−(γ−α)

)

(4.53)

Combining Equations (4.49) and (4.52) and applying Proposition 4.23, we get Equation (4.20).
Similarly, by summing over the terms in Equations (4.50) and (4.53) yields

γ−,α,β
∑

Y ∈F0

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
Φ[X]♯s,t, Y

〉∥∥
∥
py[Y ]

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [Y ]

.

(
γ−α,α,β
∑

T∈F0

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, T
〉
∥
∥
∥
px[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

·

(∥
∥
∥

〈
W, ⌊T ⌋

〉
∥
∥
∥
q[T ],Gα,β[T ]+α

+ 1

)

· |v − u|α

+
∑

T∈F

Gα,β [T ]∈[γ−α,γ)

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, T
〉
∥
∥
∥
px[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

·

( γ−,α,β
∑

Υ∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
W,Υ

〉
∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β[Υ]

)

· |v − u|α

+
∑

T∈F

Gα,β [T ]∈[γ−α,γ)

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xu, T

〉
∥
∥
∥
px[T ]

·

(∥
∥
∥

〈
W, ⌊T ⌋

〉
∥
∥
∥
q[⌊T ⌋],Gα,β [⌊T ⌋]

+

γ,α,β
∑

Υ∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
W,Υ

〉
∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β [Υ]

)

· |v − u|Gα,β [T ]−(γ−α)

)

.

4.7.2 Products and Expectations of RCRPs

In this section, we study products (see Proposition 4.26) 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 4.11.

Proposition 4.26. Let α, β > 0 and γ := inf{Gα,β [T ] : T ∈ F ,Gα,β [T ] > 1 − α}. Let (Ω,F ,P) be a

probability space and let Ĥ γ,α,β(Ω) denote the L0
(
Ω,P;Re ⊗ R

e
)
-module

Ĥ
γ,α,β(Ω) =

γ,α,β
⊕

T∈F0

L0
(

Ω× Ω×|HT |,P× P
×|HT |; Lin

(
(Rd)⊗|NT |,Re ⊗ R

e
))

· T

so that
(
Ĥ γ,α,β(Ω),⊛,1,∆, ǫ,S

)
is a coupled Hopf algebra (which is very similar to the first claim in

the statement of Theorem 4.7 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

sup
T∈Fγ,α,β

1

q[T ]
≤

1

p1[1]
+

1

p2[1]
≤ 1. (4.54)

Let p : F
γ,α,β
0 → [1,∞) defined by

1

p[1]
=

1

p1[1]
+

1

p2[1]
,

1

p[T ]
=

1

p[1]
−

1

q[T ]
. (4.55)
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Let W be a
(
H γ,α,β(Ω), p, q

)
-probabilistic rough path, let X

1 ∈ Dγ,p1,q
W

(
H γ,α,β(Ω)

)
and let X

2 ∈
Dγ,p2,q

W

(
H γ,α,β(Ω)

)
. We define

〈

Yt,1
〉

(ω0) =
〈

X
1
t ,1
〉

(ω0)⊗
〈

X
2
t ,1
〉

(ω0). (4.56)

Then there is a random controlled rough path Y ∈ Dγ,p,q
W

(
Ĥ γ,α,β(Ω)

)
that satisfies Equation (4.56)

and ∀T ∈ F
γ−,α,β
0 ,

〈

Ys, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT ) =
∑

T1,T2∈F0
T1⊛T2=T

〈

X
1
s, T1

〉

(ω0, ωHT1 )⊗
〈

X
2
s, T2

〉

(ω0, ωHT2 ). (4.57)

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,∞). Further, for any choice of T ∈ F γ,α,β , we have that
1
p[1] −

1
q[T ] ∈ (0, 1) so that p[T ] ∈ (1,∞). By construction, p satisfies Equation (3.19) 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,

〈

Ys,t,1
〉

(ω0) =

(〈

X
1,1
〉

⊗
〈

X
2,1
〉)

s,t

(ω0)

=

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

E
HT

[(
∑

T1,T2∈F0
T1⊛T2=T

〈

X
1
s, T1

〉

(ω0, ωHT1 )⊗
〈

X
2
s, T2

〉

(ω0, ωHT2 )

)

·
〈

Ws,t, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT )

]

+
〈

Y
♯
s,t,1

〉

(ω0),

where
〈

Y
♯
s,t,1

〉

(ω0)

=

γ−,α,β
∑

T1,T2∈F0

Gα,β [T1⊛T2]≥γ

E
HT1⊛T2

[〈
X
1
s, T1

〉
(ω0, ωHT1 )⊗

〈
X
2
s, T2

〉
(ω0, ωHT2 ) ·

〈
Ws,t, T1 ⊛ T2

〉
(ω0, ωHT1⊛T2 )

]

+
2⊗

i=1

(〈
X
i
s + X

i
s,t,1

〉
(ω0)

)

−
2⊗

i=1

(〈
X
i
s + J

[
X
i
]

s,t
,1
〉
(ω0)

)

. (4.58)

Substituting in Equation (4.57) yields Equation (4.1).
By measuring the resulting regularity (and denoting η = |v − u|), thanks to Equation (4.55) we

obtain that

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∣
∣
∣

〈
Y
♯
s,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

|t− s|γ

≤

γ−,α,β
∑

T1,T2∈F0

Gα,β [T1⊛T2]≥γ

2⊗

i=1

(

sup
t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
i
t, Ti

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
pi[Ti]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W, Ti

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Ti],Gα,β [Ti]

)

· ηGα,β [T1⊛T2]−γ
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+ sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∣
∣
∣

〈
X
1
s,1
〉
(ω0) +

〈
J[X1]s,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣ ·
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
2,♯,1

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
γ

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
1,♯,1

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
γ
· sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∣
∣
∣

〈
X
2
s,1
〉
(ω0) +

〈
J[X2]s,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
1,♯,1

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
γ
·
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
2,♯,1

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
γ
· ηγ <∞ (Ω0,P)-almost surely.

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

E
0

[

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∣
∣
∣

〈
Y
♯
s,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

p[1]

|t− s|p[1]γ

] 1
p[1]

≤

γ−,α,β
∑

T1,T2∈F0

Gα,β [T1⊛T2]≥γ

2⊗

i=1

(

E
0

[

sup
t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
i
t, Ti

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥

pi[Ti]

pi[Ti]

] 1
pi[Ti]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W, Ti

〉
∥
∥
∥
q[Ti],Gα,β [Ti]

)

· ηGα,β [T1⊛T2]−γ

+ E
0

[

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∣
∣
∣

〈
X
1
s,1
〉
(ω0) +

〈
J[X1]s,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

p1[1]
] 1
p1[1]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
2,♯,1

〉
∥
∥
∥
γ,p2[1]

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
1,♯,1

〉
∥
∥
∥
γ,p1[1]

· E0

[

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∣
∣
∣

〈
X
2
s,1
〉
(ω0) +

〈
J[X2]s,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

p2[1]
] 1
p2[1]

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
1,♯,1

〉∥∥
∥
γ,p1[1]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
2,♯,1

〉∥∥
∥
γ,p2[1]

· ηγ <∞

Next, for Y ∈ F γ−,α,β we verify that Equation (4.57) satisfies Equation (4.2). We have
〈

Ys,t, Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY ) =
∑

Y1,Y2∈F0
Y1⊛Y2=Y

〈

X
1
s,t, Y1

〉

(ω0, ωHY1 )⊗
〈

X
2
s, Y2

〉

(ω0, ωHY2 )

+
∑

Y1,Y2∈F0
Y1⊛Y2=Y

〈

X
1
s, Y1

〉

(ω0, ωHY1 )⊗
〈

X
2
s,t, Y2

〉

(ω0, ωHY2 )

+
∑

Y1,Y2∈F0
Y1⊛Y2=Y

〈

X
1
s,t, Y1

〉

(ω0, ωHY1 )⊗
〈

X
2
s,t, Y2

〉

(ω0, ωHY2 ).

We substitute using the fact that both X
1 and X

2 satisfy Equation (4.2) to get

〈

Ys,t, Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY ) =
∑

Y1,Y2∈F0
Y1⊛Y2=Y

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∑

T1,T2∈F0
T=T1⊛T2

∑

Υ1,Υ2∈F0

( 2∏

i=1

c
(

Ti,Υi, Yi

)

−
2∏

i=1

δTi=Yi,Υi=1

)

·
2⊗

i=1

E
ETi,Υi,Yi

[〈

X
1
s, Ti

〉

(ω0, ωφTi,Υi,Yi [HTi ]) ·
〈

Ws,t,Υi

〉

(ω0, ωϕTi,Υi,Yi [HΥi ])

]

+
〈

Y
♯
s,t, Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY ), (4.59)

where
〈

Y
♯
s,t, Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY )
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=
∑

Y1,Y2∈F0
Y1⊛Y2=Y

( 2⊗

i=1

(〈
X
i
s + X

i
s,t, Yi

〉)

(ω0, ωHY )−
2⊗

i=1

(〈
X
i
s + J

[
X
i
]

s,t
, Yi
〉)

(ω0, ωHY )

+
∑

Y1,Y2∈F0
Y1⊛Y2=Y

γ−,α,β
∑

T1,T2∈F0

Gα,β [T1⊛T2]≥γ

∑

Υ1,Υ2∈F0

( 2∏

i=1

c
(

Ti,Υi, Yi

)

−
2∏

i=1

δ{Ti=Yi,Υi=1}

)

·
2⊗

i=1

E
ETi,Υi,Yi

[〈

X
i
s, Ti

〉

(ω0, ωφTi,Υi,Yi [HTi ]) ·
〈

Ws,t,Υi

〉

(ω0, ωϕTi,Υi,Yi [HΥi ])

]

. (4.60)

Applying Lemma 4.14 and Lemma 4.16 to Equation (4.59) and substituting in Equation (4.57) gives

〈

Ys,t, Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY ) =

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∑

Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

· EE
T,Υ,Y

[
∑

T1,T2∈F0
T1⊛T2=T

2⊗

i=1

〈

X
i
s, Ti

〉

(ω0, ωφT,Υ,Y [HTi ])

·
〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωϕT,Υ,Y [HΥ])

]

+
〈

Y
♯
s,t, Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY ),

so that Y satisfies Equation (4.2).
To conclude, we integrate over the probability space Ω×|HY | in (4.60) and apply Lemma 3.17 so

that for any Y ∈ F γ−,α,β ,

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

E
HT

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Y
♯
s,t, Y

〉
(ω0, ωHY )

∣
∣
∣

p[Y ]
] 1
p[Y ]

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [Y ]

≤
∑

Y1,Y2∈F0
Y1⊛Y2=Y

γ−,α,β
∑

T1,T2∈F0
Gα,β [T1⊛T2]≥γ

∑

Υ1,Υ2∈F0

( 2∏

i=1

c
(

Ti,Υi, Yi

)

−
2∏

i=1

δ{Ti=Yi,Υi=1}

)

·
2∏

i=1

(

sup
t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
i
t, Yi

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
pi[Yi]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W, Yi

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Ti],Gα,β [Ti]

)

· ηGα,β [T1⊛T2]−γ

+
∑

Y1,Y2∈F0
Y1⊛Y2=Y

(

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
1
s + J[X1]s,t, Y1

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p1[Y1]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
2,♯, Y2

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p2[Y2],γ

· ηGα,β [Y1]

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
1,♯, Y1

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p1[Y1],γ

· sup
s,t∈[0,1]

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
2
s + J[X2]s,t, Y2

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p2[Y2]

· ηGα,β [Y2]

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
1,♯, Y1

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p1[Y1],γ−Gα,β [Y1]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
2,♯, Y2

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p2[Y2],γ−Gα,β [Y2]

· ηγ
)

<∞

(Ω0,P)-almost surely and

E
0

[

sup
s,t∈[0,1]

E
HT

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Y
♯
s,t, Y

〉
(ω0, ωHY )

∣
∣
∣

p[Y ]
]

|t− s|p[Y ](γ−Gα,β [Y ])

]

<∞.
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Next, we consider the expectation of a random controlled rough path.

Proposition 4.27. Let α, β > 0 and γ := inf{Gα,β [T ] : T ∈ F ,Gα,β [T ] > 1 − α}. Let (p, q) be a pair

of dual integrability functionals.

Let W be a (H γ,α,β, p, q)-probabilistic rough path and let X ∈ Dγ,p,q
W

(
H γ,α,β

)
. We define

〈

Yt,1
〉

(ω0) = Ẽ

[〈
Xt,1

〉
(ω̃)
]

. (4.61)

Then there is a random controlled rough path Y ∈ Dγ,p,q
W

(
H γ,α,β

)
that satisfies Equation (4.61) and

for T ∈ F γ−,α,β such that hT0 6= ∅,

〈

Yt, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT ) = 0,
〈

Yt, E [T ]
〉

(ω0, ωhT0
, ωHT ) =

〈

Xt, T
〉

(ωhT0
, ωHT ) + Ẽ

[〈

Xt, E [T ]
〉

(ω̃, ωhT0
, ωHT )

]

.
(4.62)

We emphasise that each of the random variables
〈
Yt, T

〉
(ω0, ωHT ) are constant in ω0 (determin-

istic).

Proof. We have

〈

Ys,t,1
〉

(ω0) =Ẽ

[〈

Xs,t,1
〉

(ω̃)

]

=

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

Ẽ

[

E
HT

[〈

Xs, T
〉

(ω̃, ωHT ) ·
〈

Ws,t, T
〉

(ω̃, ωHT )

]]

+ Ẽ

[〈

X
♯
s,t,1

〉

(ω̃)

]

.

Next, an application of Proposition 3.13 yields that for T ∈ F γ−,α,β such that hT0 6= ∅,

Ẽ

[

E
HT

[〈

Xs, T
〉

(ω̃, ωHT ) ·
〈

Ws,t, T
〉

(ω̃, ωHT )

]]

= E
(HT )′

[〈

Xs, T
〉

(ωhT0
, ωHT ) ·

〈

Ws,t, E [T ]
〉

(ω0, ωhT0
, ωHT )

]

and

Ẽ

[

E
HE[T ]

[〈

Xs, E [T ]
〉

(ω̃, ωHE[T ]) ·
〈

Ws,t, E [T ]
〉

(ω̃, ωHE[T ])

]]

= E
(HT )′

[

Ẽ

[〈

Xs, T
〉

(ω̃, ωhT0
, ωHT )

]

·
〈

Ws,t, E [T ]
〉

(ω0, ωhT0
, ωHT )

]

.

Thus
〈

Ys,t,1
〉

(ω0) =
∑

T∈F :hT0 6=∅
Gα,β [E[T ]]<γ

E
(HT )′

[(〈
Xs, T

〉
(ωhT0

, ωHT ) + Ẽ

[〈
Xs, E [T ]

〉
(ω̃, ωhT0

, ωHT )
])

·
〈
Ws,t, E [T ]

〉
(ω0, ωhT0

, ωHT )
]

+
〈

Y
♯
s,t,1

〉

(ω0),

where
〈

Y
♯
s,t,1

〉

(ω0)

= Ẽ

[〈
X
♯
s,t,1

〉
(ω̃)
]

+
∑

T∈Fγ−,α,β

Gα,β [E[T ]]≥γ

E
(HT )′

[〈
Xs, T

〉
(ωhT0

, ωHT ) ·
〈
Ws,t, T

〉
(ωhT0

, ωHT )
]

, (4.63)
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and choosing 〈Y, T 〉 according to Equation (4.62) yields Equation (4.1).
By measuring the resulting regularity (and denoting η = |v − u|), we obtain that

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∣
∣
∣

〈
Y
♯
s,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

|t− s|γ

≤
∑

T∈Fγ−,α,β

Gα,β [E[T ]]≥γ

sup
t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xs, T

〉
∥
∥
∥
p[T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W, E [T ]

〉
∥
∥
∥
q[T ],Gα,β[E[T ]]

· ηGα,β [E[T ]]−γ

+ sup
s,t∈[u,v]

Ẽ

[〈
X
♯
s,t,1

〉
(ω̃)
]

|t− s|γ
<∞.

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

E
0

[

sup
s,t∈[0,1]

∣
∣〈Y♯s,t,1〉(ω0)

∣
∣

|t− s|γ

]

<∞.

Secondly, we verify Equation 4.2 is satisfied. By construction, for Y ∈ F γ−,α,β such that hY0 6= ∅,
〈

Ys,t, E [Y ]
〉

(ω0, ωhY0
, ωHY )

=
〈

Xs,t, Y
〉

(ωhY0
, ωHY ) + Ẽ

[〈

Xs,t, E [Y ]
〉

(ω̃, ωhY0
, ωHY )

]

,

=

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F
Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

· EE
T,Υ,Y

[〈

Xs, T
〉

(ωhY0
, ωφT,Υ,Y [HT ]) ·

〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ωhY0
, ωϕT,Υ,Y [HΥ])

]

(4.64)

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F
Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, E [Y ]
)

· EE
T,Υ,E[Y ]

[

Ẽ

[〈

Xs, T
〉

(ω̃, ωφT,Υ,E[Y ][HT ]) ·
〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ω̃, ωϕT,Υ,E[Y ][HΥ])

]]

(4.65)

+
〈

X
♯
s,t, Y

〉

(ωhY0
, ωHY ) + Ẽ

[〈

X
♯
s,t, E [Y ]

〉

(ω̃, ωhY0
, ωHY )

]

.

By assumption, hY0 6= ∅, so that hT0 6= ∅ whenever c′(T,Υ, Y ) > 0. Recalling Definition 4.15 and
Definition 4.17, consider the triple

(
E [T ], E [Υ], E [Y ]

)
. We remark that

c′
(

E [T ], E [Υ], E [Y ]
)

=c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

, EE[T ],E[Υ],E[Y ] =ET,Υ,Y

φE[T ],E[Υ],E[Y ]
[
hT0
]
=hY0 , ϕE[T ],E[Υ],E[Y ]

[
hΥ0
]
=hY0

so that

(4.64) =
γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F :hT0 6=∅
Υ∈F

c′
(

E [T ], E [Υ], E [Y ]
)

· EE
E[T ],E[Υ],E[Y ]

[〈

Xs, T
〉

(ωφE[T ],E[Υ],E[Y ][HE[T ]])

·
〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ωϕE[T ],E[Υ],E[Y ][HE[Υ]])

]

.
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In the same fashion, the Lions tree E [Y ] satisfies that hE[Y ]
0 = ∅ so for any triple (T,Υ, E [Y ]) such

that c′(T,Υ, E [Y ]) > 0, we have that hT0 ∩NΥ = hΥ0 and

c′
(

E [T ], E [Υ], E [Y ]
)

= c′
(

T,Υ, E [Y ]
)

.

Therefore,

(4.65) =

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F :hT0 6=∅
Υ∈F

c′
(

E [T ], E [Υ], E [Y ]
)

· EE
E[T ],E[Υ],E[Y ]

[

Ẽ

[〈

Xs, E [T ]
〉

(ω̃, ωφE[T ],E[Υ],E[Y ][HE[T ]])

·
〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ω̃, ωϕE[T ],E[Υ],E[Y ][HΥ])

]]

.

Making these substitutions and noticing that by assumption, c′(T,Υ, Y ) > 0 implies that hΥ0 = ∅
and we obtain

〈

Ys,t, E [Y ]
〉

(ω0, ωhY0
, ωHY ) =

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F :hT0 6=∅

∑

Υ∈F

c′
(

E [T ],Υ, E [Y ]
)

· EE
E[T ],Υ,E[Y ]

[

(〈

Xs, T
〉

(ωφE[T ],Υ,E[Y ][HE[T ]]) + Ẽ

[〈

Xs, E [T ]
〉

(ω̃, ωφE[T ],Υ,E[Y ][HE[T ]])
])

·
〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωϕE[T ],Υ,E[Y ][HΥ])

]

+
〈

Y
♯
s,t, E [Y ]

〉

(ω0, ωhY0
, ωHY ),

where
〈

Y
♯
s,t, E [Y ]

〉

(ω0, ωhY0
, ωHY ) =

〈

X
♯
s,t, Y

〉

(ωhY0
, ωHY ) + Ẽ

[〈

X
♯
s,t, E [Y ]

〉

(ω̃, ωhY0
, ωHY )

]

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

Gα,β [E[T ]]≥γ

∑

Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

· Ẽ

[

E
ET,Υ,Y

[〈

Xs, T
〉

(ω̃, ωφT,Υ,Y [HT ])

·
〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωϕT,Υ,Y [HΥ])

]]

,

and substituting in Equation (4.62) yields Equation 4.2.
Finally, for Y ∈ F γ,α,β such that hY0 6= ∅

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
Y
♯
s,t, E [Y ]

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[E[Y ]]

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [E[Y ]]

≤ sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯
s,t, Y

〉
∥
∥
∥
p[Y ]

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [Y ]
+ sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯
s,t, E [Y ]

〉
∥
∥
∥
p[E[Y ]]

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [E[Y ]]

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

Gα,β [E[T ]]≥γ

∑

Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

· sup
t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xt, T

〉
∥
∥
∥
p[T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W,Υ

〉
∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β [Υ]

· ηGα,β [E[T ]]−γ.
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The combination of Propositions 4.26 and 4.27 yields the following wider result:

Proposition 4.28. Let α, β > 0 and γ := inf{Gα,β [T ] : T ∈ F ,Gα,β [T ] > 1 − α}. Let V be a vector

space and let H̃ γ,α,β denote the L0
(
Ω,P;V

)
-module

H̃
γ,α,β =

γ,α,β
⊕

T∈F0

L0
(

Ω× Ω×|HT |,P× P
×|HT |; Lin

(
(Rd)⊗|NT |, V

))

· T

so that
(
H̃ γ,α,β,⊛,1,∆, ǫ,S

)
is a coupled Hopf algebra.

Let r > 1 and let a ∈ A
(0)
n . For each i = 0, ...n, let (pi, q) be a collection of pairs of dual integrability

functionals and suppose that

sup
T∈Fγ,α,β

1

q[T ]
≤ inf

j=0,...,m[a]

(
1

r
+
∑

i:
ai=j

1

pi[1]

)

, sup
j=0,...,m[a]

(
1

r
+
∑

i:
ai=j

1

pi[1]

)

≤ 1. (4.66)

We define p0 : F γ,α,β → [1,∞) such that

1

p0[1]
= inf

j=0,...,m[a]

(
1

r
+
∑

i:
ai=j

1

pi[1]

)

,
1

p0[T ]
=

1

p0[1]
−

1

q[T ]
. (4.67)

Let W be a (H γ,α,β, p0, q)-probabilistic rough path. Let

f ∈ Lr
(

Ω× Ω×m[a],P× P
×m[a]; Lin

(
(Re)⊗n, V

))

.

For i = 1, ..., n, let Xi ∈ Dγ,pi,q
W (H γ,α,β) and let Y : [0, 1] → H γ−,α,β defined by

〈

Yt,1
〉

(ω0) = E
1,...,m[a]

[

f(ω0, ..., ωm[a]) ·
n⊗

i=1

〈

X
i
t,1
〉

(ωai)

]

. (4.68)

Then there is a random controlled rough path Y ∈ Dγ,p0,q
W

(
H̃ γ,α,β

)
that satisfies Equation (4.68)

and ∀T ∈ F
γ−,α,β
0

〈

Yt, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT )

=
∑

T1,...,Tn∈F0

Ea[T1,...,Tn]=T

E
Za[T1,...,Tn]

[

f
(
ω0, ωh̃T1

, ..., ωh̃T
m[a]

)
·

n⊗

i=1

〈
X
i
t, Ti

〉
(ωh̃Tai

, ωHTi )
]

(4.69)

where for T1, ..., Tn ∈ F and T = Ea[T1, ..., Tn], the sets h̃Tj and Za[T1, ..., Tn] are defined as in

Definition 3.11, see Equation (4.21)).

Proposition 4.27 is an extension of Proposition 4.26, 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 4.28, 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

∥
∥
∥

〈
X, T

〉
(ωai)

∥
∥
∥
[a],p

=







E
HT

[∣
∣
∣

〈
X, T

〉
(ω0, ωHT )

∣
∣
∣

p
]1
p

if ai = 0,

E
ai

[

E
HT

[∣
∣
∣

〈
X, T

〉
(ωai , ωHT )

∣
∣
∣

p
]] 1

p
if ai > 0.

(4.70)

Proof. Firstly, we verify that (p0, q) as described in Equation (4.67) satisfy Definition 3.16.
Suppose that for each i = 1, ..., n, (pi, q) satisfy Equation (4.66). Then by Equation (4.67),

p0[1] ∈ (1,∞). Further, for any choice of T ∈ F γ,α,β, we have that 1
p0[1]

− 1
q[T ] ∈ (0, 1) so that p0[T ] ∈

(1,∞). By construction, p0 satisfies Equation (3.19) so that (p0, q) is a pair of dual integrability
functionals.

Iterative applications of Proposition 4.26 and Proposition 4.27 mean that Equation (4.68) is a
p0-RCRP. This proof is to verify that Equation (4.69) is the correct representation.

Let a ∈ A
(0)
n . Define

〈

Ỹt,1
〉

(ω0, ω1, ..., ωm[a]) :=

n⊗

i=1

〈

X
i
t,1
〉

(ωai),

〈

Yt,1
〉

(ω0) := E
1,...,m[a]

[

f
(
ω0, ..., ωm[a]

)
·
〈
Ỹt,1

〉
(ω0, ..., ωm[a])

]

.

(4.71)

Expanding as before, we have

〈

Ỹs,t,1
〉

(ω0, ω1, ..., ωm[a]) =

( n⊗

i=1

〈

X
i,1
〉

(ωai)

)

s,t

=

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∑

T1,...,Tn∈F0

T=Ea[T1,...,Tn]

n⊗

i=1

E
HTi

[〈

X
i
s, Ti

〉

(ωai , ωHTi ) ·
〈

Ws,t, Ti

〉

(ωai , ωHTk )

]

+
〈

Ỹ
♯
s,t,1

〉

(ω0, ..., ωm[a])

where
〈

Ỹ
♯
s,t,1

〉

(ω0, ..., ωm[a])

=
n∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

i=1

〈

X
i
s + J

[
X
i
]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωai)

)

⊗
〈

X
i,♯
s,t,1

〉

(ωak)⊗

( n⊗

i=k+1

〈

X
i
t,1
〉

(ωai)

)

+
∑

T1,...,Tn∈F0
Gα,β [E

a[T1,...,Tn]]≥γ

n⊗

i=1

E
HTi

[〈

X
i
s, Ti

〉

(ωai , ωHTi ) ·
〈

Ws,t, Ti

〉

(ωai , ωHTi )

]

.

Next, we fix T1, ..., Tn and denote Ea[T1, ..., Tn] = T . We relabel ωi = ω
h̃
Ea[T1,...,Tn]
i

for i =

1, ...,m[a] where h̃E
a[T1,...,Tn]
i are the ghost hyperedges introduced in Definition 3.11. For brevity,

we will denote these sets by h̃Ti .
We apply Proposition 3.13 to observe that the random variable 〈Ws,t, T 〉 is independent of

ωh̃Tj
for all h̃Tj ∈ Za[T1, ..., Tn]. Any h̃Tj /∈ Za[T1, ..., Tn] must be a hyperedge of the forest T =
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Ea[T1, ..., Tn]. By interchangeably writing ω0 = ωh̃T0
, we take expectations to get

〈

Ys,t,1
〉

(ω0) =

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

E
HT

[
∑

T1,...,Tn∈F0
Ea[T1,...,Tn]=T

E
Za[T1,...,Tn]

[

f(ω0, ωh̃T1
, ..., ωh̃T

m[a]
) ·

n⊗

i=1

〈
X
i
s, Ti

〉
(ωh̃Tai

, ωHTi )
]

·
〈

Ws,t, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT )

]

+ E
1,...,m[a]

[

f(ω0, ω1, ..., ωm[a]) ·
〈
Ỹ
♯
s,t,1

〉
(ω0, ω1, ..., ωm[a])

]

,

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

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

E
1,...,m[a]

[

f(ω0, ω1, ..., ωm[a]) ·
〈
Ỹ
♯
s,t,1

〉
(ω0, ω1, ..., ωm[a])

]

|t− s|γ

≤
∥
∥f(ω0)

∥
∥
r
·
n∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

i=1

∥
∥
∥
∥

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
i,1
〉
(ωai)

∥
∥
∥
∞

∥
∥
∥
∥
[a],pi[1]

+

∥
∥
∥
∥

∥
∥
∥

〈
J
[
X
i
]
,1
〉
(ωai)

∥
∥
∥
α

∥
∥
∥
∥
[a],pi[1]

· |v − u|α
)

⊗

∥
∥
∥
∥

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
i,♯,1

〉
(ωak)

∥
∥
∥
γ

∥
∥
∥
∥
[a],pi[1]

⊗

( n⊗

i=k+1

∥
∥
∥
∥

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
i,1
〉
(ωai)

∥
∥
∥
∞

∥
∥
∥
∥
[a],pi[1]

)

+
∥
∥f(ω0)

∥
∥
r
·

γ−,α,β
∑

T1,...,Tn∈F0
Gα,β [E

a[T1,...,Tn]]≥γ

n∏

i=1

∥
∥
∥
∥

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
i, Ti

〉
(ωai)

∥
∥
∥
pi[Ti],∞

∥
∥
∥
∥
[a],pi[Ti]

·

∥
∥
∥
∥

∥
∥
∥

〈
W, Ea[T1, ..., Tn]

〉
∥
∥
∥
q
[
Ea[T1,...,Tn]

]
,Gα,β [Ea[T1,...,Tn]]

∥
∥
∥
∥
[a],q
[
Ea[T1,...,Tn]

] · |v − u|Gα,β [E
a[T1,...,Tn]]−γ

<∞ (Ω0,P)-almost surely,

and similarly

E
0

[∣
∣
∣
∣

sup
s,t∈[0,1]

E
1,...,m[a]

[

f(ω0, ω1, ..., ωm[a]) ·
〈
Ỹ
♯
s,t,1

〉
(ω0, ω1, ..., ωm[a])

]

|t− s|γ

∣
∣
∣
∣

p0[1]
] 1
p0[1]

<∞.

Next, we verify that an increment of Equation (4.69) satisfies Definition 4.1. For any Y ∈
F γ−,α,β, we fix (ω0, ωHY ) ∈ Ω× Ω×|HY | and get

(
∑

Y1,...,Yn∈F0
Ea[Y1,...,Yn]=Y

E
Za[Y1,...,Yn]

[

f(ω0, ωh̃Y1
, ..., ωh̃Y

m[a]
) ·

n⊗

i=1

〈
X
i, Yi

〉
(ωh̃Yai

, ωHYi )
])

s,t

=
∑

Y1,...,Yn∈F0

Ea[Y1,...,Yn]=Y

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∑

T1,...,Tn∈F0

T=Ea[T1,...,Tn]

∑

Υ1,...,Υn∈F0

( n∏

i=1

c
(

Ti,Υi, Yi

)

−
n∏

i=1

δ{Υi=1,Ti=Yi}

)

· EZ
a[Y1,...,Yn]

[

E

⋃n
i=1 E

Ti,Υi,Yi
[ n⊗

i=1

〈
X
i
s, Ti

〉
(ωh̃Yai

, ωφTi,Υi,Yi [HTi ])
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·
n⊗

i=1

〈
Ws,t,Υi

〉
(ωh̃Yai

, ωϕTi,Υi,Yi [HΥi ])
]]

+
〈

Y
♯
s,t, Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY ) (4.72)

where

〈

Y
♯
s,t, Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY )

=
∑

Y1,...,Yn∈F0
Ea[Y1,...,Yn]=Y

E
Za[Y1,...,Yn]

[

f(ω0, ..., ωh̃Y
m[a]

) ·
n∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

i=1

〈

X
i
s + J[X]is,t, Yi

〉
(ωh̃Yai

, ωHYi )

)

⊗
〈

X
k,♯
s,t , Yk

〉

(ωh̃Yak
, ωHYk )⊗

n⊗

i=k+1

〈

X
i
t, Yi

〉

(ωh̃Yai
, ωHYi )

)]

+
∑

Y1,...,Yn∈F0

Ea[Y1,...,Yn]=Y

γ−,α,β
∑

T1,...,Tn∈F0

Gα,β [E
a[T1,...,Tn]]≥γ

∑

Υ1,...,Υn∈F0

( n∏

i=1

c
(

Ti,Υi, Yi

)

−
n∏

i=1

δ{Ti=Yi,Υi=1}

)

· EZ
a[Y1,...,Yn]

[

E

⋃n
i=1 E

Ti,Υi,Yi
[ n⊗

i=1

〈
Xs, Ti

〉
(ωh̃Yai

, ωφTi,Υi,Yi [HTi ])

·
n⊗

i=1

〈
Ws,t,Υi

〉
(ωh̃Yai

, ωϕTi,Υi,Yi [HΥi ])
]]

(4.73)

Thanks to Lemma 4.16, we can replace φTi,Υi,Yi by φT,Υ,Y . Next, using the same reasoning as
Lemma 4.19, we note that for any h̃Yj /∈ Za[Y1, ..., Yn], we have that h̃Yj ∈ HY so that ωh̃Yj

is

fixed whereas for h̃Yj ∈ Za[Y1, ..., Yn], we integrate over ωh̃Yj
. We apply Proposition 3.13 with the

set Za[Y1, ..., Yn] (instead of the set {1, ...,m[a]}) and relabel the ghost hyperedges according to
the coupling function defined in Definition 4.18. φ̃T,Υ,Y is the identity for all fixed ωh̃Yj

and for

each probability space that is integrated over, φ̃T,Υ,Y divides these into the probability spaces that
〈Ws,t, E

a[Υ1, ...,Υn]〉 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
〉

(ω0, ωHY )

=

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F
Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

· EE
T,Υ,Y

[
∑

T1,...,Tn∈F0

Ea[T1,...,Tn]=T

E
Za[T1,...,Tn]

[

f(ω0, ωφ̃T,Υ,Y [h̃Y1 ], ..., ωφ̃T,Υ,Y [h̃Y
m[a]

])

·
n⊗

i=1

〈

Xs, Ti

〉

(ωφ̃T,Υ,Y [h̃Yai ]
, ωφT,Υ,Y [HTi ])

]

·
〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωϕT,Υ,Y [HΥ])

]

+
〈

Y
♯
s,t, Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY ). (4.74)

Thus we see that 〈Ys,t, 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

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

E
HY

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Y
♯
s,t, Y

〉
(ω0, ωHY )

∣
∣
∣

p0[Y ]
] 1
p0[Y ]

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [Y ]
≤
∥
∥f(ω0)

∥
∥
r
·

∑

Y1,...,Yn∈F0

Ea[Y1,...,Yn]=Y

n∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

i=1

∥
∥
∥
∥

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
i, Yi

〉
(ωai)

∥
∥
∥
∞

∥
∥
∥
∥
[a],pi[Yi]

+

∥
∥
∥
∥

∥
∥
∥

〈
J[Xi], Yi

〉
(ωai)

∥
∥
∥
α

∥
∥
∥
∥
[a],pi[Yi]

· |v − u|α
)

⊗

∥
∥
∥
∥

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
k,♯, Yk

〉
(ωak)

∥
∥
∥
γ−Gα,β [Yk]

∥
∥
∥
∥
[a],pk[Yk]

· |v − u|Gα,β [Y ]−Gα,β [Yk]

⊗

( n⊗

i=k+1

∥
∥
∥
∥

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
i, Yi

〉
(ωai)

∥
∥
∥
∞

∥
∥
∥
∥
[a],pi[Yi]

)

+
∥
∥f(ω0)

∥
∥
r
·
∑

Y1,...,Yn∈F0

Ea[Y1,...,Yn]=Y

γ−,α,β
∑

T1,...,Tn∈F0

Gα,β [E
a[T1,...,Tn]]≥γ

∑

Υ1,...,Υn∈F0

( n∏

i=1

c
(
Ti,Υi, Yi

)
−

n∏

i=1

δ{Υi=1,Ti=Yi}

)

·
n∏

i=1

∥
∥
∥
∥

sup
s∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xs, Ti

〉
(ωai)

∥
∥
∥
pi[Ti]

∥
∥
∥
∥
[a],pi[Ti]

· sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∏n
i=1

∥
∥
∥
∥

∥
∥
∥

〈
W,Υi

〉
(ωai)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υi]

∥
∥
∥
∥
[a],q[Υi]

|t− s|Gα,β [Ea[Υ1,...,Υn]]
· |v − u|Gα,β [E

a[T1,...,Tn]]−γ

<∞ (Ω0,P)-almost surely

and integrating through yields

E
0

[

sup
s,t∈[0,1]

E
HY

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Y
♯
s,t, Y

〉
(ω0, ωHY )

∣
∣
∣

p0[Y ]
]

|t− s|p0[Y ](γ−Gα,β [Y ])

]

<∞.

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 3.16, 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

Gα,β[a] := α · l[a]0 + β · (|a| − l[a]0).

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 α, β > 0 and let

γ := inf
{
αi+ βj : (i, j) ∈ N

×2
0 , αi + βj > 1− α

}
, n := sup

{
m ∈ N0 : m < γ

α∧β

}
.

Let f ∈ C
n,(n)
b

(
R
d × P2(R

d)
)
.

Let (px, q) and (py, q) be two dual pairs of integrability functionals that satisfy (4.22). Let W be

a (H γ,α,β, p, q)-probabilistic rough paths and let X ∈ Dγ,px,q
W and Y ∈ D

γ,py,q
W . Then with the same

notations as in Definition 4.10 and (4.21)

f
(〈

X,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Y,1〉
)

s,t

=
∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!
E
1,...,m[a]

[

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ω1), ...,

〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωm[a])

)

·

|a|
⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar)

]

+Rs,t(ω0), (4.75)

where ∃N ⊂ Ω such that P
[
N
]
= 0 and ∀ω0 ∈ Ω\N ,

Rs,t(ω0) = O
(

|t− s|γ
)

,

with the constant underpinning the Landau notation being implicitly random, and

E
0

[(

sup
s,t∈[0,1]

∣
∣Rs,t(ω0)

∣
∣

|t− s|γ

)px[1]
n+1

]

<∞. (4.76)

Next, for i ∈ {1, ..., n}, suppose that a ∈ A
(0)
i . Similar to before, using the notations from Definition

4.10

∂af
(〈

X,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Y,1〉,
〈
Y,1

〉
(ω1), ...

〈
Y,1

〉
(ωm[a])

)

s,t

=
∑

a∈Aα,β|a

1

(|a| − |a|)!
E
m[a]+1,...,m[a]

[

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ω1), ...,

〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωm[a])

)

·

|a|
⊗

r=|a|+1

〈[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar )

]

+Ra
s,t(ω0, ..., ωm[a]) (4.77)

where ∃N a ⊂ Ω× Ω×m[a] such that P× P
×m[a]

[
N a
]
= 0 and ∀(ω0, ..., ωm[a]) ∈

(
Ω× Ω×m[a]

)
\N a,

Ra
s,t(ω0, ..., ωm[a]) = O

(

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [a]
)

,

and

E
0,1,...,m[a]

[(

sup
s,t∈[0,1]

∣
∣Ra

s,t(ω0, ω1, ..., ωm[a])
∣
∣

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [a]

) px[1]
n+1−|a|

]

<∞. (4.78)

Proof. Firstly, py[1] > n+ 1 so that

E

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Yt,1

〉
(ω)
∣
∣
∣

n+1
]

<∞.

79



Therefore, by Theorem 2.15 we have

f
(〈

X,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Y,1〉
)

s,t

=
∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!
E
1,...,m[a]

[

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ω1), ...,

〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωm[a])

)

·

|a|
⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar )

]

(4.79)

+
∑

a∈Aα,β
∗

1

|a|!
E
1,...,m[a]

[

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ω1), ...,

〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωm[a])

)

·

|a|
⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar )

]

(4.80)

+
1

(n− 1)!

∑

a∈A
(0)
n

E
1,...,m[a]

[

fa
[〈
Xs,1

〉
(ω0),

〈
Xt,1

〉
(ω0),Π

〈Ys ,1〉,〈Yt,1〉
]

(ω1, ..., ωm[a])

·
n⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s,t
(ωar),1

〉]

, (4.81)

where

fa
[〈
Xs,1

〉
(ω0),

〈
Xt,1

〉
(ω0),Π

〈Ys ,1〉,〈Yt,1〉
]

(ω1, ..., ωm[a])

=

∫ 1

0

(

∂af
(〈

Xs + ξ · Xs,t,1
〉
(ω0),Π

〈Ys,1〉,〈Yt,1〉
ξ , ...,

〈
Ys + ξ · Ys,t,1

〉
(ωm[a])

)

− ∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉, ...,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωm[a])

))

· (1− ξ)n−1dξ. (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|γ
)

and

∣
∣Rs,t(ω0)

∣
∣ ≤

∑

a∈Aα,β
∗

1

|a|!

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
∞

·
∣
∣
∣

〈
Xs,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

l[a]0
·

m[a]
∏

r=1

Ẽ

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Ys,t,1

〉
(ω̃)
∣
∣
∣

l[a]r
]

+
1

n!

∑

a∈A
(0)
n

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,0

·
∣
∣
∣

〈
Xs,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

l[a]0+1
·

m[a]
∏

r=1

Ẽ

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Ys,t,1

〉
(ω̃)
∣
∣
∣

l[a]r
]

+
1

n!

∑

a∈A
(0)
n

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,µ

·
∣
∣
∣

〈
Xs,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

l[a]0
· Ẽ

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Ys,t,1

〉
(ω̃)
∣
∣
∣

]

·

m[a]
∏

r=1

Ẽ

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Ys,t,1

〉
(ω̃)
∣
∣
∣

l[a]r
]

+
1

n!

∑

a∈A
(0)
n

m[a]
∑

j=1

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,j

·
∣
∣
∣

〈
Xs,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

l[a]0
·

m[a]
∏

r=1

Ẽ

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Ys,t,1

〉
(ω̃)
∣
∣
∣

l[a]r+δj=r

]

(4.83)

where ‖∂af‖∞ is defined as in Equation (2.15) and ‖∂af‖Lip,0, ‖∂af‖Lip,µ and ‖∂af‖Lip,j are defined
as in Equation (2.16).
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By choosing a = (0, ..., 0) ∈ A
(0)
n , we get the least integrable terms but even this satisfies Equation

(4.76).
Similarly, by Corollary 2.17 we have that

∂af
(〈

X,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Y,1〉,
〈
Y,1

〉
(ωh̃Y1

), ...,
〈
Y,1

〉
(ωh̃Y

m[a]
)
)

s,t

=
∑

a∈Aα,β|a

1

(|a| − |a|)!
E
m[a]+1,...,m[a]

[

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉, ...,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωh̃Y

m[a]
)

·
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωm[a]+1), ...,

〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωm[a])

)

·

|a|
⊗

r=|a|+1

〈[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar)

]

(4.84)

+
∑

a∈A
α,β|a
∗

1

(|a| − |a|)!
E
m[a]+1,...,m[a]

[

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉, ...,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωh̃Y

m[a]
)

·
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωm[a]+1), ...,

〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωm[a])

)

·

|a|
⊗

r=|a|+1

〈

[X,Y]s,t,1
〉

(ωar)

]

(4.85)

+
∑

a∈A
(0)
n|a

E
m[a]+1,...,m[a]

[(

∂af
)a

(ω0, ωh̃Y1
, ..., ωh̃Y

m[a]
, ωm[a]+1, ..., ωm[a])

·
n⊗

r=|a|+1

〈[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar)

]

(4.86)

where
(

∂af
)a

(ω0, ωh̃Y1
, ..., ωh̃Y

m[a]
, ωm[a]+1, ..., ωm[a])

=

∫ 1

0

(

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0) + ξ

〈
Xs,t,1

〉
(ω0),Π

〈Ys,1〉,〈Yt,1〉
ξ , ...,

〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωm[a]) + ξ

〈
Ys,t,1

〉
(ωm[a])

)

− ∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys ,1〉, ...,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωm[a])

))

· (1− ξ)n−1−|a|dξ. (4.87)

The terms from Equation (4.87) correspond to those of the remainder terms (2.14).
For a ∈ Aα,β|a and for k = 0, ...,m[a], we denote

l[a|a]k =

|a|
∑

i=|a|+1

1k(ai).

All terms in (4.85) and (4.86) will be O
(

|t−s|γ−Gα,β [a]
)

and a similar argument as before implies

∣
∣Ra

s,t(ω0, ω1, ..., ωm[a])
∣
∣

≤
∑

a∈A
α,β|a
∗

1

(|a| − |a|)!
·
∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥ ·
∣
∣
∣

〈
Xs,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

l[a|a]0
·

m[a]
∏

r=1

∣
∣
∣

〈
Ys,t,1

〉
(ωr)

∣
∣
∣

l[a|a]r

·

m[a]
∏

r=m[a]+1

Ẽ

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Ys,t,1

〉
(ω̃)
∣
∣
∣

l[a|a]r
]
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+
1

(n− |a|)!

∑

a∈A
(0)
n|a

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,0

·
∣
∣
∣

〈
Xs,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

l[a|a]0+1
·

m[a]
∏

r=1

∣
∣
∣

〈
Ys,t,1

〉
(ωr)

∣
∣
∣

l[a|a]r

·

m[a]
∏

r=1

Ẽ

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Ys,t,1

〉
(ω̃)
∣
∣
∣

l[a|a]r
]

+
1

(n− |a|)!

∑

a∈A
(0)
n|a

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,µ

·
∣
∣
∣

〈
Xs,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

l[a|a]0
· Ẽ

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Ys,t,1

〉
(ω̃)
∣
∣
∣

]

·

m[a]
∏

r=1

∣
∣
∣

〈
Ys,t,1

〉
(ωr)

∣
∣
∣

l[a|a]r
·

m[a]
∏

r=m[a]+1

Ẽ

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Ys,t,1

〉
(ω̃)
∣
∣
∣

l[a|a]r
]

+
1

(n− |a|)!

∑

a∈A
(0)
n|a

m[a]
∑

j=1

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,j

·
∣
∣
∣

〈
Xs,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

l[a|a]0
·

m[a]
∏

r=1

∣
∣
∣

〈
Ys,t,1

〉
(ωr)

∣
∣
∣

l[a|a]r

·

m[a]
∏

r=1

Ẽ

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Ys,t,1

〉
(ω̃)
∣
∣
∣

l[a|a]r+δj=r

]

. (4.88)

where ‖∂af‖∞ is defined as in Equation (2.15) and ‖∂af‖Lip,0, ‖∂af‖Lip,µ and ‖∂af‖Lip,j are defined
as in Equation (2.16).

Equation (4.78) follows by integrating over each probability space and we conclude.

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 ∈ F γ,α,β and define pz[T ] according to Equation (4.23). By as-
sumption, pz[T ] ∈ (1,∞). Further, pz[1] ∈ (1,∞) and 1

pz[1]
= 1

pz [T ]
+ 1

q[T ] so that Equation (3.19) is
satisfied.

In order to draw comparison with classical techniques (see for instance [Gub10, Lemma 8.4]),
we denote for i = 1, ..., n

Aα,βi =
{
a ∈ Aα,β : |a| = i

}
, A

α,β|a
i =

{
a ∈ Aα,β|a : |a| = i

}
,

We apply Corollary 4.31 (and recalling J as introduced in Equation (4.5)) to obtain

f
(〈

X,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Y,1〉
)

s,t

=
∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!
E
1,...,m[a]

[

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉, ...,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωh̃T

m[a]
)
)

·

|a|
⊗

r=1

〈

J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar)

]

(4.89)

+
∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!
E
1,...,m[a]

[

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys ,1〉, ...,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωh̃T

m[a]
)
)

·

( |a|
⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar)−

|a|
⊗

r=1

〈

J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar)

)]

(4.90)
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+Rs,t(ω0). (4.91)

Thanks to Corollary 4.31, the terms of Equation (4.91) will be of of order O
(
|t− s|γ

)
.

An application of Lemma 4.24 allows us to write

( |a|
⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar)−

|a|
⊗

r=1

〈

J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar )

)

=

|a|
∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

r=1

〈

J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar)

)

⊗
〈[

X,Y
]♯

s,t
,1
〉

(ωak)⊗

( |a|
⊗

r=k+1

〈[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar)

)

so that Equation (4.90) will be of order O
(
|t− s|γ

)
too.

By expanding out Equation (4.89), we get

f
(〈

X,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Y,1〉
)

s,t

=

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!
E
HT

[
∑

T1,...,T|a|∈F

T=Ea[T1,...,T|a|]

E
Za[T1,...,T|a|]

[

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys ,1〉,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωh̃T1

),

...,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωh̃T

m[a]
)
)

·

|a|
⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
, Tr

〉

(ωh̃Tar
, ωHTr )

]

·
〈

Ws,t, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT )

]

(4.92)

+
∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!

γ−,α,β
∑

T1,...,T|a|∈F

Gα,β

[
Ea[T1,...,T|a|]

]
≥γ

E
H

Ea[T1,...,T|a|]

[

E
Za[T1,...,T|a|]

[

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωh̃T1

), ...,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωh̃T

m[a]
)
)

·

|a|
⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
, Tr

〉

(ωh̃Tar
, ωHTr )

]

·
〈

Ws,t, E
a[T1, ..., T|a|]

〉

(ω0, ωHEa[T1,...,T|a|]
)

]

+O
(

|t− s|γ
)

. (4.93)

The terms contained in the summation (4.93) are also of order O(|t − s|γ) and the summation
in (4.92) motivates the terms of the random controlled rough path described in Equation (4.25).

This leads us to

〈

Z
♯
s,t,1

〉

(ω0) =
∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!

γ−,α,β
∑

T1,...,T|a|∈F

Gα,β

[
Ea[T1,...,T|a|]

]
≥γ

E
H

Ea[T1,...,T|a|]

[

E
Za[T1,...,T|a|]

[

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωh̃T1

), ...,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωh̃T

m[a]
)
)

·

|a|
⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
, Tr

〉

(ωh̃Tar
, ωHTr )

]

·
〈

Ws,t, E
a[T1, ..., T|a|]

〉

(ω0, ωHEa [T1,...,T|a|]
)

]

+
∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!
E
1,...,m[a]

[

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys ,1〉, ...,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωh̃T

m[a]
)
)
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·

|a|
∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

r=1

〈

J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar )

)

⊗
〈[

X,Y
]♯

s,t
,1
〉

(ωak)⊗

( |a|
⊗

r=k+1

〈[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar)

)]

+Rs,t(ω0). (4.94)

Next, we verify that the increments of Equation (4.25) satisfy Definition 4.1. Fix Y ∈ F γ−,α,β .
By taking increments, we get

〈

Zs,t, Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY ) =

n∑

i=1

∑

a∈Aα,β
i

1

i!

∑

Y1,...,Yi∈F

Y=Ea[Y1,...,Yi]

E
Za[Y1,...,Yi]

[

∂af
(〈

X,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Y,1〉, ...,
〈
Y,1

〉
(ωh̃Y

m[a]
)
)

s,t
·

i⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

+∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉, ...,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωh̃Y

m[a]
)
)

·

( i⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

)

s,t

+∂af
(〈

X,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Y,1〉, ...,
〈
Y,1

〉
(ωh̃Y

m[a]
)
)

s,t
·

( i⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

)

s,t

]

.

By applying Corollary 4.31 to get

〈

Zs,t, Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY ) =

n∑

i=1

∑

a∈Aα,β
i

1

i!

∑

Y1,...,Yi∈F

Y=Ea[Y1,...,Yi]

E
Za[Y1,...,Yi]

[
n∑

j=i+1

∑

a∈A
α,β|a
j

1

(j − i)!

E
m[a]+1,...,m[a]

[

∂af

(
〈
Xs,1

〉
(ω0),L

〈Y,1〉
s , ...,

〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωh̃Y

m[a]
), ...,

〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωm[a])

)

·

j
⊗

r=i+1

〈[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar)

]

⊗

( i⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
+
[
X,Y

]

s,t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

)]

(4.95)

+

n∑

i=1

∑

a∈Aα,β
i

1

i!

∑

Y1,...,Yi∈F

Y=Ea[Y1,...,Yi]

E
Za[Y1,...,Yi]

[

Ra
s,t(ω0, ..., ωh̃Y

m[a]
)⊗

i⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

]

(4.96)

+
n∑

i=1

∑

a∈Aα,β
i

1

i!

∑

Y1,...,Yi∈F

Y=Ea[Y1,...,Yi]

E
Za[Y1,...,Yi]

[

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉, ...,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωh̃Y

m[a]
)
)

·

( i⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
+
[
X,Y

]

s,t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )−

i⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

)]

. (4.97)

If there exists a ∈ Ai,j ∩ Aα,β such that the Lions tree Y can be expressed of the form Y =
Ea
[
Y1, ..., Y|a|

]
, we know that Gα,β [Y ] ≥ αi+βj. Hence the terms in Equation (4.96) will be of order

at least O
(

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [Y ]
)

.
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Addressing Equation (4.97) first, thanks to Lemma 4.24 we get that

(4.97) =

n∑

i=1

∑

a∈Aα,β
i

1

i!

∑

Y1,...,Yi∈F

Y=Ea[Y1,...,Yi]

E
Za[Y1,...,Yi]

[

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉, ...,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωh̃Y

m[a]
)
)

·
i∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
+ J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

)

⊗
〈[

X,Y
]♯

s,t
, Yk

〉

(ωh̃Yak
, ωHYk )

⊗

( i⊗

r=k+1

〈[
X,Y

]

t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

)

(4.98)

+
i⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
+ J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

]

. (4.99)

Whenever we have that Y = Ea
[
Y1, ..., Yi

]
, we know that Gα,β [Yk] ≤ Gα,β[Y ] for any choice of k

so that Equation (4.98) is of order O
(

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [Y ]
)

.

Using the same techniques and making the substitution Yi+1, ..., Yj = 1, we see that

(4.95)

=

n∑

i=1

n∑

j=i+1

∑

a∈Aα,β
j

1

i!(j − i)!

∑

Y1,...,Yi∈F

Yi+1,...,Yj=1

Y=Ea[Y1,...,Yj]

E
Za[Y1,...,Yj]

[

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Y,1〉
s , ...,

〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωh̃Y

m[a]
)
)

·

(
j
∑

k=i+1

k−1⊗

r=i+1

〈

J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Y
ar

)⊗
〈[

X,Y
]♯

s,t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Y
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)⊗

j
⊗

r=k+1

〈[
X,Y

]

s,t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Y
ar

)

)

i⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Y
ar

, ωHYr )

]

(4.100)

+

n∑

i=1

n∑

j=i+1

∑

a∈Aα,β
j

1

i!(j − i)!

∑

Y1,...,Yi∈F

Yi+1,...,Yj=1

Y=Ea[Y1,...,Yj]

E
Za[Y1,...,Yj]

[

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Y,1〉
s , ...,

〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωh̃Y

m[a]
)
)

·

( j
⊗

r=i+1

〈

J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
)

)

⊗

(
i∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
+ J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

)

⊗
〈[

X,Y
]♯

s,t
, Yk

〉

(ωh̃Yak
)⊗

( i⊗

r=k+1

〈[
X,Y

]

t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

))]

(4.101)

+

n∑

i=1

n∑

j=i+1

∑

a∈Aα,β
j

1

i!(j − i)!

∑

Y1,...,Yi∈F

Yi+1,...,Yj=1

Y=Ea[Y1,...,Yj]

E
Za[Y1,...,Yj]

[

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Y,1〉
s , ...,

〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωh̃Y

m[a]
)
)

·

( j
⊗

r=i+1

〈

J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
)

)

⊗

( i⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
+ J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

)]

. (4.102)
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By the presence of a remainder term, Equation (4.100) and Equation (4.101) are both of order

O
(

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [Y ]
)

.

An application of Lemma 4.24 gives us that
i⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
+ J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

=

i∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

)

⊗
〈

J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
, Yk

〉

(ωh̃Yak
, ωHYk )

⊗

( i⊗

r=k+1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
+ J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Y
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)

+

( i⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Y
ar

, ωHYr )

)

.

We add the remaining terms together (and addressing the case j = 1 first) we obtain
〈

Zs,t, Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY ) = δhY0 6=∅ · ∇x0f
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〉
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·
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, Y ′
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+ E
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〈Y,1〉
s ,

〈
Ys,1

〉
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·
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+
n∑
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1

j!
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∑
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〉
(ωh̃Y
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)
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(
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⊗
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[
X,Y

]

s,t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
)

)

⊗

(
i∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

)

⊗
〈

J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
, Yk

〉

(ωh̃Yak
, ωHYk )⊗

( i⊗

r=k+1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
+ J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

)

+

( i⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

))

+O
(

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [Y ]
)

.

To conclude, we make the substitution
〈

J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
, Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY )

=

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∑

Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

· EE
T,Υ,Y

[〈[
X,Y

]

s
, T
〉

(ω0, ωφT,Υ,Y [HT ]) ·
〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωϕT,Υ,Y [HΥ])

]

and use the techniques described in the proof of Proposition 4.28 along with classical combinatorial
techniques to obtain that

〈

Zs,t, Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY )
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=

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∑

Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

· EE
T,Υ,Y

[
∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!

∑

T1,...,T|a|∈F

Ea[T1,...,T|a|]=T

E
Za[T1,...,T|a|]

[

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωφ̃T,Υ,Y [h̃T1 ]), ...,

〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωφ̃T,Υ,Y [h̃T

m[a]
])
)

·

|a|
⊗

r=1

〈

[X,Y]s, Tr

〉

(ωφ̃T,Υ,Y [h̃Yar ]
, ωφT,Υ,Y [HTr ])

]

·
〈

Ws,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωϕT,Υ,Y [HΥ])

]

+O
(

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [Y ]
)

,

which verifies that there is a random controlled rough path that satisfies Equation (4.25).

Adapting the notation from Equation (4.70) earlier, we now denote

∥
∥
∥

〈
[X,Y], T

〉
(ωai)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

=







E
HT

[∣
∣
∣

〈
X, T

〉
(ω0, ωHT )

∣
∣
∣

px[T ]
] 1
px[T ]

if ai = 0,

E
ai

[

E
HT

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Y, T

〉
(ωai , ωHT )

∣
∣
∣

py[T ]
]] 1

py[T ]
if ai > 0.

(4.103)

Proof of Equation (4.26). We start this proof by returning to Equation (4.94).
Then

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

〈

Z
♯
s,t,1

〉

(ω0)

|t− s|γ
≤

∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!

γ−,α,β
∑

T1,...,T|a|∈F

Gα,β

[
Ea[T1,...,T|a|]

]
≥γ

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
∞

·
∏

r:ar=0

∥
∥
∥

〈
X, Tr

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[Tr],∞

·
∏

r:ar>0

∥
∥
∥

〈
Y, Tr

〉
∥
∥
∥
py[Tr],∞

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
W, Ea[T1, ..., T|a|]

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q
[
Ea[T1,...,T|a|]

]
,Gα,β

[
Ea[T1,...,T|a|]

] · |v − u|Gα,β

[
Ea[T1,...,T|a|]

]
−γ

+
∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
∞

·

|a|
∑

k=1

(
k−1∏

r=1

∥
∥
∥
∥

∥
∥
∥

〈
J
[
X,Y

]
,1
〉
(ωak)

∥
∥
∥
α

∥
∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

· |v − u|α

)

·

∥
∥
∥
∥

∥
∥
∥

〈[
X,Y

]♯
,1
〉
(ωak)

∥
∥
∥
γ

∥
∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

·

( |a|
∏

r=k+1

∥
∥
∥

〈
[X,Y],1

〉
(ωar)

∥
∥
∥
α

∥
∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

· |v − u|α

)]

+ sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∣
∣Rs,t(ω0)

∣
∣

|t− s|γ
. (4.104)

Recall from Definition 4.10 that (n + 1)α ≥ γ and that ∀a ∈ Aα,β∗ , we have that Gα,β [a] ≥ γ.
Thanks to Equation (4.83), we have that

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∣
∣Rs,t(ω0)

∣
∣

|t− s|γ

≤
∑

a∈Aα,β
∗

1

|a|!

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
∞

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
X,1

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥

l[a]0

α
·

m[a]
∏

r=1

∥
∥
∥
∥
Ẽ

[∣
∣〈Y,1〉(ω̃)

∣
∣
∣

l[a]r]
∥
∥
∥
∥
β·l[a]r

· |v − u|Gα,β [a]−γ
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+
1

n!

∑

a∈A
(0)
n

(
∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,0

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
X,1

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥

l[a]0+1

α
·

m[a]
∏

r=1

Ẽ

[∥
∥
∥

〈
Y,1

〉
(ω̃)
∥
∥
∥

l[a]r

α

]

+
∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
Lip,µ

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
X,1

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥

l[a]0

α
· Ẽ

[∥
∥
∥

〈
Y,1

〉
(ω̃)
∥
∥
∥
α

]

·

m[a]
∏

r=1

Ẽ

[∥
∥
∥

〈
Y,1

〉
(ω̃)
∥
∥
∥

l[a]r

α

]

+

m[a]
∑

j=1

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,j

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
X,1

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥

l[a]0

α
·

m[a]
∏

r=1

Ẽ

[∥
∥
∥

〈
Y,1

〉
(ω̃)
∥
∥
∥

l[a]r+δj=r

α

])

· |v − u|(n+1)α−γ .

(4.105)

Hence, with an application of Equation (4.41) and Equation (4.42), we can find a polynomial
P1 :

(
R
+
)×7

→ R
+ increasing in every variable such that

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

〈
Z
♯
s,t,1

〉
(ω0)

|t− s|γ

≤ ‖f‖
C

n,(n)
b

·P1

( γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F0

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, T
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

,

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xu, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ]

,

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F0

∥
∥
∥

〈
Y
♯, T
〉
∥
∥
∥
py[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

,

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
Yu, T

〉
∥
∥
∥
py[T ]

,

γ,α,β
∑

T∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
W, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[T ],Gα,β[T ]

, |v − u|α, |v − u|β
)

.

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‖

C
n,(n)
b

as

an upper bound. Secondly, for any term of the form ‖∂af‖∞, there will be a product of norms of
X and Y where the number of X terms will be l[a]0 and the number of Y terms will be |a| − l[a]0,
both of which will be less than or equal to n. Similarly, for any term of the form ‖∂af‖Lip, there
will be a product of n+ 1 terms. Thanks to Proposition 4.23, any of these norms of X and Y can be
upper-bounded by the product of any term from the set

{∥
∥
∥

〈
Xu, T 〉(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ]

,
∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, T 〉(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

,

∥
∥
∥

〈
Yu, T 〉

∥
∥
∥
py[T ]

,
∥
∥
∥

〈
Y
♯, T 〉

∥
∥
∥
py[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

: T ∈ F
γ−,α,β
0

}

and any term from the set
{

1,
∥
∥
∥

〈
W, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[T ],Gα,β [T ]

: T ∈ F
γ,α,β

}

.

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 α · i6 + β · i7. However, by remarking that one such example is (n + 1)α − γ, it should
be clear that there are constructions where the integers i6 and i7 may not be positive.
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Thus, the polynomial P1 :
(
R
+
)×7

→ R
+ expressed as

P1

(

x1, x2, y1, y2, w, t1, t2

)

=
∑

i∈IP1

Ci · x
i1
1 · xi22 · yi31 · yi42 · wi5 · ti61 · ti72 .

satisfies that i1, ..., i5 ∈ N0, i1 + i2 + i3 + i4 ≤ n+ 1, i5 ≤ i1 + i2 + i3 + i4 and α · i6 + β · i7 ≥ 0. This
verifies the additional claims made in Remark 4.12. In particular, the first and second variables of
the polynomial P1 will only ever be of order n+ 1, so that

E
0

[

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∣
∣
∣

〈
Z
♯
s,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

pz[1]

|t− s|pz[1]α

]

<∞.

For the second part of this proof, we fix Y ∈ F γ−,α,β: We represent the remainder term
〈

Z
♯
s,t, Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY ) of the form

〈

Z
♯
s,t, Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY ) = (1) + (2) + (3) (4.106)

where, by combining the terms from (4.96) and (4.98), we obtain

(1) =
n∑

i=1

∑

a∈Aα,β
i

1

i!

∑

Y1,...,Yi∈F

Y=Ea[Y1,...,Yi]

E
Za[Y1,...,Yi]

[

Ra
s,t(ω0, ..., ωh̃Y

m[a]
) ·

i⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

+ ∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉, ...,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωh̃Y

m[a]
)
)

·
i∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

)

⊗
〈[

X,Y
]♯

s,t
, Yk

〉

(ωh̃Yak
, ωHYk )⊗

( i⊗

r=k+1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
+ J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

)]

,

by combining the terms from (4.100) and (4.101) we obtain

(2)

=
n∑

i=1

n∑

j=i+1

∑

a∈Aα,β
j

1

i!(j − i)!

∑

Y1,...,Yi∈F

Yi+1,...,Yj=1

Y=Ea[Y1,...,Yj]

E
Za[Y1,...,Yj]

[

∂af

(
〈
Xs,1

〉
(ω0),L

〈Y,1〉
s , ...,

〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωh̃Y

m[a]
)

)

·

j
∑

k=i+1

( k−1⊗

r=i+1

〈

J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
)

)

⊗
〈[

X,Y
]♯

s,t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yak
)⊗

( j
⊗

r=k+1

〈[
X,Y

]

s,t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
)

)

⊗

( i⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

)

+

( j
⊗

r=i+1

〈

J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
)

)

⊗

(
i∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
+ J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

)

⊗
〈[

X,Y
]♯

s,t
, Yk

〉

(ωh̃Yak
)⊗

( i⊗

r=k+1

〈[
X,Y

]

t
, Yr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωHYr )

))]

,
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and finally

(3) =
n∑

j=1

1

j!

∑

a∈Aα,β
j

j
∑

i=1

j!

i!(j − i)!

∑

Y1,...,Yi∈F

Yi+1,...,Yj=1

Ea[Y1,...,Yj]=Y

∑

Υ1,...,Υj∈F0

γ−,α,β
∑

T1,...,Tj∈F

Gα,β

[
Ea[T1,...,Tj]

]
≥γ

E

⋃n
k=1 E

Tk,Υk,Yk

[

E
Za[Y1,...,Yj]

[

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Y,1〉
s , ...,

〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωh̃Y

m[a]
)
)

·

( j
⊗

r=i+1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
, Tr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωφTr,Υr,Yr [HTr ]) · δ{Yr=1,Tr=Υr}

)

⊗

(( i⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
, Tr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωφTr,Υr,Yr [HTr ]) · δ{Yr=Tr ,Υr=1}

)

+
i∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
, Tr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωφTr,Υr,Yr [HTr ]) · δ{Yr=Tr ,Υr=1}

)

⊗
〈[

X,Y
]

s
, Tk

〉

(ωh̃Yak
, ωφTk,Υk,Yk [HTk ]) · c

′
(
Tk,Υk, Yk

)

⊗

( i⊗

r=k+1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
, Tr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωφTr,Υr,Yr [HTr ]) ·

(

c′
(
Tr,Υr, Yr

)
+ δ{Tr=Yr,Υr=1}

))
)]

·

j
⊗

r=1

〈

Ws,t,Υr

〉

(ωh̃Yar
, ωϕTr,Υr,Yr [HTr ])

]

We can upper bound the Ra
s,t term in (1) using Equation (4.88). Integrating over the the de-

tagged probability spaces and applying Proposition 4.23, we can find a polynomial PY :
(
R
+
)×7

→
R
+ increasing in every variable such that

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

E
HY

[∣
∣
∣

〈
Z
♯
s,t, Y

〉
(ω0, ωHY )

∣
∣
∣

p[Y ]
] 1
p[y]

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [Y ]

≤ ‖f‖
C

n,(n)
b

·PY

( γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F0

∥
∥
∥

〈
X
♯, T
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

,

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
Xu, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ]

,

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F0

∥
∥
∥

〈
Y
♯, T
〉
∥
∥
∥
py[T ],γ−Gα,β[T ]

,

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
Yu, T

〉
∥
∥
∥
py[T ]

,

γ,α,β
∑

T∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
W, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[T ],Gα,β[T ]

, |v − u|α, |v − u|β
)

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).
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5 Stability of random controlled rough paths

Let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space. The collection of probabilistic rough paths C
(
H γ,α,β(Ω), p, q

)

introduced in Definition 3.18 is a metric space (see [DS21]), while for any choice of

W ∈ C
(
H

γ,α,β(Ω), p, q
)

the set of random controlled rough paths controlled by W, Dγ,α,β
W is a Banach space (see Theorem

4.21). The set of pairs (W,X) gives rise to the "fibre bundle"
⊔

W∈C (H γ,α,β ,p,q)

Dγ,p,q
W

with base space C
(
H γ,α,β(Ω), p, q

)
and fibres Dγ,p,q

W .
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 (2.1)) 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 α, β > 0 and let γ > α∧β. Let (Ω,F ,P) be probability spaces and denote (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂)
an identical probability space. Let Π ∈ P(Ω × Ω̂) with left marginal P and right marginal P̂. Let

X : [0, 1] → H γ−,α,β(Ω) and X̂ : [0, 1] → H γ−,α,β(Ω̂) be continuous paths.

We define

W
p
Π

[
T
](

Xt, X̂t

)

(ω0)

:=

(∫

(Ω×Ω̂)×|HT |

∣
∣
∣

〈
Xt, T

〉
(ω0, ωHT )−

〈
X̂t, T

〉
(ω0, ω̂HT )

∣
∣
∣

p
dΠ×|HT |

(

(ωh, ω̂h)h∈HT

))
1
p
, (5.1)

W
p
Π

[
T
](

Xt, X̂t

)

:=

(∫

(Ω×Ω̂)×|(HT )′|

∣
∣
∣

〈
Xt, T

〉
(ω(HT )′)−

〈
X̂t, T

〉
(ω̂(HT )′)

∣
∣
∣

p
dΠ×|(HT )′|

(

(ω, ω̂)h∈(HT )′

))
1
p
, (5.2)

W
p
∞,Π

[
T
](

X, X̂
)

(ω0) := sup
t∈[0,1]

W
p
Π

[
T
](

Xt, X̂t

)

(ω0), (5.3)

W
p
∞,Π

[
T
](

X, X̂
)

:= sup
t∈[0,1]

W
p
Π

[
T
](

Xt, X̂t

)

, (5.4)

where we recall that (HT )′ =
(
HT ∪ {h0}

)
\{∅}. Moreover, for α ∈ (0, 1),

W
p
α,Π

[
T
](

X, X̂
)

(ω0) := sup
s,t∈[0,1]

W
p
Π

[
T
](

Xs,t, X̂s,t

)

(ω0)

|t− s|α
, (5.5)

W
p
α,Π

[
T
](

X, X̂
)

:= sup
s,t∈[0,1]

W
p
Π

[
T
](

Xs,t, X̂s,t

)

|t− s|α
. (5.6)
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Remark 5.2. Let (Ω,F ,P) and (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂) be identical probability spaces. Recalling Equation (3.23), we

note that for W ∈ C
(
H γ,α,β(Ω), , p, q

)
and Ŵ ∈ C

(
H γ,α,β(Ω̂), p, q

)
, we can restate

ρα,β,p,q,0

(

W,Ŵ
)

(ω0) = inf
Π

γ,α,β
∑

T∈F

W
p
Gα,β [T ],Π

[
T
](

W,Ŵ
)

(ω0)

For Π fixed, Equations (5.1) and (5.5) act like norms for a fixed choice of ω0 ∈ Ω0, but once we
take an infimum over the choice of Π, 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 Π) and similarly for Equation (5.6). Taking
an infimum over all choices of Π transforms Equation (5.2) and (5.6) into Wasserstein distances
induced by metrics on Euclidean and pathspace.

Observe that for a Lions forest T ∈ F such that HT = ∅, we have that

W
p
Π

[
T
](

Xt, X̂t

)

(ω0) :=
∣
∣
∣

〈
Xt, T

〉
(ω0)−

〈
X̂t, T

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

so that the operation W
p
Π

[
T
]

does not always act as an integral operator.
To this end, we proceed as follows:

Definition 5.3. Let α, β > 0 and let γ := inf{Gα,β [T ] : T ∈ F ,Gα,β [T ] > 1− α}.

Let (p1, q) and (p2, q) be two pairs of dual integrability functionals and define p : F
γ,α,β
0 → [1,∞)

by letting, for T ∈ F
γ,α,β
0 ,

p[T ] = p1[T ] ∧ p2[T ].

Let (Ω,F ,P) and (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂) be identical probability spaces. Let

W ∈ C
(
H

γ,α,β(Ω), p1, q
)
, Ŵ ∈ C

(
H

γ,α,β(Ω̂), p2, q
)
.

For X ∈ Dγ,p,q
W and X̂ ∈ Dγ,p,q

Ŵ
, we define

d
W,Ŵ,γ,0 : D

γ,p,q
W ×Dγ,p,q

Ŵ
→ Lp[1]

(
Ω,P;R+

)

by

d
W,Ŵ,γ,0

(

X, X̂
)

(ω0)

:= inf
Π

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F0

(

W
p[T ]
Π

[
T
](

X0, X̂0

)

(ω0) +W
p[T ]
γ−Gα,β [T ],Π

[
T
](

X
♯, X̂♯

)

(ω0)

)

(5.7)

where infΠ runs over all probability measures on
(
Ω× Ω̂,F ⊗ F̂

)
with left and right marginals P and

P̂ respectively.

Separately but of equal interest, for Y ∈ Dγ,p,q
W and Ŷ ∈ Dγ,p,q

Ŵ
, we define

d
W,Ŵ,γ : Dγ,p,q

W ×Dγ,p,q

Ŵ
→ R

+

by

d
W,Ŵ,γ

(

Y, Ŷ
)

:= inf
Π

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F0

(

W
p[T ]
Π

[
T
](

Y0, Ŷ0

)

+W
p[T ]
γ−Gα,β [T ],Π

[
T
](

Y
♯, Ŷ♯

))

(5.8)

where infΠ runs as before.
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We emphasise that the probability spaces (Ω,F ,P) and (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂) 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 ω0 is simultaneously an element of Ω and Ω̂.

Example 5.4. Let α, β > 0 and let γ := inf{Gα,β [T ] : T ∈ F ,Gα,β [T ] > 1 − α}. Let (Ω,F ,P)

be a probability space and let (p, q) be a dual pair of integrability functionals. Let W and Ŵ be

(H γ,α,β, p, q)-probabilistic rough paths such that ρ(α,β,p,q),0
(
W,Ŵ

)
6= 0.

For each T ∈ F
γ−,α,β
0 and s, t ∈ [0, 1], let

〈

X0, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT ) ∈Lp[T ]
(

Ω× Ω×|HT |,P× (P)×|HT |; Lin
(
(Rd)⊗|NT |,Re

))

,
〈

X
♯
s,t, T

〉

(ω0, ωHT ) ∈Lp[T ]
(

Ω× Ω×|HT |,P× (P)×|HT |; Lin
(
(Rd)⊗|NT |,Re

))

,

and additionally suppose that

P

[
E
HT

[∣
∣
∣

〈
X
♯
s,t, T

〉
(ω0, ωHT )

∣
∣
∣

p[T ]
]

|t− s|p[T ](γ−Gα,β [T ])
<∞

]

= 1.

We define two paths Y, Ŷ : [0, 1] → H γ−,α,β(Ω) such that ∀t ∈ [0, 1],
〈

Yt,1
〉

(ω0) =
〈

X0,1
〉

(ω0) +
〈

X
♯
0,t,1

〉

(ω0)

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

E
HT

[〈

X0, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT ) ·
〈

W0,t, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT )

]

,

〈

Ŷt,1
〉

(ω0) =
〈

X0,1
〉

(ω0) +
〈

X
♯
0,t,1

〉

(ω0)

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

E
HT

[〈

X0, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT ) ·
〈

Ŵ0,t, T
〉

(ω0, ωHT )

]

,

and
〈

Yt, Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY ) =
〈

X0, Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY ) +
〈

X
♯
0,t, Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY )

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T,Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

· EE
T,Υ,Y

[〈

X0, T
〉

(ω0, ωφT,Υ,Y [HT ]) ·
〈

W0,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωϕT,Υ,Y [HΥ])

]

,

〈

Ŷt, Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY ) =
〈

X0, Y
〉

(ω0, ωHY ) +
〈

X
♯
0,t, Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY )

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T,Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

· EE
T,Υ,Y

[〈

X0, T
〉

(ω0, ωφT,Υ,Y [HT ]) ·
〈

Ŵ0,t,Υ
〉

(ω0, ωϕT,Υ,Y [HΥ])

]

.

Then it is a relatively simple exercise to verify that Y is a random controlled rough path controlled by

W and Ŷ is a random controlled rough path controlled by Ŵ. Further, we do not have that Y = Ŷ

since they are controlled by different probabilistic rough paths. None-the-less, by construction we have

that

P

[

d
W,Ŵ,γ,0

(

Y, Ŷ
)

(ω0) = 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
∥
∥
∥

〈
{X ∨ X̂}, T

〉
∥
∥
∥ =

∥
∥
∥

〈
X, T

〉
∥
∥
∥ ∨

∥
∥
∥

〈
X̂, T

〉
∥
∥
∥ (5.9)

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 α, β > 0 and γ := inf{Gα,β [T ] : T ∈ F ,Gα,β [T ] > 1− α}.

Let (p1, q1) and (p2, q2) be two dual pairs of integrability functionals that both satisfy 4.15. We

define p3 : F
γ,α,β
0 → [1,∞) and p4 : F

γ,α,β
0 → [1,∞) by

1

p3[1]
:= sup

T∈F
γ−α,α,β
0

(
1

p1[T ]
+

1

q1
[
⌊T ⌋i

]

)

,
1

p3[T ]
:=

1

p3[1]
−

1

q1[T ]
,

1

p4[1]
:= sup

T∈F
γ−α,α,β
0

(
1

p2[T ]
+

1

q2
[
⌊T ⌋i

]

)

,
1

p4[T ]
:=

1

p4[1]
−

1

q2[T ]
,

Additionally, we define

p5[T ] := p1[T ] ∧ p2[T ], p6[T ] := p3[T ] ∧ p4[T ], q[T ] := q1[T ] ∧ q2[T ].

Then (p5, q) and (p6, q) are dual integrability functionals.

Let (Ω,F ,P) and (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂) be identical probability spaces and let

W ∈ C
(
H

γ,α,β(Ω), p1, q1) and Ŵ ∈ C
(
H

γ,α,β(Ω̂), p2, q2).

Recalling Equation (4.14) from earlier, let

X ∈ Dγ,p1,q1
W

(
(Ḧ )γ,α,β(Ω)

)
and X̂ ∈ Dγ,p2,q2

Ŵ

(
(Ḧ )γ,α,β(Ω̂)

)
.

Let Φ : Dγ,p5,q
W ((Ḧ )γ,α,β

)
→ Dγ,p6,q

W

(
H γ,α,β

)
be the operator defined in Equation (4.19). Then

γ−,α,β
∑

Y ∈F0

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

W
p6[Y ]
Π

[
Y
](

Φ
[
X
]♯

s,t
,Φ
[
X̂
]♯

s,t

)

(ω0)

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [Y ]

.

γ−α,α,β
∑

T∈F0

(

W
p5[T ]
γ−Gα,β [T ],Π

[
T
](

X
♯, X̂♯

)

(ω0) ·

(∥
∥
∥

〈
{W ∨ Ŵ}, ⌊T ⌋

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[⌊T ⌋],Gα,β [⌊T ⌋]

+ 1

)

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
{X♯ ∨ X̂

♯}, T
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p5[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

·W
q[⌊T ⌋]
Gα,β [⌊T ⌋],Π

[
⌊T ⌋

](

W,Ŵ
)

(ω0)

)

· ηα
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+
∑

T∈F0
Gα,β [T ]∈[γ−α,γ)

(

W
p5[T ]
γ−Gα,β [T ],Π

[
T
](

X
♯, X̂♯

)

(ω0) ·

( γ−α−,α,β
∑

Υ∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
{W ∨ Ŵ},Υ

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β[Υ]

)

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
{X♯ ∨ X̂

♯}, T
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p5[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

·

( γ−α−,α,β
∑

Υ∈F

W
q[Υ]
Gα,β [Υ],Π

[
Υ
](

W,Ŵ
)

(ω0)

))

· ηα

+
∑

T∈F0
Gα,β [T ]∈[γ−α,γ)

(

W
p5[T ]
Π

[
T
](

Xu, X̂u

)

(ω0) ·

(∥
∥
∥

〈
{W ∨ Ŵ}, ⌊T ⌋

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[⌊T ⌋],Gα,β [⌊T ⌋]

+

γ−α−,α,β
∑

Υ∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
{W ∨ Ŵ},Υ

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β [Υ]

)

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
{Xu ∨ X̂u}, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p5[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

·

(

W
q[⌊T ⌋]
Gα,β [⌊T ⌋],Π

[
⌊T ⌋

](

W,Ŵ
)

(ω0)

+

γ−α−,α,β
∑

Υ∈F

W
q[Υ]
Gα,β [Υ],Π

[
Υ
](

W,Ŵ
)

(ω0)

))

. (5.10)

In particular, suppose that ∃O ⊆ Ω such that ∀ω0 ∈ O, ∃M > 0 such that

max
(

ρ(α,β,py,q),0
(
W,1

)
(ω0), ρ(α,β,py,q),0

(
Ŵ,1

)
(ω0)

)

< M,

max
(∥
∥X
∥
∥
W,γ,py,q,0

(ω0),
∥
∥X̂
∥
∥
Ŵ,γ,py,q,0

(ω0)
)

< M,






(5.11)

with ρ(α,β,py,q),0 defined in Definition 3.18.

Then for ω0 ∈ O, we have that there exists a constant CM dependent only on M such that

d
W,Ŵ,γ,0

(

Φ
[
X
]
,Φ
[
X̂
])

(ω0)

≤ CM

(

ρ(α,β,p5,q)

(

W,Ŵ
)

(ω0) + d
W,Ŵ,γ

(

X, X̂
)

(ω0)

)

. (5.12)

In particular, this means that the operator Φ is locally Lipschitz with respect to the pseudo-metric

d
W,Ŵ,γ,0.

The proof of Theorem 5.5 is delayed until Section 5.3.1.

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 α, β > 0 and let

γ := inf
{
αi+ βj : (i, j) ∈ N

×2
0 , αi + βj > 1− α

}
, n := sup

{
m ∈ N0 : m < γ

α∧β

}
.
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Let (p1, q1), (p2, q1), (p3, q2) (p4, q2) be four pairs of dual integrability functionals and additionally

suppose that

sup
T∈Fγ,α,β

(
1

q1[T ]

)

< n+1
p1[1]

≤ 1, sup
T∈Fγ,α,β

(
1

q1[T ]

)

< n+1
p2[1]

≤ 1,

sup
T∈Fγ,α,β

(
1

q2[T ]

)

< n+1
p3[1]

≤ 1, sup
T∈Fγ,α,β

(
1

q2[T ]

)

< n+1
p4[1]

≤ 1.
(5.13)

We define p : F
γ,α,β
0 → [1,∞) such that

1

p5[1]
:=

n+ 2

p1[1]
,

1

p5[T ]
:=

1

p5[1]
−

1

q1[T ]
,

1

p6[1]
:=

n+ 2

p3[1]
,

1

p6[T ]
:=

1

p6[1]
−

1

q2[T ]
.

(5.14)

Then (p5, q1) and (p6, q2) are dual pairs of integrability functionals.

Additionally, we define for T ∈ F γ,α,β

px[T ] = p1[T ] ∧ p3[T ], py[T ] = p2[T ] ∧ p4[T ],

p[T ] = p5[T ] ∧ p6[T ], q[T ] = q1[T ] ∧ q2[T ].

Then (p, q) is a dual pair of integrability functionals.

Let (Ω,F ,P) and (Ω̂, F̂ , P̂) be identical probability spaces and let

W ∈ C
(
H

γ,α,β(Ω), p, q) and Ŵ ∈ C
(
H

γ,α,β(Ω̂), p, q).

Let

X ∈ Dγ,p1,q1
W

(
H

γ−,α,β(Ω)
)
, Y ∈ Dγ,p2,q1

W

(
H

γ−,α,β(Ω)
)
,

and X̂ ∈ Dγ,p3,q2
Ŵ

(
H

γ−,α,β(Ω̂)
)
, Ŷ ∈ Dγ,p4,q2

Ŵ

(
H

γ−,α,β(Ω̂)
)
.

Let f : Re × P2(R
e) → Lin(Rd,Re) satisfy that f ∈ C

n+1,(n+1)
b

(
R
d × P2(R

d)
)
. We define

Z : [0, 1] → (Ḧ )γ−,α,β and Ẑ : [0, 1] → (Ḧ )γ−,α,β

to be random controlled rough paths that satisfy

Z ∈ Dγ,p5,q1
W

(
(Ḧ )γ−,α,β

)
,
〈

Zt,1
〉

(ω0) = f
(〈

Xt,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Yt,1〉
)

Ẑ ∈ Dγ,p6,q2
Ŵ

(
(Ḧ )γ−,α,β

) 〈

Ẑt,1
〉

(ω0) = f
(〈

X̂t,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ŷt,1〉
)

Then there exists polynomials P1,P2 : (R
+)×7 → R

+ increasing in all variables such that

inf
Π

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F0

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

W
p[T ]
Π

[
T
](

Z
♯
s,t, Ẑ

♯
s,t

)

(ω0)

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [T ]
≤ ‖f‖

C
n+1,(n+1)
b

·

(

ρ(α,β,p,q)

(

W,Ŵ
)

(ω0) ·P1 +

(

d
W,Ŵ,γ,0

(

X, X̂
)

(ω0) + d
W,Ŵ,γ

(

Y, Ŷ
))

·P2

)

(5.15)
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where

Pi : = Pi

( γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F0

∥
∥
∥

〈
{X♯ ∨ X̂

♯, T
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

,

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
{Xu ∨ X̂u}, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ]

,

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F0

∥
∥
∥

〈
{Y♯ ∨ Ŷ

♯, T
〉
∥
∥
∥
py[T ],γ−Gα,β[T ]

,

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
{Yu ∨ Ŷu}, T

〉
∥
∥
∥
py[T ]

,

γ,α,β
∑

T∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
{W ∨ Ŵ}, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[T ],Gα,β [T ]

, |v − u|α, |v − u|β
)

.

In particular, suppose that ∃O ⊆ Ω such that ∀ω0 ∈ O, ∃M > 0 such that

max
(

ρ(α,β,p,q),0

(

W,1
)

(ω0), ρ(α,β,p,q),0

(

Ŵ,1
)

(ω0)
)

< M,

max
(∥
∥X
∥
∥
W,γ,py,q,0

(ω0),
∥
∥X̂
∥
∥
Ŵ,γ,py,q,0

(ω0)
)

< M,

max
(∥
∥Y
∥
∥
W,γ,py,q

,
∥
∥Ŷ
∥
∥
Ŵ,γ,py,q

)

< M.







(5.16)

Then for ω0 ∈ O, we have that there exists a constant CM dependent only on M such that

d
W,Ŵ,γ,0

(

Z, Ẑ
)

(ω0)

≤ ‖f‖
C

n+1,(n+1)
b

· CM ·

(

ρ(α,β,p,q)

(

W,Ŵ
)

(ω0) + d
W,Ŵ,γ,0

(

X, X̂
)

(ω0) + d
W,Ŵ,γ

(

Y, Ŷ
))

. (5.17)

The proof of Theorem 5.6 is delayed until Section 5.3.2.

Remark 5.7. Following on from Remark 4.12, we have that the polynomials P1 and P2

P1

(

x1, x2, y1, y2, w, t1, t2

)

=
∑

i∈I1

Ci · x
i1
1 · xi22 · yi31 · yi42 · wi5 · ti61 · ti72 ,

P2

(

x1, x2, y1, y2, w, t1, t2

)

=
∑

j∈J2

Cj · x
j1
1 · xj22 · yj31 · yj42 · wj5 · tj61 · tj72 .

in Equation (5.15) satisifes the following identities:

• i1, ..., i5, j1, ..., j5 ∈ N0

• i1 + i2 + i3 + i4 ≤ n+ 2. In particular, this means that i1 + i2 ≤ n+ 2 and i3 + i4 ≤ n+ 2.

• j1 + j2 + j3 + j4 ≤ n+ 1. In particular, this means that j1 + j2 ≤ n+ 1 and j3 + j4 ≤ n+ 1.

• i5 + 1 ≤ i1 + i2 + i3 + i4 and j5 ≤ j1 + j2 + j3 + j4.

• While i6, i7, j6, j7 ∈ Z (that is, may be negative), we always have that

α · i6 + β · i7 ≥ 0, α · j6 + β · j7 ≥ 0.
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5.2 Optimal transport and random controlled rough paths

Inspired by Proposition 4.23, have the following:

Proposition 5.8. Let α, β > 0 and γ := inf{Gα,β [T ] : T ∈ F ,Gα,β [T ] > 1 − α}. Let (p, q) be a dual

pair of integrability functionals and let W,Ŵ be (H γ,α,β, p, q)-probabilistic rough paths.

Let X ∈ Dγ,p,q
W and let X̂ ∈ Dγ,p,q

Ŵ
. Let u, v ∈ [0, 1] and let η = |v − u|. Let Π ∈ P(Ω × Ω̂) with

marginals P. Then

1. For Y ∈ F
γ−,α,β
0 ,

sup
t∈[u,v]

W
p[Y ]
Π

[
Y
](

Xt, X̂t

)

(ω0)

≤W
p[Y ]
Π

[
Y
](

Xu, X̂u

)

(ω0) +W
p[Y ]
α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ]),Π

[
Y
](

X, X̂
)

(ω0) · η
α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ]). (5.18)

2. We have that

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∣
∣
∣

〈
Xs,t − X̂s,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

|t− s|α

≤

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

(

sup
t∈[u,v]

∥
∥
∥

〈
{Xt ∨ X̂t}, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[T ]

·W
q[T ]
Gα,β [T ],Π

[
T
](

W,Ŵ
)

(ω0)

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
{W ∨ Ŵ}, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[T ],Gα,β[T ]

· sup
t∈[u,v]

W
p[T ]
Π

[
T
](

Xt, X̂t

)

(ω0)

)

· ηGα,β [T ]−α

+ sup
s,t∈[u,v]

∣
∣
∣

〈
X
♯
s,t − X̂

♯
s,t,1

〉
(ω0)

∣
∣
∣

|t− s|γ
· ηγ−α. (5.19)

3. For Y ∈ F γ−,α,β ,

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

W
p[Y ]
Π

[
Y
](

Xs,t, X̂s,t

)

(ω0)

|t− s|α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ])

≤

γ−,α,β
∑

T,Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

·

(∥
∥
∥

〈
{X ∨ X̂}, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[T ],∞

·W
q[Υ]
Gα,β [Υ],Π

[
Υ
](

W,Ŵ
)

(ω0)

+W
p[T ]
∞,Π

[
T
](

X, X̂
)

(ω0) ·
∥
∥
∥

〈
{W ∨ Ŵ},Υ

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β [Υ]

)

· ηGα,β [Υ]−α

+ sup
s,t∈[u,v]

W
p[Y ]
Π

[
Y
](

X
♯
s,t,X

♯
s,t

)

(ω0)

|t− s|γ−Gα,β [Y ]
· ηγ−Gα,β [Y ]−α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ]). (5.20)

In particular,

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

W
p[Y ]
Π

[
Y
](

Xs,t, X̂s,t

)

(ω0)

|t− s|α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ])
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≤

γ−,α,β
∑

T,Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

·

(

W
p[T ]
Π

[
T
](

Xu, X̂u

)

(ω0) ·
∥
∥
∥

〈
{W ∨ Ŵ},Υ

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β [Υ]

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
{Xu ∨ X̂u}, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[T ]

·W
q[Υ]
Gα,β [Υ],Π

[
Υ
](

W,Ŵ
)

(ω0)

)

· ηGα,β [Υ]−α

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T,Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

·

(

W
p[T ]
γ−Gα,β [T ],Π

[
T
](

X
♯, X̂♯

)

(ω0) ·
∥
∥
∥

〈
{W ∨ Ŵ},Υ

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β [Υ]

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
{X♯ ∨ X̂

♯}, T
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[T ]

·W
q[Υ]
Gα,β [Υ],Π

[
Υ
](

W,Ŵ
)

(ω0)

)

· ηγ−Gα,β [Y ]−α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ])

+

γ−,α,β
∑

T,Υ′,Υ∈F

c′
(

T,Υ′,Υ, Y
)

· ηGα,β [Υ
′]+Gα,β [Υ]−α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ]) ·

(

W
p[T ]
Π

[
T
](

Xu, X̂u

)

(ω0)

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
{W ∨ Ŵ},Υ′

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ′],Gα,β [Υ′]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
{W ∨ Ŵ},Υ

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β[Υ]

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
{Xu ∨ X̂u}, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[T ]

·W
q[Υ′]
Gα,β [Υ′],Π

[
Υ′
](

W,Ŵ
)

(ω0) ·
∥
∥
∥

〈
{W ∨ Ŵ},Υ

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β[Υ]

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
{Xu ∨ X̂u}, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p[T ]

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
{W ∨ Ŵ},Υ′

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ′],Gα,β [Υ′]

·W
q[Υ]
Gα,β [Υ],Π

[
Υ
](

W,Ŵ
)

(ω0)

)

+W
p[Y ]
α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ]),Π

[
Y
](

X
♯, X̂♯

)

(ω0) · η
γ−Gα,β [Y ]−

[
α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ])

]

(5.21)

Further,

E
0

[∣
∣
∣
∣
W
p[Y ]
α∧(γ−Gα,β [Y ]),Π

[
Y
](

X, X̂
)

(ω0)

∣
∣
∣
∣

p[Y ]
]

<∞.

Proof. Using the norm properties of Wp
Π from Equation (5.1), 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
(4.41).

5.3 Proof of the results of Section 5.1

Throughout this section, we will regularly use the estimate

∣
∣
∣

n⊗

i=1

xi −
n⊗

i=1

x̂i

∣
∣
∣ ≤

n∑

k=1

( k−1∏

i=1

|xi|

)

·
∣
∣xk − x̂k

∣
∣ ·

( n∏

i=k+1

∣
∣x̂i
∣
∣

)

(5.22)

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 (p5, q) and (p6, q) satisfy Definition 3.16
and so are dual integrability functionals.

Inspired by Proposition 4.25, we define

Ξs,t(ω0) :=

γ−α,α,β
∑

T∈F0

(

E
HT
[〈
Xs, T

〉
(ω0, ωHT ) ·

〈
Ws,t, ⌊T ⌋

〉
(ω0, ωHT )

]

− Ê
HT
[〈
X̂s, T

〉
(ω0, ω̂HT ) ·

〈
Ŵs,t, ⌊T ⌋

〉
(ω0, ω̂HT )

])

.

Arguing as before, we can show that

Ξs,t,u(ω0) =−

γ−α,α,β
∑

Y ∈F0

(

E
HY
[〈
X
♯
s,t, Y

〉
(ω0, ωHY ) ·

〈
Wt,u, ⌊Y ⌋

〉
(ω0, ωHY )

]

− Ê
HY
[〈
X̂
♯
s,t, Y

〉
(ω0, ω̂HY ) ·

〈
Ŵt,u, ⌊Y ⌋

〉
(ω0, ω̂HY )

])

.

Then (recalling Equation (5.9))

sup
s,t,u∈[0,1]

∣
∣Ξs,t,u(ω0)

∣
∣

|u− s|γ+α

≤

γ−α,α,β
∑

Y ∈F0

(

W
p5[Y ]
γ−Gα,β [Y ],Π

[
Y
](

X
♯, X̂♯

)

(ω0) ·
∥
∥
∥

〈
{W ∨ Ŵ}, ⌊Y ⌋i

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[⌊Y ⌋i],Gα,β [Y ]+α

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
{X♯ ∨ X̂

♯}, Y
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p5[Y ],γ−Gα,β [Y ]

·W
q[⌊Y ⌋i]
Gα,β [Y ]+α,Π

[
⌊Y ⌋i

](

W,Ŵ
)

(ω0)

)

<∞

(Ω0,P)-almost surely. For r > 1 such that

1

r
:= sup

T∈Fγ−α,α,β

(
1

p5[T ]
+

1

q[⌊T ⌋]

)

we have that

E
0

[

sup
s,t,u∈[0,1]

∣
∣Ξs,t,u(ω0)

∣
∣r

|u− s|r(γ+α)

]

<∞.

We apply the Sewing Lemma to conclude that
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

( ∫ t

s
XrdWr(ω0)−

∫ t

s
X̂rdŴr(ω0)

)

−

γ−α,α,β
∑

T∈F0

(

E
HT
[〈
Xs, T

〉
·
〈
Ws,t, ⌊T ⌋

〉]

(ω0)− Ê
HT
[〈
X̂s, T

〉
·
〈
Ŵs,t, ⌊T ⌋

〉]

(ω0)

)
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

≤C

γ−α,α,β
∑

T∈F0

sup
u,υ,v∈[0,1]

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

E
HT
[〈
X
♯
u,υ, T

〉
·
〈
Wυ,v, ⌊T ⌋

〉]

(ω0)

|v − u|γ+α

−
Ê
HT
[〈
X̂
♯
u,υ, T

〉
·
〈
Ŵυ,v, ⌊T ⌋

〉]

(ω0)

|v − u|γ+α

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
· |t− s|γ+α.
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Inspired by Equation (4.47), we have that for any choice of Π ∈ P(Ω× Ω̂) with marginals (Ω,P)
and (Ω̂, P̂) and using the notation η = |v − u|

W
p[1]
Π

[
1
](

Φ[X]♯u,v,Φ[X̂]
♯
u,v

)

(ω0)

≤C

γ−α,α,β
∑

T∈F0

(

W
p5[T ]
γ−Gα,β [T ],Π

[
T
](

X
♯, X̂♯

)

(ω0) ·
∥
∥
∥

〈
{W ∨ Ŵ}, ⌊T ⌋

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[⌊T ⌋],Gα,β [⌊T ⌋]

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
{X♯ ∨ X̂

♯}, T
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p5[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

·W
q[⌊T ⌋]
Gα,β [⌊T ⌋],Π

[
⌊T ⌋

](

W,Ŵ
)

(ω0)

)

· ηγ+α

+
∑

T∈F

Gα,β [⌊T ⌋]=γ

(

W
p5[T ]
Π

[
T
](

Xu, X̂u

)

(ω0) ·
∥
∥
∥

〈
{W ∨ Ŵ}, ⌊T ⌋

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[⌊T ⌋],Gα,β [⌊T ⌋]

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
{Xu ∨ X̂u}, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p5[T ]

·W
q[⌊T ⌋]
Gα,β [⌊T ⌋],Π

[
⌊T ⌋

](

W,Ŵ
)

(ω0)

)

· ηγ . (5.23)

Similarly, inspired by Equation (4.51), we have that
〈

Φ[X]♯u,v, ⌊Y ⌋
〉

(ω0, ωHY )−
〈

Φ[X̂]♯u,v, ⌊Y ⌋
〉

(ω0, ω̂HY )

=
〈

X
♯
u,v, Y

〉

(ω0, ωHY )−
〈

X̂
♯
u,v, Y

〉

(ω0, ω̂HY )

+
∑

T,Υ∈F

Gα,β [T ]∈[γ−α,γ)

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

·

(

E
ET,Υ,Y

[〈
Xu, T

〉
(ω0, ωφT,Υ,Y [HT ]) ·

〈
Wu,v,Υ

〉
(ω0, ωϕT,Υ,Y [HΥ])

]

− Ê
ET,Υ,Y

[〈
X̂u, T

〉
(ω0, ω̂φT,Υ,Y [HT ]) ·

〈
Ŵu,v,Υ

〉
(ω0, ω̂ϕT,Υ,Y [HΥ])

])

so that

W
p6[⌊Y ⌋]
Π

[
⌊Y ⌋

](

Φ[X]♯u,v,Φ[X̂]
♯
u,v

)

(ω0)

≤W
p5[Y ]
γ−Gα,β [Y ],Π

[
Y
](

X
♯, X̂♯

)

(ω0) · η
γ−Gα,β [Y ]

+
∑

T,Υ∈F

Gα,β [T ]∈[γ−α,γ)

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

·

(

W
p5[T ]
Π

[
T
](

Xu, X̂u

)

(ω0) ·
∥
∥
∥

〈
{W ∨ Ŵ},Υ

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β [Υ]

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
{Xu ∨ X̂u}, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p5[T ]

·W
q[Υ]
Gα,β [Υ],Π

[
Υ
](

W,Ŵ
)

(ω0)

)

· ηGα,β [Υ]

+
∑

T,Υ∈F

Gα,β [T ]∈[γ−α,γ)

c′
(

T,Υ, Y
)

·

(

W
p5[T ]
γ−Gα,β [T ],Π

[
T
](

X
♯, X̂♯

)

(ω0) ·
∥
∥
∥

〈
{W ∨ Ŵ},Υ

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[Υ],Gα,β[Υ]

+
∥
∥
∥

〈
{X♯ ∨ X̂

♯}, T
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
p5[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

·W
q[Υ]
Gα,β [Υ],Π

[
Υ
](

W,Ŵ
)

(ω0)

)

· ηγ−Gα,β [Y ]. (5.24)

Therefore, combining Equation (5.23) and Equation (5.24) yields Equation (5.10). By restricting
ourselves to when ω0 ∈ O, thanks to the assumption of Equation (5.11), we can restate (5.10) as a
local Lipschitz type estimate and taking an infimum over the choice of Π yields Equation (5.12).
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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 T ∈ F0 we define

W
[a],px,py
Π

[
T
](

[X,Y], [X̂, Ŷ]
)

(ωai) =







W
px
Π

[
T
](

X, X̂
)

(ω0) if ai = 0,

W
py
Π

[
T
](

Y, Ŷ
)

if ai > 0.

Proof of Theorem 5.6. Firstly, we consider the empty Lions tree 1: Thanks to Equation (4.94), we
can write

W
p[1]
Π

[
1
](

Z
♯
s,t, Ẑ

♯
s,t

)

(ω0) = (1) + (2) + (3)

where

(1) =
∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!

γ−,α,β
∑

T1,...,T|a|∈F

Gα,β

[
Ea[T1,...,T|a|]

]
≥γ

(

E
H

Ea[T1,...,T|a|]

[

E
Za[T1,...,T|a|]

[

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉, ...
)

·

|a|
⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
, Tr

〉

(ωh̃Tar
, ωHTr )

]

·
〈

Ws,t, E
a[T1, ..., T|a|]

〉

(ω0, ωHEa[T1,...,T|a|]
)

]

− Ê
H

Ea[T1,...,T|a|]

[

Ê
Za[T1,...,T|a|]

[

∂af
(〈

X̂s,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ŷs,1〉, ...
)

·

|a|
⊗

r=1

〈[
X̂, Ŷ

]

s
, Tr

〉

(ω̂h̃Tar
, ω̂HTr )

]

·
〈

Ŵs,t, E
a[T1, ..., T|a|]

〉

(ω0, ω̂HEa[T1,...,T|a|]
)

])

,

(2) =
∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!

(

E
1,...,m[a]

[

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉, ...,
〈
Ys,1

〉
(ωm[a])

)

·

|a|
∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

r=1

〈

J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar)

)

⊗
〈[

X,Y
]♯

s,t
,1
〉

(ωak)⊗

( |a|
⊗

r=k+1

〈[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar)

)]

− Ê
1,...,m[a]

[

∂af
(〈

X̂s,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ŷs,1〉, ...,
〈
Ŷs,1

〉
(ω̂m[a])

)

·

|a|
∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

r=1

〈

J
[
X̂, Ŷ

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ω̂ar)

)

⊗
〈[

X̂, Ŷ
]♯

s,t
,1
〉

(ω̂ak)⊗

( |a|
⊗

r=k+1

〈[
X̂, Ŷ

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ω̂ar)

)]

and

(3) =
∑

a∈Aα,β
∗

1

|a|!

(

E
1,...,m[a]

[

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys ,1〉, ...
)

·

|a|
⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar)

]

− Ê
1,...,m[a]

[

∂af
(〈

X̂s,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ŷs,1〉, ...
)

·

|a|
⊗

r=1

〈[
X̂, Ŷ

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ω̂ar )

])

102



+
1

(n− 1)!

∑

a∈A
(0)
n

(

E
1,...,m[a]

[

fa
[〈
Xs,1

〉
(ω0),

〈
Xt,1

〉
(ω0),Π

〈Ys ,1〉,〈Yt,1〉
]

·
n⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s,t
(ωar ),1

〉]

− Ê
1,...,m[a]

[

fa
[〈
X̂s,1

〉
(ω0),

〈
X̂t,1

〉
(ω0),Π

〈Ŷs ,1〉,〈Ŷt,1〉
]

·
n⊗

r=1

〈[
X̂, Ŷ

]

s,t
(ω̂ar),1

〉]
)

.

We address each of these terms individually. By using Equation (5.22), we get that

(1) =
∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!

γ−,α,β
∑

T1,...,T|a|∈F

Gα,β

[
Ea[T1,...,T|a|]

]
≥γ

(E× Ê)H
Ea [T1,...,T|a|]

[

(E× Ê)Z
a[T1,...,T|a|]

[

(

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉, ...
)

(..., ωh̃T
m[a]

)− ∂af
(〈

X̂s,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ŷs,1〉, ...
)

(..., ω̂h̃T
m[a]

)

)

·

|a|
⊗

r=1

〈[
X̂, Ŷ

]

s
, Tr

〉

(ω̂h̃Tar
, ω̂HTr ) ·

〈

Ŵs,t, E
a[T1, ..., T|a|]

〉

(ω0, ω̂HEa[T1,...,T|a|]
) (5.25)

+∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉, ...
)

(..., ωh̃T
m[a]

) ·

( |a|
∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
, Tr

〉

(ωh̃Tar
, ωHTr )

)

⊗
〈[

X,Y
]

s
−
[
X̂, Ŷ

]

s
, Tk

〉

(ωh̃Tak
, ωHTk , ω̂h̃Tak

, ω̂HTk )⊗

( |a|
⊗

r=k+1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
, Tr

〉

(ω̂h̃Tar
, ω̂HTr )

))

·
〈

Ŵs,t, E
a[T1, ..., T|a|]

〉

(ω0, ω̂HEa [T1,...,T|a|]
) (5.26)

+∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉, ...
)

·

|a|
⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s
, Tr

〉

(ωh̃Tar
, ωHTr ))

·
〈

Ws,t − Ŵs,t, E
a[T1, ..., T|a|]

〉

(ω0, ωHEa [T1,...,T|a|]
, ω̂

H
Ea[T1,...,T|a|]

)

]]

(5.27)

Addressing each of these terms in turn, we see that

(5.25) ≤
∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!

γ−,α,β
∑

T1,...,T|a|∈F

Gα,β

[
Ea[T1,...,T|a|]

]
≥γ

(∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,0

·W
px[1]
Π

[
1
](

Xs, X̂s

)

(ω0)

+
∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,µ

·W
py[1]
Π

[
1
](

Ys, Ŷs

)

+

m[a]
∑

r=1

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,r

·W
py[1]
Π

[
1
](

Ys, Ŷs

))

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
X̂s, Tr

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥

l[a]0

px[Tr ]
·

m[a]
∏

r=1

∥
∥
∥

〈
Ŷs, Tr

〉
∥
∥
∥

l[a]r

py[Tr]
·
∥
∥
∥

〈
Ŵs,t, E

a[T1, ..., T|a|]
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q
[
Ea[T1,...,T|a|]

],

(5.26) ≤
∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!

γ−,α,β
∑

T1,...,T|a|∈F

Gα,β

[
Ea[T1,...,T|a|]

]
≥γ

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
∞

·

(
|a|
∑

k=1

k−1∏

r=1

∥
∥
∥

〈
[X,Y]s, Tr

〉
(ωar)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py
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·W
[a],px,py
Π

[
Tk
](

[X,Y]s, [X̂, Ŷ]s

)

(ωar ) ·

|a|
∏

r=k+1

∥
∥
∥

〈
[X̂, Ŷ]s, Tr

〉
(ωar)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
Ŵs,t, E

a[T1, ..., T|a|]
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q
[
Ea[T1,...,T|a|]

],

and

(5.27) ≤
∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!

γ−,α,β
∑

T1,...,T|a|∈F

Gα,β

[
Ea[T1,...,T|a|]

]
≥γ

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
∞

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
Xs, Tr

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥

l[a]0

px[Tr]
·

m[a]
∏

r=1

∥
∥
∥

〈
Ys, Tr

〉
∥
∥
∥

l[a]r

py[Tr ]

·W
q
[
Ea[T1,...,T|a|]

]

Π

[
Ea[T1, ..., T|a|]

](

Ws,t,Ŵs,t

)

(ω0).

Secondly,

(2) =
∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!
(E × Ê)1,...,m[a]

[

(

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉, ...
)

(..., ωm[a])− ∂af
(〈

X̂s,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ŷs ,1〉, ...
)

(..., ω̂m[a])

)

·

|a|
∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

r=1

〈

J
[
X̂, Ŷ

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ω̂ar)

)

⊗
〈[

X̂, Ŷ
]♯

s,t
,1
〉

(ω̂ak)⊗

( |a|
⊗

r=k+1

〈[
X̂, Ŷ

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ω̂ar)

)

(5.28)

+∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉, ...
)

(..., ωm[a]) ·

|a|
∑

k=1

(
k−1∑

l=1

( l−1⊗

r=1

〈

J[X,Y]s,t,1
〉

(ωar)

)

⊗
〈

J[X,Y]s,t − J[X̂, Ŷ]s,t,1
〉

(ωal , ω̂al)⊗

( k−1⊗

r=l+1

〈

J[X̂, Ŷ]s,t,1
〉

(ωar)

)

⊗
〈[

X̂, Ŷ
]♯

s,t
,1
〉

(ω̂ak)⊗

( |a|
⊗

r=k+1

〈[
X̂, Ŷ

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ω̂ar )

))

(5.29)

+∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉, ...
)

(..., ωm[a]) ·

|a|
∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

r=1

〈

J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar)

)

⊗
〈

[X,Y]♯s,t − [X̂, Ŷ]♯s,t,1
〉

(ωak , ω̂ak)⊗

( |a|
⊗

r=k+1

〈[
X̂, Ŷ

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ω̂ar)

)

(5.30)

+∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉, ...
)

(..., ωm[a]) ·

|a|
∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

r=1

〈

J
[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar)

)

⊗
〈

[X,Y]♯s,t,1
〉

(ωak)⊗

(
|a|
∑

l=k+1

( l−1⊗

r=k+1

〈

[X,Y]s,t,1
〉

(ωar)

)

⊗
〈

[X,Y]s,t − [X̂, Ŷ]s,t,1
〉

(ωar , ω̂ar)⊗

( |a|
⊗

r=l+1

〈

[X̂, Ŷ]s,t,1
〉

(ω̂ar )

))]

. (5.31)
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Addressing each these terms in turn, we see that

(5.28) ≤
∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!

(∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,0

·W
px[1]
Π

[
1
](

Xs, X̂s

)

(ω0) +
∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,µ

·W
py[1]
Π

[
1
](

Ys, Ŷs

)

+

m[a]
∑

r=1

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,r

·W
py[1]
Π

[
1
](

Ys, Ŷs

))

·

|a|
∑

k=1

( k−1∏

r=1

∥
∥
∥

〈
J[X̂, Ŷ]s,t,1

〉
(ω̂ar)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

)

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
[X̂, Ŷ]♯s,t,1

〉
(ω̂ak)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

·

( |a|
∏

r=k+1

∥
∥
∥

〈
[X̂, Ŷ]s,t,1

〉
(ω̂ar)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

)

,

(5.29) ≤
∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
∞

·

|a|
∑

k=1

(
k−1∑

l=1

( l−1∏

r=1

∥
∥
∥

〈
J[X,Y]s,t,1

〉
(ωar)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

)

·W
[a],px,py
Π

[
1
](

J[X,Y]s,t,J[X̂, Ŷ]s,t

)

(ωal) ·

( k−1∏

r=l+1

∥
∥
∥

〈
J[X̂, Ŷ]s,t,1

〉
(ωar)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

)

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
[X̂, Ŷ]♯s,t,1

〉
(ω̂ak)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

·

( |a|
⊗

r=k+1

∥
∥
∥

〈
[X̂, Ŷ]s,t,1

〉
(ω̂ar)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

))

,

(5.30) ≤
∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
∞

·

|a|
∑

k=1

( k−1∏

r=1

∥
∥
∥

〈
J[X,Y]s,t,1

〉
(ωar)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

·W
[a],px,py
Π

[
1
](

[X,Y]♯s,t, [X̂, Ŷ]
♯
s,t

)

·

|a|
∏

r=k+1

∥
∥
∥

〈
[X̂, Ŷ]s,t,1

〉
(ω̂ar)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

)

and

(5.31) ≤
∑

a∈Aα,β

1

|a|!

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
∞

·

|a|
∑

k=1

(( k−1∏

r=1

∥
∥
∥

〈
J[X,Y]s,t,1

〉
(ωar)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

)

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
[X,Y]♯s,t,1

〉
(ωak)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

·

( |a|
∑

l=k+1

( l−1∏

r=1

∥
∥
∥

〈
[X,Y]s,t,1

〉
(ωar)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

)

·W
[a],px,py
Π

[
1
](

[X,Y]s,t, [X̂, Ŷ]s,t

)

(ωal) ·

( k−1∏

r=l+1

∥
∥
∥

〈
[X̂, Ŷ]s,t,1

〉
(ωar)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

)

.

Finally,

(3) =
∑

a∈Aα,β
∗

1

|a|!

(

(E × Ê)1,...,m[a]

[(

∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉, ...
)

(..., ωm[a])

− ∂af
(〈

X̂s,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ŷs ,1〉, ...
)

(..., ω̂m[a])

)

·

( |a|
⊗

r=1

〈[
X̂, Ŷ

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ω̂ar)

)

(5.32)
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+ ∂af
(〈

Xs,1
〉
(ω0),L

〈Ys,1〉, ...
)

(..., ωm[a]) ·

|a|
∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar)

)

⊗
〈[

X,Y
]

s,t
−
[
X̂, Ŷ

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar , ω̂ar )⊗

( |a|
⊗

r=k+1

〈[
X̂, Ŷ

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ω̂ar)

)]

(5.33)

+ 1
(n−1)!

∑

a∈A
(0)
n

(E× Ê)1,...,m[a]

[(

fa
[〈
Xs,1

〉
(ω0),

〈
Xt,1

〉
(ω0),Π

〈Ys,1〉,〈Yt,1〉
]

(..., ωm[a])

− fa
[〈
X̂s,1

〉
(ω0),

〈
X̂t,1

〉
(ω0),Π

〈Ŷs,1〉,〈Ŷt,1〉
]

(..., ω̂m[a])

)

·
n⊗

r=1

〈[
X̂, Ŷ

]

s,t
(ω̂ar),1

〉]

(5.34)

+ fa
[〈
Xs,1

〉
(ω0),

〈
Xt,1

〉
(ω0),Π

〈Ys ,1〉,〈Yt,1〉
]

(..., ωm[a]) ·

|a|
∑

k=1

( k−1⊗

r=1

〈[
X,Y

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar)

)

⊗
〈[

X,Y
]

s,t
−
[
X̂, Ŷ

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ωar , ω̂ar )⊗

( |a|
⊗

r=k+1

〈[
X̂, Ŷ

]

s,t
,1
〉

(ω̂ar)

)]

. (5.35)

Addressing each these terms in turn, we see that

(5.32) ≤
∑

a∈Aα,β
∗

1

|a|!

(∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,0

·W
px[1]
Π

[
1
](

Xs, X̂s

)

(ω0) +
∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,µ

·W
py[1]
Π

[
1
](

Ys, Ŷs

)

+

m[a]
∑

r=1

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,r

·W
py[1]
Π

[
1
](

Ys, Ŷs

))

·

|a|
∏

r=1

∥
∥
∥

〈
[X̂, Ŷ]s,t,1

〉
(ωar)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

and

(5.33) ≤
∑

a∈Aα,β
∗

1

|a|!

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
∞

·

|a|
∑

k=1

( k−1∏

r=1

∥
∥
∥

〈
[X,Y]s,t,1

〉
(ωar)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

·W
[a],px,py
Π

[
1
](

[X,Y]s,t, [X̂, Ŷ]s,t

)

(ωar) ·

|a|
∏

r=k+1

∥
∥
∥

〈
[X̂, Ŷ]s,t,1

〉
(ωar)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

)

Thanks to Equation (4.82) and the assumption that f ∈ C
n+1,(n+1)
b

(
R
d×P2(R

d)
)
, we can addition-

ally say that

(5.34) =
1

n!

∑

a∈A
(0)
n+1

(E × Ê)1,...,m[a]

[
∫ 1

0
∂af

(〈
Xs + ξ · Xs,t,1

〉
(ω0),Π

〈Ys,1〉,〈Yt,1〉
ξ , ...

)

· (1− ξ)ndξ

·
〈

[X,Y]s,t,1
〉

(ωan+1)⊗
n⊗

r=1

〈

[X̂, Ŷ]s,t,1
〉

(ω̂ar)

−

∫ 1

0
∂af

(〈
X̂s + ξ · X̂s,t,1

〉
(ω0),Π

〈Ŷs ,1〉,〈Ŷt,1〉
ξ , ...

)

· (1− ξ)ndξ

·
〈

[X̂, Ŷ]s,t,1
〉

(ω̂an+1)⊗
n⊗

r=1

〈

[X̂, Ŷ]s,t,1
〉

(ω̂ar)

]
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≤
1

n!

∑

a∈A
(0)
n+1

(
∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,0

·W
px[1]
Π

[
1
](

Xs, X̂s

)

(ω0) +
∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,µ

·W
py[1]
Π

[
1
](

Ys, Ŷs

)

+

m[a]
∑

r=1

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,r

·W
py[1]
Π

[
1
](

Ys, Ŷs

)
)

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
[X,Y]s,t,1

〉
(ωan+1)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

·
n∏

r=1

∥
∥
∥

〈
[X̂, Ŷ]s,t,1

〉
(ω̂ar )

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

+
1

n!

∑

a∈A
(0)
n+1

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
∞

·W
[a],px,py
Π

[
1
](

[X,Y]s,t, [X̂, Ŷ]s,t

)

(ωan+1) ·
n∏

r=1

∥
∥
∥

〈
[X̂, Ŷ]s,t,1

〉
(ω̂ar)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

and

(5.35) ≤
1

n!

∑

a∈A
(0)
n+1

∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
∞

·
n∑

k=1

( k−1∏

r=1

∥
∥
∥

〈
[X,Y]s,t,1

〉
(ωar)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

)

·W
[a],px,py
Π

[
1
](

[X,Y]s,t, [X̂, Ŷ]s,t

)

(ωak) ·

( n∏

r=k+1

∥
∥
∥

〈
[X̂, Ŷ]s,t,1

〉
(ωar)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

)

·
∥
∥
∥

〈
[X,Y]s,t,1

〉
(ωan+1)

∥
∥
∥
[a],px,py

By combining all of this together and applying Proposition 5.8 many times over, we can construct
a polynomial P1 such that

sup
s,t∈[u,v]

W
p[1]
Π

[
1
](

Z
♯
s,t, Ẑ

♯
s,t

)

(ω0)

|t− s|γ
≤ ‖f‖

C
n+1,(n+1)
b

·

(

ρ(α,β,p,q)

(

W,Ŵ
)

(ω0) ·P1,1 +

(

d
W,Ŵ,γ,0

(

X, X̂
)

(ω0) + d
W,Ŵ,γ

(

Y, Ŷ
))

·P1,2

)

where (recalling Equation (5.9))

P1,i =P1,i

(
γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F0

∥
∥
∥

〈
{X♯ ∨ X̂

♯, T
〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

,

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
{Xu ∨ X̂u}, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ]

,

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F0

∥
∥
∥

〈
{Y♯ ∨ Ŷ

♯, T
〉
∥
∥
∥
py[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

,

γ−,α,β
∑

T∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
{Yu ∨ Yu}, T

〉
∥
∥
∥
py[T ]

,

γ,α,β
∑

T∈F

∥
∥
∥

〈
{W ∨ Ŵ}, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[T ],Gα,β [T ]

, |v − u|α, |v − u|β

)

.

By detailed evaluation of the upper bound established for (1) (2) and (3), we observe that every
time we have a term associated to the function f , this is included in the set

{∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
∞

: a ∈
n+1⋃

k=1

A
(0)
k

}

∪

{∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,0

,
∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,µ

,
∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,j

: j = 1, ...,m[a], a ∈ A
(0)
n+1

}
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∪

{∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,0

,
∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,µ

,
∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,j

: j = 1, ...,m[a], a ∈
n⋃

k=1

A
(0)
k

}

.

Using the standard estimates
∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,j

≤
∥
∥
∥∂a,jf

∥
∥
∥
∞
,
∥
∥
∥∂af

∥
∥
∥
Lip,µ

≤
∥
∥
∥∂a,m[a]+1f

∥
∥
∥
∞

we conclude that we can use ‖f‖
C

n+1,(n+1)
b

as an upper bound. Using the same intuition as in Remark,

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

{

W
q[T ]
Π

[
T
](

W,Ŵ
)

: T ∈ F
γ,α,β

}

. (5.36)

and those containing any of the terms from the set
{

W
px[T ]
Π

[
T
](

X, X̂
)

(ω0), W
py[T ]
Π

[
T
](

Y, Ŷ
)

: T ∈ F
γ−,α,β
0

}

(5.37)

We note there are no product of terms in our upper bound that contains a term from both set (5.36)
and set (5.37). Terms that contain an element of (5.36) will contribute to the polynomial P1,1 and
terms that contain an element of (5.36) will contribute to the polynomial P1,2.

We can apply Proposition 5.8 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

{∥
∥
∥

〈
{Xu ∨ X̂u}, T 〉(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
px[T ]

,
∥
∥
∥

〈
{X♯ ∨ X̂

♯}, T 〉(ω0)
∥
∥
∥
px[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

,

∥
∥
∥

〈
{Yu ∨ Ŷu}, T 〉

∥
∥
∥
py[T ]

,
∥
∥
∥

〈
{Y♯ ∨ Ŷ}, T 〉

∥
∥
∥
py[T ],γ−Gα,β [T ]

: T ∈ F
γ−,α,β
0

}

(5.38)

and a product of one less terms from the set
{

1,
∥
∥
∥

〈
{W ∨ Ŵ}, T

〉
(ω0)

∥
∥
∥
q[T ],Gα,β[T ]

: T ∈ F
γ,α,β

}

. (5.39)

By contrast, any terms that contain an element from (5.37) will contain at most n + 1 products
from the set (5.38) 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 α · i6 + β · i7. However, as before it should be clear that there are constructions where
the integers i6 and i7 may not be positive.

Thus, the polynomials P1,1,P1,2 :
(
R
+
)×7

→ R
+ expressed as

P1,1

(

x1, x2, y1, y2, w, t1, t2

)

=
∑

i∈I1,1

Ci · x
i1
1 · xi22 · yi31 · yi42 · wi5 · ti61 · ti72 ,

P1,1

(

x1, x2, y1, y2, w, t1, t2

)

=
∑

j∈J1,2

Cj · x
j1
1 · xj22 · yj31 · yj42 · wj5 · tj61 · tj72 .

satisfies that i1, ..., i5, j1, ..., j5 ∈ N0, i1 + i2 + i3 + i4 ≤ n + 2,j1 + j2 + j3 + j4 ≤ n + 1, and
i5+1 ≤ i1+ i2+ i3+ i4 and j5 ≤ j1+ j2+ 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 ∈ F γ−,α,β: 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.
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