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Itd maps and analysis on path spaces

K. D. Elworthy & Xue-Mei Li

Abstract

We consider versions of Malliavin calculus on path spacesamfipact manifolds

with diffusion measures, defining Gross-Sobolev spacesiffdrentiable functions

and proving their intertwining with solution mags, of certain stochastic differential
equations. This is shown to shed light on fundamental umgse questions for this
calculus including uniqueness of the closed derivativaatped and Markov unique-

ness of the associated Dirichlet form. A continuity resattthe divergence operator
by Kree and Kree is extended to this situation. The regylarfitconditional expec-

tations of smooth functionals of classical Wiener spaceerg?, is considered and
shown to have strong implications for these questions. Aonajle is played by the

(possibly sub-Riemannian) connections induced by stdichdiferential equations:

Damped Markovian connections are used for the covariantadises.

1 Introduction

A natural approach to geometric analysis on path spacegogr $paces, of mani-
folds is to base it on continuous paths with Brownian motion dther) diffusion)
measure. It became clear in the 1970’s from the early work.dBitoss on analysis
on Banach spaces with Gaussian measures, that in such iarthlydifferentiation
should be restricted to differentiation in directions givgy a certain Hilbert space,
the Cameron-Martin space. The&ederivatives formed the basis of the highly suc-
cessful Malliavin Calculus, see.g. Malliavin [36] [B5]. Key tools in this were the
Sobolev spaces they generated, see for example the booksdsrWatanab&[30] and
Nualart [38]. For paths on a Riemannian manifold, here basehls for simplicity,
with Brownian motion measure, it was realized that the Camdviartin space should
be replaced by Hilbert spaces of tangent vectors at almigsbiaits of the path space:
the so called Bismut tangent spaces. These are describechis bf parallel trans-
lation of the usual Cameron-Martin space of finite energyhpat the tangent space
to M at the base point, Jones-Léandrel [31]. The parallel taéinsl was that of the
Levi-Civita connection. This was extended to more genevahections by Driver in
[Q] whose work led to rapid progress in creating a Sobolegudab (depending on the
choice of connections) over the path spaces and loop spaeegsAida[ll], Léandre
[33]. WhenM has curvature a major difficulty in this analysis comes froie hon-
holonomic nature of the Bismut tangent “bundle”. There avé&nown “local charts”
which adequately preserve the structure. The standardoche#ts in Driver[|9] has
been to use the stochastic development which gives a methametic isomorphism
of the Wiener space of based paths on Euclidean space wttbritthe manifold, and
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classically gives a diffeomorphism between the correspmanspaces of finite energy
paths. However although this is smooth in the sense of Malliealculus, in general

its derivative does not map the Cameron-Martin space to thmi@ Hilbert spaces.
Moreover it seems clear from X-D LiL[B4] that the compositimiit with a differen-
tiable function, say in !, on the path space may not be differentiable on the flat
spaceg.g.not in D%! for any1 < ¢ < oo: a loss of differentiability occurs. There is
an intertwining formula, Thm 2.6 in Cruzeiro-Malliavin! [@ut it is for differentiation
given by “tangent processes” not by tangent vectors.

There are also fundamental unresolved uniqueness probifethge calculus on
these path spaces. The most basic is of the derivative apéiself: a standard ap-
proach is to take the closure itf of the H-derivative defined on some initial domain
of manifestly regular function®.g. smooth cylindrical functions or bounded Fréchet
differentiable functions with bounded derivatives. In Ve space the result does not
depend on any, reasonable, choice of such initial domaigit&[45]. For paths od/
when there is non-zero curvature this is not known. Alhotnghé is a self-adjoint ana-
logued*d of the finite dimensional Laplace-Beltrami operator it i&koown whether
it is essentially self-adjoint or whether it, or equivalgrihe associated Dirichlet form,
has Markov uniqueness, taking the space of smooth cylialduactions as initial do-
main. The latter concept relates to the uniqueness of a Mavkacess on the path
space which would play the role of a Brownian motion (or OeimstUhlenbeck pro-
cess), see.g.Eberle [12] andfd below. Note that Aida has shown that such operators
on certain finite co-dimensional submanifolds of Wienercgpal] are essentially self
adjoint, and similarly for paths and loops on Lie grouds [ earlier work of Costa
has shown the essential self-adjointness for a larger coseich path groups.

Here we continue the approach of Aida-Elworthy [2], Aids, Elworthy-LeJan-Li
[17] and Elworthy-Li [19] using 1td maps,e. solution maps of stochastic differential
equations, as substitutes for charts, and filtering tectesigWe work with a fairly gen-
eral class of, possibly degenerate, diffusion measuréis étric connections to define
the Bismut tangent spaces. The stochastic differentiadtians are those whose solu-
tions form the given diffusion process dd. We takeM compact and all coefficients
smooth. The Itd maps are then infinitely differentiablehia sense of Malliavin Calcu-
lus, but as with the stochastic development their H-ddxigatwill not in general map
into the Bismut tangent spaces, nor can we expect there tédbaia rule’ to say that
composition with them maps “differentiable” functions wifferentiable’ functions.
However if we restrict to stochastic differential equaiomhose associated connec-
tion, in the sense of Elworthy-LeJan-Li]17][15], agreeshathe connection defining
the Bismut tangent spaces, it turns out that such compnositice well behaved. The
aim of this article is to describe this and its possible defices, and show what light
it sheds on the fundamental uniqueness questions mentar®a. In particular we
show that the latter are related to a question on Classicah®&Yispace concerning the
regularity of differentiable functions after conditiogimith respect to any of these It6
maps, see RemalfkT.9 below.

Since we are working in greater generality than usual, theutes on path space
is developed from scratch, based on the integration by pamsulae of Elworthy-
Li [L8] and Elworthy-LeJan-Li[[15],[[16]. This is done in e [4 for scalars and
with a covariant calculus in secti@h 8 more generally. Irtise® the basic setup of
Bismut tangent bundles, damped parallel translationshsistic differential equations
and associated connections, are described. In sédtiomeSighthe key result, Theorem
B3, that if the connection associated to the stochasfierdifitial equation is the same
as that used to define the Bismut tangent spaces then theajiccam be used to pull
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back any measurabl#-1-form ¢ on the path space a¥/ to an H-1-form on flat
Wiener space. We also give an explicit expression for theqadkZ* ¢ as a stochastic
integral. From this one obtains the pull back theorem, oiirchale, for functions
in a Sobolev space P'(C,,M;R), Theoren[ZR and Corollafy3.3. In particular if
f € DPY(C,,M;R) thenf o T € DP'(;R) andd(f o ) = Z*(df) given some
conditions on the connection.

In sectiord we consider the divergence operator actingferector fields and its
intertwining by these 1td maps. We show thaties in its domain if a certain pull back
of V is in the domain of the divergence on flat space, Corollady btfs enable us to
extend the flat space result of Kree-Krgel[32] and see tHat B-vector fields lie in
the domain of the divergence, TheorEm 5.8, a crucial resuttdir discussion of weak
differentiability later.

In sectior® we introduce weak differentiability and the Ww&abolev spaced .
Theoren &1l extends the chain rule to a precise intertwining

f € WPH(Coy M;R) iff f 0T € D (CoR™;R).

The question is posed as to whetligf-! = D!, as in flat space. In Theordib.9,
following Eberle [12], this is shown for the case of= 2 to be equivalent to Markov
uniqueness, after demonstratifig?>! = °W21, the latter being the weak Sobolev
space used in[12]. A key step in the proof is to show that smoglindrical forms are
dense in the space of D H-1-forms, PropositioR6.14.

Other uniqueness questions are considered in sdciibnrvgarticular it is shown
that the closure of the differentiation operator is indegeri of the initial domain if
that domain contains Cyl, the set of smooth cylindrical tiovs and consists dBC?,
twice Fréchet differentiable functions whose derivatiege bounded, CorollafyT.5.
However we are not able to prove the uniqueness when its initial domain is al-
lowed to contain generaC* functions. Some of these results for the special case of
Brownian motion measures and Levi-Civita connections arersarised in[[2l1] cor-
recting [25].

In the case when it is possible to find a stochastic diffeatetjuation whose Itd
map has no redundant noise, all the main results in thidahamd without the Condi-
tion (M,) which was often needed in the general situation. See sd8titn particular
we haveZ*d = dZ* on LP for 1 < p < oo and the Markov uniqueness. This ap-
plies to paths on Lie groups with left or right invariant cestions and to paths on
the orthonormal frame bundle of a Riemannian manifold witasure associated to
the horizontal Laplacian. In this case our I1td map is esakythe stochastic devel-
opment map and our results are an extension of some of theipbimsm results by
Fang-Franchi[27] for path spaces on Lie groups.

The culmination of sectiohl8 is Theordm 8.14 on the pull bagicbmposition
with Z of higher order Sobolev spacesf, and weak Sobolev spac&g?*, k =
1,2.... Asfork = 1, in the weak case there is a precise intertwining. To difféate
these Sobolev spaces requires a connection on the Bisngértafbundle’. We use
the ‘damped Markovian’ connection. This was introduced mz@iro-Fangl[b] for
Brownian motion measures with Levi-Civita connections.e@y point in this work
is how well they fit into this situation, in some sense beirdpiced by the derivative of
Z, Propositiol.812.

Although we work in considerably greater generality, thamrasults here, The-
orem[3# and TheoremBI14 on intertwining, Theofeml8.12 enctimtinuity of the
divergence, Theoren®.9 on Markov uniqueness, and Coy@[@r(BC? functions are
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in D?1), are essentially novel for the more standard case of Bramvmiotion measures
and Levi-Civita connections (thought there is a versionleédreni3} in Elworthy-Li
[19)), as are the treatment of the covariant calculus inieef, and the importance
shown for the rather general problem of the smoothness afittonal expectations in
classical Wiener space, Remfrkl7.9.
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2 Basic Assumptions

Let M be aC* connected manifold of dimension For simplicity assume it is com-
pact. Otherwise some bounded geometry assumptions on thifofdaand bounds
on the coefficients of the stochastic differential equatiose consider will need to be
imposed. Let4 be a smooth semi-elliptic second order operator with no peder
term. Assume its symbel* : T*M — TM has constant rankso that its image is a
sub-bundleZ of T'M. It has a natural Riemannian metric induceddsy. Let V be a
metric connection oiy. Then.A can be written in the following form:

Af = Straces Y (dfle) + La() 2.1)

where A is a smooth vector field. Denote hy,, the law of the Markov process
(z¢ : 0 <t < T)corresponding tod with initial valuex for some pointy € M and
fixedT > 0.
Consider
CooM = {J [0, T] = M ‘ o(xp) =0,0is CO},

the space of continuous paths & starting fromzo equipped with the probability
measure,, .
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2.1 An SDE which induces the connectiolvV

The underlying probability spac@ will be taken to be the canonical spaggR™,
given by

Q =CoR™ = {w:[0,T] = R™ |w(0) = 0, w is continuous, (2.2)

some natural numben. It is equipped with the Wiener measuPeand its natural
filtration {F.}. Let{B; : 0 < ¢ < T} be the canonical Brownian motion &i", that
is B(w) = w(t), the evaluation map.

Denote byIL(E; F') the space of bounded linear maps between linear spaees
FandletX : R™ x M — TM beC* with X(z) € L(R™;T,M) for eachz.
For eache € M, Image[X ()] inherits an inner product. We shall chooXeso that
Image[X(x)] = E, as a Hilbert space. L&t"T'E be the space af” sections ofE.
Fore in R™ let X be the section oF given by X¢(z) = X (x)(e) andY : E — R™
the adjoint ofX. Note thatX (z)Y (z)(v) = v for all v € T,, M. Write kerX(x) and
[ker X (x)]* respectively for the kernel of the ma¥(z) and its orthogonal comple-
ment. The result on which, Elworthy-LeJan-Li]15], and thiticle are based is the
following, c.f. Quillen [40], Narasimhan-Ramanan]37]:

Proposition 2.1 (Elworthy-LeJan-Li[[17], [15], c.f. Quiller{[4D]) For eactsuch map
X :R™ x M — TM there is a unique connectiov on E' such that

VX =0, YveT,Myec M,ec kerX(y)]* (2.3)

This connection is metric. In fact

v

V.U = X(x)d(Y(U())(v), veT,MUEeCTE. (2.4)

Furthermore all metric connections ali can be obtained this way for sonié and
some numbein.

e Assumption (X). By this proposition we can and will suppose from now on that
mapX induces the Riemannian metric and the conneclioon E. Hence[[ZB)
holds forV.

For A as in [Z1), consider the stochastic differential equation
dry = X (x¢) o dBy + A(xy)dt, 0<t<T. (2.5)

It induces the diffusion measure,, on M.

2.1.1 Examples[[15]

Example 1 (Gradient S.D.E.Xonsider a Riemannian manifold isometrically im-
mersed irR™ with immersion;. SetX¢ = X(-)(e) = V{j(),e). ThenX(z) : R™ —
T M is the orthogonal projection d®®™ to T,,M. The stochastic differential equa-
tion has solutions which are Brownian motions bhand it induces the Levi-Civita
connection on/ as its associated connection.

Example 2. (Left invariant S.D.E )et M be a Lie group with left invariant metric,
identity e and Lie algebragy := T.G. Let (B;) be a Brownian motion ofy. The
connection associated to the left invariant stochastfemtntial equation

dz; = X(x4) o dB,
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is the flat left invariant connection. Het&(e) : R® — G is some isometry and
X(9)e = (T'Ly)X (e). The solution of the equation is a process on the Lie groupseh
filtration is the same as that of the noide,]. It is a Brownian motion if the metric is
bi-invariant.

Example 3 (Symmetric space S.D.E§t M = G be a Lie group with bi-invariant
metric. It has a standard symmetric space structure:

B GxG
{(9:9): g€ G}
whereG x G acts onG as follows:
(91, 92)7 = qrgs .
Denote byL, and R, respectively the left and right group multiplications. Gater

the stochastic differential equation 6h

1 1
dry = —TL,, 0 dBy — —
t \/5 t \/5

where (B;) and (B;) are two independent Brownian motions @nThe corresponding
connection is the Levi-Civita connection 6h

TR,, odB,

Example 4 (Canonical SDE on frame bundlelsgt N be anm dimensional Rie-
mannian manifold and let/ be its orthonormal frame bundl@/ = ON, with 7 :
ON — N the projection. Using the Levi-Civita connection fr consider the canon-
ical stochastic differential equation @dnN. Then X (u)e = H,(u(e)) whereH,, :
TrwyN — T,ON denotes the horizontal lift map. Théhis the horizontal tangent
bundle of ON andp = m = dim N. The connection o is the flat connection in-
duced by the trivializatioX. The solutions to the S.D.E. @nN project to Brownian
motions onN, and are the horizontal lifts of those Brownian motions.

2.2 The Covariant Differentiation operator %

There is an adjoinsemi-connectioriV’, of V. For each smooth vector field on M
this gives a derivative
v,V eT,M

for eachu € E,, y € M. Itis defined by
V.V =V, U +[U,VI(y) (2.6)

for v = V(y) andU any smooth section of with U(y) = u.
UsingV there are parallel translations along smooth paths A/

e = (o) : Eo) = Eo(y)
and these preserve the inner products. USitigve obtain parallel translation
= 1i(0) : To@)M — Ty M

along smooth paths which are ‘horizontal’. (A paths horizontal if(¢) belongs to
E,( for eacht.) There are also the operatdgsand 2

D d _
EUt = //%(//f UL) € Eo
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D’ d, -
— Vi = //tla(//tl Vi) € ToM
defined for vector fields along, for U; € E,) eacht, and foro horizontal in the case
of 2.
dt

We will need ‘damped’ versions of these operations. Edbe a vector field on
M. WhenZ(z) € E, for eachz, the damped parallel translatiofi? = W2 (o) :
To)M — T5) M along a horizontal smooth pathis defined by

{ DUWZ o)l = —LRicFWZ W) + VipzpnZ  0<t<T 2.7)

WE (vo) = p.

Here Ri¢’ : TM — E is defined by the Ricci curvature Ric corresponding to the
connectionV: (Ric*(u),v), = Ric,(u,v) = traces(R(u, —)—,v),. Under these
conditions the corresponding opera%ron vector fields along is given by

D
avt wf T ((Wtz) V).
Thus D D’ )
i
& = o TRk —VZ. (2.8)

In this case the damped (and undamped) parallel transiaté@fined almost surely
along the sample paths of the solutions to our stochasferdiftial equatior{215), with

and + being defined correspondingly on suitable vector fieldsgtbe paths.

If Z |s not a section off’ then the solution paths are not ‘horizontal’ and it is
convenient to introduce an auxiliary connecti®t on TM. To obtain this take a
Riemannian metric o M. Let E+ be the orthogonal bundle t6 in TM and take
any metric connectio - on E+. Set

vVi=v+vt (2.9)
and letv!’ be its adjoint. Now extend the definition g to define

D DY

—Vi= Vit 5 Rlc#Vt ~ Vi, Z (2.10)

for any suitably regular vector field along the paths of any continuous semi-martingale
onM.

In parucular is definedu,,,-almost surely for suitably regular vector fields along
the elements o@wDM It follows from Proposition 3.3.9 of Elworthy-LeJan-LLi%]
and the Girsanov-Maruyama theorem that as such it depetyglsiw®¥ andZ and not
on the choice off+ or V+ provided thatZ — A € I'(E) whereA is the drift coefficient
of the SDE. Consequently for su¢hthe solution to

D
givenvy € T,,M is defined along.,,-almost all paths and is independent of the
choice of the auxiliary connection dit-. WhenZ = A it shall be denotedV,(vy) to
extend that defined bf{2.7). With these extensions it resaire that

D

D= W07 o). 212)
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2.2.1 Condition(My)

Some additional conditions will sometimes be imposed oncotnectionV and on
the stochastic differential equation. We are given a Rigrisanmetric only onE and
so will formulate the conditions in terms of that metric, ming using the metric we
imposed ori’ M, even though for a compact manifald that is not really essential.

e Condition (M;) : The damped parallel translatid#i; satisfies:

; —1
(I) SupOStST ‘(Wt |Emt)|]L(Ext;TxOJV[) € L™ and

(il) supg<;<r |th(—)X|IL(TLOM;IL(R””;E“)) € L=

e Condition (M) : The adjoint connectiolVV’ is metric for some Riemannian
metric onT M, (which we will denote by, -)’).

Note that ifE = T'M condition (M) holds with(-, -}’ = (-, -) if and only if V is torsion
skew symmetric as described by Driver i [9]. In particulam@ition (M) holds for
the SDE's in Examples 1-3, sectibn 2]1.1. For examples wheatees not hold see
Elworthy-LeJan-Lil[15], in which there is also the follovgimesult (Proposition 3.3.11,
p72):

Proposition 2.2 [L5] For compactM,

W w1
sup Wiy, arr,,a @nd sup [W :
0<s<T (Teg M ;T M) ogng‘ |IL(TESM,TIOM)

liein LP forall 1 < p < oo. If also condition (/) holds then both are i.>°. (Here
we are using any Riemannian metric Hf.)

From this we see immediately that conditioif ] implies condition (/) in the com-
pact case under consideration.

2.3 ThelL? tangent bundlesL?¢, L?>TC,,M and the Bismut tangent bundle

Recall thatC,, M is a C* Banach manifold, Eelld13], see Eliassonl[14], and its
tangent spacé,C., M at a pathr can be identified with the following space of vector
fields along it:

T,CooM = {v:[0,T] = TM |v; € TyyM,vo = 0}.

By the L? tangent spacé?&, ato we mean the following set of measurable vector
fields alongs:

L&, ={v:[0,T] = E | v € Eop), |v.|r2e < o0}, (2.13)

T
|v.|p2e := /|vs|2ds
0

These form the fibres of a smooth Hilbert bundi€ overC,, M. It is associated to
the principal bundle

where
1/2

CoyOF — Cyy M
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wherer : OF — M is the orthonormal frame bundle &f and
C2oOF = {u:[0,T] = OE | u(0) € 7~ *(z0)}.

Given the choice of a Riemannian metric’ B/ extending that of2 we also have the
Hilbert subbundle of.? tangent vectord.>T'C,, M, obtained ad.?£ but usingT M
rather than. ThenL?¢ is a subbundle of.2TC,, M. Let

I: L*TC,,M — L*E

denote the orthogonal projection.
Using the metric connectiolr which we have imposed of, we can define a
family of subspace$(, C T,C,,M:

HU = {'U S TG'CIOM

D T Do o
E’Ut S Eg(t),/o |W|U(t) dt < oo (214)

(with the usual convention of absolute continuity aftensiation back td’,, M). This
is a Hilbert space under the obvious inner product

T
o= [ (222
0 dt = dt /

Note also that% determines an isometry 6{, — L2&, for almost allo, with
inverse
W.: L2, > H,

given by
t
W, (v) = W, / W, tvds. (2.15)
0

LetH = U,H,. Thenitinherits a vector bundle structure (over a subsktlidheasure
in C,, M) from L2€ via 2 as does its dudi(* = L, .

In particular anL? H-form (or written asH-form) ¢ onC,, M is anL? section of
H*, i.e. an assignment @f, : H, — R, continuous linear, for almost all in C,, M,
measurable i in the sense that — ¢, (g—) is a measurable section of the dual of
the vector bundId.2€ with

1615 :=/C ler

zQ

%: dpig, (o) < o0.

Let LPT'H* be the space of equivalence classe&®ff-forms.

Remark 2.3 Supposéd/ € LPT'H, the space ol.? H-vector fields orC,,M. Then,
for any inner product off’,, M and almost alb € C,,, M

t
D
/ W, —V.(0)ds
0 ds

sup [W; V(o)) = sup
t t

IN

1 —
Tz Sltlp |W; 1|L(E0(t):,TTOM)HVHHo

and sosup, | W, Vi(o)| is in L? if condition (M) holds.
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3 Pull backs of H-forms by 1t maps.

3.1 The derivativeTZ of the Itd map andTZ
Let
T:CoR™ — CoyM
I(w)e = z1(w)

be the Itd map of{215) fof&, : 0 < t < T} the solution flow of [Z6) and;(w) =
&i(xo, w). For eachv € CyR™, let

T,T:H=Ly'R™ — Ty ()Coy M

be its H-derivative in the sense of Malliavin calculus. Strictlyesfiing conventional
Malliavin calculus just gives a derivative at each time

T.,7; - H — th(w)CmOM.

However there is the formula, due to Bismut, fo(w) = T,,Z:(h), h € H:
t
v = Tm{t/ (Too&s) ' X (z)hsds, 0<t<T (3.1)
0

whereT, & : Ty, M — T, M is the derivative atry of . This shows that we do
have, for almost alb € CyR™, a continuous linear versidi,Z : H — T}, (,,)Coo M.
Moreoversup, [TZ;|v(m.1,, m) lies in LP for all 1 < p < oo, (c.f. Proposition 212
below), for any Riemannian metric on our compact manifald

One of the key points in our discussion will be the decompasibf the ‘noise’
{B;: 0 <t < T}into ‘redundant’ and ‘relevant’ parts

dB; = [;dB; + [J,dB:, (3.2)

as described in Elworthy-Yol [23] for gradient systems ahddethy-LeJan-Li [17],
[15] more generally. Here

() /7t(w) : R™ — R™ is an orthogonal transformation B, mapping ketX (z)
to kerX (z:(w)), given by parallel translation alonfge; : 0 < ¢t < T} using a
connection on the trividR™-bundle overM, canonically determined h¥ .

(i) B: := [ /7" K*(x,)dBs, for K*(z) the orthogonal projection dR™ onto
[ker(X (x))]*; so {Bt : 0 <t < T} is a Brownian motion onker X (z)]*. It
has the same filtration as thatff; : 0 < ¢ < T'}.

(ii)y B; := [y /s ' K(z5)dBs with K () = 1 — K(2); s0{f, : 0 < t < T} is an
F.-Brownian motion on keX (x), independent ofz, : 0 < s < T'}. From the
point of the view of the solutiokx; : 0 < ¢ < oo} it is the ‘redundant noise’.

From Elworthy-LeJan-Li[16] or equation (4.16) p79 bf[1% have the covariant
Itd equation forv; = TZ,(h) anyh € H, using the connectioR’*’ on 7'M, defined

via (2.9),

- 1. .
DYv, = Vo, X(JdBy) — §R|c#(vt)dt + VL Adt + X (x)hedt (3.3)
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which may be written, using notatiof{2]10),
Dv; = Vo, X(/:dB) + X () hedt. (3.9)

The equatior{313) comes frofn{B.2) and the defining prop@y), of the connection.

For almost alb € C,, M andh € H define
TZ,(h) = E{T,Z(h)|z.(w) = 0o} . (3.5)
From [33), as in[[1l5], we obtain a key property

Property 3.1 ( Elworthy-Li [24][19]) Suppose the connection defined by the SDE (2.5)
is the same as that definirdg. Then the mafi’Z, gives a projection

TZ, : H = H,

for almost allo € C,, M. Itis given by
—_ t .
TZ,(h) =W, / WX (05)hsds
0

with isometric right inverse — [, Yo (2v;) ds.

3.2 Some useful lemmas

Lemma 3.1 Let (M;,0 < ¢t < T) be a continuous local martingale with respect to
some filtrationg,., with values inL(R*; G) for some separable Hilbert space& Sup-
pose the tensor quadratic variation @¥/;) has a continuous density with respectto
Then the map

T
fro [ anrn.
0
is continuous in probability as a map
L° (2, Go, P;L2([0, T]; RY) — L% (2, Gr, P;G)

Proof Suppos€f,,n > 1} is a sequence d@f, measurable functions converging in

probability to f. Form = 1,2,3,..., setr,, = inft>0{supn{f0t |fn(s)|?ds} > m},

giving it the valueT if the set is empty. Note that by going to a subsequence which
T 2 .

converges almost surely we can assume #hat, { [, |f.(s)|*ds} is almost surely

finite and so these times increaselt@lmost surely. They are alsf-measurable and

so can be used as stopping times. The procé¢sses, () f»} >, are bounded and so

converge inL® to xjo,-,.)(-) f for eachm andp < co. Their stochastic integrals, after

localisation, will then converge ih? and the result follows. O

The next proposition extends the main technical tool usedida-Elworthy [24].
Compactness af/ is not used though non-explosion of the underlying diffasieeds
to be assumed. First we record an easy consequence of thedddekDavis-Gundy
inequalities.
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Lemma3.2For 0 < p < oo let ¢, C, be the constants in the Burkholder-Davis-
Gundy inequalities. If Z; : 0 < t < T'} is a real-valued continuous local martingale
with respect to a filtratio{ G; : 0 < ¢ < T'} with Z, = 0, then almost surely

we{z2}| ) <e{ s 12| G} <ce{zai] ).
0<t<T

Proof Let A be non-negativ&j,-measurable, and bounded. Tr{én% Zy:0<t<T}
is ag.-local martingale to which we can apply the Burkholder-Ba@undy inequali-
ties to see » »
EXNZ, Z)3 <EN sup |Zi|P < CLEXNZ, Z)%
0<t<T
giving the result. O

SetF* =cgf{zs:0<s<T}.

Proposition 3.3 Assume conditioiM) holds. Then for alll < p < oo there is a
constantoy, with

E{ sup W 'TZ.(W)|,. ,, ’fw0}<ap |n|%,, al he H as
0<s<T *0

Proof Takeh € H. We only need to show the inequality for> 2. From [33) we
have the It equation far; := W, ! (TZ;(h)):

dun = W Vo X (i) + W X @) ()t (3.6)
giving

p

sup |ue? < 2P~ sup
0<t<r 0<t<r

/ W VX (f1ds.)

p

+ 2P~ 1 sup
0<t<r

/ WX (@) (e (3.7)
0

forany0 < 7 < T. SetG; = F; V F*. Then (3.) is aG.-Brownian motion and so we
can apply LemmB3l2 to give
p
;wo}

E<{ sup
0<t<r

P
2
< GE / Z |W571VW3(US)Xj}2 ds ’ FTo
0 -
j

/O t W'V, X (/7sdﬂs)

for X7(x) = X (z)(e?) wheree', ..., e™ is an orthonormal base f&®™. Sincep > 2,
condition (M) plus Jensen’s inequality gives

E{ (/OT Z ‘WQIVWS(US)XJ‘2 ds)é _7_-%}
J

p
gconst(l sup |L°°) :
0<s<T Bz Tey M)

w-

1
s |Eg,
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p T
(| sup |VW5(—)X|1L(TIOM;Lz(Rm;Ezs))IL‘”) (Tp/z_l)E{/O |Us|pd5’]:zo}

0<s<rt

< const / E{ sup |u, [P | F*o }ds.
0 0<r<s
Applying condition () to the second term on the right hand side[afl(3.7) we see that
1) leads to

E{ sup |w [P | F*0 } < const/ E{ sup |u, [P | F* } ds + const (||h]|;)?
0

0<t<rt 0<r<s

and the result follows by Gronwall's lemma. O

3.3 The pull back mapZ* and the push forward mapTZ(-)

If f:Cy,M — Ris FréchetC! with bounded derivativelf : TC,,M — R we see
thatZ*(df)., := df o T,,Z is almost surely defined as a continuous linear functional on
H, (and by the usual approximation techniques thif s 7).,). Similarly we can pull
back any geometric 1-form : TC,,M — R to obtain anH-form Z*(¢) = ¢(T'Z-)
onCoR™. If f € L?(C.,M;R) is an arbitrary element in Donf) we have now the
H-formdf, : H, — R foralmost alloc € C,,M. Setv; = TZ;(h) for h € H. From
Bismut’s formulal[31L) we cannot expectto be in{ and thus the usual pull back map
Z* . At — LO(Q; H*) defined byZ*(¢)(h) = #(T'Z(h)), on geometric differential 1-
forms does not obviously extend #-forms. In particular it is not at all clear that we
can define€*(df). As shall be seen below we will need to interpsét.) as a stochastic
integral.

Theorem 3.4 Under the standing assumption Assumptidf),(the mapp — Z*¢ :=
¢oTT defined on measurable geometric form&pn\/ extends to a continuous linear
injective map

5 L'TH*  —  L°(CoR™; H*)

from measurablé{-one forms or,, M to measurablé{-one -forms or€,R™, using
the topology of convergence in probability. The map is gibgrthe 16 stochastic
integral

T # ~ .
T@0) = [ (O Vrno X () + X@)i)ds) . neH @9

using the filtrationg; := ]-"f V F®o,0< t < T. Moreover forl < p < oo,
(a) the mapZ* restricts to a continuous linear map
T* . LPTTH* — LP (CoR™; H*) (3.9)
for anye > 0. If condition (M) holds, [33) holds foe = 0.

(b) if 6 € LTH -
E{ZT" (o)) |F*} = &(TZ, -) (3.10)

and
lollze < NZ°()lLr- (3.11)
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Consequentlg*[ L°TH*]NLP(CoR™; H) is closed inL? and is contained i *[ LPT H*]
with equality if condition {{4,) holds.

Proof (1) Forh € H setv; = TZ;(h). From [3.3),

t
v =W, /O WV, X (sdBs) + W, (X(a:.)(h.)). (3.12)

Considerg(v.) for ¢ a geometric 1-form. We can treatas anH-form by restriction.
As such it has a dugi-vector field¢#, so ifu € H,, then

T
o(u) = o (u) = /O <%ut,§¢f(a)> L
o(t

Thus

t B T .
oty =o (Wi [ wv, xR+ [ (Bot xea)ar @y

For the second term on the right hand side, we have

T
D . :
— ,X(x)h>dt
\/0 (2ot x(ls

Consequently the map — ¢, (W.(X(z.)(h.)) is in H* almost surely. Fop = 0
orl < p < o it gives an element of.?(CoR™; H*) depending continuously on the
restriction ofg in LPT'H*.

(2) For the more interesting first term on the right hand sid@d3),

< |¢#|ln, [IBllm, as.

vy =0 (W [ Wov,x(as). (3.14)
0
we assume that is a geometric differential form ofi,, M which extends to give linear
functionals on thel.? tangent space&?T,C,., M, for some choice of a Riemannian

metric onT'M extending that ofz. Then there is a sectiom of the vector bundle
L?TCy M — Cypy M such thatifu € L*T,C,, M then

T
o(u) = /0 (Yo, tt)oge d. (3.15)

Assumerisin L?, i.e. [, . [la(0)|72 dpe,(0) < co. We first show that for such
Qo

the right hand side of3.8) makes sense and agrees with thiegalt ¢(v.). It is easy
to verify that

T
o =W, (H(W,l)* / W ds> , (3.16)

whereW : T, M — T, M is the adjoint ofi¥,.. Lete!, ..., e" P be an orthonormal
base for kerk (z0)]. Sete] = //se7 and] = (Bs, €7 )g,.. Then

T
S (W | xwatw: v, x@) dﬁi)
; 0

T . .
3 /0 6 (0.1 () WV, X(e2)) B
J

®(h, 9)
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whereW; = W, W, sinces,. is F*° = G, measurable. Usin@{3115) this gives

, /OT {/T (a0, WiV, X (e2) dt>} dp’
/OT </T (W) apdt, Vo, X (/75d58)>
/OT <%¢;‘*,vvsx (/ds.) >

This shows that(v.) = Z*(¢) agrees with the right hand side bf{B.8), as expected.

(3) In general for) a measurablg{-form define

®(h, 9)

Ts

- /D -
;= /O <wa,vm_)x (//sdﬁs)> L0<t<T.

Ts

Note that B(¢),0 < t < T) is a localG,-martingale with values it/ * since

T
/ sup
0 [hllg<1

using the fact that

2
ds < o0, a.s.

« [ D
(Vrz,mX) (@@*)

Ts

2
sup  sup [(Vrz,mX)|gm. g, j <00 as..
0<s<T ||h||lz<1 s

The usual stopping time argument, see Lerfimh 3.1, show@(ha¢—) is a continuous
map fromL°T'H* to LO(CoR™; H*).

To see that the pull back map of a geometric differential rhafg evaluated ab
agrees with the right hand side Bf1B.8), we only need to sthandt(¢)(h) = B(h, ¢).
For this define a sequence of differential forgs which extends ovek?7'C,, M, by

T
Pn(0)(u) = ¢ <//(U)/O An(s — -)//3_1(0)u5d8>

for suitable),, : R — R™, n = 1,2,... so thatp,, converges t@ on (I, C,, M)* for
almost allo, and observe thak(,,)(h) — ®(¢)(h) in particular from the convergence
of ¢,, in H* and Lemm&3]1.
Furthermore by the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequalitjk,for 0 < p < o
ds

T
O,,E‘ /
0 La(HR™)

* | P
< GE{ s [(Vrr o X) ] grae, my 10

2 p/2

IN

E|éw)|

. (D
(Vrz,(-X) (Eﬁ)

. } (3.17)
Forl < p < oo this gives by Holder’s inequality, far > 0,

‘(i)(¢)‘ <const|y|pp+e - | sup |TIs(_)|]L(H;Tm M)I plpte) -
Lr 0<s<T es LT e
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Sincesupy< <7 [TZs(—)| lies in L7 forall 1 < ¢ < oo we see thafb gives a continu-
ous linear map 3
¢ LPTTH* — LP (CoR™; H™)

forall1 < p < oo ande > 0.
Combining the two terms i.(3.]13) we obtain a continuousdimmeap

T D ~ d
v [ (Bott Vancyx (fuas) +X(xt)(£—>>m at

from LPTT'H* to LP(CoR™; H*) in the relevant range of < p < oo, e > 0, which
agrees with

Y= 1Y)

wheny is anL®> section of (.2TC,,M)*.
Supposing furthermore that conditioh/() holds, observe thdi{3117) gives

|Ci)(¢)|Lp = (Cp)l/p [¢] e - |E{ sup ‘VTISHXV) ‘}—wo}le
0<s<T
with

E{ sup ‘VTIS(*)XV)‘}'””O}
0<s<T

Fol

which is essentially bounded by conditiol/§) and Propositioh=313. Thus in this case
we can take = 0 and (a) is proved.

To see thaf* : L° — LY is injective note that by[{318) and the independencé of
andF®o,

< g _ P { . —1 _ p
_O?:ETWWS( )X|H‘(T£01\/I§HA(RM§E13))E 0232T|WS TL( )|L2(H§TwoM)

T
BN = [ (S XEG D)) ds=ofTT, )

Ts

(with a suitable interpretation of the conditional expéotaif Z*(¢) is not inLt, e.g.
see Elworthy-LeJan-L[T15] p66). Using the inverseltf, see Property_3 1 we obtain

¢ (=) =E {I*((b) (/O Ya.. (%—) ds> ‘ ]-““”0} . (3.18)

This proves injectivity, giving a left inverse far .
Moreover sincey — [, Yy, (2v,) ds is an isometry of{, — H almost surely
we see

ol e IE{Z(®)|F} ||

< N7 @)zr

completing the proof. O

A

Remark 3.5 Although the term%qf appearing in[(318) may depend on the whole
path{zs : 0 < s < T}, the stochastic integral there can and was considered a8 an |
integral by regarding. as a martingale with respect %" U F;. We can also treat it



PULL BACKS OF H-FORMS BY ITO MAPS. 17

as a Skorohod integral, c.f. X-D LiL134] for pull backs by thechastic development
map. In fact ifp € LPTI'H the stochastic integral can be written as

T D
[ (i (o). an)
0 S

and interpreted as a Skorohod integraligR™, i.e. as
\ ’ D d
@ (0 [ x0a6) (VrmoV(@ot oD an) s
0 S ds Rm
for >+ 2 = 1whenl < p < co. Here
d? =d%,. : Dom(d?) C LIY(CoR™; H*) — LU(CoR™; Lo(H; H™)).

Proof SetG = L, (H; L2 ([0, T); TIOM)). Defined : Q@ — Lo(H;G) by

T
0(a)(h), = / X0,AEW, ' Vrz,mX(é)ds, a,h€ HO<T1<T.
0
Then
T
(d&) O)(-)r = / X10.71(W; 'V, () X(dBs) € L(H; Ty, M).
0

Suppose first that is smooth and cylindrical. Then
T
(=, 9) = ¢a <W. /0 X10,1()Wy ' V()X (st)> = ¢o (W) (0)(-).) -

Now, if {E¥}2, is an orthonormal base fdt, g : CoR™ — R is C*° smooth
cylindrical, andh € H,

€ g6 (W) 000) 0] = € [ 06 (WAl23100131,. 1) OO

=E | d? (g, (W.=)) (BI)O(E)(h).)
J

=E | d'g(E)de (WHE')(h).)
J

J

+E [Z gd*(¢a. (W.—))(E7) (9(Ej)(h).)]

=E(d9, ¢ (W.H(=)(h).) . + E [Z gd* (s (W.2))(E?) (0(E7)(h).)

J

Furthermore

> d(be (W) (EI)OE)(R).)
J

o . : J_ . . : .
—;d(%(w ) ( /0 K (xs)Ezds> (o /0 K (e ELds)(h)).
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sinceTZ(EY) = TI(f, K'(xs)Elds) and Vo, X (EY) = V.o X (K (z:)(E9)
by the defining property o¥, Propositiofi ZIL. Note that the expression is independent
of the choice of basis and so vanishes giving

D(h, ¢) = ¢ (W.(dE)*(0(=).(h)) = (dfr.)" (¢ (W.O(=)(R).)) (3.19)
Note that forh € H,

t
D
6 WO = [ Vrz.y (Zotyis e 1,

to obtain the desired result.

For generalp € LPHI'H we can takeC> cylindrical one-formsyp’, j = 1 to
oo, converging tap in LPT¢T'H. By the TheoremZ*(¢?) — Z*(¢) in L? and we see
therefore thatb(—, ¢7) is convergent inL?. ThusVrz, (Y- (2 ¢#) is in the domain
of (d9)* and the result holds. O

Remark 3.6 From [38) we see thaf*(\¢) = \T*(¢) for all ¢ € LOTH*, if X €
L°%(C.,M;R). This is because o Z € G, for all such\. From the Skorohod integral
representation,

r D /D :
I*((b) :/0 <VTIS()Y <£¢f OI) 7dBS> +/0 <£¢?&7X(xs)hs> dS,

this is less obvious. However for sufficiently regular

r D
| <V”s“’” (d— () °") ’dBS>
0
r D
— )\/ <VTIS(_)Y (d—¢foz),d35>
0 S

—/T \Y Y Eqs#oz iV(Aoz)
o TZs(—) ds s ’dS ’

Ts

and as for the proof of RemalkB.5 the second term vanishes. O
For suitableh : CoR™ — H define a measurable vector fiel€ (h) onC,, M by
TZ(h) (o) =E{TZ(h()|Z() =0}

for p,,-almost aII_o— in Cy, M. Note that ifh is F*° measurable witth = hoZ
thenTZ(h)(o) = TZ,(h(c)) for TT as in Propert{3]1. For completeness we give the
following extension of Theorem 2.2 of Elworthy-ILi [119]:

Corollary 3.7 For § > 0and1 < ¢ < oo the maph — TZ(h) gives a continuous
linear map
TZ(—): LY(CoR™; H) — LY °TH.
(This map is the co-joint &* in the sense that
/ Z*(p)(h)dP = ¢ (TZ(h)) dP (3.20)
CoR™ CoR™
for ¢ € LP*<T'H* andh € L9(CoR™; H), takinge > 0 and L + £ = 1.)
If Condition (M) holds we can allows = 0 and alsog = oo, andTZ(-) :
Li(CoR™; H) — LIT'H is surjective,l < g < oo.
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Proof First note that whew is a true form
/c TP = E {6 EAT0) |7 1)} = Eo (TT0)

so [32D) holds and it holds far € LP*“TH*, h € LI(CoR™; H) for £ + L = 1 by
continuity, from Theorerfi:3l4. Consequently for sychndh,

]/ & (TT()) dP| < |T*(@)| 1 - |hlza < const- 6] o [l
CoR™

Since this holds for alp in L1 we see thal'Z(h) € L#%1 and is continuous linear

in hinto L#%<=1. Thus ifh € L9 thenTZ(h) € L7+ forall e > 0 so thatTZ(—)
is continuous linear froni? to L2~ for any§ > 0, with 6 = 0 allowed if condition

(M) holds.
Surjectivity comes from the fact thdtZ(—) has a right inverse
' D
v / Y. (—vs oI) ds (3.21)
0 ds
mappingLiTH to L (CoR™; H) as in Propert{I3]1. O

Analogously to[(37I6) we have also:

Remark 3.8 Let N : [0,7] x C,,M — RP be a continuous semi-martingale on the
filtered probability spac¢C,, M, uy,, F*°} whereF;° = o{zs : 0 < s < t}. Sup-
posex. is a locally bounded section & R?; L2TC,,, M) which is F*° adapted. Then
the mapping

L*H — L°%C.,M;R)

T
U — /0 (U(0), l0)sdNs(0)) 55

can be considered as the midp— ¢(U(-)) for ¢ the H-one-form determined by the
H-vector fielde? with

T
of =w, <H(W_1)*/ Ws*asts> : 0<t<T.

If the martingale part ofV. is zero then no adapteness is required.

Remark 3.9 The proof of Theorem 2.2 in Elworthy-Li [19] as it stands hatsiaal
mistake in the last line and only givé¥(h) € L' whenh € L?. However it is easily
modified by not taking expectations in the proof of Lemma J.318)]: this shows
thatTZ(h) € L™ if h € L*(CoR™,0{Bs : 0 < s < T}; H), not justL?, using
the observation thatup,, < E{|TZ,|?| F*°} < oo from Aida-Elworthy [2], i.e. a
special case of PropositifnB.3 above.
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4 Sobolev calculus or€,, M and its intertwining by It d maps
If M is given a Riemannian metric thén, M gets a Finsler structure defined by

lvllo == sup |ve|oq), v € T5Cqy M.
0<t<T

By the compactness aff different metrics produce uniformly equivalent Finslerms.
From Elworthy-LeJan-Li[[15] and Elworthy-M&26] and therapactness of\/, for
almost allo the inclusion*, — T,C,,M is continuous and its norm is ih” as a
function of o for all p € [1, 00) and is essentially bounded for any of these Finsler
norms if condition (M) holds.

A function f : C,,M — R will be said to beBC" if it is Fréchet differentiable
and is bounded together with its differenti#fl considered as a section 8¥C,,, M,
again using any of these Finsler structures. Note that dfigastricts toH to give an
element of LPT'H* for all 1 < p < oo and lies inL>T'H* if condition M holds, by
the definition ofH and PropositioR2]2.

Denote by Cyl the space of smooth cylindrical functiongon)/. Let Dom(dy)
be a linear subspace &f(C,, M ;R) with

Cyl ¢ Dom(dy) C BC!. (4.1)

Define
d = dy : Dom(dy) — ﬂ1§p<ooLpF'H*

by restriction:
(d’Hf)U = dfo'?—[o :

LetDom(dy) be the space of equivalence classes of Dhpy(under equality up to
sets ofu,,-measure zero. However after this section we will not digtish between
Dom(d) andDom(d). By a standard result the set of smooth cylindrical fundics
dense inL?(C,,M;R), 1 < p < oo, and therefore so iBom(dy).

We next give the proof of closability af;; restricted taDom(dy) in our context.
For classical Wiener space this is one of the basic resultdalliavin calculus and
gives for each < p < oo a closed linear operator

d=dP : Dom(d®) C LP(CoR™;R) — LP(CoR™; HY).

This is proved by the standard method of integration by parualart [38]. (Strictly
speaking his basic domain does not consisB6f! functions but it is easy to see, and
well known, that this gives the same closut#s) On the path spacéy, is closable,
from Elworthy-LeJan-Li[[1B], inL?(C,,M;R). Forp > 1 the following theorem
follows in the same way from the integration by parts resint&lworthy-LeJan-Li
[16], [15]. Related results in this context and a detailestdssion of the Dirichlet
forms which arise can be found in Elworthy-Ma[26] ahdl[22¢eSalso Driver[9] and
Hsu [29].

Theorem 4.1 For 1 < p < oo the operatordy, can be considered as a linear operator
dy : Dom(dy) C LP(CyyM; R) — LPTH™.

Itis closable for each < p < oo and forp = 1 if condition(M,) holds.
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Proof It is not immediately obvious thaty, is defined onDom(d«): we need to
know that if f € Dom(dy) is p.,-almost surely0 thendy f = 0 almost surely (c.f.
Proposition 3.5 in Elworthy-Md[26]). This comes togethathwelosability from the
following proof thatif f; € Dom(dy) hasf; — 0in L? anddy, f; — 6 in LPT'H* then
6 = 0. For this note thaf; cZ — 0in LP(CoR™; R) and f; o 7 belongs to the domain
of d, as is well known, for example by Wong-Zakai approximatidvisreover

P(f;01) = du f; o TT = T*(dn f;).

By TheorenZZK.7*(dy f;) converges taZ*(¢) in L¥" for anyp’ € [1,p) and for
p = p = 1if condition (M) holds. Sinced?’ for CoR™ is closed this shows that
Z*(#) = 0. But Theorenl-3}4 shows* is injective and s@ = 0 as required. O

Letd? : Dom(dP) C LP(C,,M;R) — LPTH*, 1 < p < oo, be the closures afy
given by Theoreri 41 1.

We now comes to our main result on the chain rule, or inteitvgnForl < p’ <
p < oo let

T*: LP(Cyy M; R) — LP(CoR™;R) < L” (CoR™; R)

denote the maf* f = f o Z as well as the map from?T'H* to L? (CoR™; H*), as
defined by Theorefi3.4. We will see below that the 1td map fard.e. can be
used in some sense as a substitute for a chart for the ‘diffiafestructure’ given by
the calculus. See also Aida-Elworthy [2], Aida [1], Elwoythi- [L9] for the gradient
case, Elworthy-LeJan-Li[15], Elworthy-Li [20] more gemadly, and for related work
see Fang-FrancHi[27].184] and Cruzeiro-Malliavin [6].

Theorem 4.2 Supposd < p’ < p < oo, with1 < p’ < p unless condition {{;)
holds. The operators

I*d” : Dom(d”) C LP(Cyy M;R) — LP (CoR™; H)
and
"I {f € LP | T* f € Dom(@d")} C LP(CyyM;R) — L¥ (CoR™; H)
are densely defined. Moreover
(i) Z*dP is closable in general and closed if conditi@h/) holds andp = p’;
(i) d”'Z* is closed.

(i) /
TP C d'T*. (4.2)

Proof The denseness of the domain#fZ* and the fact that it is closed are automatic
by continuity ofZ*, giving (ii). It is clear thatZ*dP is densely defined.

For (i) first suppose that conditiod4) holds and) = p’. ThenZ* on L? H-forms
is continuous and has closed range, by Thedrein 3.4. It fellinat its composition
Z*dP with the closed operatal’ is closed. In the general case suppbsep’ < p and
{fi}52, is a sequence iPom(d) with f; — 0in LP(C., M;R) andZ*(d f;) — €'in
L¥' (CoR™; H*), somed. By TheorenZZ}4(b) we know = Z*(a) for somen € LP'TH
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with @” f; — ain L¥". Sincef; — 0in L¥', d*" is closed andom(d”) ¢ Dom(d*’),
we have ,
a= lim d’f; =limd” f; = 0.
J—0 J

Thusf =0
As observed in the proof of closability, ff € Dom(dy) thenZ*(f) € Dom(d?) all
1<¢g< ooand
I*(dw f) =d"(Z"f), [ € Dom(dy)

From this and using (i), (i)
« ’ /e pvpl ! s
(T*dy)P? = (d” T |Dom(dH)) cd’'T

where (¥*' indicates the closure as an operator froffC,, M; R) to L¥ (CoR™; R).
The inclusion[[ZP) will follow if we show

(T*dg)P? = (T*dP)PP' .
This is clear since iff € Dom(Z*d?) C Dom(d?) there existf; € Dom(dy) with
fi = fin LP anddy f; — dPf in LP, but by continuity ofZ* this implies that
f € Dom((Z*dy ). O

Let D**(C,,M;R), D"*(C,, M) or D”! denote the domain af? with its graph
norm

Ifllors = (147 F15, + 1 £12.)7 .

Note that these spaces depend on the choice of CRom(d«) ¢ BC?. But seefZ1.
The boundedness &* on D?*! in the next corollary was known from Aida-
Elworthy [2] for gradient Brownian stochastic differentemuations.

Corollary 4.3 The pull backZ* determines a continuous linear map
I* : D”(Cyy M; R) — DP"1(CoR™; R),
for1 < p’ < p < oo, with the property that
[ flors < I Z*(Nllppr,  for f € Ugs1 DD (4.3)

If condition(M)) holds we can také < p’ = p < oo and then the ma@* has closed
range in the case qf = p/, and [ZB) holds foif ¢ D!,

Proof From the theorerom(d?) c Dom(d? Z*). A comparison result of Hdrmander,
(see Yosidal47], Theorem 26 of chapter Il, p79) therefore implies that there is a con-
stantC,, ,» with

|dp I*fle’ < Cpm’HprJ-

(Alternatively use Theorermi3.4.) This, plus the continwfyZ* on LP, gives the
required continuity off* on D'(C,, M; R) into D*"!(C,R™; R).

Inequality [ZB) holds by[{3:11) and the intertwinifig{4.@nd implies thaf* has
closed range whep = p’ and Condition {/;) holds. O
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Remark 4.4 (1) Aswe seein Theoren®.9 below, an outstanding questishésher
T [D?*(Cp, M;R)] = D’}io (CoR™; R), the space ofF*© measurable elements
of D?"}(CyR™; R). This appear to be unknown even for gradient Brownian mo-
tion systems, with Levi-Civita connection, on any spacéwitrvature (e.gS"™
anyn).

(2) Evenif Condition (/) does not hold we see that for< ¢ < p < oo,
I*[D% (CayM; R N D! (CR™;R)

is closed in II''(CoR™; R). However, even given Conditior{;), we do not
know whethefZ*(f) € D?'(CoR™; R) andf € D%!(C,,M;R), somel < ¢ <
p < oo, imply thatf € D?'(C,, M;R). See sectiofi6l.1 below.

5 The divergence operator and the spaceB”'H

5.1 The divergence operatodiv

From now on we shall take Do) to be closed under multiplication by elements of
Cyl, the set of smooth cylindrical functions on the path gpaéssumel < p < oo
andl + £ = 1. Define

div = div? : Dom(div’) C LPT'H — LP(C,,M;R)
to be the cojoint of-d?. That isV € Dom(div’) if and only V# is in Dom(*) and

div’V = —d*(V#). SoV € Dom(div¥) if and only if V is in L? and there is a
constantC(V') such that,

‘/#WM% < C(V)-1flur. Vf € DL, M:R).

Lr

If Condition (M) holds we can take = 1 andg = cc. Ifitis necessary to distinguish
the underlying path spaces for the divergence operatorhait sse Dora, 1 (div’)
or Do, (div?).

DefineY : H — H whose restriction té¢{,, o € C,, M, is given by

Y. (h)() = /0 Y,. (%hs) ds, he Mt (5.1)

ThenTZ,(Y,): H — H is the identity map.
For anyh : C,,M — H defineK+h : C,,M — H by

(K+h)(o): = / t K*(0,)h(0)sds, 0<t<T (5.2)
0
and forh : CoR™ — H write
(KLh)(w)e = / t K- (s (W) (w)sds, 0<t<T.
0

Note that for allh : CoR™ — H,

TI(K+h) =TZ(h), TI(KLh)=TI(). (5.3)
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Proposition 5.1 Let1 < p < co. For anyh € Dom(di\¥) on the Wiener space, and
any0 < § < p — 1, TZ(h) € Dom(div*~?) on the path manifold. Furthermore

T .
dv(TZ(R)) = dvh = — / (hs, dBs). (5.4)
0

If condition(M,) holds we také = 0 and also allowp = oc.

Proof Takeh € Dom(div’) € LP(CoR™; H) then by Corollar{Z13, foe > 0,
/ d(Z* f)(h)dP = — / T f(divh)dP, V f e DY C,,M).
This implies that for allf € DY"<*(C,,, M),
[t @T®) dus, = [ 2@ =~ [T feiviap =~ [ s@ s,
and so for allh € Dom(div’),

div(TZ(h))(0) = divh(o)
and [&2%) holds since div= — f0T<hS, dBs), the Skorohod integral. O

Corollary 5.2 Letl < p’ < p < oo. AnH-vector fieldV is in the domain ofliv”’ if it
isin L? and the vector field onCyR™ given by

h:=V)oZ:CoR™ - H
is such that: is Skorohod integrable, i.é. € Dom(div?’) for CoR™. If so

(dvV)(w) = —E { /0 ! <%V(a:.), X(a:s)st>w

ad } (5.5)

s

where the right hand side is interpreted as the Skorohodjmteln this case
div(V) = div(Z*(Y (V))).

If condition(M;) holds we can také < p = p’ < oo.

Let D’}io be the closed subspace ofiX2; R) consisting of F*© measurable
functions.

Corollary5.3 If g € D’}io thendg(—) = dg(K+—) almost surely.
Proof Takeh € H. ThenK+h € D%!, a subset of Dom(div) by Kree-KreE32].
Since by Propositiof@div i = div (TZ(h)) = div (m)
Edg(h) = —Egdivh = —E (gE{divh|FT})
= —E(gdiv(TZ(R)) oT) = —-E (gdiv (m) oz)

—E (gdiv(K*h)) = Edg(K"h).
Replaceh by Ah where) € Cyl to conclude that almost suredly(h) = dg(K+h). O

Finally we observe the following version of Corolldryb.2:
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Proposition 5.4 For an L? H-1-form¢, if E{Z*¢|F*°} € Domg(d*) thene belongs
to DorszM(d*) and

(@ ¢)o = E{d"E{Z"¢| 7" }T = o} = d*[¢z(TZz(-)))(0)-

Proof Just note that fof € Cyl,

/ (AT ), E{T* $|F* )P = / (T* [ E{d"E{T" 6| F™}| F*})dP

/ FOE{d"E{T* 6| F*}T = 0}dpia, (0)

on one hand and, siné&{Z*(—)|F*°} is an isometry on one forms,

/ (AT ), E{T* $|F* V)dp / (E{T*(dN)|F™)  E{T 6| F>})dP

[ar oy,

on the other hand. O

5.2 Hilbert space valuedL” functions

Let G be a separable Hilbert space aBd= H or #*, or a similar ‘tensor bundle’.
Denote byLPT'B and LPT'(G ® B) respectively thd.? sections ofB and those of the
tensor product of the ‘bundle&3 with the trivial G bundle ovelC,, M. We always use
® to refer Hilbert space completions asd the incomplete algebraic tensor products.
For each densely defined linear mBprom L?(C,, M ; R) to LT B there is a naturally
defined linear operatdf® = Id @7 from L?(C,,M; G) to LPT(G ® B) with domain
Dom(I'%) = Dom(T) ®, G, namely

Dom(T“) = {F : Co,M — G | F(0) = > _ f;(0)g;9; € G, f; € Dom(T’),n € N}
j=1

and such thal'“(f ® g) = T(f) ® g for f € Dom(T) andg € G.
Proposition 5.5 If 7" with Dom(T") is a closable operator then so & = |d ®T with
Dom(T'%) = G ®, Dom(T).

Proof TakeF,, € Dom(I'%) converging to0 in L?(C,,M;G) with TF,, — «. For
an orthonomal basige; } for G write F,,(0) = 3°72, fi(0)e; anda = 3 e; @ a;.
ThenT fi — aj andfJ — 0in L? asn — oco. Consequently; = 0. a

Now takeT to bedy with Dom(d ) the set of smooth cylindrical functions. Define
d=dP =d»% : Dom@¢) C LP(C,, M;G) — LPT(G @ H*) ~ LPT(Ly(H; G))

to be the closure ofig,)“ which exists by Propositidid.5. Its domain shall be denoted
by D?!(C.,M;G) and is the closure of Donidf = G ®, Dom(d+) under the graph
norm.

The following elementary lemma is useful in sectiod 5.4.
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Lemma 5.6 Supposel < p < oo, allowing p = 1 if Condition (M;) holds. Let
G, and G2 be two Hilbert spaces and : M — L(G1;G2) a C* map. Suppose
f 1 CueM — L2([0,T]; G1) is inDP* (C,, M; L*([0,T]; G1)). Then

O(f) : CuyM — L2([0,T]; G2)
given byo — [t — 8(c)(f(0)) is in DP* (Czo M; L*([0,TT; G2)) with

[d” (©(f)), ()]t = (dO)s, (vi)(f(0):) + O(ae)(d” for ()):- (5.6)
Proof Takef, — finD”" (C,,M;L*([0,T]; G1)) where

kn
fulo) = Z A} (o)h?
j=1
with A’ real valued smooth cylindrical functions ahtl € L*([0, T]; G1). Then

kn, _
O(fn)(@)(t) = Y A} ()00 ).

Jj=1

Clearly ©(fn) — O(f) in LP (C.,M; L*([0,T]; G2)) and©(f,) is Fréchet differen-
tiable as a map intd.2([0, T]; G2). Forv € H,,

kn

kn
D (duA}), )00kl + > X (0)(db)o, (ve)h]

j=1 j=1
(d0)o, (v:)(fn(2)e) + 0ot )(df n)o (v):)

and we see thaty, (©(f,)) converges inL? (C,,M; L*([0, T]; G2)) with limit given
by the right hand side of{3.6). Finally just approximéte;) by a sequence of func-
tions#,, € D' (L*([0,T]; G2)), for example set

[dy (©(fn)), ()]t

n

00(0) = 20 (0(t711)) + 0 (a(tD)) 7 <t <17,
Ui — 4

for suitable partition® <t} < ... < th <...<T. O

5.3 Pull back of Hilbert space valued functions andH -forms

We follow the notation of sectiof3.2. Fer= 2 there is the canonical isometry of
L?(Cyy M; R) ® G with L?(C,, M; G) mapping Dom{) ® G onto Domg®).

By a G-valued#-1-form¢ onC,, M we mean a measurable section of the bundle
L. (H; G), (or equivalence class of such sections under almost swraisg. There
is the standard identification &f, (#,; G) with G ® H,,. Itis given by g ® h)(v) =
(h,v)4,_ g. We shall usep” to denote the section @ ® # corresponding to &'-
valued?-1-form¢. Note that we can differentiate suglf to obtain(1c ® 2) ¢# €
GRTysyM,0<s<T,0€CryM.

If f:CuoM — GisinDP1, its differential ¢f), € Lo(#;G) then determines the
gradientV f € G @ H by Vf(o) = (df)¥. In the Nualart-Pardoux notation we obtain
(s = D.f) € I'(G ® L%€) by the isometries

12
~Y

Lo(H:G)~ GO H G® L%E.
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Theorem 5.7 Theoreni:3}4 and TheordmM.2 and Corolland 4.3 hold¥evalued func-
tions. For a measurablé&-valued#-1-form¢ in LP the pull backZ*(¢) : CoR™ —
L, (H;G) is given by, folh € H,

rom= [ [(1ce 2)et]” (Frwx(as) + xeaian). 67

Proof The proofs are essentially the same as those for the read/alse. Here we
assume that = 2 to demonstrate the proof. If ti@valuedp hasp? = Zle gj@nbj7£
wherewfE € 'l andg; € G for j = 1 to k, we immediately obtair[{5l7) froni(3.8).
The general case and the rest of Theokerh 3.4 follow by takinigs, in particular by
observing thatl{3.18) remains true in thevalued case. The proof of Theor€ml4.2 is
based on{3.18) and so is easily seen to extend tG'thalued case. The crucial remark
is that the stochastic integral in{b.7) can be considereshds (H; G)-valued integral
applied toh. To see this and perform the necessary estimates we neeovto sh

T D # ) 2
/ [(16 ® —) ¢fﬂ VX’
0 dS

Lo(H,G)
is finite almost surely foj = 1,...., m. First noted that the assumption that :
H — G isin Ly implies that so i3/ +— ¢,(W.V) from L2€ to G, whereL2€ is the
Hilbert bundle ofE valuedL? tangent vector fields o, M. Moreover

T
%(W.V):/0 <(1G® D>¢S,V> ()ds.

The norm ofg,(W.—) equals| ¢, || . .y @nd is given by

<1G® )¢>#

2
{<1G® )¢#] Vr,z.(-)X?

La2(H;G)

ds

ds,
L2 (Eo(s);G)

T
H%owmﬂ%@=4

which is finite. Now foro = Z(w),

r

ds

T #]|2
= / {(16} ® ) (b#] HVT“IS(f)XjHi(H;Ea(s))ds
0 L2(Eo(s);G)
< o o WIE,z2e,) - sup (2RSS <l
<

< constant: ||¢, o WHI%Q(LQE;G) sup HTwI”]%(H;TgCIOM) < oo.
S

There are no difficulties with Corollafy4.3.

5.4 The spacdD?'H
For1 < p < oo, and allowingp = 1 if Condition (M) holds, define

DP'H ={V e L'TH | Y.(V()) € D” (Co,M; H)}, (5.8)
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Equip this space with the obvious norm:

IVllorin = Y VO lorae,, aem = EY )P + EldY (V)P .

This depends only on the connection Bnnot on the specific stochastic differential
equation[[ZB), or equivalently not on the particular cka€ X as can be easily seen
by Lemmd&b. In fact P can also be described by covariant differentiation, see
§83 below. Similarly we can define I #*:

D?'H* = {¢p € L'TH* | ¢(X(-)) € D?(CoyM; H)}. (5.9)

We have the following analogue of a fundamental result ofekikeee [32] for
CoR™:

Theorem 5.8 For 1 < p’ < p < oo, the setD”'# is contained inDom(di¥’') and
div?’ : DP'H — L*'(C,,M;R) is continuous. If Conditiori}y) holds we may take
p=r.

Proof Taker withp’ < r < p. If V € DP'H thenY (V) oZ € D" (Q; H) C
Domg/(div"), by Theoreni5l7 and the corresponding result for Wienecespé Kree-
Kree [32]. ThenV = TZ(Y (V)) € Do, a(div”) by PropositioiR]l. Finally note
that

div —

(Y — / conditional expectation
D71 T Y0 pri; /) M5 1Y (0:R) ke

L¥(C2yM;R)

is a continuous map and by Coroll&ryls.2, agrees with thegérece operator restricted
to DP"'7{. Note that the continuity also follows from the closed gréptorem. [

The following is a compliment of Propositiénb.1:
Proposition 5.9 For 1 < p < oo, set
U={heD? (U H) | TZ(h)c D"'H}. (5.10)

ThenU is total in D! (2; H) and thus total in the domairom(div’), of the diver-
gence on Wiener space.

Proof Consider the family of functions

T T
U, = {k{exp (/ (ks,dBy) — %/ |k3|2ds> ‘ K ke H}
0 0

Since the exponential martingales are total it l[X2; R) it is clear from the defi-
nition thatU; is total in D”"'(Q; H) and so it is sufficient to show that

Imagel[l'Z(h) : h € U;] € DP'(H),

or equivalently thal” (T'Z(h)) belongs to ' (C,,, M ; H). In fact for

T 1 (T
h. = k' exp / <k5,st>——/ |ks|*ds |,
0 2 0
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we can write

T T
h. = Kkexp </0 (ks, //sdBs) — %/0 |KJ'(9Cs)ks|2d5>

T T 1 T .
exp < /0 /0 (ks K(r)dB.) — /0 |K(xs)ks|2ds>.

T T
TLH) = exp </0 <I%S,//Sd1§3>—%/0 |K¢(xs)igs|2ds>

A r ) ]' T ) (i)
X E{th <k exp/o (kg, K(25)dBs) —5/0 |K(xs)ks|2ds>’}' }
T 1 ’ . 12 T
fr = E{exp (/O (ks, K (x5)dB,) — 5/0 |K (2)ks] ds> |F \/]—'t}.

Then (f;,0 < t < T) is a martingale with respect g7 v F;} and so

Set

fi = exp </0 <I%S,K(ms)st> - %/0 |K(xs)ks|2ds>,

giving

E{TIt(k.') exp </OT<ks,K(ms)st> _ %/T |K(xs)ks|2d8> | Fwo}

E{TIt(k,') exp (/t<ks,K(xs)dB / |K(xs)k |2d5> ]:wo} .

On the other hand, if we set

Vi = TTy(k) exp ( / t(ks, K(zs)dB,) / | K (2)cs |2ds)
then as in Elworthy-LeJan-Li[15], Elworthy-Li[19]
DV, = VX(V)dB; + %VX(V})(K(xt)ict)dt
+TTy (k") exp ( / t(ks,K(xS)dB / | K (26)ks | ds> (ky, K (24)dBy)

= VX(V)dB: + §VX(Vt)(K(xt)/€t)dt + (ke, K (20)dBi) Vi

Consequently, foV; (o) = E{V;|z. = o},

DV, 1 .
dtt ol = §V7t(w)X(K(xt)k't)dt
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Thus
_dt)‘i (Vi(z.)) =1 <_dt Lt(x.)) = —23 (VX(7 Zo(Y (Vi(.)) (K () t)) .

Since solutions of such a stochastic differential equaierin Dlforalll < p < oo
by standard result® (V') € D?'(C,,M; H). See Lemm@&6.12 below. Finally note
that

1

T T
TZ:(h.), = exp </0 (ks, //SdBS> — 5/O |Kl—(gs)ks|2d5> V(o).

Since such exponential martingales belong to'Bor all finite ¢ we see that
- _ T, v 1 [T .
73 YAT,) = Y (VoD esp | [ (b Judb) — 5 [ 1K@ ds
0 0

belongs to "' (C,, M; H) forall 1 < p < oo. O

6 On the Markov Uniqueness ofd

Throughout sectiofl6 we take Do) = Cyl. To define the weak derivatives we
shall need to assumeD#H* ¢ Dom(d)*), which is guaranteed by Theordml5.8 if
Condition (M) holds or if X is injective.

6.1 Weak Differentiability

For + 1 =1andl < p < oo, the weak Sobolev spad&*' (C., M), abbreviated as
W1, is the domain of the adjoint of the restriction @Pf* to D% #*:

Wl — Dom(((dp)* a9 )*) (6.1)

furnished with its graph norm. More precisely a functjpbelongs td¥?:! if and only
ifitis in LP and there is a consta6t(f) such that

/ A6 dpiay| < C(f)|6|a, V6 € DI
Cog M

Equivalently,
wrl = {f eLr: |/div(V)fdur0| < C|V|pa, forall Ve D@3, someO}.
If f € WP ithas a“weak derivativedf € LPTH* defined by

/ AF(V(0))dpan(0) = — / F(@) AV V(0)djiay (0), YV € DK, (6.2)
and 3
d= (@) |onin)"

as a closed densely defined operator/édn Denote byV the corresponding weak
gradient with values i.?T'H. Note thatd is an extension ofd, D?'!).
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Recall that Cyl denotes the space of smooth cylindricaltions onC,, M. Set

Cyl®H* = linear span{gdk | g, k € Cyl} (6.3)

and define

Owrl = Dom(d* | Cyl°H*)*. (6.4)

From Propositioi6.14 below, CY#* ¢ D%'#* ¢ Dom(d*) and so

DP! C Wwpl C Oyt

In Theorenf®&l7 below we show thet?:! = O1/».1,

Theorem 6.1 Suppose Condition),) holds. Forl < p < oo, the following are

equivalent:

() f e WPHCsyM;R)
(i) Z*(f) € D' (CoR™R)

(iiiy f e wWn(C,,M;R)NLP(C,,M;R)somer € (1,p) and the weak derivativef

isin LP.

Moreover

(iv) there is the following intertwining of andZ*:

d(T* f) = T*(df), forall f € WPX(C,, M;R).

() if f € WPY(C,y M;R),

Proof LetV e D%1H.
[32],

[ rdvd,
Cog M

df)e = E{d(Z" f)u|z.(w) = 0} ¥ 4. (6.5)

Suppos€*(f) € D! then by Corollarf 512 and Kree-Kree

= / Z*(f) div(V) o ZdP
CoR™

= / Z*(f) divZ*(Y _(V(-)))dP
CoR™

- / E{d(T* (/))olr-(©) = 0} ¥ o (V(0))dpiay (0).

Cug M

Thus (ii) implies (i) and[[615) holds.
To show (i) implies (i), suppos¢ € W»1(CoR™) and takeV = TZ(h) where
h € U, as defined in Propositid®.9. By definitibhe D% !# and by Propositiofi5l 1

div(V) = div(h). So

/ div(h)Z* (f)dP
Q

/ div(V) fd iz,
Cug M

CONTZONA L,

IN
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by Corollary[ZY. SincdJ is total in D*(Q, H) the inequality holds for alh ¢
D%'(Q; H). Consequentl*(f) € W»1(Q) = DP'(Q; R), using Sugital[45].
Next observe foif € W»'(C,, M), h € D%!,

/ d(T* f)(h)dP = — / div(R)Z*(f)dP = — / div(V) fdpia,
Q Q C

wo M

= [N, = [ @ipear.
CogM Q
which givesd(Z* f) = Z*(df).

To see the equivalence of (i) and (iii), taF;(er % = 1. That (i) implies (iii) is trivial.
To obtain (i) from (iii), takef € W"1(C,,M;R), with df € L?. ForanyU € D*'H,

\ [ v oIutio) < 11dfll o]V 1o

_ \ [ dr@mtao)

which, by continuity using Theoref%.8, holds for &lle DX if f € L?, giving
(). 0

Corollary 6.2 Suppose Conditiom\{) holds. The symmetric form
)= [ (dfdgds,
CogM

with domainiW?1(C,, M;R) is a Dirichlet form.

Proof Just observe that, by Theoréml6.1, the usual chain rule fioldmposition
on the left byBC! functions ornR. O

Note thatifZ*[D**(C,, M; R)] = D74, (92; R) then, by Theorei®l.1, B! (C,, M;R) =
W2(C,,M;R) andZ*d = dZ*. In particular we have the Markov uniqueness. Fur-
thermore there is equality of the following two Dirichletfos:

7 * To 2
[ dus, = [ Btz p)Fy fap
wo M Q
and there is a constaatvith

/ 1df Pdpiz, < / |dZ* fPdP < ¢ / (f gy, € WP (Cap M;R),
CogM Q

Cog M

c.f. Driver [11], Shigekawe [41].

Corollary 6.3 Suppose Condition() holds. IfZ*[D?!] = D?gio for the 1B map
7 of one stochastic differential equation which indu¢es,, V), then it holds for all
such 16 maps.

Proof This is immediate from Theorefn®.1 sindé”! depend only o, andVv. O

Proposition 6.4 For 1 < p < oo,

(1) b¥-'(C,,M;R)is a closed subspace &f?'(C,, M;R).
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(2) SetWé”1 = {f € WP [ fdu,, = 0}. Suppose Conditiom{,) holds. Then
d: Wg”l(CzoM; R) — LPI'H* has closed range and is a linear isomorphism
onto its image.

Proof Part (i) is automatic sincé C d. For (2) the continuity holds by definition of
the graph norm while injectivity comes from the result @R using Theorerfi &l1.

To showd has closed range, take € LPTH* with ¢ = lim; df; in L?, for
fj € W& (Cuo M;R). ThenZ*(df;) = d(Z* f;) by TheoreniBIl and

T*¢ = lim T*(df;) = lim d(Z*f;)
j—0o0 J—00

in L? by Theoren[Z3M. Sincé on the Wiener space has closed range, e.g. from
Shigekawall4?2], we se&* f; — g in D?!(£; R) for someg € D’}io. By Theorem
B,9 = Z*(f) for somef ¢ W' andf = lim f; in L?. Sinced is closed,f € W'

with df = ¢. Thusd has closed range. O

6.2 Markov uniqueness

Lett = {t1,...,txpWith0 <t; <...<tp <T,andwriteMt = M x ... x M. A
cylindrical g-form onC,, M is of the form (ey)*¢ whereyp is a smooth-form on A%
and

eVi : CrgM — ME

is the evaluation given by

evﬁ(U) = (U(tl)v SRR U(tk)) :

Theorem 6.5 The spaceCyl’ #*, defined by[{Gl3), is total in the spa&®'#* for
1<qg< 0.

Proof Let (ev)*y be atypical cylindrical one form ofi,, . In local co-ordinates
can be represented by an expression suchfas,’dz’, someN. It follows using a
partition of unity thaty = Eé\’:lgﬂdfﬂ', for a finite set of smooth cylindrical functions

g7, fi on Mt. Thus Cy? H* spans the space of all smooth cylindrical 1-forms. The
conclusion can be drawn from Propositlon 6.14803 below, which states there exists
a set of smooth cylindrical 1-forms which is dense ift B{*. O

Remark 6.6 If our It map is induced by a gradient stochastic diffef@requation

then the last part of the proof above is unnecessary sindettims o ™¢ defined in[&.B)

would be in Cy? #* asY = dj for j the immersion of\/ in R™, and so Proposition
shows directly that the set

{fe"°: fisC®and cylindricale € R™,0 < 7 < T'}
of elements of C1#* is total in D1 #*.

Combining TheorerL6l5 with Theordmb.8 on the continuity igf @n D1 7{*,
we see if Condition /) holds,

(dP)*[cyog = (AP)*|pa.i g

as operators oh? for 1 < ¢ < co. From this,
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Theorem 6.7 Suppose Condition\{y) holds. Letl < p < oo, then

Wl — Opppl

Following Eberle[[T2], consider the space of bounded fumstin®172:! closed under
the weak Sobolev norm, which we shall denote’ b2

Proposition 6.8 Suppose Condition\{,) holds. Thed W 2! = /2.1,

Proof Takef € “W?! sof € W' by Theoreni&l7. Then= f o Z € D?(Q) by
TheoreniGll. Sef,, = # andg, = Z*(f»). Then|f,| < 1 is bounded. Now
dg(w)h n—g¢?

dgn(w)(h) = .
W = T

is bounded ang,, € D**(2) converges tg in D*'. Consequently,, € “W2! and
converges t¢f in W21 and so il W21, Thusw?21 = ‘w21, O

Consider the symmetric diffusion operator= —d*d on L?(C,,M;R) with do-
main Cyl, the set of smooth cylindrical functions. It is eallMarkov uniqueif and
only if there is only one symmetric sub-Markovi&rf contraction semi-groupF)
on L?(C,, M;R) whose generator extends Equivalently there is a unique extension
of the corresponding Dirichlet form among the family of gu@gular semi-Dirichlet
forms. Markov uniqueness implies that there is at most overséble diffusion solving
the corresponding martingale problem, c.f. Ebérlé [12jugh such results go back to
Takedall45]. We can apply a result of Eberle to our situatioolitain:

Theorem 6.9 Suppose Condition\(,) holds. The following are equivalent:
1. Markov uniqueness ford*d;
2. Wl = D!,
3. 7 [D*'] = D%,

Proof It follows from Corollary[6.P and a result of Eberle (page 1JI%]) that Markov
uniqueness is equivalent to’D = °W2!. Propositiol&I8 then shows that (1) and (2)
are equivalent. The equivalence of (2) and (3) is immediat® fTheoreni 6]1. O

For discussion on wheB*[D '] = D%!, holds see Remafk1.4.

6.3 Cylindrical 1-forms are dense inD%'#*

The following lemma will be useful technically, leading teetproof of Theorer @15,
in view of the fact that we do not knowW?2' = D! on our path spaces.

Lemma 6.10 Let G be a separable Hilbert space arida dense family of linear func-
tionals onG. Suppos¢g : C,, M — G satisfies

() Z'(f) € D"(CoR™; G)
(i) 1o f € DPY(C,,M;R)foralll € L.
Thenf € DP}(C,, M; G).
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Proof For f satisfying (i) and (ii) and € G* takel,, € L — [. Then
T (I f) = (@ ) 25 UT ) = T°(1)).

By @3)/,f by lf and so we have
(i)  lo f € DPYC,,M;R)foralll € G*.

Take an orthonormal bade,, },, for G and letIl,, be the orthogonal projection onto
the subspace spanned by its firstelements,;n = 1,2,.... By (iii), II, o f €
D?'(C,,M;R).

Now asn — co we sedll, o f — f almost surely and also, iff is as in [6.5), for
almost allo,

(L0 0 o = dfoll7, = I3 = @i atny = D ldfs o [@df) ()1

p>n

which converges to zero sindd, € G ® . From this we can apply the monotone
convergence theorem to see thiht o f — f in the LP graph norm and the result
follows. O

The next two lemmas are essentially ‘well known’:
Lemma 6.11 Let V be a connection on the trividk*-bundle over)M. Suppose/ :

M — L(R*; R¥) is C*> and define theJ-damped’ parallel translatiot¥; (o) : {z(} x
R¥ — {01} x R¥ alongo in C,, M by

{ D Z4(e)
Zy(e)

Jowy (Zi(e)), 0<t<T

e, e € Rk, (6.6)

Then the principal parZ? of Z; as a map fronC,, M — L(R*;R¥) isin D! 1 <
p < oo, for eacht. Its H-derivative is arl.(R*; R¥)-valuedH-1-form: h +— dZF (h)
with
t t D
dZF(h) = A,(W ' hy) +/ B,(W; 'h,)ds +/ CS(WS‘ld—h)ds, heH (6.7)
0 0 o

where
Ap, By, Cy € LP (Cyo M; L(Toe M;L(RMRF))), 1<p<oo, 0<t<T.

FurthermoreA,(c), Bi(0), andCy(o) : ToyM — L(R*; R¥) are almost surely con-
tinuous int with

p
E( sup |At|1L(TzoM;L(Rk;Rk))> < 0,
0<t<T
p
E( sup |Bt|]L(Tm0M;]L(Rk;Rk))> < 0,
0<t<T

P
E < sup |Ct|L(TLOM;H4(R’C;Rk))> < 0.
0<t<T
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Proof ThatZ, € D! for all p and each is standard when we are using Brownian
motion measure and the Levi-Civita connection, e.g. seéAfiendix in Aida [1],

or Léandre[[3B] and the proofs go over to our situation. Ttwmgutation leading to
1) is also standard, going back, at least, to Bismut. &eDlriver [9], Cruzeiro-
Malliavin [B]. In particular if i is an adapted.?- H-vector field onC,, M, from (&8),
the covariant derivativ®’;, Z; satisfies the covariant Stratonovich equation

DV Zi(e) = [(@;“J)(Zt(e)) + Jo(t)(@th(e))} dt — R(hy, odo) Z4(e).

Thus
@th(e) =27 At Zs_1 {(@hs J)(Zs(e))ds — R(hs, OdUS)Zs(e)} :

In fact by integration by parts, treatirfgt Z7'R(Wy—, odo ) Zs(e) as anL(T,, M; R¥)-
valued integral we see

t t
/ Zs_lé(hsa odos)Zs(e) = </ Z;1R(Ws_7 OdUs)Zs(e)) Wtilht
0 0

—/t (/T Zis(WS—,odas)Zs(e)> (WTlghT> dr.
0 0 dr

So our expression fo¥, Z;(e) is ‘tensorial’ in4 and so holds for arbitrary elements
inH.

To obtain [6¥) we observe that the principal parthij(—) anddz} (h) only
differ by T'(c(2))(h:)(ZF) whereT is the Christoffel symbol’. Finally the required
estimates come from Propositibnl?.2 and the analogous\atiger that| sup, Z;| and
|sup, Z; | are inL? for all p. O

Lemma 6.12 Let Z be the J-damped’ parallel translation from Lemnia®l11. Then
forp > 1, ande € (0,p — 1), the mapf — Z(f) gives a continuous linear map

D?' (C,, M; L? ([0, T];R¥)) — DP~5" (Coy M; L? ([0, T];RY)) .

Proof Take f in D! (C,,M; L3([0,T]; R¥)). It is standard and easy to see using
Lemmd®&G.Il and weak differentiabiliy,g. Sugita [45] Corollary 2.1, that*(Z(f)) €
D?~=! (CoR™; L*([0,T]; R¥)). Let E, be the subspace @f ([0, T]; R*) spanned by
the polynomials of degree less than or equahim = 1,2, ..., with m,(Z(f)) the
orthogonal projection of(f) into E,,. Since the evaluationgev;,0 < ¢t < T'} span

a dense linear subspace of linear functionals on daghwe can apply the previous
lemmas to see that,(Z(f)) € D?~='(C,, M; L*([0, T]; R¥)) for eachn = 1,2, .. ..
However as in the proof of Lemnia6l10 we see th&tr, (Z(f))) — Z*(Z(f)) in
the LP~ graph norm. Therefor&(f) € D?~=" (C,, M; L*([0, T]; R¥)) . Continuity
follows as usual from continuity intd?—¢ and the closed graph theorem. d

For cases including non-elliptic diffusion measures talRiemannian metrig, )’
onT M extending that ofZ with a metric connectioR’* and adjointv!” extendingv
andV’ as in§Z2. Take a surjective vector bundle m&p: R™ — T'M for somern,
inducing the metrid, )’, which extendsY if R™ is considered as a subspaceR3t.
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Forz € M letY, : T, M — R™ be the usual right inverse f (z). Take a connection
V onR™ conjugate tov!’ on [kerX]+ and arbitrary on keX . In the elliptic case we
could takeX = X, Y = Y and if moreovelV is the Levi-Civita connection thew
could be the standard metric connectiorRSf induced by, as in Elworthy-LeJan-Li
[5].

In order to prove the density of cylindrical forms in?®%* fix € [0,7] and
e € R™. Lety™¢ be the cylindrical one-form given by

¢T7e(v) = <Y0(T)(VT)7 €>7 Ve ToczoM- (6.8)

In fact we will show that the seff¢™¢ : f € Cyl,e € R™,0 < 7 < T} is total in
D?'H*. Set )
Ume=(p"%) . (6.9)

Using the fact that
WT/ W;lEVSds =Vr
0 dS

we see that

%UJ © = X0, (LW, ) (W2) " X (a(n)(e), (6.10)

wherell, = I1,(0) : ToyM — E,(s) is the orthogonal projection aridl’* andW;l*
the adjoints using the extended meffj¢’.

Now defineZ, = Z,(¢) : R™ — R™ to be the damped parallel translation on the
trivial R™-bundle ovetM alongo € C,, M given by

VoW X (xo)a, if a € [ker(X (zo))]*

Zy(a) = { Ji(a), if a € kel’(X(gCO))'

By @10), Z; solves[[&b) for
J(z)(a) = Y () (—%Ricf + v1A> X (z)a.

Let Z; : R™ — R™ be the usual adjoint of; and similarly for ¢, *)*. Set

ATE = Xpo,n (N2 Ze,

then D
EU;@ = [, X (o(s))AT°. (6.11)
Lemma 6.13 Set
E={fAT: fecCyllec R™"0<T<T}. (6.12)

The setsZ*[Z] and= are both total inD?" (C,, M; L*([0, T]; R™)).

Proof Since every element of the Haar badi#’}; say, of L?([0,T]; R™) has the
form xo,,1(-)e — Xj0,~1()e somed < 71 < 7 < T, e € R™, using the definition of
D%! we have

T = {fX[O;F](')e :0<7<Tee€ Rﬁl’f € Cyl}
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is total in D" (C,,M; L*([0,T];R™)) for 1 < ¢ < oco. On the other hand, by
definition,

Z'E) = {fxw0n()Ze.: f€Cyl, eeR™, 0 <7< T}, (6.13)

a subset of ' (C,, M; L*([0, T]; R™) from LemmdG.1D.
For eache € R™ andr € [0, T] definee™ : C,u M — R™ by

e(0) = (Z}(0) e
Note thate” € D?',1 < p < 0o, by LemmdB.10 (applied toZ1)*). Consequently
givene > 0 andgy > 1, there exisy™ € Cyl(C,, M; R™) with
9" — € lpar <&, 1<q<qo.

Then, forl < g < qo,

lIxo,71()e — X[O,T](')Z:QT||Dq,1(cmM;L2([0,T];R7ﬁ))
= |Ixon()(Zre™ — Zg")lper e,y miL2qo, 1Ry < Cell Zr|[pra
Ixto.1()(Zze .
for sufficiently larger and some constaut.

Thus eachx(o,-1(")e € SpaﬁmZ,*[E], 1<g<ooand7 C Spaﬁ“Z,*[E]. Conse-
quently for each < g < oo,

Sparl' 2°[2] = D% (Cay M; LX([0, T]; R™)) ,

as required for the first assertion. For the second, fdkec Span7 andq < p < co.
By LemmaG.IPZ*(fE’) € DP'. Since by the first assertion® = SpanZ*[Z],
there is a sequencgS™}, in Spang] with Z*(S") — Z*(fE’) in D', Using
Lemmal6IR, applied to*)~!, we seeS” — fE7 in D%', which implies the re-
sult by the totality of7". O

Proposition 6.14 Smooth cylindrical 1-forms form a dense subspadd 6t #*.

Proof By construction ofX, if 7 : R™ — R™ is the projection map thelX = X ox
and so R i
D?H = {WH(X(h)) | h € D91(C,, M; L2([0, T); Rm)} .

By LemmaBIB{W.IIX(fAT) : f € Cyl,e € R™,0 < 7 < T} is total in D' .
Finally note that by[[EA1W TIX (fAT°) = U7 and so the set

{fo™: feCyl,ec R"0<7<T}

is total in D1 7*.
To see that every cylindrical one-form gives an elemenmtof,, D% suppose
is one, given by
(bU(U) = q)(ff(tl),~~~70(tk)) (Ut17"'7vtk)7 v € H,
k
——
where® is a smooth 1-form o/ x ... x M. We must show

poTT € DY (C,yM; H*), 1< q< .
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For this write
GoTL() = @ (Xo(t)-.... X(o(te)-)
( /0 ) Yoy Wi X(0(s))hsds, . . ., /0 " ?U(tk)wtiX(a(s))hsds>
forh € H c Ly* ([0, T]; R™). The first part of the right hand side is in

NgcooD?! (CwOM, (R™ x ... x Rm)*) ,

being cylindrical. The second can be written as

t1 .
h — </ ZtlZs_lKl(a(s))hsds, e ,/
0 0

which by Lemmd& 6112 ar{ld 3.6 gives a continuous linear map

t

k .
Zy,, Zs_lKl(a(s))hsds)

H — D" (CpyM,(R™ x ... x R™).

Thus¢ € D%!. O

7 On uniqueness ofl

7.1 A weak uniqueness result on the Gross derivative operatal

If Condition (M) holds the maff* sends ' (C.., M; R) to D%}, (Q; R) with closed
range, by Corollarf413. We investigate the question whethgD*'(C,, M;R)] =
fo’io (92; R). We proceed using chaos expansions./&meal valued functiorf on the
Wiener space has a chaos expansion

F=2" Inlaw),
k=0
for Zop = Id on constantsyy = E(f), I1(a1) = f0T<a1(t1), dBy,), and fork > 1,

T tr to
Ik(ak):k!/ / / (ok (t1, .. 1), dBo ® ... © dBy) g »  (7.1)
0 0 0

aniterated Itd integral. Here, is considered to be an elementlof (A*; R™ @ ... ® R™)
for A¥ = {(t1,...,11),0<t; <ty < ...t < T}
Let R,, be the remainder term such that

f = ka(ak) + R,.
k=0

Thenf € D*>Y(Q;R) if and only if R,, — 0in L? and||dR,| — 0in L? (e.g. see
Nualart [38], Proposition 1.2.2).

Let LZ., = L%., (5%, R) be the closed subspace bf((; R) whose elements are
F®0 measurable.
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Lemma7.11If f € D?;io (€2, R) then the remainder term of it6? chaos expansion
has the following form

T Sk41 S52
Ry :/ / / <ak+1(81,...,8k+1),d351 ®---®stk+1> (72)
0 0 0

for aj1 € L% (CoR™ x A1 R™ ® ... ® R™) such that
(i) Eachagyi(s1,- .-, skr1) is Fg° measurable;

(i) ar+1(s1,..., 8041) = (KH(ze) @ 1...®@ 1) (s, .. sp41), WhereK () :
R™ — [ker X (z)]* is the orthogonal projection.

(iii) Furthermoreay,; € D*Y(CoR™; L2(A*1;R™ ® ... ® R™)) and

ldRe[|7> = (k + Dllax+1]1Z2 + l|dar1]Z-- (7.3)

Proof By the integral representation theorem there exist&4Qnr,-adapted process
ai : [O,T] x CoR™ — R™ with

T
f=Ef+ /0 (a1(s), dB.). (7.4)

Sincef = E{f|F*} we see, usind(32),

T
f=Ef+ [ U8B 7 B,
0
By the uniqueness of the integral representafiad (7.4)
K+ (z5)E{a1(s)|F*} = ai(s).

Thusa, (s) is F¥° measurable and (i) and (ii) hold fér= 0. Suppose for induction (i)
and (ii) hold fork — 1 somek > 1. Apply the integral representation theorem to the
F2° measurable functiomy (s, . . ., sx11) to see

EP)
CLk(SQ, ey Sk) =E (CLk(SQ, ey Sk)) + / <ak+l(817 ey 8/€+1)7 dBSl> )
0
whereay 1(s1, ..., k1) is F5° measurable with

(KL(xsl) ®1...® 1) ap+1(81, -, Ska1) = apr1(S1,-- -, Ska1)-

By the uniqueness of the chaos expansion with remaindeistesm see thakRy, to-
gether withay 1 satisfies (i) and (ii).

To prove part (i), we apply a result of Pardoux-Pehgl [3%e 4emma 1.3.4 in
Nualart [38]: if

T
X:/ (us,dBg)
0

whereu is adapted and square integrable thére D! impliesu. € D?'. Moreover

T T
dX |32 :/O E|us|2ds+/0 |dus||2 ds. (7.5)
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Apply this to Ry, iteratively, to deduce that;, 1 (s1, . . ., sx+1) belongs to B! and

Hde||2L2
Sk41
- |\ak+1|\%2+/ / :
0 0 0 0
T Sk4+1 Sk Sk—1 S2
—l—/ / d/ / / <ak+1(81,...,8k+1),stl ®---®stk_1>
0 0 0 0 0

giving (Z3).
O

2

Sk+1
/ / (ars1(51,---y8k41),dBs; ® ... ®dBs,)| dspq1

Sk+1

Clk+1(<‘>‘17 e, Sk41),dBs, ® . ®stk> dsk+1

L2

2

Note that Lemm@&Zl1 (iii) holds i=*° is replace byFr everywhere in the state-
ment. This shows that a functighe D! if and only if

kllag||2: — 0 and||dax||2: — 0. (7.6)

Lemma 7.2 Let f € L*(Q; R) with chaos expansiofi= 72 (o). Setjk(ak)(o—) =
E {Zi(ax)|z. = o}. ThenJy(ex) is in D**(C,, M). Consequently if € D%, then
eachf — E{Ry|F®}isinZ*[D*'(C,, M;R)].

Proof For0 <t < T define

t tr to
Ik’t(ak) = k'/ / / <O[k (tl,...,tk),dBtl ®"'®dBtk>®Rm . (77)
0 JO 0

Thus .
esto) =k [ (T t).dB,) (7:8)
O R7n
considerings +— I_1., (cx(. . ., s)) as a random element i? ([0, 7]; R™), or more
precisely
t
Ik7t(01k) = k/ <(Ik—1,tk ® Zd) (Oék(. .. ,tk)) , dBtk>Rm (7.9)
0
if we identifiedL? (; R) ® R™ with L? (2; R™). Set
Jk7t (Oék) = E{Ikﬂg(()ék) | .FIO}, k=0,1,2,...
Jk (Ozk) = Jk7T (Ozk).

Then inductively

Jk,t (Ozk) = kA <kal7tk (ak ( .. ,tk)) R KL(xtk)dBtk>Rm

<ak+l(817 ceey Sk+l)7 dBSl ®...® dBSk—1>

2

dspdsgy1

dspdsyy1
L2
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SetB; = [} //s ' X (xs)dBs, the martingale part of the anti-developmentoto
see

K*(x)dBy = Y (@)X (e)dBy =Y (1) ffe(w)dBy;
Tt (o) (0) = k/o (Timrn (@ (o 80) (0. Y (w0 (0)dBy, ) (2.10)

The fact that/y, ; () is in Dom(d) is essentially standaelg. see Cruzeiro-Malliavin
[6] or the Appendix in Aidallll]. For a gradient stochasticfeii&ntial equation[{2]15)
determined by an isometrijc: M — R™ it is especially clear since theid+(z;)dB;

can be replaced byz,; — %Aj(a:t)dt for Z; = j(x¢) € R™.

Finally just observe that fof € D%1,,

f—E{Rp|F?} = "T" (Ju(aw))
j=1
which is inZ*[D%*(C,, M)].
O

Proposition 7.3 Suppose Conditio@\/,) holds. Thenf € Dom(A) N L., (S, R)
implies thatf € Z*[D*'(C,, M;R)].

Proof Takef € D*!(Q, R). By Corollary[ZB,Z*[D*'(C,, M)] is closed in "' (Co0R™; R)
and so by LemmB7.2 to shofvc Z*[D**(C,,M;R) we only need to demonstrate
that||d (E{Rx|F*°})||L2 — 0. Observe that, as iterated integrals,

T Sk41 52
E{Re|F™0) = /0/0 /0

(ars1(s1,- .., 8541), K (24,)dBs, ® ... @ K (25,,,)dBs,.. )
and forh € H,

d (E{Ry|F*°}) (h)
k+1

T Sk41 52
= Z/ / / <ak+1(81,...,8k+1),
=1 Y0 0 0

KL(‘/'CSI)dBSI ® tee ® d(KL(ISl))(h’)dBSL ® tee KJ_(:'USk-%—l)dBSk-%—l >
k1

T Sk+1 S2
—I—Z/ / / <ak+1(81,...,8k+1),
= Jo Jo 0

KL($S1)st1 ®.. 'KJ_(fvsz)hsz ... KJ_(‘/'ESk+1)dBSk+1>

T Sk+1 S2
d h), K (xs,)dBs, ® ... K+ i )dBar
+/O /0 /0 (d(ag41(s1, -5 skp1))(R), K—(5,)dBs, @ ... K~ (2s,,,)dBs, . )
= Ai(h) + Ax(h).

where
k+1

T prSkt1 s2
am = Y [ [,
= Jo Jo 0

KJ_(xs1)st1 ®...0 d(KJ_ o Isz)(h)stz .. 'KJ_(xSk+1)dBSk+1>
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On the other hand
k+1

T  psSkt1 s2
E{dRy(h)|F™} :Z/O/O /0 (@1 (51 S11),
=1

KY(2s,)dBy, @ ... hy, @ ... KL(xSk+1)dBSk+l>

T Sk41 S2
+ / / / (E{d@isi(st, - - -, see D)) ()| F0},
0 0 0
KJ_(3351)dB51 ® .. -KL($Sk+1)dBSk+1> :

Thus
d (E{Ry|F™}) (h) = A1(h) + Ca(h) + E{dR(K*h)|F*},
whereK is as defined by[{5 1) and

T Sk41 52
Co(h) = /O /0 /0 (d(ak+1(s15-- -, s641))(R)
—E{d(ars1(s1,. .., ske1)) (K R)|F*}, K*(2s,)dBs, ® ... K (24,,,)dBs,,, ) -

However
T Sk41 52
HCQH%2 §4/ / / |\dak+1(51,...,sk+1)|\%2d81...dsk+1 =4Hdak+1||2L2
0 0 0
and||[E{dRx(—)|F*}||r> < [|[dRk(-)lL> giving
[d (E{Rk|F*}) |72 < 6] A1]|72 + 24]|dajs1]/72 + 6|dR(=)|72-

For f € D%, ||[dRi(—)||%> — 0 and||das1]|2, — 0 by (Z3). Thus we only need
to show that| A;||z= — 0. Now

T Sk41 S2 k
HA1||%2 SCsz/O A A ||a +1(817...7Sk+1)||2d81...dSk;Jrl SCkgHRkH%Q,

by Propositioli 313, which converges to zerd ibelongs to Domf). O

Remark 7.4 If we can show thafi 4, |7, — 0 without the conditiory € Dom(A) we

would have shown thaf*[D *'(C,,, M; R)] = D%:, (; R). This convergence should
hold, though we do not have a proof, as the similar term

k+1

T prsk+1 S2
[A2(R)l[r2 = HZ/ / / (ars1(s15- -+, 8541),
= Jo Jo 0

K*(25,)dBs, ®@ ... K (25)hs, @ ... K- (25,,,)dBs, ., )

‘
L2

Observe that the pull back i of BC? functions belong to B2, (2, R) and
D%2,(Q,R) c Z*[D**(C,, M;R)] by Propositio ZI3. We are lead to the follow-
ing :

Corollary 7.5 If Condition(M,) holds thenBC? functions orC,., M are inD**(C,, M;R).

Corollary[Z® corrects Theorem 2.1 6f]25] which stated tBat' functions are in
2,1 .
D*'(C,,M;R).
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7.2 Onthe uniqueness ofl

Definition 7.6 We say uniqueness holds fat if the closure ofd? is independent of
the choice of its initial domaidy, satisfying Cylc Dom(dy) C BC".

Remark 7.7 Since BC' ¢ WP! uniqueness forl? would be implied by Markov
uniqueness. It would also follow more generally if the imag@D? '] is independent
of the choice of Dom{y).

Theorem 7.8 Assume Conditiof\). Supposé’ is a closed operator,
T : Dom(T) C L*(Cyy M;R) C LT'H*

with the properties that

(i) T agrees withi,; on smooth cylindrical functions.

(i) Dom(T™) contains all smooth cylindrical one forms.
Thend c T C d, whered is the weak derivative.
Proof It is enough to show thatl{* ¢ 7, which follows from

O

Remark 7.9 If E{f|F*°}isin D*!(Q, R) wheneverf is in D*!(Q, R) thenZ*[D?*'] =
fo’io and so Markov uniqueness, and hence uniquenegsids. To see this takg
in D%, so f = lim,, f* in D*' when f™ is the sum of the finite terms in the chaos
expansion off. We saw above that ea& f"|F*°} lies inZ*[D*']. Since the latter
is closedf itself must lie in it. See the Appendix, sectiad 10.

8 Covariant Differentiation

Our main aim in this section is to define higher order Sobotelneeak Sobolev spaces
and to prove the pull back theorem, TheofemB.14.

For G a separable Hilbert space we can defifi¢:'G = W»!(C,,M;G) by
Propositio. 5 to be the domain, by graph norm, of the clsfii whose domain
Dom(d®) consists of finite sums_ ; f;g; for f; € W»!(C,,, M;R), g; € G. Let

d=d% : WPG C LP(CoyM; G) — LPT(Lo(H; G))
also denote this closure.

Proposition 8.1 Assume Conditiof\,). For f : C,, M — R the following are equiv-
alent:

(i) feWrH(CrM;G)
(i) Z*f € DP(CoR™; G);
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(i) There is a constant; such that if% + % = 1 then for all G-valued 1-forms
¢ € D! (Cpy M; Lo(H; G)),

/C Y O) g | < exll o (8.1)

If f € WPY(C,, M;G) the intertwining formula of Theoreim .1 ad{6.5) extend
to G-valued functions.

Proof Supposef € Wf’*lG. Thenf = lim;_,~ f; in graph norm for some sequence
{fi}s2, in G ®, Dom(d). By TheoreniG1LZ*(f;) € D! for eachl and

dZ*(fi) = I*(d° f,).

By assumptioni® f; — d° f in L? and so by continuity of*, TheorenfBI7dZ*( ;)
converges in.?, showing thaZ*(f) € D' andd(Z* f) = Z*(d f).
Conversely, ifZ*(f) € D' (CoR™; G), taking an orthogonal badg; }2, for G

k
I*(f) = lim Y g
=1

in D”1(CoR™; G) for ay = (Z*(f), g1)e € D%1,(CoR™;R). By TheoreniBly =
T*(f;) somef; € WPL(C,,M;R). Thenf = limy o0 Y0, figi in LP(Cuy M;R).
Since

k k

a0 fg)(=) =Y dfi(=)g

=1 =1
and df; is given in terms ofda; by equation[[6]5), we see the convergence is in
wrl(,,M;G) and sof € WP(C,,M;G). Thus (i) is equivalent to (ii). That
(ii) is equivalent to (iii) can be seen as for the scalar cas€heorenfGJ1l. The only
additional point is to observe that if is defined by[[5.70) the ®, U is total in
D?'(Q,G® H)and(1® TT)(h) € DP' (G ® H) for eachh € G ®o U. ThusG ®q U
can take over the rol& played in the proof of Theore®.1. This proof also shows
that the analogue of(d.5) holds f6+valued functions. O

8.1 The pointwise and the damped Markovan connections

To define higher order Sobolev spaces we need to introduegiaaov derivatives.
Using the notation of2.3 consider the principalyO(p)-bundleC, ,OF — C,, M
and its associated Hilbert bundi#& — C,,M. As described in Eliasson [14] our

metric connectio’’V on E induces a so called pointwise connect\gron L2£.

VU = %U (exp,. sv.)
for U a smooth section of?¢ andv € T,C,, M where% andexp come fromV.

The almost surely defined m#) : H — L2&, is an isometric isomorphism which
we used to giveH a vector bundle structure (at least over the subset on Wﬁidb
defined). We also use it to pull badk to obtain a connection o, which we shall
denote byW. By definition

; (8.2)
s=0
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see[[ZIb). As usual these connections induce connectiotieeaelevant tensor bun-
dles and in particular on the dual bundlég£)* andH* respectively. Since the con-
nections are metric the latter are compatible with the mhisometries

(L2E)* — L2¢, (H)" = H.
ForX : M x R™ — TM as in [Z5) define:
X :CpyM x L*([0,T];R™) — L&
by
(X(0)h), = X(@@)(h(t), 0<t<T

and its right inverse: B
Y : L?€ — L*([0,T];R™)

V() = Yor(v(t)), 0<t<T.

Also define
X:Cp,,MxH—H

by
X(0)(h) =TZ,(h) =WX(0)(h.), 0<t<T

with right inverseY : H — H, as defined by[{5l1).

Proposition 8.2 The connectiond’, W on L?¢ and H are the connections corre-
sponding toX and X respectively in the sense theat, X (k) = 0 and V¥, X(h) = 0 if
h € [ker X (0)]* or equivalentlyr € [kerX(c)]* andv € T,Cyy M.

If U, %V are C'* sections of.2¢ andv € T,C,, M then

VU = X(0)d (o Yo U()) (v) (8.3)
and
V.,V = X(0)d (o — Y, V() (v). (8.4)
Proof By definition
VLX) = 2 X (expa ) ()]
= V., X(h(?))

= 0, if h(t) L ker[X (o (t))].

Howeverh L ker[X(o)] in L2([0,7]; R™) holds if and only ifA(t) is orthogonal to
ker[X (c(t))] for almost allt, and we see the pointwise connection is the connection
corresponding toX. From this [8B) holds as in Elworthy-LeJan-Li[15]. Theuks

for # follow by conjugation with2 . O

In the casell = T'M the connectior¥ is thedamped Markovian connectiate-
fined in a different way by Cruzeiro-Fand [5] and we refer tastthat in our more
general situation. For the case/df a Lie group with left invariant metric and connec-
tion, as Example 2 of sectidn 211, see sedilon 9.
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8.2 Covariant Gross-Sobolev derivatives

Let G be a separable Hilbert space. First consider a smooth seeaidbert bundle
g overC,, M with a metric connectio’V determined by a smooth surjective vector
bundle mapX : C,,M x G — G, with isometric right inverse

Y, = X(0)*: Go — G, 0 € Cyy M.
Define Dom{’?) to be DP*'G for
Drlg = {V € LPTG | YV € Dp71(Cz0M;G)} .
ForV € DP'G, ¢ € DP'1Ly(G; K), K a separable Hilbert space set
VeV = X(o)d” (?v)g W), veH,. (8.5)

Vho AP (X))o (0)(Y5—). (8.6)

Let K-(0) = Y,X(0) be the orthogonal projection & onto ker[X (0)]+, o €
Cyo M. Note that, c.f.[[1B]:

XVY =0, and XdyK*=0. (8.7)
To obtain a closed covariant differentiation operator wpase:
Condition K?. If f € DPY(C,,M;G) thenKL(-)f(-) € DP'(Cy, M; G).

Note that this implies , by the closed graph theorem, fhat K f is continuous
from DP!(C,, M; G) to D”*(C,,M;G). Note that if X = X or X, then Condition
(My) implies ConditionK? holds for allp by Lemmd&.b.

Proposition 8.3 Assume Conditiof?. ThenC>T'G N D?'1G is dense irD?1G.

Proof ForV € D”'G setf = YV and take smooth function € D'(C,,M;G),
k=1,2,..., converging tof in D?"'(C,, M;G). ThenX f;, — V in LP. Observe that

V(Xfi) = Xdy(YXf) = XdY X f)=VV
in L? by ConditionK™. O

The proposition is essentially due to the fact that Condifi@ implies the smooth-
ness ofX and in particular

U e D”Y(C,,M;G) < X(U) € D”'gG. (8.8)

Corollary 8.4 Assume Conditio&? . There is the Leibniz formula
PYV)=(V_Y)V+YVV, VeDPlg. (8.9)

Proof The formula holds for smootl and so in general by Propositibn1B.3 sintte
is closed. 0
Lemma 8.5 Assume Conditioi?. Then forl < p < oo, and forl < p < o if
condition(M,) holds,

VP : Dom(V?) C LPTG — LPT(La(H; G))

is a closed operator.
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Proof Let {U*}2 be a sequence in B G such that{U*, V?U*}52 , converges to
some {/, Z). We must show thal/ € D”'G andZ = VPU. By definitionY' (U*) €
D?!'(C,,M;G) andY (U*) — Y (U). Apply the Leibniz formula to see that

dYU") = (dy K5 (Y UR) + YVPU* — (dy KL (YU) + Y Z.
The convergenceis ibPT'Lq(H; G) by ConditionK®. Sinced is closed this shows that

YU € D”!(C,,M;G) andlimy,_,o d(YU*) = d(YU). Consequently/ € D”'G
and, using[[BB)VPU* = Xd(YU*) — Xd(YU) = VPU, giving Z = VPU. O

Note that ifG! andG? are smooth Hilbert bundles ové&, M with metric connec-
tions given respectively by

X7 :CoQoMx Gl -G j=1,2

then the natural induced metric connections on the Hilbendtes G')*, G' ® G2,
Lo(G'; G?) are determined by

CooM x (GY) — (GY)*
(o,) — loYy,,
X'®X2:CoQoM x (C*®G?) = Gt §G?
and
CooM x Lo(GHG?) —  La(G46?)
(0,7) — X*0o)TY}

respectively. Using these, iteratively, we can obtainetbaperators acting on sections
of the tensor bundles constructed from an initial Hilbemdie G, given the relevant
Condition KP. For ‘bundles’ of the forniL.(H; L2(#; G)) which we can more com-
pactly write asg ® (H®")* we will use the isometry{% : H — L2€ to pull back the

covariant derivative operator from the one obtained as @aboy ® ((L2£)®2) , (in

this case) using the pointwise connection/ci€. For example B+ (g ® (H®2)) is

{v €L (g ® (H®2)) | (1@ % ® %) VeDr (Ga (L25)®2)} .

Theorem 8.6 Assume Conditiod? for X forall 1 < p < co. Then forl < p <
oo the above construction yields closed covariant derivatiperators with domain

Dom(W?):
V. LT ((L2£)®T ® (L26)%" @ H® @ (H*)®b)
— T ((L2€) % @ (126) " @ 15 @ () ™)
foranyr, s,a,b,€ {0,1,2,..., }. MoreoverV € Dom(W?) if and only if
xXreeby = ((87X) ® (o(®°Y)) ® (2°X) @ (o(@°Y))) V
CooM  — (LX([0,TIER™)® ® (210, TI:R™) @ H®" o (H*)®"

is in DP! and thenW? = (X"®b)*qp(X ™%V, If Condition(},) holds we may
takep = 1.
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Proof It is only necessary to observe that Conditia# for X0 s implied by
Condition K9 for all 1 < ¢ < oo for X, and if Condition (/) holds thenx ™5t
satisfiesk'! by Lemmd&.b. O

8.3 The higher order Sobolev spaceB?*

Suppose thag is a smooth Hilbert bundle oveét,, M with connectionV as given in
482 by someX which together with all tensor products

X ®(@'X)® (0a"Y)

satisfies Conditior®. Fora,b € {0,1,2,...} we can inductively defin&”® and
D”* (G @ H®® @ (H*)®), k = 1,2,... as follows:
Setw?() = yP?, defined as in Theore 8.6, with

P! (G & H™* © (H")®") = Dom(V").
Fork ={2,3,...} set
D7 (G @ H® @ (H")®) = {V e DP! | VPV € DPF1 (G @ HE® @ (17)20HD))

andv?® = w7 ~DoyP. Here we have used our usual identificatiofLefH, ; H-)
with H, @ H; for Hilbert spacesd;, H,. As usual we give B* the graph norm

=

Wl = (VI + VPV, + .+ VPOV, )
i.e. the graph of the closed operatortdv? @ ... @ W%,

8.3.1 The higher order weak Sobolev spacé¥?:*
Continuing with the previous notation let
(V?)* : Dom(V?)* C LT (g ©HE © H*‘X’S“)
— LT (GRHT @)

be the adjoint ofv'?, % + % =1,withg = ccif p = 1.

Lemma 8.7 Assume Conditiof® holds for X™* andX"* where

X

=TS

X

X ® (0"X) ® (o(2°Y)),
X ® (@ X)® (o(2°Y).

Then
0 @ =X ()

(i) D' (G @ HE @ H*®*T') C Dom(VP)*.
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Proof After conjugation with% if necessary we can assume that s = 0. Then by
@3), Vr(-) = XdPY(-) and it is easy to see that

(VP)* > X(dP)*(Y ® 1) = X(dP)*(Y o —).

Suppose thap ¢ Dom(V?)* C LAT(G ® H*) ~ LiTLy(H; G). For (i) it suffices to
show thaty” o ¢ € Dom((d@”)*). For this takey € D?*!(C,, M; G) then

/C » (¥ 06,09 dp,

/c y <¢,)~(dp(f(ig)> dpig, /C y <¢’Xdp(-f{9)>dﬂmo '

Now K+g = Y(Xg) andXg € D™'G. So the first of these two terms is

+

/ <¢, @p(X'g)> ditny | < cp| X g|r» < cOnst-cy |glLe.
C

w0 M

The second term is

/C’ M<17¢,dp(f(g)>duzo = /c M<}7¢, dp([”()(_)g+gdpg> i,

< |conste|alglr.
For (ii) suppose € D%'Ly(H; G). By definition,

Y o ¢ € D! (Ly(H; G)) ¢ Dom(dP)*
just as in the scalar case, TheorEm 5.8. However (the easpip(i) then shows
¢ € Dom(VP)* as required. O

DefineW?! (G ® H®" @ H***) to be domain of the adjoint of the restriction of
(VP)* to D?' (G @ HE" @ H*@*F). Let

V” WP (g QHE ® H*®s) c LT (g R HE ® H*®s)
— IPT (g QH® ® 'H*®S+1)

be the adjoint, considered as a closed operator.

As for D”* we can defingV»* and@p’(k) iteratively, giving!¥?+* the analogous

graph norm. Sinc&?® ¢ v " we see B is always a closed subspacelg®*.
Wheng is a trivial vector bundle”,, M x G we write them asV?-*(C,, M;G) and
D?*(C,,M;G) respectively. By Propositidig.1 this agrees with the fmmes defini-
tion whenk = 1.

We will consider the following possible conditions &ft

Condition K(N). For1 < k < N, for g € G, thek'" H-derivative of K+ (—)(g) :
CzyM — G has a bound

®(k—1) cL(—
(VD KO, < ex@lgle
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wherecy = ess sup.c, s cn(0) is finite.
Condition K(N) D. For eachy € G the mapK-(—)(g) is in N,~; NY_, D»* and
Condition K (V) holds.

Remark 8.8 If Condition M holds then Conditiors (V) holds for X andX. To

see this observe that Conditidi(/V) holds because Conditiord{) implies that the
norm||i,||, of the inclusioni, : H, — T,C., M is in L*°(C,,M;R) while all the
derivatives ofK+ : M — L(R™; R™) are bounded. Then Conditidii(N) D follows

as in the proof of Lemmia8.6. Condition,) suffices for Conditionk (1) D.

Remark 8.9 The necessity of imposing Conditidii (V) D in order to discuss B*
sections ofj reflects the fact that we have not shown that Frééh@te functions are
in N,>1 N2, DP*, andg should be “of class P* ” in some sense.

Lemma 8.10 Assume ConditiotM,). Letl < p < oo.
(i) Under Condition K(NID the map
[ Kf
gives a continuous linear map
D?*(C,, M; G) — DP*(C,p, M; G)
fork e {1,...,N}andf — dy K" (—)f a continuous linear map
DP*=1(C,, M; G) — DPF=1(C,y M ; Lo(H; G))
fork e {1,2,...,N}.
(ii) Under Condition K(N) the corresponding results hold feeak derivatives.
Proof Assume Conditior (V). ConsiderZ*(KL(-) f(-)) to see
K+()f() € WP (Coy M; G)

and
dP(K*f) = du(KH)(-)f + K+ ()d" f

by Propositiofi8l1. Repeat this féf, ()X 1)(X —)f and higher derivatives to prove (ii)
(The continuity comes from the closed graph theorem). Boaigsume K(N)D. We
already have the result for the weak derivativesf & Dom(dy)%, i.e. f € Cyl®G
we seek - f € D™!, as do successive derivativesif-(—) f. Since D! is closed in
WP:! we obtain the result fok = 1, and by iterating this the result far< k¥ < N as
required.

O

Proposition 8.11 Supposd < p < oo andk € {1,2,...}. Assume Conditio(\/y)
and thatX " defined in Lemm&R.7 satisfies Conditiigk). Then

Vewrt (Gens o n )
it and only if (X"**)V € WPk (C,, M; G ® H®" @ H*®*). Furthermorew” " =
X"°d®(X"%)*V. The corresponding result holds fBr”’* assuming Condition K(K).
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Proof After conjugation by% we can assume that= s = 0. Supposd’ € W»:'G.
Then there existsy, such that

/C . (V.9 2) dp,

On the other hand suppoges D' (G ® H*) ~ D%'Ly(#; G). Then, by definition,
X o¢ e DPIL(H;G) ~ DY (G ® H*) and so

/%M (YV,(@)0) dps(o)

Lo K@ £o) duto)

<cy|Zle, VZeD®(GaH*). (8.10)

L, (rxars) i

IN

+

| (@ io) i

TakeZ = X o ¢ and use LemmBB1L0 with equatidi(8.10) to bound the first of
these two terms by a constant times... To obtain a similar bound for the second
term observe that there is a constant such that

<d@les, VU e LT(9),

/C (U, %) K6 dya,

e M

because it/ € D!, a dense subset @, we haveY U € D! and

/C » (a0(VU). K6 dp,

/C i <(€,Y)U LYV, f<¢> djiz,
z0

c1|UlLe|d|La

IN

by ConditionK (k), and sincek’Y = 0. This proves thal’ € W»'G impliesYV e
WPL(Coo M; G).

Conversely supposgV e WPY(C,y M;G) andZ € D (ILy(H; G)). We shall
show [BID) holds. Obsenié o Z € DY (LLy(H; G)). By LemmdBY,

L (eZ) o)

/6ng <v, X(@) (¥ o Z)>U dbizy ()

/C » (VV.(@)(F 0 2)) dpey(0)

IN

CY/VD} °Z|Le < OY/V|Z|L‘1-

SoV € WP1G and the result holds for = 1.

Suppose now that the proposition holds &®*~! somek € {2,3,...}. Take
V € WrkG. ThenV € Wrk-1g and V'V € Wrk-1g. EquivalentyYV e
WPL(Co, M; G) andY V'V € WPHF 1Ly (H; G). Now

dYV)=d(KYV) = (dy K (=)YV + Kd(YV) = (dy K)(=)YV +YV'V,

which belongs tdV?:¥~1(C,,, M ; G) by the previous lemma. Thiis € W?*G implies
YV € WPk(Cy, M; G).
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Conversely ifY V € W?* then
YV'V =dYV) -V Y (V) =dYV) - (duKY)(=)YV

is in WP-k=1 py the previous lemma, and so by the induction hypothigsis 1W7-*G.
U

Note that we have not discussed the independence’dfdirom the choice ofX .
However our main interest is in sectionsof€ or # and related tensor bundles. For
these we used derived from a stochastic differential equation and fothsiicthis is
clear, as in LemmB3.6. An extension of Proposifiolh 8.3 to[and of the discussion
in section¥ to prove thaBC> functions are im,~; N>, D*, c.f. Remar 8D,
would give the general case.

As for the proof of Theoreiind.8, we have, using Reniark 8.8

Theorem 8.12 Assume ConditiofM,). For 1 < p < oo, the setV?:1 is contained
in Dom(div’) anddiv? : WP'H — LP(C,,M;R) is continuous.

8.4 Intertwining of higher order derivatives
First we define the Sobolev spaces over the Wiener spac&ediathe 1td map.

Definition 8.13 For any subr-algebraa of the Borelo-algebra ofR™ and separable
Hilbert space?, the space @}; consists of thosé” € L? (CoR™; G) s.t.

1. Fis a-measurable,
2. F € Domg(dP).

Inductively D{::’é consists of thosé' € L? (CoR™; G) such that
1
1. Fe D%y
2. E{d’Fla} : CoR™ — Ly (H; G)isin DYf 4y .
For F € DY'¢, define

1
P

k
(EE (ZudpE{—m)TFnip)

These spaces are Banach spaces sifiee{ —|a} F' is the composition of a closed
operator following a bounded operator and thus a closedatqer

The following theorem corrects the versionlinl[25].
Theorem 8.14 Assume ConditiofiM/). Let G be a separable Hilbert space. Then
f:CouM — Gisin WP, M;G) somel < p < oo, k € {1,2,...} ifand only if
I*(f) € D%",. Moreover

I* : WPH(CyyM; G) — DY,

is a continuous linear isomorphism.
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Proof Fork = 1 this is Propositiofi.8]1. Suppose it holds for solne {1,2,...}.
Thenif f € WP(C,y M; G)

E{dZ*()|F™} = E{T*(df)|F™} =T*(df oTT) = I*(df o X),

which belongs to B* if and only if df o X € W?*(C,, M; H*). The last holds if and
only if f € WPk+1(C, M;G) by Propositio 81 and so the result holds fof 1.
O

Corollary 8.15 Under the conditions of Theordm 8l 12, mapsD?**(C,., M ; G) onto
a closed subspace @%".

Note that many authors,g.Léandrell3B], Li[34], have defined Sobolev spaces for
C., M using the flat connection oH defined by the trivialisation of given byV. —
//~V. (in the Levi-Civita case). This cannot be expected to agriéie eur definition
because of the curvature term occurring in the covariarivatere of /~1, c.f. the
proof of Lemma&T1. In particular Corollafy 8115 should imoigeneral hold with
those definitions. For a covariant calculus using Markoeiamnections see Cruzeiro-
Malliavin [[].

9 Special case: no redundant noise

SupposeX (x) : R™ — T,M is injective for eachr, sop = m and X trivialises
E. Or equivalently7 = F*o. Examples include left and right invariant stochastic
differential equations on Lie groups, Example 2 of secligh® and the canonical
stochastic differential equation on the orthonormal framedle, Example 4 of the
same section. Conditior{) may not hold for the injective case, see for example 2C
on page 24 of Elworthy-LeJan-Li [15]. However we still getngolete intertwining
and all the results in this article. In fact conditioh/{) can be removed in the proof
of the key Theorems, Th 3.4, Th%.2, Cal4.3 and their corredipgnHilbert space
valued versions. Furthermore the Conditidisieeded to define B* holds trivially.
The following theorem extends some of the results of Faragétni [27] who were
concerned with Brownian motion measure on Lie groups.

Theorem 9.1 SupposeX is injective. Then fot < p < 0o
1. Z* mapsD?*(C,, M ; R) isometrically ontdD”*(; R), k = 1,2, ..., and
Z°dP = dPT”
7ryP R gp — (dp)(k+1)z*
where, for) € LPTL (@*+1#; R),
T*(@) : Q — L(@"T1H; R)
is given byZ*(¥) = (¢ o @*+VTT) o 1.

2. OnH-1-forms(dP)*Z* = Z*(dP)*. AnH-vector fieldV lies in Dom(di\fC’mM) if
and only if(Y' V) o Z is in Dom(di\)); if so

divV)oZ = — /OT <%V(xs),X(xs)st>

Ts

where the integral is a Skorohod integral.
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3. The Laplacians, or ‘Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operators’, amnjugated byZ*, as
operators onL?:
Z*((dP)*dP = (dP)*dPZ™.

Proof SinceTZ = TZ, it acts isometrically on”d with inverseY . The proof of
Propositio &1l gives that € Dom(div}) if and only if TZ(h) € Dom(div’). Part
2 follows by [&4). Fork = 1, part 1 follows from part 2 since, by (3.8]* acts
isometrically on#-1-forms as well as on functions. Fér > 1 and higher order
Sobolev spaces, observe that fda separable Hilbert space/, b = Dk (Q, G).
Finally part 3 follows from part 1 and part 2.

U

Remark 9.2 From Theoreni.9]1 we see Markov unigueness holds i injective,
without assuming conditiom\{,). In fact the proof in sectiofi8.3 shows that & *
is total in Dom¢*) onC,,, M and so B3"'#* is dense in Dom{*) and(dr)*|cypos- =
(dP)*|pa.1%~. The argument leading to TheorEml6.9 in sedfioh 6.2 proves B W21
and Markov uniqueness. For the stronger result of the aaseeif-adjointness of
d*d|cy on L?(C,, M; R) see the method of Aidal[3].

For completeness and as an example we show that for Lie gi@wpigh left in-
variant connection our connectio¥ agrees with the ‘Levi-Civita’ connection used
previously, c.f. Freed[28], Fang-Franchi[27], Aida [4];izer-Lohrenz[[10]. See also
Shigekawall43], Shigekawa-Taniguchi[44]. For this Mt = G with left invariant
stochastic differential equation as in Example 2 of se@dnl. Since the adjoint con-
nectionV of V is the flat right invariant connection we hasevector fieldsV¥ (o)
given byV(0): := TRo(v:), y € Ly ([0,T);9), for TR, : g = T.G — T,M the
derivative of right translatio®, by g € G.

Proposition 9.3 For y, z in L2'([0, T]; g),

(VVZ(G-)Vy)t - TRU(t)[y(t)a Z(t)]

Proof By definition of X andW and since the Ricci curvature is zero and there is no
‘drift’,

D
(Vv:V¥), = TLsy [d (P —=TL, 13‘”’) (VZ(U))]
g t

TLogy [d (9= TLy TRy) ) (TRt (20)]
TRU(t)[y(t)7 Z(t)]

as expected. O

10 Appendix: The conditional expectations of exponential rartin-
gales

Lete(a) be the exponential martingale

T T
e(a) := exp (/0 (as,dBs) — %/0 |as|2d5>
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fora € H and se€(a) = E{(a)|F*}. By Propositiof.ZJ3 we know(a) is in D%z, .
As evidence thaE{—|F*°} maps "' into itself we show, c.f. Remaik3.9:

Proposition 10.1 There is a constanf' such that for alla € H

[€(@)llp21 < Clle(a)llp21-

t 1 t
E¢ = st(a) = eXp </ <a3,dBS> — 5/ |as|2d8> .
0 0

Denote byd™ the H-derivative to distinguish it from the stochastic diffetieh Then
Elet|? = exp (fg |as|2ds) and||e(a)[|3.. = (1 + [|a]%) exp (|lal|%). Conditioning
the stochastic differential equation

Proof Set

d{ft = <dt, dBt> Et
on F®° shows that; = é;(a) = E{e;|F7°} satisfies:
déy = & (X (we)ay, X (z¢)dBy) .
So
t 1 t
& = exp ( / (X (xs)as, X (x5)dBs) — 5 / |X(xs)as|2ds)
0 0
and .
E|&|* = Eexp </ |KL(xS)aS|2d5> ,
0
whereK+ : M x R™ — [ker(X)]* is the projection mapy (x) X (z). From this, for
heH,

H(z _ oz g . 1
W = &4 | (X@)as, X@)(h)ds + Vrz,e)XdB, )
0

T T
+/ <VTIS(h)X(dS)7 X(xs)st> - / <VTIS(h)X(xS)(d5)v X(xs)éls> ds} .
0 0
By Theoreni3H, setting” = W (X (z.)a.), then
T
£ [ (X X)) + TXAT0NB,) =T )0
0

Note that]|¢||> = E&2 [ | X (x,)as|2ds < |a|2,EE%.
Take any Riemannian metric @V extending that of? and fore € R™ define:
Z(e): By —» T, M

to be the adjointoWV _ X (e) : T, M — E, for eachx in M. Then

T T
& { / (Vrz,mX(as), X(zs)dBs) — / (Vrz,mX(zs)(as), X (xs)ds>d8}
0 0

T

T
- g{ / (TTo(R). Z2,(@5) (X (2:)dB)) — / <Tzs(h),Zws(as><X(ws>as>>>d8}a
0 0
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which can be verified to equal 5 (1)) (h), defined by Theoreiin 3.4, where

oF = EW, (H(W_l)* / ! W Zy (ar)X (o) (dB, — am)) .

We have used the expressi@n (3. 12)THT for the verification. It remains to estimate

BT W) = /CM/

2
E&? / (H(W 1y / W Z,, (a) X (2. )(dB, —ardr)> dt.
0

¢# dsfiz,(do)

For this let{y; : 0 <t < T'} be the solution to the stochastic differential equation
{ dyr = X(yt) o dB; + A(ys)dt + 2X (ye)(ar)dt
Yo = o

Then by the Girsanov-Maruyama theorem,

E|Z* ()
= Eexp /T|KJ‘(y Yas|?ds /T H(W—l)*/TW*Z (@)X (yr)(dB, + adr) 2dt
0 S S 0 t ] r “Yr (s T [ (s

T T T 2
2Eexp ( /0 |KL(ys>as|2ds> /0 (H(th)* / W:Zy,,,(a»(X(yr)dBT)) dt
T T T 2
+2E exp ( / |KL(ys)as|2ds> / (H(Wt—l)* / W:Zyr(ar)(X(yr)ar)dr> dt
0 0 t

const |lal|3; exp(l|al|Z)

T
—i—exp(Haqu)Eexp <_/ |K(yS)d5|2ds> :
0

IN

IN

2

T T
/ (H(th)* / W: Zy'r‘ (K(yr)ar)X(yr)(ar)Ch) dt
0 t

whereK (z) = 1 — K*(z), using the fact thal X = VX o K. Now

T T T 2
E exp (— /0 |K(ys)as|2ds> - /0 (H(th)* / W:Zyr(K(yr)ar)X(yr)(ar)dﬁ dt

T T T T
CONSEE exp (— / |K(ys)a5|2ds) 3 { | Ikaalar [ |Kl(yr)a|2dr} dt
const|amE/OT (/T exp (— /T |K(ys)'asds|2ds) |KL(y,)ar|2dr> dt

t r

T T
const|alﬁE/ exp (—/ |K(y5)asd5|2ds) dt
0 t

< const|a?.

IA

IN

IN

From this we se&|Z*(1))|2 < const|aZe'@ as required. O
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