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MALLIAVIN CALCULUS FOR INFINITE-DIMENSIONAL SYSTEMS
WITH ADDITIVE NOISE

YURI BAKHTIN AND JONATHAN C. MATTINGLY

ABSTRACT. We consider an infinite-dimensional dynamical system \piity-
nomial nonlinearity and additive noise given by a finite n@mbf Wiener pro-
cesses. By studying how randomness is spread by the dynamgaievelop in
this setting a partial counterpart of Hormander's cleasiceory of Hypoellip-
tic operators. We study the distributions of finite-dimensil projections of the
solutions and give conditions that provide existence anaoshmess of densities
of these distributions with respect to the Lebesgue meashecalso apply our
results to concrete SPDESs such as a Stochastic Reactiarsiff Equation and
the Stochastic 2D Navier—Stokes System.

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper investigates how randomness is spread by antéafiimensional
nonlinear dynamical system forced by a finite number of ietelent Wiener pro-
cesses. The randomness is transferred by the nonlinearitggrees of freedom
other than those where it is initially injected. It would bery interesting to obtain
precise information on how the randomness is spread. Wengikad show that
some transfer happens almost surely. Though we are fundalilyeinterested in
infinite-dimensional systems, we begin with a brief disaus# finite dimensions.

Consider a stochastic differential equation with additiegse:

d

dxy = Fy(a)dt + Y FpdWi(t)
(1) — ;

9=z € R™

where thelV,, are independent standard Brownian MotioAs,: R — R™ is a
bounded analytic function ankl, € R™ is a fixed vector for each € {1,--- ,d}.
Given a functionuy : R™ — R, we can definei(x,t) = Prup(x) gef E uo(zy).
(Here the notation for the expectatid@h). reinforces the fact thaty, = z.) Then
u(z, t) solves the backward-Kolmogorov equatigy = Lu with u(z,0) = ug(x)

and
d

1 2
£:F0-V+§kz_l(Fk-V) .
If the span{F},--- , F;} = R™, then the differential operator is uniformly ellip-
tic. In this case, it is classical tha{x, t) is a smooth function ofz, t) and that
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u(z,t) = [pm pe(z,y)uo(y)dy, wherep is a smooth, positive function ¢t, z, y).
The functionp; (z, y) is called the density of, starting fromzy = = (see([Bas98]).
The fact thatp; is smooth and positive is a direct consequence of the ranessnn
spreading through all of the degrees of freedom.

If dim span{F},--- , Fy} < m, then the preceding conclusions do not necessar-
ily hold. However, if

@ span{F, [Fy, L, [[Fs Fiol Fro o 02 1,k 2 0,5 2 1] = R™,

then the system is hypoelliptic and the above conclusioagdwld (save positiv-
ity). Here[F;, F},]| = (Fj - V)F, — (F), - V) F} is the Lie bracket (or commutator)
of the two vector fields. Since in our setting the are constant foj > 1, only
brackets withfy produce non-zero results. The fact that the system is hiypie|
follows from Hormander’s pioneering work. In particuldrfalls under a gener-
alization of his “sum of squares” theorem. (The principaitjpd £ is the sum of
squares of vector fields.)

In the 1970's and 1980’s there was a large body of work to a@gvalprobabilis-
tic understanding of Hérmander’s theorem and relatedeymisdy looking directly
at (1) rather than the PDE far,(z,y) and p;(x, y). This line of work was initi-
ated by Malliavin and contained substantial contributifnesn Bismut, Stroock,
Kusuoka, Norris and others. The tools developed to addnesguiestion go under
the heading of Malliavin Calculus (see [Mal78, K$84, Be)dwhich might well
be described as the stochastic calculus of variations.

We are interested in developing a version of these resulitdimite dimensions
(m = oo). We wish to understand which of the previous conclusiond Have
assume that some variation @i (2) holds with= oo, where the SDE in{1) is
replaced by a stochastic partial differential equationB) From the beginning,
it is clear that we cannot work directly with the densityz, y) since in infinite di-
mensions there is no Lebesgue measure. Ideally, we wowlddiknd a natural re-
placement for Lebesgue measure in the setting of a givertiiequ&or the moment
this escapes us, so we will make statements about the finiterdional projection
of p and the spectrum of the Malliavin covariance matrix (seeti&e®). One
might reasonably ask if we could ever expect some form oftdiirder’s condition
to hold when the dimensiom is infinite but the number of Brownian forcing terms
d is finite. In [EMO01,[Rom04], it was shown that the finite-dins@mal Galerkin
truncations of the Navier-Stokes equations satisfy Hiwteas condition for hy-
poellipticity independent of the order of the truncationnd?thus in some sense,
Hoérmander’s condition holds, at least formally, for theaMhSPDE {n = o0).

In [BTOS], the authors treat the case when the infinite-disi@mal (n = oo)
evolution generates a fully invertible flow and prove coiodit guaranteeing the
existence of a density of the finite-dimensional marginédecause they assume
the dynamics generate a flow, their exposition more closdlyors the finite-
dimensional treatment. In particular, they are able to laddfusion constants
which depend on the state of the process. We will see thatreatmient will lead
to objects not adapted to the Wiener filtration, which makesgeneral diffusion
case more difficult.
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Because our PDEs generate only a semi-flow (and not a full flas@)cannot
apply directly the same proofs developed using MalliaviricGQlas in the finite-
dimensional setting or the infinite-dimensional extensigiven in [BT05]. How-
ever we will see that we can modify the proofs to produce ttsirele results. D.
Ocone [[Oco88] first used related ideas in the infinite-dirmerad case when the
equations were linear in the solution and the noise; andeherrcexplicit formula
exists for the solution. I [MP06], the 2D Navier-Stokes &tipns are considered
with additive noise. The techniques used there are veredimshose used here.
However, there the scope is more limited. The calculatisaglane in coordinates
which leads to the restriction that the forcing is diagonahie same basis. In both
cases, as in_ [0co88], the time reversed adjoint of the liflearis used to propa-
gate information backwards in time. This leads to a needsomates on Wiener
polynomials with non-adapted coefficients. [In [MP06], oscond-order polyno-
mials were considered. Here, by simplifying and streamgjrthe proofs, we can
handle general polynomials of finite order. This allows us¢at PDEs with more
general polynomial nonlinearities. Lastly, we observe thane is only interested
in the existence of a density, one can jettison over twad¢hof the paper and all
of the technically involved sections.

To further motivate this article, we mention that the typeqagntitative esti-
mates on the spectra of the Malliavin covariance matrixiobthin this paper is a
critical ingredient in the recent proof of unique ergodiaif the two-dimensional
Navier Stokes equations under the type of finite-dimensifmmeing considered in
this note ( see [HMOQ6]). The results of this paper are a magw ®©wards proving
similar results for other SPDEs.

In [EHO1], the ergodicity of a degenerately forced SPDE was proven using
techniques from Malliavin calculus. In contrast to ourisettthere infinitely many
directions were forced stochastically. However, the $tmécof the forcing was
such that it caused the asymptotic behavior for the highiapabdes to be close
to that of an associated linear equation. The type of armlysed there does not
seem to be possible in our setting.

Independently, and contemporaneously to this work M. Wupletad a thesis
[Wu086] which carried out the program fromn [MP06, HMO6] to peothe unique
ergodicity of a degenerately forced Boussinesq equatiagmceShis equation has
a quadratic nonlinearity, he was able to use the technicailas from [MPOB].
However, he also proved a more general technical lemma wddohbe used to
prove the existence, but not smoothness, of finite-dimeasimarginal distribu-
tions. He used this result to prove the existence of finiteegisional marginal
densities for a degenerately forced cubic reaction-ddfugquation. The techni-
cal lemma is similar to Lemma 5.1 and Proposition 5.2 from 0@R though the
proof given is slightly different. In this note, we have uskd other, though re-
lated, approach from [MPO06], since (at least for us) it is enstraightforward to
use it to obtain the quantitative estimates needed to prog®tness.

While this paper was in its final stages of completion, théars became aware
of a recent preprinl [AKSS] where it is proven that finite-éinsional projections
of a randomly forced PDE’s Markov transition kernel are &gty continuous
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with respect to Lebesgue measure if a certain controltghitbndition is satisfied.
While connections between controllability and the exiseenf densities are not
surprising given what is known for maps and SDEs (see [KIEB¥.91] for exam-
ple), the strength of the results [n [AKSS] is that they do megjuire the forcing to
be Gaussian. They only need that it satisfies a more generditiom of decom-
posability. However, that approach presently does notigeosmoothness of the
densities.

Organization: In Section 2, we introduce the abstract setting for the reshe
paper. In Sectiohl3, we give the main results of the paperimpligied form which
is sufficient for the applications we present. Principallg give results ensuring
the existence and smoothness of the finite-dimensiona¢giops of the Markov
transition kernels. In Sectidd 4, we specialize the absframework and apply
it to a scalar reaction-diffusion equation and the two-disienal Navier—Stokes
equation. In Sectiohl5, we give a brief introduction to theaisl from Malliavin
calculus we need. In Sectidns 6 and 7, we respectively statprave the principal
results in their full generality. In Sectidd 8, we give a nienbf generalizations
and refinements tailored to the needs of the argumenis_in_BjMbich prove
the unique ergodicity of the system as already mentioned €Rtimates on the
spectrum of the Malliavin Covariance matrix in this papenstiute one of the
principal ingredients of that work. In Sectibh 9, we give thecessary abstract
results on non-adapted polynomials of Wiener processespftine main technical
tools of the paper. In the remaining two sections, we give rabr of auxiliary
lemmas needed in the proofs.

Acknowledgments: This work grew from a joint work of JCM witlEtienne
Pardoux whom he thanks for the many fruitful, interestingl @ducational dis-
cussions which laid the ground work for this work. YB thanke hospitality of
Duke University during the academic year 2004—2005 wherbtile of this work
was done. The authors also thank Trevis Litherland, ScoKiley, and Natesh
Pillai for reading and commenting on a preliminary versidritis paper. JCM
was supported in part by the Sloan Foundation and by an NSFABEGward
DMS04-49910.

2. GENERAL SETTING

In this section we introduce the framework to define and stmlytions of a
stochastic evolution equation in a Hilbert space

d
- du(t) =L(w)dt + N(u)dt + f(t)dt + > grdWi(t),
k=1

u(0) =ug.
The three components of the framework are: the space whbrtoss are to

be defined; the deterministic part of the r.h.s. (the dnfgmely, the autonomous
part given by the vector field.(u) + N(u) and the non-autonomous pdgit and
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the noisedV. The operatol. is assumed to be linear whilg contains all of the
nonlinear terms. More details are given in the following.

The first component of the framework is the space where theisos are going
to live. We need two separable Hilbert spateandV, with norms| - | and|| - ||
generated by inner products -) and (-, -)), respectively. We assume th#tis
compactly embedded and densédHirso thatH is compactly embedded and dense
in V', the dual ofV. Hence(-, -) also gives the duality pairing betwe®&handV"'.
We also assume that| < ||v|| for anyv € V.

We shall assume that there is a Bt C H such that with probability one

(4) uwe C([0,T],H) nC((0,T],V)

for all uy € Hp.

The deterministic external forcgis a boundedi-valued function defined on a
time interval[0, T]. L is a linear operator with values W defined on a subspace
of H. The restriction of. to V is a continuous operatdf — V’.

The nonlinear vector fieldv : V — H will be assumed to be a continuous
polynomial (defined below) with zero linear and constant.plris convenient to
introduce the notation ,

u® = (u,...,u).

H—/
J
Often, for a function) of j variables, we shall write
Qu) = Qu¥) = Q(u,...,u).
W—/
J

Definition 2.1. Given two Banach spacé§andY, we say thatt' : X — Y is a
continuous polynomial of positive integer degreef

F(x) = F(z")
for some mag' : X" — Y such that

F(l’l, - ,l‘m) =Fy+ Fl(ﬂj‘l) + FQ([L’l,mg) 4+ ...+ Fm(l‘l, - ,.Z'm),

where all functionsF; : X7 — Y are multilinear (i.e., linear in each variable),
symmetric (i.e., invariant under argument permutatioasig continuous.

Hence our assumption oM states that

N(ug,...,upm) = No(ur,uz) + ...+ Np(ug, ..., upm),

where all functionsV; : V7 — H are multilinear, continuous, and symmetric. For
notational convenience we will write'(v) = L(u) + N (u).

Finally, our probability space i€, F,P), whereQ = C([0,7],R%), andP is
the standard Wiener measure Qrequipped with the completio of the Borel
o-algebra induced by theip-norm. The noiséV is given by the canonical map
W(w) = w,w € Q. Theg; from equation[(B) are fixed elementsdébm (L) N'V.
(Here and in the sequel, we use the notafimn (L) = {v € H : L(v) € H}.)
Letting ey, ..., eq denote the standard basistf, we define a linear mag' :

R — Dom(L) NV by g1 = Gey,...,g9q = Geg.
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As usual, the stochastic equatidf (3) is simply shorthanthi® following inte-
gral equation:

(5) u(t,w) = g —I—/O F(u(s,w))ds + /0 f(s)ds + GW (t,w).

We shall always assume that there exists a stochastic senaiflsociated with
this equation. More precisely, we assume that there is dyfarhoperators

®,: C([0,t],RY) =V, te(0,T],
such that ifu(t) = ®,(W]0,t]) for all ¢t € [0, 7] with probability 1, thenu is a
solution of [B) satisfying[(4). Her&/[0,¢| is the restriction ofi¥’ to [0,¢]. We

stress that though the initial datg may be inH \ V, the solution is assumed to be
in C((0,7],V).

3. BASIC RESULTS

Our main results are the absolute continuity of the distiaouof the projection
of &7 (W) on a finite-dimensional space with respect to the Lebesgueune on
that space, and the smoothness of the density.

We will need some conditions on the linearization of theays{3). LetJ,, :
H — V,0 < s <t solve the equation in variations:

%Jsm =(DF)(u(t))Js10, s<t,
JS,SQS :¢7 ¢ € H.

Here(DF')(z)h is the Fréchet derivative df at a pointz € V applied to a tangent
space vectoh € V. Hence, for eachr we have(DF)(z) : V — V’. Notice that
Fréchet derivatives of of all orders are well-defined (see Lemma10.3.)

(6)

Assumption 1. With probability one, there is a unique solutioi ;¢ to the equa-
tion (6) for every¢ € Hands € (0,7) with

0
ot
whereJ, ; and %Js,t are considered as functions of

(7 s € C([s,T),H) N L*([s,T], V), Js1p € L*([s,T], V'),

We are also going to consider the time reversed adjoidt pflenoted byk, ; :
H — V, s <t and defined by the backward equations

L Kb =~ (DFY (u(s)Kos s <1,
Kt,tqb :¢7 ¢ € H.

Here(DF)*(y) : V — V' is the adjoint operator fqfD F')(y). (We identifyV and
V”.)

Assumption 2. With probability one, for any) < ¢ty < ¢t < T and¢ € H, there is
a unique solutior¥’, ;¢ of equation(8) that satisfies

(8)

9)  Kg1¢ € C([to, t],H) N L*([to, 1], V), %Ksm € L*([to, 1], V'),
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whereK ; and %K&t are considered as functions ef

3.1. Existence of densities.To begin understanding how the randomness spreads
through the phase space, we now introduce an increasingctioh of sets which
characterize some of the directions excited. In Se¢fion @iNgive a more com-
pleted, though more complicated, description of the dinestexcited. However,
for many cases, the results of this section are sufficient.

For any positive integen, we introduce the subsét, of V defined recursively
as follows. Fom = 1, we setG; = span{gi,...,gq4}. Forn > 1, G, is defined
viag,,_1: we set

(10) G, = Span<gn_1 U {Nm(g,gkl, o Gkpa) €V

9€Gn1NVNDom(L),k; € {1, ,d}}).

Finally, we introducej,, = span ( U., gn). The following result is a special-
ization of Theorenh 612, which is given later.

Assumption 3. For all ug € Hy, there is a constanf* (T, u() such that

(11) sup sup E\J&tgkpﬁJ*(T,uo).
E 0<s<t<T

Theorem 3.1. Assume that Assumptidig 1, 2, ahd 3 hold. Supposéthat is a
finite-dimensional linear subspace .. Then the distribution of the orthogonal
projection IIsu(7") on S is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure orb.

3.2. Smoothness of densitiesTo prove smoothness of the density obtained in
Theoreni 3.11, we need stronger assumptions than those méus theorem. We
will replace the assumption of continuity and finitenesstaf first derivative in
time of K andu with assumptions on the moments of the Lipschitz coeffisi@mt
time of related processes.

Assumption 4. In addition to the standing assumptions from secfibn 2, the f
lowing conditions hold: For every, € Hy there exists a fixed, € [0,7") and
constantsuy (7o, T’ uo), for all integersp > 1, so that

(12) E sup ||X(t)||p < ’LL;(T(),T, ’LL(]),
To<t<T
X(t)—X(s)[]"
(13) E sup [M} < ’LL;(T(), T, ’LL(]),
Ty<s<i<T |t — s

whereX (t) = u(t) — GW (t).
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Assumption 5. In addition to Assumptiorld 1 amd 2 there existgaso that for
everyug € Hy andp > 1 there exists a constadt; (T, T, ug) with

(14) E sup ]K&tli’,_wi < K;(TO, T, ug),
Th<s<t<T
K. — K, p
(15) E Sup <| ,T t,T|V—)H> S K;(TO,T7 UO),
To<s<t<T |t — s

where|-|y_v denotes the norm of a linear operator mappWgp itself and|- |v_m
fromV into H.

Assumption 6. There exists am € [0, 1) such that for any,y € Hy andp > 1
there is a constanD,(T', up) such that

(16) sup B sup [T egxll” < Dy (T, uo),
k 0<s<t<T
p
(17) E sup [(t =) adluov] < Dy(T,u0).
0<s<t<T

Lastly, we need the following definition which further rests the class of poly-
nomial nonlinearities we will treat.

Definition 3.2. We definePoly, (V,H) as the set of continuous polynomia)s:

V — H, with@ = Zle Q; for somek, where the(); are homogeneouslinear
terms satisfying the following bound for sodigand allu; € V:

(18) |Qi(ut, -+ us) [y < Cilu|||uz| - - - [|ul].

We are now in a position to state precisely our first resulth@engmoothness of
the projections of transition densities.

Theorem 3.3. In the setting of Sectidd 2, assume that Assumpiidds 4, 5/holti6
LetS C V be afinite-dimensional subspacedffor somen. If N is a continuous
polynomial inPoly, (V, H) then the density dflsu(7") with respect to Lebesgue
measure exists and is@*°-function onS.

4. APPLICATIONS

We now specialize our setting, restricting ourselves toctse where the linear
operatorL is dissipative and dominates the nonlinearity. At the enthefsection
we will fit a reaction-diffusion equation and the 2D Navidpl&s equation into
the setting we now describe.

Let L be a positive, self-adjoint linear operator on a Hilbertcgdd. Addition-
ally, assume that. has compact resolvent. Henéehas a complete orthonormal
eigenbasigey : k = 1,2,--- }, with real eigenvalued < A; < A2 < --- such
thatlim A\, = co. Fors € R, we define the inner product

(u,v)s = Y AR (u, ex) {exs v)
k=1
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and the normu|? = (u,u),. We define the spaces
Vi={ueH: |uls < oo}

and observe tha&/ ! is the dual inH of V! and thatZ mapsV'! to V—! andV?
to H. We assume thaV € Poly,(V!, H) and thatf : [0,7] — V! is uniformly
bounded. (See definitidn 3.2.)

Lemma 4.1. In the setting above, for any, € H equation(3) has a unique strong
solutionu, generated by a stochastic flaly : H — V2, satisfying

ue C([0,T; H) nC((0,T]; V?).

In addition, if¢ € H, then there exists a unique solutidp, ¢ to equation(g), for
all 0 < s <t <T. Furthermore

Jsip € C([s, T; H) N C((s,T); VH) N L*([s, T); V')

as a function of.
Lastly, if ¢ € H, then there exists a unique solutidf, ;¢ to equation(8), for
all 0 < tg < s <t <T. Furthermore,

K10 € C([to, t]; H) N C([to, ]; V) N L ([to, t]; V')
as a function ok.

Proof. Most of the results follow from results about deterministime inhomo-
geneous equations found in_ [SY02]. As is often done (seexXamele [Fla94,
DPZ96]), we begin by setting(t) = X (t) + GW (t). ThenX(¢) satisfies a stan-
dard PDE 5
S X(0) = F(X(1).),

where the random right hand side is givenB{z, t) = L(z) + N(z + GW(t)).
Once it is demonstrated that this equation has a uniqueicoltdar everyu, €
H and almost everyV, we have constructed a stochastic flow, since all initial
conditions can share a single exceptional set in the priityabpace. Clearly,
(x,t) — N(xz + GW(t)) is almost surely uniformly bounded H on {(z,t) :
|z[y +t < C}, forall C > 0. Furthermore, it is a Holder continuous function of
time for all Holder exponents less thay2. The quoted existence, uniqueness, and
regularity foru then follows from Lemma 47.2 from [SY02] applied to the above
equation forX ().

All of the quoted results on the linearization except the that the solution is
in L?([s, T]; V1), follow from Theorem 49.1 froni[SY02] by arguments similar t
those just employed. To see that the solutions ate?iiis, T'); V'), take the inner
product withv(t) = J, ;¢ to obtain

2 o0 = ~o(O + (DN ((®)(t),v(1)g

(19 <~ RO + 0+ (@ l)R)
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Since this implies that

T
| @k <c(joh+ sup [w®R™ Vo)) < oo,

te(s,T)

we are done.
The proofs of the statements for the adjoint linearizatimthe same as for the
linearization after one observes that sin¢es Poly, (V!, H) we have

sup (DN;(u)vy,v2) = sup (DNj(u)vz,v1) < |[Nj(va,u, -+ ,u)lofvilo

[vilo=1 [vilo=1
< Closfoforfoluli™ < Cluli™".
O
Corollary 4.2. SettingV = VI, H=H, | - | = M| - o, and|| - || = | - |1, the

standing assumptions of Sectldn 2 and Assumpiibns [landddrhtie setting of
this section.

4.1. A Reaction-Diffusion Equation. Consider the following reaction-diffusion
equation
d
(20) du(z,t) = [vAu(z,t) + N (u(z,t))]dt + ng(w)de(t),
k=1
u(z,0) = uo(z),

with z € [0, 1],
2q+1

N(u) = Z apu®,
k=0
with a;, € R andag,4+1 < 0, and under the Dirichlet boundary conditions
(21) u(t,0) = u(t,1) =0 forall t > 0.

Since in one dimension there exists a constaiso that for anyf € V!, | f|s <
C|f|1 where|f|~ is the sup-norm, we see thatis a continuous polynomial from
V! toH and that

2q+1
DN (u)v = DN*(u)v = Z kaguFtv.
k=1

The following calculation shows tha¥ € Poly,(V!,H). Letu; € V! and
observe that
[Nj(u1, -+ uj)lo = sup (Nj(ui,--- ,u;),v) = a; sup /Ul(w)“'uj(x)v(iﬂ)diﬂ

veH veH
[v]o=1 lv]o=1

< lajlluz|oo - - - [ujloclutlo < Clusolualy - - uyl1,
where the last inequality follows from the Sobolev inedyallii|~, < C'|ul;.

At the end of the example we will address necessary condiionthe system
to be formally Hormander. For now we address the technimadiitions needed to
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apply Theoremb_3l1 aid 3.3. In light of Corolldryl4.2, to gppheoreni 3.1 we
need to verify Assumptioin 3. Letting(t) = J; ;vo, we have

57 0[5 = —vu(®)] + (DN (u(t))v(t), (1)),
< —vu(®)[§ + Kilo(®)I3,

sincesup,cr N'(a) < K;/X; for somek;. Gronwall’s inequality then implies

sup [v(t)[§ < |volge KT
t€[0,T]
which translates to
(22) sup | Jgulby gy < ePEIT
0<s<t<T

for all p > 0. This ensures that Assumptiéh 3 holds. Having verified athef
assumptions of Theorem 8.1, we have the following result:

Theorem 4.3.If g, € V2, then the conclusions of Theorém]3.1 hold for equa-
tion (20).

We now investigate conditions which guarantee fiatis dense inH = H.
Let Z, be a finite collection of functions iW?2. LetZ be the multiplicative algebra
generated by.

Lemma 4.4. If Z is dense inV2, then to ensure tha,, = H it is sufficient that
(23) {fi- fu:fi €Zo,1 <k<2¢} CG =span{g;:j=1,---,d}.

Remark 4.5. For Z to be dense iV 2, it is sufficient, by Stone—\Weierstrass, tfat
separates points ivV2 and if f(x) = 0 for all f € 7 thenz = 0 or 1.

We now turn to proving that the density is smooth. In the skque are going
to restrict ourselves to initial data Hy = H N C([0,1]). Itis well known (See
[Cer99] Proposition 3.2 of [EH01]) that for all> 1 anduy € Hy

(24) Elu(t)[y < C(p,t)(1 + |uolp)

and

(25) E sup sup [u(t,z)]” < C(T,p,up) < oo
te€[0,T] x€[0,1]

4.1.1. Verification of Assumptidn 4Since for anyly € (0, 7] andt € [To, T,

X(t) = eAt-T0) [u(To) - GW(TO)} + / NG [N(u(s)) + AGW(s)] ds
To
we know that

t o—a(t—s)

X (£)l1 <Cluglo + C [IN(u(s))lo + [W(s) g | ds

0 t—s

<C(1+ luolo + sup_Ju(s)[2H + sup W (s)]g )
s€[0,7) s€[0,T7]
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for some positives andC, and allt € [0,7]. Applying (24), (25) and standard
bounds omsup |W (¢)|, proves the first part of Assumptién 4 for any € Hy.
Similarly for0 < s <t < T,

X(t) — X(s) = e>* (eA(t_s) - I) o
+ / AT A ] [N (u(r) + AGW (1)) ar,
0
which implies there exists a constatitdepending orf” such that

X(8) = X(s5)lo < Cle—s|(1+[uolo+ sup_|u(r) 2+ sup [W(r)|ga)-
rel0,T] rel0,T)

Again combining standard estimates withl(24) (25), wedlsat the estimate in
(13) holds.

4.1.2. Verification of Assumption] 5Again settingu(t) = J, v for s € [0,T),
we have

10

S ol = —vlo() + (N (u(0)o(0), Av(0)g
< vl + C(1+ [u®) ) @)oo (bl
< S+ ) o) 2

14
which when combined with_(22) implies that

/

C T
sup [v(t)[} <|v(s)[f + —/ (1 + [u(r) D) o(r) 3dr
s<t<T v Jo

<|v(s)[; + [o()[ECT) (1 + sup fu(r)|3d)
0<r<T
<|v(s)[} + [o(s)FC(T) (1 + sup fu(r)|3d) -
0<r<T
This in turn produces
(26) E sup \J&tﬁf_w < C(T,p) (1 +E sup \u(r)]f;é’q) < 00,
0<s,t<T 0<r<T

foranyp > 0 anduy € Hy. Since all of the operators on the right-hand side of
the governing equation are self-adjoint in this example astimates analogous to

(22) and[(26) hold for<; ;.
Using the estimates used to producel (22), it is straightoivio see that there

exists ak (1) > 0 andC(T") > O such that for all- < s < T,

|Kor — Kprlasm < (5677 —1)efT < Ofs — ],

which proves the estimate_(15).
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4.1.3. Verification of Assumptidd 6Equation[(16) has already been verified above
sinceg;, € V. To see the second estimate, observe thap ferH

t
Jorp =296 4 / A DN (uy) Jy s pdr,
and hence we have thatfor< s < ¢ < T,

t
[sadli < 12 v lolo +/ 2 vt | DN (ur) [1-sml dlo

1
< c(m (1 s iy oo )VE — 5 s)wo .

When Combined witH(25), we obtain that for every 1 anduy € Hy
E sup (t - 3)%"]8 < C(p7T7 U()) .
0<s<t<T
In light of the preceding calculations, we have proven thiefang result.
Lemma 4.6. In the above setting, Assumptidd$ [ 14,13.14, 5,[and 6 holdkith

H, Hy = HpandV = V! and N € Poly,(V!,H). Hence, the conclusions of
Theoreni 3.8 hold.

4.2. 2D Navier Stokes Equation. Consider the vorticity formulation of the Navier—
Stokes equation in 2D given by:

p
it ‘H—)Vl

d
- dw = vAwdt + B(Kw,w)dt + f(t)dt + Y gpdWi(t)
j=1
w(t) =wy € H= L(Z)([O, 271]2),

whereB(u,v) = —(u - V)v is the usual Navier-Stokes nonlinearity, dds the
Biot—Savart integral operator which is defineddby Kw whenw = V A u (see
[MBO02, IMPO6] for more details). We denote tg the Hilbert space of square-
integrable functions of0, 27)2 which are periodic and have spatial mean zero. As
before, we form the spacé®, s € R, fromH = L% andL = (—A). We assume
that f(¢) is a bounded function iV, g, € V2.

Lemma 4.7. In the above setting, Assumptidns[1,[2[ B[4, 5, [@nd 6 hold with
H = H, Hy = Hg, andV = V!. Additionally, the map: +— B(Ku,u) €
Poly, (V!,H). Hence, the conclusions of Theorem] 3.1 3.3 hold for emuat
(7).

Proof. We begin by proving thaB(Ku,u) € Poly,(V', H). To do so we use the
basic facts thatB(u,v)|o < Clul1||v|1 and that|/Ku|; = |u|o (see for instance
[CE8E]). Then

|B(Ku,v)|o < Clulp|vl,

which proves the first result. Assumptidds 1 ahd 2 then folimsn Corollary(4.2
or from Proposition 2.1, Proposition 2.2 6f [ME06]. The ésixe of solutions to
(27) can also be found in [FlaB4]. Assumptidn$ 3, 4 @nd 5 ¥olilmm Corollary
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A.2 and Lemma B.1 of [MPQ6]. The fact that(t) € DSy, (see Sectiohl5 for the
definition) is also proved in Lemma C.1 of [ME06]. a

Lastly we we give a fairly weak condition ensuring that theteyn is formally
Hormander. The following result is a direct consequenc€aifollary 4.5 from
[HMO6].

Lemma 4.8. Let Z, be a subset 0%2/(0,0) such that the following conditions
hold:

i) Integer linear combinations afy N (—Z,) generateZ?.
i) There exist two elements 8f with non-equal Euclidean norm.

ThenG.. = H(E'H) if

{cos(k - z),sin(k-x): k€ Zy} C Gy dZEfSpan{gla L gd)

Remark 4.9. This result is very similar to one of the principal results[MP0G].
One difference is that we do not require that the set of fgréiumctions consists

of sin or cos but only that the span of the forcing functions contains teeded
collection ofsin andcos. For a discussion of what happens when the conditions in
Lemma 4.B fail, sefHMO06].

5. MALLIAVIN CALCULUS

Since all of our results use techniques from Malliavin chispuwe give a quick
introduction, mainly to fix notation. For a longer introdiact see [MPO05], for even
more background see e.g. [Nua95, Bél87].

First, we define the Malliavin derivative o 7) in the direction, € L2([0, 7], R?)

as
D(u(T))(h) & H — lim 20V FH) = 2(W)

e—0 IS

whereH (t) = fot h(s)ds. Itis easy to verify that under Assumptioh 1 the derivative
D(u(T))(h) is well-defined for any: € L2(]0, T],R%) and that

T
D(u(T))(h) = / Js, 7Gh(s)ds.
0
The Malliavin covariance operatdd(«(7")) : HH — H is defined by
def d T
M@(T))p,0) &S /0 (T n 6)2ds.
k=1
(We shall often writeM = M(u(T")) for brevity). It is clearly nonnegatively def-
inite. Its finite-dimensional projection on the spagds given by the Malliavin
matrix
(28)
def d T
MIL % M (TTu(T)) = 3 /O (oG B3) (o rgn 3)ds, 6,7 =1,..., N,
k=1

wherey, ...,y is an orthonormal basis ifi.
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Notice that the definition in((28) involves solving a contimu of linear sys-
tems (one for each € [0,77]). It is more convenient to work with the following
representation

d T
(29) M(T)6d) =Y [ (o Ko ds
k=10

which involves solving only one linear system. This repnégtion follows from
the relationKr 7¢ = ¢ and the next lemma:

Lemma 5.1. Assume that Assumptidnls 1 add 2 hold. Then fordany ¢ H and
0<s<t<T,themap

T <Js,r¢a Kr,t¢>
from [s, ¢] into R is constant.

Proof. The following essentially recapitulates the proof of Prsifion 2.3 from
[MPO6]. Setv(r) = Js,¢ andw(r) = K, ;1. Sincev,w € L*([s,t],V) and
their time derivatives)’, w’ € L?([s,t], V'), we may apply integration by parts
(see Theorem 2 from [DL88, p.477]):

(v(r1), w(r1)) = (v(ro), w(ro)) = /Tl (W' (r),w(r)) + (v(r),w'(r))] dr

— [ UDPY )6, K] = (o (DF) () )] dr =0,

forall ro < rq. O

5.1. Higher Malliavin Derivatives. The existence of a smooth density requires
control of higher Malliavin derivatives, which we now inthace. Forn € N,

81, ,8, €10,T],andhy, ..., h, € R% we define

(30) D) (u(®))(ha, . h) E TN (Gha,. .. Ghy),
whereJS(Z)___,Smt(@, ..., ®y) Is the solution of the:-th equation in variations de-
fined below.

The first variation of equatiof|(3) is

0

o/ 0 =DF(u(t) I3} 0. t>s,
IS0 =06, t<s

forall ¢ € V. Obviously, /%) ¢ = .J, ,¢, where the latter is introduced il (6).

To write down the equations for the higher order variatiome,need some ad-
ditional notation. Suppose we have vecttss, ..., s,) € R" and(¢1,...,¢,) €
V™. Forasubsel = {n; <...<n}of{1,...,n} (here|I| means the number
of elements inl) we denotes(I) = (sn,, - .-, snj;,) ANGI) = (¢ny, - -, Pnyy)-

Now forn > 2, s1, -+ , s, @andeq, ..., ¢, € V, then-th equation in variations
is given by
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DI @1, 60) =DEOV (61, 60)

(31) +a" ,sn,< w(®)(G1, .- bn)y > Vs,

Js(?,)...,sn;t(th s >¢n) =0, t< Vs,
wherevs = s1 V...V s,, and forn € N,

(32) G (u(®) (@1, ¢n)

Y S DR (B ot T 6(0)

v=111,..,1,

mAn

= > > DON@m) (G o) I ).

v=2 I,....I,
Herem is the degree of the polynomial, and the inner sum is taken over all par-
titions of {1, ..., n} into disjoint nonempty setsy, ..., I, (we do not distinguish
two partitions obtained from each other by a permutatiorije TGipper limit in the
outer sum can be changedrion n since the derivatives df’ of order higher than
m vanish. The lower limit can be changed2aince there are no admissible par-
titions forv = 1. SinceN has all of the non-linear terms in the equation we can
replacef” with V.

Variation of constants fof (31) gives
t

33) I (B1tn) = / TGO () (1, s bo)dr

s

forn > 2.
We say thatu(t) € D$® for some Banach space if for all » € N, and all
hi,...,h, € Rd,

(34) EID . (u(®))(h1,...,ha)[} < oo, forallp > 1.
Lemma 5.2. Under assumptior@ 4 afd 6, for alle N,
E sup SupH 81, s (@15 P[P < oo forallp > 1,
or€{g91,,9a) ST
and hence.(T") belongs tdDs’.

Proof. The fact thatu(7") belongs taDg® follows immediately from the first part
of the Lemma when combined with (30). The first claim will sl by induction.
Forn = 1 the statement fod(!) follows directly from [I8) in Assumptiofl6.
Let us fixn > 2 and suppose that the statement holds true for all posittegens
less tham. Take any0 < si,...,s, < r < T such thatvs = Tj. In the interest
of notational compactness we write
mAn

> o > Y

v,1,j v=2 I,...I, j=v
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Then by [(3B), we have

r TGg1?...,s7L;r(u(r))(¢17 s 7¢n) dr

H 317 Sn;T (¢177¢n)” </
Vs

<[.>

Y

<le/

v,l,j

T
1
<m‘Z{sup \me]supuu !””HHJ‘“' o(0)] / T
Vs

v,1,j

T DON; ) (I3 o), T o) dr

v I I
rTN u(r)®- Jl(}‘l) o(h), - "Js‘(ll);rqb(l”)> H dr

Since the r.h.s. is bounded uniformly énr, and the choice of;, we can take
the supremum over all of them. Next, taking the expectatfdmoth sides, we use
Holder’s inequality to split the products. The estimaf@§)( (17), and[(12), and
the induction hypothesis imply that all the moments of thest. are finite, and we
are done. O

6. GENERAL RESULTS

We now give the proof of the main results of this article. Tlaeg generaliza-
tions of the results given in Sections13.1 3.2. All of axmraples fit into the
framework of the previous sections. However, for complessnand to emphasize
the connection with the standard finite-dimensional resule will prove the more
general results in this section, which imply the resultsimesly stated.

6.1. Existence of densities.To understand how the randomness spreads through
the phase space, we now introduce an increasing collectisat® which charac-
terize the directions excited.

The Lie bracket of two Fréchet-differentiable vector fieltl B : V — V' is a
new vector field

[A, B)(z) € (DA)(z)B(z) — (DB)(z)A(z) € V',

defined for allx € V when it makes sense (i.e. whef{z), B(z) € V). In the
interest of notational brevity, we will write

(35) (A1, Ag, .. Anl(z) 1. A1, As), . ], An)(2)

Next, we define the set of admissible vector fields which will play an essential
role in the forthcoming iteration scheme. To do so we fix a time [0,7") and
recall the procesX (t) = u(t) — GW (t) defined earlier. Notice that (¢) can also
be written as

(36) X(t,w) = X(t) = u(0) + / ds+/ f(s — GW (),

and henceX (t) € C([0,T],H) N C((0,T],V) almost surely.
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Definition 6.1. A is the set of all polynomial vector field$ : V — V’ such that
with probability one the following conditions hold:

) Q(X(1) € L*([t., T], V),
i) FQX(1) € L?([t., T), V'),

i) [F, Q] is a continuous polynomial frofif — H.

For anyw €  and any positive integet, we introduce a sek,, of smooth
vector fieldsQ : V — V. Forn = 1, we setH; = span{g,...,94}. Forn > 1,
‘H,, is defined recursively frork{,,_1:

(37 H, d:efspan<’Hn_1 U U U U { [F,Q, gy - - - 791@1-]})-

QeHn—1NA =0 ki,...k

Now we introduce, = span (|J,, H,) and forn € NU {co} define

Ho(e) €{Q(x) : Q € Hy)

Theorem 6.2. Assume that Assumptidis 1L, 2, ahd 3 hold. Supposé tisat finite-
dimensional linear subspace . If, in addition, S is a subspace of .. (X (7))
with probability 1, then the distribution of the orthogomabjectionIlsu(7") on S
is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue meas.t.

We will see in remark 715 that the above theorem holds undkglaly relaxed
version of Assumptiohl3. The following lemma shows that Tee®3.1 is implied
by Theoreni 6.2 given above. Its proof will be given after theop of Theoreni 6.2.

Lemma 6.3. Under Assumptiorls 1 afd g, C #,, for all n.

Proof. We shall proceed by induction. First, notice that= #; and that all of the
elements ofj; are constant. Now our induction hypothesis will be that famen
we haveG, | C H,_1 and that all vector fields ig,,_1 are constant.

It is sufficient to show that ik = Ny, (9,9%,5---59%,_,) € V for someg €
Gn-1NVNDom(L) andk; € {1,...,d}, thenhis constant iV (which is trivial),
and thereis &) € H,—1 N Asuchthath = [F,Q, gy, - Gk, _1]-

To prove the latter, we can chooge = g/m!. Then Lemma$g 105 arid 10.3
imply:

[F7Q7.gk’1>' .. 7gkm71] = Nm(g7.gk1>' .. >gkm71) = h.

We shall now check tha or, equivalently,g belongs toH,,_1 N A. First, notice
thatg € H,,_1 by the induction hypothesis. Next,c A since i)g € V, ii) %g =
0, and iii) Lemma 105 shows théF, g] = (DF)(z)(g9) = F(g ® 2™ 1) =
Lg+ N(g®z®m~1), which is continuous fronV — H by the assumptions aN,
sinceLg is a constant iffl due tog € Dom(L). O

6.2. Smoothness of densitiesWe now introduce a second sequence of $bts
of vector fields fromV to H. The H,, play the analogous role in our smoothness
of density result as the{,, played in the existence of density result. We begin by
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defining a slightly modified version of the set of admissildeter fields4 used in
the last section. Let

(38) Adef{Q V 5 H:Q e AN Poly,(V, H)}

Given a collection of function€ we define the symmetric convex hull, denoted
SCH(C), by

SCH(C def{Zalfl . f€Ca; ER, andZ|a2| < 1}

Forn = 1, we setd; = SCH(g1,...,94) C H1. Forn > 1, we construcH,,
fromH,,_;.
We set

(39) Hn"éfSCH<n1u U U U{Fngl,---,gki]})

QeH,—1NA =0 ki,...,k

Theorem 6.4. Assume that Assumptidnd 4, 5 and 6 hold. $.e€ a deterministic
finite-dimensional subspace @fsuch that for some and somé > 0

-p
(40)  Ap(uo,D)EE| inf  swp [(6,QX(T))||  <oo,

o<l QeH,(X(T
15 o||>6 (@)

for all p > 1. Then the density dilgu(7T) with respect to Lebesgue measure
(whose existence is guaranteed by Thedrern 6.2)i8°afunction onS.

The next lemma shows that Theoreml 3.3 follows from Thedrein 6.

Lemma 6.5. Recall the definition of,, from (10). If S C G,, then the condition in
(40) holds for thisn. In fact, there exists a subset of constant vector filds- H,,
such that

inf  sup ‘(b, ‘
lloll<1 QeH'
ITIs¢ll>d

for somej > 0.

7. PROOF OFGENERAL RESULTS

7.1. Absolute continuity. Theoreni 6.R will be implied by the following standard
result from Malliavin calculus (se& [Nua95, p.86, Sectidll;dt is straightforward
to check that the definitions of the Malliavin derivative andtrix given in [Nua95]
are equivalent to ours):

Theorem 7.1. Suppose the following conditions are satisfied for a finiteethsional
random vectory:

i) ED(Y)(h)]> < oo, forall h € L2([0,T],R%).

i) The Malliavin matrixM(Y") is invertible a.s.
Then the law ot is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measu
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Proof of Theorerh 6]12Condition[J) of Theorenh 711 follows froni (11).
To verify conditior(d)), it is sufficient to prove that
(41) IP’{ Ker M N Hoo (X (T)) # {0}} —0,
where
Ker M = {¢ €V : (Mo, d) = o}.
This property is implied by
]P’{ KerM L HOO(X(T))} —1
or, equivalently, by
]P’{ Ker M L #,,(X(T)) for all n € N} =1,
which in turn follows from
(42) ]P’{ KerM L Q(X(T)), forall Q € Hp,n € N} — 1,

and the fact that{, (X (7)) is generated b)(X(7)),Q € H,,n € N. Rela-
tion (42) is a consequence of the following statement whiehwill prove below.
There is a sef)’ with P(Q’) = 1 such that for allw € 0, all ¢ € Ker M, every
n € N, eachQ € H,, and alls € [t,,T], we have that

(43) (Q(X(s)), Ks 1) =0

wheret, was the time fixed at the start of Section]6.1.

This statement will be proved by inductionqn Forn = 1 it follows directly
from the representation ib (R9). The induction step is mtesliby the next lemma,
whose proof will complete the proof of the present result. O

Lemma 7.2. There exists a s€?’ of probability 1 such that for all in this set(?/,
the following implication holds true:
Let@ : V — V' be a polynomial vector field ill. Then for anyty € [t., T,

(44) (Q(X(s))7Ks,T¢> = 07 s € [t()vT]’
implies that

<[F7 Qagk17gk27 e Jgki](X(s))7Ks,t¢> = 07 ENS [t07T]7
forany: > 0andk; € {1,...,d}.

Proof. By Theorem 2 from[[DL8B, p.477], we can differentiael(44}wiespect
to s. Equation[(8) implies

SHQUX(5)), Ko d)

= (D)X (s))F(u(s)), Ksrd) — (Q(X(s)), (DF)" (u(s)) Ks 1)
= (DQ)(X(s))F(u(s)) — DF(u(s))Q(X(s)), Ks 1¢)-
Fix s and X (s) and notice that the vector field
R(y) = DQ(X(s))F(y) — DF(y)Q(X(s))

0=
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is well-defined and a polynomial frofd — H. We also have

[R7gklagk27 o 7gkl](X(s)) = _[Fa Qagk17gk27 o 7gkz](X(3))
Hence by LemmB 1016, for € [to, 7] and somex
(45) 0 =(R(X(s)), Ks,19)

= - Z Z ([F7 Qv Gkys- - - 7gkz](X(3))> KS,T¢>W]€1 cee sz
i=0 ki,....k;

Observe that each of the inner products is a continuous ilimeif time. This
follows from the almost sure continuity i of the two arguments of the inner
products. The brackets, by virtue of being. are continuous fronV — H,
and X (s) is continuous inV on [t,, T] almost surely by assumption. Hence, if
Y(s)=[F,Q,,9k,---,9k](X(s)), thenY (¢) isin C([t., T],H). By assumption,
we know thatK; ¢ is C([t«, T],H) almost surely. Fot, < s < r < T we have

(Y (r), Krr¢) = (Y (s), Ksrg)| < [(V(r) = Y(s), Ksr¢)| + [(Y(s), K7 — Ks.19)]
S|Y(r) =Y (s)|[Ksro| + [V (s)|| Krr — K1l

and thus conclude that (r), K, 7¢) is continuous in-. The proof of the result is
now completed using Theoredm B.3. O

7.2. Smoothness of the densityTheoreni 6.4 will follow from the following clas-
sical result from Malliavin Calculus (see for example [N&a@orollary 2.1.2])
which is a strengthening of Theorém]7.1 which was used toepttoe existence of
a density:

Theorem 7.3.Suppose thdl is the orthogonal projection onto some finite-dimensional
subspace oY and the following conditions hold:
i) ITu(T') belongs taDsy.
i) The projected Malliavin matriM! = M(ITu(T)) = (M;;) (defined in
(28) ) satisfies

E|det M| P < oo forall p > 1.

Then the density dfiu(7") with respect to Lebesgue measureYrexists and is
C*°-smooth.

We have to check both conditions of this theorem to prove fidrai®.4. The first
condition is implied by Lemm@a5|.2, and the second one follfras the theorem
below. Forn € NU {0}, we defineS,, = span(H,,). HereH, = US°H,,.

Theorem 7.4. LetII be the orthogonal projection onto a finite-dimensional sub-
space ofS,, for somen. Fix a numbers > 0. LetU = Us = {¢p € V : ||¢] <
1, |[II¢]| > d}. Then for any > 1, there issg = ¢(p) such that

P { inf (M(u(T)), ) < a} <eP

peU
if e <ep.
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Remark 7.5. We notice that Assumptigh 3 can be relaxed. Specificallyatisfg
the first condition in Theorein 7.1, we only need second manaéihe Malliavin
derivative offTu(7"). We only need Assumptibh 3 to hold with tHexorm replaced
by a norm dual to a norm, which is finite gh For instance ifS C V then (11)
can be replaced by
sup sup E|Js,tgk|%ﬂ < JN(T, up).
k 0<s<t<T
7.2.1. The Proof of Theorefn 4.4 and Associated ResUltw proof of this theorem
will use a quantitative version of Lemrhal’.2. From this pdamtvard, we fix T,
to be the maximum of the twéy's given in Assumptionkl4 arid 5.
Before stating the result, we need a little notation: For0, 7] — R we define
— t) — __
Go(n® s TOZTON ang ipin @ sup (500,
T, <s<t<T t—s T <t<T
If f:[0,7] — V, then bym|f| andsup|| f|| we mean the same expressions with
the absolute values replaced by the indicated norm. Wheliedpp the operator
K, + we mean the same expressions wheaedt vary over alls, t € [T, T] with

s < t. Lastly, we defind|g|] £ max {fig(g), sup(g) },

def T — def T —
lglln & max {Tiplglvr, siblgl}  and lglv & max {Liplgl, siplgl }

We now give a number of properties of the symmetric convex dfuh set of
functions.

Lemma 7.6. Recalling the definition oA from equation(38), let f1,--- , f,, be
a collection of polynomial vector fields fromt — V’ with f; € A for all 7. Let
C =SCH(f1, -+, fm)-Ifg€C,theng € A, and forallx € V,

Lip(g)(z) < sup Lip(f)(x),

whereLip is the local Lipschitz constant defined(@Z) and viewed as a function
fromH — V.

Proof. Let Extr C denote the extreme points©f Clearly,ExtrC C {f1,—f1, -, fm, —fm}
so itis finite. Being an element 6f g is a linear combination of its extreme points.

Since this set is finite and eaghe A, we see thay € A. Sinceg = > «; f; with

> |a;| = 1, we have that

Lip(g) < > |ai|Lip(f;) < supLip(f;) -

O

Corollary 7.7. Forall n > 1, H,, C A andH,, is a collection of uniformly locally
Lipschitz functions fron¥V — V’, where theH norm is used on the domain. In
particular, there is a constani(n) > 1 andC(n) > 0 so that

sup Lip(g)(z) < C(1 + ||z"),

g€eH,
for all x € V, whereg is viewed a polynomial froril — V.
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Proof. Combine Lemm&71012 with LemmaY.6. O

We now give the workhorse lemma which will be used iterayivial the proof
of the main result.

Lemma 7.8. Recall thatd is the number of Wiener processes driving the system.
There is a universal, positive numbay(d) such that for alle € (0,¢q) there is
asetH(s) c Q with the following property: IfQ : V — V' is a vector field in
Poly, (V,H) then for alle € (0,¢0) and all ¢ € V with ||¢]] <1

{ STQX(5), Kure) < e,

max —1nax é—ﬁ/p <[F7 Q, Gkys - - >gki](X(t))a Ks,T¢> > 687(77&3)}

i k1 ke, ks

_g—(m+:
C H(e)u{max max sup [{IF, Q. gr,s - 0] (X(5)), Kord)| > ™ "7 |
bRk ki g)<t
Here H(¢) is also universal, depending only on the numbgrn is the degree of
the polynomialf’.
Furthermore, there are universal, positive constahis(d), K2(d), and y(d)
such that
P(H(e)) < Kye K27,
fore € (0,20(d)).

With these results stated we return to the proof of Thedreinpastponing the
other proofs to the end of the section.

Proof of Theorerh 714First observe that the representatipnl (29) implies that

d T )
P{$25<M(U(T))¢7 @) < E} < ]P’{lnf kzl/o (g, Ks 1) ds < E}

ol £
T 2

< P4 inf K ds <

< {;IelUkI:nlf%.?id/T* (gr, Ks76)"ds a}

whereT, was again the time fixed at the start of Secfion 7.2.1.

We now need an elementary auxiliary lemma which can be fou{fdP0€]. We
denote byHol,(f) the Holder constant of degreeof a functionf (see Sectioh 92
for a precise definition.)

Lemma 7.9. [MPO8, Lemma 7.6For anye > 0 andl > 0, [ | f(s)|'ds < ¢ and
Hol,(f) < ce=7 imply [ f] L < (1 + c)eiis,
This lemma implies that for a fixed € U and anyl = 1, ... ,d,

T —_—
(46) {kmaxd/ (g, Ks1¢)’ds < s} C {Lip((gl,K&Tgb» > 5—1/3}

T

=Ly

U {%(Ql,Ks,T@S < 61/6} :
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for e € (0,e1], wheree; is a universal constant independent of everything in the
problem. We also have

@) Lo Kore) = e} < {|al LiplKo| = €7/}

WhereﬂmK&ﬂ = SUPjg|<1 L\ilgle,ﬂﬁl. Notice that the event in the r.h.s. 6f (47)
does not depend op. Hence if we defing, = max(1,sup; |g|), [Ksllv =
supgj<1 1 Ks,e0llv, and

Di(R) = {g:|Kscllv = R},

Ai(e) = {Sup sup sup(Q(X(s)), ¢) < 61/6},

¢pelU QeH,

we have
(48 P { inf (M((T))6,) < } <B(D.EHUAE).

for all e € (0,¢,]. Estimates from sectidn L1 show thaf (¢~ '/3) has sufficiently
fast decaying probability as — 0, so we need to obtain a good estimate on the
probability of A (¢). To that end, we define

Ai(e) = | Aito).

oeU

Ai(¢) = { sup  sup(Q(X(s)),¢) < 6“(“}, i=12,..., >0,

QeH\H;_1
andr (i) = W for i € N. (In this definition, we seH, = ). Notice that
this is consistent with the definition of; (¢) given above.) Next, we define
el
where

Notice that4; = (Al N Ag) U By, Ay = (Al NAsN Ag) U (Al N Bg) U Bs, etc.
Integrating this reasoning produces

Ai(9) C (ﬂ Aiw)) U (U Bz-<¢>> ,

so that

Aie) C ( Ai(s)> U (U B,-(@) :

)
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Now define

def
Ci(R) = { sup max max sup [{[F,Q,gx,- -, 05,)(X(?)), Kso)ll > R
QeH;—1 I kik2.kjp)<1

= max max max su F.Q.g1,...,9:](X(1)), K >Ry,
{QEExtrHi1 j k17k27---7kj|\¢||£1”|<[ @ 91 91,/(X(0). Keir o)l }

where Extr denotes the set of extreme points of a set. The second ggisalit
implied by the fact that a linear function on a convex closeichtains its maximum
at an extreme point of the set. Note also thatr H; is finite for all 7 (this can be
proved by induction in).

Since Lemma&7l8 implies; () ¢ H (e*(—Y) U C; (e7+™), we have

A < N a@u U [ (=) ue (0)).
i=1 1=2

Now setting

~ def
(R) = m m m F,Q . J(X (2 R
CZ( ) {QGExg)IEIi1 ]ax kl,kZ??ikj ”H ¢ ks ’gkf]( ( ))’”H ” } 7

the second inequality in Lemrba 111.3 implies that
(49) Ci(R) c C;(VR/2) U D,(VR/2)
(recall thatg, > 1). Defining
H*(E) _ U H (En(i—l)) and C*(E) — U éz (E—H(i)/2/2) 7
=2 ]
we have that
(B0)  Ai(e) C ( N Ai(5)> U CL(e) U Ho(€) U Dy (e FM/22).

i=1

Observe that

N Aile) © {inf sup sup(Q(X(s)), ¢) < s““”}

i=1 o€l ety
c {mf sup [(Q(X(T)), )| < a~<">} = A(e).
¢€U Qel,
Hence from[(8D) and the fact thak, (/%) c D, (¢~%(")/2/2), we have that

1) F{ inf (M(u(D)6.0) <<

< P(D*(s_“(")/z /2) U Ay (e) U H(£) U 0*(5)) :
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We now show that the probability of each of these termgd$) for anyq > 1.

Applying the Markov inequality and condition_(40) yields

]P(A*(g)) S AZ/K(H)€q7
for all ¢ > 1 ande > 0. For all¢ sufficiently small, the right hand side is less than
g1/,

Lemmd7Z.8 and the finitenessioktr H; imply that there are universal constants
K,, K5 and~, depending only on the number and the number of Brownian
motionsd, so that

P(H.(e)) < Kie 57
Turning toD,,, Lemmd11.ll implies that

P(D(e7/2/2)) < P{ 1Kyl > e/ 2}

< (Czq/m) \/ Kia/n) (H”Zq(m—n/n(n)) + Zlkq/f”%")) =

Lastly from Lemmd_11]2, Corollafy 4.7, and Assumptidn 4, we that for any
g > 1there exist®;(n) > 1 and a constant’(n) so that

P(Ci(e)) < C(1 + wy,, )9l

for anye > 0.
Combining these bounds on the probability of the four seth {#1) completes
the proof of the lemma. O

Proof of Lemma&7]8The proof begins the same way as that of Lerhmh 7.2. Upon
reaching[(4b), we invoke Theordm P.8 rather than Thedrein 9.3 O

8. REFINEMENTS AND GENERALIZATIONS

We now turn to a number of extensions and generalizationeeopteceeding
results. In the first part of the section, we make more explie dependence of
the estimates on the initial data. Understanding the depreredof the estimates on
the initial data is critical to proving results such as usigugodicity (see [HMQ6]).
In the second half of this section, we isolate the main argusef this paper so
that they might be better applied to PDEs which do not fit il precise setting
of this text.

8.1. Dependence on the initial data.

Theorem 8.1. In the setting of Sectidd 2, assume that Assumplibns #lantd5 ho
Additionally, assume that there exists a functibn H — [1, oo) such that for any
p > 1there exist constan®; (7, T") and K; (1%, T') so that

’LL;(T*,T, ’LL(]) < ﬂ;(T*,T)\P(’LL(]),
K;(T*>T7 ’LL(]) < R;(T*vT)\II(UO)v

for all ug € Hp.
Consider the setting of Theorém17.4. If either
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i) S is a finite-dimensional subset @f, for somen < oo, or

ii) S is a finite-dimensional subset fso that for somer < oo and for any
p > 1, the condition given in equatio@Q) holds. Furthermore, for any
p > 1, there exists a positive constaz?n;(T*, T') so that

A;;(T*? T, ’LL(]) < A;(T*v T)\II(UO)v

whereA; was also defined i@@Q),
then for anyp > 1, there are positive constants, ¢, ¢, andé such that

(52) P {;&5 (M(u(T))o, ) < 5} < CU9(ug)eP,
5

for all e € (0,e0] andug € Hy. Here, as beforelJ; = {¢ € H : |¢| <

1, |[TI¢|| > 4}, andII is the projection ontdS. In the first caseC depends on

p, ., T, S,uy, and K7, and in the second it also depends & In both casesy

depends only o, andq depends only op and S.

Proof. Looking back at the proof of Theordm 7.4, we need to obtainumbt®f the
guoted type on the right hand side bf(51). In light of the gkdtions in the proof
bounding the size of the various sets, the probabilitie@gf@, and H, are all
bounded as desired because of the assumptions of Thearemt& bnly set left
uncontrolled isA,.

However, all the vector fields i§,, are constant, and hence there isgsuffi-
ciently small and depending only on the structure and sizg,aind theS chosen
so that, ife € (0,ep], thenA(e) is empty. O

8.2. Generalizations. We now state a few “meta” theorems. The assumptions
require extra work to verify but they isolate the main parftshe argument and
allow the ideas to be applied to a wider range of PDEs whichalditexactly into

the previous settings. We relax our assumptions\grassuming only that it is a
polynomial fromDom(L) into H. We assume that with probability one

u e C([0,T],H) N Li5.((0,T], Dom(L)).
Lastly we fix a Banach spadél, | - |m, ), with H; C H, and assume that for each
gr and¢ € H;
(gk7 Kt,T¢> € C([t*a T]7 R)

with probability one as a function af We now define a new set of admissible
vector fields.

Definition 8.2. A is the set of all polynomial vector fieldg : V — V’ such that
with probability one the following conditions hold:
) QX)) € L2([t., T], V),
i) FQ(X(1) € L*([t., T), V'),
i) Forall0 <i¢<m,k; e {1,--- ,m}and¢ € Hj,
(53) <[F7Qagk17"'7gki](X(t))7Kt,T¢>
is well defined and i€’ ([t., 7], R) as a function of.
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Next, defineft,, exactly as in[(37), replacing by A.

Theorem 8.3. Assume that Assumptiohs [, 2, ddd 3 hold. fdbe a finite-
dimensional linear subspace which is a subseHgf( X (7")) N H, with proba-
bility one. Then the distribution of the projection &f(7") onto S is absolutely
continuous with respect to Lebesgue measur&.on

Turning to smoothness, defidE® to be ihe space of all processgs [0,7] —
R such thatE|| || < oo, for all p > 1. Let A be defined by

Ae{ge i S0P I(1F. @ g+ ) (X (1)), K] € £,
€y
lloll<1

forall0 <i < mandk; € {1, -- ,m}}.

Lastly, defineH,, as in [39), but withA replaced byA.

Theorem 8.4. Assume that Assumptions 1 ddd 2 hold. Ldie a deterministic
finite-dimensional subspace Hf, such that for some andd > 0,

-p
(54) K;wo,T)":‘*fE[mf s |0, QX@))|| < oc,
P€Us QeH (X (T))

forall p > 1. HereUs = {¢ € H, : |¢|u, < 1, |Hp|m, > 0}. If Hgu(T) € DF,

then the density dflsu(7") with respect to Lebesgue measure (whose existence is
guaranteed by Theorem 8.3) ig&°-function onS.

In the spirit of sectioh_8]1, we now give a “meta” theorem Vbhisolates the
dependence on the initial data.

Theorem 8.5. As above, assume that Assumptions 1[and 2 holdS lbeta deter-
ministic finite-dimensional subspacelif such that, for some andJ, the bound

in (54) holds.

LetW : Hy — (0,00) be a function such that, for a}f > 1, there exists &,
such that:

i) Forany@ € I:In,
E sup |[{[F,Q; ks 91, (X(1), Kerd) | < Cp¥(uo),

pe
||, <1

forall ug € Hp, 0 <i <m,andk; € {1,--- ,m};
II) A;(UO,T) < Cp\I/(uo).

Then the conclusion given 2) holds withU replaced by thé; defined in The-
orem8.4 and for constants with the same dependencies azorai{ 8.11.
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9. NON-ADAPTED POLYNOMIALS OF WIENER PROCESSES

This section contains the technical estimates which ardéagt of the paper.
They are the key steps in the proofs in Secfibn 7 which ensatetie randomness
moves, with probability one, to all of the degrees of freedmmnected to the noise
directions through the nonlinearity. The results in sedfidl are more qualitative
and are the basis of the proof of existence of absolutelyimamis densities. Sec-
tion[9.2 contains the more quantitative estimates neededote the smoothness
of the density and give estimates on the eigenvalues of tHéaMa matrix. That
being said, the basic ideas of the two sections are the sameesh@ that coef-
ficients of a finite Wiener polynomial (see below for more dgfaare small with
high probability if the entire polynomial is small, even Ife coefficients are not
adapted to the Wiener processes.

The core idea, used in our context, dates back at least tadhegying work of
Malliavin, Bismut, Stroock and others on the probabiligtioof of the existence of
smooth densities for hypoelliptic diffusions in finite dingons. The techniques
developed there (see [KS84, Nor86]) used martingale ettsrta relate the size
of a process to its quadratic variation. Here we cannot makeofl such martin-
gale estimates directly since we have non-adapted sticlpastesses. The non-
adaptedness arose in a natural way because we only have fioseamd cannot
return all estimates to the tangent space at the origin andl with the reduced
Malliavin covariance matrix which is adapted. As is oftemédpwe replace an
adaptedness assumption with an assumption on the regutatime of the pro-
cesses. This section is a generalization of the results RO® which proved
similar results for quadratic polynomials of Wiener pragms The proofs here
extend these results to polynomials of any order while ateplifying the proofs.

9.1. Qualitative results. Consider a probability spac€?, 7, P). For a stochastic
processX defined on0, t], we defineA,, s, (X) = X(s2) — X(s1) . For two
stochastic processes;, X, defined on the same time interval= [T, T5], we
denote

(X1, X2)7 & lim ZAt Ay,_yt;(X2)  in probability,

N—oo

if this limit exists, wherell = t) < ... <t} = T;, for eachNV andsup{t;.V —
t 1} = 0asN — oco. We shall also writd X'); = (X, X)r and(X); = (X)[o -
We begin by considering the basic cross quadratic varidt@ween two mono-
mial terms. We emphasize that the procesdés) and B(s) in the following
lemma need not be adapted to the filtration generated by thaat/processes.

Theorem 9.1. Let W1 (s), Wa(s), ..., Wy(s) be a collection of mutually indepen-
dent standard one-dimensional Brownian motions on a tinkerval 7 and let
A(s), B(s) be two continuous and bounded variation stochastic praxedsfined
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onI. Then

(AW, .. . W, . BWy, .. . Wi 1

e

Proof. In the proof we writdV;(j) instead ofiV; (tN) A(j) instead ofA(t;), A ;
instead ofA, ;,, and; ™ instead ofj — 1. We begm by observing that

Wi, (8) ... Wi, (s)Wg, (s) ... W, () .
172:1 qE:l ik, Wi ()W, (5) ds.

N N
55) Y A AW WA (BWiy W) = Y QP

=1
where
Q§A) =85 (AW, (7). Wi, (57)
+ A A~ ;Wi ) Wi, (57) - Wi, (57)
+ AGWi () A (Wi )Wiy (57) - Wi, (57) + .
+ AW (5) - Wi () A (Wi,
and

QS = Ay (BYWi, (57) - Wi, (57)
+B()A; - (Wi Wi, (57) -+ W, (57)
B()Wiy ()8 ;Wi ) Wiy (57) . Wi, (57) + -
B(i)Wi, (5) -+ Wiy (1A= (W)

Therefore, the sum i_(b5) contains the following terms:

N
Z A s(AWy (G7) e Wi (57)A- j(BYWiy (57 ) - W, (57),

j=1
N
> A G7) e Wi G)BG Wiy (7)o Ay (W) - Wiy (7).
j=1
N
STADWL(GT) o A (W) - W () A 5 (BYWiey (57) -+ Wi, (57),
7j=1
N
ZA ) oo Dy i (Wiy) e Wi (G7)BWi (57) - A j (W)« Wi (7).
j=1

The first three sums above converge to zero;as t;_; — 0, sinced and B
are of bounded variation and continuous andigllare continuous. Lemmas 4.2
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and 4.3 from[[MPO0B] imply that the fourth sum above convefiges

o Wi(8) - Wi, () Wiy (8) - - W, (8)
[ 4508, ()

and the theorem is proved. O

ds,

Corollary 9.2. Let.A be collection of stochastic processes{@such that there is
asetQ) € F, withP(Q') = 1, so that for eachw € ' all of the process ind are
of bounded variation and continuous.
Then there is a se®” ¢ €/, with P(Q”) = 1, and a sequence of partitions
N =1 =t < ... <Y = T}, withsup{tY — ¥ ,} — 0, asN — oo,
such that for any process(¢) of the form

ZA“W +3 AP W W+ Y AT W W,

11,12 11 5.2
Z17742 Z17 774n

with 4% € A, one has that the limit

11,0k

]\}I—IPOOZAJ 1t

exists o)’ and equals 7).

Proof. We notice that the proof of Theordm B.1 implies that therefidlaneasure
set() that is defined in terms of the Wiener processes involved thi¢ following
property: if forw € € the realization of a proces4 possesses the mentioned
regularity properties, then the desired convergence hdlde proof is completed
by setting®” = ' N Q. O

We now use the previous results to prove that in the settinth@fprevious

corollary, if Z is identically zero, then the coefficienﬁéf,),,ik must be identically
zero.

Theorem 9.3. Let A and Z be as in the above corollary, and I1€’ be the set
given in the conclusion of the same corollary. Additionadlgsume that, for each
aandiq, ... iq € 1,...,d, the coeﬁicientﬂgi)ﬂ_’ia are symmetric (i.e. invariant
under substitutions on indices, . . . , i,).

If Z(s) = 0 for all s € [0,7] with probability one, then all the processes

A\ . are identically zero o0, T with probability one.
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Proof. We proceed by induction. Fer = 0 the statement of the theorem is obvi-
ous. Now suppose > 1. Then

(Zyr=Y < SoAY W W, Y Aiff?...vkﬁWkl---Wkﬁ>

04,621 i1,...7’ia k)l,...,k)B T

o Wi Wiy oo W
SYAD 1D SED SITIIWTCIND 39 oY AL LRI

@B=101,sic K1,k p=1q=1 Wi, a

A W Wi AL Wy W

B

/zzz:zzymww;

j Wi
r=1 a,f=111,...,¢a k1,.. ,k?ﬁp 1g=1 ip k?q
d 2
o 5 217 ia Wi, ... Wi, J
- Tip ] S.
r=1 a=111,...,iq p=1 Zp

Since we assumed th&ts) = 0 for s € [0, 7] and the integrand is continuous, we
conclude that

def = Az(a)z S)Wils). .. Wi
ZT(S):Z Z Z&»z‘p S Wi (s) =0

a=1i1,....ia p=1 »

foreachr = 1,...,d and alls € [0, T]. Notice now that due to the symmetry of
coefficientsA the processZ,(s) satisfies the assumptions of the theorem with

reduced by one. That!") , (s) = 0 a.s. fora > 1, follows from the fact that

all coefficients ofZ;, (s) are equal to zero a.s. by the induction hypothesis. Since

Z = 0 and A(® = 0 for positive o, we conclude thatl(®) = 0 as well. The
theorem is proved. O

9.2. More Quantitative Estimates. Now our aim is to prove a quantitative ver-
sion of the last theorem. Again we consider a procggs of the same form as in
Corollary[9.2. To do so we introduce a family of Wiener polgmials with constant
coefficients which will be used to approximate Namely, for any nonnegative in-
tegern and collection of coefficients with

A= {Af.a)_ CER, A =0, iy i = 1,...,d},

1yl

we define

Z)\(lw A W Wi ok DAY W W,

11,82 U1yeenin

We now introduce a collection of typical coefficients, a detypical Wiener pro-
cesses, and a collection of atypica|, which are too small in light of their coeffi-
cients not being uniformly small. This last set capturesatrent which we wish to
describe, but for the, rather than theZ. We begin with the coefficients, which
we do not want to be uniformly too small.

ds
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For a real number > 0 and a nonnegative integerdefineA (e, n) to be the set
of coefficients)\ = {/\(a) o =0,0n00,. 00 =1, .. ,d} such that

115--52

max {\)\Ef‘)

,..,za’

:a:O,...,n,z’l,...,ia:1,...,d}25.

We now define a set of atypicaél, with A € A(e,n). Takeé > 0 and di-

vide the segmenj0, 7’| into m = [Té‘%snﬂ] + 1 segmentd; = [0,¢1],12 =
[t1,t2], ..., I;m = [tm—1, tm], €ach one of length less thap®"*" and greater than
Let

D AGn) = { nt sz <<

and define
F(¢,e) = | D" (¢, Ir, Ae,m)) .
k=1

To define the set of typical Wiener trajectories, recall floatany functionf :
[0,7] — R we define itsp-Holder constant by

Hol)(f) % sup )=S0

o<s<r<T |s—rl]P

and

171, & max{] f] <, Hol,(f)}.

With this definition, we introduce the set of Wiener procssse
B(R) = {IWi, ... Wily < Ria=1,....n,i1,. . ia = 1,...,d}.

Remark 9.4. Notice that the set® and F' are universal in that they do not depend
on the processed in any way other than through the number

We now are ready to state the quantitative version of Caydfla2. We want to
conclude that iZ is small it is unlikely that thed processes are not small. The sets
D and E below embody the first event and the complement of the seceemnt,e
respectively:

D(e) ={lZ|r~ < e},
_ (o)
E(e) = {Qg}?ﬁnil’m};}gwdllz‘lil,...,Z-a Jzee < 6} :

To state the result we need to define a localization set whmehres that we can
well approximateZ by aZ) process withh € A(e,n). Defining

C(R) = {Lip(4) ) < Ra=1...,ni1,...ia=1,....d},

we have the desired results.
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Theorem 9.5. For eachn there iszy(n) depending only om, d andT" such that
(56) D) N ES(E) N C(eY) € Bo(emVOY U F(STTI/A 2,
forall € < ¢g.

Theorem 9.6. For eachn there are positive numbets (n), ¢1(n), K1(n), K2(n)
depending only om, d andT" such that

P <BC(€—1/5) U F(€8n+1.5/4’€2+ﬁ)> < K, eXp{—ng_ql},
if e <eq.

Remark 9.7. Theoreni 9J6 provides an estimate of the set appearing intéte-s
ment of Theorerl 9.5. Thus, these two theorems say tHatsicmall ( the event
D(e8"")), then with high probability the coefficient$ definingZ are small as
well (the event(g)) on the localization se€’(¢~!). Since theA are not neces-
sarily adapted, one aim of Theorém19.5 is to reduce the prolitethe traditional

stochastic b calculus. Notice also that the events in the r.h.s(&#) are defined

only in terms of the Wiener procesdés

We will in fact find not thatZ is uniformly small in time, but rather that its
integral in time is small. However the following results shbow to reduce this
case to the previously considered setting.

Consider an arbitrariR-valued random variablg, and define

g(t) = g0 + /O Z(s)ds, D(e) = {|lgllz= < e}, O(R)=C(R)NE(R).

Theorem 9.8. For eachn there isz((n) depending only om, d andT" such that
(57)

D(eNE( " )NC(e )  BeeS P up(enks &Y ),
forall e < «g.

The probability of the r.h.s. is estimated in the followirigedrem, which is a
direct consequence of Theorém]9.6:

Theorem 9.9. For eachn and numbers:i(n), ¢1(n), K1(n), Ko(n) defined in
Theoreni 9.6,

P<B0(5_87<n+3)/5) U F(E%,587(7L+3) (2+$))) < Ky exp{—K25_87<n+3)q1}

. _g—(n+3)
ife <ep® .

Theorem9.B will follow from Theorerh 9.5 and the next lemmketa from
[MP06]. We will give the proof of Theorern 9.8 before retumito the proof of
Theoreni9.b and Theordm P.6.

Lemma 9.10. [MPO6, Lemma 7.4] et

G(t) = Go + /Ot H(s)ds,
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whereG and H are R-valued functions andr, € R. Supposélol,(H) < ce™?
1

for some fixedx > v > 0 ande > 0. If ¢t > 511_3, then||G|loc < € implies

|Hl < 2+ )t

Proof of Theorerh 9]8We begin by considering a generic temgf’)___’ikml W,
from Z. OnB(e=8"""/5) n T (=8 "), we have that

k . k
Holy s (A, Wiy . Wy) <Li(AY )W, ... Wi, ||
+Holy s (Wi, ... Wi )| A e
—2.8—(n+3)

<2

Since there are no more thdh such terms for each degree betwéemdn + 1,
onB(e8 "5y T(e=8"") we have

Holy 14(2) < 2(n + 1)d"e= 2% ",
Then Lemma9.70 implies

1/4—2.8—(n+3)

(58) ||Z||oo < (2 + 2(n + 1)dn)5 T+1/4

Define
&—(n+3)
g .

5=
Then [58) implies that for smalon D(e) N B(e=8 ") C(e=8""")

1/4—2.8—(n+3)

||Z||OO < 5W < 58(n+2)

)

l.e.
(59) D(e) N B3 ") 0T ") ¢ D).
Next,
D(e)n B "N ") n B ()
=D nBE ") nTE T n @) neE
c DE")NELE) N (6 N BET)
(60) F(58"+1 5/4 5%+ n+1)

where the identity is implied b@'(==8 ") ¢ C(5~1), the first inclusion is a
consequence of (59) anBi(6~1/3) = B(e=8 "*?/5), and the second one from
Theoreni 9.6. Now (87) is equivalent fa {60), and the proobinplete. O

We now return to the proofs of the central results of thisieact
Proof of Theorerh 915Consider
G(e) = D" YN E(e) N C(e ) N B(e~ /).
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To prove the theorem it is sufficient to show

Gle) C F(¥ 9/ ),

We have
G(e) C | Grle),
k=1
where
Gk(&“) = D(E8n+2,[k) ﬂEC(E,Ik) N C(E_l) N B(€_1/5),
D(e, 1) = {|Z] = < <},
E(e, 1) = { max max d||A(a) illps(n < 5}'

a=1,...n11,....ia=1,. 21yeeny
Define
N = A 00

21, nybar 21,eesl
On Gk(é‘)
1Z)lILo (1) < N2l Lo (1) + (R +1)d"  max LiP(AZ(-i)...,ia)’tk — tg—1]

(& 212 RYRRPI 7
max [[Wi, ... Wi, [l1
(S RTRTZeY 4

<8y (n+ 1)d"€_1€8n+1'3/25_1/5 < 88/
for sufficiently smalle, since
g2 > 148" .3/2 - 1/5 > 8" . 5/4,

On the other hand, far € G}, there exists an andiq, . . ., i, such that
n 1
/\Ef)w >e— LiP(A,(-ft,),,,7,~a)|tk —tg_1| > e — 1832 5 2

Hence,
1

Gr(e) © D* (8" 5/ [, A7 n)) € F(e8" 3/ 2,

O

Proof of Theorerh 916We begin by remarking that classical estimates on the supre-
mum and Holder continuity of a Wiener process combine ttlyie

(61) P(B¢(e71/%)) < Kseffas™ ™

for some positiveis(n), K4(n), g2(n).
Theorem 9.6 is then implied by the identity

_1

BC(€—1/5)UF(€8”+1-5/4’€2+n+1) _ BC(€—1/5)U<F(€8”+1-5/4’624—%“) N B(€_1/5)) ’

the estimate fron[(61), and the following lemma whose prdtsf ine remainder
of this section. O
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Lemma 9.11. For everyn there are positive numbetg(n), K5(n), K¢(n), and
g2(n) such that for allk = 1, .

P(D*(e8" 54 I, A(e 2+n+1 ;1)) N B(e™/%)) < K5 exp{—Kge ®},
fore < es.

We shall derive this Lemma from the next one.

Lemma 9.12. For everyn there are positive numbetg(n), K7(n), Kg(n), e3(n)
with the following property.

Let {)\Z(.O‘). a=0,...,n,01,...,0q = 1,...,d} be a symmetric family of

1yt

coefficients satisfying

max{])\ @) ]5_(2+a+1) ca=0,...,n,01,...,0q = 1,...,d} > 1.

U5 in—a

Define
D*(e,I,\) = {sup|Z)\(t)| < z—:} .
tel
Then )
P(D*(¥"",I,)\) N B(e™/%)) < K7 exp{—Kge %},
fore < es.

Proof. We shall prove this lemma by inductionin If n = 0, then the statement
of the lemma is obvious with the probability in the I.h.s.rdgpequal td.
In the induction step we may always assume that

(62) maX{|/\ le” (2+551) :azO,...,n,il,...,ia:1,...,d} = 1.

'lnoz

Since the coefficients. are not random, we can use the Itd formula to write
down the semimartigale representationZaf namely,

Zx(t) =V (t) + M(t),

where the finite variation pait (which is, in fact, continuously differentiable a.s.)
is given by

(63) V(t Z)\(l o (t1) +Z)\§f22 o (£1) Wiy (£1)

11,02

4y )\ Wi, (t1) ... Wi, (t1)

U1yeenin

1 (2) $)Wi, (s)
+_Z>\H Z =<0i, iy, A5
2 11,92 " 1%k Zkl (S)WikQ(S) 12
L (m) Wi, (s)
4+ ...+ 5 ‘ Z )\11 An Z /t zk Zk (S) 5ik1ik2 d37
11,..00n k1£ko 1 5

and the martingale part/ is given by
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ZA“ /dWZl +ZAMZ/ W“ dW ()

11,22

I S0 Mz/ w Fe w0

7417 oin

For a functionf defined on a set denote
osc f =sup{|f(s) — f(t)] : 5.t €5}

Sincesup; |Z| < ¥ impliesosc; Z < 23", the event of interest can be
decomposed as

D*(E¥" 1,0\ N B(e~1/?)

C <{O?CV <" sup |M(t)| < 358n+1} N B(s_1/5)>
tel

U <{O§CV > 58n+1} N B(e_l/5)> .

For smalle the set{osc; V' > 8"} N B(e~'/%) in the decomposition above

is empty. Indeed[(62) implies that on this event each iadegrm with coefficient
1 n n .
/\E?:.sz’)nw in (63) is bounded by a+18""3/2=1/5 < 8"7'+0 for a positived

and sufficiently smalk, and there are only finitely many terms. Now,
{o§cV <" sup |M(t)| < 358n+1} N B %)
tel

C {sup |M(t)] < 3587”1} N B~ 1/?)
tel

- {sup IM(t)] < 38", (M) > 58”“15/8} N B(e~V/5)
tel

. {SUp M (1) < 365 (M), < &85 8} NB(E?)
tel

C {SUP M (1)] < 3% (M) > 687l+1'15/8}U({(M>1 < 58n+1'15/8} N B(5_1/5)> .
tel

Let us denote the sets in the r.h.s. DBy and D, respectively. To estimate the
probability of the setfD; we need the following lemma (see [Bass,p.209])

Lemma 9.13. There existy, co > 0 such that ifA/; is a continuous martingalel;
is a bounded stopping time, aad> 0, then

P {Sup | M| < 6, (M) > 5} < cre /¥,
t<T
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This result allows to conclude that

(64) P(D)) < ¢ exp{ 925—8” }

To estimateP( D), we notice that the proof of Theordm B.3 and the continuous
differentiability of V' imply that

@ wew\C
=3 [ (52 50 S Rt
B=111,...,ig p=1 Zp
Therefore,
P(Dy) < min ]P’(Dg(r) ﬁB(s_1/5)),
r=1,....d
where
AB) : :
W .. WZ,@' ds < €8n+115/8

(S 5 v, R
Zp

B=111,...,ig p=1

| = 2T If B # 0, then choose

r so that the definition oD, (r) contains thatxlw) . and define

RN ]

There exist3 andi; . . .ig such that\\”)

11...18

Z 3 25 f Wiy Wi,
a=1141,...,iq p=1 ! Zp
We want to prove that
65)  Da(r)N BV C {Sup\zA,At)r < 68”} NB(e).
tel

On the seB(¢~1/°) the Holder constant of, ,. is bounded by.d"e~1/%¢2+1/(n+1),
So, if the conditionsup,c; | Zy ()| < %" is not fullfilled, we have

n n 1/4 N
inf | Zo . (£)] > &8 — ndre= /321 () <£8 +1.3/2) / >
tel ’
for some constant, since8” < —1/5+ 2+ 1/(n + 1) + 8"+ . 3/8. Thus, on
Dy (r) we have
2 )

which is impossible for small. Therefore, our assumption was false dnd (65) is
proved. Now|[(65) and the induction assumption imply

2
n+1, 1 n+1, n C n+1,
858 / 73 (s)ds > 588 3/2(ce8")2 8n 1478

I

(66) P (DQ(T) N B(s‘1/5)> <P <{sup | Z50(t)] < 58”} N B(5_1/5)>

tel
< Kq7(n —1) exp{—Kg(n — 1)e"®""1},
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Consider now the case whemf.f)”i“ < i f B # 0,and |\O| =

1
£2T7+1. Denote

W* = sup{|W;, ... W,

lta=1,....,n—1,i1,...,io =1,...,d}.

We have
2+% gt
P(D(¥"", 1, 0) < P{e2tatt —pdne?taws < &y =pdwr > & "€
ndre?tn

H 1 1 1 1
Since8™ " > 24 oo and2 + o > 2+ o,

P(D(EY" 1, ))) < Ko exp{Kio(n)e %},

for some positive constanfsy(n), K19(n), gs(n). This completes the proof of the
lemma. O

Proof of Lemm&9.11lt suffices to show
P(D*(58n+1'5/4, I,K(e”ﬁ,n)) N B(5_1/5)) < Kyjexp{—Ki9e™ 77},

for some positive constant&;(n), K12(n), g7(n), whereA(e, n) is the set of
vectors{/\(a) j

11,000’

azO,...,n,z’l,...,za:1,...,d}suchthat

(a) oy — : C_ _
max{|)\i1’m’ia|.a—O,...,n,zl,...,za—1,...,d =ec.

For sufficiently smalb > 0 there is a set of points\(d, 7),j = 1,...,[6- D"} ¢
A(e*7, n) such that for every € A (s>, n) there isj such thatA(s, 7)), —
)\Ef‘)la\ < eXwgforall  andiy, . . . , iy This implies

Zsg) — 2l < (n+ D)d"eF wrge1/5,
Choosel = &8 3/2 If sup,; |Z| < %" 5/, then
‘Z)\(agn+1.3/27j)‘ < ST (n+ 1)d"€2+ﬁ€8n+1'3/26_1/5 <&
Therefore, Lemm@a9.12 implies
P (D" LA 7, n) N BT

<[~ 1) sup P (D*(gg"“,f, AN B(s‘1/5)>
ACR(e2H T )

< Krexp{—Kge ©}.

This completes the proof of Lemrha 9l11. O

} |
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10. POLYNOMIAL VECTOR FIELDS. DERIVATIVES AND LIE BRACKETS

We start with a characterization of multilinear continuap®rators, which is an
obvious generalization of the linear case:

Lemma 10.1. Let X and Y be two Banach spaces. L& : X™ — Y be an
m-linear operator which is continuous at zero. Then

Q(z1, .-, zm)ly < clzilx - |Zmlx,
where

c= sup 1Q(z1, ... zm)|y-
|Z1]5,0 s |em|x <1

We define the local Lipschitz constant for a m@p X — Y as

. o Q) — Q()ly
(67) Lip(Q)(z) = glg%glelg P—

Lemma 10.2. Let X and Y be two Banach spaces. Suppdge: X — Y is a
continuous polynomial vector field of order. Then there is a constantsuch that

Lip(Q)(x) < o1 + []x)™.

Proof. This is an easy consequence of Lemma]10.1, since the latfdiesma
straightforward bound on the local Lipschitz constant@oin each of then vari-
ables. O

The Fréchet derivative of ordéof a function@ : V — V'’ at a pointy will be
denoted by D'Q)(y) : V* — V'. Itis ani-linear operator and its value at a tangent

vector (¢, ..., ¢;) € Viis denoted by D'Q)(y)(¢1, ..., d;).
Lemma 10.3. Let @ be aj-linear symmetric function. Then,

(]J_'Z)IQ(y®(J_Z)71/}17 71/}7/)7 Z S]?

(D'RQ)W) W,y 1n) =
0, 1> 7.
Proof. If i = 1, the Lemma immediately follows from the chain rule. The gahe
case follows from an iterative application of the statenfenti = 1. O

Lemma 10.4.If Q : V — V' is a polynomial vector field of ordemn such that
condition(@8) holds true, then for every= 2, ..., m there is a constank; > 0
such that

IDDQy) (W, - )| < Ka(L+ [lyl™ el - - [lll-

Proof. This is a straightforward consequence of Lenimal10.3. O
Lemma 10.5. Supposefy, ..., f; € V are constant vector fields ar@d(z) : V —

V' is a Fréchet differentiable vector field. Then

(DQ)(@)(f1,-- -, fi) = [Q; f1, fa, -, fil (@)
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Proof. The lemma is proved by induction:
(D'Q)()(f1,- .. fi) = (DDTIQ)()(frs -+ fim1)) (@) (fi)
=[D7'QC)(f1.-- -, fim1), fil(@).

Recall that
X (t) = u(0) +/0 F(u(s))ds —i—/o f(s)ds.

Lemma 10.6. Let@ : V — V' be a polynomial vector field. Then

Qu(t)) = QX)) + Y > (@ Gkrs- - g J(X(E) Wi, ... Wi,

i=1 ki,....k;

Proof. Since( is polynomial, we have
Q) =>_ Q;(y™)
j=0

for somen € N where(@); is a continuous, symmetric, multilinear vector field for
eachj. Now

Qu(t)) = > Q;((X(s) + > _ gWi)®)

§=0 k

i ~
= Z Z WQJ(X(S)®(] )7gk17"'7gkz‘)Wk‘1 W/ﬂ
0 i=0 ky,....k; ’

n n

pury S S )
Using Lemma_10J3 we have

Z ﬁQj(X(S)(g(]_Z)vgkv I 791%) = [Qj’g/ﬁv s 7gk3i](X(s))
j=i J ’ j=0
:[ 7gk17"'79ki](X(3))7
which completes the proof. O

11. BOUNDS ON NORMS ANDLIPSCHITZ CONSTANTS

We define

Lip||Kst|lv—y = sup Lip||Ks.¢|v
l#ll<1

and

15 tllv = sup [|Ks 0]l
lglI<1
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Lemma 11.1. Under Assumptions| 4 arid 5, for apy> 1, there is a universal
constantC!, such that the following bounds hold:

E( Lip|[Kotllvs)’ < Cpy B3, (1+ 5,0, 1)

EIKillv < Cpy /K, (1+ 1)) + K3,

Proof. From the equation fof; and the bound o’ (and henceD F'x) from
(18), we see that fop € V with ||¢|| < 1

Lip|| Koe@llvr <SUp||DF* (u(r)) Ky |lvr
<C(1+ supl|u(s)||™ ") sup|| K0

Next, take the supremum over then thepth power, and lastly the expected value.
The first inequality of the Lemma follows from the bounds irsAmsptiong ¥ andl 5
after applying the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality to the rigémd side. The second
inequality follows from the first one and the assumptions. O

Lemma 11.2.LetQ : H — V' be a continuous polynomial vector field of order
and letf; : [0,7] — Hfori € {1,--- ,m}. Then there exists a universal constant
c(m) such that

Liby (QUAWM, -+ fn(0)) < T (1+ 51 () Y- Libu(f:):
i=1 1=1

Proof. The proof is analogous to that of Lemfna 0.2 O
Lemma 11.3.1f f,¢g:[0,7] — V then

Lip|(f, )| < Lip| f|vsupllg| + Lip|g|sip|f|
IF 9 < WFIE + gl
Proof. The first bound follows from
[(F(),9(8)) = (f(s), g(s))| < [(F () = f(s), gD+ [(F(s5), 9(t) — g(s))]
<|F@) = f&)lwllg®Il + £ @)lg(t) — g(s)].
We turn to the second bound. Since

sup| f|* + sup|lg|*

Sp|(f..9)| < || pla] < y

< IF1IE + hgll¥,

the first inequality of the lemma implies

Lip|(f,9)| < If1& + lgll%.

and we are done. O
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