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Holder continuity of random processes

Witold Bednorz**

Abstract

For a Young function ¢ and a Borel probability measure m on a compact metric

space (T, d) the minorizing metric is defined by

d(s,t) ) 1 d(s,t) L 1
gl ) immaxl [ o e, [ @ (el
e 0 m(B(s,e)) 0 m(B(t,&))
In the paper we extend the result of Kwapien and Rosinski [2] relaxing the condi-
tions on ¢ under which there exists a constant K such that

E sup (X0 = X0

<1,
s,teT KTm,@(S,t) )

for each separable process X (t), t € T which satisfies SUD; e E@(%) <1

In the case of ¢,(x) = 2P, p > 1 we obtain the somewhat weaker results.
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1 Introduction

Let X be a topological space and B(X) its Borel o-field. We denote by B(X), B,(X),
C(X),Cy(X) the set of all measurable, bounded measurable, continuous and bounded
continuous functions respectively. Furthermore P(X) denotes the family of all Borel,
probability measures on X. For each € P(X), f € B,(X) and A € B(X) we define

1
7{4 Flup(dn) = — / £ (w)uldu),

where, we have used the convention 0/0 = 0 (as we do throughout the whole paper). By

supp(p) we denote the support of p.
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In the paper we consider finite Young functions; that is increasing convex functions
¢ : [0,00) — [0, 00) satisfying ¢(0) = 0, lim,_,,, p(z) = co. For a simplicity we will be
assuming also that (1) = 1. Asin ([3], Def. 5, page 40), we let /A? denote the set of all
finite Young functions satisfying for some ¢ > 0,7 > 1

2

o(x)” < p(rz), for some for x > c. (A?)

and let V' (see [3], Def 7, page 28) denote the set of all finite Young functions ¢ verifying
for some ¢ > 0,r > 1
p(x)p(y) < p(ray), forz,y = c. (V')

Note that if (A?), resp. (¥) holds for some ¢ > 0, then (A?), resp. (¥), holds for
every ¢ > 0 with appropriate choice of r'. If h € B(X) we let

=it > 0 [ oM uas) < 0y i = inga+ [ o2

X X a

) u(ds).

denote the two Orlicz norms of h. Then |- |/ and || - ||/ are semi-norms on B(X),
satisfying |h|% = 0 < ||h[|% = 0 < h = 0, p-a.e. Note that [h|% < oo & [y @(%) < 00
for some 0 < a < 00 & ||A[|4 < oo and recall that the Orlicz space L#(u) is the set of
all measurable functions satisfying one of the three equivalent conditions (see [3]). Then
(L¥(p), | - |,) is a complete semi-normed space. As we prove in Lemma [I] semi-norms

|- |1 and || - ||/} are comparable.

Let (T, d) be a fixed compact, metric space and m a fixed probability measure (defined on
Borel subsets) on 7. Forx € T and ¢ > 0, B(x,¢), B°(z, ¢) denote respectively the closed
and the open ball with the center at x and the radius € i.e. B(z,e) ={y e T :d(z,y) <
e}, B°(z,e) = {y € T : d(z,y) < e}. The diameter of T, i.e. sup{d(s,t): s,t € T} is
denoted by D(T). We define the minorizing metric

) mmal [ e [ (e

Tm,p(5,t) 1= max / o (—— da,/ 0 (——=—=)de} fors,teT.
’ 0 m(B(s,e))” " Jo m(B(t e))

Kwapien and Rosinski [2] introduced these metrics to prove results on Holder continuity
of random processes with bounded increments. However their method requires that ¢
verifies @ which means the exponential growth of . The goal of this paper is to

obtain similar results, yet under relaxed conditions imposed on .

Theorem 1 Let ¢ and v be Young functions (verifying (1) = (1) = 1) and for some
R>1,np>1,ny€eN

P(RY) _ p(R)

go(Rk“)\ SR fork>1, ke N. (1)
— ¢(R")
2 () < @



Let i (x) = (Y(x) —1)4 for all x > 0. Then there exists a Borel probability measure
vonT xT and a constant 0 < K < oo only depending on (p,1)) such that for every
continuous function f : T — R there holds

lf(s)— f(t)] < K|fd|1”ﬂ+7'm,¢(s,t), fors,t € T, where fd(u,v) = |f(l;)(;1‘)f)(v)| (3)
and if b € V', then we have
[f(s) = f(D)] | (u) — f(v)]
jllg;%r(m) < o w+(w)u(du,dv), (4)

where 1 is chosen such that condition (\1) holds with ¢ = 1.

Theorem [Tl has an application to the stochastic analysis. We say that process X (t),t € T

has ¢-bounded increments if it verifies

sup E@(W) <L (5)

s,teT

Corollary 1 Suppose (p,v) verify conditions (1) and (3). For each separable stochastic
process X (t), t € T which has ¥-bounded increments there holds

[X(s) = X(®)|

E su <1
s,teri)“ QKTm,go(sat)
and if ¢ € V' then also
X(s)— X
b aup o XE = XL

s,teT 2K7—m,<p(57 t)

where K is the same constant as in Theorem [l

Proof. Following arguments from the proof of Theorem 2.3 in Talagrand [5] it is enough
to prove the result assuming that X (¢), t € T has a.s. continuous samples. Theorem [I]

namely (3)) the Fubini theorem and the definition of | - |, give

X(s) — X(0) X () - X ()
B ) S TR T

w(du,dv) < 2.
It proves the first thesis. If 1) € V', then we can apply () instead of (3] obtaining

| X(s) — X(t)] | X (s) — X(t)]
Bsup o oy ) ST Es vy ) S

crrm [ p - X0)

By the convexity of ¢, we derive the second claim.

Ww(du,dv) < 2.



Remark 1 Note that if Y -, wfgji)f) < o0, for some R > 1,n9 > 1 then we can take
Y = @ in Theorem [ Thus all processes which verify () (for ¢) are Hélder continuous
with respect to Ty (s, t). If (z) = a2 we can take (xr) = 2P*°, where ¢ > 0 and

consequently obtain a generalization of basic Kolmogorov result []).

We then prove the converse statement that minorizing metrics are optimal when consid-

ering Holder continuity of processes with bounded increments.

Theorem 2 Assume (p,1)) verify for some R, ng > 1
(R
Z Rk+n0 : (6)

Suppose p is a metric on T such that for each separable process X (t), t € T which has
W-bounded increments (verifies condition (&) for 1), we have
X(s)— X(t
s,teT p(S, t)

then there exist a constant K and a Borel probability measure m (which depends on
(p, ) only) such that 7, ,(s,t) < Kp(s,t).

Remark 2 If > 7, % < oo then we can take ¢ = ¢ in Theorem[d. That means
there exists m € P(T) such Ty ,(s,t) < Kp(s,t) for each p with respect to which all

process with @-bounded increments are Holder continuous.

We also prove some generalization of Talagrand’s Theorem 4.2 [5] and the author’s
Theorem 1 in [1].

Theorem 3 Assume that ¢ verifies (1) for some R > 1. There exist constants C, K
(depending on ¢ only) and a Borel probability measure v on T X T such that for each
continuous function f on T the inequality holds

sup QO-I—( ‘f(S)—f(t)‘ )) </T T(p+(|f<u)_f(v)‘)l/(du,d’l}),

_ M(m,
s,teT CTm,sO(‘S? t)(erl(#cp(?)t)

where M(m, ) == [ [, P o=y Ydem(dt) < oo

1
m(B(t,z—:))

Corollary 2 For each separable process X (t), t € T which satisfies {3) (for ¢) there
holds

X(s)— X(t
E sup ¢( X(s) 3 (M)(|m,w )<l
s,teT CTm,<p<37t)90+ (m)



Proof. As in the proof of Corollary [l it is enough to show the result for X (t), t € T
with a.s. continuous samples. Note that p(x) < 1+ ¢, (z), thus due to Theorem [3] the
Fubini theorem we obtain

E sup o [ X(s) = X(1)] ))<1+/T ) <|X( u) — X(v)l>y<du7dv)<2

s,teT CTm,Lp(S7 t)(pI-l(% d<u U)

Now by the convexity we establish the result.
|

In the paper we follow methods from [I]. For a completeness we repeat from there some

of the arguments.
2 Notation and Preliminaries
Young functions

Lemma 1 There holds |h|; < ||h]|% < 2|kl for every h € B(X).

Proof. First note either [, ¢( |h‘ )dp < Lor [, cp d,u > 1 and in this case using that

a — ap(%) is decreasing we derlve

Consequently Al < a+a [y o( | Dy for all @ > 0. That means |h[ < [[A]|%. The last

inequality follows by taking a = |h|g in the definition of ||A[[%.
|

Lemma 2 Let o be a Young function satisfying condition (N]) with ¢ = 0 and r > 0.
Then we have o(*|h|%) < [;o(|h])dp for every h € B(X).

Proof. If [ o(|h|)dp is either 0 or oo, then the inequality holds trivially. Suppose that
0 < [y e(|h])dp < co and let us take C' > 0 so that ¢(C) = [, ¢(|h|)dp. By )
property we have o(C)p(-%) < ¢(z) for all z > 0 and consequently

|h 1 B
/XsO(@)dué m/xgo(|h|)du_1.

Hence, we see that ||h||); < 7C which proves the lemma.



Observe that for each Young function ¢ there holds

fgw, forz>1. (7)

v o) Y

Lemma 3 If ¢ satisfies () then ¢ € V' with r = R? and ¢ = 1.

Proof. By ([Il) we have

p(RY) _ p(r)
() S Ry TR
Let 4,5 > 0 be such that R' <z < R and R <y < R7*L. Clearly

p(RM)  p(RMRY) (R o(R) (R 1
@(Ri+1 Ri+1) ()O(Ri—l—le-f-l)mgp(Ri-i-?)\¢<RJ+1) o(RY) o(RI+1)

and hence p(z)p(y) < (R (R < o(RT R < o(R?xy).

]
The main construction
Fix any R > 2. For k > 0 and z € T we define ro(xz) = D(T") and
ri(x) :=min{e > 0 : < o(RM)Y. (8)

m(B(z,¢€))
Let us notice that r, < D(T), for k& > 0.
Lemma 4 The functions ry verify the Lipschitz condition with constant 1.

Proof. Clearly ry is a constant function so it is 1-Lipschitz. For k£ > 0 and s,t € T it is

1
m(B(t, rx(s) + d(s,t))

k
m(B(s,r(t) + d(s,t)) < o(RY).

Hence ri(s) < ri(t) +d(s,t), re(t) < ri(s) + d(s,t), thus ry is 1-Lipschitz.

Lemma @ gives that r, € C(T).

Remark 3 Note that if r(z) := limy_ (), we have r(z) = inf{e > 0: m(B(z,¢)) >
0} = essinfd(x,-) where the essential infimum is taken with respect to the probability

measure m. In particular r(x) = 0 if and only if x € supp(m).



For each positive integer ¢ we have

R—1
5 ri(@) R <Y (@) (RY = B <Y (i) — repa (2)) RF +
k>c k>c k>c
wre ey [ e
+limsuprgi1(2)R / - de +
k—o0 * k>c re4+1(x B(.T, 8))
) 1

Tk+1(2) re(®
wtms [T <m>d€—/o ? B

Thus
re(z) 1

S < g [ e )

k>c
Let us abbreviate B(z,ri(x)) by Bk(x) and B°(x,ry(x)) by By(z) for k > 0. For k =0
we put B§(z) = By(z) =T. Due to (8) it is clear that

m < o(RH) < m, for k > 0. (10)

For each k > 0 we define the linear operator Sy : B, (1) — B,(T") by the formula

Suf(@) = S = 57 . S

If f,g €By(T), k >0, then we easily check that:
(i) Skl =1;
(i) if f < g then Sif < Skg and hence | Sk f| < Sk|f];
(iii) if f € C(T) and limy_,oo 7(x) = 0, then limy o S f(z) = f(z).

Fix [ > 0. There exists unique m., , € P(T) such that for each f € B,(T) we have

Let us define l

rho= ZQi’km, BL(z) := B(z,rk(z)), fork <.
ik

Lemma 5 For each u € Bl ,(z) 0 < k < we have By(u) C Bj(z) and

rr(w) < (@) + g (@) < ().



Proof. Fix u € B} (). Since ry, are 1-Lipschitz, we get
rr(w) < (@) + d(2,u) < (@) + i (2) < ().
Clearly 7 (u) < rg(z) + rh 4 (z). Furthermore d(z,u) < 7, (z), thus
B(u,ri(u)) C B(u, rp(z) + rf€+1(x)) C B(z,ri(x) + 2T2+1(x)) = B(x, rfg(x))

and by the definition By (u) = B(u,r(u)), BL(z) = B(z,rk(x)).

Lemma 6 For all 0 < k <[ we have ml, ;(Bj(x)) =1 i.e. supp(ml ;) C Bj(z).

Proof. We prove Lemma [ by the reverse induction on k. Clearly supp(m! )=
B(z,r/(z)) = Bl(x). Suppose that for some k < [ we have supp(m xk-l—l) C Bk+1< x),
then the definition gives

/f wyml, , (du) /fB m(dvym!, 1 (du), for f € By(T).

Due to Lemma [ we have By(u) C Bl (), for u € By, (). It ends the proof.

Corollary 3 For each f € B,(T), and k <l the inequality holds

SiSi-1-Sulfl(@) = [ 1F)mtu(dn) < (RS [ | f@lm(du).

(@)

Proof. If k = [ the inequality is obvious. If £ < [, using Lemma [6, and (I0) we obtain

S1S1—1.-.Sk| f|(z /][ v)|m(dv)mg ;.1 (du) <

By (u
o) [ [ @mm st = o) [ 5@ m)
k x

|
Let us notice that for a positive integer ¢ with 0 < ¢ < [ we have
S I pk 2 )k, Ri - 2 i R i
kz:;rkR ;; r R < ]z% E ;T‘iR :m 2 riR.
Together with (@) it gives
-1 R2 re(z) 1
SR < i [ e gy (12)



3 Proof of Theorem 1

Proof. We may assume that (Il) and () hold with R > 5 (note that if () and (2] hold
for some R then they hold also for R!, where | € N). Fix s,t € T, without losing the
generality we may assume also 7,, ,(s,t) < 0o, which implies that limy_,. 7x(x) = 0, for
x =s,t. If d(s,t) < D(T) then there exist positive integers a, b such that

ro(s) < d(s,t) <re_1(s), m(t) < d(s,t) < rp_1(t),

and we can define ¢ := max{a,b}. If d(s,t) = D(T) = ro, we put ¢ := 0. For a fixed

[ > c let us denote
7, ;= max{k > 1: BL(s)UBL(t) C By_,(u), forallu € BL(z)}, z=s,t.

and 7 := min{7,, 7;}. Observe that Bj(u) = T, for all u € T so 7, is well defined and
clearly 1 < 7 < ¢. For simplicity we put also ri(s,t) := ri(s) + ri(t) and di(s,t) :=
min{rt (s, t) + d(s,t), D(T)}. Note that

d.(s,t) <rr_i(u), forallu € Bl(z) if 7 =r7,. (13)

Lemma 7 The inequality holds

d.(s,t)R" *ZR% (s,1) < %RC(3d(s,t) + 2rl(s,t)).

Proof. Let 7 < k < ¢ be given and let = be either s or ¢. There exist u, € B, (),
x = s,t such that r(u;) < di(s,t). Indeed, otherwise

B,QH(S) U B,lHl(t) C B(u,dgy1(s,t)) C Bp(u) for allu € B,lﬁﬂ(t) U BL(s)
which is impossible due to the definition of 7.
By Lemma [ functions r; are 1-Lipschitz, therefore

ri(z) < rp(ug) + T’LH(SU) < dya(s,t) + T’LH(Q:), x = s,t.

Since 7}, = ry, + 21}, we obtain 7 (z) < diy1(s,t) + 3rf,, (z). Consequently

PL(5,1) < 2y (s, 8) + Brly (5, 1) = 2d(s, £) + 51k, (5,1).
[terating this inequality, we obtain the following result
c—k—1 d(S t)
rl(s,t) < < ) 55 Rr (s t) = — (5 F_D) 45 kl(s,t)  (14)

=0



for all 7 < k < ¢ (observe that inequality holds trivially for k£ = ¢). Hence, we have

S ks < (120

k=1 k=1

R d(s,t)

c—k< c
g R—5R( 2

+1e(s,1))

and by (I4)) we have (recall that R > 5)

d-(s,t)R™ < R(d(s,t) + rL(s, 1)) < d(s,t)(1+ (5™ — 1))R™ 4+ 5" Rrl(s,t) <
<5TRT(d(s,t) +rl(s, b)) < Re(d(s,t) +1l(s,1)). (15)

Since % > 1, we obtain the inequality.

We remind that f4(u,v) = \f(uguiv)()\ For simplicity we denote

Fp={(u,v) €T xT: fYu,v) >R}, k>0

Lemma 8 If ¢ satisfies (1), then for each positive integer n and f € C(T) there holds

1Sif(s) = Sif ()] < dr(s,t)RT™ + Z Zrk JREFT 4

x€{s,t} k=1
-1
+ Z Z¢<Rk+l>/l

relw) f £, 0) L5, m{dv)m(du)) +
xz€{s,t} k=7 By (@) By (u)

+d.(s,t)p(R™) / f (w,v)1p, ., m(dv)m(du)),
B (y)

where y =t if =1 andy = s if T # 74.
Proof. Fix f € C(T). Without losing the generality generality we can assume that
T = 7. Clearly

-1

Sif(s) = Sif(t) Zsl Ska1(Id = k) f(s) =

k=1
-1
= 81 Seqr (Id = Se) f(£) + (Sr--Sr f () = S-S, f(1)). (16)
k=T
We have also
SieeSesald =SS @] < [ 0= Sl (), a7



Since f¥(u,v) < RF™ + f¥(u,v)1p,,,, we obtain
1 - 5 f()] < f
Bi(u)

< 7(w) R 4 g (u) 7/ fA(u,v)1g,, m(dv), forallu e T.

By (u)

| (u) = fv)[m(dv) < ri(u) fB ( )fd(%v)m(dv) <

By Lemma [, r4(u) < ri(z), whenever u € By, (). This, (I7) and Corollary B imply

that

1Sy (1d — S f / (14— S) f ()l o (du) < () RV +

T / ro(u) 7f ( )fd<u,v>1Fk+nm<dv>mx,k+l<du> < () RH 4
+S0(Rk+1) /

l
Bk+1(x

ri(u Uu,v)1p dv (du
)k<>7{9k(u)f<,>1k+n m(dv), ()

To bound the last part in (I0) let us observe that

087 1(6) = St FO1 < [ [ 1700 = 8wy, ()

By Lemma [ supp(ml, ;) C Bi(z), z € T. If w € BL,,(s) and u € BL(t), then

£ = S:f@) < f 1@~ ) m(do)

B (w)
Lemma [B implies that B, (w) C Bl(s). Hence for each v € BL(t), v € B,(w)
d(u,v) < min{d(u,t) + d(t,s) + d(s,v), D(T)} < d.(s,1).

Applying @20) and f¥(u,v) < ™" + f4(u,v)1f. ., we obtain

£ = S f@) < di(s ) Fluomidn) <

(w)

<d (s, )(RT™ + f fiu,v)1p, ., m(dv)).
Br(w)

(18)

(19)

(20)

(21)

Since 7 = 7 we have B, (w) C BL(s) C B2_,(u) for all w € BL_,(t). Together with ()

it implies

][ fd(u,v)lpT+nm(dv) < gp(RT)/ fd(u,v)lpT+nm(dv) <
() ()

RT
< wf}l) fB ot (o).

11

(22)



The condition () gives wfgfi)l) < “’gg;; ) Hence, due to (ZI) and ([22) we obtain

T 7<RT+1) 4y, v m(dv
| f(u) = Srf(w)] < dr (s, t)(R ) 7/:1(u>f< ,0)1p,.,m(dv)). (23)

Inequalities (I9)), (23) and Corollary B imply

150,125, f(8) — Si S, f(1)] <
rin  P(RTT
<o+ L) 7/ e (d) <
< d (s, 1) (R + o(R™) 7/ Yu,v)1p,,, m(dv)m(du)).  (24)
BL(t) J B2

Note that (I8)) and (24]) give the result

_ 4R3 3R2
Lemma 9 If A= R E T 23 then we have

-1
d-(s,)R"+ Y Y rh(x)RN < Ary (s, ).

z€{st} k=7
Proof. Lemma [1] gives
-1 c -1
do(s, )R+ Y > i@ RF =D (s, )R + > rh(s,)RF <
z€{s,t} k=T k=1 k=c+1
-1
< (5dls. 1) + 2;rk(s,t)R ).

Clearly r.(z) < d(s,t), x € {s,t}, thus by (I2)) we obtain

—
—_

= 1 . AR2 d(s,t) 1
2% (r(s) +r(t)R" < (R—1)(R-2) $e{%}§}/ v (m(B(x,e))

Since d(s,t) < max{r._1(s),r._1(t)} if ¢ > 0 and d(s,t) = D(T) if ¢ = 0, we have

)de.

b
Il

C

1
RC*I < —1 .
o B de)

It follows that
d(s,t) ) 1
d(s,t)R* < N )de.
(s,t)R°* < R max/ ® (m(B )de

ze{s,t} Jo



Hence, due to the definition of 7,, (s, t) we deduce

-1
de(s,)R" + Y Y ri(x) R < AT (s, ).

z€{s,t} k=T
|
Lemma [l implies 7 (u) < 7t (z), for u € BL(x). This observation together with Lemma
R (with n = ng + 1) yields

|Slf<8) - Slf<t>| (8 t RT+nO+1 —+ Z Zrk Rk+n0+1

z€{s,t} k=1

fu,v)
———=1p, . m(dv)m(du) +
7{E§k(u RkJrn Frn Tt ( ) ( )

k+no+1 k+1
+ ) Zrk )R (R /B l

ze{s,t} k=71 k1 (@
d(u,v
+dT(S,t)Rr+no+190(RT+l)/ f %hﬁmﬂm(dv)m(du).
Bl(y) JB?_;(u)

By Lemma [9 we obtain

|Slf( ) - Slf( )| < ARnO+1Tm 30(5 t)(l +

f(u,v)
+ Z Z‘P R+ /][ e Li, g m(dv)m(du) +

xe{s th k=1

+Zcp (RE+1) / ][ O RH%HMHW m(dv)m(du)). (25)

For each k > 0 applymg (@) (for ¢) we have
fu,v) 1 d 1 d
lp, € — 2 V) S o ;V))- 26
i < s ) € St () (26)
The right hand side of (25]) does not depend on [, furthermore the property (iii) of .S,
gives that lim;_,o S;f(x) = f(z), for x € {s,t}. Hence combining (26)) and (25) we

obtain

() = 7(0) < (R ;
o <12 ity [, v e om@mian +

e RkJrl

L ]y U ) (27)

It remains to construct a suitable v € P(T x T'). For each g € C(T x T') we put

o Rk+1
w, v)m(dv du) +
B Z w Rk+n0+1 / 7/;16(“ ) ( )

/7/ m(de)m(du)

13



where B is such that v(1) = 1. This constant exists due to (), indeed

o Rk+1

32 er Rk+n0+1 - Z Rk+n0+1 -1 <
k=1

3 — (R
< 1 _ anofl Z w(Rk+n0+1) < OO’
k=1

where we have used that 1 (z) < v, (z)+1 and (RF ™) —1 > (1— R0~ 1)) (RFmotL)
(by convexity). Plugging v in (27)) and then using homogeneity, we see

[f(s) = f(1)] f(u,v)
<142 Y
ABR”O+1‘fd|Z+Tm,Lp<37t> TxT +< ‘fder
Thus we obtain (3) with K = 3ABR"™*!. Suppose now that v (x)y(y

)
1. Since 9(z) > (1) =1 for all x > 1, we have ¥, (2)¢, (y) <
0 and so we see that () follows from (3]) and Lemma [2

Y(du, dv) < 3. (28)

< Y(rzy) for all
y 2 Wy (rey) for all
Y=

4 Proof of Theorem 2

Proof. We give a proof which modifies the idea from the paper [2]. In the same way as
Theorem 2.3 in [5] it can be proved that the existence of metric p on T x T such that
for each separable process X (t), t € T which satisfies (B (for /) there holds

X(s) - X0 _ _ _
YRR e TOTh

implies the existence of a constant Ky and a continuous positive functional A on Cy(T" X
T\A) (where A := {(t,t) : t € T'}) with A(1) = 1 such that for each f € C(T)

o 1) = (1)

ster Kop(s,t) SLHARED), (29)

where f(u,v) = %. We define measure m € P(T") by the requirement

/T g(Oym(dt) = A(M), for g € O(T). (30)

Fix s,t € T and | € N. Let us denote

R™™  ry(t) <e <rp(t)
h(e) =< RF™ r(t)<e<n(t), 0<k<I
0 0 < € < T1+1 t s



where ri(x) = min{e : m(m < @(R")}, for k > 0 as in our main construction. Observe
that h;, [ > 1 is an increasing family of functions, so h := lim;_, h; is well defined. We
denote fi(x) == [; a(er) hi(e)de and observe that

B d(t,u)
HOESIQI \/ (e)de| = | hue) de].
d(u,v) |d(t, u) — d(t,v)]" Jaw d(t,v)

The Jensen’s inequality gives

d(tu
¢<W— \|f O)de| < b (uld(t, w))) + D(n(d(t, ),

thus by (B0) we have

2 [ wihu(dtt,u))m(du) Gy
T
Using the definition of h; and (I0) we obtain

/T (A 0) () = SV B0\ B 0 ZM 2

Applying ([6) we derive D := >/, wf(;:o < 00. Consequently 29), (31)), (32)) yield

1 hy(e)d
%@ AG(Y) < 1+2D.

The right hand side does not depend on [, so

S () de
= < 1+2D. 33
KOp(Sa t) ( )
The definition of h gives
1
~1
B

thus for § € [rpy1(t),re(t)), k € N

Rt /f go_l(m)ds < /j h(e)de

k+1(t)

and hence due to (B3]) we obtain

< RFPY = R (e), for rq(t) < e < (),

d(s,t) . 1
/0 @ (m)d€<1@(5>t),

where K = (1 + 2D)R™ ™ K,. Similarly

o L de < K
/0 ® (m) e < Kp(s,t),

which means 7, ,(s,t) < Kp(s, t).

15



5 Proof of Theorem 3

Proof of Theorem 3. Fix R > 5, s,t € T and f € C(T). We can assume that
Tinp(S,1) < oo which implies limj_,o 7x(2) = 0 for x = s,¢. By Lemma [ (with n = 1)
and (I3) we have

1Sif(s) — Sif(t)| < d(s,t)R™ + Z Z 2)RE

z€{s,t} k=1
-1
+ Y D e(R /

1
z€{st} k=T B

k+1
—|—(,0<RT+1) /

BL(y)

ri(u U(u,v 1g,, m(dv)m(du) +
()k<>7{3k(u)f< ) m(de)m(d)

rea@ o )t m(dom(d),

Tl()

where y =t if 7 =7, and y = s if 7 # 7. By Lemma [9 we obtain

|1S1f (s )—Szf( )| S ARTp o (5:) +
+ 3 Zcp RM1) / )R’““jf / }égﬁ’)mﬂ (dv)m(du) +

J:E{s t} k=1 By (u)
[ (u,v)
30 [ rawrs 1 R . @)
k=1 -1
The condition () gives that for each k > 0

f(u,v) 1 1
M, < e o, < e (o) (33)

The right hand side of (34)) does not depend on [ thus we can take the limit on left-hand
side which is lim;_,, S;f(x) = f(z), for all x € T' (by property (iii) of S;). Observe also
that by the convexity o, (RF™) —1 > (1 — R71)p(R*!). Consequently due to (34) and
([B5)) we obtain

% ST —R 1-R1! Z/ Rk“f » )<P+(fd(u,v))m(dv)m(du)+

3 [rart e m@m) 30
k=1 T 4 1( u)
To construct a probability measure v € P(T" x T') we put for each g € C(T x T)
1 oo

v(g) = ———m— 2 | re(w) R w, v)m(dv)m(du
0= 3y 2 R ot o +
—i—/T'r’kl(u)RkH g(u, v)m(dv)m(du),
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where M is such that v(1) = 1. Applying (@) and the definition M (m, ) we get

[e.9]

L= Z / u) R m (du)JF/Tqu(U)Rka(du)) <

Z/T u)R*2m(du) < %M(m, ©).

k:

o

Hence M < BM(m, ), where B = . Plugging v into (36]) we obtain

(R 1
|f(s) = f(D)] < ARTn (s, t) + BM(m, w)/T Tso+(fd(u,v))1/(du,dv)-

By homogeneity we obtain for all a > 0

f(s) — f(t)]
alR?[fily,

f4(u,v)

AR Yv(du, dv). (37)

< ARTm,gO(Sa t) + BM<m7 @) / (er(
TxXT

Due to Lemma B we know that ¢ € V/ with » = R? and ¢ = 1, thus ¢, € V' with ¢ =0

and r = R?. Consequently by () we get

f4(u,v)

) fd(u7v) _
p4(0) / o g i) < / P ) =1

Using the above inequality in (37]) we obtain

BM(m, ¢)

HOETO
S ARTnp(5,8) + oy(a)

for a > 0.
al?[fily,

)

We can obviously take a such that

BM(m, p)
oy(a)

BM(m, o)

AR, (5, 1) )

= AR70(s,1), ie. a= ¢\

thus denoting K = ARB~! we derive
£ (s) = f(2)]

i < 1,
2AR3 Tmap<8 t)SO-F (m>

Lemma [ gives the result with C' = 2AR5.
|
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