arXiv:1806.04178v2 [math.PR] 28 Jan 2020

Malliavin smoothness on the Lévy space with Hölder continuous or BV functionals

Eija Laukkarinen

E-mail: eija.laukkarinen@jyu.fi Department of Mathematics and Statistics, University of Jyväskylä, Finland

October 22, 2019

Abstract We consider Malliavin smoothness of random variables f(X1), where X is a pure jump Lévy process and the function f is either bounded and Hölder continuous or of bounded variation. We show that Malliavin differentiability and fractional differentiability of f(X1 ) depend both on the regularity of f and the Blumenthal-Getoor index of the Lévy measure.

Keywords: Lévy process, Malliavin calculus, interpolation AMS2010 Subject Classification: 60G51, 60H07

1 Introduction

Consider a Lévy process Y and the according Malliavin Sobolev space D_{1,2} based on the Itô chaos decomposition on the Lévy space of square integrable random variables. We recall the space D_{1,2} in Section 2.1. We are interested in the ways that Malliavin differentiability of f(Y_1) depends on the properties of f and the properties of Y .

The process Y consists of three components

Y_t = γt + σB_t + X_t,

where γ, σ ∈ R, B is a standard Brownian motion and X is a pure jump process. For the Brownian motion we have that f(B_1) ∈ D_{1,2} if and only if f ∈ W^{1,2}(R; P_{B1} ) (see, for instance, Nualart [23, Exercise 1.2.8]). We also examine fractional differentiability which is determined by the real interpolation spaces (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,q} between L_2(P) and D_{1,2} (see Section 2.2). The fractional smoothness of f(B_1) means that f is in a weighted Besov space (see S. Geiss and Hujo [15], for example). In this paper we focus on the pure jump Lévy process with γ = 0 and σ = 0. We search for properties of the function f and the Lévy measure ν of X, which are related to the smoothness of f(X_1). It turns out that Malliavin smoothness is in connection to the Blumenthal-Getoor index

β = inf{ξ ≥ 0 : m_ξ < ∞}, where m_ξ := ∫ R ( |x|^ξ ∧ 1 ) ν(dx). We show that the smaller the index β is, the higher smoothness of f(X_1) we have for a given f which is Hölder continuous or of bounded variation.

So far little is known about the question for which f and for which ν one has f(X_1) ∈ D_{1,2} or f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,q}. The note [22] enlightens the case where ν(R) < ∞: Then

f(X_1) ∈ D_{1,2} if and only if E [ f^2(X_1) ( N((0, 1] × R) + 1 )] < ∞ and f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,2} if and only if E [ f^2(X_1) ( N((0, 1] × R)^θ + 1 )] < ∞, where N is the Poisson random measure associated with X (see Section 2).

A Lévy measure ν always satisfies the property m_2 < ∞, and from Solé, Utzet and Vives [26] we know that

‖f(X_1)‖^2_{D1,2} = ‖f(X_1)‖^2_{L2(P)} + ∫ R E [ (f(X_1 + x) − f(X_1))^2 ] ν(dx). Since m_2 < ∞, it follows that f(X_1) ∈ D_{1,2} for any f that is Lipschitz continuous and bounded. On the other hand, if the Lévy measure ν is finite, then it is sufficient that f is bounded to have f(X_1) ∈ D_{1,2}. In Section 3 we shall examine intermediate cases, namely that f is bounded and Hölder continuous, that is, in C^α_b . In Theorem 3 we prove that

f(X_1) ∈ D_{1,2} for all f ∈ C^α_b if and only if m_{2α} < ∞,

where the necessity of the condition m_{2α} < ∞ holds under assumption (A2) given in Section 2.3. For fractional smoothness we obtain in Theorem 5 for 0 < α ≤ θ < 1, that

f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞} for all f ∈ C^α_b if m_{2α/θ} < ∞,

and under assumption (A3), that

f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞} for all f ∈ C^α_b only if m_{2α/θ+ε} < ∞

for all ε > 0. In Section 5.1 we see that if the process X is strictly stable and symmetric and 2α/θ is equal to the Blumenthal-Getoor index β, then f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞} for all f ∈ C^α_b eventhough m_{2α/θ} = m_β = ∞.

We also consider normalized functions of bounded variation (NBV , see Section 4). In Theorem 6 we prove that under assumptions (A1) and (A2) it holds that

f(X_1) ∈ D_{1,2} for all f ∈ NBV if and only if m_1 < ∞.

In [11, Section 4.2] it was shown that 1_{(K,∞)}(Y_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{1/2,∞}, when Y_1 has a bounded density. We obtain a sharper smoothness index for the pure jump process: Theorem 7 states that under assumption (A1) it holds that

f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞} for all f ∈ NBV if m_{1/θ} < ∞,

and under assumption (A3) it holds that

f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞} for all f ∈ NBV only if m_{1/θ+ε} < ∞

for all ε > 0. In Section 5.1 we see that if the process X is strictly stable and symmetric and 1/θ = β, then f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞} for all f ∈ NBV eventhough m_{1/θ} = m_β = ∞.

The method in Section 5 is based on a characterization of fractional smoothness which was introduced for the Brownian motion by S. Geiss and Hujo [15], and which we translate for jump processes in Lemma 9.

1.1 Motivation

Malliavin smoothness and fractional smoothness play a role for example in discrete approximation of stochastic integrals and in the investigation of properties of backward stochastic differential equations (BSDEs): Consider the orthogonal Galtchouk-Kunita-Watanabe decomposition of f(Y_1), that is,

f(Y_1) = c +

∫_1 0 φ_t dY_t + E.

Then the convergence rate of the equidistant Riemann-approximation of the integral depends on the smoothness parameter of f(Y_1). On the other hand, if f(Y_1) admits fractional smoothness, then it is possible to adjust the discretization points to obtain the best possible convergence rate. (See Geiss et al. [11].) The L_p-variation of the solution of certain BSDEs depends on the Malliavin fractional smoothness of the terminal condition f(Y_1). This was shown with more general terminal conditions for the Brownian motion by C. Geiss, S. Geiss and Gobet [10] and S. Geiss and Ylinen [17] and for p = 2 for general L_2-Lévy processes by C. Geiss and Steinicke [13].

2 Preliminaries

Consider a pure jump Lévy process X = (X_t)_{t≥0} with càdlàg paths on a complete probability space (Ω, F, P) where F is the completion of the sigma-algebra generated by X. The Lévy-Itô decomposition of a pure jump Lévy process is

X_t = ∫∫ (0,t]×{|x|>1} xN(ds, dx) + ∫∫ (0,t]×{0<|x|≤1} xÑ(ds, dx), where N is a Poisson random measure on B([0, ∞) × R) and Ñ(ds, dx) = N(ds, dx) − dsν(dx) is the compensated Poisson random measure. The measure ν : B(R) → [0, ∞] is the Lévy measure of X satisfying ν({0}) = 0, ∫ R(x^2 ∧ 1)ν(dx) < ∞ and ν(B) = E [N((0, 1] × B)].

2.1 Itô chaos decomposition and the Malliavin Sobolev space

Denote R_+ := [0, ∞). We consider the measure m: B(R_+ ×R) → [0, ∞] defined as m(A) := ∫ A x^2dtν(dx) = E [(∫ A xÑ(dt, dx) )_2] . For n = 1, 2, . . . we write L_2(m^{⊗n}) := L_2 ((R_+ × R)^n, B(R_+ × R)^{⊗n}, m^{⊗n}) and set L_2(m^{⊗0}) := R. A function f_n : (R_+ × R)^n → R is said to be symmetric, if it coincides with its symmetrization f̃_n,

f̃_n((s_1, x_1), . . . , (s_n, x_n)) = 1 n! ∑ π f_n ( (s_{π(1)}, x_{π(1)}), . . . , (s_{π(n)}, x_{π(n)}) ) , where the sum is taken over all permutations π : {1, . . . , n} → {1, . . . , n}.

We consider Itô’s multiple stochastic integral I_n : L_2(m^{⊗n}) → L_2(P) of order n with respect to the measure xÑ(dt, dx). According to [19, Theorem 2] it holds that

L_2(P) = R ⊕ ∞⨁ n=1 {I_n(f_n) : f_n ∈ L_2(m^{⊗n})}.

The functions f_n in the representation F = ∑_∞ n=0 I_n(f_n) in L_2(P) are unique when they are chosen to be symmetric, which is always possible since I_n(f_n) = I_n(f̃_n). Moreover, we have

E [I_n(f_n)I_k (g_k)] = { 0, if n ≠ k n!(f̃_n, g̃_n)_{L2(m}⊗n_) if n = k and ‖F ‖^2_{L2(P)} = ∞∑ n=0 n! ‖ ‖ ‖f̃n ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(m⊗n)} .

In this paper we focus on random variables of the form f(X_1), where f : R → R is a Borel function. We will take advantage of the following lemma in Sections 3 and 5.

Lemma 1. Let f(X_1) = ∑_∞ n=0 I_n(f_n) ∈ L_2(P) and let (F_t)_{t≥0} be the augmented natural filtration of X. Then

(a) there are functions g_n ∈ L_2 ( (x^2ν(dx))^{⊗n} ) such that

f̃_n((t_1, x_1), . . . , (t_n, x_n)) = g_n(x_1, . . . , x_n)1_{[0,1]×n} (t_1, . . . , t_n)

for m^{⊗n}-a.e. ((t_1, x_1), . . . , (t_n, x_n)) ∈ (R_+ × R)^{×n} and

(b) E [ E [f(X_1)|F_t]^2 ] = ∑_∞ n=0 t^nn!‖f̃_n‖^2_{L2(m⊗n)}.

Proof. (a) Follows from [3, Remark 6.7]. (b) By analogous argumentation to [23, Lemma 1.2.4] we see that E [f(X_1)|F_t] = ∑_∞ n=0 I_n(g_n1_{[0,t]}×n ). The claim follows from ‖f̃_n‖_{L2(m}⊗n_) = ‖g_n‖_{L2((x}2_{ν(dx))}⊗n_).

We define the Malliavin Sobolev space using Itô’s chaos decomposition (as [24, 8, 26, 27, 1, 12] and many others). We denote by D_{1,2} the space of all F = ∑_∞ n=0 I_n(f_n) ∈ L_2(P) such that

‖F ‖^2_{D1,2} := ‖F ‖^2_{L2(P)} + ∞∑ n=1 nn! ‖ ‖f̃_n ‖ ‖^2 L_2(m^{⊗n}) = ∞∑ n=0 (n + 1)! ‖ ‖f̃_n ‖ ‖^2 L_2(m^{⊗n}) < ∞. Let us write L_2(m ⊗ P) := L_2(R_+ × R × Ω, B(R_+ × R) ⊗ F, m ⊗ P). The Malliavin derivative D : D_{1,2} → L_2(m ⊗ P) is defined for F ∈ D_{1,2} by D_{t,x}F = ∞∑ n=1 nI_{n−1}(f̃_n(·, (t, x))) in L_2(m ⊗ P).

From [26, Proposition 5.4] we have in the canonical probability space that

‖f(X_1)‖^2_{D1,2}

= ‖f(X_1)‖^2_{L2(P)} + ∫ [0,1]×R\{0} E [( f(X_1 + x) − f(X_1) x )_2] m(dt, dx) = ‖f(X_1)‖^2_{L2(P)} + ∫ R E [( f(X_1 + x) − f(X_1)

)_2]

ν(dx), (1)

and when f(X_1) ∈ D_{1,2}, then

D_{t,x}f(X_1) = f(X_1 + x) − f(X_1) x 1_{[0,1]×R\{0}}(t, x) m ⊗ P-a.e. (2)

The result was converted to the general probability space in [14, Lemma 3.2].

For the Brownian motion B, the space D_{1,2} is defined in an analogous way by a chaos decomposition, but the property (1) can not be formulated (see [23]).

2.2 Interpolation and Malliavin fractional smoothness

The interpolation space (A_0, A_1)_{θ,q} is a Banach space, intermediate between two Banach spaces A_0 and A_1 which are a compatible couple, that is, they are continuously embedded into a Hausdorff topological vector space.

When (A_0, A_1) is a compatible couple, the K-functional of a ∈ A_0 + A_1 is the mapping K(a, · ; A_0, A_1) : (0, ∞) → [0, ∞) defined by

K(a, t; A_0, A_1) := inf{‖a_0‖_{A0} + t‖a_1‖_{A1} : a = a_0 + a_1, a_0 ∈ A_0, a_1 ∈ A_1}.

Let θ ∈ (0, 1) and q ∈ [1, ∞]. The real interpolation space (A_0, A_1)_{θ,q} consists of all a ∈ A_0 + A_1 := {a_0 + a_1 : a_0 ∈ A_0, a_1 ∈ A_1} such that the norm

‖a‖_{(A0,A1)θ,q} = [∫_∞ 0 ( t^{−θ}K(a, t; A_0, A_1) )_q dt t ] 1_q , q ∈ [1, ∞) sup_{t>0} t^{−θ}K(a, t; A_0, A_1), q = ∞

is finite. If A_1 ⊆ A_0 with continuous embedding, then

A_1 ⊆ (A_0, A_1)_{θ,q} ⊆ (A_0, A_1)_{η,p} ⊆ (A_0, A_1)_{η,q} ⊆ A_0 (3)

for 0 < η < θ < 1 and 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ ∞.

From the Reiteration Theorem we know that for η, θ ∈ (0, 1) and q ∈ [1, ∞] one has (A_0, (A_0, A_1)_{η,∞})_{θ,q} = (A_0, A_1)_{ηθ,q} (4) with ‖a‖_{(A0,A1)ηθ,∞} ≤ ‖a‖_{(A0,(A0,A1)η,∞)θ,∞} ≤ 3‖a‖_{(A0,A1)ηθ,∞} (5) for all a ∈ (A_0, A_1)_{ηθ,∞} = (A_0, (A_0, A_1)_{η,∞})_{θ,∞}. In the literature the Reiteration Theorem is usually given in a more general context and the constants 1 and 3 in the norm equivalence (5) are not computed explicitely. Therefore we verify (5) in Lemma 16. For further properties of interpolation spaces, see for instance [4], [5] or [30].

We say that a random variable admits fractional smoothness of order (θ, q) if it belongs to the interpolation space

(L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,q} ,

where θ ∈ (0, 1) and q ∈ [1, ∞].

2.3 Assumptions about a density

Some of the assertions in this paper rest on the following assumptions: (A1) X_1 has a bounded density p_1.

(A2) X_1 has a density p_1 and there exist a, b, c ∈ R with c > 0 and b − a > 0 such that p_1(x) ≥ c for all x ∈ [a, b].

(A3) There exist t_0 ∈ (0, 1) and a, b, c ∈ R with c > 0 and b − a > 0 such that for all t ∈ [t_0, 1], the random variable X_t has a density p_t such that p_t(x) ≥ c for all x ∈ [a, b].

Note that the conditions (A1), (A2) and (A3) are satisfied, for example, when the condition ℓ := lim inf |u|→∞ ∫ R sin^2(ux)ν(dx) log |u| > 1 2 of Hartman and Wintner [18] holds. We formulate the argumentation in a lemma as it will be used later.

Lemma 2. Assume that ℓ > 1/2. Then (A1), (A2) and (A3) are satisfied.

Proof. By [18, Section 13, statement II], X_t has a bounded and continuous density for all t >^1_{2ℓ} . The conditions (A1) and (A2) follow immediately. Let us prove (A3). Let r > 0. Due to stochastic continuity of Lévy processes, there is t_0 ∈

(_1 2ℓ , 1 ) such that

P(|X_{t−t0} | ≤ r) ≥ 1/2 for all t ∈ [t_0, 1].

Since ℓ > 1/2, [25, Theorem 24.10] implies that either the support of X_{t0} is a half line [κ, ∞) (or (−∞, κ]) for some κ ∈ R, or the support of X_s is R for all s > 0. The continuous density p_{t0} , if supported on a half line, is strictly positive on the open half line (κ, ∞) (or (−∞, κ)) by [28, Chapter IV, Theorem 8.6]. If X_s has a bounded and continuous density supported on the whole real line for^1_{2ℓ} < s < t_0, then [28, Chapter IV, Theorem 8.6] implies that p_{t0} is strictly positive. In any case p_{t0} is continuous and strictly positive on at least a half line, so that we find K ∈ R and c > 0 such that p_{t0} (x) ≥ c for all x ∈ [K − 2r, K + 2r]. For any x ∈ [K − r, K + r] and t ∈ [t_0, 1] it holds that

p_t(x) = ∫ R p_{t0} (x − y)P_{Xt−t0} (dy) ≥ ∫ [−r,r] p_{t0} (x − y)P_{Xt−t0} (dy) ≥ cP(|X_{t−t0} | ≤ r) ≥ c/2.

3 Hölder continuous functions and Malliavin smoothness

For α ∈ (0, 1], the spaces B(R), C^α and C^α_b are spaces of Borel measurable functions f such that ‖f‖_∞ = sup_{x∈R} |f(x)|, ‖f‖_Cα = sup_{x≠y}^{|f (x)−f (y)|}_{|x−y|α} or ‖f‖_Cα_b = ‖f‖_∞ + ‖f‖_Cα , respectively, is finite. We frequently use the notation Lip := C^1_b . Note that (B(R), ‖ · ‖_∞) and (C^α_b , ‖ · ‖_Cα_b ) are Banach spaces and ‖ · ‖_Cα is a seminorm. Recall the notation m_{2α} = ∫ R ( |x|^{2α} ∧ 1 ) ν(dx). 3.1 Smoothness of first order

Theorem 3. Let α ∈ (0, 1) and A := [0, 1] × {x : |x| > 1} and assume that f(X_1) ∈ L_2(P).

(a) If f ∈ C^α and ∫ R |x|^{2α}ν(dx) < ∞, then f(X_1) ∈ D_{1,2} and

‖f(X_1)‖^2_{D1,2} ≤ ‖f(X_1)‖^2_{L2(P)} + ‖f‖^2_Cα ∫ R |x|^{2α}ν(dx).

(b) If f ∈ C^α, m_{2α} < ∞ and E [ f^2(X_1)N(A) ] < ∞, then f(X_1) ∈ D_{1,2} and

‖f(X_1)‖^2_{D1,2}

≤ ‖f‖^2_Cα m_{2α} + E [ f^2(X_1)N(A) ] + ‖f(X_1)‖^2_{L2(P)}(1 + ν({|x| > 1})).

(c) If f ∈ C^α_b and m_{2α} < ∞, then f(X_1) ∈ D_{1,2} and

‖f(X_1)‖^2_{D1,2} ≤ (1 + 4m_{2α}) ‖f‖^2_Cα_b . (6)

(d) Assume that (A2) holds and choose ℓ ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . .} such that there exist k ∈ Z and c > 0 with p_1(x) ≥ c for all x ∈ [ k2^{−ℓ}, (k + 1)2^{−ℓ} ] . Then

for the function g^{α,ℓ}(x) = ∞∑ n=ℓ 2^{−αn}d(2^nx, Z) from Lemma 4 it holds that

g^{α,ℓ} ∈ C^α_b , and

g^{α,ℓ}(X_1) ∈ D_{1,2} only if m_{2α} < ∞.

Proof. (a) The claim follows from [26, Proposition 5.4] (see (1)) and the α- Hölder continuity.

(c) The claim follows from ‖f(X_1)‖^2_{L2(P)} ≤ ‖f‖^2_Cα_b and (1), since ∫ R E [ |f(X_1 + x) − f(X_1)|^2 ] ν(dx) ≤ ∫ {|x|≤1} ‖f‖^2_Cα |x|^{2α}ν(dx) + ∫ {|x|>1} 4‖f‖^2_∞ν(dx) ≤ ‖f‖^2_Cα_b · 4 ∫ R ( |x|^{2α} ∧ 1 ) ν(dx). (b) Consider the chaos expansion f(X_1) = ∑_∞ n=0 I_n(f_n) and recall that

‖f(X_1)‖^2_{D1,2} = ‖f(X_1)‖^2_{L2(P)} + ∞∑ n=1 nn! ‖ ‖ ‖f̃n ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(m⊗n)} .

We show first that ∞∑ n=1 nn! ‖ ‖ ‖f̃n ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(m⊗n)} = ∫ [−1,1] E [ |f(X_1 + x) − f(X_1)|^2 ] ν(dx)

+ ∞∑ n=1 nn! ‖ ‖f̃n1_{(R+×R)}×(n−1)_{×A} ‖ ‖^2_{L2(m⊗n)} . (7)

In fact, it holds that ∫ R_+×R\{0} E [| | | f(X_1 + x) − f(X_1) x 1_{[0,1]×{0<|x|≤1}}(t, x) | | | 2] m(dt, dx) = ∫ [−1,1] E [ |f(X_1 + x) − f(X_1)|^2 ] ν(dx) ≤ ‖f‖^2_Cα ∫ [−1,1] |x|^{2α}ν(dx) < ∞, (8) so that there is a chaos representation

f(X_1 + x) − f(X_1) x 1_{[0,1]×{0<|x|≤1}}(t, x) = ∞∑ n=0 I_n(h_{n+1}(·, (t, x))) in L_2(m⊗P)

where h_{n+1} ∈ L_2(m^{⊗(n+1)}) is symmetric in the first n pairs of variables (see [23, Lemma 1.3.1] or [24, Section 4]). Let φ_k = −k ∨ (f ∧ k) so that φ_k ∈ C^α_b and φ_k(X_1) ∈ D_{1,2} by (c). Consider the chaos expansion φ_k(X_1) = ∑_∞ n=0 I_n(f^{(k)}_n ).

Then f̃^{(k)}_n → f̃_n in L_2(m^{⊗n}), since φ_k(X_1) → f(X_1) in L_2(P). It also holds that ∫ [0,1]×{0<|x|≤1} E [| | | φ_k(X_1 + x) − φ_k(X_1) x − f(X_1 + x) − f(X_1) x | | | 2] m(dt, dx) converges to 0 as k → ∞ by dominated convergence, since |φ_k(X_1 + x) − φ_k(X_1)| ≤ |f(X_1 + x) − f(X_1)|. From (2) we have that

φ_k(X_1 + x)−φ_k(X_1) x 1_{[0,1]×R\{0}}(t, x) = D_{t,x}φ_k(X_1) = ∞∑ n=1 nI_{n−1}(f̃^{(k)}_n (·, (t, x)), in L_2(m ⊗ P), which gives

h_n = lim_{k→∞} nf̃^{(k)}_n 1_{(R+×R)}×(n−1)_{×([0,1]×{0<|x|≤1})} = nf̃_n1_{(R+×R)}×(n−1)_{×([0,1]×{0<|x|≤1})} in L_2(m^{⊗n}) for n = 1, 2, . . . Therefore

f(X_1 + x) − f(X_1) x 1_{[0,1]×{0<|x|≤1}}(t, x) = ∞∑ n=1 nI_{n−1}(f̃_n(·, (t, x))1_{[0,1]×{0<|x|≤1}}(t, x)) in L_2(m ⊗ P). This together with Lemma 1(a) proves equation (7). For the second term on the right hand side of (7) we have by [22, Proposition 3.4] that ∞∑ n=1 nn! ‖ ‖f̃_n1_{(R+×R)×(n−1) ×A} ‖ ‖^2 L_2(m^{⊗n}) ≤ E [ f^2(X_1)N(A) ] + E[f^2(X_1)]E[N(A)].

Thus, from (7), (8) and the above inequality we get that ∞∑ n=1 nn! ‖ ‖f̃_n ‖ ‖^2 L_2(m^{⊗n})

≤ ‖f‖^2_Cα m_{2α} + E [ f^2(X_1)N(A) ] + E[f^2(X_1)]E[N(A)].

Noting that E[N(A)] = ν({|x| > 1}), we obtain the claim.

(d) We have g^{α,ℓ} ∈ C^α_b by Lemma 4 below. If g^{α,ℓ}(X_1) ∈ D_{1,2}, then by (1) and Lemma 4 it holds that ∞ > ∫ R E [( g^{α,ℓ}(X_1 + x) − g^{α,ℓ}(X_1)

)_2] ν(dx) ≥ ∫ |x|≤2^{−ℓ−3} [ c ∫_{(k+1)2}−ℓ k2^{−ℓ} (g(y + x) − g(y))^2 dy ] ν(dx) ≥ c2^{−ℓ}2^{8α−10} ∫ |x|≤2^{−ℓ−3} |x|^{2α}ν(dx). Hence it must be m_{2α} < ∞.

The idea for the construction of the function g^{α,ℓ} below is based on the decomposition of Ciesielski [7].

Lemma 4. Let ℓ ∈ {0, 1, 2 . . .} and g^{α,ℓ}(x) = ∞∑ n=ℓ 2^{−αn}g_n(x), where

g_n(x) = d(2^nx, Z) = inf{|2^nx − z| : z ∈ Z}.

Then g^{α,ℓ} ∈ C^α_b , and for all k ∈ Z and |x| ≤ 2^{−ℓ−3} it holds that ∫_{(k+1)2}−ℓ k2^{−ℓ} [ g^{α,ℓ}(y + x) − g^{α,ℓ}(y) ]_2 dy ≥ 2^{−ℓ}2^{8α−10}|x|^{2α}. Proof. Since |g_n(x)| ≤ 1/2 for all x ∈ R, it is clear that ‖g^{α,ℓ}‖_∞ < ∞. Since we also have that |g_n(x) − g_n(y)| ≤ 2^n|x − y| for all x, y ∈ R, we get for any m ≥ ℓ and 2^{−m−1} ≤ |x − y| ≤ 2^{−m}, that |g^{α,ℓ}(x) − g^{α,ℓ}(y)| ≤ ∞∑ n=ℓ 2^{−αn}|g_n(x) − g_n(y)|

≤ m∑ n=0 2^{−αn}2^n2^{−m} + ∞∑ n=m+1 2^{−αn}

≤ 2(2^{−m−1})^α 2^{1−α} − 1 + (2^{−m−1})^α 1 − 2^{−α} ≤ ( 1 (2^{1−α} − 1)(1 − 2^{−α}) ) |x − y|^α. Thus g^{α,ℓ} ∈ C^α_b .

The function g_m is periodic with period length 2^{−n} for all m ≥ n, so that via dominated convergence we get that

∫_{(k+1)2}−ℓ k2^{−ℓ} [ g^{α,ℓ}(y + x) − g^{α,ℓ}(y) ]_2 dy = ∞∑ n=ℓ 2^{n−ℓ−2αn} ∫_2−n 0 [g_n(y + x) − g_n(y)]^2 dy

+ 2 ∑ m>n≥ℓ 2^{n−ℓ−α(n+m)} ∫_2−n 0 [g_n(y + x) − g_n(y)] [g_m(y + x) − g_m(y)] dy.

Let m > n ≥ ℓ. Since g_m is periodic with period length 2^{−n−1} and

g_n(y + x) − g_n(y) = − ( g_n(y + 2^{−n−1} + x) − g_n(y + 2^{−n−1}) ) for all x, y ∈ R, we have that ∫_2−n 0 [g_n(y + x) − g_n(y)] [g_m(y + x) − g_m(y)] dy = ∫_2−n−1 0 [g_n(y + x) − g_n(y)] [g_m(y + x) − g_m(y)] dy + ∫_2−n 2^{−n−1} [g_n(y + x) − g_n(y)] [g_m(y + x) − g_m(y)] dy

= 0.

Let 0 < |x| ≤ 2^{−ℓ−3} and m ≥ ℓ such that 2^{−m−4} < |x| ≤ 2^{−m−3}. Since |g_m(y + x) − g_m(y)| = 2^m|x| when both y + x ∈ ( 0, 2^{−m−1} ) and y ∈ ( 0, 2^{−m−1} ) , we obtain that ∫_2−m 0 [g_m(y + x) − g_m(y)]^2 dy ≥ ∫_{3·2}−m−3 2^{−m−3} [2^m|x|]^2 dy = 2^{m−2}x^2.

Since 2^{m−2}x^2 ≥ 2^{m−2}(2^{−m−4})^{2−2α}|x|^{2α} = 2^{−m+2αm+8α−10}|x|^{2α}, we get ∞∑ n=ℓ 2^{n−ℓ−2αn} ∫_2−n 0 [g_n(y + x) − g_n(y)]^2 dy ≥ 2^{m−ℓ−2αm}2^{−m+2αm+8α−10} ≥ 2^{−ℓ}2^{8α−10}|x|^{2α}.

Remark 1. The function g^{α,ℓ} in Theorem 3(d) and Lemma 4 is irregular on the whole real line. If a C^α_b -function is ”more smooth”, then Theorem 3(d) does not necessarily give the best condition: Take for example f(x) = |x|^α ∧ 1, which is C^α_b but not C^{α′}_b for any α^′ > α, and assume that (A1) holds. Then for

0 < |x| ≤ 1 we have that E [ (|X_1 + x|^α ∧ 1 − |X_1|^α ∧ 1)^2 ]

≤ ‖p_1‖_∞ ∫_2 −2 (|y + x|^α − |y|^α)^2 dy = ‖p_1‖_∞|x|^{2α+1} ∫ 2_{|x|} −^2_{|x|} (| |z +^x_{|x|} | | |^α − |z|^α )_2 dz

≤ ‖p_1‖_∞|x|^{2α+1} [∫ |z|<2 1dz + α^2 ∫ 2≤|z|≤^2_{|x|} (|z| − 1)^{2α−2}dz ]

≤ ‖p_1‖_∞|x|^{2α+1} [ 4 +^{2α2}_{1−2α} ] , for α <^1_2 ‖p_1‖_∞|x|^2 [ 4 + 2 log^2_{|x|} ] , for α =^1_2 ‖p_1‖_∞|x|^{2α+1} [ 4 +^{22αα2}_{2α−1} |x|^{1−2α} ] , for α >^1_2 .

Since E [ (|X_1 + x|^α ∧ 1 − |X_1|^α ∧ 1)^2 ] ≤ 1, we get from (1) that |X_1|^α ∧ 1 ∈ D_{1,2}, if one of the following three conditions holds: 1. 0 < α < 1/2 and m_{2α+1} < ∞, 2. α = 1/2 and ∫ {0<|x|≤1} x 2 log(1/|x|)ν(dx) < ∞ or 3. α > 1/2.

Note that for the Brownian motion B we have |B_1|^α ∧ 1 ∈ D_{1,2} if and only if α > 1/2. This can be easily seen using [23, Example 1.2.8].

3.2 Fractional smoothness

To find fractional smoothness for f(X_1) with f ∈ C^α_b in Corollary 5 below, we take advantage of the fact that C^α_b = (B(R), Lip)_{α,∞} with ‖ · ‖_Cα_b ≤ 3‖ · ‖_{(B(R),Lip)α,∞} ≤ 6‖ · ‖_Cα_b (9) (see Lemma 17 and also [30, Theorem 2.7.2/1] in a slightly different setting).

Theorem 5. Let 0 < α ≤ θ < 1.

(a) If f ∈ C^α_b and m_{2α/θ} < ∞, then

f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞} and ‖f(X_1)‖_{(L2(P),D1,2)θ,∞} ≤ 18 √ 1 + 4m_{2α/θ}‖f‖_Cα_b . (b) Assume that (A3) holds and choose t_0 ∈ (0, 1) and ℓ ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . .} such that there exist k ∈ Z and c > 0 with p_t(x) ≥ c for all t ∈ [t_0, 1] and all x ∈ [(k − 1)2^{−ℓ}, (k + 2)2^{−ℓ}]. For the function g^{α,ℓ} ∈ C^α_b of Lemma 4 it holds that

g^{α,ℓ}(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞} only if m_{2α/θ+ε} < ∞ for all ε > 0.

Proof. (a) One finds for every t > 0 and ε > 0 a function f_t ∈ C^{α/θ}_b such that ( ‖f − f_t‖_∞ + t‖f_t‖_Cα/θ_b ) ≤ K(f, t; B(R), C^{α/θ}_b ) + ε. Using inequality (6) for f_t(X_1) we get

K(f(X_1), t; L_2(P), D_{1,2}) ≤ ‖(f − f_t)(X_1)‖_{L2(P)} + t‖f_t(X_1)‖_{D1,2} ≤ ‖f − f_t‖_∞ + t‖f_t‖_Cα/θ_b √ 1 + 4m_{2α/θ} ≤ √ 1 + 4m_{2α/θ} ( K(f, t; B(R), C^{α/θ}_b ) + ε )

so that ‖f(X_1)‖_{(L2(P),D1,2)θ,∞} ≤ √ 1 + 4m_{2α/θ}‖f‖_{(B(R),C}α/θ_{b )θ,∞} . Using the first inequality of (9), (5), and the second inequality of (9), we obtain that ‖f‖_{(B(R),C}α/θ_{b )θ,∞} ≤ 3‖f‖_{(B(R),(B(R),Lip)α/θ,∞)θ,∞} ≤ 9‖f‖_{(B(R),Lip)α,∞} ≤ 18‖f‖_Cα_b and this finishes the proof of (a). The proof of assertion (b) is given in Section 5. Remark 2. Assertion (a) of Theorem 5 implies that f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{α,∞} for all f ∈ C^α_b for any pure jump Lévy process X. Also for the Brownian motion B we obtain the smoothness of level (α, ∞) for f(B_1) for any f ∈ C^α_b : choose f_t ∈ C^1_b = Lip like in the proof of Theorem 5 and use the fact that ‖f_t(B_1)‖_{D1,2} ≤ c‖f_t‖_{Lip} from [29, Lemma A.5], where c > 0 is a constant not depending on f_t.

4 Functions of bounded variation and smoothness

Let us first recall the space of normalized functions of bounded variation, the space NBV . The variation function of f is given by

T_f (x) = sup {_n ∑ i=1 |f(x_i) − f(x_{i−1})| : −∞ < x_0 < x_1 < · · · < x_n = x, n ≥ 1 }

and the total variation of f is V (f) = lim_{x→∞} T_f (x). The space of functions of bounded variation is BV = { f : R → R : ‖f‖_{BV} = lim sup_{x→−∞} |f(x)| + V (f) < ∞ } .

Note that when V (f) < ∞, then the limit f(−∞) := lim_{x→−∞} f(x) exists ([9, Theorem 3.27(c)]) and for f ∈ BV we may write ‖f‖_{BV} = |f(−∞)| + V (f). Furthermore, ‖f‖_∞ ≤ ‖f‖_{BV} . We denote by NBV the space of normalized functions of bounded variation, that is, the space of all f ∈ BV such that f is right continuous and f(−∞) = 0. When f ∈ NBV , then by [9, Theorem 3.29] there exists a finite signed measure μ_f such that f(x) = ∫ R 1_{(−∞,x]}(u)μ_f (du) = ∫ R 1_{[u,∞)}(x)μ_f (du) = ∫ R 1_{[0,∞)}(x − u)μ_f (du)

(10) for all x ∈ R. Furthermore, μ_f admits the Jordan decomposition μ_f = μ^+_f − μ^−_f , where μ^+_f and μ^−_f are nonnegative finite measures. We write |μ_f | = μ^+_f + μ^−_f so that |μ_f |(R) = ‖f‖_{BV} .

4.1 Smoothness of first order

Theorem 6 ([21, Example 3.1]). For normalized functions of bounded variation we have the following.

(a) Assume that (A1) holds. If f ∈ NBV and m_1 < ∞, then f(X_1) ∈ D_{1,2} and ‖f(X_1)‖_{D1,2} ≤ √ 1 + (1 ∨ ‖p_1‖_∞)m_1‖f‖_{BV} .

(b) Suppose that X_1 satisfies (A2) and let K ∈ R be such that there is r > 0 and c > 0 such that the density p_1 of X_1 satisfies p_1(x) ≥ c for all x ∈ [K − r, K + r]. Then 1_{[K,∞)}(X_1) ∈ D_{1,2} only if m_1 < ∞.

Proof. (a) Let f ∈ NBV and μ_f be the according signed measure from (10). We use Hölder’s inequality to get ∫ R E [ (f(X_1 + x) − f(X_1))^2 ] ν(dx) = ∫ R E [(∫ R ( 1_{[u,∞)}(X_1 + x) − 1_{[u,∞)}(X_1) ) μ_f (du)

)_2] ν(dx) ≤ |μ_f |(R) ∫ R ∫ R E [( 1_{[u,∞)}(X_1 + x) − 1_{[u,∞)}(X_1)

)_2] |μ_f |(du)ν(dx) ≤ |μ_f |(R) ∫ R ∫ R (‖p_1‖_∞|x| ∧ 1) |μ_f |(du)ν(dx) ≤ ‖f‖^2_{BV} (1 ∨ ‖p_1‖_∞) ∫ R (|x| ∧ 1)ν(dx). Hence from (1) we obtain that

‖f(X_1)‖^2_{D1,2} = ‖f(X_1)‖^2_{L2(P)} + ∫ R E [ (f(X_1 + x) − f(X_1))^2 ] ν(dx) ≤ ‖f‖^2_{BV} + ‖f‖^2_{BV} (1 ∨ ‖p_1‖_∞)m_1.

(b) Let r > 0 and c > 0 be such that p_1(x) ≥ c for all x ∈ [K − r, K + r]. Let f = 1_{[K,∞)}. Then f ∈ NBV and ∫ R E [ |f(X_1 + x) − f(X_1)|^2 ] ν(dx) = ∫ (−∞,0) E [ 1_{[K,K−x)}(X_1) ] ν(dx) + ∫ (0,∞) E [ 1_{[K−x,K)}(X_1) ] ν(dx) ≥ c ∫ 0<|x|≤r |x|ν(dx). By (1) it holds that m_1 < ∞, if f(X_1) ∈ D_{1,2}.

4.2 Fractional smoothness

If m_1 < ∞ does not hold, it is still possible to attain fractional smoothness with functions in NBV . In [11, Example 4.2(a)] it is verified that 1_{(K,∞)}(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{1/2,∞}. Note that in [11, Example 4.2(a)] it is assumed a small ball estimate for the distribution and this assumption is equivalent with (A1) (one can easily see this by using the steps of the proof of [2, Theorem 2.4(iii)]). In the following theorem we show that the smoothness level increases as the Blumenthal-Getoor index decreases.

Theorem 7. Let 1/2 ≤ θ < 1.

(a) Assume that (A1) holds. If f ∈ NBV and m_{1/θ} < ∞, then

f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞} and ‖f(X_1)‖_{(L2(P),D1,2)θ,∞} ≤ (√ ‖p‖_∞ + √ 1 + 2 (‖p‖_∞ ∨ 1) m_{1/θ} ) ‖f‖_{BV} . Especially, f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2}) 1_{2 ,∞} for any Lévy measure ν.

(b) Assume that (A3) holds and let t_0 ∈ (0, 1) and K ∈ R be such that there exist r > 0 and c > 0 with p_t(x) ≥ c for all x ∈ [K − 2r, K + 2r] and all t ∈ [t_0, 1]. Then

1_{[K,∞)}(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞} only if m_{1/θ+ε} < ∞ for all ε > 0.

Proof. (a) Let f ∈ NBV and μ_f be the according signed measure from (10). For t ∈ (0, 1) we define

g_t(x) = 0, x ≤ 0 1 t x^{12θ} , 0 < x < t^{2θ} 1, x ≥ t^{2θ} and f_t(x) = ∫ R g_t(x − u)μ_f (du).

Then E [ (f_t(X_1 + x) − f_t(X_1))^2 ]

= ∫ R (∫ R [g_t(y + x − u) − g_t(y − u)] μ_f (du)

)_2 p(y)dy ≤ |μ_f |(R)‖p‖_∞ ∫ R ∫ R (g_t(y + x − u) − g_t(y − u))^2 |μ_f |(du)dy

= |μ_f |(R)^2‖p‖_∞ ∫ R (g_t(z + x) − g_t(z))^2 dz.

Note that g_t(· + x) − g_t is nonzero only on an interval of length t^{2θ} + |x| and |g_t(z + x) − g_t(z)| = | | | ∫_{z+x} z 1 2θt u^{12θ −1}1_{(0,t}2θ_)(u)du | | | ≤ ∫_{|x|} 0 1 2θt u^{12θ −1}1_{(0,t}2θ_)(u)du = g_t(|x|) ≤ 1 for all x, z ∈ R, since^1_{2θ} − 1 ≤ 0. When |x| ≥ t^{2θ}, then ∫ R (g_t(z + x) − g_t(z))^2 dz ≤ 2|x| = 2t^{2(θ−1)}|x|t^{2(1−θ)} ≤ 2t^{2(θ−1)}|x|^{1/θ} .

When |x| < t^{2θ}, then ∫ R (g_t(z + x) − g_t(z))^2 dz ≤ 2t^{2θ}g^2_t (|x|) = 2t^{2(θ−1)}|x|^{1/θ}.

On the other hand, E [ (f_t(X_1 + x) − f_t(X_1))^2 ]

= E [(∫ R (g_t(X_1 + x − u) − g_t(X_1 − u)) μ_f (du)

)_2]

≤ |μ_f |^2(R),

so that ∫ R E [ (f_t(X_1 + x) − f_t(X_1))^2 ] ν(dx) ≤ ∫ R |μ_f |(R)^2 (‖p‖_∞ ∨ 1) ( 2t^{2(θ−1)}|x|^{1/θ} ∧ 1 ) ν(dx) ≤ |μ_f |(R)^2 (‖p‖_∞ ∨ 1) 2t^{2(θ−1)}m_{1/θ} since 0 < t < 1, and therefore f_t(X_1) ∈ D_{1,2}. It also holds, by (10), that

‖(f − f_t)(X_1)‖^2_{L2(P)} = ∫ R (∫ R [ 1_{[0,∞)}(y − u) − g_t(y − u) ] μ_f (du)

)_2 P_{X1} (dy) ≤ |μ_f |(R)^2‖p‖_∞ ∫ R ( 1_{[0,∞)}(y) − g_t(y)

)_2 dy ≤ |μ_f |(R)^2‖p‖_∞t^{2θ} and ‖f_t(X_1)‖_{L2(P)} ≤ |μ_f |(R).

We obtain for t ∈ (0, 1) that t^{−θ} ( ‖(f − f_t)(X_1)‖_{L2(P)} + t √ ‖f_t(X_1)‖^2_{L2(P)} + ‖Df_t(X_1)‖^2_{L2(m⊗P)} )

≤ t^{−θ} (√ ‖p‖_∞|μ_f |(R)t^θ + t √ |μ_f |(R)^2 + |μ_f |(R)^2 (‖p‖_∞ ∨ 1) 2t^{2(θ−1)}m_{1/θ} )

≤ (√ ‖p‖_∞ + √ 1 + 2 (‖p‖_∞ ∨ 1) m_{1/θ} ) |μ_f |(R). Thus ‖f(X_1)‖_{(L2(P),D1,2)θ,∞} = sup_{t>0} t^{−θ} inf{‖Y_0‖_{L2(P)} + t‖Y_1‖_{D1,2} : Y_0 + Y_1 = f(X_1)}

≤ sup_{t∈(0,1)} t^{−θ} ( ‖(f − f_t)(X_1)‖_{L2(P)} + t √ ‖f_t(X_1)‖^2_{L2(P)} + ‖Df_t(X_1)‖^2_{L2(m⊗P)} )

∨ ‖f(X_1)‖_{L2(P)} ≤ (√ ‖p‖_∞ + √ 1 + 2 (‖p‖_∞ ∨ 1) m_{1/θ} ) ‖f‖_{BV} . The proof of assertion (b) is given in Section 5.

5 Sharpness of the connection between the smoothness index and the Blumenthal-Getoor index

In Lemma 9 below, we adapt the characterisation for fractional smoothness from [15, Corollary 2.3], where it is written for the Brownian motion.

Definition 1. For a sequence of Banach spaces E = (E_n)^∞_{n=0} with E_n ≠ {0} we let ℓ_2(E) and d_{1,2}(E) be the Banach spaces of all a = (a_n)^∞_{n=0} ∈ E such that

‖a‖_{ℓ2(E)} := (_∞ ∑ n=0 ‖a_n‖^2_{En} ) 1_2

and ‖a‖_{d1,2(E)} := (_∞ ∑ n=0 (n + 1)‖a_n‖^2_{En}

) 1_2 respectively, are finite. For a ∈ E we let T a : [0, 1] → R be defined by

(T a)(t) := ∞∑ n=0 ‖a_n‖^2_{En} t^n. We use the notation A ∼_c B for^1_c B ≤ A ≤ cB, where A, B ∈ [0, ∞] and c ≥ 1. Lemma 8 ([15, Theorem 2.2]). For θ ∈ (0, 1), q ∈ [1, ∞] and a ∈ ℓ_2(E) one has ‖a‖_{(ℓ2(E),d1,2(E))θ,q} ∼_c ‖a‖_{ℓ2(E)} + ‖ ‖ ‖(1 − t)^{1−θ2} √ (T a)^′(t) ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lq} ((0,1),B(0,1),^{dt}_{1−t} ) ∼_c ‖a‖_{ℓ2(E)} + ‖ ‖ ‖(1 − t)^{− θ2} √ (T a)(1) − (T a)(t) ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lq} ((0,1),B(0,1),^{dt}_{1−t} ) , where c ≥ 1 depends only on (θ, q), and the expressions may be infinite.

We will apply this theorem to the Itô chaos decomposition. Let (F_t)_{t≥0} be the augmented natural filtration of X. Throughout this section we let X̄ be an independent copy of X on (Ω̄, F̄, P̄). We will use the notation Ē for the expectation with respect to the measure P̄.

Lemma 9. For θ ∈ (0, 1), q ∈ [1, ∞] and f(X_1) ∈ L_2(P) one has ‖f(X_1)‖_{(L2(P),D1,2)θ,q} ∼_c ‖f(X_1)‖_{L2(P)} + ‖ ‖ ‖(1 − t)^{− θ2} ‖f(X1) − E [f(X1)|Ft]‖_{L2(P)} ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lq} ((0,1),B(0,1),^{dt}_{1−t} )

= ‖f(X_1)‖_{L2(P)} +^{1√}_2 ‖ ‖ ‖(1 − t)^− θ 2 ‖ ‖‖f(X_1) − f(X_t + X̄_{1−t})‖_L 2(P) ‖ ‖ L_2(P̄) ‖ ‖ ‖_{Lq} (^{dt}_{1−t}) , where c ≥ 1 depends only on (θ, q) and the expressions may be infinite.

Proof. Let f(X_1) = ∑_∞ n=0 I_n(f_n) ∈ L_2(P), E = (L_2(m^{⊗n}))^∞_{n=0} and a = (√ n!f̃_n )_∞ n=0 . By orthogonality the equality ∞∑ n=0 I_n(f_n) = ∞∑ n=0 I_n(g_n) + ∞∑ n=0 I_n(h_n)

holds in L_2(P) if and only if f̃_n = g̃_n + h̃_n holds m^{⊗n}-a.e. Therefore

K(f(X_1), t; L_2(P), D_{1,2})

= inf

f̃_n=g̃_n+h̃_n ∞ ∑ n=0 n!‖g̃_n‖^2_{L2(m⊗n)} + t ∞ ∑ n=0 (n + 1)!‖h̃_n‖^2_{L2(m⊗n)}

= K(a, t; ℓ_2(E), d_{1,2}(E)) and Lemma 1(b) gives

‖f(X_1) − E [f(X_1)|F_t]‖^2_{L2(P)} = E [ f(X_1)^2 ] − E [ E [f(X_1)|F_t]^2 ] = (T a)(1) − (T a)(t).

The equivalence follows now from Lemma 8. To conclude with the equality below, we use the facts that E [f(X_1)|F_t] = Ē [ f(X_t + X̄_{1−t}) ] a.s. and X_t + X̄_{1−t}^d= X_1 to get that

‖f(X_1) − E [f(X_1)|F_t]‖^2_{L2(P)} = E [ f(X_1) ( f(X_1) − E [f(X_1)|F_t] )] = ĒE [ f(X_1) ( f(X_1) − f(X_t + X̄_{1−t}) )] = −ĒE [ f(X_t + X̄_{1−t}) ( f(X_1) − f(X_t + X̄_{1−t}) )] = 1 2 ĒE [( f(X_1) − f(X_t + X̄_{1−t})

)_2] , where the last line is obtained as the average of the two previous lines.

Lemma 10. Let X̃ be a pure jump Lévy process with càdlàg paths on some probability space (Ω̃, F̃, P̃). Let ν̃ be its Lévy measure and β be its Blumenthal- Getoor index. Let t_0 > 0 and define a constant κ by letting κ = {∫ {|x|≤1} xν̃(dx), if ∫ {|x|≤1} |x|ν̃(dx) < ∞ 0, if ∫ {|x|≤1} |x|ν̃(dx) = ∞. (a) For all β^′ > β it holds that ∫_{t0} 0 P̃ ( |X̃_t+κt| t^{1/β′} > c ) dt t < ∞ for all c > 0.

(b) For any β^{′′} < β there exists c^′ > 0 such that ∫_{t0} 0 P̃ ( |X̃_t+κt| t^{1/β′′} > c^′ ) dt t = ∞.

(c) It holds that ∫_{t0} 0 P̃ ( |X̃_t| > c ) dt t < ∞ for all c > 0.

Proof. By [6, Theorems 3.1 and 3.3] it holds for all β^{′′} < β < β^′ that

lim_{t→0} X̃_t+κt t^{1/β′} = 0 a.s. and lim sup_{t→0} |X̃_t+κt| t^{1/β′′} = ∞ a.s.

By a result of Khintchine [20, Section 2], we have that if u : (0, t_0) → (0, ∞) is non-decreasing and lim_{t→0} u(t) = 0, then for any Lévy process Y it holds that

lim_{t→0} Y_t u(t) = 0 a.s. if and only if ∫_{t0} 0 P ( |Y_t| u(t) > c ) dt t < ∞ for all c > 0.

The claims (a) and (b) follow by choosing Y_t = X̃_t + κt and u(t) = t^{1/β′} in (a) and u(t) = t^{1/β′′} in (b). (c) Let u(t) = t^{1/3} ∧ 1. Then

lim_{t→0} X̃_t u(t) ≤ lim_{t→0} |X̃_t + κt| t^{1/3} + |κt| t^{1/3} = 0,

by (a) so that [20, Section 2] implies that ∫_{t0} 0 P̃ ( |X̃_t| > c ) dt t ≤ ∫_{t0} 0 P̃ ( |X̃_t| u(t) > c ) dt t < ∞ for all c > 0.

Lemma 11. Assume that (A3) holds and let R > 0, a < b, t_0 ∈ (0, 1) and c_1 > 0 be such that p_t(x) ≥ c_1 for all x ∈ [a − R, b + R] and t ∈ [t_0, 1]. If f : R → R is Borel measurable and there exist r > 0, c_2 > 0 and η > 0 such that ∫_b a [f(y + x) − f(y)]^2 dy ≥ c_2|x|^η for all |x| ≤ r, (11)

then f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞} only if m_{η/θ+ε} < ∞

for all ε > 0.

Proof. The assumptions (A3) and (11) yield for t ∈ [t_0, 1] that ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖f(X_1) − f(X_t + X̄_{1−t}) ‖ ‖_{L2(P)} ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(P̄)}

= ĒE [∫ R ( f(y + X_1 − X_t) − f(y + X̄_{1−t})

)_2 p_t(y)dy ]

= ĒE [∫ R ( f(y + X_{1−t} − X̄_{1−t}) − f(y) )_2 p_t(y − X̄_{1−t})dy ]

≥ ĒE [∫_b a ( f(y + X_{1−t} − X̄_{1−t}) − f(y) )_2 c_1dy1_{{|}¯_{X1−t |≤R}} ]

≥ c_1c_2ĒE [ |X_{1−t} − X̄_{1−t}|^η 1_{{|X1−t −}¯_{X1−t |≤r,|}¯_{X1−t|≤R}} ] . (12)

Since X and X̄ are independent, the process X̃ = X − X̄ with X̃_t(ω, ω̄) = X_t(ω) − X̄_t(ω̄) is a Lévy process on (Ω × Ω̄, F ⊗ F̄, P ⊗ P̄) with Lévy measure ν̃(B) = ν(B) + ν(−B), and its Blumenthal-Getoor index is the same β as for X. Let 0 < θ^′ < θ and c > 0 and set c_3 = c_1c_2c^η. Then (12) has the lower bound

c_3(1 − t)^{θ′} (P ⊗ P̄) ( |X_{1−t} − X̄_{1−t}|^η (1 − t)^{θ′} c^η > 1, |X_{1−t} − X̄_{1−t}| ≤ r, |X̄_{1−t}| ≤ R )

≥ c_3(1 − t)^{θ′} [ P̃ ( |X̃_{1−t}| (1 − t)^{θ′/η} > c ) − P̃ ( |X̃_{1−t}| > r ) − P̄(|X̄_{1−t}| > R) ] . If f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞}, then f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_θ′_{,2} by (3). Using Lemma 8 we get that ∞ > ∫_1 0 (1 − t)^{−θ′} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖f(X_1) − f(X_t + X̄_{1−t}) ‖ ‖_{L2(P)} ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(P̄)} dt 1 − t ≥ c_3 ∫_1 1−t_0 [ P̃ ( |X̃_{1−t}| (1 − t)^{θ′/η} > c ) − P̃ ( |X̃_{1−t}| > r ) − P̄(|X̄_{1−t}| > R) ] dt 1 − t = c_3 [∫_{t0} 0 P̃ ( |X̃_t| t^{θ′/η} > c ) dt t − ∫_{t0} 0 P̃(|X̃_t| > r) dt t − ∫_{t0} 0 P̄(|X̄_t| > R) dt t ] , where ∫_{t0} 0 P̃(|X̃_t| > r) dt t + ∫_{t0} 0 P̄(|X̄_t| > R) dt t < ∞ by Lemma 10(c). Hence ∫_{t0} 0 P̃ ( |X̃_t| t^{θ′/η} > c ) dt t < ∞ for all c > 0 and for all 0 < θ^′ < θ.

Since ν̃ is symmetric, the constant κ of Lemma 10 is zero and Lemma 10(b) implies β ≤ η/θ^′ for all 0 < θ^′ < θ, so that β ≤ η/θ.

Proof of Theorem 5(b). By Lemma 4, the function g^{α,ℓ} satisfies (11), when we choose [a, b] = [k2^{−ℓ}, (k + 1)2^{−ℓ}], r = 2^{−ℓ−3}, c_2 = 2^{−ℓ}2^{8α−10} and η = 2α. If g^{α,ℓ}(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞}, then by Lemma 11 it holds that β ≤ 2α/θ.

Proof of Theorem 7(b). We have that ∫_{K+r} K−r ( 1_{[K,∞)}(y + x) − 1_{[K,∞)}(y)

)_2 dy = ∫_{K+r} K−r ( 1_{[K−x,K)}(y)1_{(0,∞)}(x) + 1_{[K,K−x)}(y)1_{(−∞,0)}(x) ) dy = |x| (13)

for all |x| ≤ r, so that 1_{[K,∞)} satisfies (11) with [a, b] = [K − r, K + r]. Choosing R = r it now follows from Lemma 11, that if 1_{[K,∞)}(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞} then β ≤ 1/θ.

Remark 3. (a) If m_β < ∞ and (A3) holds, then we get for 0 < α ≤ θ < 1 from Theorem 5 the ”if and only if”-condition

m_{2α/θ} < ∞ ⇐⇒ f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞} ∀f ∈ C^α_b and if also (A1) holds, then Theorem 7 implies for 1/2 ≤ θ < 1 that m_{1/θ} < ∞ ⇐⇒ f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞} ∀f ∈ NBV. Note that m_β < ∞ is indeed possible: choose for example ν(dx) = b |x|^{1+β} (log^2 x + 1) dx for some b > 0 for β ∈ (0, 2]. Using Lemma 2 we see that this process satisfies (A1)- (A3).

(b) If m_β = ∞, then Theorems 5 and 7 do not give an ”if and only if”-result in general: In Theorems 13-15 in Section 5.1 we consider the symmetric strictly stable process with

ν(dx) = b |x|^{1+β} dx for some b > 0 and β ∈ (0, 1), and the process satisfies (A1)-(A3) by Lemma 2. Theorems 13 and 14 show that when 0 < α < θ < 1, then

f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞} ∀f ∈ C^α_b for 2α/θ = β, and that for^1_2 ≤ θ < 1 it holds that

f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞} ∀f ∈ NBV for 1/θ = β, eventhough m_β = ∞. However, we obtain for 0 < α < θ < 1 from Theorem 13, that m_{2α/θ} < ∞ ⇐⇒ f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,q} ∀f ∈ C^α_b for some q ∈ [1, ∞) ⇐⇒ f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,q} ∀f ∈ C^α_b for all q ∈ [1, ∞).

Theorems 14 and 15 imply for 0 < θ < 1 that m_{1/θ} < ∞ ⇐⇒ f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,q} ∀f ∈ NBV for some q ∈ [1, ∞) ⇐⇒ f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,q} ∀f ∈ NBV for all q ∈ [1, ∞).

5.1 Symmetric strictly stable process

We consider the symmetric strictly stable process which has the characteristic function φ(u) = e^{−c|u|β} for some c > 0 and β ∈ (0, 2] ([25, Theorem 14.14]). If β = 2, then the process is the Brownian motion √ 2cB, and otherwise it is a pure jump Lévy process X with Lévy measure ν(dx) = b|x|^{−β−1}dx for some b > 0, where β is the Blumenthal-Getoor index of the process. We will later take advantage of the property that X_t^d= t^{1/β} X_1, which follows from E [ e^{iuXt} ] = e^{−tc|u|β} = e^{−c}|^{ut1/β} |^β = E [ e^{iut1/β X1} ] . Using Lemma 2 one can easily check that assumptions (A1), (A2) and (A3) are satisfied. For the rest of this section we assume that X is the symmetric and strictly stable process of index β ∈ (0, 2).

Lemma 12. Let a < b and t_0 ∈ (0, 1). If f : R → R is Borel measurable and there exist r > 0, c_2 > 0 and η > 0 such that (11) holds, then there exists c > 0 such that ‖ ‖‖f(X_1) − f(X_t + X̄_{1−t})‖_L 2(P) ‖ ‖^2 L_2(P̄)

≥ c(1 − t)^{η/β} for all t ∈ [t_0, 1].

Proof. Let R > 0. Since X_1 has the support R by [25, Theorem 24.10(ii)], then p_1 is strictly positive and continuous on R by the proof of Lemma 2. Hence we find c_1 > 0 such that p_1(x) ≥ c_1 for all −|a − R|t^{−1/β}_0 ≤ x ≤ |b + R|t^{−1β}_0 . Using the fact that X_t^d= t^{1/β} X_1, we obtain for any x ∈ [a − R, b + R] that

p_t(x) = t^{−1/β} p_1(t^{−1/β} x) ≥ p_1(t^{−1/β} x) ≥ c_1

for all t ∈ [t_0, 1]. Using (12) we get that ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖f(X_1) − f(X_t + X̄_{1−t}) ‖ ‖_{L2(P)} ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(P̄)}

≥ c_1c_2ĒE [ |X_{1−t} − X̄_{1−t}|^η 1_{{|X1−t −}¯_{X1−t |≤r,|}¯_{X1−t|≤R}} ] = c_1c_2(1 − t)^{η/β}ĒE [ |X_1 − X̄_1|^η 1_{{|X1 −}¯_{X1|≤r(1−t)}−1/β_{,|}¯_{X1 |≤R(1−t)}−1/β_} ] ≥ c_1c_2(1 − t)^{η/β}ĒE [ |X_1 − X̄_1|^η 1_{{|X1 −}¯_{X1|≤r,|}¯_{X1|≤R}} ] ≥ c(1 − t)^{η/β} for some c > 0, where we used the fact that since X_1 − X̄_1 is strictly stable with Lévy measure 2ν, it must be that ĒE [ |X_1 − X̄_1|1_{{|X1 −}¯_{X1 |≤r,|}¯_{X1|≤R}} ] is strictly positive.

Theorem 13. Let 0 < α < θ < 1 and assume that f ∈ C^α_b .

(a) It holds that f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞}, if β ≤ 2α/θ.

(b) Let q ∈ [1, ∞) and ℓ ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . .}. For the function g^{α,ℓ} ∈ C^α_b from Lemma 4 we have that

(i) g^{α,ℓ}(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,q} if and only if β < 2α/θ and (ii) g^{α,ℓ}(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞} if and only if β ≤ 2α/θ.

Proof. (a) If β ≤ 2α, then m_{2α/θ} < ∞ and the claim follows from Theorem 5(a). Assume now that β > 2α. We have ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖f(X_1) − f(X_t + X̄_{1−t}) ‖ ‖_{L2(P)} ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(P̄)} ≤ 2ĒE [ |X_{1−t} − X̄_{1−t}|^{2α}‖f‖^2_Cα_b ]

≤ 2ĒE [ |(1 − t)^{1/β} (X_1 − X̄_1)|^{2α}‖f‖^2_Cα_b ] ≤ 2(1 − t)^{2α/β} ‖f‖^2_Cα_b ĒE [ |X_1 − X̄_1|^{2α} ] . Since the process X − X̄ on Ω × Ω̄ has the Lévy measure 2ν and β > 2α, we get that ∫ {|x|>1} |x|^{2α}2ν(dx) = 2 ∫ {|x|>1} |x|^{2α−β−1}dx < ∞, which implies ĒE [ |X_1 − X̄_1|^{2α} ] < ∞ by [25, Theorem 25.3]. Thus ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖f(X_1) − f(X_t + X̄_{1−t}) ‖ ‖_{L2(P)} ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(P̄)} ≤ C(1 − t)^{2α/β}

for all t ∈ (0, 1) for some C ∈ (0, ∞) and the claim (a) follows from Lemma 9. The ”if”-parts of (b) follow from (a) and (3). By Lemma 4, the function g^{α,ℓ} satisfies (11) with [a, b] = [k2^{−ℓ}, (k + 1)2^{−ℓ}], r = 2^{−ℓ−3}, c_2 = 2^{−ℓ}2^{8α−10} and η = 2α. Thus, Lemma 12 implies that ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖f(X_1) − f(X_t + X̄_{1−t}) ‖ ‖_{L2(P)} ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(P̄)} ≥ c(1 − t)^{2α/β}

for some c > 0, and with the use of Lemma 9 this proves the ”only if”-parts of (b).

Theorem 14. Let f ∈ NBV .

(a) If β < 1, then f(X_1) ∈ D_{1,2}.

(b) If β = 1, then f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,q} for all θ ∈ (0, 1) and q ∈ [1, ∞].

(c) Let θ ∈ (0, 1). If β ≤ 1/θ, then f(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞}.

Proof. (a) The claim follows from Theorem 6(a). (b) The claim follows from Theorem 7 and (3).

(c) If β ≤ 1, then the claim follows from (b). Assume that β > 1. We have ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖f(X_1) − f(X_t + X̄_{1−t}) ‖ ‖_{L2(P)} ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(P̄)}

= ĒE [(∫ R 1_{[u,∞)}(X_1) − 1_{[u,∞)}(X_t + X̄_{1−t})μ_f (du)

)_2]

≤ |μ_f |(R) ∫ R ĒE [ 1_{[u−X1−t ,u−}¯_{Xt−1 )∪[u−}¯_{X1−t ,u−Xt−1 )}(X_t) ] μ_f (du)

≤ |μ_f |^2(R)‖p_t‖_∞ĒE [ |X̄_{1−t} − X_{1−t}| ] = |μ_f |^2(R)t^{−1/β} ‖p_1‖_∞ĒE [ (1 − t)^{1/β} |X̄_1 − X_1| ] ≤ (1 − t)^{1/β} |μ_f |^2(R)t^{−1/β} ‖p_1‖_∞ĒE [ |X̄_1 − X_1| ] . Since the process X − X̄ has the Lévy measure 2ν and ∫ {|x|>1} |x|2ν(dx) = 2 ∫ {|x|>1} |x|^{−β} dx < ∞,

for β > 1, we get ĒE [ |X̄_1 − X̂_1| ] < ∞ from [25, Theorem 25.3]. Thus ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖f(X_1) − f(X_t + X̄_{1−t}) ‖ ‖_{L2(P)} ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(P̄)} ≤ C(1 − t)^{1/β}

for all t ∈ (1/2, 1) for some C ∈ (0, ∞). When t ∈ (0, 1/2], then ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖f(X_1) − f(X_t + X̄_{1−t}) ‖ ‖_{L2(P)} ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(P̄)} ≤ ‖f‖^2_{BV} ≤ ‖f‖^2_{BV} 2^{1/β} (1 − t)^{1/β}

and the claim follows from Lemma 9.

Theorem 15. Let K ∈ R.

(a) It holds that 1_{[K,∞)}(X_1) ∈ D_{1,2} if and only if β < 1.

(b) It holds that 1_{[K,∞)}(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,q} for all θ ∈ (0, 1) and q ∈ [1, ∞] if and only if β ≤ 1.

(c) Let θ ∈ (0, 1) and q ∈ [1, ∞). Then

(i) 1_{[K,∞)}(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,q} if and only if β < 1/θ and

(ii) 1_{[K,∞)}(X_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞} if and only if β ≤ 1/θ.

(d) Let θ ∈ (0, 1) and q ∈ [1, ∞). For the Brownian motion B we have that

(i) 1_{[K,∞)}(B_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,q} if and only if 2 < 1/θ and

(ii) 1_{[K,∞)}(B_1) ∈ (L_2(P), D_{1,2})_{θ,∞} if and only if 2 ≤ 1/θ.

Proof. (a) The claim follows from Theorem 6(a) and the proof of Theorem 6(b), since by [25, Theorem 24.10(ii)] the continuous density of X_1 is strictly positive on the whole real line.

(b) The ”if” follows from Theorem 14 and the ”only if” follows from (c), since β < 1/θ for all θ ∈ (0, 1).

(c) The ”if”-parts of (i) and (ii) follow from Theorem 14(c) and (3). Fix r > 0 and t_0 ∈ (0, 1). By (13), the function 1_{[K,∞)} satisties (11) with [a, b] = [K − r, K + r], c_2 = 1 and η = 1. Thus, Lemma 12 implies that ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖f(X_1) − f(X_t + X̄_{1−t}) ‖ ‖_{L2(P)} ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{L2(P̄)} ≥ c(1 − t)^{1/β}

for some c > 0. The ”only if”-parts of (c) follow now from Lemma 9. (d) We choose E and a like in the proof of Lemma 9 on the corresponding Wiener chaos. The claim follows from Lemma 8 and the proof in [16, Example 4.7], where it is shown that (T a)^′(t) ∼ (1 − t)^{−1/2}.

A Appendix

The reiteration theorem states that (A_0, A_1)_{ηθ,q} = (A_0, (A_0, A_1)_{η,∞})_{θ,q} for all η, θ ∈ (0, 1) and q ∈ [1, ∞] with equivalent norms. In the following lemma we compute explicit constants for the equivalence of the norms for q = ∞.

Lemma 16. Let (A_0, A_1) be a compatible couple and η, θ ∈ (0, 1). Then ‖f‖_{(A0,A1)ηθ,∞} ≤ ‖f‖_{(A0,(A0,A1)η,∞)θ,∞} ≤ 3‖f‖_{(A0,A1)ηθ,∞} for all f ∈ (A_0, A_1)_{ηθ,∞} = (A_0, (A_0, A_1)_{η,∞})_{θ,∞}.

Proof. First inequality: Let t > 0 and ε > 0. There exist f_0, g_0 ∈ A_0, g ∈ (A_0, A_1)_{η,∞} and g_1 ∈ A_1 such that f = f_0 + g = f_0 + g_0 + g_1 and K(f, t^η; A_0, (A_0, A_1)_{η,∞}) ≥ ‖f_0‖_{A0} + t^η‖g‖_{(A0,A1)η,∞} − ε 2 ≥ ‖f_0‖_{A0} + t^ηt^{−η} ( ‖g_0‖_{A0} + t‖g_1‖_{A1} − ε 2 ) − ε 2 ≥ ‖f_0 + g_0‖_{A0} + t‖g_1‖_{A1} − ε ≥ K(f, t; A_0, A_1) − ε. Thus ‖f‖_{(A0,(A0,A1)η,∞)θ,∞} = sup_{t>0} (t^η )^{−θ}K(f, t^η; A_0, (A_0, A_1)_{η,∞}) ≥ sup_{t>0} t^{−ηθ}K(f, t; A_0, A_1) = ‖f‖_{(A0,A1)ηθ,∞} .

Second inequality: Let f ∈ (A_0, A_1)_{ηθ,∞} and ε > 0. For all t > 0 we find g_t ∈ A_0 and h_t ∈ A_1 such that f = g_t + h_t and

‖g_t‖_{A0} + t‖h_t‖_{A1} ≤ K(f, t; A_0, A_1) + ε 2 t^{ηθ}. Then

K(g_t, s; A_0, A_1) ≤ ‖g_t‖_{A0} ≤ K(f, t; A_0, A_1) + ε 2 t^{ηθ} and K(h_t, s; A_0, A_1) ≤ s‖h_t‖_{A1} ≤ s t [ K(f, t; A_0, A_1) + ε 2 t^{ηθ} ]

for all s ∈ (0, ∞). These inequalities give, keeping in mind that h_t = f − g_t, that

t^η‖h_t‖_{(A0,A1)η,∞} = t^η sup_{s>0} s^{−η}K(h_t, s; A_0, A_1) ≤ ( sup 0<s≤t (s t )_{−η} s t [ K(f, t; A_0, A_1) + ε 2 t^{ηθ} ]) ∨ ( sup_{s≥t} (s t )_{−η} [K(f, s; A_0, A_1) + K(g_t, s; A_0, A_1)] )

≤ ( K(f, t; A_0, A_1) + ε 2 t^{ηθ} ) ∨ ( sup_{s≥t} (s t )_{−η} [ K(f, s; A_0, A_1) + K(f, t; A_0, A_1) + ε 2 t^{ηθ} ])

≤ K(f, t; A_0, A_1) + ε 2 t^{ηθ} + sup_{s≥t} ( s t )_{−ηθ} K(f, s; A_0, A_1). We obtain ‖f‖_{(A0,(A0,A1)η,∞)θ,∞} = sup_{t>0} (t^η )^{−θ} K (f, t^η; A_0, (A_0, A_1)_{η,∞}) ≤ sup_{t>0} t^{−ηθ} ( ‖g_t‖_{A0} + t^η ‖h_t‖_{(A0,A1)η,∞} )

≤ sup_{t>0} t^{−ηθ} ( 2K(f, t; A_0, A_1) + εt^{ηθ} + sup_{s≥t} ( s t )_{−ηθ} K(f, s; A_0, A_1) )

≤ 3 sup_{s>0} s^{−ηθ}K(f, s; A_0, A_1) + ε = 3‖f‖_{(A0,A1)ηθ,∞} + ε.

Lemma 17. Let α ∈ (0, 1). Then C^α_b = (B(R), Lip)_{α,∞} with ‖ · ‖_Cα_b ≤ 3‖ · ‖_{(B(R),Lip)α,∞} ≤ 6‖ · ‖_Cα_b .

Proof. First inequality: Let f ∈ (B(R), Lip)_{α,∞} and ε > 0. For all t > 0 we find f_t ∈ Lip such that t^{−α} (‖f − f_t‖_∞ + t‖f_t‖_{Lip}) ≤ ‖f‖_{(B(R),Lip)α,∞} + ε. Let x ≠ y ∈ R and t = |x − y| > 0. By the triangle inequality we have |f(x) − f(y)| |x − y|^α ≤ |x − y|^{−α} ( |f(x) − f_t(x)| + |f(y) − f_t(y)| + |f_t(x) − f_t(y)| ) ≤ t^{−α} (2‖f − f_t‖_∞ + t‖f_t‖_{Lip}) ≤ 2 ( ‖f‖_{(B(R),Lip)α,∞} + ε ) . It also holds that ‖f‖_∞ ≤ ‖f − f_1‖_∞ + ‖f_1‖_∞ ≤ ‖f‖_{(B(R),Lip)α,∞} + ε, so that ‖f‖_Cα_b = ‖f‖_∞ + sup_{x≠y} |f(x) − f(y)| |x − y|^α ≤ 3‖f‖_{(B(R),Lip)α,∞} . Second inequality: Let f ∈ C^α_b and t > 0 and define f_t so that f_t(kt) = f(kt) for k ∈ Z and f_t is linear on each interval [kt, (k + 1)t], k ∈ Z. Then for x ∈ [kt, (k + 1)t] there is s ∈ [0, 1] such that f_t(x) = sf(kt) + (1 − s)f((k + 1)t) and we get that ‖f − f_t‖_∞ = sup_{k∈Z} sup_{x∈[kt,(k+1)t]} |f(x) − f_t(x)| ≤ sup_{k∈Z} sup x∈[kt,(k+1)t] ( s|f(x) − f(kt)| + (1 − s)|f(x) − f((k + 1)t)| )

≤ sup |x−y|≤t |f(x) − f(y)| ≤ t^α‖f‖_Cα_b . For the function f_t it holds for 0 < t ≤ 1 that ‖f_t‖_{Lip} = ‖f_t‖_∞ + sup_{x≠y} |f_t(x) − f_t(y)| |x − y| ≤ ‖f‖_∞ + sup_{k∈Z} |f(kt) − f((k + 1)t)| t ≤ ‖f‖_∞ + t^{α−1} sup_{x≠y} |f(x) − f(y)| |x − y|^α ≤ t^{α−1}‖f‖_Cα_b . Hence we obtain that ‖f‖_{(B(R),Lip)α,∞} ≤ [ sup 0<t≤1 t^{−α} (‖f − f_t‖_∞ + t‖f_t‖_{Lip}) ] ∨ sup_{t≥1} t^{−α}‖f‖_∞ ≤ 2‖f‖_Cα_b .

References

[1] D. Applebaum. Universal Malliavin calculus in Fock and Lévy-Itô spaces.

Commun. Stoch. Anal., 3(1):119–141, 2009.

[2] R. Avikainen. On irregular functionals of SDEs and the Euler scheme.

Finance Stoch., 13(3):381–401, 2009.

[3] F. Baumgartner and S. Geiss. Permutation invariant functionals of Lévy processes. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 369(12):8607–8641, 2017.

[4] C. Bennett and R. Sharpley. Interpolation of operators, volume 129 of Pure and Applied Mathematics. Academic Press, Inc., Boston, MA, 1988.

[5] J. Bergh and J. Löfström. Interpolation spaces. An introduction. Springer, 1976.

[6] R. M. Blumenthal and R. K. Getoor. Sample functions of stochastic processes with stationary independent increments. J. Math. Mech., 10:493–516, 1961.

[7] Z. Ciesielski. On the isomorphisms of the spaces H_α and m. Bull. Acad.

Polon. Sci. Sér. Sci. Math. Astronom. Phys., 8:217–222, 1960.

[8] G. Di Nunno, T. Meyer-Brandis, B. Øksendal, and F. Proske. Malliavin calculus and anticipative Itô formulae for Lévy processes. Infin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum Probab. Relat. Top., 8(2):235–258, 2005.

[9] G. B. Folland. Real analysis. Pure and Applied Mathematics (New York).

John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 1984. Modern techniques and their applications, A Wiley-Interscience Publication.

[10] C. Geiss, S. Geiss, and E. Gobet. Generalized fractional smoothness and L_p-variation of BSDEs with non-Lipschitz terminal condition. Stochastic Process. Appl., 122(5):2078–2116, 2012.

[11] C. Geiss, S. Geiss, and E. Laukkarinen. A note on Malliavin fractional smoothness for Lévy processes and approximation. Potential Anal., 39(3):203–230, 2013.

[12] C. Geiss and E. Laukkarinen. Denseness of certain smooth Lévy functionals in D_{1,2}. Probab. Math. Statist., 31(1):1–15, 2011.

[13] C. Geiss and A. Steinicke. L_2-variation of Lévy driven BSDEs with nonsmooth terminal conditions. Bernoulli, 22(2):995–1025, 2016.

[14] C. Geiss and A. Steinicke. Malliavin derivative of random functions and applications to Lévy driven BSDEs. Electron. J. Probab., 21:Paper No. 10, 28, 2016.

[15] S. Geiss and M. Hujo. Interpolation and approximation in L_2(γ). J. Approx.

Theory, 144(2):213–232, 2007.

[16] S. Geiss and A. Toivola. Weak convergence of error processes in discretizations of stochastic integrals and Besov spaces. Bernoulli, 15:925–954, 2009.

[17] S. Geiss and J. Ylinen. Decoupling on the Wiener Space, Related Besov Spaces, and Applications to BSDEs. ArXiv e-prints, June 2018. To appear in Memoirs AMS.

[18] P. Hartman and A. Wintner. On the infinitesimal generators of integral convolutions. Amer. J. Math., 64:273–298, 1942.

[19] K. Itô. Spectral type of the shift transformation of differential processes with stationary increments. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 81:253–263, 1956.

[20] A. Khintchine. Sur la croissance locale des processus stochastiques homogènes à accroissements indépendants. Bull. Acad. Sci. URSS. Sér. Math. [Izvestia Akad. Nauk SSSR], 1939:487–508, 1939.

[21] E. Laukkarinen. On Malliavin calculus for functionals of Lévy processes.

In On Malliavin calculus and approximation of stochastic integrals for Lévy processes. 2012. Report 137 of the Department of Mathematics and Statistics.

[22] E. Laukkarinen. A note on Malliavin smoothness on the Lévy space. Electron. Commun. Probab., 22:Paper No. 34, 12, 2017.

[23] D. Nualart. The Malliavin calculus and related topics. Probability and its Applications (New York). Springer-Verlag, New York, 1995.

[24] D. Nualart and J. Vives. Anticipative calculus for the Poisson process based on the Fock space. In Séminaire de Probabilités, XXIV, 1988/89, volume 1426 of Lecture Notes in Math., pages 154–165. Springer, Berlin, 1990.

[25] K. Sato. Lévy processes and infinitely divisible distributions, volume 68 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1999. Translated from the 1990 Japanese original, Revised by the author.

[26] J. Solé, F. Utzet, and J. Vives. Canonical Lévy process and Malliavin calculus. Stochastic Process. Appl., 117(2):165–187, 2007.

[27] J. Solé, F. Utzet, and J. Vives. Chaos expansions and Malliavin calculus for Lévy processes. In Stochastic analysis and applications, volume 2 of Abel Symp., pages 595–612. Springer, Berlin, 2007.

[28] F. W. Steutel and K. van Harn. Infinite divisibility of probability distributions on the real line, volume 259 of Monographs and Textbooks in Pure and Applied Mathematics. Marcel Dekker, Inc., New York, 2004.

[29] A. Toivola. Interpolation and approximation in L_p . Preprint 380, Dept.

Math. Stat, University of Jyväskylä, 2009.

[30] H. Triebel. Interpolation theory, function spaces, differential operators.

North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam-New York, 1978.