ROUGH VOLTERRA EQUATIONS 1: THE ALGEBRAIC
INTEGRATION SETTING.

AURELIEN DEYA AND SAMY TINDEL

ABSTRACT. We define and solve Volterra equations driven by an irregular signal, by
means of a variant of the rough path theory called algebraic integration. In the Young
case, that is for a driving signal with Holder exponent v > 1/2, we obtain a global
solution, and are able to handle the case of a singular Volterra coefficient. In case of
a driving signal with Holder exponent 1/3 < v < 1/2, we get a local existence and
uniqueness theorem. The results are easily applied to the fractional Brownian motion
with Hurst coefficient H > 1/3.

1. INTRODUCTION

This article is the first of a series of two papers dealing with Volterra equations driven
by rough paths. For an arbitrary positive constant 7', this kind of equation can be written,
in its general form, as:

t
Y =a +/ o(t,u,y,)dzx,, for se]0,T], (1)
0

where z is a n-dimensional Hélder continuous path with Hélder exponent v > 0, a € R?
stands for an initial condition, and ¢ : R, x R x R? — R%" is a smooth enough function.

Motivated by the previous works on Volterra equations driven by a Brownian motion
or a semi-martingale [2, 3, 15, 21], often in an anticipative context [1, 4, 5, 19, 18, 20|,
we have taken up the program of defining and solving equation (1) in a pathwise way,
allowing for instance a straightforward application to a fractional Brownian motion with
Hurst parameter H > 1/3. This will be achieved thanks to a variation of the rough path
theory due to Gubinelli [11], whose main features are recalled below at Section 2 (we refer
to |9, 13, 14] for further classical references on rough paths theory). To the best of our
knowledge, this is the first occurrence of a paper dealing with Volterra systems driven by
a fractional Brownian motion with H < 1/2.

More specifically, the current article focuses on the 3 following cases:

(i) The Young case: When z is a y-Hélder continuous path with v > 1/2 (in particular
for a n-dimensional fBm with Hurst parameter H € (1/2,1)), and assuming that o :
[0, 7] x R — R%™ is regular enough (with respect to its three variables), we shall prove
that equation (1) can be interpreted and solved in the Young sense (Section 3).

(i) The Young singular case: Under the same conditions as in the previous case for z, we
are able to handle the case of a coefficient o admitting a singularity with respect to its first
two variables t,u. Namely, if o can be expressed as o(t,u,z) = (t — u)~*(z), for some
a >0 and ¢ : R? — R%" regular enough, then under some conditions on «, v, & (roughly
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speaking, we ask that v —a > 1/2 and 1/2 < k < 7), it is still possible to interpret
fo o(t,u,y,)dr, as a Young integral when y belongs to a space of k-Hélder functions,
denoted below by Cr ([0, T],R%). This extension of the Young integral requires however a

careful analysis, which will be detailed at Section 4. We can then solve equation (1) in
the space Cy([0,T7], R%).

(1ii) The rough case: When x is a 7-Holder signal with v € (1/3,1/2) (this applies
obviously to a n-dimensional fBm with Hurst parameter H € (1/3,1/2)), the integral
appearing in equation (1) has then to be interpreted in some rough path sense. As
mentioned before, we shall resort in this case to the formalism introduced in [11]|, which
allows us to prove the existence and uniqueness of a local solution, defined on a small
interval [0, Tp] for some T € (0,7] (Section 5). We will then point out the technical
difficulties one must cope with when trying to extend this local solution.

Here is a brief sketch of the strategy we have followed in order to obtain our results:
the algebraic integration formalism relies heavily on the notion of increments, which are
simply given, in case of a function y of one parameter t € [0,7], by (0y)ss = yr — Ys-
At a heuristic level, the main difference between classical differential equations driven by
rough signals and our Volterra setting lies in the dependance of the increment (dy)s of
the possible solution on the whole past of the trajectory. Indeed, if y is a solution to
equation (1), then one has

(0y)st = / o(t,u,y,) dr, + /OS [o(t,u,yu) — o (s, u, yy)] da,. (2)

As one might expect, the first integral in (2) can be dealt with just as the classical
diffusion case treated in [11]. In other words, under suitable regularity conditions on o,
the variable t appearing in the integrand does not play a prominent role. The second
term in the right hand side of (2) is the one which is typical of the Volterra setting, and
involves the whole past of x. It is still possible to retrieve some |t — s|-increments from
this term thanks to the regularity of o with respect to its first variable, in order to solve
our equation by a fixed point argument. However, as we shall see at Section 5.3, the
term [ [o(t, u,yu) — (s, u, y,)] da, will eventually induce some severe problems in the
classical arguments allowing to get a global solution for our differential system in the rough
case. This explains why we have decided to change radically the setting presented here
in the companion paper [7]. In this latter reference, by means of what we call generalized
convolutional increments, we show how to get a global solution to equation (1) in case of
a rough driving noise z, for a wide class of coefficients o. It was however important for us
to include also a direct treatment of Volterra systems by existing rough paths methods,
mainly because (i) It allows to consider a more general driving coefficient o. (ii) The
method presented here works perfectly well for the Young setting, and can be further
extended in order to cover the case of a singular coefficient o.

Here is how our paper is structured: we recall at Section 2 the notions of algebraic
integration which will be needed later on. Section 3 is devoted to the study of equation (1)
driven by a y-Hoélder continuous process with v > 1/2, when the coefficient o is regular.
Section 4 deals with the same kind of equation, with a singular coefficient o. Section 5
treats the case of a rough driving signal x, and finally the proof of some technical lemmas
are postponed to the Appendix.

Let us finish this introduction by fixing some notations which are used throughout the
paper: we call D f the gradient of a function f, defined on R", and when we want to stress



ROUGH VOLTERRA EQUATIONS 3

the fact that we are differentiating f with respect to the j** variable, we denote this by
D;f. As far as the regularity of o is concerned, the following spaces come into play. If
E, F are Banach spaces and U an open set of E, denote C*?(U; F) the set of n-times
differentiable mappings from U to F' with bounded derivatives. For each xk € (0,1), let us
also introduce the subset

(n) 10
CmPR (U F) = {0 cC™®(U; F): sup [D™o(z) - D™a(y)l| < oo}.

z.yeU Iz =yl

2. ALGEBRAIC INTEGRATION

The current section is devoted to recall the main concepts of algebraic integration, which
will be essential in order to define suitable notions of generalized integrals in our setting.
Namely, we shall recall the definition of the spaces of increments C;;, of the operator 9,
and its inverse called A (or sewing map according to the terminology of [8]). We will also

recall some elementary but useful algebraic relations on the spaces of increments.

2.1. Increments. As mentioned in the introduction, the extended integral we deal with
is based on the notion of increment, together with an elementary operator o acting on
them. The notion of increment can be introduced in the following way: for two arbitrary
real numbers {5 > ¢; > 0, a vector space V, and an integer & > 1, we denote by Ci(V)
the set of continuous functions g : [61,62]’“ — V such that ¢,..., = 0 whenever t; = t;44
for some i < k — 1. Such a function will be called a (k — 1)-increment, and we will set
Ci(V) = Up>1Cr(V). The operator ¢ alluded to above can be seen as an operator acting
on k-increments, and is defined as follows on Ci(V):

k+1

0:C(V) = Ceat(V) (09)ttis = D (1) Grpdiootynn (3)

i=1

where t; means that this particular argument is omitted. Then a fundamental property
of 0, which is easily verified, is that 66 = 0, where 0 is considered as an operator from
Ci(V') to Crra(V'). We will denote ZCy(V) = Ci(V)) N Kerd and BCy(V') = Cx(V') N Imd.

Some simple examples of actions of §, which will be the ones we will really use through-
out the paper, are obtained by letting g € C; and h € Cy. Then, for any t,u, s € [(1, (5],
we have

(59)515 =0t — Gs, and (6h)sut = hst - hsu - hut~ (4)
Furthermore, it is readily checked that the complex (C,,d) is acyclic, i.e. ZCi(V) =

BCi(V) for any k& > 1. In particular, the following basic property, which we label for
further use, holds true:

Lemma 2.1. Let k > 1 and h € ZC1(V). Then there exists a (non unique) f € Cr(V)
such that h =90f.

Observe that Lemma 2.1 implies that all the elements h € Co(V') such that §h = 0 can be
written as h = 0 f for some (non unique) f € C;(V'). Thus we get a heuristic interpretation
of 6|c,(v): it measures how much a given l-increment is far from being an ezact increment
of a function (i.e. a finite difference).

Notice that our future discussions will mainly rely on k-increments with k£ < 23, for
which we will use some analytical assumptions. Namely, we measure the size of these
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increments by Holder norms defined in the following way: for f € Co(V) let
Js
fle= s A
s,te 51 52 ’t - |

With this notation, C{'(V) = {f € C1(V); ||0f]|,. < oo}. In the same way, for h € C3(V),
set

and  CL(V) = {f € Co(V): [Ifll, < oo}

|h'sut|
h = sup
H ||%P sautely o] |u . S"Ylt . u|p

|h]l, = inf {ZHhiHm,u—pi; h = Z hi, 0 < p; < M} 5

where the last infimum is taken over all sequences {h; € C3(V')} such that h = >, h; and
for all choices of the numbers p; € (0, ). Then |||, is easily seen to be a norm on C3(V'),
and we set

(5)

Cy(V) :={h € C3(V); [|hllu < o0}

Eventually, let C37(V) = U,~1C5(V), and remark that the same kind of norms can be
considered on the spaces ZCs(V), leading to the definition of some spaces ZC§ (V') and
ZC3* (V). In order to avoid ambiguities, we shall denote by N[f; C] the s-Hélder norm
on the space C;, for j = 1,2,3. For ¢ € C;(V), we also set N'[(; CJ(V)] = supycie, 4,011 Cslv-

Recall that Lemma 2.1 states that for any h € ZCs, there exists a f € Cy such that 0 f =
h. Importantly enough for the construction of our generalized integrals, this increment
f is unique under some additional regularity conditions expressed in terms of the Holder
spaces we have just introduced:

Theorem 2.2 (The sewing map). Let u > 1. For any h € ZC5([0,1]; V), there exists a
unique Ah € C5([0,1]; V) such that 6(Ah) = h. Furthermore,

[AR]], < e NTh; CE(V)], (6)
with ¢, = 242137 k™", This gives rise to a linear continuous map A : ZC§([0,1]; V) —
Cy([0,1]; V) such that SA = Idzep0v)-

Proof. The original proof of this result can be found in [11]. We refer to |7, 12] for two
simplified versions.

4

At this point the connection of the structure we introduced with the problem of in-
tegration of irregular functions can be still quite obscure to the non-initiated reader.
However something interesting is already going on and the previous corollary has a very
nice consequence which is the subject of the following property.

Corollary 2.3 (Integration of small increments). For any 1-increment g € Co(V') such
that 5g € C3T, set h = (Id—A6&)g. Then there exists f € Cy(V) such that h = 0f and

(6f st — lim th itit1

where the limit is over any partition g = {to = s,...,t, =t} of [s,t] whose mesh tends
to zero. The I-increment 0 f is the indefinite integral of the 1-increment g.
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Proof. For any partition II; = {s = tg < t; < ... <t, =t} of [s,t], write

n n

(df)st = Z(af)titi+l - Z Gtitiyr — Z Atiti+1 (69)
=0

i=0 i=0
Observe now that for some p > 1 such that dg € CY,

1Y~ At 0Dl <D A0t (09) v < [AGG) ], T [t = 5]

i=0 i=0
and as a consequence, limym,, 10 D1 Ayt,y, (09) = 0. O
2.2. Computations in C.. We gather in this section some elementary but useful alge-
braic rules for increments. We refer again to |7, 12| for the proof of these statements.

For sake of simplicity, let us assume for the moment that V' = R (the multidimensional
version of the below considerations can be found in [16]), and set Cx(R) = Cx. Then the
complex (C,,d) is an (associative, non-commutative) graded algebra once endowed with
the following product: for g € C, and h € C,, let gh € C,,.,,, the element defined by

(gh)tl 77777 tm+n—l = gtl 77777 tnhtn 77777 tm+n—17 tl? A 7tm+7l+1 E [617 £2] (7)
In this context, we have the following useful properties.
Proposition 2.4. The following differentiation rules hold true:
(1) Let g, h be two elements of Cy. Then

d(gh) = dgh + g dh. (8)
(2) Let g € C; and h € Cy. Then
d(gh) = dgh + gdh, d(hg) = dhg — hag.
The iterated integrals of smooth functions on [¢y, {5] are obviously particular cases of
elements of C which will be of interest for us, and let us recall some basic rules for these
objects: consider f,g € C°, where C° is the set of smooth functions from [¢1, 5] to R.

Then the integral [ dg f, which will be denoted by J(dg f), can be considered as an
element of C3°. That is, for s,t € [(1, (5], we set

Ts(dg [) = (/dgf>st I/Stdgufu.

The multiple integrals can also be defined in the following way: given a smooth element
h € C3° and s,t € [{y, {5], we set

t
Tst(dgh) = ( / dgh> = / dguhs.
st S
In particular, the double integral J(df3df? f') is defined, for f1, f2, f3 € C°, as
t
ﬂwﬁWﬁh(/WWWO:i/MZAWﬁy

Now, suppose that the n'® order iterated integral of df™ - - - df? f*, still denoted by J(df™
---df? f1), has been defined for f, f2... f* € C°. Then, if f*' € C5°, we set

%NW“#”~#?U/¢$“%J#“~#75, (9)

st
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which defines the iterated integrals of smooth functions recursively. Observe that a nth
order integral J(df™---df?df') (instead of J(df™---df?f')) could be defined along the

same lines.

The following relations between multiple integrals and the operator ¢ will also be useful
in the remainder of the paper:

Proposition 2.5. Let f,g be two elements of CS°. Then, recalling the convention (7), it
holds that

of =J(df),  6(J(dgf))=0,  0(T(dgdf)) = (09)(6f) = T (dg)T (df),
and, in general,

n—1
S (T(dfr---df')) = ZJ(df"---df’“) J (df*---df').
=1
3. THE YOUNG CASE

In this section, we assume that the driving process x of equation (1) is a continuous
process in C] ([0, T];R™), for some v € (1/2,1). If z € C{([0,T];R4"), the formalism
introduced in the previous section enables to give a meaning to the integral f; Zy Ay,
when p 4+ v > 1, in the Young sense. This is the issue of the following proposition,
borrowed from [11, Proposition 3|:

Proposition 3.1. If z € C([0,T];R*"™) for some p > 0 such that p+~ > 1, we can
define, for any s,t € 0,7,

Tst(zdx) = z5(0x) s — At (02 0). (10)
Then J(zdz) € C3([0,T]; R?) and
NI1T (2 dx); C3([0, TT; RY)] < e {N[2;C([0, T R*™)] + TN [z €L ([0, T, RE™)] . (11)

Remark 3.2. Thanks to Corollary 2.3, Jy(z dx) can also be seen as a Young integral, that
is

Jst(zdx) = lim Zzti((h)tmﬁ. (12)

A|—0
1A1=0 £

Nevertheless, as we shall see in a moment, the exact expression (10) of the integral is
easier to deal with for computational purposes than the limit expression (12), owing to a
better knowledge of the remainder A(0z dx).

With this definition in mind, the Volterra equation (1) will now be interpreted in the
Young sense, and is written as:

ye = a+ Julo(t,.,y)dz). (13)
The next lemma ensures that the latter integral is well-defined:

Lemma 3.3. If y € CJ([0,T];R?) and o € C*([0,T]? x R% R%™), then, for any t > 0,
o(t,.,y.) € C/([0,T|; R*") and

Nlo(t,..y.);Cl] < co(T7 + Ny; CT)). (14)
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Proof. This is obvious: recall that we denote by Do the gradient of 0. Then, if 0 < u <
v < T we get:

lo(t, v, 90) = ot w, yu) | < [ Dolloe (Jv = ul + Ny; Cl]Jv — ul”) .

Hence No(t, ., 4.);Cl] < [ Dolloo(T'7 + Ny C7)).
0

We are now in position to prove the announced existence and uniqueness result for the
Volterra equation in the Young case:

Theorem 3.4. Assume that the driving process x is an element of C]([0,T];R™) with
v > 1/2. Let k € (0,1) such that k(1 +7) > 1, a € RY, o € C2P~([0,T)* x R% RE™).
Then Equation (13) admits a unique solution in C] ([0, T]; R?).

This theorem can be obviously applied to the fractional Brownian motion, in the fol-
lowing sense:

Corollary 3.5. Let B be a n-dimensional fractional Brownian motion with Hurst param-
eter H > 1/2, defined on a complete probability space (Q,F, P). Then almost surely, B
fulfills the hypotheses of Theorem 3.4.

We divide the proof of Theorem 3.4 into two propositions: first, we will look for a
local solution defined on some interval [0, 7y] with 0 < Ty < T, and then we will settle a
patching argument to extend it onto the whole interval [0, 7.

Notations. Before going into the details of the proof, let us mention a few conventions
that will be used in the sequel. We assume that we always work with a fixed (finite)
horizon T to be distinguished from the intermediate times 77, Tp, .... In particular, this
means that the constants that will appear in the below calculations may depend on T
without explicit note.

For the sake of conciseness, let us denote Y, = (u,y,,) € [0,T] x R? and (V) = o (t, V).

The local existence and uniqueness result for our Volterra equation is contained in the
following:

Proposition 3.6. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 3.4, there exists Ty € (0,T] such that
Equation (13) admits a unique solution in C{([0, Ty]; R?).

Proof. We are going to resort to a fixed point argument. To this end, let us associate to
each y € C]([0,Tp]) the element z = I'(y) defined by

z=T()e = yo + Joe(0' () dx).
The solution we are looking for will then be constructed as a fixed point of I

Step 1: Invariance of a ball. Fix a time T} € (0,T] (71 will be chosen retrospectively).
Let y € C{([0,T1]) such that yo = a and set z = I'(y), where, of course, the application I'
has been adapted to [0, T7].

At this point, let us remind the reader of some specificity of the Volterra setting that
we evoked in the introduction. As in (2), the increment (§z);s can be decomposed as a
sum of two terms that will receive a distinct treatment: I}, = J4(c'(Y)dz) and I2 =
Tos([0t — ®](Y) dx). In order to estimate those two integrals, we shall of course resort to
inequality (11). However, as far as I is concerned, it is clear that the latter inequality
will not be sufficient so as to retrieve |t — s|-increments (remember that we are looking



8 AURELIEN DEYA AND SAMY TINDEL

for an estimation of N[z;C]], hence a relation of the form ||I%]] < |t — s|” f(y)). This is
where the following lemma, which also anticipates the contraction argument, will come
into play.
Lemma 3.7. Let I = [a,b] C [0,T] and y,7 € C{(I;R?Y) such that y, = §,. Then, under
the hypothesis of Theorem 3.4, for any s,t € I,

Nllo" = o J(¥): (D] < o [t = s {1+ Ny; €I (D]} (15)

No' (V) = o' (V)1 ()] < eo {1+ Ny: € ()] + N[g: CH(D]} Ny — g: 1 (1)), (16)

Nlo* = a*|(V) = [o" = o*](¥): 17 (1)]
< o [t = s {1+ Ny: /(D] + N5 (D)} Ny — g: ¢ ()] (17)
Proof. See Appendix. O
Now, let us go into the details. To deal with I'', use (11) to get
1L < eolt— s (NIt D); €Y + TIN[o' (V)5 T}
< G |t — 3‘7 {1 + TJN[Ut(y);CY]} )
and thus, thanks to Lemma 3.3, N[I';C)] < ¢, {1+ T7Ny; C]]}.
Split I? into I? = I*! + I%2?, with
I =o' = o*](M) (62)os  and I = Aos(8([0" — 0°)(V)) 6x).
First, notice that ||I5']| < || Dol|s |t — 8| Nz; CJ]TY, which gives N [I*:C)] < o 0Th. As
for 2, use the contraction property (6) and the estimate (15) to deduce
Il < eaNTlo" = o)) ¢ T
< oo [t = sH{1+ Ny G} TY7,
so that N[1%%.C)] < oo T) 77 (1 + Ny; CJ)).
Therefore, putting together our bounds on I' and I?, we have obtained N|z;C]] <
Czo {14+ T7Ny;C{]}. We can thus pick T} € (0,7] such that for each 0 < Ty < T3, there

exists a radius Ag, for which the ball

By = {y € C7([0,Th)) : o = a, Ny:C([0,Th))] < Ar, }

is invariant by I'. Notice that the radius Ay, is an increasing function of 7p, a fact which
will be used in the second step.

Step 2: Contraction property. Fix a time Ty € (0,7} and let y,7 € B?Ofg. Set z =
I'(y),z = T'(g) and decompose again §(z — Z) into §(z — 2) = Jb' + J? + J?, with
T = (000~ B G . I = A (06" — ' P

T3 = oo (8(0" = o] ¥) = [0* = 0*]()) 6.
Let us now estimate the y-Ho6lder norm of each of these three terms.
Case of J4': We have N[JY1CY] < || Dol Ny — 75 CY) Nx; C]]. However, since yo =
Jo = a, we have y, — g = ys — ¥s — (vo — %0), Ny — 9;C7] < Ny — 4;C]] Ty, so that
NI < oo Ny — 3: G T
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Case of J'*: Inequalities (6) and (16) yield:
17 < eNo' (V) =o' (V) ClI N ;G |t — s
< ot —s[" L+ Ny; CT+ N5 G Ny — 4 ¢
which gives N[JV% 03] < ey (1 4+ Ny; CI] + NT{g; CI)) Ny — 35 CIT
Case of J*: By (6) and (17),

12| < eNo" —o*](Y) — 0" — o*](P): C| Nz €7 5+
< Coalt = sI" Ty 7 Ny — 55 CIT{L + Ny; €17 + NG5 €17}

or in other words N[J%CJ] < coaTy 7" Ny — 4;C7] {1 + NTy; C71 + Nij; CJ]"}-

Therefore, N[z — 2;C]] < ¢, Ty Ny —9;C{] {1+ Ar,}. Since the radius Az, decreases
as Tp tends to 0, we can choose a sufficiently small time Ty € (0,73] such that the

o . Ap, . . .
application T, restricted to the (stable) ball BTOT’Z, is a strict contraction. Hence the

existence and uniqueness of a fixed point in this set.
O

The next proposition summarizes our considerations in order to get the global existence
and uniqueness for solution to equation (13):

Proposition 3.8. Under the hypothesis of Theorem 3.4, the local solution yV) defined by
the previous proposition can be extended to a global and unique solution in C]([0,T]; RY).

Proof. In fact, we are going to show the existence of a small ¢ > 0, which shall not
depend on y(), such that y™") can be extended to a solution on [0, Th+¢]. The conclusion
then follows by a simple iteration argument.

To this end, let us introduce the application I' defined for any z € C([0, Ty + €]) such
that 2.5 =y as

(1) :
L=T(2)r =" %ft € 0.7 :
a+ Jor(c'(Z)dx) ift e [Ty, Ty + €]

Just as in the previous proof, we are looking for a fixed point of T'.

Step 1: Invariance of a ball. In order to estimate N[Z;C] ([0, Ty + €])], let us consider the
three cases (s,t € [0,T0)), (s,t € [T, To +¢]) and (s < Ty <t < Ty +¢).

In the first case, we simply have N[2;C] ([0, To))] < Ny™;C{([0,Ty])]. Consider the
second case s,t € [T, Ty + €], and decompose (§2),; as above, that is (62)y = 1! + I1;° +
I5' + 127, with

L' = 0'(2,) (x)s 1" = DNa(0(0"(2)) 0x),
L' =o' = 0°](20) (02)os 1" = Aos(8([0" — 0°)(2)) b2).
Let us now bound each of these terms: first, owing to (6) and (14), ;> can be estimated

as follows:

117 cN[ot(2);C1([0, Ty + e))| Nw; €] |t — s

<
< Coa {1+ Nz CI (0, To + D]}t — s/
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It is thus readily checked that N2 CJ([Ty, Ty +¢])] < coe €7 {1+ Nz;C{([0, Ty + €])]}-
Thanks to (6) and (15), we also have the following bound for I%”:
1) < eNlo® = o®)(2):C1 ([0, Ty + ) Na; 7] T
< coalt = s|{1+ N[z CI([0,To + ]I},

which gives N[I%% C3 ([T, To + €])] < cor '™ {1+ N2;C1([0, Ty + €])]}. Since trivially
NI CY([To, To + €])] < ¢ for i = 1,2, we get

NECH([To, To+e])] < cow {1+ N 2C/([0, To +€])] } -
Finally, let us treat the third case 0 < s < Ty <t < Ty + e write

1002)stll = [1(62) sz + (02) i
< Ny ¢ ([0, To))] [ To — s|” + N[5 €] ([To, To + e])] [t — To|”
< AN CI((0, To))) + N2 CU([To, To +€])] It — s

Putting together the three cases we have just studied, the following bound is obtained
for 2 on the whole interval [0 Ty +¢])):

N G0, Ty + 2] < b, {1+ Ny G0, To)] + £ "N [5G ([0, Ty + <)}
Therefore, set
= (20(1771)_1/(1 (¢ does not depend on y™") and N, = 20096 {1 —i—N C?([O, TO])]} ,

so that if Nz;C{ ([0, Ty + €])] < Ny, then N2;C{ ([0, Ty + €])] < &+ &+ = Ny. In other
words, we have found that the ball

B . ={2eCl(0,Ty+e]): zpm =y, NzC(0,Ty+<))] < Ny}

y(l> 10,e

— 0':13

is invariant by I'.

Step 2: Contraction property. This second step consists in finding a small n € (0, ¢| such
that the previous application I' (adapted to [0,7y + 7)) satisfies a contraction property
when restricted to some (invariant) ball.

Let 2z 2 ¢ BZ\([}) 1, A0d set 2 =T (W), 20 = 1(x ) Of course, since 2 and
22) share the same 1n1t1al condition on [0, Ty, we have N[2(1) — 22 CY([0, Ty + n])] =
N[é(l) — 2. C]([Ty, Ty + n))]. Let then Ty < s < t < Ty +n and as in the proof of

Proposition 3.6, use the decomposition §(2) — 2®),, = J5' + T2 4+ J2,
Tt = (0"(Z) = o' (ZP) (0) S = Aa(8(o"(Z1) — o' (2D)) bu),
To = Nos(0([o" = o*)(2WY) = [o* = o°](21))) bu).
We will bound again each of these terms separately: for J'!, we have

1731 < 1Dollocll2tY — 22 |V s CI [t = s

where

But
17 = 220 = D = 2] = o) — 2311l < N = 22570, To +nD]
and so
NI ([To, To + )] < oo Nz Ci([0,To + n))]. (18)
The term .J%;* can be estimated as follows: by (6) an ( )
121 < eNo'(2W) = o'(2®);C ([0 To +77])]N[I'CW] [t — s
< Coalt = sI"n {1+ 2N N[ = 2201 ([0, T + n))].
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Finally, according to (6) and (17), we have:

HJ;H < CNHgt _ gs](Z(l)) _ [Ut N 05}(2(2));01{7([0,71) + nmN[%qy] TY(1+k)
< Coult— s/ {14 2NFPN — 205C7(00, T+ ),

As a result, putting together the bounds on JJ', Jsl,;2 and J%, we end up with:

st

NEW = 2®:¢1([0, Ty +n))] < ckon' ™ {1+ N + N} N[z — =2®:¢7((0, Ty + 1))

We can now pick n € (0,¢] such that ¢} n'~7 {1+ Nf + Ni} < 3, and the application

I' becomes a strict contraction on Bﬁb Ty’ It is easy to check (see Lemma 3.9 below)
N bl kRl

that By(})7TM

this set, denoted by 3.

Notice now that the arguments leading to uniqueness remain true on the (stable) ball

{Z € C?([QTO + 277]) © R0, To+n] = y(l)7777 N[Z7C¥([07T0 + 277})] < Nl} :

is invariant by I' too, hence the existence and uniqueness of a fixed point in

For instance, to establish the equivalent of relation (18) on this extended interval, notice
that if s € [Ty + n, To + 21,

1 2
1280 — 2@ = ([ = 2] = [e3), — 2]l S N2W = 2®:5¢7((0, Ty + 20))] .

This enables to extend y™)7 into a solution y™?" on [0, Ty + 27|, and then y™)3" on
[0,Th + 3n)], ... until [0, Ty + n] is covered, as we wished.
0

Lemma 3.9. With the notations of the previous proof, the sets

{zecl(0,To+ ) = zpmra-1m =y Nzl ([0, To + In))] < Ny}
are invariant by I
Proof. If z belongs to such a ball, set

s ) if t € [0, 7o + In)]
) sy ftE[To+1InTy+e]

Clearly, z € Bé\(f%)%@, so that, thanks to the first step of the previous proof, I'(Z) €
B\

y(1)7T076
yM =D which means that I'(Z) is an extension of I'(z) and as a result

NL(2); €I ([0, To + In))] < NI(2); €[ ([0, To +€])] < M.

. Now, since yM:(=17 is a solution on [0, Ty + (I — 1)n], we have I'(2)|.z+ (1) =

O

A classical and fundamental result of Rough Path Theory is the continuity of the It6
map, which associates to any initial condition a and any driving signal x the unique
solution to the (standard) differential system (see [11] for further details)

(6y)st = Tut(o(y) dz),  yo = a.

In our Volterra context, this continuity result still holds true. It is contained in the
following proposition.
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Proposition 3.10. Define the Ité6 map F by F(a,z) =y, where y is the unique solution
(given by Theorem 3.4) to the Volterra system (13). Then F is locally Lipschitz in the
following sense: there exists an application C' : (RT)? — R bounded on compact sets
such that for any a,a € R, z,7 € C]([0,T)),
NF(a,z) = F(a,2);¢] ([0, T])] < C(NTz; C{ ([0, T])], N2 €] ([0, T1)])
{lla —all + Nz — 2; ¢/ ([0, T} (19)
Proof. In fact, (19) is easily obtained by combining the estimations we established in the

proofs of Propositions 3.6 and 3.8. We only outline here the main steps of the reasoning,
leaving the details to the reader.

Fix two elements (a, 1), (a,7) € R? x C]([0,T]) and denote y = F(a,z), § = F(a, Z).

Step 1: Local inequality. Consider a time Ty < T that will be fixed at the end of
this first step. For the sake of conciseness, we shall write N[.;C]] = N[.;C{([0,T])] and
we introduce the notation R = {1 +/\/'[y,CV] + Ng; ¢} {1 +N[:v Cl] + N[z;C]]}. By
definition of y, 7, one has y; = a + Jo(c'(Y) dx) and yt = a + Jor(ot(Y) d), hence, for
any s,t € [0, Ty, 0(y — §)s = I5"2 + IP% + 1505 + I27°, with

L = 0" (V) (60) = o' D)D) 1 = A (8(0 (V))dws = 3(0" (V)57

154 = [o" = o*](D0)(82)0s — [0" = 0*)(V0) (5o,
137 = Doy (8(10" = o] (¥))dz = o' = °)(¥))37)
Then write for instance
L% = o' (Po)o(x — B)st + [0 (Vs) = o' (V)](0F)t, (20)
so that, as in the proof of (3.6),
NIH2:¢3([0, To])] < e R{TGN [y; €1 ([0, To])] + [|a — al| + N — #:C1} -
Proceed in the same way for IV%2, [2LA 2248 to get
Ny =51 ([0, To))] < e RATYN [y; €1 ([0, To])] + lla — ]| + N[z — #; ¢}
Choose now T = (2cL R)~"/7 and the previous inequality gives
Ny = 4:¢1([0, To))] < 2¢,R {lla — al| + Nz — #;C]]} .

Step 2: Extending the inequality. Consider a small € > 0 that we shall fix retrospectively.
Following the same lines as in the proof of Proposition (3.8), together with decompositions
such that (20), it is not hard to establish that

Nly = 5;C/([0, To + €])]
< G R{NTy = 5:C1((0, To))] + lla — || + Nz — Z:C)] + &' Ny — 5 ¢/ ([0, T +€])]} -
As a result, take e = (2c2R)~/(177) to obtain
Ny — 5 C(0.To + )] < 22 REAR +1) {la —ll + Mz — 7]}

We can repeat this procedure on [0, To+2¢], [0, To+3¢], . . ., [0, To+1(R)e] until To+I(R)e =
T, and finally Ny — ¢;C{([0,T])] < D(R){|la — a|| + N[z — 2;C]]} for some growing
function D : [1,00[— R™.
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Step 3: Conclusion. It only remains to notice that the same kind of reasoning easily
leads to My; C]] < G(Nx;C]]) and Ny; C]] < G(N[;C]]) for some function G : RT —
R* bounded on compact sets. Thus

R <A{1+GWN[z;C]]) + GNVIE; G 1 + N G + N[3:C
and inequality (19) holds with C(a,b) = D({1 + G(a) + G(b)} {1 + a + b}).

4. THE YOUNG SINGULAR CASE

This section is devoted to the study of a particular case of Equation (1), when the
coefficient o admits a singularity in (¢,u) on the diagonal. Namely, we shall consider an
equation of the form

v = a+ / (t — w) () do, (21)

with ¢ : R? — R%" a sufficiently regular mapping and z € CJ ([0, T]; R"), for some v and
« to be precised. Thus, the application o appearing in (1) tends here to explode when
approaching the diagonal

D xR ={(t,t,y), t€[0,T],y € R?}.

This singularity prevents us from directly applying the algebraic formalism introduced at
section 2 in order to define the integral fot(t—u)‘o‘dz(yu) dzx, above. However, as in Section
3, we shall see that this latter integral can still be defined thanks to a slight extension
of Young’s interpretation, insofar as the integral will simply be seen as the limit of the
associated Riemann sums. In other words, we will be able to set

t

J =0 v de, = Jim S (= ) () (o) (2)
Ak ([s:t))

where Ag([s, 1)) = {s =1to < t1 < ... <t <t} is any sequence of partitions whose meshes

tend to 0, and where t;, — ¢. In this context, Theorem 4.6 is quite close to Theorem 3.4.

Remark 4.1. The tedious calculations to come will give us an idea of how the A-formalism
used in the previous sections makes the writing more fluent (when it can be applied), by
avoiding the often cumbersome study of Riemann sums. One may then be tempted to
resort to a regularization argument to reduce the problem to the regular case we dealt
with in the previous section. And yet, as explained in Remark 4.9, this procedure also
requires estimations of Riemann sums similar to those we are about to set.

4.1. Young singular integrals. This section deals with a rigorous definition of integrals
like (22). A first technical lemma in this direction is then the following:

Lemma 4.2. Let a < b, f € C**([a,b];R), g € C'([a,b;R*™), h € C}*([a,b]; R™) with

A+ Ao > 1. Then
b b b
/ d(fg)u hu = / dfu guhu + / dgu fuh7u

a a a

the three integrals being understood in the Young sense.
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Proof. Consider a partition A = {a =ty < --- < t,, = b}, with mesh |A|, and use the
decomposition

Z 5(fg)titi+1hti - Z(5f)titi+1gti h‘ti + Z(ag)titi+l fti hti + Z(5f>titi+1 (5.9)151:151:-0-1 hti'

7

Notice then that

HZ((Sf)titiJrl (6g)titi+l hti

< NI CHINTg; CTIAIY N TR €7 b — al

which tends to 0 as |A| — 0. The proof is thus easily finished.
U

Remember that if x € C] and y € Cf, the Young (regular) integral J(ydx) is well-
defined if v + x > 1. The latter hypothese ensures that the Riemann sums actually
converge. In the Young singular case (22), this condition extends to (y—a)+x > 1. This
is what is shown in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Let z € C]([0,T;R"), ¢ € CY*(R%RY™) and assume that 0 < a < 7.
Then for any k such that (y — a) +x > 1 and any y € Ci([0,T);RY), the integral
Iy = f;(t — u)"*Y(y,) dx,, ezxists in the Young sense. More specifically, for any 0 <
s<t<Tand 0 <e <t—s, set I = f;_a(t —u)~*Y(yy) dx,, defined in the Young
sense of Proposition 3.1. Then I, converges to a quantity, which is denoted again by

fst(t - u)_aw(yu) dmw

Proof. Let e > 0. If u,v € [s,t — €],

Ulye) YY) 1 1
Govp owal = W |G ~ g +‘<t—u>a

Q 1 , . o
< (Wloo oy o =l — 19/ oeN Ty CE (0, T fo =

hence u (ﬁ%l € C*([s,t —€]) and since k 4+ > 1, the integral ¢, is well-defined in the

Young sense of Proposition 3.1. We will now study the convergence of I, when ¢ — 0.

It is easily checked from relation (10) that one is allowed to perform a integration by

parts in I3, in order to deduce

o= [ e = [ a0 ) e - )
_ w@tfs)(xt_a_xt)_'_ U(ys) (mt_st/t‘ad( U (Yu) ) (2 — 2,)

ex (t — s)
= I I+ I

Let us analyze now the three terms we have obtained: since

Hw(y

< lloeN s €T,

gl_a) (T4-e — 21)
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it is readily checked that I5' — 0 as ¢ — 0. In order to treat the term Ift’?’ observe that,
according to Lemma 4.2, we have

- dp(ya)) T 4 g | uj‘—“wyu)(a:t—xu) = I (23)

(t _ U)O‘ U)Ol+1
Notice then that

1

et
= =

(7 — 20)

‘ U (yu)

and thus v — (tf%ﬁl (xy — x,) is (Lebesgue-)integrable in ¢. This trivially yields the

convergence of I5° as e — 0. As for the first term 15> in (23), we know that u
¥(y,) € CF. In order to study the convergence of 1553’2, it only remains to prove that
the application ¢ : [s,t) — R™, u — (é’fum)z), continuously extended by 0 in ¢, belongs to

C{([s,t]), for some p > 0 satisfying p + k > 1.
However, if 0 < u < v < t,

[0 — @ull
< Nl |6 = )2 = (E = )] + | — )2 o0 — 0 — (2 — )]

1 1=(y=a) lo—ul \7° 1
< .Y t— 0 J S -CY — 7
< Mosclle—of () (o) el
< Nz Cl v —u]"™ + Nz; C{] v —u]"™,

while if u <v =1t as p, =0,

H.%’v — qu —a
v — pull = T2 < Nz CF o — w77
(v — u)?] '
Thus, ¢ € C{ ([0, ¢]), which achieves the proof since, by hypothesis, (y —«a)+x > 1. 0O

It is also important to control the Hdélder continuity of the singular Young integral
defined above, just as in Proposition 3.1. Before we turn to this task, let us quote an
elementary estimate for further use:

Lemma 4.4. Let 0 < s <t <T. For any 5 € [0, 1], there exists a constant cg such that
for any u € (0, s),

[(t—u)™ — (s —u)™®| <cgls—ul 7|t —s|. (24)
Then our regularity result is the following:

Proposition 4.5. Under the same hypotheses as in Lemma 4.3, and assuming in addition
that k < v — «, set zy = Iy for all t € [0,T). Then, for any Ty < T, the path z is an
element of Cy([0,7T0)), and the following estimate holds true:

Nz CF([0,To))] < ey oI5 {1+ Ny; CT([0, To])]} - (25)
Proof. We rely on the decomposition (0z)s = Iy + 1, with

I, = / (t —u)"“YP(y,)dx, and Iy = /OS [(t —u) = (s — U)_a} Y(yy) dzy.  (26)
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Notice that the term [ is exactly the one introduced at Lemma 4.3. Let us now bound
each of these terms.

Case of I: Tt is easily seen that [ can also be obtained thanks to the following approxi-
mation sequence: for n > 1, set

2"—1

Jp = Z (t = sb) U (ysi ) (0) i+, where st =5+

=0

it — s).
2n

Then [ is obtained as lim,, ., J,. Moreover, it is readily checked that

2n—1
Juii = dn = 30 (= SR ) = s2) )] (02) 20 00
=0
2" —1
= Z [(t — Sifll) — (t — Sil_i_l)*a] ¢(y 2z+1)(5.1') 2z+11 7211r12
=0
2"—1
(= 2™ [Pl — V()] 02) i
=0
= A+ B. (27)
But
s|7 2n—1 ‘
JA < [llN ;€ W S 2 (e s (= i)

and a telescopic sum kind of argument shovvs that

2n—1

ZI 2t (5% )70 (28)

= (t—s)‘”‘ié{(l - 222;11>a - (1 B 22+)}

—a 2ntt —1 ¢ —a/on+l\a

Hence

V- IV—a

- 1 n+1 1 n+1
||A\|§c¢,z\t—s|“( ) s%,ut—svm—a—“( ) . (20)

As for B, the following bound holds true:

2" —1
Y , At = s|” t—s|”
151 < (Z@—snm ) 19 N 95 o N Gl
=0
with
2n—1 2" -1 . —
, 21 ¢ gntl L du
e —o e\« 1 — <
> st = Z( 2) T
n+1
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and accordingly

Qr+y—1

n+1
1B < vl o (5 ) (30)
1\
< eyt — s Ny CFT" <W> :
Going back to (27) and putting together our estimates for A and B, we get
[ Jns1r = Jull < TGN = s[" {1 + Ny; CF1} v,

where v, is the general term of a converging series. Now, write Jy = J0+Zg;01(¢]n+1 —Jn),
so that, by letting n tend to infinity, we obtain

t
| [ ¢ wevtma,
It only remains to notice that
1ol = [[(t = 8)" "¢ (ys) (62)stll < QNN [ CIT [t = 8|77 < eyt = s["T577" (31)

to conclude

< ol + 157" [t = 5" {1 + Ny; CiT} -

[all < Tg7" [t = 8" {1+ Ny: €71}
Case of I1: We use the same strategy as for I, with this time s = 2’—2 and

2" -1

g, = Z Jst(55)0(ysi ) (02) i P i+ where fs:(u) = [(t —u) % — (s — u)_‘"] )

Then
on_1
Joi—dn = Y {fs,t(Sin)lﬁ(ysgj;) - fs,t(Siil)w(ysgql)} (0x) piss 2iv2

;fi

= Z {fst 7216:1 — fou(s n+1 }w Ys 22+1)(§x) 2L 2142
on_1
#2 ualeiin) {¥loagy) — ¥l ) } 0

= D+ FE. (32)

To deal with D, notice that u — fs+(u) is a decreasing function on [0, s|, and hence

2n—1 antl_q } ontl _ 1
Z |fst 72::_11 fst( n+l)| = Z ‘fst n+1 fs7t(311+1)| < f&t (WS) ‘ (33)
=0

Furthermore, according to our elementary bound (24) applied with f§ = k, we have
n+1
[ Fat (2%118) | < < It — 8| (27)71, 50 that

1 n+1
T c||w||oofv[x;cnsv-a-“|t—s|“( )

QV—a—kK

27—&—&

Y—a—kK K 1 o
< ey Ty |t — s| ) (34)
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As far as F is concerned, use (24) with § =~y — a to deduce

Bl < el ez s l— s () S (12 2)
B < el NNl -0 () 3 (1-

=0
1 N N
LOR R |4 oY
S Cd),IN[y?C]_]S ‘t S’ (254_7_1) /0 (1 _ x)»y
1 n+1
< N[y CrlfE = s [t — s T (W) : (35)

hence

1 n+1
VE|| < conNy: CITI It — 5" ( ) .

Q+y—1

Just as for I, gathering our bounds on D and E, we can then assert that
H/ [(t—u)™ = (s =) W (ya) daall < [1Joll + e T5 ™" [t = 8" {1+ Ny: (7]} -
0

Since [t — s7% < s " |t — s|", the term Jy above can be estimated as:
Ioll = [I{t™ = s} (9z)oull < Nz CY]s" 7" [t — 5], (36)
so that

[Tl = ||/0 [t =)™ = (s =) "] W (yu) daul| < ey Ty [t = s|" {1+ Ny: 7]} -

Finally, going back to decomposition (26), our bounds on I and I1 yield
Nz C] < ey (1 + Ny; C7)),

which was the announced result.

O

4.2. Solving Volterra equations. Thanks to the considerations of the last section, we
can now interpret equation (21), and especially its integral term, in the sense given by
Lemma 4.3 and Proposition 4.5. We are now in position to state the main result of this
section:

Theorem 4.6. Assume that x € C] ([0, T];R™) for some v € (1/2,1), let ¢ be a function
in CHP(REGRE™), and « € (0,1/2) such that v — a > 1/2. Then, for any k € (1 — (y —
a);y — «), equation (21) admits a unique solution in CF([0,T]; RY).

Fix k € (1—(y—a),y— ). As in Section 3, we shall solve our equation by identifying
its solution with the fixed point of the map I" defined, for any y € C([0, T]; R%), by

z=Typ=a+ /Ot(t —u)"Y(yy) da,. (37)

We divide again our proof into two propositions, dealing respectively with local and global
existence and uniqueness for the solution.

Proposition 4.7 (Local existence). Under the hypothesis of Theorem 4.6, there ezists
Ty € (0,T) such that Equation (21) admits a unique solution yV) in CF([0, Tp]; RY).



ROUGH VOLTERRA EQUATIONS 19

Proof. Fix a time Ty € (0,7] and let y € C*([0,Ty]). Define then z = I'(y) as in equa-
tion (37).

Step 1: Invariance of a ball. A simple application of Proposition 4.5 allows to conclude
the existence of a stable ball

BG,TO = {y S CK([OaTO])a Yo = @, N[y,Cﬂ < ATO}
for any Tp small enough and Ap, large enough.

Step 2: Contraction property. Let y,§ € B,r,, and set z = I'(y), Z = I'(g). Thus,
5(2 — E)st = -[]-[st + ]‘/st7 with

11, - /t<t—u>-a () — ()] d (39)
v, = / (= ) = (5 — u)] [b(g) — ()] .

We will now estimate these two terms, according to the same strategy as for Proposi-
tion 4.5, i.e. invoking approximations by dyadic partitions.

Case of I11: Denote

: 2n—1
; 1t —s i\ _a -
Sp =5+ %7 Jo=> (t=si) " [b(ys) = 0(§s,)] (02) 5 -
=0
Then
Jn+1 - Jn
2n-1
= Yo {le = = = %)) [P — V@) | 00,
i=0
2n_1
£ {0 ) [0 a) — ) — )+ 0e,)]| | 60) a0
i=0
= F+G. (39)
For F', we have, since (y — 7)o = 0,
t— s 2n—1
1]l < Nz; €] @iy 1 oM Ty = §:CRITE Y (= siif) ™ = (t = sn) ),
i=0
which, thanks to (28), gives
1 n+1
Pl < caN—gelle—s o () T )
As far as G is concerned, use (16) to assert that
[(y2in) = D(G2irr) = (Y ) + (@2 )
~ ok et =s"
< e {1+ N+ NI - gL

Besides,

2m—1

(t—s2,) < 2! /1 du
T s Sy (T w)

1=0
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so that

3 - 1 n+1 i
61 < coukly = O (4 2Am) o= ol (s ) =™ )

Now, relations (40) and (41) entail

Ll < 1ol + D I nsr = Jall < 1ol + coe T3~ {1+ 247} Ny — §;C1 [t — 5|
i=0
Furthermore, we have
Dol = (It =)~ [¥(ys) — ¥(Fs)] (62)st]] (42)
|t =" [t = s N2 G| DY || N [y — 5: CFs"
oy Tt = " Ny — 5 Cf]

IA A

which finally yields
MLl < cpuTq ™ {1+ 245} Ny — 5:CF] [t — 5|

Case of IV : In this case, the approximating sequence is defined by:
. on_1
is

5; = on” Jn = Z fS,t(Soil) [1/}(%;) - w(gs;)} (51;)5;'1,5%*1'
=0

Hence, the difference J,,.1 — J,, can be decomposed into:

Jn—i—l - Jn
2n -1 '
= Z {[fs,t(silill) fst( n+1>] [w(?/sizj_rll) — 1#(3/783&1)] } (5%) izill Sizrlz
i=0
2n—1
3 {Faals2) [0y) = $lGan) = Vlya,) + U, )| b 00) a0 a0
i=0
= H+ K. (43)

In order to bound these two terms, let us introduce first some \ € (k,y — «). From (33),
and invoking (24) with 8 = ), we obtain

2n-1 (2a+)\)n+1

Z }fst 3;5:11 — fsu(s n—l—l)‘ <clt— 5| gatA

while [[i(y,z::1) - ¢<ysﬁ;>u < [l Ty — 5 CF] 5%, and so

. . 3 B o 1 n+1
IHI < ot — st — sP Ny — 5 €)™ ( ) (44

Iv—a—A
1 n+1
< Gl = TN - 5 (5 )
To estimate ||/ ||, remember that

[Py 2irt) = V(@2i0r) — V(s ) + (@)l
< ey {1+ Ny; CTT+ N[5 TNy — 35 CT oo

H

@
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which, together with (24) applied with 8 = v — «, gives

o AR TR N 20 \™
K| < cpalt =87 {1+ 247} Ny — 5:Cf]s <2H+7> Z(l_Qn—l—l)

1=0

IN

Cp |t —s|" [t — s {1+ 247, }
R 1 oty
Nly — ;Y115 (W) /O A—uy (45)

. Y B ) 1 n+1
< ot = o T L 2N - 5] ()

As a result, combining the estimates for H and K along the same lines as for the term
111, we end up with:
1TVl < 1ol + cpe {1 + 2A7 } Ny — 45 CT] [t — 5" T5 ™
But Jo = [t7* — s [¢(y0) — ¥(P0)] (6x)os = 0, so that finally
Vil < ey~ {14 240, Ny — §:C51 1t — s
We have thus proved that
Nlz =% 0] < Ty {1+ 245} Ny — 5;CF).

The contraction property then clearly holds when I' is restricted to a stable ball B, 7, for

To small enough. This easily yields the existence and uniqueness of a solution to (21) on
[07 TO] .
0

The following proposition summarizes the extension of the unique solution to (21) to
an arbitrary interval.

Proposition 4.8 (Global existence). Under the same hypothesis as for Theorem 4.6, the
local solution yV) € CF([0,Ty]) can be extended in a unique way into a global solution in

i ([0,T]).

Proof. We resort to the same scheme as in Proposition 3.8, in which we try to exploit the
estimations of the previous proof.

Step 1: Invariance of a ball. Let € > 0 and y € C*([0, Ty + €]) such that yo 7, = y™V. Set

(1) :
z=T(y) = v t it €10, Zo
a+ [t —u)"Y(y,) de, ift e [Ty, Ty + <.

Let s,t € [Ty, Ty + €] and consider the decomposition (26) of (6z)g. For I, use (27),
together with the estimations (29), (30) and (31), to deduce

t
I =0 0) ol < colt = s1* {14 7Ny}
As for 11, use (32), together with (34), (35) and (36) to assert

||/OS [(t =)™ = (5 —u) "] Y(y) dou|| <yt —s|" {1+ Ny; CF]} -



22 AURELIEN DEYA AND SAMY TINDEL

As a result,
Nz CH([To, To + e])] < ey {1+ "Ny €11}
By copying the arguments of the proof of Proposition 3.8, we then deduce the existence
of a small ¢, independent of y"), and a radius Ny, such that the ball

By(l),To,e = {y € Cf([O,T@ + E]) Yo, = y(l)v N[y,Cf] < Nl}

is invariant by T.
Step 2: Contraction property. Let n < e, and consider y,5 € Cf([0,Ty + n]) such that
Yoy = Gjom) = ¥y, My; CF] < Ny and NTg; Cf] < Ny Set 2 = T'(y), 2 = (7).

Let s,t € [Ty, To + 1] and consider the decomposition (38) of d(z — 2)s. For 111, use
(39), together with (40), (41) and (42), to obtain

L] < cypon™™ " [t = s[" {1+ 2N} Ny — 5; CT].
As far as IV is concerned, the decomposition (43), together with (44), (45) and the fact
that ¢ (yo) = 1 (%), provides
[1Viell < cpom™ ™" [t = s|" {1+ 2N} Ny — §; C7].
Therefore,
Nz = %08 ([To, To + )] < ey {1+ 2N} Ny — 3 7).

The end of the proof follows then exactly the same lines as the proof of Proposition 3.8.
O

Remark 4.9. Another natural approach to this singular Young case would have consisted in
regularizing the kernel K;; = |t — s| ® into K, = |t — s + | * and solving the associated
Volterra system

t
f=art / KZ, b(y7) da, (46)
0

in C/([0,7T]) by means of Theorem 3.4. The convergence of the solution y* in C§([0,Tp])
can then be established thanks to the arguments of Proposition 4.5. Indeed, following the
proof of (25) (which involves the study of Riemann sums), it is not hard to check that

Ny (10, To])] < ey To"™* 7™ {1+ Ny5 €00, To])]}

uniformly in e € (0, 1], provided v — a — k¢ > 0. In particular, if T is small enough, the
sequence (y°) is bouded in C;°([0, Tp]), hance it converges (at least along a subsequence)
to an element y € C{([0, Tpy)), for any k < k.

To see that y actually satisfies our problem on [0, Tp], it only remains to justify the
passage to the limit in (46). This can be done using the arguments of Lemma 4.3, under
the additional condition (v — «) + x > 1, which ensures that the integral fst K (yy) dzx,,
is well-defined.

Unfortunately, this regularization procedure only provides us with a local and (at this
point) not necessarily unique solution y to (21). The uniqueness and extension of y then
require a specific treatment: even with a compactness argument, the proof should follow
the steps of Theorem 4.6, which means that we cannot avoid some lenghty estimations of
Riemann sums.

Remark 4.10. As we have followed the same steps as in the proof of Theorem 3.4, it is
quite obvious that the regularity result 19 for the It6 map also holds true for this singular
case. We do not repeat it though, for the sake of conciseness.
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5. THE ROUGH CASE

In this section, we go back to equation (1), with a smooth and bounded coefficient o.
However, we will only assume that x belongs to C] ([0, T];R™) for some v € (1/3,1/2),
which means in particular that we can no longer resort to Young’s interpretation for
fo (t,u,y,)dx, and some rough path type considerations must come into the picture.
We Wlll thus briefly review the setting used in this context, and then prove a local existence
and uniqueness result for our equation.

5.1. Controlled processes. For sake of conciseness, we only recall here the key ingredi-
ents of the formalism introduced in [11] in order to handle integrals driven by an irregular
signal x. First, as usual in the rough path theory, we will have to assume a priori the
following hypothesis:

Hypothesis 1. The path x admits a Levy area, that is a process x> € Cgv([O,T];R”’”)
such that

6 = dx @z, de  (02H)au(i,7) = (02") s @ (627,
for all s,u,t € [0,T] and i,j € {1,--- ,n}.
As explained in [11], we are then incited to introduce a particular subspace of the space

of Holder continuous functions CJ ([0, T]; R*), which are the convenient processes to be
integrated with respect to x:

Definition 5.1. Let k € N* and n > . A process y € C{([0,T];RY) is said to be
(v,n)-controlled by x if there exists y € C7 ([0, T]; L(R™,RY¥)), r¥ € CJ([0, T]; R"¥)
such that

(0y)st = ya(0x) e + 1%,  for any s, t € [0,T]. (47)
Remark 5.2. The decomposition (47) is not necessarily unique, but if we fix y, ¢/, then, of
course, the remainder 7¥ is uniquely determined. For this reason, define Q7"([0, T]; R1*)
as the space of couples (y,y') € C{([0,;RY) x C777([0, T]; L(R",RY*)) such that the
decomposition (47) holds. In the sequel however, and for the sake of conciseness, we shall

mostly write y instead of (y,%'). The space Q"([0,T]; R*) is endowed with the natural
semi-norm

Ny; @7([0, TT; RMM)] = M(y, 4'); ([0, T R™))]
= Ny; € ([0, T); RY)] + Ny/'; €0, T); LR™, RY)] + Ny’ €7 7"([0, TT; L(R™, RYF)]
+ N[ C3([0, T RM)).
Observe that if (y,y') € Q"([0, T]; R*), then
Nly: €l ([0, T RY)] < e {lyoll + T Ny; @([0, T; RM)] ) (48)
Finally, let us denote Q7 ([0, T]; RY*) = @727([0, T]; RYMF).

With our main equation (13) in mind, it is important for us to get a stability property for
controlled processes, when composed with the map o. This is the object of the following
proposition (for which we recall the notation on gradient of functions given at the end of
the introduction).

Proposition 5.3. Let (y,y') € Q7([0, T]; RY?), with decomposition dy = y'(6x) +1rY, and
consider o € C*%([0,T]?> x RV R, Fori = 1,--- ,d, denote by o;(2) the i line of
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o(z) when considered as a matriz. Then, for any t > 0, (0;(t,.,y.), D3o(t,.,y)oy') €
([0, T];RY™) and

Nloi(t, . y.); Q ([0, TERY™)] < ¢ {1+ Ny; Q7([0, T RM)*}, (49)
where ¢, does not depend on t.
Proof. See Appendix. O

Let us now turn to the integration of weakly controlled paths, which is summarized
in the following proposition, borrowed from [11|. This result requires a little additional
notation: if ¢ € L(R",R"") and A € R™", we denote ¢ - A =37 (pe;, e5) Ajj.

ij=1
Proposition 5.4. Let x be a signal satisfying Hypothesis 1, and let also (z,2') be an
element of Q7([0,T);RY) with decomposition §z = 2'(dz) + r*. One can define A €
C/([0,T];R) by Ao =a € R and

(6A) g = 25(07) gt + 25 - 22, + Ny (r*6x + 62" - %),
and set J(zdx) = J((2,7')dx) = §A. Then J(zdx) coincides with the usual Riemann

integral of z with respect to x in case of smooth functions. Moreover, it holds

J(zdz) = lim {Zti(ax)titﬂrl + 2 @} } ’

tit;
‘Hst‘ﬁo - ili+1

for any 0 < s < t < T, where the limit is taken over all the partitions lly = {s =ty <
ty <...<t, =t} of [s,t], as the mesh of the partition goes to zero.

It only remains to enunciate the multidimensional version of the previous proposition:

Definition 5.5. Assume that z € C]([0,T];R%") is such that for each z; (i line of z),
there exists 2, € CJ ([0, T]; L(R™, RY™)) for which (2, z1) € Q7([0, T]; RY™). Then we define
J(zdz) = J((z,2') dx) € C]([0,T]); RY?) by the natural relations

T(zdz) = T ((z,2)dz), i=1,...,d

5.2. Rough Volterra equations. Let us say a few words about the strategy to be used
in order to solve equation (13) in case of a rough driving signal. First, this Volterra
system will be interpreted according to Propositions 5.3 and 5.4 when (y,y’) belongs to
Q7([0, T); RY) and o € C*b([0, T]? x RL; R%™). Moreover, in order to settle a fixed point
argument, we shall see that the process z defined by 2y = a and

(02)st = Ta(o(t, . y.) dz) + Jos(lo” — o*)(Y) dz)

is a controlled process (recall that ) stands for the multidimensional function s — (s, ys)).
Indeed, if we assume that the path w; = ¢()) can be decomposed as

b, = 001(¥) = o (V) (62) + 1),
which can be done owing to Proposition 5.3, and if we set 62 = J(w; dr), then one can
write (52)2? = 0i(s,8,9s)(6x) g + (rz)® fori = 1,...,d, with
(r2)® = [0i(t, 5, ys) — (5, 5,y:)] (02)st + 01 (V)} - 22y + A (r7 62 + 5(0L(V)) - 27)
+ Jos([o(t, - y.) — o (s, y)] dar) .

If we manage to show that o(.,.,y)* : x — (o1(.,.,y.)(2), ..., (04(.,.,y.)(z)) belongs to
Cy([0,T]; L(R*, R)) and r* € C37([0,T]); R"%) (which will be done in the course of the
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following proof), then (z,0(.,.,y.)*) € Q7([0,T];R"%) and the application ' introduced
in the Young setting becomes here

r: ([0, T RM) — ([0, T R™), (y,¢) = (2,0(.,,y)"). (50)
With this notation, a solution of (13) corresponds to a fixed point of T'.

We have now all the tools in hand to express the announced (local) result properly:

Theorem 5.6. Let € (0,1) such that y(k +2) > 1, o € C¥*~([0,T]* x R:; R4") and
a € RY. Then there exists Ty € (0,T] such that the equation

Y =a+ jﬂt(0<t7 9 y) dl‘)7
interpreted in the sense of Definition 5.5, admits a unique solution in Q7 ([0, Ty]; R14).

As in the Young case, the result will stem from a contraction argument (Proposition
5.9) on some invariant ball (Proposition 5.8). Before we turn to detail these arguments,
let us state an equivalent of Lemma 3.7:

Lemma 5.7. Let (y,y), (9,9) € ([0, T); RY) such that yo = o and y) = §,. Then,
under the hypothesis of Theorem 5.6, for any i € {1,...,d} and any s,t € [0,T],

Nlo; = a1(¥); Q([0. T R™)] < ¢y [t = s| {1+ Ny; Q ([0, TER™)J*}, (51)
the path o*() — o'(Y) satisfies
Noi(V) = 0i(V); @(10, T RM)] (52)

< co {14+ Ny ([0, TR + Ny ([0, THRM)*} Ny — 5 ([0, T RM)],
and
Nlloi = of]V) = [o = o}](V); @777(0, TERM)] < ¢ [t — (53)
X {1+ Ny @((0, TRV 4+ Ngs Q7([0, TR} My — 5 @((0, T RM)).

Proof. See Appendix.
O

We can now state the result concerning the invariance of a ball for the map I":

Proposition 5.8 (Invariance of a ball). Under the hypothesis of Theorem 5.6, there ezists
To € (0,T] such that for each Ty € (0,Tp)|, the ball

A s
BT1T1 = {(ya y/) S Q’Y([07T1]) - Y = q, yé) = U<0a Oa CL) ) N[(yu y/)7 Q’Y<[07TI]>] < ATl}
is tnvariant by ' (defined by (50)) for some large enough radius Ar, .

Proof. Fix a time Ty < T and let (y,v') € B%TO with decomposition dy = 3/dx + r¥. Set
(2,2") =T(y,y'). Then 0z = 2’6x + r?, where r* can be further decomposed into:

Tz — T,Z,O 4 7’2’1’1 T T’Z’l’z 4 ?"Z’Q’l 4 TZ’2’2, (54)
with
i = ol =] V)0, Y =6l a2
ra = A (i s+ 8(al (D)) - 2?).
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and
r2 PO = ot = a7] (Vo) (62)os + [of — 03] (W) - 22,
0= gy ([ = 17O G 4 6([of - 3] (V)) - ?)

Let us check that this decomposition actually identifies z as an element of Q7, that is
2 el and r* € 022'7. For 2/, pick 0 < s <t < T} and observe that

162")sell = llo(t, t,90)" = o(s,s,95)"]
S HU(t, t> yt)* - J(Sa ta yt)*“ + HO_(Sa ta yt)* - J(Sa S, ys)*H
d
< |1Doloo [t = s| + Y 16(05 (D))t
i=1
But, according to (48),
16(e7 (PN)stll < ca |t — 5[ {[[ Dsoi(s, Vo) o goll + Ty N0 (V); 7]}
< Coo [t = s {1+ TGN 07 (Y); Q73
which, together with (49), leads to N[2/;C]] < cuo {1 + TY Ny; Q7)*}.
Let us now estimate the 2vy-Holder norm of the remaining terms.

Case of r*°: Clearly, N[r*°;CJ"] < ||Dol|oN[z;CYTy " < Coa
Case of r>b1: Since ||o{(V)o|l = || Dsoi(t, Vo) o yh|| < ¢o, one has, owing to (49),

Izt < ca\t s N 67 {1 + ToN [0 (V)5 ¢}
Cow |t = s {1+ TGNTo}(V); Q]} < ot — s {1+ TgNTy; 1}
Case of r>"2: Tt is readily checked, invoking (6) and (49), that
Iz @1 < el — s {NT N s ) + M) TN T €]}
< Gt = s No(t,¥); Q"] < o |t — s 9 {1+ Ny; @2}

Case of r#%%: The following elementary estimates hold true.

|75l < Dol [t = s| 9N Tw; CT) + || Dsoi(t, Vo) = Dioi(s, Vo) lllglIN [ €31T3
<

Coo |t — 5]27 )

Case of r>*2: Owing to (6) and (51), we have
7522

st
< eI N = PN O] + N([of = 03] (V)5 CINV 2% 657) |
< G TYNot = alV5 Q] < e T8 It — s {1+ Ny @12}

Finally, gathering all our estimates for the terms in (54), it is easily seen that N'[r*; C3"]

< Coa {1+ TYNy; Q]?}. Hence we have obtained that r* € C;” and (2, 2') € Q7.
Notice that the above estimations also easily lead to N[z; Q7] < ¢, , {1 + T{Ny; Q)*}.
Choose now for T the greatest time 7 € (0,7 such that the equation ¢, , {1 +77A} = A
admits a unique solution A,. Then Tj satisfies the property announced in our proposition.
U
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We can now prove the contraction property allowing to establish the existence and
uniqueness of a local solution to equation (13).

Proposition 5.9 (Contraction property). Under the hypothesis of Theorem 5.6, there
exists Ty € (0,Ty] such that for each Ty < T, the application T is a strict contraction on

the (stable) ball B

Proof. Let (y,vy), (9,7) two elements of B%Tl, and set (z,2') =(y,vy), (2,2) =T'(9,79).
Thus, 6(z — 2) = (' — Z)éx + (r* — r?), where 2’ = o(.,.,y.)*, 2 = o(.,.,7.)*, and r* is
given by (54), with a similar expression for r*. Let us now estimate each term of
N[z=% QN =Nz - Z;CY) + N[' — Z,C]| + N[r* — % CI + Nz — £,.C]).
Case of N2/ = 2;CY]: If s € [0, 1], ||2¢ = 2]l = llo(s, 5, 4)" =0 (s, s, )| < [| Dolloc]lys —
Jsll- But yo = go, so that [lys— 7| < TYN[y—5; €] and N[2' =25 CY] < ¢, TY N[y —5; Q7).
Case of N[z — Z';C]]: Pick 0 < s <t < Ty and observe that
Izt =2) = L =20l = (et V) = a(t, V)" —o(s, V)" + (s, V)|
< lo" = o J%) = o' = o |Vl + 19(e* (V) = o* (V) el
Then

llo" = a*](Ve) = [0" — o]V ID(e" = *)lloollye — Gl
|1D?0|oo [t — s| Ny — g5 CI]TY

o |t = s|" Ny — 7; QT

IAIACIA

while, according to (48) and (52),

16(3 (V) = o Vatll < |t = 5" Mo (V) — 07 (V):C]]

ot = s/ {0} (V) = T ll + TIN T3 () = 0 (V); @]}

< Coglt =TTV {1+ Ny @ + Nz QP } Ny — 55 Q7]

since (03(Y)—03(Y))) = 0. Hence, thanks to the fact that we are working on the invariant

ballBng,Weget/\/'[ —ZC]] < cpo {1+ A2, }Ny y,Q“Y]T7

Case of Nr* —r%;C3"]: Since (yo, ) = (fo, 7)), 7*~F = r* — r* reduces to the sum of
o1 = a71) = [0} = o)V} 0w), 15 = V), = Al D)) -

ra P = A7) = 1w+ 6(0](V) — ol(V)) - )

1O = () 1) =) IO 48[t — o7V ot — 1) - 4).

We will now bound each of these terms.
Study of %, *°: One has

SO < et = s ID(o! = o)l|sell Vs — Dl
< o |t - S|1+7 HDQUZ'HOOH?JS - gs“
< Coolt— s Ny = 50T < oot — s Ny — 5 QT
Study of 7" : Since (') — o'(Y)) = 0, we get, owing to (52),
P55 < et — s (0LY) — st D)l < et — s NoH(Y) — at(D); QT
< olt— s {1+ Ny; QP + Ny QP Ny — §; QT7.

IN

00 =

I
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Study of r*~*12: By (6) and (52),

(6
P52 O < et — s Not(Y) — ot (D); Q)
< Conlt = s {1+ Ny; Q7 + N3 QTP Ny — §; Q1T7.

Study of r*=2: By (6) and (53),
IO < TN o} = 07)() = ot = 03] (9); @770

2 K3 K3

< cx,on(”H) it —s| {1+ Ny; @1 + Ng; Q1 } Ny — 3; Q7).

Finally, putting together all our estimates of the remainder terms, we end up with the
relation N'[r* —1r%,C3"] < ¢, {1+ A% } Ny — §; Q]T7, which together with the above
estimation of N[z’ — Z';C]], gives

Niz—7%Q" < epo {1+ A} } Ny — 5; QT7.

The greatest time 77 € (0, Ty] such that ¢, , {1+ A% } T < 1/2 then clearly yields the
contraction property for I' on [0, T7].
U

In the rough case, it is also easily seen that our existence and uniqueness result for
equation (13) can be applied to the fractional Brownian motion:

Corollary 5.10. Let B be a n-dimensional fractional Brownian motion with Hurst pa-
rameter 1/3 < H < 1/2, defined on a complete probability space (2, F, P). Then almost
surely, B fulfills the hypotheses of Theorem 5.6.

Proof. We only have to show that B satisfies Hypothesis 1. But this kind of result is
easily deduced from the convergence results contained in [6].
O

5.3. Extending the solution. To finish with, let us briefly evoke the technical difficulties
we encounter when trying to extend the solution on [0, 7] along the same lines as in the
Young case. Denote (yV, (yM)") the solution on [0, Tp).

The first step would consist in finding some small ¢ > 0, independent of (y™), (y™M)"),
and some radius N; such that the ball

{(y.v) € ([0, To+¢]) : (v )ory = W, W)), Ny, y); Q(10, Ty +€])] < N}

is invariant by I'. In fact, if we set (z,2') = I'(y,y’) for (y,%’) in this ball, then some
standard estimations, similar to those appearing in the proofs above, show that

N(z,2); Q7((0, Ty +€))] < el [y; QV([0, To))] + e2 {1 + *N(,4); Q"([0, To + €])]*}

(59)
for some A\ > 0 and some constants ¢y, co with ¢; > 2. Tt is then rather clear that, owing
to the exponent 2 in the latter expression, the constant ¢ ensuring the stability of the ball
has to depend on Ny™M; Q7([0, Tp))].

More specifically, imagine the reasoning of the proof of Proposition 3.8 remains true
when starting with (55), which means that we can find some constant ¢ > 0 and some
sequence of radii (/V;) such that

ClNi + Co {1 + EANiQJrl} S N/L'Jrl. (56)



ROUGH VOLTERRA EQUATIONS 29

Then N;y1 > ¢1N; > 2N; and the sequence (N;) diverges to infinity. On the other hand,
if relation (56) is meant to admit solutions, then the relation 1 — 4e*cy(c;N; + ¢2) > 0
must be fulfilled, so that (/V;) is bounded, hence a contradiction.

At this point, it is interesting to notice that even if ¢ is allowed to vary and becomes a
sequence ¢; such that ) .e; = oo (in order to be sure that [0,77] is covered), then we get

%T < N; < 5, so that &; < W, which of course contradicts ), &; = oo.
i+1

This failure in our apprehension of (1) motivated the study of a particular case of
Volterra equations (see our companion paper [7]) for which some modifications of the
d-formalism enable to get rid (in some way) of the past-dependent term in (2).

6. APPENDIX

We gather in this section some regularity results for the functions and controlled pro-
cesses we handle in throughout the paper.

Proof of Lemma 3.7. To obtain (15), pick u < v and observe that

lle" = o*J(Yo) = 0" =] V)l < [D(0" = o)l [V = Yl
< [D%lloo It = 5| (Jv — ul + Ny; CT] v —u["),

which gives the result.

In order to establish (16), let us introduce the operator R defined for any p € C1*(R*t1),
¢, & € R by

Ryp(&, &) = /0 Dp(aé + (1 — a)f) da.

Then of course [|Ripllo < [|Dplloo and [[Rp(&1,€1) — Beo(&a, &) < [1D%0lloo (161 — &2l +
&1 — &5]]). With this notation, if 0 <u < v < T,

') — o D)~ ' V) =o' Gl
HRO’t(ym yv)<yv - yv) - R0t<yuayu>(yu - yu)”

< R Vo, Vo) (Yo = Vol = Ve = VDI + B Vo, Vo) = Ro' (Vi V)| (Y = D) |
< D" lclllyo = Fo] = [y — 7l

H D% [[oo (20 — vl + 1o = Yull + 150 = Ful)[yu — Full
< Ny =561 —ul" {IDollw + | D*0lloc (21" + Ny: €] + N[5 CINT}

where, in the last inegality, we have used the fact that v, — ¥y = [Yu — U] — [Y0 — Jo]-
Inequality (16) follows easily. Notice that those are the same arguments as in the proof
of [11, Lemma 5|.

To prove (17), let us introduce the operator L defined for any ¢ € C*%*(R%*2) and any
s,t €R, &, & € R as

1 1
Lp(s.t,6,) = / / D2p(s + plt — ),6 + M€ — €)) dudA.

Thus, Lp(s,t,&,€') is a bilinear mapping on R x (R x R?) such that ||Lo|le < || D000

and ‘|L90(57t7§17§i) - L@(‘%t&%&é)” S ||D2S0HH (Hfl - 52”’{ + ||£i - %HR)
With this notation, it is readily checked that

0<t7€) - 0(375> - 0<t7€/> + J(Safl) = LO’(S,t,f,é)((t -5, 0)7 (075 - 5/))
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for any s,t € [0,7T], £,& € [0, T] x RY, so that

llo" = o°)(Vu) = 0" = 0*J(Du) = [0" = o*](I) + 0" = *J(D) | (57)
= [[Lo(s,t. Y, Vu)((t = 5,0), (0, Y = Vo))
~Lo (5,1, Y0, V)((t = 5,0),(0,, = V)
< N[Lo(s,t, Yy Vu) (= 5,0), (0, [V = V] = [V = D))
+|HL0<S7ta Vs yu) - LU(Sv ty Vo, 571,)]((15 -5, 0)7 (07 Yo — 5}1}))”
1D?0|oo [t = s [y — Gu] = [y — 7]l
HI Dol (2 Ju = 0" + [[yw — 4ol + 1Fu = Foll") [t = 5[ llyo — Tl
< ot = s {NTy = §:C] fu — o]
+(2fu = 0" + [u— o Ny O + NG C Y Ny — 51117,

IN

which leads to the result.
O

Proof of Proposition 5.3. This is a matter of elementary differential calculus. For the sake
of conciseness, denote o = g; and @y, (r) = Yy + 17(Vy — Vu)- Then

(5(Ut(y))uv = Jt(yv) - Jt(yu)
= /0 dr Dyo(t, puy(r)) (v —u) + /0 dr Dso(t, 0us (1)) (6Y)uw
= D30(t7 yu)(éy)uv + /0 dT [D3U(t? SOUU(T)) - D3U(ta yu)] (5y)uv
+/0 dr Dyo (t, puu(r)) (v — u)

= (D3o(t, V) ©9.) (02)uw + Tuo, (58)

where r has to be interpreted as a remainder, whose exact expression is given by:
1
Tuw = DgO(t, yu)rzv + / dr [D3U(t7 quv(’r)) - DSU(t7 yu)] (5y)uv
0

+/0 dr Dyo(t, puy(r)) (v — u).

We will now bound the two terms in expression (58).

First, [[D3o(t,Y) 0 y'[lec < D30 [N Y5 CY] < coNy; @], and if 0 <u < v < T,

D30 (t, Vo) 0y, — D3o(t, V) © Yl

< |I[Dso(t, V) — D3o(t, Vu)l oy |l + ([ Dsa(t, Vo) © [y, — vl

< D0l Vo = VulINTY'5 €Yl + 1 D30 | N Ty €T |0 — u]”

< 1D%0loo(lv — ul + Ny; C[o — u[ )NTY'; CT] + | Dso || N Ty'; CTT [0 — ul”
< o lv—u" {1+ Ny; @},

hence D30 (t,)) oy’ € C] and N[Dso(t,Y) o y/;C]] < ¢, {1+ Ny; Q*}.



ROUGH VOLTERRA EQUATIONS 31

Asforr, if 0<u<wv<T,
Il < 1Dso oM 5 C37] [0 = ul™ + | D20 oo | Ve = Vul Ny; €T [0 = u[?
+[[ D20 loc v = u|
< o lv—ul {1+ Ny; @1},
so that r € €37 and N[r;C)7] < ¢, {14+ Ny; Q']*}.
t

To get (49), it only remains to notice that N[c*(Y);C]] < ¢r {1+ Ny; Q]}.
U

Proof of Lemma 5.7. According to the proof of Proposition 5.3, if Do’ := Dyo(t,.,.) and
Dyo' := D3o(t, .,.), one has [0} — of](Y), = Da(of — 05)(Vy) 0y, and

P71 = Dylot — o) (Vu) (L)
n / 01 [Dy(0'—0*) Vutr (V—Y)—Da(0'—0*) (D)) (6ot / dr Dy (o' —0*) () (v—u).

Recall that in order to bound (o} — ¢)(),) in Q7, the main steps consist in estimating

N(ot — o) (V);C7] and N[r; C3"]. However,
Ilo; — {1V, — [of = o7 1(V)

< |[[Dao; = 07) (Vo) = D2(07 — 07) (V)] 0 y,ll + 1 Da(o; — 07) (V) © [y, — vl
< 1D*(0f = o])lloe(Jv — ul + Ny; €] Jo — u[ )N [y’ €1

+H|Do(o; = o)l Ny’ CT] v — ul”
< D%l [t = s| (Jo — ul + [v — u]" Ny: CYN Ty C1]

+[ D03l [t = s| Ny € v — ul”
< colt—s[lv—ul" {1+ Ny QT},

and

[of—0$1(Y) t s . t s — P N
7w I < Doy = o)) lloo [0 = ul + [ Da(07 = 07) lloo [0 = ul™ N[r¥; C57]

+H[D*(0; — 07l (Jv — ul + Ny; Cl] o — u )N y: C7] [v — u[”
< et —s|lv—ul* {1+ Ny; "} .

The upper bound (51) is now easily obtained.

Inequality (52) is in fact a direct consequence of |11, Proposition 4]. Indeed, if y €
Q7([0, T); RY), then of course Y € Q7([0, T]; R»¥*1) with decomposition

(6))st = (0,4)(62)st + (t = 5,75,).

Then, according to the aforementioned proposition,
N[ (D) = o' (D) @) < o {1+ NV QP + N QPN Y = 95 Q).

It is then readily checked that NY; Q"] < ¢{1+ N[y; @]} and N[Y — V; Q"] = Ny —
g; Q7).

Let us now prove Inequality (53). To this end, denote (** := Dy(o! — of) and use the
fact that [(of — o?)(Y)]) = ¢**(Y) o V. This yields the decomposition [(o! — o§)(V)]' —

(o} = a7) D) )ww = A3y, + By, + Ci, + Dy, with
AZZ = 5<CSt(y))uv © [91/) - gql;] ) BZZ = C8t<yu> © 5([?// - g/Duva
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Con =" ) = D) 0 (07 )us -+ Dy = 6([C" (V) = ¢ (D) )uw © G-
Owing to the regularity of o, we are in position to apply Lemma 3.7 with D3o;, which
gives
N[A*,.C] < NIDs(of — o7)(V); T PN Ty — §; Q)
< et =s[{1+Ny; QI Ny — §; Q7.
and
N[D*C3") < N[Ds(of = a7)(¥) = Dalof — 07)(¥); €W 5 Q]
< et =s|{1+Ny; @17 + N[5 Q"I Ny — 5; @IV [g; Q1.
Besides, it is easy to see that N[B*;C7] < ¢, |t — s| Ny — 7; Q7], while N[C*;C]"] <
ot — 5| N[ @y — : '], hence
N(lo} = o31(¥) = [of = o71(P)); €17
<ot —s| {1+ Ny; Q" + N[ QT I Ny — 5: Q7. (59)
As for 73l := rloi=eil) —plri- 713 we know from (58) that, if uu(r) = Vu+r(Vs—Vu),
Gun(1) =Yy + 1Yy — V) and it := 0! — o, then rit = rst i +rsh? 4 psh3with

uv

ﬁlechWW?wva—Dmﬂ@MMMv—w,
St2 =D USt(yuxry ) D2Uft(3~}u)(7"gv>v

TZI;B /0 dr {[D2Uft(¢uv(r)) - D2Uft(yU)](5y)uv - [DQUft(‘ﬁuv(r)) - DQGft(yU)]((Sg)uv}'

Obvious arguments allow to assert that A [r*t1;C)7 "] < ¢, |t — s| Ny — §; Q]. To deal
with 752, write of course

rast = (D20 (V) — Daof (Vu)](rh,) + Doo (V) ([t — 1)),
which leads to N [r*%2; CJ""] < ¢, |t — s| {1 + Ny; @]} N[y —7; Q]. Finally, decompose

,r,st,S into ,,,st,S — Tst,3,1 + ,r,st,3,27 with

potl jg 01 (D305 (9un(r)) — Do) V)l — T

1
12552 = [ dr [Daot!(ulr)) = Do (D) = Do (1)) + Daot' (2] (57
0

Clearly, N[rst31: CI7"] < ¢, |t — 8| {1 + Ny; Q]} Ny — §; Q"]. To conclude with, ob-
serve that the double increment appearing into brackets in 7502 can be dealt with just
as (57) (replace [o" — o°] with Dy[o} — o] and Y, with @, (r )) This gives

Nrt22.6377 < e [t = s| {1+ Ny: @ + Ng; @1} Ny — 5; QN [g; Q7]
We have thus shown that
NIP5C3 < g [t — [ {14+ Ny; @1 + N5; Q1 } Ny — 55 Q1
which, together with (59), entails (53).
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