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1 Introduction

Let o : R; x R* = R and consider the stochastic heat equation

(1.1) th(t, x) = %AX(t, z)dt + o(t,z, X (t, )W (z,t) + b(t, z, X (t, ).

Here A denotes the Laplacian and W is space-time white noise on Ry x R. If o(t,z, X) and
b(t,x, X) are Lipschitz continuous in X it is well-known that there are pathwise unique solutions
to (1.1) (see (Wal86)). When o(t,z,X) = +/f(t,z, X)X such equations arise naturally as the
scaling limits of critical branching particle systems where the branching rate at (t,z) is given by
f(t,z, X(t,z)) and X (¢,x) is a measure of the local particle density at (¢,x). Such coefficients are
not Lipschitz continuous and pathwise uniqueness remains open even in the case where f = 1,
b= 0 and X is the density of super-Brownian motion (see Section II1.4 of (Per02)). In this case,
and more generally for f = X? for p > 0, uniqueness in law is known by duality arguments (see
(Myt99)). The duality arguments are highly non-robust, however, and pathwise uniqueness, if true,
would typically hold for a much less restrictive set of coefficients. Our goal in this work is to show
pathwise uniqueness holds for solutions to (1.1) if o(t,z,-) is Holder continuous of order v and
v > 3/4. The attentive reader will have already noted that the motivating example given above
does not satisfy this condition.

The above equation does have the advantage of having a diagonal form—that is, when viewed
as a continuum-dimensional stochastic differential equation there are no off-diagonal terms in the
noise part of the equation and the diffusion coefficient for the x coordinate is a function of that
coordinate alone. For finite-dimensional sde’s this was the setting for Yamada and Watanabe’s
extension (YW71) of Itd’s pathwise uniqueness results to Holder (1/2) continuous coefficients,
and so our plan will be to carry over their approach to our infinite dimensional setting. This
programme was already carried out in the context of coloured noise in (MPS06), but the methods
used there when specialized to white noise gives nothing beyond the classical Lipschitz uniqueness.
In fact for coloured noise in higher dimensions the results in (MPS06) did not even come close
to the known results on pathwise uniqueness for Lipschitz continuous coefficients (Dal99)-see the
discussion after Remark 1.5 in (MPS06). This is what led to our belief that there was room for
substantial improvement in the methods of (MPS06) and hence to the present work.

We introduce a growth condition, a Hélder continuity condition on ¢ and the standard Lipschitz
condition on b:

(1.2) there exists a constant ¢1.9 such that for all (¢, 2, X) € Ry x R?,
|o(t, 2, X)| 4 [b(t, 2, X)| < c12(1 + X)),

(1.3) for some v > 3/4 there are R;, Ry > 0 and for all ' > 0 there is an Ry(T)
so that for all t € [0,7] and all (2, X, X’) € R?,
lo(t,z, X) — o(t,z, X')| < Ro(T)e™1#l(1 + | X| + | X|) 2| X — X'|",

and

(1.4) thereis a B > 0 s.t. for all (t,z, X, X") € Ry x R, |b(t,z, X) — b(t, z, X')| < B|X — X'|.



We assume W is a white noise on the filtered probability space (Q2, F, F¢,P), where F; satisfies
the usual hypotheses. This means W;(¢) is an F-Brownian motion with variance ||¢||3 for each
¢ € L*(R,dz) and Wy(¢) and Wy(¢) are independent if [ p(z)p(z)dz = 0. We set pi(z) =
(2rt) V2 exp{—x?/2t}, Pif(z) = [ f(y)pi(y — x)dy, and let F}V C F; be the filtration generated
by W satisfying the usual hypotheses. A stochastic process X : @ x Ry x R — R, which is
jointly measurable and Fi-adapted, is said to be a solution to the stochastic heat equation (1.1) on
(Q, F, F;, P) with initial condition Xy : R — R, if for each ¢t > 0, and = € R,

(15  X(ta) = /Rpt<y—x>xo<y>dy+ / /RpH(y—x)a(s,y,x<s,y>>vv<ds,dy>

¢
+/ /Rpt—s(y — 2)b(s,y, X (s,y))dyds a.s.
0

To state the main results we introduce some notation, which will be used throughout this work:
IftEC Rd, we write C'(E) for the space of continuous functions on E. A superscript k, respectively
00, indicates that functions are in addition k& times, respectively infinitely often, continuously
differentiable. A subscript b, respectively ¢, indicates that they are also bounded, respectively have
compact support. We also define

[1£1lx := sup |£(@)]e ),
zeR

set Crem = {f € C(R),||f||n < oo for any A > 0} and endow it with the topology induced by the
norms || - || for A > 0. That is, f, — f in Chem iff d(f, fn) = 3521 275(1f = falliw A1) — 0 as
n — o00. Then (Ciem,d) is a Polish space. By identifying the white noise W, with the associated
Brownian sheet, we may view W as a stochastic processes with sample paths in C(R, Cy,,). Here
as usual, C(Ry, Cyepy) is given the topology of uniform convergence on compacts.

A stochastically weak solution to (1.1) is a solution on some filtered space with respect to some
noise W, i.e., the noise and space are not specified in advance.

With this notation we can state the following standard existence result whose proof is a minor
modification of Theorem 1.2 of (MPS06) and is given in the next Section.

Theorem 1.1 Let Xo € Ciem, and let b,o : Ry x R* — R satisfy (1.2), (1.3), and (1.4). Then
there exists a stochastically weak solution to (1.1) with sample paths a.s. in C(Ri, Ciem).

We say pathwise uniqueness holds for solutions of (1.1) in C(R ., Ciep, ) if for every deterministic
initial condition, X € Cienmn, any two solutions to (1.1) with sample paths a.s. in C(R, Cep,) must
be equal with probability 1. For Lipschitz continuous o, this follows from Theorem 2.2 of (Shi94).
Here then is our main result:

Theorem 1.2 Assume that b,o : Ry x R* — R satisfy (1.2), (1.3) and (1.4). Then pathwise
uniqueness holds for solutions of (1.1) in C(Ry, Crem)-

As an immediate consequence of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 we get existence and uniqueness of strong
solutions and joint uniqueness in law of (X, W).

Theorem 1.3 Assume that b,o : Ry x R* — R satisfy (1.2), (1.3) and (1.4). Then for any
Xo € Ciem there is a solution X to (1.1) on (Q, FW FV P) with sample paths a.s. in C(Ry, Crem).
If X" is any other solution to (1.1) on (Q, F,F,P) with sample paths a.s. in C(Ry, Ciem), then
X(t,z) = X'(t,x) for all t,x a.s. The joint law Px, of (X, W) on C(Ry,Ciem)? is uniquely
determined by Xy and is Borel measurable in Xg.



Proof. The Borel measurability of the law is proved as in Exercise 6.7.4 in (SV79). We now apply
Theorem 3.14 of (Kur07), with the Polish state spaces S and S for the driving process (W) and
solution (X) in that work both equal to C(R;, Ctep,). Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 imply the hypotheses
of weak existence and pointwise uniqueness of (a) of that result. The conclusions of an ¥ -adapted
(strong) solution and uniqueness in law of (X, W) follow from the conclusions in Theorem 3.14 (b)
(of (Kur07)) of a strong compatible solution and joint uniqueness in law, respectively. (Note that
Lemma 3.11 of the above reference shows that a strong, compatible solution must be F}V-adapted.)
Finally the equality of X and X’ is immediate from Theorem 1.2 on (92, F, F;,P) as X is also a
solution for the larger filtration. |

Remark 1.4 (a) When assuming (1.2), it suffices to assume (1.3) for | X — X'| < 1. Indeed this
condition is immediate from (1.2) for | X — X'| > 1 with Ry =0 and Ry = 1.

(b) (1.3) implies the local Hélder condition:

(1.6) for some v > 3/4 for all K > 0 there is an Lx so that for allt € [0, K]
and x7X1aX2 € [_K7 K]’ |O-(t7:L‘aX1) - U(t7m3X2)| < LK|X1 - X2|’Y‘

In fact it prescribes the growth rate of the Hélder constants Ly (polynomial in X and exponential
inx).

In order to give a bit of intuition for Theorem 1.2, we recall the result from (MPS06) which
dealt with the stochastic heat equation driven by coloured noise. Let W (t,z) be the mean zero
Gaussian noise on R x R? with covariance given by

(1.7) E \W(t,x)W(s,y)| = do(t — s)k(z —y),
where
(1.8) k(x—y) < clz—y[™",

for some « € (0,d A2). Note that the white noise considered in this paper is the case k(x) = do(x).
It formally corresponds to o = 1 in dimension d = 1. Now let X satisfies the SPDE:

(1.9) ;X(t,x) . %AX(t,a:)dt + o (X (8 2)W (a,8),

with W being the coloured noise just described. Then the following result was proved in (MPS06).
Theorem 1.5 (MPS06)) For a < 2y — 1, pathwise uniqueness holds for (1.9).

Let % = X! — X? be the difference of two solutions to (1.9). The proof of Theorem 1.5 relied on
a study of the Holder continuity of (¢, -) at points where @(t,z) is “small”. Let £ be the Hélder
exponent of u(t, -) at such points. The following connection between parameter £ and the pathwise
uniqueness was shown in (MPS06) (see condition (41) in the proof of Theorem 4.1 there): If

(1.10) a<{(2y-1),



then pathwise uniqueness holds for (1.9). Hence, the better the regularity one has for @ near its
zero set, the “weaker” the hypotheses required for pathwise uniqueness. It was shown in (MPS06)
that at the points x where @(t, x) is “small”, u(t, -) is Holder continuous with any exponent £ such
that

_«
2

(1.11) €< Al

l—n
(For the precise statement of this result see Theorem 2.2 in the next section.) Note that in the case
when o < 2y — 1, (1.11) turns into the following condition
(1.12) §<1,

and this together with (1.10) imply Theorem 1.5.
Now assume W is white noise on Ry x R and d = 1. This formally corresponds to the o = 1,
and in this case the conditions (1.10), (1.11) can be written as

(1.13) 1 < £2v-1),

1
(1.14) £ < mm.

For v > 1/2, we have ﬁ > 1 and hence one can take £ < 1 arbitrarily close to 1 (a proof of this

is given in Theorem 2.3 below), substitute it into (1.13), and get a vacuous condition for pathwise
uniqueness, namely

v > 1.

To improve on this we will need to get more refined information on the difference, u, of two solutions
to (1.1) near the points z¢p where u(t,zp) ~ 0. To be more precise, suppose one is able to show that

(1.15) lu(t, )| < clo — 0l
for any
(1.16) fc a9

’ 2(1—v)

By substituting the upper bound for £ from (1.16) into (1.13) and doing a bit of arithmetic one
gets the following condition for pathwise uniqueness

(1.17) v > 3/4,

which is the result claimed in Theorem 1.2. We will in fact verify a version of (1.15) under (1.16)
and 7 > 3/4. A more detailed description of our approach, is given in Section 2.

The above discussion allows us to conjecture a stronger result on pathwise uniqueness for the
case of equations driven by a coloured noise:

Conjecture 1.6 If
(1.18) a<2(2y-1),

then pathwise uniqueness holds for (1.9).



The reasoning for this conjecture is similar to that for the white noise case. Let @ again be the
difference of two solutions to (1.9). Suppose that if 4(¢,z9) ~ 0 then at the points nearby we have

(1.19) a(t, ) < |z — ol
for any

12
1.20 2 A2,
(1.20) <1,

By substituting the upper bound for £ from (1.20) into (1.10) and simple algebra one gets (1.18)
as a condition for pathwise uniqueness for (1.9). Note that (1.18) can be equivalently written as

1 o
1.21 -+ —.
(1.21) T>5+7

In the next Section we give a quick proof of Theorem 1.1 and then turn to the main result,
Theorem 1.2. Following the natural analogue of the Yamada-Watanabe argument for stochastic
pde’s, as in (MPS06), the problem quickly reduces to one of showing that the analogue of the local
time term is zero (Proposition 2.1). As described above, the key ingredient here will be tight control
on the spatial behaviour of the difference of two solutions, when this difference is very small, that is,
when the solutions separate. Roughly speaking, as in Yamada and Watanabe’s argument we first
show that solutions must separate in a gentlemanly manner and therefore cannot separate at all.
Section 2 includes a heuristic description of the method and further explanation of why v = 3/4 is
critical in our approach. It also gives an outline of the contents of the entire paper.

Convention on Constants. Constants whose value is unimportant and may change from line
to line are denoted c¢q,cs,..., while constants whose values will be referred to later and appear
initially in say, Lemma i.j are denoted c; ; or C; ;. Dependence of constants on R; or B will be
suppressed in our notation.
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author to the UBC where he participated in a Workshop on SPDE’s sponsored by PIMS and thanks
go to the Pacific Institute for the Mathematical Sciences for its support. Both authors thank two
anonymous referees for their careful reading of the manuscript.

2 Proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.2

Proof of Theorem 1.1 This is standard so we only give a sketch and set b = 0 for simplicity.
By taking weak limits as 7' — oo we may assume Ry(T) = Ry is independent of 7. Choose a
symmetric ¢, € C° so that 0 < ¢, < 1, | ]lcc < 1, Yn(z) = 1if |2| < n and ¢, (z) = 0 if
|z| > n+ 2. Let

on(t,x, X) = /U(t,x,X’)pQH(X' — X)dX' ), (X).



It is easy to then check the following:

(2.22) o (t, 2, X)| < 2¢10(1 + | X)),

(2.23) lon(t, 2, X') — op(t,z, X)| < cn| X' — X,

and

(2.24) o (t, 2, X) — o(t, 2, X)| < cooq || X2 4 1)27™72 4 (14 | X])(1 — ¥ (| X])

— 0 uniformly on compacts as n — oc.

Use (2.22), (2.23) and Theorem 2.2 of (Shi94) to see there are solutions X" to (1.5), (all with
respect to W)-here (1.5), is (1.5) but with o, in place of 0. Now argue as in Section 6 of (Shi94)
(see the proof of Theorem 2.2) or in the derivation of Theorem 1.2 of (MPS06) (the present white
noise setting simplifies those arguments) to see that { X"} is tight in C (R, Cyep, ). More specifically,
using the growth condition (1.2), it is straightforward to carry over the proof of Proposition 1.8(a)
of (MPS06) (see Lemmas A.3 and A.5 of that paper) and show

(2.25) for all T, A\,p >0, supE( sup sup \X”(t,x)]pe_)‘m) < 00.
n 0<t<T R

The above bounds in turn give uniform bounds on the pth moments of the space-time increments
of X" (see Lemma A.4 of (MPS06)) and hence tightness. Indeed, the orthogonality of white noise
makes all these calculation somewhat easier. By Skorohod’s theorem we may assume X" converges
a.s. to X in C(R4, Ciep,) on some probability space. It is now easy to use (2.24) to see that (perhaps
on a larger space), X solves (1.5). B

Next consider Theorem 1.2 and assume its hypotheses throughout. By Remark 1.4(a) decreasing
~ only weakens the hypotheses and so we may, and shall, assume that

(2.26) 3/4<y< 1

Let X! and X? be two solutions of (1.5) on (£, F, F;,P) with sample paths in C(R, Ciern) a.s.,
with the same initial condition, X!(0) = X2(0) = Xy € Cyem, and of course the same noise W. For
adapted processes with sample paths in C(R, Cier), (1.5) is equivalent to the distributional form
of (1.1) (see Theorem 2.1 of (Shi94)). That is, for i = 1,2 and & € C>°(R) :

(2.27) /in(t,x dx_/XO dx+/ /Xl $,7) = A<I>( Ydxds
+/0 /Ra(s,x,Xi(s,x)yp(x)vv(ds,dx)
+/Ot/Rb(s,x,Xi(s,a:))@(x)dxds Vi>0 a.s.

Let

(2.28) Tx = inf{s > 0 : sup(|X*(s,v)| V | X%(s,y))e ¥ > K} A K.
Y



We first show that the hypothesis (1.3) may be strengthened to

(2.29) for some 1 > v > 3/4 there are Ry, R1 > 1 so that for all ¢ > 0
and all (z, X, X") € R?, |o(t,z, X) — o(t,z, X')| < Roe™I¥l| X — X',
Assume that Theorem 1.2 holds under (2.29) and that o satisfies (1.3). Define
ox(t,z, X) = o(t,z, (X V (—Ke)) A KelPh1(t < K).
Then
ok (t, 2, X) — ok (t, 2, X')| < Ro(K)e™ (1 4+ 2Kl x — X',

and so (2.29) holds with Ry + Ry in place of Ry (the restriction that R; > 1 is for convenience and
is no restriction). Providing that for A = 1, || Xy||» < K, we have

(2.30) o(t,r, X'(t,2)) = ox(t,, X'(t,z)) for all z and t < Tk-.

Therefore ok satisfies(2.29) and of course (1.2). So we may apply Theorem 1.3 to the equation
(2.27) ;- with o in place of 0. Let Pk x, be the unique law of the solution (X, W) on C(R4, Ctem ).
Using the Borel measurability of these laws in X, it is now easy to “piece together” solutions to
construct solutions X%, i = 1,2 to (2.27) ) starting at Xy on some probability space such that
(X'(- ATg),X?(- ATg)) is equal in law to (X'(- A Tk), X2(- A Tk)). By pathwise uniqueness in
(2.27), we get X' = X2 and so X'(- A Tk) = X%(- ATk). Letting K — oo gives X! = X2, as
required.

We now follow the approach in Section 2 of (MPS06) and reduce the theorem to showing the
analogue of the “local time term” in the Yamada-Watanabe proof is zero. Let

an = exp{—n(n+1)/2}
so that
1 2/n

(2.31) Apt1 = ane " = apa;/".

Define functions v, € C°(R) such that supp(in) C (an, an—1), and
2 an—1

(2.32) 0 <¢p(xr) < — forall z € R as well as / U (x)dx = 1.
nx @

Finally, set

||
(2.33) onte) = [ [ " () dzdy.

From this it is easy to see that ¢, (x) T || uniformly in . Note that each v, and thus also each ¢,,
is identically zero in a neighborhood of zero. This implies that ¢, € C*°(R) despite the absolute
value in its definition. We have

||

(2.34) o (x) = sgn(x) ; Yn(y)dy,

(2.35) n(2) = Un(|z]).



Thus, |¢),(z)] <1, and [ ¢! (z)h(z)dz — h(0) for any function h which is continuous at zero.

Define
u=X'— X2

Let ® € CX(R) satisfy 0 < ® < 1, supp(®) C (—1,1) and [p ®(z)dz = 1, and set O (y) =
m®(m(z —y)). Let (-,-) denote the scalar product on IL (R). By applylng It6’s Formula to the
semimartingales (X7, ®™) in (2.27) it follows that

(g, D)
/ / O ((112, O7)) (5,9, X1 (5,1)) — (5,3, X2(5, 1)) B2 () W (ds, dy)

/ m 1 m
S RN TN

+ ;/0 /ﬂg@bn((us, ) (o (s, X (5,)) — ols,y, X*(5,)))”
X @;n(y)zdyds

4 / / O (10, 1)) (b5, 5, X (5, ) — b5, 9, X2(5,))) () dyds.
0 JR

We integrate this function of x against another non-negative test function ¥ € C2°([0,tp] x R)
(to € (0,00)). Choose K; € N large so that for A =1,

(2.36) | Xol[x < Ky and I' = {z : U5(z) >0 for some s < to} C (—K7,Kq).

We then obtain by the classical and stochastic versions of Fubini’s Theorem (see Theorem 2.6 of
(Wal86) for the latter), and arguing as in the proof of Proposition I1.5.7 of (Per02) to handle the
time dependence in ¥, that for any t € [0, o],

237 (on((up, @), 0,)
/ / (11, ™)@ (), Ta) (05,5, X (5,9)) — (5,9, X2(5,))) W (ds, dy)

[ @) e 50, s
0

1

+ - 5 /Ot wn(Ku& >‘) (U<3ay7X1(37y)) - U(Saya X2(87y)>)2

X @?(y)gdylﬂs(x)d:cds+/o (on((ug, ®™)), W) ds

/ / (112, @)™ (y), W) (b(5, 9, X' (5,1)) — b(s, 5, X2(5, 1)) dyds

=0 + L") + V() 4+ I () + L (0.
(2.38)

The expectation condition in Walsh’s Theorem 2.6 may be realized by localization, using the
stopping times {Tk}.



Set my, = a -~z _ exp{(n—1)n/4} for n € N. In the integral defining Im”“’nJr we may assume
n—1
lz| < K1 by (2.36) and so |y| < K1 + 1. Let K € N = (K| K| +1,...}. If s < Tk, then for

such a vy,
|X(s,y)| < KelYl < KeSH) for 4 =1,2.

Therefore (1.6), (2.32) and (2.31) show that if K’ = Kef1+1) (> K| + 1), then for all ¢ € [0, o],
Imn+1>n+1(t A TK

tA\Tk
= 2/ // (n 4+ 1) {us, @F41) [T (a4 < [(us, @) < an)

X L%(/ lu(s,y) |27mn+1(1>?"+1 (y)¥s(x)dydxds
tATx
< Boarhian® [ [ 1w < 02000 < alu(s, )07 ) V. (w)dydeds

(2.30) = La, 322/ / / / st < (1, BT < ), y) 1O (y) W () dydrds.
We define

R O Tl | t [ [ @) < antuts.g) Pz () v, (o) dydads.

Proposition 2.1 Suppose {Unrpx : M,n, K € NJK > K} are F;-stopping times such that for

each K € N=K1

2.41

§H1)) Umnk <Tx, Unmi 1 Tk as M — oo for each n, and
limps—oo sup, P(Upmnx <Tk) =0,

and

(2.42)

(Hy) For all M € N and ty > 0, lim,,—,oo E(I™(to A Uptn,i)) = 0.

Then the conclusion of Theorem 1.2 holds.

Proof. We adapt the reasoning in Lemma 2.2 of (MPS06) for the coloured noise setting to our
white noise driven equation. As in (2.25) we have

(2.43) for all T, \,p >0, E( sup sup |u(t,z)Pe ) < 0.
0<t<T zeR

Let
/¢n ug, P )V (z) da.

10



Fix K e N2K1 and 0 <t < to. Note that since 0 < ¢, (z) < |z| and ¥ > 0,
0 < Zn(tAT) < //|u(t A Tie, )| O™ ()T (¢ A T, ) dyda

<2k [ [ dvar e n Ty pdyi(fe] < Ki)da
(2.44) < 2K el e (1),

With (2.43) in hand, the proof of Lemma 2.2(a) of (MPS06) is easily adapted (again it is in fact
easier) to show

(2.45) {I7"™(s) : s < to} is an > -bounded sequence of I.? martingales.
The proof of Lemma 2.2(b) of (MPS06) applies directly to show that
e — Im,“n,l + Imn,n,Z
2 T I 2 )

where for any stopping time T,
1 tAT 1
(2.46) L™ (tAT) — / / ’u(S,SL‘)|§A\Ps(IL‘)dl'dS in L' as n — oo
0

(again the key bound here is (2.43)), and we have the one-sided bound

(2.47) 2 (s) < SO (0) for all s < to and n.
n

(In the notation of (MPS06), 15" (s) = Jo 155" (r)dr and I3 () = Jo I (r)+ 15" (r)dr.)
The proof of Lemma 2.2(c) of (MPS06) also applies directly to show that for any stopping time T,

tAT
(2.48) """t AT) — / / u(s, z)| ¥, (z)deds in L' as n — oco.
0
Since |¢),| <1, (1.4) implies that for a stopping time T,
AT B
(2.49) 't AT) < B/ //\u(s,y)]@?”(y)\lls(a;)dydxds = BI}(tAT).
0
It follows easily from (2.43) that {IZ(to) : n € N} is L*-bounded and, as n — oo,

R tAT
2.50 IFtANT) — u(s, z)|W4(x)dzds a.s. and hence in L' by the above.
( 5
0

Let € > 0. Then (H;), (2.44),(2.45),(2.46) and (2.48) show that, by a standard result for uniformly
integrable random variables, there is an My so that

(2.51) supE<<\zn(t A Ti)| + [I7" (¢ A Tie)| + [T (A Tio)| + |18 (E A TK)\)
n

X LUt ic < Ti)) < e for all M > My,
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From (2.37), (2.49), the non-negativity of I""" and fgl, and Fatou’s Lemma, we have for M > M,

B( [ lute A Tic. )W ()

< liminf E(Z,(t ATi)L(Untnc = Ti)) + E(Za(t ATi)L(Untn e < Tic))

< liminf E(I"" (¢ A Tk)) + E™™ (t A Tx)) + BT (t A T)1(Ungnic) = Tx))
+ Bt AUnni)) + E(IJ™" (t AN Tx)) + BE(IZ(t A Tk))

(
— E(Iin"’n(t A TK)l(UM,mK < TK)) — E(I;n"’n’l(t A TK)l(UM,n,K < TK))
— E(Iin"’n(t A TK)l(UM,mK < TK)) + E(Zn(t A TK)l(UM,n,K < TK))

< E(/OMTK/\u(s,x)y;ws(x)dxds)
+5( /O e / u(s, ) ¥, (x)deds) + BE( /0 e / u(s, )| U, (x)dwds ) + <.

by (2.45), (2.46), (2.47), (H2) (together with the bound (2.39)),(2.48) (2.50), and (2.51), respec-
tively. Let € | 0 to see that

5 / [ult A Tic, ) [ () ) < B /0 i / |u(s,x)\(%A\Ps(x) () + BU(2)deds).

Let K — oo and use Dominated Convergence (recall (2.43)) on each side to conclude that

/E(|u(t,x)])\llt(m)dx < /0 /E(\u(s,xﬂ)(;A‘l{g@) + W (x) + B, (z))dzds, 0<t<t.

This gives (34) of (MPS06) with an additional drift term BWg(x). One proceeds exactly as in
Section 3 of that reference, using the semigroup e*P; in place of P, to see that since E(|u(t,z)|)
is a finite (by (2.43)) non-negative subsolution of the heat equation with initial data zero, therefore
E(|u(t,z)]) = 0 and so X! = X? by continuity of paths. ]

The construction of {Ups i} and verification of (H;) and (Hz) will be the objective of the rest
of this work.

Notation. For t,¢' > 0 and z,2' € R let d((t,x), (¢',2")) = /|t/ = t| + |2/ — z|.

Note that the indicator function in the definition of I" implies there is an &g € (zr—+/a,,, z++/a,,)
such that |u(s, Zo)| < an. If we could take £9 = y we could bound I,(t) by C(t)a;3/272/n+27, and
(Hy) and (H2) would follow immediately with Uy xk = Tk (The criticality of 3/4 in this argument
is illusory as it follows from our choice of m,.) The hypotheses of Proposition 2.1 now turn on
getting good bounds on |u(s,y) —u(s,#o)|. The standard 1/2 —e-Holder modulus ' not surprisingly,

! Although this is well-known “folklore” result we were not able to find the exact reference. One can easily check
that the estimates in the proof of Corollary 3.4 in (Wal86) give 1/2 — e-Holder spatial modulus; similarly the result
of (SS02) can be immediately extended to cover the white noise case; in both works the Lipschitz assumptions on
noise coefficients can be relaxed to linear growth assumptions and the proofs still go through.

12



gives nothing. In (MPS06) this was refined to a 1 — e-Holder modulus near points where u is small
as we now describe. Let

Z(N,K)(w) = {(t,z) € [0,Tx] x [-K, K] : there is a (g, %) € [0, Tk] x R such that
d((to, o), (t,x)) < 27V, and |u(fo, #0)| < 27"},

Return now to the SPDE driven by coloured noise (1.9) from Section 1. Let 4 be the difference
of two solutions of (1.9) and a € (0,2 A d) be the covariance kernel exponent as in (1.8). Let
Z(N, K) be defined as Z(N, K) with @ instead of u. The following improved modulus of continuity
was proved in (MPS06) (see Theorem 4.1 and the first two paragraphs of the proof of Corollary 4.2
in that reference).

1—2

Theorem 2.2 For each K € N and 0 < £ < 1_% A1 there is an Ny = No(§, K,w) € N a.s. such

that for all natural numbers N > No and all (t,x) € Z(N, K),

d((t', '), (t,2)) < 27N and t' < Ty implies |a(t', z') — a(t, z)| < 27N,

In the white noise setting the result holds with a@ = 1. Recall u is the difference of two solutions
to (1.1).

Theorem 2.3 Assume v > 1/2. For each K € N and £ € (0,1) there is an No = No(§, K,w) € N
a.s. such that for all natural numbers N > Ny and all (t,x) € Z(N, K),

d((t',2"), (t,z)) < 27N and t' < Ty implies |u(t', 2') — u(t,z)| < 27N,

Proof. The proof of Theorem 2.2 applies with o = 1 (the dependance of ¢ on ¢,z alters nothing
in the proof). In fact it is now considerably simpler because of the orthogonality of white noise
increments. The required tools are Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.3 below. With this choice of a and
v > 1/2, the upper bound on ¢ in Theorem 2.2 becomes 1. In (MPS06) there was no drift term,
but the calculations for the Lipschitz drift term are simpler still. Here one uses Hélder’s inequality
to utilize the L? bounds in Lemma 4.3. m

The proof of Theorem 1.2 is long and involved so before descending into the technical details of
the derivation of (H;) and (Hz), we now give a heuristic description of the method with b = 0
throughout, and also try to explain why 7 = 3/4 is critical in our approach. The choice of
My, = a;i/f appears arbitrarily in the above so let us for the moment set m, = a;fg ~ a,*
for some ag > 0. (H;) and (Hz) are delicate ways of ensuring I™(t) approaches zero as n — oo and

so our goal is to show that

(252)  I(t)~apio /0 / / ([ {utg, B4 < ) (s, )2V () () dylds

—0asn — oo.

We have taken (and will take) some small liberties with the “local time term” I"(¢) (with this new
choice of m,,) in the first line. In the integrand in (2.52) the variable y must be within 2a%° of a
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point Zp where |u(s, Zo)| < an. If we simply replace y with o, I"(¢) is at most

t
a7—l1—ao/0 //ai“’@?”“(y)\lls(x)dydazds < Cta? =1 0,

if ¥ > 1/2 and «y is small enough. This is a bit too crude but shows it will be crucial to get good
estimates on u(s, -) near points where it is small (and also shows we are already forced to assume
v > 1/2). Theorem 2.3 implies that

(2.53) ~v > 1/2 implies u(t, ) is £&-Holder continuous near its zero set for £ < 1,

and so allows us to bound |u(s,y) — u(s,Zo)|. Use this in (2.52) and take 0 < ap < 1 to bound
I™(t) by

t
an' /0 / / Cago @ B (y) W, (2)dydards
< Cta;lJrao(fQ“/*l) —0asn— o0,

if ¥ > 1 and we choose ag, & close to one. Of course v > 1 is not a viable choice but this shows
we are now getting close, and in fact in the coloured noise setting of (MPS06) the above argument
sufficed for the results there, although there was some work to be done to implement this idea
carefully.

To increase our control on u(s,-) near its zero set we will improve (2.53) to

(2.54) v > 3/4 implies u'(s, ) is £-Holder on {x : u(s,z) ~ u'(s,z) ~ 0} for £ <1,

where u/ denotes the spatial derivative. Corollary 5.9 below with m = m + 1 is the closest result
which comes to a formal statement of the above, although the condition on + is implicit. We hasten
to add that the literal existence of these derivatives is not established, nor expected in general. We
will shortly give a rigorous interpretation to these statements but let us continue heuristically first.

We first make the case that for v < 3/4, we cannot expect the following slight strengthening of
(2.54):

(2.55) u(s,-) is C% on {z : u(s,z) ~ u/(s,x) ~ 0}.
A formal differentiation of (1.5) (recall b= 0 and u is the difference of the X*’s) gives for u(t,z) ~
u'(t,x) = 0,

t
(2.56) u’(t,x) = /0 /p’t’s(y —a)[o(s,y, X' (5,9)) — 05,9, X*(s,9))]W (ds, dy).
If o is a Welerstrass-type function that realizes its Holder modulus at typical points we have

o (5,9, X' (5,9)) — 05,9, X*(5,9))| = Llu(s,y)|",
and for s < t and very close to t, we have by a Taylor series expansion in space,

— )2
)‘(y >

uls, )] = (5,0
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Use these approximations in the finite square function associated with the right hand side of (2.56)
and conclude that

00 > /t; /pfg'_s(y —z)? [’u”(s’ x)2(y — x)2]27dyds

t
~ c|u”(t,a;)|27/ /pt_s(z)Q[ZQ(t —5)72 = (t — 5) 12N dzds
t—§
t

St o) [ -9 ids

t—9

which implies v > 3/4. (The last line uses p,(2)? < u~"/?p,(z) and scaling.)
We next show how (2.54) will lead to (2.52). Taking further liberties with I™(¢) and recalling
my = a,“°, we get

(2.57)
t
I"(t) = a0 Z/ / / LJu(s, 2] < an, o (s, 2) = =al) u(s, ) 2@T () ¥ (2)dydads
3 0

= ng(t),
B

where > 3 indicates we are summing over a finite grid 3; € [0, 3] (3 to be determined below) and are

partitioning space-time according to the which interval :l:[agi“,agi) contains the value of u/(s,x)

(write u'(s,x) ~ *ap')-the end values of 3; being interpreted in the natural manner. As the sum is

finite we may fix 5 € (0, 5] and consider only (s, x) ~ ag; the negative values of 8 may be handled
in a symmetric manner. The value § = 0 is a bit special but should be clear from the argument
below. A Taylor series expansion and (2.54) with § ~ 1 show that for y as in the integrand of I3(1),

Ju(s, y)| < Ju(s, )] + (' (s, ) + My — z[*)|y — 2|
< an +a)t® + MageEth
£ 1
< Cagf/\ﬁ)”,

where a comparison of the first and last terms in the second line leads naturally to oy = 1/2.
Substitute this into the integrand of I7}, integrate out y, and conclude

3 t
(2.58) I(t) < Caz TS /O / 1(Ju(s,2)] < an, o'(s,z) = o), (z)dads.

For 3 = 3 the precise meaning of u'(s,z) ~ alis 0 < u'(s,z) < al and we have from (2.58),
(2.59) 13(t) < Cta2 7O,
Consider 0 < 8 < 3. Recall that {z : U (z) > 0 for some s < to} C [~ K1, Ki], let
Sn(s) = {x € [-K1,K1] : |u(s, )| < an,u'(s,z) > ag}
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and |Sy,(s)| denote the Lebesgue measure of S, (s). From (2.54) we see that if x € S,(s), then
o
u'(s,y) > G if ly — 2| < M‘lag/g, and so by the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus,
u(s,y) > ap if 40177 < |y — x| < L7'dP/E.
A simple covering argument now shows that |S,(s)| < ¢(M, Kl)a}fﬂaﬁﬁ/g and (2.58) implies
22y (2BAE)+1-8-2
() < Cta? Y+Y(2BA)+1-B—%
Y(1+2B)NE) —5—B(1+¢)

(2.60) < Ctap,

So from (2.59) and (2.60) we see that lim,, o I5(¢) = 0 will follow for all § < B if
_ 3 _ 1 _
y(1+(26A1)) > B and (14 (26A1)) > 3 + 28,

that is, v > (1+ (28 A 1))71(3 Vv (3 + 2B)). The right-hand side is minimized when 3 = 3, and
leads to v > %, as required, and also establishes the range 0 < 3 < %, which will be used below.

The above heuristics show that v > 3/4 and the regularity of u given in (2.54) (or (2.55)) is
optimal for our approach. If we try weakening the regularity condition on wu, the above discussion
shows we would have to increase 3/4 to show that I"(¢) — 0. The earlier discussion shows that a
strengthening of the regularity on u would require increasing 3/4 as well.

A major obstruction to (2.54) is the fact that we cannot expect u/(s,z) to exist as soon as
u(s,z) # 0 (and don’t even know this is the case for u(s,x) = 0). So instead, if D(r,y) =

o(r,y, X (r,y)) — o(r,y, X%(r,y)), then we will use (1.5) to decompose u as

o) wto)= [ [ = aDeaWndn + [ o= D)Wy
= U, (6, 2) + U2, (t, ).

U1 q, 1S smooth in the spatial variable and so the above arguments may be applied with ull,an (t,x)
playing the role of u/(t,z), while ug,, and its increments should lead to small and manageable
error terms. Proposition 5.14 gives the required bounds on the increments of us 4o, and (as noted
above) Corollary 5.9 is the analogue of (2.54) for u} ,a (a € [0,1]). (The reason for the extension
to ag is discussed below.) The proofs of these results are incorporated into an inductive proof of a
space-time bound (P,,) for u(t, z) when (¢,x) is close to a point (fo,Z) where

(2.62) |u(to, &0)| < an and [u] 4a (o, #0)| < af.

n

If

(2.63) d= /|t —to| + |z — 20|,

then, roughly speaking, (P,,) bounds |u(t,z)| by

(2.64) d[dm = + df),
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where 4,, increases in m and equals 2 for m large, and £ < 1 as usual. When 4,, = 2 this does
capture the kind of bound one expects from (2.54). The reader can find a precise statement of
(P,,) in (5.5) prior to Proposition 5.1 (the statement of its validity).

The m = 0 case will be an easy consequence of our improved local modulus of continuity,
Theorem 2.3. Note that (2.29) implies

(2.65) 1D(r,y)| < Roe"™ ¥ fu(r,y)".

The inductive proof of (P,,) proceeds by usmg (2.65) and then (2.64) to bound the square functions
associated with the space-time increments of u] ,o and uz 4a for points near (to, #0) as in (2.62)(recall
(2.61)). These give good control of the integran?is of these square functions near the points where
they have singularities. This will then lead to Corollary 5.9 and Proposition 5.14, our “mth order”
bounds for the increments of u/l ae and ug qq. We then use the slightly generalized version of (2.61),

(2.66) u(t, x) = uy o (t, ) + ug,q0 (t, )

to derive (Pp,+1). At this point we will optimize over « since decreasing « increases the regularity
of uy 4o but increases the size of the error term wug 4o. The optimal choice will be so that ag
where d is as in (2.63).

There are at least two issues to address here. First, how do you control v} ,a (t, ) when all you

know is |u] , (t,7)] < al? Second, how do you control the time increments of u 4o when you only
have good estimates on the spatial derivatives? The first question is answered in Proposition 5.11
which will give surprisingly good bounds on |u} ,a (to, Z0) — Ul (to,20)|. The second question is
answered in Proposition 5.13, where the key step is to note (see (5.73)) that for t > ¢/,

|t1.ag (£, 2) = 1,05 (¢, 2)| = [Py (ur,ag () (2) — ua,ag (¢, )],

where P, is the Brownian semigroup. The fact that the Brownian semigroup, P, f, inherits temporal
regularity from spatial regularity of f will give the required regularity in time.

A critical step in the above argument was finding a form of (P,,) which actually iterates to
produce (F,11). Note also that although the required bound on Ij(t) (see (2.58)) only required
good spatial estimates for u(s, -) near points (s,z) = (fg, #0) as in (2.62), the iteration of estimates
requires an expansion in both space and time.

Turning now to a brief description of the contents of the paper, we first set b = 0. In Section 3
we reduce (Hp) and (Hz) (that is (2.41) and (2.42)) to a result (Proposition 3.3) on control of the
spatial increments of ug 4o and size of Uﬁ,ag on relatively long intervals near a spatial point where

|u(s, )| is small and u’Laa (s,Zp) =~ al. This includes the covering argument sketched above.
Section 4 gives some integrgl bounds for heat kernels and their derivatives which will help bound
the square functions of the increments of u) o and ug 4o. The heart of the proof of Theorem 1.2
is given in Section 5 where the inductive proof of ( m) is given. As was sketched above, this
argument includes good local expansions for u} ,o and ugqe near points where |u| and |u} ,q| are
small, although the (easier) proof for usgqa is deferred until Section 7. These expansions, with m
large enough, are then used in Section 6 to prove Proposition 3.3 and so complete the proof of
Theorem 1.2 for b = 0. In Section 8 we describe the relatively simple additions that are needed to
include a Lipschitz drift b in the argument already presented.
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3 Verification of the Hypotheses of Proposition 2.1

We assume throughout this Section that b = O—the relatively simple refinements required to include
the drift are outlined in Section 8. Let X!, X? be as in Section 2, u = X' — X2, and assume the
hypotheses of Theorem 1.2 as well as (2.29). If D(s,y) = o(s,y, X'(s,y)) — o(s,y, X%(s,y)), then

t
(3.1) u(t,z) = /0 /pts(y —x)D(s,y) W(ds,dy) a.s. for all (t,z),

and by (2.29),

(3.2) [D(s, )| < Roe™ Mju(s, )|,

d will always take values in (0, 1]. Recall that (P;) is the Brownian semigroup, and let
(3.3) u15(t,x) = Ps(u—g)+)(w) and ugs(t, z) = u(t, z) — u1s(t, ).

Since Ps : Ciern — Clem is uniformly continuous (by Lemma 6.2(ii) of (Shi94)), u; s and ug s both
have sample paths in C(R, Ciep,). (3.1) implies that

wn 5(t2) = /{/O(ta)Jr /p(t_5)+_8(y — 2)D(s,y)W (ds, dy)]p(;(z —x)dz.

A stochastic Fubini argument (Theorem 2.6 of (Wal86)) then gives

(t=0)*
(3.4) us(t,x) = / /pt_s(y —x)D(s,y)W (ds,dy) a.s. for all (t,2) € Ry x R.
0
(The above identity is trivial for ¢ < § since u(0,-) = 0.) The expectation condition in Walsh’s

Theorem 2.6 may be realized by localization with the stopping times {Tx }, working with D(sATk),
and letting K — oo. It follows that

t
(3.5) ug5(t,x) = / /pts(y —x)D(s,y)W(ds,dy) a.s. for all (t,2) € Ry x R.
(t=0)*

Hence u;j;s (j = 1,2) define jointly continuous versions of the right-hand sides of (3.4) and (3.5).

Notation. If s, > 0 and = € R, let G;(s,t,2) = Py_g)+45(u(s—s)+)(z) and
Fs(s,t,x) = —d%G(g(s, t,x) = —G5(s,t, ), if the derivative exists.

Lemma 3.1 Gj(s,t,x) exists for all (s,t,z) € Ri x R, is jointly continuous in (s,t,z), and
satisfies

(s=0)*
(3.6) Fs(s,t,x) = / /p’(t\/s)_r(y —z)D(r,y)W(dr,dy) for all s a.s. for all (t,z).
0
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Proof. Since Gs(s,t,x) = [ pu_g+16(y — x)u((s — 0)*, y)dy and

(3.7) sup e W|u((s — 8)*,y)| < oo for all T > 0 as.,
s<Ty

a simple Dominated Convergence argument shows that

(3.8) Gs(s,t,x) = — /p,(ts)++5(y —z)u((s —6)",y)dy for all (s,t,) a.s

Another application of (3.7) and Dominated Convergence gives the a.s. joint continuity of the
right-hand side of (3.8), and hence of Gj.

To prove (3.6) we may assume without loss of generality that t > s > ¢. From (3.8) and (3.1)
we have w.p. 1,

s—0
Gg(s,t,x) /pt sts(y / /ps s—r(z—y)D(r, z)W(dr,dz)}dy a.s.

Now use the stochastic Fubini theorem, as in the derivation of (3.4) above, to see that
s—6
G(s,t, ) / / /pt s16(Y — T)Ps—5—r(2 —y)dy}D(r, 2)W (dr,dz)

_ /0 . / Dl (2 — 2)D(r, )W (dr,dz) a.s.

In the last line we have used Dominated Convergence yet again to differentiate through the integral
in the Chapman-Kolmorgorov equation. As both sides of (3.6) are continuous in s we may take
the null set to be independent of s. [

Remark 3.2 Since G5(t,t,x) = u1(t,z), as a special case of the above we see that u) z(t,x) is
a.s. jointly continuous and satisfies

(t—5)+
(3.9) uy 5(t, x) / /pt Sy—ax)D(s,y)W(ds,dy) a.s. for all (t,x).
Definition. For (t,z) € Ry x R,

bt 2)(w) = inf{y € 2 — yan, 2+ /an] : Jult, )] = mf{Ju(t, 2] |» — 2] < Van})
€ [z — Van, z + Vay).

It is easy to use the continuity of u to check that Z,, is well-defined and B(R; x R) x F-measurable.
We fix a Ky € NZ51 and positive constants satisfying

1 3
1 — —
(3.10) 0<€1<100( 4) 0<so<1o0

We introduce a grid of 3 values by setting
L = L(eo,e1) = [((1/2) — 6e1)/e0],
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and

1
(3.11) B, = zeoe[o,§—6el], o =2(Bi+e1)€0,1], i=0,...,L,
1
Prar = 5 —er

Note that 6 = 3;,i=0,...,L+ 1, satisfies
1
(3.12) 0§635—61
If s > 0 set

X ay’
Ino(s) = { :[al < Ko, (s, 87| < any o, (5, n(s,2)) = 2= ],

4
(e s an"
Ini(s) = {o o] < Ko, (e, @7 4)] < an 1y, (5,80 (5,2)) € [0, 5]},
and fort=1,...,L — 1 set
aﬁiﬂ Bi

Ina(s) = { t 2l < Ko, (g, @) < an,uh 5, (5.0 (s,2)) € [P, T}
If to > 0is as in (H2) (in (2.42)) and i =0,..., L, define
Ini = {(s,x) :0<s, v € Jn,i(s)},

and if 0 <t < tg, let

_3_2
o = an” / //1%(5 u(s, y)|7 @5 (y)Ws(x)dydads.

I /// o (522 (5,2)) = 0)1(1{us, @741) | < a)

x Ju(s, y) Y @F (y) Uy (a) dydads.

Let

Then to prove Proposition 2.1 it suffices to construct the stopping times {Upsp, = Uprn i, : M, 1 €
N} satisfying (Hy) (in (2.41)) such that

(3.13) for each M € N, lim E(IY(to ANUnp)) = 0.

n—oo

Note that (3.13) implies (Hs) (in (2.42)) by symmetry (interchange X; and X5).
Our definitions imply

L
IT(t) <) I7(t) for all t < to,
=0
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and so to prove (Hz) it suffices to show that for i =0,..., L,

(Hz;) forall M e N, lim E(I'(toAUnpn)) = 0.
n—oo

Notation. I,(3) = ah ™.
Now introduce the related sets:

Tno(s) :{x € [~ Ko, Ko + (110, ®7)| < ] oo (5.27) > 0l /16
for all 2’ € [x — 50,(80), 2 + 51,(8)],
o (5,2)] € 27 (2! — o a2 -)
for all 2’ € [z — Z’l\/@, T+ 4/ay), 2" € [2' — 1,(Bo), 2" + 1.(Bo)],
and |u(s, )] < 3a(}750/2 for all 2’ € [x — /@, x + \/@]},

T (s) ={ € [~ Ko, Kol = |(us, O] < an, 1] oy (5,2)] < af

|ty q20 (s, z') — u,

for all 2’ € [x — 51, (BL), z + 50 (BL)],
and [uy jor (5,3) = Uy gor (5,2")] < 27 Pap4 (|2 — 2| v @) 7200 e

for all 2’ € [z — 4y/an, x + 4\/ay), 2" € [¢' — 1,(BL), 2’ +E(ﬁL)]},

and fori € {1,...,L — 1},

In.i(s) —{x € [ Ko, Ko| : |(us, @) < ap, ! o;(s,2') € [a£i+1/16,agi]

o 1,azi
for all o’ € [z — 50,(8;), @ + 5l (6i)],
and ‘“2@;‘? (s, $/) — 1y jo (s, .CL‘”)‘ < 2—75agi+1 (‘x/ . :L'”‘ v ag—l@-(l—-y)—al)
for all € [x — 4@y, + 4y/a]. 2" € [of — Tu(3). 2/ + L(3) 1

Finally for 0 < < L, set 3 3
Ini ={(s,2) :s>0,2 € Jp(s)}.

Notation. ny(e1) = inf{n € N : a5t < 27M=8} ng(ego,e1) = sup{n € N : Ja, < 27

where sup () = 1.
The following proposition will be proved in Section 6.

Proposition 3.3 jm(s) is a compact set for all s > 0. There exist stopping times

—epey/4

{Umn = Unink, : M,n € N} satisfying (Hy) from Proposition 2.1 such that for i € {0,..., L},

JIn,i(s) contains Jy, i(s) for all 0 < s < U, and

(3.14) n>nM(51)\/no(60,51).

Since Ko € NZ51 was arbitrary this proposition implies that there exist stopping times satisfying
(Hp) such that the inclusion J,;(s) D Jyi(s) holds up to these stopping times for n sufficiently
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large. This inclusion means that given a value of the derivative of u; 4, at some point in a small
neighborhood [z — \/a,,, x + \/a,] of x where |u]| is small, one can guarantee that the derivative of
u1,qa (for a certain «) is of the same order at any point in a much larger neighborhood of 2 (note
that 1,(3) > \/a, for 3 < % — 6e1). Moreover we can also control us e on those long intervals.
Our goal now is to show that this implies (Hy;) for i = 0,..., L. The next three lemmas provide
necessary tools for this.

Throughout the rest of the section we may, and shall, assume that the parameters M,n € N
satisfy (3.14), although the importance of ng in (3.14) will not be clear until Section 6.

Lemma 3.4 Assume i € {0,...,L}, x € J,i(s) and |2’ — x| < 4,/ay,.

(a) If i > 0, then |u(s,z”) —u(s,2’)| < 2ahn (|2 — 2'| v a%_zﬁ"(l_w_gl) for all |2 — 2’| < 1,,(3).
(b) If i < L, and e 2" — 2’| < 1,(B), then

> 2_5agi“(:n” -2 ifa” >4

< 2‘%51'“(3:” -2 afa <2

u(s,2") — u(s, ) {

Proof. (a) For n,i,s,z,2/,2" as in (a), we have (since 3; + 51 < )

(3.15) |2" — x|V |2" — 2| < 50,(3).

We can therefore apply the definition of j,” and the Mean Value Theorem to conclude that
lu(s,2”) —u(s,2’)| < |U17a5i(87x”) —uy i (s, )| + |u27a§i(s,x") — Uy i (S, ')

< agilx” . :U/| + 2—75agi+1 (|x” . x/| v a%_2’6i(1_7)_61)

< 2aPi (|2 — o] v a)~2B(0=7) ey,

(b) Consider n,i,s,z,2’, 2" as in (b) with 2” > a’. We again have (3.15) and can argue as in (a)
to see that
u(s, x") —us, ') = uy goi(5,2") —uy goi(5,2") 4+ 1y oi (s,2") — uy 4o (5, 27)
> (a§i+1/16)(x” —a') - 2_75a£i+1(x" —a')
> (ot /32) (2" — 2).
The case " < 2’ is similar. B
Notation. 1,(3;) = (65aifﬁi“) v a%—Qﬁi(l—’}/)—El’ Fo(s,z) = [ @™+ (y — z)u(s,y)dy.

Lemma 3.5 Assume i € {0,...,L —1} and (s,x) € Jn;.

(a) If 1n(B:) < |z — &| < 1n(3:), then

> 2‘%5%’“ (T —x
< 2% (& — @)

=N
IN IV

F.(s, %) — Fu(s,x) {

& <<
N

(b) [z = 1a (), = La(B)] U [ + La(Bi), 2 + 1 (8:)] © Jngils)°.
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Proof. (a) Assume 7 € [z + 1,(3),x + ,,(3;)]. Then

Jan
(3.16) Fo(s,z) — Fp(s,z) = /_r Ot () (u(s, & + z) —u(s,z + 2))dz.

For |z| < \/an, let 2" =% + z and 2/ = 2 + z. Then |2’ — z| < \/a,, and
-2 =x—-zx¢c [ln(ﬂz)aa(ﬁz)]
Therefore Lemma 3.4(b) and (3.16) imply

Fo(s,2) — Fu(s,x) > / @m"+1(z)2_5agi+1(a~c —x)dz
—an

= 2780 (3 — ).
The proof for < x is similar.
(D) If % € [x —1n(B), 2 — 1u(B)] U [ + 1(8i), 7 + 1,(5)], then
|Fn(s, 2)| 2 [Fu(s, &) — Fu(s, @) — [Fu(s, z)]
> 2700, 1, (3) — an (by (a) and (s,2) € J)

Z 372(171.

Therefore & ¢ Jy, (s). |

To ensure that (b) is not vacuous we obtain some crude lower bounds on the interval given
there.

Lemma 3.6 Ific {0,...,L}, then

(1) < an < gTa(5)

Proof.
L(B)aV/? = (6502 Py v g "E TS

c 2731 .
< (65a:!) Va, * (since f; < 1/2)
<1

by (3.10) and because aS! < 278 by (3.14). This gives the first inequality. For the second one, use
B; < 1 —6e1 and (3.14) to see that

7 -1 2 —Bi—5e1 1
Y anln(ﬂz) = Qn <gq,' < 1/2.

Let |A| denote the Lebesgue measure of A C R.
Lemma 3.7 Foralli € {0,...,L —1} and s >0,
[Joi(5)] < 10KoL,(8:) 1 (6)-
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Proof. Fix s, i as above. Let Z,, ;(x) = (2 — o (8:), * + n(8;)) C Tni(x) = (& = 1,(8:), z +1.(5)).
This inclusion follows from Lemma 3.6. The compactness of J,, ;(s) (Proposition 3.3) implies there
are xi,...,rQ € JNM(S) so that jm-(s) C U?:11n7i(xj).

Assume that for some k # j, |z — ;| < 1,(6;)/2. We claim that Z,, ;(x;) C Zp, ;(xk). Indeed, if
Yy e Im-(a;j) then

ly — xx| <y — ;] + |zj — 2] < 1n(Bi) + 1 (8:)/2 < 1.(B),

the last by Lemma 3.6, and the claim is proved. Lemma 3.5(b) implies

Tni(8) N (Tni(xx) = Tni(x)) = 0,
and so the above claim gives

In,z’ (ZL'j) N jn,i(s) C inﬂ(l’k) N Jn,i(s) = Inﬂ'(l’k) N jnyi(s).

Therefore we may omit Z,;(z;) and still have a cover of J,i(s). Doing this sequentially for
z1,...,2TQ, we may therefore assume that

|z — x5] > 1,(8:)/2  for all k # j.
Since each z; € J,,i(s) C [~Ko, Ko, this implies Q < 2Ko(1,(8;)/2)~" + 1, and therefore
| ( )| < (4K0 (ﬁz) + 1)2l (/Bz) < 10Kyl (51) (ﬁz)

Proof of (Hz) in Proposition 2.1. Fix M € N. Recall from our discussion after the definition
of Jy,; sets that it suffices to show that for all s € {0,..., L},

(HQJ) lim E(Izn(to/\UM’n)) =0.

We will in fact show that if we strengthen (3.14) to

2
(3.17) TL>’I’LM(€1)\/TL()(€0,€1)\/;,

1
then we have the stronger IL°° bound

_3
(3.18) IMto AUnpp) < c1(9)toKoan

which clearly implies (Ha;) since v > 3. Proposition 3.3, Supp(®;™*") C [z — \/@n, = + /ay] and
2 <&y (by (3.17)) imply

_3_g, [t
(3.19) IM(to AUpp) < an® /0 //1(8 < UM,n)ljn’i(S)(x)]u(s,y)\zV
1(ly — z| < Van) Pl (y) V4 (z)dydzds.
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Consider first (3.18) for i = 0. For z € J,,0(s) and |y — 2| < \/ay,, we have |u(s,y)| < 3al) =)/
and so from (3.19),

_3_ to
I3(to A Uni) < an ® 23270707500 / [ Fo(s)lds
0

IN

_3_
an? '3%2a)0750) | W || oto10Kpa, 1 ((65a750) v a) 1) (by Lemma 3.7)
_3
< cl(\I/)tngaiV 2&;7807751
3
4

< e1(W)toKoan *,

as required, where (3.10) is used in the last two lines.
Consider now i € {1,...,L}. Assume x € J,,;(s) and |y—z| < \/a,,. We have |{us, ®;"*")| < ay,
and

Supp(7" ) C [ — /i, x + \/ay).

Using the continuity of u(s, -), we conclude that
u(s, Zn(s, )| < an,
and of course we have |%,(s,z) — x| < \/a,. Therefore

(3.20) ly — &n(s, )| < 2/an
<1,(3;) (by Lemma 3.6).
Apply Lemma 3.4(a) with 2” = y and 2’ = 2,(s, x), to see that
(s, y)| < |u(s, Zn(s, )| + 20 (ly — Zn(s, z)| v a2 0-==1)
(3.21) < a, +4a§i+% < 5a§i+%7

where (3.20) and Lemma 3.6 are used in the next to last inequality. Use (3.21) in (3.19) and
conclude that

_3_ 41 to
(3.22) [(to A Unin) < an? “52%1?‘@*2);\111100/ Fna(s)lds, i=1,...,L.
0

Assume now 1 < ¢ < L — 1. Apply Lemma 3.7 to the right-hand side of (3.22) to see that

IP(to A Unt) < e1(W)tgKoan 2 = T2 (LB y 1=20:1-)=e1) =51
(3.23) = c1(W)toKo[an"" vV an>'].
A Dbit of arithmetic shows that
pPLi="7— % —203;(1 =) —ep — 6ey
> 2y — g —egp—6e1  (use §; < 1/2)

>fy_17
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where (3.10) is used in the last inequality. We also have

3
pi=—5 + 27+ Pildy = 3) = Tex

3 3
2y -2 7 2
> 27 5 €1 > 4’

again using (3.10) in the last inequality. Use these bounds on p;;, I = 1,2 in (3.23) to prove (3.18)
fori<i<L—1.

It remains to prove (3.18) for i = L. For this, use the trivial bound |J,;(s)] < 2Kj in (3.22)
and obtain

_3_ 1
It AUM) < an? 5%an 2w 2Kt

3 1 .
—5—e1+y+2v(5—6c1—¢0)
Cl(\I/)Kotoan 2 2

IN

2y—3_1
c1(U) Kotoay 27

IN

_3
c1 (W) Kotoan *,

IN

yet again using (3.10) in the last. This proves (3.18) in the last case of i = L. Having proved (3.18)
in all cases, we have finished the proof of (Hz). [

Proposition 2.1 therefore applies and establishes Theorem 1.2 for b = 0, except for the proof of
Proposition 3.3. This will be the objective of the next three sections.

4 Some Integral Bounds for Heat Kernels

Ifo<p<l,geRand 0 <Ay <Ay <t, define
t—Ao

Jp,q(Al,A%A):/ (t—s)q(mi)pds.
¢ t

_Al
These integrals will arise frequently in our modulus of continuity estimates.

Lemma 4.1 (a) If ¢ > p—1, then

(4.1) Jpq(A1, A, A) < (AAAPATTP,

g+1-p
(b) If =1 < qg<p—1, then

Jp,q(AlyA%A)
(42) < (p-1-97 + @+ DTHIAAA)T (A2 <A)+ (AN AP AT > A)]
43)  <((p-1-@) '+ @+ 1) HAY(AV AT PHL

(c) If ¢ < —1, then

(4.4) Ipq(A1, A9, A) < 2|g + 17YA A AQ)pAgﬂ—p.
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Proof. For all p,q as above,

Jpq = /Ajl uq<1 A %)pdu

ANA Ay
.5) = Tdu 1 u? P du.
(4.5 1(A2<A)/ u?du + 1(A >A)/ APy P g
Ag AoVA
(a) From (4.5),
(A A AT AITPH

Jp7q < 1(A2 < A) + 1<A1 > A)Ap

+1 qg—p+1
<((g+ D)7 (g—p+1)THAAANPALTP,

which gives the required bound.
(b) Again (4.5) implies

q+1 q+1—p
BAAMTT (A > ayarBe VAT
q+1 p—1—gq
<1A < A)AANA)TT ((g+ 1)+ (p—1-¢7h)

+1(Ay > AYAAAPATP (p—1—g) 7,

Jp,q < 1(A2 < A)

which gives the first inequality. The second inequality is elementary.

(c) By (4.5),
AdH (Ay vV A)at1-P
Joo <1(Ay < A)-—2 — 1+ 1(A; >A)AP ="/
1(Ay < A) e AdF!
< 2 D T A AAPATTI P L (A <A< A)———
TS (Ag JPAS + 1(Ag < 1)p—1—q
A A Ap)PALTETP
+MA<Ag( 2’4
p—1—gq
2
< AN APAITITP
—|q+1|( 2) 2

where we used ATt < AT = (A A AQPAITTP i Ay < A, and [g+1]71 > (p—1—¢)7! in the
last line. u

We let pj(z) = fLpi().

Lemma 4.2
lpt(2)| < caot ™ poy(2).
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Proof. Trivial. -

Lemma 4.3 (a) There is a cy.3 so that for any s <t <t ,z,2’ € R,

a((t, @), (¢, 2)*]
t—s

@6) [y =)~ sy~ )y < canlt - )21

(b) For any R > 2 there is a ca3(R) so that for any 0 < p,r < R, no,m € (1/R,1/2),0< s <t <
<R, z1 €R,
/eryxl\y — 2P (ps(y — @) = pr—s(y — )’ 1y — x| > (' = )7 v 22’ — z|)dy

d((t,z), (¢, x'))2} 1=(n/2)
t—s

(4.7) < cas(R)(t— s) Y2 exp{—m (¥ — )2 /33) [1 A

Proof. (a) Let f(u) = u~/2. By Chapman-Kolmogorov, the integral in (4.6) equals
Paq—s)(0) + Pagi—s)(0) — 2Dy —s41—5(0) + 2(pp—s44—5(0) — ppr—sp—s (2 — "))
< 2m)72[|fR — 9) + FQt = 5) =2 (F s+ 5)

+ (' —s+t—s)71/? (1 - eXp{ g(tf_fcsjjf’)j s) }>

(4.8) = (2n) V2T + T).

Clearly T is at most (' —s) /2 [1/\%] If0<u<u,0< flu)—f(u) <u 2Nl —ul]
(by the Mean Value Theorem) and so

(4.9) Ty < [\/§(t— s) 712 A (Wlt’ —t!)}

Use the above bounds on 77 and 73 in (4.8) to complete the proof of (a).

(b) This proof is very similar to that of Lemma 4.4 (b) below and so is omitted. There are some
minor differences leading to the factor of 1/33 (rather than the 1/64 in Lemma 4.4 (b))—e.g., the
much simpler analogue of (4.20) below has p,(w) on the right side. [

Lemma 4.4 (a) There is a c44 so that for any s <t <t z,2' € R,

d((t,2), (¢,2)%]
t—s

(4.10) /(Pf:/—s(y — ') = pi_(y—x))? dy < cau(t — )7 [1 A

(b) For any R > 2 there is a cg4(R) so that for any 0 < p,r < R, no,m € (1/R,1/2),0<s <t <
<R, z,7 €R,

/erly_x!y — 2P (_s(y — ) = po_y(y — )1y — 2| > (' = 9)' 7™ v 2la’ — z|)dy

d((t, ), (¢',a))*71-(n/2)

(4.11) < ega(R)(t — )73 2 exp{—m(t' — s)72 /64} |1 A P

28



Proof. (a) We first claim that

(412) [ ittt — ey = (5 - )P0,

To see this, first do a bit of algebra to get

(4.13) pe(w)ps(w — x) = pyjo(w — (/2))par(z).

Therefore the left-hand side of (4.12) equals

/ W ) w)piw — 2)dw = / w(wiz_x)l%/z(w — (2/2))dwpat(2)

t2 t
z? pat(z
= [ (2= D )nptwran = w— (/2
_ (j B 332)]921&(«73)
2 4/ 27
giving the right-hand side of (4.12).
Next we claim that
(4.14) [ ot = o~ a)du = (4 £) s (0)
Some algebra shows that
(4.15) pr(w)pe(w) = Pt’+t(0)Pt%/ (w).
Therefore the left-hand side of (4.14) equals
w? w? 1
/t’tpt/ (w)ps(w)dw = / ZP o (w)dwpy14(0) = (£ +1) " pyr44(0),
t+t’
and we have (4.14).
The left-hand side of (4.10) is bounded by
(416) 2 [/(péf_s(y =) = pp_y(y — 2))’dy + /(péf_s(y =) = pis(y — ))*dy

= 2(T1 + TQ)

Now expand T} and use (4.12) to see that

Ti=2 [y o= oPdy =2 [ ()bl fw+ o~ o)dw
L \Daw—s(0) ) (z — ')\ Par—s) (2’ — )
==y — (-9 - =5) 2

VR | o I (2 — 2)? r
- (t 5) (pQ(t’—S) (O) pQ(t’—s) (fl? SU)) + Q(t/ — s)2p2(t’—s) (CC J“)

2
I \—3/2 (¢ — )
<ot —s) [1A TR }
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F mally let

u) = , and expand T and use (4.14) to conclude

2(t' — )) P2(t'—s)(0) + (2t —s)7" Pagi—s)(0) = 2(t — s + ' — ) 'prsir—s(0)
)220t — 5)) + (201 ) ~ 29(t' — 5+ 1 5)

2m) /22| (2(t - )2 A (2(t — )Y 1]

The last inequality follows as in (4.9). Use the above bounds on T} and 7% in (4.16) to complete
the proof of (a).

(b) Note that |y — x| > (t' — 5)'/270 v 2|2’ — x| implies that

9(
(
(
(

IN

t/_ 1/2—770
(4.17) =] > ly—a|— |2 —a| > jy—a2 > L=

and in particular from the second inequality,
(4.18) ly —z| < 2ly —2'|.

Assume p, 7, n;,s,t,t as in (b) and let d = d((¢,x), (t',2’)). By Holder’s inequality and then (a),
the integral on the left-hand side of (4.11) is at most

[/(pé_s(y — @) = phs(y — 2"))dy

2r
[ [y = ey = 2) = by = )L = 0l > (¢ = )2 2o~ )y

]1—771/2

}771/2

> 11-% 2r 1
< cl(t—s)*% T1[1/\ - } 2 [/e"l ly $||y_x|2p/m(péis(y_x)2 +p£/_8(y—x/)2)
-5
/ 1/2— / m/2
X ly—x| > — )/ Vv 2z —2|)dy
d2 _m
< xR [ ] [l B w1 > (- 92w

9

/2
+ / e oy ()1 (] > (¢~ )27 /2)dw] "

where in the last we used (4.17) and (4.18).
If |w| > $ul/27" then by Lemma 4.2,

Pu(w)? < cgu” pou(w)? < dgu= e Opyy ()
(4.20) < c3(R)pau(w).
The fact that 1o > 1/R is used in the last line. Use the above to show that

[ Ml p w1l > (¢~ )/ /2w
< cal®)[ [ Ml Fpye g @)1(ful > (- )2 2]
< es(R)E(en VI g i ym/ap( By > —L_ (¢ = gy m0ym/A (by Holder)

2v2
< cs(R) exp{—m (t' — )72 /64}.

}Tll/?

n1/2
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In the last line the Brownian integral is bounded by some c¢(R) thanks to the bounds on the
constants involved. Use the same bound with ¢ in place of ¢ to see that the right-hand side of
(4.19), and hence of (4.11), is at most

2 1-m

r(R)(t— 5/t — )2 [1A ] exp( — 5)2om /64).

The result follows because (t — s)>1/* < R. [

5 Local Bounds on the Difference of Two Solutions

This section is devoted to establishing the local bounds on the difference of two solutions to (1.5).
These bounds are crucial for the construction of the stopping times in Proposition 3.3, which is
then carried out in Section 6. We continue to assume throughout this Section that b = 0. Recall
that X!, X2 are two solutions as in Section 2, u = X! — X2, and we assume the hypotheses of
Theorem 1.2 as well as (2.29).

We refine the earlier set Z(N, K) and define, for K, N,n € N and g € (0,1/2],

Z(N,n, K, B)(w) ={(t,z) € [0,Tk] x [-K, K] : there is a (o, #0) € [0, Tk] x R such that
d((fo, o), (t,2)) <27V, Ju(lo, &0)| < an A (Van2 ™), and |uf 4, ({0, &0)| < a7},
and for § = 0 define Z(N,n, K,0)(w) = Z(N,n,K)(w) as above, but with the condition on

. (to, Z0)| omitted.
Recalling % <y <1, we let
(y=1/2) A =7")

(5-1) Y = o L A= m A2

so that we have the recursion relation

(5‘2) Ym+1 = YY¥m + 1/25 Y = 1.

Clearly 7y, increases to Yoo = (v —1/2)(1 =)™ +1 = (2(1 —v))~! > 2 and so we may define a
finite natural number, m > 1, by

(5.3) m = min{m : Y41 > 2} = min{m : vy, > 3/2}.
Note that
(54) ’?m+]_ = 2.

Definition. A collection of [0, cco]-valued random variables, {N(«) : a@ € A}, is stochastically

bounded uniformly in « iff

lim sup P(N(«a) > M) = 0.
M—00qeA

Finally we introduce the condition whose proof will be the goal of this section. Recall that K
is as in (2.36).
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Property (P,,). Form € Z, we will let (P,,) denote the following property:

For any n € N, &, 69 € (0,1), K € Nzt and g e [0,1/2], there is an

Ni(w) = Ni(m,n,§, g0, K, 3) in N a.s. such that for all N > Ny,
(5.5) if (t,z) € Z(N,n, K, B), t' < Tk, and d((t,z), (t',z')) <27V,

then |u(t', )] < a;27 N | (Va, V27 N) 1 £ 6B1(m > 0)].

Moreover Nj is stochastically bounded uniformly in (n, 3).

Here is the main result of this section:

Proposition 5.1 For any m <m+ 1, (P,,) holds.

Proof. (F) is an easy consequence of Theorem 2.3, as we now show-and we may even take g9 = 0.
Let € € (0,1) and apply Theorem 2.3 with ¢ = (£ + 1)/2 in place of £&. If (t,z) € Z(N,K)(D
Z(N,n, K, () and (io,20) is as in the definition of Z(N, K), then (g, 29) € Z(N, K +1) (we need
K +1 since |#g| < K+1). Theorem 2.3 implies that if N > No(¢/, K+1)v4(1—¢)~! = Ny(0,¢, K)
(it doesn’t depend on (n, 3) and there is no €g), then

lu(t,z)| < 27N + Ju(ly, 20)| < 20NE
If (¢,2) is as in (P), the above and Theorem 2.3 imply
lu(t', )| < |u(t,z)| + |u(t', 2) — u(t,z)| < 9l-N¢ 4 o= N¢ < 92— N¢' < 97 NE,

where the last inequality holds because N > 4(1 — &)=L, (P,) follows.
The induction step will require some additional continuity results which also will be used directly
in the next section. We start by noting that (P,,) easily gives some global bounds on |u].

Lemma 5.2 Let 0 < m < m + 1 and assume (P,). For any n,§,e0, K and B as in (Pp), if
dy = 27N Vvd((s,y), (t,z)) and \/Cs2(w) = (4a,,% 4 22N WI2KeK) | then for any N € N,

(5'6) On {w : N Z Nl(m’ n’ g? 607 K7 ﬁ)? (t7 'CU) 6 Z(N7 n? K7 ﬂ)}?
we have
(5.7) lu(s,y)] S\/Cg,'ge‘y*x@?v

X [(\/an Vdn)™ 4 1(m > 0)a?| for all s < Tx and y € R.

Proof. Assume N,w,t,z are as in (5.6).

Case 1. d = d((s,y), (t,z)) < 27N,

If d > 2~ choose N; < N’ < N so that 27V "1 < d < 27N and if d < 27N set N’ = N. Then
(t,x) € Z(N',n, K, ), d < 27N < 27N v 2d < 2dy and so by (P,,) for s < Tk,

[u(s,y)] < a2~ N[ (yam v 2Nyt 4 1(m > 0)a]

< 4a7o(dy)E [(\/@v dn)™ L+ 1(m > O)ag]
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Case 2. d > 2~ M,
As K > K, for s < Tk,

lu(s,y)| < 2K el < 2K elvl(d2N1)&+im—1
< 2K el elv—rl92M (EN)&W’”_l.
The Lemma follows from the above two bounds. (]
Remark 5.3 If m = 0 we may set g = 0 in the above and Ny will not depend on (n,eq, 3) by the
above proof of (Fy).

To carry out the induction we first use (P,,) to obtain a local modulus of continuity for Fj.
Recall Fjy is given by (3.6) where

D(T7 y) = U(Tv Y, Xl(r’ y)) - O'(’f’, Y, XZ(T7 y))
From the representation in (3.6), we have for s <t <t and s’ <

|Fs(s,t,x) — Fs(s',t',2)| <|F5(s t' ') — Fs(s',t',a")| + |Fs(s,t',2") — Fs(s,t,x)|

(53 - /( . ey DG W )

(s—6)*
[ G- ) =y = ) Dl Wl dy)|,
0
This decomposition and (3.2) suggest we introduce the following square functions for 7y € (0,1/2)
and 6 € (0,1], and s <t <t ¢ <t
(svs' =)t

QT,5(57S/7tlaw/) /

(sAs'=8)t

(s—=0)F
(59) QS,l,(s,no(S’ ta z, tla / / |y — l’| > 1")1/2_770 V 2|$ — 33',‘)

/ Py (y — ')2e2R M ju(r, ) [PV dydr,

X (p:g/,,n(y - 33,) - pg—r(y - x))2€2R1|y‘ |U(T, y)|27dyd7“,
(s=0)*t
QS,Z,&no(sata%t/an/) = / /1(]y —x| < (t' - r)1/2_"° V 2|z — 2'|)
0

X (D (y = 2') = P, (y — 2)) W u(r, y) PV dydr.
Lemma 5.4 For all K € N°X' R > 92 there is a c54(K,R) and an N5 4 = No(K,w) € N a.s. so
that for all no,m € (1/R,1/2),6 € (0,1],8 € [0,1/2] and N,n € N, for any (t,z) € Ry xR, on
(5.10) {w:(t,x) € Z(N,n,K,3),N > N5},

(5.11)
Qs1.6m (s t,z, ', 2) < c5.424N5.4(w) [d%m+(d/\\/<§)277’1573/2(d/\1)47] foralls <t <t and 2’ € R.

Here d = d((t',2), (t,z)).
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Proof We let N;54(K,w) = N1(0,3/4, K), that is we recall from Remark 5.3 that for m = 0, N;
depends only on ¢ and K and we take £ = 3/4. We may assume 6 < s as the left-hand side is 0
otherwise. Then for w as in (5.10) and s < ¢ < ¢/, Lemma 5.2 with m = 0 implies

QS,LMO s,t,x, ', ')
(s—6)*
< Cra(w / / Iy — o] > (¢ = )20 v 20z — 2N Wy, (y — ') — Py — 2))?
2Byl 2ly=2l (=N v (E =7 + |y — z|))"* 2dyds
(s—0)*
< C5.z(w)/ /1(|y — x> (' =)V 2z — )P, (y — 2') — pl_,(y — 2))?
0

x 2P K 2(Rit1)ly—z| [2K73/4 +2ly — a:|73/2]dyds

5—§ _ I 2\ =210 2 q1-n1/2
< C5‘2(w)Co(K, R) / (t — 7“)_3/2 exp{ m (t 7’) } [1 A d } M dr.
0

64 t—r

In the last line we have used Lemma 4.4(b). Use the trivial bound (recall r < s <t <)

—m (' — )7 } { —mp (' — )7 } { —mi(t — )~ }
< - @ L S
eXp{ 64 = &Xp 128 +exp 128 ’

and then Lemma 4.1 in the above, to bound Qg 1,54, (s,t,z,t',2") by

d2} 1—m1/2

t—r

Caaw)ea( K. R) | /0”@ —r)2[1A W}

L ) e o

dr exp{

B B _ t/ _ t —277() 548 d2 ]_—’I’] /2
< Csa(w)er(K, R) [(dz A S)Lm/2573/2 exp{771(128)} +01(R)/ (1 A - ) 1 dr]
0

< Cs2(w)ee(K, R) [(d A \/5)2—7715—3/2@ A 1)47 + d2_771]

The final inequality with the sudden appearance of  is crude but produces a form which will prove
useful for this relative small contribution to the increments of Fs. Now since we may set eg = 0 in
the formula for C5o by Remark 5.3, the result follows. ]

Lemma 5.5 Let 0 <m <m+ 1 and assume (Pp,). For any K € N2K1 R>2neN,g e (0,1),
and 3 € [0,1/2] there is a c55(K, R) and N55 = Ns5(m,n, R, e0, K, 3)(w) € N a.s. such that for
anym € (R71,1/2),m0 € (0,m/32),0 € [an,1], N €N, and (t,z) € Ry xR, on

(5.12) {w: (t,x) € Z(N,n,K,3),N > N55},
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QS,2,5,770 (87 t,z, t/7 xl)
3
< c5.5(K, R)lay 220 + 2850 | 7 507 TNy 257
(A VORI + 2N ]|

foralls<t<t < K,|2'| < K+1.

Here d = d((t, ), (t',2")), dv = d V2™ and Sy = 6 V d%,. Moreover N5 is stochastically bounded
uniformly in (n,3).

Proof. Let ¢ =1 — (8R)™!' € (15/16,1) and define N55 = Ni(m,n,&, &0, K, 3) so that the last
statement is immediate from (P,,). We may assume s > 0, or the left-hand side is 0. As § > a,,
when we use Lemma 5.2 to bound u(r, y) in the integral defining Qg 2 5., we have d((r,y), (t,z)) >
V/@r, and so we may drop the max with /a,. So for w as in (5.12), s < ¢ <t and |2/| < K + 1,
Lemma 5.2 implies that

Q5257 (s,t, 2,1, 2)

s—0
= 052/ /pt’—r —a') = pi_,(y — x))2*E 212K+ gy,
Nv(t—r)2 4 —r)20 v 2z — 2))]PE
~ 2
X {[27N V ((t — T‘)l/2 + (t/ — 7')1/2*770 V. (2|IE . l,/’))]"/mfl + aﬁ} Wdr.

The harmless exponential factor comes from the e?=*l factor in Lemma 5.2, the Ef1l¥l in @5,2,6,m0>
the bound |y| < |z| + |y — 2| and the bounds on ¢, |z|, |2/| and |y — x|. Let v/ = (1 — 2np).
Recall that ¢t < ¢ < K, |z| < K and |2/| < K + 1, so that vt —r < K™(t' — r)1/2_’70 and
|z — 2’| < (2K + 1)|x — 2|1 =2™. Use this and Lemma 4.4(a) to see that the above is at most

s—0 2
CI(K)CM/ (t—r)=3/2 (1 A td7> 272N v (' — )V |z — 2 P)E
0

- T
(5.13) X [2—%(%—1) V(t =) Om= 1)y g — g2 G 4 0207 gy,
Note that
(5.14) 27Ny (=) Vo — 2P <27 v (b)Y < 20dE v (t—1) ],
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Use this to bound the summands in (5.13) and conclude that
QS,Q,&T)O (87 t7 Z, tlu xl)

s—48
< )05 [ - (1A )@ v -l

X [[d?v vV (t — )] GmD) a?f’y} dr

< &3(K)Cs. / T e (1 tdQ) (6= 7" Gn D a2y
0

b [T (o Y e[ a2
(5.15) = CQ(K)C5,2{11 + 12}.

Apply Lemma 4.1(c) to see that

(5.16) I < (d AVORO2d ¢y Y 4 a2,

In the integral defining I; we may drop the minimum with 1 and, adding a log(1/6y) factor just
in case the exponent on u is —1, we arrive at

¢ ¢
I < d? [/ u'y/(’ym+£1)5/2du_’_a%57/ U7/§75/2du}
< ; -
(5.17) < e3(K)d? log(1/6) [5%/(%#5—1)_3/%0 n a%mgx;g_g/ﬂ

The log 1/dy is bounded by ¢(R)d="/? for 71 > 1/R. A bit of arithmetic shows that our conditions
no <m/32,1—&=1/8R and nm; > 1/R allow us to shift £ to 1 and 7' to v in the exponents on
the right-hand sides of (5.16) and (5.17) at the cost of multiplying by d~"/2. So using this, (5.16)
and (5.17) in (5.15), we get

QS,2,6,770 (57 t, z, tlv x,)
S C4(K, R)C5.2{d2_n1 [5%%173/2}/\0 + aiﬁfyg}yv73/2i|

iy — 29 m 72
+ (dA VBTS2 [d]W +a,%57d1\7”.
The result follows from the definition of C59 and the identity
(5.18) [Y(ym A2) = 3/2] AO = (yym —3/2) A O

(use v > 3/4 here). B

Lemma 5.6 Let 0 <m <m+ 1 and assume (P,,). For any K € NZKl,R >2,n € N,g € (0,1),
and B € [0,1/2] there is a c56(K) and N5 = Nsg¢(m,n, R, o, K, 3)(w) € N a.s. such that for any
m € (R71,1/2),8 € [an,1], N €N, and (t,z) € Ry xR, on

(5.19) {w: (t,x) € Z(N,n,K,3), N > N5},
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QT,J(Sa 8/7 t,a I'/)
< e56(K)[ay 220 + 24N50] |5 — 5|13 (6 AN (2075773

+1(6 < d3)d PN + a1 ]
(5.20) foralls <t <t s <t <Tg, and |2'| < K + 1.

Here d = d((t,x), (t',2")), dv = d V2™ and Sy = 6 V d%,. Moreover N5 is stochastically bounded
uniformly in (n,3).

Proof. Let ¢ =1 — (2R)~! and define N5 g = Ny(m,n,&, <o, K, 3) so that the last statement is
immediate from (P,,). We may assume sV s’ =5 > §, or the left-hand side is 0. Let s = s A §'.
We again use Lemma 5.2 to bound |u(r, y)| in the integrand defining Q7,5 and the maximum with
/G, can be ignored as it is less than v/#' — r in the calculation below. So for w as in (5.19) and
s,t, 8, ', 2" as in (5.20), we have (note that r < § <t < Tk so that Lemma 5.2 applies)

Qrs(s, st )
= C“/ [ ey - e N (T oy ]
x [< V(I by — ) af] dyd.

Use Lemma 4.2, the inequality
(5.21) 27NV (VY —r 4|y —z|) < (2*N\/ |m—x/\> +V —r+ly—a| <dy+ V¥ —r+y -7
and e2(FrtDly=2] < ¢ (K)e2(F1+Dlv=2" to bound the above by

052/ / = 1) ooy (2)? VGRS 1 (1 — 7)1 4|2

X [(di?ﬁm*l) F (¢ — )Y Om=D) G-y ath} dodr

< CQ(K)C5_2/( 5)+(t’ . r)73/2[&?\7£ + (t/ . T)’Yﬁ] [(d?\?(’ymfl) + (t’ - T)’Y(:mel)) 4 aiﬁ’y] dr
5—0
< Cz(K)C5.2{/( - 1(r <t —d&%) [(t’ — ) OmtE=1)=3/2 (267 (¢ T)véf?)/?} dr
56
! /( 5)+ Lr >t —dj)(t' —r)"*dr {d JOnrED 4 aiﬁwﬁ\?’ﬂ }

In the first line use

/’Zp 2 )\|z\dz<c(A) (p—1)/2 forOSpSQandA>0,
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and recall dependence on R; is suppressed in our constants. Now

5—0
/ r >t —d3) (' —r)™32dr <100 < &3)[(t' =5+ 6) 3% —s| A2(t' —5+6)"V/]
(

s—0)T

< 1(6 < d3)2673%(|s' — s| A ),

and so
(5.23) Jo < 1(6 < d2)26%/2(|s' — s| A 6)dl; 2 [d?ﬁm + azﬁ%ﬁy}
(5.24) < e3(K)1(6 < )52’ — 5| A 8)1 % [d‘fﬁm + a;iﬂnz?y]

In the last line we used y(1 — &) <1 - ¢ < (2R)™! <m/2 and |s' — 5| < 2K.

Turning to Ji, let p = y(fm + € — 1) —3/2 or v — 3/2 for 0 < m — 1 < m. Our bounds on
v and & (both are bigger than 3/4) imply p € [v§ —3/2,1/2] C [-15/16,1/2]. If p" = p A0 and
0<e< —p, then

5—0
I(p) E/ 1(r <t —d3)(t —r)Pdr

5—0 ,
g/ Lr <t —dZ)VK{ —r)¥dr

(s

_, |s"—s| ,
< \/Emin(]s/ — s|ok ,/ u? du)
0
o o

<16VK|s — s[P'*! m1n<<‘858|> ' , 1) (use p' > —15/16)

N
r o
< 16\/[7(]3’ — S|p’+1 (M) P
on

(5.25) — 16VK]|s' — 5|65
Define g = p+ (1 — &), so that ¢ = vy, — 3/2 or v — 3/2.
Case 1. ¢ <0.

Then p/ =p < 0. If e = (1 — &) < (2R)™! < n1/2, then e +p' = ¢ < 0 and so (5.25) applies, and
gives

(5.26) I(p) <16VE|s' — s|'"6%, < 16K|s' — 5|2 5%,
Case 2. ¢ >0

Then p' = (¢ — (1 —=E)A0> —y(1 —¢&). Let e = —p' < ~y(1 - &) < (2R)™! < 11 /2 in (5.25) and
conclude

(5.27) I(p) < 16VK]|s' — s|' = < 16K|s' — s|* =

7]

In either case we have shown that I(p) < 16K|s" — s|1_%5}1\;\0. This gives

(5.28) Ji < eu(K)|s' — S|1—"71 [55\7%—3/2)A0 n a%mg](\?_gmm '
Put (5.24) and (5.28) into (5.22) and use (5.18) to complete the proof. i

Notation. d((s,t,z),(s',t',2")) = \/|s' — s| + |t/ — t| + |2’ — z|.
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Lemma 5.7 Let ¢y, c1, ca, ko be positive (universal constants), n € (0,1/2), and A : Nx(0,1] — R
satisfy A(n, 27Nt < koA(n,27N) for all n,N € N. Forn € N and 7 in a set S assume
{Yon(s,t,x): (s,t,x) € RixR} is a real-valued continuous process. Assume for each (n,7), K € N,
and 8 € [0,1/2], there is an No(w) = No(n,n, K, 7, 3)(w) € N a.s., stochastically bounded uniformly
in (n,7,03), such that for any N € N, (t,z) € Ry xR, and s < K, if d = d((s,t,z), (s, t',2")) <
2N then
(5.29) P(|Yrn(s,t,2) — Yonu(s',t',2)| > d'7"A(n,27N), (t,2) € Z(N,n, K, 3), N > Ny, t' < Tk)

< cpexp(—crd1?).
Then there is an Ny = Ny(n,n, K,7,8) € N a.s., also stochastically bounded uniformly in (n,, 3),
such that for all N > Nj(w), (t,x) € Z(N,n, K, B)(w), d = d((s,t,7),(s,t',2') <27V, s < K
and t' < Tk, .

[Yon(s,t,x) = Yon(s,t' 2')| < 27k3d ""A(n, 27N).

Proof. Let
Myn = MJp™ = max{|Yon((i+ )27, (j + £)27%, (k+ 9)27) = Ve (27, 527 k27| :

(27 k27 e Z(N,n, K +1,08),e, f = —4,-3,...4,i272* < K +1,
g=-2,-1,...,2,(j+ /)27 <Txy1,i,ji+e,j+ f €Ly kel

and

Ay ={w:3>N+3s. t. Myn > 2B=00=DA(n, 27 NY N > No(n,n, K + 1,7, 8)}.
For 7,7,k e, f,g as in the definition of M, y and £ > N + 3,
d(((i+e)27%, (G + )27, (k+9)27"), (127, j27 k271)) < 27 <27V,

Therefore (5.29) implies that for some ¢} = ¢} (n) > 0,

o0 [e.9]

PUR_nAN) < Y D 59 2%(K + 1) + 12 (K + 1) + 1cg exp(—c1 (227 772)
N'=N{=N'+3

< e3(K) exp(—c12V72).

Let
Ny = No(n,n, K,7,5) = min{N : w € N _nAN }.

The above implies that
(5.30) P(Ny > N) = P(US_nyAn) < e3(K) exp(—cj2V2),

Define
N(S(n7777K77—7/8) = (NO(nanaK + 117—7ﬁ) VN2(71’777K’T75>) + 3.

N is stochastically bounded uniformly in (n, 7, 8) by (5.30) and the corresponding property of Nj.
Assume

(5.31) N > N, (t,x) € Z(N,n, K, (3), d((s,t,z)(s',t',2')) < 27N s < K and t' < Tg.
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Define dyadic approximations by s, = | 225|272 t, = [22/t|27%, 2, = sgn(z)[2|2||27¢, and simi-
larly define s), t}, and zj, for (s',t,2’). Choose (to, Z0) as in the definition of (¢,z) € Z(N,n, K, 3).
Then |z, < |z| < K, |z)] < |[¢/| < K +1,s; Vs <Vs<K+1,t,Vty <t'Vt< Tk, and if
¢> N,

d((ty, ), (fo, %0)) < d((ty, zp), (', ")) +d((¢',2"), (t,2)) + d((t, x), ({0, Zo))

<A\ =)+ |op — 2|+ 2t
< 22N,

This proves that

(5.32) (tp,xy) € Z(N —2,n, K +1,8) C Z(N —3,n, K +1,[3) for all £ > N,

and even more simply one gets

(5.33) (to,z¢) € Z(N — 3,n, K, 3) for all £ > N.

In addition, the fact that N > N implies w € A§_5 and N — 3 > Ny, which in turn implies

(5.34) My 3 < 26790 A(n, 2= NV=3)) for all £ > N.

Choose N’ > N such that 27V ~1 < d((s, t,z), (s, t',2')) =d < 27", Then |2/ — z| < 2N which
implies @'y, = z 7 + g2~ for g € {—1,0,1}. Similarly s = SN +e272N" and the =tn + f2-2N
for e, f € {—1,0,1}. In addition, s, = sp_1 +ed™¢, tp = t; 1 + f47* and xp = 241 + g2~ for
some e, f € {0,...,3} and g € {—1,0,1}, and similarly for s}, t;, and z. Let wy = (s¢, ¢, z¢) and
wy = (s}, ), ;). Now use (5.32), (5.33), (5.34), the definition of M x_3 and the continuity of Y7,
to see that for (s,t,z), (s',t',2) as in (5.31),

[Yrn(s,t,z) — Yru(s' t', o)
(oo}

< |Yrn(wiy) = Yon(wne)| + Z Yo n(wh) = Yo (wo_)| + [Yon(we) — Yo (we—1)|
{=N'+1

o
< My'n-3+ Z 2My N3
(=N'+1

< [2(3—1\{’)(1—77) +9 Z 2(3—4)(1—77)}A(n7 2~(N=3))  (by (5.34))
(=N'+1

< (36)2~ N (=M A(n, 27 (N=3)y

< 2Tk3d " A(n, 27N).

Notation. Introduce
5.35 Ay (myn,a,e0,27N) = a0 |q30/49=NVIm 4 (4072 27 N)(m+1=2)10
u1 n n n
+ a;Sa/4+ﬁ’y(a7o;/2 V 2—N)'y] )

We often suppress the dependence on ¢y and .
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Proposition 5.8 Let 0 < m <m + 1 and assume (P,,) (in (5.5)). For any n € N, mqy € (0,1/2),
g0 € (0,1), K e NX1 o €[0,1], and 3 € [0,1/2], there is an Nsg = N5s(m,n,n1, 0, K, o, §)(w)
in N=2 a.s. such that for all N > N, (t,z) € Z(N,n,K,3), t <Tk, s< K,

d((s,t,z),(s',t',2')) < 27N implies that
|Faa (s, t,7) — Fag(s',,2")| < 2750d((s,t,2), (5, ¢, &) ™" Ay (mym, 20,277,
Moreover N5 g is stochastically bounded, uniformly in (n,a, 3).

Proof. Let R = 33n; ! and choose 19 € (R, 11/32). Let d = d((t,z), (t',2")), d = d+ +/|s' — 5|,
dy =dV 27N 6, n =al Vv d3 and (recall the Q’s are as in (5.9))

2
Qaz (s, t, 2,5 1", 2") = Qraa(s, s, ', 2") + Z Qs,iaz mo (s, ', '),

=1

By Lemmas 5.4, 5.5 and 5.6 with 6 = a2, there is a constant ¢;(K,7;) and a random variable
Ny = No(m,n,m,e0, K, f)(w), stochastically bounded uniformly in (n, 3), such that for all N € N
and (¢,x), on

(5.36) {w: (@, z) € Z(N,n,K+1,53),N > Naj,

(5.37) R} Qus (s, t, 2,8, ' 2") /2
< 1 (K m) = +22%2)d =2 a3 0+ vy

n ( 5n,N>(Wm_3/2)AO n a?( SmN)v—S/?}

forall s <t <t s <t <Tk,|2/|<K+2.
Let N3 = (33/m1)[N2 + N4(K, m)], where N4(K,n1) is chosen large enough so that
(5.38) e (K, m)[a 0 + 22N2)07mNs/4 < o (K ) [a %0 + 2202)2—8N2—8M

< q-c09-104
= Yn .
Let

Alm,n, dy) =27%az=0 {az 2@ + a1 dY]

n ( Sn,N>(Wm_3/2)AO N a5'7< 5n7N)7—3/2}.
Let N’ € N and assume d < 27V, Use (5.37) and (5.38) to see that on
{w: (t,z) € Z(N,n,K +1,8),N > N3, N > N3}
(which implies |2/| < K +2),
(5.39)
R} Qaa(s,t, x, s’,t’,a:')l/2 < (K,m)la,® + 22N2]2_771N,/4cil_(3”1/4)2100a7€10A(m,n, dn)

(34 A0, 0, dy)

<d'-
- 16

forall s <t <t s <t <Tk,|2/| < K+2.
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Combine this with (5.8), (3.2), the definition of Q,a, and the Dubins-Schwarz theorem, to conclude
that for s <t </, s’ <t d((s,t,x), (s, t',2")) < 2N
P(|Faa(s,t,x) — Fa%(s',t',:c')] > d((s,t,z), (s, ¢, 2’ "M A(m, n,dy)/8,
(t,z) € Z(N,n, K +1,6), N'AN > N3, t' <Tg)

A(m,n,JN))

< 2P( sup |B(u)| > d—™m T

u<d?=(B11/2) (A(m,n,dy)/16)2
< 2P(sup|B(u)| = d /)
u<l
(5.40) < coexp(—d "/%/2).

Here B(u) is a one-dimensional Brownian motion.
To handle s > ¢, recall that Fua(s,t,2) = Fya(s,s Vt,z). One easily checks that

VsVt —s' V| </|s—s|+ /]t =]

and hence d((s,s V t,z),(s,s' V', a')) < 2d((s,t,z),(s',t',z')) = 2d. So (5.40) implies that for
t <t'and all s,s, 2/, if d((s,t,x), (s, t/,2)) < 2=N'=1 then

P(|Faa(s,t,x) — Faa(s', ¥, 2")| > d((s, ¢, z), (¢, ' 2 )M A(m, n, dy) /4,
(t,z) € Z(N,n, K +1,8), t' <Tx, N +1>N3+1, N > N3)
(5.41) < coexp(—d ™/%/2).
If (t,2) € Z(N,n,K,3), ' <t and d = d((t,z),(t,2')) < 27V, then we claim that (¢,2') €
Z(N —1,n,K + 1,3). Indeed if (fo,20) is as in the definition of (t,z) € Z(N,n, K, (), then
d((to, o), (t',2")) < 2=WN=1_ Also |2/| < K + 1, t <t < Tk, and the claim follows. Note also that
as d < 27N, we have dy = 2. An elementary argument using, v3; < 2, shows that

(5.42) A(m,n,27N) > 47 A(m,n, 2=V -D),

So, by interchanging (¢',2’) and (¢, ), and replacing N with N — 1, (5.41) and (5.42) imply that
fort’<t d<2- /andd<2 N

P(|Faa(s,t,x) — Foa(s', ', 2")| > A" A(m,n, 27,
(t,z) € Z(N,n, K, 3), N’/\N>N3+1)
P(|Faa(s,t,x) — Fua(s',t,2")| > d' " A(m,n, 27N =1) /4,
(t,2')e Z(N —1,n,K + 1,5),N’ > N3+ 1,N—1> N3, t <Tk)
(5.43) < coexp(—d ™/%/2).

If N5(m,n,meo, K, B)(w) = N3(w) + 1, then Ny is stochastically bounded, uniformly in (n, 3). We
have shown, (taking N’ = N in the above) that for all (s, ¢, z), (s',t',2'), if d = d((s, t, x), (s, ¢/, 2)) <
2N then

(5.44)
P(|Faa(s,t,x) — Faa(s', ', 2")] > A" A(m,n, 27N, (t,x) € Z(N,n,K,B3), N > Ns,t' < Tx)

< cgexp(—d /2 /2).
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Now apply Lemma 5.7 with 7 = o € [0,1], Y;,, = Fue and ky = 22, the latter by (5.42).
(5.44) shows that (5.29) holds with Nyg = Ns. (The implicit restriction X > Kj in (5.44) from
Lemmas 5.4-5.6 is illusory as increasing K only strengthens (5.44).) Therefore there is an N5 g(w) =
Nss(m,n,m,eo, K,a, ) > 2, stochastically bounded uniformly in (n, o, 3), such that for N > N5 g,
(t,x) € Z(N,n,K,B3),if t' < Tk, s <K and d = d((s,t,z), (s, t',z')) <27V, then

(5.45) |Fag (s,t, ) — Fag (s, ', 2")] < 2 A(m,n,27V)d" ™™,
Note that
(5.46) Afm,n, 27N) =270, % a3/ 49N (g2 y 9N ) rim=3/200

+ ag'y(a;Sa/42—N'y + (ag/2 V. 2—N)v—3/2)

§2—99a;ao [a;i’)a/42—N’y’ym n (ag/Q v 2—N)(*ym+1—2)/\0
_3a
ta T (e Ny agﬂw] .

Use this in (5.45) to complete the proof. ]
Since Fj(t,t,x) = —u} 5(t,x) (see Remark 4.2), the following Corollary is immediate.
Corollary 5.9 Let 0 <m <m+1 and assume (Pp,) (in (5.5)). Let n,m,c0, K, and (3 be as in
Proposition 5.8. For all N > Nsg, (t,z) € Z(N,n, K, ) and t' < Tk,
d((t,z), (t',2")) < 27N implies that
[ g (t,2) = Ul g (' 2")| < 27%0d((t, 2), (¢',2")) 7™ Ay (m,n, a, 00,277,
We will need to modify the bound in Lemma 5.6 to control |u} 5 — u , | Note that if § > a,
and s =t — 6 + a, then

d d
(5.47) W 5(82) = - Palu-ay)(&) = =Pt (s (@)

= —Fg, (s, t,x)
= —Fy, (t — 0+ an,t,x).

Therefore the key will be a bound on |F,, (s,t,x) — F,
sition 5.8) v/t — s < 27" is weakened substantially.

(t,t, )| in which the hypothesis (for Propo-

n

Lemma 5.10 Let 0 < m <m+1 and assume (P,,). For any K € N°¥' R > 2 neN,g € (0,1),
and B € [0,1/2] there is a c510(K) and N519 = Ns.i10(m,n, R,e0, K, 3)(w) € N a.s. such that for
anyn € (R71,1/2), N €N, and (t,z) e Ry xR, on

(548) {w : (t, I’) S Z(N,n, K, ﬁ),N > N5.10},
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QT,an (37 tv ta I’)
< e5.10(K)[a, > + 24N5'1°]{|t — 8|t = 5) V an) T2 4 a2PV (8 5) V an) TP

+1an < 272N ((t — 8) A ap)a;3/22Nm/2[972Nvm a721572*2N7]}
for all s < t.

Moreover N5 ¢ is stochastically bounded uniformly in (n, ).

Proof. Let ¢ =1—(4yR)™! and define N519 = Ni(m,n,&(R), 0, K, 8) so that the last statement
is immediate from (P,,). We may assume t > a,,. Argue as in the derivation of (5.22) with 2/ = x,
s =t =t and § = a,. The only difference is that instead of the upper bound in (5.21), 2/ = =
allows to use the trivial upper bound 2% = \/t —r + |y — z|, that is dy is replaced by 27, So
(5.22) now implies that if

t—an -
)= / 1(r < t = 272N)[(t — ) G032 4 2071 — )2€-3/2)ay,
(

s—an)+
and an
Jy = /( . 1(r >t — 272N (¢ — ) 73/2qr27 2N [272NY(Gm—1) | 267),
then
(5.49) Qra, (s, t,t,x) < c(K)Cs2[J1 + Jo.

As in the derivation of (5.23), now with dy =27V, § = a,, and s’ = t, we get
(5.50) Jy < an < 272M)2(ap A (t — s))a;, 322N (=8 [9=2NVm 4 (26079=2N7]
For Ji,let p = v(Fm+E&—1)—3/2 or p = v —3/2. Our choice of { and R implies p € [-15/16,1/2]

and so, considering p > 0 and p < 0 separately, we arrive at

/t_an (t —r)Pdr < 16[(t — s+ an)p'H — aﬁ‘H] < 16(2pvo)(t —3)((t —s) Vap)?
(

s—an)t

< 24(t — 8)((t — s) Vay)P.

Therefore
J1 < 24(t — S) [((t — 8) V an)'Y(:Vm+£*1)*3/2 + aiﬁ“{((t _ 8) V. an)7§f3/2]
(5.51) < 24(t = 5)' 070 (¢ ) V @) T2 a2 (8= ) V @),

Put (5.50) and (5.51) into (5.49), noting that y(1 — ¢(R)) = (4R)™' < /4 and t —s < K, to
complete the proof. |
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Proposition 5.11 Let 0 < m <m+1 and assume (Py,). For anyn € N, n; € (0,1/2), g9 € (0,1),
K e N5t and 3 € [0,1/2], there is an N511 = Ns11(m,n,n1,c0, K, 8)(w) € N a.s. such that for
all N > N1, (t,z) € Z(N,n, K, 3), s <t and /t —s < N~4™ implies that

‘Fan(svtwr) - Fan(t’tv $)|

S 2781017;80 {271\7(17771)(@}/2 Vi 27N)(’ym+172)/\0

2—N -
+ 2Nmg~1/4 (— + 1) (2*NW’” + a2 (an V 2*N)7)
VvV an

(= )RV Va4 al (Vs v V)T )
Moreover N5 11 is stochastically bounded, uniformly in (n, [3).

Proof. Apply Lemma 5.10 with R = 2/n; so that on
{w : (t,ff) S Z(Nana K7 6)7N 2 N5.10(m7n7 2/771750)-[{7 /8)}7
for s <t,
RgQT,an (Sa tv t? $)1/2
(5.52) < ey (K)RY[a;® + 22N5~10]{(\/t AT =) R (VI V a) S
+ad(Vt—sV \/an)”’_%]
9~ Nm/4q=1/49Nm /219=N7¥m | agvszw]}‘
Let No(m,n,m,eo, K, B)(w) = %[Nmo + No(K)], where No(K) € N is chosen large enough so that
(5.53) c1(K) R a0 + 22N5:1012= 4 N2 < ¢ (K) R) [a;%0 + 22V5:10]272N5.00—2No(K)
S 2—100a550.

It follows from (5.52) and (5.53) that for N > No, (t,x) € Z(N,n, K, 3), s <t, and v/ — s < 272

RgQT,an (87 t7 ta x)l/Q

< 2—100a;50{(M)1—%1 [(Vt—sV \/cTn)’Wm—% +ad(Vt=sV \/cTn)'y_%]

+ a;1/42Nm/2[2—NWm + QQVQ—N“/}}
=Vt — s)lf%lAl(m, n,Vt —sV/a,) + 2N"1/2A2(m,n, Z*N),

that is A; and Ay are defined as the appropriate two terms from the previous line. Combine
this with (3.2), (5.8) (now with ¢ = ¢ = ¢/, x = 2/, so the second integral there is 0) and the
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Dubins-Schwarz theorem to see that if B(-) is a standard 1-dimensional Brownian motion, then
(5.54) P(|F,, (s,t,x) — F, (t,t,2)] > (Vt— )M A (m,n, VE— sV /an) + 2V Ay(m,n, 27N),
(t,z) € Z(N,n,K,B), N > No,\/t —s < 27N?2)
P(sup |B(u)| > (VE —s) /2 A 2NM/2)1(t — 5 < 1)

u<l
1
< ¢ exp{—i[(t —5) M2 A 2N’71]}.

Let £y = 22(NH3) N=8/m and set

|F,, (12~ 2(N+2) G2 2(N+2) k2~ N+2)) (j2—2(N+2) j2—2(N+2) k2_(N+2))\ .

(V7 — 2= (N+2))1- ’71A1(mn (Vi —1i2~ N+2)\/\ﬁ)+2N"1A2(mn2 Ny -
0<j—i<ly, (52 2N ko~WNDy ¢ Z(N,n, K, B),i,§ € Ly k € Z}.

My (w) = max{

If N3 =2M2 then
(5.55) N > Ny = N~4m <o=Ne=l o\ Jp9=N=2 — gN—4/m < 9=N2,
The fact that My =0if /x < 1, (5.54), and (5.55) imply
P(My >1,N > Ns)
< (K +1)22 022K 4 1)2NF2¢, exp{—l((eNz—ﬂN“))—m/? A 2Nm)}1(eN > 1)
< o K3 exp{—%((\/ejg— vy iy > 1)
< o K325V exp{—2_5/2]\74} (recall ny < 1/2).
If Ay ={My >1,N > N3} and

Ny = Ny(m,n,m,e0, K, 3)(w) = min{N : w € N _yAS }

then
P(N; > N) = P(URr_yAnr) < a2 Y 29V exp{—2*5/2(N’)4}
N'=N
(5.56) < co(K) exp(—N1/6).

Let N5(n1) be large enough so that
(5.57) N > Ns = 217N < N~4/m,

Define
Ns.i1(m,n,m, €0, K,B) = (Nsg V N3V Ny V N5) + 2.

It follows from Proposition 5.8, (5.56), and the definition of N3 that N5 1; is stochastically bounded
uniformly in (n, 3). Assume

(5.58) N > N5y, (t,z) € Z(N,n, K, 8),s <t and vVt —s < N~4m,
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Case 1. \/t —s > 21N,
The condition N > N5 11 implies w € A§_5 and N —2 > N3, which in turn implies

(559) Mpy_o < 1.

Let sp = | 2252726 ¢, = [22¢]272¢ and 2, = sgn(z)[2¢|z| |27, be the usual dyadic approximations
to s,t and x, respectively, and let (fo,2o) be as in the definition of (¢,z) € Z(N,n, K, 3). Then

d((tn,zn), (fo,40)) <27V +VE—tn + |z —an| <227, ty <t < Tk, |on| < |2| < K,
and so
(5.60) (tn,zn) € Z(N —2,n, K, 3).
Write
|Fy, (s,t,x) — Fy, (t,t,2)] < [|Fan(s,t,x) — Fo, (snytn,on)| + |Fa, (t,t,x) — Fy, (tN, N, zN)|

+ [!Fan(sN,tN,UCN) — Fan(tN,tN,xN)\]
(561) =T+ Ts.

The fact that (t,x) € Z(N,n,K,(), tn <t <Tg,s<t<K,

d((t, 1), (tn, tv, an)) V d((s, 8 x), (s, v, o)) < 3(27N) <272
and N — 2 > Nsg, allows us to use Proposition 5.8 and infer that
(5.62) T < 2-852-(1\/-2)(1-771)5”,1 (m,n,1,e0,2” N2,

For T5 we have from N > Nj, (5.57), and the last part of (5.58),

ViIn —sy <Vi—s+ 217N <oN—4m <\ Jiy 527N,
In view of (5.60) and (5.59), this implies
Ty < My—2|VEN = sn' " A1(m,n, Viw = sn V Van) + 2087 Ay (m, n, 2702
(5.63) < [Viv—sn " Ar(mon Vv = sn V Van) + 208701 Ay (m,n, 27 VD)
As t — s > 2272V (recall this defines Case 1), we have
t—s<(t—tn)+(tn —sn) <27 4 (ty —sy) < %(t—s)—l—(tN—SN),
and so
(5.64) tN — SN > %(t—s).
More simply,

(5.65) ty —sy <t—s+2172N <9(t — ).
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Use (5.64) and (5.65) in (5.63) and then combine the result with (5.62) and (5.61) to conclude that
|Fy, (s, t,x) — Fy, (t,t,, )]
< 97859=(N=2)(1-m) ;—o [(@71/2 v 2~ (N=2))(Ym+1-2)A0
t a8/ [2—<N—2)wm P2y 2—(N—2>)vH
(5.66) 4279950 (\E— 5)lm [(\/m V/an) S 4 aP T (VE— sV \/a:)v—%}
. 2—100(1;50—%2(N—2)n1 [2—(N—2)’y’ym n a2v2—(N—2)7} '

Next use

9-
9=N(=m),=3/4 | oNm (=1/4 _ ;=1/4gNm [
vV an

+1]
to combine the first and third terms in (5.66) and conclude, after a bit of arithmetic, that
|Fy,, (s, t,x) — Fy, (t,t,x)]

_N
< 2*81@80{ {aﬁl/42N’71 (—2 + 1) (2*NV:V’” +a?(al? v 2’N)7)

Jn
o NA-m) (g2 y 2_N)(7m+1—2)/\0i|
(5.67) + (Vt—s)t™m ((m Vv \/@)’Y:Ym_% FaP(VE—sV \/@)W-%) }

Case 2. /t — s < 21N,
As (t,x) € Z(N—1,n,K,3) (by (5.58)),s <t < K, N—1 > Nsg, and d((s,t,z), (t,t,x)) < 2-N-1)
we may use Proposition 5.8 with o = 1 to conclude
‘Fan (87 t? :C) - Fan (t? t? $)|
<270 (/E=5)"M A, (m,n, 1,8,2” V)
< 2*832*]\/(1*771)0/;50 {a;3/427N'y’ym + (a:/Q V. 27N)(’ym+172)/\0 + a;3/4+6’7(a}/2 V. 27N)'y:|
-N
< 2783a;€0{a;1/42Nm (2 ) (2—N'y§/m + agfy(a}l/Z V 27N)'y> _'_27N(17m)(a}/2 V. 27N)(7m+172)/\0}
< 7\/@
which is bounded by the first term on the right-hand side of (5.67). [

We also need an analogue of Proposition 5.8 for Giaa. A subset of the arguments in Lemma 3.1
shows that

(s=0)*
(5.68) Gs(s, t,x) = / /p(t\/s)r(y —x)D(r,y)W (dr,dy) for all s a.s. for all (¢,z),
0

which is just the analogue of the expression for Fj, (3.6), with p;—, in place of pj_,.. Although we
only will need bounds on Gua(s,t,z) — Gaa(t,t,x) (and for v/t — s small as in Proposition 5.8),
this seems to require bounds on the analogues of the three types of square functions handled in
Lemmas 5.4, 5.5 and 5.6, but now with no derivatives on the Gaussian densities. This results in
some simplification and a smaller singularity in afy. We omit the proof of the following result as
the details are quite similar to those used to establish Proposition 5.8.
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Proposition 5.12 Let 0 <m <m+ 1 and assume (Py,) (in (5.5)). For anyn € N, n; € (0,1/2),
g0 € (0,1), K € N1 o ¢ [0,1], and B € [0,1/2], there is an N5i12 = Ns.12(m,n,n1, <0, K, a, 3)
in N a.s. such that for all N > N2, (t,2) € Z(N,n,K,(3), s <t and \/t —s <27V,

|G (5,1, 3) — Gag (t, £, )| < 2792(t — )21 g0 /4
X |(ag/2 v e Nyrin g (a2 v 27Ny,
We need to use our global modulus of continuity for ull,a,% (Corollary 5.9) to get a modulus for

u1,q0 itself. This is of course easy for spatial increments, but a key observation is that it is possible
to also use control of the spatial derivatives to get a better modulus on the temporal increments.

Notation. Define
(5.69) Ay, (myn, o, 0,27 N) = af0730/4 | g g3/t 4 o7 (q2/2 v 2~ N Y+l

+ (a%? v 27N IF L 1 (m > m)ad* (a2 v 27N,
Dependence on a or gq is often suppressed.

4
If n > 0 let Nf 15(n) be the smallest natural number such that 2= < N~ whenever N > N 15(n).

Proposition 5.13 Let 0 < m < m + 1 and assume (Pp,). For any n € N, ny € (0,1/2), €g,e1 €
(0,1), K € Nz o e [0,1] and 8 € [0,1/2], there is an Ns13 = Nsi3(m,n,ni,c0, K, 0, 3) € N
a.s. so that for all N > Ns13, n, a satisfying

(5.70) an < 97 2(Ns.a1(mnm /2,60, K,8)+1) A 2—2(N§.13(T7151)+1)’ and o > €1,

(t,z) € Z(N,n,K,B), t' < Tk, if d((t,z), (t',2")) < 27N, then
uta0 (8, @) — utqe (', 2)] < 27904((t, ), (', 2") "1 Ay, (M, 0, 0,80, 27Y).
Moreover Ns 13 is stochastically bounded uniformly inn € N,a € [0,1] and 8 € [0,1/2].

Remarks. Although n appears on both sides of (5.70), the stochastic boundedness of N5 11 ensures
it will hold for infinitely many n.

The non-increasing behavior of N ,4(n1€1) in &1 shows (5.70) becomes stronger as the lower
bound on «, €1, goes to 0. This effectively rules out o = 0 from the above conclusion. This is
not surprising as allowing « to approach 0 allows, a2 to move away from the value a, where the
definition of Z(N,n, K, ) ensures some control on “ll,an'

Proof. Let
Nél.l?)(mv n,mn,<o, K7 «, /8) - (<2N58)(m7 n, 771/27 €0, K+17 «, ﬁ)\/N&lQ(m’ n,n,€o0, K+17 «, ﬂ))—i_l
Clearly N/ is stochastically bounded uniformly in (n,a, 3). Assume (5.70) and

(5.71) N> N/.5, (t,z) € Z(N,n, K, 3), t' < Tk and d((t, ), (t',z")) <27V,
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As in the proof of Proposition 5.8, (t',2’) € Z(N — 1,n, K + 1,), and by interchanging (¢, )
with (¢,2"), N with N — 1 and K with K + 1, in the argument below (again as in the proof of
Proposition 5.8) we may assume without loss of generality that ¢ < ¢. Indeed, this is the reason
for having K + 1 and adding 1 in our definition of N 5.

Recall that

(5.72) Gag(t',t, ) = Py yqn (u((t' — ay, ) () = Py (uag (t', ) (2),
and so

[ut,ag (t', ") = uaa (t,2)] < [uras (', 2") = uiag (t,2)] + [ur,ae (t',2) = Py (uias (t', ) ()]
+ |Ga% (t/7 t .%') - Ga% (ta t J?)|
(5.73) =T +T>+1T5.

For T, let (fp,Z0) be as in the definition of (¢,2) € Z(N,n,K,3). For y between x and 2/,
d((t',y), (t,2)) < 27N and also d((fo,%0), (t,2)) < 27N. Therefore by Corollary 5.9 (twice) with
71/2 in place of ny,

U} o (', 9)] < [t ga (Fsy) = U ga (8, 2)] + [U] 4o (t, ) — ) ga (Fo, Z0)]
+ U] ga (fo, £0) — g, (o, 20)| + al)
(5.74) < 2789 NI=SIA , (m,n, @, £0,27)
+ |Fy, (fo — a@ + an, Lo, &0) — Fy, (fo, Lo, &0)| + a2

We have used (5.47) in the last line.
We now use Proposition 5.11 to control the F' increment in (5.74). Choose N’ so that

(5.75) 2Nl < Jan, <27
(5.70) implies /a, < 9~ Ns11(m.n. g0, K8)~1 and go
(576) N’ > N5.11(m, n,n1/2,50,K,ﬁ).
In addition, (5.70) implies 2=V~ <\ /@, < 27 Ns13(m=1)=1 and so N’ > N} 5(nie1) which in turn
implies
4e
(5.77) a?l? < 9 N'a < 9=N'et < N'"aier — N'Tr

Since
\u(fo,:i"o)] <a,=apA (\/@2_]\[ ) (by (5.75)),

we see that (fo,20) € Z(N',n, K, 3). (5.76) and (5.77) allow us to apply Proposition 5.11 with N’
in place of N, (tg, &) in place of (¢, ), n1/2 in place of 51, and s =ty — a® + a,, and deduce

‘Fan(fo _ag+ana£07j0) - F (5037?0’-%0”
< 27780/;50 \/7 )\/7 Ym41—2)A0 +

+ag(1_n1)(an (Yim—3%) +a,aya§(v—%))}

1_A
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The middle term in the square brackets is bounded by the last term because /a,, < a.?. Therefore

|Fy, (to — a8 + an, to, 20) — Fu, (fo, to, 20)|

1-1L

Q1_NM1y —3a a5 a
(5.78) <2 g %0 [ \a, 0= %) oy ma =200 4 20730, 5 (aﬁ T aa Wﬂ

We also have " N .
Van — 5+ (Ym4+1—2)A0 < (a2 V 2—N)1—71+(7m+1—2)A0’

because the above exponent is positive since 1y < 1/2 and v > 3/4. Use this bound in (5.78) and
then insert the result into (5.74) to conclude that for any y between z and 2,
‘u/l,ag (t/7 Z/)’
S 2777a;60 {271\7(17%) (a§ Vi 27N)(’ym+172)/\0
+ Q—N(l—%)a;% [Q—Nwm + GQV(GT% Vi Q—N)v}

4 (aq% vV 2—N)1—n71+(’ym+1—2)/\0

2a-1) =Bas 245 2y
+a2 ?an? <a7% 4 aﬁ'yaﬁ )} + aﬁ
3a @

<2700z (af v 2 N) T [(af v 2 N)0m DA g (g v 2Ny

3a

+a, T (ag Vv 2_N)7} +af
(5.79) =2""6A,, (m,n,a,e0, 1,02 V2 N) +al.

Note that Aul is monotone increasing in the 2=V Va2 variable due to the positivity of the exponents
(since m < 1/2). The Mean Value Theorem now shows that

(5.80) T < [aﬁ + 2_76Au1 (m,n,a,e0,n1,an V 2_N)] |lo —2/|.

Recalling that ¢ <t and that (from (5.71)) N > N3.12 and v/t — t/ < 27", we may apply Proposi-
tion 5.12 and infer

(5.81) Ty < 2792t — ¢/)3(1-m)g—e0=a/4 [ (q0/2 \y 9=N)Yim 4 oBY(q0/2 v 2—N)V].

For Ty, let {B(s) : s > 0} be a one-dimensional Brownian motion, starting at = under P,.
Assume first that

(5.82) IB(t —t') — 2| < 272Ns5,
Recalling that N5g > 2 and (5.71) (which implies N > 2Nj53g), we have

d((t/’ B(t - t/))a (t7 LU)) < m + 27%N5'8 < 27N + 27%]\[5-8
< 27258 4 93 Nss

< 2*N5A8‘
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Define a random N’ € {N5g,...,N} by

(i) if d((¢', B(t — 1)), (t,2)) < 27" then N’ = N;

(ii) if d((t', Bt — 1)), (t,x)) > 27N then 27N "1 < d((¢', B(t — 1)), (t,z)) <27
In case (ii) we have 2=V =1 < 2N 4 |B(t — /) — x|, and so
(5.83) 2N <N L 9Bt —t') — |,

a result which is trivial in case (i). If y is between x and B(t — t) we may argue as in (5.79), but
now using (t,z) € Z(N',n, K, 3), to see that

(5.84) |u'1’a% ' )| <27A,, (m,n,a,e0,m1, ag v 2Ny 4+ 4P
Use (5.83) and the monotonicity of Aul observed above to see that
(5.85) azoAul(m,n,a,so,m,ag v 2~V
<8flad +27N 4+ Bt - ¢) - af]”
x {(a§ + 27N 4 Bt —t) — ) (ms12A0 4 [(a§ + 2N LB — 1) — x])m
+ aﬁ”(a,% +27 VN4 |B(t —t)— x|)'y} H

Use (5.85) in (5.84) and then the Mean Value Theorem to obtain (the expectation is over B alone—
N5 g remains fixed—and we are dropping a number of small constants)

Eo(L(B(t = t) = 2] < 27298 [uy g (¢, Bt — ) = ut a5 (¢, )))
< Bo(1B(t — ) {af +a;=0[ai "7 427V 1 Bt — )1 [0 % g + 27N 4 |B(t — )7
+ (a2 v 27N =N g 3040 (a2 127N B — )] }
61M{ s +a*50[(an V2 N)0=5) 4 — ¢)2(-3)) [a;?)a/‘*(a,% V2N 4Vt — ) 1m
2 97N (m+1=DA0 4 =3a/4,87(q/2 \y =N M)'y}
v Q—N)( - [(agﬂ v 2~ N)Oma1 =20 | ~3a/4(a/2 \s 9= Ny¥im

+ a3/ (022 v 2_N)7]} (since vVt —t' < 27N)

M‘S Q

|1
(1-

&
2
an,

§02\/t—t’{ al +a,%(a

(5.86)
= oVt — t’[ag + Aul (m,n, o, €0, 11, a8 V27V

To handle the complementary set to that on the left-hand side of (5.86), note that for K > K; and
t < TK)

[ur,ag (', 9)| < Ey(lu((t' = a) ™, B(ap))]) < 2K By (el ")) < 2510,
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This and the fact that /t — ¢/ < 2=2Ns.s imply that
B (LBt — ) — 2] > 27555 [uy g (¢, Bt — ) — g aq (¢, 2)])
< Py(|B(t —t)| > 27 2Ns8)1 /28 e B, (e2IBU—1)] 4 e2lly1/2
< e3(K)Py(|B(1)| > (t —t/)~1/&)1/2 (since |z| < K by (5.71))
< ea(K)(t—1)
cs(K)Wt —t'Ay, (m, n,a,eo,m,a§ v 2y,
where in the last line we use
Aul(m,n,a,ao,m,a§ \/2_N) > (a§ \/2_N) -3 >N >t
(5.86) and (5.87) imply

(5.87)

IN

(5.88) Ty < cs(K)WVt —t']al + Ay, (m,n, a,e9,m, a% v 2~y
Use (5.80), (5.81) and (5.88) in (5.73) to conclude
[u,a0 (', 2") — w100 (t, )|
Jd((t,2), (¢,2)las + Aoy (m.m, @20, V2]

< cr(K
272 — )30 a0 a4 (/2 v 27Ny (@ v 2N,

since d((t, ), (t',2')) < 27N, a bit of arithmetic shows the above is at most
(er(K)27N% +2792)d((t, z), (', 2)) ' ~May, =03/
(5.89) x (a2 v 2)|(ag/ v 27N ) 4 a (a2 v 27N
i a3a/4( %/2 Vv 2—N)('ym+1—2)/\0} i a3a/4 }

Choose N1(K,n1) so that
2~ Nim/2e (K) < 2792

and define N513 = N/;5 V N, which is clearly stochastically bounded uniformly in (n,q, () €
N x [0,1] x [0, 3]. Assume N > Ns13. Note that if m < m, then

aia/4(ag/2 N. 27N)('ym+172)/\0 — aia/él(ag/Q V. 27N)'y'ym7%
(5.90) < (a/? v 27 Nyrom
S (CL%/2 \Vi 2_N)'7;‘;’m,

and so the last term in square brackets in (5.89) is bounded by the first term in the same brackets.

If m > m, the left-hand side of (5.90) is aia/ Therefore if N > N5 13 we conclude that

|u17a% (t/¢ :L',) — Ul,ag (ta $)|
< 27%0d((t,2), (¢',a")) a0
Al o (a2 v 2N (a2 v 2N T 1 > ) (agf v 2N yadel]

= 2790d((t, ), (t, x/))lfm Aul (m,n,a, e, 27N).
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We also require an analogue of the bound on increments on u; 4o (Proposition 5.13) for U2,q9-

Notation.
Bt g (m, s 0,27Y) =a; 027N (a2 v 27Ny n D o]
_ e o

We often will suppress the dependence on ¢y and a below.

Proposition 5.14 Let 0 < m <m+1 and assume (P,,). For anyn € N, n; € (0,1/2), 9 € (0,1),
K e NK o ¢ [0,1], and B € [0,1/2], there is an N514 = N514(m,n,m,e0, K, a, f)(w) € N a.s.
such that for all N > Nsi4, (t,x) € Z(N,n,K,3), and t' < Tk,

d=d((t,x), (') <27 implies that
(U200 (t, ) — Uz q0 (t',2")] < 289 [d% ALUQ (m,n,eo, 27N) +dtm A2,U2 (m,n,a, 50)]
Moreover Ns14 is stochastically bounded, uniformly in (n, o, 3).
The proof is more straightforward than that of Proposition 5.13 and is given in Section 7 below.
Lemma 5.15 For alln e N, 0< 3 <1/2 and 0 <d <1,
a?(Van, vd) Tt <dvdb.

Proof. Recall that vy —1 =~ — % and 2y — % > 1.

Case 1. d > ag. )
a (Vam Vd)1 T < d¥ 7z < d,

Case 2. d < ag. ) )
aﬁ”(\/@\/d)ﬁ—l < ag%i-ﬁﬁ—g) _ ag(QV—E)

We are finally ready to complete the

< dl. |

Proof of Proposition 5.1. Let 0 < m < m and assume (P,,) (in (5.5)). We must derive (Py,+1).
Let g9 € (0,1), M = (%L g1 = ﬁ < gp/2 and set o = ieq for i = 0,1,..., M, so that a; € [e1,1]
fori > 1. Let n, &, K, and 3 be as in (P,,) where we may assume £ > 1/2 without loss of generality.
Definenn; =1—-€£€(0,1/2), ¢ =&+ (1-¢)/2 € (&,1),

NQ(TI’Z,TL,&,&‘O,K, /8)((")) = \/i]\ilN5.13(m7 n7n17€0/27 K + 17 O‘l)ﬁ)(w)a

N3(7TZ,7’L,£,€0,K, ,B)(Ld) = vi]\ilN5.14(man7nla€0/27K + ].,O[i,ﬁ)(td)7

Na(m, .60, K, B) = [ ((Noam.mms/2.20/2, K +1,8) V N gglmen)) + 1)
’—:lifj\%(m’ n,m,¢o, Ka 6)17
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(recall €7 is a function of €p) and
(5.91)  Ni(m,n,& o, K,B)(w) = (NaV N3V Ny(m,n, & g0, K,3)) VN (0,6, K)+1€N as.

Recall that in the verification of (FPp), we may take g = 0 and Ny = N1(0,¢’, K) was independent
of n and 3. Then N1 = Ni(m,n,&, e, K, 3) is stochastically bounded uniformly in (n, 3) because
N5_11, N5.13 and N5_14 all are.

Assume

N >Ny, (t,z) € Z(N,n,K,(3), t < Tk, and d=d((t,z),(t, ")) <27V,
Suppose first that
(592) an > 2_N5(mvn7771a507K75).

Since N > N;1(0,&, K), we have by (Pp), with ¢g = 0 and £ in place of &, and the fact that

u(t',a")] < 27N¢
< 9—N¢ [(M v/ Q—N)imﬂ—l} 9N /2
< 9—N(1-£)/29N5/29—N¢ [(\/@\/ 2—N)’Ym+1—1 + ag]

<2 M[(vay v 2 Nyimat afl,

where in the last line we used N > Ny > (1 — £)71N;. This proves (P,41).
So assume now that

(593) Qan, S 27N5(m7n77]17€07K76)'

Let N’ = N—1 > NoV N3. Note that (o, #0) (the point near (¢, z) in the definition of Z(N,n, K, 3))

isin Z(N,n,K+1,3) ¢ Z(N',n, K +1, ) and by the triangle inequality d((fo, Zo), (¢, 2')) < 27N

(5.93) shows that (5.70) holds with (¢0/2, K + 1) in place of (o, K). Therefore the inequality

N’ > N, allows us to apply the conclusion of Proposition 5.13 for « = o; > €1, 1 = 1,..., M

with (fo, 20) in place of (¢,x), £0/2 in place of g, and N’ in place of N. Simpler reasoning, using

N’ > N3, allows us to apply the conclusion of Proposition 5.14 with the same parameter values.
Choose ¢ € {1,..., M} so that

Q4 Qi—1 Q4 &1

(5.94) (7) if =N 5 Van, then a,? < 9N <an? =alap?,

(13) if 9N < +/a,, then i = M and so an?l = /a, > 2N

In either case we have

Q4

(5.95) a? V2N < a,vo V',
and

_ 3oy , _3e1
(5.96) an & (Van V2 V)2 <aq, 7.

95



Now apply Propositions 5.13 and 5.14, as described above, as well as (5.95), and the facts that
Y = Ym for m <, Y1 = vym + 5 and d((fo, 20), (¢, 7)) < 27V, to conclude

|u(to, Zo) — u(t’, x')’
< Juy go (toaxt)) i () x)‘+’u2a (to, #0) — g 4o (t, 3?)\

< 2%, {2-Nf[ﬁ+a (v 2NN ¥ (v N
+1(m =) (Van v 2]+ 27N G (v 2V D 4 o]
e (a0 )
SQfsgag%OQ—N’&{ +a, * (\/@v2 N2 P (Vam v 2N )0 2)
+a;Ti(\/cTnv2‘N/)%(\/@v2‘N')”’"“‘”+1(m=m)(x/ﬁ\/2_N’)
(5.97) + (van V27N 072 | (fay v 2N ) Om D g

)
+ (Van v 2N ome=h) 4B s v 2N }
Now apply (5.96) and combine some duplicate terms to bound |u(to, o) — u(t', z')| by
98Ty, F T gV a? + a® (Van v 2N "2 4 (Vay v 2N ) me D) 4 1 (m = m) (Van V Q—N’)} :
Use the fact that
(Vam V2N O0me1=D 4 1 (m =) (vam v 2N < 2(yay, v 2N ) (Omen2)-1)

(consider m < m and m = m separately) and ¢; < £¢/2 in the above to derive

lu(to, £0) — u(t', )] < 2‘86a;502‘N’f[ B4 aP(Van v VY03 4 (Va, v 2V (men2)- 1)]
(5.98) < 2*84a;€02*N5 {ag + ag’Y(\/@ Vi Q*N)(’Yfg) + (/an V Q*N)(('Ymﬂ/\?)*l)]

Finally combine (5.98) and |u(tp,20)| < /@2~ to conclude (note also that 79 = 1 so the
k =0 term in the sum below simplifies considerably)

1
ult' )] < Van2 ™ + 2782 MYl @V Y a2V v ag) e

k=0
1
(5:99)  <a, 02 M [ya2 YOO 12 M 3Tl @ N v a4 @7V v gt
k=0

Our definition of N; (and especially N4) ensures that N(1 —¢) > 1 and hence

/o B
9—N(1-¢§) ~ An < ai
Ve =T T2
In addition by Lemma 5.15

P (Van V2Nl <aBvoa N <al + 27NV Vay,) Tl
Substitute the last bounds into (5.99) to obtain (P,,+1) and hence complete the induction. [
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6 Proof of Proposition 3.3

We continue to assume b = 0 in this Section. Having established the bound (Pm41) in Proposi-
tion 5.1, we are now free to use the conclusions of Corollary 5.9, Proposition 5.11 and Proposi-
tion 5.14, with m = m + 1, to derive local moduli of continuity for ] ,o and uzq. In view of our
main goal, Proposition 3.3, it is the space modulus we will need—the time modulus was only needed
to carry out the induction leading to (Pgt1).

We fix a Ko € N2E1 and positive constants £, €1 as in (3.10). For M,n € Nand 0 < 5 < %—61,
define

(6.1) o= a(B) =26 +21) € [0,1]
and
U](Vl[)nﬁ = inf{t : there are ¢ € [0,27M], |z| < Ko+ 1, i, ' €R, s.t. [z — 2| <27M
| — ol <&, [ul(t, 0)| < an A (Vane), |uj,, (t0)| < ay), and
Ceg—3e1
|u/17a% (t,z) — u’La% (t, )| > 27%2a, """ % |z — 2! |15 [a;wﬁ(g Vi — ) +1
_3
+ aﬁ” 2)(6 V|2 — ac])v} } ATg,.

Define U ](\/1[,)”70 by the same expression (with 8 = 0) but with the condition on |} ,a (£, £o)| omitted.

{U](\/l[)n 5 <t} is the projection onto €2 of a Borelx Fi-measurable set in K x [0,t] x  where K
is a compact subset of R, and so U](Vl[,)nﬁ is an (F;)-stopping time as in IV.T52 of (M66).

Lemma 6.1 For each n € N and (3 as in (3.12), UJ(\}[?nﬂ 1Tk, as M T oo, and in fact

lim sup P(U](Vlf)n 5 <Tk,) = 0.
M=20p 0<p<t—e w

Proof. By monotonicity in M the first assertion is immediate from the second. Proposition 5.1
allows us to apply Corollary 5.9 with m =m + 1, ;; = ¢9, K = Ko+ 1, and «, 5 as in (6.1) and
(3.12), respectively. Hence there is an Ny = Ny(n,ep,e1, Ko+ 1, 3) € N a.s., stochastically bounded
uniformly in (n,3) (as in (3.12)), and such that if

(6.2) N > No(w), (t,z) € Z(N,n,Ko+1,5), |z —2'| <27V,
then

‘ull,a% (t7 ZC) - ull,a% (t? I'/)|
—eg—31 o _38 _3
<27 p = 2/[200, % fag 727 14 a7 (g v 2 V).

32 4 By+(B+e1)

Note that a, 7 <1 since v > 3/4, and so by the above we have

(6.3) |01, qg (£, ) = Ul gq (¢, 2)]

e — 31 _38 _3
< 984y 0Tz |z — z'|}e0 [an 2 2_2]\[7—1—1—|—ag(W 2)2_NV].
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Let us assume 8 > 0 for if 3 = 0 we can just omit the bound on |u] 4 (%, 20)| in what fol-
lows. Assume M > Ny(n,eo,e1, Ko + 1,5). Suppose for some t < Tk, (< Tk,+1) there are
£ € 10,27 M) |z| < Ko+1, 20,2 € Rsatisfying |z —2'| <27M |20 —2| < e, [u(t, 20)| < anA(\Vane),
and |u} , (t,%0)| < al. If x# 2/, then 0 < |z — 2/| Ve < 27 < 27N and we may choose N > N
so that 27V~ < ¢V |z —2'| <27V, Then (6.2) holds and so by (6.3),

[} ag (t, @) — U} gq (8, 2)] < 27820, % Jg — /[0 [0 (e V o — a2 + 1

_3
+ a0 ey | = )],

If x = 2’ the above is trivial. This implies U](\})n 5 = Tk, by its definition. We have therefore shown

P(US}, 5 < Trey) < P(M < No).

This completes the proof because Ny(n,eo,e1, Ko + 1, 3) is stochastically bounded uniformly in
(n,B) (as in (3.12)). B

Turning next to ug qa, for 0 < 8 < % — €1, define
U](j)nﬁ = inf{t :there are € € [0,27M], |z| < Ko+ 1, 0,2’ € R, s.t. |[v —2'| <27M,
|$ - ‘%0| < g, ’U(t, '%0)| < ap N ( CLnE), ‘ull,an(t7§:0)‘ < agv and
1—e
.05t 2) = g0 (t,2)] > 270, (Jo = 2/ " (Vg Ve v |o! = al)
+ a7 (Jap VeV |z — x|)7]
&1
+ ]z —a 1750&54_ * )} NTg,.
efine y the same expression (wi = ut wi e condition on |u} ,«(t, Zo)| omitted.
Define U{? by th ion (with 8 = 0) but with the conditi Lo (. itted
Just as for UM, U](\f[?nﬁ is an Fi-stopping time.
emma 6.2 For eachn € N and § as in (3.12), K, as 00, and in fac
L 6.2 For cachn € N and § as in (3.12), Uy, 5 1 Tk, as M d in fact

lim sup P(UJ(\fl,)nﬂ < Tk,) = 0.

M—00p, 0<p<l—c,

Proof. As before we only need to show the second assertion. Proposition 5.1 allows us to apply
Proposition 5.14 with m =m+1, n1 = €9, K = Ko+ 1, and «, § as in (3.12), (6.1). Hence there is
an Ng = Ny(n,e0,e1, Ko + 1, 3) € N a.s., stochastically bounded uniformly in (n,3) (as in (3.12)),
and such that if

(6.4) N > No(w), (t,z) € Z(N,n,Ko+1,0), |z —2'| <27V,
then

|ug,q0 (t, ) — ug qa (t, )|

<2 oo —o/|3 [(Van v 2N + el (Van v 2 YY)

_1 1
(6.5) + |z —o'|te0 [aﬁlﬁ—'—al)(% 2) + agvaéﬂ%ﬁ)(“/ 2)] }
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Since v > %,
an PO 4 iV g 2 <020
Therefore (6.5) shows that (6.4) implies

’UZ,a% (t, 33) — U2,a% (tv $,)|

1—e
< 2_89a;€°{\x - x’]TO [(\/an V2 N 4P (a, v 2N

g1
(6.6) +2|x — 2’ 1_50a2+ 4 }
The proof is now completed just as for Lemma 6.1 where (6.6) is used in place of (6.3). ]
Notation.
(6.7) Ay (n,e,e0,8) = a, e {e + (ea; ¥t + oYY (e% +aP (e v ,ﬁan)v) }

For 0 < g < % — €1, define

—(B+e1)eg/4
{t : there are € € [27%" o 27M) o] < Ko+ 1, 29 € R, st

UL, 5 = inf
& — do| < e, |u(t,d0)| < an A (Vane), |l 4, (t,d0)| < ay, and
—78/ & B+5
[t g, (8, ) — 0} e (8, 2)| > 27 8By (n, 2,20, 8) + @ ° )} A Tx,.
Define U ](\f’[)n o by the same expression (with # = 0) but with the condition on |u} 4 (¢, %0)| omitted.

Just as for UMW), U](\j’)nﬂ is an Fy-stopping time.
Lemma 6.3 For each n € N and (3 as in (3.12), U](\Z)nﬁ 1 Tk, as M 1 oo, and in fact

lim sup P(UJ(\E;) < Tk,) = 0.

7n7ﬂ
M—o0p 0<p<le

Proof. It suffices to prove the second assertion. By Proposition 5.1 we may apply Proposition 5.11
withm=m+1, g1 =9, K = Ko+ 1 and 3 as in (3.12). Note also that if s =t — a$ + a,, then

(6.8) Vi—s < a®l? =afte,

and
(6 9) aﬂ+€1 < N74/€0 27]\/ > 2,a;<ﬁ+51)60/4
. p < > .

So Proposition 5.11 shows there is an Ny = Ny(n,e9, Ko + 1, 5) € N a.s., stochastically bounded
uniformly in (n,3), and so that if

—(B+e1)eg/4

(6.10) N > Ny, (t,z) € Z(N,n,Ky+1,3) and 27V > 279

)
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then
[t} q, (£, %) = Ul ga (L, 2))|
= |F,, (t —ay + an, t,x) — Fy, (t,t,z)|  (by (5.47))
(6.11) < 2—81a;80{2N50 [Q—N s 42 Na 12 4 1) (27N 1 B (27N v Jan) }

+ alfren==o) aT(zﬁJrEl)(zv_%) + ama,(fﬁl)(w_%)} }
We have used ( +¢e1 < % (from (3.12)) in the last line. The fact that

(8427~ 2) > 67+ (B +e)(y — 3)

implies that

—eo  (Bter)(1—o) [ (BHe1)(2v—3) By+(B+e1)(v—32)

a,, " ay, an + an
< 2@750a7(15+€1)(1—€0)+ﬁ(27—%)+€1(’Y—%)
= n
< 2@5(27*%*50)%1(7*%*50)*%

+ﬂ
< 2, °,

where (3.10) is used in the last two inequalities. This allows us to simplify (6.11) and show that
(6.10) implies

(6.12) g (%) — W g (2)] < 275 Ay oo (0,27 20, B) + 2} 7 ).

The proof now is similar to that of Lemma 6.1. As before, we may assume § > 0. Assume
M > Ny(n,e0, Ko+1, 3). Suppose for some t < Tk, there are € € [2*‘1’:(%51)50/4, 27 M) x| < Ko+1,
and #p € R, such that |29 — x| < &, [u(t,20)] < an A (Vane), and |uy , (t,%0)] < all. We may
choose N > M > Ny(w) so that 27¥=1 < ¢ < 27V, Then (t,z) € Z(N,n, Ky + 1,3) and
2-N >e 2> 2_“;(“61)5(1/4, and therefore (6.10) holds. Therefore we may use (6.12) and the fact
that A(n,2e,¢e0,3) < 8A(n,e,e0, ) to see that

_78[K +5
[t (£ ) = 1y g (£, 2)| < 278 [Ays (n, 2,20, 8) + an * .

This shows that M > Ny(n,eo, Ko + 1, 3) implies U](\f’[)nﬂ =Tk, and so

sup P(U](\f’[)nﬁ<TK0)§ sup P(No>M)—0as M — o
n,0<B<L—e1 o n0<B<L—e1

by the stochastic boundedness of Ny uniformly in (n, 3). [
Finally for M € N, define

U](é) = inf{t : there are ¢ € [0,27M], |z| < Ko+ 1, 9,2’ €R, sit. |z — 2| <27M

|r — 20| <&, |u(t,zo)| <e, and |u(t,x) —u(t,z")| > (e vV |2’ — x|)1_€°} ATg,.
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Lemma 6.4 U](é) 1 Tk, as M T oo, and

lim P(U\) < Tk,) =0.

M —o0

Proof. It suffices to prove the second result. This follows easily from Theorem 2.3 as in the proof
of Lemma 6.1. The constant multiplicative factors arising in the proof can easily be handled by

applying Theorem 2.3 with £ =1 — £¢/2 in place of £ = 1 — ¢y. [
Let "
UM7n’ﬁ = A_?ZlU]\j,n,ﬁ’
and
(6.13) Unin = (N Urin ) A ULY,

where we recall that {3; : i < L} were introduced in (3.11). We have suppressed the dependence of
Ui on our fixed values of Ky, e and £1. Note that 3; € [0, 2 e1] fori =0,...,L by (3.12) and
a; = a(f;). Lemmas 6.1, 6.2, 6.3 and 6.4 therefore show that {UM,n} satisfy hypothesis (Hy) of
Proposition 2.1. Hence to complete the proof of Proposition 3.3 it suffices to establish compactness
of Jp.i(s), and the inclusion J,, ;(s) D Jyi(s) for all s < Uprp, (n, M) as in (3.14), and i =0, ..., L.
The next lemmas will show the inclusion part of the proof. We assume (n, M) satisfies (3.14)
throughout the rest of this Section.

Lemma 6.5 If i € {0,...,L}, 0 < s < Upmy, and x € Jpi(s), then (a) |uy, (s,%u(s,2)) —

4 E1
) (. (s, )] < 27T
(8) for i > 0, 1 o (s (s 2))| < 0 /2,

(c) fori < L, u17 :l(si“ (s, ))>aﬁ‘“/8

mn+1>

Proof. (a) Assume (n,i,s,z) are as above and set ¢ = \/a,,. We have |(us, ® | < ap and

Supp(®y ) C [ = Van, © + /an].
Using the continuity of u(s, -), we conclude that
(6.14) lu(s, Zn (s, x))| < ap =an A (Vane), |Zn(s,z)—z| <e.
The definition of J,; also implies
(6.15) [} g, (5, En(s,2))| < ali/4 fori>0.
In addition, (3.14) and ¢; < 1/2 (by(3.10)) imply

—epe1/4

(6.16) 27 M > Ja,=e>2"%

Combine (6.14), (6.15) and (6.16) with |Z,(s,z)| < Ko+ 1 and s < Uy < U](\?[)n 5,» and take
& = &y = &n(s,x) in the definition of U®), to conclude that
(6'17) ’ull,an(swi'n(*sﬂ .%')) - ulLagi(Sv'@n(S?x))‘ < 2_78(Au’1< vV aTLaEOv/BZ) + agz )

61



Now
A L1
w (1, V/an, €0, B;) < a, >/ {\/@ +2a, 4 (] + al(&“))}

L1yl
< 4a;35°/2 [\/an + az(ﬂﬂw) 4} (since 3; < %)

0 AR - 3 1

< 4lay, + an, (using v > 5 and f3; < 5 — 6¢ey)
el

< Sa%Jr 8,

The last line follows from (3.10) and a bit of arithmetic. Use the above bound in (6.17) and conclude

that sl
~ ~ _ i+ =
[t} 0, (5, Fn(5,2)) = ) o (5, Fn(s,2))| < 27" ¥

(b) This is immediate from (a) and the fact that |u] , (s,#.(s,2))| < an'/4 (by the definition of
Jn,i for i > 0).

(¢) Since g9 < £1/8 by (3.10), aﬁﬁs?l < a2, For i < L we have Uy 4, (8, Tn(s,2)) > aﬁ”l/él. The
result is now clear from (a) and the triangle inequality. [
Lemma 6.6 Ifi € {0,...,L}, 0 < s < Upp, © € Jni(s) and |z — 2’| <51,(5;), then

(a) fori >0, |u/1,aﬁi(57$,)‘ <d

(b) fori < L, u’l’azi(s,a:’) > aﬁ’“/lG.

Proof. Let (n,i,s,z,2) be as above and set € = |z — 2’|+ /a,. Then we have (6.14), (6.15), and
also (by (3.14))

(6.18) e <5a% + \/a, <27M,

and

6.19) lt' — & (s,2)| <e <27M) iu(s,2)| <|z|+1< Ko+ 1.

(
(6.14), (6.15), (6.18) and (6.19) allow us to use s < Uprn < Uy, 5 and the definition of Uy,
(for ¢ > 0 or i = 0), with &,(s, z) playing the role of z, and deduce that

! ai(swin(s?x))‘

‘ull,af{" (s,2") — U o

e 31
§2782an50 2 (’x_$/‘+ ﬁan)lfso[a;3ﬁi/2(|x/_$|+ /an)Q'Y
(A3
+1+an T (e = o+ vy

Use the fact that 3; + 5eq < 1/2 (recall (3.11)) to infer |z — 2/| + /an, < 6abi T < ' (by (3.14))
and so bound the above by

31 ) _3 . _3
979 5072 aslﬁi+5€1)(1—so) [agz(m 2)+1+a21(27 2)}

3e
< 99,07 F g(FitBe)(1-0)3

< 2*77a7€i+1 :
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provided that ;11 < (8; + 5e1)(1 —eg) — g0 — 3%, or equivalently
€0 + (ﬁz + 1)80 < ((7/2) — 580)61.

This follows easily from (3.10). We have therefore shown that

|u/1,af§i (s,2") — u’lvazi(s,fvn(s,x)ﬂ < 2_77a£i+1,

and so both (a) and (b) are now immediate from Lemma 6.5 (b), (c). ]

Lemma 6.7 Ifi€{0,...,L}, 0< s < Unpn, € Jn,i(s), and |z — 2| < 4,/a,, then

[ty 421 (5,2) = 1y i (5, 2")] < 27ap™ (2 — 2| v 2H D7) whenever |2 — 2| < 1(8).

Proof. Assume (i,n,s,z,2’) are as above and set € = 5\/a,, < 2~M by (3.14). Then
|2 — 2n(s,2)| < |2/ —x|+an <e, |2 <|z|+1< Ko+1, |u(s,@n(s,2))] < an=anA(Vane),
and the definition of (s,z) € J,; implies that for ¢ > 0,

U, (5, n(5,))]| < af /4 < af.

Let
1—e
Q(n, 0, Bi,7) = ag=or 2 [(\/an V) 4 a7 (an V).

Assume |2/ — 2"| < 1,(8;) < 27M | the last by (3.14). The condition s < Upsp, < U](\?[)n 5, and the
definition of U®), with (z/,z") playing the role of (x,z'), ensures that

g5 (3,2") = g gz (5, 2")| < 27%a %0 [l2” = &' 5° [(5/am) V [ = 2/])
a7 (5/am) V [ — 7] + fo — o0l ]
(6.20) < 27%[Q(n,e0, i, 2" — 2'|) + |2 — x’yl—EOaﬁi*%*EO].
We first show that
(6.21) Q(n, 20, Bi,7) < 2a (r v @) 725 (=1e1) for 0 < r < T,(3)).
Case 1. /a, <7 <1,(8).

- 1_z0 ; 1 e
Qi o, 05,7) = a=o [P1+3-% afr+i=®),

and so (6.21), will hold if

(622) 7,,27—%—570 S agi+l+€0’
and
(6.23) aPpma T < gl
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(3.10) implies 2y — 2 — £ > 1 and so (6.22) would follow from

r< CLQHIJFEO.

Hence, by the upper bound on r in this case, it suffices to show that abitoe < aﬁﬁzso and this is
immediate from (3.10).

Turning to (6.23), note that

where in the last two inequalities we are using (3.10). This proves (6.23) and hence completes the
derivation of (6.21) in this case.

Case 2. a) 0050 < o /o

Then ) . ) )
Q(n, o, Bisr) = a;or = [ax + az(ﬁ#?)} < 2a,°r 2 Oaz(ﬁﬁg),
and so (6.21) will hold if
c B L1 B (12—
(6.24) P S Pty Bitd) _ B0+ 2e0
Our lower bound on 7 implies that
Y40%0_ &1
2 2 2

7‘1+280 > CL?(]W—?/@i(l—W)—El)(l-l—so)/? > a;ﬁi(l_ﬂ/)+

which implies (6.24) by (3.10).
Case 3. r < a) 20121,
This case follows from Case 2 and the monotonicity of Q(n, g, 3;,7) in r. Strictly speaking we also
need the fact that Case 2 is non-empty as was done in Lemma 3.6.
This completes the proof of (6.21). Consider next the second term in (6.20). If » > a,, then

ey BitL—eo ; _ —ep —2e0+L
7,1 annl 4 (CLQHIT,) 1 —r ann 4

—3e0+t
<a, "t <1

by (3.10). It follows that

e _ '
(6.25) Py T <l (v ) < ai (v ay 2= men)

the last inequality being trivial.
Insert (6.21) and (6.25) into (6.20) to derive the desired bound. [

Lemma 6.8 If0 < s < Uy, and x € Jpo(s), then

(6.26) lu(s, z) —u(s,z')| < (Van V |2' — z|) 7% whenever |z — 2/ < 27M,
and
(6.27) lu(s, 2")| < 3(v/an) "% whenever |2’ — | < \/an.
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Proof. Asin (6.14), if e = \/an, (s,x) € J, o implies

(6.28) lu(s, Zn(s,2))| < ap <e, |En(s,z)—z| <e, and |z| < K.

In addition, (3.14) ensures that ¢ <27 and so s < Unrn < U](é) means that
lu(s,z’) —u(s,z)| < (Van V|2’ —z[)'7%0  for all |2/ —z| < 27M.

This proves (6.26). Next take 2’ = Z,(s,z) in the above inequality and use (6.28) to obtain for
|z — x| < \/an,
Ju(s, 2)| < [u(s,2’) —u(s, 2)| + |u(s, z) — u(s, En(s, 7)) + [u(s, Zn(s, )|

< 2/a, 7% 1+ a, < 3@, .
This proves (6.27). ]

Proof of Proposition 3.3 The compactness is elementary and left for the reader—note here that
continuity allows us to replace the closed intervals on which the inequalities defining jm(s) hold
with open intervals.

The inclusions J, ;(s) C jm(s) for 0 < s < Up,n, are immediate from Lemmas 6.6, 6.7 and 6.8.
[

This finishes the proof of Proposition 3.3 except for the proof of Proposition 5.14 which is the
objective of the next section.

7 Proof of Proposition 5.14

We now continue to assume b = 0 and give the proof of Proposition 5.14. Assume first ¢’ > ¢ and
use (3.5) to write

(7.1)
lug s(t',2") — ugs(t, x)|

tA(t'—6) T v
S ’/ /pt—s<y_x)D(Svy)W(d‘g:dy)‘ + ‘/ /pt/s(y—x’)D(s,y)W(ds,dy)
( (t'=8)*t Vvt

t—8)+

w1 =t <o [ [y =) = sty = ) D s )|

This decomposition and (3.2) suggests we define the following square functions for ¢ € (0,1] and
no € (0,1/2) (noting also that (' — )t VvE>t' — (A (' —1t))):
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A —6)T
Qra st t', ) / / Pra(y — 222 (s, ) [Pdyds,
(t—8)+

’

t
Qras(t, o) / / py—a(y — 2')2e2Pl (s, )| P dyds,
—(SA(t'—t))

t
Ossm(toa,t,a!) = 1(t' — 1 < 8) / / Wy — 2 > (¢ — )2 v @2z — o))
(o)

X (py—s(y — 2') — pr—s(y — x)) 22 u(s, y)|*dyds,

t
Qs25m(t, .t 2') =1t —t < 5)/ /1(|y —z| < (' — ) /20y
(t'—8)*

(2l — 7))

X (py—s(y — @) = pr—s(y — 2))7* MW u(s, y)[* dyds.

Lemma 7.1 Forany K € NZEL and R > 2 there is ac71(K,R) >0 andan N7; = N7 1(K,w) € N
a.s. such that for all ng,m € (1/R,1/2), 6 € (0,1], N,n e N, g€ [0,1/2] and (t,z) € Ry xR, on

(7.2) {w: (t,x) € Z(N,n,K,3),N > Ny},

Qs (tz,t,2") < cri (K, R)2"™N71d((¢, z), (', 2’ A VB|2m§3/2 for allt <t and 2’ € R.
»1,0,M0

Proof. The proof is quite similar to that of Lemma 5.4. We let d = d((

Lemma 5.2, with m = 0, implies

QS71757770 t :C t x

< Coai) [ [ 1ly= 1> (=2 v 2l =)y =)~ sl

t/

Aly=zl+Raly) (=N v (Vi =5 + ly — z|))>/? dyds

t
< Cs.2(w) /( 5)* /1(@ — x| > (' = 9)270 v 2l — 7)) (pr-s(y — 2) = pr—s(y —

t—

Pk 2R Dly=2lry 41y — 2)]27/2 dyds
t t— 8)72770 d2 1-11
< N -1/2 _771( 2
< c1(K,R)Cs2(w) /t/_é(t s) exp( T ) [1 A . s} ds,
where we have used Lemma 4.3(b) in the last line. Now use
t—s)"2m

t/ _ —2n0 t/ —t —2n0
eXp(_m( s) )gexp(_”l( 66) )+exp<_m(

33

66

t,x,), (t', o

66

)

)) and N7.1 =
Ni1(0,3/4, K), where Nj is as in (). Recall here from Remark 5.3 that for m = 0, N; depends
only on (&, K) and we take £ = 3/4. We may assume t' —t < §. Then for w as in (7.2) and t < ¢/,

x))?

x))*



to bound the above by

i

c1(K, R)Cs.2(w) [eXp<_771(t’—t)_2’70) /t/t 6(75 — s)*1/2 [1 A dQ} _7d8

66 —
+ /t,t 5(t - s)—1/2 exp<771(t—665)_2"°) {1 . t(i:]lglds]
< (K, R)C52(w [exp( ) 02 A 5)1/?

n

+/t,5(t )3/2{1/\ @ ]1 1ds} (use (4.2))

< c3(K, R)Cs.9(w)(d* A 5)1**53/2 (use (4.1) and t' —t < d® A 6).
As we may take g = 0 in the formula for C52(w) (by Remark 5.3), the result follows. [
Lemma 7.2 Let 0 < m < m+ 1 and assume (Py,) (in (5.5)). For any K € N°"' R > 2. n €

N,eg € (0,1), and g € [0,1/2] there is a c72(K) and N7a = N7a(m,n,R,e0, K, 3)(w) € N a.s.
such that for any m € (R™,1/2),m0 € (0,m1/24),0 € [an,1], N €N, and (t,z) € Ry xR, on

(7.3) {w: (t,x) € Z(N,n,K,3),N > Ny},

QAS’Q’&HO (t,z,t', 7))

< era(K)ay 220 + 2872] |(d AVE) T AT + a2
+(df\v5f—”w&ﬁm—§-%aﬁﬁav—%ﬂ
forallt <t <K,|2/| <K+ 1.

Here d = d((t,z),(t,2")), dy = dV 27N and d, Ny = \/a, V dy. Moreover Ny is stochastically
bounded uniformly in (n, [3).

Proof. Set ¢ =1 — (24R)™! and N7a(m,n, R, 0, K, 3) = N1(m,n, &, €0, K, 3), which is clearly
stochastically bounded uniformly in (n, 3) by (P,). We may assume ¢’ —t < ¢. For w as in (7.3),
t<t' <K and |2/| < K 4 1, Lemma 5.2 implies

QS,2,(5,NO (t7 z, t,a l'/)

< Csa(@)ei(K) /

¥'=o)t
X (N[ = al) + (¢ — ) PE (Vv 2V v I — )

+(t — 3)%*770)2“7(%*1) + aiﬁv} ds

t
[/(Pt’—s(y — m’) —p—s(y — l’))2dy] 2 K J2(Ri+1)4(K+1)

' 2] ((Q*N vV d172no) + (t— 3>%fno)2'yé

t—s

S C5,2(w)02 (K) /

(t —s)~1/2 [1 A
(v—o)+

(7.4) x [((\/@ V2N v @lm2my 4 (¢ — )3 0)210m 1) 4 a%ﬂv} ds.
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We have used Lemma 4.3(a) in the last line. Below we will implicitly use the conditions on 79, n1,

R and ~ to see that 923 47 1
a-2mne> (50) (1) (55) > 2

and also use the conditions on ¢, z, ¢, 2’ which imply d < ¢(K) (the latter was also used in (7.4)).
By considering separately the cases

(t—s5)2 M < 27N yd=2m  (t— g2 > Jg v 2Ny gl
and 27V v @20 < (1 —5)2 <\ fa, v 2N v @l

(the latter case implies \/a, > 27 v d'=2m), and then using Lemma 4.1 we may bound (7.4) by

t
d?
C5.2(w)63(K){/(t, 5)+(t s)” 1/2 [1 A - s}d‘s@ Ny gi- 2770)275

X [(\/@ vo Ny d1—2no)27(*?m—1) + aiﬂv]

¢ —li(- 5 _li— d?
+/ [(t — 5)"2 0720 m =148 4 207(p — g)72 0 2710)76} [1 A }ds
t'—8)+ t—s

t 1 d2 B
+/ (t — 5)1=2m0)7¢—3 [1 A ]ds[aZ(Wm_l) + aiﬂv]}
' —8)+ t—s
< 05‘2(W)C4(K){(d2 A OY2(27N v @l—2m) g

X [(\/CTn v o Ny d1_2770>2'7('~7m_1) + aiﬁv}

+ (% A §)5A2m008 =3 [qY(Gm—1) | agf;y]}

(by (4.2) and (4.1), respectively).

The last term is less than the middle term because § € [ay, 1]. Therefore QS,Q,J,no (t,x,t' ) is at
most

C’5.2(w)05(K){(d A \/5)1—”71(2_1\{ y d)(1_2770)2“/5+%1
(7.5) X [(\/Q vo Ny d)(1—2770)2v(ﬁm—1)+’171 + a2 (Janva Ny d)%]
4 (A [5(1 210)y(Fm —14+6) =5+ | aiﬁ75(1—2n0)75_5+%1} }
Our conditions on 79, 71, and R imply

771 ~ m
(1=2n0)27v¢ + — > 27, (1 —210)27(Ym — 1) + 72 29(m — 1),
(1= 210)Y(Am —1+€)+5 > Yym, and (1—2no)v£+§1 > 7.

Finally, insert the above bounds into (7.5) to derive the required bound on QS,2,6,no (t,z,t',2"). g

68



Lemma 7.3 Let 0 <m <m+ 1 and assume (P,,). For any K € NZKl,R >2,n€N,g € (0,1),
and B € [0,1/2] there is a c¢7.3(K) and N73 = N73(m,n, R, e, K, 3)(w) € N a.s. such that for any
m € (R71,1/2),8 € [an,1], N €N, and (t,z) € Ry x R,

(7.6) on{w: (t,z) € Z(N,n,K,3),N > N73}, and for allt <t < Tk, |2/| < K +1,

QTJ,(;(t,t/,l’)
< 07.3(K)[a;25° + 24N7A3] [( / A f)l——ciz’Y[‘QW(%n—l) + aiﬁ’y]

+ (VO —EAVE)ET M5 s 4 20757 2] |

and

QT,2,6(t7 ')
< cra()lay 20 + 2 )(VI=T A VY- H B [ 1 a2].

Here d, dy and Jn’N are as in Lemma 7.2. Moreover, Ny 3 is stochastically bounded uniformly in

(n, ).

Proof. Set ¢ = 1 — (4R)™! and Ny3(m,n, R, e, K,3) = Ni(m,n,§, 0, K, 3), which is clearly
stochastically bounded uniformly in (n,3) by (P,,). For w, t, z, t' and 2’ as in (7.6), Lemma 5.2
gives

QT,2,5(ta t/a I/)

t/

< 05.2(60)61/ /ptf_s(y _ )2 2R KR )y 2(Ra+1) 2K +1)
N (SA(H 1))

x 27NV |z — 2| + VT — s + |y — 2|27

X {[\/cTn\/ 2NV |z — |+ VI — s+ |y — 2P0 4 a%ﬁ'y}dyds

t/
< 05,2@;)02(1()/ (' — ) V227NV |z — 2/ ) 4 (¢ — )]
(SA(t'—1))

(7.7)
{(Van v 2N Ve = 22D 4 (¢ = D) 4 27 Las,

Fort <s <t and c,p >0,

(cV ]z —z'|)P + (t' — s)P/2 < 2(cV d)P.
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Use this with ¢ = 27" or \/a,, V27" to bound (7.7) by
Csa(@)es(K)(¢' = &) A2 27N v ] (Van v 27N v d)?10m D) 4 o297
< Craw)es(K) (VT —LAVE)I -3 {ﬁﬁ?ﬁ”+a%f}

The conditions on 7; and definition of £ imply 27§ + % > 2v, and so the bound on QT,Z(; is
established.
Turning to QTJ,(;, we may assume t' > §, or else QTJ’(; = 0. Argue as in the derivation of (7.7)
to see that for w, ¢, ¢ and x as in (7.6),
tA(t'—0)
(7.8) QTJﬁ@JQx)gcggwgq(Ky/ (t— )71V 4 (¢ — 5]

(t-8)+

< (Va2 NP0m ) g (¢ - sy1Gm D) 4 a2 L,

Elementary calculations give

tA(t' —6)
(7.9) / (t —s)"V2ds < 2Vt =t A V),
t—4
and for p > 0,
tA(t' —6)
(7.10) / (t — s)Pds < SP((t' —t) A J).
t—4

For the integral in (7.8) consider separately the cases (i) vt — s < 27, (ii) vt — s > /a, V27V,

and (iii) 27V < vt — 5 < \/a, V2™, the latter implying \/a, V2~ = \/a,, to bound QTJ’(;(t,t’, x)
by

tA(E —6)
cgg(w)adz(){ja ) (t — 8)7"ds2 =26 (v 27N 4 02
tA(t'—0) _ L |
+ / (t — s)YOmFE=5 4 ¢207(¢ — 5)76"2ds
(

t—8)+

tA(E' —6)
+ / (t— 5)7g 3ds [a 1(m=1) 4 GQﬁV]}
(t=8)*

<ot AP RS s ]
+ ((5 A (t/ _ t)) [5’)’(’Ym+£—1)—5 + a%’8757£_%}
+ (6N —1) [576—%(1%(%—1) n 575_%6&37} }
In the last we have used (7.9) and (7.10), and the fact that our choice of ¢ implies v¢ > 1/2 and

hence our choices of p are indeed non-negative when applying (7.10). Since 0 > ay,, the third term
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above is dominated by the second term. Therefore

~ i, n1 ~
Qras(t,t'2) < Csa()eo(K) (VO AVT= D)y [0 + 027

+ (A - t))1_7 [57(%m+£—1)—%+%1 I 25757£_§+71} }
Our choice of £ and conditions on 7; imply that
296 + 1 = 2y and (€~ 1) + & 20,

and the required bound on QT,L(; follows. [

The above square function bounds suggest we will need a modified form of Lemma 5.7 to obtain
our modulus of continuity for us4a. The proof of the following result is almost identical to that of
Lemma 5.7 and so is omitted.

Lemma 7.4 Let cy,c1,ca, ko be positive (universal constants), n € (0,1/2), and A; : N x (0,1] —
R, i = 1,2 satisfy Aj(n, 27N+ < koAi(n,27N) for alln,N € N and i = 1,2. Forn € N and
T in a set S assume {Y;,(t,z) : (t,x) € Ry x R} is a real-valued continuous process. Assume
for each (n,7) e Nx S, K € N, and g € [0,1/2], there is an No(w) = No(n,n, K, ,5)(w) € N
a.s., stochastically bounded uniformly in (n,t,3), such that for any N € N, (t,x) € Ry x R, if
d=d((t,z),(t,z") <27V, then

(7.11) P(|Yen(t,2) — Yen(t,2')| > d2DAL (0, 27N) + d* 1Ay (n,27N),
(t7x) 6 Z(N7n?K7ﬁ)7N Z N07t/ S TK)

< cpexp(—cpd™1?).

Then there is an Nj(w) = Nj(n,n, K,1,5)(w) € N a.s., also stochastically bounded uniformly in
(n,,/3), such that for all N > Nj(w), (t,z) € Z(N,n, K, 3)(w), d = d((t,z),(t',2")) <27V, and
t' < T,

Yrn(t,z) — Ven(t, 7)) < 27K2 |2 AL (n, 27N) + d 1Ay (n, 27 ) .

Proof of Proposition 5.14. The proof follows closely that of Proposition 5.8, using Lemma 7.4

in place of Lemma 5.7. Let R = —1 and choose 19 € (%, 727711) Define dy = d V27V, as usual, and
set

Qag (t, 2,1, 2) ZQS,Z,%,HO (t,z,t,2") + Qrpag (L, ) + Qroag (t,1,2).
By Lemmas 7.1, 7.2 and 7.3 with 6 = a, for all K € N (the restriction K > K is illusory as these

results only strengthen as K increases) there is a constant ¢q (K, 1) and Nao(m,n,m,e0, K,3) € N
a.s., stochastically bounded uniformly in (n, 3), such that for all N € N, (¢,2) € Ry x R,

on {w: (t,x) € Z(N,n,K +1,5),N > Ny},
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RgQa% (t,x,t’,x')1/2
< er (K, m)la ™ + 22} (d A a

(7.12)
forall t <t < Tk, |2/| < K +2.

Let N3 = %—i’[NQ + N4(K,m)], where Ny(K,n1) is chosen large enough so that
1 (K, 771)[%:60 + 22N2]2—N3771/8 < (K, 771)[01560 + 22N2]2—3N2 2—3N4(K,771)
(7.13) < a, 027104,

Let Ay, = 271094, ., i =1,2. Assume d < 27V, Use (7.13) in (7.12) to see that for all (¢,z), N,
on
{w: (t,x) € Z(N,n,K +1,8), N > N3} (which implies |2/| < K + 2),

R Qus (t, 2.t ')/ < (d A ag )23 Ay (my 0, 27N) /16
+ (d A aﬁ)lf%Agm (m,n)/16 for all t <t < Tk, 2’ € R.

Combine this with (7.1), (3.2), the definition of Qo and the Dubins-Schwarz theorem to conclude
that for t < ¢/, 2’ € R, and d((t,z), (t',2")) <27V,

P(|ug.qe(t,z) — ug g (t', 2’ Zd%(l_m)Alu m,n,2_N 44 d' "M Ay, (m,n) /4,
"n sUn yu2 ;U2

(t.w) € Z(N,n, K +1,8), N > Ny, ¢ < Tx)
< 3P (sup{|B(u)) : u < (@30 AL, (myn, 27N) /16 + d1 8 Ag o, (m, 1) /16]%)
> (@30 Ay (mo,27Y) 4 d T Ao g, (1)) /12)

m

(7.14) < 3P<ig;1> |B(u)| > d—%) <o exp<_d 27).

Here B(u) is a one-dimensional Brownian motion.

If (t,z) € Z(N,n,K,(3), d <27V and #' < t, then as in the proof of Proposition 5.8, (¢, ') €
Z(N —1,n,K + 1,3) and one can interchange the roles of (¢,z) and (¢/,2’) and replace N with
N —1 in the above to conclude (as in (5.43)),

P U2, ax t7$ — U202 tlax/ > d%(l_nl)Alu m,n, 2_N + dl_n1A2u m,n),
sOn sUn yU2 ;U2
(t.2) € Z(N.n, K. ). N > Ny +1)

1

d 4
(7.15) < cpexp (— 5 )
(7.14) and (7.15) allow us to apply Lemma 7.4 with 7 = «, Y7, = ugqq, and ko = 4. The result is
then immediate once one recalls that 27k2A; 4, = 2739A, 4, . [
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8 Incorporating Drifts

Beginning in Section 3 we assumed that the drift b is zero. Here we point out what additional rea-
soning is needed to include a drift b satisfying (1.4). If B(s,y) = b(s,y, X'(s,y)) — b(s,y, X%(s,y)),
then (3.1) becomes

(8.1)
u(t,z) = /0 /pt_s(y —x)D(s,y)W(ds, dy) +/0 /pt_s(y —x)B(s,y)dyds a.s. for all (¢,z)
=up(t,x) +up(t,z),
and by (1.4),

(8.2) |B(s,y)| < Blu(s, y)|.

If uy5,us5 and Gj are defined as at the beginning of Section 3, then as for (3.4), (3.5) and
Lemma 3.1, but now using the ordinary Fubini theorem for up, we get

(t—o)* (t=6)*
us(t,x) = / /pt_s(y —x)D(s,y)W(ds, dy) +/ /pt_s(y —x)B(s,y)dyds

=u1,ps(t,x) +urBs(t,x),

ug 5(t, z)) / /pts —x)D(s,y)W (ds,dy) + / /pts —x)B(s,y)dyds
t—8)+ (t—5)+

= 'U/Q’Dﬁ(t, x) + U27B75(t, IIJ),

and

—Gj(s,t,z) =

sta;
(s—8)*+
/ / iy = D) Ward) + [ [ b o= 0B v

= Fps(s,t,x) + FB’g(S.t, x).

In addition, no changes are required in the verification of (Pp) (including the refinement noted in
Remark 5.3) or the proof of Lemma 5.2.

The theorems in Section 5 apply directly to quantities like u; p s and Fp 5. The correspond-
ing expressions u; ps and Fps are in fact much easier to handle because we are dealing with a
deterministic integral and so regularity properties are easy to read off directly from the bounds in
Lemma 5.2. Furthermore, the Lipschitz condition on b effectively sets v = 1 for these calculations.
To illustrate this, we now prove a simple result which includes both Propositions 5.8 and 5.11 for
Fp 4 and only requires (Fp), a consequence of the “crude” modulus Theorem 2.3, already noted
above.
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Proposition 8.1 For any m1 € (0,1) and K € N=K1 there is an Ngi(ni, K)(w) € N a.s. such
that for allmn € N, a € [0,1] and 3 € [0, %], N > Ng1(m, K), (t,x) € Z(N,n,K,3), and t' < Tk,

d=d((t,x),(t,2) <27 and |s' —s| < N~ imply
|FB,G% (S,t,ib) - FB:“% (slvt,7$,)| < 2_88 |8/ - S|%2_N(1_m) + ‘S/ - 5|1_n71

+d'TM(1 + a3/ 49 72N |

Proof. Let & =1 — "t and assume first that

(8.3) N> Ni(0,6,K +1)+1,

where N7 is as in (Fp) and Remark 5.3. Assume

(8.4) (t,z) € Z(N,n, K, B),t' <Tg,d <2V and |s' —s| < N7L.

One easily checks that [t A s —t A s’| < N~! and so, by replacing (s,s’) with (¢t A s,#’ A s), we
may assume that s < ¢t and s’ < t/. Define s = sV s and s = s A s. As before, (t',2') €
Z(N —1,n,K 41, ), and again, by interchanging (¢, z) with (¢, z'), we may assume ¢ < ¢’ (this is
the reason for the K 4+ 1 and adding 1 to N; in (8.3)). As for (5.8), (8.2) implies

|FBac(s,t,x) — Fpaa(s',t',2")]

(3—a)t s—ag)t
/ / 1Py — )| Blu(r, y)|dydr + / / 1P (y — &) — Pl (y — 2)| Blu(r, y)|dydr

(s—a2)*

=T+ Ts.

To bound 77, we may assume 5 > af. Elementary inequalities using ¢’ < Tx < K, show that
for p > 0,

(8.5) / Py — 2)lly — &' Pelvdy < (¢ —7) / ly — &P el (y — o)y
<a(Kp) -7,

Now apply Lemma 5.2 with m = 0 to see that

T <B\/7(J52/ /|pt/_r ) (VT 1 |y — ) v 2N Edydr
< e2(K)v C“/ / P (g — 2Pz — o) v 2 N)E VT 4 |y — oS dydr

< os(K \/052/ P o) U2-NE L (¢ )Edr (by (8.5) and |o — 2| < 27 N)

m

< ea(K)2M 8" - s|1/22 MO ) — ')

< ea(K)22N @)= Nm/2 o gm/A))|s — g|/22-NO=m) 4 |5 — §/|17F]
(8.6)

< C4(K)22Nl(w) [27Nm/2 + N7n1/4][|5/ — 5‘1/22*1\7(1*711) +s— S/|17%1]'
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Recall in the above that we may set g = 0 in the definition of C52 (see Remark 5.3).
For Ty we use both |u(r,y)| < Kell for r <t < Ty (K > K;) and Lemma 5.2 with m = 0 to
write (we may assume s > af),

/ / Py (9 — 2') — By (y — ) BEM1(ly — 2] > (¢ = r)i~% v (22’ — a]))dydr
/ / Wy (y — ') — Bh (y — 2)| By/Cr a2 (V=T + ly — ) v 2~ M€
Wy —a| < (¢ —r)7~ 1 v (2l2 — ) dydr
<es(K)\/Cos / / Py (9 — 2') — P (y — )22
Wy —z| > —r)21 v (2 — z)))e vldaydr
/ Wt —xmuy—xrg2(2K+1>>dy<(t’—r>%f%v|x’—xrv2*N>fdr]
<ce(K C52 / /ptf — ') = pi_,(y — x)) et

1/2
Wy —z| > — r)%*% V(2] — gc]))dyl/2 </ e*2|y*“|dy) dr
/ / Py = ') = By (y = @)y 222K + 1) 2t =)V v 27N

where in the last line for the second term we use d < 2~ and
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Now apply Lemma 4.4 and conclude

T SC7(K’W1)\/@{/Sag(t_T)3/4exp{_m(t,_r)_m/2}(1/\ a2 );_4dr

0 128 t—r
s—ay d? \1/2 n1
_p)3/4 _ /2 9-NE(1-4)
+/0 (t—1) <1/\t—r> [(t —)Y2v 2] 2dr}
s—a¥ » _ t—r —n/2 d2 1_m
§C7(K,771)\/C5,2{/0 (t—r) 5/46>(p{ m( 128) }(1/\t—r>2 tdr
s—ap . 2 \1/2
R () d
+ /0 (t—r) 2tz 2 (1 A o r) dr

s—ay : d? \1/2 ny
> 4 _9=2Nyp _ -3 —N¢(1-1)
+/0 1r >t —272V)(t — 7) 4(1/\t 7,) dr2 3 }

+1(a < 272N)d(ag) a2 VEO—ED
§C9(K7 771)\/@{&7%1 + 1((12 < 272N)da;3a/4az/2271\[§(17%1)}
—3a
§69(K, nl)\/@dlf% |:1 + anTQfBJ\;’” 2*N27N(17%)}

_3a
(8.7) <cio(K,mp) 22N W= Nm/Agl=m[y 4 ¢, 4 272N],

We have used Lemma 4.1 in the above with a bit of algebra to see which case applies, and in the
last two lines again used d < 27V, (8.6) and (8.7) together show there is an Ng (71, K)(w) € N
a.s. such that N8.1(7]1, K) > N1 (O,f, K+ 1) +1 and, if N > Ngll, then

_ 3a
Ty + Ty <278 |s — | /227 N0=m) 1 —['=F 4 d"M[1 4 qp 2—2N]]
]

A bit of arithmetic shows that the above bound in the contexts of Propositions 5.8 and 5.11
lead to upper bounds that are bounded by the ones obtained there for increments of Fp 4a. For
Proposition 5.8 one only needs the first two terms in Auﬁ and we leave this easy check for the
reader. For Proposition 5.11 we may set (s',¢',2’) = (t,t,z) in the above so that the upper bound
becomes (recall [t —s| <1 and 79, — 3 <1 <1)

2—88“t o 8’1/22—N(1—r]1) + ‘t - S‘l_%]

<2 N (- (VIS Y a7

which is bounded by two of the terms on the right-hand side of the upper bound in Proposition 5.11.
Hence we may combine these bounds for Fp 4o with those derived in Propositions 5.8 and 5.11 for
Fp qe and hence complete the proofs of Propositions 5.8 and 5.11 (and hence also Corollary 5.9)
for solutions with Lipschitz drifts.
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We omit the analogues of the above for Propositions 5.12 and 5.14 as they are even simpler. The
proof of Propositions 5.13 and 5.1 now proceed as before. With Propositions 5.1, 5.13, 5.14, and
5.11, and Corollary 5.9 in hand, the proof of Proposition 3.3 may now be completed for Lipschitz
drifts b, exactly as in Section 6. Then verification of the hypotheses of Proposition 2.1 may now be
completed for Lipschitz drifts b exactly as in Section 3 and this finishes the proof of Theorem 1.2.
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