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Abstract

Consider “stochastic differential equations” driven by fractional Brownian mo-
tion with Hurst parameter H ∈ (1/4, 1). Their solutions are sometimes called
fractional diffusion processes. The main purpose of this paper is conditioning
these processes to reach a given terminal point. We call the conditioned processes
fractional diffusion bridges. Our main tool for mathematically rigorous condition-
ing is quasi-sure analysis, which is a potential theoretic part of Malliavin calculus.
We also prove a small-noise large deviation principle of Freidlin-Wentzell type
for scaled fractional diffusion bridges under a mild ellipticity assumption on the
coefficient vector fields.
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1 Introduction

Consider a diffusion process on the Euclidean space Re, e ≥ 1, which is realized as
(the law of) a unique solution of the following stochastic differential equation (SDE) of
Stratonovich type driven by the standard d-dimensional Brownian motion w = (wt)t∈[0,T ]:

dyt =
d∑

j=1

Vj(yt) ◦ dwj
t + V0(yt)dt, y0 = a ∈ Re.

Here, Vj (0 ≤ j ≤ d) are sufficiently regular vector fields on Re and T ∈ (0,∞) is the
time horizon. When we emphasize the initial value a, we write y(t, a) instead of yt. If the
law of (y(t, a))t∈[0,T ] is denoted by Qa, then {Qa | a ∈ Re} becomes a diffusion process

associated with the generator V0 + (1/2)
∑d

j=1 V
2
j , which is a very important research

object in probability theory.
In many problems in the theory of diffusion processes, conditioning the process

(y(t, a))t∈[0,T ] to reach a given point b ∈ Re at the terminal time T is quite impor-
tant and useful. The conditioned process is called a diffusion bridge (or pinned diffusion
process) from a to b, whose law will be denoted by Qa,b. Rigorous construction of a
diffusion bridge is not so easy. As far as the author knows, there are four methods:
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(a) Regular conditional probability given a random variable. One defines Qa,b as
Qa( • |ΠT = b), or equivalently, as µ(y( · , a) ∈ • |y(T, a) = b). Here, µ is the
d-dimensional Wiener measure and ΠT stands for the evaluation map at the time
T .

(b) Define finite dimensional distributions of Qa,b by using Chapman-Kolmogorov
type formula when the law of y(t, a) has a continuous density function p(t, a, b) for
all a ∈ Re and t > 0. (See the right hand side of (4.14) below.)

(c) When the law of y(t, a) has a density function p(t, a, b) for all a ∈ Re and p is
sufficiently regular as a function of (t, a, b), one can obtain Qa,b as the law of the
solution of the following SDE whose drift is quite singular near time T :

dŷt =
d∑

j=1

Vj(ŷt) ◦ dwj
t + V0(ŷt)dt+ (VV⊤)(ŷt)∇ log p(T − t, ŷt, b)dt, ŷ0 = a.

Here, ∇p(t, a, b) stands for the gradient of a 7→ p(t, a, b) and VV⊤ is the diffusion
matrix associated with {Vj}1≤j≤d (see at the beginning of Section 5 for a precise
definition).

(d) Quasi-sure analysis, which is a potential theoretic part of Malliavin calculus. This
theory enables us to define a Borel probability measure on a very thin subset of
the Wiener space, which looks like a “pullback” of the diffusion bridge measure
Qa,b. One can obtain Qa,b as the law of the Itô map (i.e. the solution map of the
SDE) under the pullback measure.

The main purpose of our present paper is constructing bridge processes for solutions
of “SDEs” driven by fractional Brownian motion (FBM) with Hurst parameter H ∈
(1/4, 1). These “SDEs” are understood in the rough path sense when H ∈ (1/4, 1/2] and
in the Young sense when H ∈ (1/2, 1). The solutions of these equations are sometimes
called fractional diffusion processes. When H = 1/2, the solutions coincide with those
of Stratonovich SDEs. Our main tool is quasi-sure analysis as in Item (d) above. Recall
that Malliavin calculus for those type of stochastic systems is now well-developed. We
call these bridge processes fractional diffusion bridges. We also prove a small-noise large
deviation principle of Freidlin-Wentzell type for these (scaled) fractional diffusion bridges
when the diffusion coefficients satisfy a suitable ellipticity condition.

Now we quickly explain why Items (a)–(c) are unavailable for conditioning fractional
diffusion processes. Chapman-Kolmogorov formula as in (b) is in a sense the Markov
property itself. The main reasons why the SDE in (c) produces a diffusion bridge is
Doob’s h-transform, which is a famous theorem in the theory of Markov processes. Since
our processes are not Markov, neither (b) nor (c) are available. Though Method (a) is
very general, it is merely defined for almost all b with respect to (ΠT )∗QH

a = y(T, a)∗µ.
Therefore, it is meaningless to discuss QH

a ( • |ΠT = b) or µ(y( · , a) ∈ • |y(T, a) = b) for a
fixed b since the singleton {b} is usually of measure zero with respect to y(T, a)∗µ. (See
Remark 4.8 for details.) In contrast, a remarkable advantage of using (d) is that we can
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define QH
a,b for every a and b with p(T, a, b) > 0 when y(T, a) is non-degenerate in the

sense of Malliavin. (In this paragraph, (y(t, a))t∈[0,T ] is the fractional diffusion process
starting at a, whose law is denoted by QH

a . The law of (y(t, a))t∈[0,T ] conditioned that
y(T, a) = b is denoted by QH

a,b.)

Remark 1.1. Our fractional diffusion processes/bridges do not satisfy the Markov prop-
erty (unless H = 1/2). Therefore, when we say fractional diffusion processes/bridges,
the term diffusion is not used as a terminology from the theory of Markov processes,
but belongs to everyday vocabulary of English.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, many important facts
on Besov-type rough paths and Malliavin calculus are reviewed. Those will be used in
later sections. In Section 3 we provide a quasi-sure refinement of the canonical rough
path lift for a certain class of Gaussian processes including FBM with Hurst parameter
H ∈ (1/4, 1/2]. We then prove the lift map is ∞-quasi-continuous. Section 4 is a core
part of this paper. In this section, we condition a fractional diffusion process, that is, a
unique solution of a rough differential equation driven by the canonical lift of FBM with
Hurst parameter H ∈ (1/4, 1/2]. The conditioned processes (or measures) obtained in
this way are called fractional diffusion bridges. In Sections 5 and 6 we state and prove
a small-noise large deviation principle of Freidlin-Wentzell type for scaled fractional
diffusion bridges with H ∈ (1/4, 1/2] under a certain “everywhere ellipticity”” condition
on the diffusion coefficient. In Section 7, we consider the case H ∈ (1/2, 1) and show
that all the results in Sections 4–6 still hold true. Note that this case is much simpler
because rough path theory is not needed to define fractional diffusion processes. So, our
explanations are a little bit quick.

Notation
Before closing Introduction, we introduce the notation which will be used throughout
the paper. We write N = {1, 2, . . .} and N0 := N∪{0}. We set Jj, kK := {j, j+1, . . . , k}
for j, k ∈ N0 with j ≤ k. Let T > 0 be arbitrary and we work on the time interval
[0, T ] unless otherwise specified. We set △T = {(s, t) ∈ R2 | 0 ≤ s ≤ t ≤ T}. For an
Euclidean space V , the truncated tensor algebra of degree k (k ∈ N) over V is defined
by T k(V) := ⊕k

i=0V⊗i, where we set V⊗0 := R.
Let γ ∈ (0, 1], p ∈ [1,∞) and (α,m) ∈ (0, 1] × [1,∞) with α − m−1 > 0. For a

continuous map η : △T → V , we define three kinds of norms as follows:

∥η∥γ-Hld : = sup
0≤s<t≤T

|ηs,t|
(t− s)γ

, ∥η∥α,m-Bes :=

(∫∫
△T

|ηs,t|m

(t− s)1+αm
dsdt

) 1
m

,

∥η∥p-var : =

(
sup
P

N∑
i=1

|ηti−1,ti |p
) 1

p

, where P = {0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tN = T}.

Here, the supremum over P runs over all partitions of [0, T ]. These are called the γ-
Hölder norm, the (α,m)-Besov norm and the p-variation norm, respectively. Clearly, if
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0 < α < γ ≤ 1, there exists a positive constant C = Cγ′,γ,m independent of η such that
∥η∥α,m-Bes ≤ C∥η∥γ-Hld holds for all η.

• The set of all continuous path φ : [0, T ] → V is denoted by C(V). With the usual
sup-norm ∥φ∥∞ over the interval [0, T ], C(V) is a Banach space. The difference of
φ is denoted by φ1, that is, φ1

s,t := φt − φs for (s, t) ∈ △T . For a, b ∈ V , we set
Ca(V) := {φ ∈ C(V) | φ0 = a} and Ca,b(V) := {φ ∈ C(V) | φ0 = a, φT = b} .

• Let 0 < γ ≤ 1. The space of all γ-Hölder continuous paths on [0, T ] is denoted by
Cγ-Hld(V) = {φ ∈ C(V) | ∥φ1∥γ-Hld < ∞}. We simply write ∥φ∥γ-Hld = ∥φ1∥γ-Hld,
which is called γ-Hölder seminorm. The norm on this Banach space is |φ0| +
∥φ∥γ-Hld. For a, b ∈ V , we set Cγ-Hld

a (V) := Cγ-Hld(V) ∩ Ca(V) and Cγ-Hld
a,b (V) :=

Cγ-Hld(V) ∩ Ca,b(V). The closure of the set of all C1-paths in Cγ-Hld(V) is denoted
by C̃γ-Hld(V), which is a separable Banach subspace and is often called the little
α-Hödler space. We set C̃γ-Hld

a (V) and C̃γ-Hld
a,b (V) in an analogous way.

• For p ∈ [1,∞) and (α,m) ∈ (0, 1]× [1,∞) with α−m−1 > 0, we define Cp-var(V) =
{φ ∈ C(V) | ∥φ1∥p-var < ∞} and Cα,m-Bes(V) = {φ ∈ C(V) | ∥φ1∥α,m-Bes < ∞}.
We simply write ∥φ∥p-var = ∥φ1∥p-var and ∥φ∥α,m-Bes = ∥φ1∥α,m-Bes. The norms on
these Banach spaces are |φ0|+ ∥φ∥p-var and |φ0|+ ∥φ∥α,m-Bes, respectively. We set

Cp-var
a (V), Cp-var

a,b (V), Cα,m-Bes
a (V), Cα,m-Bes

a,b (V) in an analogous way.

• Let U ⊂ V be a domain. For k ∈ N0, C
k(U,W) stands for the set of Ck-

functions from U to another Euclidean space W . (When k = 0, we simply write
C(U,W) instead of C0(U,W).) The set of bounded Ck-functions f : U → W
whose derivatives up to order k are all bounded is denoted by Ck

b(U,W), which is

a Banach space with the norm ∥f∥Ck
b
:=
∑k

i=0 ∥∇if∥∞. (Here, ∥ · ∥∞ stands for

the usual sup-norm over U .) As usual, we write C∞(U,W) := ∩k∈NC
k(U,W) and

C∞
b (U,W) := ∩k∈NC

k
b(U,W). The set of f ∈ Ck

b(U,W) with compact support is
denoted by Ck

K(U,W) for k ∈ N0 ∪ {∞}. When W = R, we simply write Ck(U),
Ck

b(U), C
k
K(U), etc. for simplicity.

• Let U ⊂ V be a domain and γ > 0. We write γ = k+α for k ∈ N and α ∈ (0, 1] in
a unique way. We say f : U → W is of Lipγ if f ∈ Ck

b(U,W) and ∇kf is α-Hölder
continuous on U . The set of all such Lipγ-functions is denoted by Lipγ(U,W). The
Lipγ-norm is defined by

∥f∥Lipγ := ∥f∥Ck
b
+ sup

x,y∈U,x̸=y

|f(x)− f(y)|
|x− y|α

.

Note that for Ck
b(U,W) ⊊ Lipk(U,W) if k ∈ N.

• We denote by S (V) the Schwartz class of smooth rapidly decreasing functions on
V . We denote by S ′(V) its dual, i.e. the space of tempered Schwartz distributions
on V .
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• Let γ = 1/q ∈ (1/2, 1] and m ∈ N. If x belongs to Cγ-Hld
0 (V) or to Cq-var

0 (V), then
we can define

S(x)ms,t :=

∫
s≤t1≤···≤tm≤t

dxt1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ dxtm , (s, t) ∈ △T

as an iterated Young integral. We call S(x)m the mth signature of x. It is well-
known that Sk(x)s,t := (1, S(x)1s,t, . . . , S(x)

k
s,t) ∈ T k(V) and Chen’s relation holds,

that is,
Sk(x)s,t = Sk(x)s,u ⊗ Sk(x)u,t, 0 ≤ s ≤ u ≤ t ≤ T.

Here, ⊗ stands for the multiplication in T k(V).

• Let α ∈ (1/4, 1/2] and write k := ⌊1/α⌋. We recall the definition of an α-Hölder
rough path. A continuous map X = (1, X1, . . . , Xk) : △T → T k(V) is called an
α-Hölder rough path over V if ∥X i∥iα-Hld <∞ for all i ∈ J1, kK and Chen’s relation

Xs,t = Xs,u ⊗Xu,t, 0 ≤ s ≤ u ≤ t ≤ T. (1.1)

holds in T k(V). The set of all α-Hölder rough paths over V is denoted by Ωα-Hld(V).
With the distance dα-Hld(X, X̂) :=

∑k
i=1 ∥X i − X̂ i∥iα-Hld, Ωα-Hld(V) is a com-

plete metric space. The homogeneous norm of X is defined by |||X|||α-Hld :=∑k
i=1 ∥X i∥1/iiα-Hld. The dilation by δ ∈ R is defined by δX = (1, δX1, . . . , δkXk). It

is clear that |||δX|||α-Hld = |δ| · |||X|||α-Hld. A typical example of rough path is Sk(w)

for w ∈ Cγ-Hld
0 (V) with γ ∈ (1/2, 1], which is called a natural lift of w. We view Sk

as a continuous map from Cγ-Hld
0 (V) to Ωα-Hld(V) and call it the (rough path) lift

map.

• Let α ∈ (1/4, 1/2] and write k := ⌊1/α⌋. We define GΩα-Hld(V) to be the dα-Hld-
closure of Sk(C1-Hld

0 (V)). It is called the α-Hölder geometric rough path space
over V and is a complete and separable metric space. It also coincides with the
dα-Hld-closure of Sk(Cγ-Hld

0 (V)) for any 1/2 < γ ≤ 1. A geometric rough path
X ∈ GΩα-Hld(V) satisfies another important algebraic property called the Shuffle
relations. To explain it, we identify V = Rd (d = dimV) and the coordinate of
X i’s are denoted by X1,p, X2,pq and X3,pqr (p, q, r ∈ J1, dK). Then we have

X1,p
s,t X

1,q
s,t = X2,pq

s,t +X2,qp
s,t , X1,p

s,t X
2,qr
s,t = X3,pqr

s,t +X3,qpr
s,t +X3,qrp

s,t (1.2)

for all p, q, r ∈ J1, dK and (s, t) ∈ △T . (When 1/3 < α ≤ 1/2, we only have the first
formula.) For basic information on α-Hölder geometric rough paths, the reader is
referred to [11, Chapter 9].

Remark 1.2. For p ∈ [2, 4), the geometric rough path space GΩp-var(V) is defined as
the closure of Sk(Cq-var

0 (V)) with respect to the p-variation topology for any 1 ≤ q < 2
in essentially the same way as the 1/p-Hölder case. (Since we will not use GΩp-var(V)
very often in this work, we do not explanation it in details.) For basic information on
geometric rough paths in the Hölder and the variational topologies, the reader is referred
to [28] or [11, Chapter 9] among others.
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2 Preliminaries from rough path theory, Mallavin

calculus and quasi-sure analysis

In this section we recall several known facts from rough path theory, Mallavin calculus
and quasi-sure analysis. Those will be used in the main parts of this paper. There are
no new results in this section.

2.1 Review of Besov rough path spaces

For the pair of parameters (α,m), we assume the following condition:

1

4
< α ≤ 1

2
, m ∈ N and α− 1

12m
>

1

⌊1/α⌋+ 1
(2.1)

For (α,m) as in (2.1), we define a Besov-type geometric rough path space over a Eu-
clidean space V . In this subsection we write k := ⌊1/α⌋ and β := α − 1/(12m) for
simplicity of notation.

A continuous map X = (1, X1, . . . , Xk) : △T → T k(V) is called an (α, 12m)-Besov
rough path over V if ∥X i∥iα,12m/i-Bes < ∞ for all i ∈ J1, kK and Chen’s relation Xs,t =
Xs,u ⊗ Xu,t holds in T k(V) for all 0 ≤ s ≤ u ≤ t ≤ T . Note that the second pa-
rameter 12m/i is an even integer for every i. (This is important when Besov rough
paths are used in conjunction with Malliavin calculus.) The set of all (α, 12m)-Besov
rough paths over V is denoted by Ωα,12m-Bes(V) with the distance dα,12m-Bes(X, X̂) :=∑k

i=1 ∥X i − X̂ i∥iα,12m/i-Bes. The homogeneous norm of X is denoted by |||X|||α,12m-Bes :=∑k
i=1 ∥X i∥1/iiα,12m/i-Bes. Clearly, |||δX|||α,12m-Bes = |δ| · |||X|||α,12m-Bes for δ ∈ R.
If x ∈ C1-Hld

0 (V), then Sk(x) ∈ Ωα,12m-Bes(V). (We writeX = Sk(x) in this paragraph.)
For x, x̂ ∈ C1-Hld

0 (V), the following estimates are known (see [11, Appendix A.2]): There
exists a constant C > 0 which depends only on (α, 12m) such that

∥X1 − X̂1∥β-Hld ≤ C∥X1 − X̂1∥α,12m-Bes, (2.2)

∥X2 − X̂2∥2β-Hld ≤ C{∥X2 − X̂2∥2α,6m-Bes +K1∥X1 − X̂1∥α,12m-Bes}, (2.3)

∥X3 − X̂3∥3β-Hld ≤ C{∥X3 − X̂3∥3α,4m-Bes

+K1∥X2 − X̂2∥2α,6m-Bes +K2∥X1 − X̂1∥α,12m-Bes} (2.4)

for all x, x̂ ∈ C1
0(V), where we set

K1 : = ∥X1∥α,12m-Bes ∨ ∥X̂1∥α,12m-Bes,

K2 : = ∥X1∥2α,12m-Bes ∨ ∥X̂1∥2α,12m-Bes ∨ ∥X2∥2α,6m-Bes ∨ ∥X̂2∥2α,6m-Bes.

(Note that (2.4) does not exist if α > 1/3.)
If {x(m)}m∈N ⊂ C1-Hld

0 (V) is a sequence such that {X(m) := Sk(x(m))}m∈N is Cauchy
in the (α, 12m)-Besov topology, its limit X(∞) belongs to GΩβ-Hld(V) due to (2.2)–(2.4)
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and therefore X(∞) is continuous on △T and X(∞) ∈ Ωα,12m-Bes(V). Define

GΩα,12m-Bes(V) := {Sk(x) | x ∈ C1
0(V)},

where the closure is taken with respect to the (α, 12m)-Besov topology. As we have
seen GΩα,12m-Bes(V) ⊂ GΩβ-Hld(V). Moreover, (2.2)–(2.4) still hold for all X, X̂ ∈
GΩα,12m-Bes(V). By way of construction, GΩα,12m-Bes(V) is a complete and separable
metric space.

In summary, we have the following locally Lipschitz continuous 1 embeddings:

GΩα′-Hld(V) ↪→ GΩα,12m-Bes(V) ↪→ GΩβ-Hld(V) (β := α− 1
12m

). (2.5)

The left embedding holds if 1/(k + 1) < α < α′ ≤ 1/k, while the right embedding holds
under (2.1).

2.2 Review of Malliavin calculus and quasi-sure analysis

Let (W ,H, µ) be an abstract Wiener space, that is, (W , ∥ · ∥W) is a separable Banach
space, (H, ∥ · ∥H) is a separable Hilbert space, H is a dense subspace of W and the
inclusion map is continuous, and µ is a (necessarily unique) Borel probability measure
on W with the property that∫

W
exp
(√

−1W∗⟨λ,w⟩W
)
µ(dw) = exp

(
−1

2
∥λ∥2H

)
, λ ∈ W∗ ⊂ H∗, (2.6)

where we have used the fact that W∗ becomes a dense subspace of H when we make the
natural identification between H∗ and H itself. Hence, W∗ ↪→ H∗ = H ↪→ W and both
inclusions are continuous and dense. A generic element of W is denoted by w, while
that of H is denoted by h or k.

We denote by {⟨k, · ⟩ | k ∈ H} the family of centered Gaussian random variables
defined on W indexed by H (i.e. the homogeneous Wiener chaos of order 1). If ⟨k, · ⟩H ∈
H∗ extends to an element of W∗, then the extension coincides with the random variable
⟨k, · ⟩. (When ⟨k, · ⟩H ∈ H∗ does not extend to an element of W∗, ⟨k, · ⟩ is define as the
L2-limit of {⟨kn, · ⟩}∞n=1, where {kn}∞n=1 is any sequence of H such that ⟨kn, · ⟩H ∈ W∗

for all n and limn→∞ ∥kn − k∥H = 0.) We also denote by τk : W → W the translation
τk(w) = w + k. (For basic information on abstract Wiener spaces, see [34, 16] among
others.)

Now let us recall a few important properties of the Wiener chaos. Form ∈ N0, denote
by Cm the mth homogeneous Wiener chaos (see [34, Chapter 1] for example). It is well-
known that C0 is the space of constant functions and C1 = {⟨k, · ⟩ | k ∈ H}. The mth
inhomogeneous Wiener chaos is denoted by C ′

m := ⊕m
i=0Ci. Heuristically, C ′

m is the set of

1In this paper, we say that a map from a metric space to another metric space is locally Lipschitz
continuous if its restriction to every bounded subset is Lipschitz continuous.
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all real-valued “Gaussian polynomials” on W of order at most m. The most important
fact is the orthogonal decomposition L2(µ) = ⊕∞

i=0Ci. Moreover, Cm is the eigenspace of
the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator on L2(µ) associated with the eigenvalue −m. If each
component of Rn-valued function F = (F 1, . . . , F n) on W belongs to Cm (resp. C ′

m),
we say that F belongs to Cm(Rn) (resp. C ′

m(Rn)). Restricted to each Cm (m ∈ N0), all
the Lp-norms (1 < p <∞) are equivalent, that is, there exists a constant C = Cm,p ≥ 1
such that

C−1∥F∥L2 ≤ ∥F∥Lp ≤ C∥F∥L2 , F ∈ Cm.

This is a consequence of the hypercontractivity of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup.
For details, see [34, Theorem 2.14] among others.

Here we summarize some basic facts in Malliavin calculus, which are related to
Watanabe distributions (i.e. generalized Wiener functionals) and quasi-sure analysis.
Most of the contents and the notation in this subsection are found in [17, Sections V.8–
V.10] with trivial modifications. Also, [34, 31, 16, 30] are good textbooks of Malliavin
calculus. For basic results of quasi-sure analysis, we refer to [29, Chapter II].

We will use the following notation and facts in the main parts of this paper.

(a) Sobolev spaces Dp,r(K) of K-valued (generalized) Wiener functionals, where K
is a real separable Hilbert space and p ∈ (1,∞), r ∈ R. As usual, we will use
the spaces D∞(K) = ∩∞

k=1 ∩1<p<∞ Dp,k(K), D̃∞(K) = ∩∞
k=1 ∪1<p<∞ Dp,k(K) of

test functionals and the spaces D−∞(K) = ∪∞
k=1 ∪1<p<∞ Dp,−k(K), D̃−∞(K) =

∪∞
k=1 ∩1<p<∞ Dp,−k(K) of Watanabe distributions as in [17]. When K = R, we

simply write Dp,r, etc.

(b) For F = (F 1, . . . , F n) ∈ D∞(Rn), we denote by σij
F (w) = ⟨DF i(w), DF j(w)⟩H the

(i, j)-component of Malliavin covariance matrix (n ∈ N, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n). We say that
F is non-degenerate in the sense of Malliavin if (det σF )

−1 ∈ ∩1<p<∞L
p(µ). Here,

D is the H-derivative (the gradient operator in the sense of Malliavin calculus). If
F ∈ D∞(Rn) is non-degenerate, its law on Rn admits a bounded and continuous
density pF = pF (y) with respect to the Lebesgue measure dy, that is, µ ◦ F−1 =
pF (y)dy. (This fact is quite famous. See nice textbooks on Malliavin calculus. In
fact, pF ∈ S (Rn), where S (Rn) stands for the Schwartz class of smooth rapidly
decreasing functions.)

(c) Pullback T (F ) = T ◦ F ∈ D̃−∞ of a tempered Schwartz distribution T ∈ S ′(Rn)
on Rn by a non-degenerate Wiener functional F ∈ D∞(Rn). Loosely speaking, the
mapping T 7→ T (F ) is continuous. The most important example of T is Dirac’s
delta function. In that case, E[δz(F )] := ⟨δz(F ), 1⟩ = pF (z) holds for every z ∈ Rn.
Here, ⟨⋆, ∗⟩ denotes the pairing of D−∞ and D∞ as usual (see [17, Section 5.9]).
The key to prove this pullback is an integration by parts formula in the sense of
Mallavin calculus. (Its generalization is given in Item (d) below.)

(d) A generalized version of the integration by parts formula in the sense of Malliavin
calculus for Watanabe distribution, which is given as follows (see [17, p. 377]):
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For a non-degenerate Wiener functional F = (F 1, . . . , F n) ∈ D∞(Rn), we denote
by γijF (w) the (i, j)-component of the inverse matrix σ−1

F (w). Note that σij
F ∈ D∞

and DγijF = −
∑

k,l γ
ik
F (Dσkl

F )γ
lj
F . Hence, derivatives of γ

ij
F can be written in terms

of γijF ’s and the derivatives of σij
F ’s. In particular, γijF ∈ D∞, too. If G ∈ D∞ and

T ∈ S ′(Rn), then the following integration by parts holds for all i (1 ≤ i ≤ n):

E
[
(∂iT ◦ F )G

]
= E

[
(T ◦ F )Φi( · ;G)

]
, (2.7)

where Φi( · ;G) ∈ D∞ is given by

Φi(w;G) =
n∑

j=1

D∗
(
γijF (w)G(w)DF

j(w)
)

= −
n∑

j=1

{
−

d∑
k,l=1

G(w)γikF (w)γjlF (w)⟨Dσ
kl
F (w), DF

j(w)⟩H

+ γijF (w)⟨DG(w), DF
j(w)⟩H + γijF (w)G(w)LF

j(w)
}
. (2.8)

Note that the expectations in (2.7) are in fact the generalized ones and that L =
−D∗D is the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator. (We often use this formula repeatedly.
For this, see Remark 2.1 below.)

(e) If η ∈ D−∞ satisfies that E[η G] := ⟨η,G⟩ ≥ 0 for every non-negative G ∈ D∞, it
is called a positive Watanabe distribution. According to Sugita’s theorem (see [29,
P. 101]), for every positive Watanabe distribution η, there exists a unique finite
Borel measure µη on W such that

⟨η,G⟩ =
∫
W
G̃(w)µη(dw), G ∈ D∞ (2.9)

holds, where G̃ stands for an ∞-quasi-continuous modification of G. If η ∈ Dp,−k

is positive, then it holds that

µη(A) ≤ ∥η∥Dp,−k
Capq,k(A) for every Borel subset A ⊂ W , (2.10)

where p, q ∈ (1,∞) with 1/p + 1/q = 1, k ∈ N, and Capq,k stands for the (q, k)-
capacity associated with Dq,k. (For more details, see [29, Chapter II].)

(f) Restricted to each C ′
m(Rn) (m ∈ N0, n ∈ N), all Dp,k-norms (2 ≤ p < ∞, k ∈ N0)

are equivalent, that is, there exists a constant C = Cm,n,p,k > 0 satisfying that

∥F∥L2 ≤ ∥F∥Dp,k
≤ C∥F∥L2 , F ∈ C ′

m(Rn). (2.11)

Remark 2.1. To use the integration by parts formula (2.7)–(2.8) repeatedly, we set
the notation. For i = (i1, . . . , ik) ∈ {1, . . . , n}k (k ∈ N) and G ∈ D∞, we define
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Φi(w;G) ∈ D∞ in a recursive way as follows. For k = 1, Φi(w;G) = Φi1(w;G) is given
by (2.8) with i = i1. For k ≥ 2, we set

Φi(w;G) := Φi1

(
w; Φ(i2,...,ik)( · ;G)

)
.

Notice that this involves DlG (0 ≤ l ≤ k), but not Dk+1G. Then, we have

E
[
(∂ki T ◦ F )G

]
= E

[
(T ◦ F )Φi( · ;G)

]
, (2.12)

where we set ∂ki := ∂i1 · · · ∂ik .

Remark 2.2. In this remark, we explain the precise meaning of the continuity of Watan-
abe’s composition map T 7→ T (F ) = T ◦ F when F ∈ D∞(Rn) is non-degenerate. It
should be noted that S ′(Rn) is not equipped with the usual topology of “pointwise”
convergence.

For k ∈ Z, we define the S2k-norm of g ∈ S (Rn) by ∥g∥S2k
= ∥(1+| · |2−∆/2)kg∥∞.

Here, S (Rn) is the Schwartz space of rapidly decreasing functions on Rn, ∥ · ∥∞ is the
usual sup-norm and ∆ is the Laplacian on Rn. Set S2k(Rn) to be the closure of S (Rn)
with respect to this S2k-norm. Then, it is known that {S2k(Rn)}k∈Z is non-increasing
in k and ∩k∈NS2k(Rn) = S (Rn) and ∪k∈NS−2k(Rn) = S ′(Rn). Moreover, S0(Rn) is
the Banach space of continuous functions on Rn which vanish at ∞.

Then, for every k ∈ N and 1 < p < ∞, g 7→ g(F ) extends to a bounded linear map
from S−2k(Rn) to Dp,−2k. (See [17, Theorem 9.1, pp. 378-379] or [30, Section 5.4].) This
continuity is the main reason why we can define T ◦ F for an arbitrary T ∈ S ′(Rn).

A prominent example of T ∈ S ′(Rn) is Dirac’s delta function δz (z ∈ Rn). Here, we
recall some basic properties of Watanabe’s pullback of the delta functions δz(F ) when
F ∈ D∞(Rn) is non-degenerate.

First, recall that, for sufficiently large constant l ∈ N, the map

Rn ∋ z 7→ δz ∈ S−2l(Rn)

is continuous and bounded (see [17, Lemma 9.1] and its proof). Then, by the continuity
of Watanabe’s decomposition (see Remark 2.2), the map

Rn ∋ z 7→ δz(F ) ∈ Dp,−2l

is bounded and continuous for every p ∈ (1,∞). This in turn implies that the map

Rn ∋ z 7→ E[δz(F )G] ∈ R (2.13)

is bounded and continuous for every G ∈ D∞. (In fact, this function is known to belong
to S (Rn), but this fact is not used in this paper.) In particular, the density function
pF (z) := E[δz(F )] of the law of F under µ is continuous and bounded in z.

Furthermore, for every χ ∈ S (Rn),

χ =

∫
Rn

χ(z)δz dz ∈ S−2l(Rn).

10



Here, the right hand side is a Bochner integral. (Clearly, z 7→ |χ(z)|∥δz∥S−2l
is integrable

with respect to the Lebesgue measure dz on Rn.) Then, it immediately follows that

E[χ(F )G] =
∫
Rn

χ(z)E[δz(F )G] dz, G ∈ D∞, χ ∈ S (Rn). (2.14)

Let z ∈ Rn and let {χn}n∈N ⊂ S (Rn) such that limn→∞
∫
f(ẑ)χn(ẑ)dẑ = f(z) for

every f ∈ Cb(Rn). By the continuity in (2.13), we then have

lim
n→∞

E[χn(F )G] = E[δz(F )G], G ∈ D∞. (2.15)

As one can easily guess, Watanabe’s pullback of delta functions are positive. This
fact is well-known and can be found in [30, Proposition 5.4.13]. Since this is of particular
importance in this paper, we provide a short proof, which is different from that in [30].

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that F ∈ D∞(Rn) is non-degenerate. Then, δz(F ) is a positive
Watanabe distribution for every z ∈ Rn.

Proof. Take any non-negative G ∈ D∞ and any z ∈ Rn. It is sufficient to show that
E[δz(F )G] ≥ 0. Then, there exists {χn}n∈N ⊂ S (Rn) such that (i) χn is non-negative
for all n ∈ N and (ii) limn→∞

∫
f(ẑ)χn(ẑ)dẑ = f(z) for every f ∈ Cb(Rn). Then, the

lemma immediately follows from (2.15).

Intuitively, it should be clear that the measure corresponding to δz(F ) via Sugita’s
theorem is concentrated on F−1(z). The precise statement should be as in the following
lemma, which turns out to be quite useful when we do quasi-sure analysis. (This is also
well-known and written in [35, p. 198] for instance, but without proof.)

Lemma 2.4. Suppose that F ∈ D∞(Rn) is non-degenerate and E[δz(F )] > 0. Denote by
νz the finite Borel measure that corresponds to the positve distributonion δz(F ). Then,

νz({w ∈ W | F̃ ̸= z}) = (νz ◦ F̃−1)(Rn \ {z}) = 0.

Here, F̃ stands for an ∞-quasi-continuous modification of F .

Proof. It is sufficient to show the following: For every non-negative ϕ ∈ C∞
K (Rn) whose

support is away from b, we have

0 = E[δz(F )ϕ(F )] =
∫
W
ϕ(F̃ (w))νz(dw) =

∫
Rn

ϕ(ẑ) (νz ◦ F̃−1)(dẑ). (2.16)

We prove this by using (2.15). Take an open neighborhood O of b which does not
intersect the support of ϕ. Then, there exists {χn}n∈N ⊂ C∞

K (Rn) such that (i) χn is
non-negative for all n ∈ N, (ii) the support of χn is included in O for all n ∈ N and
(iii) limn→∞

∫
f(ẑ)χn(ẑ)dẑ = f(z) for every f ∈ Cb(Rn). Then, (2.16) immediately

follows from (2.15).

Remark 2.5. In some of the books cited in this subsection (in particular [17, 29, 30]),
results are formulated on a special Gaussian space. However, almost most all of them
(at least, those that will be used in this paper) still hold true on any abstract Wiener
space.
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3 Quasi-sure refinement of canonical rough path lift

of Gaussian processes

Let ξ = (ξt)t∈[0,T ] be a real-valued centered continuous Gaussian process. We denote the
covariance of ξ by R(s, t) := E[ξsξt] (s, t ∈ [0, T ]). The rectangular increment of R is
defined by

R̂

(
s, t
u, v

)
:= E[(ξt − ξs)(ξv − ξu)] = R(t, v)−R(s, v)−R(t, u) +R(s, u)

for s, t, u, v ∈ [0, T ]. For ρ ≥ 1 and [s, t]× [s′, t′] ⊂ [0, T ]2, the 2D ρ-variation norm of R̂
on [s, t]× [s′, t′] is defined by

Vρ(R̂, [s, t]× [s′, t′]) := sup
π,π′

(
N∑
j=1

M∑
k=1

∣∣∣∣R̂( tj−1, tj
uk−1, uk

)∣∣∣∣ρ
)1/ρ

, (3.1)

where the supremum runs over all the partitions π = {s = t0 < t1 < · · · < tN = t} and
π′ = {s′ = u0 < u1 < · · · < uM = t′}. We say that R has finite 2D Hölder-controlled
ρ-variation if there exists a constant C > 0 such that Vρ(R̂, [s, t]

2) ≤ C(t − s)1/ρ holds
for all (s, t) ∈ △T . Note that if ρ ≤ ρ′ and R has finite 2D Hölder-controlled ρ-variation,
then R has finite 2D Hölder-controlled ρ′-variation.

Let (wt)t∈[0,T ] = (w1
t , . . . , w

d
t )t∈[0,T ] be a d-dimensional centered continuous Gaussian

process with independent components. Since we consider a rough path lift, we may
assume w0 = 0, a.s. without loss of generality. We say that the covariance of w has
finite 2D Hölder-controlled ρ-variation if the covariance of each component wi (i ∈ J1, dK)
has finite 2D Hölder-controlled ρ-variation.

We denote the law and the Cameron-Martin space of (wt) by µ and H, respectively.
The former is a probability measure on C0(Rd) and the latter is a linear subspace of
C0(Rd). If we set W := H, where the closure is taken in C0(Rd), then (W ,H, µ) becomes
an abstract Wiener space. In what follows, we may and will assume that (wt)t∈[0,T ] is
canonically realized (i.e. the coordinate process) on (W ,H, µ).

For l ∈ N, set Pl = {jT/2l | j ∈ J0, 2lK} be the partition of [0, T ] with equal length
T/2l. For w ∈ C0(Rd), w(l) is the piecewise linear approximation of w associated with
Pl, that is, w(l)jT/2l = wjT/2l for each j ∈ J0, 2lK and w(l) is linearly interpolated on
each subinterval [(j − 1)T/2l, jT/2l] (j ∈ J1, 2lK). For α ∈ (1/4, 1/2] and l ∈ N, we set
W (l) := S⌊1/α⌋(w(l)), which is an GΩα-Hld(Rd)-valued random variable under µ. We set

Zα-Hld := {w ∈ W | liml→∞W (l) exists in GΩα-Hld(Rd)}

and

Sα-Hld(w) :=

{
liml→∞W (l) (if w ∈ Zα-Hld),

0 (otherwise),
(3.2)
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where 0 stands for the zero rough path (in some literarture, it is denoted by 1). We view
Sα-Hld is a measurable map from W to GΩα-Hld(Rd). Also, for (α,m) satisfying (2.1), we
set Zα,12m-Bes and Sα,12m-Bes in essentially the same way. We will often write W = Sα-Hld

or W = Sα,12m-Bes without the parameters of functional spaces for notational simplicity.
We have C1-Hld

0 (Rd) ⊂ Zα-Hld and Sα-Hld(w) = S⌊1/α⌋(w) for every w ∈ C1-Hld
0 (Rd) since

liml→∞ ∥w(l) − w∥δ-Hld = 0 for every δ ∈ (0, 1). An analogous fact holds in the Besov
case, too.

It is natural to ask whether {W (l)}l∈N is convergent in the geometric rough path
space in an appropriate sense or how large the subsets Zα-Hld and Zα,12m-Bes are. Con-
cerning this, the following result is available (see [11, Theorem 15.42]). The limit
W := limm→∞W (m) is called a canonical lift of the Gaussian process w = (wt).

Proposition 3.1. Assume that the covariance of w has finite 2D Hölder-controlled ρ-
variation for ρ ∈ [1, 2). Take any α ∈ (1/4, 1/2] with 2ρ < 1/α < ⌊2ρ⌋+ 1. Then, there
exists a constant κ ∈ (0, 1) with the following property: For every q ∈ [1,∞), there exists
a constant C = Cq > 0 independent of l, l′ such that

∥dα-Hld(W (l),W (l′))∥Lq ≤ Cκl∧l
′
, l, l′ ∈ N

holds. In particular, W := liml→∞W (l) exists a.s. (i.e. µ(Zα-Hld) = 1) and in Lq-sense
for every q ∈ [1,∞).

Hence, under the assumptions of the above proposition, we have∥∥∥W i∥iα-Hld

∥∥
Lq ∨ sup

l∈N

∥∥∥W (l)i∥iα-Hld

∥∥
Lq <∞

for every q ∈ [1,∞) and i = 1, . . . , ⌊1/α⌋. It immediately follows that if (α,m) satisfies

1

⌊2ρ⌋+ 1
< α− 1

12m
< α <

1

2ρ
and m ∈ N, (3.3)

then we have ∥∥∥W i∥iα,12m/i-Bes

∥∥
Lq ∨ sup

l∈N

∥∥∥W (l)i∥iα,12m/i-Bes

∥∥
Lq <∞ (3.4)

for every q ∈ [1,∞) and i = 1, . . . , ⌊1/α⌋.

Corollary 3.2. Assume that the covariance of w has finite 2D Hölder-controlled ρ-
variation for ρ ∈ [1, 2). Let (α,m) satisfy (3.3). Then, there exists a constant κ ∈ (0, 1)
with the following property: For every q ∈ [1,∞), there exists a constant C = Cq > 0
independent of l, l′ such that

∥dα,12m-Bes(W (l),W (l′))∥Lq ≤ Cκl∧l
′
, l, l′ ∈ N

holds. In particular, W := liml→∞W (l) exists a.s. (i.e. µ(Zα,12m-Bes) = 1) and in
Lq-sense for every q ∈ [1,∞).
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Proof. This inequality is immediate from Proposition 3.1.

In the following theorem and its corollary, we provide main results of this section.
They claim that the canonical lift map for Gaussian processes admits a quasi-sure re-
finement and, moreover, is ∞-quasi-continuous. The ∞-quasi-continuity will play an
indispensable role when we define fractional diffusion bridges in the next section.

Theorem 3.3. Assume that the covariance of w has finite 2D Hölder-controlled ρ-
variation for ρ ∈ [1, 2). Let (α,m) satisfy (3.3). Then, the complement of Zα,12m-Bes is
a slim set. Moreover, Sα,12m-Bes : W → GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd) is ∞-quasi-continuous.

Proof. In this proof (α,m) is basically fixed. For l ∈ N and i = 1, . . . , ⌊1/α⌋, we set

Ai
l :=

{
w ∈ W

∣∣∣ ∥W (l + 1)i −W (l)i∥12m/i
iα,12m/i-Bes > (l−2)12m/i

}
.

For every l ∈ N, ∥W (l + 1)i −W (l)i∥12m/i
iα,12m/i-Bes ∈ C ′

12m/i and w 7→ W (l) = S⌊1/α⌋(w(l))

is continuous from W to GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd). Hence, Ai
l is open in W .

Pick q ∈ (1,∞) and k ∈ N0 arbitrarily. By the Chebyshev-type inequality for the
capacities (see [29, P. 90, Lemma 1.2.5]), (2.11) and Corollary 3.2, we have

Capq,k(Ai
l) ≤Mq,kl

24m/i
∥∥∥∥W (l + 1)i −W (l)i∥12m/i

iα,12m/i-Bes

∥∥∥
Dq,k

≤M ′
q,kl

24m/i
∥∥∥∥W (l + 1)i −W (l)i∥12m/i

iα,12m/i-Bes

∥∥∥
L2

≤M ′
q,kC2l

24m/iκl. (3.5)

Here, Mq,k and M ′
q,k are positive constants depending only on (q, k) and C2 > 0 and

κ ∈ (0, 1) are constants in Corollary 3.2. None of these four constants depend on l,
which implies that ∑

l∈N

Capq,k(Ai
l) <∞.

Using the Borel-Cantelli lemma for the capacities (see [29, P. 90, Corollary 1.2.4]), we
can see from the above fact that

Capq,k

(
lim sup

l→∞
Ai

l

)
= 0.

If w ∈ ∩i=1,...,⌊1/α⌋(lim supl→∞Ai
l)
c, there exists l0(w) ∈ N such that

∥W (l + 1)i −W (l)i∥iα,12m/i-Bes ≤ l−2 for all l ≥ l0(w) and i = 1, . . . , ⌊1/α⌋,

from which it immediately follows that∑
l∈N

∥W (l + 1)i −W (l)i∥iα,12m/i-Bes <∞ for all i = 1, . . . , ⌊1/α⌋.
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Note that the above condition implies that {W (l)}l∈N is Cauchy in GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd).
Hence, ∩i=1,...,⌊1/α⌋(lim supl→∞Ai

l)
c ⊂ Zα,12m-Bes and Capq,k((Zα,12m-Bes)

c) = 0. Since
(q, k) is arbitrary, Zα,12m-Bes is slim.

Next we show the (q, k)-quasi-continuity of Sα,12m-Bes. Let ε > 0 be given. We can
easily see from (3.5) that there exists ℓ(ε) ∈ N such that

Capq,k

(
∪i=1,...,⌊1/α⌋ ∪∞

l=ℓ(ε) Ai
l

)
≤

∑
i=1,...,⌊1/α⌋

∞∑
l=ℓ(ε)

Capq,k(Ai
l) < ε.

On the complement of the open subset ∪i=1,...,⌊1/α⌋ ∪∞
l=ℓ(ε) Ai

l, we have

∥W (l + 1)i −W (l)i∥iα,12m/i-Bes ≤ l−2 for all l ≥ ℓ(ε) and i = 1, . . . , ⌊1/α⌋.

This implies that the sequence {W (l)}l∈N of continuous maps fromW to GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd)
uniformly converges on the complement. Therefore, Sα,12m-Bes is also continuous re-
stricted to the complement. Thus, we have shown the (q, k)-quasi-continuity for every
(q, k). This completes the proof of Theorem 3.3.

Corollary 3.4. Assume that the covariance of w has finite 2D Hölder-controlled ρ-
variation for ρ ∈ [1, 2). Take any α ∈ (1/4, 1/2] with 2ρ < 1/α < ⌊2ρ⌋ + 1. Then, the
complement of Zα-Hld is a slim set. Moreover, Sα-Hld : W → GΩα-Hld(Rd) is ∞-quasi-
continuous.

Proof. We can find (α′,m) satisfying both (3.3) and α′ − (12m)−1 ≥ α. With the
Besov-Hölder embedding (2.5) at hand, we just need to use Theorem 3.3 for (α′,m).

Under the assumptions of Corollary 3.4, F◦Sα-Hld = F (W ) is also∞-quasi-continuous
on W if F is a continuous map from GΩα-Hld(Rd) to another topological space. A promi-
nent example of such an F is the Lyons-Itô map associated with an RDE.

Let Vj (j ∈ J0, dK) are vector fields on Re (which are here viewed as Re-valued
functions on Re) and consider the following controlled ODE:

dyt =
d∑

j=1

Vj(yt)dx
j
t + V0(yt)dt, y0 = a (3.6)

The initial value a ∈ Re is arbitrary, but fixed. The super-index j on dxj stands for the
coordinate of Rd, not the level of rough path. Here, we understand (3.6) as an RDE,
namely, a controlled ODE controlled by a geometric rough path X. If a unique global
solution y exists for X, we write y := Φa(X). (Since we only consider the first level of
a solution, any formulation of RDEs will do.)

If Vj (j ∈ J1, dK) are of Lipγ and V0 is of Lip1+δ for some γ > α−1 and δ > 0, then
RDE (3.6) has a unique global solution y = Φa(X) exists for every X ∈ GΩα-Hld(Rd)
and, moreover, the Lyons-Itô map Φa : GΩα-Hld(Rd) → C̃α-Hld

a (Re) is continuous (see [11,
Theorem 12.10 and Remark 12.7 (i)] for example.)
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Summarizing the above argument, we have the following corollary. Note that Φa ◦
Sα-Hld = Φa(W ) is the solution of (3.6) when the driving rough path X is replaced by
the Gaussian rough path W = Sα-Hld(w).

Corollary 3.5. Assume that the covariance of w has finite 2D Hölder-controlled ρ-
variation for ρ ∈ [1, 2). Assume further that Vj (j ∈ J1, dK) are of Lipγ for some
γ > 2ρ and V0 is of Lip1+δ for some δ > 0. Then, for every α ∈ (1/4, 1/2] with
2ρ < 1/α < γ ∧ (⌊2ρ⌋+ 1), the correspondence w 7→ Φa ◦ Sα-Hld = Φ(W ) is an ∞-quasi-
continuous map from W to C̃α-Hld

a (Re).

Now we provide an example of Gaussian process that satisfies the assumptions of
Theorem 3.3 and Corollary 3.4. Let d ∈ N and H⃗ = (H1, . . . , Hd) ∈ (0, 1)d. We
set H = min1≤j≤dHj. A d-dimensional continuous stochastic process (wt)t∈[0,T ] =

(w1
t , . . . , w

d
t )t∈[0,T ] are called a mixed FBM with Hurst parameter H⃗ if all components are

independent one-dimensional centered Gaussian processes whose covariances are given
by

E[wj
sw

j
t ] =

1

2
(s2Hj + t2Hj − |t− s|2Hj), s, t ∈ [0, T ], j ∈ J1, dK.

In other words, w is a collection of independent one-dimensional FBM’s with the Hurst
parameter Hj. The law of this process is denoted by µ = µH⃗ , which is a centered

Gaussian measure on C0(Rd). The associated Cameron-Martin space is denoted by HH⃗ .

The triplet (C0(Rd),HH⃗ , µH⃗) is an abstract Wiener space. Obviously, the coordinate
process on C0(Rd) is a standard realization of the mixed FBM with the Hurst parameter

H⃗.

Proposition 3.6. Let w = (wt)t∈[0,T ] be a mixed FBM with the Hurst parameter H⃗ as
above and assume that H ∈ (1/4, 1). Then, the covariance of w has finite 2D Hölder-
controlled (2H)−1 ∨ 1-variation.

Proof. This claim reduces the one-dimensional case. Hence, we may assume that w is
a one-dimensional FBM with Hurst parameter H ∈ (1/4, 1). When H ∈ (1/4, 1/2],
it is shown in [12, Example 1] that the covariance has finite 2D Hölder-controlled
(2H)−1-variation. Therefore, it suffices to check that the covariance has finite 2D Hölder-
controlled 1-variation when H ∈ (1/2, 1). Recall that w is positively correlated in this
case, i.e., E[w1

u,vw
1
s,t] ≥ 0 if u ≤ v ≤ s ≤ t. Here, we set w1

s,t := wt − ws.
Let both π and π′ be partitions of [s, t] ⊂ [0, T ]. Since the sum on the right hand side

of (3.1) satisfies sub-additivity when ρ = 1, the sum associated with (π, π′) is dominated
by the sum associated with (π ∪ π′, π ∪ π′). Therefore, when we estimate V1(R̂, [s, t]

2),
we may only consider the case π = π′ in (3.1).

Due to the positive correlation, it holds for π = {s = t0 < t1 < · · · < tN = t} that∑
k

∣∣∣E[w1
tj−1,tj

w1
tk−1,tk

]
∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∑

k

E[w1
tj−1,tj

w1
tk−1,tk

]
∣∣∣ ≤ ∣∣∣E[w1

tj−1,tj
w1

s,t]
∣∣∣
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for every j. Hence, it suffices to prove that there exists a positive constant C = CH such
that, for every [u, v] ⊂ [s, t], ∣∣E[w1

u,vw
1
s,t]
∣∣ ≤ CH(v − u) (3.7)

holds.
By straightforward computation, we have

2
∣∣E[w1

u,vw
1
s,t]
∣∣ = | − (t− v)2H − (u− s)2H + (v − s)2H + (t− u)2H |
= {(t− u)2H − (t− v)2H}+ {(v − s)2H − (u− s)2H}

= (v − u)

∫ 1

0

2H{t− v + θ(v − u)}2H−1dθ

+ (v − u)

∫ 1

0

2H{u− s+ θ(v − u)}2H−1dθ

≤ 4HT 2H−1(v − u).

Here, we used the mean-value theorem and 2H > 1. Thus, we obtained (3.7), which
completes the proof of the proposition.

Remark 3.7. The usual d-dimensional FBM with Hurst parameter H ∈ (1/4, 1/2]
satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 3.6. Therefore, Theorem 3.3 and Corollary 3.4
are available for this Gaussian process with (2ρ)−1 = H.

Remark 3.8. Quasi-sure lift of Brownian rough path was first introduced by [18] with
respect to the p-variation topology (2 < p < 3). Quasi-sure lift with respect to the
α-Hödler topology (1/3 < α < 1/2) and the ∞-quasi-continuity was first proved by
[1]. (See also [20].) Those results are used in many papers on diffusion bridges such
as [20, 23, 24, 25]. A quasi-sure non-intersecting property of the signature process of
Brownian motion is obtained in [6].

Quasi-sure lift of a certain class of Gaussian processes, including FBM with Hurst
parameter H ∈ (1/4, 1/2], was first obtained by [7]. Using this, a quasi-sure non-
intersecting property of the solution of an RDE driven by fractional Brownian rough
path with Hurst parameter H ∈ (1/4, 1/2] is proved in [32]. These two works use the
variation topology. The ∞-quasi-continuity of the lift map does not seem to be known,
yet.

4 Conditioning fractional diffusion processes

The main purpose of this section is defining fractional diffusion bridges, which is one of
the two main results of this paper. Throughout this section, we assume H ∈ (1/4, 1/2]
and d ∈ N.

Denote by µH the law of d-dimensional FBM with Hurst parameter H, which is a
centered Gaussian measure on W = C0(Rd). The coordinate process w = (wt)t∈[0,T ] on
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W is a canonical realization of FBM under µH . The Cameron-Martin space of µH is
denoted by HH . As is well-known, (W ,HH , µH) is an abstract Wiener space.

We study RDE (3.6) driven by the canonical lift W := Sα-Hld(w) of FBM, where
(⌊1/H⌋+ 1)−1 < α < H. It reads:

dyt =
d∑

j=1

Vj(yt)dw
j
t + V0(yt)dt, y0 = a ∈ Re. (4.1)

In other words, y = Φa(W ). We denoted by QH
a the law of this process y, that is,

QH
a := (Φa ◦ Sα-Hld)∗µ

H . Since Φa takes values in the “little α-Hölder space” C̃α-Hld
a (Re),

this Borel probability measure sits on C̃α-Hld
a (Re).

4.1 Some properties of Cameron-Martin paths

In this subsection we discuss the Cameron-Martin space HH associated with µH . It is
known that there is a continuous embedding HH ⊂ Cq-var

0 (Rd) for any q with(
H + 1

2

)−1
< q < 2. (4.2)

More precisely, for every q as in (4.2), there exists a constant c1 = c1(q) > 0 independent
of h and (s, t) such that

∥h∥q-var,[s,t] ≤ c1∥h∥HH (t− s)
1
q
− 1

2 , h ∈ HH , (s, t) ∈ △T . (4.3)

Here, ∥·∥q-var,[s,t] stands for the q-variation (semi)norm restricted to the subinterval [s, t].
Note that 1

q
− 1

2
↗ H as q ↘ (H + 1

2
)−1. (See [10] for the facts in this paragraph.)

By (4.3) and the general theory of Young integration, there exists a constant c2 =
c2(q) > 0 independent of h and (s, t) such that

|S(h)is,t| ≤ c2∥h∥iq-var,[s,t] ≤ c2c
i
1∥h∥iHH (t− s)i(

1
q
− 1

2
), h ∈ HH , (s, t) ∈ △T (4.4)

for all i = 1, 2, 3. This implies that S⌊1/H⌋(h) is an α-Hölder weakly geometric rough
path for every α ∈ (⌊1/H⌋ + 1)−1, H). By [11, Theorem 8.22] and slight adjustment
of the parameter α, S⌊1/H⌋(h) ∈ GΩα-Hld(Rd) for every α ∈ (⌊1/H⌋ + 1)−1, H). By a
standard argument, HH ∋ h 7→ S⌊1/H⌋(h) ∈ GΩα-Hld(Rd) is locally Lipschitz continuous.

Now we consider the piecewise linear approximation of a Cameron-Martin path.
Since liml→∞ h(l) = h in (q + δ)-variation topology for every sufficiently small δ > 0,
we have liml→∞ S⌊1/H⌋(h(l)) = S⌊1/H⌋(h) in GΩ1/α-var(Rd) for every h ∈ HH . However,
whether h ∈ Zα-Hld is not so obvious though it looks natural heuristically.

For the pair of parameters (α,m), we introduce the following condition:

m ∈ N and
1

⌊1/H⌋+ 1
< α− 1

12m
< α < H (4.5)

This condition will be frequently used in what follows.
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Lemma 4.1. Let the notation be as above and assume (4.5). Then, we have HH ⊂
Zα,12m-Bes. In particular, {S⌊1/H⌋(h(l))}l∈N converges to S⌊1/H⌋(h) = Sα,12m-Bes(h) in
GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd) for every h ∈ HH .

Proof. It suffices to show that h ∈ Zα,12m-Bes, that is, {S⌊1/H⌋(h(l))}l∈N is a Cauchy
sequence in GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd), for every h ∈ HH . We only prove the case 1/4 < H ≤ 1/3
since the case 1/3 < H ≤ 1/2 is much easier.

In this proof, we use the following notation. We write H(l) := S3(h(l)) and W (l) :=
S3(w(l)). Let C > 0 and κ ∈ (0, 1) be constants independent of l and h, which may vary
from line to line. We write i, j, k ∈ J1, dK for coordinates of Rd. (These parameters do
not stand for the level of a rough path.)

First, we calculate the first level paths. For every l ∈ N, we set

F 1,i
l (w) := ∥W (l + 1)1,i −W (l)1,i∥12mα,12m-Bes =

∫∫
△T

|W (l + 1)1,is,t −W (l)1,is,t|12m

(t− s)1+12αm
dsdt.

Then, F 1,i
l is continuous in w and belongs to C ′

12m. By Corollary 3.2, there exists
κ ∈ (0, 1) and C > 0 such that

∥F 1,i
l ∥L2 ≤ Cκl, l ∈ N.

Noting that Dh{W (l+1)1,is,t −W (l)1,is,t} = H(l+1)1,is,t −H(l)1,is,t for every h ∈ HH and 12m
is an even integer, we can easily see that

⟨D12mF 1,i
l (w), h⊗12m⟩ = (Dh)

12mF 1,i
l (w)

= C

∫∫
△T

|H(l + 1)1,is,t −H(l)1,is,t|12m

(t− s)1+12αm
dsdt

= C∥H(l + 1)1,i −H(l)1,i∥12mα,12m-Bes.

From (2.11) we can also see that

∥⟨D12mF 1,i
l (w), h⊗12m⟩∥L2 ≤ ∥h∥12mHH ∥F 1,i

l ∥D2,12m ≤ C∥h∥12mHH ∥F 1,i
l ∥L2 ≤ C∥h∥12mHH κ

l

for every l ∈ N. Thus, we have obtained

∥H(l + 1)1,i −H(l)1,i∥12mα,12m-Bes ≤ C∥h∥12mHH κ
l, l ∈ N.

This implies that the sequence {H(l)1}l∈N is Cauchy with respect to the (α, 12m)-Besov
topology.

Next, we calculate the second level paths. For every l ∈ N, we set

F 2,ij
l (w) := ∥W (l + 1)2,ij −W (l)2,ij∥6m2α,6m-Bes =

∫∫
△T

|W (l + 1)2,ijs,t −W (l)2,ijs,t |6m

(t− s)1+12αm
dsdt.
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Then, F 2,ij
l is continuous in w and belongs to C ′

12m. By Corollary 3.2, there exists
κ ∈ (0, 1) and C > 0 such that

∥F 2,ij
l ∥L2 ≤ Cκl, l ∈ N.

Since w 7→ W (l)2,ijs,t is a continuous quadratic Wiener functional, we can easily see that

(Dh)
2{W (l + 1)2,ijs,t −W (l)2,ijs,t } = 2{H(l + 1)2,ijs,t −H(l)2,ijs,t }, h ∈ HH .

By applying (Dh)
12m to F 2,ij

l , we can obtain

∥H(l + 1)2,ij −H(l)2,ij∥6m2α,6m-Bes ≤ C∥h∥12mHH κ
l, l ∈ N,

essentially in the same way as in the first level case. Thus, the sequence {H(l)2}l∈N is
Cauchy with respect to the (2α, 6m)-Besov topology.

Finally, we calculate the third level paths. For every l ∈ N, we set

F 3,ijk
l (w) := ∥W (l+1)3,ijk−W (l)3,ijk∥4m3α,4m-Bes =

∫∫
△T

|W (l + 1)3,ijks,t −W (l)3,ijks,t |4m

(t− s)1+12αm
dsdt.

Then, F 3,ijk
l is continuous in w and belongs to C ′

12m. By Corollary 3.2, there exists
κ ∈ (0, 1) and C > 0 such that

∥F 3,ijk
l ∥L2 ≤ Cκl, l ∈ N.

In this case, we have

(Dh)
3{W (l + 1)3,ijks,t −W (l)3,ijks,t } = 6{H(l + 1)3,ijks,t −H(l)3,ijks,t }, h ∈ HH .

By applying (Dh)
12m to F 3,ijk

l , we can obtain

∥H(l + 1)3,ijk −H(l)3,ijk∥4m3α,4m-Bes ≤ C∥h∥12mHH κ
l, l ∈ N,

essentially in the same way as in the first level case. Thus, the sequence {H(l)3}l∈N is
Cauchy with respect to the (3α, 4m)-Besov topology. This completes the proof of the
lemma.

Corollary 4.2. Assume (⌊1/H⌋ + 1)−1 < α < H and let the notation be as above.
Then, we have HH ⊂ Zα-Hld. In particular, {S⌊1/H⌋(h(l))}l∈N converges to S⌊1/H⌋(h) =
Sα-Hld(h) in GΩα-Hld(Rd) for every h ∈ HH .

Proof. For any such α, we can find (α′,m) which satisfies (4.5) and α′ − (12m)−1 >
α. Then, the corollary follows immediately from Lemma 4.1 and the Besov-Hölder
embedding (2.5) .
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For h ∈ HH , consider the following controlled ODE in the Young sense:

dψh
t =

d∑
j=1

Vj(ψ
h
t )dht + V0(ψ

h
t )dt, ψh

0 = a ∈ Re. (4.6)

This is called the skeleton ODE associated with RDE (4.1). (Note that this makes
sense at least in the q-variational setting since q < 2.) We write ψh := Ψa(h). Then,
Ψa : HH → Cq-var

a (Re) is a continuous map.

Corollary 4.3. (1) Under the assumption of Lemma 4.1, Φa ◦Sα,12m-Bes(h) = Ψa(h) for
every h ∈ HH .
(2) Under the assumption of Corollary 4.2, we have Φa ◦ Sα-Hld(h) = Ψa(h) for every
h ∈ HH .

Proof. We prove (2) only because we can prove (1) in the same way. Let q ∈ [1, 2) be as
in (4.2) and take δ > 0 so small that q+δ < 2. Since liml→∞ h(l) = h in (q+δ)-variation
topology, liml→∞Ψa(h(l)) = Ψa(h) in (q + δ)-variation topology. On the other hand,
Ψa(h(l)) = Φa ◦S⌊1/H⌋(h(l)) → Φa ◦Sα-Hld(h) as l → ∞ by Corollary 4.2. Thus, we have
obtained Φa ◦ Sα-Hld(h) = Ψa(h).

Now, let us recall the Young translation. Suppose that α ∈ (1/4, 1/2] and q ∈
[1, 2) satisfy α + q−1 > 1. Then, there is a unique continuous map T : Cq-var

0 (Rd) ×
GΩ1/α-var(Rd) → GΩ1/α-var(Rd) with the following property:

Tk(S⌊1/α⌋(x)) = S⌊1/α⌋(τk(x)), x, k ∈ Cq-var
0 (Rd).

Here, we set τk(x) := x+k. This map T is actually locally Lipschitz continuous. We call
Tk(X) ∈ GΩ1/α-var(Rd) the Young translation of X ∈ GΩ1/α-var(Rd) by k ∈ Cq-var

0 (Rd).
As is well-known, each level of Tk(X) can be written as an iterated Young integral.

In the next lemma, which will ve used in Section 6, we will check that the Young
translation still works even if Cq-var

0 (Rd) and GΩ1/α-var(Rd) are replaced by HH and
GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd), respectively. Before providing a precise statement of the lemma, we
introduce another condition on (α,m):(

α− 1

12m

)
+

(
H +

1

2

)
> 1 and α +

2

12m
< H. (4.7)

Suppose that H ∈ (1/4, 1/2] is given. If we take α sufficiently close to H and take m
sufficiently large (for that α), then (α,m) satisfies both (4.5) and (4.7).

Lemma 4.4. Let (α,m) satisfy both (4.5) and (4.7). Then, the Young translation T
maps HH×GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd) onto GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd). Moreover, this map is locally Lipschitz
continuous.
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Proof. We only prove the level 3 case (i.e. 1/4 < H ≤ 1/3) since the level 2 case
(i.e. 1/3 < H ≤ 1/2) is much easier. We write β := α − (12m)−1. In this proof,
Cj (j = 1, 2, . . .) are positive constants which depend only on parameters of (rough)
path spaces.

Take q as in (4.2) close enough to (H + 1
2
)−1 so that

β +
1

q
> 1 and (i− 1)β +

1

q
− 1

2
> iα (i = 1, 2, 3)

holds. Note that the first inequality above is the sufficient condition for Young integra-
tion. Let X = (X1, X2, X3) ∈ GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd). By (2.5), X ∈ GΩβ-Hld(Rd). So, at least
in the variational setting, Tk(X) is well-defined for X and k ∈ HH . For simplicity, we
write K = (K1, K2, K3) for S3(k) and xt := X1

0,t.
It follows immediately from (4.3) and (1/q)− (1/2) > α that

∥Tk(X)1∥α,12m-Bes = ∥X1∥α,12m-Bes + ∥K1∥α,12m-Bes ≤ ∥X1∥α,12m-Bes + C1∥k∥HH <∞.

Next, we first estimate the second level path. Recall that

Tk(X)2s,t = X2
s,t +

∫ t

s

X1
s,u ⊗ dku +

∫ t

s

K1
s,u ⊗ dxu +K2

s,t,

where the second and third terms on the right hand side are Young integrals. By the
general theory of Young integration, we have∣∣∣∣∫ t

s

X1
s,u ⊗ dku

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣∫ t

s

K1
s,u ⊗ dxu

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2∥x∥1/β-var,[s,t]∥k∥q-var,[s,t]

≤ C3∥X1∥β-Hld∥k∥HH (t− s)β+
1
q
− 1

2

for every X, k and (s, t) ∈ △T . Note that the Hölder exponent on the right hand side
is larger than 2α. As we have seen in (4.4), ∥K2∥(2α+δ)-Hld ≤ C4∥k∥2HH for sufficiently
small δ > 0. Hence, we have shown ∥Tk(X)2 − X2∥(2α+δ)-Hld < ∞, which implies
∥Tk(X)2∥2α,6m-Bes <∞ since ∥X2∥2α,6m-Bes <∞ by assumption.

Next we will show ∥Tk(X)3∥3α,4m-Bes <∞. We can easily see that Tk(X)3 is written
as sum of eight terms. By assumption, ∥X3∥3α,4m-Bes < ∞. By the same argument as
for K2, we have ∥K3∥3α,4m-Bes <∞. If we set

As,t :=

∫
s≤t1≤t2≤t3≤t

(
dkt1 ⊗ dkt2 ⊗ dxt3 + dkt1 ⊗ dxt2 ⊗ dkt3 + dxt1 ⊗ dkt2 ⊗ dkt3

)
,

then we see from the general theory of Young integration that

|As,t| ≤ C5∥x∥1/β-var,[s,t]∥k∥2q-var,[s,t] ≤ C6∥X1∥β-Hld∥k∥2HH (t− s)β+2( 1
q
− 1

2
)

for every X, k and (s, t) ∈ △T . The Hölder exponent on the right hand side is larger
than 3α. Hence, ∥A∥3α,4m-Bes <∞.
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Set

Bs,t :=

∫
s≤t1≤t2≤t3≤t

dxt1 ⊗ dkt2 ⊗ dxt3 , Ds,t :=

∫ t

s

X2
s,u ⊗ dku.

Then, we can see in the same way as above that

|Bs,t| ≤ C7∥x∥21/β-var,[s,t]∥k∥q-var,[s,t] ≤ C8∥X1∥2β-Hld∥k∥HH (t− s)2β+( 1
q
− 1

2
)

for every X, k and (s, t) ∈ △T . Since the 1/β-variation norm of u 7→ X2
s,u on [s, t] is

dominated by C9(∥X1∥21/β-var,[s,t] + ∥X2∥1/(2β)-var,[s,t]), we can see that

|Ds,t| ≤ C10(∥X1∥2β-Hld + ∥X2∥2β-Hld)∥k∥HH (t− s)2β+( 1
q
− 1

2
)

for every X, k and (s, t) ∈ △T . The Hölder exponent on the right hand side is larger
than 3α. Hence, ∥B∥3α,4m-Bes + ∥D∥3α,4m-Bes <∞.

The eighth term can be written in the coordinate form as

Eµνλ
s,t :=

∫
s≤t1≤t2≤t3≤t

dkµt1 ⊗ dxνt2 ⊗ dxλt3

= K1,µ
s,t X

2,νλ
s,t −

∫
s≤t1≤t2≤t3≤t

dxνt1 ⊗ dkµt2 ⊗ dxλt3 −
∫
s≤t1≤t2≤t3≤t

dxνt1 ⊗ dxλt2 ⊗ dkµt3

for every µ, ν, λ ∈ J1, dK and (s, t) ∈ △T when X = S3(x) for some x ∈ C1-Hld
0 (Rd). Note

that the shuffle relation was used here. The two integrals on the right hand side both
makes sense in the Young sense even for a general X ∈ GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd) and have already
been estimated. From these we can easily see that

|Es,t| ≤ C11(∥X1∥2β-Hld + ∥X2∥2β-Hld)∥k∥HH (t− s)2β+( 1
q
− 1

2
)

for every X, k and (s, t) ∈ △T , which implies that ∥E∥3α,4m-Bes <∞.
Combining the above estimates all, we see that Tk(X) ∈ Ωα,12m-Bes(Rd). It is a

routine to check that T : HH × GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd) → Ωα,12m-Bes(Rd) is locally Lipschitz
continuous. If X = S3(x) for some x ∈ C1-Hld

0 (Rd), then

∥x+ k∥q-var,[s,t] ≤ C11(∥x∥1-Hld + ∥k∥HH )(t− s)
1
q
− 1

2 , (s, t) ∈ △T .

Repeating the same argument just below (4.4), Tk(X) = S⌊1/H⌋(x + k) ∈ GΩβ-Hld(Rd)
for every β (β < H) sufficiently close to H. Hence, Tk(X) ∈ GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd) in this
case. To prove Tk(X) ∈ GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd) for a general X ∈ GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd), it is enough
to take a sequence {x(n)}n∈N ⊂ C1-Hld

0 (Rd) such that S3(x(n)) converges to X as n→ ∞
in (α, 12m)-Besov topology and use the continuity of T .

Remark 4.5. By combining Corollary 4.2, Corollary 4.3 and Lemma 4.4, we can easily
show that the map h 7→ ψh = Ψa(h) is actually locally Lipschitz continuous from HH

to C̃α-Hld
a (Re) for every α ∈ (0, H).
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4.2 Fractional diffusion bridge measures

In this subsection we assume the coefficient vector fields Vj (j ∈ J0, dK) of RDE (3.6) are
of C∞

b (when they are viewed as Re-valued functions) and study the RDE driven by the
canonical lift of FBM w = (wt)t∈[0,T ] by using Malliavin calculus and quasi-sure analysis.
Under this condition on Vj’s, it is known that yt = y(t, a) ∈ D∞(Re) for every t ∈ [0, T ]
(see Inahama [21]). We denote by QH

a the law of the solution process y = y( · , a).
Let t ∈ (0, T ] and suppose for a while that yt = y(t, a) is non-degenerate in the sense

of Malliavin. We denote its density function by p(t, a, ·), namely,

µH(y(t, a) ∈ A) =

∫
A

p(t, a, b)db (4.8)

for every Borel subset A ⊂ Re, where db stands for the Lebesgue measure on Re. Obvi-
ously, p(t, a, b) = E[δb(y(t, a))] ≥ 0.

When p(T, a, b) > 0, we can define a certain “bridge measure” of “conditioned pro-
cess” by using quasi-sure analysis as follows. Since δb(y(t, a)) is a positive Watanabe
distribution, Sugita’s theorem implies that there exists a unique Borel probability mea-
sure µH

a,b on W corresponding to p(T, a, b)−1δb(y(t, a)). Its rough path lift is denoted
by νHa,b := (Sα-Hld)∗µ

H
a,b for α with (⌊1/H⌋ + 1)−1 < α < H. Similarly, we can also

define νHa,b := (Sα,12m-Bes)∗µ
H
a,b for (α,m) with (4.5). Note that µH

a,b((Zα-Hld)
c) = 0 =

µH
a,b((Zα,12m-Bes)

c) since both (Zα-Hld)
c and (Zα,12m-Bes)

c are slim. (We omit the Hölder
or Besov parameters from the symbol νHa,b since these measure can be naturally viewed
as the same measure through the embedding of rough path spaces. Similar notation is
used for QH

a and QH
a,b, the latter of which will be introduced in the next paragraph.)

Next we set QH
a,b := (Φa)∗ν

H
a,b = (Φa ◦Sα-Hld)∗µ

H
a,b for α with (⌊1/H⌋+1)−1 < α < H.

This is a probability measure on C̃α-Hld
a (Re). Recall that y( · , a) = Φa ◦ Sα-Hld, µ

H-a.s.
on W . (When p(T, a, b) = 0, we set QH

a,b := δℓ(a,b), where ℓ(a, b)t := a + (b − a)(t/T ).
However, this definition is almost irrelevant, because the law of y(T, a) does not charge
the subset {b ∈ Re | p(T, a, b) = 0}.)

Lemma 4.6. Let H ∈ (1/4, 1/2] and (⌊1/H⌋+1)−1 < α < H. Assume that yT = y(T, a)
is non-degenerate in the sense of Malliavin and p(T, a, b) > 0. Then, QH

a,b sits on

C̃α-Hld
a,b (Re) := {z ∈ C̃α-Hld(Re) | z0 = a, zT = b}. Moreover,

E
[
g(yt1 , . . . , ytN−1

, yT )δb(yT )
]

= p(T, a, b)

∫
W
g(yt1(w), . . . , ytN−1

(w), b)µH
a,b(dw)

= p(T, a, b)

∫
C̃α
a (Re)

g(zt1 , . . . , ztN−1
, b)QH

a,b(dz). (4.9)

Proof. Since yT (w) is ∞-quasi-continuous in w, we can see from Lemma 2.4 that

QH
a,b({z | zT ̸= b}) = µH

a,b({w | yT (w) ̸= b}) = 0.

24



Then, (4.9) follows immediately from Sugita’s theorem and the definition of µH
a,b and

QH
a,b.

For a topological space Y , we denote the Borel σ-field of Y by B(Y) and the set of
real-valued, bounded, Borel measurable functions on Y by Mb(Y).

Theorem 4.7. Let H ∈ (1/4, 1/2] and (⌊1/H⌋ + 1)−1 < α < H. Assume that yT =
y(T, a) is non-degenerate in the sense of Malliavin. Then, the family

{QH
a,b(A) | A ∈ B(C̃α-Hld

a (Re)), b ∈ Re}

is (a version of) the regular conditional probability of QH
a on C̃α-Hld

a (Re) given the eval-
uation map at the time T .

Proof. In this proof, we write Y := C̃α
a (Re) for simplicity and denote the evaluation map

at the time s by Πs : Y → Re, i.e. Πs(z) = zs for z ∈ Y . Since balls in Y belong to
σ{Πs | 0 ≤ s ≤ T} and Y is Polish, we can easily see that B(Y) = σ{Πs | 0 ≤ s ≤ T}.
We write U := {b ∈ Re | p(T, a, b) > 0}, which is obviously open.

We say that G : Y → R is a C∞
b -cylinder function if there are a partition {0 = t0 <

t1 < · · · < tN = T} and g ∈ C∞
b ((Re)N) such that G(z) = g(zt1 , . . . , ztN−1

, ztN ) for all
z ∈ Y . We denote by FC∞

b the totality of C∞
b -cylinder functions. Since FC∞

b is an
algebra, it is a routine to check that that σ(FC∞

b ) (i.e. the smallest σ-field with respect
to which all G ∈ FC∞

b is measurable) coincides with B(Y).
First, we will show that Re ∋ b 7→ QH

a,b(A) is Borel measurable for every A ∈ B(Y).
For that purpose, it suffices to show that

K := {F ∈ Mb(Y) | Re ∋ b 7→
∫
F dQH

a,b ∈ R is Borel measurable}

coincides with Mb(Y). Clearly, K contains all constant functions. Moreover, K is a
monotone class in the sense that, if {Fn}n∈N ⊂ K is an non-decreasing and uniformly
bounded sequence, then the pointwise limit limn→∞ Fn ∈ K. (K is also closed under
uniform convergence.) Due to the monotone class theorem for functions, it remains to
check FC∞

b ⊂ K.
Pick any G ∈ FC∞

b . We may assume that G is of the above form. We see from (4.9)
that ∫

Y
G(z)QH

a,b(dz) = p(T, a, b)−1E
[
g(yt1 , . . . , ytN−1

, yT )δb(yT )
]

if b ∈ U . Since b 7→ δb ∈ S ′(Re) is continuous, b 7→
∫
GdQH

a,b is continuous on U . If
b /∈ U ,

∫
GdQH

a,b = G(ℓ(a, b)). Since b 7→ ℓ(a, b) ∈ Y is continuous, the restriction of the
map b 7→

∫
GdQH

a,b to U
c is also continuous. Thus, we have shown G ∈ K.

To finish the proof, we will show that

QH
a (A ∩ Π−1

T (E)) =

∫
E

QH
a,b(A) [(ΠT )∗QH

a ](db), A ∈ B(Y), E ∈ B(Re).
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Since [(ΠT )∗QH
a ](db) = p(T, a, b)db equals the law of y(T, a), the above condition reads:

E[1A(y)1E(yT )] =

∫
Re

(∫
Y
1A(z)QH

a,b(dz)

)
1E(b)p(T, a, b)db (4.10)

for every A ∈ B(Y) and E ∈ B(Re). (Since p(T, a, · ) ≡ 0 on U c, how QH
a,b is defined for

b /∈ U is actually irrelevant.)
Pick any χ ∈ S (Re) and set

K̂(χ) := {F ∈ Mb(Y) | Eq. (4.11) below holds},

where

E[F (y)χ(yT )] =
∫
Re

(∫
Y
F (z)QH

a,b(dz)

)
χ(b)p(T, a, b)db. (4.11)

Pick any G ∈ FC∞
b . We can easily see from (2.14) and (4.9) that

E[G(y)χ(yT )] =
∫
Re

E[G(y) δb(yT )]χ(b)db

=

∫
Re

(
p(T, a, b)

∫
Y
G(z)QH

a,b(dz)

)
χ(b)db.

Thus, we have seen FC∞
b ⊂ K̂(χ). By using the monotone class theorem again, we

obtain K̂(χ) = B(Y).
Next, for an arbitrary A ∈ B(Y), we set

N (A) := {ξ ∈ Mb(Re) | Eq. (4.12) below holds}.

Here,

E[1A(y) ξ(yT )] =

∫
Re

(∫
Y
1A(z)QH

a,b(dz)

)
ξ(b)p(T, a, b)db. (4.12)

We have already seen that S (Re) ⊂ N (A). By the dominated convergence theorem, the
constant function 1 on U also belongs to M(A). By using the monotone class theorem
again, we obtain Mb(Re) = N (A). Thus, we have shown (4.10). This completes the
proof of Theorem 4.7.

Remark 4.8. It should be noted that the conditional distribution QH
a,b is defined for

every fixed b with p(T, a, b) > 0, thanks to Malliavin calculus and quasi-sure analysis.
Recall that the regular conditional probability given a random variable is merely an
equivalence class with respect to the law of the random variable. Therefore, if one only
uses the general theory of regular conditional probability given a measurable map, one
could not construct QH

a,b for a fixed b because the singleton {b} is a zero set with respect
to the law of y(T, a), which equals p(T, a, b)db.

Remark 4.9. Let the notation be as above and assume that yT = y(T, a) is non-
degenerate in the sense of Malliavin. It is known that p(T, a, b) > 0 if and only if there
exists h ∈ HH satisfying the following two conditions:
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(1) Ψa(h)T = b.

(2) DΨa(h)T is a surjective linear map from HH to Re. Here, DΨa(h)T stands for
the Fréchet derivative of k ∈ HH 7→ Ψa(k)T ∈ Re at h ∈ HH .

Recall that Ψa(h) (= ψh) is the unique solution of the skeleton ODE (4.6). (See [27] for
this fact.) Note that Condition (2) is equivalent to the invertibility of the deterministic
Malliavin covariance of Ψa( · )T at h.

In the following remark, we recall a famous sufficient conditions for non-degeneracy
of the solution (yt)t∈[0,T ] = (y(t, a))t∈[0,T ] of RDE (3.6).

Remark 4.10. Let Vj (j ∈ J0, dK) be the coefficient vector fields of RDE (3.6). Here,
they are viewed as first-order differential operators on Re. Set Σ1 = {V1, . . . , Vd} and,
recursively, Σk = {[Z, Vi] | Z ∈ Σk−1, 0 ≤ i ≤ d} for k ≥ 2. If {Z(a) | Z ∈ ∪∞

k=1Σk}
linearly spans Re at the starting point a, then for all t ∈ (0, T ], y(t, a) is non-degenerate
in the sense of Malliavin. This fact was first shown in [8] (see also [13]).

4.3 Brownian Case

In this subsection, we consider the Brownian case, i.e. the case H = 1/2, and check that

Q1/2
a,b actually coincides with the classical diffusion bridge measure under mild assump-

tions. In this subsection we will write Qa := Q1/2
a and Qa,b := Q1/2

a,b for simplicity.
In this case, the solution y = (yt) of (4.1) coincides with the corresponding Stratonovich

SDE:

dyt =
d∑

j=1

Vj(yt) ◦ dwj
t + V0(yt)dt, y0 = a ∈ Re. (4.13)

Here, ◦dwj
t stands for the Stratonovich stochastic integral with respect to the usual

Brownian motion. Since we let a vary, we will often write yt = y(t, a).
Throughout this subsection we assume that

• Vj are of C∞
b (j ∈ J0, dK).

• Hörmander’s bracket-generating condition as in Remark 4.10 is satisfied at every
a ∈ Re.

Under these two conditions, SDE (4.13) and the associated density function has been
extensively studied. The solution y(t, a) is non-degenerate in the sense of Malliavin for
every a ∈ Re and t ∈ (0, T ]. The density of the law of y(t, a) by p(t, a, b) as in (4.8).
As is well-known, {y(·, a) | a ∈ Re} (or {Qa | a ∈ Re}) is a time-homogeneous diffusion
process with generator V0 + (1/2)

∑d
j=1 V

2
j and transition density function p.

When p(T, a, b) > 0, the associated diffusion bridge measure (i.e. pinned diffusion
measure) from a to b in the classical sense is denoted by Ua,b, which is a unique Borel
probability measure on C̃α-Hld

a (Re) (0 < α < 1/2) satisfying Condition (4.14) below:
For every rational partition {0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tN = T} 2 and every gi ∈ C∞

K (Re)

2The partition {0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tN = T} is called rational if ti is rational for all 1 ≤ i ≤ N − 1.
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(1 ≤ i ≤ N), it holds that∫ N∏
i=1

gi(zti)Ua,b(dz)

= p(T, a, b)−1

∫
(Re)N−1

N−1∏
i=1

gi(xi)gN(b)
N∏
i=1

p(ti − ti−1, xi−1, xi)
N−1∏
i=1

dxi. (4.14)

Here, we set x0 := a, xN := b and the integral on the left hand side is done on C̃α-Hld
a (Re).

As is well-known, Ua,b is supported on C̃α-Hld
a,b (Re).

When p(T, a, b) = 0, we set Ua,b = Qa,b for convenience. (See the paragraph just
above Lemma 4.6. However, this definition is basically irrelevant.)

Proposition 4.11. Let the situation be as above. Then, for every fixed a ∈ Re, we have
Qa,b = Ua,b for almost all b with respect to the law of y(T, a).

Proof. In view of Theorem 4.7 and uniqueness of regular conditional probability, it
suffices to check that {Ua,b(A) | A ∈ B(C̃α-Hld

a (Re)), b ∈ Re} is also (a version of) the
regular conditional probability of Qa on C̃α-Hld

a (Re) given the evaluation map ΠT at
the time T . Denote by Va,b := Qa ( · |ΠT = b) the above-mentioned regular conditional
probability. It suffices to show that, for almost all b, Va,b satisfies Condition (4.14) (with
Ua,b being replaced by Va,b.)

Take an arbitrary rational partition {0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tN = T} and fix it. The
projection z 7→ (zt1 , . . . , ztN−1

, ztN ) from Y := C̃α
a (Re) to (Re)N is denoted by Σ. A

generic element of (Re)N is denoted by x = (x1, . . . , xN−1, xN). One can easily see from
the definition of regular conditional probability that

Σ∗Va,b = (Σ∗Qa) ( · |xN = b) for almost all b.

Hence, we have only to calculate the right hand side.
As is well-known, the finite dimensional distribution Σ∗Qa on (Re)N is given by

Σ∗Qa(dx) =
N∏
i=1

p(ti − ti−1, xi−1, xi)
N∏
i=1

dxi.

Here and below, we write x0 := a. From this, one can easily see that

(Σ∗Qa) ( · |xN = b)

= p(T, a, b)−1

N−1∏
i=1

p(ti − ti−1, xi−1, xi)p(tN − tN−1, xi−1, b)
N−1∏
i=1

dxiδb(dxN)

for almost all b with p(T, a, b) > 0. (Note that {b | p(T, a, b) = 0} is a zero set with
respect to the law of y(T, a), which equals p(T, a, b)db, and is therefore irrelevant.)
Therefore, for such b, (Σ∗Qa) ( · |xN = b) satisfies (4.14) with Ua,b being replaced by
this probability measure.

Since there are countably many rational partitions, we have Ua,b = Va,b for almost
all b. This completes the proof.
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Under the same condition of the above proposition, we have the following corollary,
which is the main aim of this subsection.

Corollary 4.12. For every a, b ∈ Re with p(T, a, b) > 0, we have Qa,b = Ua,b.

Proof. We use Proposition 4.11 for every fixed a ∈ Re. We already know that the set of
b satisfying Qa,b = Ua,b is a dense subset of the open set {b | p(T, a, b) > 0}. For such b,
we have∫ N∏

i=1

gi(zti)Qa,b(dz)

= p(T, a, b)−1

∫
(Re)N−1

N−1∏
i=1

gi(xi)gN(b)
N∏
i=1

p(ti − ti−1, xi−1, xi)
N−1∏
i=1

dxi (4.15)

with x0 := a and xN := b for every rational partition and {gi}Ni=1 ⊂ C∞
K (Re). It suffices

to show that both sides of (4.15) are continuous in b on {b | p(T, a, b) > 0}.
The left hand side of (4.15) equals

p(T, a, b)−1E

[
N−1∏
i=1

gi(yti)δb(yT )

]
gN(b).

Since b 7→ δb(yT ) ∈ Dp,−2l is continuous when l ∈ N is large enough, the left hand side
is continuous in b. Since the map (a, b) 7→ p(t, a, b) is continuous for every t ∈ (0, T ]
and the supports of gi’s are compact, we can see from Lebesgue’s bounded convergence
theorem that the right hand side of (4.15) is also continuous in b.

5 Large deviations for fractional diffusion bridges

In this section we prove a small noise large deviation principle for scaled fractional
diffusion bridges under a suitable ellipticity condition on the coefficient vector fields.
We continue to assume H ∈ (1/4, 1/2], (⌊1/H⌋+ 1)−1 < α < H and that the coefficient
vector fields Vj are of C∞

b (j ∈ J0, dK). We basically work on the abstract Wiener space
(W ,HH , µH) and let β : [0, 1] → R is a C2-function. Typical examples of β are βε ≡ 1
and βε = ε1/H . We set λt := t and denote by R⟨λ⟩ be a one-dimensional linear subspace
of C1-Hld

0 (R) spanned by λ.
For a small parameter ε ∈ (0, 1], we consider the following scaled RDE:

dyεt = ε

d∑
j=1

Vj(y
ε
t )dw

j
t + βεV0(y

ε
t )dt, yε0 = a ∈ Re. (5.1)

This can be viewed as a “scaled version” of RDE (4.1). We sometime write yεt = yε(t, a).
The corresponding skeleton ODE is given as follows: For h ∈ HH ,

dψ̂h
t =

d∑
j=1

Vj(ψ̂
h
t )dht + β0V0(ψ̂

h
t )dt, ψ̂h

0 = a ∈ Re. (5.2)
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This is very similar to ODE (4.6) (the drift vector field V0 is replaced by β0V0). We will
write ψ̂h =: Ψ̂a(h).

Now we introduce the following notation. We assume α ∈ (1/4, 1/2] for a while.
First let us recall the Young pairing P : GΩα-Hld(Rd)×C1-Hld

0 (R) → GΩα-Hld(Rd+1). It is
defined to be a unique continuous map such that

P(S⌊1/α⌋(x), k) = S⌊1/α⌋((x, k)), x ∈ C1-Hld
0 (Rd), k ∈ C1-Hld

0 (R).

We denote by Φ̂a : GΩα-Hld(Rd+1) → C̃α-Hld
a (Re) the Lyons-Itô map associated with the

coefficients {Vj}0≤j≤d. (Unlike the preceding sections, Φ̂a is defined on the geometric

rough path space over Rd+1, not over Rd. Note that Φ̂a(P(X,λ)) = Φa(X).)
Assume (⌊1/H⌋ + 1)−1 < α < H again, Using these symbols, the solution of (5.1)

can be written as yε = Φ̂a(P(εW, βελ)) with W = Sα-Hld(w). Note also that Ψ̂a(h) =
Φ̂a(P(Sα-Hld(h), β0λ)) for every h ∈ HH .

We say that the coefficient vector fields {Vj}0≤j≤d of RDE (5.1) and of ODE (5.1)
satisfies the ellipticity condition at z ∈ Re if {V1(z), . . . , Vd(z)} linearly spans Re. (Note
that V0 is actually irrelevant.) We say that {Vj}0≤j≤d satisfies the ellipticity condition
on an open subset U ⊂ Re if it satisfies the ellipticity condition at every z ∈ U .

We sometimes write V(z) := [V1(z)| · · · |Vd(z)], which is an e × d-matrix valued
function on Re. (In this definition, Vj’s are viewed as Re-valued functions in an obvious
way.) It is well-known that V(z)V(z)⊤ is invertible if and only if {Vj}0≤j≤d satisfies the
ellipticity condition at z, where A⊤ stands for the transposed matrix of a matrix A.

From now on, we assume that {Vj}0≤j≤d satisfies the ellipticity condition at the
starting point a of RDE (5.1) and of ODE (5.2). Then, yεt is known to be non-degenerate
in the sense of Malliavin for every 0 < t ≤ T (see Remark 4.10). Likewise, thanks to the
ellipticity assumption, Ψ̂a( · )t is non-degenerate at every h ∈ HH for every 0 < t ≤ T .
Recall that Ψ̂a( · )t : HH → Re is called non-degenerate at h if its Fréchet derivative
DΨ̂a(h)t : HH → Re at h is a surjective linear map. This is equivalent to the invertibility
of the deterministic Malliavin covariance of Ψ̂a( · )t at h.

Let U ⊂ Re be a connected open subset on which {Vj}0≤j≤d satisfies the ellipticity
condition and assume a, b ∈ U . Then, there exists a C∞-path φ : [0, T ] → U such that
φ0 = a and φT = b. Set h0 = 0 and

h′t := V(φt)
⊤{V(φt)V(φt)

⊤}−1[φ′
t − β0V0(φt)], t ∈ [0, T ].

Then, h : [0, T ] → Rd is also C∞ and Ψ̂a(h) = φ. Indeed, V(φt)h
′
t = φ′

t − β0V0(φt).
Note that C∞-paths starting at 0 belong to HH . (See [5, Lemma 6.2] for example. This
fact still holds even when 1/2 < H < 1.) Hence, there exists h ∈ HH such that Ψ̂a(h)
connects a and b and Ψ̂a( · )T is non-degenerate at h. Likewise, setting h(ε)′0 = 0 and

h(ε)′t := ε−1V(φt)
⊤{V(φt)V(φt)

⊤}−1[φ′
t − βεV0(φt)], t ∈ [0, T ],

for every fixed ε > 0, we have

dφt = ε
d∑

j=1

Vj(φt)dh(ε)
′
t + βεV0(φt)dt, φ0 = a ∈ Re.
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This is “ε-dependent” skeleton ODE corresponds to (5.1). The solution map (at time
T ) of the above ODE is also non-degenerate at every point of HH since the coefficients
still satisfy the ellipticity condition at the starting point a.

In this case, as we have seen in Remark 4.9, δb(y
ε(t, a)) is a positive Watanabe dis-

tribution with pε(T, a, b) := E[δb(yε(t, a))] > 0. We denote by µH,ε
a,b the Borel probability

measure on W corresponding to pε(T, a, b)−1δb(y
ε(t, a)). We denote its rough path lift by

νH,ε
a,b := (εSα-Hld)∗µ

H,ε
a,b . (It is worth recalling that Zα-Hld is invariant under the dilation

by ε and εSα-Hld(w) = Sα-Hld(εw) for all w ∈ Zα-Hld. Of course, an analogous fact holds
in the Besov case, too.)

Set Ĩ : GΩα-Hld(Rd) → [0,∞] by

Ĩ(X) =

{
1
2
∥h∥2HH (if X = S⌊1/H⌋(h) for some h ∈ HH with Ψ̂a(h)T = b),

∞ (otherwise).

Note that, for every r ∈ [0,∞), we have

{X ∈ GΩα-Hld(Rd) | Ĩ(X) ≤ r} = {S⌊1/H⌋(h) | h ∈ HH with 1
2
∥h∥2HH ≤ r}

∩ {X ∈ GΩα-Hld(Rd) | Φ̂a(P(X, β0λ))T = b}.

We can easily see from and the Schilder type LDP for fractional Brownian rough path
and Lyons’ continuity theorem that the right hand side is compact. Hence, Ĩ is good.
We also introduce another good rate function I : GΩα-Hld(Rd) → [0,∞] by

I(X) = Ĩ(X)−min{Ĩ(X) | X ∈ GΩα-Hld(Rd)}
= Ĩ(X)−min{1

2
∥h∥2HH | h ∈ HH with Ψ̂a(h)T = b}.

The minimum on the right hand side is actually attained since Ĩ good. Hence, the
minimum of I is 0.

Of course, essentially the same objects can be defined in the Besov case, too. (They
are denoted by the same symbols.) Let (α,m) satisfy (4.5). Then, the lifted measure
νH,ε
a,b := (εSα,12m-Bes)∗µ

H,ε
a,b is introduced on the Besov rough path space GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd),

too. The good rate functions Ĩ and I can also be defined on GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd) in the same
way as in the Hölder case.

Now we provide our main large deviation results. The speed of these large deviations
is 1/ε2. The key is proving large deviations for the family of unnormalized measures
{pε(T, a, b)νH,ε

a,b }ε∈(0,1] on the Besov-type geometric rough path space, which is quite hard
and will be postponed to the next section.

Theorem 5.1. Let H ∈ (1/4, 1/2]. We assume that C∞
b -vector fields Vj (j ∈ J0, dK) on

Re satisfy the following condition: There exists a connected open subset U of Re such
that a, b ∈ U and {Vj}0≤j≤d satisfies the ellipticity condition on U . Then, the following
three statements hold:
(1) The following Varadhan type asymptotics holds:

lim
ε↘0

ε2 log pε(T, a, b) = −min{1
2
∥h∥2HH | h ∈ HH with Ψ̂a(h)T = b}.
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(2) For every α with (⌊1/H⌋ + 1)−1 < α < H, {νH,ε
a,b }ε∈(0,1] satisfies a large deviation

principle on GΩα-Hld(Rd) as ε ↘ 0 with good rate function I. Moreover, {νH,ε
a,b }ε∈(0,1] is

exponentially tight as ε↘ 0.
(3) For every (α,m) satisfying (4.5) and (4.7), {νH,ε

a,b }ε∈(0,1] satisfies a large deviation

principle on GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd) as ε↘ 0 with good rate function I. Moreover, {νH,ε
a,b }ε∈(0,1]

is exponentially tight as ε↘ 0.

Proof. By the Besov-Hödler embedding (2.5), Assertion (2) immediately follows from
Assertion (3). So, we only explain (1) and (3).

The large deviation principle for the unnormalized measures {ν̃H,ε
a,b }ε∈(0,1] will be

shown in (6.1) and (6.10) below, where ν̃H,ε
a,b := pε(T, a, b)νH,ε

a,b . The exponential tightness

will be shown in (6.8). Moreover, since the whole set GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd) is both open and
closed, (6.1) and (6.10) also imply that

lim
ε↘0

ε2 log pε(T, a, b) = lim
ε↘0

ε2 log ν̃εa,b(GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd))

= −min{1
2
∥h∥2HH | h ∈ HH with Ψ̂a(h)T = b}.

Thus, we have shown Assertion (1) and (3).

We denote by QH,ε
a,b the law of yε conditioned that yεT = b, that is, the law of yε =

Φ̂a(P(εW, βελ)) under µ
H,ε
a,b . Since yε = Φ̂a(P(εW, βελ)) and the law of εW under µH,ε

a,b

equals νH,ε
a,b , we have QH,ε

a,b = [Φ̂a ◦ P ]∗(ν
H,ε
a,b ⊗ δβελ).

With Theorem 5.1 at hand, we can easily obtain a large deviation principle for the
laws {QH,ε

a,b }ε(0,1] of (scaled) fractional diffusion bridges as ε↘ 0. This is one of our main
results in this paper.

Corollary 5.2. Let H ∈ (1/4, 1/2]. We assume that C∞
b -vector fields Vj (j ∈ J0, dK) on

Re satisfy the following condition: There exists a connected open subset U of Re such
that a, b ∈ U and {Vj}0≤j≤d satisfies the ellipticity condition on U .

Then, for every α with (⌊1/H⌋ + 1)−1 < α < H, {QH,ε
a,b }ε∈(0,1] satisfies a large

deviation principle on C̃α-Hld
a,b (Re) as ε↘ 0 with good rate function J , where we set

J(ξ) := inf{1
2
∥h∥2HH | h ∈ HH with ξ = Ψ̂a(h)},

−min{1
2
∥h∥2HH | h ∈ HH with Ψ̂a(h)T = b}, ξ ∈ C̃α-Hld

a,b (Re).

As usual, inf ∅ = ∞ by convention.

Proof. It is almost obvious that, as ε↘ 0, {δβελ}ε∈(0,1] is exponentially tight and satisfies
a large deviation principle on R⟨λ⟩ as ε↘ 0 with good rate function L, where L(sλ) := 0
if s = β0 and L(sλ) := ∞ if s ̸= β0.

By this fact and Theorem 5.1 (2), {νH,ε
a,b ⊗ δβελ}ε∈(0,1] satisfies a large deviation

principle on GΩα-Hld(Rd) × R⟨λ⟩ as ε ↘ 0 with good rate function K defined by
K(X, sλ) := Î(X) + L(sλ).
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Since QH,ε
a,b is the law of νH,ε

a,b ⊗δβελ under the continuous map (i.e. the composition of

the Young pairing and Φ̂a), {QH,ε
a,b }ε∈(0,1] satisfies a large deviation principle on C̃α-Hld

a,b (Re)
as ε ↘ 0 with good rate function. (This is due to the contraction principle. See
[9, Theorem 4.2.1] for example.) The explicit form of the rate function follows of the
contraction principle and the fact that Ψ̂a(h) = Φ̂a(P(S⌊1/H⌋(h), β0λ)) for h ∈ HH .

Remark 5.3. We assumed for simplicity that β : [0, 1] → R is of C2, but this C2-
condition can be relaxed to the Lipγ-function for some γ ∈ (1, 2]. (This condition means
that β is of C1 and β′ is (γ − 1)-Hölder continuous.) By this relaxation, the following
two minor modifications must be made in the proof of lower estimate:

• “O(ε2)” in Eq. (6.6) should be relpaced by “O(εγ).”

• “O(ε)” in Eq. (6.7) should be relpaced by “O(εγ−1).”

On the other hand, the proofs of exponential tightness and of upper estimate need not
be modified.

Remark 5.4. There are several preceding works on large deviations of Freidlin-Wentzell
type for bridge measures. First, the case of Brownian bridges on compact Riemannian
manifolds was proved in [14]. The case of elliptic and hypoelliptic diffusion bridges on
Euclidean spaces was proved in [20, 23], respectively. The case of hypoelliptic diffusion
bridges on manifolds was studied in [3, 24]. In a recent preprint [15], the case of (a certain
class of) jump processes was shown. The method of combining quasi-sure analysis and
rough path theory was developed in the author’s previous works [20, 23, 24].

6 Proof of Theorem 5.1 (1) & (3)

In this section we prove Theorem 5.1 (1) and (3). We set µ̃H,ε
a,b = pε(T, a, b)µH,ε

a,b , which
corresponds to the positive Watanabe distribution δb(y

ε(t, a)) via Sugita’s theorem. Sim-
ilarly, we set ν̃H,ε

a,b = pε(T, a, b)νH,ε
a,b . We mainly calculate these unnormalized finite mea-

sures.
Throughout this section, we will work under the assumption of Theorem 5.1 (3). We

will often write W := Sα,12m-Bes(w) for simplicity. Recall that yε = Φ̂a(P(εW, βελ)).
Precisely, we understand the right hand side in the following way (we write γ := α −
(12m)−1 for simplicity):

• Though εW isGΩα,12m-Bes(Rd)-valued, it can also be viewed asGΩγ-Hld(Rd)-valued,
due to the embedding in (2.5). (This embedding will not be written explicitly.)

• P(εW, βελ) ∈ GΩγ-Hld(Rd+1) stands for the Young pairing of εW ∈ GΩγ-Hld(Rd)
and βελ ∈ R⟨λ⟩.

• Φ̂a is viewed as a continuous map from GΩγ-Hld(Rd+1) to C̃γ
a (Re).

• Therefore, yε is a C̃γ
a (Re)-valued random variable and a continuous image of the

(direct product) pair of εW ∈ GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd) and βελ ∈ R⟨λ⟩.
33



6.1 Large deviation lower bound

In this subsection we will show that

lim
ε↘0

ε2 log ν̃H,ε
a,b (O) ≥ − inf

X∈O
Ĩ(X) (6.1)

holds for every open subset O of GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd).
Denote by ι∗ : W∗ ↪→ (HH)∗ ∼= HH be the adjoint of the inclusion ι : HH ↪→ W . By

the Riesz identification (HH)∗ ∼= HH , we view ι∗(W∗) as a dense subspace of HH . More
concretely, ι∗(W∗) = {h ∈ HH | ⟨h, · ⟩H extends to an element of W∗}.

Take any h ∈ HH with Ψ̂a(h)T = b. Since DΨ̂a(h)T is non-degenerate, i.e. a
surjective linear map from HH to Re, there exists a sequence {hn}n∈N ⊂ ι∗(W∗) such
that limn→∞ ∥h − hn∥H = 0 and Ψ̂a(hn)T = b for all n ∈ N. (See [20, Lemma 7.3]
for this fact.) By (a special case of) Lemma 4.4, limn→∞ S⌊1/H⌋(hn) = S⌊1/H⌋(h) in the
(α, 12m)-Besov topology. Hence, we have

inf
X∈O

I(X) = {1
2
∥h∥2HH | h ∈ HH with Ψ̂a(h)T = b and S⌊1/H⌋(h) ∈ O}

= {1
2
∥k∥2HH | k ∈ ι∗(W∗) with Ψ̂a(k)T = b and S⌊1/H⌋(k) ∈ O}.

For simplicity, we write K := S⌊1/H⌋(k) and set

Br(X) :=
⋂

1≤i≤⌊1/H⌋

{
X̂ ∈ GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd)

∣∣∣∥X̂ i −X i∥12m/i
iα,12m/i-Bes < r

}
for r ∈ (0,∞) and X ∈ GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd). Note that {Br(X)}r∈(0,∞) forms a fundamental
system of neighborhood around X. Similarly, thanks to Lemma 4.4, {TkBr(0)}r∈(0,∞)

forms a fundamental system of neighborhood around K. (Here, 0 stands for the zero
rough path and Tk for the Young translation by k.)

Therefore, in order to obtain (6.1), it suffices to show that

lim
r↘0

lim
ε↘0

ε2 log ν̃H,ε
a,b (TkBr(0)) ≥ −1

2
∥k∥2HH (6.2)

for every k ∈ ι∗(W∗) with Ψ̂a(k)T = b. We will prove this lower estimate in the rest of
this subsection.

Take α′ ∈ (α,H) sufficiently close to H. Since the α′-Hölder topology is stronger
than the (α, 12m)-Besov norm, we have Zα′-Hld ⊂ Zα,12m-Bes. By Corollary 3.4 and
Cameron-Martin theorem, (Zα′-Hld)

c and (Zα′-Hld − k)c = (Zα′-Hld)
c − k are both slim

for every k ∈ HH . Hence, Sα,12m-Bes = Sα′-Hld,
3 quasi-surely. Moreover, if k ∈ HH ,

Sα′-Hld( · + k) = TkSα′-Hld, quasi-surely. (Consequently, Sα,12m-Bes( · + k) = TkSα,12m-Bes,

3Precisely speaking, the right hand side should be the composition of Sα′-Hld and the inclusion map
GΩα′-Hld(Rd) ↪→ GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd).
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quasi-surely. Actually, this will be used below.) Indeed, if w ∈ (Zα′-Hld) ∩ (Zα′-Hld − k),
then

Sα′-Hld(w + k)s,t = lim
l→∞

S⌊1/H⌋((w + k)(l))s,t

= lim
l→∞

Tk(l)S⌊1/H⌋(w(l))s,t

= TkSα′-Hld(w)s,t, (s, t) ∈ △T .

The first equality is due to w ∈ Zα′-Hld − k. The last equality is due to the Young
translation in the variation topologies because (i) w ∈ Zα′-Hld, (ii) liml→∞ ∥k(l)−k∥q-var =
0 for every q > (H + 1/2)−1, (iii) (we may assme that) α′ + 1/q > 1.

Let χ : R → [0, 1] be an even smooth function with compact support such that
χ(x) = 1 if |x| ≤ 1/2 and χ(x) = 0 if |x| ≥ 1. We write χr(x) = χ(x/r) for r ∈ (0,∞).
Clearly,

1Br(0)(X) ≥
∏

1≤i≤⌊1/H⌋

χr(∥X i∥12m/i
iα,12m/i-Bes), X ∈ GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd).

For simplicity, we write yε(t, a) = yεt . We also write W := Sα,12m-Bes(w), which is
∞-quasi-continuous in w as we have seen in Theorem 3.3.

By Sugita’s theorem and the Cameron-Martin theorem for the translation by k/ε,
we have

ν̃H,ε
a,b (TkBr(0))

= µ̃H,ε
a,b ({w ∈ W | εW ∈ TkBr(0)})

=

∫
W
1Br(0)(T−k(εW )) µ̃H,ε

a,b (dw)

≥
∫
W

∏
i

χr(∥T−k(εW )i∥12m/i
iα,12m/i-Bes) µ̃

H,ε
a,b (dw)

= E

[∏
i

χr(∥T−k(εW )i∥12m/i
iα,12m/i-Bes) δb(y

ε
T )

]

= E

[
exp

(
−⟨k, · ⟩

ε
−

∥k∥2HH

2ε2

)∏
i

χr(∥(εW )i∥12m/i
iα,12m/i-Bes) δb(ỹ

ε
T )

]

= E

[
exp

(
−⟨k, · ⟩

ε
−

∥k∥2HH

2ε2

)∏
i

χr(∥(εW )i∥12m/i
iα,12m/i-Bes)

1

εe
δ0

(
ỹεT − b

ε

)]
. (6.3)

Here, we set ỹεT := yεT ( · + k/ε). Note that if ∥εW 1∥12mα,12m-Bes ≤ r, then

|⟨k, w⟩/ε| ≤ ∥⟨k, · ⟩∥W∗∥w∥W/ε ≤ c∥⟨k, · ⟩∥W∗∥W 1∥α,12m-Bes/ε ≤ cr1/(12m)/ε2

for some constant c > 0 which depends only on (α, 12m) and k. Applying Sugita’s
theorem to the right hand side of (6.3), we can easily see that

ν̃H,ε
a,b (TkBr(0))
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≥ exp

(
−cr

1/(12m)

ε2
−

∥k∥2HH

2ε2

)
1

εe
E

[∏
i

χr(∥(εW )i∥12m/i
iα,12m/i-Bes) δ0

(
ỹεT − b

ε

)]
.

Therefore, in order to obtain (6.2), it suffices to show that

lim
ε↘0

E

[∏
i

χr(∥(εW )i∥12m/i
iα,12m/i-Bes) δ0

(
ỹεT − b

ε

)]
∈ (0,∞) (6.4)

for every fixed r > 0.
First, we can easily see that as ε↘ 0∏
i

χr(∥(εW )i∥12m/i
iα,12m/i-Bes) =

∏
i

χr(ε
12m∥W i∥12m/i

iα,12m/i-Bes) = 1 +O(ε) in D∞. (6.5)

Next, it is known that (ỹεT−b)/ε = {yεT ( ·+k/ε)−Ψ̂a(k)T}/ε is uniformly non-degenerate
in the sense of Malliavin. (See [26, Proposition 5.4]. Since we work in the elliptic setting,
a direct proof is not difficult in this case, however.) It is also known that there exists
ζT ( · ; k) ∈ C ′

1(Re) such that

yεT ( · + k/ε)− Ψ̂a(k)T = εζT ( · ; k) +O(ε2) in D∞(Re) (6.6)

as ε ↘ 0. (This is a consequence of the Taylor expansion of Lyons-Itô map. ζT ( · ; k)
is the term of order 1 in the expansion. This kind of expansion was already used in
[26], too.) Moreover, w 7→ ζT (w; k) is a Gaussian random variable whose covariance
matrix coincides with the deterministic Malliavin covariance matrix of h 7→ Ψ̂a(h)T at
k, which is non-degenerate due to the ellipticity assumption. (The mean may not vanish.)
Therefore the density function of the law of ζT ( · ; k) is strictly positive everywhere, in
particular, E[δ0(ζT ( · ; k))] > 0.

Finally, we apply (a very special case of) the asymptotic theory for Watanabe dis-
tributions (see [17, Section V-9]). By (6.6) and the uniform non-degeneracy, we have

δ0

(
ỹεT − b

ε

)
= δ0(ζT ( · ; k)) +O(ε) in D−∞ (6.7)

as ε ↘ 0. Combining this with (6.5), we see that the left hand side of (6.4) equals
E[δ0(ζT ( · ; k))] ∈ (0,∞). Thus, we have verified (6.4) and therefore finished the proof of
(6.1).

6.2 Exponential tightness

In this subsection we show that, under the condition of Theorem 5.1 (3), {ν̃H,ε
a,b }ε∈(0,1]

is exponentially tight on GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd), that is, for every R ∈ [1,∞) there exists a
precompact subset KR of GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd) satisfying that

lim
ε↘0

ε2 log ν̃H,ε
a,b (K

c
R) ≤ −R. (6.8)

The key to prove this fact is that the capacities of the complement of large “homogeneous
balls” admit Gaussian decay.
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Lemma 6.1. For every q ∈ (1,∞) and k ∈ N, there exist positive constants c and c′

satisfying that

Capq,k

({
w ∈ W

∣∣∣ ∥W i∥1/iiα,12m/i-Bes ≥ R
})

≤ c′e−cR2

, 1 ≤ i ≤ ⌊1/H⌋, 1 ≤ R <∞.

Here, c and c′ may depend on q, k, α,m, but not on R.

Proof. From a Fernique type theorem for fractional Brownian rough path with respect
to the Hölder rough path topology (see [11, Theorem 15.33]), we can easily see that
there exist constants c1, c

′
1 > 0 independent of R such that

µH
({
w ∈ W

∣∣∣ ∥W i∥1/iiα,12m/i-Bes ≥ R
})

≤ c′1e
−c1R2

, 1 ≤ i ≤ ⌊1/H⌋, 1 ≤ R <∞.

Take a non-negative, non-decreasing, smooth function χ such that χ ≡ 0 on (−∞, 0]

and χ ≡ 1 on [1,∞). All derivatives of χ are bounded. Set G(w) = ∥W i∥12m/i
iα,12m/i-Bes.

Then, G ∈ D∞ and χ(G−R12m+1) is∞-quasi-continuous. Moreover, χ(G−R12m+1) ≥
1 holds on the subset {∥W i∥1/iiα,12m/i-Bes ≥ R}. By [29, P. 106, Theorem 4.4], we have

Capq,k

(
{∥W i∥1/iiα,12m/i-Bes ≥ R}

)
≤ ∥χ(G−R12m + 1)∥Dq,k

.

Therefore, it suffices to estimate the Sobolev norm on the right hand side.
First we calculate the Lq-norm. Since there exists a constant r0 ≥ 2 such that R ≥ r0

implies (R12m − 1)1/12m ≥ R/2, we have

∥χ(G−R12m + 1)∥Lq ≤ µH
(
{∥W i∥1/iiα,12m/i-Bes ≥ (R12m − 1)1/12m}

)1/q
≤ µH

(
{∥W i∥1/iiα,12m/i-Bes ≥ R/2}

)1/q
≤ (c′1)

1/qe−(c1/4q)R2

for all R ≥ r0. By adjusting positive constants, we can easily show that, for some
constants c2, c

′
2 > 0, ∥χ(G−R12m + 1)∥Lq ≤ c′2e

−c2R2
holds for all R ≥ 1.

Since D[χ(G−R12m + 1)] = χ′(G−R12m + 1)DG, we have

∥D[χ(G−R12m + 1)]∥Lq

≤ ∥χ′∥∞
∥∥I{G−R12m+1≥0}∥DG∥HH

∥∥
Lq

≤ ∥χ′∥∞∥DG∥L2qµH
(
{∥W i∥1/iiα,12m/i-Bes ≥ (R12m − 1)1/12m}

)1/2q
≤ ∥χ′∥∞∥DG∥L2q · (c′1)1/2qe−(c1/8q)R2

for all R ≥ r0. Hence, there are constants c3, c
′
3 > 0 such that ∥D[χ(G−R12m+1)]∥Lq ≤

c′3e
−c3R2

holds for all R ≥ 1. From this and Meyer’s equivalence of the Sobolev norms,
there exists c4, c

′
4 > 0 such that

∥χ(G−R4m + 1)∥Dq,1 ≤ c′4e
−c4R2
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for all R ≥ 1.
Repeating essentially the same argument, we can estimate Dl[χ(G − R4m + 1)] for

any l (1 ≤ l ≤ k) to obtain the Gaussian decay of ∥χ(G−R4m+1)∥Dq,k
. This completes

the proof of the lemma.

Lemma 6.2. There exists a constant ℓ ∈ N independent of q and ε such that

∥δb(yε(T, a))∥Dq,−2e = O(ε−ℓ) as ε↘ 0.

for every q ∈ (1,∞).

Proof. In this proof, ℓj ∈ N are certain constants independent of (q, ε) and cj > 0 are
certain constants independent of ε (j = 1, 2, . . .). For simplicity, we denote by σε the
Malliavin covariance matrix of yε(T, a) := yεT . We also write γε := (σε)

−1.
It is well-known that every ∥yεT∥Dq,k

is bounded in ε for every (q, k) ∈ (1,∞)×N. As
was explained in Subsection 6.1, {yεT/ε}ε∈(0,1] is uniformly non-degenerate in the sense
of Malliavin calculus, which implies that ∥(detσε)−1∥Lq = O(ε−2e) as ε ↘ 0 for every
q ∈ (1,∞). Hence, for some ℓ1, we have ∥γε∥Lq = O(ε−ℓ1) as ε↘ 0 for every q ∈ (1,∞).

Set A(z) :=
∏e

j=1{(zj − bj) ∨ 0} for z = (z1, . . . , ze). Then, we have ∂21 · · · ∂2eA = δb
in the distributional sense. Now we apply the multiple version of the by parts formula
(2.12) in Remark 2.1 with F = yεT , T = A and i = (1, 1, 2, 2, . . . , e, e). (see Remark 2.1
for the notation) to obtain

E
[
δb(y

ε
T )G

]
= E

[
A(yεT ) Φ(1,1,...,e,e)( · ;G)

]
, G ∈ D∞.

It is easy to see that ∥A(yεT )∥Lr is bounded in ε for every r ∈ (1,∞). For a given q,
denote its conjugate exponent by p, i.e. 1/q+1/p = 1. Then, there exists ℓ2 and c1 such
that

∥Φ(1,1,...,e,e)( · ;G)∥L(p+1)/2 ≤ c1∥G∥Dp,2eε
−ℓ2 , G ∈ D∞, ε ∈ (0, 1].

Combining these all, we have∣∣E[δb(yεT )G]∣∣ ≤ c2∥G∥Dp,2eε
−ℓ2 , G ∈ D∞, ε ∈ (0, 1].

Since D∞ is dense in Dp,2e, this estimate proves the lemma.

Now we show the exponential tightness (6.8). For R ≥ 1, set

KR :=
{
X ∈ GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd)

∣∣∣∥X i∥1/iiα,12m/i-Bes < R for all i = 1, . . . , ⌊1/H⌋
}
.

Clearly, this is a bounded subset. By (2.10), Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2, we have

ν̃H,ε
a,b (K

c
R) = µ̃H,ε

a,b ({w ∈ W | εW ∈ Kc
R})

≤ ∥δb(yε(T, a))∥D2,−2eCap2,2e({w ∈ W | εW ∈ Kc
R})

≤ c′ε−ℓe−cR2/ε2 , ε ∈ (0, 1], R ≥ 1.
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Here, c, c′, ℓ are positive constants independent of R and ε. Thus, we have

lim
ε↘0

ε2 log ν̃εa,b(K
c
R) ≤ −cR2. (6.9)

Since cR2 can be arbitrarily large, we have shown (6.8) except the relative compactness
of KR.

For the relative compactness, we take α′ ∈ (α,H). When α′ is sufficiently close
to α, (α′, 12m) still satisfies the assumption of Theorem 5.1 (3) and the embedding
GΩα′,12m-Bes(Rd) ↪→ GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd) is compact (i.e. every bounded subset of the left set
is a relatively compact subset of the right set). Therefore, using (6.9) for the (α′, 12m)-
Besov topology finishes the proof of the exponential tightness (6.8).

6.3 Large deviation upper bound

In this subsection we will show that

lim
ε↘0

ε2 log ν̃H,ε
a,b (F ) ≤ − inf

X∈F
Ĩ(X) (6.10)

holds for every closed subset F of GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd).
In view of the exponential tightness (6.8), the upper estimate (6.10) immediately

follows from the following inequality:

lim
r↘0

lim
ε↘0

ε2 log ν̃H,ε
a,b (Br(X)) ≤ −Ĩ(X) (6.11)

for every X ∈ GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd). We will show (6.11) in Lemmas 6.3 and 6.4 below.
Now let us prove (6.11).

Lemma 6.3. If Φ̂a(P(X, β0λ))T ̸= b, then (6.11) holds.

Proof. First, note that since w 7→ Φ̂a(P(εW, βελ))T is ∞-quasi continuous, µ̃H,ε
a,b is con-

centrated on the subset {w ∈ W | Φ̂a(P(εW, βελ))T = b} (see Lemma 4.6 and its proof).
By the continuity, there exists δ, r > 0 and ε0 ∈ (0, 1) such that if X̂ ∈ Br(X) and
ε ∈ (0, ε0), then |Φ̂a(P(X̂, βελ))T − b| ≥ δ. Therefore, we have

ν̃H,ε
a,b (Br(X)) = µ̃H,ε

a,b (εW ∈ Br(X)) = 0

for sufficiently small ε > 0. This implies (6.11) since Ĩ(X) = ∞.

Before proving the other case Φ̂a(P(X, β0λ)) = b, let us recall a Schilder type large
deviation principle for fractional Brownian rough path with respect to the α′-Hölder
topology for every α′ < H. (See [11, Theorem 15.55], in which the expression of the rate
function seems to contain a minor typo.) By the embedding in (2.5), the same large
deviation principle still holds on GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd). Due to the general fact in the large
deviation theory (see [9, Theorem 4.1.18] for instance), we have

lim
r↘0

lim
ε↘0

ε2 log µH({εW ∈ Br(X)}) ≤ −ISch(X) (6.12)
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for every X ∈ GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd), where we set

ISch(X) :=

{
1
2
∥h∥2HH (if X = S⌊1/H⌋(h) for some h ∈ HH),

∞ (otherwise).

Lemma 6.4. It holds that

lim
r↘0

lim
ε↘0

ε2 log ν̃H,ε
a,b (Br(X)) ≤ −ISch(X)

for every X ∈ GΩα,12m-Bes(Rd).

Proof. Take a non-negative, smooth, even function φ such that φ ≡ 1 on [0, 1] and φ ≡ 0
on [2,∞). Clearly, φ is compactly supported. If we set

F ε
r (w) =

∏
1≤i≤⌊1/H⌋

φ
(
∥(εW )i −X i∥12m/i

iα,12m/i-Bes/r
)
,

then F ε
r ∈ D∞, F ε

r ≥ 0 and F ε
r ≡ 1 on Br(X). Moreover, F ε

r is ∞-quasi-continuous in
w. For every k ∈ N and 1 < p < p̃ <∞, there exist positive constants c1, c2 which may
depend on k, p, p̃, r but not on ε such that

∥F ε
r ∥Dp,k

≤ c1

k∑
j=0

∥DjF ε
r ∥Lp ≤ c2µ

H ({εW ∈ B2r(X)})1/p̃ .

Using this, Sugita’s theorem and Lemma 6.2, we have

ν̃H,ε
a,b (Br(X)) = µ̃H,ε

a,b ({εW ∈ Br(X)})

≤
∫
W
F ε
r (w) µ̃

H,ε
a,b (dw)

= E[δb(yεT )F ε
r ]

≤ ∥δb(yε(T, a))∥Dq,−2e∥F ε
r ∥Dp,2e

≤ c3ε
−ℓµH ({εW ∈ B2r(X)})1/p̃ ,

where p−1 + q−1 = 1 and ℓ, c3 are certain positive constants independent of ε. This
inequality and (6.12) immediately imply that

lim
r↘0

lim
ε↘0

ε2 log ν̃H,ε
a,b (Br(X)) ≤ −1

p̃
ISch(X).

Setting p̃ = 2p− 1 and then letting p↘ 1, we obtain the desired estimate.
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7 The Young case: H > 1/2

In this section we assumeH ∈ (1/2, 1). Denote by µH the law of d-dimensional FBMwith
Hurst parameter H, which is a Gaussian measure on W = C̃α-Hld

0 (Rd) with α ∈ (1/2, H).
The coordinate process w = (wt)t∈[0,T ] on W is a canonical realization of FBM under µH .
The Cameron-Martin space of µH is denoted by HH . As is well-known, (W ,HH , µH) is
an abstract Wiener space. Throughout this section Vj (j ∈ J0, dK) are assumed to be
C∞

b -vector fields on Re.
We consider the Young differential equation (YDE) driven by FBM w = (wt)t∈[0,T ]:

dyt =
d∑

j=1

Vj(yt)dw
j
t + V0(yt)dt, y0 = a ∈ Re. (7.1)

Under our condition on the coefficients, this YDE is deterministic and has a unique
solution for every fixed w. We write y = Φa(w) and view Φ as a map from W to
C̃α-Hld
a (Re). It is known that Φ is Fréchet-C∞ (see [19] for example). We denote by QH

a

the law of this process y, that is, QH
a := (Φa)∗µ

H . Since Φa takes values in the “little
α-Hödler space” C̃α

a (Re), this Borel probability measure sits on C̃α-Hld
a (Re).

Under the C∞
b -condition on the coefficients, yt ∈ D∞(Re) for every t ∈ [0, T ].

(See [19]. See also [4] for the driftless case. These proofs are different.) Suppose
that yT = y(T, a) is non-degenerate in the sense of Malliavin and that p(T, a, b) :=
E[δb(y(T, a))] > 0. In this case, a unique Borel probability measure on W corresponding
to p(T, a, b)−1δb(y(t, a)) is denoted by µH

a,b. We then set QH
a,b := (Φa)∗ ◦ µH

a,b. (When
p(T, a, b) = 0, we set QH

a,b := δℓ(a,b), where ℓ(a, b)t := a+ (b− a)(t/T ). )
As in the rough path case (i.e. 1/4 < H ≤ 1/2), QH

a,b can be regarded as (the law
of) a bridge process.

Theorem 7.1. Let 1/2 < α < H < 1. Assume that yT = y(T, a) is non-degenerate in
the sense of Malliavin. Then, the family

{QH
a,b(A) | A ∈ B(C̃α-Hld

a (Re)), b ∈ Re}

is (a version of) the regular conditional probability of QH
a on C̃α-Hld

a (Re) given the eval-
uation map at the time T .

Proof. The proof of this theorem is much easier than that of Theorem 4.7 since the
rough path lift map is not involved in the Young case. So, we omit it.

Remark 7.2. Assume that yT = y(T, a) is non-degenerate in the sense of Malliavin. As
in the case H ∈ (1/4, 1/2], p(T, a, b) > 0 if and only if there exists h ∈ HH satisfying
the following two conditions:

(1) Φa(h)T = b

(2) DΦa(h)T is a surjective linear map from HH to Re. Here, DΦa(h)T stands for the
Fréchet derivative of k ∈ HH 7→ DΦa(k)T ∈ Re at h ∈ HH .
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This equivalence can be checked as follows. The map w 7→ Φa(w) is known to be Fréchet-
C3 whose derivatives of order k (0 ≤ k ≤ 3) are of at most polynomial growth, which
implies that this map is twice K-regularly differentiable in the sense of Aida-Kusuoka-
Stroock [2]. Then, the above equivalence is a special case of [2, Theorem 2.8].

In the following remark, we recall some results on the non-degeneracy of the solution
(yt)t∈[0,T ] of RDE (3.6). In almost all problems concerning stochastic equations driven
by FBM, the case H > 1/2 is much easier than the case H ≤ 1/2. On the Malliavin
non-degeneracy, however, the case H > 1/2 might be less known than the case 1/4 <
H ≤ 1/2.

Remark 7.3. Let {Vj}0≤j≤d be the coefficient vector fields of YDE (7.1). Here, they
are viewed as first-order differential operators on Re. We provide two known examples
of sufficient condition for yt = y(t, a) to be non-degenerate in the sense of Malliavin for
all t ∈ (0, T ].

1. {Vj}0≤j≤d satisfies the ellipticity condition at the starting point a ∈ Re (see [19]).

2. V0 ≡ 0 and {Vj}1≤j≤d satisfies Hörmander’s bracket-generating condition at the
starting point a ∈ Re (see [4]).

As far as the author knows, there is no published paper which proves the Malliavin non-
degeneracy under the same bracket-generating condition on {Vj}0≤j≤d as in Remark
4.10. However, this issue seems to have been solved by a recent unpublished work [33].

Now we turn to the large deviation principle. For a small parameter ε ∈ (0, 1], we
consider the following scaled YDE:

dyεt = ε
d∑

j=1

Vj(y
ε
t )dw

j
t + βεV0(y

ε
t )dt, yε0 = a ∈ Re. (7.2)

We sometime write yεt = yε(t, a). Here, β : [0, 1] → R is a Lipγ-function for some γ > 1.
(See Remark 5.3.) Typical examples of β are βε = 1 and βε = ε1/H .

We denote by Φ̂a : C̃α-Hld
0 (Rd+1) → C̃α-Hld

a (Re) the Young-Itô map (i.e. the solution
map of YDE) associated with the coefficients {Vj}0≤j≤d, where 1/2 < α < H. Then,

yε = Φ̂a((εw, βελ)). The associated skeleton map is defined by Ψ̂a(h) := Φ̂a((h, β0λ))
for h ∈ HH .

We assume that the coeffiecient vector fields Vj (j ∈ J0, dK) are of C∞
b satisfy-

ing the following condition: There exists a connected open subset U of Re such that
a, b ∈ U and {Vj}0≤j≤d satisfies the ellipticity condition on U . Then, as we have
seen in Remark 7.2, δb(y

ε(t, a)) is a positive Watanabe distribution with pε(T, a, b) :=
E[δb(yε(t, a))] > 0. We denote by µH,ε

a,b the Borel probability measure onW corresponding
to pε(T, a, b)−1δb(y

ε(t, a)).
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Now we provide our main large deviation results in the Young case. The speed of
these large deviations is 1/ε2. In this setting, the rate functions are defined by

Ĩ(w) =

{
1
2
∥w∥2HH (if w ∈ HH with Ψ̂a(w)T = b),

∞ (otherwise).

and
I(w) = Ĩ(w)−min{1

2
∥h∥2HH | h ∈ HH with Ψ̂a(h)T = b}.

Theorem 7.4. Let H ∈ (1/2, 1). We assume that C∞
b -vector fields Vj (j ∈ J0, dK) on

Re satisfy the following condition: There exists a connected open subset U of Re such
that a, b ∈ U and {Vj}0≤j≤d satisfies the ellipticity condition on U . Then, the following
two statements hold:
(1) The following Varadhan-type asymptotics holds:

lim
ε↘0

ε2 log pε(T, a, b) = −min{1
2
∥h∥2HH | h ∈ HH with Ψ̂a(h)T = b}.

(2) For every α ∈ (1/2, H), {µH,ε
a,b }ε∈(0,1] satisfies a large deviation principle on C̃α-Hld

0 (Rd)

as ε ↘ 0 with good rate function I. Moreover, {µH,ε
a,b }ε∈(0,1] is exponentially tight as

ε↘ 0.
(3) For every (α,m) ∈ (1/2, H) × N with α − (2m)−1 > 1/2, {µH,ε

a,b }ε∈(0,1] satisfies a

large deviation principle on Cα,2m-Bes
0 (Rd) as ε↘ 0 with good rate function I. Moreover,

{µH,ε
a,b }ε∈(0,1] is exponentially tight as ε↘ 0.

Proof. Due to the continuous embedding Cα,2m-Bes
0 (Rd) ↪→ C̃γ-Hld

0 (Rd) with γ := α −
(2m)−1, Assertion (2) immediately follows from Assertion (3).

The proofs of Assertion (1) and (3) are essentially the same as (actually much easier
than) those of Theorem 5.1 (1) and (3). So we omit details. (See also Remark 5.3)

We denote by QH,ε
a,b the law of yε conditioned that yεT = b, that is, the law of yε =

Φ̂a((εw, βελ)) under µ
H,ε
a,b . Then, we have QH,ε

a,b = [Φ̂a]∗(µ
H,ε
a,b ⊗ δβελ).

Corollary 7.5. Let H ∈ (1/2, 1). We assume that C∞
b -vector fields Vj (j ∈ J0, dK) on

Re satisfy the following condition: There exists a connected open subset U of Re such
that a, b ∈ U and {Vj}0≤j≤d satisfies the ellipticity condition on U .

Then, for every α ∈ (1/2, H), {QH,ε
a,b }ε∈(0,1] satisfies a large deviation principle on

C̃α-Hld
a,b (Re) as ε↘ 0 with good rate function J , which is defined by

J(ξ) := inf{1
2
∥h∥2HH | h ∈ HH with ξ = Ψ̂a(h)},

−min{1
2
∥h∥2HH | h ∈ HH with Ψ̂a(h)T = b}, ξ ∈ C̃α-Hld

a,b (Re).

As usual, inf ∅ = ∞ by convention.

Proof. Since the Young-Itô map Φ̂a is continuous, we can show this corollary from The-
orem 7.4 (2) in the same way as in Corollary 5.2. So, we omit details.
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tandem. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2017.

45



[31] Nualart, D.; The Malliavin calculus and related topics. Second edition. Springer-
Verlag, Berlin, 2006.

[32] Ouyang, C.; Roberson-Vickery, W.; Quasi-sure non-self-intersection for rough differ-
ential equations driven by fractional Brownian motion. Electron. Commun. Probab.
27 (2022), Paper No. 15, 12 pp.
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