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Fractional Diffusion Bridges

Yuzuru INAHAMA

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
coeflicient vector fields.
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1 Introduction

Consider a diffusion process on the Euclidean space R® 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 = (wy)¢ejo,r):

d
dy. =S Vi) o dwl + Vo(y)dt,  yo=a € R".

j=1

Here, V; (0 < j < d) are sufficiently regular vector fields on R® and T € (0, 00) is the
time horizon. When we emphasize the initial value a, we write y(¢, a) instead of y,. If the
law of (y(t,a))icp,r) is denoted by Qq, then {Q, | a € R°} becomes a diffusion process
associated with the generator V + (1/2) ijl ‘/;-2, 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))iepo,r to reach a given point b € R® at the terminal time 7" 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 @Q,;. 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 Q,; as
Qu(o|IIr = b), or equivalently, as u(y(-,a) € o|y(T,a) = b). Here, p is the
d-dimensional Wiener measure and Il stands for the evaluation map at the time
T.

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

(c) When the law of y(¢,a) has a density function p(¢,a,b) for all a € R and p is
sufficiently regular as a function of (¢, a,b), one can obtain Q,; as the law of the
solution of the following SDE whose drift is quite singular near time 7"

d
dyr = Z Vi(Ge) o dwi + Vo(gi)dt + (VV ) (§)V1ogp(T = t,§;,0)dt,  §o = a.

Jj=1

Here, Vp(t, a,b) stands for the gradient of a — p(t,a,b) and VV is the diffusion
matrix associated with {V}}1<j<q4 (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
Qqp- One can obtain Q,; as the law of the It6 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 (Il7),Q = y(T, a),pu.
Therefore, it is meaningless to discuss QX (@ |1l = b) or u(y(-,a) € o |y(T,a) =b) for a
fixed b since the singleton {b} is usually of measure zero with respect to y(7', a).pu. (See
Remark 4.8 for details.) In contrast, a remarkable advantage of using (d) is that we can
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define @gb 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(¢,a)):co,r] is the fractional diffusion process
starting at a, whose law is denoted by Q. The law of (y(¢, a))ep,r] conditioned that
y(T,a) = b is denoted by Q)

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 co-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 46 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 Ny := NU{0}. We set [7,k] :={j, 7+ 1,...,k}
for 5,k € Ny with 7 < k. Let T" > 0 be arbitrary and we work on the time interval
[0, 7] unless otherwise specified. We set Ar = {(s,t) € R* | 0 < s <t < T}. For an
Euclidean space V), the truncated tensor algebra of degree k (k € N) over V is defined
by TH(V) := @F_,V*, where we set V&Y := R.

Let v € (0,1], p € [1,00) and (a,m) € (0,1] x [1,00) with a — m™ > 0. For a
continuous map 7: Ar — V, we define three kinds of norms as follows:

. | g
= (// t_31+amd8dt ,

p) , where P={0=ty<t; <---<ty=T}.

Illma: = sup el
o<s<t<T (t — 5)7

N
[17{]p-var = = (SUPZ Mt 1t
P =1

Here, the supremum over P runs over all partitions of [0,7]. These are called the ~-
Holder norm, the (o, m)-Besov norm and the p-variation norm, respectively. Clearly, if
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0 < o <y <1, there exists a positive constant C' = C. , ,, independent of 1 such that
10l am-Bes < C|n]|~-ma holds for all n.

e The set of all continuous path ¢: [0,7] — V is denoted by C(V). With the usual
sup-norm ||¢||« over the interval [0, 7], C(V) is a Banach space. The difference of
¢ is denoted by @', that is, ¢, , == @ — @, for (s,t) € Ag. For a,b € V, we set
Ca(V) :={p € CV) | po = a} and Cop(V) := {p € C(V) | o = a, o7 = b} .

e Let 0 <y < 1. The space of all v-Hélder continuous paths on [0, T] is denoted by
CPIIV) = {ip € C(V) | ¢! |ana < o0} We simply write [[]sa = |-
which is called y-Holder seminorm. The norm on this Banach space is |po| +
l¢lly-ma- For a,b € V, we set C;H4(V) .= (V) N C,(V) and CZ:led(V) =
CrH4VY) N C,p(V). The closure of the set of all C'-paths in C7H14(V) is denoted
by éV'Hld(V), which is a separable Banach subspace and is often called the little

a-Hodler space. We set C19(V) and Cng (1) in an analogous way.

e For p € [1,00) and (o, m) € (0,1] x [1,00) with a —m™ > 0, we define CP¥**(V) =
{£ € CV) | [ ]lpvar < 00} and CH™PE(V) = {p € C(V) | |9 [laym-Bes < 00}
We simply write ||¢]lpvar = |0 || pvar a0d ||@]laim-Bes = |0 |a.m-Bes- The norms on
these Banach spaces are |@o| + ||¢|lpvar and |@o| + ||| a.m-Bes, respectively. We set

Crr(V), Coy™(V), ComBe(V), C;’bm'BeS(V) in an analogous way.

a

e Let U C V be a domain. For k € Ny, C*(U, W) stands for the set of Ck-
functions from U to another Euclidean space WW. (When k = 0, we simply write
C(U,W) instead of C°(U,W).) The set of bounded C*-functions f: U — W
whose derivatives up to order k are all bounded is denoted by CF(U, W), which is
a Banach space with the norm || f{|cx = S IViflleo- (Here, || - ||oo stands for

the usual sup-norm over U.) As usual, we write C*(U, W) := NgenC*(U, W) and
C(UW) == MrenCE(U,W). The set of f € CF(U, W) with compact support is
denoted by CE(U, W) for k € Ny U {oo}. When W = R, we simply write C*(U),
CF(U), CE(U), etc. for simplicity.

e Let U C V be a domain and v > 0. We write y = k+« for k € Nand « € (0,1] in
a unique way. We say f: U — W is of Lip” if f € C¥(U, W) and V*f is a-Holder
continuous on U. The set of all such Lip”-functions is denoted by Lip”(U, W). The
Lip”-norm is defined by

||f||Lip7 = HfHCIJS + sup M

z,yeU,z#y |l’ - y|a
Note that for CF(U, W) C Lip*(U, W) if k € N.

e We denote by .# (V) the Schwartz class of smooth rapidly decreasing functions on
V. We denote by ./(V) its dual, i.e. the space of tempered Schwartz distributions
on V.



e Let v =1/¢ € (1/2,1] and m € N. If 2 belongs to ™" (V) or to C&**(V), then
we can define

S(x)gy = / dvy, @ - ®@dxy,,  (5,1) € O
’ s<ty <<ty <t

as an iterated Young integral. We call S(z)™ the mth signature of z. It is well-
known that Sy(x)ss := (1,5(x)s,....,S(x)%,) € T*(V) and Chen’s relation holds,
that is,

Si(2)st = k() s @ Sk(T)ut, 0<s<u<t<T.

Here, ® stands for the multiplication in T*(V).

o Let o € (1/4,1/2] and write k := |1/a]. We recall the definition of an a-Holder
rough path. A continuous map X = (1, X*',..., X*): Ar — T*(V) is called an
a-Holder rough path over V if || X"||;0.ma < oo for all i € [1, k] and Chen’s relation

Xot = Xeu® Xy, 0<s<u<t<T. (1.1)

holds in T%(V). The set of all a-Holder rough paths over V is denoted by Qg ma (V).
With the distance doma(X, X) == S0, 1X? — X¥liacma, Qacma(V) is a com-
plete metric space. The homogeneous norm of X is defined by || X||, 4 =
S IXY L. The dilation by 6 € R is defined by 6X = (1,6X",...,6*X*). It
is clear that |[|0.X ||| .19 = 0] - I X |l \oiq- A typical example of rough path is Sy (w)
for w € C7MY(V) with v € (1/2,1], which is called a natural lift of w. We view S
as a continuous map from CJ™ (V) to Qama(V) and call it the (rough path) lift
map.

o Let o € (1/4,1/2] and write k := |1/a|. We define GQu.ma(V) to be the dy ma-
closure of Si,(CiM4(V)). Tt is called the a-Holder geometric rough path space
over V and is a complete and separable metric space. It also coincides with the
do-mq-closure of Sp(CTMY(V)) for any 1/2 < v < 1. A geometric rough path
X € GQqma(V) satisfies another important algebraic property called the Shuffle
relations. To explain it, we identify ¥V = R? (d = dim V) and the coordinate of
X%s are denoted by X1? X*P? and X3P (p q,r € [1,d]). Then we have

Xl XI = XX, XX =X X X (1)
for all p,q,r € [1,d] and (s,t) € Ap. (When 1/3 < a < 1/2, we only have the first
formula.) For basic information on a-Hélder geometric rough paths, the reader is
referred to [11, Chapter 9].

Remark 1.2. For p € [2,4), the geometric rough path space G2, . (V) is defined as
the closure of S, (Ci™™ (V)) with respect to the p-variation topology for any 1 < ¢ < 2
in essentially the same way as the 1/p-Holder case. (Since we will not use GQpyar(V)
very often in this work, we do not explanation it in details.) For basic information on
geometric rough paths in the Holder and the variational topologies, the reader is referred
to [28] or [11, Chapter 9] among others.



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 («, m), we assume the following condition:

L1
12m = [1/a) +1

, meN and a-— (2.1)

DN | —

<a<

A~ =

For (a,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/a] and § := o — 1/(12m) for
simplicity of notation.

A continuous map X = (1, X1, ... X¥): Ap — T*(V) is called an («, 12m)-Besov
rough path over V if | X"||;a,12m/i-Bes < 00 for all ¢ € [1, k] and Chen’s relation X, =
Xsu @ X,y holds in TF(V) for all 0 < s < u < ¢ < T. Note that the second pa-
rameter 12m/i is an even integer for every ¢. (This is important when Besov rough
paths are used in conjunction with Malliavin calculus.) The set of all (a, 12m)-Besov
rough paths over V is denoted by Q4 12m Bes(V) with the distance dg 12m Bes(X, X ) =
S - Xi||ia712m/i_ges. The homogeneous norm of X is denoted by ||| X]||

k i1/
Zi:l HX Hié,lZm/i—Bes' ClearlY? H’(SX‘HQ,IQm—BeS = ‘5‘ ’ H‘X‘HQ,IQm—BeS for 6 € R.
If v € CE14(V), then Si(z) € Qu12m-Bes(V). (We write X = S (z) in this paragraph.)
For z, 7 € C;™M4(V), the following estimates are known (see [11, Appendix A.2]): There

exists a constant C' > 0 which depends only on («, 12m) such that

a,12m-Bes =

1IX" = X[ gma < CIIXT = X g 12mBes, (2.2)
1X? = X?||apmma < CLIX? = X2[laa6mBes + K[| X" = X |a12m5es } (2.3)
1 X? — X3||3,8-H1d <c{x? - X3H3a,4m—Bes

+ K1||X2 - X2||2a,6m—BeS + K2HX1 - XIHa,Hm—Bes} (2-4>

for all z, 2 € Cj(V), where we set

K= HX1||a,12m—Bes \4 ||X1||a712m-BeS’
K2 = ‘|Xll|i,12m-Bes \% ”Xl”i,IQm-Bes v HX2H20¢,6m—Bes \ ‘|X2H2a,6m-Bes-

(Note that (2.4) does not exist if o > 1/3.)
If {x(m)}men C CEMY(V) is a sequence such that {X (m) := Si(z(m)) }men is Cauchy
in the (o, 12m)-Besov topology, its limit X (co) belongs to GQs.ma(V) due to (2.2)—(2.4)
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and therefore X (00) is continuous on Ar and X (00) € Q4.12m Bes(V). Define

GQo12mBes(V) = {Sk(z) | x € C{(V)},

where the closure is taken with respect to the (o, 12m)-Besov topology. As we have
seen GQy 19mBes(V) C GQgma(V). Moreover, (2.2)—(2.4) still hold for all X, X €
GQai2mBes(V). By way of construction, GQ4 19m-Bes(V) is a complete and separable
metric space.

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

GQa/_Hld(V) — GQanm_BeS(V) — GQﬁ_Hm(V) (5 = o — L) (25)

12m

The left embedding holds if 1/(k+1) < a < o’ < 1/k, while the right embedding holds
under (2.1).

2.2 Review of Malliavin calculus and quasi-sure analysis

Let (W, H, 1) be an abstract Wiener space, that is, W, || - |lw) is a separable Banach
space, (H, || - ||%) is a separable Hilbert space, H is a dense subspace of W and the
inclusion map is continuous, and pu is a (necessarily unique) Borel probability measure
on W with the property that

/Wexp<\/—_lw*()\, w>w>u(dw) = exp(—%”)\ﬂi), AeW" CHY, (2.6)

where we have used the fact that YW* 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, - )4 €
H* extends to an element of W*, then the extension coincides with the random variable
(k, -). (When (k, - )3 € H* does not extend to an element of W*, (k, -) is define as the
L2-limit of {(k,, -)}°2,, where {k,}°°, is any sequence of H such that (k,, -)» € W*
for all n and lim,_, ||k, — k|3 = 0.) We also denote by 7: W — W the translation
Tr(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. For m € Ny, denote
by %, the mth homogeneous Wiener chaos (see [34, Chapter 1] for example). It is well-
known that % is the space of constant functions and €, = {(k, -) | K € H}. The mth
inhomogeneous Wiener chaos is denoted by €, := @& ,%;. Heuristically, €, is the set of

In 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 L?(u) = @52,%;. Moreover, é,, is the eigenspace of
the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator on L?(u) associated with the eigenvalue —m. If each
component of R"-valued function F = (F',... F™) on W belongs to %, (resp. ¢,),
we say that F' belongs to %,,,(R") (resp. €., (R™)). Restricted to each %, (m € Ny), all
the LP-norms (1 < p < 0o) are equivalent, that is, there exists a constant C' = C,,, > 1
such that
C Pz < |Fllww < C|Fllz. Fe%n

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 D, ,.(K) of KC-valued (generalized) Wiener functionals, where K
is a real separable Hilbert space and p € (1,00), r € R. As usual, we will use
the spaces Do (K) = M) Nicpcoo Dpi(K), Doo(K) = M2 Uicpeoo Dpi(K) of
test functionals and the spaces D_o(K) = U2, Uicpeoo Dp—k(K), D_o(K) =
U, Micpeco Dy —1(KC) of Watanabe distributions as in [17]. When K = R, we
simply write D, ., etc.

(b) For F = (F',...,F") € Doo(R"), we denote by o2 (w) = (DF*(w), DF(w))4 the
(1, 7)-component of Malliavin covariance matrix (n € N, 1 <4, j < n). We say that
F is non-degenerate in the sense of Malliavin if (det o)™ € Mi<pcoo LP (). Here,
D is the H-derivative (the gradient operator in the sense of Malliavin calculus). If
F € D, (R") is non-degenerate, its law on R™ admits a bounded and continuous
density pr = pr(y) with respect to the Lebesgue measure dy, that is, po F~! =
pr(y)dy. (This fact is quite famous. See nice textbooks on Malliavin calculus. In
fact, pr € . (R"™), where .#(R") stands for the Schwartz class of smooth rapidly
decreasing functions.)

(c) Pullback T(F) =T o F € D_,, of a tempered Schwartz distribution T € .#'(R")
on R™ by a non-degenerate Wiener functional F' € D (R"™). Loosely speaking, the
mapping 7" — T'(F') is continuous. The most important example of T is Dirac’s
delta function. In that case, E[0,(F)] := (,.(F), 1) = pr(z) holds for every z € R™.
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',..., F") € Dy (R"), we denote
by 7§ (w) the (i, j)-component of the inverse matrix o' (w). Note that o € Do
and Dy = =>4, v (Dokh)y. Hence, derivatives of 4% can be written in terms

of vi’s and the derivatives of 0%’s. In particular, 7% € D, too. If G € Dy, and

T € .'(R™), then the following integration by parts holds for all i (1 < i < n):
E[(,T o F)G] =E[(T o F)®;(-;G)], (2.7)

where @;(-; G) € Dy is given by

0, (w: G) — ZD (4% (@)G(w)DF ()

d

=3 {- O GlunEwrE ) Do), DF )

k=1

+ 1R ()(DG(w), DF (w))y + 1 (w)Gw)LF (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 n € D_ satisfies that E[nG] := (n,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 7, there exists a unique finite
Borel measure f1,, on W such that

(n, G) = /W Glw)my(dw), G €Dy (2.9)

holds, where G stands for an co-quasi-continuous modification of G. If ne D,
is positive, then it holds that

pn(A) < Inllp, _, Cap, x(A) for every Borel subset A C W, (2.10)

where p,q € (1,00) with 1/p+1/¢ = 1, k € N, and Cap,;, stands for the (g, k)-
capacity associated with D . (For more details, see [29, Chapter II].)

(f) Restricted to each €, (R™) (m € No,n € N), all D, ;-norms (2 < p < oo, k € Ny)
are equivalent, that is, there exists a constant C' = C,, ,, , » > 0 satisfying that

IFll2 < |Fllp,,. < ClIFll2,  F€%,R"). (2.11)

P,k —

Remark 2.1. To use the integration by parts formula (2.7)—(2.8) repeatedly, we set
the notation. For i = (iy,...,4;) € {1,...,n}* (k € N) and G € D, we define
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®;(w; G) € Dy in a recursive way as follows. For k = 1, ®;(w; G) = @;, (w; G) is given
by (2.8) with ¢ = ¢;. For k > 2, we set

77777

Notice that this involves D'G (0 <[ < k), but not D**'G. Then, we have

E[(0fT o F)G] =E[(T o F)®;(-;G)], (2.12)
where we set OF := 9, -+ 0;, .
Remark 2.2. In this remark, we explain the precise meaning of the continuity of Watan-
abe’s composition map 7'+ T(F) = T o F when F € D, (R") is non-degenerate. It
should be noted that .#’(R™) is not equipped with the usual topology of “pointwise”
convergence.

For k € Z, we define the F;-norm of g € . (R") by ||gll., = [|(1+] - > —A/2)%g|| s
Here, .(R") is the Schwartz space of rapidly decreasing functions on R”, || - || is the
usual sup-norm and A is the Laplacian on R". Set .#5;(R™) to be the closure of . (R")
with respect to this #g-norm. Then, it is known that {.%;(R"™)}ez is non-increasing
in k and Ngen%2:(R") = L (R") and Ugen-2k(R") = ./ (R™). Moreover, #(R™) is
the Banach space of continuous functions on R™ which vanish at co.

Then, for every k € N and 1 < p < 00, g — ¢(F') extends to a bounded linear map
from .9, (R™) to D, k. (See [17, Theorem 9.1, pp. 378-379] or [30, Section 5.4].) This
continuity is the main reason why we can define 7' o F' for an arbitrary 7' € .#/(R™).

A prominent example of T € ./(R") is Dirac’s delta function J, (z € R"). Here, we
recall some basic properties of Watanabe’s pullback of the delta functions §,(F') when
F € Do (R") is non-degenerate.

First, recall that, for sufficiently large constant [ € N, the map

R"> 2z, € y_gl(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

R" 3 2z 6,(F) € D)o
is bounded and continuous for every p € (1,00). This in turn implies that the map
R" > 2z~ E[6,(F)G] € R (2.13)

is bounded and continuous for every G € D,. (In fact, this function is known to belong

to Z(R™), but this fact is not used in this paper.) In particular, the density function

pr(z) :=E[d,(F)] of the law of F under p is continuous and bounded in z.
Furthermore, for every x € . (R"),

X :/ X(2)d,dz € S_o(R").
10



Here, the right hand side is a Bochner integral. (Clearly, z — |x(2)]]|0.]|.>_,, is integrable
with respect to the Lebesgue measure dz on R"™.) Then, it immediately follows that

E[y(F)G] = / X()EB.(F)Gldz, G €Dy, x € S (R, (2.14)

Let z € R™ and let {xn}nen C Z(R™) such that lim, . [ f(2)xn(2)d2 = f(2) for
every f € C,(R"™). By the continuity in (2.13), we then have

Tim E[,(F)G] = E[5.(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' € Do (R") is non-degenerate. Then, 0,(F) is a positive
Watanabe distribution for every z € R™.

Proof. Take any non-negative G € D, and any z € R". It is sufficient to show that
E[0.(F)G] > 0. Then, there exists {xn}nen € Z(R") such that (i) x, is non-negative
for all n € N and (i) lim, o0 [ f(2)Xn(2)d2 = f(2) for every f € C,(R™). Then, the
lemma immediately follows from (2.15). O

Intuitively, it should be clear that the measure corresponding to J,(F') via Sugita’s
theorem is concentrated on F~!(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' € Do (R") is non-degenerate and E[d,(F)] > 0. Denote by
v, the finite Borel measure that corresponds to the positve distributonion §,(F'). Then,

v({w e W] F £ 2}) = (v.o )R {2}) = 0.
Here, F stands for an co-quasi-continuous modification of F.

Proof. 1t is sufficient to show the following: For every non-negative ¢ € C°(R™) whose
support is away from b, we have

0=E[5.( / o(F(w))v,(dw) = ¢(2) (v, 0 F7H)(d3). (2.16)

We prove this by using (2.15). Take an open nelghborhood O of b which does not
intersect the support of ¢. Then there exists {xn}neny C CF(R™) such that (i) x, is
non-negative for all n € N, (ii) the support of y,, is included in O for all n € N and
(iil) lm, e [ f(2)Xn(2)d2 = f(z) for every f € Ch(R™). Then, (2.16) immediately
follows from (2.15). O
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 GGaussian processes

Let £ = (&)tejo,r] be a real-valued centered continuous Gaussian process. We denote the
covariance of & by R(s,t) := E[&&] (s,t € [0,T]). The rectangular increment of R is
defined by

é (S7 t) = E[(ét - 63)(61) - €u>] = R(t,’l}) - R(S’U> o R(t,U) T R(S,U)

U, v

for s,t,u,v € [0,T]. For p>1and [s,t] x [¢,#] C [0, T]2, the 2D p-variation norm of R

n [s,t] x [¢',t'] is defined by
o\ /P
b 3.1
(Uk 1, Uk;) > ’ (3:1)

N M
V(R [s,t] x [¢,]) == sup (ZZ
7j=1 k=1
where the supremum runs over all the partitions 7 = {s =ty < t; < --- <ty =t} and
=1 =uy <u <--- <uy =t} Wesay that R has finite 2D Hélder-controlled
p-variation if there exists a constant C' > 0 such that V,(R, [s,#]?) < C(t — 5)/? holds
for all (s,t) € Ar. Note that if p < p/ and R has finite 2D Hélder-controlled p-variation,
then R has finite 2D Holder-controlled p'-variation.

Let (wy)iepp,r = (wy, ... ,wf)te[oﬂ be a d-dimensional centered continuous Gaussian
process with independent components. Since we consider a rough path lift, we may
assume wy = 0, a.s. without loss of generality. We say that the covariance of w has
finite 2D Holder-controlled p-variation if the covariance of each component w’ (i € [1,d])
has finite 2D Holder-controlled p-variation.

We denote the law and the Cameron-Martin space of (w;) by p and H, respectively.
The former is a probability measure on Cy(R?) and the latter is a linear subspace of
Co(R?). If we set W := H, where the closure is taken in Cy(R?), then (W, H, 1) becomes
an abstract Wiener space. In what follows, we may and will assume that (w).ejo.r] is
canonically realized (i.e. the coordinate process) on (W, H, u).

For I € N, set P, = {jT/2" | j € [0,2']} be the partition of [0,T] with equal length
T/2!. For w € Co(R?Y), w(l) is the piecewise linear approximation of w associated with
P, that is, w(l)jr/2 = wyrs for each j € [0,2'] and w(l) is linearly interpolated on
each subinterval [( — 1)T/2!,5T/21] (5 € [1,2']). For a € (1/4,1/2] and | € N, we set
W(l) := S1/a)(w(l)), which is an GQq.ma(R?)-valued random variable under p. We set

ZoHld = {UJ ew | lim; W(l) exists in GQQ_Hld(Rd)}

and

Sa Hld(w) — {liml_)oo W(l) (lf w € Za—Hld); (32)

0 (otherwise),
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where 0 stands for the zero rough path (in some literarture, it is denoted by 1). We view
Sa-mad is a measurable map from W to GQq.ma(R?). Also, for (a,m) satisfying (2.1), we
set Zq 12m-Bes ad Sy 12m-Bes 111 essentially the same way. We will often write W = S,.miq
or W = 8, ,12m-Bes Without the parameters of functional spaces for notational simplicity.
We have CIM(RY) C Z,mq and Spma(w) = S|1/a)(w) for every w € CHH(RY) since
limy o0 [|Jw(l) — w||sma = 0 for every 6 € (0,1). An analogous fact holds in the Besov
case, t0o.

It is natural to ask whether {W(l)},en is convergent in the geometric rough path
space in an appropriate sense or how large the subsets Z, mq and Z, 12 -Bes are. Con-
cerning this, the following result is available (see [11, Theorem 15.42]). The limit
W = lim,, 0 W(m) is called a canonical lift of the Gaussian process w = (wy).

Proposition 3.1. Assume that the covariance of w has finite 2D Holder-controlled p-
variation for p € [1,2). Take any o € (1/4,1/2] with 2p < 1/a < [2p| + 1. Then, there
exists a constant k € (0, 1) with the following property: For every q € [1,00), there ezists
a constant C = Cy > 0 independent of [, such that

1 da-rma(W (@), W(E))le < C&", LI €N

holds. In particular, W := limy_,o W(l) exists a.s. (i.e. j(Z4ma) = 1) and in Li-sense
for every q € [1,00).

Hence, under the assumptions of the above proposition, we have

el S I 0 ] < o
leN

for every ¢ € [1,00) and i = 1,...,|[1/«]. It immediately follows that if (o, m) satisfies

1 1 1
— << - < < — d eN 3.3
2p] 1% 12m S YT, M TMES (3:3)
then we have
H Hwi”ia,IQm/i—BesHLq \ SZIEJIEH HW(Z)Z Hia,12m/i—BesHLq < (34)

for every ¢ € [1,00) and i =1,...,[1/«].

Corollary 3.2. Assume that the covariance of w has finite 2D Holder-controlled p-
variation for p € [1,2). Let (a,m) satisfy (3.3). Then, there exists a constant k € (0,1)
with the following property: For every q € [1,00), there exists a constant C' = Cy, > 0
independent of 1,1 such that

| da12m-es(W (1), W (1")|| 2o < Cr™Y, ,I' e N

holds. In particular, W := limy_,o W(I) exists a.s. (i.e. (Zn19mBes) = 1) and in
Li-sense for every q € [1,00).
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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 co-quasi-continuous. The oo-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 Hélder-controlled p-
variation for p € [1,2). Let (o, m) satisfy (3.3). Then, the complement of Za19m-Bes 1S
a slim set. Moreover, Sq 12m-Bes: YW — GQa,lgm_Bes(Rd) 1S 00-qUasi-continuous.

Proof. In this proof (o, m) is basically fixed. For l € Nandi=1,...,|1/«a], we set

D= {w e W W@+ 1) = W2 e > (722

ia,12m/i-Bes

For every [ € N, [|[W (I + 1) — W(1)i| > € Gy and w = W (1) = Sp1ja(w(l))

ia,12m/i-Bes ]
is continuous from W to GQq 12m-Bes(RY). Hence, Al is open in W.
Pick ¢ € (1,00) and k € Ny 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

W (14 1) — W ()2

ia,12m/i-Bes

Capg (A}) < Myul*™!

Dg,x

/724 ]
< Mq,kl m/i

i i12m/i
W+ 1) = WO s
< M) Oyl iR (3.5)

Here, M, and M, are positive constants depending only on (g,k) and Cy > 0 and
k € (0,1) are constants in Corollary 3.2. None of these four constants depend on [,
which implies that

Z Cap%k(A;) < 0.

leN

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

Cap, (lim sup A;) =0.

l—00

If we Nz, 1/a)(limsup,_, . A})°, there exists lo(w) € N such that

HW(l + ].)Z — W(l>il|ia,12m/i—Bes S l_2 for all [ Z lo(w) and 7 = 1, ceey Ll/OéJ,

from which it immediately follows that

S W I+ 1) = WD) lia2mies < 00 foralli=1,...[1/a].
leN
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Note that the above condition implies that {W(l)}ey is Cauchy in GQy 12m pes(R?).
(q, k) is arbi&ary, Zo12m-Bes 18 slim.

Next we show the (g, k)-quasi-continuity of S, 12m-es- Let € > 0 be given. We can
easily see from (3.5) that there exists {(¢) € N such that

W+ 1) = W) |ia12m/imes < 172 foralll >{(e) andi=1,...,|1/a].

This implies that the sequence {W (1) };en of continuous maps from W to G4 12m-Bes (R?)
uniformly converges on the complement. Therefore, S, 12m-Bes is also continuous re-
stricted to the complement. Thus, we have shown the (g, k)-quasi-continuity for every
(g, k). This completes the proof of Theorem 3.3. n

Corollary 3.4. Assume that the covariance of w has finite 2D Holder-controlled p-
variation for p € [1,2). Take any o € (1/4,1/2] with 2p < 1/a < |2p] + 1. Then, the
complement of Z,.mq s a slim set. Moreover, Sqpa: W — GQa_Hld(]Rd) s 00-quasi-
continuous.

Proof. We can find (o/,m) satisfying both (3.3) and o/ — (12m)~' > a. With the
Besov-Hélder embedding (2.5) at hand, we just need to use Theorem 3.3 for (o/,m). [

Under the assumptions of Corollary 3.4, FoS,.mq = F(W) is also co-quasi-continuous
on W if F'is a continuous map from GQq.mq(R?) to another topological space. A promi-
nent example of such an F' is the Lyons-Ito map associated with an RDE.

Let V; (j € [0,d]) are vector fields on R® (which are here viewed as R°-valued
functions on R¢) and consider the following controlled ODE:

d
dy. =Y Vi(y)dal + Vo(w)dt,  yo=a (3.6)

J=1

The initial value a € R® is arbitrary, but fixed. The super-index j on da’ stands for the
coordinate of R?, 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 := ®,(X). (Since we only consider the first level of
a solution, any formulation of RDEs will do.)

If V; (j € [1,d]) are of Lip” and Vj is of Lip'*’ for some v > a~! and § > 0, then
RDE (3.6) has a unique global solution y = ®,(X) exists for every X € GQqu.ma(R?)
and, moreover, the Lyons-Tté map ®,: GQqy pa(R?) — CoM4(R?) 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 &, o
So-ma = Do (W) is the solution of (3.6) when the driving rough path X is replaced by
the Gaussian rough path W = S, ma(w).

Corollary 3.5. Assume that the covariance of w has finite 2D Hélder-controlled p-
variation for p € [1,2). Assume further that V; (j € [1,d]) are of Lip” for some
v > 2p and Vy is of Lip'™ for some 6 > 0. Then, for every a € (1/4,1/2] with
2p < 1/a<~yA(|2p] +1), the correspondence w — ®, 0 Syma = (W) is an co-quasi-
continuous map from W to CoH(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 H = (Hy,...,Hy) € (0,1)%. We
set H = mini<j<4H;. A d-dimensional continuous stochastic process (wt)tE[O,T] =
(w}, ..., wf)te[o,;p] are called a mixed FBM with Hurst parameter H if all components are
independent one-dimensional centered Gaussian processes whose covariances are given

by
o
E[wlw]] = 5(82Hj + 2 |t — s2), s, t €10, 7], 7 €[1,d].

In other words, w is a collection of independent one-dimensional FBM’s with the Hurst
parameter H;. The law of this process is denoted by p = uﬁ , which is a centered
Gaussian measure on Cy(R?). The associated Cameron-Martin space is denoted by HA.
The triplet (CO(Rd),”Hﬁ : uﬁ ) is an abstract Wiener space. Obviously, the coordinate
process on Co(R?) is a standard realization of the mixed FBM with the Hurst parameter
H.

Proposition 3.6. Let w = (w;)co,r) be a mived FBM with the Hurst parameter H as
above and assume that H € (1/4,1). Then, the covariance of w has finite 2D Hdolder-
controlled (2H)™' V 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 Holder-controlled
(2H )~ !-variation. Therefore, it suffices to check that the covariance has finite 2D Holder-
controlled 1-variation when H € (1/2,1). Recall that w is positively correlated in this
case, i.e. E[wuvwst]>01fu<v<s<t Here, we set w, := wy — w;.

Let both 7 and 7’ be partitions of [s,t] C [0,7]. Since the sum on the right hand side
of (3.1) satisfies sub-additivity when p = 1, the sum associated with (7, 7’) is dominated
by the sum associated with (7 U, 7 Un’). Therefore, when we estimate V;(R, [s, ]?),
we may only consider the case 7 = 7’ in (3.1).

Due to the positive correlation, it holds for 7 = {s =ty < t; < --- <ty =t} that

E:‘E bty Wit ‘E :E bty Wt

‘IE

J 17 st,t]
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for every j. Hence, it suffices to prove that there exists a positive constant C' = C'y such
that, for every [u,v]| C [s, 1],

|Efwy,ws,]| < Cr(v —u) (3.7)
holds.
By straightforward computation, we have
2|Efw, yws ]| = = (t =) = (u— )" + (v = 8)* + (t —u)*"|

={(t—w™ = (t =)} +{(v - 9" = (u— )"}

=(v—u) /01 2H{t —v+6(v —u)}QH_ldQ

1
+ (v — u)/ 2H{u — s+ 0(v —u)}*"~1do
0
<AHT* (v — ).

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

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 (2p)~' = 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
a-Hodler topology (1/3 < a < 1/2) and the oco-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 oco-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 pff the law of d-dimensional FBM with Hurst parameter H, which is a
centered Gaussian measure on W = Cy(R?). The coordinate process w = (we)eepo,r) on
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W is a canonical realization of FBM under p!. The Cameron-Martin space of pf! is
denoted by HY. As is well-known, (W, HH u!?) is an abstract Wiener space.

We study RDE (3.6) driven by the canonical lift W := S, ma(w) of FBM, where
([1/H|+ 1) < a< H. It reads:

d
dy = Y Vi(y)dw] + Vo(y)dt,  yo=a € R (4.1)

J=1

In other words, y = ®,(W). We denoted by Q¥ the law of this process y, that is,
QI = (®q 0 Sacrua) ™. Since @, takes values in the “little a-Hélder space” C¢MI(Re),
this Borel probability measure sits on C2H4(Re).

4.1 Some properties of Cameron-Martin paths

In this subsection we discuss the Cameron-Martin space H* associated with pf. It is
known that there is a continuous embedding H# C CI™ (RY) for any ¢ with

(H+H) ' <g<2 (4.2)

More precisely, for every ¢ as in (4.2), there exists a constant ¢; = ¢1(¢) > 0 independent
of h and (s,t) such that

||| gevar, s, < cal[B]|a (t —s)a72, heH", (s,t) € Ar. (4.3)

[NIES

Here, ||-[|g-var,[s,¢) stands for the g-variation (semi)norm restricted to the subinterval [s, ¢].
Note that % — 3 /" Has ¢\, (H + %)7". (See [10] for the facts in this paragraph.)

By (4.3) and the general theory of Young integration, there exists a constant ¢, =
¢2(q) > 0 independent of h and (s,t) such that

)il < ol gy < 26l (t = )G, BeHT (.)€ By (44)

7
g-var,[s,t

for all ¢ = 1,2,3. This implies that S|;,5|(h) is an a-Holder weakly geometric rough
path for every a € (|[1/H| +1)7', H). By [11, Theorem 8.22] and slight adjustment
of the parameter «, S|1/u|(h) € GQa.ma(RY) for every @ € ([1/H] +1)7, H). By a
standard argument, H” 5 h + S|1/5|(h) € GQma(R?) is locally Lipschitz continuous.

Now we consider the piecewise linear approximation of a Cameron-Martin path.
Since limy_,o A(l) = h in (g + J)-variation topology for every sufficiently small § > 0,
we have limy_,oo Sj1/u)(R(1)) = Sj1/m(h) in GQl/a_Var(]Rd) for every h € HY. However,
whether h € Z,.q is not so obvious though it looks natural heuristically.

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

1 1
m e N and — <a<H (4.5)

/H[+1 % 12m

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 H C
Zajom-Bes-  In particular, {S)1/m(h(l))hien converges to Sy mj(h) = Sai2m-Bes(h) in
G Qo 12m-Bes(R?) for every h € H.

Proof. It suffices to show that h € Z,19m-Bes, that is, {S|1/m(h(l))}ien is a Cauchy
sequence in GQq 19m Bes(R?), for every h € H. 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) := S5(h(l)) and W(l) :=
S3(w(l)). Let C' > 0 and k € (0, 1) be constants independent of [ and h, which may vary
from line to line. We write 4, j, k € [1,d] for coordinates of R?. (These parameters do
not stand for the level of a rough path.)

First, we calculate the first level paths. For every [ € N, we set

i 7 m l + s W( )s |12m
FY(w) o= W0+ 1M — W0 2 e = [A SHmmt dsdt.
T

Then, Fll’i is continuous in w and belongs to %,,. By Corollary 3.2, there exists
€ (0,1) and C' > 0 such that

|F | < Ck!,  1eN.

Noting that Dy {W (I +1)yi = W)} = H(I+1);; — H(1),} for every h € H and 12m
is an even integer, we can easily see that

uﬂ%wf%wxh@%w=<D>mmF“<>

H(l+ 1)y — H(l) 2
_0// - 1+12() " gt
Ar t—S am

=C||H(+ DY — H(D) |2

a,12m-Bes*

From (2.11) we can also see that

12m .1

(D2 E (w), B2 g2 < RGN E Dy 0 < ClRIGENIF

for every [ € N. Thus, we have obtained

I+ 1) = H()Y [ ompes < CllRIGEES, 1N
This implies that the sequence { H(1)'};cy is Cauchy with respect to the (a, 12m)-Besov
topology.

Next, we calculate the second level paths. For every [ € N, we set

i W+ 127 — W ()27 |om
F20(w) = W (4 1) — W02 |8 e = //A s
T
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Then, Ff’ij is continuous in w and belongs to ¢7,,,. By Corollary 3.2, there exists
€ (0,1) and C' > 0 such that

|F? |2 <CKY,  1€N.
Since w > W(Z)S’z] is a continuous quadratic Wiener functional, we can easily see that
(D)W I+ 127 =Wy =2{H(I+ 127 —HO>Y,  heH™
By applying (D)™ to F*”, we can obtain
I+ 1) — H)* |50 mpes < CllRIGER,  TEN,

essentially in the same way as in the first level case. Thus, the sequence {H()?}ey is
Cauchy with respect to the (2a, 6m)-Besov topology.
Finally, we calculate the third level paths. For every [ € N, we set

FPR(w) = W (I4+1)9% — 1 (1) 34k | 4m DL WP
I = 3a,4m-Bes — Ar 8)1+12am ’

Then, Flg’ij]C is continuous in w and belongs to ¢7,,,- By Corollary 3.2, there exists
€ (0,1) and C' > 0 such that

|F7¥ |2 <CK!,  1€N.
In this case, we have
(D)W (I + )27 — w27 =6{HI+ 127" —HO2P*Y,  heH.

By applying (D)™ to Fl?”ijk, we can obtain

L (1 + 1% — H(O) (|50 ppes < ClIRIGER,  TEN,

essentially in the same way as in the first level case. Thus, the sequence {H (1)}iey is
Cauchy with respect to the (3c,4m)-Besov topology. This completes the proof of the
lemma. [l

Corollary 4.2. Assume (|1/H| + 1)"! < o < H and let the notation be as above.
Then, we have H C Zoma. In particular, {S11/m)(R(1)) hien converges to S|1ymj(h) =
Se-ma(h) in GQoma(RY) for every h € HE.

Proof. For any such «, we can find (o/,m) which satisfies (4.5) and o/ — (12m)~! >
«. Then, the corollary follows immediately from Lemma 4.1 and the Besov-Holder
embedding (2.5) . O
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For h € H", consider the following controlled ODE in the Young sense:

d
dyy =) Vi(W)dh + Vo(yt)dt, g =a€R (4.6)
1

ji=

This is called the skeleton ODE associated with RDE (4.1). (Note that this makes
sense at least in the g-variational setting since ¢ < 2.) We write ¢" := W,(h). Then,
U, : HY — CIv*r(R) is a continuous map.

Corollary 4.3. (1) Under the assumption of Lemma 4.1, ®,0S, 12m-Bes(h) = ¥o(h) for
every h € H7.

(2) Under the assumption of Corollary 4.2, we have ®, o Syma(h) = Wu(h) for every
heH.

Proof. We prove (2) only because we can prove (1) in the same way. Let g € [1,2) be as
in (4.2) and take § > 0 so small that ¢+ 0 < 2. Since lim;_,, h(l) = h in (¢+J)-variation
topology, lim; o Wy (h(l)) = V,(h) in (¢ + 0)-variation topology. On the other hand,
U, (h(l)) = ®qa0S)1/u)(R(l)) = @4 0S4 ma(h) as I — oo by Corollary 4.2. Thus, we have
obtained ®, o Sq.ma(h) = Va(h). O

Now, let us recall the Young translation. Suppose that o € (1/4,1/2] and ¢ €
[1,2) satisfy a + ¢~* > 1. Then, there is a unique continuous map 7 : CI"™ (R%) x
Gy /a_var(Rd) — Gy /a_var(Rd) with the following property:

Te(S1/a) (@) = Sj1ja)(m(x), @,k € CT™(RY).

Here, we set 7(x) := x+k. This map T is actually locally Lipschitz continuous. We call
Ti(X) € G jovar(R?) the Young translation of X € GQjgvar(RY) by k € CT™(RY).
As is well-known, each level of T;(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 C{™ (R?) and G /qvar(R?) are replaced by H” and
GQa,lgm_Bes(Rd), respectively. Before providing a precise statement of the lemma, we
introduce another condition on (o, m):

1 1 2
(a—%)+([{—l—§)>l and a+%<H. (4.7)

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

Lemma 4.4. Let (a,m) satisfy both (4.5) and (4.7). Then, the Young translation T
maps HH? XGQO(JQm_BeS(Rd) onto Gy 12m-Bes (R?). 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
(ie. 1/3 < H < 1/2) is much easier. We write 8 := a — (12m)~!. In this proof,
C; (j = 1,2,...) are positive constants which depend only on parameters of (rough)
path spaces.

Take ¢ as in (4.2) close enough to (H + 3)~! so that

ﬁ+1>1 and (i—l)ﬁ+1—1>io¢ (i=1,2,3)
q q 2
holds. Note that the first inequality above is the sufficient condition for Young integra-
tion. Let X = (X', X2, X3) € GQu12m-Bes(RY). By (2.5), X € GQsma(R?). So, at least
in the variational setting, 7(X) is well-defined for X and k € H¥. For simplicity, we
write K = (K", K?, K?) for S3(k) and x, := X{,.
It follows immediately from (4.3) and (1/q) — (1/2) > « that

||77€(X)1||a712m—Bes - ||X1||o¢,12m—Bes + ||K1||a,12m—Bes S ”X1||a,12m—Bes + Cl”k“’HH < Q.

Next, we first estimate the second level path. Recall that
t t
Te(X)3 = X3+ / Xou @ dhy + / Ko @ dry + K3,

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

t t
/ X, , ®dk, / K,, ® dz,

for every X, k and (s,t) € Ar. Note that the Holder exponent on the right hand side
is larger than 2a. As we have seen in (4.4), |K?||2a+s)-ma < Cal|k||5,u for sufficiently
small 6 > 0. Hence, we have shown ||7;(X)? — X?||(2ats)}ma < 0o, which implies
| 7% (X)?||20.6m-Bes < 00 since || X?||aa.6m-Bes < 00 by assumption.

Next we will show || 7 (X)?||30,4m-Bes < 00. We can easily see that T(X)? is written
as sum of eight terms. By assumption, || X?||30,4mBes < 00. By the same argument as
for K2, we have ||K?||34,4m-Bes < 00. If we set

+ S C2H37H1/B—var,[s,t] "k"q—var,[s,t]

N[

1_
< G| XM | g-mallEllgn (t — 8)"*s

Ay = / (dktl ® dky, ® diy, + dky, ® dze, ® dhs, + dry, ® dhy, © dkt3>,
§<t1<ta<t3<t

then we see from the general theory of Young integration that

1_1
| As ] < Cslla]|1/p-var s, [| 512 < Col| X pormal || 2 (t — )72 2)

Q‘Va'n[s)t] -

for every X, k and (s,t) € Ap. The Holder exponent on the right hand side is larger
than 3a. Hence, ||Al/sa,4m-Bes < 00.
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Set
t
Bs,t = / dxtl ® dkftQ ® d$t37 Ds,t = / XSQU ® dkfu
s<t1 <ty<ts<t s

Then, we can see in the same way as above that
2 1_1
[Boal < Coll@ll? o s [|F lgvar it < CSlIX [Fpnallkll g (£ — )% 772

for every X, k and (s,t) € Ap. Since the 1/f-variation norm of u +— X7, on [s,1] is
dominated by Co([| X175 var 5.9 T IXZ[|1/28)var s.), We can see that

1_1
[Daal < Coo(IX Fuama + 11X losma) [ Kll g (8 — )72

for every X, k and (s,t) € Ap. The Holder exponent on the right hand side is larger
than 3a. Hence, || B||3a,4m-Bes + || D]3a,4m-Bes < 00-
The eighth term can be written in the coordinate form as

1722 % v A
Eg" = / dky, @ dry, @ dxg,
s<t1 <to<t3<t
o Lu v 2,0 v o A v A w
=K1 Xoy" — / dri & dki, ® dry, — / dri & dry, @ dky,
s<t1<to<t3<t s<t1 <to<t3<t

for every u, v, A € [1,d] and (s,t) € Ar when X = S3(z) for some z € C}™4(RY). 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 € GS2, 12m-Bes (R?) and have already
been estimated. From these we can easily see that

1_1
Bt < Crr(IX M Fama + 12X lagma) 1Kl (8 — )72

for every X, k and (s,t) € Ap, which implies that || E|[3a,4m-Bes < 00.

Combining the above estimates all, we see that Tp(X) € Qu12mpes(RY). It is a
routine to check that 7: HY x GQu12m-Bes(RY) — Qo 12m-pes(R?) is locally Lipschitz
continuous. If X = S3(z) for some x € CIM4(RY), then

1
[+ Ellgvar s < Cru(l[zllima + [kl )(E = s)a72, (s,1) € A

D=

Repeating the same argument just below (4.4), Ti(X) = Sjym(z + k) € GQpma(RY)
for every 8 (8 < H) sufficiently close to H. Hence, Ti(X) € GQu 12m-Bes(R?) in this
case. To prove Tp(X) € GQu 12m-Bes(R?) for a general X € GQy, 12m-Bes(R?), it is enough
to take a sequence {x(n)},eny C CFH9(R?) such that Sz(z(n)) converges to X asn — oo
in (a, 12m)-Besov topology and use the continuity of 7. O

Remark 4.5. By combining Corollary 4.2, Corollary 4.3 and Lemma 4.4, we can easily
show that the map h — ¢" = W,(h) is actually locally Lipschitz continuous from #"
to CoHd(Re) for every o € (0, H).
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4.2 Fractional diffusion bridge measures

In this subsection we assume the coefficient vector fields V; (j € [0, d]) of RDE (3.6) are
of CP° (when they are viewed as R°-valued functions) and study the RDE driven by the
canonical lift of FBM w = (wy)tejo,r] by using Malliavin calculus and quasi-sure analysis.
Under this condition on Vj’s, it is known that y = y(¢,a) € Do (R®) for every ¢ € [0, 7]
(see Inahama [21]). We denote by QX the law of the solution process y = y(-,a).

Let t € (0,7] and suppose for a while that y; = y(t, a) is non-degenerate in the sense
of Malliavin. We denote its density function by p(¢, a, -), namely,

W (y(t,a) € A) = / p(t,a, b)db (4.8)
A
for every Borel subset A C R®, where db stands for the Lebesgue measure on R¢. Obvi-
ously, p(t,a,b) = E[§(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 0,(y(t,a)) is a positive Watanabe
distribution, Sugita’s theorem implies that there exists a unique Borel probability mea-
sure £i2, on W corresponding to p(T, a,b) 'd,(y(t,a)). Its rough path lift is denoted
by vl = (Sama)splly for a with (|1/H] +1)"' < o < H. Similarly, we can also
define v}, := (Sa12m-Bes)«finy for (o, m) with (4.5). Note that plf,((Z4ma)®) = 0 =
1, ((Za,12m-Bes)©) since both (Zq.m1a)¢ and (24 12m-es) are slim. (We omit the Holder
or Besov parameters from the symbol Vfb since these measure can be naturally viewed
as the same measure through the embedding of rough path spaces. Similar notation is
used for Q and be, the latter of which will be introduced in the next paragraph.)

Next we set QY := (®q)wtly = (Po 0 Sootiia) i)y for o with ([1/H|+1)"' <a < H.
This is a probability measure on CoM4(R¢). Recall that y(-,a) = ®, 0 Sana, p-a.s.
on W. (When p(T,a,b) = 0, we set QL := dyqu), where £(a,b); := a + (b — a)(t/T).
However, this definition is almost irrelevant, because the law of (T, a) does not charge
the subset {b € R® | p(T, a,b) = 0}.)

Lemma 4.6. Let H € (1/4,1/2) and (|1/H]|+1)"! < o < H. Assume that yr = y(T, a)
is non-degenerate in the sense of Malliavin and p(T,a,b) > 0. Then, Qg{b sits on

CN%Hld(Re) = {z € C*MIYR) | 29 = a, zp = b}. Moreover,

E (9t Y1 y1)0(yr)]
— p(T, a,b) /W 9 (), o (1), bl (o)

=p(T,a,b) [ 9(2t, - 2y, 0)QL(d2). (4.9)
Cg(Re)

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

Qe ({2 | 21 # 0}) = pgy({w | yr(w) #b}) = 0.
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Then, (4.9) follows immediately from Sugita’s theorem and the definition of ugb and
H

. O
a,b

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

Theorem 4.7. Let H € (1/4,1/2] and (|1/H| +1)™' < a < H. Assume that yr =
y(T,a) is non-degenerate in the sense of Malliavin. Then, the family

{Qa(A) | A € BCIM(R)), b € R}

is (a version of ) the reqular conditional probability of QX on ég“Hld(Re) gien the eval-
uation map at the time T'.

Proof. In this proof, we write ) := CZ? (R¢) for simplicity and denote the evaluation map
at the time s by II;: Y — R€ i.e. Il (z) = 2z, for z € Y. Since balls in ) belong to
o{ll; | 0 < s < T} and Y is Polish, we can easily see that B(Y) = o{ll; | 0 < s < T'}.
We write U := {b € R®| p(T, a,b) > 0}, which is obviously open.

We say that G: Y — R is a Cp°-cylinder function if there are a partition {0 = ¢y <
t; < - <ty =T} and g € C((R®)N) such that G(2) = g(z1,, ..., 2t5_,s 2ty) for all
z € Y. We denote by FCF° the totality of Cp°-cylinder functions. Since FCP° is an
algebra, it is a routine to check that that o(FCy°) (i.e. the smallest o-field with respect
to which all G € FCP° is measurable) coincides with B()).

First, we will show that R® 3 b — Q,(A) is Borel measurable for every A € B(Y).
For that purpose, it suffices to show that

K:={FeMyY)|R 3b— [FdQ], € R is Borel measurable}

coincides with M,,()). Clearly, K contains all constant functions. Moreover, K is a
monotone class in the sense that, if {F},},en C K is an non-decreasing and uniformly
bounded sequence, then the pointwise limit lim, .., F,, € K. (K is also closed under
uniform convergence.) Due to the monotone class theorem for functions, it remains to
check FCg° C K.

Pick any G € FCp°. We may assume that G is of the above form. We see from (4.9)
that

[ G =T 00) E (gl o r)olon)]

Yy

if b € U. Since b — 0, € .'(R°) is continuous, b — [ G dQ, is continuous on U. If
b¢ U, [ GdQY, = G(l(a,b)). Since b {(a,b) € Y is continuous, the restriction of the

map b+ [ GdQZ, ap 10 UC is also continuous. Thus, we have shown G € K.
To finish the proof, we will show that

Ql(ANTI;! / Q7,(A) [(T17).QY)(db), A € B(Y),E € B(RY).
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Since [(T17).QX](db) = p(T,a,b)db equals the law of y(T',a), the above condition reads:

Bl el = [ ([ 1400a) 1etpTans @

for every A € B(Y) and E € B(R®). (Since p(T',a, -) = 0 on U, how Qf, is defined for
b ¢ U is actually irrelevant.)
Pick any y € .(R°) and set

K(x) :={F € M) | Eq. (4.11) below holds},
where
Er) o) = [ ([ Pl ) onr.ana (411
Pick any G € FC. We can easily see from (2.14) and (4.9) that

_ / <p(T,a, b) /y G(z)Qg{b(dz)> x(b)db.

Thus, we have seen FC C ﬁ(x) By using the monotone class theorem again, we
obtain IC(x) = B(Y).
Next, for an arbitrary A € B()), we set

EIG() x(ur)] = [ BIG() 8ium)] x(0)db

N(A) = {€ € My(R®) | Eq. (4.12) below holds}.

Here,

e

BlLy () €l = | ( /y 1A<z>@£{b<dz>) E)p(T, a,b)db, (4.12)

We have already seen that . (R¢) € 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 M (R¢) = N(A). Thus, we have shown (4.10). This completes the
proof of Theorem 4.7. O

Remark 4.8. It should be noted that the conditional distribution QX is defined for
every fived 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 Qf, for a fixed b because the singleton {b} is a zero set with respect
to the law of y(7T', a), which equals p(T', a, b)db.

Remark 4.9. Let the notation be as above and assume that yr = y(7,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 € H! satisfying the following two conditions:
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(1) Wu(h)r=b.

(2) DVY,(h)r is a surjective linear map from H to R¢. Here, DV,(h)r stands for
the Fréchet derivative of k € H# +— U, (k)r € R® at h € H".

Recall that W, (h) (= ") 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 W, (-)r at h.

In the following remark, we recall a famous sufficient conditions for non-degeneracy
of the solution (y¢)icpo,r) = (Y(t, @))ico,r) of RDE (3.6).

Remark 4.10. Let V; (j € [0,d]) be the coefficient vector fields of RDE (3.6). Here,
they are viewed as first-order differential operators on R®. Set ¥; = {V4,...,V,} and,
recursively, Xy = {[Z,V}] | Z € 31,0 < i < d} for k > 2. If {Z(a) | Z € U2 %k}
linearly spans R¢ at the starting point a, then for all ¢ € (0,71, y(¢, 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

Q}/ b2 actually coincides with the classical diffusion bridge measure under mild assump-
tions. In this subsection we will write Q, := (11/ % and Qup = QZ/ ,)2 for simplicity.
In this case, the solution y = (y;) of (4.1) coincides with the corresponding Stratonovich

SDE: .
dye =Y Vi(w) odw! +Vo(y)dt,  yo=a € R, (4.13)

j=1
Here, odwz stands for the Stratonovich stochastic integral with respect to the usual
Brownian motion. Since we let a vary, we will often write y, = y(t, a).

Throughout this subsection we assume that

o V; are of C° (j € [0,d]).

e Hormander’s bracket-generating condition as in Remark 4.10 is satisfied at every
a € R®.

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 € R® and t € (0,7]. 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 € R} (or {Q, | a € R°}) is a time-homogeneous diffusion
process with generator Vg + (1/2) ijl V? 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 U, ;, which is a unique Borel
probability measure on C2M4(R¢) (0 < a < 1/2) satisfying Condition (4.14) below:

For every rational partition {0 =, < t; < --- <ty =T} ? and every g; € CF(R?)

2The partition {0 =ty <t; < --- <ty = T} is called rational if ¢; is rational for all 1 <i < N — 1.
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(1 <i < N), it holds that
N
/H@@ﬂmwa

N-1
= p(Ty7 a, b)_l /( : H gl(l'z)gN(b> Hp(tz — ti—h Ti—1, l‘z) H d[EZ (414)
e\N—1 - i1

Here, we set zo := a, zx := b and the integral on the left hand side is done on Co-Hld(Re),
As is well-known, U, is supported on Co314(Re).

When p(T), a, b) =0, we set Uy = 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 € R®, we have
Qap = Uy 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 {U,;(A) | A € B(CM4(R?)), b € R} is also (a version of) the
regular conditional probability of Q, on C®M4(R¢) given the evaluation map Iy at
the time 7. Denote by V., := Q, (- |IIz = b) the above-mentioned regular conditional
probability. It suffices to show that, for almost all b, V, ;, satisfies Condition (4.14) (with
U, being replaced by V,;.)

Take an arbitrary rational partition {0 =ty < t; < --- < ty = T’} and fix it. The
projection z — (2., %y, 21y) from Y := C*(R®) to (R°)" is denoted by ¥. A
generic element of (R®)" is denoted by x = (z1,...,2x_1,2x). One can easily see from
the definition of regular conditional probability that

Y. Ve = (2.Q,) (- |y =) for almost all b.

Hence, we have only to calculate the right hand side.
As is well-known, the finite dimensional distribution 3,Q, on (R¢)Y is given by

N
b)) @a dX HP — i 1,%—1,901‘)1—165%‘-
i=1

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

(2@ (o =
N-1
T a, b -1 H p — z 1, xi_l,xi)p(t]\f — tN—l; Ti—1, b) H da:zéb(de)
i=1
for almost all b with p(T',a,b) > 0. (Note that {b | p(7,a,b) = 0} is a zero set with
respect to the law of y(7,a), which equals p(T,a,b)db, and is therefore irrelevant.)
Therefore, for such b, (£.Q,) (-|xy = b) satisfies (4.14) with U,, being replaced by
this probability measure.
Since there are countably many rational partitions, we have U,;, = V,; for almost
all b. This completes the proof. O
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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 € R with p(T,a,b) > 0, we have Qup = Ugyp.

Proof. We use Proposition 4.11 for every fixed a € R°. We already know that the set of
b satisfying Q,, = U, is a dense subset of the open set {b | p(T,a,b) > 0}. For such b,
we have

/ ﬁgi(zti)Qa,b(dz)

N-1 N N-1
= p(T, a, b)_l /(v . H gz<xz>gN(b) Hp(tZ — tz‘—l; Ti—1, IZ> H dl‘l (415)
N i= 1 i=1

with zg := a and xy := b for every rational partition and {g;}Y, C CZ(R®). It suffices
to show that both sides of (4.15) are continuous in b on {b | p(7’, a,b) > 0}.
The left hand side of (4.15) equals

N-1

H gi(yti)(sb(yT)] gn(b).

i=1

p(T,a,b)"'E

Since b — 6p(yr) € D, _o is continuous when [ € N is large enough, the left hand side
is continuous in b. Since the map (a,b) — p(t,a,b) is continuous for every ¢t € (0,7
and the supports of g;’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)™' < a < H and that the coefficient
vector fields V; are of C° (j € [0,d]). We basically work on the abstract Wiener space
(W, H" u") and let 3: [0,1] — R is a C?-function. Typical examples of 3 are 8. = 1
and 3. = /", We set )\, := t and denote by R{)\) be a one-dimensional linear subspace
of C}H4(R) spanned by \.
For a small parameter ¢ € (0, 1], we consider the following scaled RDE:

d
dy; =< Vi(g)dw] + BVo(y))dt,  y5=a € R (5.1)

j=1

This can be viewed as a “scaled version” of RDE (4.1). We sometime write y; = y°(t, a).
The corresponding skeleton ODE is given as follows: For h € H¥,

d
At = V(M dh + BoVo(d!)dt, Y =a € Re. (5.2)
j=1
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This is very similar to ODE (4.6) (the drift vector field Vj is replaced by 5oVp). We will
write " =: U, (h).

Now we introduce the following notation. We assume o € (1/4,1/2] for a while.
First let us recall the Young pairing P: GQqma(R?) x CFHY(R) — GQpma (R, Tt is
defined to be a unique continuous map such that

P(S|1/a)(x), k) = S|1/a) (2, k), z € CoM(RY), k € CiMM(R).

We denote by ®,: GQqma(RI!) — CoM(Re) the Lyons-Itd map associated with the
coefficients {V}}o<j<a. (Unlike the preceding sections, d, is defined on the geometric
rough path space over R, not over R% Note that &, (P(X,\)) = B, (X).)

Assume (|1/H| +1)"! < a < H again, Using these symbols, the solution of (5.1)
can be written as y= = ®,(P(eW, B.A)) with W = Spma(w). Note also that W,(h) =
Do (P(Samma(h), Bo))) for every h € HH.

We say that the coefficient vector fields {V;}o<j<a of RDE (5.1) and of ODE (5.1)
satisfies the ellipticity condition at z € R® if {V}(2), ..., V4(z)} linearly spans R¢. (Note
that 1} is actually irrelevant.) We say that {V}}o<j<q4 satisfies the ellipticity condition
on an open subset U C R¢ if it satisfies the ellipticity condition at every z € U.

We sometimes write V(z) := [Vi(z)|---|Vy4(z)], which is an e x d-matrix valued
function on R¢. (In this definition, Vs are viewed as R°-valued functions in an obvious
way.) It is well-known that V(2)V(2)" is invertible if and only if {V]}o<;<a satisfies the
ellipticity condition at z, where A" stands for the transposed matrix of a matrix A.

From now on, we assume that {V}}o<;<q satisfies the ellipticity condition at the
starting point a of RDE (5.1) and of ODE (5.2). Then, ¥ 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, \i/a( -); is non-degenerate at every h € H! for every 0 < t < T.
Recall that W,(-);: H¥ — R¢ is called non-degenerate at h if its Fréchet derivative
D\ifa(h)t . HY — R® at h is a surjective linear map. This is equivalent to the invertibility
of the deterministic Malliavin covariance of W, (- ), at h.

Let U C R® be a connected open subset on which {V]}o<;<q satisfies the ellipticity
condition and assume a,b € U. Then, there exists a C*-path ¢: [0,7] — U such that
wo = a and pr = b. Set hg = 0 and

hy == V(o)) {V(e)V(e) "} ey — BoVolen)],  t€[0,T].

Then, h: [0,T] — R% is also C® and U,(h) = ¢. Indeed, V(p)h, = @} — BoVo(wy).
Note that C*-paths starting at 0 belong to H. (See [5, Lemma 6.2] for example. This
fact still holds even when 1/2 < H < 1.) Hence, there exists h € H¥ such that ¥,(h)
connects a and b and W,( - ) is non-degenerate at h. Likewise, setting h(e), = 0 and

h(e); ="'V () {V(e) V(o) "} el = BVolwd)l,  te[0,T],
for every fixed € > 0, we have

d
dpy = 52 Vi(i)dh(e); + B:Volepr)dt, o =a € R

J=1

30



This is “e-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 H*! since the coefficients
still satisfy the ellipticity condition at the starting point a.

In this case, as we have seen in Remark 4.9, 6,(y°(¢,a)) is a positive Watanabe dis-
tribution with p*(7’, a,b) := E[dy(y*(t,a))] > 0. We denote by ,uggf the Borel probability
measure on W corresponding to p*(T, a,b)~16,(y* (¢, a)). We denote its rough path lift by
l/fl’f = (5Sa_H1d)*p£l’f. (It is worth recalling that Z, .4 is invariant under the dilation
by € and €S, ma(w) = Sama(ew) for all w € Z, mq. Of course, an analogous fact holds
in the Besov case, t00.)

Set ji GQa_Hld(Rd> — [0, OO] by

I[(X) = {%HhHiH (if X = S|1/m)(h) for some h € H* with T, (h)r =b),

00 (otherwise).

Note that, for every r € [0, 00), we have
{X € GQoma®) | I(X) <7} ={Sy/m(h) | h € HY with L||h|2,, <1}
N{X € GQuma(R?) | Do (P(X, BoA))r = 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, [ is good.
We also introduce another good rate function I: Gy ma(R?) — [0, 0o] by

I(X) =I(X) —min{I(X) | X € GQpa(RY)}
= I(X) — min{L||h)|%u | h € HT with U, (h)r = b}.

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

Of course, essentially the same objects can be defined in the Besov case, too. (They
are denoted by the same symbols.) Let (a,m) satisfy (4.5). Then, the lifted measure
yflf = (eSu.12m-Bes ) « MZ;}E is introduced on the Besov rough path space GQq, 12m Bes(R?),
too. The good rate functions I and T can also be defined on G4 19m-Bes (Rd) in the same
way as in the Holder case.

Now we provide our main large deviation results. The speed of these large deviations
is 1/e2. The key is proving large deviations for the family of unnormalized measures
{p°(T, a, b)yff}se(gﬁl] 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 C2°-vector fields V; (j € [0,d]) on
R¢ satisfy the following condition: There exists a connected open subset U of R® such
that a,b € U and {V;}o<j<aq satisfies the ellipticity condition on U. Then, the following
three statements hold:

(1) The following Varadhan type asymptotics holds:

n{%g? log p° (T, a,b) = — min{ L ||h||2,s | h € HT with ¥,(h)r = b}.
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(2) For every o with ([1/H| +1)"' < a < H, {v} ' Yee(o,y) satisfies a large deviation

principle on GQqma(R?) as e \, 0 with good rate function I. Moreover, {Va,b Yee(o,1] 48
exponentially tight as € 0.

(3) For every (o, m) satisfying (4.5) and (4.7), {l/fl’f}ge(o,l] satisfies a large deviation
principle on GQq 12m-Bes(RY) as e \, 0 with good rate function I. Moreover, {fo}ae(o,l]
15 exponentially tight as € 0.

Proof. By the Besov-Hodler 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 {fo}gE (0,11 will be

shown in (6.1) and (6.10) below, where 7" Wy =0(Tha S byte » - The exponential tightness

will be shown in (6.8). Moreover, since the whole set GQaﬂm_BeS(Rd} is both open and
closed, (6.1) and (6.10) also imply that

li 21 (T — i 2 1 ~e d
61\1‘%8 ogp ( ) Ay b) E{%g 0g Va,b(GQa,IQm—BeS(R ))
= —min{i||h|Zu | h € HT with W, (h)r = b}.
Thus, we have shown Assertion (1) and (3). O

We denote by Q the law of y* conditioned that y5 = b, that is, the law of y°
d,(P (5W BeA)) under pab Since y° = (I>a( (eW, B:A)) and the law of e under ,uw
equals yab , we have @ab = [Dy 0 PV @ 65.5).

With Theorem 5.1 at hand, we can éasily obtain a large deviation principle for the
laws {Qﬁf}do’l] of (scaled) fractional diffusion bridges as £ \, 0. This is one of our main
results in this paper.

Corollary 5.2. Let H € (1/4,1/2]. We assume that C°-vector fields V; (5 € [0,d]) on
R satisfy the following condition: There exists a connected open subset U of R® such
that a,b € U and {V;}o<;j<a satisfies the ellipticity condition on U.

Then, for every a with (|[1/H|] +1)"' < a < H, {Qﬁ{f}ee(o,u satisfies a large

deviation principle on CNC‘Z;)Hld(Re) as € \, 0 with good rate function J, where we set

J(€) = nf{L||h]2u | h € HT with & = W, (h)},
—min{L ||| | h € HT with U, (h)r =b}, & € CoP™M(R?).

As usual, inf ) = oo by convention.

Proof. It is almost obvious that, as € \, 0, {Js.x }cc(0,1] is exponentially tight and satisfies
a large deviation principle on R(\) as ¢ N\, 0 with good rate function L, where L(s\) := 0
if s =y and L(sA) := oo if s # S.

By this fact and Theorem 5.1 (2), {Vféa ® Op.atec(o) satisfies a large deviation
principle on GQuma(R?) x R(A\) as ¢ N\, 0 with good rate function K defined by
K(X,s)\) == I(X) + L(s\).
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Since Qf,’f is the law of l/fb"€ ® 95,5 under the continuous map (i.e. the composition of
the Young pairing and ®,), {@f’f}se(o,l] satisfies a large deviation principle on CN(i})Hld (R°)
as ¢ \( 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 W,(h) = ®4(P(S|1/m(h), BoN)) for h € HE. O

Remark 5.3. We assumed for simplicity that 3: [0,1] — R is of C?, but this C*-
condition can be relaxed to the Lip”-function for some v € (1,2]. (This condition means
that 3 is of C' and 8’ is (y — 1)-Hoélder continuous.) By this relaxation, the following
two minor modifications must be made in the proof of lower estimate:

e “O(e?)” in Eq. (6.6) should be relpaced by “O(g7).”
e “O(e)” in Eq. (6.7) should be relpaced by “O(g771).”

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 ﬁggf =p*(T,a,b) ,ufgf, which
corresponds to the positive Watanabe distribution d,(y* (¢, a)) via Sugita’s theorem. Sim-
ilarly, we set ﬂf =p(T,a, b)z/f . 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 := S, 12m-Bes(w) for simplicity. Recall that y* = <i>a(77(5VV, BeA)).
Precisely, we understand the right hand side in the following way (we write v := a —
(12m)~! for simplicity):

e Though eW is GQy 12m Bes(R?)-valued, it can also be viewed as G, mq(R?)-valued,

due to the embedding in (2.5). (This embedding will not be written explicitly.)

o P(eW,B.\) € GQpma(R¥™) stands for the Young pairing of eW € G, ma(R?)
and S\ € R(A).

o &, is viewed as a continuous map from GQ,_a(R¥1) to CI(R®).

e Therefore, 3¢ is a CJ(R®)-valued random variable and a continuous image of the
(direct product) pair of eW € GQy 12m-Bes(R?) and B\ € R(A).
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6.1 Large deviation lower bound

In this subsection we will show that

. 2 ~H;e > _ . j~4
llTH(l)éT log 7, ;7(0) > )1{2%]()() (6.1)

holds for every open subset O of GQy 12 Bes(R?).

Denote by t*: W* — (HH)* = HH be the adjoint of the inclusion ¢: H — W. By
the Riesz identification (H)* = HH we view 1*(W*) as a dense subspace of H. More
concretely, t*(W*) = {h € H! | (h, - )3 extends to an element of W*}.

Take any h € HY with U,(h)r = b. Since DW,(h)r is non-degenerate, i.e. a
surjective linear map from H to R¢, there exists a sequence {hy, }ney C ¢*(W*) such
that lim, e |2 — hnllx = 0 and W, (h,)r = b for all n € N. (See [20, Lemma 7.3]
for this fact.) By (a special case of) Lemma 4.4, lim,_,oc S|1/1|(hn) = Sj1/m)(h) in the
(cr, 12m)-Besov topology. Hence, we have

inf 1(X) = {(3IIhlZa | b€ HT with U,(h)r = b and S|1/m|(h) € O}

= {2kl | k€ 2OV) with W, (k)7 = b and Sy (k) € O},

For simplicity, we write K := S|1/5(k) and set

B(X)= [ {X€6umna®)|IX = X200 e <7}

ia,12m/i-Bes
1<i<[1/H]|

for r € (0,00) and X € GQq, 12m-pes(R?). Note that {B,(X)}re(0,00) forms a fundamental
system of neighborhood around X. Similarly, thanks to Lemma 4.4, {7;B5,(0)},c(0,00)
forms a fundamental system of neighborhood around K. (Here, 0 stands for the zero
rough path and 7} for the Young translation by k.)

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

1
lim lim £” log 7, (Tx B,(0)) > —=||[|3n (6.2)
™0 e\0 ’ 2

for every k € *(W*) with W,(k); = b. We will prove this lower estimate in the rest of
this subsection.

Take o' € («, H) sufficiently close to H. Since the o/-Hélder topology is stronger
than the (a,12m)-Besov norm, we have Z,.ma C Z412mBes- By Corollary 3.4 and
Cameron-Martin theorem, (Z..mq)¢ and (24 ma — k)¢ = (Zo-ma)¢ — k are both slim
for every k € HY. Hence, Su12m-Bes = Sormid, ° quasi-surely. Moreover, if k € HH
So/—Hld( -+ k’) = ESQ/_HM, quasi—surely. (Consequently, Sa,12m—Bes< -+ k)) = 7798&712771_]3%,

3Precisely speaking, the right hand side should be the composition of S,/.nq and the inclusion map
GQa’—Hld(Rd) — GQa,127n—Bes(Rd)~
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quasi-surely. Actually, this will be used below.) Indeed, if w € (24 m4) N (Zamma — k),
then

Soma(w + k)sy = llgilo Siya) (w4 E)(1))ss
= lim TeqSpaymy(w(l))s.
- ESa’—Hld(w>s,ta (Sa t) € AT‘

The first equality is due to w € Z,.mq — k. The last equality is due to the Young
translation in the variation topologles because (i) w € Z, Hid, (i) Hmy oo [|K(1) =] govar =
0 for every ¢ > (H + 1/2)71, (iii) (we may assme that) o/ +1/q > 1.

Let x: R — [0,1] be an even smooth function with compact support such that
x(xz) =11if || <1/2 and x(z) = 0 if |z| > 1. We write x,(x) = x(z/r) for r € (0, 00).
Clearly,

i12m/e
]-BT(O)(X) > H XT(HX Hza,lQ/m/i—Bos)’ X € GQa,l2m-Bes(Rd)'
1<i<|1/H]|

For simplicity, we write y°(t,a) = yi. We also write W := S, 19m Bes(w), which is
oo-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/e,
we have

vy (TeB.(0))
=l ({w e W | eW € T;B.(0)})

= [ 10T eW) 5 )

12m/i ~
/ H Xr |T k €W ||za 12/m/z Bes) qube(dw)

B | Lo T 12 ) ab<y;>]

ko) Bl i|j12m/i e
=E |exp (_< - ) - 2;; HXT(H(gW) H;j712/m/i—Bes) o6 (97)

~ fonp (- 220 e | CN R C s |

Here, we set 75 := yo(- + k/e). Note that if ||[eW? |12 <r, then

a,12m-Bes
[(k,w) /el < [(k, - )llw-llwllw/e < cl[(k, - )l

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

Zoi (TeB:(0))

WlHOé,12m-BeS/5 S C?"l/(12m)/€2
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1/(12m) k|12
> exp (—CT _l HHH) lIE

g2 2¢e2 g €

(2

) m/i 3}8 —b
L1 i (0|
Therefore, in order to obtain (6.2), it suffices to show that

limE
e\0

€

D ER(C PN K b)] € (0,50) (6.4

for every fixed r > 0.
First, we can easily see that as € \ 0

i|12m/i m s1112m/i .

Next, it is known that (75 —b) /e = {5(- +k/e)—W4(k)p} /e 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
Cr(-; k) € €/(R®) such that

Yr(- +kfe) = Wa(k)r = eCr(-3k) + O(e%)  in Doo(R) (6.6)

as € \( 0. (This is a consequence of the Taylor expansion of Lyons-I1t6 map. (r(-;k)
is the term of order 1 in the expansion. This kind of expansion was already used in
[26], too.) Moreover, w — (r(w;k) is a Gaussian random variable whose covariance
matrix coincides with the deterministic Malliavin covariance matrix of h — ¥,(h)7 at
k, which is non-degenerate due to the ellipticity assumption. (The mean may not vanish.)
Therefore the density function of the law of (r(-;k) is strictly positive everywhere, in
particular, E[dy((r(-;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

r=by _ “; €) 1n
50( - )—5o<<T< k) +0() inD_ (6.7)

as € N\ 0. Combining this with (6.5), we see that the left hand side of (6.4) equals
E[do(¢r(-5k))] € (0,00). 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), {ﬁf o Yoo
is exponentially tight on GQ4 12m.Bes(R?), that is, for every R € [1,00) there exists a
precompact subset Kr of GQ4 12m-Bes(R?) satisfying that

ESQ log 7,3 (KF,) < —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 € (1,00) and k € N, there exist positive constants ¢ and ¢
satisfying that
Cap,. ({wew| Wi/ >R})<ee®,  1<i<|YHL1<R<.

ia,12m/i-Bes —
Here, ¢ and ¢ may depend on q, k,a, m, but not on R.

Proof. From a Fernique type theorem for fractional Brownian rough path with respect
to the Holder rough path topology (see [11, Theorem 15.33]), we can easily see that
there exist constants ¢y, ] > 0 independent of R such that

ia,12m/i-Bes

uH ({w c W( s > R}) <de e 1<i<|1/H|,1<R < oo

Take a non-negative, non-decreasing, smooth function y such that x = 0 on (—o0, 0]
and Y = 1 on [1,00). All derivatives of x are bounded. Set G(w) = ||V[/1||21§"112/;n/1Bes
Then, G € D, and x(G— R'™+1) is co-quasi-continuous. Moreover, x(G—R?™+1) >
1 holds on the subset {‘|Wi‘|7jlé:i12m/i—Bes > R}. By [29, P. 106, Theorem 4.4], we have

Capy i ({IWIL, o jipes = BY) < IIX(G = R +1)||p, -

Therefore, it suffices to estimate the Sobolev norm on the right hand side.
First we calculate the L?-norm. Since there exists a constant rq > 2 such that R > rq
implies (R?™ — 1)1/12m > R/2 we have

m 7 % m m7\ 1
(G = R 4+ 1)l 0 < (LW s = (REZ™ = 1)/12m3) 0
inl/i 1/
< (i > R/2}) "

ia,12m/i-Bes —

< (Cll)l/qef(61/4!1)R2

for all R > ry. By adjusting positive constants, we can easily show that, for some
constants ¢y, ¢y > 0, [ X(G — R™™ 4 1)||1« < che " holds for all R > 1.
Since D[x(G — R*™ +1)] = X(G — R**" + 1) DG, we have
IDIX(G = R™™ + 1)]|| s
< X oo || Lig—rr2m 150 |1 DG e ||,
< X lloell DG g2aps” (LIW32 > (R — 1)1/amy)

ia,12m/i-Bes —

<Xl DGl 124 - (&) /20~ (1/80)R2

for all R > ry. Hence, there are constants cg, ¢ > 0 such that || D[x(G — R**"™ +1)]||1« <
cge_CSR2 holds for all R > 1. From this and Meyer’s equivalence of the Sobolev norms,
there exists c4, ¢y > 0 such that

IX(G = R*™ 4+ 1)|p,, < che
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for all R > 1.

Repeating essentially the same argument, we can estimate D![x(G — R*™ + 1)] for
any [ (1 <1 < k) to obtain the Gaussian decay of ||x(G — R*™ +1)||p,,. This completes
the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 6.2. There exists a constant £ € N independent of ¢ and € such that
165(v* (T, ))||p,, . = O(e™") as € \, 0.
for every q € (1,00).

Proof. In this proof, {; € N are certain constants independent of (¢,¢) and ¢; > 0 are
certain constants independent of € (7 = 1,2,...). For simplicity, we denote by o. the
Malliavin covariance matrix of y°(T, a) := y5. We also write v, := (0.) '

It is well-known that every ||y%||p, , is bounded in ¢ for every (¢, k) € (1,00) x N. As
was explained in Subsection 6.1, {y7/e}oc(0,1] is uniformly non-degenerate in the sense
of Malliavin calculus, which implies that ||(deto.)™!||r« = O(e72¢) as € N\, 0 for every
q € (1,00). Hence, for some £;, we have ||7.||r« = O(e7%) as ¢ \, 0 for every q € (1, 00).

Set A(z) := [[5_1{(2/ =) vV 0} for 2 = (2',...,2°). Then, we have 97 ---92A = 4,
in the distributional sense. Now we apply the multiple version of the by parts formula
(2.12) in Remark 2.1 with F' =95, T'=Aand i= (1,1,2,2,...,¢,¢). (see Remark 2.1
for the notation) to obtain

E[6(y5) G] = E[A(y3) @a1,.ce(3G)], G € Dw.

It is easy to see that ||A(v5)||z is bounded in € for every r € (1,00). For a given g,
denote its conjugate exponent by p, i.e. 1/¢+1/p = 1. Then, there exists {5 and ¢; such
that

1P, e0) (3 G| pwrnrre < C1||G||Dp,2€5_é2, G € Dy, e € (0,1].

Combining these all, we have

et

E[6:(y7) G]| < e2l|Gllp : G € Dy, e € (0,1].

p,2e

Since D, is dense in D, 9., this estimate proves the lemma. O

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

Kp = {X c GQa,nm_Bes(Rd)‘||Xi||1/i <Rforalli=1,..., U/HJ} .

ia,12m/i-Bes
Clearly, this is a bounded subset. By (2.10), Lemmas 6.1 and 6.2, we have
Do (K7) = figy ({w € W | eW € Kp})
< [6(y*(T', @) lps 5. Capy e ({w € W | eW € KL })
< delem e ee(0,1,R>1.
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Here, ¢, d, ¢ are positive constants independent of R and . Thus, we have

h{% e*log 7 ,(K7,) < —cR”. (6.9)

Since c¢R? can be arbitrarily large, we have shown (6.8) except the relative compactness
of Kx.

For the relative compactness, we take o/ € (o, H). When o’ is sufficiently close
to «a, (a/,12m) still satisfies the assumption of Theorem 5.1 (3) and the embedding
G 12m-Bes(RY) — Gy 12m-Bes(RY) 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 (o/, 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

T 2 ~H75 < s z
ll\r‘%g log 7,47 (F') < )1(2% I(X) (6.10)
holds for every closed subset F' of GQ4 12m-Bes(R?).
In view of the exponential tightness (6.8), the upper estimate (6.10) immediately
follows from the following inequality:
T2 ~H,e T
) < _ .
lim lim &% log 7, 7 (B, (X)) < —I(X) (6.11)
for every X € GQu 12m-Bes(R?). We will show (6.11) in Lemmas 6.3 and 6.4 below.
Now let us prove (6.11).

Lemma 6.3. If ®,(P(X, Bo\))r # b, then (6.11) holds.

Proof. First, note that since w — ®,(P(eW, f\))r is oco-quasi continuous, iy is con-

centrated on the subset {w € W | ®,(P(sW, B.\))r = b} (see Lemma 4.6 and its proof).
By the continuity, there exists 4,7 > 0 and g, € (0,1) such that if X € B,(X) and
e € (0,e9), then |®,(P(X, S.N))r — b] > 6. Therefore, we have

Vo (Br(X)) = figy, (W € B,(X)) =0
for sufficiently small £ > 0. This implies (6.11) since I(X) = oco. O

Before proving the other case i)a(P(X ,BoA)) = b, let us recall a Schilder type large
deviation principle for fractional Brownian rough path with respect to the o/-Hdélder
topology for every o < 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 GleQm_BeS(Rd). Due to the general fact in the large
deviation theory (see [9, Theorem 4.1.18] for instance), we have

li\r“%@ez log u? ({eW € B.(X)}) € —Isen(X) (6.12)
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for every X € GQq 19m-Bes(R?), where we set

21013 if X = h) f h H
Tsean(X) ::{2” 5 (i Si1/m)(h) for some h € H'),

00 (otherwise).
Lemma 6.4. It holds that

c T ~H,e
lin T & log 7, (B, (X)) < —Tsen(X)

for every X € GQq 12m-pes(RY).

Proof. Take a non-negative, smooth, even function ¢ such that ¢ = 1on [0,1] and p =0
on [2,00). Clearly, ¢ is compactly supported. If we set

Frw) = T o (IEew)y = X120 /)

1<i<|1/H]

then Ft € Do, F¢ > 0 and Ff =1 on B,.(X). Moreover, FF¢ is co-quasi-continuous in
w. For every k € N and 1 < p < p < oo, there exist positive constants ¢, co which may
depend on k,p, p,r but not on e such that

k
<1 Y |ID7FE | < eop™ ({eW € By (X)})'7

P,k —
J=0

[
Using this, Sugita’s theorem and Lemma 6.2, we have
~H,.e ~He
Vo (Br(X)) = figyy ({eW € B (X)})

< [ Fe(w)ptff(aw)
w

= E[6y(y7) F7]
< [19s(y°(T’, a)) Iy, 5 17 [[D e
< cge ' p ({eW € Bor (X)))'7

where p~' 4+ ¢7! = 1 and /¢, ¢3 are certain positive constants independent of . This
inequality and (6.12) immediately imply that

_ 1
. - ~H,
ll{(l}) 1_1{% e?log v, (B, (X)) < —]—5]8ch(X)~
Setting p = 2p — 1 and then letting p \, 1, we obtain the desired estimate. O
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7 The Young case: H > 1/2

In this section we assume H € (1/2,1). Denote by u!! the law of d-dimensional FBM with
Hurst parameter H, which is a Gaussian measure on W = C¢"M(R?) with o € (1/2, H).
The coordinate process w = (wy)ep,r] on W is a canonical realization of FBM under p*.
The Cameron-Martin space of u*’ is denoted by H. As is well-known, (W, H®, uf) is
an abstract Wiener space. Throughout this section V; (j € [0,d]) are assumed to be
Cpe-vector fields on R®.

We consider the Young differential equation (YDE) driven by FBM w = (w;)sejo,:

d
dy, = Z Vi(ye)dwi + Vo(ye)d, Yo = a € R (7.1)

j=1

Under our condition on the coefficients, this YDE is deterministic and has a unique
solution for every fixed w. We write y = ®,(w) and view ® as a map from W to
Co-Hd(Re). Tt is known that ® is Fréchet-C™ (see [19] for example). We denote by Q¥
the law of this process y, that is, Q7 := (®,),u”. Since @, takes values in the “little
a-Hodler space” C2(R¢), this Borel probability measure sits on C2H4(R¢).

Under the CP°-condition on the coefficients, y; € D (R®) for every t € [0,7].
(See [19]. See also [4] for the driftless case. These proofs are different.) Suppose
that yr = y(T,a) is non-degenerate in the sense of Malliavin and that p(T,a,b) :=
E[0(y(T,a))] > 0. In this case, a unique Borel probability measure on W corresponding
to p(T,a,b)"'0y(y(t,a)) is denoted by uf,. We then set QY := (®,), o ull,. (When
p(T,a,b) =0, we set QL := dy(q,5), where £(a,b); == a+ (b—a)(t/T). )

As in the rough path case (ie. 1/4 < H < 1/2), Q¥, can be regarded as (the law
of) a bridge process.

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

{Qa(A) | A € BICI™(R)), b € R}

is (a version of ) the reqular conditional probability of QX on ég-Hld(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. O]

Remark 7.2. Assume that yr = y(7, 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) @o(h)r =10
(2) D®,(h)r is a surjective linear map from H¥ to R°. Here, D®,(h)r stands for the
Fréchet derivative of k € H# +— D®,(k)r € R® at h € HH.
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This equivalence can be checked as follows. The map w +— ®,(w) is known to be Fréchet-
C?3 whose derivatives of order k£ (0 < k < 3) are of at most polynomial growth, which
implies that this map is twice -regularly differentiable in the sense of Aida-Kusuoka-
Stroock [2]. Then, the above equivalence is a special case of [2, Theorem 2.§].

In the following remark, we recall some results on the non-degeneracy of the solution
(Yt)tep,r) 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 {V;}o<j<a be the coefficient vector fields of YDE (7.1). Here, they
are viewed as first-order differential operators on R¢. We provide two known examples
of sufficient condition for y; = y(¢,a) to be non-degenerate in the sense of Malliavin for
all t € (0,7].

1. {V;}o<j<a satisfies the ellipticity condition at the starting point a € R (see [19]).

2. Vo = 0 and {V;}1<j<q satisfies Hormander’s bracket-generating condition at the
starting point a € R® (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 {V;}o<j<s 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 ¢ € (0, 1], we
consider the following scaled YDE:

d
dy; =< Vi(y)dw] + BVo(y))dt,  y5=a € R (7.2)

J=1

We sometime write ¢y = y°(t,a). Here, 8: [0,1] — R is a Lip”-function for some v > 1.
(See Remark 5.3.) Typical examples of 3 are 5. = 1 and 3. = '/,

We denote by ®,: CoHd(RHH1) — Co-HId(Re) the Young-Ité map (i.e. the solution
map of YDE) associated with the coefficients {V;}o<j<4, where 1/2 < o < H. Then,
y* = Bo((ew, B-N)). The associated skeleton map is defined by Wo(h) := @4 ((h, Bo)))
for h € H™.

We assume that the coeffiecient vector fields V; (j € [0,d]) are of CF° satisfy-
ing the following condition: There exists a connected open subset U of R¢ such that
a,b € U and {V;}o<j<a satisfies the ellipticity condition on U. Then, as we have
seen in Remark 7.2, 0,(y°(¢,a)) is a positive Watanabe distribution with p*(7', a,b) =
E[0s(y(t,a))] > 0. We denote by uggf the Borel probability measure on W corresponding
to p*(T,a,b) 10y (y°(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/&2. In this setting, the rate functions are defined by

Fw) = {%kugw (if w € H? with W, (w)r = b),

00 (otherwise).

and
I(w) = I(w) — min{3||h|5x | h € H* with U, (h)r = b}

Theorem 7.4. Let H € (1/2,1). We assume that C:°-vector fields V; (7 € [0,d]) on
R satisfy the following condition: There exists a connected open subset U of R® such
that a,b € U and {V;}o<j<a satisfies the ellipticity condition on U. Then, the following
two statements hold:

(1) The following Varadhan-type asymptotics holds:

11{%52 log p® (T, a,b) = — min{(|h||3,x | h € HIT with ¥, (h)r = b}.

(2) For everya € (1/2,H), {Mé{f}ae(o,l] satisfies a large deviation principle on C¢M4(RY)
as € \y 0 with good rate function I. Moreover, {Mfif}ee(o,l] 15 exponentially tight as

e \0.
(3) For every (a,m) € (1/2, H) x N with a — (2m)~! > 1/2, {Mf{if}ee(o,l] satisfies a

large deviation principle on CS*™P*(RY) as e \, 0 with good rate function I. Moreover,
{uaf{gf}ge(m] is exponentially tight as € \ 0.

Proof. Due to the continuous embedding C3*"P*(R%) — CJ™MY(RY) with v = a —
(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 ng the law of y* conditioned that y5. = b, that is, the law of y* =
®,((ew, B.))) under ,ug’ba. Then, we have Qggf = [éa]*(ugf ® 95.1)-

Corollary 7.5. Let H € (1/2,1). We assume that Cy°-vector fields V; (j € [0,d]) on
R satisfy the following condition: There exists a connected open subset U of R® such
that a,b € U and {V;}o<;<a satisfies the ellipticity condition on U.

Then, for every o € (1/2, H), {@5@5}56(0,1] satisfies a large deviation principle on
éc‘ingd(Re) as € \, 0 with good rate function J, which is defined by

J(€) == inf{L||h)|2u | h € HIT with € = P, (h)},
—min{1|||3u | h € HIT with U (h)r =0}, & € CoP™(R?).
As usual, inf ) = oo by convention.

Proof. Since the Young-I1t6 map d, 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. H
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