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Abstract

We consider a system of d linear stochastic heat equations driven by an additive
infinite-dimensional fractional Brownian noise on the unit circle S*. We obtain sharp re-
sults on the Hélder continuity in time of the paths of the solution u = {u(t,z)}ier, zest-
We then establish upper and lower bounds on hitting probabilities of u, in terms of re-
spectively Hausdorff measure and Newtonian capacity.
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1 Introduction and main results

We consider a system of d stochastic heat equations on the unit circle driven by an infinite-
dimensional fractional Brownian motion B with Hurst parameter H € (0,1). That is,

Ou; oBH
a—i(t,x) = Aguilt, @) + (1), £>0, ze S, (1.1)

with initial condition u;(0,2) = 0, for all i = 1,...,d. Here A, is the Laplacian on S' and
BH a centered Gaussian field on R, x S! defined, for all z,y € S and s,t > 0, by its
covariance structure

E [BzI{ (t,.%') B]H (Say)] - 2_1 <tH + SH - ‘t - S‘2H> Q (.%',y) 5i7j7

where @ is an arbitrary covariance function on S! and 0;; is the Kronecker symbol. To
simplify our study, we assume that B is spatially homogeneous and separable in space;
therefore @ (z,y) depends only on the difference z —y , and we denote it abusively Q(z —y).

Note that because @ is positive definite, there exists a sequence of non-negative real
numbers {¢y }, <y such that

Qz—y) =Y gncos(n(z—y)).

neN

This expression may be only formal for certain choices of the sequence {¢,},, as these
pointwise values may explode, but this Fourier representation is always relevant if one
allows @ to be a Schwartz distribution. Examples will be given below where @ (0) is infinite
while all other values are finite (Riesz kernel case); another, also with @ (0) = oo, will show
that @@ may not be equal to its Fourier series at any point (fractional noise case for small
Hurst parameter), but still allows a solution to (LI)). Any case with @ (0) = oo denotes
a distribution-valued noise B in space, for which the notation B (¢,z) is only formal in
the parameter x.

The existence and uniqueness of the solution of (II]) was established in [TTV03]. The
“mild” or “evolution” solution of the stochastic integral formulation of equation (L)) is
given by the evolution convolution

0

w; (t,z) = Z \/q_n<cos (nx) /Ot e (=) ZHn (ds) + sin (nx) /t e_"Q(t_S)ﬁZ{{{n (ds)), (1.2)
n=0

where the sequences {S;n}nen and {ﬁgm}neN, i € {1,...,d}, are independent and each
formed of independent one-dimensional standard fractional Brownian motions. [TTV03]
showed when such a solution exist, and more specifically, that the necessary and sufficient
condition for existence of (L2) in L? (Q x [0,T] x S1) (cf. [TTV03, Corollary 1]) is

o0
Z qnn74H < 0.
n=1

The particular case where B is white in space, that is, ¢, = 1 for all n, was already studied
in [DPM02] where the solution exists if and only if H > 1.



The aim of this paper is to develop a potential theory for the solution to the system of
equations (LI)). In particular, given A C RY, we want to determine whether the process
{u(t,x), t >0, 2 € S'} visits, or hits, A with positive probability.

Potential theory for the linear and non-linear stochastic heat equation driven by a space
time white noise was developped in [I-DKN07|] and [2-DKNO07]. The aim of this paper is to
obtain upper and lower bounds on hitting probabilities for the solution of (ILI]). For this,
following the approach developped in [I-DKNO7] , a careful analysis of the moments of the
increments of the process u(t, x) is needed. In particular, this will lead us to solve an open
question which is the Hélder continuity in time of the solution of (LI) when H < 3. The
Hélder continuity in space for the solution of (II]) was studied in [TTV04] and the Holder
continuity in time when H > % is due to [SV0G]. These are generalizations of earlier work
done for the stochastic heat equation with time-white noise potential: [SS00], [SS02].

Let us first state, in some detail, the path continuity results we obtain for the solu-
tion of the fractional heat equation on the circle (II]), as these are a valuable immediate
consequence of our work. Assume that for all n large enough

entH—20-1 < o < CpAH—20-1 (1.3)

for some positive constants ¢ and C and « € (0,1] with o # 2H. Our basic quantitative
result is the following bounds on the variance of the increments of the solution: for ¢, 7" > 0,
for some positive constants ¢, C, ¢y, Cy,, for all x,y € S, and all s,t € [tg, T],

cole —y** < Ellult,z) —ult,y) ] < Cr |z —y*
clt —s|*" < B lu(t,x) —u(s,a2)|?] <Ct—s* D).

We then immediately get that u is S-Holder continuous in space for any 8 € (0, «) and is
p-Holder continuous in time for any 3 € (0, 5 A H), but not for 3 equal to the upper values
of these intervals. All these results are true for any H € (0,1). Moreover, these results are
sharp for our additive stochastic heat equation (LI)): up to non-random constants, exact
moduli of continuity can be found (see the last bullet point below).

Let us consider some examples:

e In the case where B is “white noise” in space, then u exists if and only if H > 1/4;
moreover u is f-Holder continuous in space for any 8 € (0,2H — %) and [-Holder
continuous in time for any g € (0, H — %) This follows from the above continuity
results because the white noise case is the case ¢, = 1: the appellation “white” reflects
the fact that all spatial Fourier frequencies are equally represented.

e In the case where B is white in time and has a covariance function in space given
by the Riesz kernel, that is, Q(z —y) = |z — y|™7, 0 < v < 1, we can prove that g, is
commensurate with n7~!. More specifically, we can show that ¢, = n?~!c(n) where
¢ (n) is function bounded bewteen two positive constants, because it can be written
as the partial sum of an alternating series with decreasing general term and positive
initial term (see Appendix [AJ]). Therefore, the solution of (L.Il) exists if and only if
H > 7 and u is -Holder continuous in space for any § € (0,2H — %) and S-Holder
continuous in time for any 3 € (0,H — 7).



e In the case where BH behaves like fractional Brownian noise both in time and space
with common Hurst parameter H, then the solution of (IT]) exists if and only if H > %
Indeed, this case can be obtained by assuming that ¢, = n' =27, When H > 1/2, if
one prefers to work starting from the spatial covariance function @), one may stipulate
that B is has a Riesz kernel covariance, ie. Q(z—y) = |z —y[*" 2 = [z —y|?
with v =2(1 — H) € (0,1), in which case one is in the situation of the last example,
with ¢, = ¢(n)n'=2#. On the other hand, if H < 1/2, no Riesz-kernel interpretation
is possible with ¢, = n'~2. Appendix [A-2] contains another interpretation in this
case.

This interpretation, which uses a differentiation construction, also allows a justifica-
tion, for all H € (0, 1), of why we use the appellation “fractional Brownian noise” in
the case ¢, = n'72H. In all cases, i.e. for all H € (1/3,1), u is -H &lder contin-
uous in space for any § € (0,3H — 1) and is S-H 6lder continuous in time for any
B e (0,221,

e Similarly to the previous example, but more generally, to obtain a B that behaves
like a fractional Brownian noise with parameter H in time and K in space, we can set
¢n = n'72K (using the same justification as in the Appendix relative to the previous
example). This is equivalent to o = 2H + K — 1. We then get existence of a solution
if and only if 2H + K > 1, and the solution is then S-Hé6lder continuous in space for
any (€ (0,2H + K — 1) and is S-Holder continuous in time for any 3 € (0, %)

e From Gaussian regularity results such as Dudley’s entropy upper bound (see [K02]),
we can state that if the upper bound in (3] holds, then the modulus of continuity
random variable

| (t, ) —u(t,y)] . [ (t,x) — u (s, )|
2 —y|*log 2 (1 +1/ |z —yl) [t — s 1og /2 (14 1/ |t — 5)

sup
z,y€S1;s, te(to,T)

is finite almost surely. Moreover, a (near) converse also holds: if the above random
variable (with logarithmic terms moved to the numerators) is finite, then the upper
bound in (3] holds for some constant C' < co (see [TTV04, Corollary 1]).

We now state the results of potential theory that we will prove in this paper. For this,
let us first introduce some notation. For all Borel sets F' C R? we define 22(F) to be the
set of all probability measures with compact support in F'. For all y € L@(Rd), we let Ig(p)
denote the g-dimensional energy of u; that is,

Lot) = [ [ Kol = yl) ldo) ey

Here and throughout,

r=p if >0,
Kg(r) := ¢ log(No/r) if 3 =0, (1.4)
1 if 5 <0,

where Ny is a constant whose value will be specified later in the proof of Lemma 4.1l



For all 8 € R and Borel sets F C R, Capg(F') denotes the 8-dimensional capacity of
F’; that is,

1
Cany(F) = | inf 10|

where 1/00 := 0.
Given 8 > 0, the S-dimensional Hausdorff measure of F' is defined by

H3(F) = lim inf {Z(%ﬂﬁ P C U B(z;,ri), supr; < e} ,

+ .
e—0 =1 i1 i>1

where B(z,r) denotes the open (Euclidean) ball of radius r > 0 centered at x € RY. When
B < 0, we define #3(F) to be infinite.

Let u(S) denote the range of S under the random map r — wu(r), where S is some
Borel-measurable subset of Ry x S*.

Theorem 1.1. Assume hypothesis (L3). Let I C (0,7] and J C [0,27) = S* be two fived
non-trivial compact intervals. Then for all T > 0 and M > 0, there exists a finite constant
c > 0 depending on H, M, I and J such that for all compact sets A C [—M, M]?,

e Cap,_p(A) < P{u(I x J)NA# 0} < cy Hg_p(A).

where 8:=1 4+ (2 v L).

Remark 1.2. (a) When B! is white in time and space, that is, H = 1 and g, = 1 for all
n, Theorem [[T] gives the same hitting probabilities estimates obtained in [I-DKNOT,
Theorem 4.6.].

(b) Because of the inequalities between capacity and Hausdorff measure, the right-hand
side of Theorem [T can be replaced by cCapy_g_,(A) for all n > 0 (cf. [K83] p.
133)).

We say that a Borel set A C R? is called polar for u if P{u(T)N A # @} = 0; otherwise,
A is called nonpolar.
The following results are consequences of Theorem [Tl

Corollary 1.3. Assume hypothesis (L3) and let 3 := 1 + (2 v L).

(a) A (nonrandom) Borel set A C R? is nonpolar for u if it has positive d— 3-dimensional
capacity. On the other hand, if A has zero d— (B-dimensional Hausdorff measure, then
A is polar for u.

(b) Singletons are polar for w if d > [ and are nonpolar when d < [3. The case d = (3 is
open.

(¢) If d > 3, then
dim,, (u(R; x SY)) =3, a.s.

Let us consider the same examples as we had for the regularity statements.



e In the case where B¥ is white in space, then o = 2H — % and 8 = %.

e In the case where BY is white in time and has a covariance function in space given
by theGRiesz kernel, that is, Q(z —y) = [t —y|™, 0 <y < 1, then o = 2H — 3 and
B =1

e In the case where BY is the fractional Brownian noise with Hurst parameter H > 1/3

in time and space, then « =3H — 1 and 8 = 3;’_

1

e In the case where B is the fractional Brownian noise with Hurst parameter H in

time and K in space, and 2H + K > 1, then a =2H + K — 1 and 8 = WB’K—l

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we prove the path continuity results of
u stated in the Introduction using fractional stochastic calculus. In Section 3 we obtain an
upper bound of Gaussian type for the bivariate density of u that will be needed for the proof
of Theorem [[LTl Finally, Section 4 is devoted to the proofs of Theorem [Tl and Corollary
L3l

In all the paper, cg, Cy will denote universal constants depending on H whose value
may change from line to line.

2 Regularity of the solution

We consider the two canonical metrics of u in the space and time parameter, respectively,
defined by

) —u(t, )%,
) = uls, )],

&7 (x,y) :
62(s,t)

E[||u(t, z
E[||u(t, z

for all z,y € S' and s,t € R.

The aim of this section is to obtain upper and lower bounds bounds in terms of the
differences |x —y| and |t — s| for the two canonical metrics above. These imply, in particular,
the Holder regularity of u that we have described in detail in the introduction. We begin
by introducing some elements of fractional stochastic calculus.

2.1 Elements of fractional stochastic calculus

In this section, we recall, following [NO6], some elements on stochastic integration with
respect to one-dimensional fractional Brownian motion needed for the analysis of the regu-
larity of w in time.

Fix T > 0. Let BY = (Bf(t),t € [0,T]) be a one-dimensional fractional Brownian
motion with Hurst parameter H € (0,1). That is, B is a centered Gaussian process with
covariance function given by

R(t,s) = E[BH(1)BH (s)] = 27, <tH st |- S\QH) .



Note that for H = %, B is a standard Brownian motion. Moreover, B has the integral
respresentation

BH(t) = /0 t KH(t, s)W(ds),

where W = (W (t),t € [0,T]) is a Wiener process and K (t,s) is the kernel defined as

KH(t,s) = <§>H_%(t _ g4 s%_HF<§>, (2.1)

where cg is a positive constant and
1 z—1 Ho3 g1
F(z) =cy §_H ro 21— 4r)" "2 |dr
0

From (2.1)) we get
g
S 2
— . 2.2
(5) 22)

is positive if H > 1/2, but is negative when H < 1/2.
This negativity causes problems when evaluating the time-canonical metric’s lower bound.

We denote by & the set of step functions on [0,7T]. Let 5 be the Hilbert space defined
as the closure of & with respect to the scalar product

%(a ) =cn (H - %) (t — 5)H-

jw

It is important to note that ag(_tH

(10,4 Ljo,e)) ¢ = R(L, ).

The mapping 194 — B} can be extended to an isometry between # and the Gaussian
space 4 associated with B¥. Then {BY(¢),¢ € S} is an isonormal Gaussian process
associated with the Hilbert space /#. For every element ¢ € ¢, B (¢) is called the Wiener
integral if ¢ with respect to BY and is denoted

T
/0 o(s)B (ds).

For every s < t, consider the linear operator K* from & to L?([0,7]) defined by

t H
Kio(s) = KY(69)0(5) + [ (6lu) = 9(5)) %5 — ()

When H > %, since KT (t,t) = 0, this operator has the simpler expression

t H
K o(s) = / 605 (. 5) du,

The operator K* is an isometry between & and L2([0,T]) that can be extended to the
Hilbert space 5. As a consequence, we have the following relationship between the Wiener



integral with respect to the fractional Brownian motion B¥ and the Wiener integral with
respect to the Wiener process W:

/ 6(5)B" (ds) = / K7 6(s)W (ds),
0 0

which holds for every ¢ € #, which is true if and only if K;¢ € L?([0,T]).
Recall also that when H > %,

E[/thﬁ(s)BH(ds) /Otz/}(s)BH(ds)} = H(2H — 1)/: ds /Ot du ¢ (s)h(u)]s — u*172 (2.3)

2.2 Space regularity

The next lemma gives a precise connection between a generic condition of the type (3]
and the Fourier expansion of a canonical metric for a homogeneous Gaussian field on the
circle.

Lemma 2.1. Let Y be a homogeneous, centered and separable Gaussian field on S with
canonical metric 0 (z,y) = 0 (x — y) for some univariate function 6. Then, there ezists a
sequence of non-negative real numbers {1}, such that for any r € St

62 (r) =2 Z Ty (1 — cosnr). (2.4)
n=1

Moreover, if there exist constants ¢ and C positive, and o € (0,1], such that for all n large
enough,
en~27t <p, < Ol (2.5)

then for all r close enough to 0,

Vkaer® <68 (r) < /Ko Cr®, (2.6)

where k, and K, are constants depending only on a. More specifically, the upper bound
(resp. lower bound) in 235l implies the upper bound (resp. lower bound) in (2.4)).

Proof. We start proving (2.4)). Let C(x,y) denote the covariance function of Y, that is, for
any z,y € St,
EY (2)Y (y)] = C(z,y),

where C depends only on the diference x — y. Because C' is positive definite, it holds that
there exists a sequence of non-negative real numbers {7}, .y such that

C(x,y) = Z rncos (n(x —y)) .

neN

Hence, for any r € S*,

& (r) =E[(Y(0) =Y ()] =2 Z T (1 — cosnr).
n=1

8



This proves (2.4).

We now prove the second statement of the lemma. We begin proving the upper bound
statement. Assuming that the upper bound of (23] holds for all n > ng > 1, we restrict
r accordlngly we assume ng < [1/r], that is, 7 < 1/ng. In this case, we immediately get
r2 < r2® We write

no—1 [1/7] 00
27162 (r) = Z rn (1 — cosnr) + Z rn (1 — cosnr) + Z 7, (1 — cosnr)
n=1 n=no n=[1/r]+1
no—1 [1/7]
<max{rn} Z nr) +ch Za=1 () Z Cn—20t
o =[1/r]+1
[1/r]
< no max {rn}r?+Cr? Z n2tl 42 Z Cn—2o1
n=1 n=[1/r]+1

< p22e 2max{rn}r2a+CC re(1/r)” 2a+2+2C’C" (1/r)
< 9C (Ca +2C1) 12

provided r < 1y = min{l/no;C’(Ca +2C)) [n% mMaxy,<n, {rn}]l/(Q_Qa)}, where C, and
C! are constant depending only on «. It is elementary to check that C/, can be taken as
1/ (2a). If & € (0,1/2), then one checks that C, can be taken as 1; while if « € [1/2,1],
and we assume moreover that r < ro := (1 — 204)_1/(20‘), then C, can be taken as a~!.
In other words, when a < 1/2, we obtain the upper bound of (2.6]) for all » < r;, with
K, =4 (of1 + 1), while when « € [1/2,1], we obtain the upper bound of (Zf]) for all
r < min{ry;re} with K, = 8a~ 1. In fact, the formula K, = 8a~! can be used for both
cases.

In order to prove the lower bound on ¢ (1), we write instead, still assuming r < 1/ny,
that

27152 (r Z rn (1 — cosnr) Z —2e=1(1 — cosnr)
[W/(27’)} [/ (2r)]
>c Z n~271 (1 — cosnr) > ¢(1 — cos1) Z n—2e1
n=[1/r]+1 n=[1/r]+1

c(1—cos1) (%>_2a_1 ([%} i H)
> (1 —cost) (5) 7 (5 -1-2r).

Note here that 1 — cos1 > 0.459 and 7/2 — 1 > 0.57. It is now clear that choosing
r < rg:=min{0.035;1/ng}, we get

62 (r) > r?%c (1 — cos 1) (w/2)**

which proves the lower bound of (ZB) with ko = (1 — cos1) (7/2)"2* for all 7 < ro. The
proof of the lemma is complete. O



This lemma can be applied immediately, to find sharp bounds on the spatial canonical
metric of u; the almost-sure continuity results also follow.

Corollary 2.2. Let H € (0,1), to > 0 and t € [to,T] be fizred. Assume hypothesis (L3]).
Then the canonical metric 0y (x —y) for u(t,-) satisfies, for all r enough close to 0,

Vkace(to, T, H)r® < 6, (1) < VKo CC (to, T, H)r,

where ko, and K, are constants depending only on o, ¢ (tg, T, H) and c (ty, T, H) are constant
depending only on to,T and H and c,C are the constants in (L3). In particular, u(t,-) is
B-Holder continuous for any 5 € (0,«). More specifically, up to a non-random constant,
the function r — r®log!/? (1/r) is an almost sure uniform modulus of continuity for wu (t,-).

Proof. Let (B (t),t > 0) be a one-dimensional fractional Brownian motion. Let ty > 0
and ¢ € [to,T] be fixed. From the proof of Theorems 2 and 3 of [TTV03] we deduce that
there exists positive constants ¢ (to, T, H) and C (to,T, H) such that

t 2
e=rm
0

Thus, appealing to (L.2), we find that for all n sufficiently large,
2¢ (to, T, H) n=* ¢, (1 — cos(nr)) < 62(r) < 2C (to, T, H) gun~ (1 — cos(nr))

c(to, T,H)yn 1 <E < C (to, T, H)n 1,

Then hypothesis (L3]) and Lemma 2] conclude the first result of the corollary.

The second statement of the corollary, which is a repeat of one of the continuity results
described in the introduction, is proved using the arguments described therein as well. In
fact, a simple application of Dudley’s entropy upper bound theorem is sufficient (see [K02,
Theorem 2.7.1]). We do not elaborate further on this point. O

2.3 Time regularity

We now concentrate our efforts on finding sharp bound on the time-canonical metric of w.
The bounds we find for H > 1/2 were essentially already obtained in [SV06], although
the result and its proof was not stated explicitly therein, an omission which we deal with
here. When H < 1/2, no results were known, either for upper or lower bounds: we perform
these calculations from scratch. This portion of our calculations is very delicate. As in the
previous section, our new estimates can be used to also derive almost sure regularity results.

Proposition 2.3. Let H € (0,1). Assume hypothesis (L3l). Let T > 0, to € (0,1] and
s,t € [to,T] with |t —s| < % be fized. Then the canonical metric 0 (t —s) for u(-,z)
satisfies for every x € S!

cto, )t — [ < 82 (t — 5) < Cyy rop|t — 5|, (2.7)

where ¢y, 7.1 and Cyy 1,1 are positive constant depending only on to,T and H. In particular,
u(-,x) is f-HG lder continuous for any 5 € (0,5 A H).

In particular, u(-,x) is B-Hélder continuous for any B € (0,5 A H). More specifically,
up to a non-random constant, the function r — r2 " log!/? (1/r) is an almost sure uniform
modulus of continuity for u (-, x).

10



Proof. The statement on almost-sure continuity is established using the arguments de-
scribed in the introduction, or simply by applying Dudley’s entropy upper bound theorem
(see [K02, Theorem 2.7.1]). We detail only the proof of (271, separating the cases H > 1/2
and H < 1/2.

Fix T > 0, ty € (0,1] and s,t € [to, T] such that [t — s| < . We assume without loss of
generality that s < t. Following [SV06, Section 2.1], it yields that

02(s,t) = qolt — s[*

= s, > t 21 (28)
W E —n?(t—r) _ —n?(s—r) TILJ d —n2(t—r) TILJ d } :|’
DM PAC sl + [ el ar)

where {(BL(t),t > 0)},>1 is a sequence of fractional Brownian motions.
In order to bound the last expectation we consider two different cases:

Case 1: H > i. In [SV06, (15)] it is proved that §2(s,t) is bounded above and below by

CHY
wlt — s+ > n4; + > Cuanlt — s
n2(t—s)>1 n?(t—s)<1

Taking ¢, and a € (0,1] from hypothesis (I.3), we obtain that §2(s,t) is bounded above
and below by
crr ([t = s + [t — 5|7).

Therefore, the upper and the lower bounds of ([2.7) follow for H > %
Case 2: H < % We prove the upper and lower bound of (2.7]) separately.

The upper bound. In order to prove the upper bound of ([2.7), we start estimating the
expectation in (Z8)). Using the results in Section 2.2, we have that

E K /O S <e—”2<t—7"> ~ e_"2(8_r)) BH (dr) + / L) g (dr)ﬂ <2h + I+ 2L, (2.9)
where
b= [R5 0)Par fir) = 0 e,
b= [ Ug)Par, o) =), (2.10)
b= [ (o) - Ko

We start estimating I;. We write

n<2 [ wensora e [ [uw - o2 wna) @

= 2[1,1 + 2]172.

(2.11)

11



Using Lemma [AT] and the change of variables 2n?(s — r) = v, we have

Il,l S CH/ (S _ r)QH_lerH_l(e_"Q(t—r) _ e_nQ(S—T‘))Z dr
0

CH ) 2n?s v 2H-1
= —z(l—e" (t_s))2 S— 55 Ve do.
n 0 2n

By Lemma [A.2] it yields
N < ?;_HH(l _ e—n2(t—8))2_

We now treat I; . Using Lemma [A.T] and the change of variables s —r = v, s —u = v/, we
have

s v 2
Lo <ecy(l-— e"Q(ts))2/ dv (/ dv' (v — v/)Hfg(efn%l - 6"2”)> .
0 0

By the change of variables v — v' = u, we find
s v 2
Iy <cpy(l— e"Q(tS))z/ dv e </ du qu%(e”QU - 1)) .
0 0

Then using [TTV03, Lemma 2] with a = n? and A = H — %, we conclude that
cHy —n2(t—
Tg < —(1—e ™ (=92,
1,2 > n4H( e )
Writing I 1 and Iy o together, we get
CH Cn2(t—
L < n4—H(1 —e il s))2-

We now separate the sum in (Z38]) in two terms, as n?(t —s) > 1 (tail) and n?(t —s) < 1
(head), and take g, and « € (0, 1] from hypothesis (I.3]). Then we obtain for the tail of the

series
Z g ]h < cgy Z n2el < clt — s|®.
n2(t—s)>1 n2(t—s)>1
For the head of the series, use the inequality 1 — e™® < x, valid for all x > 0, to get

Z gndh < Z an C(tozl,]fl) (1 _ ean(tfs))QH(l _ ean(tfs))2f2H
n?(t—s)<1 n2i-s)<t

<cplt — st Z pAH—20-1

n2(t—s)<1

‘We now bound Is.
t t ¢ oK 2
b= [angmrar+ [ [t - o) G )
= 2]2,1 + 2[2,2.
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Using Lemma [AT] and the change of variables 2n%(t — r) = u, we have

t
_ 1 —on2(4—
1—271 SCH/ dr (t—?”)QH 1,2H-1,=2n (t—r)
S
2n2(t— 2H—1
_oew [ w N
n4H 0 2n2

Using Lemma [A2] we obtain for the tail of the series

Z qnl2n < cH Z n=2t < eyt — 5|

n2(t—s)>1 n2(t—s)>1

For the head of the series, as |t — s| < &, we have

clto, H) [\~ (2= 2H 1

n2(t—s)<1 n2(t—s)<1
< eyt — s Z A 201

n2(t—s)<1

This proves that an(tfs)q gnl21 is of the same order as an(tfs)q gnI1 which we calcu-

lated above to be of order |t — s|*N2H),

We now bound I3 2. Using Lemma [A.T] and the change of variables t —r = v, t —u =/,

t—s v 3 . ) 2
Iy < CH/ dv </ dv'(v—v)H 2(e Y — e ”)) ,
0 0

Using the change of variables n?(v — v') = y and 2n?v = z, we find

2n2(t—s) z/2 2
Iro < %/ dze ™ </ dy yT=3 (¥ — 1)>
n 0 0

Appealing to [TTV03, Lemma 2] with a = n? and A = H — %, we obtain for the tail of the

series
Z qnl22 < cH Z n=2 <eglt — 5|
n2(t—s)>1 n2(t—s)>1

we have

For the head of the series, we have

el 2n2(t—s) 1/2
Yo nha< > qnn4—H/0 dw(/o dyy™~

n2(t—s)<1 n2(t—s)<1

<chlt—s| Z n~20 < et — 5|
n2(t—s)<1

jw

(e - 1))2

We now estimate I3.

s s t 0K ?
B<2 [t - K)o+ [ ar( [t - o) G )
= 2[3,1 + 2]372.
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By Lemma [AT] we get, for every r < s < t,

1
K (t,r)— K (s,r) = (t—s)/o %—Iu{(s—i-v(t—s),r) dv
1
<cy (t—s)/ ls+v(t—s)— /T3 dv (2.12)
0
<y ‘(S—T)H—l/z ~ (t—r)H_l/z‘. (2.13)

We now separate the evaluation of the integral in I3; depending upon whether r is
bigger or smaller than s — (t — s) /2. In the first case, we evaluate

S

I31 = / (K (t,1) — K (s,7))? e ) gy,
s—(t—s)/2

Here, we have s —r < (t — s) /2 and t — r > t — s; therefore, using ( [213]), we have

I311 <cyg /:(ts)/Q <<1 + 2H’1/2) (s — r)H*1/2>2 o2 (t=1) gy

< cpe () / (s —r)* 1 ar
s—(t—s)/2

= cHean(tfs) (t _ 8)2H )
For the head of the series, we find
Z nlz11 < cu (t— 5)2H Z n4H_20‘_1,
n2(t—s)<1 n2(t—s)<1

t— S’a/\(?H)

which is bounded above by c| while for the tail of the series we have

Z qn13,171 <cH (t — 3)2H Z n4H_20‘_1e_”2(t—5)

n2(t—s)>1 n2(t—s)>1

[9)
< ey (t _ S)2H / ef:):Q(tfs)xlle?afldx
(t—s)"1/2

o
=cy (t— s)a/ eV Y20 gy — oy (- 5)2.
1

Second we evaluate
s—(t—s)/2 ) 5
I3 0 := / (K (t,r) — K (s,7)"e™ =) dpe,
0

Here, we have s —r > (t — s) /2; we simply use ([212]) where an upper bound is obtained

H—-3/2 by | H-3/2,

by replacing |s +v (t — s) — 7| s—r| ; the latter can now be bounded above

by 23/2-H | — 5|H73/2. Thus

s—(t—s)/2 )
Is12<cyl|t— 5|2+2H3/ e =) gy,
0

<y |t — s n~2e (t=9),

14



This estimate will not help us in the case n? (t — s) < 1. In the other case, we have

_ Y
Z Qn1—371,2 <cy ’t — 3’2H 1 Z n4H 2a 3e n2(t—s)
n2(t—s)>1 n2(t—s)>1

o0
_ _9%y—3 _—p2(¢—
<eglt —s|*? 1/ =203 =t (t=s) gy
(t*S)_l/Q

o0
= eyt — S|2H71 (t— 8)72H+a+1 / y4H—2a—36—y2dy =y (t—s)".
1

The third and last step of the estimation of I3 ; is the sum for n?(t—s) <1of I312. In

this case, we use (2.13]) and obtain an upper bound by bounding (s — T)Hfl/? —(t— T)Hfl/z

above by cg (t — s) (s — )7 3/2. Thus
o [0 2H-3 2H
I3,1,2§CH(75—8)/ (s —r)*"dr <cyg(t—s)*.
0

This proves that an(tfs)q qnl31,2 is of the same order as an(t75)<1 qnl311 which we

calculated above to be of order |t — s|* ),

We now bound I3 2. Using Lemma[AJ]and the change of variables s —r = v, s —u = v/,
we have

S 0 2
I3,2 < CH672n2(t73) / dv </ d’U/(’U — ’U/)Hfg(e*”%/ _ enQv)> )
0 s

—t

Using the change of variables v — v’ = u, we find

) s ) v+(t—s) 5 ) 2
I35 < N (t_s)/ dve " ”(/ duuH_i(e" v 1)) .
0 v

Appealing to [TTV03, Lemma 2] with a = n? and A = H — %, we obtain for the tail of

the series
—2a-1
Z qnls2 < cu Z n= T <cglt — s|*.
n2(t—s)>1 n2(t—s)>1

In order to evaluate the head of the series, we separate the evaluation of the integral in I3 o
depending upon whether v is bigger or smaller than ¢ — s, that is,

s v+(t—s) 5 2
I3,2§CH/ dv (/ duuH_5>
0 v
t—s v+(t—s) 2 s v+(t—s) 2
{/ dv (/ duuH_g) —i—/ dv </ duuH_g) }
v t—s v

0
t—s s
/ dv v 1 +/ dvv* T3 (t — 8)2}
0 t—s
— 5)2

H

IN

CH
CH
CH

IN

(t

Therefore, Zn2(t—s)<1 gnl32 is of the same order as Zn2(t—s)<1 gnl3;1 which is of order
|t _ S|O‘/\(2H).
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Use all the estimates above, together with (2.8]), to conclude that
(533(8,15) < CH(‘t — 8’2H + ’t _ S‘C‘f) < CIH’t _ 8’04/\(2H).

This proves the upper bound of (Z7) when H < 1/2.

The lower bound: We now estimate the lower bound of the expectation in the case H < 1/2.
We write

s t 2
E [(/ (e”2(tr)—e"2(sr)>ﬂf(d7")+/ 6”2(tr)ﬁf(d7“)> } =L +L+I5+14, (2_14)
0 s

where I, I and I3 are as in (2.10), and

I - /O (2 () (G 9(r) — K g(r)dr (2.15)

First note that Iy, I, I3 > 0.
We start by finding a lower bound for I;. We have Iy := I 1 + 11 2+ I1 3, where I ; and

I 5 are as in ([2.11]), and
S S aK
R =2 [ drK(s.n () [ () = 1) G (o).

The change of variables s —r =v,5s —u = w,v — w = v gives

2 s 2 v aK 2,/ 2
L=(1-¢eT" (t_s))Q/ dve " ”(K(s,s —v) +/ du' = (u',0)(e"™" — 1)) .
0 0 ou

Appealing to Lemma [A.1] in the appendix, and the change of variables n?u’ = u,n?v = z,
we obtain

2

n-s 1 x
L > ;—HH(l - e_"2(t_5))2/ dxe™® <mH_% - (5 - H)/ duuH_%(e“ - 1))
0 0

CH —n2(t—s)\2 o —2¢(  H-1 1 ‘ H-2/ u 2
> n4—H(1—e ) ; dxe x 2—(§—H) ; duu™"2(e" = 1)

2

CH —n2(t—s
_ n4_}{(1 e (¢ ))27 (2.16)
as the last integral is finite and positive.
Next we evaluate Iy. We write Iy = Iy 1 + I42 + 143 + 14 4, where
I = [ drK (s, (tr) - K(s.r)g(r),
0
° ! 0K
Lo = [ ark(s.n) 1) [ dutate = o) G (0.0
8 2.17
s s 0K t 0K (217)
Lig= [ dr [ du(f(u) = f(r)) 5 -(ur) [ dv(g(v) —g(r))7-(v,7),
0 r U s v

Ta = [ (i (er) = K (o) [ dulf(a = o) Gt

T
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Now, note that Iy 1,142 > 0 but Iy 3,144 <0.
We claim that, for some subset Sg C N,

> i >2 Y gnllugl, (2.18)

neSk neSk
Z qnl1 >4 Z qn [1a,4], (2.19)
neSk neSk

where ¢, and o € (0,1] are as in hypothesis (L3) and Sk := {n € N:n?(t — s) > K} for
some (large) constant K > 1 which will be chosen later.

Assume (2.18)) and (Z19) proved. We write, using (2.16I),

oo
Z agnlh > cp(1 — 61)2/ deax=2071 .= ¢l (t —s)* K~ (2.20)
neSk WE/Vi=s ,

Because Iy, I3,141,142 > 0 and using (2.I8), (219) and ([2.20), we find

an(h + I+ I3+ 1y) > Z qnl1 — Z qnlla3| — Z qn |44

neN neSk neSk neSk

Zi Z inl

neSk

> ca,mi (t—9)7.
Therefore, by (Z8) and (2.I4]), we conclude that
5325(8’t) > C]o|t - S|2H + CH|t — S|a > clH|t — 3|0‘/\(2H).

This proves the lower bound of (2.7) when H < %

We finally prove (2.18)) and (2.19).
Proof of ([2.18)). Using Lemma [A] and the change of variables s —r =/, s —u = /,

s—v=0v,7 —u =u" " —v =" n*u" =z, n*" = v, we find

77/28 X
43| < cn <1 - e_”Q(t_S)) e_”Q(t_S)n_‘lH/ dre %® (/ duuf—3/2 (e" — 1))
0

0

x4+n2(t—s)
X / dvo? =32 (e —1) .

Note that with the exception of the factor e=™*(=5) in |I, 3|, the combination of all the

terms in Iy and I4 3 are in fact largely similar, which makes this portion of the proof quite
n?(t—s)

(2.21)

delicate, and in particular, to exploit the factor e~ , we must restrict the values of
n?(t — s) to being relatively large, which explains the choice of Sk above.

Our strategy is to bound the sum over n € Sk of gy |I43| above as tightly as possible
by performing a “Fubini”, dragging the sum over n all the way inside the expression for

17



25, In 13|, and evaluating it first using some Gaussian estimates. That these Gaussian
estimates work has to do with the precise eigenvalue structure of the Laplacian, not with
the Gaussian property of the driving noise.

We proved in (Z20) that the contribution of I; is bounded below by an expression of
the form ca g (t—98)" K~ where ca g depends only on a and H. We will now show that

Y anllugl <y t—s) K7, (2.22)
neSk
for some B > «, where cé g depends again only on H and a. Even if cé g is much

larger than c}L 7> one only needs to choose K > (2037 I /c}{ O{)1/ (B=a) to guarantee that the
contribution of I exceeds twice the absolute value of the contribution of I4 3 as announced
in (ZI8), which implies that even though the latter is negative, the sum of the two exceeds
(ch.m/2) (t —s)* K~*, ie. for some K depending only on H and .

First, for fixed x, we perform the announced Fubini, which means that, instead of
having the integration and summation limits for n and v as n > /K/ (t — s) first and
r <v<z+n?(t—s)next, we get instead x < v < 0o and

n>max{\/K/(t—s),\/(v—x)/t—s}
(=) eV E.

Therefore, bounding (1 — e_"2(t_s)) by 1, and n?s by oo, we have

D> nllasl < CH/ dx e (/ duu32 (e — 1))
0

0
neSK (2.23)

X </ dv =312 (e”—l)S(K,v—m,t—s)),

where the term S (K,v —z,t — s) is defined by a series which we compare to a Gaussian
integral as follows

S(K,v—z,t—s):= Z p—20—1,—n?(t—s)
n>(t—s)—1/21 /(v—z)VEK
< /OO dy y—2a—16—y2(t—s)‘
y>(t—s)~1/2\/(v—az)VK

Using the change of variable w? = (t — s) y?, we have

S(K,v—m,t—s)g(t_s)a/ dw w20 L~
(v—z)VK

2

<(t—s5)((v—1)V K)O‘l/2/ dwe ™",
(v—z)VK

A

Now, using the classical Gaussian tail estimate fjo dw e~ <2714 tem 2, we get

S(K,v—a,t—s) <274t —s)((v—x)V K) * e 2V, (2.24)

18



Combining (2.23) and ([2.24) we have immediately

Z qn | La3] < cm (t — S)a/ dw e (/ uft =32 (e — 1) du)
0

neSk 0

g (/ dov =32 (e = 1) (v — ) v K) ™7 e(”I)VK>
= cp (t— )" e‘KK‘“‘l/ do e (/ duuf=3/2 (e — 1)> (2.25)
0 0

z+K
X (/ dv v =3/2 (e — 1)>

+cp (t—s)” /OOO dre 2 (/x uT =32y, (e — 1)) (2.26)

0

X (/ dv v =32 (v — 1) (v — )" e_(”_$)> .
rx+K

We separate the last expression into various terms. We will calculate first the term in
line ([Z225]) by separating the z-integration over x € [0, K] and = € (K, 00), which we denote
by Ja31 and Jy 32, respectively. The term in line ([2.26)), which we denote by J4 32, can be
dealt with more directly. We now perform these evaluations.

Term Jy31. We write
K x
Juz1:=ch(t—s)” e_KK_O‘_l/ dr e 2" (/ duuf—3/2 (e — 1)>
0 0

rx+ K
X (/ dv v =3/2 (ev — 1)>

<ecy(t—s)” e_KK_O‘_l/ dre 2" (/ duu™=3/% (ev — 1))
0 0

2K
X (cH +/ dv v =3/2 (e — 1)) .
1

Now, integrating by parts, we get

2K
/ dv v =3/2 (e —1) < ey KHH2,
1

The last two estimates imply immediately that
J47371 S cH (t - 8)a I(ﬁoﬁkl_]il/27

which proves the contribution of Jy 31 in (2.22).
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Term Jy32. We write

Jugo i =cy (t—s)” e Ko 1

</ duuf1=3/2 (e”—l))
0

x+ K
% (/ dv vt =3/2 (¢

dxe
<ecg(t—s) e BK 1 dme </ duuf1=3/2 (e”—l))
0

% 1’H—3/2 (ear—i—K _ ex)
<ecy (t—s)” Ko‘l/ dz e g =3/2 </ duu=3/2 (e — 1))
K 0

o0

xr
<ecy (t—s)” K_O‘_l/ dx e —3/2 (cH + ex/ duuH_3/2>
K 1
<ecn(t—s)° o1 (KH—g/ze—K 4 KH—1/2>
<cy (t - S)a K—a+H—3/2.

which proves the contribution of Jy 32 in ([2.22)).

Term Jy33. The last part of the estimation is that of

Juzs:=cm(t— s)a/ dre 2" (/ utl=3/2 (e" —1) du>
0 0

X (/ dv v =3/2 (e —1)(v— x)_o‘_l e(”x)>

z+ K
<ecy(t—s)” KH3/2/ dre ™. (/ duu—3/2 (e — 1)>
0 0

X (/ dv (v — m)_o‘_1>

z+ K

=cam (t—s)” KO‘+H3/2/ duu—3/2 (e" —1) </ dx ex>

0

= ¢y (t—s)* K—oHH=3/2 / =32 (% — 1) e “du
0

(o.]
= o (t—s)* KoHH=3/2 [CH + / uH_g/Qdu}
1
= cam (t—s)* KotH=3/2,

Therefore, (2.22]) holds taking f = a+ 1/2 — H which is greater than « as H < 1/2.
The proof of (2.18]) is now finished.

Proof of [219). By ([2.12) and Lemma [AT] we have
il < et =) [ ar(s =0 3g0) [ dutu =0T - 1)
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Using the change of variables s —r =1/, s —u = u/,7 —u' = v,n?v = u,n*r’ = z, we get

2

n=s xT
[Iy4] < %(t - 5)67”2(*3)(1 - e"Q(tS))/ dx :cngQm/ du uH*%(e“ —1).
n 0 0

Bounding (1 — e_"2(t_s)) by 1 and n?s by oo, we get
CH —n2(t—
’1474‘§m(t—8)6 n?(t s).

We will now proceed as in the proof of ([2I8]); that is we will prove that there exists a
constant c‘}{ depending only on H such that

> ullual < (t—s)* K7, (2.27)
neSk

for some B > a. It then suffices to choose K > (4¢3, /cky )Y~ o get (Z19).
We now prove ([2.27)). We write

o0

Z qn\I474\ < cH(t — 3)/ dr $_2a+16_x2(t_5)
neSk K/(t—s)

0
— CH(t _ S)a/ dy y72a+1e,y2
VK

o0
<ecg(t—s)*K 2271 / dy 2ye™V"
VK
< CH(t _ S)ozK—(oz-H),

which proves ([2.27)) taking § = a+ 1 and concludes the proof of (2.19]).

This finishes the proof of the entire proposition.

3 Gaussian upper bound for the bivariate density

We denote by pi 45 4(-,-) the (Gaussian) probability density function of the random vector
(u(t,x),u(s,y)) for all s, >0 and =,y € S such that (t,z) # (s,y).
For every fixed real number 0 < o < 1 we consider the metric

A((t,2); (5,9)) = |z — y** + [t — 5| G, (3.1)

In this section we establish an upper bound of Gaussian type for the bivariate density
Ptass,y(-,-) in terms of the metric ([B.I). This will be one of the key results in order to
show the lower bound of Theorem [[LII The estimates obtained in the previous section to
prove space and time regularity are nearly sufficient to obtain the results in this section.
The following further improvement is needed, which deals with precise joint regularity (see
[I-DKNO7. (4.11)] for the space-time white noise case).
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Lemma 3.1. Assume hypothesis (L3). Fiz to,T > 0. Then there exists cg > 0 such that
for any s,t € [to,T), x,y € S, with (t,x) is sufficiently near (s,y), andi =1, ...,d,

e A(t,2);(s5,y) < E[(uilt,2) —ui(s,y)?] <caA((t,z);(s,y)). (3.2)

Proof. The upper bound in (3.2)) is a consequence of the upper bounds of Corollary and
Proposition 23] and the following inequality

E [(ui(t, ) = wi(s,9))?] < 2{B [(wi(t,2) = wi(s,2))*] + E [(wi(s, ) — wi(s,y))*]}.

We now proceed to the proof of the lower bound in ([B.2]). By Corollary 2.2] there exist
c1,c2 > 0 such that for all ¢ € [to, T] , z,y € S*, with x is sufficiently near y, and i = 1, ..., d,

erle — P < B [(uilt,2) — wilt,9))*] < ealar — o> (33)

Moreover, Proposition 23] assures the existence of ¢z, ¢4 > 0 such that that for any s,t €
[to, T], z € S*, with ¢ is sufficiently near s, and i = 1, ..., d,

ez |t — 8| < B [(ui(t,x) — uilt,y))?] < eq|t — s> ) (3.4)
Let us now consider two different cases.

Case 1: |t — s|*"2H) < ol — y|?®. Appealing to the lower bound in (3.3) and the upper

bound in (B.4)),

B [(ui(t, o) —ui(s,9)?] = B [(ui(t,2) — ui(t,y) + wit,y) —ui(s,y))’]
1

2 SE [(ui(t,2) = ui(t,y))*] — B [(wi(t,y) —ui(s,y))?]
> %cﬂx — g2 — eyt — 5|0,

Because of the inequality that defines this Case 1, this is bounded below by

Sl =P = le =y = e~y
1 20, C14c4 an(2H)
> —|z— = o It—
> Sle =+ G e
> min (2, 5) A((t,2)3(s.1)).

This completes the proof of the lower bound in (8.:2)) in Case 1.

Case 2: |t — s|*"\CH) > %]m — y|?*. The proof of this portion is identical to Case 1, by
using the upper bound in (3.3]) and the lower bound in ([B.4]), and writing

E [(uit,z) —ui(s,9)?] = E[(uwilt,z) —uilt,y) +uilt,y) — ui(s,y))*]
> 0B [(e (1,2) — i (5,2))] — B [ (5,2) — e (5,9))
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which yields the lower bound min (%, %) A((t,);(s,y)). This completes the proof of
Case 2.

Case 3: 22|z — y[2 > |t — s|*N2H) > LL |y — y|22 Note that it suffices to prove that,
3 Cq

E [(u;(t,2) — ui(s,y))?] > clt - s|vNCH), (3.5)

Indeed, because of the lower bound inequality that defines this Case 3, this is bounded
below by

glt = s 4 Sl — g > A1 2); (s,9),

which proves the lower bound in ([B.2]) in this Case 1, provided that (3.1 is proved.

Proof of ([B5]). We write

E [(ui(t, ) —ui(s,9))?] = qolt — s*" + > qu{#1 + #2},

n=1

where

W =F |:{/0 (COS(TLx) ean(tfr) _ cos(ny) e*n2(877’)) Bn(dr)

t 2
—i—/ cos(nx) e (t=T) Bn(dr)} },

Tk H/ (sin(na) =0~ — sin(y) e~ ~1)) B (dr)
0

2
+ /t sin(nz) e~ (t=7) B;L(dr)} },

where {3, }nen and {3, }nen are independent standard fractional Brownian motions.
Now, because the further calculations use fractional stochastic calculus we need to con-
sider the two different cases, namely H < % and H > %

Case H > 5. If H < /2, because E [(u;(t,2) —u;i(s,9))?] > qo|t — s|*, B5) follows

directly. Therefore, we assume that H > «/2. In this case, note that ([B.5]) is proved in
[SVOG] for the case z = y.

Straightforward computations using (23] give

E [(ui(t,z) —ui(s,y))*]

[oe)
= qolt — s+ qn{ ( +e7"* — 2cos(nlz — y|>e—"2<f+8>)11

n=1

e R, 420 <e_"2t — cos(n|z — y|)e_"28> Ig}

00
> QO!t _ 8’2H + Z qn{(eth o efn23)211 + e*n2121'2 + Qeant(eant _ en23)13}7

n=1
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where

S S
L = / dw/ dv 6"2(w+”)]w — 2
0 0
t t )
I, = / dw/ dv e (W) |y — |22
S S

s t
I3 :/ dw/ dv 6"2(w+”)\w—vl2H_2.
0 s
Hence, using the results of [SV06, Section 2.1 and (17)] and ([L3]), it follows that
E [(ui(t,z) — ui(s,y))Z] > qolt — s|* + cp(t — 5)* Z Gn
n2(t—s)<1
> cp(t —s)”.
This proves (3.5) when H > 1.

Case H < % It is elementary to see that by (2Z.14]), #; > 1:1 +I~4, where 1:1 and I~4 are defined,
respectively, as I; and Iy in the previous section (see (2.I0) and (2.15), but replacing f
and g by

f(r) = cos(nz) e =) cos(ny) e ), g(r) = cos(nx) e =),
Similarly, # > I + I, where I; and I4 are defined, respectively, as I; and I but replacing
f and g by

f(r) = sin(nz) e (=) sin(ny) e (s, g(r) = sin(nx) e (=),
Therefore, the proof of ([B.5) when H < % is similar to the control of I; from below by |I4]
in the previous section; yet it is less delicate, because the hardest estimates we will need to
use are one which were already obtained therein. Indeed, proceeding as in (2.16]), we find

L+ > %{(cos(nm) e (=) _ cos(ny))? + (sin(nzx) e (ts) sin(ny))?}
n
= e 41— gcos(nle — yl) e )
n

CH —n2(t—s)\2
=z nAH (1—e )2, (3.6)
Here we see that the case where x = y is the worst case, in the sense that the lower bound
([2:16]) obtained for I; is a lower bound for all I; + I uniformly in ¢, z, s, y.
Moreover, simple calculations yield very similar formulas for the four terms in Iy + Iy
as we had found for I itself in (2.I7); namely we have

[ /Osdrms,r)h(r)(fc(t,r)—K(s,r»g(r),

I~472 +Iis = /05 drK (s, r)h(r)/ du(g(u) — g(r))%—lzf(u, ),
hat s = [ ar [auht) = ne)Gortur) [ dlote) = o) G ),
1:474 + L4 = /Os dr(K(t,r) — K(s,r))g(r) /s du(h(u) — h(r))%—lzf(u, r).
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where

hr) = e ™) —cos(nlz —y|)e ™)
=) () cosufz —y)
_. ean(sfr)h&t,x,y, (3.7)

In other words, for each j = 1,2, 3,4, the formula for 1:4,j + 1:47j is identical to that of Iy ;,
with f replaced by h. Also recall that

Fr) = e (70 1) = e

We see here that f is always negative, while it is much more difficult to control the sign of
h. Luckily, for any r, the sign of h(r) is the sign of the fixed coefficient hy; ., defined in
B2). When hgy 4, is negative, we will be able to use calculations from the previous section

directly. When hg; » , is non-negative, we will instead compare 1:1 + I; with ‘1:471 + 1:471‘ and
‘1:4,2 + 1:4,2‘ .

Case hg.y < 0. Note that, in this case, 1:4,1 + 1:4,1 > (0 and 1:472 + 1:472 > 0, while
the other two sums are negative. Therefore, identically to the proof of lower bound in the

previous section, we only need to show that for sufficiently large K, still using Sk = {n :
nzﬂ‘—5|2iffh

Z gn(I1 + I1) > 2 Z Gn |Ta3 + 1:4,3‘ , (3.8)
neSk neSK
Z Qn(fl + 1) >4 Z an I~4,4 + f4,4‘ . (3.9)
neSk neSK

This is not difficult. Indeed, we have that both f and h are decreasing, and for all u € [r, s],
|h (u) _h (T)| _ <e—n2(s—u) _ e—nQ(s—r)> |hs,t,:v,y|

—n2 S—Uu —n2 s—r
< (e = ) gl = 1 () = £ ()],

Hence, exploiting the fact that all the terms in the products defining the I3 as well as
I3+ f473 have constant signs, we can write

[ dotate) — o) | S

[ dotate) - o) |G

ot = [ [t 1l | G

< [Car [Caulsto - |G

== ’14,3‘7

and similarly we get ‘f4,4 + f474‘ < |I44|. Since the lower bound on L+ 1 in B1) is as

large as the lower bound (ZI6]) on I, the proof of the lower bound in the previous section
implies both (B.8) and (3.9)), which finishes the proof of (3] when hy ., < 0.
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Case hsytzy > 0. Here we cannot rely on previous calculations. Indeed, in this case,
f4,3 + f473 >0 and I~474 + f474 > 0, while I~4,1 + .f4,1 and I~4,2 + f4,2 are negative, and we must
therefore control their absolute values. As in the previous case, we only need to prove that
for K large enough,

Z (L1 + 1) > 2 Z Gn | Luy + f4,1‘ ; (3.10)
neESK neSk
Z gn(hy + 1) > 4 Z dn 1:472 + 1:4,2‘ . (3.11)
neESK neSk

Unlike the last section where the full sum had to be invoked to obtain the required lower
bounds, here it is possible to prove that the above two inequalities hold without the sums,
i.e. for any fixed n € Sk. These fact are established in Appendix [A.4]

This proves (3.5]) when H < % The proof of the lemma is thus complete. O

Proposition 3.2. Assume hypothesis (L3). Then for all to, T, M > 0, there exists a finite
constant cgy > 0 such that for all s,t € [to,T), z,y € S* and 21,20 € [-M , M]?,

, —d)2 s
pt,x;&?}(zl 722) < CH (A((tvx) ) (s,y))) exp cHA((t,.%') ; (say)) .

Proof. Let p;m;s,y(- ,-) denote the bivariate density of the random vector (u;(t,x),u;(s,y)).
Note that pim&y(- ,-) does not depend on i.
We follow [DNO04] and [1-DKNO7]. As in [DNO04, (3.8)] and [1-DKNO07, (4.10)], we have

that
1 |Zl — 22|2
exp | ————
T 2Mos T P 472

pi,x;s,y('zl’ ZQ) <
e (2P (L
472 202,)"

where
Ot,a;s,
2= Jt%m (1 - P?,x;&y) ) Ptasy = —, Utzvx = Bl(uit, x))z]
Ot,x0sy
T4t -
m = $’ Oty = Cov (ui(t, ), ui(s,y)).
s7y

We now show the analogues of (4.12) and Lemma 4.3 in [I-DKNO7|] in the case of the
fractional heat equation. Fix s,t € [to,T], z,y € S'. We claim that the following estimates
hold:

012 — 05y < crlt — s (3.13)
CI_JlA((tvx) ) (S7y)) < Uz?,xag,y - Ut%m;s,y scu A((tP%') ) (s,y)), (3'14)
(070 = Otassyl < cm [A((E,2): (s, 9)]?.  (3.15)
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Indeed, in the proof of Proposition 2.3] we have proved that

t 2
E[(/ e_"Q(t_S)Bf (ds)> } < cplt — 5.
0

Therefore, using [I-DKN07) (4.31)], we have
|ote — 05yl < cH ]azx — aiy\ <cglt— 3]20‘

where ¢y does not depend on ¢ € [tg,T]. This proves (3.13).

We now prove (3.14). Let %2,95;5,;/ = B[(ui(t,r) — ui(s,y))?]. Then using [I-DKNO7,
(4.42)),

Uz?,:vo-g,y - Uz?,:v;s,y = i (’ng,:v;s,y - (Ut,x - 0-5731)2) ((Utﬂﬂ + 057y)2 - ng;s,y) . (316)
By LemmaBT 17, ., < ¢cA((t,z);(s,y)). Therefore, the second factor of (B.I6) is bounded
below by a positive constant when (¢, x) is near (s,y). Furthermore, Lemma B.Jl and (313])
yield
Vi~ Ote = 0sy)” Z e A((t,2)3(s,1)):

This proves the lower bound of ([8.14]) provided (¢,x) is sufficiently near (s,y).

In order to extend this inequality to all (¢,2) and (s,y) in [tg, T] x S*, note that by the

contuinuity of the function (t,z,s,y) — O-tQ,xO-g,y — 0,52796;8731, it suffices to show that

szaiy - sz;s,y >0 if (t,x) # (s,y).
If this last function was equal to zero there would be A € R such that u;(¢t,x) = Au;(s,y)
a.s., which is a contradiction to the lower bound in (8:2)) and the fact that A((¢,z);(s,y))
is zero only if (t,2) = (s,y). This completes the proof of the lower bound of (B14]).

In order to prove the upper bound of (3.14]), use Lemma [B.1] to see that the first factor
in (B16]) is bounded above by cg A((t,z); (s,y)). As the second factor in (B.I6]) is bounded
above by a constant cg, the desired upper bound follows.

It remains to prove (BI5). Use [I-DKNO7, (4.47)] to find

|O-t2,m - Jt,m;s,y| = ‘ng;s,y + Cov (ul(t ) 'I) - ui(s s y) ,ui(s 3 y))|
< ’Ytz,x;s,y + Vtas,y0s,y
< [A((t,2); (s,9)]"?,

where we have used Lemma [3.1] twice in the last inequality. This implies the desired bound.
Finally, introducing inequalities (8.14]) and (8.15)) into (8.12]) and using the independence
of the components u1, ..., ugq, the proposition follows. ]

4 Proof of Theorem .1l and Corollary 1.3l

In order to prove Theorem [I.1] we will follow the approach developped in [I-DKNOQT7] ex-
tended to our situation. For this we shall state and prove the versions of Theorem 2.1(1),
Lemma 2.2(1), Theorem 3.1(1) and Lemma 4.5 in [I-DKNOQ7] needed in our situation.

The first result is an extension of [I-DKNO07, Lemma 2.2(1)] (take o = 1/2, H = 1/2
and d = f3).
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Lemma 4.1. Let I and J two intervals as in Theorem [T 1. Then for all N > 0, there exists
a finite and positive constant C = C(I,J,N) such that for all a € [0, N],

1 1 < .

where A((t,z);(s,y)) is the metric defined in (B.)).

Proof. Write a; := 2a and oy := aA(2H). Using the change of variables @ = t —s (¢ fixed),
0 =z —y (z fixed) we have that the integral in (4.I)) is bounded above by

1| 1] o2
A1 |J|/ da/ do (@™ + 5°2) /2 eXp(—f>.
0 0 utt + v

2

A change of variables [a®! = a?u, 72 = a?v] implies that this is equal to

2 2 1102 [7]e2a=2 arl eyl 1
Cact %_d/ du/ deexp — . (4.2)
0 0 (u+v)/2 utv

Observe that the last integral is bounded above by

Pass to polar coordinates to deduce that the preceding is bounded above by I; + Is(a),
where

where K = |I|* Vv |J|*2. Clearly, I} < C < oo, and if d # a% + a%, then

_+__gad ap oy — N a1 o

I(a) = Ko tes 8

242 2 42 d—(3r+ay)
Ifd> =+ 2, then Ir(a) < Cforalla € [0,N]. If d < =+ 2, then Ir(a) < Ca™ o1 722’

Finally, if d = O% + O%, then
1
Iy(a) =2 [ln (—) + ln(N)] .
a

Hence, we deduce that for all a € [0, N], the expression in ([@2]) is bounded above by
CK,_ (2, 2(a), provided that No in (L)) is sufficiently large. This proves the lemma. [

(al @2
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The next result uses the proof of [I-DKNO7, Theorem 2.1(1)] applied to our situation
and establishes the lower bound of Theorem [l

Theorem 4.2. Assume hypothesis (L3)). Let I C (0,T] and J C [0,27) be two fized non-
trivial compact intervals. Then for oll T > 0 and M > 0, there exists a finite constant
cg > 0 such that for all compact sets A C [—M, M|,

cy Capy_g(A) < P{u(l x J)N A # 0},
where B:=1 4+ (2 v L).

Proof. The proof of this result follows exactly the same lines as the proof of [I-DKN07,
Theorem 2.1(1)], therefore we will only sketch the steps that differ. It suffices to replace
their 8 — 6 by our d — 8 with g8 := é + (% Vv %) Moreover, if p; »(y) denotes the density of
u(t, ) solution of (L)), then we have that for all y € [-M, M]? and (¢t,z) € I x J,

Pra(y) = (2mop,) "2 WIF/CoR) > ¢, (4.3)

which proves hypothesis A1 of [I-DKNO7, Theorem 2.1(1)]. On the other hand, our Propo-
sition B.2] proves hypothesis A2 with A((¢,z);(s,y)) defined as in (B1).

We then follow the proof of [I-DKNQ7, Theorem 2.1(1)]. Define, for all z € RY and
€>0, B(z,¢) :={y € R: |y — z| < e}, where |z| := max;<j<4 2], and

10 = o [ [ttt

In the case d < 3, instead of [I-DKNOT7, (2.31)] we will find, using Proposition B.2] Lemma
41 and [1-DKNO7, Lemma 2.3], that for all z € A C [— M,M] and € > 0,

1] |J]
E [(Je(z))2] SCH/ du/ dv (u2&+va/\(2H))fd/2
0
1] -
SCH/O du W) )acg ) (u™)

1]
d
< cH/O duKl_(%V%)/d(u @,
We will then consider the different cases: d < % \Y % y =
d= % \% % This will prove the case d < 5.
The case d > 3 is proved exactly along the same lines as the proof of [I-DKNO07, Theorem
2.1(1)], appealing to (43]), Proposition B.2] and Lemma [£.1] O

L) and

]
<
-
A\
ISH
A\
|
+
"
<

]

The following result is an extension of [I-DKN07), Lemma 4.5].

Lemma 4.3. Assume hypothesis (L3). For allp > 1 , there exists Cp, g > 0 such that for
all e >0 and all (t,z) fized,

E sup [u(t,z) —uls, y)[I"| < Cpue’, (4.4)
[A (L) (s.))] /2 <e

where A((t,z); (s,y)) is defined as in ([B.J).
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Proof. Tt suffices to prove ([@4]) for each coordinate w;, i = 1,...,d . We proceed as in
[1-DKNO07, Lemma 4.5], that is, we will use [I-DKN07, Proposition A.1] with S := S, =
{(5,9) = [A((t,2);(s,9)]V? < e}, p((t,2),(5,9) = [A((t,2);(s,9)]"?, pldtdr) =
dtdz, U(z) = el*l — 1, p(x) := z, and f = u,.

Moreover, by ([3.2]), the random variable % defined in [I-DKNOT7, Proposition A.1] sat-

e () ~ s )
u(t,x) —ui(s,y
E[¢¥]<E [/ dtdm/ ds dy exp< )] < cpé”,
Se Se [A((f,$),(8,y))]1/2
where 3 =2 + (1 v 2).
The rest of the proof follows exactly as in [I-DKNO7, (4.51)] and is therefore omitted. [

The next result uses the proof of [I-DKNQ7, Theorem 3.1(1)] applied to our situation
and establishes the upper bound of Theorem [Tl

Theorem 4.4. Assume hypothesis (L3)). Let I C (0,T] and J C [0,27) be two fized non-
trivial compact intervals. Then for oll T > 0 and M > 0, there exists a finite constant
ci > 0 such that for all Borel sets A C [—M, M]?,

P{u([ X J) NA# @} <cyg %,5(14),
where 8:=1 +(2v L).

Proof. The proof of this result is similar to the proof of [I-DKNO7, Theorem 3.1]. When
d < B, there is nothing to prove, so we assume that d > 5.

For all positive integers n, set t}! := k2—n/e xy = 02~ (2n/a)V(n/H)

, and
n __ n n mn __ n n n _ n n
I = [t thial, Ji =[xy, 2g)s Ri o= Iy x Jg'.

Then for all R}, C I x J, there exists a constant cy > 0 such that the following hitting
small balls estimate holds for all z € R% and ¢ > 0,

P{u(Rg ) N B(z,€) # @} < crel. (4.5)

Indeed, the proof of (£.5]) follows along the same lines as the proof of [I-DKNO07, Propo-
sition 4.4] for the linear stochastic heat equation driven by space time white noise. Namely,
consider the random variables

Y, = inf chg(t,x)u(tz ,xy) — zH , and
T (ta)eRrp,
Zﬁg = sup Hu(t,x) — cﬁg(t,x)u(tk ,xg)H ,
(t.a)eRy,

where
E [ul (t ; x)ul (tz ’x?)]

Var [ul (tz , x?)]

CZ/’g(t,x) =
Note that, because {u;(t,x),u;(t},z})} is a 2-dimensional centered Gaussian vector, Y},

and Z}!, are independent. Hence, the rest of the proof of [@I) follows as in [I-DKNO7,
Proposition 4.4], using the fact that {u;(t,x)}i=1, 4 are independent, centered, Gaussian
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random variables, with variance bounded above and below by positive constants, and such

that the upper bound in (3.2]) and Lemma 3] hold.
Now fix € € (0,1) and n € N such that 27! < € < 27" and write

P{u(IxJ)NB(z, &) #@}y< > Y Plu(Ry,)NB(z,€) # o}
(k.0)

Ry N(IXJ)£2

The number of pairs (k,¢) involved in the two sums is at most 257, where § := é—i— (2v
Because 27" < ¢, (4F) implies that

P{u(IxJ)NB(z,e) # @} <2 ™00 < cpye?=b (4.6)

)

where ¢y does not depend on (n,€). Therefore, (L8] is valid for all e € (0, 1).
Now we use a covering argument: Choose € € (0,1) and let {B;}°; be a sequence of
open balls in R? with respective radii r; € (0, €] such that

AC U B; and Z(2ri)d_5 < G p(A) +e (4.7)
i=1 i=1

Because P{u(I x J)N A # @} is at most y .o, P{u(I x J) N B; # &}, [@6) and ([@7)
together imply that

P{u(IxJ)NA#@}<cy f:rj—ﬁ < e (Hy_g(A) +e).
=1

Let € — 0T to conclude the proof of the theorem. O

Proof of Theorem [ 1. Theorems[2] and 4] prove the lower and upper bounds of Theorem
[Tl respectively. O

Proof of Corollary[I:3.  (a) This is an immediate consequence of Theorem [T

(b) Let z € R% If d < 3, then Capy_({z}) = 1. Hence, the lower bound of Theorem [Tl
implies that {z} is not polar. On the other hand, if d > 3, then J_g({z}) = 0 and
the upper bound of Theorem [[T] implies that {z} is polar.

(c) Theorem [L1limplies that for d > 1: codim(u(R4 x S')) = (d — 8)™; where codim(E)
with E a random set is defined in [I-DKNO7, (5.12)]. Then, when d > 3, [I-DKNOT,
(5.13)] implies the desired result.

The case d = [ follows using exactly the same argument that lead to the result in
[1-DKNO07), Corollary 5.3(a)] for d = 6, and is therefore omitted.
O
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A Appendix

A.1 Riesz-kernel example

We consider the example of the Riesz kernel. There, we assume that @ (z) = ||~ for some
v € (0,1). We then first need to show that this is a bonafide homogeneous spatial covariance
function on the circle (that this is such a function in Euclidean space is well-known, but
here we are restricted to the circle). In other words, we need to show that

oo
Q(2) =Y gucosna,
n=0

where {g, }nen is a sequence of nonnegative real numbers. Since @ is integrable, we simply
calculate the values g, by (inverse) Fourier transform: using the symmetry of @), and some
scaling, we obtain

n = / e x|V dr = 2/ cos (nz) x~ Vdx
0

—Tr

= 2n7_1/ cos (z)x™ dx
0
n—1
= W r(k),
k=0

where r (k) = Qféjf“)ﬂ cos (x) 7 Ydx. We can calculate this r (k) a bit further: using an
integration by parts, we get

(k+1)m
r(k) = 27/ 7 L sin (z) da
k

(k+1)m
= 2y (—1)]“/ =7 sin ()| da.
km
Hence we do indeed have, as announced in the Riesz kernel example, that g, = n?"!c(n)
where ¢ (n) is the partial sum of the alternating sequence with general term 2r (k). Also as
announced, we clearly see that r (0) > 0, and it is trivial to prove that | (k + 1)| < |r (k)|, by
simply using the change of variable 2’ = z — 7, and the fact that sin (2’ + 7) = —sin (2/).
The partial sums of such an alternating series are always positive since the first term is
positive. All the claims in the Riesz-kernel example are justified.

A.2 Fractional Brownian example

In the fractional noise example, with H < 1/2 and where ¢, = n'=2¥ the Fourier series
representation Q (z) =Y., n'=2H cos (nz) is only formal because this series diverges even
as an alternating series. Yet we can interpret B as the spatial derivative of a space-time
fractional Brownian sheet-type process. Indeed, consider the centered Gaussian field Y (¢, x)

which is fractional Brownian in time with parameter H, and has spatial covariance equal to
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R(z,y) = |z — y|2H. Using exactly the same calculations as in the Riesz-kernel case above,
but this time with v = —2H, we can still invoke the fact that 77! is decreasing, since
2H —1 < 0, and thus R (z,y) can be written as Y o0 ;¢ (n)n=2# =1 cos (nx). It is then easy
to see that Y can be represented as

Z\/— —H= 1/2(205 (nx) By ( +Z Ve n~ - 1/2511“ ”55) nt (1)

where {B,, i }nen and {Bn,H}nGN are independent sequences of IID standard fractional
Brownian motions. If one then defines the noise in the heat equation formally (i.e. in the
sense of distributions) by
0
By (t’x) = %Y (t’x) )

a factor n comes out in the Fourier representation, and one gets that By can be written,
in the sense of distributions, as

Z Ve m)n Y2 cos (nz) By g (t) + Z Vemn™ " 2 sin (na) By g (1),

from which the formula ¢, = c(n)n'=2 follows, i.e. the formal expansion Q(z) =
> ye(n)n~ 2t cos (nz) follows immediately. This justifies using the scale n!=2# to
represent the covariance’s Fourier coefficient in this fractional noise case. Note that this
justification also works when H > 1/2.

It is instructive to note that one can also formally write

0 0

Qz—-y) = E aY(l,x)a—yY(l,y)

= (0°/020y) | —y" = 2H (2H — 1) |o -y 72,

which is not integrable at the origin (x = y) when H < 1/2, which explains why one cannot
use the pointwise Fourier and/or the Riesz-kernel representation in this case.

A.3 Estimates of the kernel K7

We have the following estimates on the kernel K.

Lemma A.l. Let tg,T > 0 be fized. Then for any H < & and s,t € [to, T] with s < t,

there exist positive constants c(to, T, H) and C(to,T,H) such that
c(to, T, H) "1 (t — s)H_% < KH(t,s) < c(tg, T, H)(t — s)H_%sH_%,
-1 1 -3 0K H 1 H-
Clto, T, H)™ (H — 5)(t ~ s)ff72 < W(t s) < Clto, T, H)(H — 5)(t — )

Proof. Theses estimates follow immediately from ([2:10), (Z2]) and [DU97, Theorem 3.2] O

[PV
l\)\w

The following is a two real variable technical result that is used several times in this
paper.
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Lemma A.2. Letty > 0 fized. Then for any s > tg, there exists a positive constant c(ty, H)

such that
2n2s v 2H—1
/ (s - —2> v lemv dy < e(tg, H).
0 2n

Proof. We write, following [TTV03] eq. (25)],

2n2s v 2H-1
5= 55 vPH e dy
0 2774

s S 2n2s v 2H—-1
< (5)2H1/ U2H7167v dv + (n23)2H1/ <S _ _> e Y dv

0 n?s

n2s V' 2H—-1 )
< CHtO2H71 + (n28)2H1/ (2 2> o (2n7s—v') 1.7
0 mn

< C(to, H) + cHtOZH—le—n23(n28)2H

< C(ty,H) + C(ty, H) sup ]e_xaczH\

r>s

< Cto, H).

A.4 Further covariance calculations

Proof of (B10) . With the notations of the proof of Lemma Bl we will show that for K
large enough and for all n such that n? (¢t — s) > K, when h 4, > 0,

I~1 + fl > 2 ‘IN4,1 +j471

. (A1)

This will prove (B.10).
Using Lemma [A1] and the trivial bound h¢ 4, < 2 applied to (1), we have

i = [kt ([ | an) ot

Bu %7
< cH/ dr (s —r)H=1/2 o1 (t+s—2r) <(S _ oy HA2 (g T)H_l/z)
0

= e /8 dr rH=1/2 (’I“H_l/Q —(r+t-— s)H*1/2> e~ 2T,
0

We evaluate the integral above by splitting it up according to whether r exceeds n=2. We
also assume that n? (t — s) > 1, i.e. we restrict K > 1. Hence

n—2
/ dr rH—1/2 (TH—l/Z (4t S)H71/2> o—2n7r
0

n—2

< / dr rH=1/2 <7°H_1/2 — (2t — QS)H_l/Z)
0
-2

_ / dr (T2H71 _pH-1/2 (2t — 25)H’1/2)
0

< cHn_4H.
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The other piece is

/S dr H-1/2 (TH—l/Z (rt— S)H—1/2> o~ 2n%r

—2

S _ _ _ 2 S B B 5
SCH/ dr 1/2(t—s)7“H 3/2¢ 2”r:cH(t—s)/ dr pH—2e=2n7r
n—2 n—2

2

n4s
— can2n4f4H (t _ S)/ dr x2H72672x
1

o
<ecgn n? (t — s)/ do 2?7272
1

= cHn*4Hn2 (t o S) )
In conclusion, we get
‘f“ * j471‘ < chn M (14 n?(t—s)) e 0,

Since the function z — (1 + x) e~ * decreases to 0 as x increases to 0o, we only need to choose
K sufficiently large such that for all n with n? (t — s) > K, 1:4,1 + 1:471‘ < 2*10}{71*41{(1 —
e*”2(t*s))2 < I+ I, where c}q is the constant in (B.6). This completes the proof of

(A.1). 0

Proof of ([BI1I)). We now show that for K large enough and for all n such that n? (t — s) >
K, when hy sz > 0,

I~1+f1 >2‘I~4,2+j472‘. (AQ)

This will prove (B.I1).

Again using Lemma [A.T] and the bound hy s ., < 2 applied to (B.7), we have
0K
'%(% r)

s t
Tt Dia| = by [ drK(sr)e ™) [ dutgta) - o)
0

$ t
< e [[irts - ryiVemn et [y (et o) gy
0 S

We cut this integral into three pieces. First calculate the piece for v > s +n~2:

s t
/ dr(s — r)H=1/2e=n* (s+t=7) / du (6"2“ - e"%) (u —r)H=3/2
0 s+n—2

s t
< / dr(s — p)H1/2en (s+=20) / due™ ") (4 — p)H=3/2
0 s+n=—2

s t—r)n?
_ o 2HAL / dr(s — T)H—l/Ze—nQ(s—i—t—Zr) /( e H=3/2 4,
0 (s—r)n2+1

sn? y+n?(t—s)
_ ’I’L4H/ dy nyl/Qefyean(tfs) / exxH73/2dx‘
0 y+1
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Now, for any fixed constants yo (H) and y; (H) such that y; > yo + 1, the above term with
the y-integral restricted to y < yg can be written as follows:

Y0 ) Y1 y+n2(t—s)
n—4H/ dy yH—l/Qe—ye—n (t—s) / emmH—3/2dx + / ea:xH—fi/de
0 y+1 Y1

Yo
<n / dy y" /2 (6*"2“*3)0 (H,y1) + yff?’/z@“) :
0

We now choose y; and K large enough such that for all n with n? (t — s) > K and for any
choice of yg, the above equation is smaller than cyn~* with cy < 2_10}{(1 — e_"Q(t_S))z,
where cl; is the constant in (3.6)).

For the other part of the integral in y we get

sn? 9 y+n2(t—s)
n—4H/ dy yH—l/Ze—ye—n (t—s) / exxH—?)/Zdw
Yo y+1
sn? 5 y+n2(t—s)
< ’I’L_4H/ dy yZH—Qe—ye—n (t—s)/ e dx
Yo y+1

sn
< ’I’L4H/ dy y2H72
Y

0

—4H, 2H-1
<cgn Yo )

and it is sufficient to take yg large enough to ensure that this last expression is smaller than
cun~* with ¢y < 271ek (1 - e~ (t=5))2,

Now we calculate the piece for u € [s,s +n 2] and 7 € [s — n~2, s]. This yields a piece
bounded above by

s 5 s+n—2 9 5
CH/ dr(s — T)H71/2efn t/ du <en s+l _ on 571) (u— T)H73/2
S S

—n—2

< CH67n2(tfs) / dr(s — T)H71/2 ((5 _ T)H71/2 —(s—r+ n72)H71/2>

—n—2

1
_ cHe—n2(t—s)n—4H/ pH-1/2 (xH—l/Z (r+ 1)H—1/2> da
0

—n2(t— _
= cye n?(t s)n 4H

which can obviously be made smaller than 27!ck (1 — e*”Q(t*S))Q, for all m such that
n?(t — s) > K, provided that K is large enough.
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The last piece to deal with is

-2 -2

s—n s+n
CH/ dr(s — r)H=1/2n(s4t=m) / du (6"2“ - e"2r> (u—r)H=3/2
0 s

8—77,72 S+77/72
< CH/ dr(s — r)H_l/Qe_"Q(S‘H—T’) / du enQu(u _ T)H—3/2
’ s—n"2 , §+n72
< cHe/ dr(s — T)H71/2efn (t—r) / du (u _ 7n)H73/2
0 S

-2

= cHe*"Q(t*s) / dr(s — T)H71/2 ((S _ T)H—l/z —(s—r+ n72)H71/2)
0

< cHe’”Q(tfs)“%H /00 LH-1/2 <xH71/2 (x4 1)H—1/2) da
1

oo
ScHen?(ts)nu{/ 2H=3/2 4
1

2(¢— —
n(t s)n 4H

=cge ,
and the conclusion is the same as before. This finishes the proof of (A.2)). O
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