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Abstract. We focus on a stochastic process {Y(t)}c[o,,] defined by a pathwise
Young integral of a general form. Thanks to the Haar basis, we connect the classi-
cal method of approximation of {Y(t)}+c[o,.) through Euler scheme and Riemann-
Stieltjes sums with a new approach consisting in the use of an appropriate series
representation of {Y(t)}¢cjo,,)- This representation is obtained through a general
compactly supported orthonormal wavelet basis. An advantage offered by the new
approach with respect to the classical one is that a better almost sure rate of con-
vergence in Holder norms can be derived, under a general Wiener chaos condition.
Also, this improved rate turns out to be optimal in some situations; typically, when
the integrand and integrator associated to {Y'(t)};c[0,0) are independent fractional
Brownian motions with appropriate Hurst parameters.
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1. Introduction and motivations

Throughout the article the integer v > 1 is arbitrary and fixed, and the interval
[0, v] is often denoted by I. We focus on a real-valued stochastic process {Y (¢) }+er
of a general form: it is given by the pathwise Young integral

Y(t) := /Ot o(s)dX(s), foreachtel. (1.1)

Such kind of process is closely connected to (stochastic) differential equations driven
by fractional Brownian motions and more generally by (random) Hélder functions
with correlated increments (see e.g. Baudoin and Coutin, 2007; D(‘(‘rous'of()nd and
Usmn(l 1999; Gubinelli et al., 20 l() 006; Lejay, 201( ) Lyons et al., 2007; Nualart
and Rascanu, 2002; Ruznmlknm, 2000; Zdlll(,, 1998, 2001). Therefore 1t is useful to
find approximation procedures for {Y(t)}te 7 paths which converge at the fastest
possible rate.

In this article, for convenience, the real-valued integrand o and integrator X are
assumed to be defined on the whole real line and not only on the interval I := [0, v].
Also it is assumed that the paths of ¢ and X, on any compact interval K C R,
respectively belong to some Hélder spaces C*(K) and C?(K), where o € (0,1)
and 8 € (0,1) do not depend on K and satisfy a + 3 > 1. Notice that this is a
classical condition (see e.g. Lyons et al., 2007) which guarantees the existence of
the pathwise Young integral in (1.1). We recall that, for any 6 € [0, 1), the Holder
space C?(K) is defined as the Banach space of the continuous functions h, from K

to R, such that
h(z1) — h
sup {M} o
(z1,22)EK2, z1 <2 |{E1 — 5[,'2|
it is equipped with the norm

hllcoey = ||h|lKc.0o + sup {
Iblloeey = k. "

(z1,22)EK2, z1<22

where
[Allic,00 == sup |h(z)] (1.3)
el

denotes the uniform norm over K. It is clear that C°(K) is nothing else than the
whole space of the real-valued continuous functions on KC; moreover || - ||co(x) and
I llc,00 are two equivalent norms. We mention that sometimes we will say that “h
satisfies a Holder condition of order 6 on K”, or more simply that “h is 6-Holder
continuous on K, in order to indicate that h belongs to the Holder space C?(K).

The classical Euler scheme corresponding to Riemann-Stieltjes sums associated
with dyadic intervals of fixed length 277, J € N, provides a natural method for
approximating paths of the process {Y(t)}+c;. More precisely, for every dyadic
number m /27, with m € {1,...,27v}, one approximates

v(5) - [ raxe -5 [ ataxts

by

,_.

( ) = o (50) A (X), (1.4)

=0
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where the ;s denote arbitrary fixed real numbers in the dyadic intervals [1/27, (I+
1)/27], and the A;;(X)’s are the first order increments of X associated with these

intervals, namely
[+1 l

Then, using linear interpolation, one gets a random function, from I to R, t —
Y RS (t) which approximates the whole path ¢ — Y'(t). More precisely, for every
t € I, one sets

[27¢] .
= Y (T + (2Jt — [2‘]15])0(8‘]1[21,5])AJﬁ[QJt] (X), (1.6)
where [-] is the integer part function, and with the convention that
YES(0):=0 and YS(@):=Y;(v).

The following crucial proposition allows to derive a control on the uniform norm
over I of the error term Y — YJRS.

Proposition 1.1 (Young — Loeve inequality). There exists a positive finite constant
Aoy, depending only on a+ B > 1, such that the inequality

’ /ttQ o(s)dX (s) — o(t1) (X (t2) — X(tl))’

< Aasllollco ey 1 X les (e (t2 — t1)*TP (1.7)

holds for all real numbers t1 and ty satisfying t1 < ta.

The proof of the proposition can be found in Section 1.3 of Lyons et al. (2007),
just to give one reference.

Remark 1.2. Tt results from Proposition 1.1 and the Holderianity assumption on
the paths of o and X that the paths of Y, on any compact interval  C R, belong
to the Holder space C?(K). In other words, one has ||Y||cs ) < +oc.

Remark 1.3. It can easily be derived from Proposition 1.1 and (1.2) that the in-
equality

ta
‘/t 0(s) AX (5) — 0(8) (X (12) — X (1)
< (L+ Aasp)llollonnaan 1 X los ey o (F2 = 01)* T (1.8)

holds for all real numbers 1, t2 and 3 satisfying t; < t3 and § € [t1, t2].

In view of (1.1), (1.4), the triangle inequality and Remark 1.3, one has for all
m e {l,...,27v},

m—1

=
/
JE
N~—
I
=
~—
JE
Dt
IN

(4+1)2=7
/127.1 o(s)dX(s) — o (550)A5(X)

=0
CO27J(0¢+571)7

IN
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where cg := (1 + Aayp)llollce @ | X [|csry- Then, the straightforward inequality
1Y =Yl < 1Y llony2™”

—l—max{}Y(sz) -Y; (2—773)}, mE{l,...,2JU}}

implies that
|V = YIS} 0 < 277 (0871, (1.9)

where ¢; := ||Y||¢s (1) +co. The following proposition, proved in Appendix, provides
an extension of (1.9) to some Holder norms.

Proposition 1.4. There exists a random finite constant ¢ > 0 such that for all
v €1[0,8) and J € N, one has

1Y = Y| o (py < e/ minBmmathiz), (1.10)

Is it possible to find approximation procedures, for {Y (t)}+cr paths, allowing to
have better rates of convergence than the one provided by (1.10)?

Studying this question is the main motivation behind our article; to this end, it
is very useful to have an appropriate explicit expression for the error term.

The rest of the article is organized in the following way. In Section 2 we in-
troduce, via a compactly supported orthonormal wavelet basis for L?(R), a series
representation of the process Y; the partial sums of the series, denoted by Y]W,
are somehow similar to the Riemann-Stieltjes sums Y79 and play the same role.
Under the sole weak Holderianity assumption, made at the beginning of the present
section, one can only show that the approximation error ||Y — YV ¢+ (1) converges
to 0 at the same rate as the one in (1.10). Yet, the wavelet approach offers the
advantage to provide a rather “nice” explicit expression for the error term Y — YJW.
This advantage is exploited in Section 3 where it is further assumed that the Wiener
chaos condition (WC(), given by Definition 3.3, holds. Under this additional con-
dition (WC), it turns out that the approximation error ||Y — Y V||c+(y) converges
to 0 at a better rate of convergence than the one provided by (1.10). The main
goal of Section 4 is to show that a wide class of integrators X and integrands o
satisfies the condition (WC'); for example X and o can be multiple It6-Wiener
integrals. Last but not least, the issue concerning the optimality of the improved
rate of convergence is discussed in Section 5. This improved rate is optimal in some
situations, such as when the integrand and integrator associated to {Y'(¢)}+cr are
independent fractional Brownian motions with appropriate Hurst parameters.

2. The approximation method and its general rate of convergence

In order to state the main result of this section, one first needs to introduce some
notations. Assume that the collection of functions, from R to itself,

{o(e—1):1€ZYyU{29/%(2) @ k) : (j, k) € Zy x Z} (2.1)

satisfies one of the following two hypotheses.

(H1) This collection is simply the Haar wavelet basis of L?(R), in other words
one has Y = 1[0)1) and 1/) = 1[0)1/2) — 1[1/2)1).
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(H2) This collection is an arbitrary compactly supported orthonormal wavelet
basis of L?(R) such that the scaling function ¢ and the mother wavelet )
are a-Holder continuous on R, which means that

{ lp(@1) = p(2)| + [(x1) — P(22)] } < 4oo.

|1 — 22|

sup
(z1,z2)ER?,21<22

Notice that this order of Holderianity « for ¢ and v is exactly the same as
the one for the paths of the integrand o in (1.1).

It is known that (see e.g. Meyer, 1992; Daubechies, 1992; Wojtaszczyk, 1997) one
has

—+o0 —+o0
/ p(x)dz =1 and P(z)dx =0, (2.2)
and that the integer translates of ¢ form “a partition of unity” in the sense that:
—+o0
> px—1)=1, forallzeR. (2.3)
l=—0o0

Now, notice that one can derive from the continuity of the paths of ¢ that, for
any fixed ¢ € I, the (random) function of the variable s

s+ 0¢(s) == 0(s)1[g(s) (2.4)

belongs to L?(R). So, it can be expressed as the series of functions

+oo +oo  +oo
or= Y bout)e(e =)+ > a;k(t)27y(27 e —k) (2.5)
l=—00 Jj=0 k=—o0

which converges in L?(R). Notice that the coefficients of the series are defined as:

bo.u(t) = /0 o(8)p(s — 1) ds (2.6)
and
a;k(t) = 2]’/2/0 o(s)Y(27s — k) ds. (2.7)

Thus many of these coefficients vanish due to the compactness of the supports of
o and 1. More precisely, let N7 and Ny be two fixed integers with N1 < Na, such
that

supp  C [N1, N2] and supp ¢ C [Ny, V2. (2.8)
Then, it is clear that
(I+ Ni,l4+ N3)N(0,8) =0 = bo,(t) =0
and
(277 (k+ N1),277 (k+ N2)) N (0,8) =0 = a;x(t) =0.
Thus, for any fixed ¢ € I, the equality (2.5) reduces to

[t]—=N1 +oo [27t]-Ny

o= bu®ele—D+> D> ajxt)2/7p(27 e k).

l=1—N> J=0 k=1—N»
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Next we consider, for any J € N; the partial sum

[t]—N1 J—1 [27¢]- Ny
o= > boape =D+ > Y aje()2?)(27 e —k). (2.9)
l:l*Nz J 0 k=1— N2

Using the multiresolution analysis (see e.g. Meyer, 1992; Daubechies, 1992; Woj-
taszezyk, 1997) generated by ¢, one can derive that

[2Jt]fN1
ony= Y but)2"%p(2” e 1), (2.10)
l=1—N>
where
t
bra(t) :== 2J/2/ o(s)p(27s —1)ds. (2.11)
0

In view of (2.8) and (2.10), the random functions oy s, t € I and J € N, have
compact supports uniformly bounded in ¢ and J. More precisely, setting

Qr:=1-(N2—N1) and Qz:=v+(N2— N, (2.12)
then one has supp o,y C [Q1,Q2], for every ¢ € I and all J € N.

Definition 2.1. For any ¢ € I and all J € N| one sets

Q2
YV (t):= / or,7(s)dX(s).

It is important to note that, in view of (2.9) and (2.10), this pathwise Young integral
satisfies the two equalities:

J—1 [27t]—- N, 274 — Ny
Z bo,i(t 7701+Z Z aj k(DA r = Z bra(t)nse, (2.13)
I=1-N> J=0 k=1—Nq I=1-N;

where the stochastic processes {\jx}(jr)ez, xz and {ns1}()ez, xz are defined as

o 2T(RENs)
Njk 1= 23/2/ P(27s — k)dX(s), forall (j,k) € Zs X Z, (2.14)
23 (k+N1)

and

277 (14 Ny)
N = 2J/2/ (275 —1)dX(s), forall (J,1) € Zy x Z. (2.15)
2-7 (14 Ny)
Remark 2.2. The main result of the present section, that is the following theorem,
shows that {Y(t)}+cr paths can be approximated by {Y}V(t)}icr paths. Actually
this approximation procedure can be connected to the one with Riemann-Stieltjes
sums, presented in the previous section. More precisely, assume that the basis in
(2.1) is the Haar wavelet basis, and that the §;,;’s in (1.4) are chosen so that

277 (1+1)
o(551) = 2‘]/ o(s)ds, foreveryl € {0,. Ty —1}.
2

—J]
Then, in view of (1.6), (1.4), (2.13), (2.11) and (2.15), one has
YV ') =YF92771), forallle{0,...,27v}.
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Theorem 2.3. There is a finite random constant ¢ > 0 such that, for all v € [0, )
and J € N, one has

1Y =Y  leviry < c2~/min(f—y,atf-1)

A straightforward but important consequence of this theorem and the first equal-
ity in (2.13) is the following:

Corollary 2.4. Almost every path of the process {Y (t)}ier can be expressed as
path of the following series of random functions:

[o]—IN; +oco 2]'] N1
E bo,1(®)n0,1 + E E a;k(®)A ks
I=1_No» =0 k=1—Na

which converges in the Hélder space CV(I), for any v € [0, ).

Remark 2.5. We mention that, in some sense, Corollary 2.4 is reminiscent of The-
orem 3.14 in Gubinelli et al. (2()1()) which provides, via the Haar basis, a series
representation for processes defined by Young integrals. Also, Corollary 2.4 might
have some connections with the pathwise stochastic integral introduced in Ciesiel-
ski et al. (1993) via the same basis. Yet, we point out that there is a considerable
difference between the approach in the two articles Ciesielski et al. (1993); Gubinelli
et al. (2016) and the one in our present paper. Indeed, in these two articles it is the
“derivative” of the integrator, namely dX (e), which is expanded in the Haar basis
in order to get the series representation for the integral, while in our present paper
it is the integrand o(e)1(o 4 (e) which is expanded in this basis, and more generally
in a wavelet basis.

In order to prove Theorem 2.3, one needs to introduce, for each fixed J € N and
t1,ts € I satisfying t1 < to, the followmg two finite sets of indices [:
I+ Ny I+ N,
Ly, = {ZE {1—N2,...,2J’U—N1} : |: o7 o7 - [fl,tg] , (2.16)

and

Otz = {1 € {1 = Nayoo 270 = N} 11 ¢ L,

and 1 (t1,t2), vy (ty, t2)] # @}

(2.17)
where, for every [ € OL 4, +,, the interval [u,]yl(tl,tg), V,]yl(tl,tg)} is defined as
I+ N1 [+ Ny
(ri(ty, ta), vty te)] = {2—J7 2—J} N [t1, t2]. (2.18)

Notice that L, ¢, or OL ¢, 1, can sometime be the empty set.
Also, the proof of Theorem 2.3 requires to make use of the three properties (P1),
(P2) and (P3) of the scaling function ¢ listed in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.6. Under the hypothesis (Hi1) or the hypothesis (Hz), given at the very
beginning of the present section, the following four results hold.

(P1) There is a finite random constant ¢1 > 0 such that, for every J € N and
every | € {1 — Na,...,27v — N1}, one has

(H-N2
‘/ 275 — 1) dX(s)| < 12778, (2.19)
2 J l-‘er)



782 A. Ayache, C. Esser and Q. Peng

(Pi) There is a finite mndom‘ constant ¢ > 0 such that, for every j € Z, and
every k € {1 — Na,...,27v — N1}, one has

(k+N2 .
‘ / (s — k) dX(s)‘ < 2798, (2.20)
2— 7 k+N1)
(P2) There is a finite random constant ca > 0 such that, for every J € N and
every | € {1 — Na,...,27v — N1}, one has

l+N2)
‘ / o(s) = Fa1) (25 — 1) dX(s)‘ <277 (2.21)
2~ ](l+N1
where
(I4+-N2)
Gy i= 2J/ o(s)p(27s — 1) ds. (2.22)
2 ‘](l+N1)

(Ps) There is a finite random constant cs > 0 such that, for every t1,ta € I with
t1 < ta, every J € N and everyl € OL 4, 1, (see (2.17)), one has

‘ /t i o(s)p(27s — 1) dX(s)’ < cgmin (2777 [t — t2]7). (2.23)

The proof of Lemma 2.6 is postponed to Appendix, we now focus on that of
Theorem 2.3.

Proof of Theorem 2.3: In view of (1.2), it is enough to show that there is a finite
random constant ¢ > 0 such that, for all v € [0, 38), all t1,t2 € I with ¢; < t2, and
all J € N, one has
Y (t2) =Y (1) = Y] (t2) + V)" (t1)] < po—d min(B—7.a+p-1)
[ty — to| - '
Notice that (2.13), (2.11), the first inclusion in (2.8), (2.16), (2.22), (2.15), (2.17),
and (2.18) imply that

(2.24)

277 (14+N2)
Y () =Y ()= ) T510(27s —1)dX (s)
L€L ey ¢ 277 (N
to
+ 0y mﬂ"”/ o(s)p(27s — 1) ds. (2.25)
t1

1€OL 1y 1o

Moreover, it follows from (1.1), (2.3), the first inclusion in (2.8), (2.16), (2.17), and
(2.18) that

to to 400
Y(tg)—Y(tl):/ a(s)dX(s):/ U(s)( 3 <p(2‘]s—l)) dX(s)
t1 t1 l=—00
:/20(5)( Z (275 — 1) + Z <p(2Js—l)) dX(s)
b LEL J,tq 1o 1€OL 1y 1o
2~ ‘](l+N2
JS — S
Z / i, “OPR73 DX
+ ) 2a(s)¢(2Js—l)dX(s). (2.26)

1€OL 1y ,ty b
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Next using (2.25), (2.26) and the triangle inequality, one gets

|V (t2) = Y (1) = Y}V (t2) + V)V (01)] < AP (01, 80) + AP (11, 12),  (2.27)
where
l+N2)
APty = Y| / o(s) — ) p2's —ax(s)|  (2.28)
€Ly tq,¢ 277 (1+N1)
1.2

and

A52>(t1,t2) = Z ‘/zg(s)cp(QJs—l)dX(s)

1€0L 19,1y t1

to
— 2772 / o(s)p(2”s —1)ds|. (2.29)

t1

Let us first provide an appropriate upper bound for Af,l)(tl, t2). Assume that
l € Lyt .1, is arbitrary. Using (Pz2) in Lemma 2.6, one gets

l+N2)
| / o(5) ~ T p(2's — X (5)] < e 277 (2.30)
2—

J(l+N1

where the finite random constant ¢; > 0 does not depend on J, t1, t2 and [; in fact
¢1 is nothing else than the finite random constant ¢z in (2.21). Also notice that, in
view of (2.16), there is a finite deterministic constant ¢z > 0 (which should not be
confused with the constant ¢y in (2.21)) not depending on J, ¢; and ts, such that,
for all J € N, one has

CaI’d(LJ)tl)tz) < 622’]|t1 — tgl. (231)
Thus, (2.28), (2.30) and (2.31) yield
AW (11, 12) < eslty — |27/ (0F0-D), (2.32)

where c3 > 0 is a finite random constant not depending on J, ¢; and ts.
Let us now give an appropriate upper bound for AS2) (t1,t2). It follows from
(2.29) and the triangle inequality that

AD (11, t2) < > (B()(tl,tz) Bg?z)(tl,tz)), (2.33)

1€OL 5 41 19

where, for every [ € 0L+, t,,

ta
B(]l)(tlat2 ‘nleJ/Q/ 0(8)@(2‘]8—Z)ds‘ (2.34)
t1
and
to
B (t1,t2) ::\/ a(s)<p(2Js—l)dX(s)’. (2.35)
t1

First, one provides an appropriate upper bound for B(J%l)(tl, t2). Using (2.15) and
(P1) in Lemma 2.6, one obtains that

gl < cg277 712, (2.36)
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where ¢, is nothing else than the finite random constant ¢; in (2.19), which does
not depend on J, 1, t2 and I. Moreover, it can easily be derived from (1.3), (2.17),
(2.18) and (2.8) that

’ /):2 o(s)p(27s —1)ds

< lolli@1,@a),00 01l [Ny, Mo 00 (N2 — Ni) min (277, [ty — t2]).

(2.37)
Putting together (2.34), (2.36) and (2.37) leads to
B3 (t1,t2) < ¢5270 ) min (277 |ty — ta]), (2.38)

with ¢5 > 0 being a finite random constant, not depending on J, ¢y, t2 and .
Now, one provides an appropriate upper bound for 8521) (t1,t2). Using (P3) in
Lemma 2.6, one obtains

BS?Z) (tl, tg) S Cg min (2_‘]’6, |t1 — t2|’6), (239)

where cg is in fact the finite random constant ¢z in (2.23), that does not depend on
J, t1, to and [. Next, one sets ¢y := 2(N2 — N1+ 1). It can be derived from (2.17)
and (2.18) that

Card(aL‘Ltl’m) S Cy. (240)
Then, it follows from (2.33), (2.38), (2.39) and (2.40) that

A (1) 1) < 68(min (2778270 =Bty — t5]) + min (2778, |t — t2|6)), (2.41)

where ¢g := ¢y max(cs,cg). Next, one sets cg := max(c3,cs). Combining (2.27)
with (2.32) and (2.41) yields

[V (t2) =Y (t2) = V)" (t2) + V)" (12)] < 09(|t1 — ty27 /(A=)
+min (2778, 270 |ty — to]) + min (2777, [, — t2|ﬂ)). (2.42)

Finally, in view of (2.42), a straightforward computation shows that, in both
cases [t; —ta| > 277 and [t; — t2| < 277, one has, for every v € [0, 8),
Y (t2) = Y (t2) = Y]V (t2) + Y}V (t1)]

=y 9g—J(a+B-1) 4 9=J(B—7)+1
|t1 — t2|7 Co (v + )

< c2mein(67'y,a+671),

where ¢ := 3cou!~7. Therefore (2.24) holds, hence the conclusion. (]

3. A better rate of convergence under the Wiener chaos condition (WC)

First, it is useful to make some brief recalls on the notion of Wiener chaos; our
presentation of it is inspired by the one in the book Janson (1997). Throughout
this article the underlying probability space is denoted by (Q, F,P). Moreover, for
any fixed p € (0,+00), the space of the real-valued random variables on (£2, F,P)
having a finite absolute moment of order p is denoted by LP(2, F,P).
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Definition 3.1 (Wiener chaos). Let G be an arbitrary fixed Gaussian subspace
of L2(2, F,P), that is a closed subspace consisting of real-valued centred Gaussian
random variables. Let n be a nonnegative integer, the Wiener chaos of order n
associated with G is denoted by P, (G), or more simply by P,. The space Py
is defined to be the closed subspace of L?(, F,P) consisting of all the constant
random variables. When n > 1, the space P,, is defined as the closed subspace of
L?(Q, F,P) spanned by the following set of random variables:

{Hg}m : (91,-+-,9n) € G" and (my,...,m,) € ZY with Zml Sn}.
=1

=1
Remarks 3.2.

(a) One clearly has P,, C P41, for every n € Z,. Moreover, for all fixed p €
(0, +00), the space P, := Unez, P, is dense in LP(Q, F(GQ),P), where F(G)
denotes the smallest sub o-field of F for which all the random variables in
G are measurable (see for instance Theorem 3.51 in Janson, 1997).

(b) The LP()-norms are equivalent on P,, (see for instance Theorem 3.50 in
Janson, 1997). In other words, there are two positive and finite universal
constants ¢1 (n, p) < ca(n, p), depending only on n and p, such that, for any

random variable x € P, one has

c1(n,p) (E [|X|2])p/2 <E[|xI?] < ca(n,p) (E [|X|2D

(c) For every fixed n € Z; and for each sequence of random variables in P,,
convergence in probability is equivalent to convergence in LP(Q2)-norm, for
any fixed p € (0, +00) (see for instance Theorem 3.50 in Janson, 1997).

(d) For all fixed integer n > 1, there exists a positive finite universal constant
c3(n), depending only on n, such that, for every random variable x € P,
and for each real number y > 2, one has

P(Ixl > ylixllzae ) < exp (= es(my®™), (3.2)

o (3.1)

1/2
where | x||z2(q) = (E [|X|2]) (see for instance Theorem 6.7 in Janson,
1997).

Let us now precisely define the so-called Wiener chaos condition (WC).

Definition 3.3 (the Wiener chaos condition (WC')). One says that the stochastic
process {Y (¢)}ier, defined through the pathwise Young integral (1.1), satisfies the
Wiener chaos condition (WC') when, for some arbitrary integer n > 1, the integrand
{o(8)}ser and the integrator {X (s)}scr are two stochastic processes belonging to
the Wiener chaos P,, (i.e. o(s) € P,, and X(s) € P, for all s € R) and possessing
the following two properties:

(C1) There exist two positive real numbers «g and Sy, satisfying ag < 1, o < 1
and ag + By > 1, such that the restrictions of {o(s)}ser and {X(s)}ser
to any compact interval IC are respectively ag-Holder continuous and fSg-
Hoélder continuous in quadratic mean. In other words, the inequalities

E [|a(51) - a(sz)ﬂ < col|s1 — s2[>*  for all 51,50 € K (3.3)
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and
E “X(sl) - X(SQ)‘2:| < ecilsy — so|*0 for all 51,50 € K (3.4)

hold, for some finite deterministic constants ¢y and ¢; which a priori depend
on K.

The wavelet coefficients’ a; x, := a;jx(v) and A, x, defined through (2.7) and
(2.14), have the following “short-range dependence” property: the inequal-

1ty
299—Ny 27v—Noy

PP

k1i=—Nji ka=—N;1

E [ajvkl Aj7klalj1k2 /\j7k2] < C2272j(a0+5071/2) (36)

is satisfied, for some finite deterministic constant co > 0 and for all positive
integer j such that 27v > Ny — Nj. Recall that N7 and N> are two fixed
integers satisfying (2.8).

Remarks 3.4. Assume that the Wiener chaos condition (WC') holds.

(a)

Combining (C;1) with the second inequality in (3.1), where taking y =
o(s1) — o(s2) (resp. x = X(s1) — X(s2)) and p large enough, and us-
ing the Kolmogorov-Centsov Holder continuity theorem (see Chapter 2 in
Karatzas and Shreve, 1988), it can be shown that the process o (resp. X)
has a modification whose paths belong to the Holder spaces C*(K), for all
a € (0,ap) (resp. CP(K), for all 3 € (0,3)) and for all compact intervals
K. This modification is always identified with o (resp. X) itself, therefore
Proposition 1.1 implies that the paths of the process {Y (¢)}+c; are Holder
continuous of any order 3 € (0, fy).

In view of the fact that for s € R, the random variables o(s) and X (s)
belong to the Wiener chaos P,, (for some arbitrary integer n > 1), by
approximating the pathwise Young integral in (1.1) by Riemann-Stieltjes
sums and by using Remark 3.2 (¢), it can be shown that, for each ¢ € I,
the random variable Y (¢) belongs to the Wiener chaos Pa,.

Using similar arguments, one can prove that for all (J,1) € Z X Z, (j,k) €
Zy x Z and t € I, the random variables a; x(t), bsi(t), Ajx and 1y, (see
(2.7), (2.11), (2.14) and (2.15)) belong to the Wiener chaos P,,. This implies
that Y}V (t) (see Definition 2.1) belongs to the Wiener chaos Pay,.

The main goal of the present section is to obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 3.5. Under the condition (\WC'), for any fized real numbers o € (0, o),
B € (0,60) and v > 0 satisfying o+ 5 > 1 and v < min(B,1/2), there is a finite
random constant ¢ > 0 such that the inequality

1Y =Y oy < e27/min@myatizt/z=) 3.7)

LObserve that, for every j € Nand k € {—Ny,...,2/v — N2}, one has

supp ¥(27 @ —k) C 279 (N1 + k),279 (N2 + k)] C I

and consequently (see (2.7)) that

aj k= a;,(v) = 2i/2 /R P(29s — k)o(s) ds. (3.5)
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holds almost surely, for each J € N. We recall that the processes Y := {Y (t) }rer and
YV = {Y}V(t) }+er have respectively been introduced in (1.1) and in Definition 2.1.
Also, we recall that the interval I := [0, v].

In order to derive Theorem 3.5 one needs several preliminary results. First we
are going to state all of them and then we will give their proofs.

The following lemma shows that for deriving the theorem it is enough to prove
it when v = 0. Let us mention that this lemma remains valid even if one drops the
Wiener chaos condition (WC).

Lemma 3.6. Assume that o, B8 and ~y are as in the statement of Theorem 35.5.
Also, assume that there is a finite random constant ¢’ > 0 such that the inequality

1Y = YV 1,00 < ¢ 277 min(Broct6-1/2) (3.8)

holds almost surely, for each J € N. Then, there exists a finite random constant
¢ > 0 for which (5.7) is satisfied almost surely, for all J € N.

Let us now explain the strategy that will be employed to get the crucial inequality
(3.8). To this end, for each fixed j € N, one denotes by Z; := {Z;(t)}ser the
stochastic process defined, for all ¢t € I, as

2Jv—Ny [29t]— Ny
Zit):= > aipMNk= Y Ak, (3.9)
k=1—Nj k=1—Nj

where the last equality follows from (2.7) and (2.8). Observe that Z; “lives” in
the Wiener chaos P, (see Remark 3.4 (c)), and has continuous paths since the
a;k(e,w)’s are continuous functions on I. Also, observe that one knows from the
first equality in (2.13) and from Corollary 2.4 that the paths of the stochastic
process Y — YV can be expressed, for any fixed J € N and w € 2 (the underlying
probability space), as the series of functions

+oo
Y(e,w) =YV (o,w) = Z Zj(o,w),
=7

which converges in the Holder space C7(I), for any 7 € [0, 8). Therefore, using the
triangle inequality, one has

—+o0
Y (o,0) — YJW(.,w)HLOO <> 1Z(0,0)]|; o (3.10)
j=J
Then it turns out that in order to get the crucial inequality (3.8) it is enough to
obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 3.7. Assume that o and B are as in the statement of Theorem 5.5. Then,
one has almost surely

sup {2]‘ mi“<57a+ﬂ—1/2>|\zj||1,oo} < +o00. (3.11)
JEN

Next, let us point out that || Z;|| 7,0 := sup,c | Z;(t)] is the supremum of infinitely
many random variables. Actually, it is more convenient to work with a supremum
of finite number of them; this can be done thanks to the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.8. For each j € N, one sets

v(Z;):= sup |Z;(2771)|. (3.12)
1e{0,...,27v}

Then, for any fized 8 € (0, By), one has almost surely
sup {2j6||\zj||1,oo - y(zj)|} < fo0. (3.13)
JEN

Proof of Lemma 3.7: In view of Lemma 3.8, it turns out that in order to get
Lemma 3.7 it is enough to obtain the following lemma. (]

Lemma 3.9. Assume that o and 3 are as in the statement of Theorem 3.5. Then,
one has almost surely

sup {23' mi“@v”ﬁ*l/?)y(zj)} < too. (3.14)
JEN

Notice that if one shows that
+oo
ZP(Qjmi“(B’a""B_l/z)u(Zj) > 1) < 400, (3.15)
j=1

then the Borel-Cantelli lemma entails that (3.14) holds. Using the Markov inequal-
ity, one has, for every j € N,

P(2jmin(5,a+ﬁfl/2)y(zj) > 1) < gimin(B,atp-1/2) g (,,(Zj)) . (3.16)

In view of (3.12) and of the fact that, for every fixed j € N, the random variables
Z;(2791),1 € {0,...,2/v}, “live” in the Wiener chaos Pa,, one can see that, to get
an appropriate upper bound for the expectation E (V(Zj)), it suffices to use the
following result with n replaced by 2n.

Lemma 3.10. Let the integer n > 1 be arbitrary and fived. There exists a universal
deterministic finite constant ¢(n) > 0, depending only on n, such that, for every
sequence {x;}ien of random wvariables belonging to the nth Wiener chaos P,,, the
inequality
1/2
E( sup |le> < ¢(n)log"?(8 + L) sup (IE [Ixﬂ) (3.17)
1<I<L 1<I<L
holds, for all L € N. Observe that log denotes Napierian logarithm.
Proof of Lemma 3.10: For each integer L > 1, one sets
21og™/?(8 + L)
min {(2-1¢y(n))/2,1}’
(3.18)
where ¢1(n) > 0 denotes the constant cs(n) in (3.2). There is no restriction to

assume that pyr > 0. Using Tonelli theorem for nonnegative functions and the
change of variable x = yur,, one has

—+oo +oo
E (M) = / P(Mp, > z)dx = ML/ P(Mp > ypur) dy.
0 0

Thus, one gets that

My, = sup |xi|, pr:= sup [[xillz2() and A :=
1<I<L 1<I<L

+oo

E(Mp) < prAr + ,UL/ P(Mp > ypur) dy. (3.19)
AL
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Moreover, it follows from the first two equalities in (3.18) that, for all y € [Ar, 4+00),
one has

L L
P(My > yus) = P( Uil > ym) < S B(ul > vlhalle) . (3.20)
=1 =1

On the other hand, one knows from the third equality in (3.18) that Ay, > 2. Thus,
(3.2) and the third equality in (3.18) imply that, for all I € {1,..., L},

“+o0o “+o00
2
| Bl > vlvl@) dr < [ exp(— et dy
)\L >\L
oo 2_1 1 2
§02(n)/ yr ltexp(—2"'er(n)yn) dy
AL
=c3(n)exp (— 27 (n))\i/")
<cs(m)@+ L) (3.21)
where the constants c2(n) := sup yexp(—2"'¢y (n)y2/") < 400 and c3(n) ==

y€[0,+00)
nce(n)/c1(n). Next, one can derive from (3.20) and (3.21) that, for each L € Zy,

/;—OOP(ML > yur) dy < cs(n). (3.22)

L

Finally, putting together (3.18), (3.19) and (3.22) leads to (3.17). O

Proof of Lemma 3.9: It follows from (3.12) and from Lemma 3.10 that, for all j € N,
one has

o , 1/2
E (v(Z;)) < c(2n)(log(9 + 27v)) sup (IE (12; (2_Jl)|2)) : (3.23)
1€{0,...,29v}
Then, in view of (3.23), (3.16) and the inequalities a < g and 3 < fy, it turns out
that in order to get (3.15) it is enough to obtain the following lemma. (]

Lemma 3.11. One has

sup  sup {22jmin(50>ao+ﬁ071/2)E (|Zj(2*j1)|2)} < 400, (3.24)
JEN 1€{0,...,27 v}

We mention in passing that the condition (WC) will play a crucial role in the
proof of Lemma 3.11.

Having stated the preliminary results one needs for getting Theorem 3.5 and
having explained the connections between these preliminary results, the proof of
the theorem then becomes quite straightforward.

Proof of Theorem 5.5: The theorem is a straightforward consequence of Lemma 3.6,
(3.10) and Lemma 3.7. O

From now on, one focuses on the proofs of Lemmas 3.6, 3.8 and 3.11.

Proof of Lemma 3.6: In view of (1.2), it is enough to show that, for every fixed
nonnegative real number v < min(3, 1/2), there is a finite random constant ¢ > 0
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such that, for all ¢1,t2 € I with t; < to, and for each J € N, one has
Y (t2) = Y(t1) = V)" (t2) + Y] (1)

(tz —t1)"
< c2—Jmin(,8—%Ol+,3—1/2_V)_ (325)

RJ(t27tl) =

Notice that, without any restriction, it can be further assumed that ¢ — t; < 1;
indeed, when t — t; > 1, it easily follows from the equality in (3.25), the triangle
inequality, (1.3) and (3.8) that the inequality in (3.25) holds, for any finite random
constant ¢ > 2¢’ and for all J € N.

Let Jy be the unique positive integer such that

270 <ty — ) < 27 (o), (3.26)

Observe that, in the case where J > Jy, using the equality in (3.25), (3.26), the
triangle inequality, (1.3) and (3.8), one has

Ry(ta, t1) <217 |V = V)V || 100 < (2¢/)27 I min(B-viatf=1/2=7) (3.27)

which proves that the inequality in (3.25) holds in this case, for any finite random
constant ¢ > 2¢’. From now on, one assumes that J < Jy. Then, from (3.26)
and (2.16), it turns out that L;,, ., is the empty set, for all j € {J,...,Jo — 1}.
Therefore, in view of (2.17), one has, for every j € {J,...,Jy — 1},

k"’Nl k+N2
20

a]l‘j,tl,t2 = {k € {1_N2;- --;2jv_N1} : |: :| ﬂ[tl,tz] 7£ @} (328)

Next, one sets
Syo.a(ta,tr) = [YJ¥ (ta) = YV (t1) = Y]V (t2) + YV (t1)]- (3.29)
It results from the equality in (3.25), the triangle inequality and (3.27) that
Rj(ta,t1) < Ryy(ta,t1) + (t2 —t1) ™7 Sy, s(ta, t1)
< (2 )27 min(f—vy,a+f-1/2-7) 4 (ty —t1)™7 Sy s(t2,t1)
< (2¢)27minlBm et BT27N) (1 — 14) 7Y Sy gt t) - (3.30)

Let us now provide an appropriate upper bound for the random quantity
Syo.0(ta,t1). Using (3.29), the first equality in (2.13), (2.7), (2.8), (2.14), (3.28),
the triangle inequality, (2.20), (1.3), (2.40) and (3.26), one gets that

Jo—1 277 (k+Ny) _
S‘]O’J(tz’ tl) < Z 2’ Z ‘ ) U(S)¢(2J5 - k)]‘[tl,tz](s) ds
j=J  k€dL;4y 4, | V277 (k+N)
279 (k+Nz) ‘
X / P(27s — k) dX(s)
2773 (k+N1)
Jo—1
< allollnelYlling Nayeo(tz — t1) Z 2/(1=F)
Jo 1
< cllollneoll¥lling,Na),00(t2 — 1) Z 27—
< eafty —ty)T27 ), (3.31)
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where
—+oo
ca = c1]lo ] ool Moo D, 27T < 400,
n=0

and c; is a finite random constant not depending on J, ¢; and ts.
Finally, setting ¢ := 2¢’ 4 ¢q, one can derive from (3.27), (3.30) and (3.31) that
the inequality in (3.25) is satisfied. O

Proof of Lemma 3.8: Let us fix an arbitrary j € N. The fact that the paths of the
process {Z;(t) }+er are continuous functions on the compact interval I implies that
there exists a random point tg € I such that

1Z;ll7,00 := s;lg)lzj(lf)l = [Z;(to)]- (3.32)

Let us set lp := [27to]. Using (3.32), (3.12), the inequality v(Z;) < ||Z;|1,« and
the triangle inequality, one has

1Zjll 1,00 — v(Z5)| < [1Z5(to)| = 12,277 l0)|| < |Z;(t0) — Z;(27710)| . (3.33)
Moreover, it follows from (3.9), (2.14) and (2.20) that
lo—N1
|Z;(to) — Z;(27710)| < Z |ajk(to) — a;jk(27710) | |1 k|
k=1—N>
lo—N,
< 27 B2 Z |aj.i(to) — ajx(27710)|
k=1—N>
lo—N,
= 27 (P71 Z |ajk(to) — a;k(27710)]
k=lo—Na+1
(3.34)

where ¢; denotes the finite random constant ¢} in (2.20), and where the equality
results from the fact that a;x(to) = a;x(277lp), when k < lo — Ny (see (2.7) and
(2.8)). Next observe that, using (2.7), (1.3) and the equality Iy := [27to], one has,
for each k € {lo — No+1,...,lg — N1}, that

. . to ]
laji(to) — a;x(27710)| = 9i/2 /Z ’ o(s)(27s — k)ds
il
<2972 (to = 271o) ol 1,4l vy, Va0
< 2772 ol 100 l¥ll vy, Nal o0

Thus, letting co be the finite random constant, not depending on j, defined as
c2 := c1(N2 — N1)||o || 1,00 |9l [Ny, N2],00, ORE can derive from (3.33) and (3.34) that

1Zjllr.00 = v(Z;)] < 22797,
which proves that (3.13) holds. O
In order to derive Lemma 3.11, one needs the following lemma.

Lemma 3.12. Assume that (C1) in Definition 3.3 holds. Then, there is a finite
deterministic constant ¢ > 0 such that, for everyt € I and j € N, one has

E[[Nxl*] <2790 forallk € {1~ Na,...,[270] — N1}, (3.35)
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E [|a;k ()] < 2790t D) " for all k € Lo, (3.36)
and
E [|ajx(t)?] <279, forallk € 0L;o,, (3.37)

where the sets Lj o and OL; o, are defined through (2.16) and (2.17), with J = j,
t1=0 cmdtz:t.

Proof of Lemma 3.12: Tt is clear that (3.35) holds when ¢ satisfies the hypothesis
(H1) (see the beginning of Section 2). The proof of (3.35) under the hypothesis
(Hz2) is long and technical. For the sake of simplicity we only gives it in the case
where 1) is continuously differentiable. Denoting by 1’ the derivative of v, in view
of (2.14), one has almost surely that

) 279 (k+N2) )
Nk = —23J/2/ X(s)' (295 — k) ds.
2-3(k+Np)

Then, the change of variable u = 275 — k and the equality | ]i,vl >/ (u) du = 0 imply
almost surely that

Ak = —2]/2/ X(2_J(u+k))¢’(u)du
Ny

= _9i/? /NN2 (X(27j(u—|— k)) — X (277k) )w’(u) du.

Thus, setting ¢1 := [ zirvl ® |3’ (u)|? du and applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as well
as Tonelli theorem for nonnegative functions, one obtains that

E [|>\j,k|2] S 012j/

N1

" Ux(w(u + k) - X (277k) ﬂ du.

Then (3.35) follows from (3.4).

We skip the proof of (3.36) since it is rather similar to that of (3.35).

Let us now turn to the proof of (3.37). Assume that k € JL; o, Using (2.7),
the change of variable u = 27s — k, and the second inclusion in (2.8), one has

+o00 No )
la;k(t)] < 2j/2/ |0(s)||¢(2js—k)|ds=2_j/2/ ‘0(2_](u+/€))‘|¢(u)‘du.

— 00 N1

Thus, it follows from Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as well as Tonelli theorem for
nonnegative functions that

N2

E [Ja;x(t)]?] < 022_j/

. E Da(z—j (u+k)) ’2] du, (3.38)

where ¢y = ]izvf |¢)(u)|? du. On the other hand, observe that (3.3) entails that

z — E [|o(z)|?] is a continuous function on R, and consequently a bounded function
on each compact interval. Therefore, (3.37) results from (3.38) and (2.17). O

Proof of Lemma 5.11: Assume that j € N and | € {0,...,2/v} are arbitrary and
fixed. Using (3.9), the triangle inequality and the inequality (z + y)? < 222 + 292,
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for all z,y € R, one obtains that

E[|Z;(2791)] U D an@DNE+ Y a k(277D Jk”

kelL;, k€L,

§2EU 3 aj,k(z—jl)Aj,k‘z] +2EU 3 aj7k(2—jl)Aj,kﬂ, (3.39)

keL;, kedlL;

where L;; and JL;; denote the two sets of indices defined as IL;; := IL; g o-5; and
OLj; == OLj 02 (see (2.16) and (2.17)). Next, observe that, when k € L;;, one
has a;,(2791) = aj := ajk(v). Thus, using the inclusion L;; C {—Ny,...,25v —
N3} and (3.6), one gets that

E U D aj7k(2jl)Aj,k‘2]

kel;,
=Y Y Elajm s imdie] < YD ‘@mlmﬂmﬂmJ
ki€Lj; ka€Lj, leL] 1 ko€Lj

2j'U N2 2j’U N2

<> > ‘ (@ Ny @y Nj ks |

klszl ko=—N;1

< 27 (@0 tho=1/2) (3.40)

where ¢; is a finite constant not depending on j and [.

Let us now provide an appropriate upper bound for the second term in the right-
hand side of (3.39). First, observe that, as done in (2.40), it can be shown that
there is a finite deterministic constant co > 0, not depending on j and [, such that
one has

card(@Ljyl) S Co. (341)
Also, observe that it follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the second

inequality in (3.1) that for all j € N, ky, ks € {1 — Na,...,2/v — N1}, and [ €
{0,...,2/v}, one has

‘E [ajJﬁ (27”))‘]‘7/61 Qj,ky (27jl))‘j7/€2]
< (B [lasps @ 7DI')E [y |*]E [lags @70 ]E [[Age)])
< ¢ (E [lazs @O M PIE [Jajs C7OPIE [Xia )

=

(3.42)

where c3 is a finite constant not depending on j, k1, k2 and [. Thus, when k1, ks €
0L, combining (3.42) with (3.35) and (3.37) one obtains

< c3 (02*3'CQ*j(Qﬁo*1)02*j02*j(2ﬁ0*1)> 1/2

= 27 WP (3.43)

‘E [a’jJﬁ (27jl))‘j,7€1 Qj,ko (27jl))‘j7/€2]
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where ¢4 = c3c? is a finite constant not depending on j, k1, k2 and I, with ¢ being

the constant given in Lemma 3.12. Next, it follows from (3.41) and (3.43) that

E U 3 aj,k(2—j1)Aj,kﬂ

keoL;
< > ‘ [k, (277 DNy @5s 277D A 1 ]
k71 EB]LJ 1 ]CQE@]LJ 1
< 527 2P0, (3.44)

where c5 = 3¢y is a finite constant not depending on j and I.
Finally, putting together (3.39), (3.40) and (3.44) one gets (3.24). O

4. Examples of processes satisfying the condition (WC(C)

This section involves constructing wide classes of examples of real-valued sto-
chastic processes o and X satisfying the Wiener chaos condition (WC') described
in Definition 3.3. For the sake of convenience one assumes that these two processes
are independent, centred and given by multiple It6-Wiener integrals (see for ex-
ample Janson, 1997; Nualart, 1995) in the frequency domain. More precisely, one
denotes by {W, (u)}uer and {Wx (u)}uer two independent real-valued Brownian
motions defined on the probability space (2, F,P). Then, for u = o or p = X, one
lets Wu be the complex-valued Gaussian random measure, defined as the “Fourier
transform” of W, that is:

MWM(A) = /R (/Acos(un) dn) qu(u)-i-i/R (/Asin(un) dn) dW,,(u),

for each Borel set A with a finite Lebesgue measure; notice that fR ( . ) dW,, is the
Wiener integral associated with the Brownian motion W,. Recall that {/(s)}scr
denotes either the process {o(s)}ser or the process {X(s)}ser. It is assumed to
be, for some positive integer N, and for each s € R, of the following form:

pu(s) = /RNH (eis(er”'MN”) ~V)gu(m,- - nn,) AW (m) ... dW,(nw, ), (4.1)

where g,, is a Borel function from R¥» into C (the set of the complex numbers),
which satisfies the following three properties”.

(i) One has
2
. min (1, (n + . +77Nu)2)‘g(771""’77Nu)’ dnp ... dnn, < +oo. (4.2)
RNw
(ii) The function g, is symmetric in its variables 71,...,1n,, i.e. the quantity
9u (771, e 777Nu) remains the same when n1,...,ny, are interchanged.
(iii) Denoting by g, (n1,. .., 7y, ) the complex-conjugate of g, (11,..., 1, ), one
has, for almost all (n1,...,71n,),
gu(nla s 777NM) = gu( =My —77NH) .

2Notice that these properties guarantee the existence of the multiple It6-Wiener integral in
(4.1) and the fact that it is real-valued.
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Remark 4.1. Tt is worth mentioning that the well-known Gaussian fractional Brow-
nian motion of an arbitrary Hurst parameter H € (0, 1) belongs to the class of pro-
cesses defined through (4.1): in its case, one has N, = 1 and g,,() = ¢|n|~#~1/2, for
almost all n € R, where ¢ is an arbitrary nonvanishing constant. Also we mention
that the non-Gaussian Rosenblatt process of an arbitrary parameter d € (1/4,1/2)
belongs to this same class of processes: in its case one has N, = 2 and g,,(m1,72) =
—i(m 4+ n2) 7t mnz| 4, for almost all (171,72) € R2.

Let us now observe that it follows from the “isometry property” of the multiple
It6-Wiener integral in (4.1) and from the change of variable & = 91 +m2+4... + 19y,
that, for all (s1,s2) € R?, one has

E [p(s1)p(s2)]
— (NM)' /RN“ (ei51(771+772+~~~+7]NM) _ 1) (e—isz(n1+n2+...+m\7“) _ 1)

X ‘g#(m, N2y ... 777Nu) |2 dnidns... anu
- (NM)!/ (€1 —1)(e72¢ — 1)
RNu

*|gu(€ =M — =Ny, )| dEdns L da,.
(4.3)

Next, one denotes by f,, the even’ and positive Borel function defined, for each
EeR, as

Fu(®) = (N#)!/RNM*1 |95 (€= m2 = = o2, o, )| e g, s (44)

with the convention that f,(£) := |g,(£)|?, when N, = 1. On one hand, one can
easily derive from (4.2) and (4.4) that

/anin (1,8%) fu(§) dé < +o00. (4.5)

On the other hand, using (4.3), (4.4) and Fubini theorem one obtains, for all
(s1,82) € R?, that
—+o0

EwaM@ﬂz/'<w*—n@%%—nm@ma (4.6)

— 00

In other words, one has

B [lnts0) ~ 59 "] =B [lntss — sal] =4 [ sw? (252 pgpae.
(4.7)

Remark 4.2. Assume that the process {u(s)}ser is self-similar of order v € (0, 1),
that is the processes {p(as)}secr and {a7 u(s)}ser have the same finite-dimensional
distributions, for any fixed positive real number a. Then, the corresponding func-
tion f, is more precisely denoted by f,, ss(,,) and satisfies, for almost all § € R,
Ju,55(v0)(€) = c|¢|727 =1 where c is some positive constant. We recall in passing
that the Gaussian fractional Brownian motion of Hurst parameter H € (0,1) is

3This means that fu(€) = fu(=£), for almost all £ € R. Notice that the fact that f, is an even
function implies that the integral in (4.6) is real-valued.
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self-similar of order v9 = H. Also, we recall that non-Gaussian Rosenblatt process
of parameter d € (1/4,1/2) is self-similar of order vy = 2d.

A simple sufficient condition on f, and fx for the processes o and X to satisfy
(C1) in Definition 3.3 is provided by the following remark.

Remark 4.3. Let ap,B0 € (0,1) be as in Definition 3.3. A sufficient condition
for the process o to satisfy (3.3) is the following: there exist two positive finite
deterministic constants ¢ and £y, such that the inequality

fo(&) < cfg| 720t (4.8)

holds for almost all real number ¢ satisfying |£] > &. Notice that in order to get a
sufficient condition for the process X to satisfy (3.4), one simply has to replace in
(4.8) o by X and ag by By. Also notice that, in view of Remark 4.2, the inequality
(4.8) holds as soon as the process o is self-similar of order vy > ap.

Proof of Remark /.3: Let s; and sy be two arbitrary and distinct’ real numbers
belonging to some fixed compact interval K. It can easily be derived from (4.7)
with ¢ = o, from (4.8) and from the classical inequality |sin(z)| < |z|, for all
z € R, that

E “0(51) - 0(82)‘2}
o +oo _

<o [ @pteagrae [ s (B ) g
o

— 00

Then, setting ¢ = |s1 — $2/€ in the second integral, and using (4.5), the fact that
ap € (0,1), and the inequalities |s1 — s2| < diam(K) < +o0, one obtains (3.3). O

From now on our goal is to provide sufficient conditions on f,, fx and the
wavelet 1 (see (3.5) and (2.14)) under which (Cz) in Definition 3.3 holds.

Remark 4.4. Let o, fo € (0,1) be as in Definition 3.3. Suppose there are a constant
¢ > 0 and two nonnegative integers Uy and Vj satisfying Uy + Vo = 2, such that,
for every j € N and for all ky, ks € {—Nq,...,270v — Ny}, one has

—Uy

|E [aj 5 ajk,] | < 2770 (1 4 |k — ko) (4.9)

and _

IE [\ M) | < 279500 (14 [y — ko) 70
Then (3.6) is satisfied.
Proof of Remark /./: The fact that {o(s)}ser and {X(s)}scr are independent im-
plies that the a;’s and A;’s are independent. This together with the inequali-
ties (4.9), (4.10) and the fact that Uy + Vy = 2 yields

(4.10)

‘]E [Nk Ajiks |

‘E (@1 Aoy Qg ka Mo | | = ‘E [k, @ ks |

< 2720t B0) (1 4 |y — ko) 7, (4.11)
for all ky, ko € {—N1,...,29v — Na}. Then (3.6) can be straightforwardly obtained
by using (4.11). O

41t is clear that (3.3) holds when s1 = ss.
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The following four propositions are the four main results of the present section.

Proposition 4.5. Assume that the wavelet ¥ in (2.1/) is the Haar function, that
is  := 1p9,1/2) — Lj1/2,1)- Then (/.10) holds as soon as fx is Vo times continuously
differentiable on R\ {0} and satisfies the following condition (D1 x ), in which f)((")
denotes the derivative of fx of order n, with the convention that fgg) = fx.

(D1,x) There exist two finite deterministic constants 8 € [Bo,1) and ¢ > 0 such
that, for allm € {0,...,Vo} and £ € R\ {0}, one has

[F2(&)] < emax (Jg 7207 g 72 ) (4.12)

Proposition 4.6. Let M € N be arbitrary and fixed. Assume that the wavelet ¥ in
(2.14) is continuously differentiable on the real line and has at least M vanishing
moments, that is

/+OO s™Y(s)ds =0, forallme{0,...,M —1}. (4.13)

Then (/.10) holds as soon as fx is Vo times continuously differentiable on R\ {0}
and satisfies the following condition (D x ), which is weaker’ than (D1 x ).

(Dar.x) There exist two finite deterministic constants 8 € [Bo,1) and ¢ > 0 such
that, for allm € {0,...,Vo} and £ € R\ {0}, one has

[F2()] < cmax (J¢[ 72707, g 7206 ) (4.14)

Proposition 4.7. Assume that the wavelet v in (3.5) is the Haar function. Also
assume that the integer Uy in (4.9) belongs to the set {0,1}. Then (/.9) holds
as soon as [, is Uy times continuously differentiable on R\ {0} and satisfies the
following condition (Di,), in which fé") denotes the derivative of f, of order n,
with the convention that f(SO) = fy.

(D1,») There exist two finite deterministic constants of, € [ap,1) and ¢ > 0 such
that, for alln € {0,...,Up} and & € R\ {0}, one has

[FE0()] < emax (jg 7207t g 26— (4.15)

Proposition 4.8. Let M € N be arbitrary and fixed. Assume that the wavelet ¥ in

(3.5) is continuously differentiable on the real line and has at least M + 1 vanishing

moments. Then (/.9) holds as soon as f, is Uy times continuously differentiable on

R\ {0} and satisfies the following condition (Dus ), which is weaker” than (D1, ).

(Du,o) There exist two finite deterministic constants ag € [ap,1) and ¢ > 0 such
that, for alln € {0,...,Up} and & € R\ {0}, one has

[£E0(€)] < eman (Jg| 720071 g 2eb M) (4.16)

Remark 4.9. For p = o or p = X, it is clear that (D;,,) holds when p is self-similar
of order vy (see Remark 4.2).

A major motivation for weakening the condition (D; ,) to the condition (Das,,,)
is the following: the behavior of f, in the neighborhood of 0 can then be much

5More generally, (D, x) is weaker than (D x ), for any M' < M.
6More generally, (Do) is weaker than (Dyy ), for any M" < M.
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more singular, namely f, can have infinitely many oscillations in the vicinity of 0.
This is for instance the case, when, for all £ € R\ {0}, one has

Fu(©) = [e172 71 + g 7> sin? (J€[ ),
where the three parameters u, v and w are arbitrary real numbers such that 0 <
u < v < 1and w > 0. Observe that the larger is w the more oscillating is this
function f, in the neighborhood of 0. Also observe that this function fails to satisfy
(D1,,); yet, for any integer M > 1+ w, it satisfies (Das), with Sp = v and 5j = v.

In the sequel, one only gives the proofs of Propositions 4.5 and 4.6. The other
two Propositions can be derived rather similarly to Proposition 4.6.

Proof of Proposition 4.5: It easily follows from (2.14) and the equality
Y = 1jg,1/2) — 11/2,1) that, for all j € N and k € {=Ni,...,270 — Ny}, one

has 2k +1 k k+1
: + +
=32y, = _ - =
romemon (B20) x (£) x (E21).
Therefore, using (4.6) and standard computations, one gets, for any
kl,kQ S {—Nl, .. .,2jv — NQ}, that
E [Aj ki Ajiks] = 22072 / ¢!tk k2 gin* (Z) fx(27n)dn.
R

There is no restriction to assume that k1 > ky. Then, setting

I a4 Q
G(n) := e "sin (4) , (4.17)
one can write
E (A, gk ] = 22072 / ek =k g () dn, (4.18)
R
where ‘
Fj(n) == G(n)fx(2'n). (4.19)

Next, observe that it easily results from (4.17), the general Leibniz rule and standard
computations, that G is infinitely differentiable on R. Moreover, there is a finite
deterministic constant ¢; > 0, such that, for all ¢ € {0,...,Vs} and n € R, one has

|G ()| < ¢ min (1,]n]*79), (4.20)

where G(?) denotes the derivative of G of order ¢, with the convention that G(?) :=
G.

Let us now derive useful properties of the function F; defined in (4.19). Notice
that F; is V) times continuously differentiable on R\ {0} since fx is Vo times
continuously differentiable on R\ {0} and G is infinitely differentiable on R. Also
notice that using (4.19), the general Leibniz rule, the condition (D,x) and (4.20),
one can show that, for some finite deterministic constant ca > 0 (not depending
on j) and for any arbitrary n € R\ {0}, one has, for all p € {0,...,Vb},

|FP ()] < e 277 CRFD [pp=205 i 0 < || < 277, (4.21)
and

p
[F ()] < e2 2775000 S Smin (1, [n|*=9) [pe 2P0 g = 277, (4.22)
q=0
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Next, observe that it follows from (4.21) and (4.22) that, for each p € {0,...,Vy},
the function Fj(p ) belongs to the Lebesgue space L!(R) and has vanishing limits at
+00. Moreover, it has a vanishing limit at 0 when p # 2.

In view of these properties of Fj, Vj integrations by parts allow to obtain that

+oo — oo
/ e R =R By (1) dp = i 7Y (1 k=) / B ) dy.
0 0

(4.23)
Similarly one has
0 0
/ ei(lﬂkl*kﬂ)"Fj(n) dnp=i—" (1 + |k — k2|)7vo / ei(1+‘k17k2|)”F](V°)(n) dn.
(4.24)

Finally, putting together (4.18), (4.23), (4.24), (4.21) with p = Vb, (4.22) with
p = Vo, and the inequality B > o, it can be shown that there exists a finite
deterministic constant ¢ > 0, not depending on j, k1, ko, such that (4.10) holds. O

In order to show that Proposition 4.6 holds one needs the following lemma, which
provides an explicit convenient expression of the expectation E [A; , Aj r,] in terms
of fx and of the Fourier transform 1 of the wavelet .

Lemma 4.10. Assume that the wavelet ¢ in (2.1/) is continuously differentiable
on the real line. Then, for all j € N and for every ki, ko € {—N1,...,27v — No},
one has

E [Ajky Ajiko] = 2% /Rei(k“kz)” 0 |9 (n) |” fx (27n) dn. (4.25)

Proof of Lemma /.10: First notice that the integration by parts formula can be
applied to the Young integral in (2.14), since 1 is continuously differentiable. Thus,
in view of (2.8), one can express \;x, for all j € Nand k € {—Ny,...,270 — Na},
as the Lebesgue integral

Ajp = —2%9/2 / V(275 — k)X (s)ds,
R
where ¢’ denotes the first order derivative of ¢». Then, using Fubini theorem, (4.6),

elementary properties of the Fourier transform, and the change of variable n = 277¢,
one obtains

E [\ Ay ] = 29 / / V(s — ko (Dsy — k)
RJR

xE [X (s1)X (s2)] ds; ds2
— 93j (97 g, — (99 g, —
=2 /R/R/Rw@ 1 — k)Y (2752 — k)

X(e591E — 1)(e=2€ — 1) fxc(€) de dsy sy
= [ et e g de
R

=22J/e(’“ 202 ()| fx (27m) dny.
R
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Proof of Proposition /.6: The proof is rather similar to that of Proposition 4.5. Let
j€Nand ki, ko € {—Ny,...,27v — Ny} be arbitrary and fixed with k; > ks (there
is no restriction to assume this). In view of (4.25), setting

Gn) =" Y (n)]?, (4.26)
E [Aj ki Aj ko] can then be expressed as

E [Ajka Ajika) =22j/6“1+"“"“2”"15j(77) dn, (4.27)
R
where N N ‘
Fj(n) == G(n)fx(2'n). (4.28)

Now, let us derive the properties of the function G which one needs in the
proof. First, observe that the fact that v is compactly supported implies that @Z
is infinitely differentiable on R. Thus, in view of (4.26), the function G shares the
same regularity property. Next, we show that there is a finite deterministic constant
c1 > 0 such that the inequality

|G ()] < e min (1, [y POr79) (4.29)

holds, for all ¢ € {0,1,2} and n € R. In view of (4.26), the inequality (4.29) can be
obtained by using the general Leibniz rule, if one shows that there exists a finite
deterministic constant ce > 0 such that the inequality

9™ ()| < comin ((1 + )7 InIM‘") (4.30)

holds, for every n € {0,...,V5} and n € R. One can derive from the definition of
the Fourier transform v that, for any [ € Z, and n € R,

ﬁ(l) (n) = (—i)l /Refms (sl¢(s)) ds. (4.31)

Notice that s +— s'4(s) is a compactly supported continuously differentiable func-
tion. Therefore, an integration by parts in (4.31) yields, for each 1 € R, that

GO < st )™ (132
where c3 > 0 is a finite deterministic constant not depending on 7. Thus, when
—1 < M —n <0, the inequality (4.30) results from the inequality (41.32). In the
opposite case M —n > 0, one knows from (4.13) and (4.31) that "+ (0) = 0, for
any nonnegative integer r satisfying r < M — n. Thus, Taylor formula applied to
i(") allows to obtain, for all n € [—1, 1], that

6™ )] < ealn™ ", (4.33)
where ¢4 > 0 is a finite deterministic constant not depending on 1. Then combining
(4.32) and (4.33) one gets (4.30).

Now, one derives some useful properties of the function ﬁj defined in (4.28).
Notice that ﬁj is Vo times continuously differentiable on R\ {0} since fx is Vj

times continuously differentiable on R \ {0} and G is infinitely differentiable on
R. Also notice that using (4.28), the general Leibniz rule, the condition (Djs x)
and (4.29), one can show that, for some finite deterministic constant cs > 0 (not
depending on j) and for any arbitrary n € R\ {0}, one has, for all p € {0,..., o},

| ()] < e5 2792500 | 2MAL=pM =250 360 < || <277, (4.34)
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and

p
’Fj(p) (n)‘ < es 27j(250+1) Zmin (17 |77|2(M+1)7q) |77|¢1*250*P*17 if |77| > 2-7,

q=0
(4.35)
Next, observe that it follows from (4.34) and (4.35) that, for each p € {0,...,Vj},
the function ﬁj(p ) belongs to the Lebesgue space L!(R) and has vanishing limits at
+o0. Moreover, it has a vanishing limit at 0 when p # 2.

In view of these properties of Fj, Vj integrations by parts allow to obtain that

+oo +oo
/ ei(lﬂkl*kﬂ)"ﬁj(n) dnp=i—" (1—|—|k1—k2|)7vo / ei(1+‘k17k2|)”ﬁjgvo)(n) dn.
0

0
(4.36)
Similarly, one has that

0 _ B 0o _
/ ei(lﬂkl*kﬂ)"Fj(n) dnp=i—" (1 + |k — k2|) Vo / el<1+\k1*k2|)”F](V°)(n) dn.

(4.37)

Finally, putting together (4.27), (4.36), (4.37), (4.34) with p = Vb, (4.35) with

p = Vb, and the inequality 8 > Bp, it can be shown that there exists a finite
deterministic constant ¢ > 0, not depending on j, k1, k2, such that (4.10) holds.

O

5. Discussion on the optimality of the improved rate of convergence

What is for the approximation error [|[Y — Y V||cv () the fastest possible rate of
convergence to zero? In order to provide a precise answer to this question, let us
first briefly summarize what is already known on it from our previous two main
results, namely Theorems 2.3 and 3.5. To this end, one denotes by @ and 3 the two
critical exponents defined as:

a:=sup{ac(0,1):0eC*(I)} and B:=sup{B€[0,1): X e C°(I)}. (5.1)

They somehow respectively provide a measure of the critical Holder regularity on
I of a path of the integrand ¢ and a measure of that of a path of the integrator X.
Notice that the assumption on the Holder regularity of these two paths, made at
the very beginning of the article, implies that:

ae (0,1, Be(0,1] and @+ B> 1.

In the sequel, one imposes to @ and 3 to satisfy the following invariance condition

Uuc).

Definition 5.1 (the invariance condition (UC)). The values of @ and 3 remain
almost surely unchanged when the compact interval I := [0,v] in (5.1) is replaced
by any other compact interval L C R.

It is worth mentioning that the condition (UC) holds when o and X are Gaussian
fractional Brownian motions; in this case @ and S are equal to their corresponding
Hurst parameters.

Remark 5.2. Under the condition (UC), Theorem 2.3 can be rewritten in terms of
@ and f in the following way: for each fixed v € [0, 3) and arbitrarily small € > 0,
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one has o B
sup {2J(m‘“(ﬁ_7’5+ﬂ_l)_€) Y — Y}/VHCW(I)} < 400. (5.2)
JEN

Remark 5.3. Assume that the condition (UC) holds. Also, assume that the condi-
tion (WC), described in Definition 3.3, is satisfied for all iy € (0, @) and 3o € (0, 3)
such that ag + By > 1. Then, Theorem 3.5 can be rewritten in terms of @ and S in
the following way: for each fixed v € [0, min(3,1/2)) and arbitrarily small € > 0,
one has, almost surely,
sup {2’](min(577’5+ﬁ71/277)76)||Y — YJWch(])} < +00. (5.3)
JeN

Let us now turn to the statement of the main result of the present section.

Theorem 5.4. Suppose that the invariance condition (UC) holds. Also, suppose
that B < 1 and that, for each s € I, the probability P(c(s) = 0) vanishes (notice
that this is the case as soon as the random variable o(s) has a probability density
function). Then for all fived v € [0,8) and arbitrarily small € > 0, one has, almost
surely,
sup {QJ('(B_VJ“E)HY — Y}/Vch(])} = +o00. (5.4)
JEN
We point out that Theorem 5.4 provides an universal lower bound for the rate
of convergence to zero of the approximation error ||Y — Y}V||cv (7). In view of
Remarks 5.2 and 5.3, this theorem can be seen as a counterpart to Theorems 2.3
and 3.5.
Before proving Theorem 5.4, we note that the following result, which is a straight-
forward consequence of Theorems 5.4 and 3.5 (see also Remark 5.3), gives a partial
answer to the question raised at the very beginning of the present section.

Corollary 5.5. Assume that the invariance condition (UC) holds and that @ > 1/2
and B < 1. Also assume that the condition (WC'), given by Definition 3.3, is
satisfied for all ag € (0,@) and By € (0,/) such that ag + By > 1. Moreover,
suppose that, for any s € I, the probability P(c(s) = 0) vanishes. Then, for each

fived v € [0, min(B3,1/2)) and arbitrarily small € > 0, one has, almost surely,

sup {27 F=79)|y = Y|l vy} < o0 (5.5)
JeN

and B
sup {2/ C 7Y = Y} |l } = +oo, (56)
JeN

which provide a sharp estimate of the fastest possible rate of convergence to zero
of the approximation error ||Y — YJWch(I). In the sequel, one uses the concise
notation _

IV =Y} lovpy < 2778
to mean that both (5.5) and (5.0) are satisfied, almost surely, for all fized arbitrarily
small € > 0.

Remark 5.6. Assume that the integrand o and the integrator X are two independent
Gaussian fractional Brownian motions whose Hurst parameters are respectively
denoted by Hy and Hy and satisfy Hy > 1/2, Hy + Hs > 1.

Then, it results from Corollary 5.5 that, for all fixed v € [0, min(Hz, 1/2)), one
has ||V — Y V|| (p) = 277 (Ha=),
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Proof of Theorem 5./: First observe that using the second equality in (5.1), Propo-
sition 1.1, the condition (UC) and the assumption that, for all s € I, the probability
P(o(s) = 0) vanishes, one has

B=sup{f€[0,1):Y eC?)}. (5.7)

In order to show that (5.4) holds one will argue by contradiction. So, let us assume

that there exist €y € (0,1 — 3) and o € [0, 3) such that
sup {27C DY — Y |l } < +oo. (5.8)
€

Under this assumption one will show that
B<sup{he(0,1):YeC’ I}, (5.9)

which will contradict (5.7).
Let 1y be an arbitrary and fixed real number satisfying

0<vp< =2 (5.10)

B—1

Observe that (5.10) implies that

(B+’}/0V0—|—60)(1+V0)71 >B (511)

Denote by t; and to two arbitrary real numbers belonging to I with ¢; < 3. Then
there is a unique positive integer J such that

02~ T gy gy < 2= (T D40, (5.12)
It follows from (1.2), (5.8) and (5.12) that
(Y =Y)(t2) = (Y = Y])(t0)] <Y = Y7 lcmo () (2 — 1)
< 012—j(E—’Yo+€o)(t2 _ tl)’YO < Cg(fg _ t1)(3+vouo+eo)(l+uo)71, (513)

where ¢; > 0 and ce > 0 are two finite random constants not depending on %1, to
and J.
Next, one assumes that €; is an arbitrary fixed real number satisfying

0 < e <min (B, (1-B)r). (5.14)
Observe that (5.14) implies that
(B+wvo—e)(1+w) " >B. (5.15)

Let us show that there exists a finite random constant ¢s > 0, not depending on
t1, to and J, such that

V] (t2) = YV (t1)] < eata — tr)PHromermo) (5.16)
It follows from (2.11), (2.13), (2.15), the triangle inequality, and property (P;) in
Lemma 2.6 that

2‘7va1

Y7 (t) =Y () < Y [bgata) = bya(t)]ng|
I=1-N;
. _ 2JU_N1 2} -
< 42/ (AF+a=h) / o(s)p(27s —1)ds

t1

, (5.17)
l=1—N>
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where ¢4 > 0 is a finite random constant depending on ¢; but not depending on ¢4,
ty and J (in fact ¢4 is nothing else than the constant ¢; in (2.19) in the case where
B = —e1). Next, observe that, using (5.12), it can be shown that the cardinality
of the finite set

I+ Ny I+ Ny

{le{l—NQ,...,ij—Nl}:[ YRRy ]m[tl,tz];«é(b}

can be bounded by some finite deterministic constant ¢; > 0 not depending on ¢4,
ty and J. Thus setting cs := cacs|ol|[n,,N,),00 |2l [Ny, N2],00, Where the integers Ny
and N are as in (2.8), one can derive from (1.3) and (5.17) that

YV (t2) = YV (11)] < 627Dty — 1), (5.18)

Then combining (5.12) and (5.18) one gets (5.16).
Finally, putting together (5.11), (5.13), (5.15) and (5.16), one shows that (5.9)
holds, which contradicts (5.7). O

Appendix

Proof of Proposition 1./: First notice that using (1.5) as well as the fact that the
paths of X satisfy a Holder condition of order § on I := [0,v], and setting ¢; :=
| X||ce(r), one has that

A (X)] <2777, forevery J € Nand k € {0,...,27v —1}. (5.19)

From now on, one denotes by t; and to two arbitrary fixed real numbers belonging
to I and satisfying ¢; < t2. In view of Remark 1.2, one has that

Y (t2) = Y(11)| < ealta — 11)", (5.20)
where co > 0 is a finite random constant not depending on ¢; and ts.
Next, for each v € [0, 8) and J € N, one sets
Y (t2) = Y5 (t2) = V(1) + Y/ (t1)]
(ta —t1)7 '
In view of (1.2), in order to show that (1.10) holds, one has to prove that there
exists a finite random constant c3 > 0, not depending on v, t1, t2 and J, such that

E(t1,ta) < ez2~7 Min(B—math=1) (5.22)

EM(ty,ty) = (5.21)

To this end, one denotes by k1 and ks the two integers, belonging to {0,..., 2']1)},
defined as k; := [27t;] and ks := [27%3], and studies the three different cases:
k1:k2, k1—|—1:k2 andk1—|—2§k2.

First case: k1 = ko. It follows from (1.6), (1.3) and (5.19) that

hei Y] = [27(t — t1)o Bk ) A (X))
1ty —t1)||o] 71,0020, (5.23)

On the other hand, one necessarily has that to —t; < 2~ since k1 = ks. Combining
this inequality with (5.23), (5.21), the triangle inequality and (5.20), one obtains

E7 (1) < ealte —t)" T Fealts — 1) o102

< 277, (5.24)

IN

where ¢4 > 0 is a finite random constant not depending on ~, J, t; and ts.
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Second case: k1 + 1 = ko. First one notes that this case is rather similar to the
previous one. It follows from (1.6) and (1.4) that

Y (ty) — Y5 (th)

s ki+1
= (27ts — k1 — 1)o(870,41) A +1(X) + Yy ( - )

2J
N k
—(2Jt1 — kl)O’(S]ng)AJ)kl (X) -Y; (—1)

9J
= (27ts — k1 = 1)0 (B +1) Ak +1(X)
+(k1 +1-— 2Jt1)0'(§J1k1)AJ7kl (X)
Thus, using the triangle inequality, (5.19) and (1.3) we obtain that

‘YRS YRS(tl)‘
< C1(2Jt2 — kl — 1)”0’”[7002_ﬂ] +c1 (kl +1-— 2‘]151)”0”])002_6‘]
= a1tz — t)|o]| 1,002 . (5.25)

On the other hand, it is necessarily true that to —t; < 2- 2-7 since k1 + 1 = k.
Combining this inequality with (5.25), (5.21), the triangle inequality and (5.20), we
get that
ED (ty,15) < e527 7P, (5.26)
where c; > 0 is a finite random constant not depending on ~, J, t; and ts.
Third case: ki + 2 < k. Tt follows from (1.1), the triangle inequality and (5.20)
that

Y (t2) = Y7 (t2) = Y(t1) + Y (1))
a3 b o (3)

| [ o9 ax () - VS ha) + v 1)
< 2¢927P7 /f (s)dX (s) — YIS (o) + Y9 (t1) (5.27)

Moreover, using (1.6), the triangle inequality, (1.3), (1.4), (5.19), (1.5) and (1.8),
one has that

[ ot ax ) = ) + v )

J eaxeo-xe= (5) v (3)

+[(27ts = k2)0 (5100 ) A sy (X)| + (2781 — k1) (500 ) A gy (X))

— 41
ko—1 ST

IN

o(s)dX (s) — o(55)A5(X)| + 2¢1]|o| 1002777

l=k1 |7 27

< colka — k)27 4 2¢y ||o|| 1002777
< er(ty —t1)27 @D Lo o]l 1,002, (5.28)
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where ¢ > 0 and ¢; > 0 are two finite random constants not depending on J,
t1 and t. On the other hand, the fact that ki + 2 < ky yields to — t; > 277,
Combining this inequality with (5.27), (5.28) and (5.21), one gets

EM(t1,t2) < 2(ca+ 1|0 1.00)27 P 4 cr(ty — ty) 17 27 (0 FA-DT,
Thus, it results from the inequality (to —t1)!™7 < v!~=7 that

5&”@1%2) < cg27/ min(Bmrathi=l) (5.29)
where cg > 0 is a finite random constant not depending on ~, J, t; and ts.
Finally (5.24), (5.26) and (5.29) imply that (5.22) holds. O

Let us now turn to prove Lemma 2.6. In the proof one will separately study the
case of the Haar basis (see (H1) at the very beginning of Section 2) and the other
case where the compactly supported scaling function ¢ and mother wavelet ¢ are
a-Hoélder continuous on R (see (Hz) at the very beginning of Section 2).

Proof of Lemma 2.6 under the hypothesis (Hi): First notice that, under the hy-
pothesis (H1), the integers N7 and N» in (2.8) can be chosen such that N7 = 0 and
N3y =1, since one has

Y = 1{071) and ’lb = 1[011/2) — 1[1/211). (530)

In all the sequel, one assumes that J € N and [ € {0,...,27v — 1} are arbitrary
and fixed, and denotes by Z,;; the dyadic interval [2771,277(1 + 1)]. Recall that
I:=10,v].

Let us show that (P;) is satisfied. Notice that, in view of (5.30), one has that

277 (14+N2) 277 (141)
/ (275 —1)dX (s) = / dX(s)=X(277(1+1) - x(2771).
2=J(14+N1) 2=

Thus, the fact that the paths of X are Holder continuous of order 5 on the interval
I implies that (2.19) holds. Using rather similar arguments, it can be shown that
(Py) is satisfied as well.

Let us now turn to (Pz2). Notice that, in view of (5.30) and (2.22) one has that

277 (14+-N2)
/ (o(s) —Ts1)p(27s — 1) dX(s)
27J(l+N1)

277 (141)
:/2 () dX(s) —aJ,l(X(2—J(z+ 1) —X(2—Jl)), (5.31)

-5
277 (141)
Ty = QJ/ o(s)ds.
2

—J]

where

Also notice that, using the continuity of the paths of o and the mean value the-
orem, one has ; = 0(5y;), for some 55; € Z;;. Thus, combining this equality
with (5.31), Remark 1.3, the inequality ||o||ca(z,,) < |lollce(r) and the inequality
1X 0oz, < 1 Xlles(ry, ome gets (2.21).

Finally, let us turn to (Ps). Assume that t1,to € I are arbitrary and such that
t1 < to. Also assume that [ € OL 4, 1, (see (2.17)), and let [a,b] be the nonempty
interval defined as

[a,D] := Ty N [t1,t2] = [2771,277(1 + 1)] N [t1, ta). (5.32)
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Then, in view of (5.30), one has
ta b
/ o(s)p(27s —1)dX (s) = / o(s)dX (s). (5.33)
t1 a

Moreover, using the triangle inequality, Proposition 1.1, the fact that the paths of
X are B-Hélder continuous functions on I, (1.3) and (5.32), one gets that

‘ /ab a(s) dX(s)‘
< /ab o(s)dX(s) —o(a)(X(b) — X(a))’ + ’a(a) (X (b) — X(a))’
< egmin (2777, (2 — 11)P), (5.34)

where ¢4 = Kargllollcemn| Xllcory + loll1,00l| Xlcory. Thus (2.23) results from
(5.33) and (5.34). O

Proof of Lemma 2.6 under the hypothesis (Hz):  Throughout this proof, one as-
sumes that J € N and [ € {1 — Na,...,27v — Ny} are arbitrary and fixed and
denotes by Z;; the dyadic interval [277(I + N1),277 (I + N2)]; notice that this is
not exactly the same interval as in the previous proof.

Let us show that (P;) is satisfied. Using Proposition 1.1 and the equality
©(N1) = 0 (see (2.8)), one gets that

277 (14-N2)
’/ (275 1) dX(s)’
27‘](l+N1)

< Kays (N2 = N2 027 @ )| gz, I X Iz, 02 D7, (5.35)
Moreover, it can be derived from (1.2) that

o2 @ =D)llcaz,) < 27 lollcen, N (5.36)

Also, it can be derived from (1.2) and (2.12) that

1Xlesz,y < 1 XNesor,qu))- (5.37)

Thus, putting together (5.35), (5.36) and (5.37), it follows that (2.19) holds. Using
rather similar arguments, it can be shown that (P}) is satisfied as well.

Let us now turn to (Pz). One can derive from the triangle inequality, (1.2), (1.3),
(5.36) and (5.37) that

1(o(0) = 1) (2 © =Dl iz,

<o =Taillz,0, collelling Nl 0o + 10 = Tillz, 1, 0 ll0(27 @ =Dl caz,

+||U||CD‘(IJ,L)||S0||[N1>N2]100

< ea((27 + Dllo = Taallzsnoe + lollos @ ) (5.39)
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where ¢4 := ||¢||ca(n,,n,))- Next, using (2.22), in which one sets v = 27s — [, and
using (2.2), one gets, for all fixed = € Z;,, that

+oo
o) =aul = | [ (o) —ol 1+ 2 w)pw
< /N |a(3:)— (2 Jl+27Ju)||<p(u)|du

< 052—JO¢,

where c¢5 := (N2 — N1)%||o|lce(101,0.]) fiVN |o(u)| du. Therefore, in view of (1.3),
one has

lo =T illzs0 00 < 52772 (5.39)
Next putting together (5.37), (5.38) and (5.39), it follows that there is a finite
random constant cg > 0, not depending on J, [, such that

[|(c(e) =T 1) p(2” @ —l)Hcan,L) Xl sz, ,) < co- (5.40)

Thus, using Proposition 1.1 and the equality ¢(N7) = 0, one gets that

(I4+-N2)
/ (o(s) —T51)p(27s 1) dX(s)‘
27‘](l+N1)

< (N, — Nl)a+ﬂlca+ﬂ 9—J(a+B)
— J
x[[(o(e) =T11) (27 @ _Z)HCa(I,,,l)HXHCB(ZU)
< 072—J(a+6)7
where ¢z = c6(N2 — N1)**PK o4 5. This shows that (2.21) holds.
Finally, let us turn to (Ps). Assume t1,to € [ are arbitrary and such that

t1 < to. Also assume that [ € 9L, 4, (see (2.17)) and that py; = py(t1,t2) and
vy =vy(t1,t2) are as in (2.18). Then, one has

/ ’ o(s)p(27s —1)dX(s) = /V‘” o(s)p(27s —1)dX(s). (5.41)

t1 K

Moreover, one can derive from the triangle inequality that

}/ s—l)dX(S)
< /“ o(s)p(27s —1)dX (s )—U(NJ,I)%D(QJMJ—l)(X(VJJ)_X(“J’l))‘

Tl

s (@ s = (X (v0) = X ()| (5.42)

Let us now provide an appropriate upper bound for each term in the last sum. On
one hand, using Proposition 1.1, (5.37) and (2.18), one obtains that

‘ /VJYZ a(8)p(27s = 1) AX (5) — () e pry — (X (vs) - X(W’l))‘
< cgl|o(e)p(2” o —l)Hca(I.z,z)(min (1 - t2|))a+ﬂ7 o
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where cg > 0 is a finite random constant not depending on J, t; and t5. Moreover,
one can derive from (1.2), (1.3) and the triangle inequality that

HU(.)<P(2J ® _l)HCa(I‘Iyl)

S ||U||[Q1,Q2],oo”@”[Nl,Nz],oo + ||U||[Q17Q2],oo||</7(2J 1 _l)”CD‘(I,I,l)
Fllollox @ lell v, ne), oo
< g2, (5.44)

where cg > 0 is a finite random constant not depending on J, [, t; and ¢3. On the
other hand, using the fact that the paths of X are S-Holder continuous functions
on I, (1.3) and (2.18), one gets that

‘U(MJ7[)S0(2J/,LJ7[ —1) (X(VJJ) — X(/,Lj)l))‘ < ¢190 min (27’]ﬁ, |t1 — t2|5), (5.45)

where co == (N2 — N0l @ul [ ¢l60 ol I X 0501 021y Next, putting
together (5.41) - (5.45), one obtains that

} /:2 o(s)p(27s —1) dX(s)}

< cll(min (2757 [ty — t2*T# 227} 4 min (277, |t; — t2|5)), (5.46)

where ¢17 = max(cgcg, c19). Moreover, studying separately the two cases to — t1 <
277 and ty — t; > 277, one can easily show that

min (2777, [t; — t2|*T#2%7) <min (2777, |t; — £2/7). (5.47)
Finally combining (5.46) and (5.47) leads to (2.23). O
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