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Abstract We study a noisy Kuramoto-Sivashinsky (KS) equation which describes unstable surface
growth and chemical turbulence. It has been conjectured that the universal long-wavelength behavior
of the equation, which is characterized by scale-dependent parameters, is described by a Kardar-Parisi-
Zhang (KPZ) equation. We consider this conjecture by analyzing a renormalization-group equation for
a class of generalized KPZ equations. We then uniquely determine the parameter values of the KPZ
equation that most effectively describes the universal long-wavelength behavior of the noisy KS equation.
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1 Introduction

Eddy viscosity in turbulence, which can explain how a vortex pattern emerges in a non-uniform turbulent
flow, depends on the observed length scales [I]. As exemplified by the Richardson law [2], there are
cases in which a parameter of a macroscopic description is not given as a definite value, but is rather
expressed as a function of the length scale. Another example of scale-dependent parameters has been
observed in one- or two- dimensional fluid dynamics, where the viscosity is not uniquely defined in the
hydrodynamic description [3]. Here, it seems reasonable to expect that such scale-dependent parameters
in a macroscopic description can be reproduced by an effective stochastic system [4}[5L[61[7&LOLT0LIT]. In
this paper, we attempt to determine the effective stochastic system theoretically when scale-dependent
parameters are observed.

As the simplest example for scale-dependent parameters, we consider the one-dimensional Kardar-
Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) equation [12]. It is known that the effective surface tension v(A) at a scale 2w/ A for
the equation is v(A) = CyA™2 in the limit A — 0, which is similar to the Richardson law for turbulence.
Recently, the KPZ equation was rigorously derived from a stochastic many-particle model [13|[14], and
the so-called KPZ class has been extensively discussed both theoretically and experimentally [I5,[16L17,
[T8[T9.20]. However, in general, even if we find systems that may exhibit scale-dependent parameters
similar to those for the KPZ class, a method to determine the parameter values of the corresponding
KPZ equation has not yet been reported.

Specifically, let us consider a noisy Kuramoto-Sivashinsky (KS) equation, which exhibits spatially
extended chaos in the noiseless limit [2122l23]. The model describes turbulent chemical waves and
unstable interface motions, which are caused by negative surface tension. It has been conjectured that
a KPZ equation may be an effective model for describing the long-wavelength behavior of the noisy
KS equation; this conjecture is referred to as the Yakhot conjecture [241125]. Indeed, direct numerical
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simulations showed that statistical properties of the long wave length modes are similar to those of the
KPZ equations [26/27.28,[2930].

Here, one may recall the renormalization group (RG), which is a standard method for studying
scale-dependent parameters. For a given noisy KS equation, the RG equation was calculated using a
perturbation theory [30,31]. The infrared fixed point of the RG equation determines the scale-dependent
behavior v(A) = C,A~Y2 in the limit A — 0, which has the same power-law form as that for the KPZ
equations. Nevertheless, as shown below, the analysis at the infrared fixed point of the RG equation
cannot determine the parameter values of the corresponding KPZ equation.

In this paper, we present a framework for studying the effective description. We study an RG equation
for generalized KPZ equations that include noisy KS equations and KPZ equations. We then consider
solution trajectories of the RG equation, in which each point flows to the infrared fixed point of the noisy
KS equation we study. The solution trajectories also approach a subspace in the ultraviolet limit, which
enables us to define a collection of bare parameters of the generalized KPZ equations. By using the lowest
perturbation theory for the RG equation, we uniquely determine the most effective model among such
KPZ equations that describes the infrared universal behavior of a noisy KS equation in the most efficient
manner.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2 we introduce a class of models we study, define scale-
dependent parameters for the models, and review RG equations for the parameters. We also discuss
ultraviolet and infrared behaviors of solution trajectories for the RG equation, and classify universal
and non-universal properties of those. After that, we give a definition of “the most effective model”.
In Sect. Bl we simplify a representation of the trajectories so as to determine the most effective model.
The solution trajectories for the RG equation are expressed as curves in a five-dimensional parameter
space. Then, the trajectory for the noisy KS equation is attracted to a two-dimensional subspace, due to
emergence of a time-reversal symmetry. We define the most effective model for the noisy KS equation in
this subspace. In Sect. 4] we determine parameter values of the most effective model from its definition. In
Sect. Bl we provide concluding remarks. We discuss renormalizability of the KPZ equation and its relevant
parameters. We also remark an another application of our formalism to turbulence. In Appendix [A] we
derive Ward-Takahashi identities for scale-dependent parameters from symmetries of our model.

2 Setup

We study models for the stochastic growth of a surface. We assume that the time evolution of the height
h(z,t) of the surface is described by a generalized KPZ equation:

ouh = vORh — Kt + 3 (0.h)* + 1, (1)
(n(z, )z ,t)) = 2(D — Dgd?)s(t — )o(x — ), (2)

where v is the surface tension, K is the surface diffusion constant, X\ is the strength of the non-linearity,
and n(z,t) is the white noise. Here, D and D, are the strength of the noise. When K = D; = 0, @) is
the KPZ equation, while when D = Dy = 0, ([2) with v < 0 is the deterministic KS equation. We refer to
@) with v < 0 and K, D, Dy > 0, as the noisy KS equation.

The five parameters in ([2) are collectively denoted by X = (v, K, D, Dy, \). More precisely, these
parameters are defined for a field h(z) whose Fourier transform h(k) is assumed to be zero for |k| > A.
A is called a cut-off wavenumber. We explicitly express the cutoff dependence of the parameters as
X (A). Here, for a given model with X(Ag), we define a model with X(A) for A < Ay by eliminating the
contribution A < |k| < Ag in the dynamics, which may be formally expressed as X (A4; X (Ap)). Note that
we do not employ a rescaling transformation after the coarse-graining. This functional relation trivially
satisfies

X (A3 X(Ao)) = X (A X(4; X(Ao))). 3)
From this, we obtain the RG equation

dXxX
A

which determines X' (A; X(Ap)) under an initial condition X (Ap) = Xp. In the next subsection, we review
the RG equation for the generalized KPZ equations.

= Wy (X), (4)
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2.1 definition of scale-dependent parameters

We first define the scale-dependent parameters v(A), D(A), K(A), Dg(A) and A(A), and then introduce
a perturbation theory leading to the equation for determining them.

We start with the generating functional Z[J, J] by which all statistical quantities of the KPZ equations
are determined. Following the Martin-Siggia-Rose-Janssen-deDominicis (MSRJD) formalism [32,[33][34]
B8], Z[J,J] is expressed as

200,J] = / Dlh, ih] exp {—S[m s Ao

+ /j:o dw /AA dk <J(k,w)h(—k7 —w) + J(k, w)ih(—k, —w)ﬂ : ()

where ih is the auxiliary field, J and J are source fields, and S[h,ih; Ag] is the MSRJD action for the
generalized KPZ equation. Hereafter, we use the notation A(k,w) for the Fourier transform of A(z,t) for
any field A. The action S[h,ih; Ag] is explicitly written as

S[h, if; Ao] = /OO dw/ (h(—k, —w) ih(—k,—w)) Gy " (k,w) <i%((lz7i)))

dwr dws /AO dky dky
+—/ klkglh k1 — ko, —w1 — wa)h(k1,w1)h(ka,ws2), 6
w [ e [ i - (ks w)h(hs,we), (6)

where Gy ! is the inverse matrix of the bare propagator

1 B 0 iw + vok? + Kok*
Go (k,w) = <7iw + vok? + Kok* —2(Do + Dgok?) (7)
Here, we consider a coarse-grained description at a cutoff A < Ag. Let us define
AS(k,w) = 0(A - k)A(k,w), (8)
A7 (k,w) = 0(k — A)A(k,w), (9)

for any quantity A(k,w), where 0(x) is the Heaviside step function. The statistical quantities of A< are
described by the generating functional Z[J<,J<] with replacement of (J,.J) by (J=<,J<). We thus define
the effective MSRJD action S[h<,ih<; A] by the relation

200%, 7<) :/D[h<,z’fz<]exp[78[h<,iﬁ<;/l]
e8] A B B
+/ dw/ dk (J<(k7w)h<(—k7 —w) + I (k,w)ih < (—k, —w))] (10)
—oo —A
We can then confirm that S[h<,ih<;A] is determined as
exp [—S[h<7iﬁ<; A]} = /D[h>, ih”] exp [—S[h< +h7,ihS +ih7 Ao]} . (11)

Then, the propagator and the three point vertex function for the effective MSRJD action at A are defined
as

_ 62S[h<,ih=; A
(G™Y:, (K1, w15 A)d (w1 + w2)d(ky 4 k2) = — A , (12)
o (ih(k1,w1))d(h=(k2,w2)) < si<—o
_ 62S[h=,ih<; A
(G 1)*"(]4)1,{.«)1;/1)5(1.«)1 +w2)5(k1 + k)g) = — ’ '.,’ , (13)
i 6(1h=(k1,w1))d(ih=(k2,w2)) < ih<—o
I (k1 w1 ko, w2 A)d(wi + w2 + w3 )d(k1 + k2 + ks)
_ 83S[h<,ih<; A (14)
— 8(ih< (k1,w1))8(h< (k2,w2))8(h<(k3,ws)) |j< i< —o
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From these quantities, we define the parameters as

1 9*(G™ )z, (k,w; A)

v(A) =

w k—)O 2' 0k? ’
B 1 84(G_1)}~1h(k‘,w;/1)
k()= lim oo Ok ’
—2D(A) = wthEO(G Y7 (kyws A),
- 1 aQ(Gil)m}(k),w;A)
~2Da(4) = lim o k2 :
020 (i, wi: ko, wa: A
AA) = lim nn (k1,15 b, w2 )

w1,w2,k1,k2—0 0k10ks
From a tilt symmetry of the generalized KPZ equation, we can obtain

A(A) = Ao.

(15)

(16)

(17)
(18)

(19)

(20)

In Appendix [A] we will provide a non-perturbative proof for (20) based on symmetry properties [3637].

Below, we derive a set of equations that determines v(A), D(A), K(A), and Dy(A).

2.2 renormlization group equations

We can calculate (G~ 1);;(k,w; A) by using the perturbation theory in A\g. At the second-order level, the

propagators are calculated as

(G™)jp (ks A) =(Gg )y, (ks w)

40 d
+A3/ —/ 2—q{kQ(k‘*Q)Q(Go)gh(q,Q)Co(qu,wf9)
- A<|g|<Ag #T

+ kq®(k — q)(Go);,, (k — q.w — 2)Co(q, Q)} ,
(G (ks w; A) =(Go Mg (B, w)

d
2/\0/ / srd” (k= )*Colq, 2)Co(k — g, — 92),
A<|q|</10

where Cp(k,w) is the bare correlation function defined by
Co(k,w) = 2(Dg + Daok?)|(Go)j,, (k,w)[*.
In the calculation of (2I), one should carefully note the relation [30]

J o = 0 G o Dol — g0 2)
q 0

? /A<| |<A ;_qu(k = 0)(Go)jy (k — ;0 = 2)Co(g, 2).
q 0

We emphasize that the Feynman rule does not distinguish these.
By setting (A — Ag)/Ao < 1 for (IH) - [A8), @) and [22)), we obtain the RG equation as

Adz(/l) — () [ﬁ (3+F+(17F)g)}

dl;fl/l) K( ){ﬁ(QG_F+2F2+F3+(2—21F+6F2+F3)g):|7
Ao (1)

dDy(4) _ G2

—A

H2
1 F+F?4+29—5F 2 13F-F
(6+3 +F?+2(9 5)G+( 3 )Ggﬂ

an -~ P {2}1(1 +F)B

(21)

(22)

(23)

(24)

(25)
(26)
(27)

(28)
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where we have introduced the dimensionless parameters F', G and H as

v(A)

F= 2o (29)
_ _ D)
¢ = s AT (30)
_ _A6Da(4)
H= ks m (31)
Here, from (25))-(28)), we derive the autonomous equation for (F(A),G(A), H(A)) as
ar G [ 2 4 2 o3 paH
A =2 g s [0 12F 4 1F - F +(2+19F° - 8F° - F) = |, (32)
G G 2 3 2 3\ H
g = TG = gy | T TE AR 3 2 TUF 4 LF 438
H2
—2(1+4 F)QE}, (33)
dH G? | 2 2 s\ H
~Agr = SH + gy |16 +3F + P - (60 +T7F + 6% 4 3F°)
2 H?
—(4—-50F +19F° + 3F3)E} : (34)

2.3 Infrared and ultraviolet behaviors of solution trajectories of the RG equation

The stable fixed point of the equations (B2) - (34 is found to be (F*,G,*, H*) = (10.7593, 680.652, 63.2614).
By substituting the fixed point values to (28)-(28)) and solving them, we obtain the scaling laws

v(A) = CpyA™ 0P, (35)
D(A) = CpA~°3, (36)
K(A) = CgA™ 25, (37)
Dy(A) = Cp, 4727, (38)

where Cy, Cp, Ck, and Cp, are constants that depend on the initial condition Xjp.
We next consider the dimensionless quantities given by
_ K(A)A?
= W7 (39)
Dy(A)4?
D(A)

Qlm =~

(40)

Substituting the scaling relations (B3] - (B8) to these equalities, we have

1 _Ck
s C,’
H* Cp,
G*~ Cp (41)

Since (F, G, H) takes the value (10.7593, 680.652, 63.2614) in the limit A — 0, we obtain

Cx  Cp,
— = = 0.0929 42
CV CD I ( )

which is independent of Xy . The singular behavior v(A4) = CyAY/? implies that the effective surface
tension depends on the observed scale A. This is contrasted with cases in which each X (A) converges
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to a finite value in the limit A — 0. Then, X(A = 0) is interpreted as renormalized parameters mea-
sured in experiments. Since the exponents characterizing the divergent behaviors are common to all the
models given by (2]), we refer to the power-law region as the universal range. The smallest characteristic
wavenumber scale is also denoted by A;p, the value of which depends on Xy. Then, the universal range
is defined as A < Ajg. As another common aspect of the RG equation (], we observe that X'(A) shows a
plateau region in the ultraviolet limit when Ag is sufficiently large. This enables us to define a collection
of bare parameters, which is denoted by Xp.

50 7

§

401
30}
20}
10f

0 L J N — ..---"“‘
10! 10°

Fig. 1 Graphs of v(A), D(A), K(A), and Dg(A) for <5,

Here, we focus on a specific model, a noisy KS equation with /’\.’OKS7 (vo =-1.0,Dp =0,Ko = Dgg =
Ao = 1.0), defined at Ag = 27. In Fig.[Il we display the numerical solution of (@) for this initial condition
XOKS. It can be seen that Ap is in the plateau region. Thus, the collection of the bare parameters Xé{s
is assumed to be identical to the initial condition XOKS without loss of accuracy. On the other hand, the
numerical solution in the infrared limit obeys v(A) = C, 475 and D(A) = CpA~ " in accordance with
the analysis of the fixed point.

We note that Dy(A) does not show the plateau region in Fig.[Il However, this graph quickly converges
to Dg(A) with Dgg = 0 at Ag = oco. As shown in Fig.[2] the graphs of Dy(A) with Dgg =0 at Ag = 27, 107
and 10007 do not exhibit the plateau. Instead, the graphs at A9 = 27 and 107 quickly approach D4(A)
in the limit Ap = co when A is smaller than Ag. Therefore, we define the bare parameter as Dyg = 0 for
such cases.

2.4 definition of the most effective model

Now, for the noisy KS equation with X5, we consider the set B(X% ) of bare parameters Xp, each of
which has the same factors Cy, Cp, Ck, and Cp, in the universal range and the same wavenumber scale
Arg as those for the noisy KS equation. The graph of X(A) for a given Xp € B(XL ) determines the
wavenumber scale Ay, that represents the end of the ultraviolet plateau. Note that the value of Ayy
depends on Xp € B(XES). Then, there is a special model with Xp € B(XA®) such that Ay = AKY . For
this model, as soon as the graph of X (A) exits from the ultraviolet plateau region, it enters the infrared
universal range. In other words, this special model represents the universal behavior of the noisy KS
equation in the most efficient manner. We refer to it as the most effective model for the universal range of
the noisy KS equation with ng. Below, we determine the most effective model.

3 Representation of the parameter space

The solution trajectories for the RG equation are expressed as curves in the five-dimensional parameter
space consisting of X. We attempt to simplify a representation of the trajectories so as to determine the
most effective model.
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Fig. 2 Graphs of Dgy(A) for XOKS at Agp = 2m, 107 and 10007.

}02 10° 10
N

Fig. 3 Graphs of D(A)/v(A) and Dy(A)/K(A) for X55. D(A)/v(A) and D4(A)/K(A) converge to the same value,
2.24.

10° 10

First, recalling A(A) = Ao, we may restrict the parameter space into the subspace A = \g = 1.

Next, as shown in Fig. Bl we find that D(A)/v(A) and Dg(A)/K(A) converge to the same value, 2.24,
in the universal range for the noisy KS equation. We can explain this phenomenon as follows. First,
for the generalized KPZ equations with Xp satisfying Dp/vp = Dyg/Kp = x > 0, we can show the
fluctuation-dissipation relation with the effective temperature x fixed by using a time-reversal symmetry.
The time-reversal transformation is given as

b (k,w) = —h(k, —w), (43)

vok?

B (kw) = h(k,—w) — o

h(k, —w). (44)
The variation of the action (@) under this transformation is calculated as

§S =S[h ik’ ; Ao] — S[h, ih; Ao),

Do Dy \ voKo dwdk ( vg o .z
—( 2o _ Pdo 0 12h(—k, — — (k- 4 4
(1/0 Ko ) Dy @) Dok h(—k, —w)h(k,w) — 2ih(—k, —w)h(k,w) (45)
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The generalized KPZ equation is invariant when Do /vg = Dgo/Ko or Ko = D49 = 0. This symmetry leads
to the invariance property of D(A)/v(A) and D4(A)/K(A) along the solution trajectories of the RG equa-
tion. See Appendix [A] for the time-reversal symmetry of the generalized KPZ equation and the derivation
of the fluctuation-dissipation relation. For the other cases where Dp/vp # Dyp/Kp including for noisy
KS equations, D(A)/v(A) and Dgy(A)/K(A) change in A. However, they satisfy D(A)/v(A) = Dg(A)/K(A)
in the universal range. Therefore, it is reasonable to conjecture that the time-reversal symmetry emerges in
the universal range. Now, since the most effective model represents the universal behavior most efficiently,
this special model should be in the subspace satisfying Dp/vp = Dyp/Kp = x = 2.24. On the basis of
the results, we express the bare-parameter space by (vg, Kg, D = 2.24vg, Dyg = 2.24Kpg, A = 1), as
illustrated in Fig. [ For each value of (v, Kp), we have a model that exhibits the infrared universal
behavior of X% 9.

Y =224

g DIv,Dy/K & 2

Fig. 4 Two-dimensional subspace in the five-dimensional parameter space. The solution trajectory of X’ g S is attracted
to the subspace defined by A = 1 and D/v = Dy/K = x = 2.24, due to the tilt symmetry and the emergence of the
time-reversal symmetry. The most effective model should be defined on this plane.

Finally, for a generalized KPZ equation with Xg at Ag in the ultraviolet plateau region, we consider
the following scale transformation:

X =byx, (46)
T = byt, (47)
H(X,T)=bph(x,t), (48)

which yields another generalized KPZ equation with a different collection of bare parameters Xy at
Al = b3 1 Ag in the ultraviolet plateau region. These are the equivalent models in different unit systems.
For the cases that D = xv and Dy = x K, the equation for H(X,T) is written as

OpH = v 0% H — K 0% H + %(8XH)2 +F (49)

(F(X,T)F(X ,T)) =2x (v — K 0%)6(T — T )§(X — X ), (50)

where we have introduced

v o= b b2, (51)
K =b"biK, (52)
A =0, 0205, (53)
F(X,T) = b 'bpn(, 1), (54)
X =bz bix. (55)
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By imposing X’ = x and N = A, we obtain by, = b~/ and b; = b>/2. Then, we have the relation
I//B = b;/QVB, (56)
Kp = b3 Kp, (57)

We find that J = KB/Z/% is invariant under the transformation. Thus, we parameterize (v, Kp) as

(17315/27 bi/QJ). The next problem is to determine the values of b, and J of the most effective model for the
universal range of the noisy KS equation.

4 the most effective model

Since J is invariant under the scale transformation, the determination of J can be separated from the
determination of b;. Here, we notice the condition Ay = Ajgr for the most effective model. Because this
condition is invariant under the scale transformation, the value of .J is uniquely determined. Furthermore,
the condition Ajp = Aﬁ}g fixes the value of b,. Below, we explicitly calculate these values.

0.000

-0.010
2 4 6 8

Fig. 5 Graphs of F — F* as a function of s = — In(J'/2b, A) for several J.

In order to determine the value of J, we study the dimensionless quantity F(A) = v(A)/(K(A)A?) as
a function of

s(A) = —In(JY2be ), (58)

where F' and s are invariant under the scale transformation. It should be noted that, for any J and b,
F approaches

F— e, (59)
in the ultraviolet limit s — —oo, while
F — F* =10.76, (60)

in the infrared limit s — co. In Fig. Bl we show graphs of F' as functions of s for several values of J. In
general, there are two characteristic scales of s, the departure scale from e?® and the relaxation scale to
F* | as clearly observed for J = 0.1. When J increases, the peak of I decreases and eventually vanishes
at J = 7.3. In this case, the transition scale between the infrared universal region and the ultraviolet
region is simply given by the cross point s. of the ultraviolet behavior F = ¢2* and the infrared behavior
F* =10.8. That is,

e* = F*, (61)
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KS —
fitted curve -

0 )
0 200 400 600 10 10 10
A A

Fig. 6 Graphs of [v(A) — C, A=Y/2 + AAB| for X5 and the fitted curve in the left panel. The right panel shows the
graphs of |v(A) — C, A=1/2| and AAP with A = 3.57 and B = 0.431.

which gives sc = 1.2. Thus, we conclude that the value of J of the most effective model is J = 7.3.

Next, we determine the value of b;. From the cross point s., we define the transition length scale
AZ! by se = —ln(Jl/sz/lc), which gives A1 = V/JF*b, = 8.9b,. Here, the value of b, is determined
by identifying A. with AKX, Then, we estimate A% from the graph of v(A) for the noisy KS equation
under study. In Fig. 6] we show how v(A) approaches Cy, 4795, We find that |v(A) — C, A9 is well fitted
to a power-law function of A™!, which does not provide any wavenumber scale. Through more detailed
analysis, we find a fitting function

—1
v(A) = CuA™% = —AAP 4 Cexp [f%}, (62)

with A = 3.57, B=0.431, C = 1.1 x 1072, and D = 195. From the second term of ([62)), we obtain the
characteristic scale (AX5)™1 = D = 195. Now, from the condition

(Afg) "t =421, (63)

we obtain b, = 22. Thus, we have arrived at the most effective model for the universal range of the noisy
KS equation with X S where the collection of the bare parameter values of the most effective model,
XME s determined as (vp = 4.7,Dp = 10, Kg = 1.6 x 10*, Dy = 3.7 x 10*, Ap = 1).

Now, the linear decay rate of the disturbance of a wavenumber k in the universal range is expressed
as vgk® + Kgk* at an early time. Here, we notice that (vg /KB)O'5 defines one wavenumber scale. Since
the most effective model has only one wavelength scale A¢, (vg/Kp5)%® ~ A. holds. This implies that the
linear decay rate vgk? + Kpk* is estimated as vgk? for k < A.. In this manner, v can be measured in
experiments. Indeed, by applying this method to the numerical simulation of the noisy KS equation, the
result v;® ~ 5.5 was obtained [30]. Thus, our theoretical value vg = 4.7 is in good agreement with the
numerical value.

5 Concluding remarks

The main result of this paper is illustrated in Fig. [[l For a given noisy KS equation, we construct the
most effective model exhibiting the same infrared universal behavior with just one cross-over wavenumber
scale A?RS connecting the infrared behavior and the ultraviolet behavior. We emphasize that our theory
enables us to calculate the bare surface tension vg of the effective model in the universal range, which
could not be obtained by previous studies. We conclude this paper by presenting a few remarks.

The first remark is on the relevant parameter space in the universal range. Since A(A) is a conserved
quantity along the solution of the RG equation, it obviously depends on the initial condition Xy. Thus, it is
relevant in the universal range. Furthermore, D/v—Dy/K is not relevant because D(A)/v(A)—Dy(A)/K(A)
approaches zero. At the same time, x = D/v is a relevant parameter because its value is invariant along
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Fig. 7 Graphs of v(A) and K(A) for ng, XgIE, and the infrared scaling behaviors, respectively.
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Fig. 8 Solution trajectories in the subspace of Fig. [ for the bare parameters (v, Kp) = (1,0), (1,1
(1,100). The trajectories converge to a single curve K(A) = K*(v(A), x,A). We note that K*(v(A), x, A)

of v, x and A, and does not explicitly depend on A. Therefore, v, x and A are relevant.

1,1), (10,1) and
is a function

the solution trajectory when Do/vg = Dgg/Ko. Finally, in the limit A — 0, K(A)A?/v(A) approaches
the universal constant value 0.0929 which is independent of Xy. Thus, we can state that K(A)A?/v(A)
is irrelevant, following the argument in [38/[39]. In other words, v(A) and K(A) are not independent
of each other in the universal range, as shown in Fig. In summary, the relevant parameter space
in the universal range is spanned by the three parameters (v,x,\). However, the parameter K cannot
be negligible because the irrelevant parameter K(A)AQ/I/(A) is not zero in the universal range. This is
different from many standard RG analysis [40)].

Second, we remark that the original Yakhot conjecture claims a statistical property of the deterministic
KS equation [24]. Here, we discuss the noiseless limit Dy — 0 for the noisy KS equation. In this case, we
obtain x — 0 which is not consistent with observations. This implies that the lowest order contribution in
loop expansions is not sufficient to yield statistical properties for the small Dg limit. In order to overcome
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this situation, we have to formulate a non-perturbative calculation. This is an interesting problem for
future work.

Finally, we expect that the concept proposed in this paper will be applied to various systems, although
we have studied a specific phenomenon as an example of scale-dependent parameters. The most interesting
example may be fluid turbulence. The effective model for the universal range in the turbulence is given

by a noisy Navier-Stokes equation [51[617,&9LT0L1T]
dv(z,t) = —Vp(z,t) + noV0(z,t) + f(z,t), (64)
(i, 0) (1)) = 2Py (V) F(z — 2 )o(t 1), (65)

where v is the fluid velocity, p is the pressure, 79 is the viscosity and f is the noise. Here, P;; and F' in
the Fourier space are given as

Py(k) = 5y — "1, (66)
F(k) = (2n)%2Dok ™Y, (67)

where d is the space dimension, Dy is the noise strength, and y is a positive parameter. When y = d = 3,
this model exhibits the Kolmogorov scaling law

E(k) = Ck™%/3, (68)

where E(k) is the energy spectra and C' is a universal constant and takes the value ~ 1.5. The analysis
of solution trajectories of an RG equation for such the noisy Navier-Stokes equation may provide fresh
insight into the understanding of the turbulence such as the universal constant C. We hope that this
paper stimulates the study of whole solutions of RG equations in various research fields.

The authors thank K. A. Takeuchi, M. Itami, and T. Haga for useful discussions. The present study
was supported by KAKENHI (Nos. 25103002 and 17H01148).
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A Ward-Takahashi identities

In this section, we prove

AA) = Ao, (69)
for all generalized KPZ equations, and
vd) _ v (70)
D(A) Do’
for Ko = Dgg = 0 or Ko/Dgg = vo/Do, and
K@) _ v (1)
D4(A) Do’

for Ko/Dgo = vo/Do. These results are easily obtained from the following Ward-Takahashi identities [361[37]:

(G715, (k= 0,w; A) = —iw, (72)
okt Dy (G, (kw3 A) = lim O T, (b, wisk, w3 A), (73)
and
V()k?%

—1 . -1, _ . o -1 _ .
Gﬁh(kl’wl’A)+Gﬁh( ki,—w1;A) = G’;ﬂ;(k‘l7 w13 A). (74)

Do

These identities are relaed to invariance properties of the MSRJD action for a shift transformation, a tilt transformation,
and a time-reversal transformation, respectively. In the next subsections, we will derive (T2))-(4) following the arguments

1361137].
Here, we derive (69)- (1) from (Z2)-(T4). First, by differentiating (73] with respect to k1 and taking the limit k3 — 0,

we have

Xy (G715, (k1 = 0,w1;4) = lim o 060k, T (1, w15 6,05 A). (75)

w,k,k1—
Next, we substitute (2] to (78) and take the limit w; — 0. Then, we obtain

)\0 = lim Oakakll‘ﬁhh(kl,wl;k,w;/l). (76)

w,wi,k,k1—

By recalling the definition (I3, we find that this equality is (69). Second, we differentiate (4] twice with respect to ki.
Then, we have

— — 14 —
O, G; (kw15 A) + 0 G H(—ky, —wi; 4) = _D—Z(z + 2k, + k{O})G L (k1 —wi; A). (77)

By taking the limit wq, k1 — 0 and using (I5) and (7)), we obtain (Z0). Finally, by differentiating (74) four times with
respect to ki, we arrive at (Z1]).

A.1 Proof of (T2)

We consider a shift transformation

’

h (z,t) = h(z,t) + c(¢), (78)

where ¢(t) is an infinitesimal parameter that depends on time. The variation of the MSRJD action for the transformation
is calculated as

S[h',ik'; Ag] — S[h, ih; Ag] = / dtdaih(z, t)0c(t). (79)
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It should be noted that this simple form comes from the invariance property of the MSRJD action for the time-

independent ¢[J. Then, the variation of the effective MSRJD action is derived as
SR i/ <5 A] = 7log/'D[h>/,il~1>/}exp {fS[h/,iﬁ/;Ao}},

— log / DIh>,ih>] exp [—S[h,iﬁ; Ao — / dtdmiﬁ(z,t)@tc(t)}

:/dtdziﬁ<(x,t)8tc(t) flog/D[h>,iﬁ>]exp |:7S[h,if~z; Ap) 7/dtdzif~z>(x,t)8tc(t) ,

—S[h<, 7S5 A +/dtdzifz<(x,t)8tc(t).

When we obtain the fourth line in (&0) from the third line, we have used

/dtd:viﬁ>(z,t)<9tc(t) = /dtatc(t) (/ dmﬁ>(x,t)),

= /dt@tc(t)z‘ﬁ>(k =0,t),
=0.
Here, noting the trivial relation

8S[h<,ih<; A]

S[h< ik <; A] = S[h<,ih<; A /dtd ¢
[ 72 ) ] [ 72 b }+ T 5h<(1'7t) c( )7

we rewrite (B0) as

8S[h<,ih<; A] =
/ dtdz(mc(t) - zh<(x,t)8tc(t)) —0,

which is further expressed as

5S[h<,ih<; A] -
/dtd ( he @) +8tzh<($7t))c(t) =

Since this equality holds for any c(t), we obtain

§S[h<,ih<; A -
de| —— 21— h<(z,t) ) = 0.
Jas( By +oehTn) =0

The differentiation of (85) with respect to ih<(t ,z") leads to

/dx((G’_l);lh(x/ —zt —t; A) + 95t —t )o(x — m/)) =o0.

By performing the Fourier transformation, we arrive at ([2)).

A.2 Proof of ([3)

We consider a tilt transformation
B (z,t) = h(z + Aovt, t) + vz,
B (z,t) = h(z + Xovt, t),

where v is an infinitesimal parameter. The tilt transformation for their Fourier transforms is expressed as

B (k,t) = 0%t p (ke t) — ivdy8(k),
ih/ (k, t) = Mokt p(k 1),

(80)

(81)

(82)

(83)

(84)

(85)

(86)

(87)
(88)

(89)
(90)

I In general, by assuming time dependence of the infinitesimal parameter for a continuous symmetry transformation,

we can obtain non-trivial identities such as (72). This technique, which has been referred to as

“gauging a global

symmetry”, is standard when we derive identities from a continuous global symmetry [39]. For such a case, the variation
of an action under a time-gauged transformation is expressed as §S = [ dtQ(t)d¢e(t), where Q(t) is a Noether charge of
the corresponding global symmetry, and €(¢) is the time-gauged infinitesimal parameter. The Noether charge of the shift

symmetry is calculated as Qgpnift = fda:i/;,(ar,t), which is consistent with (79]).
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We then find the symmetry property
SIh<" + 1> ih< + ik Ag) = SIS + B> ih< +ih>; Ao), (91)
from which we obtain
S[h<,ih<; A] = —1og/1>[h>,iﬁ>] exp [—S[h< 4B RS 4 iR Ao]},
= —log/jD[h>/,il~7,>/}exp[—S{h<, +n>"iR< +i/~1>/;/10}},
= S[h<',ih<'; A —log 7, (92)

where J = 1 + va is the Jacobian for the tilt transformation, and a is a field independent quantity. The expansion of
[@2) in v leads to the identity

A 8S[h<,ih<; A] 8S[h<,ih<; A] - A 8S[h<,ih<; A]
dkdt|ixokt | ————Zh<(k,t) + ——=——""ih<(k,1 §(k)O —————= —a| =0. 93
/ {Z 0 ( 5h<(k,1) (k, 8) + §ih<(k, 1) ih™ (ks )) 00 Oh=(k,1) a} (93)

We differentiate this identity with respect to ih< (k1,t1) and h<(kz2,t2). Then, we have

2 < ih<:A 3 < ih<:A
/dkdt[mkt( OSIA= RS Al s — ks(ts — 1) + O°S[h=, ih=; 4] h<(k, 1)
5h<(k, t)6ih=< (k1,1 Sh<(k, t)6ih< (k1,t1)0h< (ka, t2)
2 < i< A 3 < Gh<:A -
OSSR AL s s — 1) + O°S[h=, ih=; 4] ih<(k,t))
5ih<(k,t)5h<(k2,t2) 5h<(k,t)(;ih<(k1,t1)5h<(k2,t2)
§38[h<,ih<; A
+ i6(k)Oy, [h=, ih=; A] =0. (94)

Sh<(k,t)0ih<(ky,t1)0h<(kg,t2)
By taking the limit ih<, < — 0 and recalling the definitions given in ([2) - (Id]), we obtain
No(k1ts + kat2)(G™Y);, (R, t1 — to; A)6(ky + ka2)

= 71'%111})816 /dtfﬁhh(k,kl,kg;tf t1,ta — tl;/l)(s(k + k1 +k2). (95)
—

The Fourier transform of this equality is ([Z3)).

A.3 Proof of (T4)

We consider a time-reversal transformation

B (k,w) = —h(k, —w), (96)

- N k2
B (k,w) = h(k, —w) — 22
Do

h(k, —w). (97)
The variation of the action (B) under this transformation is calculated as

68 =S[h,ih; Ao] — S|h, ih; Ao),

Do Dgo \ voKo dwdk vy 5 o~
= — - == —k“h(—k, —w)h(k — 2th(—k, —w)h(k . 98
(P2 - )0 [ e (Fokh—b —)h(h ) = 2ih(—k —)h (k) (98)

The generalized KPZ equation is invariant when Do /vo = Dgo/Ko or Ko = Dgg = 0.
Here, we focus on the case Do/vg = Dgg/Ko. Then, we obtain

SIh<",ih<"; A] = S[h<,ih<; A] — log T, (99)

where J is the Jacobian of the time-reversal transformation. By differentiating this equality with respect to ih< (k1,w1)
and h<(k2,w2), we have

§25[h<,ih<; A vok? §2S[h<',ih<"; A]

5(ih<(k1,w1))8(h<(k2,w2)) Do §(ih<'(k1,—w1))d(ih<’ (k2, —w2))

B §28[h<",ih<; A] (100)
S(h<' (k1, —w1))8(ih<' (k2, —w2))’
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where we have used the relation

s s  wok® 5 (101)
Sh(k,w) ~ On'(k,~w) Do &ih/(k, —w)’
o = 0 . (102)
dih(k,w)  §ih' (k, —w)
By recalling the definition given in (I2)) - (I4]), we obtain
Gy (k1 w15 A)8(wi +w2)d(ky + k2)
S VO—k%G’_l(k —w1; A) + G (—ky, —wi; A) ) 8(wi + wa)d(k1 + ko) (103)
D() I3 1, 1; Ah ; 3 .

By rearranging (I03]), we arrive at the identities (74]).
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