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Abstract

We provide an algebraic framework to describe renormalization in regularity
structures based on multi-indices for a large class of semi-linear stochastic PDEs.
This framework is “top-down”, in the sense that we postulate the form of the
counterterm and use the renormalized equation to build a canonical smooth model
for it. The core of the construction is a generalization of the Hopf algebra of
derivations in [40]], which is extended beyond the structure group to describe the
model equation via an exponential map: This allows to implement a renormalization
procedure which resembles the preparation map approach in our context.
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1 Introduction

It is now a decade since regularity structures [31, [12, [10} [9] were introduced to
solve a large class of singular stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs).
Loosely speaking, the theory of regularity structures is a theory of calculus for
local jets built upon homogeneous nonlinear functionals of the driving noises of the
corresponding SPDE. A systematic construction of such functionals is motivated by
Picard iterations and leads to a tree-based algebraic description. The operations of
recentering (i. e. changing the base point of the local jet) and renormalization (i. e.
removing divergences from ill-posed products) are algebraically characterized using
Hopf algebras of trees. Indeed, the recentering Hopf algebra in [31], [12] is a variant
of the Butcher-Connes-Kreimer Hopf algebra [[17, 22 [23]; see [[14] for a construction
via a deformation of the grafting pre-Lie product, and [[13] via a post-Lie product.
The renormalization Hopf algebra is related to the extraction/contraction Hopf
algebra [18]] and was first introduced in [12]; see once more [[14] for a construction
via a deformation of the insertion pre-Lie product. These two Hopf algebras are
in cointeraction in the sense of [18, Theorem 8] (see [21] for a review of these
results in the context of numerical analysis); however, obtaining the cointeraction
property requires extending the decorations of the trees, in such a way that the
triangularity properties of recentering and renormalization do not clash. This
algebraic construction allows to implement a renormalization procedure, inspired by
the BPHZ renormalization of Feynman diagrams [j5], [36l |46]], for which convergence
of renormalized models can be proven [19]. More recently, a recursive formulation
of the algebraic renormalization problem was introduced in [8, [1]] using preparation
maps. This is a way of localizing the renormalization of a tree at its root, which avoids
the difficulties of the cointeraction property sacrificing a robust group structure; it
turns out that this construction is still useful for obtaining convergence results for
renormalized models (cf. 15} [16, [3]), while also being well-suited for situations in
which translation invariance is lost, cf. [2].

More recently, in the context of quasi-linear SPDEs, [42] introduced an alternative
index set to describe local solutions. Instead of Picard iterations, their approach is
based on a sort of infinite perturbative expansion, and naturally leads to multi-indices,
which encode products of derivatives of the nonlinearity, as the basic index set. A
Hopf-algebraic construction of the structure group within this setup was developed in
[40], based on a pre-Lie algebra of derivations in a power series algebra; see [[13}[37]]
for its corresponding post-Lie perspective. The construction of a renormalized
model (and in turn of the renormalized equation) was done in [41]], under the
assumption of a spectral gap inequality which allows for a recursive formulation of
the renormalization problem (see [34] for the extension of the spectral gap method to
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a large class of semi-linear SPDEs in the tree-based approach); later [43] established
the convergence of this renormalized model. No explicit algebraic structure for
renormalization (and in particular no renormalization group) is built in [41]]. The
reader can find an introduction to this approach in [39} [43].

The goal of the current article is twofold. On the one hand, we will generalize
the multi-index approach of [42], and more specifically the algebraic constructions
in [40], from the quasi-linear SPDE considered there to the class of subcritical
semi-linear SPDEs of the form

Fu= ) dmwg, (1.1)

leg—u{o0}

where & is a linear operator with regularizing properties; £~ is a finite set which
indexes the driving noises &;, with the additive term givenin &y = 1; and {a'}co- {0}
are smooth nonlinearities depending on the solution v and its derivatives, denoted
by u (see below for more precise assumptions). On the other hand, we give an
algebraic characterization of the renormalization procedure performed in [41], [43].
Our construction does not take the form of the Hopf algebras in cointeraction from
[12]. However, in [38]], the second author applies the multi-index approach to rough
paths (where polynomials are not required) and builds the corresponding algebraic
renormalization (translation, cf. [10]) group over an insertion-like pre-Lie algebra,
so it is conceivable that a Hopf-algebraic multi-index approach with extended
decorations will lead to a renormalization group analogous to the one in [12]. We do
not use preparation maps as such either; this is because the construction in [8]] relies
on the tree grafting pre-Lie algebra being free, cf. [[20], as in particular it requires
identifying the root of a tree. This piece of information is lost in the multi-index
description[] However, the philosophy of preparation maps is still observed in
the inductive construction (already present in [41]]); we explain the similarities in
Subsection [3.5] below.

The reason to restrict to scalar equations, unlike [12, ] which also
incorporates systems of SPDEs, is that multi-indices are better suited for the scalar
case. Since multi-indices encode products of derivatives of the nonlinearities, a
description based on multi-indices becomes useful in one dimension by the algebra
structure of R, but is not so helpful for vector-valued nonlinearities where the pre-Lie
algebra of vector fields is a more natural underlying structure. Of course, one
could still treat vector-valued nonlinearities component-wise as one-dimensional
and use an algebra structure of an enlarged set of variables (now incorporating
each component of each nonlinearity individually, i. e. forgetting their vectorial
nature). This turns out to not be very efficient: Translating into trees, it would be
the equivalent of incorporating kernel types not only on edges but also as noise
decorations themselves, to keep track of the system component every noise comes
from, and then only considering trees which are consistent, in the sense that the

1See Subsection for the connection between trees and multi-indices.
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kernel type attached to a noise should coincide with that of its incoming edge. Such
a structure is not necessary in the tree-based description: The pre-Lie algebra of
tree grafting passes from trees to vectorial nonlinearities in a canonical way (since
the pre-Lie algebra of tree grafting is free). However, it is conceivable that other
non-free pre-Lie algebras can be used for a more efficient bookkeeping (compared
to the tree-based) of regularity structures in higher dimension; this is not the subject
of the current paper, but we believe some of our ideas could be extended to such a
situation, as we never need to work with trees.

Our algebraic construction is what in [41]] was called top-down in the following
sense: Instead of changing the model and then studying the consequences of
this operation at the level of the equation (bottom-up), we consider the family
of admissible modified equations and use them to construct the corresponding
algebraically renormalized model. This means in particular that for us there is no
distinguished canonical model (this would correspond to having no counterterm at
all), but we rather work with all the algebraically renormalized models at once. This
is partially motivated by the construction in [41]], where the model is constructed
globally using the PDE, and the choice of renormalization constants solves an
infrared problem which cannot be solved without counterterms (in that regard,
the choice of renormalization in [41]] is unique). Our main result can be roughly
formulated as follows (see Theorem [4.1]below for the more rigorous statement).

Theorem 1.1 Assume that all the noises {{ }co— are smooth. For every admissible
counterterm c, there exists a smooth model (11, 1I';.,)) based on multi-indices for the
equation

Fu= Z a[(u)E[ + c(u).

leg—u{0}

The structure of the article is as follows. Section 2| sets the building blocks
of a regularity structure based on multi-indices for (1.1). Following the ideas of
[42, 40, [41]], we motivate the notion of populated multi-indices (i. e. multi-indices
for which the corresponding model contribution is potentially non-zero), which gives
rise to the model space. However, in this more general setting, we need to formulate
and exploit subcriticality (a la [12, Subsection 5.2]) to obtain the required finiteness
properties (like the local finiteness of the set of homogeneities); this is done in
Subsection Derivations arising from shifts are also constructed. This allows to
follow the strategy of [40] in Section 3} we however use it in a more general way,
which still gives rise to the structure group (Subsection 3.3)), but also actions of shift
which do not satisfy the triangularity property and help reformulating the model
equations in terms of an exponential map (Subsection [3.2)). This connects
better the functionals on (a, p)-space to the map T in [[g], which is used to
build the modified equations from the corresponding algebraically renormalized
model. Equation can be interpreted as the PDE version of the characterizing
ODE (Cartan’s development) of the Hopf-algebraic smooth rough paths [}, proof of
Theorem 4.2] (see [38] (3.16)] for a closer connection). This formulation of the model
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equation is precisely what enables us to establish a clean description of algebraic
renormalization (namely by translation) under some reasonable assumptions on
the counterterm (Subsection [3.4). Such assumptions can be relaxed in contexts
where more generality is required, and can also be strengthened if one incorporates
preserved symmetries in the equation. Section |4|is devoted to the construction of
a smooth algebraically renormalized model. Of course, this is not a renormalized
model as such, since we do not claim any sort of convergence when the regularization
of the noise is removed; it should rather be identified with a canonical smooth
model for the modified equation, when renormalization constants are finite and fixed.
The analogue in rough paths takes the form of the translated rough paths in [10],
although we incorporate the necessary triangularity properties to preserve the
homogeneity at small scales. In addition, we show that there is an inductive structure
in the set of multi-indices that allows to choose the renormalization constants along
the way, thus providing an algebraic renormalization procedure, cf. Subsection
Finally, Section [5|implements the multi-index description in three classical scalar
SPDEs, namely the (I>§ model (Subsection , the multiplicative stochastic heat
equation (Subsection and the generalized KPZ equation (Subsection [5.3)).
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2 Regularity structures based on multi-indices

In this section we build the set of multi-indices necessary for the treatment of the
scalar SPDE (1.1)).
2.1 Notation for multi-indices

We begin by setting some notation that we will use consistently throughout the paper.

Definition 2.1 Let | be a countable set.

e A multi-index over | is a map m : | — Ny such that m(z) = 0 for all but finitely
many ¢ € |. We denote the set of multi-indices over | as M(l).
e The length is the function

t: M(l) — NO
m o t(m) =), m(i).



REGULARITY STRUCTURES BASED ON MULTI-INDICES 6

e Length-one multi-indices will be denoted by e;, ¢ € |, where e;(j) = 55 .
e The multi-index factorial is defined as

m! = Hm(i)!.

i€l
e Let V be acommutative algebra, and let v : | — V. For a multi-index m € M(l),
the m-th power is given by

o™= [ ™. (2.1)
i€l
We denote by R[I] the free commutative algebra over variables indexed by I;
as a vector space, it is generated by (2.1). Similarly, we denote by R[[l]] the
corresponding (non-truncated) algebra of formal power series.
e Let f : R' — R. For a multi-index m € M(l), the m-th derivative is given by

icl
2.2 Warm up

The theory of regularity structures is, at its core, a theory of calculus for general
local expansions of functions and distributions. As for the expansions themselves,
in words of [32]], they involve an algebraic skeleton (i. e. the underlying algebraic
structure of the expansions) and analytic flesh (i. e. the form of the generalized
monomials involved in the expansions). The algebraic skeleton is what we call
regularity structure, cf. [31), Definition 2.1].

Definition 2.2 A regularity structure (A, T, G) consists of the following elements:

e a set of homogeneities, which is a set A C R bounded from below and locally
finite;

e a model space, which is a graded vector space T' = @, 4 Tvs

e a structure group (G, which is a group of linear endomorphisms of 7" such that,
forevery I' € G, every v € A, and every a € T, one has 'a — a € T,.

v'<v

The analytic flesh is provided by the model, cf. [31, Definition 2.17].

Definition 2.3 Given a regularity structure, a model consists of a collection of linear
maps IT, : T — &’ (Rd) and of elements of the structure group I';, € G such that
they satisfy the algebraic properties

Hy = eracya F:py = Faczrzy
as well as the estimates for all compact subset K of R?
(Ma@), 23) S N, [Cayaly S ly = 2",

uniformly over all @ € T),, x, € K, A € (0, 1) and all localized test functions .

2We refrain from giving a complete and rigorous definition at this stage; the reader can find the
details in [31] Section 2].
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Remark 2.4 As we will always work with the smooth case in this paper, and to
make the construction easier later, we reformulate the definition using [[12, Definition
6.7], i. e. the smooth model, and the dual perspective in with [42] |40} [41]: A model
is a collection of maps IT,, : R? — T and elements of the structure group I'yy €@
such that

I, =T, 1, I}, =1,.T;

Tz* zyY
and
I (y)(a)| Sy — =]”, |nya’z/ Sly— ="

foralla € T, and |z — y| < 1.

We will now follow [42] [40} [41]] to characterize the expansions describing the
solution of (1.1, which ultimately will motivate the index set (thus the model space)
and the model components. We start by providing the space of nonlinearities with a
set of coordinates. In , for every [ € £~ U {0}, the nonlinearity a' is assumed
to be a smooth function a' : R® — R where © C N¢ is a finite subset; we identify
neN g with the component of the function depending on the n-th derivative of the
solution, and write

u= (%Onu)neNg.

For every [ € £~ U {0} and every multi-index k& € M(Ng@), we define
Z([Jf) = %Oka[(O). (2.2)

The fact that we choose 0 as the evaluation point is arbitrary®| but already generates
a parameterization of analytic nonlinearities. With this notation, we formally have

dw= Y zmu® (2.3)
keM(NE)

in particular, this yields the also formal

Su= Z Z([’k)llkf[.

(L,k)

However, as observed in [42, [40]], the nonlinearity does not by itself determine the
solution, but rather defines a family of solutions indexed by e. g. initial values
or boundary conditions. We capture this effect with a local parameterization of
the manifold of solutions in terms of polynomials p, to which we can also give
coordinates in terms of their derivatives, namely for every n € Ng

Zn = %8“19(0). (2.4)
We consider the set

R = (L~ U{0}) x M(N%) LUNZ,

3As we shall see later, one may change the origin by shift.
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which contains the indices of the coordinates (2.2), (2.4). Given these coordinates, a
(formal) Taylor-like expansion of v would look like

u = Z é(aﬁ)bzouzﬁ. (2.5)
BEM(R)

This equation already points in the direction of an expansion for the solution,
assuming we can characterize the terms % (07)|.=ou as the components of a model.
Here is where is convenient: By the Leibniz ruld?

%85a[(u)
) k(n) .
J
= 2 é(aﬁ)\z:oz([,m II11 ﬁ(aﬁ“)’z:O%an“
kEMNG) B+3°, Y5™ gi=p neNg /=1

k(n)

= 2 > I TG e%)l=ow,

kEMNG) e jy+3, S50 Ba=pneNG J=1

so that feeding this into we obtain for every 3 € M(R)
k(n)

L(51(0%)|z=ou) = > JIBIEGE aﬁn)|z ou)ér. (2.6)

) e 1+, ka) gi=p M J=1

This seemingly complicated expression is, for a fixed /3, a linear SPDE: Indeed, note
that thanks to the presence of e k), all 53 on the r. h.s. are of strictly smaller length
than 3, and thus if the linear equation is well-posed we may define %(85) |z=ou
inductively as the solution with r. h. s. given only in terms of lower levels. Obviously,
we cannot expect uniqueness to hold unless we impose some offline conditiong?]

When recentering, it is required to subtract a Taylor polynomial (assuming
smoothness) g3 to eaclﬁ il \Z ou, which then suggests to replace the r. h. s. of

(2.6) by

k(n)

> > 30" 0%)lmou - aé

LR e+ Zk(n) Bi=p M =1

Let us incorporate all the polynomials gz in a formal power series in z as in (2.5));
then it is easy to see that u — ¢ solves the same equation as u, i. e. (1.1), up to a
polynomial and with nonlinearities given by

a' = a'( +q), 4= (50" peny- (2.7)

4Here the sums of multi-indices are understood component-wise. Note that all the sums are finite,
since k € M(NE) and thus k(n) = 0 for all but finitely many n’s.

SThese are given in [41] [39]] as the combination of a local vanishing and a polynomial growth
conditions, both determined by the homogeneity of the model, but extended globally. In this paper, we
instead use a mild formulation closer to [31], cf. Subsection below.

°The degree of the polynomial depends on the homogeneity of the corresponding term.
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At the same time, this action is seen in the space of solutions considering

p:=p+q. (2.8)

Thus, the algebraic structure obtained by the naive approach is actually preserved
when we want to define the centered model, only up to a (infinite-dimensional) shift
in the space of solutions. This would ultimately allow us to express u locally around
a base point x as

u= Z é(aﬁ)zzougjzﬁ, (2.9)
BEM(R)

where now 2? is defined in terms of , (2.8). Our goal later will be to identify
%(86 )|z=o0uz with a model component, where the model space is indexed by

multi-indices 8 € M(2R) (or rather a subset).

Note now that our family of SPDEs includes, as a subcase, the homogeneous
PDE Zu = 0. In such a situation, it is natural to assume that takes the form of
a Taylor polynomial. We incorporate this assumption by giving the multi-indices
independent of a', i. e. those depending only on the variables 2y, a special role: For
all 5 € M(R) such that 5(I, k) = 0 for all (I, k) € (£~ U {0}) x M(Ng),

0 otherwise.

%(35)&:0% = { C—aft if5=en, (2.10)

Separating these multi-indices from the rest of the expansion, takes the form

o Z %(86)&:0%26 + Z (- — )" zn,

BEM(R) neNg
B#en
so that, in the homogeneous case a' = 0, z, indeed correspond to the Taylor

coefficients at the point z; it is therefore natural to identify

Zn = LO"p(x). (2.11)

!

Roughly speaking, we are parameterizing our space of solutions locally in terms of
& -harmonic/caloric polynomials. The passage from to involves a shift
in space-time,

p:=p(+),

which is as well propagated to a', since the latter depends on the solution itself.

2.3 The building blocks

Let us now present the main objects which will play a role in our construction. For
this we will take a more abstract perspective: Since the actions of recentering and
renormalization require that we consider multiple transformations in the space of
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(equations, solutions, space-time), we replace the coordinates (2.2)), (2.4) by nested
functionals in (a, p, ), namely

zupla, p,x] = 507 (p(2)), znla,p,z] = H0"p(@). (2.12)

This way, the formal expression is generalized to a formal power series in
R[[%R]], which is later evaluated at a specific triple (a, p,x). Note that we are
still discussing at a formal level; in particular, there is no reason why the formal
power series, when evaluated at (a, p, x) should converge, thus defining a proper
functional. With this new interpretation we are considering all possible origins in
the (a, p, z)-space, which is a way of saying that we are parameterizing all equations
and solutions at all space-time points; the choice of a specific origin is adapted to
each situation, and we will have freedom to pass from one to another translating the
shifts into algebraic operations on {z, },c%. In order to do so, we first study their
infinitesimal generators.

Let us start with (2.7), (2.8). We consider shifts given by monomials of
space-time centered at : Given n’ € N¢,

P p+i¢—2) = (" + (3)t = 2" ) pens-

It holds
| zapla,p+ 1t — ), 2] = 4 Loka((p+t(- — ™))
dt]—o dt]i—o"
= Lot al(p(x))
= (k(n/) + 1)2([,k+en/)[a7 P, ‘/1:]7
dat tzozn[a, pHi¢—o)",x] =4,

and postulating that it is a derivation the infinitesimal generator is given by

DM . Z (k@) + Dzt eten) Oz + Ora- (2.13)
(1Lk)E(L~U{0Hx M(NE)

Lemma 2.5 For everyn € Ng, the map D™ € End(R[[R]]) is well-defined.
Proof. We look at the matrix representation of (2.13): For fixed 8,7 € M(R),

(D)} =" (k) + Lyy(L, k)ay PR oy mygy (2.14)
(Lk)

The first summand imposes the condition 3 + e k) = 77 + € k+en)> and thus for a
fixed (3 there are only finitely many possible v and (I, & + ey); the latter means that
the sum over (I, k) is effectively finite, and thus meaningful. In the second summand,
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we have 3 + e = =y, which only allows for one choice of . Altogether, this implies
the finiteness property, for every n € N¢,

forall # € M(R), #{v € M(R)|(D™)} # 0} < co.
This in particular implies that is well-defined as a map in R[[R]]. O

We now address the space-time shift: We fix a direction ¢;, ¢ = 1, ..., d, and
consider the transformation

T — T+ te;.
We have

d .

& Z(1,k) [av p,x + tez] = Z(k(n) + ]-)Z([,k-l-en)[au P, ﬂf](n(l) + 1)Zn+6~; [37 P, ‘/1:]7
tIO n

d )

df Zn[aa p,r + tel] = (H(Z) + 1)Zn+ei [a; P, '1"]7

t t=0

which leads to considering

8i =Y _ (i) + Dznte, D™. (2.15)

neNd
Lemma 2.6 Foreveryi=1,...,d, the map 0; € End(R[[R]]) is well-defined.

Proof. Again, we look at the matrix representation of (2.15)). To this end, we first
fix n’ € N& and note that for every f3,v,7" € M(R)

@ D" #0 = (D", #0,

and thus (2.14) implies
’ / - + et ! —e. /
@' D} =3 AR km) + D3y T @a T (2.6)

(Lk)
which in turn means
! !
@ D™} #0

N B+ ewr) =7+ ekte,) +7 for some (I, k), or
B+ew=7+79"

We fix 7' = ey ye,. The first item in (2.17), for a fixed 3, yields only finitely many n’,
(I, k) and . The second item again fixes finitely many n’ and . As a consequence,
the sum over n in is effectively finite, and we furthermore have the finiteness

property

(2.17)

for every € M(R), #{v € M(R)| (8i)g # 0} < oo.
The proof concludes as in Lemma 2.5 O
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Remark 2.7 The same argument shows as well the following finiteness property:
For all (7/,n') € M(R) x Ng,

forall B € M(R), #{y € M(R)| " D™)}} < co. (2.18)

Note in addition that

, .
¥ D@y V=08 ify=ew
(@7 D™) #0 = { v < B otherwise, (2.19)

where < denotes the component-wise partial ordering

v< B <= () < p)forall + € R. (2.20)

Once we have fixed an interpretation of the z-variables, which carry the (a, p, z)-
dependence, we build the analogue of é(@ﬁ )| z=0uz in |i We will construct the
centered model as the inductive solution to the hierarchy of linear SPDEs described

in (2.6). Motivated by (2.10), we set
Mye, = (- — )" (2.21)
For B # ey, we consider the equation

gﬂwg = H;,Bv ( )
- kn) 1 2.22
s = 2w Leqrr, ot si=p I T21 w0 g6

Assuming that this equation can be solved uniquely, we can see that not all multi-
indices are relevant. In particular, the following holds.

Lemma 2.8 If
Fv=0 = v=0,

then the unique solution {13} sepa) of (2-21)), is such that
Mop #0 = [B]:=> (1 —€ENBAK) + > _ Bm) = 1. (2.23)

(LE) n
Proof. We will show in its negated form

by induction in €(5). For €(8) = 0 we have 8 = 0, and thus the r. h. s. of the second
item in (2.22)) is vanishing (note the presence of ¢ ;) under the sum); uniqueness
then implies I1.o = 0. For the induction step, we note by additivity of that if

ery + Yon S0t B4 = B it holds

k(n)

[B1=1—¢k)+ > > 8]

n j=1
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Therefore,
k(n)

[BI#A1 < > > 151 #th),

n j=1

which in turn implies that [Bf;] = 1 for at least a pair (j,n). By the induction
hypothesis, the r. h. s. of the second item in is vanishing, and the uniqueness
assumption implies I3 = 0. 0

Note that the additivity of [-] means that the linear subspace of R[[R]] generated
by multi-indices [ satisfying [3] = 1 is not an algebra, and thus it does not make
sense to speak about derivation properties (i. €. the Leibniz rule) in this subspace.
Moreover, D™ does not preserve multi-indices satisfying [3] = 1, but 8; does, as
shown in the next lemma.

Lemma 2.9 It holds:

(DML #0 = [Bl=Dh]-1, (2.24)
@)y #0 = [B] =Dl. (2.25)

Proof. We note that
Oz i)y 70 = [B] =[] +€(k) - 1. (2.26)
Then follows from and definition (2.13). In turn, follows from
and formula (2.15). |

As an immediate consequence of (2.24]), we have that
[Y1=1, @ D™} #0 = [8] = [y]. (2.27)

Therefore, while D™ does not preserve [-] = 1, the bilinear map (ZV',ZV) —>
> 5(27/D(“))gzﬁ does. This crucial observation is algebraically translated into the
fact that, even if D™ is no longer a derivation, it still acts as a pre-Lie product, see
Section 3 below.

Remark 2.10 Actually, the pre-Lie products D™ generate what has been called in
the literature a multi-pre-Lie algebra, cf. [, Proposition 4.21]. A multi-pre-Lie
algebra is an extension of a pre-Lie algebra, for which the associator identity is
imposed pairwise in different pre-Lie products: For example, in our case, for
n,n € N¢,

(D™ YD) 7" — 2 DO (' DMy — (7 D™y D® 2" 7 D@ (7 DO 77y,

This multi-pre-Lie algebra can be summarized in a single pre-Lie algebra on the
space of elements 77 D™, which will be the starting point of the algebraic construction
in Section [3| below.
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Under a stronger uniqueness assumption of the forny’|
Zv = polynomial — v =0, (2.28)
and recalling &y = 1, condition is complemented by

{B—enforsomeneNd, or (2.20)
(B) = 1co- > B(LEK) > 0. 29

We call (B) noise homogeneity; note that we are not considering [ = 0 in the
sum. Multi-indices satisfying and are the ones that potentially give
non-vanishing contributions to II, under , but the same is not true for II,
since the latter incorporates contributions with (3) = 0 which are polynomials. This
will be reflected in the different index sets considered in Definition [2.13|below.

We now focus on the homogeneity. In regularity structures, one of the main
properties of the model is that it is locally homogeneous of a certain order. We now
guess the homogeneity of a model component I1, 3 in terms of the multi-index 3 by
a scaling argument. For this, we first fix a scaling s = {s;},—1_4 C [1, 00) of the
Euclidean space which is compatible with the operator, and use it to measure all
regularity properties in this inhomogeneous space. More precisely, we consider

e the scaled degree, i. e. for n € N

d
njs :=> " sin(); (2.30)
=1

e the scaled Carnot-Carathéodory distance, i. e.

d 1
ly —zls = >y — @il >
i=1

e the rescaling operator S3 : R? — R4,
S3(@1, oy xg) = N1y, .o, A¥ay).

Note that |S5(y) — S3(2)|s = Aly — 5. In the sequel, we will remove the s from
the notation and assume all distances are inhomogeneous® By compatibility with
the operator we mean that £(f o §)) = NM(£f)o 8y forsomen > 0,i.e. &

7The reader might find too strong to be reasonable, but it can be established in some concrete
situations: In [31]], by means of a decomposition of the solution kernel in a singular part that annihilates
polynomials (which is used in integration) and a regular part that produces smooth remainders (which
we neglect, as they are again locally parameterized by polynomials); in [41]], by interpreting v only as
a solution modulo polynomials, and imposing additional conditions on the degree of the polynomial
to argue for uniqueness via a Liouville principle. See Subsection[4.1] below, where we construct the
model following the analytic strategy of [31]], and is interpreted as neglecting all polynomial
contributions from the r. h. s. of the model equation.

8]n particular, regularity will always be measured in the inhomogeneous distance
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is homogeneous. Moreover, we will assume that & satisfies a Schauder estimate
of degree 7; for our current purposes, it is enough to think of this as increasing
the homogeneity by 1 when solving the PDE. Similarly, we impose for {}(ce- a
scale-invariancd?} i. e. for every [ € £ there exists ; € R such that

o8\ = A"

we accordingly set ag = 0 for §y = 1. This scaling property, when assumed locally
around any poin{™|implies a Holder regularity condition of &. For later purpose, let
us denote

a:= min ¢, «&:= max qj.
leg—u{0} le£—u{0}

We now consider the rescaled solution @ := A~"u o 8}, and note that
O = A1) 0 8,y (2.31)
This rescaled solution then solves

Li=(Luo8 = > d@od)GoSy= Y = amy,

le£—u{0} le£—uU{0}
where
A" ({00} peng) = A%al (AT Mgy}, (2.32)
Now (2.31) and (2.32) impose a rescaling of (a, p)ff| which associates

leal = —n+ |, lewm| =+ > (7 — [nhkm).
nGNg

One can then extend this multiplicatively via to see that H;ﬁ for 8 # eq
should be locally homogeneous of degree

81=3" (o + D= ImDE@) Bt 1)+ S (Inl = mBm).  2:33)

(LK)

Assuming an n-regularizing property for the inverse of &, which is compatible with
its -scaling, I, for 3 # e, should be homogeneous of degree || + . This can
be extended to purely polynomial multi-indices: Indeed, since I1.¢, (y) = (y — x)",
I1,.,(y) is homogeneous of degree [n| = |ep| + 7.

9This is usually assumed in law.

OIf oy < 0, this means that testing £ against a test function localized at any space-time point
z € R%, the convolution scales as . If o > 0, the same holds, but only for & up to subtracting a
polynomial centered at 2z € R? and of degree < . Both conditions can be combined into one if one
chooses test functions that annihilate polynomials of a certain order; cf. e. g. [23] Definition 4.12,
Proposition 4.15].

1At least locally around = = 0, although one can generalize the argument to fix the origin at any
point z € R%.
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2.4 Subcritical multi-indices

The set of multi-indices described up to this point covers a large class of semi-linear
equations, which goes beyond the subcritical class covered by regularity structures.
In order to algebraically exploit subcriticality, we will follow the approach of
[12, Subsection 5.2], adapting it to our language. We assume there exists a map
reg : £7 U {0} — R such that

reg(l) < oy (2.34)
and a value reg € R. Here, reg(l) and reg are placeholders for the regularity of
& and u, respectively. Recall that subcriticality, roughly speaking, means that the
solution w is a perturbation of the solution to the linear problem by more regular
terms, so that an expansion of the form is a reasonable Ansatz. Let us fix [ and
recall the Taylor expansion (2.3); it is then natural to associate to a pair (I, k) the
expected regularity as

reg(l) + Y _ (reg — [n|)k(n)
neNg

Expecting the integrated version of this term to be better than the solution yields the
following condition.

Definition 2.11 A pair ([, k) € (£~ U{0}) x M (Ng) is subcritical if
reg < 7+ reg(D) + min n%;g(reg — 'K (). (2.35)
A multi-index S is subcritical if
B, k) #0 = (I, k) is subcritical.
Note that we need to take the minimum over k¥’ < k because the lack of regularity

of a singular term is not improved when multiplying by regular factors.

Subcriticality imposes some restrictions on k.

Lemma 2.12
o Maximaln: Let (I, k) be a subcritical pair. Then

km) #0 = |n| <n+ max reg(l). (2.36)
(eg-u{0}

o Maximal k(n):

- If |n| < Teg, then for every N € Ny there exists a subcritical (I, k) such that
k(n) > N. _
— If |n| > teg and (1, k) is a subcritical pair, then k(n) < ntreg(h—reg

In|—teg
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k' = en on the r. h.s. of (2.35). For the second item, fixing n we study the
subcriticality condition for (I, k(n)ey). If Teg — |n| > 0, then the minimum on the
r. h. s. is attained at k(n) = 0, and thus k(n) is allowed to take arbitrarily high
values; if teg — |n| < 0, then the upper bound of the statement must hold. O

Proof. For the first item, k(n) # 0 implies that e, < k; then follows choosing

The second item is reflecting the following fact: Since we think of reg as the expected
regularity of the solution, the derivatives 9™u for |n| < teg are functions, and in
particular the r. h. s. of is allowed to contain arbitrarily large powers of these
derivatives without breaking subcriticality. A rather unpleasant consequence is that
this creates terms with arbitrarily large powers of the constant 1, in form of the
model component O"II,., . To avoid these redundancies, we make the following
restriction in our set of multi-indices:

1 if B = en,

0 otherwise. (237)

for every n € Ng with |n| < reg, f(n) = {

We are not losing any information by imposing this restriction. This is because
if the solution is supposed to be a C“* function, we may substract its /-th Taylor
polynomial and build the model starting from the homogeneous remainder. This is
the approach taken in [42]], where the main goal is to obtain an a priori estimate;
since the solution is Holder continuous, the authors already think of the model up
to constants, and thus the reason to exclude n = 0 from the polynomial sector. In
our case, we do not mod out the lowest polynomial contributions completely, but
restrict them to appear only in the polynomial sector, which is essentially equivalent
but allows for cleaner formulations of the recentering properties (as compared to
[42, (9)] and [41], (2.30)]). See Subsection for an implementation of this in the
one-dimensional multiplicative stochastic heat equation.

Definition 2.13 We define the following sets of multi-indices:

N o= {B | [B] = 1, Bsubcritical, S(n) = 0 for all [n| < reg},
N :={BeN |(B)>0},

P = {en}nGNg’

T =P UN.

The following finiteness property is the analogue of [12}, Proposition 5.15].
Lemma 2.14 Forevery a € R,
#{BeTUN||B <a} < . (2.38)

Proof. The statement is clear for § € P, and thus we focus on 5 € N. We rewrite
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B33 as
Bl =" (reg(h + Y _(reg — [n)km))B(L, k) + > _(Feg — n)3(m)

(k)

+ 3" (o —regM)BU k) + ( —Te@) D k)BUK) + Y _(In| — Feg)B(m).

(k) (LK) n

We use to bound
> (reg(h + Y (Feg — [n))k(m)B(L, k) > (Feg — n) >_ B k),

(LK) (LK)

which combined with [3] = 1, cf. (2.23), yields

8] >Teg —n+ > _(ar— reg())B(, k) + > _(In| — Feg)Bm).

(LK) n

Now, on the one hand, by (2.34) (note that the inequality is strict) there exists a small
constant x € R such that

reg()+x < oy, L€ £ U{0}.

On the other hand, since |[N¢| C R is locally finite,  can be chosen small enough so
that
n| > g + &

for all |n| > rég. As a consequence,

8] > Teg — 0+ KE(B) + > _(In| — Feg)B(m), (2.39)

where the last term is nonnegative by (2.37). This means that the homogeneity
of subcritical multi-indices bounds their length and the size of their polynomial
contributions (meaning that there are only finitely many of them allowed). Note that
condition implies that €(k) < €(3) — 1; combined with (2.36)), this means
there are only finitely many pairs ([, k) allowed in a multi-index of fixed length. [

Remark 2.15 Note that lb implies the lower bound |3| > feg — n for 8 € V.
As a consequence,

BeTUN = |B8] > (Teg A0) — 7. (2.40)
Corollary 2.16 The set
A:={|B]1B€NYU{Bl+n|B€T}CR (2.41)

is a well-defined set of homogeneities.
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Definition 2.17 For every index set 7" C M (R), we define the linear subspace of

RI[A]]:
15 ={r = Z m2°}.
BeV
We also introduce the projection pe : R[[R]] — T3;.

Note that with this notation

T3 =Ty & Ty.
The model components together with the functionals allow us to consider the
formal power series

II, := Z szﬂ

BeT

I, =) T0,,2".
BeN

More precisely, assuming smoothness, we will think of
— d * *

where the first component is equipped with the shifted homogeneity |- | 4 1, whereas
the second is equipped with the plain homogeneity | - |; this is why we consider both

in (2.41).

Remark 2.18 Restricting to the set of subcritical multi-indices is equivalent to
restricting to subcritical equations: Removing a pair ([, k) is the same as fixing that
dka' =0, according to (2.12). Thus, a model with values in Toj- X T;if as above is a
model for a subcritical equation.

We note now that the derivation D™ defined in does not preserve the
subcriticality property: In particular, the infinite sum stays subcritical only for
In| < teg, according to Lemma [2.12] In order for 27 D™ to self-map 30T ;\5[,
we need to redefine (2.13)) introducing a projection onto subcritical multi-indices,
setting

DWW . ( Z (k(m) + 1)2([7;“_6“)82([’]6) + 8Zn)pguﬁ. (2.42)
(k)
(I,k+en) subcritical
Obviously, the projection p, ;- is immaterial when we think of D™ & End(T7 o).
but it is useful to write it down as a reminder for later, when we transpose these
maps and we still want to look only at multi-indices in U /. Note that by |i
only finitely many n € Ng produce the first contribution in ti more precisely,
as endomorphisms of T;_U e

for n| >n+ max reg(l), D™ =9,,.
leg-u{0}
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Similarly, we redefine 8;, cf. (2.15)), according to the new D™ defined in (2.42)).
Note that the restriction to subcritical (I, k) makes the sum over n in (2.15) finite,
thanks to condition (2.36).

2.5 Connection to regularity structures based on trees

This subsection is independent of the rest of the paper, but might give more intuition
to the reader already familiar with tree-based regularity structures. It was observed
in [40}, Sections 6 and 7] that one can establish a connection between trees and
multi-indices: Roughly speaking, a multi-index represents the fertility of a tree,
in the sense that it encodes the amount of nodes with a specific configuration of
outgoing edges. We will now describe a map from trees to multi-indices in the
general situation given by the equation (1.1)).

Let us first describe the set of trees under consideration. The nodes of these
trees are decorated by £~ U {0} and Ng. The former are placeholders of the noises
&, whereas n € N4 represents the n-th monomial. We denote these nodes as

{Eihes-utoy U{X Fneng- (2.43)

Edges are decorated by Ng; these decorations index the derivatives of the solution
kernel, which does not need an additional type because we are dealing with the scalar
case. Given a tree 7, we denote by i (7) the operation of growing an incoming edge
decorated by m at the root. We assume that all inner nodes have a noise decoration [,
and that decorations in Ng appear only on some leaves (i. e. nodes with no outgoing
edges). Under these restrictions, a generic tree 7 # X™ takes the form

7= E [ ] I (0. (2.44)

We call B the set of trees generated from via the recursive construction (2.44)),
and 9B the free vector space spanned by B. Note that 98 corresponds to the space
introduced in [[g, Subsection 4.1], where we only have one edge type, and where we
in principle allow for polynomial contributions Jp,(X™) for which m £ n.

We define a linear map ¥ : 98 — R[R] setting
U[X"] =nlz, (2.45)
and then inductively for a tree (2.44])

Ulr] = klzap [[ s ¥lm), k=D em € M(ND). (2.46)

In particular,
U[Z(] = 21,0 (2.47)

Lemma 2.19 ¥[7] = C(B)2°, where
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o S(, k) is the number of nodes = of T with outgoing edges given by the multi-index
k, i. e. k(n) edges decorated by n;
e (3(n) is the number of leaves X™ of T;

B(,k)
o CO) = Tup (amyew ) Ta@)?™.

Note however that the information of which subtree 7; is attached to the edge n; is
lost when applying V.

Proof. This is clear for 7 = X" by (2.45)). For a general 7 of the form (2.44), it
easily follows inductively, noting that the root of 7, which is identified with z ;) in

(2.46), is a node = with outgoing edges given by the multi-index k. 0

Under this interpretation, condition [53] = 1 now becomes transparent: € () is the
number of nodes, while Z(L k) € (k)B(1, k) is the number of edges, and the difference
for a rooted tree is always 1 (all nodes have one incoming edge except the root).
Also the subcriticality conditions of Definition [2.11]can be connected to those of
[12]: Since a pair (I, k) represents a node = with k giving its outgoing edges, fixing
the admissible pairs is essentially equivalent to fixing a rule, cf. [12} Definition 5.7].
Condition [[i2} (5.10)] for noise types is satisfied by assumption (2.34)), whereas
adapts [[12, (5.10)] for a specific set in the rule, given by (I, k). The fact that
we take the minimum over all ¥’ < k reflects the normality of the rule, cf. [1Z,
Definition 5.7]. Finally, subcritical multi-indices correspond to trees that conform
to a normal subcritical rule. Closely related to this is the homogeneity (2.33), which
by the same reasoning is consistent with e. g. the scaling map on [31} p. 419]. As
anticipated at the end of Subsection | 3| represents the homogeneity of the rooted
tree, and thus I3, which is integrated once, is homogeneous of degree | 3| + 7.

Remark 2.20 The map ¥ can be seen as an extension of the transposition of [40]
(7.8)], but with a modification: We do not include the symmetry factor of the
tree. This is more convenient in terms of the upcoming pre-Lie morphisms: Our
definition is consistent with the duality pairing [0}, (4.2)], and thus we may formulate
pre-Lie morphism properties with respect to the usual grafting product (instead of
the normalization of [40} (7.11)]).

The generators and can be connected to the algebraic operations on
trees defined in [g]. Consider first the family of grafting products ~™: 98 x 3B — B,
nec Ng introduced in [[g, Def. 4.7]. This product is defined for a tree o € B by

oA XY = oY (2.48)
and then inductively for 7 as in (2.44)) by

+ 2 Iy (o A [ I, (7). (2.49)
i i
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Proposition 2.21 For everyn € N¢ and every 7,0 € B, it holds

Ulo A" 7] = ZU[0] D™E[7]. (2-50)

Proof. Let 7 = X™ . Then the combination of (]2.13[), (]2.45[) and (]2.48[) yields

Vo A" XY = 60 U[o] = U[o]DWzy = L[] DWW X™].
For a generic 7 of the form (2.44)), we combine (2.46)) and (2.49) to the effect of
Vo A" 7]

4 E[an)HJmi(m]

+ Z U |E(Im, (0 A" 1) H Fm,; (13)
] i#]j

= (k + en)!2( ey 2 10] H a7 ¥(m]
+]€!ZZ([]€)HTH( D(n)\I/ H m;
J i#j
Rearranging the factors, and using (2.13) in the form D™z 3y = (kM) + 1)Z(( k-+ep)»
this expression equals
L@ D™ k2 ) [ | 5er V17
i
+ > kzam e w (Vo] DV ) T T - Wi,
j i

which by the Leibniz rule reduces to

0[] D™ (Klzap | | sy @lm).

Now (2.46) concludes the proof. O

The graftings A", as the derivations D™, generate a multi pre-Lie algebra, which
in this case is free, cf. [g, Proposition 4.21]. As a consequence of (2.50),
U : B — R[AR] is a multi pre-Lie morphism; by [[g, Proposition 4.21], it is the
unique extension of the map defined by and (2.47).

We now consider 1%: % — 9B* as defined in [g} Definition 4.7]. It is constructed
by 4
X" = Xt (2.51)
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and recursively for a tree 7 of the form (2.44)

Ti s Z E[jn(XnJrei)Hjmj(Tj)

nGNg J
+ > BT, (1) [ I, (7 (2.52)
J J'#7

As with 8;, subcriticality makes the sum over n finite.
Proposition 2.22 Foreveryi =1,...,d and every T € 9B,
[t 7] = 8;9[r]. (2.53)
Proof. By and (2.49), we may rewrite and as
Ti T = Z Xnte A0

neNg

Then (2.53)) follows from in the form
WX AN 7] = () + 1)znye, D™ U[7].
O

Remark 2.23 The map ¥ can be extended to a post-Lie morphism in the sense of
[13, Remark 5.6].

3 Algebraic renormalization of multi-indices

In this section, starting from the building blocks of Section [2 we follow the
algebraic route of [40]] to construct actions by shift. Our application goes beyond
the construction of the structure group: We use this technique to also write a new
formulation of the model equations which is suitable for implementing algebraic
renormalization procedures.

3.1 Universal envelope and the Guin-Oudom procedure

Let us denote M := N x Ng. We begin by studying some properties of the generators

D = {2D™}(, menu U {0i}ic1,.a (3.1)

as linear endomorphisms of R[[ZR ]] and, more precisely, as derivations in that space.
We first show their mapping properties in the sets of multi-indices of Definition

13

Lemma 3.1
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e Forall (,n) € JM,

z“”D(“/)Tj’\ff c Ty, (3.2)
2 DTE C T (3.3)
e Foralli=1,...,d,
0,15 C T, (3-4)
;T C T%. (3.6)

Proof. We start with and @, which reduces to showing that for all v € & UN
@' D™ #£0 = BeN. (3-7)
From and (2.42)) we have the following representation of the coeflicients:

/ ’ — + e, + / . , ,
4l D ))g — Z (1, k’)(k(n/)—|— 1)5; €Lk TE(l ke /)T +’7(n/)5g €n +'y.
(k)
(I,k+e,) subcritical

(3-8)
We distinguish the cases v € & and «y € N In the former, we note that for Y =en
@ Do = g o7
and thus @ holds. For v € N , we first note by that 1 = [y] = [8]; from
(3-8) we learn
@' D"} #0 = B)=()+ (N =) > 0; (3.9)
and finally if v(n) = +/(n) = 0 then 3(n) = 0, thus proving that is preserved.

We now show (3.4), (3-5) and (3.6). Property (3.5) is trivial from definition
(the subcritical projection does not play any role), so we focus on the other

two. We first prove A
@) #£0 = BeN.
Let us fix n € N¢ in (2.15). The problem reduces to
(e DV #£0 = e N

Again by itholds 1 = [v] = [B]; is trivially preserved (polynomial
contributions only increase); and finally the subcriticality condition is guaranteed.
If we now want to obtain

(Znse, D" £0 = Be W,

we furthermore need to show (7) > 0 = (5) > 0. This follows in the same way
as (3.9, but with (') = 0 and (v) > 0. O



ALGEBRAIC RENORMALIZATION OF MULTI-INDICES 25

As anticipated in Subsection since D™ is a derivation in R[[R]], it generates a
natural pre-Lie algebra with pre-Lie product

2’ D™ e 27D™ =3 "' D™ D™, (3.10)
5

We can extend this structure using definition (2.135)):

2 D™ 5 9, = /(i) D™ ), (3.11)
8> D™ = "(@;)}2" D™. (3.12)
8

However, as noted in [40]], terms of the form 9; > @; ¢ span 2, and thus there is no

closed pre-Lie structure of <. This turns out to be of little effect, since 8; and 9
commute as endomorphisms, so we can define a Lie bracket as

[D,Z2°D™] = Ds2’D™ D™D D e P, (3.13)

[0:,0;] = 0. (3-14)

The mapping properties (3.3) and (3.6) allow us to consider the following.

Definition 3.2 We denote by L the Lie algebra generated by < with the Lie bracket
- - Furthermore, we denote by L the Lie sub- algebra generated by

{ZWD( )}(’y,n)e/ﬂ

Remark 3.3 Note that implies that (L,>)isa pre-Lie algebra.

We will now see that the pre-Lie product (3.10), and (3.12), and as a
consequence the Lie bracket and (3.14), preserves a natural grading. Let us
define

(v, m)] := |y + 7 — [n], (3.15)
|i| == les; (3.16)
here |e;| = s;, cf. (2.30).
Lemma 3.4 It holds:
@' D™, #£0 = |8 = |3+ | +n— 0, (3.17)
@)y #0 = |B] = 7]+ lesl]. (3.18)

Proof. We start with (3.17). Recall (2.17); from the first item we have for some
(I, k)

Bl =7l = a1 = > — Inhk(m) + cw + > (= [n))(k + en)@) + ]

=|y[+n—In'|+ 5]
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From the second item of (2.17),

18] = Iyl = ('l =m) + |].
For (3.18), we perform the same argument taking 7' = ey 1, in (3.17). O

Corollary 3.5 L is graded with respect to | - |.

As in [40], from now on we shall see the set & as a set of symbols, preserving
the pre-Lie and Lie algebra relations via the structure constants (as given in to
(3-14)). Each symbol is then identified with the corresponding endomorphism via a
representation o : & — End(R[[ZR]]), which is triVially a Lie algebra morphism
that additionally preserves the pre-Lie relations (3.10) to (3.12)). This representation
gives the structure of an action

L@ R[[R]] > D71+ o(D)r € R[[R]].

Our next step is to consider the universal envelope of L, which we denote by
U(L). This carries a canonical Hopf algebra structure, where the product (-, omitted
in the notation) is given by concatenation and the coproduct (cop ) is the unique
algebra morphism for which the elements of & are primitive. In addition, since
L is graded with respect to | - | in (3.15), (3.16), so is U(L), i. e. there exists a

decomposition
uw) =,
12

where v € R, such that

. UI/’ (] Ul/” — Ul//+z/”a
cop : U, — @ U, @ Upn.

v+ =v

However, U(L) is in general not | - |-connected.

Remark 3.6 By the universality property, o extends to an algebra morphism
0: UL) — End(R[[R]D).

As shown in [40]], even if we do not have a pre-Lie algebra, the Guin-Oudom
procedure 28, 29]] applies and allows to choose an order-independent basis, yielding
a Hopf algebra isomorphism with the symmetric algebra enhanced with a non-
standard product. Alternatively, one could use the approach of [13}[37] via post-Lie
algebras. For completeness, we reproduce the construction below, but we will often
refer to (40, Section 4] for the precise arguments.

The guiding principle of the construction in [40] is the following observation:
Since L C L is an 1dea]l the quotient Lie algebra L/ L is Abelian (see [35, Lemma

2Note that [L, L] C L, cf. to .
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1.2.5]) angl thus isomorphic to ({Bi}i:17,__7d, [-,-]). The Lie algebra morphism
L — L/L ~ {8;}i=1,. 4. by the universality property, extends to an algebra
morphism U(L) — {8m}meNg, which in turn induces a decomposition

UlL) = P Un.

meNg

Then each of the subspaces Uy, is isomorphic to U(L), to which Guin-Oudom can be
applied; more precisely, the pre-Lie product >, or rather an extension of it, provides
a natural isomorphism.

Let us note first that, by the Leibniz rule, given z¥ D™ for all D € 9 (here seen
again as endomorphisms) it holds

2’DD™ = Dz'D™ — D27 D™, (3.19)
so it makes sense to define a map, for every Del,
L>Dvw DD —DvD e UWL).
Taking D = z7 D™, this map extends to
UL) > U — 27UD™ e U(L)

by the trivial z¥1D™ = z¥ D™ and then inductively, forevery D € Land U € U(L),
via
2 DUD™ = DZ'UD™ - " DUD™, (3.20)
B
which is again consistent with the Leibniz rule.

Lemma 3.7 The following properties hold:
(i) Commutativity: For every (vv,n), (v',n’) € MM, and every U € U(L),

227 UD™ D™ = 2 U D™) p™. (3.21)
(i) Coalgebra morphism: For every (y,mn) € M and U € U(L),

cop 27UD™ = Z (Z’YU(l)D(n) ®@Ug) +Un® Z’YU(Q)D(D)),
@)

where we used Sweedler’s notation

copU = Z Uay @ Uy;
@)

(iii) Generalized Leibniz rule: For every (vy,n) € M and U € U(L),

UZ'D™ =Y (Un)}z Uy D™ (3.22)
)8



ALGEBRAIC RENORMALIZATION OF MULTI-INDICES 28

(iv) Intertwining with 8;: For every (y,n) € M, U € U()andi =1, ...,d,
27UD™; = 27U8; D™ + n(i)2YU D™, (3.23)

Proof. Allthese properties follow from by inductionin U, as in [40, Subsection
4.2]. More precisely, [(1)] follows in the same way as [40, Lemma 4.1]; as [40,
Lemma 4.2]; as [40, Lemma 4.3]; and[(iv)]as [40, Lemma 4.4]. O

An iterative application of these maps to an element 9™ : =[], an(i), m € Ng
(in any order, thanks to (3.21)) allows us to define

1 J J
Dim = 5 [J@)’™ am [To™) o, (3:24)
(v;mel (y,met

where J € M (AL).

Lemma 3.8

(i) The set {D(J7m)}(J7m)€M(m)XNg is a basis of U(L).
(ii) Representation of the coproduct:

cop D(J7m) = Z D(J’,m’) &® D(J”,m”)' (325)
(J'm)+(J" m'")=(J,m)
(iii) Rank one projection of the product: For anyn € N¢, let 1y : U(L) — T} be the
projection defined in coordinates as

z7 lf(J, m) - (e(w,n)a 0)7
0 otherwise,

tn(Dm)) = {

and let ey : U(L) — R be the generalized counit defined in coordinates as

1 lf(Jvm) = (0,1’1),

0 otherwise.

en(Dym)) = {

Then
w1 U2) = oUDwm@2) + Y (5™ tnimT)em(U2), (3.26)
(iv) Homogeneity: D(jm) € Ujsm), where extending and @ we define
(Jm) = > Ty ml(y,m] + > m@)lil. (3:27)
(ym)eJl i

Proof. [(1)]follows from Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt (cf. e. g. [35, Theorem 1.9.6]) and
the triangular structure (in the length of the basis elements) of the “change of basis”
generated by (3.20); cf. [40, Lemma 4.5] for details. and can be shown
inductively in €(J, m) via (3.20), and (3.23), cf. [40, Lemma 4.6] and [40,
Lemma 4.7], respectively. Finally, is a consequence of Lemma [3.4] propagated
inductively via (3.20), cf. [40, Lemma 4.8]. O
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Property (3.25) implies that, as a coalgebra, U(L) is the transposition of the free
commutative algebra R[J LI {1, ..., d}]. More precisely, given the generators

{Z(%n)}(%n)e/% U {Zi}izl,.“,d (3.28)

together with the canonical duality pairing
’ J
(D(ymy, Z77™) = 5§Jmn)”
the following relation holds:
(U, M1 M) = (copU, M1 & My).

For later purpose, let us write the coordinate representation of the action g and the
concatenation product with respect to the basis ((3.24)), i. e.

o(Dm)Z" = Z(Ag)zj,m),gzﬁ : (3:29)

(J,m)
D(J/ m’)D(J” m'’) = Z (A )(J’ m’), (J”,m") D(J,m)-
(J,m)

Note that
(AQ)ZLIH),B = (D(J,m))g- (3-30)

An iterative application of the mapping properties to (3.6) imply that

(Ag)Z]e’lJllv)ﬁ #0 = e N;

forall J 20, (A)5h ,#0 — Bew;

N
(Do) s 70 = BET. (3-32)

Similarly, iterating and yields
A gms #0 = I8l =y +[(J,m)]. (3.33)

In addition, from (3.26) we have for every (,n) € Al and everyi =1, ...,d

(€(v,m;0)
(A)(J;Ym/) (J// m//)
E 5o’ w0 ntm”y (€ nim)0) 50 (3-34)
- (D(J’ ’))fy (]/7 m’) ( m”’ )6(J;tm/) 5J//.

vy eN
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3.2 The canonical model as an exponential map

For the sake of this discussion, let us assume that the solution to is smooth,
and thus all derivatives make classical sense. Following (2.12)), we may express the
r.h.s. as

Z zq)la, v, 1€ (3-35)

leg—u{0}

thus, it is natural to seek a representation of the model equation in terms of a
shift. By the identification (2.9)), the nonlinearity is shifted by the model, which at
the infinitesimal level means that we need to consider the generators in <, which
contain multi-indiceqB|in F . In addition, the subcriticality condition imposes that
the derivatives of u on the r. h. s. cannot be of arbitrarily high order, cf. (2.36). We
shall focus on the smaller set of indiced™]

M = {(y,n) € M| |n| < n+a}, (3.36)
and accordingly on the set of generators
D = {27 D™} meu- U{0itio1,. a- (337
We first note the following strengthening of the finiteness property (2.18):
Lemma 3.9 Forevery 8 € M(R),
#{(7,(¢/,n)) € M(R) x M~ | ' D™} #£0} <00 (3.38)

Proof. Recall . Fixing 3, there are finitely many +’ to consider, since it must
hold that v/ < S. In addition, the restriction |n’| < 7 4 @ implies there are finitely
many n’. For fixed (7, n’), we appeal to (2.18)) and obtain finitely many . O

This restricted set of generators forms a Lie sub-algebra, as can be deduced from

(3-10), (3.11) and (3.12) and recalling the mapping properties (3.3), (3.5) and (3.6).
More precisely, the following holds.

Lemma 3.10 Let L~ be the Lie algebra generated by 9~ with the Lie bracket
, ; then L™ is a Lie sub-algebra of L. In addition, let L™ denote the Lie
sub-algebra generated by {ZFYD(n)}(%n)E s then (L™ ,>) is a pre-Lie sub-algebra

of(f/, >).

We consider the universal envelope U(L ™), which is the Hopf sub-algebra of U(L)
generated by the basis elements {D(jm) }(jmenscu-)xna- The structure constants

of the action, cf. (3.29) inherit the finiteness property (3.38)) in the following way.

3Giving a special role to the polynomials, encoded in 8;.

“Actually, according to lb we should rather consider 1 + max;c¢- g0y reg(l) as an upper
bound, but there is in practice no difference since we think of reg([) and ¢ as infinitesimally close to
each other.
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Lemma 3.11 Forevery f € J U N,
#{(v,(J;m)) € (T UN) x (MWL) x N§ | (Ag) )y 5 # 0} < 0. (3.39)
Proof. Recall (3.30). Note that

Dum)} #0 = 8> JF, 07, (3.40)
ol

which can be read off as an endomorphism. As a consequence, for a fixed
B, there are finitely many 4 allowed, and J(¥,n) is bounded. In addition,
restricts n to only finitely many. The combination of these observations implies
that for a fixed /3 there exist only finitely many J € M (/™) giving non-vanishing
contributions. Moreover, from (3.33)) we learn

m| =8| — ]y = Y JEm(Y] +n - [h).
(CANISN A
Since the homogeneity of v € I U N is bounded from below (cf. ), we obtain
an upper bound for |m| and thus finitely many m.

It only remains to show that for fixed 8 and (J, m)
{7 € T UR (A # 0} < 0.
This can be obtained recursively from (3.38) via
O™ =m()0" “ 0,
and

— 1 5 a
D(J,m) = WD(‘]—E(&,ﬁ),m)Z’yD(n)

J"(B)+1 7
_ Z W(D(‘],’m/))é D(J”J"e(B,ﬁ)?m”)’
(J'm)+(J" m")=(J—e@,5.m) B
(J',m")#0
(3-41)
which follows from (3.22) and (3.25). O

As a consequence of the finiteness property (3.39), we may transpose the action
li of U(L™) over T'%.

Proposition 3.12 Le{9 T~ := R[M~ U {1,...,d}]. Then

- -\ (J;m)
Bjzg= ). B mZM ez,
(Jm)EM (M~ )xNg
veEN

definesamap A, Ty =T @T.

5Careful! 7'~ should not be confused with T _ in [12] Definition 5.3], i. e. trees of negative degree
conforming to a rule.
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Consider the set of characters Alg(7, R), i. e. multiplicative functionals f over
T~ ; these are characterized by their action on the elements (3.28)), i. e.

d
W= Zy ), fii=8Z), ™ =T[™ T OV (42)

i=1 (y,mel~

Following [31, (8.17)], with help of the map A, we may define I’y : Ty — T'; by
Iy =1®hHA,; (3.43)

taking the dual perspective, Iy "™ : T ;‘\‘[ —T J’\‘[ is given by

Te* =Y "™ oD m), (3.44)
(J;m)

which is effectively a finite sum thanks to the finiteness property (3.39). Note that
by and we also have

Iy"Ty C Ty

I'y* Ty C Ty.

We now use these maps to rephrase the model equation (2.22)). Formally, (3.33)
and the identification suggest to write

I, =T () za04),

leg~

where f € Alg(T~, R) is generated from II, itself. Note that {e(0) }ice-ugo} C N,
thus the action is well-defined. There is however one issue to be solved: II, takes
values in T3, so we need to connect the characters Alg(7~, R) with power series
Tg. To this end, we first derive the following exponential formula, which is the
analogue to the explicit formulas used in [42, 40} 1], cf. e. g. [40] (5.16)].

Lemma 3.13 Let f € Alg(T—,R). For every n, consider
fW =3 S Y [ € Ty

vEN meNg
given by
Fm { f{yn) if (y,m) € M~ and
7 0 otherwise,
m\40,m—n)
é:) N { 811){( ’ Z;:efwlil:e.and (3-45)
Then
Iy*= Z ll' Z Fm) g pln) L pm), (3.46)

>0 " ny,.meENG
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Note that by resummation, cf. [40, Lemma A.2], may be rewritten as
—% 1 rk Nk
Iy = Y &HfDN

keM(Ng)
In particular, by definition (2.13)),
- k
T C Y za08) =D zanfre.
lee—u{0} (LK)

This coincides with the r. h. s. of the model equation (when projected
onto 3 € W), which suggests that we should take f™ = LO"II,. We denote the
corresponding character as I1,, € Alg(7, R), given by

Hg}; = %8“1_[3077 H:L‘z = ( — x)l.7 (347)
and rewrite the model equation for § € N as
gﬂxg = H;
B’ ( 8
- \ 3.48)
{ 28 = (TIn, 2iee-ugoy 2008 s

where for simplicity we denote I'fy  the map associated to (3.39) via (3.44).

Remark 3.14 Note that by 1i li and 1! we have that for every 8 € N \ W,

the component (I'fy >~ (co- g0y Z,0) g is @ polynomial: Indeed,

Th, Y 200) genn = U Z0)20,0) ey
leg£—u{0}

where I *_ is generated via 1) choosing £V = 0 and f; = (- — z);.

Proof of Lemma We claim that

Lam ="k ST (M 2 2z D™D (3.49)
>1 mi,nieNg,mﬁéO
mi—+...-~m;=m
and postpone the proof. Then by multiplicativity (3.42) and the identification (3.45)
we have

Z ﬁf(o,m) oM

meNg

1
= Z Z i Z féln];-)%m Zng+my " 'fé:ll-)rmz znl_,_mlD(nz). .. p®)

meNg >1 mi,nieNg, m; #0
mj+...4+m;=m

1
S S St e D DI

>0 m;,n; ENg
m;>n;
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On the other hand, the summation lemma [40, Lemma A.2] yields

DAL
J m
_ Z 71' Z ’(Yllll)z“/l .. ,ff/?z)zvz(z ﬁ@m)D(“” ... D)
m

120 (y1m),...,(ypmp)EM™
Combining both identities we get, as desired,

> ™D )

(J,m)

_ Z Tl' Z f(ﬂ)1 ZN . _f’(y?)lz')’l pow ... pm)

1200 (yy,my),...,(v,m)ET XN

_ Z 71' Z f(“l) . f(nz)D(nz) ... D@

>0 nl,...,IIZENg

We now show inductively in m. The case ¢(m) = 1 follows from (2.15), we
now assume it true for m and aim to prove it for m + e; for some ¢ = 1, ..., d. Recall
that

9; 0™ = (m(i) + 1)

il

8m+ei

e (3.50)
On the other hand, using the Leibniz rule and the induction hypothesis, we write

9;Lom

im!

I D N R

ngig
>1 np,...,ngq ENS m;,....m;q ENS\{O}
m +,..+ml+1 =m-+e;
m;=e;

n n
X Zny4my an+1+mz+1D( ). p)

ETEE R e im0 ()

n
>1 nl,...,nZENg mi,...,mleNd\{O} Jj=1
mi—+...~m;=m

n n; n
inl+m1”'an+mj+€i."znl+mlD( Z)D( J)D( 1).

In the first r. h. s. term we note that we may run the outer sum over [ > 0 since the
case [ = 0 is empty. On the other hand, we may by symmetry rewrite

+1
> Tmx X
41
m,,..,m; . €N\ {0} J=1 m;,...m; NG\ {0}
m;—+...4+m; 1 =m+e; m;—+...4+m; 1 =m+e;
m;1=e; m;=e;

Shifting the sum in / by [ — | — 1, we then rewrite the whole term as

l
SEE S X U e D D

>1 n1,...,nl€Ng Jj=1 mi,...,mleNg\{O}
m; +...+m=m+e;
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In the second r. h. s. term, we shift the third sum by m; — m; — ¢; so that
l

!
)P IED VDS
m;,...meN\{0} 7=1 =1 m;,...meNg\{0}

mi—+...4+~m;=m mi+...+m;=m--e;
mj;>e;

The sum of the two terms then yields

l
Z % Z Z Z mj(i)(mr—;ml)' ’ '(nl:lml)znl-i-mf : ‘ZnH—sz(nl)' .- D™

>1 1’11,...7nl€N8j:1 ml,...,mlENg\{O}
mi+...4-m;=m+e;
m;>e;

Note now that the presence of the factor m;(i) implies that unless m; > e; the
corresponding term vanishes, so we can actually remove the condition m; > e; and
write

l
SHY S S mOCm ) e DD

121 ny,...,neNd 7=1my,....m;eNE\ {0}
mi+...4+m;=m+e;

_ (m(z) + I)ZTII Z Z (m:lrlml) (nz;rlmz)

21 ny,....meNg m;,...meNH{0}
mi—+...~m;=m-+-e;

X Zny+m; " an+mlD(nl) e D(nl).

Then follows from (3.50). 0

3.3 The structure group

We now focus on shifts coming from recentering: These arise from imposing the
homogeneity condition on positive terms (i. e. a local vanishing condition), and thus
are generated by Taylor-like expansions of order fixed by the homogeneity. This
leads us to considering the set of indices

M= {(y,m) € M| n| <7+ |7} (3.51)
as well as the set of generators
DT = {27 D™} meu+ U{0i}tiz1,.. a-
The analogue of the finiteness property holds for .
Lemma 3.15 Forevery 8 € M(R),

#{(7, (¢, 0)) € M(R) x M*|@' D™)] £0} <00,  (3.52)
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Proof. Recall (2.17). As in the proof of Lemma[3.g] fixing /3, there are finitely many
7/ to consider. Condition |n’| < 7+ |7/| in turn yields finitely many n’. Finally, we
appeal to and obtain finitely many . O

As in the previous subsection, we now construct a Lie sub-algebra from &,

, ; then L™ is a Lie sub-algebra of L. In addition, let L™ denote the Lie
sub-algebra generated by {Z"YD(“)}(%H)6 i+ then (L™, ) is a pre-Lie sub-algebra
of (L, ).

Lemma 3.16 Let L be the Lie algebra generated by ™ with the Lie bracket
<i)

Proof. Recall the mapping properties (3.3)), (3.5) and (3.6). Itis then enough to show
that identities (3.10)), (3.11) and (3.12) preserve (3.51)). Note that (3.17)) implies

forall (') € M*, @' D™} #0 = |8 > |;
this shows closedness for (3.10). Similarly, implies
@)} £0 — 18> .

which shows closedness for (3.12)). Finally, since |n—e¢;| < |n

, (3.11) is also closed.

|

We consider the universal envelope U(L™), which is the Hopf sub-algebra of
U(L) ge.:nerated by the ba.sis elements {D( J7m)}( )M+ XN+ Asin the? previous
subsection, the strong finiteness property (3.52) implies finiteness properties for the
structure constants of the action and the product.

Lemma 3.17
e Forevery B €T UWN,

#{(v,(J;m)) € (T U N x (ML) x NO) | (Ag)&m),ﬁ # 0} < o0; (3.53)
e forevery (J,m) € M(JMMt) x N¢,

#{(J’,m'), (J",m”) c M(,/ﬁL+) X Ng | (A')Ej”l,nni’),(‘]”,m”) %+ 0} < 00.
(3-54)

Proof. The proof of is a slight variation of the arguments of Lemma[3.11]
replacing 0L~ with (. We henceforth focus on . By the algebra morphism
property of the coproduct, together with the representation (3.23)), it is enough to
show the statement for (J, m) of length one, i. e. either J = 0 and m = e¢;, or
J = e(y,n andm = 0. In the first case, it can be deduced from that necessarily
J' = J" =0, so we are left with products of the form

m/ +m/l

D(Ovm/)D(OamH) = ( m’ )D(O,m/-‘v-m”)?
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which in turn implies
(0,e4) _ S€i
(A)0m),0m) = Om-4m (3.55)

and trivially yields finitely many m’, m”. We now focus on the case J = €(yn),
m = (; this corresponds to the v component of with Uy = Dy my and
Uz = D(j» my. Welook at the two summands in separately. The y-component
of the first term takes the form

: ()
v (y"5m)
(B my 7O miry

By the finiteness property , for fixed 7 there are finitely many (J',m’) €
M(MT) x N¢ and v/ € T U N giving non-vanishing contributions, thus yielding
finitely many (J”, m") € M (/") x N¢. The y-component of the second term in
takes the form
Z (n+m) 5(6(/«,,n-/‘-m)70)5(0,/l/n) .
m /% m) (J" ")
m

By the condition [n + m| < n + |y| in (3.51)), only finitely many m are allowed,
concluding the proof. O

Note that (3.33)) combined with condition (3.51)) yields the triangularity property
for all (J,m) € M (") x N& (Ag)&mm #0 = |B| > |y (3.56)

We are now in a position to transpose the action and the product to obtain the
following structure.

Proposition 3.18 Let T" := R[MT U{1,...,d}].
o Let AT : T+ — T @ T be defined by

Fzm = (:m) ') o 7 (T m')
Az - Z (A‘)(J’,m’),(J”,m”)Z ®7Z .
(J,,m/),(J”,m”)GM(‘/Mf”)XNg

Then there exists a map A™ : TT — T such that T is a Hopf algebra with
coproduct AT and antipode A,
o Let A : Ty v — TF @ (T ;) be defined by

TJUN
+, 94 (J;m)
Agzp = Y. Ampl™ @z,
(Jm)EM (M) xNg
YETUN

Then (T, Az,r) is a left comodule over T, i. e.

(d® ADAT = (AT ®id)A].
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Proof. Tt only remains to show that the bialgebra 7't is actually a Hopf algebra. We
do this by a gradedness argument. Condition (3.51) implies for the grading (3.27)

|(J,m)| >0 and |[(J,;m)| =0 < (J,m) = (0,0),

which in turn shows that U(L) is a connected graded Hopf algebra. As a consequence,
T™ is a connected graded bialgebra, and thus a Hopf algebra. The antipode o™ is
the transposition of the antipode of U(L™). O

Remark 3.19 Scanning the proof of (3.54), we can show the analogue in case of
JL~, and thus T~ can be endowed with a coproduct. We will make no use of this
bialgebra structure, though.

As in the previous subsection, consider the set Alg(7T", R) of multiplicative
functionals 7 over 7", which as in (3.42) are characterized by their action on the
elements P71, i. e.

d
7P = w(Zy ), mi=wZ), 7 =TJ@)m [ &0, G5
1:1 (’Y,n)eﬂ/[f"

Alg(T,R) is a group under the convolution product,
mro =(ro)Al, ml=nd". (3.58)

Under the lens of the coaction Az, this gives rise to the structure group. However,
there is a subtlety: We want to see the maps of the structure group acting on 75, but
it is not true that A;Tg C T ® Ty. We therefore introduce the projected coaction

A7 = (pg @ idAT,

which in coordinates takes the form

+, Y (J,m)
Ajzg= 3 AmeZ"™ ez,
(Jm)EM (M+)xNg
yeT

The mapping property 1} then implies that (75, E) is a left comodule over
T ,i.e. - o
(d® ADAF = (AT ®idAF. (3.59)

as maps in 7g.
Lemma 3.20 The group

G:={Ti = (@ @idA] |7 € AlgT",R)} (3.60)
is a well-defined structure group; in particular, for all @ € Alg(T",R),

Tx —id); #0 = |y] <8
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Proof. The group structure is a consequence of the group structure of Alg(7T™, R)
and the comodule property (3.59). The triangularity property is a consequence of

(3-56). O

Remark 3.21 Note that a character w € Alg(T™,R) also defines a map ') :
Ty i = To 4> replacing Aj by Ag' in (3.60). We will use the same notation for

PUN
both since, when taking the dual perspective as in the previous subsection, we have
I = > m™eDm); (3.61)
(Jm)EM (M+)xNg

now the mapping property implies
LTy C Ty,

which means that the restriction I'1* |T§ coincides with the dual of the maps in G.

In addition, implies
LTy C Ty (3.62)

For later purpose, let us express the composition rule in terms of the characters.

Lemma 3.22 Let w,0 € Alg(T", R) be defined in terms of the characters .
Then for every (y,n) € J

(meo) =D 700+ Y, (Fm et (3.63)
veN meNd

and foreveryi =1, ...,d
(T x0); = + 0;. (3.64)

Proof. Note that by (3.57) and (3.58)
(o) = (m ® O)AT Zy ).

Then (3.63) follows from (3.34) and the representation (3.61). Similarly, (3.64)
follows from (3.55). O

Remark 3.23 Asin Lemma we define for every n € Ng

7-‘-(11) — Z 7T’(YH)Z’Y + Z 7Tg:)zm

vEN meNyg
with
@ 7w if (y,m) € A" and
T, = .
v otherwise,

0
o _ (MwOm=m " ifn <m and
m 0 otherwise.
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Then
i = Zfl! Z 7ML m) p) L pn)

>0 nl,...,nleNg

which is the exponential formula found in [42, 40, 41].

In the application to the model equations (3.48)) we will need to concatenate maps
of the form (3.43) and (3.60). More precisely, and adopting the dual perspective,
from (3.48) we see that the recentering of the model will require a composition of
the form

+ —
| A I
The main issue is that such a composition is not closed: Indeed, this can be seen
at the level of the universal enveloping algebras, where we note that the product

U(LT)U(L™) is not contained in the union U(LT) U U(L™). Nevertheless, since our
interest is in the application to (3.48), we effectively only need the projected product

UIHeUL™) — UL — UL

UroU. o UU- s iU, 3

Note that when U(L) acts on T’ /Tf this projection is immaterial, since derivatives of

In| > 7+ @ produce vanishing contributions due to the subcriticality condition. The
argument for (3.54), also applied to . ~, shows that for all (J,m) € M (™) x N¢

(J',m’) € M(M*) x Nd ’ (Jm)
#{ (J”,m”) c M(./M,i) % Ng (A')(J’7m’),(J”7m”) 7é 0, < o,

and thus the projected concatenation product can be transposed: We define
AT : T~ — T+ @ T~ in coordinates by

A#Z(J,m) . Z (A.)(J,m) Z(J’,m/) ® Z(J”,m”)

(J',m’),(J" ;m")
(J' mYeM(MT)xNG
(J" m")EM(M™)xNE

Y

and the corresponding convolution product * : Alg(T",R) ® Alg(T~,R) —
Alg(T—,R) as
mxf = (w @ HAT.

As in Lemma|3.22] (3.34) and (3.55) allow us to express the composition rule at the
level of the characters by

(e p® = SO + T amgomon (3.66)

v EeN meNd
(mw*f); =m; +1;. (3.67)
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3.4 Admissible counterterms and the renormalized model equations

In regularity structures, renormalization takes the form of the subtraction of divergent
constants to smooth approximations of the model, so that the limit when the
regularization is removed is well-defined. As a consequence, the renormalized
model no longer is a basis for local approximations of the solution to the original
equation, but rather to a modified version of it, where the nonlinearities are shifted
by divergent counterterms; this is what we may call a bottom-up approach to
renormalization. This is the approach widely used for regularity structures based on
decorated trees [31, 12, [9]. In this subsection, we describe a top-down approach
to algebraic renormalization. By fop-down we mean that we adopt the opposite
perspective: We postulate the presence of a counterterm in the equation and use
this modified equation to deduce the form of the renormalized model, via the
renormalized model equations. From the algebraic viewpoint, both approaches
are essentially equivalent, but we adopt the top-down approach in line with the
renormalization performed in [41].

The type of transformations we are interested in take the form
a'a'+ c([), (3.68)

where, for every [ € £~ U {0}, ¢ is a priori allowed to depend on a, p, u, {£};ce-
and space-time points # € R? The set of admissible counterterms carries a
more restrictive structure, which we may deduce as a consequence of some natural
assumptions.

Assumption 1 The counterterm c does not depend on the parameterization of the
solution space. In particular, ¢* does not depend on p except through u.

Roughly speaking, this means that the renormalization constants themselves should
be independent of the choice of the solution or, in other words, that the renormalized
equation remains the same for all the possible solutions. This could be broken in
SPDEs on domains with boundaries, where the singular behavior close to the bound-
ary is incorporated to the solution kernel and thus might produce renormalization
constants which do depend on the boundary condition; cf. [26}27].

Assumption 2 The counterterm is deterministic, except through the randomness
included inw. This has two effects: On the one hand, it forces ¢' = 0 for [ € £7, so
that we can identify ¢'=0 = ¢; on the other, the dependence of c on & outside of u is
only through its law.

This is consistent with the renormalization performed in the class of singular SPDEs
under consideration, where the divergent part of each nonlinear functional of the
noise considered is its expectation.

Assumption 3 The counterterm is independent of space-time points outside of the
local dependence u(x).
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This space-time stationarity assumption is reasonable if the noises are all stationary
and the operator is translation-invariant. However, it is known that, in non-translation-
invariant situations, counterterms take the form of space-time functions, cf. e. g.

2.
Assumption 4 The counterterm is a local function of u.

This assumption can be connected to the usual locality assumption in QFT. Together
with assumptions and [3] it implies that the counterterm satisfies

cla,u, r] = cla](u(z)).

Recalling now (2.12)), we may identify ¢ with a power series ¢ € R[[R]]. By the
shift structure of the previous subsections, we write

cla,u,z] =0 (o cla, g, z].

Let us now discuss some restrictions on c. Since our description of solutions is
based on functionals II, g, the population conditions of ¢ should be consistent with
those of 11, ; thus we postulate

ceTy.

Renormalization is required for nonlinear functionals of the noise, which means that
we may restrict to

cg#0 = (B)>2. (3.69)

Finally, renormalization is required only if nonlinearities in the equation are ill-
defined, which allows us to impose

cg#0 = |B] <0. (3.70)
Definition 3.24 Let
6 :={BeN||B]<0,(B)>2}. (3.71)

We call {c € T} the set of admissible counterterms

Remark 3.25 Note that, as a consequence of (2.38), T C Ty C T3 is a finite-
dimensional linear subspace.

Recall now Subsection and particularly (3.48), where we rewrote the model
equation for in terms of a shift constructed via the multiplicative functional of
T~ identified with the model. Following the same principle, the translation
may be reduced to shifting z o) by ¢V and then applying T'%;, so that the new model
equation takes the form

LI = Ff—l Z f[(Z(I,O) + (5?6) = Z Fik—[&Z(Lo) + FT—IC. (3.72)
lee-u{0} leg—u{o0}
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3.5 Connection to preparation maps

In this subsection, using the connection between multi-indices and trees of Subsection
we want to compare the previous construction with the algebraic renormalization
generated by preparation maps; these were introduced in [8, Definition 3.3] (see
also [, Section 3.1]) to provide a recursive construction of renormalized models in
regularity structures. A preparation map (or rather its dual) is a map R* which is
lower triangular with respect to the homogeneity, upper triangular in the number of
noises, and furthermore satisfies a right morphism property

R'(c ~nT)=0 N R*r, (3.73)

where " here denotes the simultaneous grafting product (which is obtained via the
Guin-Oudom procedure as a concatenation product corrected by the grafting pre-Lie
product, cf. e. g. [29, Proposition 2.7 (ii)]). Since the tree pre-Lie algebra is free
[z0ll, every rooted tree can be uniquely expressed as the simultaneous grafting of
subtrees onto a node, namely its root. Therefore, (3.73) effectively takes the form of
an action on the root of trees, i. e.

R*E [ ] Iy () = (B Z) [ ] T, (79)-
j J

The renormalization procedure is then inductively propagated by an additional
multiplicative map, which acts on the trees which are simultaneously grafted (cf.

e. g. [8, (9)].

Similarly, we may identify o : U(L) ® T! G}u i 15,5 as the simultaneous
grafting of the basis elements (3.24)). Actually, it follows from the pre-Lie morphism
property of W that its canonical extension W satisfies a morphism property
with respect to simultaneous grafting, which for a rooted tree takes the particular
form

v, (E[ Hj“”(m) — 0, ( Hj“”(m ~ E[) - Q(‘I’(Hjmi(ﬁ))>\1/(5().

This suggests that a preparation map for multi-indices could be defined identifying
R*z0) = R*V[Z], and then propagating in the same way. Actually, the triangularity
properties of preparation maps are consistent with the translation z( o) — z(,0) + ¢
in our approach: The lower triangularity with respect to the homogeneity follows
from condition (3.70), whereas the upper triangularity with respect to the number of
noises is a consequence of () > 1, which in turn follows from (3.69). However,
recall from Subsection that a multi-index 8 encodes the fertility of the tree,
but does not identify a specific node as a root; in other words, the root of a tree
corresponding to a multi-index is an inner node for a different tree associated to the
same multi-index. For example,

V[EIF Ep I Ep)I Ep)] = 227 0T o Tet2e0 — W2, F (E(F ()]



RENORMALIZED EQUATIONS AND SMOOTH MODELS 44

on the 1. h. s. the root is a node = with fertility 2, whereas on the r. h. s. the root is a
node =y with fertility 1. In order for a preparation map to be stable in multi-indices,
the contributions from these trees should be the same, which implicitly means
that we not only should define the renormalization at the root, but at every node.
Consequently, the right morphism property (3.73)) is not expected, and the extension
of R* will always take the form of a full morphism.

Still, the philosophy behind the preparation map approach can be seen in our
construction via the model equations (3.72)). Indeed, the reformulation in terms of
exponential maps allows to keep the U(L) and z( ¢y contributions virtually
separated, while our counterterm c takes the form of a translation only of the z( o)
part. This plays the analogue role of a preparation map: However, this is never
complemented by a multiplicative map that allows us to express renormalization
in terms of a linear map applied to the model, but we rather let the hierarchy of
equations propagate the translation of z( ). This is natural in our approach because
we do not have an abstract (algebraic) integration operation, i. e. an analogue of
the planting operation in trees, but rather two models connected by the concrete
integration kernel.

4 Renormalized equations and smooth models

In this section we implement the previous algebraic construction to build smooth
models for suitably modified versions of (1.1)), i. e.

Pu= Y d@+c).

leg£—-u{0}

4.1 Formulation of the main result

Before we formulate our main result, we need to establish an analytic framework.
We will assume that all the noises are qualitatively smooth (of course, we do not
claim that the output of Theorem [4.1] and in particular the estimates of the model,
will be uniform when removing a regularization of the noise). We furthermore
assume

ar<0, el ay=0;

this assumption avoids having to center the noises, but is only made for convenience
and could in principle be removed. Regarding the solution theory of the PDE, we
will use the mild formulation of the equation as was the case in Hairer’s works [31]],
and more specifically the integration steps of [31}, Section 5]. In this sense, we
slightly deviate from the multi-index approach [42] [41]], as [377, Section 6] already
did in the case of an elliptic multiplicative SPDE. The analytic assumptions are then
formulated in terms of kernels: We assume that

u=Kx( Y d@g+cw)+Rx( Y adé+cw)+ov,  (4.1)

leg—u{0} leg—u{0}
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where K is compactly supported, 12 is smooth and v incorporates the effect of the
initial value. Since our interest is not the solution theory, but only the construction
of the model, we will disregard the last two terms, as they can be parameterized by
polynomials; at the same time, additional polynomial contributions (which will be
required in the model equation for recentering) can be absorbed, so we allow for
some freedom in that sense. Therefore, in line with the derivation of (2.6)), and the
more rigorous construction of Section [3] for every 3 € N we write

I, = K * (I'y, ( Z z(,0)§; + ¢)) mod polynomials. (4.2)
(eeu{0}

Assumption 5 There exist a smooth function K : R\ {0} — R which is scale
invariant in the sense that there exists ) > |s| such that

Ko = A1k,
and such that K = K - x where x € C2° is a smooth cutoff supported in By.

The decomposition combined with Assumption [5|corresponds to a simple case
of the assumptions considered in [31}, Section 5], as reflected in [31, Lemma 5.5],
where translation-invariance is incorporated to the kernel. Indeed, the cited result
establishes in particular that K is a n-regularizing kernel, cf. [31, Assumption 5.1],
and annihilates polynomials of some degree, cf. [31, Assumption 5.4]. However,
regarding the polynomials, we will actually make use of the property that K preserves
polynomials of any order, as stated in [6, Lemma 2.9]; i. e.

K(- — 2)z"dz is a polynomial of degree < |n|.
Rd

From the point of view of our model equation, this justifies the population conditions
and (2.29). Indeed, is consistent due to K * 0 = 0. On the other hand,
multi-indices with no noise components will always generate polynomials which,
after convolution with K, can be absorbed in the polynomial we mod out in (4.2)),
thus making consistent. The n-regularizing property means that K satisfies a
multi-level Schauder estimate of degree 7, as established in [[31, Theorem 5.17] in
the context of modelled distributions. This in particular contains classical Schauder,
cf. e. g. [25, Theorem 14.17]. In principle, the condition > |s| can be relaxed to
1 > |s| with the cost of dealing with logarithmic divergences, cf. [31, Remark 5.6],
but we keep away from these analytic technicalities. See for the formulation
we will use in our construction.

The mild formulation is of course just an Ansatz which is convenient for
us due to the amount of existing literature on regularity structures. In applications,
other PDE arguments can be used to construct the model, as seen in the multi-index
approach [41, 39]. These works only deal with the heat operator, but one can
generalize the techniques imposing some assumptions on the operator &; see [30]
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for a fourth order parabolic operator in the context of the stochastic thin film equation.
However, there are some fundamental reasons why these approaches cannot work for
our goal of constructing a model for any counterterm. In [39], the well-posedness
of the model equation is based on a Liouville principle combined with the local
homogeneity condition, cf. [39, Lemma 3.9]. This works as long as the local and
the global behavior of the model are within the same integer range; in the presence
of a counterterm, this is no longer expected, since at small scales the dominant term
is always given by the homogeneity, but at large scales the counterterm dominates.
Thus, [39] as stated can only deal with the canonical model. In turn, the counterterm
in [41] deals as well with the large scale behavior, cf. [£1], Proposition 4.6], imposing
some sort of uniqueness; therefore a generic counterterm cannot work.

We are now in a position to construct a model, thus showing our main result.
Theorem 4.1 Let & be smooth for all | € £7. Let K satisfy Assumption E] For

every admissible counterterm c € T%, there exists a model 11, : R — T§, Iy eG
such that holds and for every 3 € N

I3 = K =115 mod polynomial of deg < |3| + 7, (4.3)
5 = (FT'[I( Z §iza0) + C)>,3' (4.4)
leg—u{0}

More precisely, (11;,1'y,) satisfy the algebraic constraints

I, =I%, 00, Ui, =T8T (4.5)

Tz 2y

as well as the analytic estimates

)] Sy — 2P, Mas@)] < ly — =[P, 4.6)
(@3 S ly — 2110 4.7)

forall B,y € 97UJ\7and\y—x\ <1

4.2 Proof of Theorem

The proof of Theorem [4.1]is inductive, so we first need to set up an order in the set
of multi-indices such that the 5-projection of (4.3)), only depends on “previous”
multi-indices. We achieve this assuming at this stage that the counterterm c is
given as an input; see later in Subsection [4.3/how this can be modified when the
renormalization constants need to be chosen within the induction.

Looking at the r. h. s. of , we note that we require that (Fﬁz (&za0) + 0)s
depends on 0"II only for “previous” ’. This is true considering the component-
wise ordering (2.20). The inductive structure then holds as a consequence of the
following general property.
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Lemma 4.2 Letf € Alg(T~,R), and let Ty be given by (3.43). Forevery B, € N,
the component (Ff_*)g depends only on {f;}i—1 . 4 U {fg}/)}(%n/)eﬂf with ' < f3.

Proof. We use representation (3.44). By the finiteness property (3.39), we may
focus on a fixed (J, m) € M (M ~) x N¢. The multiplicativity property li implies
that our statement is equivalent to

(D J,m))ngY £0 = ~ < Bforall ¥ with J(v,n’) # 0.

Note that this does not follow from ((3.40)), since we need a strict inequality. We start
showing it for the generators . For {0;}=1,.. 4 there is nothing to show; for
Z7' D™ it follows from . The proof concludes by induction on the length of
(J, m), using the recursion (3.41)). O

We now describe the induction for the construction of II,. For every n € N¢, we

fix IL;e, by (2.21), and the corresponding character IT,; = (- — x); in (3.47). For a
multi-index 3 € N, each induction step consists of the following:

1. Construction and estimates of . Since Y, &zgo) + ¢ € T%, Lemma
implies that this only depends on O"I1, 4 for 5 € W, 8’ < [ and the polynomials,
which were fixed at the very beginning.

2. Construction and estimates of 9"11,3 via the mild formulation (4.3).

It is crucial that we assume that the noises are qualitatively smooth (or at least
sufficiently regular) so that multiplication is a continuous operation. This way, the
estimates of II;” come out as a consequence of the estimates of I'; and &. The
former, in turn, are a consequence of estimates of II, in previous levels and the
multiplicative structure, as reflected in the inductive procedure. More precisely, for

f € Alg(T™,R) and I'y defined by li it follows by the representation (3.44)
and the multiplicativity property ti that fixing 5,y € WV,

(T3 < > E™NOum) = D TTIE™ T 117 10wm)il,

(J,m) (Jm) 1 (')
and by (3.33) it holds
— +|(J,m) ) NI
|(Ff *)g| < Z 6‘|’5I |(J;m)| H |fi|m(z) H |f$)‘ ')
(J,m) i (')

Therefore, estimates on Fﬁz(z) follow from estimates of 9"I1,(z) on previous levels
and the polynomial characters; more specifically, we will feed in the induction the
estimate

0L, 5(2)| < |2 — |/l (4.8)

which generalizes the second estimate in (4.6). Then, recalling

] m) J -
(Tl S 30 1™z — 2Vl 5 J2 — 101,
(J.m)
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Remark 4.3 Of course, the multiplicativity property is useless without the smooth-
ness assumption. Therefore, for mollified noises, we do not claim that our estimates
are uniform when the regularization is removed. In the singular case, one needs to
benefit from the choice of renormalization constants and potentially perform two
reconstruction steps for the estimate of 11, : The first one to get the estimate of I'ry,
(which could involve singular products of integrated functionals, i. e. planted trees),
the second to get the estimate of I'ry z( )& (Which would involve singular products
between integrated functionals and noises, i. e. rooted trees).

The so-called integration step, i. e. passing from II to II,, involves the
n-regularizing property of K. This more analytic side of the construction is beyond
the scope of this paper, which is mostly algebraic, so we will always refer to the
already existing literature on multi-level Schauder estimates in regularity structures,
in particular [31} Section 5] and [6]. We will state our integration steps in a pointwise
form, 1. e.

)| S ly — 2" = [0"(K * h(y) = T K + hy))| S |y — 277", (4.9)

where T% is the Taylor polynomial of its argument centered at = and to order . The
interested reader can consult [6, Lemma 3.15] for a clear exposition of how to obtain
such an estimate under Assumption

Similarly, the construction of I';, involves an induction with respect to the
component-wise order of multi-indices. We have the analogue of Lemma4.2]

Lemma 4.4 Let € Alg(T,R), and let T} be given by .
e Forevery3 € J and~y € JV the component (Fi*)g depends only on {m;};=1,. 4
U {wg‘}')}mn/)e/w with~' < j3.
e For every f € J and n € Ng, the component (I‘j;*)g" depends only on
{mi}iz1,..a U {7}

Proof. By the finiteness property (3.53), we may reduce the problem to a fixed
element D(jm). The proof of the first item is the same as in Lemmal4.2] For the
second, it reduces to showing

Dum)g #0 = J < e@n. (4.10)

We assume J # 0, otherwise there is nothing to show. It is easy to see, e. g.

inductively in €(.J) via |i that o(Dym)zn = >4 275%™, this shows .

O

The construction of I';, then follows a structure parallel to that of II,. We start
by fixing 7., = (y — 2);, ¢ = 1, ..., d. By (3.67)), this choice is already consistent
with the recentering rule for the polynomial characters, since

IL; = —2); = (W —2)i +( —y)i = Ty + ILy;.
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In addition, the composition rule for the polynomial characters follows from (3.64)
and

Tyyi = (y—x)i=G—2)i+y —2) =Tz + T zyi-
For a multi-index 8 € N, each induction step consists of the following:
1. Construction and estimates of (I'}, )76/\/ which due to Lemma only depends
on w(“)ﬁ, with 3/ < S5.

2. Construction and estimates of 77 B via the relation

ToypuTly =T — 3wl —y)" (4.11)
neNg

This automatically shows the first item in (4.5)). In turn, it is a particular case of
the composition rule (3.66), i. e.

Mg = > Ty + > (Mrlh¢—p™ ™", (412)
~yeN m>n
Im|<[B|-+n

which we feed in the induction.
3. Proof of the recentering property, which thanks to Lemma reduces to

showing
) (m) -
xI;J/B - Z(F (ZI;/)’Y Z (n) a:nzl,é’(z y)m n’ (4-13)
eN m>n
! jml<[]--1

which we also feed in the induction.

As with IT; and I'rg, before, although now not requiring qualitative smooth-
ness since there are no singular products involved, the estimates of (1“;21})2_j are a
consequence of the estimates of its characters, namely (4.7) follows from

| (n) ‘ <ly- $’|5|+77 |n| (4.14)

which we also feed in the induction. The case v € P involves 77(“) at the current
level, which is the last estimate obtained in each induction step. The construction
and estimates of the characters wft"y), in turn, follow from the so-called three point
argument, cf. [41], Proposition 4.4], [39, Lemma 4.6]. This is based on identity

(4.11]), which at level 3 reads

AL = Thpdl)s = D0 wsC — )™
In|<|B|+n

the terms on the L. h. s. are provided by the induction hypothesis, whereas the r. h. s.
is a polynomial of fixed degree which satisfies an L°°-bound on the ball of radius 1,
and by equivalence of norms we can deduce the estimate of its coefficients.
See [39} Subsection 4.5] for the details, which we will skip in the forthcoming proof.
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Proof of Theorem|y.1] We focus on the induction for multi-indices 8 € N. The
base case is given by length-one non-polynomial multi-indices, which by conditions

and are given by 8 = ey, | € £. Then reduces to

I, =¢.

TEe((,0)

Obviously, the smoothness assumption and the fact that oy < 0 imply for |y —z| < 1
the pointwise estimate

|H$6(I,0)(y)_| Sly—z|*=|y— x|\€(l,0)|'

We now look at IT For simplicity, denote I, == K = IT;, . Take

ZE(1,0)°

T

II = HIB([,O) — 1z

T€(1,0) T€(1,0)?

which is consistent with (4.3)), and due to (4.9) gives the estimate
|8nH1’€([,0)(y)| Sly— $|a[+n7|n|- (4.15)

We now build the e g)-component of the characters for the structure group, so we
implicitly assume «; + 1 > 0 (otherwise by (3.51]) we have nothing to construct).
Take a different base point y and note that

II —1I = 0 mod polynomial of deg < ay + 7.

TE(1,0) Yew,0

Expanding this polynomial around y, we obtain the coefficients 7 o) by

HI@([,O)(Z) = Hyea,m(z) + Z g;;)e(m)(z - (4.16)
In|<leq,0)[4n

this immediately shows the recentering rule at level e( ). In addition, in

(4.16) we now use (4.15) and the three-point argument of [39, Subsection 4.5],
yielding
Jr —
| Sﬂny)e(m)‘ Sly— Jj"e([’o)‘ K |ﬂ|’

which is (4.14) at this level, and therefore yields (4.7). We now show the composition
rule at level e(,0)- For this we take a third base pomt z and note that, adding and

subtracting I1..,, in , we have that
(n) . n __ (n) n (n) . n
Z ﬂ-zy@u,m( —y = Z ﬂ-m@(r 0) —2 Z ﬂ-Zy@a,O)( —y.
In|<leq,0)+n In|<leq,0)+n In|<leq,0)|+m

Expanding the first term on the r. h. s. around y using the binomial formula, we may
rewrite this as

( )
Z xnye(lm( -y

[n|<|eq,0)|+7

= > (D mm (=2 w I — )

In|<leq,0)[+n meNZ
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Since (I'* — id)A’EN = 0, which can be seen from tl this implies the equality

€(1,0)
for each n € N¢

(n) — e o _ _\n—m
Tayen,0 = Z(F 2eqo T zyy + Z xze([yo)(y z) )
’YE.N mENd
which is (4.13)).

We now turn to the induction step. We know by Lemmathat (= )'YGN only
depends on 9"II,5 with ' < (3 and polynomials, and thus we can construct and
estimate it by the induction hypothesis in form of (4.8) via (3.27):

(o e P R il
Therefore,

(T, ) &(D)200)5] S |2 — zflPlmlecoligz)] < |2 — 2,

as well as
(T8l S 12— PPl < 2 — 2/,
v

where we used (3.70) and |z — x| < 1. Combining these two estimates we have the
first item in (4.6), i. e.
I 4(2)] S |z — 7.

We now consider

ﬁxﬁ =K x H;ﬁ’ I3 = 1:[3;5 — TLﬂHnﬁxg, (4.17)
which again by (4.9) implies (4.8). Turning our attention to I'y,,, we know by Lemma
that (I‘;‘MJ)A’E depends only on 7'r( ), with B’ < B and polynomials, so by the

induction hypothesis (4 we have for vy € N'. Moreover, by the induction
hypothesis in the form ti and (4.17), it holds that

(L, — T3, px1I,)s = 0 mod polynomial of degree < || + 7.
Expanding this polynomial around y, we get the coefficients
(Hm - F;ypNHy)ﬁ = Z (;25( )
In|<[Bl+n

and, by the three-point argument, cf. [39, Subsection 4.5], the corresponding
estimate , which in turn 1mp11es 4.7) for v € P. It only remains to show the
composmon rule i.e. . We first note that by the binomial formula

> () = (N ;';)+Z w0y = )~ )"

nGNd m>n

=D oyl =" = D Lt — 9" = D wo( -

neNg neNg neNd
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By construction, the r. h. s. is given by

H:EB - (F;yp./\fny)ﬂ - (F;zp./\f(ﬂz - FZypNHy))B - Hmﬂ + (F;zpﬁnz)ﬁ
= _(F;prVH?J - F;zp./\frzypﬂny)ﬁ
= _((F;y - F;zFZy)p./VHy)ﬁa

where in the last step we used pyI' py = I'; by as a consequence of (3.62).
Thanks to Lemma[4.4] we can use the induction hypothesis to conclude that
this expression vanishes. 0

4.3 The induction for renormalization

The previous result allows to build a smooth model for a modified version of the
original equation, but requires knowing a priori the counterterm. This is of course
not realistic, since one is expected to choose the renormalization constants while
building and estimating the model, in a way that is stable when the regularization is
removed. The component-wise order of multi-indices then has a flaw, which is that
the constants c, appearing on the r. h. s. of do not satisfy v < f3; indeed, for
this we would need that (I'y )g # 0 implies v < B, which is not true in general and
can be easily seen computing

* €(1,0) _
(an)e(r/,0)+6(l,e0> - er(l’,O) # 0.

Thus, we need to accommodate our induction to this situation, finding a new
ordering < such that I ; depends only on characters and renormalization constants
for 5’ < (. The goal of this subsection is to describe a strategy which leads to such
an ordering, but it is clearly not unique and might need modifications depending on
the renormalization procedure; cf. e. g. [41], Subsection 3.5] for a suitable ordering
in the quasi-linear case. We will focus on three quantities related to multi-indices:

e The length €(5);
o the noise homogeneity (5);
e the polynomial degree |3[, := >, [n|S(m).

Note that we have the following lower bounds:

€(B)>1forall g€ T UN;
(B)>0 forall € TUN, and(B)=0 < BePUN;
1Bl >0 forall € T UN.
We look for a convex combination of the three quantities which allows us to get the

right inductive structure; this means our goal is to find Aj, A2, A3 > 0 such that
A1 + Ao + A3 = 1 and build

18] < == ME(B) + Aa(B)+ 3|8, (4.18)
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so that the construction is triangular in | - | .

We start with the following observation. Let (7/,n’) € Jl, and let B,y € M(R).
Consider (Z’YID(H/))g and recall the two conditions under which the matrix entry is

non-vanishing, cf. (2.17). In the case 8 = v — eqr) + € kre,) + 7> We have

B =t +tH) >ty +1, (4.19)
G =N+CO)= N+ 1, (4.20)
1Ble = 17lp + 17l > 1Vlp- (4.21)

Therefore any choice of \; implies |y|< < |3|<. Inthe case 8 = v — ey + 7/, we
have

t(B) =t(y) —1+t() > t(y), (4.22)
B =M+ =(N+1, (4.23)
1Blp = 17lp = ' + 7], = |7]p — ] (4.24)

Thus,
1Bl< > [7]< + A2 — Agn’].

In order to get the desired triangularity property, we need
Ao > )\3’11/‘,

which of course cannot hold for every n’. However, if we restrict to (7/,n’) € 4,

cf. (3.36), it is enough to have

A2 > A3(n + ). (4.25)
We now turn to {9; };=1,.. 4. We fixn Ng and look at |i for

(Znte, D™} # 0.

Similar arguments, replacing 7/ with en,, yield

t(B) = (),
B)=,
1Blp = Ivlp + lesl > |7lp,

and thus any choice of A;’s is valid for the triangularity property. We summarize all
of this in the following statement:

Lemma 4.5 Let be such that holds. Then for all D € 9, cf. (@),
D}#0 = |81x > <.

As a consequence, this triangularity is inductively propagated to D m) for (J,m) €
M (™) x N4, which in turn implies the following.
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Corollary 4.6 Let t € Alg(T™,R), and let 'y be given by M) Then

T =i} £0 = |8 > Jyl<.

However, this tells nothing about the triangular structure of the elements of

G. The main difference now is that (4.25)) is not enough by itself to guarantee the
triangularity, since there is no maximal n in J{ " ; we need to exploit the condition in

(3.51) instead. To this end, we rewrite the homogeneity |'| using (2.23)) as follows:

=Y e/ Gk +n( D k(LR = - 7 )

(LE) (LK)

=3 Inlkmyy' (L k) + [V

(Lk) n

=m+a0)Y YO0+ > @+a)y k) —n

k (I,k)eL— x M(N%)

=33 Inlkmyy (k) + Y

(Lk) n
<O+®Y_ AVOE)+0+D) =+
k
<+@DCE) + 0 +axXY)—n+ [ ]

Thus,
| < |y +0<@+a)eR)+ 0 +axy)+ 1Y

We use this together with (4.19)) to (4.24), yielding

1Bl< > |7]< + M€ + A (Y)+ A3y, — A1 — As|n|
> |y]< 4+ (A1 = A3 + a)EE) + A2 — As(n + @) (Y) — A1

To get the desired inequality |3|< > ||, it is enough to choose A;’s such that

Ao — N3+ @ > A\
{ A — A3+ @) >0, (4.26)

which we can do, for instance, by choosing a constant C' > 1 and letting

AL :i=Chs(n+ @)
Ao :=2CA3(n + @).

Lemma 4.7 Let be such that (4.26) holds. Then for all D € D+
Dg #0 = [Bl< > [vl<-

As before, this triangularity is inductively propagated to G.
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Corollary 4.8 Forevery ' € G,

(T — i)} £0 = [8l< > b«

It only remains to show that the dependence on the characters for both I'ry, and 'y,
is triangular with respect to | - |<. This is trivial, since

B>y = |Bl<> <,

and we established triangularity with respect to the component-wise ordering in
lemmas [4.2] and respectively.

5 Examples

In this last section we implement the top-down algebraic renormalization in come
classical examples of singular SPDEs of the form , namely the <I>f3l model, the
multiplicative stochastic heat equation and the generalized KPZ equation. In all three
cases, we identify the family of renormalized equations generated by admissible
counterterms and discuss some possible reductions.

5.1 The dynamical ®; model

The dynamical <I>fl model [44]], where d stands for the spatial dimension, is the SPDE
O — N)d = -2\ + ¢; (5.1)

where A > 0 and £ is space-time white noise (thus in 1 4+ d dimensions). It is known
that this equation is singular for d > 2 and subcritical for d = 2, 3, so we focus on
the latter. For our purposes it is better to consider a generic third order polynomial
nonlinearity, i. e.

3
@ — DD = NPT AL
=0

We fix the following:

e Parabolic scaling, i. e. we take (2.30) as

d
In| = 2n(0) + Z n(i),
i=1

under which the heat operator is 2-homogeneous.
e In line with the above, n = 2.
e We represent £ with the same symbol, i. e. £~ = {{}.
e We set ag = —3-, by which we mean e < —3 and « is arbitrarily close to —32.

o T _5.
Recall that Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion implies that £ € C'~ 2" almost
surely.
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The set of (I, k) € {£,0} x N% to consider for the multi-index description then
reduces to five, namely {(£,0)} U {(0, k) }x—o....3. We follow and identify

70N, @, -] = A,

20,0)[A, @, 1= Ao + M P + Ao ®? + \39°,
20N, @, 1 = A1 + 200® + 3X38%
20,2)[A, @, -] = A2 + 3X3D,

20,3 [\, @, ] = A3,

so that for a generic 8 we have

2’[X, @, ] :)\?(5’0)()\0 F AP 4 A®? 4+ A303)PO0 (N + 2),8 + 3A302)POD
X (A2 + 3)\3<I>)’3(0’2))\§(073) H (O P)Pm (5.2)

neNg

The set of multi-indices satisfying condition is characterized by the identity

B(E,0)+ B(0,0) — B(0,2) — 28(0,3) + > B(m) = 1. (5:3)

4
neNy

Condition simply means that we restrict to 3 such that either 5(£,0) > 0
or 3 = ey for some n € NJ. Since the expected regularity of the solution ® is
—%— < 0, there is no need to restrict the polynomial contributions as in lb We
thus have

N = {8 € MU0} U{O, B} 0.3 UND|BE,0) > 0, Bsatisfies (5.3)}.

The homogeneity of a multi-index 3 is given according to by

)
18] = (=578, 0) + 250, 1) + 45(0,2) + 65(0,3) + > (| = 2)8(m). (5.4)

4
neNy

Remark 5.1 This bookkeeping of the model components has some similarities
with that of the effective force coefficients in the flow approach to singular SPDEs
developed in [24]]. To establish the connection more precisely, let us momentarily
fix \¢e =1, A3 = Aand \; = O for i = 0, 1, 2, following [24]. The effective force
coefficients F,i’,% as defined in [24], Section 7] are indexed by ¢ € Ny and m € Ny,
representing the order in A and ®, respectively. Looking at the definition of z(g 3)
and zg, one may think that ¢ is (0, 3) in our approach, whereas m is given by
B(0). This is actually not entirely true in view of (5.2): The order in A and ® also
involves contributions from e ;, 7 = 0,1,2. However, such contributions are
clearly redundant, and this has the effect of creating different model components
which look the same (see e. g. (5.9) and below). Thus, the index set of [[24]
is more efficient than ours. Of course, one could remove the contributions from
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€o,j. J = 0,1,2 from the very beginning and start the multi-index description
merely based on e(g 3y and eq (note that then the contributions from e¢ g are fixed by
condition (5.3))), making the connection with [24]] clear. These a priori reductions,
which can be made for specific equations, typically generate smaller index sets and
provide a more parsimonious bookkeeping, but are not so useful for the systematic
approach adopted in this paper, which is developed to cover the larger class of
equations of the form (1.1)).

We now describe admissible counterterms. For this we first look at the set 6, cf.

(3.71). As a consequence of (5.3) and (5.4), multi-indices for which |3| < 0 are

characterized by

53(0,0)+45(0, 1) +34(0,2) +25(0,3)+2 Y [nAm) <5 Bm). (5.5)

neNg neNg

We already observe that this forces 5(0,%k) < 1 for £k = 0,1,2 and 5(0,3) < 2.
Moreover, 5(0,0) = 0; indeed, if 5(0,0) = 1, then we need 5(0,k) = 0 for
k = 1,2, 3, which by leaves us with 3 = e, ¢ N. For the polynomial
contributions, we note the following:

o If ZneNg B(n) > 6, is impossible.
o If 3 hcnt A(m) = 4,5, then (5.3) an are not compatible.
o If ZneN% B(n) = 3, then 1) and li only allow for 5 = e 3) + 3eg ¢ N.
o If ZneNg B(n) = 2, then (5.5) gives only two possibilities:
~ B(0,2) = 1, B(0, k) = O for k = 0,1, 3. Then (5.3) and (5.5) only allow for

ﬂ = €(0,2) + 260 ¢ N.
- 5(0,3) =1, B(0,k) = 0 for k = 0,1,2. Then (5.3) and (5.5) only allow for

B = e,0) + €0,3) + 2eo, which does not satisfy (3.69).
Thus, we only need to consider ZneNg B(m) = 0,1. We now distinguish the two
possible cases.

1. Case EneNg Bm) = 0. If 3(0,1) = 1, |D and |i imply that the only
possibility is 3 = e o) + €(0,1), which does not satisfy (3.69). If 3(0,1) = 0
and £(0,2) = 1, then (5.3) and (5.5) allow for

2e,0) + €0,2); 4e¢,0) + €0,2) T €0,3)- (5.6)

Finally, if 8(0, 1) = 5(0,2) = 0, we have
3e0 T+ €03); See 0 +2€03)- (5.7)
2. Case ), ona Am) = 1 If B0, 1) = 1, only e(,1) + e ¢ N is allowed by

and (s.5). If 5(0,1) = 0 and (0, 2) = 1, we can only take e o) + €(0,2) + €0,
which does not satisfy (3.69). Finally, for 3(0, 1) = 3(0,2) = 0 we only have

2e(,0) +€(0,3) T €0, 4e0)+2e0,3) + €0, {2€¢0 +e€03) +ee; ti=1,23 (5.8)
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We therefore have that € consists of the multi-indices (5.6), (5.7) and (5.8). An
admissible counterterm ¢ € T¢; then produces the renormalized equation

3
O — D) =" NP + A&
§=0

+ Ceie ot Ae(A2 + 3A3P)
+ C4€<5,0>+€<o,2>+e<o,3))‘g/\?)()\z + 3)\3P)
*t C3ee 0)+e0,3) >\§>\3
t Coece 0)+2e0,3) Ag)‘g
+ C2e 0 +e0,3)+e0 /\§>\3<I>
+ Clee 0+260,9+e0 A§A§<I>
3

+ Z C2e¢,0)te0,3)ee; )\2)\381"1)-

=1

We now note from the canonical model equations (¢ = 0) that

(8t - A)H2€(§70)+€(073)+60 = 3H2 (at - A)3H26(£70)+6(0,2)7 (59)

€¢,0

so we have H26(570)+6<0,3)+60 = 3H2e(5,0)+e(072) and may assume C2ee 0y +e.3+e0 =
3C2¢¢ 0)+e.2)- Similarly,

_ 2
(0 — A)H4€<£,0>+26(0,3>+€0 - 6H3€(5,0)+6<0,3)H6<£,0> + 3H26(5,0>+6<O,3)+@0He(g,m
_ 2
- 6H3€<5,o>+€<0,3>H@<5,0> + 9H2€(5,o>+€<0,2>H6<5,o>

= (at - A)3H4e(§,o)+6(0’2)+€(073)7 (5'10)

so we have e, o 1+2¢03+e0 = 3lde g)teteos and consequently assume
Cdee 0)+2€0.3+e0 = 3046(&0#6(02#6(0’3). The renormalized equation simplifies to

3
O — D) =) N + \e&

7=0

+ C2ee 0 +e0,2) )‘E(AQ + 6A3P)

+ C4e(§,0)+6(0,2)+€(0,3)Ag)\B()Q + 6)\3@)

3

+ 036(5_’0)«1»3(073))\6)\3
5142

+ 056(5’0)-‘1-26(0’3) >\§)\3

3
+ Z C2e¢,0)e0,3)Fee; Xé’ksaﬁb.
=1

In addition, we now include a spatial symmetry assumption in our counterterm,
since both £ and (9; — A) are reflection-invariant in space; in that case, only even
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polynomial contributions are required in the counterterm, making the last summand
disappear:

3
O — D) =) NPT + A&
j=0

T C2e¢ 0 +e,2) )\2()\2 + 6A3P)

+ C4e<£,0>+€<0,2)+6(0,3))\§>\3(>\2 + 6A3P)

* C3ec0te0,3) /\§’>\3

Tt Csee,0)+2¢0,3) /\g’Ag. (5.11)

We are left with four renormalization constants, fixed in the following model
equations:

)
(O — D)aeqe g ten) = Mege ) T Cec o+e0,2): (5.12)
13
(0 — A)H3€<£,0>+6<0,3) - He(g,m t C3ee 0)tew,s)
+ 32 0)te,n e o)) (5-13)

(O — A)H4€(§,o>+€(0,2)+6<0,3) = 2H8(§,0)H3€<§,0>+€<0,3> + 3HE(E,O)H2€<5,0>+6<0,2>
T Cee 0+e0,21¢0,9)
+ 3C2e(¢ ) +e0,2)2ee 0 +e2,0 (5.14)
(O — D)see o) 4+2¢0,3 = 3Hg(£,0)n3€<5,0>+€<0,3> F Coee.0+2¢0,3)
+ 3046(5,0>+6<0,2)+8(0,3>He(g,m

+ 3C2e,0)+e0,2 3¢ 00,3 (5-15)

Remark 5.2 The reader is invited to compare these four constants with the five-
dimensional group in [32, Subsection 4.5], which is required for a general non-
Gaussian stationary £ in the range of regularity of space-time white noise. Note
that contains two terms from the tree-based description, so the constant
Clee o)+e.2)+€0.3) renormalizes the linear combination at once (although in the
space-time white noise case He(g,O)H3e(g,0)+e(o,3> does not need to be renormalized,
see the proof of [31, Theorem 10.22]).

We now make use of the Gaussianity assumption. In the centered Gaussian
case, Wick’s theorem implies that the expected value of polynomial functionals
of the noise of odd order do not require a counterterm (because they are already
centered in expectation); this means we could disregard new constants coming from
multi-indices with 3(, 0) =odd, namely those fixed in equations and
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above. The final form of the renormalized equation is

3
@ — D) =" N + \e£
j=0

F C2ec 0 +e0,2) Ag()\Q + 6A39P)
T Cleeo et )‘g)\?;(/\g + 6A3P);

here the two constants are fixed in the model equations and (5.14), which now
reduce to

(9 — A)1_126@,0)4'6(0,2) = Hg({,m t Cee 0)te,2)0
(0 — A)1_[46(6,o>+€<0,2>+€<0,3) = 2H6(§,0)H3€<£,0>+€<0,3> + 3H§<5,0)H2@<£,0>+€(0,2>
T Clee 0 te0,2+e0.s)
+ 3C2¢(¢ 0 €0, H2ee 0 e 00
Remark 5.3 Let us compare this to the original tree-based regularity structures,
and more specifically to the algebraic renormalization described in [31}, Subsection

9.2] and [32}, Subsection 4.5]. To this end, we go back to andset A = 1 (i.e.
A3 = —1), so that reduces to

O — NP =—d° +¢

+ 6(_026<5,0)+6(0,2) + C4€<§,0)+€<0,2>+6<0,3>)(I)' (5.16)

. . _ 1 _ 3
If we 1de.nt1fy.026(£yo)+e(072) = —35C1 and Clee oyte,2)+e0.3 = —502, \yhere C,Yl and
C are given in [31}, Subsection 9.2], see [31} (9.3)], then coincides with the
renormalized equation [31}, (9.21)]. Recall that the constant C2e(e 0)+e0.2) renormalizes
both [ac o teq.2 and e o +eos)+eos Cf- (5-9), thus justifying the presence of

1. . . . .
the factor 3; analogously, 1| justifies the 5 gactor for Cae o)+e.2+e0.3) SINCE it
renormalizes both 3He(§’O)H26(€’O)+e(072) and SH%’O)H26(£’0)+6(0’3)+60.

5.2 The multiplicative stochastic heat equation

Consider the equation

(0 — Ou = oWk, (5:17)
where £ is again space-time white noise. The same scaling set-up as in the previous
example works here in d = 1, and o = —%—. Note that the expected regularity

of the solution this time is %— > 0, and thus in line with li the polynomial
contributions from n = (0, 0) will only appear as purely polynomial. This is possible
if we mod out constants in (5.17)), which would make us rewrite the equation formally
as

(0 — ID(u —u@) = ok = Y Fo M u@)u — u(@)"¢.

k€Ng
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We consider multi-indices over Ng U N2 \ {(0,0)}, where we identify k € No with

(&, keg). This means

and consequently

Z’B[O', u, -] = H (%U(k)(u))'g(k) H (%anu)ﬁ(n)_

k neN2\(0,0)
Condition reduces to
> (= kBk)+ Y Am) =1, (5.18)
k n

and the homogeneity is
181 = "((=2 + 2k)Bk) + > (In| — 2)5(m).
k n

Inserting (5.18) we may rewrite it as
18l = (3 B+ [n|pm) - 2.
k n

We now characterize 6. The condition |3| < 0 reduces to

(39> B+ [n]Bm) < 2. (5.19)
k n

Clearly this forces ) |, [n|3(n) = 0, 1. We distinguish the two cases:

1. Case ) [n|S(m) = 0. Since (2.37) removes n = (0, 0), this implies that there
are no contributions from {ey }. In addition, (3.69) combined with (5.19)) imply
€(B) = 2,3, 4. This leaves us with the following six multi-indices:

{60 + kel}kzl’g,g U {260 + key + 62}k:071 U {360 + 63}. (5.20)

2. Case ), [n|f(m) = 1. The parabolic scaling combined with (3.69) and (5.19)
implies that 3 is of the form 3’ + e(g 1), where 3’ does not contain contributions

from {e,} and is of length 2. This leaves us with
eg + e2 + €(0,1), 2e1 + €(0,1)- (5.21)
The renormalized versions of (5.17)) take the form
(O — 0Du =0 () + Cepre, 0 (WT(U) + Ceg e, 0" (U)o (w)
+ $e2etes 0" (W) (1) + Cegt3e, 0" (W) o (u)
+ SCoenterten 0" (W0 (W) (1) + §C3eg 50" (W) (1)’

1 " 1o N\2
+ 5Ceo+eaten,n? (u)a(u)@zu + C2e1+e,1)0 (’LL) a$u7
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and are fixed in the model equations

(@ = ODMegver =Meo + Cegrer

(O — ai)HeOJrQel =Ilegte, & + Cegt2er + egCegten

(0 — )M egr3e; =Megr2e,& + Cegrser + HegCegroer + Hegter Cegtenr s

(0 — 0oy yey =150 € + Cocoter + 2MegCeg e s

(0 — O oo ter+es =2MegMegre & + Moegre,€ + Cocgrertes + 2TLegCocotes

+ Al Cogr2er + 2Megter Cogrer + 3o Ceger

(0 — 92 geqres =113 & + C3eqtes + 3MegCoetes + 32, Cegter s

(O — 8§)H60+e2+ew,1) =2I1e, X& + Cegteatepr T 2XCegters
(0 — a%)HQeﬁe(O,l) =Ile; +e1)§ T C2e1+e01) T XCepter s

where we used the shorthand X := Il , .

Remark 5.4 The set of multi-indices (5.20), should be compared with the set
of trees of negative homogeneity and at least two noise components of the table [373],
(4.1)] (contributions with a single noise come in form of eg and e +¢(g,1)). We have
eight multi-indices versus nine trees: This is because our multi-index 2eqg + e; + €2
encodes a linear combination of two trees according to Lemmal[z.19] If we only look
at the three-dimensional renormalization group required for the Wong-Zakai-type
theorem of [33]], namely the one described in [33, Subsection 4.3], we can identify
Ceg+e; With —¢, Ce43¢, With —cW and C2ep+e1+eq With —2¢? while the remaining
constants are set to 0. The renormalized equation then takes the form

(O — O2)u =0 () + Cegte, 0" (W) + Ceg3¢,0" (W) o (1)
+ 5Centertes 0 (W' (Wo (),
to be compared with [33], (1.4),(1.7)], where the constants are fixed in
(at - 8§)Heo+el :Heog + 660+617
(at - a;%)Heo—i—Sel :H60+2€1£ + Ceg+3e; + H€0+61 Cep+ters

(O a:%)H2eo+e1+62 =2Meo ey 1, € + Hoegen§
+ C2eqterter T 2Megter Cepter + 31_[30 Ceoter -

5.3 The generalized KPZ equation

As a last example, we look at the generalized scalar KPZ equation
@ — Byu = ao(u, D) + ag(wé,
where ag is quadratic in J,u, SO we may rewrite it as

(O — 0P)u = f(u) + g(u)dpu + h(u)(Opu)? + o(u)E. (5.22)
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Here ¢ is again space-time white noise, o = —%—, and the solution is expected to

be %— regular; as in the previous example, in line with li we remove n = 0 from
polynomials. Our multi-indices incorporate contributions from

{(€, koeo) Froenoy U {(0, koeo + K0,1)€(0,1)) }koeNo, ko.1y=0,1,2-

We have the following identification:

Z(¢ koeo)[@, 1, -] = kt!aq]fOU(U% (5.23)
20 el 0,71 = 1 (010 F(0) + DL g(dy + O h(O.0) (5:29
20 koe0 s eyl ] = ki!@’gf)g(u) T 208 h(w)d,u) (5.25)
Z(0,koeo+2¢0.1)[@, ;-1 = ki!afoh(u)- (5.26)

Condition reduces to
L= (1—ko)BE koco)+ D (1= ko)BO, koeo)

koE€Ng koE€Ng

— Y ko0, koeo + eo1) — D (1+ ko)B(O, koeo + 2e(,1))
ko€Ng ko€Ng

+ ) Bm).
neNZ

On the other hand, the homogeneity takes the form

Bl = ((—3-)+2ko)B(& koeo) + Y 2k0B(0, koeo)

koENg koENg

+ ) (ko + DB, koeo + eo) + Y (ko + 2)B(0, koeo + 2¢0,1))
koENg koE€Ng

+ Y (| - 2)5m).
neN?

A straightforward computation shows that the combination of these two identities
reduces | 5| < 0 to the condition

(39 D B& koeo) +2 Y B0, koeo)

ko€Ng ko€Ng
+ Y B0, koeo + e01) + Y n|Bm) < 2.
ko€No neN?

Condition (3.69) simply reduces to
Z B, koeo) > 2.

ko€Ng
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18 B #{8}
—1- €&,0) T €¢e0)r 2€(6,0) T €(0,2¢0,1)) 2

) e,0) t 2€(,e0)> 2€¢,0) + €& 2¢0)>
—3" 2e£,0) T €g,e0) T €00,2¢0,1))> 3€(£,0) T 2€(0,2¢(0,1))> 5

3€(,0) T €0,e0+2¢0,1)

e,0) + 3€.e0)s €6,0) T €e0) T €001
2€(¢,0)  €g,e0) T €(€,2e0)5 26(6,0) T 2€(¢,e0) T €(0,2¢(0,1))>
2€(¢,0) T €(0,e00,1) F €(0,2¢0,1)) 2€(£,0) T €(0,e0+¢(0,1))>
0- | 3e,0) T €ge0) T 2€(0,2¢0,1))> 3€(£,0) T €(ge0) T €0,e0+2e0,1)) | 10
3e(g,0) T €(,2¢0) Tt €(0,2¢(0,1)» 4€(¢,0)  €(0,2¢042¢(0,1)>
de,0) T €0,2¢0.1) T €0,e0+2¢(0,1))> €(E,0) T E(&,2¢0) T €(0,1)s
€(,0) T €(,e0) + €0,2¢00,1)) T €00,1)s 2€(¢,0) + €(0,1)s
2€(¢,0) + €,e0+2e0.1)) T €0,1)> 26(£,0)  2€(0,2¢(0,1) T €(0,1)

Table 1: The set of multi-indices 6, cf. , for the scalar-valued generalized
KPZ equation (5.22), ordered in rows by homogeneity.

The set of multi-indices € satisfying these conditions is described in Table|1} To
simplify the expressions, let us write the renormalized equations only after certain
reductions. First of all, is consistent with the spatial symmetry of the heat
operator only if ¢ = 0, which we now assume. In order for the counterterm to respect
this symmetry, by @, contributions from (0, kgep + €(o,1)) need to come in pairs;
looking at Table[1] this forces all contributions of this form to be 0. Similarly by
symmetry, multi-indices with a contribution from e, 1) should not come into the
counterterm. All this reduces Table[1]to Table[2]below. As in previous examples,
Gaussianity allows us to focus only on even functionals of the noise, so we remove
the constants involving (5) = 3. Table[2]is further reduced to Table [3|below.

18 B #{8}
—1- 0 t €¢e0) 266,0) T €0,2¢0,1) 2

: €,0) T 2€,e0)> 2€¢,0) + €(¢,2¢0)>
—5" 2e(¢,0) T €& e0) T €0,2¢0,1))> 3€€,0) + 2€(0,2¢,1)> 5

36(&0) + €(0,e0+2¢(0,1))
€,0) t e en)-
2€(¢,0) T €&,e0) T €(€,2e0)5 26(6,0) T 2€(¢,e0) T €(0,2¢(0,1))>
0- | 3ee,0 + €cen) T 2€00,2¢0,1)) 3€€,0) T €& e0) T €0,e0+2¢0,1)) 8
3e(g,0) T €(,2¢0) T €(0,2¢(0,1)» 4€(¢,0) T €(0,2¢042¢(0,1)>
deg,0) + €0,2e00.1) T €0,e0+2¢0,1)

Table 2: Spatially symmetric multi-indices of 6 for 1i

Under these constraints, and according to (5.23), (5.24), (5.25) and (5.26), the
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18 B #{5}
—1- e,0 t €¢e) 2€(6,0) T €0,2¢0,1) 2
€,0) 1 3€(¢,e0)s
2e(¢,0) 1 €& ,e0) T €(¢,2e0)s 2€(6,0) T 2€(¢,e0) T €(0,2¢(0,1)>
0- | 3e,0) + €,e0) T 2€0,2¢00,1)0 3€(,0) T €t ,e0) T €O,e0+2¢01)5 | 8
3e(g,0)  €&,2¢0) T €0,2¢00,1) 4,00 T €(0,2e0+2¢(0,1)>
46(5,0) + €(0,2e0,1)) + €(0,e0+2¢(.1))

Table 3: Spatially symmetric multi-indices of 6 for with even noise compo-
nents.

renormalized versions of (5.22) take the form

O — 2y = f(u) + h(w)(Dpu)* + o(u)é
+ 06(5,0)+€(5,e0)0(u)0/(u)
+ 02€<5,0)+6<0,2e(0’1))U(U)2h(u)
+ ce(&oﬁge(&%)a(u)al(u)3
+ %62€<§,0>+€<§,e0>+e<g,2eo)U(U)QU/(U)O’”(U)
+ 026(5,0)+2€(£,60)+€(O,Ze(0’1))U(U)QUI(U)Qh(U’)
+ C3e<§,0)+e<5,e0)+26<o,2e(071))U(U)BUI(U)h(U)z
+ 036(5’0)+5(§’60)+e(0,60+25(0’1))U(u)30/(u)h/(u)
+ %636(5’0>+6(§’260)+6<0’28<0,1))a(u)gall(u)h(u)
+ %C4€(§,O)+e(o,2eo+26(0’1))U(U)4h”(u)

a(w)*h(w)h/ (u).

T Cleie,0)€0,2¢09, 1) F€(0,e0+2¢(0, 1)

The ten renormalization constants are fixed in the following model equations:

2 _
(0 — az)H€<£,o>+e<s,eo> - H€<.s,0>§ + Cee 00, eq)
(0, — 9HII = (0,11, ,)> + ¢
t x) 1 2e,0)Fe0,2¢(9 1)) ) 2e(&,0)T€(0,2¢(g 1))
2 _
(0 — aw)ﬂ5<§,0)+36<5,e0> - H€<.s,0)+2€<5,e0)5

T Ce(e,0)+3ec g

F Cee 0+ eqe ey Hee.o e g
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2 _
(O = 0 Maee o teqe o tece 2eg = 260 eie 2e0)S

+ 2H€<§,0>H6<5,0>+6<5,e0>£

T Coee 0)teie o) e 2e0)
2

+ Ce<5,0>+€<£,eo>ne(g,o>

T 2Ce e oy teie,eo e 0t o)

(O — 83)1_[26(5’0)4-28(5,60)+e(0,26(0,1)) = HQ@(&,O)"‘@(&,eo)+e(0,26(0,1))§
+ (8901_16@,0)‘#6(5&0>)2
+ 62€(£,0>+2@(§,eo)+e(0»26(0,1)>
+ C€<5,0>+€<5,eo>Hze(&m*e(ﬂ»%(o,n)
2

+ 626<§,0>+6<0,2e<0,1>>He(E,O)

+ 2626(5,0>+6<0,2e(0,1>>H€<§,0>+6<5,e0>’

(O — ag)n3e<§,0>+€<§,eo>+26<0,2e(o,1)> - H?’%v(J>+26(fL26(c>,1>>5
+28:[1—-[6(6’0)aIHQE(g’Q)*Fe(g7eo)+€(0,2e(0’1))
+ 2(9951_[@(5,0)4_@(5’60)axHQe(g’())—l—e(oge(O’l))
T C3eie,0+eie e 260,260, 1))

+ 2CQe(g,o)+6(0,2e(071))H23(§,0)+e(072e(0,1))’

2 _
(O — 690)H3e<5,0)+6<f,eo>+6<0,eo+2e<o,1>> B 1_1:”‘3<570>+e<0’60+2€<o,1)>5
+ 20Le ) 011

2
+ H6<5,o>+€<£,eo>(axne(g,m)

€(,0) O H6<§,0>+6(§,e0>

+ C38<§,0>+€<§,eo>+6<0,eo+2e<o,1)>
+ 62€<£,o>+6<o,2e<o,1>>He(s,oﬁe(&,ew

2
+ 2626(§,o>+€<0,28(0,1>>H%,m’

0y — aﬁ)H3e(5,0)+e(5,2e0)+e(0,26(0,1)> = 2H6<s,0>H26(4,0>+6(0,26(o,1>>€
+ 283;1_[3(5,0)8$H26(570)+6(,5,2eo)
+ 636(570)"1‘6(67260)"’_6(0,26(0’1))
T 2Ce (¢ 0)tee e 26 0+ €(0,2¢(0,1)

2
+ 2626(5,0>+6<072e(o,1>)H€<§,O>’

66
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2 _ 172 2
(8t - 8$)H4e(§,0)+e(0,260+2e(0’1)) - He(g’o)(axne(gyo))

F Clee,0)€0,2¢0 +2¢(0.1y)

2
+ 628(5,0)+8(0,2e(071))He(fyo)’

2 _
(O — 6x)H46<§,0>+6<0,2e(0,1>)+€<5,eo+2e(0,1)> - 28901—[6(&,0)8$H36<g,o>+e<o,eo+2e(071)>
+ 2Me 81"1_[6(5,0)6$H2€<§,0>+6<0,2e<o,1))

2
+ H25(§,0)+5(0,2e(0’1))(81‘1_[6(5,0))

+ Cle(e,0e0,2¢( 1) T€0,e0+2¢(0 1))

+ 62€<£,0>+6<0,2e(0,1)>H2€<£,0>+6<0,2e(0,1)>'

Remark 5.5 These ten renormalization constants correspond to those of [7, Propo-
sition 6.2.2], where decorated trees sharing same coeflicients produce ten degrees
of freedom at the level of the renormalized equation. This shows that multi-indices
provide in this case an optimal parameterization of the renormalized equations, and
thus may also provide a good starting point for understanding the symmetries of the
generalized KPZ equation: It was shown in [1T] that, for the geometric stochastic
heat equation in sufficiently high spatial dimension, one gets a unique renormalized
solution satisfying both the chain rule (Stratonovich) and the Itd isometry. So far, for
the flat generalized KPZ, a careful study of the dimension of the space of solutions
satisfying both symmetries is missing.
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