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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, 19, 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 [5, 36, 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 [45] 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

Lu =
∑

l∈L−∪{0}

al(u)ξl, (1.1)

where L is a linear operator with regularizing properties; L− is a finite set which
indexes the driving noises ξl, with the additive term given in ξ0 = 1; and {al}l∈L−∪{0}
are smooth nonlinearities depending on the solution u 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, 45].
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
description1. 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 (1.1) to scalar equations, unlike [12, 9] 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 2.5 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 {ξl}l∈L− are smooth. For every admissible
counterterm c, there exists a smooth model (Πx,Γxy) based on multi-indices for the
equation

Lu =
∑

l∈L−∪{0}

al(u)ξl + c(u).

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 (à 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 2.4. 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 (3.48) (Subsection 3.2). This connects
better the functionals (2.12) on (a,p)-space to the map Υ in [9], which is used to
build the modified equations from the corresponding algebraically renormalized
model. Equation (3.48) can be interpreted as the PDE version of the characterizing
ODE (Cartan’s development) of the Hopf-algebraic smooth rough paths [4, 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 (3.70) 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 4.3.
Finally, Section 5 implements the multi-index description in three classical scalar
SPDEs, namely the Φ4

3 model (Subsection 5.1), the multiplicative stochastic heat
equation (Subsection 5.2) 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 I be a countable set.
• A multi-index over I is a map m : I → N0 such that m(i) = 0 for all but finitely

many i ∈ I. We denote the set of multi-indices over I as M (I).
• The length is the function

l : M (I) −→ N0

m 7−→ l(m) :=
∑

i∈Im(i).
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• Length-one multi-indices will be denoted by ei, i ∈ I, where ei(j) = δji .
• The multi-index factorial is defined as

m! :=
∏
i∈I

m(i)!.

• Let V be a commutative algebra, and let v : I → V . For a multi-index m ∈ M (I),
the m-th power is given by

vm :=
∏
i∈I

v(i)m(i). (2.1)

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[[I]] the
corresponding (non-truncated) algebra of formal power series.

• Let f : RI → R. For a multi-index m ∈ M (I), the m-th derivative is given by

∂mf := (
∏
i∈I

∂m(i)
i )f.

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:
• a set of homogeneities, which is a set A ⊂ R bounded from below and locally

finite;
• a model space, which is a graded vector space T =

⊕
ν∈A Tν ;

• a structure group G, which is a group of linear endomorphisms of T such that,
for every Γ ∈ G, every ν ∈ A, and every a ∈ Tν one has Γa− a ∈

⊕
ν′<ν Tν′ .

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 Πx : T → S′(Rd) and of elements of the structure group Γxy ∈ G such that
they satisfy the algebraic properties

Πy = ΠxΓxy, Γxy = ΓxzΓzy

as well as the estimates for all compact subsets2 K of Rd

⟨Πx(a), φλ
x⟩ ≲ λν , |Γxya|ν′ ≲ |y − x|ν−ν′ ,

uniformly over all a ∈ Tν , x, y ∈ K, λ ∈ (0, 1) and all localized test functions φλ
x.

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 Πx : Rd → T ∗ and elements of the structure group Γxy ∈ G
such that

Πy = Γ∗
yxΠx, Γ∗

xy = Γ∗
xzΓ

∗
zy

and
|Πx(y)(a)| ≲ |y − x|ν , |Γxya|ν′ ≲ |y − x|ν−ν′

for all a ∈ Tν and |x− 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 (1.1), for every l ∈ L− ∪ {0}, the nonlinearity al is assumed
to be a smooth function al : RO → R where O⊂ Nd

0 is a finite subset; we identify
n ∈ Nd

0 with the component of the function depending on the n-th derivative of the
solution, and write

u = ( 1
n!∂

nu)n∈Nd
0
.

For every l ∈ L− ∪ {0} and every multi-index k ∈ M (Nd
0), we define

z(l,k) :=
1
k!∂

kal(0). (2.2)

The fact that we choose 0 as the evaluation point is arbitrary3, but already generates
a parameterization of analytic nonlinearities. With this notation, we formally have

al(u) =
∑

k∈M (Nd
0)

z(l,k)uk; (2.3)

in particular, this yields the also formal

Lu =
∑
(l,k)

z(l,k)ukξl.

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 ∈ Nd

0

zn := 1
n!∂

np(0). (2.4)

We consider the set

R := ((L− ∪ {0}) ×M (Nd
0)) ⊔ Nd

0,

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 u would look like

u =
∑

β∈M (R)

1
β!(∂

β)|z=0uz
β. (2.5)

This equation already points in the direction of an expansion for the solution,
assuming we can characterize the terms 1

β!(∂
β)|z=0u as the components of a model.

Here is where (2.3) is convenient: By the Leibniz rule4,
1
β!∂

βal(u)

=
∑

k∈M (Nd
0)

∑
β̃+

∑
n
∑k(n)

j=1 β
j
n=β

1
β̃!
(∂β̃)|z=0z(l,k)

∏
n∈Nd

0

k(n)∏
j=1

1

βj
n !
(∂βj

n )|z=0
1
n!∂

nu

=
∑

k∈M (Nd
0)

∑
e(l,k)+

∑
n
∑k(n)

j=1 β
j
n=β

∏
n∈Nd

0

k(n)∏
j=1

1
n!∂

n( 1

βj
n !
(∂βj

n )|z=0u),

so that feeding this into (1.1) we obtain for every β ∈ M (R)

L( 1
β!(∂

β)|z=0u) =
∑
(l,k)

∑
e(l,k)+

∑
n
∑k(n)

j=1 β
j
n=β

∏
n

k(n)∏
j=1

1
n!∂

n( 1

βj
n !
(∂βj

n )|z=0u)ξl. (2.6)

This seemingly complicated expression is, for a fixed β, a linear SPDE: Indeed, note
that thanks to the presence of e(l,k), all βj

n on the r. h.s. are of strictly smaller length
than β, and thus if the linear equation is well-posed we may define 1

β!(∂
β)|z=0u

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 conditions5.

When recentering, it is required to subtract a Taylor polynomial (assuming
smoothness) qβ to each6

1
β!(∂

β)|z=0u, which then suggests to replace the r. h. s. of
(2.6) by

∑
(l,k)

∑
e(l,k)+

∑
n
∑k(n)

j=1 β
j
n=β

∏
n

k(n)∏
j=1

1
n!∂

n( 1

βj
n !
(∂βj

n )|z=0u− q
βj

n
)ξl.

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

ãl := al(·+ q), q = ( 1
n!∂

nq)n∈Nd
0
. (2.7)

4Here the sums of multi-indices are understood component-wise. Note that all the sums are finite,
since k ∈ M (Nd

0) and thus k(n) = 0 for all but finitely many n’s.
5These 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 4.1 below.

6The 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

p̃ := p+ q. (2.8)

Thus, the algebraic structure obtained by the naive approach (2.6) 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 =
∑

β∈M (R)

1
β!(∂

β)z=0uxz
β, (2.9)

where now zβ is defined in terms of (2.7), (2.8). Our goal later will be to identify
1
β!(∂

β)|z=0ux with a model component, where the model space is indexed by
multi-indices β ∈ M (R) (or rather a subset).

Note now that our family of SPDEs includes, as a subcase, the homogeneous
PDE Lu = 0. In such a situation, it is natural to assume that (2.9) takes the form of
a Taylor polynomial. We incorporate this assumption by giving the multi-indices
independent of al, i. e. those depending only on the variables zn, a special role: For
all β ∈ M (R) such that β(l, k) = 0 for all (l, k) ∈ (L− ∪ {0}) ×M (Nd

0),

1
β!(∂

β)|z=0ux =

{
(· − x)n if β = en,
0 otherwise. (2.10)

Separating these multi-indices from the rest of the expansion, (2.9) takes the form

u =
∑

β∈M (R)
β ̸=en

1
β!(∂

β)|z=0uxz
β +

∑
n∈Nd

0

(· − x)nzn,

so that, in the homogeneous case al ≡ 0, zn indeed correspond to the Taylor
coefficients at the point x; it is therefore natural to identify

zn = 1
n!∂

np(x). (2.11)

Roughly speaking, we are parameterizing our space of solutions locally in terms of
L-harmonic/caloric polynomials. The passage from (2.4) to (2.11) involves a shift
in space-time,

p̃ := p(·+ x),

which is as well propagated to al, 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, x), namely

z(l,k)[a,p, x] := 1
k!∂

kal(p(x)), zn[a,p, x] := 1
n!∂

np(x). (2.12)

This way, the formal expression (2.9) 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, x)-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 {zr}r∈R. 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 x: Given n′ ∈ Nd

0,

p 7→ p + t(· − x)n′
= ( 1

n!∂
np+

(n′

n
)
t(· − x)n′−n)n∈Nd

0
.

It holds

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

z(l,k)[a,p + t(· − x)n′
, x] =

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

1
k!∂

kal((p + t(· − x)n′
))

= 1
k!∂

k+en′al(p(x))

= (k(n′) + 1)z(l,k+en′ )[a,p, x],

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

zn[a,p + t(· − x)n′
, x] = δn′

n ,

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

D(n) :=
∑

(l,k)∈(L−∪{0})×M (Nd
0)

(k(n) + 1)z(l,k+en)∂z(l,k) + ∂zn . (2.13)

Lemma 2.5 For every n ∈ Nd
0, the map D(n) ∈ End(R[[R]]) is well-defined.

Proof. We look at the matrix representation of (2.13): For fixed β, γ ∈M (R),

(D(n))γβ =
∑
(l,k)

(k(n) + 1)γ(l, k)δγ−e(l,k)+e(l,k+en)
β + γ(n)δγ−en

β . (2.14)

The first summand imposes the condition β + e(l,k) = γ + e(l,k+en), and thus for a
fixed β there are only finitely many possible γ and (l, k + en); the latter means that
the sum over (l, k) is effectively finite, and thus meaningful. In the second summand,
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we have β + en = γ, which only allows for one choice of γ. Altogether, this implies
the finiteness property, for every n ∈ Nd

0,

for all β ∈ M (R), #{γ ∈ M (R) | (D(n))γβ ̸= 0} < ∞.

This in particular implies that (2.13) is well-defined as a map in R[[R]].

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

x 7→ x+ tei.

We have

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

z(l,k)[a,p, x+ tei] =
∑

n
(k(n) + 1)z(l,k+en)[a,p, x](n(i) + 1)zn+ei[a,p, x],

d

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

zn[a,p, x+ tei] = (n(i) + 1)zn+ei[a,p, x],

which leads to considering

∂i :=
∑

n∈Nd
0

(n(i) + 1)zn+eiD
(n). (2.15)

Lemma 2.6 For every i = 1, ..., d, the map ∂i ∈ End(R[[R]]) is well-defined.

Proof. Again, we look at the matrix representation of (2.15). To this end, we first
fix n′ ∈ Nd

0 and note that for every β, γ, γ′ ∈M (R)

(zγ
′
D(n′))γβ ̸= 0 =⇒ (D(n′))γβ−γ′ ̸= 0,

and thus (2.14) implies

(zγ
′
D(n′))γβ =

∑
(l,k)

γ(l, k)(k(n′) + 1)δ
γ−e(l,k)+e(l,k+en′ )+γ′

β + γ(n′)δγ−en′+γ′

β , (2.16)

which in turn means

(zγ
′
D(n′))γβ ̸= 0

=⇒
{

β + e(l,k) = γ + e(l,k+en′ ) + γ′ for some (l, k), or
β + en′ = γ + γ′.

(2.17)

We fix γ′ = en′+ei . The first item in (2.17), for a fixed β, yields only finitely many n′,
(l, k) and γ. The second item again fixes finitely many n′ and γ. As a consequence,
the sum over n in (2.15) is effectively finite, and we furthermore have the finiteness
property

for every β ∈ M (R), #{γ ∈ M (R) | (∂i)
γ
β ̸= 0} < ∞.

The proof concludes as in Lemma 2.5.
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Remark 2.7 The same argument shows as well the following finiteness property:
For all (γ′,n′) ∈M (R) × Nd

0,

for all β ∈ M (R), #{γ ∈ M (R) | (zγ
′
D(n′))γβ} < ∞. (2.18)

Note in addition that

(zγ
′
D(n′))γβ ̸= 0 =⇒

{
γ′ = β if γ = en′

γ′ < β otherwise, (2.19)

where ≤ denotes the component-wise partial ordering

γ ≤ β ⇐⇒ γ(r) ≤ β(r) for all r ∈ R. (2.20)

Once we have fixed an interpretation of the z-variables, which carry the (a,p, x)-
dependence, we build the analogue of 1

β!(∂
β)|z=0ux in (2.9). 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

Πxen = (· − x)n. (2.21)

For β ̸= en, we consider the equation{
LΠxβ = Π−

xβ,

Π−
xβ =

∑
(l,k)

∑
e(l,k)+

∑
n
∑k(n)

j=1 β
j
n=β

∏
n
∏k(n)

j=1
1
n!∂

nΠ
xβj

n
ξl.

(2.22)

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
Lv = 0 =⇒ v ≡ 0,

then the unique solution {Πxβ}β∈M (R) of (2.21), (2.22) is such that

Πxβ ̸≡ 0 =⇒ [β] :=
∑
(l,k)

(1− l(k))β(l, k) +
∑

n
β(n) = 1. (2.23)

Proof. We will show (2.23) in its negated form

[β] ̸= 1 =⇒ Πxβ ≡ 0

by induction in l(β). For l(β) = 0 we have β = 0, and thus the r. h. s. of the second
item in (2.22) is vanishing (note the presence of e(l,k) under the sum); uniqueness
then implies Πx0 ≡ 0. For the induction step, we note by additivity of (2.23) that if
e(l,k) +

∑
n
∑k(n)

j=1 β
j
n = β it holds

[β] = 1− l(k) +
∑

n

k(n)∑
j=1

[βj
n].
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Therefore,

[β] ̸= 1 ⇐⇒
∑

n

k(n)∑
j=1

[βj
n] ̸= l(k),

which in turn implies that [βj
n] ̸= 1 for at least a pair (j,n). By the induction

hypothesis, the r. h. s. of the second item in (2.22) is vanishing, and the uniqueness
assumption implies Πxβ ≡ 0.

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

Lemma 2.9 It holds:

(D(n))γβ ̸= 0 =⇒ [β] = [γ]− 1, (2.24)

(∂i)
γ
β ̸= 0 =⇒ [β] = [γ]. (2.25)

Proof. We note that

(∂z(l,k))
γ
β ̸= 0 =⇒ [β] = [γ] + l(k) − 1. (2.26)

Then (2.24) follows from (2.26) and definition (2.13). In turn, (2.25) follows from
(2.24) and formula (2.15).

As an immediate consequence of (2.24), we have that

[γ′] = 1, (zγ
′
D(n′))γβ ̸= 0 =⇒ [β] = [γ]. (2.27)

Therefore, while D(n) does not preserve [·] = 1, the bilinear map (zγ
′
, zγ) 7→∑

β(zγ
′
D(n))γβz

β does. This crucial observation is algebraically translated into the
fact that, even if D(n) 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(n) generate what has been called in
the literature a multi-pre-Lie algebra, cf. [9, 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′ ∈ Nd

0,

(πD(n)π′)D(n′)π′′ − πD(n)(π′D(n′)π′′) = (π′D(n′)π)D(n)π′′ − π′D(n′)(πD(n)π′′).

This multi-pre-Lie algebra can be summarized in a single pre-Lie algebra on the
space of elements πD(n), 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 form7

Lv = polynomial =⇒ v ≡ 0, (2.28)

and recalling ξ0 = 1, condition (2.23) is complemented by{
β = en for some n ∈ Nd, or
((β )) :=

∑
l∈L−

∑
k β(l, k) > 0.

(2.29)

We call ((β )) noise homogeneity; note that we are not considering l = 0 in the
sum. Multi-indices satisfying (2.23) and (2.29) are the ones that potentially give
non-vanishing contributions to Πx under (2.28), but the same is not true for Π−

x ,
since the latter incorporates contributions with ((β )) = 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 Πxβ in terms of the multi-index β by
a scaling argument. For this, we first fix a scaling s = {si}i=1,..,d ⊂ [1,∞) 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
• the scaled degree, i. e. for n ∈ Nd

0

|n|s :=
d∑

i=1

sin(i); (2.30)

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

|y − x|s :=
d∑

i=1

|yi − xi|
1
si ;

• the rescaling operator Ss
λ : Rd → Rd,

Ss
λ(x1, ..., xd) = (λs1x1, ..., λ

sdxd).

Note that |Ss
λ(y) −Ss

λ(x)|s = λ|y − x|s. In the sequel, we will remove the s from
the notation and assume all distances are inhomogeneous8. By compatibility with
the operator we mean that L(f ◦ Sλ) = λη(Lf ) ◦ Sλ for some η > 0, i. e. L

7The reader might find (2.28) 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 (2.28) is interpreted as neglecting all polynomial
contributions from the r. h. s. of the model equation.

8In particular, regularity will always be measured in the inhomogeneous distance
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is homogeneous. Moreover, we will assume that L satisfies a Schauder estimate
of degree η; for our current purposes, it is enough to think of this as increasing
the homogeneity by η when solving the PDE. Similarly, we impose for {ξl}l∈L− a
scale-invariance9, i. e. for every l ∈ L− there exists αl ∈ R such that

ξl ◦Sλ = λαlξl;

we accordingly set α0 = 0 for ξ0 = 1. This scaling property, when assumed locally
around any point10 implies a Hölder regularity condition of ξ. For later purpose, let
us denote

α := min
l∈L−∪{0}

αl, α := max
l∈L−∪{0}

αl.

We now consider the rescaled solution ũ := λ−ηu ◦Sλ, and note that

∂nũ = λ−η+|n|(∂nu) ◦Sλ. (2.31)

This rescaled solution then solves

Lũ = (Lu) ◦Sλ =
∑

l∈L−∪{0}

al(u ◦Sλ)(ξl ◦Sλ) =
∑

l∈L−∪{0}

ãl(ũ)ξ,

where
ãl({∂nv}n∈Nd

0
) = λαlal({λη−|n|∂nv}). (2.32)

Now (2.31) and (2.32) impose a rescaling of (a,p)11 which associates

|en| = −η + |n|, |e(l,k)| = αl +
∑

n∈Nd
0

(η − |n|)k(n).

One can then extend this multiplicatively via (2.22) to see that Π−
xβ for β ̸= en

should be locally homogeneous of degree

|β| :=
∑
(l,k)

(
αl +

∑
n

(η − |n|)k(n)
)
β(l, k) +

∑
n

(|n| − η)β(n). (2.33)

Assuming an η-regularizing property for the inverse of L, which is compatible with
its η-scaling, Πxβ for β ̸= en should be homogeneous of degree |β|+ η. This can
be extended to purely polynomial multi-indices: Indeed, since Πxen(y) = (y − x)n,
Πxen(y) is homogeneous of degree |n| = |en|+ η.

9This is usually assumed in law.
10If αl < 0, this means that testing ξl against a test function localized at any space-time point

x ∈ Rd, the convolution scales as αl. If αl > 0, the same holds, but only for ξl up to subtracting a
polynomial centered at x ∈ Rd and of degree < αl. Both conditions can be combined into one if one
chooses test functions that annihilate polynomials of a certain order; cf. e. g. [25, Definition 4.12,
Proposition 4.15].

11At least locally around x = 0, although one can generalize the argument to fix the origin at any
point x ∈ Rd.
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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 : L− ∪ {0} → R such that

reg(l) < αl (2.34)

and a value reg ∈ R. Here, reg(l) and reg are placeholders for the regularity of
ξl and u, respectively. Recall that subcriticality, roughly speaking, means that the
solution u is a perturbation of the solution to the linear problem by more regular
terms, so that an expansion of the form (2.9) is a reasonable Ansatz. Let us fix l and
recall the Taylor expansion (2.3); it is then natural to associate to a pair (l, k) the
expected regularity as

reg(l) +
∑

n∈Nd
0

(reg − |n|)k(n)

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

Definition 2.11 A pair (l, k) ∈ (L− ∪ {0}) ×M (Nd
0) is subcritical if

reg < η + reg(l) + min
k′≤k

∑
n′∈Nd

0

(reg − |n′|)k′(n′). (2.35)

A multi-index β is subcritical if

β(l, k) ̸= 0 =⇒ (l, 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
• Maximal n: Let (l, k) be a subcritical pair. Then

k(n) ̸= 0 =⇒ |n| < η + max
l∈L−∪{0}

reg(l). (2.36)

• Maximal k(n):
– If |n| < reg, then for every N ∈ N0 there exists a subcritical (l, k) such that

k(n) > N .
– If |n| > reg and (l, k) is a subcritical pair, then k(n) < η+reg(l)−reg

|n|−reg .
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Proof. For the first item, k(n) ̸= 0 implies that en ≤ k; then (2.36) follows choosing
k′ = en on the r. h. s. of (2.35). For the second item, fixing n we study the
subcriticality condition for (l, k(n)en). If reg − |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 reg − |n| < 0, then the upper bound of the statement must hold.

The second item is reflecting the following fact: Since we think of reg as the expected
regularity of the solution, the derivatives ∂nu for |n| < reg are functions, and in
particular the r. h. s. of (1.1) 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 ∂nΠxen . To avoid these redundancies, we make the following
restriction in our set of multi-indices:

for every n ∈ Nd
0 with |n| < reg, β(n) =

{
1 if β = en,
0 otherwise. (2.37)

We are not losing any information by imposing this restriction. This is because
if the solution is supposed to be a C l,α function, we may substract its l-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 Hölder 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 5.2 for an implementation of this in the
one-dimensional multiplicative stochastic heat equation.

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

N̂ := {β | [β] = 1, β subcritical, β(n) = 0 for all |n| < reg},

N := {β ∈ N̂ | ((β )) > 0},
P := {en}n∈Nd

0
,

T := P⊔N.

The following finiteness property is the analogue of [12, Proposition 5.15].

Lemma 2.14 For every a ∈ R,

#{β ∈ T∪ N̂| |β| < a} < ∞. (2.38)

Proof. The statement is clear for β ∈ P, and thus we focus on β ∈ N̂. We rewrite
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(2.33) as

|β| =
∑
(l,k)

( reg(l) +
∑

n
(reg − |n|)k(n))β(l, k) +

∑
n

(reg − η)β(n)

+
∑
(l,k)

(αl − reg(l))β(l, k) + (η − reg)
∑
(l,k)

l(k)β(l, k) +
∑

n
(|n| − reg)β(n).

We use (2.35) to bound∑
(l,k)

( reg(l) +
∑

n
(reg − |n|)k(n))β(l, k) > (reg − η)

∑
(l,k)

β(l, k),

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

|β| > reg − η +
∑
(l,k)

(αl − reg(l))β(l, k) +
∑

n
(|n| − reg)β(n).

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

reg(l) + κ ≤ αl, l ∈ L− ∪ {0}.

On the other hand, since |Nd
0| ⊂ R is locally finite, κ can be chosen small enough so

that
|n| ≥ reg + κ

for all |n| > reg. As a consequence,

|β| > reg − η + κl(β) +
∑

n
(|n| − reg)β(n), (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 (2.22) implies that l(k) ≤ l(β) − 1; combined with (2.36), this means
there are only finitely many pairs (l, k) allowed in a multi-index of fixed length.

Remark 2.15 Note that (2.39) implies the lower bound |β| > reg − η for β ∈ N̂.
As a consequence,

β ∈ T∪ N̂ =⇒ |β| > (reg ∧ 0) − η. (2.40)

Corollary 2.16 The set

A := {|β| |β ∈ N̂} ∪ {|β|+ η |β ∈ T} ⊂ R (2.41)

is a well-defined set of homogeneities.
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Definition 2.17 For every index set V⊂ M (R), we define the linear subspace of
R[[R]]:

T ∗
V := {π =

∑
β∈V

πβz
β}.

We also introduce the projection pV : R[[R]] → T ∗
V.

Note that with this notation
T ∗
T= T ∗

P⊕ T ∗
N.

The model components together with the functionals (2.12) allow us to consider the
formal power series

Πx :=
∑
β∈T

Πxβz
β

Π−
x :=

∑
β∈N̂

Π−
xβz

β.

More precisely, assuming smoothness, we will think of

(Πx,Π
−
x ) : Rd → T ∗

T× T ∗
N̂
,

where the first component is equipped with the shifted homogeneity | · |+η, 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 (l, k) is the same as fixing that
∂kal ≡ 0, according to (2.12). Thus, a model with values in T ∗

T× T ∗
N̂

as above is a
model for a subcritical equation.

We note now that the derivation D(n) defined in (2.13) does not preserve the
subcriticality property: In particular, the infinite sum stays subcritical only for
|n| < reg, according to Lemma 2.12. In order for zγD(n) to self-map T ∗

T⊕ T ∗
N̂

,
we need to redefine (2.13) introducing a projection onto subcritical multi-indices,
setting

D(n) :=
( ∑

(l,k)
(l,k+en) subcritical

(k(n) + 1)z(l,k+en)∂z(l,k) + ∂zn

)
p
T∪N̂. (2.42)

Obviously, the projection p
T∪N̂ is immaterial when we think of D(n) ∈ End(T ∗

T∪N̂
),

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 T∪ N̂. Note that by (2.36)
only finitely many n ∈ Nd

0 produce the first contribution in (2.42); more precisely,
as endomorphisms of T ∗

T∪N̂
,

for |n| > η + max
l∈L−∪{0}

reg(l), D(n) = ∂zn .
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Similarly, we redefine ∂i, cf. (2.15), according to the new D(n) defined in (2.42).
Note that the restriction to subcritical (l, 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 L− ∪ {0} and Nd

0. The former are placeholders of the noises
ξl, whereas n ∈ Nd

0 represents the n-th monomial. We denote these nodes as

{Ξl}l∈L−∪{0} ∪ {Xn}n∈Nd
0
. (2.43)

Edges are decorated by Nd
0; 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 τ , we denote by Im(τ ) the operation of growing an incoming edge
decorated by m at the root. We assume that all inner nodes have a noise decoration l,
and that decorations in Nd

0 appear only on some leaves (i. e. nodes with no outgoing
edges). Under these restrictions, a generic tree τ ̸= Xn takes the form

τ = Ξl

∏
i

Imi(τi). (2.44)

We call B the set of trees generated from (2.43) via the recursive construction (2.44),
and B the free vector space spanned by B. Note that B corresponds to the space
introduced in [9, Subsection 4.1], where we only have one edge type, and where we
in principle allow for polynomial contributions Im(Xn) for which m ̸< n.

We define a linear map Ψ : B→ R[R] setting

Ψ[Xn] = n!zn (2.45)

and then inductively for a tree (2.44)

Ψ[τ ] = k!z(l,k)

∏
i

1
mi!

Ψ[τi], k =
∑
i

emi ∈ M (Nd
0). (2.46)

In particular,
Ψ[Ξl] = z(l,0). (2.47)

Lemma 2.19 Ψ[τ ] = C(β)zβ , where
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• β(l, k) is the number of nodesΞl of τ with outgoing edges given by the multi-index
k, i. e. k(n) edges decorated by n;

• β(n) is the number of leaves Xn of τ ;

• C(β) :=
∏

(l,k)

(
k!∏

m(m!)k(m)

)β(l,k) ∏
n(n!)β(n).

Note however that the information of which subtree τj is attached to the edge nj is
lost when applying Ψ.

Proof. This is clear for τ = Xn by (2.45). For a general τ of the form (2.44), it
easily follows inductively, noting that the root of τ , which is identified with z(l,k) in
(2.46), is a node Ξl with outgoing edges given by the multi-index k.

Under this interpretation, condition [β] = 1 now becomes transparent: l(β) is the
number of nodes, while

∑
(l,k) l(k)β(l, 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 (l, k) represents a node Ξl with k giving its outgoing edges, fixing
the admissible pairs is essentially equivalent to fixing a rule, cf. [12, Definition 5.7].
Condition [12, (5.10)] for noise types is satisfied by assumption (2.34), whereas
(2.35) adapts [12, (5.10)] for a specific set in the rule, given by (l, k). The fact that
we take the minimum over all k′ ≤ k reflects the normality of the rule, cf. [12,
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 2.3, |β| represents the homogeneity of the rooted
tree, and thus Πβ , which is integrated once, is homogeneous of degree |β|+ η.

Remark 2.20 The map Ψ 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 [9, (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 (2.13) and (2.15) can be connected to the algebraic operations on
trees defined in [9]. Consider first the family of grafting products ↷n: B×B→ B,
n ∈ Nd

0 introduced in [9, Def. 4.7]. This product is defined for a tree σ ∈ B by

σ ↷n Xn′
= σδn′

n (2.48)

and then inductively for τ as in (2.44) by

σ ↷n τ = ΞlIn(σ)
∏
i

Imi(τi)

+ Ξl

∑
j

Imj (σ ↷n τj)
∏
i ̸=j

Imi(τi). (2.49)
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Proposition 2.21 For every n ∈ Nd
0 and every τ, σ ∈ B, it holds

Ψ[σ ↷n τ ] = 1
n!Ψ[σ]D(n)Ψ[τ ]. (2.50)

Proof. Let τ = Xn′ . Then the combination of (2.13), (2.45) and (2.48) yields

Ψ[σ ↷n Xn′
] = δn′

n Ψ[σ] = Ψ[σ]D(n)zn′ = 1
n!Ψ[σ]D(n)Ψ[Xn′

].

For a generic τ of the form (2.44), we combine (2.46) and (2.49) to the effect of

Ψ[σ ↷n τ ]

= Ψ

[
ΞlIn(σ)

∏
i

Imi(τi)

]

+
∑
j

Ψ

ΞlImj (σ ↷n τj)
∏
i ̸=j

Imi(τi)


= (k + en)!z(l,k+en)

1
n!Ψ[σ]

∏
i

1
mi!

Ψ[τi]

+ k!
∑
j

z(l,k)
1

mj

1
n!(Ψ[σ]D(n)Ψ[τj ])

∏
i ̸=j

1
mi

Ψ[τi].

Rearranging the factors, and using (2.13) in the form D(n)z(l,k) = (k(n)+1)z(l,k+en),
this expression equals

1
n! (Ψ[σ]D(n)k!z(l,k))

∏
i

1
mi!

Ψ[τi]

+ 1
n!

∑
j

k!z(l,k)
1

mj

1
n!(Ψ[σ]D(n)Ψ[τj ])

∏
i ̸=j

1
mi

Ψ[τi],

which by the Leibniz rule reduces to

1
n!Ψ[σ]D(n)(k!z(l,k)

∏
i

1
mi!

Ψ[τi]).

Now (2.46) concludes the proof.

The graftings ↷n, as the derivations D(n), generate a multi pre-Lie algebra, which
in this case is free, cf. [9, Proposition 4.21]. As a consequence of (2.50),
Ψ : B → R[R] is a multi pre-Lie morphism; by [9, Proposition 4.21], it is the
unique extension of the map defined by (2.45) and (2.47).

We now consider ↑i: B→ B∗ as defined in [9, Definition 4.7]. It is constructed
by

↑i Xn = Xn+ei (2.51)
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and recursively for a tree τ of the form (2.44)

↑i τ =
∑

n∈Nd
0

ΞlIn(Xn+ei)
∏
j

Imj (τj)

+
∑
j

ΞlImj (↑i τj)
∏
j′ ̸=j

Imj′ (τ
′
j). (2.52)

As with ∂i, subcriticality makes the sum over n finite.

Proposition 2.22 For every i = 1, ..., d and every τ ∈ B,

Ψ
[
↑i τ

]
= ∂iΨ[τ ]. (2.53)

Proof. By (2.48) and (2.49), we may rewrite (2.51) and (2.52) as

↑i τ =
∑

n∈Nd
0

Xn+ei ↷n τ.

Then (2.53) follows from (2.50) in the form

Ψ[Xn+ei ↷n τ ] = (n(i) + 1)zn+eiD
(n)Ψ[τ ].

Remark 2.23 The map Ψ 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×Nd

0. We begin by studying some properties of the generators

D := {zγD(n)}(γ,n)∈M⊔ {∂i}i=1,...,d (3.1)

as linear endomorphisms of R[[R]] and, more precisely, as derivations in that space.
We first show their mapping properties in the sets of multi-indices of Definition
2.13.

Lemma 3.1
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• For all (γ′,n′) ∈ M,

zγ
′
D(n′)T ∗

N̂
⊂ T ∗

N, (3.2)

zγ
′
D(n′)T ∗

T⊂ T ∗
N. (3.3)

• For all i = 1, ..., d,

∂iT
∗
N̂
⊂ T ∗

N̂
, (3.4)

∂iT
∗
P ⊂ T ∗

P, (3.5)
∂iT

∗
N ⊂ T ∗

N. (3.6)

Proof. We start with (3.2) and (3.3), which reduces to showing that for all γ ∈ P∪N̂

(zγ
′
D(n′))γβ ̸= 0 =⇒ β ∈ N. (3.7)

From (2.16) and (2.42) we have the following representation of the coefficients:

(zγ
′
D(n′))γβ =

∑
(l,k)

(l,k+en′ ) subcritical

γ(l, k)(k(n′) + 1)δ
γ−e(l,k)+e(l,k+en′ )+γ′

β + γ(n′)δγ−en′+γ′

β .

(3.8)

We distinguish the cases γ ∈ P and γ ∈ N̂. In the former, we note that for γ = en

(zγ
′
D(n′))en

β = δn′
n δγ

′

β

and thus (3.7) holds. For γ ∈ N̂, we first note by (2.27) that 1 = [γ] = [β]; from
(3.8) we learn

(zγ
′
D(n′))γβ ̸= 0 =⇒ ((β )) = ((γ′ )) + ((γ )) ≥ ((γ′ )) > 0; (3.9)

and finally if γ(n) = γ′(n) = 0 then β(n) = 0, thus proving that (2.37) is preserved.

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

(∂i)
γ∈N̂
β ̸= 0 =⇒ β ∈ N̂.

Let us fix n ∈ Nd
0 in (2.15). The problem reduces to

(zn+eiD
(n))γ∈N̂β ̸= 0 =⇒ β ∈ N̂.

Again by (2.27) it holds 1 = [γ] = [β]; (2.37) is trivially preserved (polynomial
contributions only increase); and finally the subcriticality condition is guaranteed.
If we now want to obtain

(zn+eiD
(n))γ∈Nβ ̸= 0 =⇒ β ∈ N,

we furthermore need to show ((γ )) > 0 =⇒ ((β )) > 0. This follows in the same way
as (3.9), but with ((γ′ )) = 0 and ((γ )) > 0.
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As anticipated in Subsection 2.3, since D(n) is a derivation in R[[R]], it generates a
natural pre-Lie algebra with pre-Lie product

zγ
′
D(n′) ▷ zγD(n) =

∑
β

(zγ
′
D(n′))γβz

βD(n). (3.10)

We can extend this structure using definition (2.15):

zγ
′
D(n′) ▷ ∂i = n′(i)zγ

′
D(n′−ei), (3.11)

∂i ▷ z
γD(n) =

∑
β

(∂i)
γ
βz

βD(n). (3.12)

However, as noted in [40], terms of the form ∂i ▷ ∂j /∈ span D, and thus there is no
closed pre-Lie structure of D. This turns out to be of little effect, since ∂i and ∂j

commute as endomorphisms, so we can define a Lie bracket as

[D, zβD(n)] = D ▷ zβD(n) − zβD(n) ▷ D, D ∈ D, (3.13)
[∂i,∂j] = 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 Dwith the Lie bracket
(3.13), (3.14). Furthermore, we denote by L̃ the Lie sub-algebra generated by
{zγD(n)}(γ,n)∈M.

Remark 3.3 Note that (3.10) implies that (L̃, ▷) is a pre-Lie algebra.

We will now see that the pre-Lie product (3.10), (3.11) and (3.12), and as a
consequence the Lie bracket (3.13) and (3.14), preserves a natural grading. Let us
define

|(γ,n)| := |γ|+ η − |n|, (3.15)
|i| := |ei|; (3.16)

here |ei| = si, cf. (2.30).

Lemma 3.4 It holds:

(zγ
′
D(n′))γβ ̸= 0 =⇒ |β| = |γ|+ |γ′|+ η − |n′|, (3.17)

(∂i)
γ
β ̸= 0 =⇒ |β| = |γ|+ |ei|. (3.18)

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

|β| = |γ| − αl −
∑

n
(η − |n|)k(n) + αl +

∑
n

(η − |n|)(k + en′)(n) + |γ′|

= |γ|+ η − |n′|+ |γ′|.
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From the second item of (2.17),

|β| = |γ| − (|n′| − η) + |γ′|.

For (3.18), we perform the same argument taking γ′ = en′+ei in (3.17).

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

As in [40], from now on we shall see the set D as a set of symbols, preserving
the pre-Lie and Lie algebra relations via the structure constants (as given in (3.10) to
(3.14)). Each symbol is then identified with the corresponding endomorphism via a
representation ϱ : D→ End(R[[R]]), 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]] ∋ D ⊗ π 7−→ ϱ(D)π ∈ 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 D 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

U(L) =
⊕
ν

Uν ,

where ν ∈ R, such that

· : Uν′ ⊗ Uν′′ −→ Uν′+ν′′ ,

cop : Uν −→
⊕

ν′+ν′′=ν

Uν′ ⊗ Uν′′ .

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

Remark 3.6 By the universality property, ϱ extends to an algebra morphism
ϱ : U(L) → End(R[[R]]).

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 L̃ ⊂ L is an ideal12, the quotient Lie algebra L/L̃ is Abelian (see [35, Lemma

12Note that [L,L] ⊂ L̃, cf. (3.10) to (3.14).
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1.2.5]) and thus isomorphic to ({∂i}i=1,...,d, [·, ·]). The Lie algebra morphism
L → L/L̃ ≃ {∂i}i=1,...,d, by the universality property, extends to an algebra
morphism U(L) → {∂m}m∈Nd

0
, which in turn induces a decomposition

U(L) =
⊕

m∈Nd
0

Um.

Then each of the subspaces Um is isomorphic to U(L̃), 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 zγD(n) for all D ∈ D (here seen
again as endomorphisms) it holds

zγDD(n) = DzγD(n) −D ▷ zγD(n), (3.19)

so it makes sense to define a map, for every D̃ ∈ L̃,

L ∋ D 7→ DD̃ −D ▷ D̃ ∈ U(L).

Taking D̃ = zγD(n), this map extends to

U(L) ∋ U 7−→ zγUD(n) ∈ U(L)

by the trivial zγ1D(n) = zγD(n) and then inductively, for everyD ∈ L andU ∈ U(L),
via

zγDUD(n) = DzγUD(n) −
∑
β

Dγ
βz

βUD(n), (3.20)

which is again consistent with the Leibniz rule.

Lemma 3.7 The following properties hold:
(i) Commutativity: For every (γ,n), (γ′,n′) ∈ M, and every U ∈ U(L),

zγzγ
′
UD(n)D(n′) = zγ

′
zγUD(n′)D(n); (3.21)

(ii) Coalgebra morphism: For every (γ,n) ∈ M and U ∈ U(L),

cop zγUD(n) =
∑
(U )

(zγU(1)D
(n) ⊗ U(2) + U(1) ⊗ zγU(2)D

(n)),

where we used Sweedler’s notation

copU =
∑
(U )

U(1) ⊗ U(2);

(iii) Generalized Leibniz rule: For every (γ,n) ∈ M and U ∈ U(L),

UzγD(n) =
∑
(U ),β

(U(1))
γ
βz

βU(2)D
(n); (3.22)
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(iv) Intertwining with ∂i: For every (γ,n) ∈ M, U ∈ U(L) and i = 1, ..., d,

zγUD(n)∂i = zγU∂iD
(n) + n(i)zγUD(n−ei). (3.23)

Proof. All these properties follow from (3.20) by induction inU , as in [40, Subsection
4.2]. More precisely, (i) follows in the same way as [40, Lemma 4.1]; (ii) as [40,
Lemma 4.2]; (iii) as [40, Lemma 4.3]; and (iv) as [40, Lemma 4.4].

An iterative application of these maps to an element ∂m :=
∏

i ∂
m(i)
i , m ∈ Nd

0

(in any order, thanks to (3.21)) allows us to define

D(J,m) :=
1

J !m!

∏
(γ,n)∈M

(zγ)J(γ,n) ∂m
∏

(γ,n)∈M
(D(n))J(γ,n), (3.24)

where J ∈ M (M).

Lemma 3.8
(i) The set {D(J,m)}(J,m)∈M (M)×Nd

0
is a basis of U(L).

(ii) Representation of the coproduct:

copD(J,m) =
∑

(J ′,m′)+(J ′′,m′′)=(J,m)

D(J ′,m′) ⊗ D(J ′′,m′′). (3.25)

(iii) Rank one projection of the product: For any n ∈ Nd
0, let ιn : U(L) → T ∗

N be the
projection defined in coordinates as

ιn(D(J,m)) =
{

zγ if (J,m) = (e(γ,n), 0),
0 otherwise,

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

ϵn(D(J,m)) =
{

1 if (J,m) = (0,n),
0 otherwise.

Then

ιn(U1U2) = ϱ(U1)ιn(U2) +
∑

m

(n+m
m

)
ιn+m(U1)ϵm(U2), (3.26)

(iv) Homogeneity: D(J,m) ∈ U|(J,m)|, where extending (3.15) and (3.16) we define

|(J,m)| :=
∑

(γ,n)∈M
J(γ,n)|(γ,n)|+

∑
i

m(i)|i|. (3.27)

Proof. (i) 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. (ii) and (iii) can be shown
inductively in l(J,m) via (3.20), (3.22) and (3.23), cf. [40, Lemma 4.6] and [40,
Lemma 4.7], respectively. Finally, (iv) is a consequence of Lemma 3.4 propagated
inductively via (3.20), cf. [40, Lemma 4.8].
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Property (3.25) implies that, as a coalgebra, U(L) is the transposition of the free
commutative algebra R[M⊔ {1, ..., d}]. More precisely, given the generators

{Z(γ,n)}(γ,n)∈M⊔ {Zi}i=1,...,d (3.28)

together with the canonical duality pairing

⟨D(J,m),Z
(J ′,m′)⟩ = δ(J ′,m′)

(J,m)

the following relation holds:

⟨U,M1M2⟩ = ⟨copU,M1 ⊗M2⟩.

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

ϱ(D(J,m))zγ =
∑
β

(∆ϱ)γ(J,m),βz
β, (3.29)

D(J ′,m′)D(J ′′,m′′) =
∑
(J,m)

(∆·)
(J,m)
(J ′,m′), (J ′′,m′′)D(J,m).

Note that
(∆ϱ)γ(J,m),β = (D(J,m))

γ
β. (3.30)

An iterative application of the mapping properties (3.2) to (3.6) imply that

(∆ϱ)γ∈N̂(J,m),β ̸= 0 =⇒ β ∈ N̂;

for all J ̸= 0, (∆ϱ)γ∈N̂(J,m),β ̸= 0 =⇒ β ∈ N;

(∆ϱ)γ∈N(J,m),β ̸= 0 =⇒ β ∈ N; (3.31)

(∆ϱ)γ∈T(J,m),β ̸= 0 =⇒ β ∈ T. (3.32)

Similarly, iterating (3.17) and (3.18) yields

(∆ϱ)γ(J,m),β ̸= 0 =⇒ |β| = |γ|+ |(J,m)|. (3.33)

In addition, from (3.26) we have for every (γ,n) ∈ M and every i = 1, ..., d

(∆·)
(e(γ,n),0)
(J ′,m′),(J ′′,m′′)

=
∑
γ′∈N

(D(J ′,m′))γ
′

γ δ
(e(γ′,n),0)
(J ′′,m′′) +

(n+m′′

m′′

)
δ

(e(γ,n+m′′),0)
(J ′,m′) δ0J ′′ .

(3.34)
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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 (1.1) is smooth,
and thus all derivatives make classical sense. Following (2.12), we may express the
r. h. s. as ∑

l∈L−∪{0}

z(l,0)[a,u, ·]ξl; (3.35)

thus, it is natural to seek a representation of the model equation (2.22) 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 D, which
contain multi-indices13 in T. 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 indices14

M− := {(γ,n) ∈ M| |n| < η + α}, (3.36)

and accordingly on the set of generators

D− := {zγD(n)}(γ,n)∈M− ⊔ {∂i}i=1,...,d. (3.37)

We first note the following strengthening of the finiteness property (2.18):

Lemma 3.9 For every β ∈ M (R),

#{(γ, (γ′,n′)) ∈ M (R) ×M− | (zγ
′
D(n′))γβ ̸= 0} < ∞. (3.38)

Proof. Recall (2.17). Fixing β, there are finitely many γ′ to consider, since it must
hold that γ′ ≤ β. In addition, the restriction |n′| < η + α implies there are finitely
many n′. For fixed (γ′,n′), we appeal to (2.18) and obtain finitely many γ.

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 D− with the Lie bracket
(3.13), (3.14); then L− is a Lie sub-algebra of L. In addition, let L̃− denote the Lie
sub-algebra generated by {zγD(n)}(γ,n)∈M−; then (L̃−, ▷) is a pre-Lie sub-algebra
of (L̃, ▷).

We consider the universal envelope U(L−), which is the Hopf sub-algebra of U(L)
generated by the basis elements {D(J,m)}(J,m)∈M (M−)×Nd

0
. The structure constants

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

13Giving a special role to the polynomials, encoded in ∂i.
14Actually, according to (2.36) we should rather consider η + maxl∈L−∪{0} reg(l) as an upper

bound, but there is in practice no difference since we think of reg(l) and αl as infinitesimally close to
each other.
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Lemma 3.11 For every β ∈ T∪ N̂,

#{(γ, (J,m)) ∈ (T∪ N̂) × (M (M−) × Nd
0) | (∆ϱ)γ(J,m),β ̸= 0} < ∞. (3.39)

Proof. Recall (3.30). Note that

(D(J,m))
γ
β ̸= 0 =⇒ β ≥

∑
γ̃

J(γ̃, ñ)γ̃, (3.40)

which can be read off (3.24) as an endomorphism. As a consequence, for a fixed
β, there are finitely many γ̃ allowed, and J(γ̃, ñ) is bounded. In addition, (3.36)
restricts ñ to only finitely many. The combination of these observations implies
that for a fixed β there exist only finitely many J ∈ M (M−) giving non-vanishing
contributions. Moreover, from (3.33) we learn

|m| = |β| − |γ| −
∑

(γ̃,ñ)∈M−

J(γ̃, ñ)(|γ̃|+ η − |ñ|).

Since the homogeneity of γ ∈ T∪ N̂ is bounded from below (cf. (2.40)), we obtain
an upper bound for |m| and thus finitely many m.

It only remains to show that for fixed β and (J,m)

#{γ ∈ T∪ N̂| (∆ϱ)γ(J,m),β ̸= 0} < ∞.

This can be obtained recursively from (3.38) via

∂m = m(i)∂m−ei∂i

and

D(J,m) =
1

J(γ̃,ñ)D(J−e(γ̃,ñ),m)z
γ̃D(ñ)

−
∑

(J ′,m′)+(J ′′,m′′)=(J−e(γ̃,ñ),m)
(J ′,m′ )̸=0

∑
β̃

J ′′(β̃,ñ)+1
J(γ̃,ñ) (D(J ′,m′))

γ̃

β̃
D(J ′′+e(β̃,ñ),m′′),

(3.41)

which follows from (3.22) and (3.25).

As a consequence of the finiteness property (3.39), we may transpose the action
(3.29) of U (L−) over T ∗

N̂
.

Proposition 3.12 Let15 T− := R[M− ⊔ {1, ..., d}]. Then

∆−
ϱ zβ =

∑
(J,m)∈M (M−)×Nd

0

γ∈N̂

(∆−
ϱ )γ(J,m),βZ

(J,m) ⊗ zγ .

defines a map ∆−
ϱ : T

N̂
→ T

N̂
⊗ T−.

15Careful! T− 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(T−,R), i. e. multiplicative functionals f over
T−; these are characterized by their action on the elements (3.28), i. e.

f (n)
γ := f(Z(γ,n)), fi := f(Zi), f(J,m) =

d∏
i=1

(fi)m(i)
∏

(γ,n)∈M−

(f (n)
γ )J(γ,n). (3.42)

Following [31, (8.17)], with help of the map ∆−
ϱ we may define Γ−

f : T
N̂
→ T

N̂
by

Γ−
f = (1⊗ f)∆−

ϱ ; (3.43)

taking the dual perspective, Γ−,∗
f : T ∗

N̂
→ T ∗

N̂
is given by

Γ−∗
f =

∑
(J,m)

f(J,m)ϱ(D(J,m)), (3.44)

which is effectively a finite sum thanks to the finiteness property (3.39). Note that
by (3.31) and (3.32) we also have

Γ−∗
f T ∗

N ⊂ T ∗
N

Γ−∗
f T ∗

T⊂ T ∗
T.

We now use these maps to rephrase the model equation (2.22). Formally, (3.35)
and the identification (2.9) suggest to write

Π−
x = Γ−∗

f (
∑
l∈L−

z(l,0)ξl),

where f ∈ Alg(T−,R) is generated from Πx itself. Note that {e(l,0)}l∈L−∪{0} ⊂ N̂,
thus the action is well-defined. There is however one issue to be solved: Πx takes
values in T ∗

T, so we need to connect the characters Alg(T−,R) with power series
T ∗
T. To this end, we first derive the following exponential formula, which is the

analogue to the explicit formulas used in [42, 40, 41], cf. e. g. [40, (5.16)].

Lemma 3.13 Let f ∈ Alg(T−,R). For every n, consider

f (n) :=
∑
γ∈N

f (n)
γ zγ +

∑
m∈Nd

0

f (n)
em zm ∈ T ∗

T

given by

f (n)
γ =

{
f(n)
γ if (γ,n) ∈ M− and
0 otherwise,

f (n)
em =

{ (m
n
)
f(0,m−n), if n < m and

0 otherwise. (3.45)

Then
Γ−∗

f =
∑
l≥0

1

l!

∑
n1,...,nl∈Nd

0

f (n1) · · · f (nl)D(nl) · · ·D(n1). (3.46)
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Note that by resummation, cf. [40, Lemma A.2], (3.46) may be rewritten as

Γ−∗
f =

∑
k∈M (Nd

0)

1
k!f

kDk.

In particular, by definition (2.13),

Γ−∗
f (

∑
l∈L−∪{0}

z(l,0)ξl) =
∑
(l,k)

z(l,k)f
kξl.

This coincides with the r. h. s. of the model equation (2.22) (when projected
onto β ∈ N), which suggests that we should take f (n) = 1

n!∂
nΠx. We denote the

corresponding character as Πx ∈ Alg(T−,R), given by

Π(n)
xγ := 1

n!∂
nΠxγ , Πxi := (· − x)i, (3.47)

and rewrite the model equation (2.22) for β ∈ Nas{
LΠxβ = Π−

xβ,

Π−
xβ = (Γ∗

Πx

∑
l∈L−∪{0} z(l,0)ξl)β,

(3.48)

where for simplicity we denote Γ∗
Πx

the map associated to (3.39) via (3.44).

Remark 3.14 Note that by (3.2), (3.4) and (3.6) we have that for every β ∈ N̂\N,
the component (Γ∗

Πx

∑
l∈L−∪{0} z(l,0))β is a polynomial: Indeed,

(Γ∗
Πx

∑
l∈L−∪{0}

z(l,0))β∈N̂\N = (Γ−∗
(·−x)z(0,0))β∈N̂\N,

where Γ−∗
(·−x) is generated via (3.42) choosing f(n)

γ = 0 and fi = (· − x)i.

Proof of Lemma 3.13. We claim that

1
m!∂

m =
∑
l≥1

1
l!

∑
mi,ni∈Nd

0,mi ̸=0
m1+...+ml=m

(n1+m1

n1

)
· · ·

(nl+ml
nl

)
zn1+m1· · ·znl+ml

D(nl)· · ·D(n1) (3.49)

and postpone the proof. Then by multiplicativity (3.42) and the identification (3.45)
we have∑

m∈Nd
0

1
m! f

(0,m)∂m

=
∑

m∈Nd
0

∑
l≥1

1
l!

∑
mi,ni∈Nd

0,mi ̸=0
m1+...+ml=m

f (n1)
en1+m1

zn1+m1· · ·f (nl)
enl+ml

znl+ml
D(nl)· · ·D(n1)

=
∑
l≥0

1
l!

∑
mi,ni∈Nd

0
mi>ni

f (n1)
em1

zm1· · ·f (nl)
eml

zml
D(nl)· · ·D(n1).
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On the other hand, the summation lemma [40, Lemma A.2] yields∑
J

∑
m

f(J,m)D(J,m)

=
∑
l≥0

1
l!

∑
(γ1,n1),...,(γl,nl)∈M−

f (n1)
γ1 zγ1 · · · f (nl)

γl
zγl(

∑
m

1
m!∂

m)D(nl) · · ·D(n1).

Combining both identities we get, as desired,∑
(J,m)

f(J,m)D(J,m)

=
∑
l≥0

1
l!

∑
(γ1,n1),...,(γl,nl)∈T×Nd

0

f (n)1
γ1 zγ1 · · · f (n)l

γl
zγlD(nl) · · ·D(n1)

=
∑
l≥0

1
l!

∑
n1,...,nl∈Nd

0

f (n1) · · · f (nl)D(nl) · · ·D(n1).

We now show (3.49) inductively in m. The case l(m) = 1 follows from (2.15), we
now assume it true for m and aim to prove it for m+ ei for some i = 1, ..., d. Recall
that

∂i
1

m!∂
m = (m(i) + 1) 1

(m+ei)!
∂m+ei . (3.50)

On the other hand, using the Leibniz rule and the induction hypothesis, we write

∂i
1

m!∂
m

=
∑
l≥1

1
l!

∑
n1,...,nl+1∈Nd

0

∑
mi,...,ml+1∈Nd

0\{0}
m1+...+ml+1=m+ei

ml+1=ei

(n1+m1

n1

)
· · ·

(nl+1+ml+1
nl+1

)

× zn1+m1 · · · znl+1+ml+1
D(nl+1) · · ·D(n1)

+
∑
l≥1

1
l!

∑
n1,...,nl∈Nd

0

∑
mi,...,ml∈Nd

0\{0}
m1+...+ml=m

l∑
j=1

(n1+m1

n1

)
· · ·

(nj+mj+ei
nj

)
(mj(i) + 1)· · ·

(nl+ml
nl

)
× zn1+m1 · · · znj+mj+ei · · · znl+ml

D(nl) · · ·D(nj ) · · ·D(n1).

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

mi,...,ml+1∈Nd
0\{0}

m1+...+ml+1=m+ei
ml+1=ei

= 1
l+1

l+1∑
j=1

∑
mi,...,ml+1∈Nd

0\{0}
m1+...+ml+1=m+ei

mj=ei

.

Shifting the sum in l by l 7→ l − 1, we then rewrite the whole term as∑
l≥1

1
l!

∑
n1,...,nl∈Nd

0

l∑
j=1

∑
mi,...,ml∈Nd

0\{0}
m1+...+ml=m+ei

mj=ei

(n1+m1

n1

)
· · ·

(nl+ml
nl

)
zn1+m1· · · znl+ml

D(nl)· · ·D(n1).
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In the second r. h. s. term, we shift the third sum by mj 7→ mj − ei so that

∑
mi,...,ml∈Nd

0\{0}
m1+...+ml=m

l∑
j=1

=
l∑

j=1

∑
mi,...,ml∈Nd

0\{0}
m1+...+ml=m+ei

mj>ei

.

The sum of the two terms then yields

∑
l≥1

1
l!

∑
n1,...,nl∈Nd

0

l∑
j=1

∑
m1,...,ml∈Nd

0\{0}
m1+...+ml=m+ei

mj≥ei

mj(i)
(n1+m1

n1

)
· · ·

(nl+ml
nl

)
zn1+m1· · ·znl+ml

D(nl) · · ·D(n1).

Note now that the presence of the factor mj(i) implies that unless mj ≥ ei the
corresponding term vanishes, so we can actually remove the condition mj ≥ ei and
write

∑
l≥1

1
l!

∑
n1,...,nl∈Nd

0

l∑
j=1

∑
m1,...,ml∈Nd

0\{0}
m1+...+ml=m+ei

mj(i)
(n1+m1

n1

)
· · ·

(nl+ml
nl

)
zn1+m1· · ·znl+ml

D(nl)· · ·D(n1)

= (m(i) + 1)
∑
l≥1

1
l!

∑
n1,...,nl∈Nd

0

∑
mi,...,ml∈Nd

0\{0}
m1+...+ml=m+ei

(n1+m1

n1

)
· · ·

(nl+ml
nl

)
× zn1+m1 · · · znl+ml

D(nl) · · ·D(n1).

Then (3.49) follows from (3.50).

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+ := {(γ,n) ∈ M| |n| < η + |γ|} (3.51)

as well as the set of generators

D+ := {zγD(n)}(γ,n)∈M+ ⊔ {∂i}i=1,...,d.

The analogue of the finiteness property (3.38) holds for M+.

Lemma 3.15 For every β ∈ M (R),

#{(γ, (γ′,n′)) ∈ M (R) ×M+ | (zγ
′
D(n′))γβ ̸= 0} < ∞. (3.52)
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Proof. Recall (2.17). As in the proof of Lemma 3.9, fixing β, there are finitely many
γ′ to consider. Condition |n′| < η + |γ′| in turn yields finitely many n′. Finally, we
appeal to (2.18) and obtain finitely many γ.

As in the previous subsection, we now construct a Lie sub-algebra from D+.

Lemma 3.16 Let L+ be the Lie algebra generated by D+ with the Lie bracket
(3.13), (3.14); then L+ is a Lie sub-algebra of L. In addition, let L̃+ denote the Lie
sub-algebra generated by {zγD(n)}(γ,n)∈M+; then (L̃+, ▷) is a pre-Lie sub-algebra
of (L̃, ▷).

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

for all (γ′,n′) ∈ M+, (zγ
′
D(n′))γβ ̸= 0 =⇒ |β| > |γ|;

this shows closedness for (3.10). Similarly, (3.18) implies

(∂i)
γ
β ̸= 0 =⇒ |β| > |γ|,

which shows closedness for (3.12). Finally, since |n− ei| < |n|, (3.11) is also closed.

We consider the universal envelope U(L+), which is the Hopf sub-algebra of
U(L) generated by the basis elements {D(J,m)}(J,m)∈M (M+)×Nd

0
. As in 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
• For every β ∈ T∪ N̂,

#{(γ, (J,m)) ∈ (T∪ N̂) × (M (M+) × Nd
0) | (∆ϱ)γ(J,m),β ̸= 0} < ∞; (3.53)

• for every (J,m) ∈ M (M+) × Nd
0,

#
{

(J ′,m′), (J ′′,m′′) ∈ M (M+) × Nd
0 | (∆·)

(J,m)
(J ′,m′),(J ′′,m′′) ̸= 0

}
< ∞.

(3.54)

Proof. The proof of (3.53) is a slight variation of the arguments of Lemma 3.11,
replacing M− with M+. We henceforth focus on (3.54). By the algebra morphism
property of the coproduct, together with the representation (3.25), it is enough to
show the statement for (J,m) of length one, i. e. either J = 0 and m = ei, or
J = e(γ,n) and m = 0. In the first case, it can be deduced from (3.19) that necessarily
J ′ = J ′′ = 0, so we are left with products of the form

D(0,m′)D(0,m′′) =
(m′+m′′

m′

)
D(0,m′+m′′),
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which in turn implies
(∆·)

(0,ei)
(0,m′),(0,m′′) = δeim′+m′′ (3.55)

and trivially yields finitely many m′, m′′. We now focus on the case J = e(γ,n),
m = 0; this corresponds to the γ component of (3.26) with U1 = D(J ′,m′) and
U2 = D(J ′′,m′′). We look at the two summands in (3.26) separately. The γ-component
of the first term takes the form

(∆ϱ)γ
′

(J ′,m′),γδ
(e(γ′,n),0)
(J ′′,m′′) .

By the finiteness property (3.52), for fixed γ there are finitely many (J ′,m′) ∈
M (M+) × Nd

0 and γ′ ∈ T∪ N̂giving non-vanishing contributions, thus yielding
finitely many (J ′′,m′′) ∈ M (M+) × Nd

0. The γ-component of the second term in
(3.26) takes the form ∑

m

(n+m
m

)
δ

(e(γ,n+m),0)
(J ′,m′) δ(0,m)

(J ′′,m′′).

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

Note that (3.33) combined with condition (3.51) yields the triangularity property

for all (J,m) ∈ M (M+) × Nd
0 (∆ϱ)γ(J,m),β ̸= 0 =⇒ |β| > |γ|. (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[M+ ⊔ {1, ..., d}].
• Let ∆+

· : T+ → T+ ⊗ T+ be defined by

∆+
· Z

(J,m) =
∑

(J ′,m′),(J ′′,m′′)∈M (M+)×Nd
0

(∆·)
(J,m)
(J ′,m′),(J ′′,m′′)Z

(J ′,m′) ⊗ Z(J ′′,m′′).

Then there exists a map A+ : T+ → T+ such that T+ is a Hopf algebra with
coproduct ∆+

· and antipode A+.
• Let ∆+

ϱ : T
T∪N̂ → T+ ⊗ (T

T∪N̂) be defined by

∆+
ϱ zβ =

∑
(J,m)∈M (M+)×Nd

0

γ∈T∪N̂

(∆ϱ)γ(J,m),βZ
(J,m) ⊗ zγ .

Then (T,∆+
ϱ ) is a left comodule over T+, i. e.

(id ⊗∆+
ϱ )∆+

ϱ = (∆+
· ⊗ id)∆+

ϱ .
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Proof. It only remains to show that the bialgebra 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 A+ is
the transposition of the antipode of U(L+).

Remark 3.19 Scanning the proof of (3.54), we can show the analogue in case of
M−, 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(T+,R) of multiplicative
functionals π over T+, which as in (3.42) are characterized by their action on the
elements D+, i. e.

π(n)
γ := π(Z(γ,n)), πi := π(Zi), π(J,m) =

d∏
i=1

(πi)m(i)
∏

(γ,n)∈M+

(π(n)
γ )J(γ,n). (3.57)

Alg(T+,R) is a group under the convolution product,

π ∗ σ := (π ⊗ σ)∆+
· , π−1 = πA+. (3.58)

Under the lens of the coaction ∆+
ϱ , this gives rise to the structure group. However,

there is a subtlety: We want to see the maps of the structure group acting on TT, but
it is not true that ∆+

ϱ TT⊂ T+ ⊗ TT. We therefore introduce the projected coaction

∆+
ϱ := (pT⊗ id)∆+

ϱ ,

which in coordinates takes the form

∆+
ϱ zβ =

∑
(J,m)∈M (M+)×Nd

0
γ∈T

(∆ϱ)γ(J,m),βZ
(J,m) ⊗ zγ .

The mapping property (3.32) then implies that (TT,∆
+
ϱ ) is a left comodule over

T+, i. e.
(id ⊗∆+

ϱ )∆+
ϱ = (∆+

· ⊗ id)∆+
ϱ . (3.59)

as maps in TT.

Lemma 3.20 The group

G := {Γ+
π = (π ⊗ id)∆+

ϱ |π ∈ Alg(T+,R)} (3.60)

is a well-defined structure group; in particular, for all π ∈ Alg(T+,R),

(Γ+
π − id)γβ ̸= 0 =⇒ |γ| < |β|.
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Proof. The group structure is a consequence of the group structure of Alg(T+,R)
and the comodule property (3.59). The triangularity property is a consequence of
(3.56).

Remark 3.21 Note that a character π ∈ Alg(T+,R) also defines a map Γ+
π :

T
P∪N̂ → T

P∪N̂, replacing ∆+
ϱ by ∆+

ϱ in (3.60). We will use the same notation for
both since, when taking the dual perspective as in the previous subsection, we have

Γ+∗
π =

∑
(J,m)∈M (M+)×Nd

0

π(J,m)ϱ(D(J,m)); (3.61)

now the mapping property (3.32) implies

Γ+∗
π T ∗

T⊂ T ∗
T,

which means that the restriction Γ+∗
π |T ∗

T
coincides with the dual of the maps in G.

In addition, (3.31) implies
Γ+∗
π T ∗

N ⊂ T ∗
N. (3.62)

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

Lemma 3.22 Let π,σ ∈ Alg(T+,R) be defined in terms of the characters (3.57).
Then for every (γ,n) ∈ M+

(π ∗ σ)(n)
γ =

∑
γ′∈N

(Γ+∗
π )γ

′
γ σ(n)

γ +
∑

m∈Nd
0

(n+m
n

)
π(n+m)
γ σ(0,m), (3.63)

and for every i = 1, ..., d
(π ∗ σ)i = πi + σi. (3.64)

Proof. Note that by (3.57) and (3.58)

(π ∗ σ)(n)
γ = (π ⊗ σ)∆+

· Z(γ,n).

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

Remark 3.23 As in Lemma 3.13, we define for every n ∈ Nd
0

π(n) =
∑
γ∈N

π(n)
γ zγ +

∑
m∈Nd

0

π(n)
em zm

with

π(n)
γ =

{
π(n)
γ if (γ,n) ∈ M+ and
0 otherwise,

π(n)
em =

{ (m
n
)
π(0,m−n), if n ≤ m and

0 otherwise.
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Then
Γ+∗
π =

∑
l≥0

1
l!

∑
n1,...,nl∈Nd

0

π(n1) · · ·π(nl)D(nl) · · ·D(n1),

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

Γ+∗
π Γ−∗

f .

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

U(L+) ⊗ U(L−) −→ U(L) −→ U(L−)
U+ ⊗ U− 7−→ U+U− 7−→ pM−(U+U−),

(3.65)

Note that when U(L) acts on T ∗
N̂

this projection is immaterial, since derivatives of
|n| > η+α produce vanishing contributions due to the subcriticality condition. The
argument for (3.54), also applied to M−, shows that for all (J,m) ∈ M (M−) × Nd

0

#

{
(J ′,m′) ∈ M (M+) × Nd

0

(J ′′,m′′) ∈ M (M−) × Nd
0

∣∣∣ (∆·)
(J,m)
(J ′,m′),(J ′′,m′′) ̸= 0

}
< ∞,

and thus the projected concatenation product (3.65) can be transposed: We define
∆±

· : T− → T+ ⊗ T− in coordinates by

∆±
· Z

(J,m) :=
∑

(J ′,m′)∈M (M+)×Nd
0

(J ′′,m′′)∈M (M−)×Nd
0

(∆·)
(J,m)
(J ′,m′),(J ′′,m′′)Z

(J ′,m′) ⊗ Z(J ′′,m′′),

and the corresponding convolution product ∗ : Alg(T+,R) ⊗ Alg(T−,R) →
Alg(T−,R) as

π ∗ f := (π ⊗ f)∆±
· .

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

(π ∗ f)(n)
γ =

∑
γ′∈N

(Γ+∗
π )γ

′
γ f(n)

γ′ +
∑

m∈Nd
0

π(m)
γ f(0,m−n) (3.66)

(π ∗ f)i = πi + fi. (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 top-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

al 7→ al + c(l), (3.68)

where, for every l ∈ L− ∪ {0}, cl is a priori allowed to depend on a,p,u, {ξl}l∈L−

and space-time points x ∈ Rd. 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, cl 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 in u. This has two effects: On the one hand, it forces cl ≡ 0 for l ∈ L−, so
that we can identify cl=0 = c; on the other, the dependence of c on ξl 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 1, 2 and 3, it implies that the counterterm satisfies

c[a,u, x] = c[a](u(x)).

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

c[a,u, x] = Γ−∗
u(x)−q(x)c[a,q, x].

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

c ∈ T ∗
N.

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

cβ ̸= 0 =⇒ ((β )) ≥ 2. (3.69)

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

cβ ̸= 0 =⇒ |β| < 0. (3.70)

Definition 3.24 Let

C := {β ∈ N| |β| < 0, ((β )) ≥ 2}. (3.71)

We call {c ∈ T ∗
C} the set of admissible counterterms

Remark 3.25 Note that, as a consequence of (2.38), T ∗
C ⊂ T ∗

N ⊂ T ∗
T is a finite-

dimensional linear subspace.

Recall now Subsection 3.2, and particularly (3.48), where we rewrote the model
equation for (1.1) in terms of a shift constructed via the multiplicative functional of
T− identified with the model. Following the same principle, the translation (3.68)
may be reduced to shifting z(l,0) by c(l) and then applying Γ∗

Π, so that the new model
equation takes the form

LΠ = Γ∗
Π

∑
l∈L−∪{0}

ξl(z(l,0) + δ0l c) =
∑

l∈L−∪{0}

Γ∗
Πξlz(l,0) + Γ∗

Πc. (3.72)
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3.5 Connection to preparation maps
In this subsection, using the connection between multi-indices and trees of Subsection
2.5, 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 [1, 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∗(σ ↷ τ ) = σ ↷ R∗τ, (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
[20], 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∗(Ξl

∏
j

Imj (τj)) = (R∗Ξl)
∏
j

Imj (τj).

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 ϱ : U (L) ⊗ T ∗
T∪N̂

→ T
T∪N̂ as the simultaneous

grafting of the basis elements (3.24). Actually, it follows from the pre-Lie morphism
property of Ψ (2.50) that its canonical extension Ψ+ satisfies a morphism property
with respect to simultaneous grafting, which for a rooted tree takes the particular
form

Ψ+

(
Ξl

∏
i

Imi(τi)
)
= Ψ+

(∏
i

Imi(τi) ↷ Ξl

)
= ϱ

(
Ψ
(∏

i

Imi(τi)
))

Ψ(Ξl).

This suggests that a preparation map for multi-indices could be defined identifying
R∗z(l,0) = R∗Ψ[Ξl], and then propagating in the same way. Actually, the triangularity
properties of preparation maps are consistent with the translation z(0,0) 7→ z(0,0) + c
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 ((β )) ≥ 1, which in turn follows from (3.69). However,
recall from Subsection 2.5 that a multi-index β 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,

Ψ[ΞlI(Ξl′I(Ξl′′))I(Ξl′′)] = 2z2e(l′′,0)+e(l′,e0)+e(l,2e0) = Ψ[Ξl′I(Ξl(I(Ξl′′))2)];
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on the l. h. s. the root is a node Ξl with fertility 2, whereas on the r. h. s. the root is a
node Ξl′ 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 (3.48) allows to keep the U (L) and z(l,0) contributions virtually
separated, while our counterterm c takes the form of a translation only of the z(l,0)
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(l,0). 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.

Lu =
∑

l∈L−∪{0}

al(u)ξl + c(u).

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

αl < 0, l ∈ L−, α0 = 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 [37, 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 = K ∗ (
∑

l∈L−∪{0}

al(u)ξl + c(u)) +R ∗ (
∑

l∈L−∪{0}

al(u)ξl + c(u)) + v, (4.1)
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where K is compactly supported, R 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 β ∈ Nwe write

Πxβ = K ∗ (Γ∗
Πx

(
∑

l∈L∪{0}

z(l,0)ξl + c)) mod polynomials. (4.2)

Assumption 5 There exist a smooth function K̄ : Rd \ {0} → R which is scale
invariant in the sense that there exists η > |s| such that

K̄ ◦Sλ
s = λ|s|−ηK̄,

and such that K = K̄ · χ where χ ∈ C∞
c is a smooth cutoff supported in B1.

The decomposition (4.1) 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 η-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 thatK preserves
polynomials of any order, as stated in [6, Lemma 2.9]; i. e.∫

Rd
K(· − z)zndz is a polynomial of degree ≤ |n|.

From the point of view of our model equation, this justifies the population conditions
(2.23) and (2.29). Indeed, (2.23) 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 (2.29) consistent. The η-regularizing property means that K satisfies a
multi-level Schauder estimate of degree η, 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 η > |s| can be relaxed to
η ≥ |s| with the cost of dealing with logarithmic divergences, cf. [31, Remark 5.6],
but we keep away from these analytic technicalities. See (4.9) for the formulation
we will use in our construction.

The mild formulation (4.1) 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 L; 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. [41, 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 ξl be smooth for all l ∈ L−. Let K satisfy Assumption 5. For
every admissible counterterm c ∈ T ∗

C, there exists a model Πx : Rd → T ∗
T, Γxy ∈ G

such that (2.21) holds and for every β ∈ N

Πxβ = K ∗Π−
xβ mod polynomial of deg < |β|+ η, (4.3)

Π−
xβ =

(
Γ∗
Πx

(
∑

l∈L−∪{0}

ξlz(l,0) + c)
)
β
. (4.4)

More precisely, (Πx,Γxy) satisfy the algebraic constraints

Πx = Γ∗
xyΠy, Γ∗

xy = Γ∗
xzΓ

∗
zy (4.5)

as well as the analytic estimates

|Π−
xβ(y)| ≲ |y − x||β|, |Πxβ(y)| ≲ |y − x||β|+η, (4.6)

|(Γ∗
xy)γβ| ≲ |y − x||β|−|γ|, (4.7)

for all β, γ ∈ T∪ N̂and |y − x| ≤ 1.

4.2 Proof of Theorem 4.1
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 β-projection of (4.3), (4.4) 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 (4.4), we note that we require that (Γ−∗
Πx

(ξlz(l,0) + c))β
depends on ∂nΠβ′ only for “previous” β′. 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 Let f ∈ Alg(T−,R), and let Γ−
f be given by (3.43). For every β, γ ∈ N̂,

the component (Γ−∗
f )γβ depends only on {fi}i=1,...,d ∪ {f(n′)

γ′ }(γ′,n′)∈M− with γ′ < β.

Proof. We use representation (3.44). By the finiteness property (3.39), we may
focus on a fixed (J,m) ∈M (M−)×Nd

0. The multiplicativity property (3.42) implies
that our statement is equivalent to

(D(J,m))
γ∈N̂
β∈N̂

̸= 0 =⇒ γ′ < β for all γ′ with J(γ′,n′) ̸= 0.

Note that this does not follow from (3.40), since we need a strict inequality. We start
showing it for the generators (3.1). For {∂i}i=1,...,d there is nothing to show; for
zγ

′
D(n′), it follows from (2.19). The proof concludes by induction on the length of

(J,m), using the recursion (3.41).

We now describe the induction for the construction of Πx. For every n ∈ Nd
0, we

fix Πxen by (2.21), and the corresponding character Πxi = (· − x)i in (3.47). For a
multi-index β ∈ N, each induction step consists of the following:
1. Construction and estimates of (4.4). Since

∑
l ξlz(l,0) + c ∈ T ∗

N̂
, Lemma 4.2

implies that this only depends on ∂nΠxβ′ forβ′ ∈ N, β′ < β and the polynomials,
which were fixed at the very beginning.

2. Construction and estimates of ∂nΠxβ 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 Π−

x come out as a consequence of the estimates of Γ−
Πx

and ξl. The
former, in turn, are a consequence of estimates of Πx in previous levels and the
multiplicative structure, as reflected in the inductive procedure. More precisely, for
f ∈ Alg(T−,R) and Γ−

f defined by (3.43), it follows by the representation (3.44)
and the multiplicativity property (3.42) that fixing β, γ ∈ N̂,

|(Γ−∗
f )γβ| ≤

∑
(J,m)

|f(J,m)||(D(J,m))
γ
β| =

∑
(J,m)

∏
i

|fi|m(i)
∏

(γ′,n′)

|f(n′)
γ′ |J(γ′,n′)|(D(J,m))

γ
β|,

and by (3.33) it holds

|(Γ−∗
f )γβ| ≲

∑
(J,m)

δ
|γ|+|(J,m)|
|β|

∏
i

|fi|m(i)
∏

(γ′,n′)

|f(n′)
γ′ |J(γ′,n′).

Therefore, estimates on Γ∗
Πx(z) follow from estimates of ∂nΠx(z) on previous levels

and the polynomial characters; more specifically, we will feed in the induction the
estimate

|∂nΠxβ(z)| ≲ |z − x||β|+η−|n|, (4.8)

which generalizes the second estimate in (4.6). Then, recalling (3.27)

|(Γ∗
Πx(z))

γ
β| ≲

∑
(J,m)

δ
|γ|+|(J,m)|
|β| |z − x||(J,m)| ≲ |z − x||β|−|γ|.
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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 Π−

x : The first one to get the estimate of ΓΠx

(which could involve singular products of integrated functionals, i. e. planted trees),
the second to get the estimate of Γ∗

Πx
z(l,0)ξl (which would involve singular products

between integrated functionals and noises, i. e. rooted trees).

The so-called integration step, i. e. passing from Π−
x to Πx, involves the

η-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, i. e.

|h(y)| ≲ |y − x|ν =⇒ |∂n(K ∗ h(y) − Tν+η
x K ∗ h(y))| ≲ |y − x|ν+η−|n|, (4.9)

where Tκ
x is the Taylor polynomial of its argument centered at x and to order κ. The

interested reader can consult [6, Lemma 3.15] for a clear exposition of how to obtain
such an estimate under Assumption 5.

Similarly, the construction of Γxy involves an induction with respect to the
component-wise order of multi-indices. We have the analogue of Lemma 4.2.

Lemma 4.4 Let π ∈ Alg(T+,R), and let Γ+
π be given by (3.60).

• For everyβ ∈ Tand γ ∈ N̂, the component (Γ+∗
π )γβ depends only on {πi}i=1,...,d

∪ {π(n′)
γ′ }(γ′,n′)∈M+ with γ′ < β.

• For every β ∈ T and n ∈ Nd
0, the component (Γ+∗

π )en
β depends only on

{πi}i=1,...,d ∪ {π(n)
β }.

Proof. By the finiteness property (3.53), we may reduce the problem to a fixed
element D(J,m). The proof of the first item is the same as in Lemma 4.2. For the
second, it reduces to showing

(D(J,m))en
β ̸= 0 =⇒ J ≤ e(β,n). (4.10)

We assume J ̸= 0, otherwise there is nothing to show. It is easy to see, e. g.
inductively in l(J) via (3.41), that ϱ(D(J,m))zn =

∑
β z

βδ
e(β,n)
J ; this shows (4.10).

The construction of Γxy then follows a structure parallel to that of Πx. We start
by fixing πxyi = (y − x)i, i = 1, ..., d. By (3.67), this choice is already consistent
with the recentering rule for the polynomial characters, since

Πxi = (· − x)i = (y − x)i + (· − y)i = πxyi +Πyi.
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In addition, the composition rule for the polynomial characters follows from (3.64)
and

πxyi = (y − x)i = (z − x)i + (y − z)i = πxzi + πzyi.

For a multi-index β ∈ N, each induction step consists of the following:

1. Construction and estimates of (Γ∗
xy)γ∈N̂β , which due to Lemma 4.4 only depends

on π(n)
xyβ′ with β′ < β.

2. Construction and estimates of π(n)
xyβ via the relation

Γ∗
xypNΠy = Πx −

∑
n∈Nd

0

π(n)
xy (· − y)n. (4.11)

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

∂nΠxβ =
∑
γ∈N

(Γ∗
xy)γβ∂

nΠyγ +
∑
m≥n

|m|<|β|+η

(m
n
)
π(m)
xyβ(· − y)m−n, (4.12)

which we feed in the induction.
3. Proof of the recentering property, which thanks to Lemma 3.22 reduces to

showing

π(n)
xyβ =

∑
γ∈N

(Γ∗
xz)γβπ

(n)
zyγ +

∑
m≥n

|m|<|β|+η

(m
n
)
π(m)
xzβ(z − y)m−n, (4.13)

which we also feed in the induction.

As with Πx and ΓΠx before, although now not requiring qualitative smooth-
ness since there are no singular products involved, the estimates of (Γ∗

xy)γβ are a
consequence of the estimates of its characters, namely (4.7) follows from

|π(n)
xyβ| ≲ |y − x||β|+η−|n|, (4.14)

which we also feed in the induction. The case γ ∈ P involves π(n)
xy at the current

level, which is the last estimate obtained in each induction step. The construction
and estimates of the characters π(n)

xy , 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 β reads

(Πx − Γ∗
xypNΠy)β =

∑
|n|<|β|+η

π(n)
xyβ(· − y)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 (4.14) 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 4.1. We focus on the induction for multi-indices β ∈ N. The
base case is given by length-one non-polynomial multi-indices, which by conditions
(2.23) and (2.29) are given by β = e(l,0), l ∈ L−. Then (4.4) reduces to

Π−
xe(l,0)

= ξl.

Obviously, the smoothness assumption and the fact that αl < 0 imply for |y−x| ≤ 1
the pointwise estimate

|Πxe(l,0)(y)−| ≲ |y − x|αl = |y − x||e(l,0)|.

We now look at Πxe(l,0) . For simplicity, denote Π̃x := K ∗Π−
x . Take

Πxe(l,0) = Π̃xe(l,0) − Tαl+η
x Π̃xe(l,0) ,

which is consistent with (4.3), and due to (4.9) gives the estimate

|∂nΠxe(l,0)(y)| ≲ |y − x|αl+η−|n|. (4.15)

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

Πxe(l,0) −Πye(l,0) = 0 mod polynomial of deg < αl + η.

Expanding this polynomial around y, we obtain the coefficients π(n)
xye(l,0)

by

Πxe(l,0)(z) = Πye(l,0)(z) +
∑

|n|<|e(l,0)|+η

π(n)
xye(l,0)

(z − y)n; (4.16)

this immediately shows the recentering rule (3.66) at level e(l,0). In addition, in
(4.16) we now use (4.15) and the three-point argument of [39, Subsection 4.5],
yielding

|π(n)
xye(l,0)

| ≲ |y − x||e(l,0)|+η−|n|,

which is (4.14) at this level, and therefore yields (4.7). We now show the composition
rule at level e(l,0). For this we take a third base point z and note that, adding and
subtracting Πze(l,0) in (4.16), we have that∑
|n|<|e(l,0)|+η

π(n)
xye(l,0)

(·−y)n =
∑

|n|<|e(l,0)|+η

π(n)
xze(l,0)

(·−z)n+
∑

|n|<|e(l,0)|+η

π(n)
zye(l,0)

(·−y)n.

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

|n|<|e(l,0)|+η

π(n)
xye(l,0)

(· − y)n

=
∑

|n|<|e(l,0)|+η

(
∑

m∈Nd
0

π(m)
xze(l,0)

(n
m
)
(y − z)n−m + π(n)

zy )(· − y)n.
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Since (Γ∗ − id)γ∈Ne(l,0) = 0, which can be seen from (3.40), this implies the equality
for each n ∈ Nd

0

π(n)
xye(l,0)

=
∑
γ∈N

(Γ∗
xz)γe(l,0)

π(n)
zyγ +

∑
m∈Nd

0

(n
m
)
π(m)
xze(l,0)

(y − z)n−m,

which is (4.13).

We now turn to the induction step. We know by Lemma 4.2 that (Γ∗
Πx

)γ∈N̂β only
depends on ∂nΠxβ′ with β′ < β and polynomials, and thus we can construct and
estimate it by the induction hypothesis in form of (4.8) via (3.27):

|(Γ∗
Πx(z))

γ∈N̂
β | ≲ |z − x||β|−|γ|.

Therefore,

|(Γ∗
Πx(z)ξl(z)z(l,0))β| ≲ |z − x||β|−|e(l,0)||ξl(z)| ≲ |z − x|β,

as well as
|(Γ∗

Πx(z)c)β| ≲
∑
γ

|z − x||β|−|γ||cγ | ≲ |z − x||β|,

where we used (3.70) and |z − x| ≤ 1. Combining these two estimates we have the
first item in (4.6), i. e.

|Π−
xβ(z)| ≲ |z − x||β|.

We now consider

Π̃xβ = K ∗Π−
xβ, Πxβ = Π̃xβ − T|β|+η

x Π̃xβ, (4.17)

which again by (4.9) implies (4.8). Turning our attention to Γxy, we know by Lemma
4.4 that (Γ∗

xy)γ∈N̂β depends only on π(n)
xyβ′ with β′ < β and polynomials, so by the

induction hypothesis (4.14) we have (4.7) for γ ∈ N̂. Moreover, by the induction
hypothesis in the form (4.12), and (4.17), it holds that

(Πx − Γ∗
xypNΠy)β = 0 mod polynomial of degree < |β|+ η.

Expanding this polynomial around y, we get the coefficients

(Πx − Γ∗
xypNΠy)β =

∑
|n|<|β|+η

π(n)
xyβ(· − y)n.

and, by the three-point argument, cf. [39, Subsection 4.5], the corresponding
estimate (4.14), which in turn implies (4.7) for γ ∈ P. It only remains to show the
composition rule, i. e. (4.13). We first note that by the binomial formula∑

n∈Nd
0

(π(n)
xy − (Γ∗

xzπ
(n)
zy +

∑
m≥n

(m
n
)
π(m)
xz (y − z)m−n))β(· − y)n

=
∑

n∈Nd
0

π(n)
xyβ(· − y)n −

∑
n∈Nd

0

(Γ∗
xzπ

(n)
zy )β(· − y)n −

∑
n∈Nd

0

π(n)
xzβ(· − z)n.
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By construction, the r. h. s. is given by

Πxβ − (Γ∗
xypNΠy)β − (Γ∗

xzpN(Πz − Γ∗
zypNΠy))β −Πxβ + (Γ∗

xzpNΠz)β
= −(Γ∗

xypNΠy − Γ∗
xzpNΓ

∗
zypNΠy)β

= −((Γ∗
xy − Γ∗

xzΓ
∗
zy)pNΠy)β,

where in the last step we used pNΓ
∗
zypN = Γ∗

zypN as a consequence of (3.62).
Thanks to Lemma 4.4 we can use the induction hypothesis (4.13) to conclude that
this expression vanishes.

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 cγ appearing on the r. h. s. of (4.3) do not satisfy γ < β; indeed, for
this we would need that (Γ∗

Πx
)γβ ̸= 0 implies γ < β, which is not true in general and

can be easily seen computing

(Γ∗
Πx

)e(l,0)
e(l′,0)+e(l,e0)

= Πxe(l′,0)
̸= 0.

Thus, we need to accommodate our induction to this situation, finding a new
ordering ≺ such that Π−

xβ depends only on characters and renormalization constants
for β′ ≺ β. 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:
• The length l(β);
• the noise homogeneity ((β )) ;
• the polynomial degree |β|p :=

∑
n |n|β(n).

Note that we have the following lower bounds:

l(β) ≥ 1 for all β ∈ T∪ N̂;

((β )) ≥ 0 for all β ∈ T∪ N̂, and ((β )) = 0 ⇐⇒ β ∈ P∪ N̂;

|β|p ≥ 0 for all β ∈ T∪ N̂.

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 λ1, λ2, λ3 ≥ 0 such that
λ1 + λ2 + λ3 = 1 and build

|β|≺ := λ1l(β) + λ2 ((β )) + λ3|β|p (4.18)
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so that the construction is triangular in | · |≺.

We start with the following observation. Let (γ′,n′) ∈ M, and let β, γ ∈ M (R).
Consider (zγ

′
D(n′))γβ and recall the two conditions under which the matrix entry is

non-vanishing, cf. (2.17). In the case β = γ − e(l,k) + e(l,k+en′ ) + γ′, we have

l(β) = l(γ) + l(γ′) ≥ l(γ) + 1, (4.19)
((β )) = ((γ )) + ((γ′ )) ≥ ((γ )) + 1, (4.20)
|β|p = |γ|p + |γ′|p ≥ |γ|p. (4.21)

Therefore any choice of λi implies |γ|≺ < |β|≺. In the case β = γ − en′ + γ′, we
have

l(β) = l(γ) − 1 + l(γ′) ≥ l(γ), (4.22)
((β )) = ((γ )) + ((γ′ )) ≥ ((γ )) + 1, (4.23)
|β|p = |γ|p − |n′|+ |γ′|p ≥ |γ|p − |n′|. (4.24)

Thus,
|β|≺ ≥ |γ|≺ + λ2 − λ3|n′|.

In order to get the desired triangularity property, we need

λ2 > λ3|n′|,

which of course cannot hold for every n′. However, if we restrict to (γ′,n′) ∈ M−,
cf. (3.36), it is enough to have

λ2 ≥ λ3(η + α). (4.25)

We now turn to {∂i}i=1,...,d. We fix n ∈ Nd
0 and look at (2.17) for

(zn+eiD
(n))γβ ̸= 0.

Similar arguments, replacing γ′ with en+ei , yield

l(β) ≥ l(γ),

((β )) = ((γ )),

|β|p ≥ |γ|p + |ei| > |γ|p,

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

Lemma 4.5 Let (4.18) be such that (4.25) holds. Then for all D ∈ D−, cf. (3.37),

Dγ
β ̸= 0 =⇒ |β|≺ > |γ|≺.

As a consequence, this triangularity is inductively propagated to D(J,m) for (J,m) ∈
M (M−) × Nd

0, which in turn implies the following.
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Corollary 4.6 Let f ∈ Alg(T−,R), and let Γ−
f be given by (3.43). Then

(Γ−∗
f − id)γβ ̸= 0 =⇒ |β|≺ > |γ|≺.

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 M+; we need to exploit the condition in
(3.51) instead. To this end, we rewrite the homogeneity |γ′| using (2.23) as follows:

|γ′| =
∑
(l,k)

αlγ
′(l, k) + η

(∑
(l,k)

|k|γ′(l, k) −
∑

n
γ′(n)

)
−
∑
(l,k)

∑
n

|n|k(n)γ′(l, k) + |γ′|p

= (η + α0)
∑
k

γ′(0, k) +
∑

(l,k)∈L−×M (Nd
0)

(η + αl)γ′(l, k) − η

−
∑
(l,k)

∑
n

|n|k(n)γ′(l, k) + |γ′|p

≤ (η + α)
∑
k

γ′(0, k) + (η + α)((γ′ )) − η + |γ′|p

< (η + α)l(γ′) + (η + α)((γ′ )) − η + |γ′|p.

Thus,
|n′| < |γ′|+ η < (η + α)l(γ′) + (η + α)((γ′ )) + |γ′|p.

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

|β|≺ ≥ |γ|≺ + λ1l(γ′) + λ2 ((γ′ )) + λ3|γ′|p − λ1 − λ3|n′|
> |γ|≺ + (λ1 − λ3(η + α))l(γ′) + (λ2 − λ3(η + α)) ((γ′ )) − λ1.

To get the desired inequality |β|≺ > |γ|≺, it is enough to choose λi’s such that{
λ2 − λ3(η + α) > λ1

λ1 − λ3(η + α) > 0,
(4.26)

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

λ1 := Cλ3(η + α)

λ2 := 2Cλ3(η + α).

Lemma 4.7 Let (4.18) be such that (4.26) holds. Then for all D ∈ D+

Dγ
β ̸= 0 =⇒ |β|≺ > |γ|≺.

As before, this triangularity is inductively propagated to G.
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Corollary 4.8 For every Γ ∈ G,

(Γ∗ − id)γβ ̸= 0 =⇒ |β|≺ > |γ|≺.

It only remains to show that the dependence on the characters for both ΓΠx and Γxy

is triangular with respect to | · |≺. This is trivial, since

β > γ =⇒ |β|≺ > |γ|≺,

and we established triangularity with respect to the component-wise ordering in
lemmas 4.2 and 4.4, respectively.

5 Examples

In this last section we implement the top-down algebraic renormalization in come
classical examples of singular SPDEs of the form (1.1), namely the Φ4

3 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 Φ4
3 model

The dynamical Φ4
d model [44], where d stands for the spatial dimension, is the SPDE

(∂t −∆)Φ = −λΦ3 + ξ; (5.1)

where λ > 0 and ξ is space-time white noise (thus in 1+ 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.

(∂t −∆)Φ =
3∑

j=0

λjΦ
j + λξξ.

We fix the following:
• Parabolic scaling, i. e. we take (2.30) as

|n| = 2n(0) +
d∑

i=1

n(i),

under which the heat operator is 2-homogeneous.
• In line with the above, η = 2.
• We represent ξ with the same symbol, i. e. L− = {ξ}.
• We set αξ = −5

2 -, by which we mean αξ < −5
2 and αξ is arbitrarily close to −5

2 .
Recall that Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion implies that ξ ∈ C− 5

2
- almost

surely.
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The set of (l, k) ∈ {ξ, 0} × N4
0 to consider for the multi-index description then

reduces to five, namely {(ξ, 0)} ∪ {(0, k)}k=0,...,3. We follow (2.12) and identify

z(ξ,0)[λ,Φ, ·] = λξ,

z(0,0)[λ,Φ, ·] = λ0 + λ1Φ+ λ2Φ
2 + λ3Φ

3,

z(0,1)[λ,Φ, ·] = λ1 + 2λ2Φ+ 3λ3Φ
2,

z(0,2)[λ,Φ, ·] = λ2 + 3λ3Φ,

z(0,3)[λ,Φ, ·] = λ3,

so that for a generic β we have

zβ[λ,Φ, ·] =λβ(ξ,0)
ξ (λ0 + λ1Φ+ λ2Φ

2 + λ3Φ
3)β(0,0)(λ1 + 2λ2Φ+ 3λ3Φ

2)β(0,1)

× (λ2 + 3λ3Φ)
β(0,2)λβ(0,3)

3

∏
n∈N4

0

(∂nΦ)β(n). (5.2)

The set of multi-indices satisfying condition (2.23) is characterized by the identity

β(ξ, 0) + β(0, 0) − β(0, 2) − 2β(0, 3) +
∑

n∈N4
0

β(n) = 1. (5.3)

Condition (2.29) simply means that we restrict to β such that either β(ξ, 0) > 0
or β = en for some n ∈ N4

0. Since the expected regularity of the solution Φ is
−1

2 - < 0, there is no need to restrict the polynomial contributions as in (2.37). We
thus have

N= {β ∈ M ({(ξ, 0)} ∪ {(0, k)}k=0,...,3 ∪ N4
0) |β(ξ, 0) > 0, β satisfies (5.3)}.

The homogeneity of a multi-index β is given according to (2.33) by

|β| = (−5

2
-)β(ξ, 0) + 2β(0, 1) + 4β(0, 2) + 6β(0, 3) +

∑
n∈N4

0

(|n| − 2)β(n). (5.4)

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 λξ = 1, λ3 = λ and λi = 0 for i = 0, 1, 2, following [24]. The effective force
coefficients F i,m

κ,ν,µ as defined in [24, Section 7] are indexed by i ∈ N0 and m ∈ N0,
representing the order in λ and Φ, respectively. Looking at the definition of z(0,3)
and z0, one may think that i is β(0, 3) in our approach, whereas m is given by
β(0). This is actually not entirely true in view of (5.2): The order in λ and Φ also
involves contributions from e(0,j), j = 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 (5.10) below). Thus, the index set of [24]
is more efficient than ours. Of course, one could remove the contributions from
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e(0,j), j = 0, 1, 2 from the very beginning and start the multi-index description
merely based on e(0,3) and e0 (note that then the contributions from e(ξ,0) 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 C, cf.
(3.71). As a consequence of (5.3) and (5.4), multi-indices for which |β| < 0 are
characterized by

5β(0, 0)+4β(0, 1)+3β(0, 2)+2β(0, 3)+2
∑

n∈N4
0

|n|β(n) ≤ 5−
∑

n∈N4
0

β(n). (5.5)

We already observe that this forces β(0, k) ≤ 1 for k = 0, 1, 2 and β(0, 3) ≤ 2.
Moreover, β(0, 0) = 0; indeed, if β(0, 0) = 1, then we need β(0, k) = 0 for
k = 1, 2, 3, which by (5.3) leaves us with β = e(0,0) /∈ N. For the polynomial
contributions, we note the following:
• If

∑
n∈N4

0
β(n) ≥ 6, (5.5) is impossible.

• If
∑

n∈N4
0
β(n) = 4, 5, then (5.3) and (5.5) are not compatible.

• If
∑

n∈N4
0
β(n) = 3, then (5.3) and (5.5) only allow for β = e(0,3) + 3e0 /∈ N.

• If
∑

n∈N4
0
β(n) = 2, then (5.5) gives only two possibilities:

– β(0, 2) = 1, β(0, k) = 0 for k = 0, 1, 3. Then (5.3) and (5.5) only allow for
β = e(0,2) + 2e0 /∈ N.

– β(0, 3) = 1, β(0, k) = 0 for k = 0, 1, 2. Then (5.3) and (5.5) only allow for
β = e(ξ,0) + e(0,3) + 2e0, which does not satisfy (3.69).

Thus, we only need to consider
∑

n∈N4
0
β(n) = 0, 1. We now distinguish the two

possible cases.
1. Case

∑
n∈N4

0
β(n) = 0. If β(0, 1) = 1, (5.3) and (5.5) imply that the only

possibility is β = e(ξ,0) + e(0,1), which does not satisfy (3.69). If β(0, 1) = 0
and β(0, 2) = 1, then (5.3) and (5.5) allow for

2e(ξ,0) + e(0,2), 4e(ξ,0) + e(0,2) + e(0,3). (5.6)

Finally, if β(0, 1) = β(0, 2) = 0, we have

3e(ξ,0) + e(0,3), 5e(ξ,0) + 2e(0,3). (5.7)

2. Case
∑

n∈N4
0
β(n) = 1. If β(0, 1) = 1, only e(0,1) + e0 /∈ N is allowed by (5.3)

and (5.5). If β(0, 1) = 0 and β(0, 2) = 1, we can only take e(ξ,0) + e(0,2) + e0,
which does not satisfy (3.69). Finally, for β(0, 1) = β(0, 2) = 0 we only have

2e(ξ,0) + e(0,3) + e0, 4e(ξ,0) +2e(0,3) + e0, {2e(ξ,0) + e(0,3) + eei}i=1,2,3. (5.8)



Examples 58

We therefore have that C consists of the multi-indices (5.6), (5.7) and (5.8). An
admissible counterterm c ∈ T ∗

C then produces the renormalized equation

(∂t −∆)Φ =
3∑

j=0

λjΦ
j + λξξ

+ c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)λ
2
ξ(λ2 + 3λ3Φ)

+ c4e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)+e(0,3)λ
4
ξλ3(λ2 + 3λ3Φ)

+ c3e(ξ,0)+e(0,3)λ
3
ξλ3

+ c5e(ξ,0)+2e(0,3)λ
5
ξλ

2
3

+ c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,3)+e0λ
2
ξλ3Φ

+ c4e(ξ,0)+2e(0,3)+e0λ
4
ξλ

2
3Φ

+
3∑

i=1

c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,3)+eei
λ2
ξλ3∂iΦ.

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

(∂t −∆)Π2e(ξ,0)+e(0,3)+e0 = 3Π2
e(ξ,0)

= (∂t −∆)3Π2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2) , (5.9)

so we have Π2e(ξ,0)+e(0,3)+e0 = 3Π2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2) and may assume c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,3)+e0 =
3c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2) . Similarly,

(∂t −∆)Π4e(ξ,0)+2e(0,3)+e0 = 6Π3e(ξ,0)+e(0,3)Πe(ξ,0) + 3Π2e(ξ,0)+e(0,3)+e0Π
2
e(ξ,0)

= 6Π3e(ξ,0)+e(0,3)Πe(ξ,0) + 9Π2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)Π
2
e(ξ,0)

= (∂t −∆)3Π4e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)+e(0,3) , (5.10)

so we have Π4e(ξ,0)+2e(0,3)+e0 = 3Π4e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)+e(0,3) and consequently assume
c4e(ξ,0)+2e(0,3)+e0 = 3c4e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)+e(0,3) . The renormalized equation simplifies to

(∂t −∆)Φ =

3∑
j=0

λjΦ
j + λξξ

+ c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)λ
2
ξ(λ2 + 6λ3Φ)

+ c4e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)+e(0,3)λ
4
ξλ3(λ2 + 6λ3Φ)

+ c3e(ξ,0)+e(0,3)λ
3
ξλ3

+ c5e(ξ,0)+2e(0,3)λ
5
ξλ

2
3

+

3∑
i=1

c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,3)+eei
λ2
ξλ3∂iΦ.

In addition, we now include a spatial symmetry assumption in our counterterm,
since both ξ and (∂t −∆) 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:

(∂t −∆)Φ =
3∑

j=0

λjΦ
j + λξξ

+ c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)λ
2
ξ(λ2 + 6λ3Φ)

+ c4e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)+e(0,3)λ
4
ξλ3(λ2 + 6λ3Φ)

+ c3e(ξ,0)+e(0,3)λ
3
ξλ3

+ c5e(ξ,0)+2e(0,3)λ
5
ξλ

2
3. (5.11)

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

(∂t −∆)Π2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2) = Π2
e(ξ,0)

+ c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2) , (5.12)

(∂t −∆)Π3e(ξ,0)+e(0,3) = Π3
e(ξ,0)

+ c3e(ξ,0)+e(0,3)

+ 3c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)Πe(ξ,0) , (5.13)
(∂t −∆)Π4e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)+e(0,3) = 2Πe(ξ,0)Π3e(ξ,0)+e(0,3) + 3Π2

e(ξ,0)
Π2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)

+ c4e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)+e(0,3)

+ 3c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)Π2e(ξ,0)+e(2,0) (5.14)
(∂t −∆)Π5e(ξ,0)+2e(0,3) = 3Π2

e(ξ,0)
Π3e(ξ,0)+e(0,3) + c5e(ξ,0)+2e(0,3)

+ 3c4e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)+e(0,3)Πe(ξ,0)

+ 3c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)Π3e(ξ,0)+e(0,3) . (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 ξ in the range of regularity of space-time white noise. Note
that (5.14) contains two terms from the tree-based description, so the constant
c4e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)+e(0,3) renormalizes the linear combination at once (although in the
space-time white noise case Πe(ξ,0)Π3e(ξ,0)+e(0,3) 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 β(ξ, 0) =odd, namely those fixed in equations (5.13) and (5.15)
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above. The final form of the renormalized equation is

(∂t −∆)Φ =

3∑
j=0

λjΦ
j + λξξ

+ c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)λ
2
ξ(λ2 + 6λ3Φ)

+ c4e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)+e(0,3)λ
4
ξλ3(λ2 + 6λ3Φ);

here the two constants are fixed in the model equations (5.12) and (5.14), which now
reduce to

(∂t −∆)Π2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2) = Π2
e(ξ,0)

+ c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2) ,

(∂t −∆)Π4e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)+e(0,3) = 2Πe(ξ,0)Π3e(ξ,0)+e(0,3) + 3Π2
e(ξ,0)

Π2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)

+ c4e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)+e(0,3)

+ 3c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)Π2e(ξ,0)+e(2,0) .

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 (5.1) and set λ = 1 (i. e.
λ3 = −1), so that (5.11) reduces to

(∂t −∆)Φ =− Φ3 + ξ

+ 6(−c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2) + c4e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)+e(0,3))Φ. (5.16)

If we identify c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2) = −1
2C1 and c4e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)+e(0,3) = −3

2C2, where C1 and
C2 are given in [31, Subsection 9.2], see [31, (9.3)], then (5.16) coincides with the
renormalized equation [31, (9.21)]. Recall that the constant c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2) renormalizes
both Π2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2) and Π2e(ξ,0)+e(0,3)+e0 , cf. (5.9), thus justifying the presence of
the factor 1

2 ; analogously, (5.10) justifies the 3
2 factor for c4e(ξ,0)+e(0,2)+e(0,3) , since it

renormalizes both 3Π2
e(ξ,0)

Π2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2) and 3Π2
e(ξ,0)

Π2e(ξ,0)+e(0,3)+e0 .

5.2 The multiplicative stochastic heat equation
Consider the equation

(∂t − ∂2
x)u = σ(u)ξ, (5.17)

where ξ is again space-time white noise. The same scaling set-up as in the previous
example works here in d = 1, and αξ = −3

2 -. Note that the expected regularity
of the solution this time is 1

2 - > 0, and thus in line with (2.37), 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

(∂t − ∂2
x)(u− u(x)) = σ(u)ξ =

∑
k∈N0

1
k!σ

(k)(u(x))(u− u(x))kξ.
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We consider multi-indices over N0 ∪ N2
0 \ {(0, 0)}, where we identify k ∈ N0 with

(ξ, ke0). This means

zk[σ, u, ·] = 1
k!σ

(k)(u)

zn[σ, u, ·] = 1
n!∂

nu

and consequently

zβ[σ, u, ·] =
∏
k

( 1
k!σ

(k)(u))β(k)
∏

n∈N2
0\(0,0)

( 1
n!∂

nu)β(n).

Condition (2.23) reduces to∑
k

(1− k)β(k) +
∑

n
β(n) = 1, (5.18)

and the homogeneity (2.33) is

|β| =
∑
k

((−3
2 -) + 2k)β(k) +

∑
n

(|n| − 2)β(n).

Inserting (5.18) we may rewrite it as

|β| = (12 -)
∑
k

β(k) +
∑

n
|n|β(n) − 2.

We now characterize C. The condition |β| < 0 reduces to

(12 -)
∑
k

β(k) +
∑

n
|n|β(n) < 2. (5.19)

Clearly this forces
∑

n |n|β(n) = 0, 1. We distinguish the two cases:
1. Case

∑
n |n|β(n) = 0. Since (2.37) removes n = (0, 0), this implies that there

are no contributions from {en}. In addition, (3.69) combined with (5.19) imply
l(β) = 2, 3, 4. This leaves us with the following six multi-indices:

{e0 + ke1}k=1,2,3 ∪ {2e0 + ke1 + e2}k=0,1 ∪ {3e0 + e3}. (5.20)

2. Case
∑

n |n|β(n) = 1. The parabolic scaling combined with (3.69) and (5.19)
implies that β is of the form β′ + e(0,1), where β′ does not contain contributions
from {en} and is of length 2. This leaves us with

e0 + e2 + e(0,1), 2e1 + e(0,1). (5.21)

The renormalized versions of (5.17) take the form

(∂t − ∂2
x)u =σ(u)ξ + ce0+e1σ

′(u)σ(u) + ce0+2e1σ
′(u)2σ(u)

+ 1
2c2e0+e2σ

′′(u)σ(u)2 + ce0+3e1σ
′(u)3σ(u)

+ 1
2c2e0+e1+e2σ

′′(u)σ′(u)σ(u)2 + 1
6c3e0+e3σ

′′′(u)σ(u)3

+ 1
2ce0+e2+e(0,1)σ

′′(u)σ(u)∂xu+ c2e1+e(0,1)σ
′(u)2∂xu,
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and are fixed in the model equations

(∂t − ∂2
x)Πe0+e1 =Πe0ξ + ce0+e1 ,

(∂t − ∂2
x)Πe0+2e1 =Πe0+e1ξ + ce0+2e1 +Πe0ce0+e1 ,

(∂t − ∂2
x)Πe0+3e1 =Πe0+2e1ξ + ce0+3e1 +Πe0ce0+2e1 +Πe0+e1ce0+e1 ,

(∂t − ∂2
x)Π2e0+e2 =Π2

e0ξ + c2e0+e2 + 2Πe0ce0+e1 ,

(∂t − ∂2
x)Π2e0+e1+e2 =2Πe0Πe0+e1ξ +Π2e0+e2ξ + c2e0+e1+e2 + 2Πe0c2e0+e2

+ 4Πe0ce0+2e1 + 2Πe0+e1ce0+e1 + 3Π2
e0ce0+e1 ,

(∂t − ∂2
x)Π3e0+e3 =Π3

e0ξ + c3e0+e3 + 3Πe0c2e0+e2 + 3Π2
e0ce0+e1 ,

(∂t − ∂2
x)Πe0+e2+e(0,1) =2Πe0Xξ + ce0+e2+e(0,1) + 2Xce0+e1 ,

(∂t − ∂2
x)Π2e1+e(0,1) =Πe1+e(0,1)ξ + c2e1+e(0,1) + Xce0+e1 ,

where we used the shorthand X := Πe(0,1) .

Remark 5.4 The set of multi-indices (5.20), (5.21) should be compared with the set
of trees of negative homogeneity and at least two noise components of the table [33,
(4.1)] (contributions with a single noise come in form of e0 and e1+e(0,1)). We have
eight multi-indices versus nine trees: This is because our multi-index 2e0 + e1 + e2
encodes a linear combination of two trees according to Lemma 2.19. 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
ce0+e1 with −c, ce0+3e1 with −c(1) and c2e0+e1+e2 with −2c(2), while the remaining
constants are set to 0. The renormalized equation then takes the form

(∂t − ∂2
x)u =σ(u)ξ + ce0+e1σ

′(u)σ(u) + ce0+3e1σ
′(u)3σ(u)

+ 1
2c2e0+e1+e2σ

′′(u)σ′(u)σ(u)2,

to be compared with [33, (1.4),(1.7)], where the constants are fixed in

(∂t − ∂2
x)Πe0+e1 =Πe0ξ + ce0+e1 ,

(∂t − ∂2
x)Πe0+3e1 =Πe0+2e1ξ + ce0+3e1 +Πe0+e1ce0+e1 ,

(∂t − ∂2
x)Π2e0+e1+e2 =2Πe0Πe0+e1ξ +Π2e0+e2ξ

+ c2e0+e1+e2 + 2Πe0+e1ce0+e1 + 3Π2
e0ce0+e1 .

5.3 The generalized KPZ equation
As a last example, we look at the generalized scalar KPZ equation

(∂t − ∂2
x)u = a0(u, ∂xu) + aξ(u)ξ,

where a0 is quadratic in ∂xu, so we may rewrite it as

(∂t − ∂2
x)u = f (u) + g(u)∂xu+ h(u)(∂xu)2 + σ(u)ξ. (5.22)
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Here ξ is again space-time white noise, αξ = −3
2 -, and the solution is expected to

be 1
2 - regular; as in the previous example, in line with (2.37) we remove n = 0 from

polynomials. Our multi-indices incorporate contributions from

{(ξ, k0e0)}k0∈N0 ∪ {(0, k0e0 + k(0,1)e(0,1))}k0∈N0, k(0,1)=0,1,2.

We have the following identification:

z(ξ,k0e0)[a,u, ·] = 1

k0!
∂k0
u σ(u), (5.23)

z(0,k0e0)[a,u, ·] = 1

k0!
(∂k0

u f (u) + ∂k0
u g(u)∂xu+ ∂k0

u h(u)(∂xu)2) (5.24)

z(0,k0e0+e(0,1))[a,u, ·] = 1

k0!
(∂k0

u g(u) + 2∂k0
u h(u)∂xu) (5.25)

z(0,k0e0+2e(0,1))[a,u, ·] = 1

k0!
∂k0
u h(u). (5.26)

Condition (2.23) reduces to

1 =
∑

k0∈N0

(1− k0)β(ξ, k0e0) +
∑

k0∈N0

(1− k0)β(0, k0e0)

−
∑

k0∈N0

k0β(0, k0e0 + e(0,1)) −
∑

k0∈N0

(1 + k0)β(0, k0e0 + 2e(0,1))

+
∑

n∈N2
0

β(n).

On the other hand, the homogeneity (2.33) takes the form

|β| =
∑

k0∈N0

((−3
2 -) + 2k0)β(ξ, k0e0) +

∑
k0∈N0

2k0β(0, k0e0)

+
∑

k0∈N0

(2k0 + 1)β(0, k0e0 + e(0,1)) +
∑

k0∈N0

(2k0 + 2)β(0, k0e0 + 2e(0,1))

+
∑

n∈N2
0

(|n| − 2)β(n).

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

(12 -)
∑

k0∈N0

β(ξ, k0e0) + 2
∑

k0∈N0

β(0, k0e0)

+
∑

k0∈N0

β(0, k0e0 + e(0,1)) +
∑

n∈N2
0

|n|β(n) < 2.

Condition (3.69) simply reduces to∑
k0∈N0

β(ξ, k0e0) ≥ 2.
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|β| β #{β}
−1- e(ξ,0) + e(ξ,e0), 2e(ξ,0) + e(0,2e(0,1)) 2

e(ξ,0) + 2e(ξ,e0), 2e(ξ,0) + e(ξ,2e0),
−1

2 - 2e(ξ,0) + e(ξ,e0) + e(0,2e(0,1)), 3e(ξ,0) + 2e(0,2e(0,1)), 5
3e(ξ,0) + e(0,e0+2e(0,1))

e(ξ,0) + 3e(ξ,e0), e(ξ,0) + e(ξ,e0) + e(0,e(0,1)),
2e(ξ,0) + e(ξ,e0) + e(ξ,2e0), 2e(ξ,0) + 2e(ξ,e0) + e(0,2e(0,1)),
2e(ξ,0) + e(0,e(0,1)) + e(0,2e(0,1)), 2e(ξ,0) + e(0,e0+e(0,1)),

0- 3e(ξ,0) + e(ξ,e0) + 2e(0,2e(0,1)), 3e(ξ,0) + e(ξ,e0) + e(0,e0+2e(0,1)), 16
3e(ξ,0) + e(ξ,2e0) + e(0,2e(0,1)), 4e(ξ,0) + e(0,2e0+2e(0,1)),

4e(ξ,0) + e(0,2e(0,1)) + e(0,e0+2e(0,1)), e(ξ,0) + e(ξ,2e0) + e(0,1),
e(ξ,0) + e(ξ,e0) + e(0,2e(0,1)) + e(0,1), 2e(ξ,0) + e(0,1),

2e(ξ,0) + e(0,e0+2e(0,1)) + e(0,1), 2e(ξ,0) + 2e(0,2e(0,1)) + e(0,1)

Table 1: The set of multi-indices C, cf. (3.71), for the scalar-valued generalized
KPZ equation (5.22), ordered in rows by homogeneity.

The set of multi-indices C 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, (5.22) is consistent with the spatial symmetry of the heat
operator only if g ≡ 0, which we now assume. In order for the counterterm to respect
this symmetry, by (5.24), contributions from (0, k0e0 + e(0,1)) 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(0,1) 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 ((β )) = 3. Table 2 is further reduced to Table 3 below.

|β| β #{β}
−1- e(ξ,0) + e(ξ,e0), 2e(ξ,0) + e(0,2e(0,1)) 2

e(ξ,0) + 2e(ξ,e0), 2e(ξ,0) + e(ξ,2e0),
−1

2 - 2e(ξ,0) + e(ξ,e0) + e(0,2e(0,1)), 3e(ξ,0) + 2e(0,2e(0,1)), 5
3e(ξ,0) + e(0,e0+2e(0,1))

e(ξ,0) + 3e(ξ,e0),
2e(ξ,0) + e(ξ,e0) + e(ξ,2e0), 2e(ξ,0) + 2e(ξ,e0) + e(0,2e(0,1)),

0- 3e(ξ,0) + e(ξ,e0) + 2e(0,2e(0,1)), 3e(ξ,0) + e(ξ,e0) + e(0,e0+2e(0,1)), 8
3e(ξ,0) + e(ξ,2e0) + e(0,2e(0,1)), 4e(ξ,0) + e(0,2e0+2e(0,1)),

4e(ξ,0) + e(0,2e(0,1)) + e(0,e0+2e(0,1))

Table 2: Spatially symmetric multi-indices of C for (5.22).

Under these constraints, and according to (5.23), (5.24), (5.25) and (5.26), the
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|β| β #{β}
−1- e(ξ,0) + e(ξ,e0), 2e(ξ,0) + e(0,2e(0,1)) 2

e(ξ,0) + 3e(ξ,e0),
2e(ξ,0) + e(ξ,e0) + e(ξ,2e0), 2e(ξ,0) + 2e(ξ,e0) + e(0,2e(0,1)),

0- 3e(ξ,0) + e(ξ,e0) + 2e(0,2e(0,1)), 3e(ξ,0) + e(ξ,e0) + e(0,e0+2e(0,1)), 8
3e(ξ,0) + e(ξ,2e0) + e(0,2e(0,1)), 4e(ξ,0) + e(0,2e0+2e(0,1)),

4e(ξ,0) + e(0,2e(0,1)) + e(0,e0+2e(0,1))

Table 3: Spatially symmetric multi-indices of C for (5.22) with even noise compo-
nents.

renormalized versions of (5.22) take the form

(∂t − ∂2
x)u = f (u) + h(u)(∂xu)2 + σ(u)ξ

+ ce(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0)σ(u)σ′(u)

+ c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e(0,1))σ(u)2h(u)

+ ce(ξ,0)+3e(ξ,e0)σ(u)σ′(u)3

+ 1
2c2e(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0)+e(ξ,2e0)σ(u)2σ′(u)σ′′(u)

+ c2e(ξ,0)+2e(ξ,e0)+e(0,2e(0,1))σ(u)2σ′(u)2h(u)

+ c3e(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0)+2e(0,2e(0,1))σ(u)3σ′(u)h(u)2

+ c3e(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0)+e(0,e0+2e(0,1))σ(u)3σ′(u)h′(u)

+ 1
2c3e(ξ,0)+e(ξ,2e0)+e(0,2e(0,1))σ(u)3σ′′(u)h(u)

+ 1
2c4e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e0+2e(0,1))σ(u)4h′′(u)

+ c4e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e(0,1))+e(0,e0+2e(0,1))σ(u)4h(u)h′(u).

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

(∂t − ∂2
x)Πe(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0) = Πe(ξ,0)ξ + ce(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0) ,

(∂t − ∂2
x)Π2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e(0,1)) = (∂xΠe(ξ,0))

2 + c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e(0,1)) ,

(∂t − ∂2
x)Πe(ξ,0)+3e(ξ,e0) = Πe(ξ,0)+2e(ξ,e0)ξ

+ ce(ξ,0)+3e(ξ,e0)

+ ce(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0)Πe(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0) ,
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(∂t − ∂2
x)Π2e(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0)+e(ξ,2e0) = Π2e(ξ,0)+e(ξ,2e0)ξ

+ 2Πe(ξ,0)Πe(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0)ξ

+ c2e(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0)+e(ξ,2e0)

+ ce(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0)Π
2
e(ξ,0)

+ 2ce(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0)Πe(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0) ,

(∂t − ∂2
x)Π2e(ξ,0)+2e(ξ,e0)+e(0,2e(0,1)) = Π2e(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0)+e(0,2e(0,1))ξ

+ (∂xΠe(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0))
2

+ c2e(ξ,0)+2e(ξ,e0)+e(0,2e(0,1))

+ ce(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0)Π2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e(0,1))

+ c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e(0,1))Π
2
e(ξ,0)

+ 2c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e(0,1))Πe(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0) ,

(∂t − ∂2
x)Π3e(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0)+2e(0,2e(0,1)) = Π3e(ξ,0)+2e(0,2e(0,1))ξ

+ 2∂xΠe(ξ,0)∂xΠ2e(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0)+e(0,2e(0,1))

+ 2∂xΠe(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0)∂xΠ2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e(0,1))

+ c3e(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0)+2e(0,2e(0,1))

+ 2c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e(0,1))Π2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e(0,1)) ,

(∂t − ∂2
x)Π3e(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0)+e(0,e0+2e(0,1)) = Π3e(ξ,0)+e(0,e0+2e(0,1))ξ

+ 2Πe(ξ,0)∂xΠe(ξ,0)∂xΠe(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0)

+Πe(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0)(∂xΠe(ξ,0))
2

+ c3e(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0)+e(0,e0+2e(0,1))

+ c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e(0,1))Πe(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0)

+ 2c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e(0,1))Π
2
e(ξ,0)

,

(∂t − ∂2
x)Π3e(ξ,0)+e(ξ,2e0)+e(0,2e(0,1)) = 2Πe(ξ,0)Π2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e(0,1))ξ

+ 2∂xΠe(ξ,0)∂xΠ2e(ξ,0)+e(ξ,2e0)

+ c3e(ξ,0)+e(ξ,2e0)+e(0,2e(0,1))

+ 2ce(ξ,0)+e(ξ,e0)Π2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e(0,1))

+ 2c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e(0,1))Π
2
e(ξ,0)

,
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(∂t − ∂2
x)Π4e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e0+2e(0,1)) = Π2

e(ξ,0)
(∂xΠe(ξ,0))

2

+ c4e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e0+2e(0,1))

+ c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e(0,1))
Π2

e(ξ,0),

(∂t − ∂2
x)Π4e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e(0,1))+e(ξ,e0+2e(0,1)) = 2∂xΠe(ξ,0)∂xΠ3e(ξ,0)+e(0,e0+2e(0,1))

+ 2Πe(ξ,0)∂xΠe(ξ,0)∂xΠ2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e(0,1))

+Π2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e(0,1))(∂xΠe(ξ,0))
2

+ c4e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e(0,1))+e(0,e0+2e(0,1))

+ c2e(ξ,0)+e(0,2e(0,1))Π2e(ξ,0)+e(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 coefficients 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 [11] 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 Itô 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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