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Abstract

We characterise the chain rule symmetry for the geometric stochastic heat equations

in the full subcritical regime for Gaussian and non-Gaussian noises. We show that

the renormalised counter-terms that give a solution invariant under changes of

coordinates are generated by iterations of covariant derivatives. The result was

known only for space-time white noises, with a very specific proof that so far could

not be extended to the general case. The key idea of the present paper is to change

the perspective on several levels and to use ideas coming from operad theory and

homological algebra. Concretely, we introduce the operad of Christoffel trees that

captures the counter-terms of the renormalised equation; our main new insight is to

describe the space of invariant terms homologically, using a suitable perturbation

of the differential of the operadic twisting of that operad. As a consequence,

we obtain the correct renormalisation for the quasi-linear KPZ equation in the

subcritical regime completing the programme started by Hairer and Gerencser.

Previously, the main algebraic tool used in the study of singular SPDEs were Hopf

algebras of decorated trees; our work shows that operad theory and homological

algebra add new powerful tools with immediate applications to open problems

that were out of reach by other methods.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Motivation, context, and methods: the SPDE side

For stochastic differential equations (SDEs) with smooth coefficients driven by

independent Brownian motions, one can get two notions of solution depending on

the choice of the stochastic product. The first one called Itô solution guarantees

that one gets the so called Itô Isometry for this product. The second one is the

Stratonovich solution as one gets equivariance under changes of coordinates. One

cannot get the two symmetries at the same time in this finite dimensional case as

there are not enough degrees of freedom. Indeed, one starts with a one parameter

family of solutions out of which only two points are relevant (one point for Itô and

one point for Stratonovich) giving only one symmetry at a time.

In the infinite dimensional case, things are somehow different. It has been

shown in [7] that the two symmetries can cohexist for geometric stochastic heat

equations of the form

∂tu
α = ∂2

xu
α + Γα

βγ(u) ∂xu
β∂xu

γ +Kα
β (u) ∂xu

β + hα(u) + σα
i (u) ξi , (1.1)

where i ∈ {1, ...,m} and the functions Γα
βγ , σ

α
i : Rd → R with Γα

βγ = Γα
γβ are

smooth. Here u : R+×T 7→ R
d and the ξi are independent space-time white noises.

Itô Isometry and chain rule give a natural choice of solution for (1.1) which is a

stochastic partial differential equation (SPDE). Equation (1.1) is motivated from

a geometric context when one sees Γ as the Christoffel symbols for an arbitrary

connection on R
d and, for each i, the (σα

i )α as the components of a vector field

on R
d. It provides a natural stochastic process taking values in the space of loops

in a compact Riemannian manifold. Its invariant measure is expected to be the

Brownian loop measure.

This equation was first considered with coloured noise in space in [21]. Having

a space-time white noise transforms this equation into a singular SPDEs with

distributional products. This requires the use of recent techniques such as the

theory of Regularity Structures in order to provide a notion of solution. Actually,
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one of the reasons for which Regularity Structures were invented was for treating

this equation. Before, for d = 1 and only one noise, some simple versions of

the equation were considered with rough paths techniques such as Burgers type

equations (Γα
βγ = 0, σα

i (u) = σ) in [26] and the KPZ equation (Γα
βγ = 1, σα

i (u) =
1) in [27]. With the Regularity Structures black box developed in [28, 9, 12, 5], one

is able to solve (1.1) and to produce a renormalised equation where the space-time

white noises are replaced by a regularised version ξεi that converges to ξi when ε
is sent to zero. The renormalised equation is parametrised by 54 renormalisation

constants which gives a finite dimensional space of solutions. For a review on the

theory of Regularity Structures see [19, 3].

The work [7] selects a natural solution out of this finite dimensional space by

using the symmetries of the chain rule and the Itô Isometry. This result was partially

annouced in 2016 via the proceeding [29]. The uniqueness of the solution relies on

a precise dimension counting of the vector space associated to the two symmetries

and it is mostly done by hand preventing any type of generalisation without the use

of a new framework. By generalisation, we mean to consider other type of noises

that could be non-Gaussian described by cumulants and/or more singular than the

space-time white noise but still in the subcritical regime. These new noises produce

a bigger finite dimensional space parametrising the renormalised equation.

In the present work, we focus on the chain rule symmetry and we provide a

full characterisation of this space. Informally, our main result can be described in

the next theorem. We suppose that the ξi are independent identically distributed

noises satisfying the assumptions of convergence given in [12]. These noises could

be Gaussian or non-Gaussian described by their cumulants. We denote by ξεi their

regularisation (see Section 2.1 for a precise definition of the regularisation).

Theorem 1.1 Let uα0 ∈ Cr(T) for some r > 0. there exist renormalisation

constants Cε(τ ) such that the renormalised equation of (2.1) is given by:

∂tu
α
ε = ∂2

xu
α
ε + Γα

βγ(uε) ∂xu
β
ε∂xu

γ
ε +Kα

β (uε) ∂xu
β
ε + hα(uε) + σα

i (uε) ξεi

+
∑

τ∈Vξ

Cε(τ )ΥΓ,σ[τ ](uε) . (1.2)

whereVξ is a combinatorial set whose dimension as a vector space can be computed.

It depends on the choice of the noises ξi and the ΥΓ,σ[τ ](uε) are computed using

the vector fields σi and the covariant derivative ∇XY defined for two vector fields

X,Y by

(∇XY )α(u) = Xβ(u) ∂βY
α(u) + Γα

βγ(u)Xβ(u)Y γ(u) .

The solution uε of the random PDEs (1.2) converges as ε → 0 in probability, locally

in time, to a nontrivial limit u. The equations (1.2) transform according to the chain

rule under composition with diffeomorphisms.

This theorem is a consequence of Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 4.7. As a corollary,

we are able to obtain a solution theory in the full subcritical regime for a quasi-linear

version of (1.1), completing the programme started in [23, 22, 8]
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Theorem 1.2 Let uα0 ∈ Cr(T) for some r > 0 and a : Rd → R smooth such that

a takes values in [λ, λ−1] for some λ > 0. There exist smooth functions c 7→ Cc
ε(τ )

such that for the renormalised equation:

∂tu
α
ε = a(uε)∂2

xu
α
ε + Γα

βγ(uε) ∂xu
β
ε ∂xu

γ
ε +Kα

β (uε) ∂xu
β
ε + hα(uε) + σα

i (uε) ξεi

+
∑

τ∈Vξ

Ca(uε)
ε (τ )ΥΓ,σ[τ ](uε) (1.3)

the solution uε of the random PDEs (1.3) converges as ε → 0 in probability, locally

in time, to a nontrivial limit u. The equations (1.3) transform according to the

chain rule under composition with diffeomorphisms.

The strategy developed in [7] for getting Theorem 1.1 for space-time white

noises was to characterise the combinatorial objects that give the chain rule as the

kernel of a linear map denoted by ϕ̂geo. These combinatorial objects are actually

decorated trees. Then, the proof mostly performed by hand was divided into two

steps:

• Find independent linear relations for ker ϕ̂geo.

• Compute the dimension of a subspace of decorated trees constructed from

combinatorial covariant derivatives.

One was able to conclude via a carefull dimension counting. It is easy to see

that such a strategy cannot be extended to more singular noises as the number of

decorated trees describing the renormalisation grows very fast as the number of

vertices increases. The key idea of the present paper is to change the perspective

on several levels. First, we interpret the kernel of ϕ̂geo as the degree zero homology

of a huge chain complex, which then allows us to use powerful tools coming from

homological algebra to show that the homology of that complex is concentrated in

degree zero. (This means that elements of higher homological degree, even though

useful for the strategy of the proof, do not carry any extra useful information.) Next,

we note that, while the SPDE considerations mean that we should identify some

of the trees that we consider with one another, that identification, amounting to

taking coinvariants of some finite groups, can be done before or after computing

the homology, and doing it after computing the homology means that we use one

extra tool, to harness the problem, namely the theory of operads. That allows us to

do just one universal homology computation, from which then we can derive the

answer in every particular case, specialising from an operad to a free algebra on a

certain number of generators and taking (co)invariants.

1.2 Motivation, context, and methods: the algebraic side

In general, the notion of naturality with respect to the chain rule symmetries cor-

responds to the celebrated programme of classification of invariant differential

operators initiated by Veblen [50] almost 100 years ago; in the case of invariant

differential operators acting on vector fields and connections, a version of classifi-

cation was obtained in 1950s by Schouten [48]. In 1970s, Kirillov indicated that
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classification of invariant differential operators on the affine line can be interpreted

in terms of cohomology of the Lie algebra of formal vector fields, see, e.g., [32,

p. 7]. Around the same time, in cohomology computations for the Lie algebra of

vector fields on an affine space V of sufficiently large dimension, use of trees and

other graphs to describe GL(V )-invariants was pioneered by Gelfand and Fuchs

(for instance, one finds “the readers will find it easier to understand this formula

by means of the pictures which I. M . Gelfand and I used to represent the function-

als Ψr and other similar functionals” on [20, p. 81]). A couple of decades later,

the two stories were successfully brought together by Markl [42] who described a

rigorous graph complex formalism allowing one to determine, in sufficiently large

dimensions, all invariant differential operators of the given type.

The algebraic story presented in this paper is unravelled as follows. Using the

combinatorics of trees that appear from the black box of Regularity Structures,

we define a new natural operad of decorated trees, which we call the operad of

Christoffel trees, and denote by ∇Trees. Then, one has from Proposition 4.6

∇Trees ∼= PreLie∨ComMag

where PreLie is the operad of pre-Lie algebras, ComMag is the operad of commu-

tative magmatic algebras and ∨ is the coproduct of operads. We then define the

universal map Φ̂geo on the level of the operad of Christoffel trees. To interpret that

map conceptually, we make use of the so called operadic twisting [52, 14, 16] that

defines, for an operad P concentrated in degree zero that is equipped with a map

of operads f : Lie → P , a differential graded operad Tw(P ) by

Tw(P ) =
(

P ∨ kα, dTw = dMC + adℓα1

)

where

dMC(α) = −
1

2
[α,α], ℓα1 (a1) = [α, a1],

and adℓα1 (µ) = ℓα1 ◦1 µ − (−1)|µ|
∑

i µ ◦i ℓ
α
1 . Here we denote by [−,−] the image

of the generator of Lie in P under the map f . Here, α is called a Maurer-Cartan

element. In fact, we use a slight modification of this formalism: we construct in

Proposition 4.9, a perturbation of the differential dTw such that the operad

(PreLie∨ComMag∨kα, dMC + adℓα1 + d0) (1.4)

has ker Φ̂geo as its the degree zero homology. Furthermore, we establish in The-

orem 4.10 that the homology of the operad (1.4) is concentrated in homological

degree zero and is isomorphic to the operad LieAdm of Lie-admissible algebras.

This is done by an argument involving spectral sequences [51, Ch. 5]; one may say

that the spectral sequence argument makes precise sense of the statement that d0 is

an “insignificant” perturbation of dTw that does not affect the size of the homology.

This gives our main algebraic result:
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Theorem 1.3 We have an operad isomorphism ker Φ̂geo
∼= LieAdm. Moreover,

that isomorphism identifies ker Φ̂geo as the linear span of iterations of covariant

derivatives.

It is probably fair to say that Theorem 1.3 could have been discovered many times

in the past years, but, surprisingly, does not appear in the literature in its precise

form. In particular, the coproduct of operads appears in [42, Prop. 7.4] where not

necessarily torsion-free connections are studied, while the case of a torsion-free

connection is discussed in great detail in the sequel [30] by Janyška and Markl,

where however the exposition seems to be guided by wishing to compare the results

with the abovementioned classification of Schouten, and so Lie-admissible algebras

do not appear. At the same time, the claim that Lie-admissible algebras is precisely

the structure one obtains on vector fields in the presence of a torsion-free non

necessarily flat connection appears in various places in the literature [25, 45, 46],

but no proof of that claim has ever been given. It is however worth mentioning that

operadic twisting was recently applied in a similar context by Laubie [34] in his

proof of a conjecture of the second author of the present paper identifying the operad

of F-manifold algebras inside the operad of the so called ComPreLie algebras as

the kernel of an appropriate derivation; moreover, our operad of Christoffel trees

has a superficial similarity with the operad of Greg trees defined in previous work

of Laubie [33].

From Theorem 1.3, one is able, via appropriate specialisations of our univer-

sal formulae, to obtain descriptions of ker ϕ̂geo for Gaussian subcritical noises in

Corollary 4.11 and for non-Gaussian subcritical noises in Corollary 4.12 that will

allow us to describe the renormalised equation in Theorem 1.1 with the chain rule

symmetry. We also have an explicit way to compute the dimensions of those spaces

using appropriate generating series from the ring of symmetric functions [38].

1.3 Outline of the paper

Let us outline the paper by summarising the content of its sections. In Section 2,

we start by introducing in full details the geometric stochastic heat equations. We

recall the main theorem for the renormalised equation (see Theorem 2.1) that can

be obtained from the black box offered by the theory of Regularity Structures [28,

9, 12, 5]. We then present the set S4 of decorated trees in (2.7) that is used

for parametrising the renormalisation when one looks at space-time white noises.

These decorated trees have at most four noise type nodes that come in pairs. This is

due to the fact that the renormalisation constants are constructed via the expectation

of some stochastic iterated integrals and the Gaussianity of the space-time white

noise allows us to use Wick formula in (2.3). We also introduce the elementary

differentials ΥΓ,σ in (2.8) which is the second crucial component for describing the

renormalised equation.

We explain how the set S4 evolves by looking at Gaussian noises more singular

than space-time white noise but still in the subcritical regime which is a Hölder

regularity in space-time greater than −2. We define the spaces S
g
2n as the same as
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for S4 but now with at most 2n nodes. We also consider the case when Gaussianity

is removed and replaced by cumulants expansion (see (2.11) for the computation

of the expectation via cumulants). This leads to the introduction of the sets S
c
n

that contain decorated trees with at most n noise type nodes with these nodes

being partitioned. We finish the section with Theorem 2.2 which is a version of

Theorem 2.1 for more general noises.

In Section 3, we start by recalling the notion of a combinatorial species. We

proceed with recalling the definitions of two products of species, the Cauchy product

and the composition product. The composition product is used to define (symmetric)

operads. We recall the two kinds of generating series one can associate to a linear

species, the exponential generating function for dimensions and the generating

series for characters of symmetric groups. We also recall the explicit construction

of the coproduct of augmented operads, which we use in a meaningful way in the

main algebraic result of this paper. Finally, we give a short overview of the two

aspects of homotopical algebra for operads that we use, the Koszul duality theory

and operadic twisting.

In Section 4, we introduce the main definition for the chain rule symmetry (see

Definition 4.1) wich allows us to extract subspaces of the previous sets that corre-

spond to geometric elements. This will guarantee that the renormalised equation

is invariant under changes of coordinates. We describe the characterisation of this

space in the specific case of S4 (see Theorem 4.2) which was obtained in [7]. A

basis of this vector space is given by covariant derivatives defined in (4.6) and

(4.5). Then, one is able to refine Theorem 2.1 by proposing renormalisation con-

stants such that now the solutions are now invariant under diffeomorphisms (see

Theorem 4.4). For extending the chain rule result, one has to go through a more

abstract formalism. We introduce the operad of Christoffel trees that encompasses

the decorated trees used for the renormalisation. We first define in Definition 4.5

the species of Christoffel trees, which we denote by ∇Trees. Then, we show in

Proposition 4.6 that the linear span of these trees can be turned into an operad with

the appropiate rule for computing the operad compositions. This operad is shown

to be isomorphic to the coproduct of the operads PreLie and ComMag denoted by

PreLie∨ComMag, which is crucially used in the sequel.

Our main result is Theorem 4.7 that gives a full characterisation of the chain rule

symmetry in the full subcritical regime for Gaussian and non-Gaussian noises. This

boils down to explicitly describing the vector spaces S
g
geo,2n and Sc

geo,n expressed in

terms of covariant derivatives on decorated trees. In order to prove such a result

one has to look at the kernel of a linear map ϕ̂geo given in (4.7) and (4.8). To make a

precise connection between the map ϕ̂geo and the differential arising in the context

of the operadic twisting, we introduce a map Φ̂geo, which is the universal version of

ϕ̂geo on the operad level. In Proposition 4.9, we establish that ker Φ̂geo is isomorphic

to the degree zero homology of the operad PreLie∨ComMag∨kα equipped with

a suitable differential d. Here α is an extra constant (arity zero element) that is

a Maurer–Cartan element for the Lie algebra structure corresponding to the Lie

bracket inside the operad PreLie. In the main algebraic result of this paper in
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Theorem 4.10, we show that the homology of the previous differential graded

operad is isomorphic to the operad LieAdm of Lie-admissible algebras. Then, one

has a full characterisation of S
g
geo,2n in Corollary 4.11 with a way to compute its

dimension in Section 4.4. A similar precise characterisation is obtained for Sc
geo,n

in Corollary 4.12. These results show Theorem 4.7.

In Section 5, we consider a quasi-linear version of the main equation given

in (5.1). We recall the main result of [8], Theorem 5.1, that says that the chain

rule symmetry allows us to get local counter-terms for the renormalised equation

(see also (5.4)). We are able to extend this result to the full subcritical regime in

Theorem 1.2 by using Theorem 4.7.

1.4 Open questions arising from our work

Let us conclude the introduction by outlining several natural questions raised by the

results we established.

One interesting question is to incorporate a version of the Itô Isometry in the

picture. In [7], the role of the Itô Isometry has been well understood for space-time

white noise. By a precise dimension counting, one is able to single out one natural

solution in a specific geometric context. It is natural to ask whether it is possible to

get this isometry in the full subcritical regime for Gaussian noises, and to use it for

some uniqueness result. In the non-Gaussian case, it has no clear meaning.

Another very intriguing question is that of global solutions. Theorems 1.2 and

1.1 provide only local solution in time. Global solutions have been obtained in [8]

by using the chain rule symmetry. The idea is to perform some type of Cole Hopf

transform in order to move from the generalised KPZ equation to a stochastic mul-

tiplicative heat equation. Then, by checking that some renormalisation constants

are orthogonal to the covariant derivative, one can transfer the long time results

of this equation to the generalised KPZ equation. Such a strategy could work for

the subcritical regime as soon as one has a clear understanding of the long time

behaviour of the associated stochastic heat equation. But this result is very specific

to dimension one (d = 1) as it is not clear how to find the generalised Cole Hopf

transform in higher dimension.

One may also wonder if the language of decorated trees is optimal for the given

low dimension. Its advantage is that is captures all dimensions at the same time

in a universal way, but it has been observed that one gets an overparametrisation

in small dimension by using decorated trees, see, e. g. [7, Rem. 1.9]. The chain

rule symmetry is still valid (see Remark 4.8) but one may want to assure that ΥΓ,σ

is a bijection. In high dimension, decorated trees and their pre-Lie structures are

the best choice. For lower dimension, it is not clear how to fully characterise

the kernel of ΥΓ,σ except in dimension one where multi-indices [47, 35, 36, 10]

and their Novikov structure specified in [11] could be used. In numerical analysis

multi-indices B-series introduced [6] are the most natural expansions in dimension

one as they characterise uniquely affine equivariant methods, a specific instance of

a general result involving Aromatic series in [44].
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Finally, let us comment on the structure of the vector space ker ϕ̂geo in a given

low dimension. First of all, it is known that there some exotic operations on vector

fields in given low dimensions that are invariant with respect to automorphisms, for

example, forN = d2+2d−2, there is a diffeomorphism-invariant “N -commutator”

that computes out of N vector fields on R
d another vector field, see [17], and there

are some other examples of similar kind in concrete finite dimensions [18]. Such

examples will inevitably lead to elements in ker ϕ̂geo that cannot be obtained as

iterations of covariant derivatives; in fact, they will be combinations of trees without

thick edges. This means that the elementary differentials associated to those trees

will not depend on the Christoffel symbols. However, there are no exotic operations

known for d = 1, leading us to the following

Conjecture 1.4 Consider the universal map ΦNovikov
geo induced by Φgeo after taking

the operad quotient PreLie ։ Novikov in the construction given by our approach.

Then ker Φ̂Novikov
geo

is the linear span of iterations of covariant derivatives.

This conjecture would mean that some part of our result is, exceptionally, still

valid in dimension d = 1. However, the homological method of this paper relies on

knowing the homology of the operadic twisting of the operad of pre-Lie algebras.

For the operad of Novikov algebras, the homology of operadic twisting is not known,

and for sure is not concentrated in degree zero, so our strategy will not work mutatis

mutandis, and it remains to be seen if a similar proof can be furnished.
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2 Background from SPDEs

2.1 Geometric stochastic heat equations

Let smooth functions Γα
βγ , σ

α
i : Rd → R with Γα

βγ = Γα
γβ . The Greek indices

run over {1, . . . , d} while Roman indices run over {1, . . . ,m}, with m being the

number of driving noises. We consider the equation

∂tu
α = ∂2

xu
α + Γα

βγ(u) ∂xu
β∂xu

γ +Kα
β (u) ∂xu

β + hα(u) + σα
i (u) ξi , (2.1)

where u : R+ × T → R
d, and the ξi, i = 1, . . . ,m, are independent space-time

noises. We interpret Γ as the Christoffel symbols for an arbitrary connection on R
d

and, for each i, the (σα
i )α as the components of a vector field on R

d.

We introduce a class of mollifiers denoted Moll which is the set of all compactly

supported smooth functions ̺ : R2 → R integrating to 1, such that ̺(t,−x) =
̺(t, x), and such that ̺(t, x) = 0 for t ≤ 0 (i.e. is non-anticipative). For ε > 0, we
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replace ξi by its regularisation ξεi = ̺ε ∗ ξi, the space-time convolution of the noise

ξi with ̺ε given by:

̺ε = ε−3̺(ε−2t, ε−1x)

where we have used the parabolic scaling (2, 1) for the rescaling. To describe the

renormalised version of Equation (2.1) obtained using the general machinery of

Regularity Structures [28, 9, 12, 5], one uses integrals of the type

I =

m
∑

i,j,k,ℓ=1

Iijkℓ =

m
∑

i,j,k,ℓ=1

ξεiK ∗ ((K ∗ ξεj )(∂xK ∗ ξεk)(∂xK ∗ ξεℓ )). (2.2)

where we are summing over four different indices. Here, the kernel K is such that

it appears in a fix decomposition P = K +R of the heat kernel P on the real line.

The kernel K is even in the spatial variable, integrates to zero, and is compactly

supported in a neighbourhood of the origin and the remainder R that is globally

smooth. The reason for using such terms as I is coming from renormalisation as

correction terms need to be added to the right hand side of (2.1) after regularisation

of the noises ξi in order to make sense of the various distributional products. Indeed,

one way to renormalise I is to subtract its mean E(I). (In practice, one needs a bit

more, implementing a version of the BPHZ renormalisation algorithm.) The ξεi is

a centered (E(ξεi ) = 0) Gaussian noise such that the ξεi are i.i.d, this implies that

one has for i 6= j, z, z̄ ∈ R+ × T

E(ξεi (z)ξεj (z̄)) = E(ξεi (z))E(ξεj (z̄)) = 0,

and therefore for every i, j

E(ξεi (z)ξεj (z̄)) = δi,jE(ξεi (z)ξεi (z̄)).

where δi,j is the Kronecker delta. First, one can notice that I is polynomial in the

Gaussian noises ξi which encourages us to use Gaussian Calculus via the Wick

formula given for a product of random Gaussian variables
∏

i∈J Xi, where J is a

finite set, by

E[
∏

i∈J

Xi] =
∑

π∈P2(J)

∏

(i,j)∈π

E[XiXj] (2.3)

where P2(J) are all the possible pairings of J and a pairing π is a partition of

disjoint pairs of J . Applying this formula, one gets

E(Iijkℓ) = δi,jδk,ℓẼ(Iiikk) + δi,kδj,ℓẼ(Iijij) + δi,ℓδj,kẼ(Iijji). (2.4)

where Ẽ(Iiikk) is a short hand notation for saying that we take the expectation

E(ξεi (z1)ξεi (z2))E(ξεk(z3)ξεk(z4)) inside Iiikk where the zn are some integration vari-

ables. We shall now explain how this leads to using a certain type of decorated
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trees to organise the correction terms. We consider rooted trees with vertices of m
different colours corresponding to the regularised noises ξεi , and edges of two types

corresponding to

≡ K ∗ ·, ≡ ∂xK ∗ ·, (2.5)

where ∗ is the space-time convolution. The edge type in (2.5) will be denoted

as thick edge in the sequel. These decorated trees are generated by a certain rule

which is used to construct the Regularity Structure associated to the equation (see

[9] for a precise exposition). The rule R is given by

R( ) = {( k, i), ( 2, k) : k ≥ 0, i ∈ I}

where I is a set of generators. Moreover, our trees will correspond to sums like the

one in (2.2), so that one has, for example,

≡
m
∑

i=1

ξεiK ∗ ξεi , ≡
m
∑

i=1

(∂xK ∗ ξεi )2,

≡

m
∑

i,j=1

ξεiK ∗ ((K ∗ ξεj )(∂xK ∗ ξεi )(∂xK ∗ ξεj )).

This convention corresponds to some identifications on the level of trees. For

example, in (2.4), the second and the third term are the same if we permute ℓ and k.

In general, if a tree contains the same number of vertices of two different colours

c1 and c2, we declare it to be equal to the tree obtained from it by swapping c1 with

c2, for example,

= , = , = , = . (2.6)

Note that since our noises are Gaussian, we must consider only trees with an even

number of noises as expectation of an odd monomial is equal to zero.

Among the trees that we consider, only some are meaningful for us. This is due

to some power counting and symmetry considerations. The power counting comes

from Hölder regularity considerations as follows. One defines on each decorated

tree a degree map denoted by deg. If we assume that the noises are space-time

white noises, then their space-time trajectories belong to Cα where α = −3
2
− κ

for every κ > 0. Therefore, one postulates that the degree of each vertex of a tree is

equal to −3
2
−κ. Then, the Schauder estimates given by the space-time convolution

with the heat kernel gives a +2 gain in Hölder regularity and a space derivative

introduces a loss −1, so that deg( ) = 2, deg( ) = 1. The degree of a decorated tree

is the sum of the degrees of its noises nodes and edges. For example, we have

deg( ) = 2 deg( ) + deg( ) = 2(−
3

2
− κ) + 2 = −1− 2κ,

deg( ) = 2 deg( ) + 2 deg( ) + 2 deg( ) + 2 deg( ) = −4κ.
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Only the decorated trees of negative degree whose expectation does not vanish will

provide a contribution to the renormalised equation of (2.1). Additionally, it turns

out that the decorated trees we are interested in may have 0 or 2 thick edges attached

to each node. Indeed, since the variable ∂xu appears in the right hand side of (2.1)

under the form ∂xu
β∂xu

γ , performing a perturbative expansion, one can get at most

two thick edges attached to a node. It is not possible to have just one thick edge

because the renormalisation constants are zero due to antisymmetry (odd number

of derivatives ∂x), see [7, Lem. 2.5]. For the same reason other decorated trees in

[7, Sec. 2.1] are disregarded. These are the trees with extra node decorations that

encode monomials of the form Xn inside an iterated integral.

Now, if we consider trees with at most four nodes, there are exactly 54 trees

fulfilling all the constraints we imposed, namely

, , , , , , , , , , , , , , , , , , , ,

, , , , , , , , , , , , , , , ,

, , , , , , , , , , , , , , , , , .

(2.7)

This set S4 of decorated trees was first considered in [7, Sec. 2.4], where they were

called reduced trees. We denote by S4 the vector space with S4 as a basis.

Let us define a map ΥΓ,σ that turns each decorated tree into a vector field on

R
d. Specifically, we set

(ΥΓ,στ)
α

(u, q) =
∑

γ:N→{1,...,m}

∑

β:E→{1,...,d}

∏

v∈VT





(

∏

e∈E+
y(v)

∂uβe

)(

∏

e∈E+
yyy

(v)

∂qβe
)

(Ῡ
βev ,γ
Γ,σ (v))(u, q)





(2.8)

where

• E is the set of edges e ∈ ET of type or and N is the set of noise type nodes.

• For v with an incoming edge of type , we set Ῡβ,γ
Γ,σ(v)(u, q) = σβ

γ(v)(u), other-

wise

Ῡβ,γ
Γ,σ(v)(u, q) = Γβ

γη(u) qγqη . (2.9)

• E
+
y(v) and E

+
yyy(v) are the sets of edges with decorations and respectively

coming into v ∈ VT .

• We use the convention βev = α for v = ̺T , the root of T .

For instance, one has

(ΥΓ,σ( ))α =
m
∑

i,j=1

2∂ζσ
α
i (u)∂ηΓ

ζ
βγ(u)ση

j (u)σγ
i (u)σβ

j (u) .

For a decorated tree τ , we denote by S(τ ) the number of tree automorphisms of τ .



Background from SPDEs 13

One can observe that the decorated trees are used in two different ways:

• One way is for computing the renormalised constants via its interpretation as

a stochastic iterated integral and the expectation. Therefore, one can give the

interpretation (2.5) for the edges via space-time convolution with some kernels.

• The other way is for getting the expression of some elementary differentials

where now the edges are interpreted as some derivatives according to the vari-

ables of the equation: u and ∂xu (the later is denoted by q in (2.8)).

These two interpretations allow to compute the following Butcher-type series that

is needed for the renormalised equation:

∑

τ∈S4

Cε(τ )
ΥΓ,σ[τ ](uε)

S(τ )
.

Using the notation we introduced, we can finally state a result one obtains, in the

case where the ξi are space-time white noises, by applying the general machinery

of Regularity Structures [28, 9, 12, 5].

Theorem 2.1 Let uα0 ∈ Cr(T) for some r > 0. For every ̺ ∈ Moll, ε > 0, there

exist renormalisation constants Cε(τ ) such that the renormalised equation of (2.1)

is given by:

∂tu
α
ε = ∂2

xu
α
ε + Γα

βγ(uε) ∂xu
β
ε∂xu

γ
ε +Kα

β (uε) ∂xu
β
ε + hα(uε) + σα

i (uε) ξεi

+
∑

τ∈S4

Cε(τ )
ΥΓ,σ[τ ](uε)

S(τ )
.

(2.10)

That is, the solutionuε of the random PDEs (2.10) converges as ε → 0 in probability,

locally in time, to a nontrivial limit u.

2.2 Full subcritical regime and cumulants

The result stated in the previous section changes if we consider a noise that is

different from the space-time white noise. There are two options. One is to

consider Gaussian noises that are different from the space-time white noise, the

Hölder regularity α of the noise tells us which set we have to consider for the

renormalised equation. If α = −2, then decorated trees with negative degree form

an infinite set. For every α > −2, one obtains a finite set, and this range is referred

to as the full subcritical regime. The other option is to replace Gaussian noises by

non-Gaussian noises described by their cumulants.

If the Hölder regularity of the noise changes, we consider the same trees as

before, with the number of vertices ensuring that we obtain a tree of negative

degree. As above, only the trees with an even number of vertices of each colour

and with at most two vertices of the same colour are needed. Moreover, we make

the exact same identification as in (2.6) where the choice of the colour does not

matter. We denote the set of decorated trees generated in this way by S
g, and its

linear span by Sg. For n ∈ N, we denote by S
g
2n the subset of Sg with at most 2n
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noises; we denote by S
g
2n its linear span. The exponent g is to stress that the noises

ξεi are Gaussian. Note that for n = 2, the set S
g
2n is the set S4 discussed above.

Let us describe the set-up corresponding to the other option, that is to consid-

ering noises described by their cumulants. If one considers a collection of random

variables {Xi, i ∈ S} for some finite index set S. For the subsets J ⊆ S, we

write XJ = {Xi : i ∈ J} and XJ =
∏

i∈J Xi. Further, we write P(J) for the

set of all partitions of J . The cumulant Ec(XJ ) is defined inductively over |J | by

Ec(XJ ) = E(Xi), if J is the singleton containing i and

E(XJ ) =
∑

π∈P(J)

∏

J̄∈π

Ec(XJ̄ ), if |J | ≥ 2. (2.11)

Now, if we assume that the ξi are i.i.d, centred, described by their cumulants, one

has

E(Iijkℓ) = δi,jδk,ℓẼc(Iiikk) + δi,kδj,ℓẼc(Iijij) + δi,ℓδj,kẼc(Iijji)

+ δi,j,k,ℓẼc(Iiiii)
(2.12)

where Ẽc has the same interpretation as for Ẽ but with the expectations E replaced

by the cumulants Ec. One has to add another decorated tree:

≡ δi,j,k,ℓẼc(Iiiii).

whose elementary differential is given by

(ΥΓ,σ ))α =

m
∑

i=1

2∂ζσ
α
i (u)∂ηΓ

ζ
βγ(u)ση

i (u)σγ
i (u)σβ

i (u)

which has to be compared with (2.9). When one considers cumulants, one has to

look at partitions of the noise type nodes. As before, we make an identification

where we allow swapping colours of parts of partition with the same number of

elements. We denote the decorated trees generated in this way by S
c, and its linear

span by Sc. Moreover, for every n ∈ N, n ≥ 1, we denote by S
c
n the subset of Sc

with at most n noises, and we denote its linear span by Sc
n. The exponent c is to

stressed that the noises ξεi are described by cumulants.

Let us stress that Theorem 2.1 is still true when the regularity of noises ξi
changed satisfying the assumptions in [12]. This implies the replacement of S4 by

one of the sets mentioned above that we will denote by Sξ .

Theorem 2.2 Let uα0 ∈ Cr(T) for some r > 0. For every ̺ ∈ Moll, ε > 0, there

exist renormalisation constants Cε(τ ) such that the renormalised equation of (2.1)

is given by:

∂tu
α
ε = ∂2

xu
α
ε + Γα

βγ(uε) ∂xu
β
ε ∂xu

γ
ε +Kα

β (uε) ∂xu
β
ε + hα(uε) + σα

i (uε) ξεi ,

+
∑

τ∈Sξ

Cε(τ )
ΥΓ,σ[τ ](uε)

S(τ )
.

(2.13)

That is, the solutionuε of the random PDEs (2.13) converges as ε → 0 in probability,

locally in time, to a nontrivial limit u.
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3 Background from operad theory

Let us give a short summary of operadic notions and results that we use in this

paper. We refer the reader to [4] for more details on species and operations on

them, to [38] for information about symmetric functions, to [37] for more details

on operads and Koszul duality, and to [16] for more details on operadic twisting.

3.1 Combinatorial species

The notion of a combinatorial species was introduced by Joyal [31] in order to

produce a categorification of formal power series and various operations on them.

A combinatorial species of structures (or simply a species) is a rule F that defines,

for each finite set S, a finite set F (S) called the set of F -structures on S. The

only condition that should be satisfied is that this rule should be “canonical”, that

is, compatible with bijections between finite sets: if ı : S1 → S2 is a bijection,

we should have a bijection F (ı) : F (S1) → F (S2), and these bijections must be

coherent, that is F (ı1 ◦ ı2) = F (ı1) ◦ F (ı2). A category theorist would say that a

species is an endofunctor of the groupoid (category where only bijections are valid

morphisms) of finite sets.

As an example, one can consider the species RT of rooted tree structures on S,

for which RT(S) is the set of all possible rooted trees on the vertex set S. There is

also a very trivial example of the species of sets E given by E(S) = {S} (which

basically means that there is just one structure of a set on any set), and an even more

trivial example of a singleton species E1 for which E1(S) = ∅ unless |S| = 1, in

which case E1(S) = {S}. The species Ek of k-element sets is defined similarly.

Each species F has its (exponential) generating function

fF (t) =
∑

n≥0

|F ({1, . . . , n})|

n!
tn.

Two most natural operations one has on power series are product and substitution.

They correspond to two very natural operations on the level of species.

The Cauchy product of two species F1 and F2 is defined by the formula

(F1 · F2)(S) :=
⊔

S=S1⊔S2

F1(S1) × F2(S2).

In plain words, a (F1 · F2)-structure on a set S is obtained by partitioning S into

two disjoint parts S1 and S2 and then defining separately an F1-structure on S1 and

an F2-structure on S2.

Algebraically, substitution f1(f2(t)) of one power series into another makes

sense when the series f2(t) has no constant term (for otherwise infinite sums

appear). For that reason, the composition product of two species F1 and F2 is

defined if F2(∅) = ∅, and is given by the formula

(F1 ◦ F2)(S) =
⊔

S=S1⊔···⊔Sn

(F1({S1, . . . , Sn}) × F2(S1) × · · · × S2(Sn))/Σn.
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In plain words, a (F1◦F2)-structure on a set S is obtained by forming a set partition

of S into several disjoint nonempty parts S1,. . . , Sn, and then defining separately

a F1-structure on the set of parts of that partition, and an F2-structure on each of

the parts.

Let us illustrate these notions on the examples of species we mentioned: We

shall prove the equality

RT = E1 · (E ◦ RT). (3.1)

Due to the definition of the Cauchy product, the right hand side of this equation,

defines a species of structures on S for which one has to partition S into two parts,

and impose an E1-structure on the first part and an E(RT)-structure on the second

part. An E1-structure on the first part exists only if the first part consists of a single

element. Defining an E ◦RT-structure on the complement of that element amounts

to partitioning that complement into several non-empty parts and defining a rooted

tree structure on each part. It is now clear that the result E1 · (E ◦ RT) is precisely

the species RT, since one can construct a rooted tree structure on a set S by first

choosing the root label, and then partitioning the remaining vertices into several

parts, choosing rooted tree structures on those parts, and grafting those trees at the

chosen root.

3.2 Linear species

Examining the definitions above, one notices that one can give these definitions in

more generality, saying that F assumes values in a symmetric monoidal category

that has all coproducts and coequalisers; one just needs to replace× by the monoidal

structure, and the quotient by Σn by the corresponding coequaliser. Two examples

that will be used in this paper are the symmetric monoidal category of k-vector

spaces and the symmetric monoidal category of k-chain complexes; we shall call

the corresponding versions of species linear species and differential graded species

(or dg species). For differential graded species, the following Künneth formula

holds:

H•(F1 ◦ F2) ∼= H•(F1) ◦H•(F2). (3.2)

It is important to note that the composition product ◦ makes the category of

species (or its generalisations) into a (very non-symmetric) monoidal category,

with the monoidal unit being the singleton species E1, which in this context will

be denoted by 1. A (symmetric) operad is a monoid in that monoidal category,

that is a triple (O, γ, η), where γ : O ◦ O → O is the product and η : 1 → O is

the unit, which satisfy the usual axioms of a monoid in a monoidal category [39].

This notion was introduced independently by Artamonov [2] and May [43]. It will

be useful for us that one can alternatively give axioms of an operad in terms of so

called “partial compositions”

◦⋆ : O(S1 ⊔ {⋆}) ⊗O(S2) → O(S1 ⊔ S2),

which correspond to substitutions according to the composition product where most

of arguments used are equal to the operad unit (and ⋆ indicates the argument where
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a nontrivial substitution is made). In order for these operations to define an operad

structure, it is necessary and sufficient that they satisfy the so called sequential and

parallel axioms [37], which are usually easier to check than the full associativity of

composition.

Most of operads that one studies, are studied because they “control” important

algebras. To a type of algebras A (such as associative algebras, Lie algebras

etc.) one can associate an operad as follows. Consider the free algebra of type A
generated by a finite set S, and consider the vector space A(S) spanned by elements

where each generator from S is used once. These subspaces form a linear species,

and, moreover, they form an operad, since we can perform substitutions of elements

of that kind into one another, giving our species a lot of extra structure.

One important example of an operad that, together with its variations, plays an

important role in algebraic aspects of SPDEs, is the operad PreLie. The underlying

linear species of this operad is the linearisation of the species RT, and the operad

structure is defined in a simple combinatorial way [13]: if T1 ∈ RT(V1), and

T2 ∈ RT(V2), then for v ∈ V1, we define

T1 ◦v T2 =
∑

f : E+
y(v)→V2

T1 ◦
f
v T2.

Here E
+
y(v) is the set of incoming edges of the vertex v of T1; the tree T1 ◦

f
v T2

is obtained by replacing the vertex v of the tree T1 by the tree T2, and grafting

each incoming edge e of v at the vertex f (e) of T2. This operad controls pre-Lie

algebras, that is algebras with one binary operation ⊳ satisfying the identity

(a1 ⊳ a2) ⊳ a3 − a1 ⊳ (a2 ⊳ a3) = (a1 ⊳ a3) ⊳ a2 − a1 ⊳ (a3 ⊳ a2),

see [13] for details.

The category of all operads admits coproducts, which seems to be first spelled

out in [41]. The coproduct O1 ∨ O2 is simply the free product of monoids (one

takes the monoid generated by O1 and O2, and imposes the relations saying that

the two units are equal, and that all compositions that “can be computed”, that is,

compositions of several elements of O1 or of several elements of O2, are computed

in the way they would be computed in O1 or in O2, respectively). All operads we

consider are augmented, that is, equipped with a map to the trivial operad ǫ : O → 1.

For such operads, it is very easy to describe the underlying linear species of the

coproduct O1 ∨O2 in terms of the underlying species of O1 and O2. Specifically,

we have the equalities of linear species

O1 ∨O2 = 1 ⊕ (O1 ∨O2)1 ⊕ (O1 ∨O2)2, (3.3)

(O1 ∨O2)1 = O1 ◦ (O1 ∨O2)2, (3.4)

(O1 ∨O2)2 = O2 ◦ (O1 ∨O2)1, (3.5)

where O denotes the kernel of the augmentation, and (O1 ∨O2)1 and (O1 ∨O2)2
denote the parts of the coproduct obtained as operadic substitutions into elements
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of the augmentation ideals of O1 and O2 of some other elements of the coproduct.

It follows immediately from this description and from the Künneth formula that

for two augmented differential graded operads O1 and O2, we have an operad

isomorphism

H•(O1 ∨O2) ∼= H•(O1) ∨H•(O2). (3.6)

One important example of a coproduct that will be of interest for us will be the

operad of Lie admissible algebras, which we shall denote LieAdm. The notion

of a Lie-admissible algebra goes back to Albert [1]; classically, a Lie-admissible

algebra is an algebra with one binary operation satisfying the identity

∑

σ∈Σ3

sign(σ)((aσ(1)aσ(2))aσ(3) − aσ(1)(aσ(2)aσ(3))) = 0.

This identity is in fact equivalent to the Jacobi identity for the bracket [a, b] =
ab−ba, which means that, considering the “polarised” operations [a, b] and a•b =
ab + ba, we can give an equivalent definition of a Lie-admissible algebra: it is

an algebra with an anticommutative bracket satisfying the Jacobi identity and a

commutative product not satisfying any identities. This observation, going back to

[40], literally means that the operad of Lie-admissible algebras is the coproduct of

the Lie operad and the operad ComMag of commutative magmatic algebras, that is

algebras with one commutative binary operation that does not satisfy any identities.

3.3 Dimensions and symmetric group characters

For linear species, we also have exponential generating series

fF (t) =
∑

n≥0

dimF ({1, . . . , n})

n!
tn,

and they satisfy

fF1·F2
(t) = fF1

(t)fF2
(t), fF1◦F2

(t) = fF1
(fF2

(t)). (3.7)

Additionally, one can introduce a more refined invariant, a generating function

of symmetric group characters. This is a formal power series in infinitely many

variables pi, i ≥ 1, defined as

FF =
∑

n≥0

∑

k1+2k2+···+nkn=n

χF ,n(1k12k2 · · ·nkn)
pk11 pk22 · · · pknn

1k1k1!2k2k2! · · · nknkn!
,

where χF ,n is the character of the symmetric group Σn acting on F ({1, 2, . . . , n})

via the mapsF (σ), and where 1k12k2 · · · nkn denotes the conjugacy class inΣn with

k1 cycles of length 1, k2 cycles of length 2, . . . , kn cycles of length n. We shall think

of FF as an element of the ring of symmetric functions Λ; roughly speaking, each

variable pr should be thought of as a power sum
∑

i t
r
i in a sufficiently large number

of variables. We shall make use of that intuition in some character calculations,
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since it will be beneficial to also use elementary symmetric functions er (sums of

r-fold products of several different variables ti) and the symmetric functions mλ

(sums of elements in the Σn-orbit of the monomial tλ1

1 · · · tλs
s ).

For our purposes, it is important to know that these generating functions are

also compatible with operations on linear species:

FF1·F2
= FF1

FF2
, FF1◦F2

= FF1
|pi:=FF2

(pij : j≥1). (3.8)

3.4 Koszul duality

An important tool from homotopical algebra one can use for operads is Koszul

duality. We refer the reader to [37] for details, and give just the executive summary

here. When we discuss constructions of homotopical algebra, we often use the

formal symbol s of homological degree 1 to handle suspensions: for a homologically

graded vector space V , we denote by sV the homologically graded vector space

with shifted homological degrees, (sV )i = Vi−1.

Let O be an augmented operad. We can then define its bar construction: it is

made of rooted trees whose vertices are decorated by sO (to be completely precise,

one should say “the cofree cooperad on sO”), and it has a differential d which

forms the sum, with appropriate signs, of all ways to contract one edge in such a

tree (and label the newly obtained vertex by the partial composition of the labels of

two disappeared vertices). The axioms of an operad ensure that d2 = 0, so one can

compute the homology of this differential.

Suppose that our operad O is “homogeneous”, that is, it is generated by corollas

of weight one, and relations between them are combinations of decorated trees of

the same weight. Then the bar construction is bi-graded: it has the weight grading,

and the homological grading. We say that our operad is a Koszul operad if the

homology of the bar construction is concentrated on the diagonal (where the weight

is equal to the homological degree). In this case, if we denote by H the collection of

homologies of components of the bar construction, we have the following important

properties:

fA(−fH(−t)) = t, (3.9)

FA(−FH(−pij : j ≥ 1) : i ≥ 1) = p1. (3.10)

3.5 Operadic twisting

The definition of operadic twisting goes back to the work of Willwacher [52,

Appendix I] who introduced it to work with Kontsevich’s graph complexes. The

original version of operadic twisting is a certain endofunctor of the category of

differential graded operads equipped with a morphism from the operad of shifted

L∞-algebras. There exists a counterpart of that endofunctor for operads equipped

with a morphism from the operad L∞, see [14, Sec. 3.5]. In particular, that version

can be applied to an operad P concentrated in degree zero equipped with a map of

operads f : Lie → P that sends the generator of Lie to a certain binary operation

of P that we denote [−,−]. In this case, the operad Tw(P ), the result of applying
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the twisting procedure to the operad P , is a differential graded operad that can be

defined as follows [16]. Denote by α a new operation of arity 0 and homological

degree −1. The underlying non-differential operad of Tw(P ) is the coproduct

P ∨ kα; algebras over that operad are P -algebras with a specified element of

homological degree −1. To define the differential, one performs two steps. First,

one considers the operad MC(P ) = (P ∨ kα, dMC) encoding dg P -algebras with a

Maurer–Cartan element; by definition, this means that the differential dMC vanishes

on P and satisfies dMC(α) = −1
2
[α,α]. The element ℓα1 ∈ MC(P )(1) defined by

the formula ℓα1 (a1) = [α, a1] can be use to twist the differential of that operad, and

one puts

Tw(P ) =
(

P ∨ kα, dTw = dMC + adℓα1

)

,

where adℓα1 (µ) = ℓα1 ◦1 µ− (−1)|µ|
∑

i µ ◦i ℓ
α
1 The operad PreLie is equipped with

a map from the Lie operad that sends the Lie bracket to

2

1
−

1

2
,

which corresponds to the fact that the commutator in every pre-Lie algebra satisfies

the Jacobi identity. If one applies to the operad PreLie the operadic twisting

procedure, the result is a differential graded operad that admits the following explicit

description [15]. The arity n component Tw(PreLie)(n) is spanned by rooted trees

with “normal” vertices labelled 1, . . ., n, and a certain number of “special” vertices

labelled α. The differential in Tw(PreLie), applied to such tree T , is made of the

following terms:

– the sum over all possible ways to split a normal vertex labelled i into a normal

vertex with the same label i and a special vertex, and to connect the incoming edges

of that vertex to one of the two vertices thus obtained, so that the term where the

vertex further from the root retains the label is taken with the plus sign, and the

other term is taken with the minus sign (corresponding to the operadic insertions

of ℓα1 at labelled vertices):

i
· · ·

→
∑

α

i · · ·

· · ·

− i

α
· · ·

· · ·

– the sum over all special vertices of T of all possible ways to split that vertex into

two vertices of the same kind, and to connect the incoming edges of that vertex to

one of the two vertices thus obtained, taken with the plus sign (corresponding to

computing the differential of the Maurer–Cartan element, since we have dTw(α) =
d(α) + ℓα1 (α) = −1

2
[α,α] + [α,α] = 1

2
[α,α] = α ⊳ α):

α
· · ·

→
∑

α

α
· · ·

· · ·
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– grafting the tree T at the new root which is a special vertex, taken with the minus

sign, and the sum of all possible ways to create one extra leaf which is a special

vertex, taken with the plus sign (corresponding to operadic insertions of the tree T
at the only vertex of ℓα1 ).

4 Chain rule symmetry

4.1 Results for space-time white noises

Theorem 2.1 tells us that we have an infinite number of solutions parametrised by

a finite dimensional space of dimension 54 which is S4. The aim of the work [7]

was to consider only one natural solution by imposing natural symmetries. One

of them is the chain rule which corresponds to invariance under the change of

coordinates. We first recall how a diffeomorphism acts on the various coefficients

of (2.1). Given a diffeomorphism ϕ of Rd, we then act on connections Γ, vector

fields σ and (1, 1)-tensors K in the usual way by imposing that

(ϕ • Γ)αηζ (ϕ(u)) ∂βϕ
η(u) ∂γϕ

ζ(u) = ∂µϕ
α(u)Γµ

βγ(u) − ∂2
βγϕ

α(u) , (4.1)

(ϕ • σ)α(ϕ(u)) = ∂βϕ
α(u)σβ(u) , (4.2)

(ϕ • K)αη (ϕ(u)) ∂βϕ
η(u) = ∂µϕ

α(u)Kµ
β (u) . (4.3)

Recall that the covariant derivative ∇XY of a vector field Y in the direction of

another vector field X is the vector field given by

(∇XY )α(u) = Xβ(u) ∂βY
α(u) + Γα

βγ(u)Xβ(u)Y γ(u) . (4.4)

It is straightforward to verify that this definition satisfies

ϕ • (∇XY ) = (ϕ • ∇)ϕ•X(ϕ • Y ) ,

whereϕ •∇ denotes the covariant differentiation built as in (4.4), but withΓ replaced

by ϕ • Γ.

Definition 4.1 Given a vector space of decorated trees V , the space Vgeo ⊂ V
consists of those elements τ such that, for all d,m ≥ 1 and all choices of Γ and σ
as above and all diffeomorphisms ϕ of Rd homotopic to the identity, one has the

identity

ϕ ·ΥΓ,σ[τ ] = Υϕ·Γ,ϕ·σ[τ ].

One then defines in this way the various geometric spaces: Sg
geo

⊂ Sg, S
g
geo,2n ⊂ S

g
2n,

Sc
geo

⊂ Sc, Sc
geo,2n ⊂ Sc

n.

Note that one can define the covariant derivative operation on the level of

decorating trees by putting

∇τ1τ2 = τ1

τ2

+
1

2

τ1 τ2

(4.5)
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where the
τ1

τ2

are all the the decorated trees obtained from the grafting of τ1 onto

τ2 (connecting the root of τ1 via an edge to a node of τ2 and summing over all the

possibilities) via an edge decorated by . Let us consider the following 15 elements

defined using iterations of covariant derivatives:

V
g
4 = {∇ ,∇∇∇ ,∇∇∇ ,∇∇∇ ,∇∇∇ ,∇∇ ∇ ,∇∇ ∇ ,

∇∇ ∇ ,∇∇∇ ,∇∇∇ ,∇∇∇
,∇∇∇

,∇∇∇ ,∇∇∇ ,∇∇∇
,∇∇∇ }.

(4.6)

It was established in [7] that these elements span the vector space S
g
geo,4, more

precisely

Theorem 4.2 For all sufficiently high dimensions d,m, one has S
g
geo,4 = 〈Vg

4〉, and

the dimension of the previous space is 15.

Let us briefly recall the strategy of the proof. One starts by introducing a new

space of decorated trees that contains another type of nodes denoted by . We

consider a new rule given by

R ( ) = {( k, i), ( k, ), ( 2, k) : k ≥ 0} ,

and we consider decorated trees generated from this rules with only one node of

type . One can define the spaces S
g
,2n and Sc

,n with this extra generator and gets

canonical injections of S
g
2n and Sc

n into the previous spaces. In [7, Sec. 6.1], a map

ϕgeo : S
j → S

j
with j ∈ {g, c}, was defined as the unique infinitesimal morphism

of T∂-algebras such that ϕgeo acts by setting

7→ − , 7→ − − − − 2 , (4.7)

which has a very natural interpretation in terms of how vector fields and Christoffel

symbols transform under infinitesimal changes of coordinates. Furthermore, one

defines the map ϕ̂geo(τ ) by

ϕ̂geo(τ ) = ϕgeo(τ ) − [τ, ] , (4.8)

for any τ ∈ Sj . It is established in [7, Prop. 6.2] that S
g
geo,4 = S

g
4 ∩ ker ϕ̂geo.

In order to conclude, one wants to show that S
g
4 ∩ ker ϕ̂geo = 〈Vg

4〉. This is

where the reasoning in [7] starts to be specific by using a counting dimension

argument. Indeed, one first has to compute the dimension of 〈Vg
4〉. Then, one

derives independent equations for ker ϕ̂geo in order to reach the dimension of 〈Vg
4〉.

One concludes from the inclusion 〈Vg
4〉 ⊂ S

g
4 ∩ ker ϕ̂geo.

Remark 4.3 Theorem 4.2 has been proved only for S
g
4 ; most of the arguments of

its proof rely on computations by hand that prevent any generalisation for many

years in the absence of new ideas.
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As a consequence of Theorem 4.2, one is able to find suitable counter-terms in

order to guarantee the chain rule property for the solution of (2.10).

Theorem 4.4 In Theorem 2.1, one can choose the renormalisation constants Cε(τ )

in such a way that
∑

τ∈S4

Cε(τ )
τ

S(τ )

is generated by the space V4. Then the equations (2.10) transform according to the

chain rule under composition with diffeomorphisms.

4.2 The operad of Christoffel trees

Let us develop an algebraic formalism corresponding to the combinatorics of trees

that we have seen in the previous sections. Concretely, we shall define a new operad

which we shall call the operad of Christoffel trees, and unravel its (rather simple)

algebraic meaning. This will be a crucial step towards proving our main result.

Definition 4.5 A Christoffel tree is a rooted tree with black and white vertices such

that every black vertex has at least two input edges, and moreover for each black

vertex two of its input edges are declared “special”. In all figures the special edges

will be drawn using thick lines. The species of Christoffel trees assigns to every

finite set S the vector space ∇Trees(S) with a basis of all Christoffel trees whose

white vertices are put in a bijection with S.

One can define an operad structure on the linear species ∇Trees by a rule

similar to the one defining an operad on the species of rooted trees [13]: the

insertion T1 ◦v T2 of a Christoffel tree T2 ∈ ∇Trees(V2) in the place of the vertex

v ∈ V1 of a Christoffel tree T1 ∈ ∇Trees(V1) is given by

T1 ◦v T2 :=
∑

f : E+
y(v)→V2

T1 ◦
f
v T2.

Here E
+
y(v) is the set of incoming edges of the vertex v in T1; the tree S ◦fi T is

obtained by replacing the vertex i of the tree S by the tree T , and grafting each

incoming edge e of v at the vertex f (e) of T2. Note that this grafting happens at all

vertices, not just the white ones. For example, we have

2

1
◦1

a b
=

a b

2

+

a b

2

+

a b2
,

2

1
◦2

a b
=

a b

1

.



Chain rule symmetry 24

Note that if we think of Christoffel trees as representing iterated derivatives of

expressions involving the Christoffel symbols as in Equation (2.5), our formulae

literally correspond to the rule of computing the derivative of the product.

To state the following result, recall that ComMag is the operad of commutative

magmatic algebras, that is algebras with one commutative operation that does not

satisfy any further identities.

Proposition 4.6 The insertion operations ◦v make the linear species ∇Trees into

an operad. That operad is generated by its binary operations. Moreover, that

operad is isomorphic to the coproduct of the operads PreLie and ComMag.

Proof. Proving that the operad axioms are satisfied is completely analogous to the

corresponding properties for the rooted trees operad [13]. The binary operations of

our operad are

2

1
,

1

2
,

1 2
.

To show that they generate everything, we note that the suboperad spanned by

trees with white vertices only is clearly isomorphic to the rooted trees operad of

Chapoton–Livernet, and hence is generated by its binary operations. To show that

the operad of Christoffel trees is generated by its binary operations, it is enough to

generate all the “Christoffel corollas”, that is trees with one black vertex connected

to k + 2 white vertices. This is easily done by induction: for k = 0 we have a

binary operation, and for k > 0, we note that

S ◦1 Tk−1 −
k+1
∑

i=1

Tk−1 ◦i S = Tk,

where S is the two-vertex tree with the root 1 and leaf k+2, Tk−1 is a corolla with

k + 1 = (k − 1) + 2 white vertices, and Tk is a corolla with k + 2 white vertices.

Finally, since the rooted trees operad is isomorphic to the operad PreLie, and the

operad obtained by iterated compositions of the third binary operation is clearly

isomorphic to the operad ComMag, our operad received a surjective map from

the coproduct PreLie∨ComMag, so it is enough to show that the dimensions of

components of the operad ∇Trees and the operad PreLie∨ComMag are the same.

The coproduct of Koszul operads is known to be Koszul, and the quadratic dual is

the connected sum of the quadratic dual operads. Since the quadratic dual of the

operadPreLie is the operad usually denotedPerm with dim(Perm(n)) = n for alln,

and the quadratic dual of the operad ComMag is the operad supported at arities

1 and 2 (and one-dimensional in these arities), the exponential generating series

for dimensions of components of the quadratic dual operad of PreLie∨ComMag
is t exp(t) + t2

2
. Using the functional equation relating the exponential generating
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series of a Koszul operad and its quadratic dual [37], we conclude that if we denote

by f the generating series of the operad PreLie∨ComMag, we have

f exp(−f ) −
f2

2
= t,

or, equivalently,

f = t exp(f ) +
f2

2
exp(f ).

At the same time, we have the following equation on the level of species:

∇Trees = E1 ·E(∇Trees) ⊕ E2(∇Trees) ·E(∇Trees).

Here E =
⊕

k≥0Ek is the “species of sets”, En(I) = 0 unless |I| = n, in which

case En(I) = k{I}. The way to prove that formula is as follows. First, we note

that

• E(∇Trees) is the species of sets of Christoffel trees,

• E1 · E(∇Trees) is a species whose value on a set I is a partition of I into a

singleton and its complement, and a structure of a set of Christoffel trees on

that complement,

• (E2 · E)(∇Trees) is a species whose value on a set I is a partition of I into

several parts two of which are designated special, and a structure of a Christoffel

tree on each part,

and we see that this precisely corresponds to the fact a Christoffel tree can either

have a white root, in which case it is obtained by choosing the root label and a set

of subtrees grafted at inputs of the root, or a black root, in which case it is obtained

by choosing the set of two subtrees grafted at special inputs of the root and a set of

subtrees grafted at other inputs. This species functional equation clearly gives the

correct equation for exponential generating series, completing the proof.

Let us remark that results of this section can be substantially generalised in the

following way. One can consider the category of operads equipped with a map

from the operad PreLie; such operads are closely related to T∂-algebras from [7].

Proposition 4.6 asserts that ∇Trees is a free object in this category; it can be easily

generalised to describe the free object generated by any given species. We have not

yet found interesting applications of this more general construction, so we chose

to avoid unnecessary generality and present the result and its proof for Christoffel

trees.

4.3 Generalisation for the full subcritical regime and cumulants

The main result of this paper is a generalisation of Theorem 4.2. We first denote

by V
g
2n the set of iterated covariant derivatives involving 2n generators that come

in pairs, with the appropriate identifications, as in Equation 2.6. Elements of V
g
2n

could be seen as linear combinations of elements in S
g
2n. The vector space V

c
n

in the case of noises described by their cumulants is defined similarly. For given
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noises ξi, one has a set Vξ of iterated covariant derivatives associated to Sξ equal

to one of the set described above.

Theorem 4.7 For sufficiently high dimensions d,m, one has

S
g
geo,2n = 〈Vg

2n〉, S
c
geo,n = 〈Vc

n〉.

Moreover, their dimensions can be computed by an explicit direct procedure using

generating functions (formal power series).

Before starting to prove this theorem, let us remark that a high dimension is

needed for characterising S
g
geo,2n and Sc

geo,n

Remark 4.8 In the proof of [7, Prop. 6.2], one derives the following characterisa-

tion of S
j
geo,n (j ∈ {g, c}):

τ ∈ S
j
geo,n if and only if Υh

Γ,σ[ϕ̂geo(τ )] = 0, h : Rd → R
d

where Υh
Γ,σ is an extension of ΥΓ,σ that sends to h. Then, one uses the injectivity

of the maps Υh
Γ,σ (see [7, Thm. 5.25, Thm 5.31]) in order to conclude. This injec-

tivity is only true in high dimension. For small dimensions, it is an open problem

to get a full characterisation of the space of geometric counter-terms. It is even not

clear that V
j
n will be a suitable basis. But one can use the result in high dimension

for still getting Theorem 4.4. Indeed, the renormalisation constants do not change

by changing the dimension: We can choose the same parametrisation. In small di-

mension, we just have an over parametrisation of the renormalised equation. Indeed

from [7, Prop. 3.9], there exists vgeo ∈ S⊥
geo that limε→0C

c
geo = vgeo. Furthermore,

vgeo is independent of the choice of mollifier. Here S⊥
geo is the orthogonal of Sgeo

and Cc
geo

is the term in
∑

τ∈S4
Cε(τ )

ΥΓ,σ[τ ](uε)

S(τ )
that belongs to S⊥

geo
. The renormali-

sation constants Cε(τ ) correspond to the BPHZ renormalisation which guarantees

the convergence of the solution uε. This allows us to say that one can have finite

renormalisation constants on the orthogonal of
∑

τ∈Vj
n
Cε(τ )

ΥΓ,σ[τ ](uε)

S(τ )
.

The first part of the proof of Theorem 4.7 follows the steps of [7]. In particular,

one can define the vector spaces S
g
,2n and Sc

,n with the extra generator , and

canonical injections of S
g
2n and Sc

n into those spaces. Moreover, one can define a

map ϕgeo : S
j → S

j
with j ∈ {g, c} by the exact same formula, and [7, Prop. 6.2]

ensures that

S
g
geo,2n = S

g
2n ∩ ker ϕ̂geo, S

c
geo,n = S

c
n ∩ ker ϕ̂geo.

However, the next steps that [7] successfully accomplished in the case of S
g
geo,4,

that is computing the dimension of 〈Vg
2n〉 and deriving the independent equations

characterising the space S
g
2n ∩ ker ϕ̂geo, were out of reach for several years. Our

strategy of the proof is drastically different, and brings in methods of category

theory and homotopical algebra to describe the vector space ker ϕ̂geo.
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The first nontrivial idea is to postpone the identifications of trees for later,

and to work with the much bigger spaces of trees where we allow any number of

vertices of various colours, and no identifications are yet made. Such an (infinite-

dimensional) space of trees is, for the fixed number k of colours (that is, of noises),

the k-generated free algebras over the operad ∇Trees of Christoffel trees. A very

useful seemingly trivial observation is that the map ϕ̂k,geo is defined on the level of

each such free algebra (mapping it to a free algebra with one extra generator), and

commutes with the full symmetric group acting on the vertices, and thus commutes

with any identifications that we may want to define using the symmetric group

action. Thus, the vector space ϕ̂geo on the space of trees we are led to consider in

the SPDE context is exactly the same as the result of those identifications applied

to the vector space ϕ̂k,geo computed on the free algebra level.

The next nontrivial idea is to not specify the number of noises yet, but rather

work with the operad itself. However, the map ϕ̂k,geo sends a free algebra with

k generators into a free algebra with k + 1 generators, so one extra generator

needs to be added. A clean way to do that is to consider the coproduct of operads

∇Trees∨k , where k is a species supported at the empty set viewed as an operad

without any compositions possible; it incorporates into our operad an operation

without arguments, the generator that we always added in order to define the map

ϕ̂k,geo. For each S with |S| = k, the map ϕ̂k,geo can be restricted to ∇Trees(S), and

these maps assemble into a map of species

Φ̂geo : ∇Trees → ∇Trees∨k

Moreover, the property that states, in terminology of [7], that the map ϕ̂geo is

an infinitesimal morphism of T∂-algebras translates into the fact that Φ̂geo is an

derivation with the values in the bimodule ∇Trees∨k .

The last nontrivial reformulation is a homological interpretation of the kernel

of the map Φ̂geo. For that, we shall need to furnish a different description of that

map. Recall that the map ϕ̂geo in [7] is described by local rules allowing to act

on individual vertices of a tree. From the operad theory point of view, it is more

natural to describe the action of the derivation Φ̂geo on the generators of the operad.

The operad ∇Trees is generated by

2

1
,

1

2
,

1 2
,

and a direct calculation shows that

Φ̂geo





2

1



 = Φ̂geo





1

2



 =
1 2

,

Φ̂geo





1 2


 = −2
1 2

.
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Since in the operadic twisting Tw(PreLie), we have

dTw





2

1



 =
1 2

α
,

this immediately implies that on the suboperad PreLie ⊂ ∇Trees∨k made of

trees that do not have thick edges or vertices, the action of Φ̂geo agrees precisely

with the way the differential in Tw(PreLie) acts on PreLie, up to renaming

into α. Since we already saw that allowing thick edges amounts to considering the

coproduct PreLie∨ComMag, it is reasonable to consider the coproduct of operads

Tw(PreLie) ∨ComMag. Its differential on trees without special vertices does not

quite match the map Φ̂geo, but the mismatch is easily fixed as follows.

Proposition 4.9 Consider the unique derivation d0 of the coproduct of operads

PreLie∨ComMag∨kα that annihilates the suboperad PreLie∨kα and sends the

generator of ComMag to

−2
1 2

α
.

The map d = dMC + adℓα1 + d0 makes PreLie∨ComMag∨kα into a differential

graded operad. The degree zero homology of that operad is naturally isomorphic

to ker Φ̂geo.

Proof. Let us first show that d2 = 0. Since d = dTw + d0, the endomorphism

d is an operad derivation, and hence [d, d] = 2d2 is also an operad derivation

(note that the graded commutator of endomorphisms of odd homological degree

is their anticommutator), so it is enough to show that d2 vanishes on generators of

the operad PreLie∨ComMag∨kα. We have d2 = dTwd0 + d0dTw + d20, since

d2Tw = 0. If we apply d2 to the generators of the suboperad PreLie∨kα, the three

terms vanish individually since d0 annihilates that suboperad. If we apply d2 to the

generator of ComMag, these terms also vanish individually but in a more subtle

way: the first term vanishes, since d0 sends that generator to an element in the

image of dTw, the second term vanishes since this generator is already annihilated

by dTw, and the last term vanishes since d0 annihilates the suboperad PreLie∨kα.

To show that the degree zero homology of our operad is naturally isomorphic to

ker Φ̂geo, we note that MC(PreLie)∨ComMag is concentrated in negative degrees,

and therefore there is no quotient to form: the degree zero homology of d is

simply ker d. Moreover, since the homological degree of α is defined to be −1, the

degree zero part of PreLie∨ComMag∨kα is precisely PreLie∨ComMag, and

the differential d was specifically designed in such a way that we have a commutative
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diagram

∇Trees ∇Trees∨k

PreLie∨ComMag PreLie∨ComMag∨kα

Φ̂geo

d

,

with vertical arrows being isomorphisms given by Proposition 4.6, which proves

the last assertion.

Our main problem is now reformulated in terms of computing homology. We

shall now perform that homology computation; the following result is the main

algebraic result of the article, and the key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 4.7.

Theorem 4.10 The homology of the operad

(PreLie∨ComMag∨kα, dMC + adℓα1 + d0)

is concentrated in homological degree zero and is isomorphic to the operadLieAdm
of Lie-admissible algebras.

Proof. Let us consider the filtration of the dg species

(PreLie∨ComMag∨kα, dMC + adℓα1 + d0),

defining Fp(PreLie∨ComMag∨kα) to be the span of all trees with at most 2p
thick edges. The maps dMC and [ℓα1 ,−] preserve the number of thick edges of the

tree, and the part d0 decreases it by two, so this is a filtration by subcomplexes.

Note that this filtration is bounded in the sense of [51, Def. 5.4.2], since for each

given finite set I and each given homological degree d, the degree d part of the

component (PreLie∨ComMag∨kα)(I) of our dg species is spanned by trees

with |I| + d vertices, so their number of edges is bounded. Thus, we may use

the Classical Convergence Theorem [51, Th. 5.5.1], so for each I the spectral

sequence associated to this filtration converges to the homology of the complex

(PreLie∨ComMag∨kα)(I). Since in the associated graded chain complex with

respect to this filtration, the deformed part d0 disappears, the spectral sequence

computation starts with computing the homology of

(PreLie∨ComMag∨kα, dMC + adℓα1 ) ∼= Tw(PreLie) ∨ ComMag,

and we clearly have

H•(Tw(PreLie) ∨ ComMag) ∼= H•(Tw(PreLie)) ∨ ComMag
∼= Lie∨ComMag ∼= LieAdm . (4.9)

Here the first isomorphism follows from the fact that coproducts of augmented dif-

ferential graded operads commute with homology, the second isomorphism follows
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from the isomorphism H•(Tw(PreLie)) ∼= Lie established in [15], and the coprod-

uct factorisation of the operad LieAdm was already mentioned above. Since the

homology is concentrated in degree zero, there are no room for further differentials,

and the spectral sequence abuts at the first page, so the result follows.

The following corollary establishes Theorem 4.7 for the full subcritical regime.

Corollary 4.11 For an integer k > 0, let us denote by Uk the subspace of the

free Lie-admissible algebra LieAdm(x1, x2, . . . , xk) in k generators consisting of

elements of degree two in each of the k generators. We have the natural vector

space isomorphism

S
g
geo,2n

∼= UΣ1

1 ⊕ UΣ2

2 ⊕ · · · ⊕ UΣn
n ,

where UΣk

k is the vector space of elements of Uk that are invariant under the action

of the group Σk permuting the generators x1, x2, . . . , xk. All elements of S
g
geo,2n

are obtained as linear combinations of iterations of covariant derivatives.

Proof. First of all, let us note that S
g
geo,2n naturally splits into a direct sum of

subspaces spanned by trees having exactly 2k vertices (which we think of as k
pairs of equal vertices representing the same noise). For the given k, we may

use our identification made by renumbering, and look at Christoffel trees with two

vertices numbered 1, two vertices numbered 2, . . . , two vertices numbered k, up to

renumbering. This means that we pass to coinvariants of the symmetric group Σk

acting on labels. Over a field of zero characteristic, it is equivalent to passing to

invariants of that action, which is what we shall do.

We now note that the map ϕ̂geo is also defined on the level of Christoffel trees

without any identifications, and that it commutes with the symmetric group Σk

acting on labels, so, due to the Maschke’s theorem on complete reducibility of

representations of Σk, we can choose the order in which we compute the kernel of

ϕ̂geo and pass to Σk-invariants. We shall choose to first compute the kernel and then

pass to invariants. To compute the kernel, we shall use the previous result. We

know that the homology of the differential graded operad

(PreLie∨ComMag∨α, dMC + [ℓα1 ,−] + d0)

is concentrated in homological degree zero and is isomorphic to the operad LieAdm
of Lie-admissible algebras. Considering, instead of the operad (all labels different)

vertices of k types amounts to evaluating our operad on the vector space W :=
Vect(x1, . . . , xk), forming the vector space

⊕

n≥0

(PreLie∨ComMag∨kα)(n) ⊗kΣn
W⊗n.

It follows from the Künneth formula that the homology is concentrated in homo-

logical degree zero and is given by
⊕

n≥0

LieAdm(n) ⊗kΣn
W⊗n,
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which is precisely LieAdm(x1, x2, . . . , xk). Passing to invariants of the symmetric

group action corresponds to imposing our equivalence relation on trees, and con-

sidering elements of degree two in each of the k generators corresponds precisely

to the space of Christoffel trees on which we seek to determine the kernel of ϕ̂geo.

Finally, we note that for the differential d = dMC + [ℓα1 ,−] + d0, we have

d





2

1



 = d





1

2



 = d



−
1

2

1 2


 =
1 2

α
.

so the element

2

1
+

1

2

1 2

is in the kernel of d. Since we know that the homology operad is concentrated

in degree zero and is generated by binary operations, this element is precisely the

generator of LieAdm, so all elements of S
g
geo,2n are obtained as linear combinations

of iterations of covariant derivatives.

The following corollary establishes Theorem 4.7 for noises described by cumu-

lants.

Corollary 4.12 For integers n2, . . . , np ∈ N, let us denote by U2,...,2,...,p,...,p the

subspace of the free Lie-admissible algebra in n2 + · · ·+ np generators consisting

of elements of degree two in each of the first n2 generators, . . . , of degree np in

each of the last np generators. We have the natural vector space isomorphism

S
c
geo,n

∼=
⊕

2n2+···+pnp≤n

U
Σn2

×···×Σnp

2,...,2,...,p,...,p

where U
Σn2

×···×Σnp

2,...,2,...,p,...,p is the vector space of elements of U2,...,2,...,p,...,p that are

invariant under the action of the group Σn2
× · · · × Σnp permuting the groups of

generators separately. All elements of Sc
geo,n are obtained as linear combinations

of iterations of covariant derivatives.

Proof. The argument is completely analogous to that of Corollary 4.11: computing

Σn2
× · · · × Σnp-invariants commutes with computing the homology, so we may

use the result of Theorem 4.10.

In the following section, we shall explain how to compute dimensions of our

vector spaces by appropriate manipulations with generating functions, which will

complete the proof of Theorem 4.7.
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4.4 Dimension counting

Let us explain how our results can be used to compute the dimensions of the

vector spaces S
g
geo,2n and Sc

geo,n. First, let us explain the passage from operads

to free algebras. Let O be an arbitrary operad, and consider the free algebra

O(x1, . . . , xk) with k generators. This free algebra carries a natural representation

of the general linear group GLk, and one may want to compute the character of that

representation (which is a polynomial in variables t1, . . . , tk given by the trace of

the diagonal matrix with entries t1, . . . , tk). It turns out that this character can be

easily computed from FO by using the power sum interpretation alluded to earlier,

that is by substituting pr =
∑k

i=1 t
r
i . For our purposes of computation of invariants

such as UΣk

k or U
Σn2

×···×Σnp

2,...,2,...,p,...,p, we shall specialise to appropriate subgroups of GLk.

Before any specialisation, let us note that since the operad LieAdm is Koszul,

one can compute FLieAdm by computing the compositional inverse of

−F
LieAdm!(−pi : i ≥ 1) = 1− exp

(

−
∑

i

pi
i

)

− 1−
p21 + p2

2

(this form of the character of the quadratic dual is due to the explicit description

of the quadratic dual mentioned earlier). That compositional inverse calculation

is a built-in procedure of the symmetric functions implementation in sage [49],

so no human computational power is required here; however, a determined reader

can verify that the first few terms of that compositional inverse in the elementary

symmetric function basis are

e1 + e21 + 2e31 − e3 + 5e41 − e2e
2
1 − 2e3e1 + e4 + · · ·

Recall now that the vector space Uk consists of elements of the free Lie-

admissible algebra with k generators of degree two in each of the k generators.

Keeping track of that kind of homogeneity is easy using diagonal matrices from

GLk acting on generators: we are interested in elements of the free algebra that are

multiplied by t21t
2
2 · · · t

2
k under this action. We also want to compute Σk-invariants,

so we should keep track of the action of the symmetric group on generators. Overall,

the subgroup of GLk that is of interest to us is the semidirect product Σk ⋉ Diagk,

where Diagk is the group of invertible diagonal matrices. For the matrix σa, where

σ ∈ Σk, a = diag(t1, . . . , tk) ∈ Diagk, the characteristic polynomial det(Xσa−id)

of its action on generators is easily seen to be equal to

∏

c

(Xk − ti1 · · · tik ),

where c = (i1, . . . , ik) is a cycle of σ. Since

det(Xσa− id) =

k
∑

i=0

(−1)k−iXiei(σa),
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this means that to compute the character of σ on the homogeneous component

of degree 2 in each generator, one has to consider the evaluation of FLieAdm

at ei = ei(σa), and take the coefficient of (t1t2 · · · tk)2. After that, computing

the scalar product with the character of the trivial representation of Σk gives the

dimension of the space of invariants.

Let us demonstrate how to use this recipe to compute dimS
g
geo,8. This means

that we should look at k = 1, 2, 3, 4. We obtain the following results.

k = 1 In this case, we can only have σ = id, and e1 = t1, so we obtain t21 with

coefficient 1, so dim(UΣ1

1 ) = 1.

k = 2 In this case, we can have, up to conjugation, σ = id or σ = (1, 2). In

the first case, the characteristic polynomial is (X − t1)(X − t2), so we have

e1(σa) = t1 + t2, e2(σa) = t1t2, and ei = 0 for i > 2, therefore 5e41 −
e2e

2
1 − 2e3e1 + e4 is evaluated to 5(t1 + t2)4 − t1t2(t1 + t2)2, which contains

t21t
2
2 with coefficient 28. In the second case, the characteristic polynomial is

X2 − t1t2, so we have e1(σa) = 0, e2(σa) = −t1t2, and ei = 0 for i > 2,

therefore 5e41 − e2e
2
1 − 2e3e1 + e4 is evaluated to 0. Computing the scalar

product with the character of the trivial representation, we get 1
2
(28 + 0) = 14,

so dim(UΣ2

2 ) = 14. (At this point, we already recover the dimension 15 of [7]

as the sum dim(UΣ1

1 ) + dim(UΣ2

2 ).)

k = 3 In this case, the degree six component of FLieAdm is

40e61−19e2e
4
1+6e22e

2
1−2e32−17e3e

3
1+10e3e2e1−3e23+5e4e

2
1−e4e2−2e5e1+e6,

which we can already truncate to

40e61 − 19e2e
4
1 + 6e22e

2
1 − 2e32 − 17e3e

3
1 + 10e3e2e1 − 3e23,

since we work in the free Lie-admissible algebra on three generators. Further-

more, in the group Σ3 we can have, up to conjugation, σ = id, σ = (1, 2), or

σ = (1, 2, 3). In the first case, the characteristic polynomial is (X − t1)(X −
t2)(X − t3), so we have e1(σa) = t1 + t2 + t3, e2(σa) = t1t2 + t1t3 + t2t3,
e3(σa) = t1t2t3 and ei = 0 for i > 3; the evaluation of the element above

contains t21t
2
2t

2
3 with coefficient 2919. In the second case, the characteristic

polynomial is (X2 − t1t2)(X − t3), so we have e1(σa) = t3, e2(σa) = −t1t2,
e3(σa) = −t1t2t3, and ei = 0 for i > 3; the evaluation of the element above

contains t21t
2
2t

2
3 with coefficient 13. Finally, in the third case, the characteristic

polynomial isX3−t1t2t3, so we have e1(σa) = 0, e2(σa) = 0, e3(σa) = t1t2t3,
and ei = 0 for i > 3; the evaluation of the element above obviously contains

t21t
2
2t

2
3 with coefficient −3. Computing the scalar product with the charac-

ter of the trivial representation, we get 1
6
(2919 + 3 · 13 − 2 · 3) = 492, so

dim(UΣ3

3 ) = 492.
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k = 4 In this case, the degree eight component of FLieAdm is

380e81−260e2e
6
1+141e22e

4
1−61e32e

2
1+11e42−176e3e

5
1+89e3e2e

3
1−14e3e

2
2e1

− 4e23e
2
1 + 51e4e

4
1 − 20e4e2e

2
1 + 4e4e

2
2 + 5e4e3e1 − 4e24 − 18e5e

3
1 + 5e5e2e1

+ 8e6e
2
1 − 2e6e2 − 2e7e1 + e8,

which we can already truncate to

380e81−260e2e
6
1+141e22e

4
1−61e32e

2
1+11e42−176e3e

5
1+89e3e2e

3
1−14e3e

2
2e1

− 4e23e
2
1 + 51e4e

4
1 − 20e4e2e

2
1 + 4e4e

2
2 + 5e4e3e1 − 4e24,

since we work in the free Lie-admissible algebra on three generators. Further-

more, in the group Σ4 we can have, up to conjugation, σ = id, σ = (1, 2),

σ = (1, 2, 3), σ = (1, 2, 3, 4), or σ = (1, 2)(3, 4). In the first case, the

characteristic polynomial is (X − t1)(X − t2)(X − t3)(X − t4), so we have

e1(σa) = t1 + t2 + t3 + t4, e2(σa) = t1t2 + t1t3 + t1t4 + t2t3 + t2t4 + t3t4,
e3(σa) = t1t2t3+t1t2t4+t1t3t4+t2t3t4, e4(σa) = t1t2t3t4 and ei = 0 for i >
4; the evaluation of the element above contains t21t

2
2t

2
3t

2
4 with coefficient 698946.

In the second case, the characteristic polynomial is (X2−t1t2)(X−t3)(X−t4),

so we have e1(σa) = t3 + t4, e2(σa) = t3t4 − t1t2, e3(σa) = −t1t2(t3 + t4),

e4(σa) = −t1t2t3t4 and ei = 0 for i > 4; the evaluation of the element

above contains t21t
2
2t

2
3t

2
4 with coefficient 974. In the third case, the characteristic

polynomial is (X3 − t1t2t3)(X − t4), so we have e1(σa) = t4, e2(σa) = 0,

e3(σa) = t1t2t3, e4(σa) = t1t2t3t4, and ei = 0 for i > 4; the evaluation of

the element above obviously contains t21t
2
2t

2
3 with coefficient −3. In the fourth

case, the characteristic polynomial is X4 − t1t2t3t4, so we have e1(σa) = 0,

e2(σa) = 0, e3(σa) = 0, e4(σa) = −t1t2t3t4, and ei = 0 for i > 4; the evalua-

tion of the element above obviously contains t21t
2
2t

2
3 with coefficient −4. Finally,

in the last case, the characteristic polynomial is (X2 − t1t2)(X2 − t3t4), so we

have e1(σa) = 0, e2(σa) = −t1t2 − t3t4, e3(σa) = 0 e3(σa) = t1t2t3t4, and

ei = 0 for i > 4; the evaluation of the element above obviously contains t21t
2
2t

2
3

with coefficient 70. Computing the scalar product with the character of the triv-

ial representation, we get 1
24

(698946 + 974 · 6− 3 · 8− 6 · 4+ 70 · 3) = 29373,

so dim(UΣ4

4 ) = 29373.

Finally, we get dimS
g
geo,8 = 1+14+ 492+ 29373 = 29880. Note that dimensions

of these spaces grow so fast that they are completely impossible to determine by

hand without any systematic method.

Let us also perform one computation in the case of cumulants, namely the

dimension of the vector space Sc
geo,7. We have

S
c
geo,7

∼=
⊕

2n2+···+pnp≤7

U
Σn2

×···×Σnp

2,...,2,...,p,...,p = UΣ1

2 ⊕UΣ1

3 ⊕UΣ1

4 ⊕UΣ2

2,2⊕UΣ1

5 ⊕UΣ1×Σ1

2,3

⊕ UΣ1

6 ⊕ UΣ1×Σ1

2,4 ⊕ UΣ2

3,3 ⊕ UΣ3

2,2,2 ⊕ UΣ1

7 ⊕ UΣ1×Σ1

2,5 ⊕ UΣ1×Σ1

3,4 ⊕ UΣ2×Σ1

2,2,3 .
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The strategy is more or less the same as above, except for needing the subgroup

Σn2
× · · · × Σnp of Σn2+···+np , and not the whole group. Since U2,2,...,2 is the

vector space denoted Uk above, we already know dimUΣ1

2 = 1, dimUΣ2

2,2 = 14,

and dimUΣ3

2,2,2 = 492. It remains to compute the dimensions of vector spaces UΣ1

3 ,

UΣ1

4 , UΣ1

5 , UΣ1×Σ1

2,3 , UΣ1

6 , UΣ1×Σ1

2,4 , UΣ2

3,3 , UΣ1

7 , UΣ1×Σ1

2,5 , UΣ1×Σ1

3,4 , UΣ2×Σ1

2,2,3 .

First, we note that some of these vector spaces correspond to partitions in distinct

parts, and in such cases the group Σn2
× · · · × Σnp consists of the unit element

only, so we should just compute the dimensions of the corresponding homogeneous

components of the free Lie-admissible algebra. This can be alternatively done

by looking at the coefficient of the symmetric function mλ in FLieAdm for the

partition λ we consider. This way, we get dimUΣ1

3 = 2, dimUΣ1

4 = 5, dimUΣ1

5 =
14, dimUΣ1

6 = 40, dimUΣ1

7 = 122, dimUΣ1×Σ1

2,3 = 124, dimUΣ1×Σ1

2,4 = 530,

dimUΣ1×Σ1

2,5 = 2226, dimUΣ1×Σ1

3,4 = 3623.

It remains to compute dimUΣ2

3,3 and dimUΣ2×Σ1

2,2,3 . For dimUΣ2

3,3 , we use the

same method as before, considering separately σ = id or σ = (1, 2), but looking

at the homogeneous components of degree six component of FLieAdm, which we

truncate by setting ei = 0 for i > 2, getting

40e61 − 19e2e
4
1 + 6e22e

2
1 − 2e32.

For σ = id, we have e1(σa) = t1 + t2 and e2(σa) = t1t2, and the corresponding

evaluation contains t31t
3
2 with coefficient 696. For σ = (1, 2), we have e1(σa) = 0

and e2(σa) = −t1t2, and the corresponding evaluation contains t31t
3
2 with coeffi-

cient 2. Computing the scalar product with the character of the trivial representation,

we get 1
2
(696 + 2) = 349, so dimUΣ2

3,3 = 349. To compute dimUΣ2×Σ1

2,2,3 , we have

to consider Σ2 ⊂ Σ3, so the cases σ = id and σ = (1, 2) from the case k = 3
for Gaussian noises above. We work with the homogeneous component of degree

seven of FLieAdm, that is,

122e71 − 75e2e
5
1 + 39e22e

3
1 − 14e32e1 − 51e3e

4
1 + 21e3e2e

2
1

− e3e
2
2 − 2e23e1 + 15e4e

3
1 − 3e4e2e1 − 6e5e

2
1 + e5e2 + 3e6e1 − e7,

which we truncate by setting ei = 0 for i > 3, getting

122e71 − 75e2e
5
1 + 39e22e

3
1 − 14e32e1 − 51e3e

4
1 + 21e3e2e

2
1 − e3e

2
2 − 2e23e1.

For σ = id, we have e1(σa) = t1 + t2 + t3, e2(σa) = t1t2 + t1t3 + t2t3, e3(σa) =
t1t2t3, and the corresponding evaluation contains t21t

2
2t

3
3 with coefficient 20150.

For σ = (1, 2), we have e1(σa) = t3, e2(σa) = −t1t2, e3(σa) = −t1t2t3, and the

corresponding evaluation contains t21t
2
2t

3
3 with coefficient 58. Computing the scalar

product with the character of the trivial representation, we get 1
2

(20150 + 58) =

10104, so dimUΣ2×Σ1

2,2,3 = 10104. Adding up all the results, we obtain

dimS
c
geo,7 = 17646.
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5 Quasi-generalised KPZ equation

We want to consider a quasi-linear version of (2.1)

∂tu
α = a(u)∂2

xu
α+Γα

βγ(u) ∂xu
β∂xu

γ +Kα
β (u) ∂xu

β +hα(u)+σα
i (u) ξi . (5.1)

We start by looking at the equation when a(u) is replaced by a parameter c > 0:

∂tu
α − c∂2

xu
α =

(

Γα
βγ(u) − ∂βa(u)

)

∂xu
β∂xu

γ

+Kα
β (u) ∂xu

β + hα(u) + σα
i (u) ξi ,

(5.2)

and for ̺ ∈ Moll, ε > 0, denote its renormalisation counter-term by

∑

τ∈S4

Cc
ε(τ )

Υα
Γ̃,σ

[τ ]

S(τ )
.

Here, we have supposed that the ξi are independent space-time white noises. The

constants Cc
ε(τ ) are smooth functions of the parameter c. The map Γ̃ is equal to

Γ − ∂βa. In the sequel, we will use the short hand notation Υα
F [τ ] instead of

Υα
Γ̃,σ

[τ ] where F denoted the right hand side of (5.2). The main theorem of [8]

states:

Theorem 5.1 Let a ∈ C6, Γα
βγ , σ

α
i ∈ C5 such that a takes values in [λ, λ−1] for

some λ > 0. Let uα0 ∈ Cr(T) for some r > 0. For every ̺ ∈ Moll, ε > 0, the

renormalised equation of (5.1) is given by:

∂tu
α
ε = a(uε)∂2

xu
α
ε + Γα

βγ(uε) ∂xu
β
ε ∂xu

γ
ε +Kα

β (uε) ∂xu
β
ε + hα(uε) + σα

i (uε) ξεi

+
∑

τ∈S4

Ca(uε)
ε (τ )

ΥF [τ ](uε)

S(τ )
.

(5.3)

That is, the solution uε of the random PDEs (5.3) converges as ε → 0 in probability,

locally in time, to a nontrivial limit u. Here, one has to choose the functions Cc
ε(τ )

in such a way that the equations (5.3) transform according to the chain rule under

composition with diffeomorphisms.

In [8], the equation considered was for d = m = 1 but all the results remain

true for the general case, except the long time existence (see also Section 1.4).

In fact, in order to obtain the correct counter-terms in the theorem above one

has first to renormalise an implicit system that contains non-local terms in uε. One

obtains the following terms

∑

τ∈Ŝ4

Ca(uε)
ε (τ )

ΥF̂ [τ ]

qS(τ )
(uε)

where qα(uε) = 1−∂αa
′(uε)∂cu

α
ε and Ŝ4 is a bigger combinatorial set that contains

S4. The map F̂ is the non-linearity of the implicit system. Then, the chain rule



Quasi-generalised KPZ equation 37

symmetry, the fact that we focus on terms generated by the covariant derivatives,

gives

∑

τ∈Ŝ4

Ca(uε)
ε (τ )

ΥF̂ [τ ]

qS(τ )
(uε) =

∑

τ∈S4

Ca(uε)
ε (τ )

ΥF [τ ]

S(τ )
(uε). (5.4)

Let us explain how the set Ŝ4 is obtained. First, it contains S4. Then, one has

extra terms coming from a new decoration called parameter decoration on the edges.

This decoration takes values in N and it is bounded by some m. These new trees are

partially planar in the sense that the planar order of edges with different parameter

decorations matters. For example, one has

ℓm 6= mℓ

where one has the following interpretation for the new decorated edges

m ≡ ∂m
c P ∗ ·, m ≡ ∂m

c ∂xP ∗ ·.

Here P (c, ·) is the Green’s function of the operator ∂t − c∂2
x. This new decorated

trees could been as augmented decorated trees and one can use the notation τ̂ =
∂i1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ∂i[τ ] ⊗ τ where the ∂i1 correspond to the c derivative on the associated

edge i1. We denote by Ŝξ the extension of Sξ .

To each of the symbol τ̂ , one associates a function Cε(τ )(·) in [τ ] variables (set

of edges in τ ). The renormalisation is then given by

Cc
ε(τ̂ ) = ∂i1

c1 · · · ∂
i[τ ]
c[τ ]Cε(τ )(c1, . . . , c[τ ])|c1=···c[τ ]=c. (5.5)

The previous identity is a crucial assumption to make on the renormalisation con-

stants. Indeed, one does not want to introduce too many degrees of freedom. One

can interpret (5.5) as the fact that the renormalisation constants for decorated trees

without any parameter derivatives determine completly the renormalisation con-

stants for decorated trees with parameter derivatives. The covariant derivative on

decorated trees is defined by:

∇τ2τ1 = c
τ1

τ2

0 +
1

2

τ1 τ2

0 0 (5.6)

Here, the main difference with (4.5) is the parameter c. This is due to the fact that

one can perform the following change of variable v = c−3/2u(c−1t, c−1/2x) which

allows to remove the parameter c from the operator and then c multiplies the vector

fields σi. All the results for the chain rule remain valid for these new covariant

derivatives namely Theorem 4.7 and the fact that the solution uε converges to a

limit and it is invariant under change of coordinates. Now, we want to consider

covariant derivatives that include parameter derivatives. We first define

∇1
τ2τ1 = ∂(c·)

τ1

τ2

1 +
1

2
(∂·)

(

τ1 τ2

1 0 +
τ1 τ2

0 1

)

(5.7)
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Here we have used short hand notation. In fact for a renormalisation constant

Cc
ε = Cε(c1 · · · , c[τ1], c̄1, c̄2, c̃1, · · · , c̃[τ2])|ci=c̄j=c̃ℓ=c,

one has

∂(cCc
ε ) = Cc

ε + ((∂c̄1 + ∂c̄2)Cε(c1 · · · , c[τ1], c̄1, c̄2, c̃1, · · · , c̃[τ2]))|ci=c̄j=c̃ℓ=c.

The covariant derivative in (5.7) could be seen as the derivative of (5.6). More

generally, one can set

∇m
τ2 τ1 = ∂m(c·)

τ1

τ2
m +

1

2
(∂m·)

(

∑

k+ℓ=m

1

ℓ!k!

τ1 τ2

k ℓ

)

. (5.8)

If we assume that the constants Cc
ε(τ ) are chosen such that the counter-terms without

parameter derivatives are generated by the covariant derivative (5.6), then the rest

of the counter-terms with parameter derivative is generated by all the covariant

derivatives given by (5.8). We denote by V̂ξ the extension of Vξ that contains the

itreated covariant derivatives with paremeter derivative.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We use the BPHZ renormalisation as described in [23, Eq

(3.8)]. Then, the renormalisation constants Cc
ε(τ ) satisfy (5.5). We perform the

following decomposition

∑

τ∈Ŝξ

Ca(uε)
ε (τ )

ΥF̂ [τ ]

qS(τ )
(uε) =

∑

v∈V̂ξ

Ca(uε)
ε (v)

ΥF̂ [v]

q
(uε) +

∑

τ∈Ŝξ

Ĉa(uε)
ε (τ )

ΥF̂ [τ ]

q
(uε)

where the constants Ca(uε)
ε (v) and Ĉa(uε)

ε (τ ) has been chosen in such a way that one

has

∑

τ∈Sξ

Ĉa(uε)
ε (τ )τ ∈ S

⊥
geo,ξ. (5.9)

In fact, due to the condition (5.5), it is easy to see that by fixing (5.5), this implies a

choice on Ĉa(uε)
ε (τ ) for every τ ∈ Ŝξ that respects the condition (5.5). This choice

gives also the existence of the constants Ca(uε)
ε (v) satisfying also (5.5). From [7,

Prop. 3.9], we know that the Ĉa(uε)
ε (τ ) for τ ∈ Sξ converge to a finite limit. The

result is also true for trees τ ∈ Ŝξ \Sξ as the renormalisation constants are smooth

functions in the parameter. This corresponds to the parameter derivation of the

integration by parts formulae found in [24, Lem. 2.4].

The last step is to observe that one has:

∑

v∈V̂ξ

Ca(uε)
ε (v)

ΥF̂ [v]

q
(uε) =

∑

v∈Vξ

Ca(uε)
ε (v)ΥF [v](uε).
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This is checked inductively on the basis elements of V̂ξ by using [8, Prop. 3.12]

that allows us to remove high order parameter derivative for any trees τ1 and τ2:

ΥF [∇m
τ2τ1](uε) = 0, m > 1.

Then, one has from [8, Thm. 3.13] that

ΥF̂ [∇τ2τ1] + ΥF̂

[

∇1
τ2τ1

]

= qΥF [∇τ2τ1]

where τ1, τ2 do not contain any parameter derivative.
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