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Abstract

We consider the directed mean curvature flow on the plane in a weak Gaussian random

environment. We prove that, when started from a sufficiently flat initial condition,

a rescaled and recentred solution converges to the Cole–Hopf solution of the KPZ

equation. This result follows from the analysis of a more general system of nonlinear

SPDEs driven by inhomogeneous noises, using the theory of regularity structures.

However, due to inhomogeneity of the noise, the “black box” result developed in

the series of works [Hai14, BHZ19, CH16, BCCH21] cannot be applied directly and

requires significant extension to infinite-dimensional regularity structures.

Analysis of this general system of SPDEs gives two more interesting results. First,

we prove that the solution of the quenched KPZ equation with a very strong force

also converges to the Cole–Hopf solution of the KPZ equation. Second, we show

that a properly rescaled and renormalised quenched Edwards–Wilkinson model in any

dimension converges to the stochastic heat equation.
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Introduction 2

1 Introduction

Consider the time evolution of a curve (t, x) 7→ Ut(x) ∈ R2 with instantaneous normal

velocity at any u ∈ ImageUt given by v(u) = κ(u) + 1 +
√
εη(u), where κ(u) is

the curvature of Ut at u and u 7→ η(u) is a stationary Gaussian random field with

finite dependence length. The parameter ε > 0 is considered to be small and will

be taken tending to zero. If the initial state U0 is the graph of some function u0,

i.e. U0(x) = (x, u0(x)), then one can expect that for sufficiently regular η the curve

Ut remains the graph of some function ut, at least for a short time. In this case the

curvature at the point (x, ut(x)) is given by [Eck04, p. 14]

κ(x, ut(x)) = ∂x

(
∂xut(x)√

1 + (∂xut(x))2

)
=

∂2xut(x)

(1 + (∂xut(x))2)3/2
.

A calculation analogous to that given for example in [Eck04, Eq. 2.17] then yields for

ut the random PDE

∂tut(x) = v(x, ut(x))
√
1 + (∂xut(x))2 ,

which can be written explicitly as

∂tu =
∂2xu

1 + (∂xu)2
+
√
1 + (∂xu)2(1 +

√
ε ηu) , (1.1)

where ηu(t, x) is now a u-dependent driving noise given by ηu(t, x)
def
= η(x, u(t, x)).

The time interval over which Ut remains a graph then agrees with the existence time of

(1.1). In order to avoid problems with solving (1.1) on the full space we will assume

that both the initial state u(0, x), and the random field η are periodic in space with

period ε−1. To indicate this ε-dependence, we will write u0ε for the initial state and ηε
for the random field.

The noisy environment ηε is taken to be a mollified space-time white noise. More

precisely, let ̺ be a compactly supported smooth function on R2 that integrates to 1,

and let ζε be a space-time white noise on R× (R/ε−1Z), which we extend periodically

to R2. Then the noisy environment ηε is given by space-time convolution ηε(x, y) =
(̺ ∗ ζε)(y, x). In particular, ηε is a stationary, centred Gaussian random field.

If one formally takes ε→ 0 then u converges to the deterministic directed mean cur-

vature flow. We aim to prove that under a suitable rescaling and in the adequate moving

frame, we observe convergence to the Cole–Hopf solution of the KPZ equation [BG97]

on the unit circle T
def
= R/Z

∂th = ∂2xh+ λ (∂xh)2 + σξ , h(0, •) = h0(•) , (1.2)

for a space-time white noise ξ on R×T and some λ, σ ∈ R. We shall see in Section 7.4

that due to renormalisation one actually obtains a convergence to the KPZ equation in

a moving frame. We define the speed of the moving frame to be

ν = 2λσ2

∫ ∫ ∫
∂t̺(z1)̺(z2)(x1 − x2 − x3)G(z3)∂2xG(z1 − z2 − z3)dz1dz2dz3 ,

(1.3)

where G(t, x) = 1t>0e
−x2/(4t)/

√
4πt is the heat kernel on R, xi is the spatial compo-

nent of zi ∈ R2, and λ is as in (1.16). In particular, if ̺ is an even function in the spatial

variable, then ν = 0. The main result of this paper is the following theorem, which is a

particular case of a more general result provided in Theorem 7.16.
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Theorem 1.1 Let the initial state u0ε : ε−1T → R of (1.1) be a C7/3+κ function for
some κ > 0, such that ε

2k
3 ‖u0ε(ε−1 •)‖C(1+2k)/3+κ is bounded uniformly in ε ∈ (0, 1] for

k ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}. Moreover, assume that the functionsx 7→ u0ε(ε−1x) converge as ε→ 0
to a function h0 ∈ Cβ(T) for some β > 1

3
. Let ν be as in (1.3) with λ = 1

2
, σ = 1. Then

there is a choice of divergent constants Cε ∼ ε−1 such that, as ε→ 0, the functions

u(ε−2t, ε−1(x+ νt))− ε−2t− Cεt

converge in probability in the locally uniform topology on R+ × T to the Cole–Hopf
solution of the KPZ equation (1.16) with λ = 1

2
, σ = 1 and initial condition h0.

The reason why even mollifiers do not require a moving frame (ν = 0) is a

consequence of the x 7→ −x symmetry of the equation.

We could in principle also consider non-Gaussian random fields ηε driving (1.1)

which is not expect to cause any major difficulties. It would however make it more

tedious to formulate assumptions guaranteeing that the renormalisation constants are

bounded by the “correct” powers of ε. Another natural generalisation would be to allow

for Neumann boundary conditions instead of periodic, but this would lead to substantial

additional difficulties due to the presence of boundary renormalisation [GH19a, CS18].

The high regularity C7/3+κ of the initial conditions as well as the uniform bound

on ε
2k
3 ‖u0ε(ε−1•)‖C(1+2k)/3+κ are dictated by our method of proof (see (1.14) and

Lemma 6.4). Nonetheless, it is not at all unrealistic since a smooth enough mollifi-

cation of a 1
3
-Hölder continuous function does satisfy the required uniform in ε bound.

At this stage it is unclear though whether the exponent 7
3

could be improved substantially.

To derive an SPDE for the above rescaling of u, we set

hε(t, x)
def
= u(ε−2t, ε−1x)− ε−2t− Cεt (1.4)

as well as

ξε(t, x)
def

= ε−
3
2 ηε(ε

−1x, ε−2t) , (1.5)

which is now 1-periodic in the spatial variable. Then hε solves

∂thε =
∂2xhε

1 + ε2(∂xhε)2
+ ε−2(

√
1 + ε2(∂xhε)2 − 1)− Cε

+
√
1 + ε2(∂xhε)2ξ

hε
ε ,

(1.6)

with the initial state hε(0, x) = u0ε(ε−1x), where we set the inhomogeneous noise

ξhε
ε (t, x)

def
= ξε(t+ ε2Cεt+ ε2hε(t, x), x) . (1.7)

We refrain from incorporating the additional drift νt into the definition of the rescal-

ing (1.4) at this point because it will just add an additional term ν∂xh into equa-

tion (1.6). We will simply show the equivalent statement that hε converges to h such

that (t, x) 7→ h(t, x−νt) solves the KPZ equation. We refer the reader to [HS17] where

the authors keep such a translation inside the rescaled equation. This leads to minor

technical complications with the choice of renormalisation which our setting allows to

bypass.

Equation (1.6) is a special case of the class of equations

∂thε = ∂2xhε + F1(ε∂xhε)∂
2
xhε + F2(ε∂xhε)(∂xhε)

2 − Cε + F3(ε∂xhε)ξ
hε
ε , (1.8)

where the functions Fi have the following properties.
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Assumption 1 The functions Fi : R → R are of class C7, with derivatives growing
subexponentially at infinity, and such that

F1(0) = F ′
1(0) = 0 , F ′

2(0) = 0 , F ′
3(0) = F ′′′

3 (0) = 0 . (1.9)

Moreover, F ′′
1 , F

′′′
1 ∈ L∞(R).

Indeed, if we make the particular choice of the functions

F1(x) = − x2

1 + x2
, F2(x) =

1

x2

(√
1 + x2 − 1

)
, F3(x) =

√
1 + x2 , (1.10)

we obtain (1.6). Here, we extend the function F2 continuously to x = 0.

On the other hand, in the case F1 ≡ 0, F2 ≡ λ and F3 ≡ σ, equation (1.8) is

∂thε = ∂2xhε + λ(∂xhε)
2 + σξhε

ε − Cε , hε(0, •) = h0ε(•) . (1.11)

This equation is obtained by rescaling (1.4) from the quenched KPZ (qKPZ) equation
in the intermediate disorder regime

∂tu = ∂2xu+ λ(∂xu)2 + 1 + σ
√
ε ηu ,

in which the driving noise is as in (1.1). Together with Theorem 1.1 we prove that

for a suitable choice of Cε the qKPZ equation converges to the standard KPZ equation.

Moreover, one expects [Tak18] that under the 1:2:3 scaling the solution of the qKPZ

equation converges to the KPZ fixed point constructed in [MQR21] (see also [QS23,

Vir20] for the recent proof of convergence of the KPZ equation to the KPZ fixed point).

A proof of this much harder conjecture is out of scope of the presented result.

Theorem 1.2 Let the initial states h0ε : T→ R of (1.11) converge as ε→ 0 in Cβ to a
function h0 for some β > 1

3
.1 Then there is a choice of divergent constants Cε ∼ ε−1

such that, if hε solves the qKPZ equation (1.11) with initial condition h0ε, then as ε→ 0

the functions h̃ε(t, x)
def
= hε(t, x + νt) converge in probability in the locally uniform

topology on R+ × T to the Cole–Hopf solution of the KPZ equation (1.16) with the
initial state h0, where ν is as in (1.3).

One can see that equation (1.8) is not locally subcritical in the sense of [Hai14], and

the theory of regularity structures cannot be applied directly to the equation written in

this form. More precisely, the space where the limiting driving noise ξ = limε→0 ξε
lives is Cαs for any α < − 3

2
(see Section 1.5 for the definition of the spaces). Then the

Schauder estimate implies that the best we can get for hε is to converge in Cα+2
s . If one

Taylor expands F2, then one can observe a (∂xhε)
4 term appearing on the right-hand

side of the equation, which a priory diverges in Cαs even after renormalisation.2 The

way around this problem is to observe that all such divergent terms are actually always

multiplied by εβ with a high enough power β > 0. More precisely, (1.9) yields the

Taylor’s expansion

F2(ε∂xhε) (∂xhε)
2 =

∑

n≥0

F (n)
2 (0)

n!
(ε∂xhε)

n(∂xhε)
2 ,

1The reason why one can take a less regular initial condition than in Theorem 1.1 is explained on page 75.

2Formal power counting suggests that (∂xhε)4 converges in C4α+4
s , since ∂xhε converges in Cα+1

s .

Note that 4α+ 4 < α for α < − 3

2
.
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and we can use the fact that (∂xhε)
n+2 is always multiplied by εn. Formally, assuming

that we can define the product (∂xhε)
n+2 uniformly in ε > 0, it is expected to converge

in C(n+2)(α+1)
s . If we now consider multiplication by εn as an “improvement” of

regularity by n, we expect convergence of εn(∂xhε)
n+2 in C(n+2)α+2n+2

s , which is a

more regular space than Cαs as soon as α > − 7
4
. One can make this argument rigorous,

similarly to [HQ18], where in the framework of regularity structures multiplication by

εn was implemented by an “integration map” En at the level of the regularity structure.

However, this approach does not quite fall into the scope of [CH16, HS23], which

prevents us from using the general framework of the BPHZ renormalisation.

Instead, we use the trick of rewriting (1.8) as a system of four equations. By

considering an apparently more complicated problem, we make it locally subcritical

and hence amenable to solving by using the framework of regularity structures without

having to introduce the operator E of [HQ18]. More precisely, for integers i ≥ 0 we

define the functions hi,ε, the random noises ξi,ε and the renormalisation constantsCi,ε
by

hi,ε
def
= ε

2i
3 hε , ξi,ε

def
= ε

2i
3 ξε , Ci,ε

def
= ε

2i
3 Cε , (1.12)

so that h0,ε = hε, ξ0,ε = ξε and C0,ε = Cε. Moreover, we define the functions

F1,ε(u) = ε−
2
3F1(ε

1
3u) , F2,ε(u) = ε−

2
3 (F2(ε

1
3 u)− F2(0))u ,

F3,ε(u) = ε−
4
3

(
F3(ε

1
3 u)− F3(0)− 1

2
F ′′
3 (0)ε

2
3u2

)
.

(1.13)

Then from (1.8), for the constants λ = F2(0), σ = F3(0), σ1 = 1
2
F ′′
3 (0) and for

i = 0, 1, 2, we obtain the system of equations

∂thi,ε = ∂2xhi,ε + F1,ε(∂xh1,ε) ∂
2
xhi+1,ε + λ∂xh⌈i/2⌉,ε ∂xh⌊i/2⌋,ε

+ F2,ε(∂xh1,ε) ∂xhi,ε − Ci,ε + σξ
h0,ε

i,ε

+ σ1(∂xh1,ε)
2 ξ

h0,ε

i+1,ε + F3,ε(∂xh1,ε) ξ
h0,ε

i+2,ε ,

∂th3,ε = ∂2xh3,ε + ε
2
3F1,ε(∂xh1,ε) ∂

2
xh3,ε

+ F2(ε
1
3 ∂xh1,ε) ∂xh1,ε ∂xh2,ε − C3,ε + F3(ε

1
3 ∂xh1,ε) ξ

h0,ε

3,ε ,

(1.14)

with initial conditions h0i,ε = ε
2i
3 h0ε. The inhomogeneous noises are defined by analogy

with (1.7) as

ξ
h0,ε

i,ε (t, x)
def
= ξi,ε(t+ ε2Cεt+ ε2h0,ε(t, x), x) , i = 0, . . . , 3 . (1.15)

Now, the regularity (uniform in ε) of the noise ξi,ε in (1.12) is Cα+2i/3
s , for any α < − 3

2

so that, by Schauder estimates, one expects the functions hi,ε appearing in (1.12) to be

in Cα+2+2i/3
s .

Given the just described expected regularities, it follows that ∂xh1,ε, ∂xh2,ε, ∂
2
xh3,ε

and ξ
h0,ε

3,ε are Hölder continuous functions (again, uniformly in ε) and that all the

products appearing in the equation for h3,ε are classically defined. Hence, the equation

for h3,ε is a classically well-posed quasi-linear SPDE (uniformly in ε ≤ 1) [LSU68,

Ch. V], while we use regularity structures to solve the other three equations. One can

check that the system of the first three equations in (1.14) is locally subcritical in the

sense of [Hai14, Ass. 8.3]. This is implied by the fact that the coefficients multiplying

the noises in (1.14) are of positive regularity (uniformly in ε), while the regularities
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of all other terms appearing on the right-hand side of the i-th equation in (1.14) are

strictly larger than the regularity of the noise ξ
h0,ε

i,ε . In this power-counting argument,

one considers that the regularity of a product of terms of respective regularities γ1 and

γ2 is given by γ1 ∧ γ2 ∧ (γ1 + γ2), even when γ1 + γ2 ≤ 0 so that the product isn’t

classically well-defined. We refer to [BHZ19, Def. 5.14] for a more general definition

of local subcriticality.

Remark 1.3 There are of course many different ways of turning (1.8) into a system

of subcritical equations, and (1.14) is just one of them. We do however believe that

this is one of the most convenient choices (systems of only 3 equations do not seem to

work) and produces in the end close to a minimum possible number of trees of negative

degrees (see Appendix A).

Remark 1.4 At a formal level, one would expect solutions to (1.8) to converge to

solutions to the KPZ equation

∂th = ∂2xh+ F2(0)(∂xh)2 + F3(0)ξ . (1.16)

Note however that while one might expect that ξ
h0,ε

0,ε (t, x) ≈ ξ0,ε(t, x), the pointwise

difference between these two terms is actually of order ε−3/2, i.e. it is just as large

as ξ0,ε itself! This is because one has the identity (1.15) and, if all goes well, h0,ε is

expected to be of order one in the limit, while ηε has a correlation length of order 1.

Our main result shows that these diverging error terms do actually average out to zero

on the scales under consideration.

1.1 A quenched Edwards–Wilkinson model

Let us look at a much simpler model, the quenched Edwards–Wilkinson (qEW) model:

∂tu(t, x) = ∆u(t, x) + 1 + εαηε(u(t, x), x) , u(0, •) = u0ε(•) , (1.17)

for x ∈ Rd and d ≥ 1 and some α > 0. Similarly to before, the driving noise ηε and

the initial state u0 are ε−1-periodic in every spatial direction, and ηε is a mollified (on

scales of order 1) spatially periodic space-time white noise. If the coefficient in front

of ∆ and the constant term is not 1, it can always be made such by rescaling time and

u, and by changing the value of ε.
For β ∈ R, we rescale space by ε−1 and the solution by ε−β , namely we set

hε(t, x) = ε−βu(ε−2t, ε−1x)− ε−β−2t− Cεt .

Furthermore, we define the rescaled noise ξε(t, x) = ε−
d+2

2 ηε(ε
−2t, ε−1x). One then

has

∂thε = ∆hε − Cε + εα−β+
d−2

2 ξhε
ε , (1.18)

with the initial state hε(0, x) = ε−βu0ε(ε−1x), and where the driving noise is

ξhε
ε (t, x)

def
= ξε(t+ ε2+βCεt+ ε2+βhε(t, x), x) . (1.19)

The rescaled noise ξε weakly converges as ε→ 0 to a space-time white noise, which is

1-periodic in the spatial variable. In order to see non-trivial fluctuations, we therefore

choose β in such a way that

α− β +
d− 2

2
= 0 ⇒ β = α+

d− 2

2
. (1.20)
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Note that as soon as d ≥ 2, one has β > 0 and if d = 1 then β ≥ 0 for α ≥ 1
2
.

Furthermore, the typical size of hε is expected to be of order ε(2−d)/2 for d ≥ 3 and of

order 1 for d ≤ 2. This can be explained as follows: let us remove the shift of the time

variable in the noise in (1.18) by hε. Then in the case d = 1, hε behaves as a function

(rather than a distribution) in the limit ε → 0. On the other hand, in the case d ≥ 2
the rescaled noise has fluctuations of order ε−(d+2)/2 and its space-time convolution

with the heat kernel increases the power by 2. Then εβhε is expected to be of order εα

for d ≥ 2 and of order εα−1/2 for d = 1. This justifies (at least at a formal level) the

expectation that in d ≥ 2 and for ε small, hε is close to h̃ε, where the latter solves

∂th̃ε = ∆h̃ε + ξε ,

whatever the value of α > 0 is. In dimension 1, one would expect the same statement

to hold for α > 1
2
. In the following theorem, which is proved in Section 8, we show

that this heuristics is correct.

Theorem 1.5 Let α and δ be such that α ≥ 1
2

and δ > 0 in the case d = 1, and α > 0
and δ+β+2 > 0 in the case d ≥ 2. Let the initial state u0ε : (ε−1T)d → R of (1.17) be
such that for β as in (1.20) the functions ε−βu0ε(ε

−1 •) converge as ε→ 0 in Cδ(Td) to
h0 ∈ Cδ(Td) and if d ≥ 2 then ‖u0ε(ε−1 •)‖Cδ+β are also uniformly bounded in ε. Then
there is a choice of Cε such that for any ν < 2−d

2
the solutions hε of (1.18) converge

in probability in the topology of Cν∧0
s to the solution of the stochastic heat equation

∂th = ∆h+ ξ , h(0, •) = h0(•) , (1.21)

driven by a space-time white noise ξ on R × Td. Finally, the above renormalisation
constant satisfies the following: Cε ∼ ε−1 if d = 1, Cε ∼ εα−

d−2

2 if d ≥ 2 and in
particular Cε = 0 if α > d−2

2
.

The proof of this theorem is different for d = 1 and d ≥ 2, because in the latter

case the solution of (1.21) is a distribution and the framework which we develop in the

following sections cannot be applied directly (it is important for this framework that we

perturb the noise (1.19) by a function hε, which is also a function in the limit ε → 0).

To resolve this problem we use a trick as in the system (1.14): we define h1,ε
def
= εβhε,

ξ1,ε
def
= εβξε and C1,ε

def
= εβCε, and label these objects without the multiplier εβ with

the subscript 0. Then we obtain the system of equations

∂th0,ε = ∆h0,ε − C0,ε + ξ
h1,ε

0,ε , ∂th1,ε = ∆h1,ε − C1,ε + ξ
h1,ε

1,ε , (1.22)

where the perturbed noises are defined as

ξ
h1,ε

i,ε (t, x) = ξi,ε(t+ ε2+βCεt+ ε2h1,ε(t, x), x) .

Because the solution of (1.21) has regularity 2−d
2
−, the function h1,ε is expected to be

a function of regularity β + 2−d
2
− = α−, which allows to apply our framework to the

system (1.22).

1.2 A general system of SPDEs

For locally subcritical SPDEs with homogeneous noises renormalisation has been

derived in [BCCH21]. This result relates the renormalisation group constructed

in [BHZ19] with the renormalised canonical lifts of driving noises obtained in [CH16],
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and gives a general existence of solution and stability theorem for a wide class of non-

linear SPDEs. Unfortunately, these results cannot be applied directly in our case even

after rewriting it in the form (1.14), because of the inhomogenous noises (1.7). For this

we will have to adapt the results from [BCCH21] and for the first part of the paper will

consider a general system of SPDEs, driven by different inhomogeneous noises. More

precisely, for integers m,n ≥ 1 and for functions uj : R+ × Td → R, with d ≥ 1
and j = 1, . . . ,m, we consider a collection of inhomogeneous noises ξu,c = (ξu,ci )ni=1,

defined by

ξu,ci (z)
def
= ξi

(
z + cz +

m∑

j=1

∑

k∈Nd+1

akijD
kuj(z)

)
, (1.23)

where akij ∈ Rd+1 is a fixed collection of vectors such that akij 6= 0 only for finitely

many k ∈ Nd+1, c ∈ L(Rd+1,Rd+1) is a constant matrix which is needed in order to

represent a translation by ε2Cε in (1.7), and Dk is a mixed space-time derivative. In

other words, we shift the space-time variable z in the noises by a linear combination of

the functionsDkuj(z) and cz. Then we consider a system of SPDEs

∂tui = Liui + Fi({∂pxuj : p ∈ Nd}, {Dqξu,cj : q ∈ Nd+1}) , ui(0, •) = u0i (•) ,

(1.24)

where Li is an elliptic differential operator, ∂px is a mixed spatial derivative, and where

(Fi)
m
i=1 is a collection of local nonlinearities, which are affine in the noises ξu,c and

possibly a finite number of their derivatives. Moreover, the nonlinearities depend only

on finitely many elements ∂pxuj and are smooth with respect to them. We assume

that the system of equations (1.24) is locally subcritical, which we define rigorously in

Section 2.1. One can readily see that (1.14) and (1.18) are special cases of the general

system (1.24).

The smooth noises ξj,ε we are interested in depend on a parameter ε > 0 and

have limits ξj as ε → 0 in respective spaces of distributions. A typical example

of such noises can be ξj,ε = σj,ε(ξj ∗ ̺ε), for some ε-dependent constants σj,ε, for

space-time white noises ξj , which are not necessarily independent, and for a smooth

mollifier ̺ε, converging to the Dirac delta as ε → 0. Then the classical solutions ui,ε
of (1.24), driven by the noises ξj,ε, do not typically converge to a non-trivial limit as

ε→ 0. This is due to the fact that the nonlinearitiesFi are not well-defined in the limit,

since the driving noises have low regularities. In general, one would like to perform

renormalisation of equations (1.24) which allows to obtain a non-trivial limit. More

precisely, for every i = 1, . . . ,m one would like to find a “natural” modification Fi,ε
of Fi such that the classical solutions of the renormalised system

∂tûi,ε = Liûi,ε + Fi,ε({∂pxûj,ε : p ∈ Nd}, {Dqξû,cj : q ∈ Nd+1}) , (1.25)

converge as ε → 0 to a non-trivial collection of functions (ui)
m
i=1. If these limits

do not depend on a particular choice of approximation of the noises ξj (although the

functions Fi,ε might depend on such choice), then they are considered to be solutions

of the system (1.24). However, construction of such renormalised equations can be very

non-trivial, especially when the number of equations is large and the nonlinearities are

complex.

1.3 Counterterms for the inhomogeneous noises

In order to deal with the inhomogeneous noises in (1.24), we are going to consider

regularity structures such that each instance of the noise Ξi in a tree τ has an infinite-

dimensional space B “attached” to it (see Section 2.1.1 for the definition of the trees
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in the regularity structure). More precisely, instead of one instance of the noise Ξi
we consider a couple µ ⊗ Ξi for an element µ ∈ B. This approach is similar to

the quasilinear setting of [FG19, OW19, GH19b], where the authors attach infinite-

dimensional spaces to each instance of the kernel. (In the case of [FG19, OW19]

this is equivalently formulated as a parametrised family of “models” or paracontrolled

distributions.) As in those papers, we take B to be the dual of a weighted version of

Ck⋆ for some sufficiently large value of k⋆ > 0 which will be determined later,3 and we

set up the model such that for µ ∈ B

(Πεz(µ⊗ Ξi))(z̄) =

∫

R

ξi,ε(z̄ + cεz̄ + ε2u)µ(du) , (1.26)

where we use the shorthand notation z̄ + ε2u = z̄ + (ε2u, 0) and cε = diag(ε2Cε, 0).

A precise definition of models is provided in Section 4. Note that the regularity (in z̄)
of these distributions is the same for every µ and is uniform in ε. This is thanks to the

fact that we have ε2 multiplying u, so that potential derivatives hitting ξi,ε are precisely

compensated by the powers of ε that they generate.

We need to take k⋆ big enough, so thatB contains derivatives of Dirac delta functions

of high enough order. Delta functions play a special role in our regularity structure

because (1.26) implies

(Πεz(δhε(t,x) ⊗ Ξi,ε))(t, x) = ξi,ε(t+ ε2Cεt+ ε2hε(t, x), x) ,

where δh denotes the Dirac delta function centred at a point h.

With this notation, given a function-like sector V , one can define an operator

Ξ̂i : Dγ(V )→ Dγ−αi (where −αi < 0 is the degree of Ξi) by

Ξ̂i(H)(z) =
∑

n≥0

1

n!
(δ(n)
h(z) ⊗ Ξi)(h̃(z))

n
, (1.27)

for modelled distribution H ∈ Dγ(V ) of the form H(z) = h(z)1 + h̃(z). Here δ(n)
u

denotes the nth derivative of the Dirac distribution located at u. The reason to include

higher order terms (n > 0) in (1.27) is analogous to the higher order terms in the

definition of the composition of modelled distributions with smooth functions (see

[Hai14, Sec. 4.2]). We will see that this guarantees boundedness of the Ξ̂i operators

between the spaces of modelled distributions just mentioned.

In practice, we need to be more careful with what we mean by attaching vector

spaces to noises. We are going to use the notion of vector-valued regularity structures

developed in [CCHS22]. For this, we shall actually view noises as edges Ili rather

than leaves Ξi in the trees τ . Moreover, we shall see that it is more convenient to

view the multiplication in (1.27) as Ili [δ
(n)
h(z) ⊗ (h̃(z))

n
], which should be understood

as attaching δ(n)
h(z) to the edge Ili and “drawing” (h̃(z))

n
above it. This is convenient

for several reasons. First, this allows to distinguish multiplication with ξi,ε that comes

from a multiplicative noise in (1.14) from the “multiplication” that comes from the shift

by hε. Second, if we observe that n edges leaving the edge Ili , it means that δ(k)
h for

some k ≥ n should be attached to that edge.4 This allows us to perform part of the

algebra on the trees τ with no vector spaces attached.

3Throughout the article, we have several global constants which need to be specified. Similarly to k⋆, we

decorate them with “⋆” to distinguish them from other constants.

4If there is no polynomial on top of Ili then precisely δ
(n)
h

will be attached to that edge. For the effect of

polynomials on the derivatives of δh see (2.21b) and (3.3).
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1.4 Outline of the paper

In Section 2 we recall the main algebraic definitions from the theory of the regularity

structures. We use the framework of [CCHS22] to construct vector-valued regular-

ity structures that reflect the assignment of an infinite-dimensional spaces on noises

from (1.26). In fact, we construct two regularity structures TD and TB as well as an

evaluation map Ev between them. The regularity structure TD is going to be used for

an algebraic formulation of the renormalisation of general equations like (1.24) and has

the advantage that its homogeneous subspaces are all finite-dimensional. The structure

TB is genuinely infinite-dimensional and will be used to formulate the analytic solution

theory. Section 3 is an adaptation of results from [BCCH21, Sec. 3] to the inhomo-

geneous noise setting. We define an operator Υ that is going to produce counterterms

in the renormalised equation (1.25) as well as discuss the notion of coherence which

is an algebraic equivalent of a notion of a solution. Moreover, we define an action of

the renormalisation group on the non-liearities. In Section 4 we introduce models on

the space TB and prove the continuity of the map Ξ̂ from (1.27). In Section 5 we apply

the renormalisation procedure to SPDEs, i.e. we show how an abstract equation on the

space of modelled distributions is reconstructed for a renormalised model. In Section 7

we apply all this general machinery to the system (1.14) and prove Theorems 1.1 and

1.2. In particular, we show convergences of the noises ξi,ε from (1.12) and construction

of the BPHZ model on TB. We prove Theorem 1.5 in Section 8. Appendix A contains

computations of renormalisation constants for equation (1.14). Appendix B contains

notations of frequently used symbols.

1.5 Notation and definitions

We use the notations N = {0, 1, . . .}, R+ = [0,∞), and Td = Rd/Zd, which we

simply denote by T in the case d = 1.

We always work on the time-space domain Rd+1, equipped with the parabolic

scaling s = (s0, s1, . . . , sd) ∈ Rd+1
+ , where s0 = 2 is the scaling of the time variable

and si = 1 are the scalings of the spatial variables for i = 1, . . . , d. We write

|s| = ∑d
i=0 si. Although we aim to work with the equations (1.1) with d = 1, we

develop a solution theory for a more general system of SPDEs (1.24) with arbitrary

spatial dimension d ≥ 1. For z = (t, x1, . . . , xd) ∈ Rd+1 we define the norm ‖z‖s def

=
max{

√
|t|, |x1|, . . . , |xd|}, and for a multi-index k = (k0, k1, . . . , kd) ∈ Nd+1 we set

|k|s def
=

∑d
i=0 siki. For vectors v ∈ Rm we often use the ℓ1 norm |v| = ∑m

i=1 |vi|, and

the norm |v|∞ = max1≤i≤m |vi|. For a sufficiently many times differentiable function

f : Rd+1 → Rd+1 and for k = (k0, k1, . . . , kd) ∈ Nd+1, we let Dkf be the mixed

derivative of f , where we differentiate k0 times in the time variable and ki times in the

spatial variable xi, for 1 ≤ i ≤ d.

For topological vector spaces V,W we write L(V,W ) for the space of continuous

linear maps V 7→W and set L(V )
def
= L(V, V ).

We use the standard notation Cα(Rd) for the Hölder space and the Besov spaces

of distributions (when α < 0), defined in [Hai14, Def. 3.7], whose (semi-)norms we

denote by ‖ • ‖Cα . In the case α ∈ N, the space Cα(Rd) is the space of all α times

continuously differentiable functions. We note that in contrast to [Hai14, Def. 3.7] we

do not define the semi-norms locally; this is because all the distributions we consider

are spatially periodic and are defined on a finite time interval. For α ≥ 0, the space

Cαloc(Rd) refers to the space of locally α-Hölder continuous functions. The Besov space

of distributions on Rd+1 with the parabolic scaling s we denote by Cαs (Rd+1), with

the respective semi-norm ‖ • ‖Cα
s

. In the case α > 0 is non-integer, we denote by
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Cαs (Rd+1) the Hölder space with respect to the metric ‖ • ‖s. If we want to specify a

domain of functions/distributions, we write Cα(K) and Cαs (K), for respective domains

K. Whenever the domain is clear from the context, we prefer to write Cα and Cαs .

For r ∈ N, sometimes we use the set Br
s containing all smooth test functions

ϕ : Rd+1 → R supported on a unit ball with ‖ϕ‖Cr
s
≤ 1. The respective set of

functions on R we denote by Br.

To measure regularities of distributions, we use rescaled test functions. More

precisely, for a function ϕ : Rd → R, a point x ∈ Rd and a scaling parameter

λ ∈ (0, 1], we define its rescaled and recentred version ϕλx(y)
def
= λ−dϕ(λ−1(y − x));

and in the case of a function ϕ : Rd+1 → R on the space-time domain we define

ϕλ(t,x)(s, y)
def
= λ−|s|ϕ(λ−2(s− t), λ−1(y − x)) , (1.28)

for x, y ∈ Rd and t, s ∈ R, where we use the parabolic scaling s. We will use both

〈ζ, ϕ〉 and ζ(ϕ) notations for a distribution ζ applied to a test function ϕ. As a rule of

thumb 〈ζ, ϕ〉 is mostly used for spaces B from Section 2.5 and ζ(ϕ) is mostly used for

models (see Section 4).

To make our exposition lighter, we prefer to use “.” for a bound “≤” with a constant

multiplier, independent of the relevant quantities, which will always be clear from the

context.
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2 Algebraic framework

In this section, we define a regularity structure that allows to formulate the system of

equations (1.24) in a suitable space of modelled distributions. However, in contrast

to the original definition in [Hai14], each element in our regularity structure will take

values in an infinite-dimensional Banach space (a similar idea was used in [GH19b]

for solving quasilinear singular SPDEs). This is due to our approach described in

Section 1.3, where each instance of the driving noise comes together with a suitably

localized derivative of the Dirac delta function.

2.1 Rules, Trees and Subcriticality

Our aim is to introduce a rich enough algebraic framework which is going to be used

to describe a generalized Taylor expansion of the solution to the system (1.24). As

in [BHZ19, BCCH21] let L− denote a finite index set of noise labels and L+ denote

a finite index set of kernel labels. Recall that L+ can also be associated with the

components of the given system of equations (1.24) since each component corresponds

to precisely one differential operator and thus to precisely one integration kernel. We

denote L
def
= L− ⊔ L+ and assign degrees deg : L → R to its elements, such that the

elements of L− have strictly negative degrees and those in L+ have strictly positive

degrees. Each element l ∈ L− represents a driving noise of regularity deg l, and
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each element t ∈ L+ represents a linear differential operator whose inverse improves

regularity by deg t.

We define E
def
= L × Nd+1 and O

def
= L+ × Nd+1 ⊂ E, where d ≥ 1 is the spatial

dimension of the equation. For (t, p) ∈ Ewe write deg(t, p)
def
= deg t − |p|s, and one

should think of O as an indexing set of all the solutions and their derivatives of our

system of SPDEs. On the other hand, E indexes all the components of the system and

their derivatives, which includes both the solutions and the noises.

As we describe below, we work with decorated trees, such that each edge has a type

from E. In addition to the edge types, we define a set of node types N
def
= P̂(E), the set

of all multisets5 with elements from E. The order describing which type of node can

follow which type of edge is determined by a rule R : L → P(N)\{∅}, where P(A)

denotes the power set of A. We extend R to E by postulating R(t, p) = R(t). For any

A ⊂ E, we always identify NA with P̂(A). We use angled brackets to build multisets,

so for example [a, a, b] is the multiset containing a twice and b once.

Given a map reg : L→ R we also extend it to Eby reg(t, p) = reg(t)− |p|s and we

define a partition E= E− ⊔ E+ by setting E+
def
= {o ∈ E : reg o ≥ 0}. Heuristically,

E− indexes the components of the system which are space-time distributions of negative

regularities and E+ indexes the function like components of positive regularities. We

shall see later that a map reg that we are going to use will always satisfy reg(L−) ⊂
(−∞, 0) thus implying that L−×Nd+1 ⊂ E−. We also have O 6⊂ E+ since sufficiently

high derivatives of solutions are distributions. For l ∈ L−, define

E+(l)
def
= {o ∈ E+ : [o] ∈ R(l)} ⊂ E+ , (2.1)

to be a set representing the components of the equation (and their derivatives) that

are present in the inhomogenous noise ξul (i.e. the set E+(l) represents coefficients

akij in (1.23) that are non zero). We postulate also E+((l, p))
def
= E+(l) and it will be

convenient to set E+(l) = ∅ for l ∈ L+. Note that thanks to the property reg(t, p) =
reg(t)− |p|s, the sets E+ and E+(l) are finite. Both E+ and E+(l) depend on a choice

of reg but this choice will be fixed for each rule.

We now state the assumptions on the rule that we are going to fix throughout the

whole article.

Assumption 2 We assume that the rule R : L → P(N)\{∅} has the following prop-
erties:

(R1) R is normal: for every t ∈ L, if M ∈ R(t) then N ∈ R(t) for every N ⊂M ;
(R2) R is subcritical with respect to the scaling s: there exists a map reg : L → R

such that for every t ∈ L one has

reg(t) < deg t+ inf
N∈R(t)

∑

(l,k)∈N

(reg(l)− |k|s) ;

(R3) R is complete according to [BHZ19, Def. 5.20];
(R4) With E+ defined using reg as in (R2), one has R(l) = NE+(l) for every l ∈ L−.

More discussion of properties (R1)–(R3) can be found in [BHZ19, Sec. 5]. In

contrast to [BCCH21] (but as in [BHZ19]), we represent noises by edges and (R4)

clearly implies that these edges need not be terminal. The latter is a reflection of the

5More precisely, P̂(A)
def
=

⊔
n≥0

[A]n, where [A]n equals An quotiented by permutation of entries.
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presence of inhomogeneous noise and allows us to distinguish between the function-

like elements appearing because of the multiplicativity of the noise and those appearing

because of its inhomogeneity. The reason why we allow R(l) to be all of NE+(l) is to

guarantee that formulae like (1.27) are meaningful.

Let T be the set of rooted decorated combinatorial trees τ = (T, f,m), where T is a

tree with root ̺, nodes NT , and edges ET , and τ admits edge decorations f : ET → E

and node decorationsm : NT → Nd+1. For e ∈ ET we write f(e) = (t(e), p(e)), where

t(e) ∈ L and p(e) ∈ Nd+1 and refer to t(e) as the type of e. To simplify notations, we

also write τ = Tm
f and we set

deg τ =
∑

v∈NT

|m(v)|s +
∑

e∈ET

deg f(e) . (2.2)

Given Tm
f ∈ T, we equip its edges with the standard orientation pointing away from the

root. For each node v ∈ NT we write v↑ ⊂ ET for the set of edges leaving v, which is

empty if v is a leaf. If v is not the root, then v↓ ∈ ET is the unique edge coming into v.

We associate to each node v ∈ NT a node type N[v] ∈Nby N[v]
def
= [f(e) : e ∈ v↑].

For a rule R satisfying Assumption 2, we denote by T(R) ⊂ T the set of all trees

T ∈ T conforming to R in the sense of [BHZ19, Def. 5.8], i.e. for the root ̺ of T
there is t ∈ L such that ̺ ∈ R(t), and for every other node v ∈ NT \ {̺} one has

N[v] ∈ R(v↓).

We say that the tree τ = Tm
f is planted if N[̺] consists of a single edge type

f(e) ∈ O and we say that τ is unplanted otherwise.6 We define the set

T−(R)
def
= {τ ∈ T(R) : deg τ < 0, τ is unplanted} . (2.3)

We are extensively going to use the following alternative notation for τ = Tm
f ∈

T(R). Let m = m(̺) ∈ Nd+1 and let τi for i ≤ N be the subtrees rooted atop each of

the N edges (of respective types oi ∈ E) incident to ̺. In this case, we write

τ = Xm
N∏

i=1

Ioi[τi] . (2.4)

Sometimes we also write

τ = Xm
n∏

i=1

Ioi[τi]
βi , (2.5)

with the implicit convention that then (oi, τi) 6= (oj , τj) whenever i 6= j. Given τ
written as (2.5) we define its symmetry factor by

S(τ ) = m!
( n∏

i=1

S(τi)
βiβi!

)
, (2.6)

with the usual convention that empty products evaluate to 1.

2.1.1 The rule for the system (1.14)

In the case of the system of SPDEs (1.14), we have d = 1 and s = (2, 1). The three

driving noises: ξk,ε, k = 0, 1, 2, we label respectively by L− = {lk : k = 0, 1, 2},
6Note that trees that are planted in the usual sense, but with a trunk of a type in L− are not considered

planted in our sense. The reason for this will be apparent in Section 4.1.
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and the three equations for hk,ε, k = 0, 1, 2, we label by L+ = {tk : k = 0, 1, 2}.
We do not consider a label corresponding to the equation for h3,ε, because as we

stated below (1.14), this equation can be solved classically and does not require using

regularity structures. We set the degrees of the noises to be

deg lk = −3

2
+

2k

3
− κ⋆ , k = 0, 1, 2 , (2.7)

for a fixed constant 0 < κ⋆ <
1
42

(the upper bound by 1
42

is explained at the beginning

of Section 7.2 and is also used in the proof of Lemma 6.4 to guarantee that ∂xh1,ε is a

function, rather than a distribution). The value of deg l0 corresponds to the regularity

of a space-time white noise in one dimension, i.e. ξ0,ε ∈ C−3/2−κ⋆
s for all ε > 0.

The values of the other deg lk reflect the increase of regularity, which we obtain after

multiplying ξε by a positive power of ε in (1.12). Since all equations in (1.14) have

the linear parts ∂t − ∂2x, we assign the degrees deg tk = 2, for k = 0, 1, 2, which

is the gain of regularity provided by the heat kernel. In other words, we expect that

hk,ε ∈ Cdeg lk+2
s .

All hk,ε have positive regularities, but their derivatives can be distributions. We

define the map reg as reg(lk) = deg lk − κ and reg(tk) = reg(lk) + 2, for sufficiently

small κ > 0, which yields

E+ = {o ∈ E : reg o > 0} = {t0, t1, t2, ∂t1, ∂t2} ,

where, given o = (t, p) ∈ E, we set ∂o = (t, p+ (0, 1)).

Regarding the rule R suitable to describe the system (1.14), its right-hand sides

suggest that R should be taken to be the smallest complete rule such that

R(lk) ⊃ {tn0 : n ≥ 0} ,

R(tk) ⊃ {lk, lk+1∂t
2
1, lk+2∂t

n
1 , ∂t⌈k/2⌉∂t⌊k/2⌋, ∂tk∂t

n
1 , ∂

2tk+1∂t
n
1 : n ≥ 0} ,

where we use the abuse of notation that l3 = l4 = [] and the product denotes the

concatenation of multisets. We refer to Appendix A for examples of trees generated by

this rule.

It is straightforward to see that R is indeed normal (R1). From the definition of

R(lk) the rule R clearly satisfies (R4). It is a straightforward computation to see that

the rule R is subcritical with respect to the scaling s (R2) for the choice of reg as above.

The completeness of R (R3) is guaranteed by [BHZ19, Prop. 5.21]. Moreover, the

completed rule still satisfies (R4), because the renormalisation won’t affect trees above

the noises, since only edges from E+ could leave the noise edges to begin with.

As described in Section 2.1, the rule R generates the set T(R) of labelled trees

conforming to R. A sufficiently large subset of T(R) forms a basis in the structure

space of a respective regularity structure, which one can use to solve the system (1.14).

To bound a model for this regularity structure, one typically needs to bound it on the

unplanted trees of negative degrees T−(R), and a bound on the other trees follows

automatically (see [Hai14, Thm. 10.7]). Using a computer program, we found that

the number of trees in T−(R) is 72 when κ⋆ in (2.7) is sufficiently small. Of course,

analysing each tree in T−(R) by hand, as it was done for example for the KPZ equation

in [FH20], would be tedious and one requires a more automated approach.

2.1.2 The rule for the KPZ equation

We can define the rule RKPZ for the KPZ equation (1.16). For this, we use the settings

and notation of Section 2.1.1. More precisely, we have d = 1 and s = (2, 1). We
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label the driving noise by LKPZ

− = {l0} and the equation by LKPZ

+ = {t0}, so that

LKPZ = LKPZ

− ⊔ LKPZ

+ ; and assign the degrees deg and regularity reg on t0 and l0 exactly

the same as in Section 2.1.1. Then we have EKPZ = EKPZ

− ⊔ EKPZ

+ , where EKPZ

+ = {t0}.
The rule in this case is defined as

RKPZ(l0) = {[]} and RKPZ(t0) = {[], l0, ∂l0, ∂l20} .

These definitions are related to those from Section 2.1.1 as LKPZ ⊂ L, EKPZ ⊂ E and

RKPZ(t0) ⊂ R(t0). This implies that the regularity structure generated by RKPZ is a sector

of the regularity structure generated by R (see [Hai14, Def. 2.5] for the definition of a

sector).

2.1.3 The rule for the qEW model (1.18)

In the case of the equation (1.18) we have d ≥ 1 and a parabolic scaling s = (2, 1, . . . , 1).

As we explain after Theorem 1.5, the cases d = 1 and d ≥ 2 should be treated differently.

In the case d = 1 the noise is labelled byLqEW

− = {l0} and the equation is labelled by

LqEW

+ = {t0}. Mappings reg and deg are the same as in RKPZ. Then EqEW = E
qEW

− ⊔ E
qEW

+ ,

where again E
qEW

+ = {t0}. Finally, the rule is given by

RqEW(l0) = {tn0 : n ≥ 0} , RqEW(t0) = {[], l0} .

In the case d ≥ 2 we consider the system (1.22) with noises labelled by LqEW

− =
{l0, l1} and components labelled by LqEW

+ = {t0, t1}. Then LqEW = LqEW

− ⊔ LqEW

+ with

deg l0 = − d+2
2
− κ⋆, deg l1 = deg l0 + β, where the constant β is fixed in (1.20), and

deg t0 = deg t1 = 2. We postulate, reg(lk) = deg(lk) − κ and reg(tk) = reg(lk) + 2.

With α > 0 and β defined in (1.20) it is guaranteed that EqEW

+ = {t1}. Finally, the rule

is given by RqEW(t0) = {[], l0}, RqEW(t1) = {[], l1} and

RqEW(l0) = RqEW(l1) = {tn0 : n ≥ 0} .

2.2 Nonlinearities

We introduce a family of commuting indeterminatesX= (Xo)o∈E and denote by P the

real algebra of smooth functions on RE, i.e. functions of X. We also defineQ+
def
= PL+ ,

which corresponds to theL+ components of the system of SPDEs under consideration.7

For F ∈ P denote E(F ) for the minimal subset of E such that F depends only on

component Xo with o ∈ E(F ). Depending on the context, the indeterminates Xo will

serve as placeholders for either an abstract expansion for the component of the solution /

noise indexed by o, or for a reconstruction of that expression.

We define two families of differential operators on P: {Do}o∈E and {∂i}di=0. For

o ∈ E the operator Do : P → P simply denotes differentiation with respect to Xo.

Moreover, for every 0 ≤ i ≤ d and (t, p) ∈ Ewe set ∂iX(t,p) = X(t,p+ei), where ei
is the ith element of the canonical basis of Rd+1, and extend it to ∂i : P → P by

imposing the chain rule

∂iF
def
=

∑

o∈E(F )

∂iXoDoF . (2.8)

We also use the shorthand notation ∂ki for k ∈ N consecutive applications of ∂i. For

a multi-index k ∈ Nd+1 we use the standard notation ∂k
def
=

∏d
i=0 ∂

ki
i for the mixed

7The set Q+ is denoted by Q̊ in [BCCH21]
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derivatives which are well-defined since the ∂i all commute. Moreover, for a multi-index

α ∈ NE we use the shorthands

X
α def
=

∏

o∈α

Xo and Dα def
=

∏

o∈α

Do .

Remark 2.1 Note that in [BCCH21] instead of E only the set O was considered for

labelling the indeterminates X. There are several reasons to consider not only the

labels that correspond to the components of the equations (and their derivatives), but

also the “noise labels” L− × Nd+1. First, we are going to use the algebraic formalism

of [BHZ19], where both noises and kernels correspond to labels on the edges of the

trees of T. Thus having a language that does not distinguish at the algebraic level

L+ × Nd+1 from L− × Nd+1 will be useful. Second, and most important is that we

want to consider trees where one can “draw” edges above the noises. This is needed in

order to reflect the fact that the noises in (1.24) are inhomogeneous.

Given a rule R satisfying Assumption 2, we would like to define those functions

which conform in some sense to this rule.

Definition 2.2 We say that F ∈ Q+ conforms to a rule R satisfying Assumption 2 if

for each t ∈ L+ and each α ∈ P(N)\{∅} such that α /∈ R(t) we haveDαFt = 0. We

define Q(R) ⊂ Q+ to be the set of all functions F conforming to R.

Example 2.3 To show how (1.14) fits into the above formalism, we use the objects
defined in Section 2.1.1. We set X(ti,p) = ∂phi and X(li,0) = ξi, and we use the
shorthand notation Xi,m = X(ti,(0,m)) for integer m ≥ 0. Then the right-hand sides of
the first three equations in (1.14) can be written as

Fti = F1,ε(X1,1)Xi+1,2 + λX⌈i/2⌉,1X⌊i/2⌋,1 + F2,ε(X1,1)Xi,1

+ σX(li,0) + σ1(X1,1)2X(li+1,0) + F3,ε(Xi+1,1)X(li+2,0) ,
(2.9)

for i = 0, 1, 2, where we do not consider the renormalisation constantsCi,ε. It is clear
that we have Fti ∈ P . We do not define a function Ft3 because the corresponding
equation will be solved classically.

Example 2.4 Using notation from Example 2.3, the right-hand side of the KPZ equa-
tion (1.16) can be written as Ft0 = λ (X0,1)2 + σX(l0,0).

Example 2.5 The right-hand side of (1.18) is given simply by Ft0 = X(l0,0).

One can readily check that the nonlinearities described in the preceding examples

conform to the rules described in the respective Sections 2.1.1–2.1.3.

2.3 Inhomogeneous noises and Green’s functions

Using the nonlinearities introduced in the preceding section, we would like to introduce

a general system of SPDEs, driven by different inhomogeneous noises, which we are

going to solve using the framework of regularity structures.

For this, let l ∈ L− label smooth noises ξl and let t ∈ L+ label equations for

smooth functions ut : Rd+1 → R with d ≥ 1. For any z in the domain, we write

u(z)
def
= (∂put(z) : (t, p) ∈ O) ∈ RO, where ∂p is a mixed space-time derivative.
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Furthermore, recalling the definition of the set (2.1), for each l ∈ L− we consider fixed

al
def
= (al,o)o∈E+(l) ∈ L(RE+(l),Rd+1) and for each u ∈ RE+ we write

al · u def
=

∑

o∈E+(l)

al,ouo . (2.10)

Using this notation, we define for every c ∈ L(Rd+1) the tuple of inhomogeneousnoises

ξu,c(z)
def
= ((∂pξl)

u,c(z) : (l, p) ∈ E\ O) ∈ RE\O ,

where each individual noise is defined as

(∂pξl)
u,c(z)

def
= (∂pξl)(z + cz + al · u(z)) . (2.11)

We also prefer to write for brevity ξu,c
(l,p)(z)

def
= (∂pξl)

u,c(z). Once again we point out that

translation by c is needed to represent a translation by ε2Cε in (1.7).

Then, for a tuple F = (Ft)t∈L+
conforming to the rule R, we consider the system

of equations labelled by t ∈ L+,

∂tut = Ltut + Ft(u, ξ
u,c) , ut(0, •) = u0t (•) , (2.12)

where Lt is an elliptic differential operator which we specify below, and where we

write (u, ξu,c)(z) ⊂ RE for the tuple with the elements

(u, ξu,c)o(z) =

{
∂put(z) , for o = (t, p) ∈ O ,

(∂pξl)
u,c(z) , for o = (l, p) ∈ E\ O . (2.13)

We also use the shorthand notation Ft(u, ξ
u,c)(z) = Ft(z, u(z), ξu,c(z)).

Note that (2.13) guarantees that both ξl and ∂pξl are translated by the same al ·u(z).

If one wishes ∂pξl to be translated by some a(l,p) ·u(z) with a(l,p) 6= al, then one should

view ∂pξl as a separate noise ξ̄l
def
= ∂pξl and enlarge L̄ = L ∪ {̄l}, with al̄ = a(l,p).

We would like to point out that this might produce renormalisation functions instead of

renormalisation constants since then ξ̄l is not independent of ξl (see Proposition 4.15).

The differential operator Lt is assumed to involve only spatial partial derivatives

{∂i}di=1 and is such that the Green’s function of ∂t−Lt satisfies [BCCH21, Assum. 2.8],

so that it is a regularising kernel of order deg t in the sense of [Hai14, Assum. 5.1].

Example 2.6 The typical example is Lt = Q(∇x)− 1 for a homogeneous polynomial
Q of even degree 2q. Then the scaling s should be taken s = (2q, 1, . . . , 1) ∈ Rd+1 and
deg t = 2q. In particular the heat operator with unit mass falls into this framework:
Lt = ∆− 1 making q = 1 and thus deg t = 2. This is the operator that we are going
to use for both our system (1.14) (d = 1) and the quenched Edwards–Wilkinson (1.17).
Note that strictly speaking in both of these equations Lt = ∆ but we can easily add a
linear term to both sides, which affects neither well-posedness nor renormalisation.

Local subcriticality of the system (2.12) guarantees existence of a regularity struc-

ture, built in [BHZ19], and reformulation of the equations (2.12) (with homogeneous

noises) in terms of modelled distributions on this regularity structure. In order to ac-

commodate the inhomogeneous noises however, we will need to consider an associated

“vector-valued” regularity structure, the construction of which is recalled in Section 2.4.

Our aim is then to perform renormalisation of the general system (2.12) and then apply

it to the stochastic mean curvature flow (1.14) and the qEW model (1.18). We will

prove existence of a local solution only for these particular equations.
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2.4 Vector-valued regularity structures

As mentioned in Section 1.3, we would like our regularity structures to include distribu-

tions, “attached” to edges of noise types, which will then be mapped to inhomogeneous

noises by our model. Such a construction does not fall into the standard construction of

regularity structures given in [BHZ19], but the formalism of [CCHS22, Sec. 5] (which

was already used in [GH19b] in a somewhat informal way) is designed precisely to

allow this.

Assume that we are given a space assignment, namely a collection of vector spaces

V = (Vt)t∈L. (In our cases we will take Vt = R for t ∈ L+.) Then, given any tree

τ = Tm
f ∈ T, it determines a “symmetric set” 〈τ〉 (with elements given by edges of τ )

as well as a vector space 〈τ〉V = FV (〈τ〉), where FV : TStruc → Vec is the functor

described in [CCHS22, Sec. 5.2]. In a slightly informal way, 〈τ〉V is nothing but the

subspace of
⊗

e∈ET
Vt(e) respecting the natural symmetries of the tree τ .

Example 2.7 For τ = I(t,p)[1]2I(̄t,p̄)[1] with some (t, p), (̄t, p̄) ∈ Esuch that (t, p) 6=
(̄t, p̄), 〈τ〉V is canonically isomorphic to (Vt⊗sVt)⊗Vt̄, where⊗s denotes the symmetric
tensor product.

Given a rule R satisfying Assumption 2 and a space assignment V , we then define

the space8

TV def
= FV

( ∏

τ∈T(R)

〈τ〉
)
≃

∏

τ∈T(R)

TV [τ ] , TV [τ ] ≃ 〈τ〉V , (2.14)

which we call a V -valued regularity structure. It was shown in [CCHS22] how to

build a regularity structure in TStruc, which FV then allows to transport onto a

“usual” regularity structure with underlying space TV . In particular, the machinery

developed in [Hai14, CH16, BHZ19, BCCH21] immediately applies also to vector-

valued regularity structures.

Remark 2.8 In our case we have one slight deviation from the construction given in

[BHZ19, CCHS22], namely the fact that we allow for edges of noise type that are not

“terminal” in our trees. This does not really matter since the construction there does not

in principle need to distinguish between the two types of edges, but it will be convenient

for our purpose to guarantee that ∆+
V commutes with abstract integration operators

corresponding to noises. We implement this by simply quotienting T +
V by the ideal

(which is easily seen to be a Hopf ideal) generated by all elements of the type Jo(τ )

with o 6∈ O and τ ∈ TV . From now on, we call this space T +
V again.

For a vector space assignment V = (Vt)t∈L we are going to use the operators Ã−
V ,

Ã+
V , ∆−

V and ∆+
V , which are respectively the negative and positive twisted antipodes

and coproducts on TV (see [BHZ19] for the definitions). Whenever the space V is clear

from context, we prefer to omit the subscripts of these operators.

Recall that, for o = (t, p) ∈ E, Io is a map from Vt⊗TV to TV (which in particular

maps Vt ⊗TV [τ ] to TV [Io(τ )]). Then, given a tree τ written in the form (2.4), we can

8One may have expected to have a direct sum in (2.14) instead of a Cartesian product. The definition of

Υ in (3.7) will however be more natural if we allow for infinite sums. Since all the analysis can be carried

out in spaces where we restrict ourselves to finitely many trees, the difference is mainly cosmetic.
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express a general element of TV [τ ] recursively as a linear combination of elements of

the type

σ = Xm
n∏

i=1

Ioi[vi ⊗ σi] , (2.15)

for some σi ∈ 〈τi〉V , oi = (ti, pi) ∈ Eand vi ∈ Vti .
As usual, we writeTV,γ ⊂ TV for the subspace spanned by theTV [τ ] with deg τ = γ,

and Qγ for the projection onto TV,γ . We similarly define Q≤γ , etc. We will usually

denote elements of T(R) by τ and elements of TV by σ to distinguish between the

combinatorial trees and those with vectors assigned to their edges. Given τ ∈ T(R), we

write Projτ : TV → 〈τ〉V for the natural projection. Similarly, for any subsetQ ⊂ T(R)

we write ProjQ : TV →
∏
τ∈Q〈τ〉V .

Finally, we define the last type of projection that is going to be used. For a tree

τ = Tm
f ∈ T we define the truncation parameter L(τ )

def
= |E+

τ | +
∑

v∈NT
|m(v)|s,

where E+
τ

def
= {e ∈ ET : f(e) ∈ O} is a set of edges of T which do not correspond

to noises. For L ∈ N ∪ {∞} we then write p≤L = Proj{τ∈T :L(τ )≤L}. Moreover, we

define a spaceWV,≤L =
∏
τ∈T(R):L(τ )≤L〈τ〉V .9

Given another space assignment (Wt)t∈L and a family of linear mapsEt : Vt →Wt,

we naturally obtain a linear map E : TV → TW as in [CCHS22, Rem. 5.19], which

can also be seen in the following recursive way: given σ ∈ 〈τ〉V of the form (2.15), we

obtain an element E[σ] ∈ 〈τ〉W by setting

E[σ] = Xm
n∏

i=1

Ioi [Etivi ⊗ E[σi]] , (2.16)

and then extending this linearly to all of TV . It was shown in [CCHS22] that this exten-

sion is a natural transformation, which implies in particular that these maps commute

with all the operations ∆, ∆+, ∆−, Ã+ and Ã− (see [CCHS22, Rem. 5.19]).

2.5 Spaces of abstract derivatives and distributions

In this section we define precisely which vector spaces we use for the regularity structures

defined in Section 2.4. In order to solve (2.12), we would like to assign to each noise

edge of a tree τ ∈ T(R) a Dirac delta function δu or its derivative. This means that

the spaces Vt with t ∈ L− should be large enough to contain delta functions and their

derivatives of high enough orders. While this is not a problem from the analytic point

of view, it creates technical problems at the algebraic level since some of the arguments

of [CCHS22] rely on the spaces Vl being finite-dimensional.

We circumvent this by introducing auxiliary finite-dimensional vector spaces, ele-

ments of which should be thought of as constant-coefficient differential operators that

will later be applied to δu. We will then use natural transformations of the form de-

scribed in (2.16) to switch between these points of view, see also Section 2.6. The

finite-dimensional auxiliary vector spaces will be used in Section 3 to describe the

renormalisation of nonlinearities.

Let us start by introducing a space to which delta functions belong. For a fixed

k⋆ ≥ 2, which is going to be determined later, we define the set Bk⋆+1 as those

functionsϕ ∈ Ck⋆+1
0 (R) that are supported on the ball {u ∈ R : |u| ≤ 1} and such that

9The reason for introducing p≤L is that it interacts nicely with negative renormalisation, which does not

commute with Q≤γ , see [BCCH21, Sec. 3.6] and Section 5 for more details.
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‖ϕ‖Ck⋆+1 ≤ 1. Then we define the space B as those tempered distributions ζ ∈ S ′(R)

belonging to the dual of Ck⋆+1
0 (R) and for which

‖ζ‖B def
= sup
u∈R

sup
λ∈(0,1]

sup
ϕ∈Bk⋆+1

w(u)λk⋆ |〈ζ, ϕλu〉| <∞ . (2.17)

Here, w(u)
def
= 1 + |u|2+η⋆ is a weight function, and where we use a recentred and

rescaled function ϕλu(v)
def
= λ−1ϕ(λ−1(v − u)). We leave the value of η⋆ free for the

moment. It will be fixed to a sufficiently large value later on.

Note that u 7→ δ(k)
u is a Lipschitz continuous function R → B for all k ≤ k⋆ − 2

where δ(k)
u is the kth distributional derivative of the Dirac delta function at u.

Remark 2.9 The role of the weight w is twofold. First, it avoids concentration of mass

at infinity since we have for example ‖δu‖B ≃ |u|2+η⋆ as |u| → ∞. Second, the

function 1/w(u) is integrable on R, which allows to pair any ζ ∈ B with functions

ψ ∈ Ck⋆+1(R) such that limu→±∞ |Dmψ(u)|/|u|δ = 0, for some δ ∈ (0, 1) and all

m ≤ k⋆ + 1 (See [Hai14, Eq. 3.15] for the proof of a very similar statement.)

Write now B⊗ℓ for the ℓ-fold projective tensor product of B and let B(ℓ)
⋆ be the

completion of C∞0 (Rℓ) under the norm dual to that of B⊗ℓ. (We follow the usual

convention identifying the tensor product of ℓ distributions on R with a distribution on

Rℓ.) The following simple result is then useful.

Lemma 2.10 Given any α > 0, we have the bound

‖f‖B(ℓ)
⋆
.

∑

u∈Zℓ

(∏

j≤ℓ

1

1 + |uj |2+η⋆
)

sup
|k|≤ℓk⋆

(
|∂kf (u)|+ sup

|v−u|≤1

|̄v−u|≤1

|∂kf (v)− ∂kf (v̄)|
|v− v̄|α

)
.

(2.18)

Here the variables v and v̄ take values in Rℓ.

Proof. Choose f such that the right-hand side of (2.18) equals 1, fix a wavelet basis

ψi,nu , ϕu on Rℓ of regularity k⋆ +1 (with basis elements scaled in such a way that their

L1 norm – not the L2 norm – is of order 1) and write

f =
∑

n≥0

2−nℓ
∑

u∈2−nZℓ

∑

i∈I

f i,nu ψi,nu +
∑

u∈Zℓ

fuϕu ,

where I is some fixed finite set (see for example [Hai14, Sec. 3.1]). The normalisation

chosen here is such that f i,nu = 〈f, ψi,nu 〉 and the sum over u is a Riemann sum

approximation of an integral. It also follows from standard estimates (see for example

[Mey92]) that

|f i,nu | . 2−ℓk⋆n sup
|k|≤ℓk⋆

(
|∂kf (u)|+ sup

|v−u|≤C2−n

|̄v−u|≤C2−n

|∂kf (v)− ∂kf (v̄)|
|v− v̄|α

)
.

In particular, the sum of 2−nℓ|f i,nū | over all 2nℓ dyadic cubes ū at scale 2n that are

closest to some fixed u ∈ Zd is bounded by the same expression, but with the condition

|v− u| ≤ C2−n replaced by |v− u| ≤ 1 and similarly for v̄.

It follows at once that we have the bound

2−nℓ
∑

u∈2−nZℓ

(∏

j≤ℓ

1

1 + |uj |2+η⋆
)
|f i,nu | . 2−(ℓk⋆+α)n ,
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and similarly for fu. On the other hand, it follows immediately from the scaling

properties of the wavelet basis and the definition of B that

|(ζ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ζℓ)(ψi,nu )| . 2k⋆nℓ
∏

j≤ℓ

‖ζj‖B
1 + |uj |2+η⋆

.

Summing over u and n, the required bound |ζ(f )| . 1 then follows when ζ is a pure

tensor. The general case follows from the definition of the projective tensor product.

Given a normed spaceE, we also writeB(ℓ)
⋆ (E) for the space of bounded linear maps

B(ℓ) → E endowed with its operator norm. Note that we have a canonical embedding

of C∞0 (Rℓ, E) into B(ℓ)
⋆ (E). We then have the following result:

Corollary 2.11 There exists p > 0 such that, for every f ∈ C∞0 (Rℓ, E), one has

E‖f‖p
B(ℓ)

⋆ (E)
. sup

u∈Rℓ

sup
|α|≤ℓk⋆+1

E|∂αf (u)|pE
1 + |u|η⋆p .

Proof. This is a straightforward consequence of the lemma, combined with Kol-

mogorov’s continuity test, the fact that the function u 7→ (1 + |u|)/∏j≤ℓ(1 + |uj |)
is bounded, and the fact that the weight

∏
j≤ℓ 1/(1 + |uj |2) is summable.

We now introduce auxiliary finite-dimensional vector spaces, whose elements are

interpreted as constant-coefficient differential operators. For each l ∈ L, we write Dl

for the free unital algebra generated by E+(l), with generators written as {do}o∈E+(l)

and unit denoted by 1l (recall that E+(l) is defined in (2.1)), quotiented by the ideal

generated by monomials of degree strictly greater than k⋆.10 Here, the degree of a

monomial dα with α ∈ NE+(l) is given by deg(dα) = |α|∞ def
= max{αo : o ∈ E+(l)}.

We identify Dl with the vector space generated by

Dl
k⋆

def

= {dα : deg(dα) ≤ k⋆} . (2.19)

The reason for writing o 7→ do for the canonical embedding E+(l) →֒ Dl is that one

should think of do as representing differentiation in the o-th direction on RE+(l). In fact,

we will make use in Section 2.6 of an “evaluation map” which maps 1l to a Dirac delta

function located at some point of RE+(l) and dα to its corresponding derivative. Note

that since we set E+(l) = ∅ whenever l ∈ L+ by convention, we automatically have

Dl ≃ R in that case.

With these definitions at hand, we define two regularity structures TD and TB
according to (2.14), with Dt as just described and Bt def

= B⊗E+(t) for the space of

distributions B defined above (2.17) and where B⊗A denotes the A-fold tensor product

of B with itself, completed with respect to the projective cross norm. We also postulate

that Do = Dt and Bo = Bt for o = (t, p) ∈ E.

We need to introduce the regularity structure TB to be able to work with the object

(1.27). The latter is an abstract description of the Taylor expansion of the driving noise,

where each abstract instance of the noise Ξi should be equipped with a suitable Dirac

10The reason for not considering abstract derivatives dwith deg d > k⋆ comes from the fact that σ ∈ 〈τ〉D
which contains such d cannot appear in the expansion of the solution to our equations. This is because (3.9)

implies that in this case deg τ would itself be too big.
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delta function which tells at which point the noise is evaluated. The regularity structure

TB will be used later in the analytic part and will allow us to set up a Picard iteration on

the space of modelled distributions in TB (see Sections 7). On the other hand, TD is the

regularity structure on which most of the algebra and renormalisation is going to take

place (see Sections 3 and 5). It is advantageous to work with TD, because the space D
is finite dimensional (in contrast to B) and the previously developed theory can be used

for TD . Later we will define an evaluation map, which gives a correspondence between

elements of the two regularity structures.

We extend now the differentiation operations defined on P in Section 2.2 to Dl as

follows. For o ∈ Eand d ∈ Dl we set

Dod
def
=

{
do · d if o ∈ E+(l) ,

0 otherwise ,
(2.20)

and we extend them to Dl ⊗P by the Leibniz rule

Do(d⊗ F )
def
= d⊗DoF +Dod⊗ F . (2.21a)

Definition (2.20) should be understood in light of the “evaluation map” mentioned just

after (2.19). If we take dα ∈ Dl to represent δ(α), then do · dα does indeed represent

Doδ
(α). The rule that Dod = 0 for o 6∈ E+(l) can be interpreted as stating that

distributions on RE+(l) are extended to distributions on RE by tensorising with the

constant function 1, so that their derivatives in directions other than those in E+(l) do

vanish. Definition (2.21a) corresponds of course simply to the standard Leibniz rule.

Moreover, for each i ∈ {0, . . . , d} we define ∂i : Dl ⊗P → Dl ⊗P by

∂i(d⊗ F )
def
= d⊗ ∂iF +

∑

o∈E

Dod⊗ F∂iXo . (2.21b)

Having in mind the definition of ∂iXo, provided in Section 2.2, this identity is again just

the Leibniz rule for the differential operator ∂i. The above sum is finite by (2.20) and

the fact that E+(l) is finite. We note that definition (2.21b) gives a natural restriction of

∂i to Dl as ∂id = ∂i(d⊗ 1).

Example 2.12 Using the definitions from Section 2.1.1 and Example 2.3, since E∩
R(lk) = {(t0, 0)}, for i = 0, 1 we have

∂i1lk = D(t0,0)1lk ⊗X(t0,ei) = d(t0,0) ⊗X(t0,ei) ,

where ei, i = 0, 1, are the elements of the canonical basis of R2. Moreover, (2.21b)

yields

∂2i 1lk = ∂i(d(t0,0) ⊗X(t0,ei)) = d(t0,0) ⊗X(t0,2ei) + d2(t0,0) ⊗X
2
(t0,ei) .

2.6 The evaluation map

As already mentioned in the preceding section, the regularity structure TB will be used

for the analytic part (solving PDEs) and the regularity structure TD will be used in the

algebraic part (renormalisation). Of course, we would like to somehow connect these

in order to use both parts for the system of equations (1.24). This connection is given

by evaluation maps Evu mapping a derivative dα to ∂αδu.
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Given u ∈ RE+ and t ∈ L−, the evaluation map Evu : Dt → Bt is defined by

Evu[ dα] = δ(α)
u

def
= ∂αδu =

⊗

o∈E+(t)

∂αoδuo , (2.22)

for every d ∈ Dt and α ∈ NE+(t). For t ∈ L+, we set Evu = id : Dt → Bt (both spaces

are equal to R in this case). Note that if E+(t) = ∅, then Bt ≃ R and the empty tensor

product above is just 1. By (2.16), this determines linear maps Evu : TD → TB .

Whenever it is more convenient, we sometimes write Ev(u, •) instead of Evu. Also,

with a little abuse of notation, we will write Evu as a shorthand for Evu⊗ id : Dt⊗P →
Bt ⊗P .

Example 2.13 Continuing Example 2.12, for h ∈ RE+ we denote h = h(t0,0). Then we
have

Evh[∂i1lk ] = δ(1)
h ⊗X(t0,ei) , Evh[∂

2
i 1lk ] = δ(1)

h ⊗X(t0,2ei) + δ(2)
h ⊗X

2
(t0,ei) .

Let u ∈ R we define a translation operator Tu : B → B by setting 〈Tuµ, ϕ〉 def
=

〈µ, ϕ(·+u)〉. For u ∈ RE+ and t ∈ L− the translation operator Tu : Bt → Bt is simply

a tensor product Tu =
⊗

o∈E+(t) Tuo . By postulating that Tu is simply an identity

on Bt for t ∈ L+ we can further lift Tu to a linear operator TB → TB similarly as

for the evaluation map. Translation operator acts naturally on the evaluation map: for

v, u ∈ RE+

Tv ◦ Evu = Evu+v , (2.23)

which is an easy consequence of the fact that Tvδ
(n)
u = δ(n)

u+v .

3 Renormalisation of nonlinearities

We now describe the action of the renormalisation group R constructed in [BHZ19],

on equations of the type (1.14). Our methodology is similar to the construction given

in [CCHS22, Sec. 6], but the results of that article do not quite apply to our situation

due to the h-dependence of the noise. As in [CCHS22], we will give a recursive

construction of the map T(R) ∋ τ 7→ Υ[τ ] ∈ 〈τ〉B that simultaneously describes the

counterterm generated by the renormalisation constant associated to the tree τ and the

corresponding term appearing in the generalised Taylor expansion of the solution. In

our case, Υ must of course take into account the nature of the operators Ξ̂ described

in (1.27). Once again, we will use the spaces of abstract derivativesDl
k⋆

to implement

this.

Starting from this section we adopt the following abuse of notation. Assume that

we are given a collection of vector spaces (Bi)
n
i=1, such that Bm 6= Bℓ for m 6= ℓ, and

a linear map T : Bj → Bj for some j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Then we extend T to a map on⊗n
i=1 Bi by postulating that

T (⊗ni=1bi) = (⊗j−1
i=1 bi)⊗ T (bj)⊗ (⊗ni=j+1bi) , (3.1)

for all bi ∈ Bi, i.e. T acts as the identity on factors other than the j th.
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3.1 Definition of Υ

Given F ∈ Q+ (recall that Q+ was defined in Section 2.2), where Ft is interpreted as

describing the right-hand side of the tth component of a system of SPDEs, we define a

tuple (F̂t)t∈L with F̂t ∈ Dt ⊗P by setting

F̂t
def
= 1t ⊗ Ft , (3.2)

with the convention that Ft = 1 for t ∈ L−. Recall that (2.21) gives a natural action of

the “partial derivatives” ∂i and the “functional derivatives”Do on the spaces Dt ⊗P .

Note that for F̂ ∈ Dt ⊗P , (2.8) and (2.21b) can be rewritten as

∂iF̂t =
∑

o∈E

(id⊗ ∂iXo)DoF̂t , (3.3)

where ∂iXo is identified with the corresponding multiplication operator on P .

For o = (t, p) ∈ E and τ ∈ T(R) of the form (2.4), we define inductively elements

ῩFo [τ ] ∈ Dt ⊗ 〈τ〉D ⊗P and ΥFo [τ ] ∈ 〈Io[τ ]〉D ⊗P by

ῩFo [τ ] = Xm
( N∏

i=1

ΥFoi[τi]
)
∂m(Do1 · · ·DoN )F̂t ,

ΥFo [τ ] = Io[Ῡ
F
o [τ ]] .

(3.4)

In the case N = 0, i.e. when τ = Xm, these definitions give ῩFo [Xm] = Xm∂mF̂t,

thus providing a starting point for the induction. However, this definition requires some

explanation, because it might be difficult to keep track of the spaces. The Leibniz rule

and the definition of F̂t yields

∂m(Do1 . . . DoN )F̂t =

{
1⊗ ∂m(Do1 · · ·DoN )Ft for t ∈ L+ ,

∂m(do1 · · · doN ⊗ 1) for t ∈ L− ,

and this expression belongs toDt⊗P . Furthermore, sinceΥFoi[τi] ∈ 〈Ioi [τi]〉D⊗P ,

the product
∏N
i=1 Υ

F
oi[τi] belongs to 〈∏N

i=1 Ioi[τi]〉D ⊗P . As described in (3.1),

the multiplication by Xm is extended to 〈∏N
i=1 Ioi [τi]〉D ⊗P , so that the product

Xm
∏N
i=1 Υ

F
oi[τi] yields an element of 〈τ〉D ⊗P . Finally, the product between an

element σ ⊗ f1 ∈ 〈τ〉D ⊗P and an element d⊗ f2 ∈ Dt ⊗P is given by

(σ ⊗ f1) (d⊗ f2) = (d⊗ σ)⊗ f1f2 ∈ Dt ⊗ 〈τ〉D ⊗P .

Since Dt ≃ R for t ∈ L+, one then has Dt ⊗ 〈τ〉D ⊗P ≃ 〈τ〉D ⊗P , so that in this

case we will usually interpret ῩFt [τ ] as an element of 〈τ〉D⊗P . Regarding the second

definition in (3.4), recall from Section 2.4 that Io : Dt⊗〈τ〉D → 〈Io[τ ]〉D , which we

again extend by tensorising with the identity on the factor P .

Using the two maps from (3.4), we set

Υ
F
o [τ ]

def

= ΥFo [τ ]/S(τ ) , Ῡ
F
o [τ ]

def

= ῩFo [τ ]/S(τ ) , (3.5)

where S is the symmetry factor introduced in (2.6). In the same way as for It, we set

Υt
def
= Υ(t,0), and analogously for Ῡt,Υt and Ῡt.
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3.2 Coherence

Let Poly
def
= {Xk : k ∈ Nd+1} be the set of all abstract Taylor monomials and let

TPoly
def
= Span(Poly) be the corresponding polynomial sector inside TD. For every

o ∈ E we define a set of trees To(R) ⊂ T(R) and two subspaces To ⊂ TD and

T̄o ⊂ Do ⊗ TD by

To(R)
def
= {τ ∈ T(R) : τ = Io[τ̄ ] for some τ̄ ∈ T(R)} ,

T̄o(R)
def
= {τ ∈ T(R) : Io[τ ] ∈ T(R)} ,

To
def
= TPoly ⊕ ImIo , T̄o

def
= {σ ∈ TD : Io[σ] ∈ To} .

(3.6)

As before, we use the shorthand notation Tt(R) = T(t,0)(R) and similarly for other sets.

We also set HD
def
=

⊕
t∈L+

Tt and H̄D =
⊕

t∈L+
T̄t. The space Tt contains the “jets”

used to describe the left-hand side of the t-component of (2.12), while T̄t contains those

used to describe the right-hand side. We also use the notations Tt,≤γ
def
= Q≤γTt and

T̄t,≤γ
def

= Q≤γ T̄t.

Remark 3.1 The result [BHZ19, Eq. 5.11] shows that To and T̄o are sectors [Hai14,

Def. 2.5] of TD of respective regularities reg(o)∧ 0 and (reg(o)− deg o)∧ 0, where the

map reg is from Assumption 2 (R2). In particular To is function-like for o ∈ E+ since

reg o > 0.

Given F ∈ Q(R) we define for every o ∈ E two elements Υ
F
o ∈ To ⊗P and

Ῡ
F
o ∈ Do ⊗ T̄o ⊗P by

Υ
F
o

def
=

∑

τ∈T

Υ
F
o [τ ] and Ῡ

F
o

def
=

∑

τ∈T

Ῡ
F
o [τ ] , (3.7)

where we use the two maps (3.5). The reason for using Cartesian products in the

definition of TV (2.14) is precisely because we want to allow such infinite sums.

Remark 3.2 In fact, the summands in (3.7) vanish unless τ ∈ T is such that Io[τ ] ∈
T(R). Indeed, if Io[τ ] /∈ T(R) then there exist an edge e within Io[τ ] with the type

f(e) = (̄t, p̄) ∈ Eand a set of edge types α ∈ NE leaving the edge e, such that α /∈ R(̄t).

This implies that

DαF̂t̄ =

{
Dα(1⊗ Ft̄) = 1⊗DαFt̄ = 0 if t̄ ∈ L+ ,

Dα(1t̄ ⊗ 1) = Dα1t̄ ⊗ 1 = 0 if t̄ ∈ L− ,

where the first line follows from the fact that F conforms to the rule R and the second

line follows from (2.20). This, together with the recursive definition of the Υ map (3.4),

implies that ΥFo [τ ] = 0 and ῩFo [τ ] = 0.

For i ∈ {0, . . . , d} we define abstract differentiation operators Di on TD by setting

DiXj = δij1 , DiI(t,p)[d⊗ σ] = I(t,p+ei )[d⊗ σ] ,

and extending it to all of TD by the Leibniz rule. Given p ∈ Nd+1, we also write

Dp =
∏
i D

pi
i , noting that these operators commute, so this is well-defined. Given

U = (Ut)t∈L+
∈HD , we then set

U(t,p) = D
pUt and uU(t,p) = Proj1U(t,p) . (3.8)
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We now define rigorously the operators Ξ̂ that were motivated in (1.27). For

U ∈ HD and o ∈ E+, we can write Uo = uUo 1 + ũo. Note that by Remark 3.1 ũo
has components only of strictly positive degrees unless ũo = 0, since o ∈ E+. For

o = (l, p) ∈ E\ O, we define the operators Ξ̂D,o on HD

Ξ̂D,o(U )
def
=

∑

α∈N
E+ (o)

1

α!
Io[d

α ⊗ ũα] . (3.9)

The operator Ξ̂D,o is the “abstract” counterpart of the inhomogeneous noise (2.11),

which is really nothing but (1.27), but interpreted in TD. In view of (2.11), it may

be surprising that the constants al,o do not appear explicitly in this expression. They

will appear later in the choice of a suitable model, see (4.12). If R(o) = {()}, we

have E+(o) = ∅, and Ξ̂D,o(U ) = Io[1l ⊗ 1], which corresponds to a “classical”

homogeneous noise. If on the other hand there is no t ∈ L+ such that o /∈ R(t) we

simply set Ξ̂D,o = 0.

Given U ∈HD , we write

U = (Uo)o∈O , uU = (uUo )o∈O , Ξ
U
D = (Ξ̂D,o(U ))o∈E\O .

Finally, let us denote WD
def
= T L+

D and for F ∈ Q(R) let us define FD : HD → WD by11

FD,t(U )
def
=

∑

α∈NE

DαFt(u
U , 0)

α!
(U− uU1,ΞUD)

α
. (3.10)

Lemma 3.3 Let the rule R satisfy Assumption 2 and F ∈ Q(R). Then FD maps HD to
H̄D .

Proof. Let U ∈HD and t ∈ L+. Let α ∈ NE be such that DαFt 6= 0. Then, since F
conforms to the rule R, Definition 2.2 yields α ∈ R(t). We can split α as α = α+ ⊔α−

for α+ ∈ NO and α− ∈ NE\O, which allows us to write

(U− uU1,ΞUD)
α
= (U− uU1)

α+
Ξ
α−

D (U ) , (3.11)

where Ξ
α−

D (U )
def
=

∏
o∈α−

Ξ̂D,o(U ). Note that the definition of E+(o) in (2.1), the

fact that U ∈ HD and Assumption 2(R4) imply Ξ̂D,o(U ) ∈ TD for every o ∈ E\ O.

Therefore, Ξ
α−

D (U ) ∈ TD and (U − uU1)
α+ ∈ TD , and together with the fact that

α ∈ R(t) we see that (U− uU1,ΞUD)
α ∈ T̄t. This implies that FD takes values in H̄D ,

as required.

For U ∈HD and t ∈ L+ we define UR as the unique element of H̄D such that

Ut =
∑

p∈Nd+1

1

p!
uU(t,p)X

p + It[U
R
t ] , (3.12)

where we use the coefficients uU(t,p), defined in (3.8). With this at hand we are ready to

present a definition of coherence.

11Formally FD(U ) can be viewed as a Taylor expansion of F (U,ΞU
D) around the point (uU , 0).
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Definition 3.4 We say thatU ∈HD is coherent to orderL ∈ N∪{∞}with F ∈ Q(R),

if for all t ∈ L+

p≤LU
R
t = p≤LῩ

F
t (u

U ) , (3.13)

where UR is defined in (3.12), the map Ῡ
F
t is defined in (3.5), and the projection p≤L

is defined on p.19.

Regarding the interpretation of the right-hand side of (3.13), one has ῩF
t ∈ Dt ⊗

T̄t ⊗P . For every v ∈ RE, we have a natural evaluation map ιv : P → R such that

ιv(F ) = F (v). For u ∈ RE+ we simply extend it with zeros to an element of RE, and

then interpret ῩF
t (u) as

(idD ⊗ idT⊗ ι(u,0))Ῡ
F
t ∈ Dt ⊗ T̄t ⊗ R .

Since Dt ≃ R for t ∈ L+, we have Dt ⊗ T̄t ⊗ R ≃ T̄t, which allows to consider

Ῡ
F
t (u

U ) as an element of T̄t.

Note that such an extension by zeros of u ∈ RE+ ←֓ RE will only be used in Ῡ and

not in explicit functions F ∈ Q(R) like in (3.10). This is because noise components of

Ῡ most of the times be evaluated at 0 which might not be the case for some specific

functionsF ∈ Q(R) (see Lemma 4.12). The only exception is when Theorem 5.3 where

Ῡ[τ ] is evaluated at (u, ξu,c) for τ ∈ T−(R).

Before stating a generalisation of the Faà di Bruno’s formula, we make some

definitions. We use the lexicographic order “<” on Nd+1, so that 0 is the smallest

element. For every r ∈ N and k ∈ Nd+1 we define the set

I(r, k)
def
=

{
(

�

q,
�

m) ∈ (Nd+1)
r × (NE \ {0})r : 0 < q1 < · · · < qr,

r∑

i=1

|mi| · qi = k
}
,

and for (
�

q,
�

m) ∈ I(r, k) we use the shorthands r
(
�

q ,
�

m)
= r and |�m| = ∑r

i=1mi.

Furthermore, we define I(k)
def
=

⊔∞
r=0 I(r, k). Then the following is a version of the Faà

di Bruno’s formula.

Lemma 3.5 For any k ∈ Nd+1, l ∈ L and any F̂ ∈ Dl ⊗P one has

∂kF̂ = k!
∑

(
�

q ,
�

m)∈I(k)

[ ∏

1≤i≤r
(
�

q ,
�

m)

∏

(t,p)∈E

1

mi[(t, p)]!

( 1

qi!
X(t,p+qi)

)mi[(t,p)]
]
DmF̂ ,

(3.14)

where mi[(t, p)] is the (t, p)-component of mi ∈ NE, and where multiplication of the
monomials Xo and the function F̂ is on the level of P-components.

Proof. For l ∈ L+, the definition (3.2) implies that the function F̂ does not contain ab-

stract derivatives (i.e.Dl = R) and formula (3.14) was proved in [BCCH21, Lem. A.1].

For l ∈ L−, formula (3.14) can be proved by induction over k ∈ Nd+1. More

precisely, for k = ei (the latter is an element of the canonical basis of Rd+1) the right-

hand side of (3.14) is exactly (3.3). Furthermore, every k ∈ Nd+1 such that |k| ≥ 2 can

be written as k = k̄+ei, for k̄ < k and some 0 ≤ i ≤ d. Then writing ∂kF̂ = ∂i(∂
k̄F̂ ),

formula (3.14) follows from (3.3) and the induction hypothesis for k̄.

The following lemma is an analogue of [BCCH21, Lem. 4.6].
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Lemma 3.6 Let U ∈ HD and F ∈ Q(R) for a rule R satisfying Assumption 2. Then
U is coherent to order L with F if and only if, for every t ∈ L+,

p≤LU
R
t = p≤LFD,t(U ) .

Before proving Lemma 3.6, we obtain a couple of auxiliary results. To state them,

we consider the set A = E× Ā with Ā def
= (Nd+1 \ {0})⊔T and for ν ∈ NA we define

ν̄ ∈ NE as

ν̄[o]
def
=

∑

q∈Ā

ν[(o, q)] , (3.15)

where o ∈ E. Furthermore, for a collection uU = (uUo )o∈O and for ν ∈ NA, such that

|ν| <∞, we set

(uU )ν
def
=

∏

(t,p)∈E

∏

q∈Nd+1\{0}

(uU(t,p+q)

q!

)ν[((t,p),q)]

, (ΥF )
ν def
=

∏

o∈E

∏

τ∈T

(ΥFo [τ ])
ν[(o,τ )]

,

as well as σ(ν)
def
=

∑
o∈E

∑
q∈Nd+1\{0} q · ν[(o, q)] ∈ Nd+1. Note that (uU )ν ∈ R and

(ΥF )
ν ∈ TD ⊗P . The following lemma then provides another expression for the map

Ῡ
F

defined in (3.7).

Lemma 3.7 For any t ∈ L one has12

Ῡ
F
t (uU , 0) =

∑

ν∈NA

Dν̄F̂t(u
U , 0)

ν!
(uU )νXσ(ν) · (ΥF )ν(uU ) . (3.16)

Proof. From the definitions (3.7) and (3.5) we have

Ῡ
F
t =

∑

τ∈T

ῩFt [τ ]/S(τ ) , (3.17)

where the symmetry factor S(τ ) is introduced in (2.6). Let us take τ of the form

(2.5). Then from the recursive definition (3.4) and the generalised Faà di Bruno’s

formula (3.14) we get

ῩFt [τ ] = Xm
( n∏

i=1

(ΥFoi[τi])
βi

)

×m!
∑

(
�

q ,
�

m
′
)∈I(m)

[ ∏

1≤i≤r
(
�

q ,
�

m
′

)

∏

(t′,p)∈E

1

m′
i[(t

′, p)]!

( 1

qi!
X(t′,p+qi)

)m′
i[(t′,p)]

]

×Dm′

(Dβ1

o1 · · ·Dβn
on )F̂t .

Evaluating these expressions on (uU , 0) means replacing X(t′,p+qi) by uU(t′,p+qi).

Let us now define ν ∈ NA as follows: ν[(o, q)] = m′
i[o] if q = qi for some

1 ≤ i ≤ r
(
�

q ,
�

m
′
)
, and ν[(o, q)] = 0 otherwise; ν[(o, τ )] = βi if (o, τ ) = (oi, τi) for

some 1 ≤ i ≤ n, and ν[(o, τ )] = 0 otherwise. In particular, (
�

q,
�

m
′
) ∈ I(m) implies

12Here for (d ⊗ f ) ∈ D ⊗ P we view (d ⊗ f )(uU , 0) = (d ⊗ f (uU , 0)) ∈ D ⊗ R ≃ D. In particular

(d⊗ 1)(uU , 0) = (d⊗ 1).
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σ(ν) = m. Then using the definitions provided above this lemma allow to write the

preceding expression as

ῩFt [τ ](uU , 0) = S(τ )
∑

ν∈NA:σ(ν)=m

Dν̄F̂t

ν!
(uU )νXσ(ν) · (ΥF )ν(uU ) .

Plugging this identity into (3.17) we get the required identity (3.16).

The following lemma shows a relation between the maps (3.9) and (3.7).

Lemma 3.8 If U is coherent of all orders with F , then for every o ∈ E\ O one has

Ξ̂D,o(U ) = Υ
F
o (uU ) . (3.18)

Proof. Let us assume that U is coherent of all orders with F . Then for t ∈ L+ and

It[τ ] ∈ T(R), Definition 3.4 and (3.4) yield

Proj
It[τ ](Ut) = Proj

It[τ ](It[U
R
t ]) = ΥFt [τ ](uU ) , (3.19)

where the remainder URt is defined in (3.12). This implies that for each (t, p) ∈ Owe

can write

U(t,p) = u(t,p)1 +
∑

q∈Nd+1\{0}

u(t,p+q)

q!
Xq +

∑

τ∈T :It[τ ]∈T(R)

ΥFt [τ ](uU ) , (3.20)

and we denote the last two sums by Ů(t,p) and Û(t,p) respectively. Let us also we define

Ũ(t,p)
def
= Ů(t,p) + Û(t,p). Then for o ∈ E\ O definition (3.9) yields

Ξ̂D,o(U )
def
=

∑

α∈NE+ (o)

1

α!
Io

[
dα ⊗

∏

(b,p)∈E+(o)

(Ũ(b,p))
α[(b,p)]

]
. (3.21)

Using the definitions from the beginning of this section, for any α ∈ NE+ we can write

∏

(b,p)∈E+

(Ũ(b,p))
α[(b,p)]

=
∑

ν∈NA:ν̄=α

α!

ν!
(uU )νXσ(ν) · (ΥF )ν(uU ) .

Plugging this expression into (3.21) and using Lemma 3.7, we get

Ξ̂D,o(U ) =
∑

ν∈NA

1

ν!
Io

[
dν̄ ⊗ uνXσ(ν) · (ΥF )ν(uU )

]
= Io

[
Ῡ
F
o (uU )

]
.

According to (3.4), the preceding expression equals ΥF
o (uU ), which is our claim.

Proof of Lemma 3.6. We will prove a more general result, namely that U is coherent of

all orders with F if and only if for every t ∈ L+ one has

URt = FD,t(U ) . (3.22)

Then Lemma 3.6 follows from the fact that the truncation parameter L(τ ), defined on

p. 19 satisfies L(τ1τ2) = L(τ1) + L(τ2).
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Lemma 3.8, coherence and (3.11) imply that for all α ∈ E

∏

(b,p)∈E

(U− uU1,ΞUD)
α[(b,p)]

=
∑

ν∈NA

ν̄=α

α!

ν!
(uU )νXσ(ν) · (ΥF )ν(uU ) .

Then Lemma 3.3 and (3.16) allow to write

FD,t(U ) =
∑

ν∈NA

Dν̄Ft(u
U , 0)

ν!
(uU )νXσ(ν) · (ΥF )ν(uU ) = Ῡ

F
t (uU ) .

This equals URt as we proved in (3.19).

Now, we will prove that (3.22) implies coherence of all orders. For this, let us take

V ∈ HD , which is coherent of all orders with F and such that uV = uU . Then, in

order to prove coherence, it is enough to show that Proj
It[τ ](Vt) = Proj

It[τ ](Ut) for all

t ∈ L+ and all It[τ ] ∈ T(R). We can prove it by induction over the number of edges

in τ . The case when τ does not have edges is trivial. Let τ have k ≥ 1 edges and let us

assume that the claim is proved for all trees with at most k − 1 edges. Then we have

Proj
It[τ ](Ut) = Projτ (FD,t(U )) = Projτ (FD,t(V )) = Proj

It[τ ](Vt)

as required, where the first identity follows from (3.22), the second identity follows

from the induction hypothesis, and the last identity follows from coherence.

Similarly to the above definitions,we define the spacesWB,HB and H̄B by changing

D to B in their respective definitions. For U ∈ HB and o ∈ O, we also define in a

similar manner Uo, u
U
o and write Uo = uUo 1 + ũo in case o ∈ E+. We can also define

the respective maps on the regularity structure TB. For o ∈ E\ Owe set

Ξ̂B,o(U )
def
=

∑

α∈NE+ (o):|α|∞≤k⋆

1

α!
Io

[
δ(α)

uU ↾E+ (o)
⊗ ũα

]
. (3.23)

Note the similarity of this definition with the usual way of lifting a nonlinear function

F as in [Hai14, Eq. 4.11], with the role of the derivatives of the function being played

by I(l,p)[ δ
(α)

uU ↾E+ (o)
⊗ • ]. We introduce the notation U, ΞB and uU similarly to above

and define the function FB by

FB,t(U )
def

=
∑

α∈NE

DαFt(u
U , 0)

α!
(U− uU1,ΞUB )

α
. (3.24)

One can carry out the proof of Lemma 3.3 mutatis mutandis to show that FB maps HB

to H̄B .

The next result shows a connection between FB and FD through the evaluation map.

Lemma 3.9 For U ∈HD and for each o ∈ E\ O and t ∈ L+ one has

EvuU Ξ̂D,o(U ) = Ξ̂B,o(EvuUU) , (3.25a)

EvuU FD,t(U ) = FB,t(EvuUU) , (3.25b)

where we use the evaluation maps defined in Section 2.6.
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Proof. Both identities in (3.25) follow immediately from the fact that the evaluation map

Ev is a natural transformation from TD to TB . More precisely, using the definition (3.9),

we obtain

EvuU Ξ̂D,o(U ) =
∑

α∈NE+ (o)

1

α!
Io[EvuU [dα]⊗ EvuU [ũα]]

=
∑

α∈N
E+ (o)

:|α|∞≤k⋆

1

α!
Io

[
δ(α)

uU ↾E+ (o)
⊗ EvuU [ũ]α

]
, (3.26)

where we applied the identity (2.16) for the evaluation map, as well as used its

definition (2.22) and the fact that dα = 0 if |α|∞ > k⋆. Note that the identity

EvuU [Uo] = uo1+EvuU [ũo] for o ∈ O, implies that (3.26) equals (3.23), applied to the

element Ev(uU , U ). This gives the identity (3.25a).

Identity (3.25b) follows from (3.25a) and the above mentioned properties of the

evaluation map.

Lemma 3.10 Let U ∈HD be coherent to order L with F . Then one has

p≤LFB,t(EvuUU) = p≤LEvuU [Ῡ
F
t (u

U )] , (3.27)

where the map Ῡ
F
t is defined in (3.5) and the projection p≤L is defined on page 19.

Proof. Combining the definition of coherence (3.13) and Lemma 3.6, we obtain the

identity p≤LFD,t(U ) = p≤LῩ
F
t (u

U ), which then implies that EvuU [p≤LFD,t(U )] =

EvuU [p≤LῩ
F
t (u

U )]. Since p≤L and EvuU commute, (3.27) follows from (3.25b).

We now address the choice of k⋆ in the definition of Bl and Dl from Section 2.5.

This requires to look at truncated versions of the operators Ξ̂B .

Lemma 3.11 Let R satisfy Assumption 2 and let γ > 0. There exists k⋆ ∈ N such that
for every o ∈ E\ O and every U ∈HB the following relation is true

Q≤γ+deg oΞ̂B,o(U ) =
∑

α∈N
E+ (o)

1

α!
Io

[
δ(α)

uU ↾E+ (o)
⊗Q≤γ ũ

α
]

, (3.28)

where the spaceB is defined in Section 2.5 with this choice of k⋆ and where we interpret
both sides to be equal to 0 if there is no t ∈ L+ such that o ∈ R(t).

Proof. The only obstruction to (3.28) is the fact that the sum in (3.23) is restricted to

|α|∞ ≤ k⋆. It then suffices to take k⋆ large enough so that Q≤γ ũ
α = 0 as soon as

|α|∞ > k⋆, which can be done since there exists a smallest strictly positive degree α0

in our regularity structure: simply take k⋆ so that α0k⋆ > γ.

3.3 Renormalisation of the nonlinearities

Using the results from the previous section, we can establish a relation between coher-

ence and renormalisation. Let us first recall some notions from the renormalisation in

regularity structures. Recall that T−(R) from (2.3) is the set of all unplanted trees con-

forming to the rule which have negative degrees. We then defineF− to be the free unital

monoid generated by T−(R). Elements of F− are interpreted as linear combinations

of “forests”, i.e. disjoint unions of trees, with the product given by the “forest product”,
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namely for τi = (Ti, fi,mi) ∈ T, i = 1, 2 we set τ1 · τ2 = (T1 ⊔ T2, f1 ⊔ f2,m1 ⊔ m2).

The unit is naturally represented by the empty forest. Given a vector space assignment

V , we define T −
V =

⊕
τ∈F−

〈τ〉V which is a commutative unital algebra under the

forest product (which extends naturally to elements of 〈τi〉V , τi ∈ F−).

A coproduct ∆−
V : TV → T −

V ⊗ TV is defined in [BHZ19, Sec. 5-6] and is

adapted to the setting of vector-valued regularity structures in [CCHS22, Sec. 5.5].

As usual, we write G−V for the group of characters on T −
V , called the renormalisation

group (see [BHZ19, Def. 5.13]). We say that M : TV → TV is a renormalisation

map if M = (g ⊗ id)∆−
V for some g ∈ G−V . We denote by R(TV ) the space of all

renormalisation maps on TV .

Definition 3.12 For M ∈ R(TD), we define the action M̂ on Q+ by setting for every

F ∈ Q+ and t ∈ L+

(M̂F )t
def
= Proj1MῩ

F
t = Proj1

∑

τ∈T

MῩ
F
t [τ ] . (3.29)

(Recall (3.7) for the second identity.) Here, we use the identification 〈1〉D ⊗P ∼= P ,

since 〈1〉D ∼= R.

We now state two auxiliary results, Lemmas 3.13 and 3.14, which justify our

notations.

Lemma 3.13 Let the rule R satisfy Assumption 2, let F ∈ Q(R) and M ∈ R(TD).
Then M̂F ∈ Q(R).

Proof. Let g ∈ G−(TD) be such that M = (g ⊗ id)∆−
D. In order to show that M̂F

conforms to the rule it is sufficient to prove that gῩF [τ ] conforms to the rule for every

τ ∈ T(R). For this fix τ ∈ T−(R), let t ∈ L+ and assume that α /∈ R(t). We want to

show that DαgῩFt [τ ] = 0. Because of the normality of the rule R (assumption (R1))

we can assume without loss of generality that α ∈ NE contains no repeated elements.

Following the same ideas as in [BCCH21, A.1] there exist a finite set of trees τi ∈ T

such that

DαgῩFt [τ ] =
∑

i

gῩFt [τi] , (3.30)

and such that the set of all edges types of τi contains α. If τi /∈ T− then gῩF [τi] = 0
since the character g only acts on forest of trees fromT−(R). Now assume that τi ∈ T−.

By completeness of the rule (R3) we must haveIt[τi] /∈ T(R). Indeed, since τi contains

within itself all the edges from α assuming It[τi] ∈ T(R) together with completeness

would imply thatα ∈ R(t) which is a contradiction. The fact that It[τi] /∈ T(R) implies

that ῩFt [τi] = 0 by Remark 3.2. Therefore, for all τi that are present on the right-hand

side of (3.30) we have gῩFt [τi] = 0 thus finishing the proof.

Lemma 3.14 For M ∈ R(TD), let M̂ be defined in (3.29). Then for every F ∈ Q(R)

and t ∈ L+ we haveMῩ
F
t = Ῡ

M̂F
t .

The proof relies strongly on the grafting operators introduced in [BCCH21, Sec

4.3]. In order to use the properties of such grafting operators we introduce a notion of

the inner product on TD . First, set Dl and Dl
k⋆

be respectively canonical bases of Dl
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and Dl
k⋆

(i.e. vectors of the form dα for α ∈ NE+(l)). We define an inner product 〈• , •〉
on D = ⊔t∈LDt in the following way: for li ∈ L− and di ∈ Dli , i ∈ {1, 2} we write:

〈d1, d2〉 = δl1,l2δd1,d2
,

and extend this inner product on elements of Dli by linearity. Now for general ti ∈ L+

and a, b ∈ Dti ≡ R we set 〈a, b〉 = δt1,t2a.b and the scalar product between elements

of Dl and Dt for l ∈ L− and t ∈ L+ are set to be zero. It will be beneficial for us to

also identify Dt
k = {1} for t ∈ L+.

Consider τ ∈ T(R) of the form (2.4) and an element σ ∈ 〈τ〉D of the form

σ = Xm
∏

i∈J

Ioi[di ⊗ σi] , (3.31)

for some set of indices J , m ∈ Nd+1, oi = (ti, pi) ∈ E, di ∈ Dti
k⋆

, σi ∈ 〈τi〉D
and τi ∈ T(R), and where we again view Ioi as a map Dti ⊗ 〈τi〉D → 〈Ioiτi〉D
as in (3.4). For τ̄ ∈ T(R) and σ̄ ∈ 〈τ̄ 〉D that has a form as in (3.31) but where all

m,J, di, ti, pi, σi, τi are replaced by m̄, J̄ , d̄i, ōi, σ̄i, τ̄i we inductively define

〈σ, σ̄〉 = δm,m̄m!
∑

s∈S(J,J̄ )

∏

j∈J

δoj ,ōs(j)
〈dj , d̄s(j)〉〈σj , σ̄s(j)〉 , (3.32)

where S(J, J̄) is the set of bĳections on from J to J̄ which is trivially is equal to an

empty set if |J | 6= |J̄ |. We extend this inner product to the whole TD linearly. Note

that a similar inner product can be defined on the elements of T(R) by simply dropping

di and replacing σi by τi. This actually gives 〈τ, τ̄ 〉 = δτ,τ̄S(τ ).

We will denote the basis elements of TD by BD = ⊔ℓ∈NB
ℓ
D where the sets on the

right-hand side are defined inductively in the following way: B0
D = Poly, and every

element σ ∈ BℓD has the form (3.31) where σi ∈ Bℓ−1
D and di ∈ Dti

k⋆
. Elements

of BD form an orthogonal (not orthonormal) basis of TD with respect to the inner

product (3.32). We also set BD[τ ]
def
= BD ∩ 〈τ〉D .

For τ ∈ T and σ ∈ BD[τ ] we postulate S(σ) = S(τ ). One can easily see using the

definition of the symmetry factor (2.6) that for τ of the form (2.5) and o = (t, p)

Ῡ
F
o [τ ] = S(τ )−1Xm

( n∏

i=1

Υ
F
oi[τi]

βi

)
∂m

n∏

i=1

Dβi
oi F̂t . (3.33)

For simplicity, we also denote by DJ =
∏
j∈J Doj . With this at hand.

Lemma 3.15 Let σ ∈ BD be of the form (3.31) then for any o = (t, p) ∈ E and
d ∈ Dt

k⋆

〈d⊗ σ, ῩF
o 〉 = 〈d, ∂mDJ F̂t〉

∏

j∈J

〈dj ⊗ σj , ῩF
oj 〉 . (3.34)

Proof. First, there exists τ ∈ T(R) such that σ ∈ BD[τ ]. Then, since for every τ̄ ,

Ῡ
F
t [τ̄ ] ∈ Dt

k ⊗ 〈τ̄ 〉D ⊗P we have writing τ = Xm
∏
j∈J Ioj [τj] and using (3.33)

〈d⊗ σ, ῩF
o 〉 = 〈d⊗ σ, ῩF

o [τ ]〉
= 〈d, ∂mDJ F̂t〉m!S(σ)−1〈

∏

i∈J

Ioi[di ⊗ σi],
∏

j∈J

Υ
F
oj [τj]〉

= 〈d, ∂mDJ F̂t〉m!S(σ)−1
∑

s∈S(J,J)

∏

j∈J

δoj ,os(j)
〈dj ⊗ σj , ῩF

os(j)
[τs(j)]〉 .

(3.35)
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Now assume that exist i, j ∈ J , i 6= j such that oi = oj and σi, σj ∈ BD[τi] but

di ⊗ σi 6= dj ⊗ σj . Then we must have

〈di ⊗ σi, ῩF
oi〉〈dj ⊗ σj , ῩF

oj 〉 = 〈di ⊗ σi, ῩF
oi[τi]〉〈dj ⊗ σj , ῩF

oi[τi]〉 = 0 ,

because di ⊗ σi and dj ⊗ σj are orthogonal. Therefore, if such assumption is satisfied

then by (3.35) we see that equality (3.34) is true since both sides are equal to zero. If

the aforementioned assumption is false then in fact one has (after re-indexing) σ =
Xm

∏n
i=1 Ioi[di ⊗ σi]βi such that either oi 6= oj or σi ∈ BD[τi], σi ∈ BD[τj] for

some τi 6= τj . For such σ we see using 〈dj ⊗ σj , ῩF
os(j)

[τs(j)]〉 = 0 if σj /∈ BD[τs(j)]

that

∑

s∈S(J,J)

∏

j∈J

δoj,os(j)
〈dj ⊗ σj , ῩF

os(j)
[τs(j)]〉 =

n∏

j=1

βj !〈dj ⊗ σj , ῩF
oj [τj]〉βj

=
( n∏

j=1

βj !
)∏

i∈J

〈di ⊗ σi, ῩF
oi〉 ,

where in the second equality we have used 〈di ⊗ σi, ῩF
oi[τi]〉 = 〈di ⊗ σi, ῩF

oi〉 since

σ ∈ BD[i] as well as used the re-indexing from j ∈ {1, . . . , n} to i ∈ J . Plugging in

the above into (3.35) and recalling the definition of the symmetry factor (2.6) gives the

desired result.

Using the above notion of inner product we can write every element of σ ∈ TD in

the dual basis as σ =
∑
σ̄∈BD

σ̄〈σ, σ̄〉〈σ̄, σ̄〉−1. For example for M ∈ R(TD) we have

MῩ
F
t =

∑

σ∈BD

〈σ,MῩ
F
t 〉

〈σ, σ〉 σ =
∑

σ∈BD

〈M∗σ, ῩF
t 〉

〈σ, σ〉 σ , (3.36)

where M∗ is the adjoint of M with respect to 〈•, •〉.
The next result is about an existence of the grafting operators in our context.

Proposition 3.16 For every (t, p) ∈ E, d ∈ Dt
k⋆

and i ∈ {0, . . . , d} there exist grafting
operators yd

(t,p) : TD ⊗ TD → TD and ↑i: TD → TD with the following properties:

1. BD is generated by the operations {yd
(t,p) : (t, p) ∈ E, d ∈ Dt

k} and generators
in Poly in the sense that every σ ∈ BD can be written as a linear combination of
terms of the form

σ0 y
d1

o1 σ1 y
d2

o2 · · ·ydn
on σn ,

for some (σi)
n
i=0 ⊂ Poly, (oi)

n
i=1 ⊂ E, (di)

n
i=1 such that oi = (ti, pi) and

di ∈ Dti
k⋆

. (We interpret the grafting operators as being right-associative.)
2. Let o, ō ∈ Ewith o = (t, p), ō = (l, q) and let d ∈ Dt

k⋆
, d̄ ∈ Dl

k⋆
. Then for all

σ, σ̄ ∈ BD and F ∈ Q(R) we have

〈d⊗ (σ̄yd̄
ō σ), ῩF

o 〉 = 〈d̄⊗ σ̄, ῩF
ō 〉〈d⊗ σ,DōῩ

F
o 〉 , (3.37)

〈d⊗ ↑i σ, ῩF
o 〉 = 〈d⊗ σ, ∂iῩF

o 〉 , (3.38)

where we use the fact that 〈d⊗ σ, ῩF
t 〉 ∈P .

3. For all o = (t, p) ∈ E, d ∈ Dt
k⋆

and σ, σ̄ ∈ BD we have for every M ∈ R(TD),
that

M∗(σ̄yd
o σ) = (M∗σ̄) yd

o (M∗σ) and M∗ ↑i σ =↑i M∗σ . (3.39)
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Proof. First, we define a grafting operator on the space T̃D =
∏
τ∈T〈τ〉D . For σ ∈ T̃D

given by (3.31) and o = (t, p) ∈ E, d ∈ Dt
k⋆

we define ȳd
(t,p) : TD ⊗ TD → T̃D

recursively as

σ̄ȳd
(t,p)σ =

∑

ℓ

(
m

ℓ

)
Xm−ℓ

I(t,p−ℓ)[d⊗ σ̄]
∏

i∈J

Ioi [di ⊗ σi]

+
∑

j∈J

XmIoj [dj ⊗ (σ̄ȳd
(t,p)σj )]

∏

i∈J\{j}

Ioi[di ⊗ σi] ,
(3.40)

where for p � ℓwe understand the operator I(t,p−ℓ) as an operator that maps everything

to 0. Moreover, we set

↑i σ = Xm+i
∏

j∈J

Ioj [dj⊗σj]+
∑

∈J

XmIo [d⊗ ↑i σ]
∏

j∈J\{}

Ioj [dj⊗σj] , (3.41)

wherem+i
def
= m+ei. Let o, ō ∈ Ewith o = (t, p), ō = (̄t, p̄) and let d ∈ Dt

k⋆
, d̄ ∈ Dt̄

k⋆
.

Assume that σ ∈ BD[τ ] is of the form (3.31) for some τ ∈ T(R). We will first show by

induction on the number of edges of τ that ȳd̄
ō satisfies (3.37). We use bilinearity of

the scalar product, linearity of operators Ioj as well as formula (3.34) to deduce

〈d⊗ (σ̄ȳd̄
ōσ), ῩF

o 〉 =
∑

ℓ

(
m

ℓ

)
〈d⊗ Xm−ℓ

I(̄t,p̄−ℓ)[d̄⊗ σ̄]
∏

i∈J

Ioi[di ⊗ σi], ῩF
o 〉

+
∑

j∈J

〈d⊗ XmIoj [dj ⊗ (σ̄ȳd̄
(̄t,p̄)σj )]

∏

i∈J\{j}

Ioi[di ⊗ σi], ῩF
o 〉

=
∑

ℓ

(
m

ℓ

)
〈d, ∂m−ℓD(̄t,p̄−ℓ)D

J F̂t〉〈d̄ ⊗ σ̄, ῩF
(̄t,p̄−ℓ)〉

∏

i∈J

〈di ⊗ σi, ῩF
oi〉

+
∑

j∈J

〈d, ∂mDJ F̂t〉〈dj ⊗ (σ̄ȳd̄
ōσj ), Ῡ

F
oj〉

∏

i∈J\{j}

〈di ⊗ σi, ῩF
oi〉

=
∑

ℓ

(
m

ℓ

)
〈d, ∂m−ℓD(̄t,p̄−ℓ)D

J F̂t〉〈d̄ ⊗ σ̄, ῩF
(̄t,p̄−ℓ)〉

∏

i∈J

〈di ⊗ σi, ῩF
oi〉

+
∑

j∈J

〈d, ∂mDJ F̂t〉〈d̄⊗ σ̄, ῩF
ō 〉〈dj ⊗ σj , DōῩ

F
oj 〉

∏

i∈J\{j}

〈di ⊗ σi, ῩF
oi〉 ,

where we used induction hypothesis in the last equality. Note that ῩF
ō = Ῡ

F
l =

Ῡ
F
(̄t,p̄−ℓ), which leads to

〈d⊗(σ̄ȳd̄
ōσ), ῩF

o 〉

= 〈d,
∑

ℓ

(
m

ℓ

)
∂m−ℓD(̄t,p̄−ℓ)D

J F̂t〉m!〈d̄⊗ σ̄, ῩF
ō 〉

∏

i∈J

〈di ⊗ σi, ῩF
oi〉

+ 〈d, ∂mDJ F̂t〉〈d̄ ⊗ σ̄, ῩF
ō 〉

∑

j∈J

〈dj ⊗ σj , DōῩ
F
oj 〉

∏

i∈J\{j}

〈di ⊗ σi, ῩF
oi〉 .

On the other hand using the Leibniz rule for DoῩ
F
o it is easy to see that

〈d̄⊗σ̄, ῩF
ō 〉〈d⊗ σ,DōῩ

F
o 〉 = 〈d̄⊗ σ̄, ῩF

ō 〉〈d, Dō∂
mDJ F̂t〉

∏

i∈J

〈di ⊗ σi, ῩF
oi〉
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+ 〈d̄⊗ σ̄, ῩF
ō 〉〈d, ∂mDJ F̂t〉

∑

j∈J

〈dj ⊗ σj , DōῩ
F
oj〉

∏

i∈J\{j}

〈di ⊗ σi, ῩF
oi〉 .

It remains therefore to show that

∑

ℓ

(
m

ℓ

)
∂m−ℓD(̄t,p̄−ℓ)D

J F̂t = Dō ∂
mDJ F̂t , (3.42)

which follows from Lemma 3.17 below, applied to DJ F̂t. We leave it to the reader to

show the base case for induction when σ = Xm.

The true grafting operator yd
o is then given by yd

o
def
= ProjT(R) ◦ ȳd

o . Note that

since Υ
F
o [τ ] = 0 for Ioτ /∈ T(R) and since (3.37) holds true for grafting ȳd

o then the

same is true for grafting yd
o .

Now, we will show that our grafting operator (3.41) satisfies (3.38). Let us take

σ ∈ BD[τ ] of the form (3.31) for some τ ∈ T(R), and we will show the claim by

induction over the number of edges in τ . More precisely, we assume that (3.38) holds

for all such σ̄ ∈ BD[τ̄ ] with the number of edges strictly smaller than in τ . Then we

prove (3.38) for σ (the induction base can be proved in exactly the same way, that’s why

we do not provide it separately). Definition (3.41) and identity (3.34) yield

〈d⊗ ↑i σ, ῩF
o 〉 = 〈d⊗ Xm+i

∏

j∈J

Ioj [dj ⊗ σj], ῩF
o 〉

+
∑

∈J

〈d⊗ XmIo[d⊗ ↑i σ]
∏

j∈J\{}

Ioj [dj ⊗ σj], ῩF
o 〉

= 〈d, ∂m+iDJ F̂t〉
∏

j∈J

〈dj ⊗ σj , ῩF
oj 〉 (3.43)

+
∑

∈J

〈d, ∂mDJ F̂t〉〈d⊗ ↑i σ, ῩF
o〉

∏

j∈J\{}

〈dj ⊗ σj , ῩF
oj 〉 .

Then, since the tree of ↑i σ has strictly smaller number of edges than in τ , we can

use the induction hypothesis to write 〈d⊗ ↑i σ, ῩF
o〉 = 〈d ⊗ σ, ∂iῩF

o〉. Next, we

will show that (3.43) is equal to the right-hand side of (3.38). Identity (3.33) and the

Leibniz rule yield

∂iῩ
F
o [τ ] = S(τ )−1Xm

( n∏

j=1

Υ
F
oj [τj]

βj

)(
∂m+i

n∏

j=1

Dβj
oj F̂t

)

+

n∑

=1

βS(τ )−1Xm∂iΥ
F
o[τ]

(
Υ
F
o[τ]

β−1
∏

j 6=

Υ
F
oj [τj]

βj

)(
∂m

n∏

j=1

Dβj
oj F̂t

)
.

Applying (3.34) this identity turns into (3.38) as required.

First part can be proven similarly to the [BCCH21, Cor 4.23] by showing that

grafting ȳd
o satisfies the pre-Lie type identity:

(σ1ȳ
d1

o1σ2)ȳd2

o2σ3 − σ1ȳd1

o1 (σ2ȳ
d2

o2σ3)

= (σ2ȳ
d2

o2σ1)ȳd1

o1σ3 − σ2ȳd2

o2 (σ1ȳ
d1

o1σ3) .

Third part of Proposition 3.16can be shown mutatis mutandis as the proof of [BCCH21,

Prop 4.18] using the fact that 〈τ〉D is finite-dimensional for each τ ∈ T(R). This is
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because ȳ and ↑i have almost the same form as their analogues in [BCCH21, Sec. 4].

The only difference is the attachment of the corresponding abstract derivatives d from

D (see [BCCH21, Rem. 4.12]) which interact with the negative coproduct in a “trivial”

way.

The following lemma shows how one can swap derivatives ∂k and Do. This result

is known and can be found in [Wil67], as we explain in the proof. In the framework of

regularity structures it was previously used in [BB21, LOT23].

Lemma 3.17 For k ∈ Nd+1, (t, p) ∈ E, l ∈ L and any F̂ ∈ Dl ⊗P one has

∑

ℓ

(
k

ℓ

)
∂k−ℓD(t,p−ℓ)F̂ = D(t,p) ∂

kF̂ , (3.44)

with the convention that ∂q = D(t,q) = 0 unless qi ≥ 0 for all i.

Proof. For i ∈ {0, . . . , d} it follows from the definition (2.8) thatD(t,p)∂i = ∂iD(t,p) +
D(t,p−ei), which is the same commutation relation satisfied by ∂i and multiplication

by (−x)p/p!. The claim is therefore a particular instance of a well-known result in

elementary quantum mechanics, see for example [Wil67, Eq. 10.7].

Before we turn to the proof of the Lemma 3.14 we would like to make sense of the

renormalisation of F̂t where F̂ is given by (3.2). We postulate that for every t ∈ L

(M̂F̂ )t = Proj1MῩ
F
t ∈ Dt ⊗P .

For t ∈ L+, this definition yields (M̂F̂ )t = (M̂F )t, where the latter was defined in

(3.29).

Proof of Lemma 3.14. We are going to prove inductively that for all t ∈ L, d ∈ Dt
k⋆

and σ ∈ BD

〈d⊗ σ,MῩ
F
t 〉 = 〈d ⊗ σ, ῩM̂F

t 〉 . (3.45)

This together with (3.36) and the fact that for t ∈ L+ we have Dt
k⋆
≡ R will give

Lemma 3.14. Note that in (3.45) we view M as an operator on Dt ⊗ TD ⊗P which

acts as identity on the first and third vector space. We first check (3.45) for σ = 1 where

l ∈ L− and d̄ ∈ Dl
k⋆

. Note that Proj1σ = 〈1, σ〉 for every σ ∈ TD and therefore

〈d⊗1, ῩM̂F
t 〉 = 〈d⊗1, ῩM̂F

t [1]〉 = 〈d, (M̂F̂ )t〉 = 〈d, Proj1MῩ
F
t 〉 = 〈d⊗1,MῩ

F
t 〉 .

Now for m ∈ Nd+1 denote by ↑m=
∏d
i=0 ↑m[i]

i and note that ↑m 1 = Xm by

definition (3.41). Therefore, using (3.38) and (3.39)

〈d⊗ Xm, ῩM̂F
t 〉 = 〈d⊗ ↑m 1, ῩM̂F

t 〉 = 〈d⊗ 1, ∂mῩM̂F
t 〉

= 〈d⊗ 1, ∂m(MΥ
F )t〉 = 〈d⊗M∗1, ∂mῩF

t 〉
= 〈d⊗ ↑m M∗1, ῩF

t 〉 = 〈d⊗M∗ ↑m 1, ῩF
t 〉

= 〈d⊗Xm,MῩ
F
t 〉 ,

where in the fourth equality we use the fact that ∂mM = M∂m since here M acts TD
and not on Q. For inductive hypothesis assume that (3.45) is true for some σ, σ̄ ∈ BD .

Let o = (l, p) ∈ E, and d̄ ∈ Dl
k⋆

then

〈d⊗ (σ̄yd̄
o σ), ῩM̂F

t 〉 = 〈d̄⊗ σ̄, ῩM̂F
o 〉〈d⊗ σ,DoῩ

M̂F
t 〉
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= 〈d̄⊗ σ̄,MῩ
F
o 〉〈d⊗ σ,DoMῩ

F
t 〉

= 〈d̄⊗M∗σ̄, ῩF
o 〉〈d⊗M∗σ,DoῩ

F
t 〉

= 〈d⊗ ((M∗σ̄) yd̄
o (M∗σ)), ῩF

t 〉
= 〈d⊗M∗(σ̄yd̄

o σ), ῩF
t 〉

= 〈d⊗ (σ̄yd̄
o σ),MῩ

F
t 〉 ,

where we use (3.37) in the first and fourth equality, MDo = DoM in the third equal-

ity, (3.39) in the fifth and induction hypothesis in the second. We conclude the proof,

since the set Poly together with the family {yd
(t,p) : (t, p) ∈ E, d ∈ Dt

k⋆
} generatesBD

by Proposition 3.16.

With these results at hand we are ready to prove one of the most important properties

of the renormalised functions.

Proposition 3.18 Let R be a rule satisfying Assumption 2, let F ∈ Q(R), let M ∈
R(TD), and let M̂ be given by (3.29). Then for every L ∈ N ∪ {∞} there exists
L̄ ∈ N ∪ {∞}, which is finite if L is finite, such that if U is coherent with F to order L̄,
then MU is coherent with M̂F to order L.

Proof. Applying M to the expansion (3.12) componentwise, we get

(MU )t
def
=MUt =

∑

p∈Nd+1

1

p!
uU(t,p)MXp +MIt[U

R
t ]

=
∑

p∈Nd+1

1

p!
uU(t,p)X

p + It[MURt ] ,

(3.46)

where in the last equality we used MXp = Xp and the fact that It commutes with M
for each t ∈ L+ (see [BHZ19, Sec. 6.4.3]). On the other hand, applying (3.12) directly

for MU yields

(MU )t =
∑

p∈Nd+1

1

p!
uMU

(t,p)X
p + It[(MU )Rt ] . (3.47)

Applying ProjXp to (3.46) and (3.47) we get uMU = uU which therefore implies

(MU )Rt = MURt . Moreover, [BCCH21, Def 3.16 & Eq. 3.6] implies that for every

L ∈ N∪{∞} there exists L̄ ∈ N∪{∞} (which is finite if L is finite and which satisfies

L̄ ≥ L), such that Mσ ∈ WD,≤L̄ for every σ ∈ TD satisfying L(σ) ≤ L. Hence,

coherence (3.13) to order L̄ yields

p≤LMURt = p≤L(Mp≤L̄U
R
t ) = p≤L(Mp≤L̄Ῡ

F
t (uU ))

= p≤LῩ
M̂F
t (uU ) = p≤LῩ

M̂F
t (uMU ) ,

where in the second identity we simply omitted p≤L̄, in the third equality we used

Lemma 3.14 and in the last equality we used (uU ) = (uMU ). This is precisely the

coherence of MU with M̂F to order L, as defined in (3.13).

We now connect renormalisation on TB with renormalisation on TD via the evalua-

tion map Ev. Given a character g ∈ G−B and denoting M = (g ⊗ id)∆−
B we define for

every u ∈ RE+

gu = g ◦ Evu and Mu = (gu ⊗ id)∆−
D , (3.48)
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where we extend Evu to be multiplicative on a forest product. The fact that Evu is a

natural transformation FD → FB implies by [CCHS22, Rem. 5.8] that gu ∈ G−D and

Mu ∈ R(TD) for every u ∈ RE+ .

Lemma 3.19 For every u ∈ RE+ and M ∈ R(TB) one has MEvu = EvuMu.

Proof. This follows easily from the definitions (3.48) and the identities Ã−
B Evu =

EvuÃ−
D and (Evu ⊗ Evu)∆−

D = ∆−
B Evu, which are direct consequences of the fact that

Evu induces a natural transformation FD → FB by [CCHS22, Rem. 5.8].

Lemma 3.20 Let u ∈ RE+ and M = (g ⊗ id)∆−
B ∈ R(TB). Let M̂u denote the action

of Mu onto the space of nonlinearites given by (3.29). Then for every F ∈ Q+ and
t ∈ L+ we have

(M̂uF )t = Ft +
∑

τ∈T−(R)

gu
Ῡ
F
t [τ ] , (3.49)

where gu acts on the factor in 〈τ〉D of ῩF
t [τ ] as in (3.1).

Proof. By definition (M̂uF )t = Proj1
∑

τ∈T(R)(g ◦ Evu ⊗ id)∆−
DῩ

F
t [τ ]. Note that for

τ ∈ T(R) and σ ∈ 〈τ〉D one has ∆−
Dσ =

∑
i σ

i
1 ⊗ σi2 and we have σi2 = 1 only when

σi1 = σ. Moreover, this can only happen either if σ = 1 or if τ ∈ T−(R). Therefore,

since Ῡ
F
t [τ ] ∈ 〈τ〉D ⊗P , from (3.29) we get

(M̂uF )t = (gu ⊗ id)Ῡ
F
t [1] +

∑

τ∈T−(R)

(g u ⊗ id)Ῡ
F
t [τ ]

= (gu ⊗ id)(1⊗ Ft) +
∑

τ∈T−(R)

g u
Ῡ
F
t [τ ] ,

which is exactly (3.49).

We say that a character g ∈ G−B is translation invariant if g ◦Tu = g for all u ∈ RE+ .

Here Tu is the translation map defined in Section 2.6 extended multiplicatively on the

forest product of T −
B .

Proposition 3.21 Let g ∈ G−B be translation invariant then gu is independent of u.

Proof. As a consequence of (2.23), we have

gu = g ◦ Evu = g ◦ T−u ◦ Evu = g ◦ Evu−u = g ◦ Ev0 = g0 ,

as claimed.

Remark 3.22 The content of this section can be applied to functionsF ∈ C(Rd+1,Q(R))

of the form

F (z,X) = F 1(X) + F 2(z) ,

by simply postulating that ΥF = ΥF
1

and M̂F = M̂F 1 +F 2 i.e. by treating F 2(z) as

a constant. The coherence in Lemma 3.6 is then simply changed to p≤LU
R = p≤LF1

D.

This will be useful in Section 6 where the nonlinearity will be of the above form and

F 2 will depend regularly enough on the reconstruction of the solution.
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4 Models and modelled distributions on TB
Recall the definition of a model from [Hai14, Sec. 2.3].

Definition 4.1 A model Z = (Π,Γ) for the regularity structure TB consists of two

collections of continuous linear maps Πz : TB → S ′(Rd+1) and elements Γzz̄ ∈ G,

parametrised by z, z̄ ∈ Rd+1, such that the following three algebraic identities hold:

Πz̄ = ΠzΓzz̄ , Γz ¯̄z = Γzz̄Γz̄ ¯̄z and Γzz = 1, for any points z, z̄, ¯̄z ∈ Rd+1. Moreover,

for every γ ∈ R and every compact set K ⊂ Rd+1 there is a constant Cγ,K ≥ 0 such

that the following analytical bounds hold:

sup
σ,λ,ϕ

λ− degσ

‖σ‖ |(Πzσ)(ϕλz )| ≤ Cγ,K , sup
σ,ζ

‖Qζ(Γzz̄σ)‖
‖σ‖‖z − z̄‖degσ−ζ

s

≤ Cγ,K , (4.1)

uniformly over points z 6= z̄ ∈ K, where the supremum is taken over all elements

σ ∈ TB such that degσ ≤ γ, all degrees ζ < degσ, all functions ϕ ∈ Br
s and all

λ ∈ (0, 1].

Here r is the smallest integer such that deg τ > −r for every τ ∈ T(R) which is

guaranteed to be finite by [BHZ19, Prop. 5.15] and the subcriticality of the rule (R2).

In practice, we will only consider models defined on TB,γ for some γ > 0 rather than

on the whole TB.

Definition 4.2 We denote by |||Z|||K the smallest constant Cγ,K, for which the bounds

(4.1) hold. Respectively, we define a “distance” |||Z; Z̄|||K between two models Z =
(Π,Γ) and Z̄ = (Π̄, Γ̄) to be the smallest constant Cγ;K ≥ 0 such that the bounds (4.1)

hold for the pair of maps Π− Π̄ and Γ− Γ̄.

Let us denote the time-space domainΛ
def

= R+×Td, where T is the circle as in (1.24).

We define the set P = {(t, x) ∈ Λ : t = 0} at which a modelled distribution can have

a singularity. Let γ, η ∈ R and let Z be a model on the regularity structure TB,γ .

Definition 4.3 For a sector V of TB,γ we define as in [Hai14, Def. 6.2] the setDγ,η(V )

of modelled distributionsU : Λ \ P → V with singularities at P . Whenever the sector

V is clear from the context, we will simply write Dγ,η.
When solving a fixed point problem in a space of modelled distributions, it is

important to restrict the domain to a fixed time interval [0, T ]. In this case, we write

Dγ,ηT for the respective space, and we denote by ||| • |||γ,η;T the respective norm.

Recalling the definitions of the spaces HB and H̄B in Section 3.2, we denote by U

the set of all mapsU : Λ\P →HB and by Ū the set of all maps Ū : Λ\P → H̄B. Then

for these maps we write U = (Ut)t∈L+
and Ū = (Ūt)t∈L+

. For U ∈ U and a model

(Π,Γ) we shall understand ΠzU and Γzz̄U component-wise, i.e. ΠzU = (ΠzUt)t∈L+

and Γzz̄U = (Γzz̄Ut)t∈L+
.

Definition 4.4 For a choice of constants γt, ηt ∈ R with t ∈ L+ and a model Z on

TB,γ̄ for γ̄ = maxt∈L+
γt we define the space

U
γ,η def

=
⊕

t∈L+

Dγt,ηt (Tt,≤γt ) , (4.2)

which satisfies U γ,η ⊂ U . In the case when the time variable is restricted to the interval

[0, T ], we write U
γ,η
T . The corresponding norm on U γ,η is denoted by ||| • |||γ,η.
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In the following result we prove that the map (3.23) acts on the appropriate spaces

of modelled distributions.

Lemma 4.5 Let γ = (γt)t∈L+
∈ R

L+

+ , and let η = (ηt)t∈L+
∈ R

L+

+ be such that
ηt ∈ [0, γt] for t ∈ L+. For o ∈ E \ O define γ̂o = min(t,p)∈E+(o)(γt − |p|s) and
η̂o = min(t,p)∈E+(o)(ηt − |p|s) and let k⋆ be given in Lemma 3.11 for this value γ̂o.

Then the map Ξ̂B,o, defined in (3.23), is locally Lipschitz continuous from U γ,η to
Dγ̂o+deg o,η̂o+deg o, with range in a sector of regularity deg o.

Proof. For U ∈ U γ,η, let us denote V (z) = Q≤γ̂o+deg oΞ̂B,o(U )(z). Then it obviously

takes values in a sector of regularity deg o, and we need to prove the bounds

‖V (z)‖ζ . |||U |||γ,η|z|(η̂o+deg o−ζ)∧0
0 , (4.3a)

‖Γzz̄V (z̄)− V (z)‖ζ . |||U |||γ,η‖z − z̄‖γ̂o+deg o−ζ
s |z, z̄|η̂o−γ̂o0 , (4.3b)

for any ζ ∈ A def
= {deg τ : τ ∈ T(R)} satisfying ζ < γ̂o+ deg o. Here, we use the norm

‖ • ‖ζ def
= ‖Qζ(•)‖ on the regularity structure TB , and the quantities |t, x|0 def

=
√
|t| ∧ 1

and |z, z̄|0 def
= |z|0 ∧ |z̄|0. Let us furthermore denote V̄ (z) = Q≤γ̂o+deg oΞ̂B,o(Ū )(z) for

Ū ∈ U γ,η. Then the Lipschitz continuity will follow if we prove the bounds

‖V (z)− V̄ (z)‖ζ . |||U − Ū |||γ,η|z|(η̂o+deg o−ζ)∧0
0 , (4.4)

‖Γzz̄(V − V̄ )(z̄)− (V − V̄ )(z)‖ζ . |||U − Ū |||γ,η‖z − z̄‖γ̂o+deg o−ζ
s |z, z̄|η̂o−γ̂o0 ,

where the proportionality constants are linear in |||U |||γ,η + |||Ū |||γ,η.
We will prove only (4.3) and the bounds (4.4) can be proved by analogy. From

Lemma 3.11 we have

V (z) =
∑

α∈N
E+(o)

1

α!
Io

[
δ(α)

uU (z)↾E+(o)
⊗Q≤γ̂o ũ(z)α

]
. (4.5)

Only the modelled distributions Uō for ō ∈ E+(o) contribute to the sum in (4.5),

which are all function-like. Then as in the proof of Lemma 3.11 that writing Uō(z) =
uō(z)1 + ũō(z), one has ũō(z) =

∑
σ:reg ō≤degσ<γō

ũō,σ(z)σ, for ũō,σ(z) ∈ R. For

ζ ∈ A, let ζ̂ = ζ − deg o. Then we have for ζ̂ < γ̂o

‖V (z)‖ζ .
∑

α∈N
E+(o)

∥∥∥δ(α)

uU (z)↾E+ (o)

∥∥∥
B⊗E+ (o)

‖ũ(z)α‖ζ̂ .

Since all values ηt are positive, the functions uU (z)↾E+(o) are uniformly bounded, and

from the definition (2.17) we conclude ‖δ(α)

uU (z)|E+ (o)
‖B⊗E+ (o) . 1. Furthermore,

‖ũα(z)‖ζ̂ .
∑

Aα,ζō,i

∏

ō∈Aα

αō∏

i=1

‖ũō(z)‖ζō,i ,

where the summation is over all subsets Aα ⊂ E+(o) containing ō for which αō ≥ 1,

and all strictly positive values ζō,i ∈ A parametrised by ō ∈ Aα and 1 ≤ i ≤ αō, and

satisfying
∑
ō,i ζō,i = ζ̂ . From the definition of modelled distributions, we get

‖ũα(z)‖ζ̂ .
∑

Aα,ζō,i

∏

ō∈Aα

αō∏

i=1

|z|(ηō−ζō,i)∧0

0 . (4.6)
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One can readily see that if |z|0 ≤ 1, then the latter is bounded by |z|(η̂o−ζ̂)∧0
0 , where η̂o

is as in the statement of this lemma. Indeed, if we have ηō − ζō,i ≥ 0 for all ō and i,
then the bound is trivial. In the case ηõ − ζõ,̃i < 0 for some õ and ĩ, then we simply

bound (ηō − ζō,i) ∧ 0 ≥ −ζō,i for all (ō, i) 6= (õ, ĩ), which yields the required bound.

Combining everything together, we have proved (4.3a).

Now we turn to the proof of (4.3b). Recall that E+(o) = minō∈E+(o) reg(o). Let

L = ⌊γ̂o/ reg E+(o)⌋ be the largest value |α| = ∑
o∈E+(o) αo of the multiindexαwhich

can contribute to the sum in (4.5). Then as in [Hai14, Eq. 4.13] we can use only the

algebraic properties of the model and modelled distributions to write

Γzz̄V (z̄) =
∑

α∈N
E+ (o)

|α|≤L

1

α!
Io

[
δ(α)

uU (z̄)↾E+(o)
⊗ (ũ(z)+ (u(z)−u(z̄))1)

α
]
+R(z, z̄) , (4.7)

where the remainder R(z, z̄) satisfies ‖R1(z, z̄)‖ζ . ‖z − z̄‖γ̂o+deg o−ζ
s |z, z̄|η̂o−γ̂o0 , for

any ζ ∈ A satisfying ζ < γ̂o+deg o (see [Hai14, Eqs. 6.15, 6.17] for a detailed explana-

tion of this bound). Here, we used |uō(z̄)−uō(z)| . ‖z−z̄‖reg E+(o)
s ‖z, z̄‖(ηō−reg E+(o))∧0

0 ,

which can be proved as in [Hai14, Eq. 6.18]. Furthermore, we have the distributional

identity

δ(α)

uU (z̄)↾E+ (o)
=

∑

α̂∈N
E+(o)

|α+α̂|≤L

1

α̂!
δ(α+α̂)

uU (z)↾E+ (o)
(u(z̄)− u(z))ᾱ + ναz,z̄ , (4.8)

for a distribution ναz,z̄ ∈ B⊗E+(o) is such that

‖ναz,z̄‖B⊗E+(o) . ‖z − z̄‖γ̂o−|α| reg E+(o)
s ‖z, z̄‖χα

0 ,

following from our assumption on Uō, where χα = (|α| reg E+(o) − γ̂o − |α|η̂o +
γ̂oη̂o/ reg E+(o)) ∧ 0 (see also similar computations in [Hai14, Eq. 6.19] for regular

functions). Hence, using the binomial identity

∑

α+α̂=α̃

1

α!α̂!
(u(z̄)− u(z))α̂(ũ(z) + (u(z)− u(z̄))1)

α
=

1

α̃!
ũ(z)α̃ ,

where α̃ ∈ E+(o) and the summation is over α, α̂ ∈ E+(o), we obtain

Γzz̄V (z̄) = V (z̄) +
∑

α

1

α!
Io

[
ναz,z̄ ⊗ (ũ(z) + (u(z)− u(z̄))1)

α
]
+R(z, z̄) ,

where α is as in (4.7). For ζ ∈ A, let us denote as above ζ̂ = ζ − deg o. Then

‖Γzz̄V (z̄)−V (z̄)‖ζ .
∑

α

‖ναz,z̄‖B‖(ũ(z)+ (u(z)− u(z̄))1)
α‖ζ̂ + ‖R(z, z̄)‖ζ . (4.9)

The required bound on the norm of R(z, z̄) is provided above, and we need to bound

the sum over α. As in the proof of [Hai14, Prop. 6.13] we get

‖(ũ(z) + (u(z)− u(z̄))1)
α‖ζ̂ . ‖z − z̄‖

reg E+(o)|α|−ζ̂
s ‖z, z̄‖|α|(η̂o−reg E+(o))∧0

0 .

Then using the bound on the norm of ναz,z̄ , the sum over α in (4.9) is bounded by

‖z − z̄‖γ̂o−ζ̂s |z, z̄|η̂o−γ̂o0 , where we have used |α|(η̂o − reg E+(o))∧ 0 + χα ≥ η̂o − γ̂o.
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4.1 Admissible models

Assume that for every t ∈ L+ we are given a Green’s functionGt satisfying [BCCH21,

Assum. 2.8]. Such Green’s function can be written as Gt = Kt +Rt, such that the Kt

andRt satisfy assumptions at the beginning of [BCCH21, Sec. 5.1]. In particularKt(z)

is supported on a unit ball ‖z‖s ≤ 1 and agrees with Gt on the ball ‖z‖s ≤ 1
2

as well

as Rt is a smooth function. Construction of such decomposition of Gt can be found

in [Hai14, Lem. 7.7]. Given a collection of such Green’s functions G = (Gt)t∈L+
we

define an admissible map on the vector-valued regularity structures TV with Vt = R for

t ∈ L+.

Definition 4.6 We say that a linear map Π : TV → C∞ is admissible if it satisfies

Π1 = 1 , ΠXmσ = zmΠσ , ΠI(t,p)[σ] = DpKt ∗Πσ , (4.10a)

as well as

ΠI(l,p)[µ⊗ σ] = Π(σI(l,p)[µ⊗ 1]) ,

ΠI(l,p)[µ⊗ Xm] = zm∂p(ΠIl[µ⊗ 1]) ,
(4.10b)

for all σ ∈ TV , p,m ∈ Nd+1, t ∈ L+, l ∈ L− and µ ∈ Vl, where ∗ is distributional

convolution, I(t,p) is viewed as a map on TV since Vt = R for t ∈ L+ and where we

use the notation

∂p
def
=

d∏

i=0

∂pi

∂ypii
, zm : Rd+1 → R , zm(y) =

d∏

i=0

ymi

i .

In practice, we will only care about admissible maps on TV,γ for some γ > 0 rather

than the whole TV . Another natural notion, which will however be broken by the

renormalisation procedure, is the following.

Definition 4.7 We say that an admissible map Π : TV → C∞ is multiplicative, if

Πσσ̄ = (Πσ) (Πσ̄) , (4.11)

for all σ, σ̄ ∈ TV .

Definition 4.8 Let smooth functions ξ = (ξl)l∈L− and all their derivatives grow sub-

linearly at infinity. Let c ∈ L(Rd+1) and a = (al)l∈L− with al ∈ L(RE+(l),Rd+1) for

every l ∈ L−. In the case when V = B we say that a multiplicative admissible map

Π : TB → C ∞ is the canonical lift of ξ translated by c with inhomogeneous shift a, if

for every l ∈ L−, for every distribution µ ∈ Bl and for z ∈ Rd+1

ΠIl[µ⊗ 1](z) =

∫

RE+ (l)

ξl(z + cz + al · u)µ(du) , (4.12)

where we use the shorthand notation (2.10) with some fixed constants al,o. As we

explain in Remark 2.9, our definition of the weighted spaces (2.17) allows testing

distributions with smooth functions; hence, (4.12) is well-defined.

The additional translation by c ∈ L(Rd+1) is needed in order to later allow the noise

ξ to be shifted by a renormalisation ε2Cε like in (1.7). When the precise value of the

translation c or a shift a is irrelevant we simply refer to Π as a canonical lift of ξ.
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Definition 4.9 Given an admissible map Π on TV and a character g ∈ G−V we write

Π
g for

Π
g def
= Π ◦M , (4.13)

where M = (g ⊗ id)∆−
V .

Let the map Z : Π 7→ (Π,Γ) be defined as in [BHZ19, Def. 6.8]. Then the results

of [BHZ19, Sec. 6] imply that for γ > 0 if Π : TV,γ → C∞ is multiplicative, then

both (Π,Γ) = Z (Π) and (Π̂, Γ̂) = Z (Π ◦M ) are in fact models on TV,γ for every

renormalisation map M ∈ R(TV,γ). We shall say that a model Z (Π) is admissible if

Π is, and we denote |||Π|||K def
= |||Z (Π)|||K.

Remark 4.10 Strictly speaking, [BHZ19] does not deal with trees of the form I(l,p)[µ⊗
σ] with l ∈ L− and p ∈ Nd+1, but the results still apply since for admissible models we

have (4.10b) which is consistent with the fact that Remark 2.8 guarantees that the action

of the structure group commutes with that of I(l,p)[µ ⊗ •]. Furthermore, Lemma 7.2

guarantees that models satisfying this property are preserved under the action of the

renormalisation group.

We denote by M∞(TB,γ) the space of all smooth models on TB of the form Z (Π),

for some admissible map Π. We note that for every γ > 0 the “distances” between two

models |||• ; •|||K for all compact K ⊂ Rd+1, introduced in the beginning of Section 4,

define a metric dγ on M∞(TB,γ). We then define M0(TB,γ) to be the completion of

M∞(TB,γ) with respect to this metric dγ .

Remark 4.11 Given a multiplicative admissible map Π and u ∈ RE+ , we can define

Π
u = Π ◦ Evu which gives a multiplicative admissible map on TD as well a model

(Πu,Γu) = Z (Πu). Unfortunately this does not allow us to later formulate our PDE

in the space of modelled distributions on TD . This is because ultimately u is going to

represent the reconstruction of the solution itself and therefore is not a fixed number,

but rather a function u : Rd+1 → RE+ . It is also not true in general that Πu(z)
z is a

model. This is another motivation why we want to separate the regularity structure TB ,

where we perform the analysis, from the regularity structure TD , where we perform the

algebraic renormalisation.

4.2 Properties of the reconstruction map

We now take a look at the reconstruction of the abstract function FB,t. For this

we first examine the structure of the functions that conform to our rule. Note that

Assumption 2(R2) on the rule R guarantees that for F ∈ Q(R) and t ∈ L+, the function

Ft must be polynomial in (Xo)o∈E−
so that

Ft(X) =
∑

α∈N
E−

Fαt (X)Xα , (4.14)

and Fαt is non-zero only for finitely many α. Furthermore, E(Fαt ) ⊂ E+ for each

α ∈ E− and t ∈ L+.

We recall from [Hai14, Rem. 3.15] that for a smooth model (Π,Γ), the reconstruc-

tion mapR is given by

(RU )(z) = (ΠzU (z))(z) , (4.15)

where U is a modelled distribution. The following result shows how the reconstruction

map acts on nonlinearities that conform to the rule.
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Lemma 4.12 Let the noise ξ satisfy assumptions of the Definition 4.8. Let Π : TB →
C∞ be the canonical lift of ξ translated by c ∈ L(Rd+1), and (Π,Γ) = Z (Π) be the
canonical model. Let U ∈ U and let ut(z) = (RUt)(z) for t ∈ L+. Then for all
z ∈ Λ \ P and t ∈ L+

R
(
Q≤0FB,t(U )

)
(z) = Ft(u, ξ

u,c)(z) , (4.16)

where (u, ξu,c) is defined in (2.13).

Proof. First, note that for o = (t, p) ∈ O

∂put(z) = ∂pΠz(U (z))(z) = Πz(DpUt(z))(z) = Πz(Uo(z))(z) .

Using the fact thatΠz(σ)(z) = 0 for all σ ∈ 〈τ〉B with deg(τ ) > 0 as well as (4.10b), the

above implies in particular that ∂put(z) = uUo (z) for o ∈ E+ by Remark 3.1. Therefore,

for (l, p) ∈ L− × Nd+1 the definitions (3.23) and (4.10b) yield

Πz(Ξ̂B,(l,p)(U (z)))(z) = Πz(I(l,p)[δuU |E+ (l)(z) ⊗ 1])(z)

= Π(I(l,p)[δuU |E+(l)(z) ⊗ 1])(z)

= ∂p
(
Π(Il[δuU |E+(l)(z) ⊗ 1])(x)

)∣∣∣
x=z

=

∫

RE+(l)

(∂pξl)(z + cz + al · v)δuU |E+(l)(z)(v)dv

= (∂pξl)(z + cz + al · uU (z)) = ξu,c
(l,p)(z), (4.17)

where in the second equality we have used deg(l, p) < 0.

Second, letβ ∈ NE− , we can view Xβ as a function RE→ R by setting Xβ(v) = vβ .

Since polynomials equal their Taylor expansion, we get for v, ṽ ∈ RE

X
β(v) =

∑

α∈NE−

DαXβ(ṽ)

α!
X
α(v− ṽ) . (4.18)

Note also that for α ∈ NE such that there is o ∈ E+ with α(o) > 0 one has

Πz(U(z)− uU (z)1,ΞUB (z))
α

(z) = 0 ,

by multiplicativity of Π. Finally, for F ∈ Q(R) we use (4.14) to obtain (dropping z for

an easier presentation)

Π
(
Q≤0FB(U)

)
=

∑

α∈NE−

DαF (uU , 0)

α!
Π(U− uU1,ΞUB )

α

=
∑

α∈N
E−

∑

β∈N
E−

DαF β(uU , 0)Xβ(uU , 0)

α!
Π(U− uU1,ΞUB )

α

=
∑

β∈NE−

F β(uU , 0)
∑

α∈NE−

DαXβ(uU , 0)

α!
Π(U− uU1,ΞUB )

α

=
∑

β∈NE−

F β(uU , 0) Π(U− uU1,ΞUB )
β

, (4.19)
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where in the third equality we use the fact that E(F β) ⊂ E+ and that F β 6= 0
only for finitely many β, and in the fourth equality we use (4.18) together with the

multiplicativity of Π and Π1 = 1. Now since E(F β) ⊂ E+ we have F β(uU , 0) =
F β(u, ξu,c). Using the fact that ∂put = Π(U(t,p)) and (4.17) we also get for β ∈ NE−

that Π(U−uU1,ΞUB )
β
= Xβ(u, ξu,c). Plugging this into (4.19) and using again (4.14),

we obtain

Πz

(
Q≤0FB(U (z))

)
(z) =

∑

β∈N
E−

F β(u, ξu,c)(z)Xβ(u, ξu,c)(z) = Ft(u, ξ
u,c)(z) ,

thus finishing the proof.

Remark 4.13 The result of Lemma 4.12 still holds if one replaces Q≤0 in (4.16) by

Q≤a for any a > 0. This is due to the fact that analytical properties of models (4.1)

imply that Πz(σ)(z) = 0 for all σ ∈ 〈τ〉B with deg(τ ) > 0.

4.3 BPHZ character

Definition 4.14 Assume that we are given a collection of random stationary smooth

functions ξ = (ξl)l∈L− satisfying the assumption of Definition 4.8 almost surely. Let

Π be the canonical lift of ξ to TB. We define characters g−(Π), ℓBPHZ ∈ G−B on T −
B by

g−(Π)(σ)
def
= E(Πσ)(0) , and ℓBPHZ(σ) = g−(Π)Ã−

Bσ , (4.20)

where Ã−
B is the negative twisted antipode defined for the vector space assignment B

(see Section 2.4). The character ℓBPHZ is called the BPHZ character for Π. We will

call M BPHZ = (ℓBPHZ ⊗ id)∆−
B the BPHZ renormalisation on TB and ℓ u

BPHZ
= ℓBPHZ ◦ Evu

and M BPHZ

u respectively are called BPHZ character and a BPHZ renormalisation on TD .

Finally, ΠBPHZ is called the BPHZ lift of ξ.

If we are given a random collection of functions ξε satisfying the above assumptions

for all ε > 0 we shall write ℓε
BPHZ

and ℓ u,ε
BPHZ the corresponding BPHZ characters which

are coming from the canonical lift Πε of ξε. Note that as in the proof of Lemma 3.19

we have Ã−
B Evu = EvuÃ−

D thus implying ℓ u
BPHZ

= g−(Π)EvuÃ−
D .

The next proposition presents a sufficient condition Minor comment (9) on the

noises guaranteeing that the BPHZ character ℓBPHZ is translation invariant.

For this, assume that we are given a partition of the set of noise labelsL− = ⊔i∈ILi−
such that for every i ∈ I there exists a finite subset Ei+ ⊂ E+ and ai ∈ L(RE

i
+ ,Rd+1)

with ai = al and Ei+ = E+(l), for all l ∈ Li−.

Proposition 4.15 Let ξ = (ξl)l∈L− be a collection of smooth random functions as in

Definition 4.8, such that for all i, j ∈ I with i 6= j and all l ∈ Li−, l̄ ∈ L
j
− the function

ξl is independent of ξ̄l. Then the character ℓBPHZ is translation invariant.

Proof. By linearity of Ã−
D it is sufficient to show that g−(Π)Tuσ = g−(Π)σ for every

σ ∈ 〈τ〉B ,τ ∈ T−(R) and every u ∈ RE+ . Using explicit formulas for the BPHZ

character [CH16, Eq. 3.4 & Lem. 4.14] it is easy to see that for each u ∈ RE+

g−(Π)Tuσ = C((ai · u)i∈I) ,
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for some function C : (Rd+1)I → R. Using the assumption on independence of the

noises from different sets Li− we can further obtain

C((ai · u)i∈I) =

∫

(Rd+1)I
K̂((zi)i∈I)

∏

i∈I

Ci(a
i · u− zi) dzi ,

for some kernel K̂ : (Rd+1)I → R and functions Ci : Rd+1 → R. Stationarity of the

noises imply that Ci(a
i · u− zi) = Ci(0− zi) and therefore

g−(Π)Tuσ = C((ai · u)i∈I) = C(0) = g−(Π)T0σ = g−(Π)σ ,

thus finishing the proof.

Remark 4.16 For the noise as in the above proposition and the BPHZ character ℓBPHZ (or

ℓε
BPHZ

) on TB we will use an abuse of notation and call ℓBPHZ (or ℓε
BPHZ

) to be also the BPHZ

character TD by writing ℓBPHZ = ℓ0
BPHZ

(or ℓε
BPHZ

= ℓ0,ε
BPHZ) thanks to the Proposition 3.21.

5 Renormalised equations

In this section we apply the results from previous sections in order to derive a renor-

malised equation of a certain class of PDEs and show the analogue of [BCCH21,

Thm. 5.7] for an inhomogeneous noise.

In order to write a renormalised equation, we cannot in general use the regularity

structure TB introduced in Section 2.5. The reason is that the positive and negative

coproducts ∆+
B and ∆−

B , which define respectively the positive and negative renormal-

isations, do not interact correctly on TB. In particular, the natural identity Πgz = ΠzM ,

for the models in (4.13), does not always hold. To resolve this problem, we need to use

an extended regularity structure T ex
B constructed in [BHZ19].

We denote byTex be the set of rooted decorated combinatorial trees τ = (T, f,m, o),

where the triple (T, f,m) is as in Section 2.1 and o : NT → Zd+1 ⊕ Z(L) is an extra

node decoration. Here, Z(L) is the free abelian group generated by L. We define the

degree assignment, which takes into account the extended decorations o (cf. [BHZ19,

Def. 5.3]),

degexτ
def
=

∑

v∈NT

(|m(v)|s + |o(v)|s) +
∑

e∈ET

deg f(e) , (5.1)

where |o(v)|s def
= |k|s +

∑
t∈L at deg t for o(v) = (k,

∑
t∈L att) ∈ Zd+1 ⊕ Z(L) with

at ∈ Z. In the notation of [BHZ19, Def. 5.3], the degree (5.1) corresponds to | • |+,

while (2.2) corresponds to | • |−. Then we denote by T ex
B and T ex

D the extended regularity

structures, defined in [BHZ19] and in Section 2.4 for the respective vector assignments

Bt and Dt. Respectively, we can define the sets as in the beginning of Section 3.2 for

the the extended regularity structure. Since we defined degex only on trees, we will

keep using deg on L.

We note that many definitions from the previous sections can be readily formulated

for the regularity structure T ex
B . Namely, we can define the projection Qex

≤γ using the

degree degex. Then the definitions of models and modelled distributions from Section 4

hold also for the regularity structure T ex
B , where we use degex τ and Qex

≤γ in place of

deg τ andQ≤γ . Respectively, the rest of Section 4 can be reformulated on T ex
B , since all

the differences then lie in the definition of coproducts and twisted antipodes on extended

and reduced regularity structures. We will denote an elements of renormalisation group

by M ex emphasizing that the negative coproduct that is used in M ex is an extended

negative coproduct.
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Remark 5.1 The main difference between the extended and reduced regularity struc-

tures is that the extended negative coproduct ∆−
V,ex on T ex

V not only extracts negative

trees but also assigns an extended decoration o at the node to which the negative tree

was contracted. This is done in such a way so that if ∆−
V,exσ =

∑
i σ

1
i ⊗ σ2

i then

degex σ = degex σ2
i even though degσ ≤ degσ2

i . Such an assignment of an extended

decoration prevents an unnecessary positive renormalisation of the trees σ2
i which leads

to a relation Πgz = ΠzM
ex.

Let Π : T ex
B → C∞ be an admissible multiplicative map, and let Z = Z (Π) be

the corresponding model on T ex
B . Let us furthermore write the Green’s functions as

Gt = Kt + Rt, where the kernels have the properties listed in Section 4.1. Given

γ = (γt)t∈L+
∈ R

L+

+ , we denote ∂γt
def
= γt − deg t and ∂γ

def
= (∂γt)t∈L+

∈ RL+ . Then

for every t ∈ L+ we introduce the integration operator Pt, which acts on modelled

distributions on T ex
B as

Pt
def
= Kt

∂γt +Rt
∂γtR , (5.2)

where the abstract integral operator Kt
∂γt

is defined in [Hai14, Eq. 5.15] for the value

∂γt and for the kernel Kt, R
t
∂γt

is defined in [Hai14, Eq. 7.7] for the kernel Rt, and

R is the reconstruction map associated to the model Z (see [Hai14, Sec. 6.1]). The

above definition implies that Pt depends on the choice of the model Z . Since the

underlying model will be always specified, we prefer not to stress this dependence in

the notation. Let us denote by 1+ : Rd+1 → {0, 1} the indicator function of the set

{(t, x) ∈ Rd+1 : t > 0}, which can be canonically identified with an element ofD∞,∞
0

(we recall that the subscript 0 means the lowest degree of modelled distributions).

For a suitable choice of values γt > 0, we can formulate the abstract version of the

system (2.12):

Ut = Pt

[
1+Qex

≤∂γtFB,t(U )
]
+Gtu

0
t , (5.3)

where the nonlinearity FB,t is defined in (3.24), and where Gtu
0
t is the harmonic

extension, given by Gtu
0
t (t, x)

def
=

∫
Td Gt(t, x − y)u0t (y) dy and lifted to an abstract

polynomial via its Taylor expansion as in [Hai14, Eq. 2.6].

We are not going to formulate a fixed point problem on the regularity structure

T ex
D . However, given a solution U of (5.3) on T ex

B , we can construct a modelled

distribution UD on T ex
D , which is coherent with the nonlinearity FD,t defined in (3.10).

More precisely, let us denote uU = (uUo : o ∈ O) ∈ RO with uU(t,p) = Proj1U(t,p) =
p! ProjXpUt. Then we define

UD,t =
∑

p∈Nd+1

1

p!
uU(t,p)X

p +Υ
F
t (uU ) , (5.4)

where we have used the map (3.7).

Lemma 5.2 Let Z ∈ M0 be an admissible model on T ex
B . Let γ, η ∈ RL+ such

that ηt, ∂ηt > −s0 and ∂γt > 0 for every t ∈ L+. Assume that U ∈ U γ,η and
1+FB,t(U ) ∈ U ∂γ,∂η with respect to Z . Then if U is a solution of (5.3) and UD is
defined by (5.4), then for every t ∈ L+

Ut = Qex
≤γtEvuU [UD,t] . (5.5)
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Proof. First, note that since ProjXpUD,t = 1
p!u

U
(t,p) for t ∈ L+ and p ∈ Nd+1, we

trivially have uU = uUD . This implies that, UD is coherent with F to all orders and

therefore by Lemma 3.10

FB,t(EvuU [UD]) = EvuU [Ῡ
F
t (uUD )] = EvuU [Ῡ

F
t (uU )] .

Using the above equality and applying evaluation map EvuU to (5.4) yields

Qex
≤γtEvuU [UD,t] =

∑

|p|s≤γt

1

p!
uU(t,p)X

p +Qex
≤γtIt[FB,t(EvuU [UD])] . (5.6)

Note that by the definition (5.2) and [Hai14, Eq. 5.15],

Ut =
∑

|p|s≤γt

1

p!
uU(t,p)X

p + It[Qex
≤∂γtFB,t(U )] . (5.7)

Now, in order to prove (5.5) it suffices to show that for all t ∈ L+, τ ∈ Tex with

It[τ ] ∈ Tex(R) andQex
≤γt

It[τ ] 6= 0 one has Proj
It[τ ]Ut = Proj

It[τ ]Qex
≤γt

EvuU [UD,t].

We show this by induction over the number of edges in the tree τ . It is therefore easy

to see that the base case of induction (when τ has no edges) follows from the fact that

the right-hand sides of (5.6) and (5.7) have the same polynomial parts. Assume that τ
has k ≥ 1 edges and that the statement holds true for all t̄ ∈ L+ and trees with number

of edges less or equal to k − 1. Then using (5.7) we get

Proj
It[τ ]Ut = ProjτFB,t(U ) = ProjτFB,t(EvuU [UD]) = Proj

It[τ ]EvuU [UD,t] ,

where we used the induction hypothesis to justify the equality in the middle and (5.6)

for the last equality.

We can now exploit this self-consistent identity to show that if the underlying

model is obtained from a canonical lift by the action of a u-independent element of the

renormalisation group, then the solution obeys a renormalised PDE.

Theorem 5.3 Let ξ = (ξl)l∈L− be a family of smooth functions satisfying the assump-
tions of Definition 4.8 and let γ, η be as in Lemma 5.2. Let Π be a canonical lift
of ξ on translated by c ∈ L(Rd+1) and shifted by a = (al)l∈L− (see Definition 4.8).
Let g ∈ G−B,ex be a translation invariant character and (Πg,Γg) = Z (Πg) be a
renormalised model on T ex

B,γ̄ where γ̄ = maxt∈L+
γt, and let Rg be the respective

reconstruction map. Assume that U ∈ U
γ,η
T and 1+FB,t(U ) ∈ U

∂γ,∂η
T are such that

U is a local solution to the abstract problem (5.3) on an interval [0, T ]. For (t, p) ∈ O

set ut = RgUt, u(t,p)
def
= ∂put and let (u, ξu,c) be defined by (2.13). Then the functions

ut give a solution on [0, T ] of the following renormalised version of the system of
PDEs (2.12):

∂tut = Ltut + Ft(u, ξ
u,c) +

∑

τ∈Tex
−(R)

g0
Ῡ
F
t [τ ](u, ξu,c) , (5.8)

with the initial condition ut(0, •) = u0t (•).

Proof. Using the properties of the integration maps [Hai14, Thm. 5.12, Eq. 7.7], Re-

mark 4.13 and (4.15), we obtain from (5.3) the identity

ut = Gt ∗ Rg(1+Qex
≤∂γtFB,t(U )) +Gtu

0
t .
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Note that model (Πg,Γg) is smooth, therefore we can apply [Hai14, Rem. 3.15] and

obtain

Rg(1+Qex
≤∂γtFB,t(U ))(z) = 1+(z)Πgz(1+(z)Qex

≤∂γtFB,t(U )(z))(z) . (5.9)

Denote 1
p!u

U
(t,p) = ProjXpUt where uU(t,p) = 0 if |p|s > γt. As in the proof of

Lemma 4.12 we see that uU(t,p) = u(t,p) for (t, p) ∈ E+. The evaluation map only

depends on the components in RE+ , thus EvuU (z) = Evu(z). Let L ∈ N be maximal

such that for γL defined in [BCCH21, Def. 3.15] we have ∂γt ≥ γL for all t ∈ L+. In

particular for such L we have

Πgz(Qex
≤∂γtσ)(z) = Πgz(p≤Lσ)(z) ,

Πgz(p≤Lσ)(z) = Πz(p≤LM
exσ)(z)

(5.10)

for all t ∈ L+ and σ ∈ T ex
B,γ̄ , whereM ex = (g⊗ id)∆−

B,ex. First equality in follows from

properties of γL and second follows from the fact thatΠg = ΠM ex and the fact thatM ex

preserves the degex- degree (see proof of [BCCH21, Thm. 5.7] for more details). This

together with Lemmas 3.6 and 5.2 yields p≤LFB,t(U ) = p≤LEvuῩ
F
t (uU ). Note that

this together with Lemma 3.19 suggests that the expression (5.9), without the multiplier

1+(z), is equal to

Πgz(p≤LFB,t(U )(z))(z) = Πz(p≤LM
exEvu(z)Ῡ

F
t (uU ))(z)

= Πz(Evu(z)p≤LM
ex
u(z)Ῡ

F
t (uU ))(z) .

(5.11)

Let UD be given by (5.4), which is coherent with F to any order by definition. By

Proposition 3.18, we have that M ex
u(z)UD is coherent with M̂ ex

u(z)F to all orders, which

implies that M ex
u(z)Ῡ

F
t (uU )(z) = (M̂ ex

u(z)F )D,t(M
ex
u(z)UD(z)), where (•)D,t stands for

lifting function in Q(R) to a function H ex
D → H̄ ex

D as defined in (3.10). Putting this

into (5.11) gives

Πgz(p≤LFB,t(U )(z))(z) = Πz(Evu(z)p≤L(M̂ ex
u(z)F )D,t(M

ex
u(z)UD(z)))

= Πz(p≤L(M̂ ex
u(z)F )B,t(Evu(z)M

ex
u(z)UD(z)))

= Πz(p≤L(M̂ ex
u(z)F )B,t(M

exU (z)))

= (M̂ ex
u(z)F )t((u, ξ

u,c))(z)

= Ft(u, ξ
u,c)(z) +

∑

τ∈Tex
−(R)

g0
Ῡ
F
t [τ ](u, ξu,c)(z) ,

where in the second equality we have used (3.25b), in the third equality we have used

Lemma 5.2 and (5.10) to deduce p≤LEvu(z)M
ex
u(z)UD(z) = M exQex

≤γt
Evu(z)UD(z) =

p≤LM
exU (z), in the fourth equality we used Lemma 4.12 together with (5.10) and the

definition of (u, ξu,c), and finally in the last equality Lemma 3.20 was used together

with translation invariance of g and Proposition 3.21.

Remark 5.4 Given a canonical lift on a reduced regularity structure Π : TB → C∞

one can lift this map on an extended regularity structure simply by setting Π
ex = Π◦Q

where operator Q simply ignores the extended decoration. This together with results

of [BHZ19, Sec. 6.4] imply that the above theorem works on the reconstruction of

the equation (5.3) on the reduced regularity structure with Tex
−(R) changed to T−(R)

in (5.8).
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6 Fixed point problem

We now turn our attention to solving the system of abstract equations with non-

homogeneous noises. The abstract version of equation (1.14) contains extra difficulties

like (seemingly) quasilinear terms and the presence of nonlinearities that depend on

the reconstruction. For this reason we will not consider the most general case of

equation (5.3), but rather a slight generalisation of the abstract analogue of (1.14). Nev-

ertheless, such a system will contain all the necessary ingredients to treat equations

with non-homogeneous noises.

We let d = 1, take the scaling s = (2, 1), and let the rule R be as defined in

Section 2.1.1. For some γi, ηi with γi > 0 for i = 0, . . . , 3, let us define Tti,≤γi
def
=

TB,≤γi ∩ Tti = Q≤γiTti , where the spaces Tti are given in (3.6). Note that since

there is no symbol t3 present in the rule then we simply have Tt3,≤γ3 = {Xk : |k|s ≤
γ3}. Let Z ∈ M0(TB,max{γi}) be a (possibly non smooth) admissible model and set

Dγi,ηi = Dγi,ηi (Tti,≤γi , Z), for i = 0, . . . , 3, to be the spaces of modelled distributions

on Tti,≤γi with respect to Z . We let k⋆ be as given in Lemma 3.11, which is used in

the definition of the spaces Bl in Section 2.5. Assume that we are given an element

H = (H0, H1, H2, H3) ∈ U
γ,η ,

where U γ,η is defined in (4.2).

We would like to define the functions on the right-hand sides in (1.14) at the level of

modelled distributions. For this, we look at the slightly more general class of equations

given in (6.1) below. The reason is that since we will use the renormalised BPHZ

model, we need some freedom to adjust the equation in such a way that even with

the renormalised model it reduces to (1.14) after reconstruction (see Proposition 7.12).

More precisely, the functions G and Ḡ in (1.14) are needed to cancel the terms which

appear due to renormalisation. We gather in the following assumption all the ingredients

which we need for our solution theory. We make it a standing assumption for this section.

Let m > 0 and p ∈ N we write Cfunc
m,p for the space of functions F : R→ R such that

‖F‖Cfunc
m,p

def
= sup

ℓ≤p
sup
x∈R

e−m|x||F (ℓ)(x)| <∞ .

Here, the exponential weight is somewhat arbitrary, any other weight growing faster

than a sufficiently high power of x would also do.

Assumption 3 1. The functions Fi, for i = 1, 2, 3, satisfy Assumption 1.
2. One has F̃1 ∈ Cfunc

m,7 with ‖F̃ ′′
1 ‖L∞(R) <∞ and ‖F̃ ′′′

1 ‖L∞(R) <∞.
3. One has F̃i ∈ Cfunc

m,7 for i = 2, 3 andG, Ḡ ∈ Cfunc
m̄,5 for the some valuem, m̄ > 0.13

4. The function (t, x, h) 7→ ξh3 (t, x) satisfies suph∈R(1+ |h|)−1‖∂ℓhξh3 ‖C1/2−κ⋆
s,1

<∞
for ℓ = 0, 1, 2 and for κ⋆ as in (2.7).

Remark 6.1 Strictly speaking we need F̃1 ∈ Cfunc
m,7, F̃2 ∈ Cfunc

m,5, F̃3 ∈ Cfunc
m,3, Ḡ ∈ Cfunc

m̄,5,

G ∈ Cfunc
m̄,1 in order to make the corresponding terms of the equation of positive degree

after Taylor expansion as in (2.9). We use a suboptimal assumption on derivatives

just for less heavy notation and because these will be satisfied for the functions from

Section 1. Same applies to Fi.

13The values of the exponential weights for the functions G and Ḡ are dictated by their definitions in

the proof of Proposition 7.12 for the mean curvature flow. For this section precise values of m and m̄ are

irrelevant.
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We lift the functions F̃i, Ḡ to the respective functions F̃i, Ḡ : H 4
B → H̄B via (3.24).14

We also denote by D = D1 the abstract “spatial” derivative defined in Section 3.2. More

precisely, for any constants C̄i, i = 1, 2, 3, for ε > 0 and for H = (H0, H1, H2, H3) ∈
H 4

B we define functions Fti : H 4
B × R+ × T→ H̄B by

Ft0 (H, t, x) = F̃1(DH1) D
2H1 + λ (DH0)2 + DH0F̃2(DH1)

+ DH0Ḡ(DH1) +G(∂xh1) + σΞ̂B,l0 (H)

+ σ1(DH1)2Ξ̂B,l1(H) + F̃3(DH1)Ξ̂B,l2(H) ,

Ft1 (H, t, x) = F̃1(DH1) D
2H2 + λDH0DH1 + ∂xh1F̃2(∂xh1)− C̄1

+ σΞ̂B,l1 (H) + σ1(DH1)2Ξ̂B,l2 (H) + F̃3(∂xh1)ξh0

3 ,

Ft2 (H, t, x) = F̃1(∂xh1) ∂2xh3 + λ (∂xh1)2 + ∂xh2F̃2(∂xh1)− C̄2

+ σΞ̂B,l2 (H) + (σ1(∂xh1)2 + ε
2
3 F̃3(∂xh1))ξh0

3 ,

Ft3 (H, t, x) = ε
2
3 F̃1(∂xh1) ∂2xh3 + F2(ε

1
3 ∂xh1)∂xh1∂xh2 − C̄3

+ F3(ε
1
3 ∂xh1)ξ

h0

3 ,

(6.1)

where the constants λ, σ and σ1 are as in (1.14) and where hi denotes the 1-component

of Hi, ∂xhi its X1-component, etc. The functions hi, ∂xhi and ξh0

3 on the right-hand

side are evaluated at (t, x) which we don’t write to simplify the notation. The terms in

these functions only involving real numbers should be interpreted as being proportional

to 1, which we prefer to leave implicit in the notation. (In particular, Ft3 only takes

values proportional to 1.) Note that the first three components of this equation take

values in some spaces of modelled distribution, while the last component is a real-valued

function.

Remark 6.2 The functions Fti are of the form

Fti(H, t, x) =: F1
ti

(H) + F 2
ti
(∂xh1(t, x), ∂xh2(t, x), ∂2xh3(t, x), ξh0

3 (t, x))1 ,

where furthermoreF 2
t0

= G, F 2
t1

= ∂xh1F̃2(∂xh1)−C̄1+ F̃3(∂xh1)ξh0

3 , F1
t2

= σΞ̂B,l2 ,

F1
t3

= 0, and the F1
ti

only depend on Hi with i ≤ 2. This decomposition into a

function that is (t, x)-independent and a function that only depends on the polynomial

components of H allows to identify the Ῡ
F operator for F = (Ft0 , Ft1 , Ft2 ) with the

operator ῩF̃ for F̃ = (F 1
t0
, F 1

t1
, F 1

t2
) as in Remark 3.22. Thus, Theorem 5.3 still applies

for such functions and the functionsF 2
ti

have no effect on the counterterms in (5.8). We

shall see that one has

(t, x) 7→ F 2
ti
(∂xh1(t, x), ∂xh2(t, x), ∂2xh3(t, x), ξh0

3 (t, x))1 ∈ D 1
6
−δ,η ,

for some small δ > 0 and some η > 0 which will allow us to close a Picard iteration.

Note that the nonlinearity (6.1) conforms to the rule presented in Section 2.1.1.

The above nonlinearities then define the system of equations

Hk = Ptk(1+Ftk (H)) +Gh0k , k ≤ 3 , (6.2)

14In (3.24) functions are assumed to be smooth but this is not an issue since higher order derivatives will

be ignored because of the truncation Q≤∂γt in the abstract equation (5.3).
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where G is the heat kernel and the integration maps Ptk are defined by (5.2) for the

Green’s function G and the model Z . For k = 3, Pt3 can be simply identified with

the convolution with the heat kernel as H3 has only polynomial components. We now

prove that this system of equations has a (unique) solution. The following properties of

the integration map Pt, which follow from [Hai14, Prop. 6.16, Thm. 7.1], are required

to close our Picard iteration.

Lemma 6.3 Let t ∈ L+ and αt, γt, ηt ∈ R such that γt, ηt /∈ N, γt > deg t and
αt ∧ ηt > −s0 + deg t. Let κ ≥ 0 and V̄κ denote some sector in T̄ ex

t of degree
(αt − deg t + κ) ∧ 0. Then the map (5.2) is locally Lipschitz from D∂γt,∂ηt (V̄0) to
Dγt,ηt∧αt∧deg t(V ), where ∂ηt

def
= ηt − deg t, and V is a sector in T ex

t of degree αt ∧ 0.
Moreover, for every T ∈ (0, 1] one has

|||Pt(1+f )|||γt,ηt∧αt;T . T κ/s0|||f |||∂γt,∂ηt+κ;T ,

for all f ∈ D∂γt,∂ηt+κ(V̄κ), where the proportionality constant is affine in |||Z|||[−1,2]×T.
The norms on spaces of modelled distributions are defined in Section 4.

Now we can prove existence and uniqueness of the solution to (6.2). For this, let

us define the space C init def
=

⊕
i=0,...,3 C(1+2i)/3+κ(T) to contain the tuples (hi)i=0,...,3

such that hi ∈ C(1+2i)/3+κ for i = 0, . . . , 3 for some κ ∈ (0, 1
6

). We denote the norm

on this space by ‖ • ‖Cinit .

Proposition 6.4 Let Assumption 3 be satisfied. There exists γ = (γi)i=0,...,3, η =
(ηi)i=0,...,3 ∈ R4

+ with γi > 0 such that the following holds true. For any fixed
M,L > 0, assume that the quantities involved in (6.1) satisfy the following bounds:

1. One has |F̃1(0)|+ |F̃ ′
1(0)|+ ‖F̃ ′′

1 ‖L∞(R) + ‖F̃ ′′′
1 ‖L∞(R) ≤M .

2. One has ‖Fi‖Cfunc
m,7
≤ L and ‖F̃j‖Cfunc

m,7
≤ L for i = 2, 3, j = 1, 2, 3, and similarly

for ‖G‖Cfunc
m̄,5
, ‖Ḡ‖Cfunc

m̄,5
≤ L for m, m̄ > 0 as in Assumption 3.

3. One has |C̄i| ≤ L for i = 1, 2, 3.
4. For ℓ = 0, 1, 2 the function ξ3 satisfies suph∈R(1 + |h|)−1‖∂ℓhξh3 ‖C1/2−κ⋆

s,1
≤ L.

5. The model Z ∈M0(TB,max{γi}) is admissible and satisfies |||Z|||[−1,2]×T ≤ L.

Then there exist ε̄ = ε̄(M ) ∈ (0, 1] and T = T (L, ‖h0‖Cinit) ∈ (0, 1], such that given
ε ∈ [0, ε̄] and an initial condition h0 = (h0i )i=0,...,3 ∈ C init satisfying

‖h0‖Cinit ≤ ε− 1
4 ,

the system (6.2) has a unique local solution H ∈ U
γ,η
T , satisfying furthermore

sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖(RH)(t, ·)‖Cinit ≤ 2‖h0‖Cinit ∨ 1 . (6.3)

Setting F
def
= (F2, F3, G, Ḡ, (F̃i, C̄i)

3
i=1), the solution map S : (ε, h0, ξ3, Z,F ) 7→

(T,RH) is continuous in the topology defined by the various norms appearing in (6.3)

and the assumptions. Finally, ε̄ can be taken to be continuous decreasing in M , and T
can be taken continuous decreasing in L and ‖h0‖Cinit .

Remark 6.5 In order to compare solutions with different existence times T , we extend

them to the whole time interval [0, 1] by setting them to be constant on [T, 1].
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Proof. For T > 0, let us consider the system (6.2) on the time interval [0, T ]. Let then

Mk,ε(T,H) be the right-hand side of the kth equation of (6.2), and setMε(T,H) =
(Mk,ε(T,H))k=0,...,3. It is then sufficient to show that for some T < 1 and for all

ε > 0 small enough as in the statement of the proposition the map H 7→ Mε(T,H)

is a contraction on a ball in U
γ,η
T , with suitable γ and η. While this is a standard

procedure in the framework of regularity structures, which can be found in [Hai14],

our system (6.2) is non-standard, because the equation for h3 should be solved in the

classical sense. Moreover, the ε-dependence requires some care.

Let’s start with finding the image spaces of the nonlinearities (6.1). Let αk =
degΞk = − 3

2
+ 2k

3
− κ⋆, for k = 0, 1, 2, be the minimal degree of the elements on

the right-hand side of the kth nonlinearity. Then Lemma 6.3 implies that Hk, DHk

and D2Hk take values in sectors with minimal degrees (αk + 2)∧ 0, (αk + 1)∧ 0 and

αk ∧ 0 respectively. This implies that the term with the smallest regularity in the last

function in (6.1) is ∂xh1.

These minimal degrees of the modelled distributions suggest that it is sufficient

to view the function F̃1 in (6.1) as its Taylor expansion of order 6. This is because

we would like to guarantee that F̃1(DH1) ∈ Dγ for some γ such that γ + α1 > 0 in

order for the first term in Ft0 to have a well-defined reconstruction. Analogously, the

functions F̃2, F̃3 and Ḡ can be expanded to orders 4, 2 and 4 respectively.

If we take H ∈ U
γ,η
T for all γi > 0, then DH1 ∈ Dγ1−1,η1−1

T . Moreover, the

restriction κ⋆ ≤ 1
42

in (2.7) yields α1 + 1 ≥ 0, so that DH1 takes values in a function-

like sector. By [Hai14, Prop. 6.13], we conclude that F̃i(DH1), Ḡ(DH1) ∈ Dγ1−1,η1−1
T

and these modelled distributions are function-like.

We also need to bound the elements Ξ̂B,lk (H). The definition of the rule in

Section 2.1.1 yields E+(lk) = {t0}, for k = 0, 1, 2. Then, using the notation of

Lemma 4.5, we have γ̂lk = γ0 and η̂lk = η0, which are both positive. Then for η0 ≤ γ0
Lemma 4.5 yields ΞB,lk (H) ∈ Dγ0+αk,η0+αk

T with the minimal degree αk.

Now, we make precise values of γ and η. The values of η are dictated by the

regularities of the initial states in C init (see [Hai14, Lem. 7.5]) and are taken to be

η0 = 1
3
+κ and ηk = η0+

2k
3

, for k = 1, 2, where κ > 0 is the same as in the definition

of C init. The values of γ should be such that the right-hand sides in (6.1) are modelled

distributions of strictly positive regularities. Applying [Hai14, Prop. 6.12] we can find

out which spaces the terms in (6.1) belong to. We provide these spaces in Table 1,

where ‘Regularity’ and ‘Order of singularity’ denote the exponents γ̃ and η̃ respectively

such that the term belongs to Dγ̃,η̃T wheneverH ∈ U
γ,η
T .

To have all the regularities in Table 1 strictly positive, we need to take γ0 > −α0

and γ1 > 2. To be precise, we take γ0 = −α0 + κ̄ and γ1 = 2 + κ̄, for κ̄ > 0 whose

value is given below. Moreover, all the singularities in Table 1 are of orders strictly

greater than −2, which allows to apply Lemma 6.3.

The values of γ2 and γ3 should be such that ∂2xh2 and ∂2xh3 are well-defined

continuous functions, i.e. γ2, γ3 > 2. Again we can take the precise values γ2 = 2+2κ̄
and γ3 = 2 + 4κ̄ (as we show below, we need to have γ1 < γ2 < γ3 to be able to

close our Picard iteration). Moreover, we fix η3 = η1 +1− κ̄. This value of η3 will be

convenient in the bounds (6.8) below.

Let us fixL,M > 0 and let the assumptions of this proposition be satisfied for these

values. In what follows we consider modelled distributions H, H̄ ∈ U
γ,η
T satisfying

|||H |||γ,η < L̄ and |||H̄ |||γ,η < L̄, for L̄ = 2‖h0‖Cinit ∨ 1.
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Term Regularity Order of singularity

F̃1(DH1) D2H1 γ1 − 2 η1 − 2

(DH0)2 γ0 + α0 (η0 + α0) ∧ (2η0 − 2)

DH0F̃2(DH1) (γ0 − 1) ∧ (γ1 + α0) η0 − 1

DH0Ḡ(DH1) (γ0 − 1) ∧ (γ1 + α0) η0 − 1

F̃1(DH1) D2H2 (γ1 − 1 + α2) ∧ (γ2 − 2) η2 − 2

DH0DH1 (γ0 − 1) ∧ (γ1 + α0) η0 − 1

(DH1)2Ξ̂B,l1(H) (γ1 − 1 + α1) ∧ (γ0 + α1) η1 − 1 + α1

F̃3(DH1)Ξ̂B,l2 (H) (γ1 − 1 + α2) ∧ (γ0 + α2) η1 − 1 + α2

(DH1)2Ξ̂B,l2(H) (γ1 − 1 + α2) ∧ (γ0 + α2) η1 − 1 + α2

Table 1: For each term f appearing in (6.1), we have f ∈ Dγ̃,η̃T with “Regularity” γ̃
and “Order of singularity” η̃.

As was stated above, Lemma 4.5 can be applied and we get

|||Ξ̂B,lk (H)|||γ0+αk,η0+αk
≤ CL̄ ,

|||Ξ̂B,lk (H)− Ξ̂B,lk (H̄)|||γ0+αk,η0+αk
≤ C|||H − H̄ |||γ,η ,

(6.4)

for a constantC ≥ 0. We note that our assumptions imply η0+αk > −2, which allows

to apply the integration map to Ξ̂B,lk (H) and to use Lemma 6.3 to bound it.

We define ξ3(H0, t, x) to be the composition of H0 with the C2 function h 7→
ξh3 (t, x), defined as in [Hai14, Sec. 4.2]. This gives a modelled distribution (t, x) 7→
ξ3(H0(t, x), t, x), for which the bounds (6.4) hold withα3 = 0 (see [Hai14, Prop. 6.13]).

We will simply write ξ3(H0) for this modelled distribution.

Observe that γ0 + αk + 2 > γk, for k = 0, 1, 2, which will allow us to show that

the solution map leaves the space U
γ,η
T invariant.

Now, we will bound the first three functions in (6.1). For this, we write Fti(H, t, x) =
F1
ti

(H) + F2
ti

(H, t, x) for i = 0, 1, 2 as in Remark 6.2, where F2
ti

(H, t, x) is a multiple

of 1. Using Table 1, the bounds (6.4) and our choice of γ and η, we get

|||F1
ti

(H)|||γ̄i,η̄i ≤ C(L+ L̄+ emL̄ + em̄L̄)
7

,

|||F1
ti

(H)− F
ε,1
ti

(H̄)|||γ̄i,η̄i ≤ C(L+ L̄+ emL̄ + em̄L̄)
6|||H − H̄ |||γ,η ,

(6.5)

where η̄0 = (η1 − 2) ∧ (η0 + α0) ∧ (2η0 − 2), η̄1 = η0 − 1, η̄2 = η1 − 1 − 2κ̄
and γ̄i = (i + 1)κ̄ for i = 0, 1, 2. We note that according to Table 1, we could take

γ̄2 = γ0 + α2. However, we prefer to take a smaller value γ̄2 = 3κ̄ (for this we need

to assume κ̄ < 4
9
) which does not play any role for the Picard iteration but will be

convenient when analysing the functions (6.6) below. We similarly could have taken

η̄2 = η0 + α2, but we prefer to take a smaller value η̄2 = η1 − 1− 2κ̄. The right-hand

sides of (6.5) can be made smaller by using sharper bounds on each term in (6.1), but

we prefer to write them in this form to have shorter formulas. In order to perform a

Picard iteration by applying Lemma 6.3 to these functions, we need to have γ̄i+2 > γi
and η̄i + 2 > ηi for i = 0, 1, 2. These inequalities hold for our choice of γ and η if we

take κ̄ < 1
6
.
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To bound the functions F2
ti

, we note that, provided that the constant κ̄ > 0 appearing

in the definition of γ is small enough, they can be written as

F2
t0

(H) = Q<γ̄0G(DH1) ,

F2
t1

(H) = Q<γ̄1
(
DH1F̃2(DH1)− C̄1 + F̃3(DH1) ξ3(H0)

)
,

F2
t2

(H) = Q<γ̄2
(

F̃1(DH1) D
2H3 + λ (DH1)2

+ F̃2(DH1) DH2 − C̄2 + (σ1(DH1)2 + ε
2
3 F̃3(DH1)) ξ3(H0)

)
.

(6.6)

This is because, as κ̄ decreases to 0, the same happens to the values γ̄i, so that for κ̄
small enough the projections on the right simply yield the correct multiples of 1. As

we did in Table 1, we can use [Hai14, Props. 6.12, 6.13] and compute the spaces to

which the terms in (6.6) belong. All of the terms except F̃1(DH1) D2H3 belong to

Dγ1−1,η1−1
T , while the latter belongs to Dγ3−2,η3−2

T . Because of our choice of the

values γ we see that the regularities of the functions in (6.6) are strictly higher than the

applied projections. Moreover, η̄i < η1 − 1 for i = 0, 1, and η̄2 < η3 − 2. Then the

bounds (6.5) on the functions (6.6) readily follow.

The operatorPtk “improves” regularity by 2 (see [Hai14, Thm. 7.1, Lem. 7.3]), and

a bound on the term Gh0k,ε is provided in [Hai14, Lem. 7.5]. Since we have α0 > −2,

then γ̄k + 2 > γk and η̄k + 2 > ηk. Combining the just cited results with (6.5),we get

for k = 0, 1, 2

|||Mk,ε(T,H)|||γk,ηk ≤ ‖h0‖Cinit + C̄T δ(L+ L̄+ emL̄ + em̄L̄)
7

,

|||Mk,ε(T,H)−Mk,ε(T, H̄)|||γk,ηk ≤ C̄T δ(L+ L̄+ emL̄ + em̄L̄)
6

× |||H − H̄ |||γ,η ,

(6.7)

for some δ > 0 and for a new constant C̄ ≥ 0.

In order to bound the right-hand side of the last equation in (6.2), we proceed

similarly to above. More precisely, we set Ft3 (H) = F
(1)
t3

(H) + F
(2)
t3

(H), where

F
(1)
t3

(H) = ε
2
3 F̃1(DH1) D

2H3 ,

F
(2)
t3

(H) = F2(ε
1
3 DH1)DH1DH2 − C̄3 + F3(ε

1
3 DH1)ξ3(H0) ,

whose range lies again in a function-like sector. As before, we then have

M3,ε(T,H) = R
(
Pt3 [1+Q<γ̄3Ft3 (H)] +Gh03

)
.

Using the assumptions on boundedness of second and third derivative of F̃1 and the

fact that F2, F3 ∈ Cfunc
m,7 we obtain |||F(1)

t3
(H)|||γ̄3,η̄3 ≤ ε

2
3CML̄3, |||F(2)

t3
(H)|||γ̃3,η̃3 ≤

C(L+ L̄+ emL̄)
7
, and

|||F(1)
t3

(H)− F
(1)
t3

(H̄)|||γ̄3,η̄3 ≤ ε
2
3CML̄2|||H − H̄ |||γ,η ,

|||F(2)
t3

(H)− F
(2)
t3

(H̄)|||γ̃3,η̃3 ≤ C(L+ L̄+ emL̄)
6|||H − H̄ |||γ,η ,

(6.8)

for γ̄3 = γ3 − 2, η̄3 = η3 − 2, γ̃3 = γ1 − 1 and η̃3 = η1 − 1. Furthermore, we have

γ̃3 + 2 > γ3 and η̃3 + 2 > η3. Similarly to (6.7), we then use the properties of Pt3 and
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the reconstruction operatorR to get

‖M3,ε(T,H)‖γ3,η3 ≤ ‖h0‖Cinit + C̄
(
ε

2
3ML̄3 + T δ(L+ L̄+ emL̄)

7
)

,

‖M3,ε(T,H)−M3,ε(T, H̄)‖γ3,η3
≤ C̄

(
ε

2
3ML̄2 + T δ(L+ L̄+ emL̄)

6
)
|||H − H̄ |||γ,η ,

(6.9)

for some δ > 0.

Since L̄ ≤ 2ε−
1
4 ∨ 1 = 2ε−

1
4 , one has C̄ε

2
3ML̄2 ≤ 4C̄Mε

1
6 thus we can take

ε̄(M ) small enough in order to make the term C̄ε
2
3ML̄2 sufficiently small for all

ε ≤ ε̄(M ). Similarly, we can choose T < 1 and ε < 1 sufficiently small and as

in the statement of this proposition, such that the bounds (6.7) and (6.9) imply that

the map Mε(T,H) is a contraction on the ball in U
γ,η
T , containing the modelled

distributions satisfying |||H |||γ,η ≤ L̄. Hence, its fixed point yields a solution map

S : (ε, (h0i )i=0,...,3, ξ3, Z,F ) 7→ (T,H). The continuity of this solution map with

respect to all data can be proved analogously (see [Hai14]).

Remark 6.6 Note that in the above fixed point argument a requirement of a small

enough ε̄ is needed to avoid having to view the equation for h3 as a quasilinear equation.

The requirement ‖h0‖Cinit < ε−
1
4 and at most quadratic growth of F̃1 ensures that

this term is bounded by Mε
2
3 (1 + ε−

1
2 ) . Mε̄

1
6 . This allows in particular to take ε̄

independent of the initial condition and the model and thus deterministic even when

applied to a random model.

Now, we will construct a maximal (in time) solution. To consider functions, which

can explode to infinity, we set Ĉ init def
= C init ⊔ {∞} and equip it with the topology

generated by open balls in C init and the sets {h ∈ C init : ‖h‖Cinit > N} ⊔ {∞} for any

N ≥ 0. We also set ‖∞‖Cinit = +∞ by convention.

We then recall the definition of Csol given in [BCCH21, Sec. 2.7.2] (the arXiv

version). Given h ∈ C(R+, Ĉ init), we set

TL[h]
def
= inf{t ∈ R+ : ‖h(t)‖Cinit ≥ L} , T [h]

def
= T∞[h] ,

and we define a space of solutions with potential blow-up by

Csol def
=

{
h ∈ C(R+, Ĉ init) :

h(t) =∞ ∀ t > T [h]

h↾[0,T ] ∈ C([0, T ], C init) ∀T < T [h]

}
.

Unfortunately, we cannot simply stop the solution when it reaches certain level, because

such stopped solution is not continuous with respect to the initial state. Instead we need

to make a smoother stopping. We fix a smooth decreasing function χ : R → R which

is identical to 1 on (−∞, 0] and identical to 0 on [1,∞). For any L ∈ N we define the

map ΘL : Csol → C(R+, C init) by

ΘL(h)(t)
def
= χ

( t− TL/2[h]

TL[h]− TL/2[h]

)
h(t) .

Then we equip Csol with a metric d(•, •)
def
=

∑∞
L=1 2

−LdL(•, •), where for h, h̄ ∈ Csol

dL(h, h̄)
def
= 1 ∧

[
sup

t∈[0,L]

‖ΘL(h)(t)−ΘL(h̄)(t)‖Cinit

]
.
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Finally, given ε̄ ∈ (0, 1], we equip [0, ε̄] × Csol with the topology induced by the

pseudo-metric

d̄((ε1, h1), (ε2, h2)) = d(Θ
ε
−1/4
1

(h1),Θ
ε
−1/4
2

(h2)) + |ε1 − ε2| , (6.10)

whereΘ∞ is interpreted as being the identity. (In particular, we identify elements (ε, h)

and (ε, h̄) if h(s) = h̄(s) for all s ≤ T⋆ = inf{t > 0 : ‖h(t)‖ ≤ ε−1/4}.)

Remark 6.7 For a sequence (εn, hn) with εn → 0, convergence to (0, h) with respect

to d̄ is equivalent to simply having convergence hn → h in Csol. This is because

ΘL ◦ ΘM = ΘL for L ≤ M/2, so that |d̄((ε, h̄), (0, h)) − d(h̄, h)| . ε + 2−ε
−1/4/2.

The reason for introducing the pseudo-metric d̄ is that our local solution theory breaks

down when solutions get too large. Simply stopping solutions when they exit some

large ball is unfortunately not a continuous operation, which is why we use Θε−1/4

instead.

Using these definitions, we can construct the maximal solution in the space Csol.

Proposition 6.8 Let Z ∈ M0(TB,max{γi}) be admissible model and M,L > 0 and

γ, η, ε̄ be as in Proposition 6.4. Let Assumption 3 be satisfied, and let Fi, F̃j , G, Ḡ,
satisfy bounds in M and L as in Proposition 6.4. Let ε ∈ [0, ε̄] and h0 ∈ C init, then
there exists a unique T⋆ ≥ 0 such that following holds

1. If ‖h0‖Cinit ≥ ε− 1
4 then T⋆ = 0.

2. If ‖h0‖Cinit < ε−
1
4 then T⋆ > 0 and there exists a unique H : [0, T⋆) × T →

TB,max γi such that H↾[0,T ] ∈ U
γ,η
T and solves (6.2) on [0, T ] for all T < T⋆.

Furthermore, either T⋆ =∞ or limt→T⋆ ‖ht‖Cinit = ε−
1
4 for h = RH ∈ Csol.

Moreover, (ε, h) ∈ [0, ε̄]× Csol depends continuously on h0, ε, Z, ξ3, Fi, F̃i, G, Ḡ and
C̄i with respect to the topology induced by (6.10).

Proof. Let ε ∈ [0, ε̄] and assume that ‖h0‖Cinit < ε−
1
4 . Patching together the local

solutions, constructed in Proposition 6.4, yields a sequence of times 0 < T1 < T2 < · · ·
where solution H of (6.2) exists. Each of these times Ti is lower-semicontinuous with

respect to ‖h0‖Cinit and corresponding norms on ξ3 and Z restricted on [0, Ti−1 + 1].

Now let h = RH . By continuity of the reconstruction map R we have that either

‖ht‖Cinit < ε−
1
4 for all t ≥ 0 and thus we take T⋆ = ∞ or T⋆ is defined to be the first

time such that ‖hT⋆‖Cinit = ε−
1
4 . The fact that we can restart the solution from hTi and

obtain continuity of the resulting h follows from the continuity of Θε−1/4 with respect

to ε, continuity of the solution map from Proposition 6.4 as well as [Hai14, Prop. 7.11,

Cor. 7.12].

7 Application to the mean curvature flow

In this section we apply the algebraic / analytic frameworkdeveloped above to the system

of SPDEs (1.14), which we remember is an equivalent way to write (1.8) (provided of

course that initial conditions are chosen in a consistent way). The rule and nonlinearity

for the system (1.14) were described in Section 2.1.1 and Example 2.3 with the scaling

s = (2, 1). In particular, this system falls into the framework developed in the previous

sections to solve general systems of SPDEs of the form (2.12).
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7.1 Convergence of the noises

Recall that in our directed mean curvature equation (1.1) the noisy environment was

given by ηε = ̺ ∗ ζε and ζε is a space-time white noise on R × (ε−1T) (so it only

depends on ε through the size of its domain). If the noise ξε is given by (1.5), then

thanks to the scaling properties of the white noise one actually has

ξε(t, x) = (̺ε ∗ ξ)(t, x) , (7.1)

where ξ is a space-time white noise on R × T. Therefore, we shall see that in order

to be able to consider equation (1.14), we need to define the BPHZ model whose

approximation is constructed via the canonical lift of noises ξi,ε, translated by the 2× 2
diagonal matrix c = diag(ε2Cε, 0) as in (4.12). At a first glance such definition seems

to be circular since renormalisation constant Cε needs to be computed using the noises

ξi,ε, which themselves are translated by ε2Cε in the time variable. To resolve this we

shall be more general and consider a shift c = diag(cε, 0) with arbitrary cε such that

limε→0 cε = 0. This leads to a translated noise

ξcεε (t, x) = ξε(t+ cεt, x) . (7.2)

Obviously, such translated noise converges to a space-time white noise ξ. We will

also show some other properties of these translated noises that will be needed for the

construction of the BPHZ lift.

Moreover, we will see in the last part of the proof of Proposition 7.12 that it

will always be possible to find for every small enough ε such cε = O(ε) that the

renormalisation constant Cε, computed using (7.19) with this choice of the translation

cε, satisfies ε2Cε = cε.
We start by studying limits of the random field (7.2). Since our noise is actually

smooth, multiplication of ξcεε by ε
2k
3 “increases its regularity” by 2k

3
in the sense that

while ξcεε is uniformly (as ε → 0) bounded in Cαs only if α < − 3
2
, εβξcεε is uniformly

bounded in Cαs as soon as α < β − 3
2

for β ≥ 0.

Lemma 7.1 Let the random field ξcεε be given by (7.2) for some constants cε with
limε→0 cε = 0, and let ξcεk,ε = ε

2k
3 ξcεε . Then for any α < − 3

2
the following results hold:

1. one has the limit ξcε0,ε → ξ in probability in Cαs ,
2. for any k,m ∈ N such that k+m ≥ 1 and α+ 2k

3
/∈ N one has ε2m∂mt ξ

cε
k,ε → 0

in probability in Cα+2k/3
s .

Proof. Since ξ is a space-time white noise, from (7.1) and (7.2) we get

E|ξcε0,ε(ϕλz )|2 =

∫

R2

(∫

R2

ϕλz (z1)̺ε(z
cε
1 − z2)dz1

)2

dz2 , (7.3)

where (t, x)cε = (t + cεt, x). Here, the function ϕ is smooth and supported in the

ball B(0, 1) with respect to the parabolic scaling s. We consider only z ∈ K for a

fixed compact subset K of R2. The function inside the brackets in (7.3) is supported in

‖z2 − zcε‖s . λ + ε and is bounded by a constant times (λ + ε)−3, which yields the

bound

sup
z∈K

E|ξcε0,ε(ϕλz )|2 . (λ+ ε)−3 , (7.4)

where the proportionality constant depends linearly on the diameter of K.
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Similarly, the definitions (7.1) and (7.2) yield

E|(ξcε0,ε − ξ)(ϕλz )|2 =

∫

R2

(∫

R2

(
ϕλz (z1)− 1

1 + cε
ϕλz (z2)

)
̺ε(z

cε
1 − z2)dz1

)2

dz2 ,

where we used the property that ̺ integrates to 1. As before, we consider only z ∈ K.

Since cε = O(ε), we can bound

∣∣∣ϕλz (z1)− 1

1 + cε
ϕλz (z2)

∣∣∣ ≤ |ϕλz (z1)− ϕλz (z2)|+
∣∣∣ cε
1 + cε

ϕλz (z2)

∣∣∣

. λ−3−δ‖z2 − z1‖δs1‖z1−z‖s∧‖z2−z‖s≤λ + ελ−31‖z2−z‖s≤λ ,

for any δ ∈ (0, 1]. From this, similarly to (7.4), we readily obtain the bound

sup
z∈K

E|(ξcε0,ε − ξ)(ϕλz )|2 . ε2δ(λ+ ε)−3−2δ , 0 < δ ≤ 1 . (7.5)

From the bounds (7.4) and (7.5) we get the convergence of ξcε0,ε, described in the

statement of this lemma, as in [Hai14, Prop. 9.5]. Similarly we get ∂mt ξ
cε
0,ε ∈ Cα−2m

s .

Then from [GIP15, Lem. A.5] we conclude that ε2m−κ∂mt ξ
cε
k,ε ∈ C

α+ 2k
3

s for all κ ≥ 0
small enough. From this the statement 2 of this lemma follows.

7.2 Convergence of smooth models

In this section we construct the BPHZ model for the system of locally subcritical

equations (1.14). The relevant sets and the rule for the system (1.14) were de-

fined in Section 2.1.1, which we are going to use throughout the rest of this sec-

tion. For simplicity, we prefer to use the shorthand Ξk in place of Ilk [1]. Recall

from Section 2.1.1 that deg lk = − 3
2
+ 2k

3
− κ⋆ and deg tk = 2 for k = 0, 1, 2

and for a fixed value 0 < κ⋆ < 1
42

. Our choice of κ⋆ is governed by an intent

to minimise the number of trees of negative degrees. In particular, we want the

trees Il0 [It0 [Ξ0]4],I(t0,1)[Ξ0]I(t1,1)[Ξ1]4,I(t1,2)[Ξ1]I(t1,1)[Ξ1]6, with respective

degrees 1
2
− 5κ⋆,

1
6
− 5κ⋆,

1
6
− 7κ⋆, to be of positive degree. Let γ > 0 to be de-

termined later and let TB,γ be the corresponding truncated vector-valued regularity

structure introduced in Sections 2.4, 2.5 with a choice of k⋆ for the spaces Bl to be

given by Lemma 3.11.

The aim of this section is to construct smooth admissible models Zε,BPHZ for TB,γ ,

which are lifts of the noises ξcεk,ε with cε = O(ε)15 and such that the Zε,BPHZ converge to

an admissible model as ε → 0. Unfortunately, we cannot use directly the lift defined

in [CH16, HS23] because the spaces of distributions B are infinite-dimensional. We

will first define the lifts on certain finite-dimensional subspaces ofBl, and then construct

their extension to the whole space.

Another problem when trying to apply the results from [CH16, HS23] is that our rule

allows for trees with noise edges that aren’t “terminal”, i.e. trees that contain subtrees

of the form I(l,p)[τ ] for τ 6= 1 and l ∈ L−. Nevertheless, one can use the results

from [CH16] thanks to the multiplicative structure of the underlying admissible maps

Π. To see this, consider the rule R′ given by setting R′(l) = {()} for every l ∈ L− and,

for l ∈ L+, we set

R′(l) =
⋃

N∈R(l)

↓N , (7.6)

15At the moment we will show convergence of the models for any translation cε = O(ε) and make a

specific choice of cε later in the proof of Proposition 7.12.
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where the collection of node types ↓N is defined as follows. If there exists l− ∈ L−

such that l− ∈ N (if such a type exists it is necessarily unique by the definition of the

rule R), then we set

↓N = {N ⊔ N̄ : N̄ ∈ R(l−)} ,

otherwise we simply set ↓N = {N}. It is not hard to see that if R is the rule defined in

Section 2.1.1, then R′ is normal, subcritical and complete and satisfies the assumptions

of [CH16].

Given any vector space assignmentV , we recursively define an operator↓: TV (R)→
TV (R′) for σ of the form (2.15) by

↓[σ] = Xm
∏

1≤i≤n
oi∈O

Ioi [vi ⊗ ↓[σi]]
∏

1≤i≤n
oi /∈O

Ioi [vi ⊗ 1] ↓[σi] . (7.7)

(Recall the definition of O on p. 12.) In words, ↓ takes any tree located atop of a noise

type edge and moves it down to the root of that edge.

Since the convergence results of [CH16] can be applied to models of TV (R′), we

aim to show that these can be transferred to models on TV (R) using ↓. This is the case

provided that we can show that ↓ preserves both the renormalisation and recentering

procedures. Using the notations of [BHZ19, Sec. 6] , we have the following.

Lemma 7.2 Let R be a rule satisfying Assumption 2 and assume that for every τ =
Tm
f ∈ T(R) one has

deg(τ )− max
e∈ET :f(e)∈L−

deg(f(e)) ≥ 0 . (7.8)

For a vector space assignment V = (Vt)t∈L we recall that Ã−
V , Ã+

V ,∆
−
V ,∆

+
V denote

the negative and positive twisted antipodes and coproducts on TV (see Section 2.4).
Then one has

Ã−
V ↓ = ↓ Ã−

V and (↓⊗ ↓)∆−
V = ∆−

V ↓ , (7.9)

and the same holds true for Ã+
V and ∆+

V .

Proof. It is immediate from the definition that ↓ is multiplicative. Furthermore, since

∆+
V Io[v ⊗ σ] = (Io[v ⊗ •] ⊗ id)∆+

V σ for o 6∈ O (see Remark 2.8), it follows from

the multiplicativity of ∆+
V and ↓ that the required commutation relation holds for ∆+

V .

This in turn implies that Ã+
V and ↓ commute, since ↓ commutes with all the operations

appearing in the definition of Ã+
V .

Regarding commutation with ∆−
V , we note that there is a natural type-preserving

bĳection ισ between the edges of any given tree σ and those of ↓ σ. In particular, for

every occurrence of a tree τ as a subtree of σ, there is a corresponding occurrence of ↓ τ
(the image of τ under ισ) as a subtree of ↓σ. Since furthermore ↓ preserves degrees and

∆−
V acts by contracting / extracting subtrees of negative degree, the only obstruction to

(7.9) is the possibility of having a negative subtree τ̂ of ↓σ which does not come from

a corresponding subtree of σ, i.e. such that ι−1
σ τ̂ is disconnected. This in turn can only

happen if there is a subtree τ of σ containing ι−1
σ τ̂ and such that τ \ ι−1

σ τ̂ only consists

of noise-type edges.

Note now that (7.8) states that, given any tree τ conforming to the rule R, it is not

possible to delete any noise edges from τ in such a way that the remainder is of negative
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degree. However, the tree τ we have just constructed would precisely be of that kind

since deg(τ̂ ) < 0, thus yielding the desired contradiction. Again, this implies that Ã−
V

and ↓ commute in the same way as above, thus completing the proof.

Fix now a finite-dimensional vector space assignment V as well as some stationary

random smooth noise assignment ξε. We then denote by Π
ε the canonical lift to TV (R)

and by Π
ε′ the canonical lift to TV (R′). It follows immediately from (4.10b) that we

have the identity Π
ε = Π

ε′ ◦ ↓. As a consequence of Lemma 7.2 and the definition of

BPHZ renormalisation in Section 4.3, we deduce the following.

Corollary 7.3 LetΠε,BPHZ andΠε,BPHZ′ denote the BPHZ renormalisations of the models
described above. Then, one has the identity Πε,BPHZ

x = Πε,BPHZ′
x ◦ ↓.

We rely on the following construction. Given ℓ ≥ 1, we consider the space

assignmentD(ℓ) given by

D(ℓ)
t =

{
(Dt)

ℓ
if t ∈ L− ,

R otherwise .

Given u ∈ Rℓ and t ∈ L−, and writing dαi for the basis vectors of the ith copy of Dt in

D(ℓ)
t , we then define Evℓu : D(ℓ)

t → Bt by

Evℓu[dαi ] = δ(α)
ui

, (7.10)

similarly to (2.22). As before, we also set Evℓu to be the identity on D(ℓ)
t with t ∈ L+,

and we write again Evℓu for the map TD(ℓ) → TB built as in [CCHS22, Rem. 5.18].

If Πε denotes the (untranslated) canonical lift as in Definition 4.8 of the noise ξε

given by

ξεlk (t, x) = ξcεk,ε(t, x)

(the translated noises ξcεk,ε are defined in Lemma 7.1), to an admissible model on TB ,

we then obtain an admissible model Π(ε,ℓ,u) on TD(ℓ) by setting Π
(ε,ℓ,u) = Π

ε ◦ Evℓu.

Also, setting L̄ = L+ ∪ {(l, i, α) : l ∈ L−, i ≤ ℓ, |α| ≤ k⋆} we note that we have a

canonical identification

D(ℓ)
t ≃ RL̄ ,

so that [CCHS22, Sec. 5.6] allows to identify TD(ℓ) with the regularity structure T (ℓ)

generated by the rule R(ℓ) defined just like R, with each of the (l, i, α) playing the same

role in R(ℓ) as l does in R.

With this identification, it follows immediately from Definition 4.8 that Π(ε,ℓ,u) is

nothing but the canonical lift to TD(ℓ) ≃ T (ℓ) of the noise ξε,u given by

ξε,u(lk,i,α)(t, x) = (ε2α+
2k
3 ∂αt ξε)(t+ cεt+ ε2ui, x) . (7.11)

(It follows from (1.15) that the constants al,o from Definition 4.8 are given by al,o = ε2

for o = (t0, 0) and al,o = 0 otherwise.) Similarly, we set Π̂(ε,ℓ,u) = Π
ε,BPHZ ◦ Evℓu and

recall that, given any admissible (smooth) stationary random model Π in the sense of

[BHZ19, Def. 6.17], the associated recentering and BPHZ renormalisation characters

gx(Π) and g−(Π) are given by

gx(Π)(σ+) = (Πσ+)(x) , g−(Π)(σ−) = E(Πσ−)(0) ,
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where σ± ∈ 〈τ±〉 for τ± ∈ T±(R), see also [CCHS22, Sec. 5.7.2]. These are then

extended multiplicatively and we recall that

Π̂x = (g−(Πex)Ã− ⊗Π
ex ⊗ gx(Πex)Ã+)(∆−

ex ⊗ id)∆+
ex ,

where Π
ex denotes the lift of Π to the extended regularity structure as in [BHZ19,

Thm. 6.33], and where Ã− and Ã+ are the twisted antipodes for the new vector space

assignment (see [BHZ19] for the definitions). Since Evℓu is a natural transformation, we

conclude that gx(Π̂(ε,ℓ,u)) = gx(Πε,BPHZ) ◦ Evℓu, and similarly for the renormalisation

characters. In particular, we conclude that Π̂(ε,ℓ,u) coincides with the BPHZ lift of

(7.11). We can therefore apply [CH16, Thm. 2.15] to conclude that Π̂(ε,ℓ,u) converges

in probability in the space of admissible models to a limit Π̂(ℓ,u), which is the BPHZ

lift of the limiting noise assignment ξ̄ given by

ξ̄lk,i,α =

{
ξ if k = 0 and α = 0 ,

0 otherwise .
(7.12)

Actually, this is true for a much larger class of approximations to white noise by the

continuity of the BPHZ lift under weak convergence of the driving noises, provided

that one has uniform bounds.

We do however need the following more quantitative bound, which will be crucial

for showing that one has convergence of models on TB.

Proposition 7.4 For every γ there existM > 0 and θ > 0 such that, for every compact
set K, the bounds

E|||Π̂(ε,ℓ,u); Π̂(ℓ,u)|||qK . εqθ|u|qM , E|||Π̂(ℓ,u)|||qK . |u|qM , (7.13)

hold for every ℓ and every q, uniformly over ε ∈ (0, 1] and u ∈ Rℓ. Here, we restrict
the relevant models to TD(ℓ),≤γ .

Proof. We aim to apply [CH16, Thm. 2.31] with noises given by (7.11). These are far

from being independent in our case, but have covariances given by

E[ζu,αk,ε (0, 0)ζv,βℓ,ε (t, x)] = ε
2(k+ℓ)

3 ̺α,βε (t+ ε2(v − u), x)
def
= Ck+ℓ,v−u,α,βε (t, x) ,

for some smooth compactly supported functions ̺α,β . These functions satisfy the

bound

|Ck,u,α,βε (z)| . ε
2k
3
−|s|1{|z|s ≤ ε

√
1 + |u|} . εθ

(1 +
√
|u|

|z|s

)3+θ− 2k
3

,

for every θ ≥ 2k
3
− 3. Furthermore, one has

∫
Ck,u,α,βε (z) dz = 0 wheneverα+β 6= 0.

A similar bound holds for E[ζu,αk,ε (0)ξ(z)] as well as for

E[ζu,αk,ε (0)(ξ(z)− ζv,β0,ε (z))]
def
= C̄k,u,α,βε (z) ,

the difference being that the integral of this function vanishes even when α+ β = 0.

It follows in particular that, in the notations of [CH16, Def. 2.21 & 2.23] (and

recalling that all cumulants except for the covariances vanish for jointly Gaussian

processes), one has for everyN > 0 the bounds

‖ξε,u‖2N,|·|s . (1+ |u|) 3N
2

+θN , ‖ξ̄, ξε,u‖2N,|·|s . εθN (1+ |u|) 3N
2

+θN , (7.14)
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uniformly over ε ∈ (0, 1] and u ∈ Rℓ, and with ξ̄ given in (7.12). Here, the quantity

‖ · ‖2N,|·|s is computed for the whole collection of noises (7.11). The homogeneity

assignment |·|s used for the norms in (7.14) is given by assigning homogeneity 2k
3
− 3

2
− θ

2

to the noises of type lk. The claim then follows at once by combining [CH16, Thm. 2.31]

with Corollary 7.3 and [Hai14, Thm. 10.7].

Remark 7.5 In fact, the law of the left-hand side of (7.13) only depends on the differ-

ences ui − uj , but this is not something we exploit.

In order to formulate our convergence result, we introduce the following notation.

Given τ ∈ T(R), we write δ0τ ∈ 〈τ〉B for the element assigning the distribution δ0 ∈ B
to each edge of noise type.

Proposition 7.6 Fix γ > 0 and a sequence of translations cε with limε→0 cε = 0, and
let Πε,BPHZ be as in Corollary 7.3, but restricted to TB,γ .

Then, for any p ≥ 2 and any compact set K,

E|||Πε,BPHZ|||pK . 1 , (7.15)

uniformly in ε ∈ (0, 1] and, as ε→ 0, Πε,BPHZ converges in probability in M0(TB,γ) to
a model ΠBPHZ with the following properties:

1. Π
BPHZ is independent of the choice of translations cε.

2. Π
BPHZσ = 0 for any element σ ∈ 〈τ〉B such that the tree τ ∈ T(R) contains at

least one edge of type Ilk for some k = 1, 2.
3. For any z ∈ R2, any τ ∈ T(R) and any σ ∈ 〈τ〉B , one has

ΠBPHZ

z σ = 〈σ, 1〉ΠBPHZ

z δ0τ , (7.16)

where 〈σ, 1〉 denotes the duality pairing between σ, viewed as a distribution on
RE−(τ ), where E−(τ ) denotes the set of edges of noise type (i.e. with a type in
L−), and the constant function 1.

Remark 7.7 In particular, ΠBPHZ

z Ilk [µ ⊗ 1] = 〈µ, 1〉ξk, where ξk = 0 for k > 0 and

ξ0 is a space-time white noise.

Proof. We fix a tree τ = (T, f,m) ∈ T(R). Regarding the first statement, it is sufficient

to exhibit a candidate limit model ΠBPHZ and to show that, for every z ∈ R2, one has the

bound

|((ΠBPHZ

z − Πε,BPHZ

z )σ)(ϕλz )| . εθλdeg τ‖σ‖B⊗τ ,

uniformly over σ ∈ 〈τ〉B , ε, λ ∈ (0, 1], and test functions ϕ ∈ Br
s for some fixed large

enough r > 0.

Let now ℓ be the number of edges of τ of noise type. Writing as before E− for the

set of these edges, 〈τ〉B is canonically isomorphic to the subspace of B⊗E− invariant

under the permutations of E− arising from the symmetries of τ . Any ordering E− =
{e1, . . . , eℓ} furthermore yields an isomorphism B⊗E− ≈ B⊗ℓ. Let then τ̂ ∈ 〈τ〉D(ℓ)

be the element given by τ̂ = π(1f(e1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ 1f(eℓ)), where we use the identification

of 〈τ〉D(ℓ) with the subspace of Df(e1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ Df(eℓ) invariant under the symmetries

of τ and write π for the projection onto that subspace given by symmetrisation. As

a consequence of the definition of the map Evℓu, one has for every smooth element
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µ ∈ 〈τ〉B , viewed on one hand as an element of TB and on the other hand as a function

on Rℓ, the identity

(Πε,BPHZµ)(ϕ) =

∫
(Πε,BPHZπ(δu))(ϕ)µ(du) =

∫
(Π̂(ε,ℓ,u)τ̂ )(ϕ)µ(du) ,

with all expressions clearly independent of the choice of ordering. Similarly to above,

the same identity also holds if Πε,BPHZ and Π̂
(ε,ℓ,u) are replaced by Πε,BPHZ

x and Π̂(ε,ℓ,u)
x

respectively.

Given any multiindex α of Rℓ we furthermore define ∂ατ̂ = π(dα1

1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ dαℓ

ℓ )

and we note that, by (7.11),

∂αu (Π̂
(ε,ℓ,u)
x τ̂ )(ϕ) = (Π̂(ε,ℓ,u)

x ∂ατ̂)(ϕ) . (7.17)

This is true for any fixed value of k⋆ and of the exponent η in the definition of B.

This formula allows us to apply Corollary 2.11 in the following way. Consider first

a wavelet basis on R2 compatible with the parabolic scaling and such that its wavelets

are of class C2. We write ϕ for the “father wavelet” and Ψ for the finite collection

of “mother wavelets” as in [Hai14, Sec. 3.1]. Fix a bounded open set U ⊂ R2 such

that
⋃
z∈KB(z, C) ⊂ U for a large enough constant C (depending on the size of the

supports of the wavelets) and writeΛn = {(2−2nk, 2−nm) : (k,m) ∈ Z2}∩U . Given

a map x 7→ Πx with Πx : TD(ℓ),<γ → C−2(R2), we then define the seminorm

‖Π‖E = sup
α<γ

sup
deg τ=α
‖τ‖=1

(
sup
n≥0

sup
x∈Λn

sup
ψ∈Ψ

2αn|(Πxτ )(ψ2−n

x )|+ sup
x∈Λ0

|(Πxτ )(ϕ1
x)|

)
.

The space E then consists of (equivalence classes of) functions Π such that ‖Π‖E is

finite. (Note that this is a linear space since we do not impose any algebraic relations.

The actual space of admissible models is then naturally identified with a closed subset

of E.)

The point of this construction is that there existsM > 0 (depending on γ) such that

if Z = (Π,Γ) is an admissible model, then as a consequence of [Hai14, Prop. 3.32]

(and the admissibility of the model) one has

|||Z|||K . ‖Π‖E(1 + ‖Π‖E)M ,

for some proportionality constant independent of Z . Similarly, given two such models,

one has

|||Z; Z̄|||K . ‖Π− Π̄‖E(1 + ‖Π‖E + ‖Π̄‖E)M .

Conversely, we have

‖Π‖E . |||Z|||K̄ , ‖Π− Π̄‖E . |||Z; Z̄|||K̄ ,

for K̄ given by the closure of U .

Combining this with Proposition 7.4 and Corollary 2.11 together with (7.17), we

immediately conclude thatΠε,BPHZ converges to a limit ΠBPHZ provided that the exponent

η in the definition of B is chosen sufficiently large.

7.3 Renormalisation constants

In this section we consider the renormalisation constants for the BPHZ model con-

structed above that appear in the renormalised mean curvature system.
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For noises that satisfy the assumptions of Proposition 4.15, the renormalisation of

the nonlinearity is given by M̂ εF = F +
∑

τ∈T−(R) ℓ
ε
BPHZ

Ῡ
F [τ ] (see Lemma 3.20 and

Proposition 3.21), where ℓε
BPHZ

= (g−(Πε)Ev0Ã−
D ⊗ id)∆−

D is the BPHZ character on

TD defined via Definition 4.14 and Remark 4.16.

In our case the noises trivially satisfy the assumptions of Proposition 4.15 since

E+(l) = {t0} for all l ∈ L−. We now turn to the analysis of the counterterms

ℓε
BPHZ

Ῡ
F [τ ].

For this we will first describe a graphical representation of the trees in T−(R). Once

again we recall that the rule R is given in Section 2.1.1 and that κ⋆ <
1
42

. One can

generalise the ↓ operator from (7.7) to the trees in T in an obvious way by just taking

Vt = R for every t ∈ L in (7.7). We will first describe the graphical representation of

the trees that do not contain polynomials. For simplicity of presentation and because it

is easier to see the true subdivergencies of the trees, we will represent each τ ∈ T−(R)

that does not contain polynomials by a graphical representationof ↓[τ ]. This is harmless

since Lemma 7.2 implies that ℓε
BPHZ

Ῡ
F [τ ] = ℓε

BPHZ
↓[ῩF [τ ]].16 Noises are represented

by edges Il0 = , Il1 = , Il2 = when these noises are coming from Il[τ ] for

τ 6= 1, but in this case we represent graphically Il[τ ] by gluing τ to the root of Il if τ
does not contain polynomials. Noise symbols without anything drawn above them are

denoted by Ξ0 = , Ξ1 = , Ξ2 = . The tree product is represented by gluing trees

at their roots (which is always the node at the bottom). Edges that represent kernels

are It0 = ,I(t0,1) = ,I(t1,1) = ,I(t1,2) = ,I(t2,2) = and in this case I(t,p)[τ ] is

represented by drawing an edge I(t,p) below τ and joining it at the root of τ . When the

multiplication by the noise is meant, i.e. we have τΞk, then such a tree is represented by

drawing a large node of the colour corresponding to the noise Ξk at the root of τ . For

instance I(t1,1)[Ξ1]Ξ2 is drawn as while Il0 [It0 [Il0[It0 [Ξ0]]]] is drawn as .

Now the multiplication by polynomial X1 will simply be drawn with an index 1
at the root. Subtrees of the form Il[X1τ ] (with τ not having any polynomials) will

be graphically represented by a graph of Il[X1]τ . This is because there are trees

τ̄ ∈ T−(R) with polynomials inside such that ↓[τ̄ ] ∈ T−(R). Thus, graphically , ,

can only join edges It0 = or can have polynomial label at the root as well as have a

polynomial label above them. For instance,

X1Il0 [It0 [Ξ0]] = 1 and Il0 [X1It0 [Ξ0]] =
1

.

It turns out that for every tree in τ ∈ T−(R) for the rule R from Section 2.1.1 there

exists a unique α ∈ Nℓ, where ℓ is the number of noise edges in τ , such that

Ev0Ῡ
F
t [τ ] = aEvℓ0∂

ατ̂ ⊗ F ∈ 〈τ〉B ⊗P , (7.18)

for some a ∈ R, F ∈ P and ∂ατ̂ = π(dα1

1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ dαℓ

ℓ ) as in (7.17). Table 2 lists all

the trees in T−(R) for the rule from Section 2.1.1.

First consider τ which do not contain any polynomials inside. It is clear that 1lk

will be attached on a noise edge Ξk, with nothing on top (i.e. noises that are graphically

represented by , , ). Other noise edges , , can only be joined at the root with n
edges of type (t0, 0) for some n ∈ N (in our case n ≤ 3). In this case dnt0 will be

attached on , or viewing n as an element of NE+(lk) = N{t0}.

16Note though that Ῡ and ↓ do not commute, which is the whole point of introducing the trees that can be

drawn above noises.
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Inspecting Table 2, we see that τ ∈ T−(R) can contain only at most one polynomial

X1. Thanks to (3.3) and because E+(lk) = {t0} for k = 0, 1, 2 we have

∂11lk = dt0 ⊗X(t0,1).

Therefore, whenever X1 is above the noise, i.e. if we have
1

,
1

or
1

, then dt0 will be

attached to this noise edge.

The fact that each tree in T−(R) gives rise to a unique attachment of the dnt0 at each

noise edge (for some n ∈ N{t0}) allows us to define a renormalisation constant as

Cε[τ ]
def
= ℓε

BPHZ
∂ατ̂ , (7.19)

where α ∈ Nℓ is as in (7.18). We also introduce the notion of homogeneity of a

tree, which should be thought of as its “real” degree while deg τ is used for analytical

purposes to give ourselves a bit of “wiggle room”.

Definition 7.8 For τ = (T, ̺, f,m) ∈ T the homogeneity |τ | is defined in a similar way

to its degree by setting |τ | = ∑
v∈NT

|m(v)|s +
∑

e∈ET
|f(e)| and |f(e)| = deg(f(e)) if

f(e) ∈ O. We also set |lk| = − 3
2
+ 2k

3
for k = 0, 1, 2.

One heuristically then has deg τ = |τ | − κ for some “small” κ, in any case we

always have deg τ < |τ |. The next lemma concerns the rate of divergence of the

renormalisation constants. Its proof is the subject of Appendix A.

Lemma 7.9 Let cε = O(ε) be a choice of translations of the noises from Section 7.1.
For each τ ∈ T−(R) we have the following limits as ε→ 0:

ε−|τ |Cε[τ ] → c[τ ] , if |τ | ≤ − 1
3

, (7.20a)

ε
1
3Cε[τ ] → 0 , if |τ | > − 1

3
, (7.20b)

Cε[ ] → C[ ] , (7.20c)

Cε[
1

] → C[
1

] , (7.20d)

where c[τ ] are real numbers independent of cε, and

C[ ] = −
∫ ∫

∂t̺(z1) (G ∗G′)(z1 − z2) ̺(z2) dz1dz2 , (7.21a)

C[
1

] = −
∫ ∫

G′(−z1)x1∂t̺(z1 − z2) (G′ ∗ ̺)(−z2) dz1dz2 , (7.21b)

with G the heat kernel, G′ = ∂xG, and ̺ the mollifier used to define the noise in (7.1).

7.4 A renormalised equation

In this section we apply the machinery of renormalisation of singular SPDEs developed

in the previous sections in order to obtain system (1.14). At this point the main question

is what function FB on the right-hand side of (5.3) will give us the system (1.14)

after the reconstruction with respect to the BPHZ model. Unfortunately the trivial

choice of F given by taking the right-hand side of (1.14) (with the constants Ck,ε
set to 0) and applying (3.24) is not going to work. This is because such a system

when renormalised and reconstructed produces renormalisation functions rather than
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renormalisation constants and therefore cannot give rise to (1.14). Nevertheless, we will

show in this section that it is possible to start from a different system with coefficients

of order 1 that does renormalise to (1.14).

We consider the setting of Section 1 and assume that the functions Fi satisfy

Assumption 1, i.e. they belong to Cfunc
m,7 for some m > 0. We then define the constants

λ = F2(0) , σ = F3(0) , σ1 =
1

2
F ′′
3 (0) , (7.22)

which will be used throughout this section, and let the functionsFi,ε be defined by (1.13)

for i = 1, 2, 3.

We view the Fi,ε as elements of P by taking their argument to be X(t1,1) and we

lift them to functions Fi,ε : HB → H̄B via (3.24). Assume that we are also given a

collection of constants C̄i,ε as well as Cfunc
m̄,5 functionsGε, Ḡε : R→ R, for some m̄ > 0.

We will view these as functions in P as well and lift Ḡε to functions Ḡε : HB → H̄B

as in (6.1).

Let Zε,BPHZ = Z (Πε,BPHZ) for ε ∈ [0, 1] be the BPHZ model obtained in Section 7.2

for a translation cε = O(ε) and let U
γ,η
ε,T = U

γ,η
T (Zε,BPHZ) be a space defined in Section 6

for some γi, ηi with γi > 2 for i = 0, . . . , 3.

We also use the shorthand Gε = (Gε, Ḡε, C̄1,ε, C̄2,ε, C̄3,ε) for constants C̄i,ε, i =
1, 2, 3, and for functionsGε, Ḡε : R→ R. We make the following assumption on these

objects.

Assumption 4 The tuple Gε given above is such that (Gε, Ḡε) converge in Cfunc
m̄,5 to some

functions (G0, Ḡ0) for some m̄ > 0 and such that limε→0 maxi |C̄i,ε| = 0.

Remark 7.10 We can readily see that Assumption 3 is satisfied for our choice of

functions. Indeed, the fact that F1,ε(u) = ε−
2
3F1(ε

1
3u) and F1(0) = F ′

1(0) = 0 implies

|F1,ε(0)|+|F ′
1,ε(0)|+‖F ′′

1,ε‖L∞(R)+‖F ′′′
1,ε‖L∞(R) ≤ ‖F ′′

1 ‖L∞(R)+‖F ′′′
1 ‖L∞(R) =:M ,

if ε ≤ 1. It is easy to see that Fi ∈ Cfunc
m,7 for somem > 0 implies that F̃i = Fi,ε ∈ Cfunc

m,7.

In order to make the Cfunc
m,7 norm of Fi,ε uniformly bounded in ε we just need to restrict

it to ε ∈ [0, ε̃] for some ε̃ < 1. For instance, F2,ε has the form

F2,ε(u) = ε−1R(ε
1
3 u) , for R(u) = u(F2(u)− u) .

By Assumption 1 function R satisfies R(0) = R′(0) = R′′(0) = 0 thus implying

|R(ℓ)(u)| . em|u|‖F2‖Cfunc
m,7

(|u|(3−ℓ)∧0 ∨ 1). Hence, using ε ≤ ε̃ < 1

e−m|u||F (ℓ)
2,ε(u)| . e−m(1−ε̃

1
3 )|u|(|u|(3−ℓ)∧0 ∨ 1)‖F2‖Cfunc

m,7
.

Thus, since 1− ε̃ 1
3 > 0we see that ‖F2,ε‖Cfunc

m,7
is uniformly bounded in ε ∈ [0, ε̃]. More-

over, from Lemma 7.1 we readily conclude that the function (t, x, h) 7→ ξh3,ε(t, x)
def
=

ξ3,ε(t + cεt + ε2h, x) satisfies Assumption 3(4) on every time interval, uniformly in

ε ∈ [0, 1]. For this, we use the fact that each derivative with respect to h gives rise to a

factor ε2. Thus, for every ε̃ < 1 there existM,L > 0 such that bounds on Fi, Fi,ε, ξ3,ε
from Proposition 6.8 hold uniformly in ε ∈ [0, ε̃]. We will address the functions Gε
and Ḡε in Remark 7.14.
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Using the functions Fi, Fj,ε, G, Ḡ and the constants C̄i,ε, we define the nonlinear-

ities Fεti for i ≤ 3 by (6.1). Given a tuple Gε, we write Ῡ
Gε and Υ

Gε for the maps

defined as in (3.5), but using the functions Fεti ∈ Q(R). In the case Gε = (0, 0, 0, 0, 0)

we simply write Ῡ and Υ.

Let h = (h(i,p)) ∈ R{0,...,3}×N, we will now heuristically describe how a countert-

erm that depends on a specific variable h(i,p) can be generated by Ῡ
Gε . Given a tree

τ , we view each node of τ as a differential operator on P , with each incoming edge

of type (j, q) yielding a differentiation with respect to DqHj . A necessary condition is

then that at least one of these differential operators, when applied to the right-hand side

of (6.1), yields a function that still depends on DpHi.

For instance, in order to get an h(1,2)-dependent counterterm from Ῡ
Gε
t [τ ], the

tree τ must contain a node of type (∂t1)n for some n ≥ 1 (using the notation of

Section 2.1.1). This is because h(1,2) correspond to D2H1 in (6.1) and D2H1 is

multiplied by F1,ε(DH1). On the other hand, in order to get an h(0,1)-dependent

counterterm, τ should contain either a node of type (∂t0) or a node of type (∂t1)n for

n ≥ 1 because DH0 is only multiplied by DH0 itself or by a function of DH1.

The next lemma uses these considerations to describe restrictions on the form of

the counterterms arising in renormalisation.

Lemma 7.11 Let γ = (γi)i=0,...,3, η = (ηi)i=0,...,3 ∈ R4
+ with all γi > 2 and let

Fi satisfy Assumption 1 for i = 1, 2, 3. Let Gε satisfy Assumption 4 and Zε,BPHZ =
Z (Πε,BPHZ) be the BPHZ model constructed in Section 7.2. Then for every t ∈ L+

and τ ∈ T−(R)\{ ,
1} with It[τ ] ∈ Tt(R) and Cε[τ ] 6= 0 there exists a function

F τt,ε : R→ R independent of Gε and the constants C̄i,ε such that

ℓε
BPHZ

Ῡ
Gε
t [τ ](h) = Cε[τ ]F τt,ε(h(1,1)) , (7.23)

where h = (h(i,p)) ∈ R{0,...,3}×N. In addition, there exists Ft0,ε independent ofGε and
the constants C̄i,ε such that

ℓε
BPHZ

Ῡ
Gε
t0

[ ](h) = Cε[ ](2λσ2h(0,1) + Ft0,ε(h(1,1))) ,

ℓε
BPHZ

Ῡ
Gε
t0

[
1

](h) = Cε[
1

]2λσ2h(0,1) ,

where λ is defined in (7.22).
Finally, the F τt,ε are constant functions independent of ε for every τ ∈ T−(R) with

|τ | < − 1
3

and Cε[τ ] 6= 0.

Proof. Potentially Ῡ
Gε
t [τ ] can produce counterterms that are functions of h(i,1) (i =

0, 1, 2) or h(j,2) (j = 1, 2, 3). We now show that if deg τ < 0 and Cε[τ ] 6= 0

then Ῡ
Gε
t [τ ](h) cannot depend on either of h(0,1), h(2,1) or h(j,2) (j = 1, 2, 3) unless

τ ∈ { ,
1} where it will depend on h(0,1). We shall see in Appendix A that τ =

1

is the only tree τ ∈ T−(R) that contains polynomials Xk (with k 6= 0) and such that

Cε[τ ] 6= 0. Using Example 2.12 one finds that

ℓε
BPHZ

Ῡ
Gε
t [

1

](h) =

{
Cε[

1

]2λσ2h(0,1) if t = t0,

0 if t 6= t0,
(7.24)

therefore showing that all the trees containing polynomials agree with the statement of

the lemma. In the rest of the proof we will therefore assume that τ does not contain any

polynomials.
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If ῩGε
t [τ ](h) depends on h(1,2), it means that τ contains a subtree τ̄ with a root

of node of type (∂t1)n for n ≥ 1 and therefore deg τ̄ ≥ 1
6
− κ⋆. Moreover, since

deg τ < 0 we can’t have τ = τ̄ and therefore τ must have a subtree either of the form

τ̃ = I(ti,ℓ)[τ̄ ] or τ̃ = I(ti,ℓ)[I(tj ,2)[τ̄ ]] for i ∈ {0, 1, 2}, j ∈ {1, 2} and ℓ ∈ {0, 1}.
In either case deg τ̃ ≥ 7

6
− κ⋆ and as deg τ < 0 we see that the tree obtained from

deleting τ̃ from τ is of degree smaller than − 7
6
+ κ⋆. There is only one tree of degree

smaller than − 7
6
+ κ⋆ namely Ξ0, since κ⋆ <

1
42

. Therefore, the only option left is if

τ = Il0 [It0 [τ̄ ]] but in this case τ ≥ 2
3
− κ⋆ which is a contradiction with τ ∈ T−(R).

Similar considerations allow us to rule out the possibility of ῩGε
t [τ ](h) being dependent

on h(2,1), h(2,2) and h(3,2). We now consider the case when the counterterm Ῡ
Gε
t [τ ](h)

depends on h(0,1). Since we already know that τ cannot contain a subtree τ̄ with a

root of node of type (∂t1)n for n ≥ 1, it must contain a subtree τ̃ = I(t0,1)[τ̄ ] with

deg τ̄ < 0. (One can show that deg τ̄ > 0 implies deg τ > 0 by a reasoning similar

to above.) The right-hand side of (6.1) is at most quadratic in DH0 thus nodes types

(∂t0)2 do not produceh(0,1) counterterms. Moreover, τ 6= τ̃ since τ̃ is planted, so τ also

must contain a subtree of the form I(ti,ℓ)[τ̃ ] for i, ℓ ∈ {0, 1}. Cases when i = 1 can be

ruled out easily since these will produce trees which are too positive for our rule. Now

the only tree of negative degree that contains a subtree of the form I(t0,1)[I(t0,1)[τ̄ ]]

is but it is not difficult to see that Cε[ ] = 0. The only tree of negative degree that

contains a subtree of the form I(t0,0)[I(t0,1)[τ̄ ]] is . Note that ∈ Tt only if t = t0
and we have

ℓε
BPHZ

Ῡ
Gε
t0

[ ](h) = Cε[ ](2λσ2h(0,1) + F2,ε(∂xh(1,1)) + Ḡε(h(1,1))) . (7.25)

Therefore, Ft0,ε = F2,ε + Ḡε which converges in Cfunc
m̃,5 for m̃ > 0.

The fact that counterterms F τt,ε do not depend on Gε or constants C̄i,ε follows

simply from Remark (3.22).

We now turn to the counterterms produced by trees τ ∈ T− with |τ | < − 1
3
. There

are 15 such trees (recall that these must be unplanted, i.e. cannot be of the formI(ti,p)[τ ]

for i = 0, . . . , 3 and p ∈ N):

, , , , , , , , , , , , ,
1

, 1 .

Only two out of these 15 trees have non-zero renormalisation constant (see Appendix A)

namely and and one has Ft,ε = 2λσ21t=t0 and Ft,ε = σ21t=t0 .

Proposition 7.12 Let γ, η ∈ R4
+ be as in Lemma 5.2 and Fi satisfy Assumption 1

for i = 1, 2, 3 and let h0k,ε ∈ C(T) such that h0k,ε = ε
2k
3 h00,ε for k = 1, 2, 3. Let

Zε,BPHZ = Z (Πε,BPHZ) be the BPHZ model constructed in Section 7.2. There exist ε̂ > 0
and constants Cε ∼ ε−1 as well as a tuple Gε satisfying Assumption 4 such that taking
cε = ε2Cε and Ck,ε = ε

2k
3 Cε for k = 0, . . . , 3 the following holds: for ε ∈ [0, ε̂] if

Hε ∈ U γ,η
ε solves (6.2) then hi,ε = Rε,BPHZHi,ε solve (1.14) and hi,ε = ε

2i
3 h0,ε.

One furthermore has limε→0 Ḡε(u) = −2λσ2(C[ ] + C[
1

]).

Proof. In this proof we combine algebraic relations between the counterterms and

renormalisation constants derived in the above lemma together with Theorem 5.3 and

Remark 5.4. Moreover, as explained at the beginning of Section 7.3 the BPHZ character

produced by the model constructed in Proposition 7.6 is translation invariant and thus

Theorem 5.3 can be applied. In the reconstructed system of equations for hi,ε all
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counterterms will be evaluated at (hε, ξ
hε,cε) which is defined via (2.13). The fact that

the functions in (6.1) are affine in the noise variables and that noises are multiplied

by functions from Q which only depend on the E+ variables implies in particular

that counterterms which appear in Ῡ
Gε[τ ] are independent of ξhε,cε , so we write

Ῡ
Gε[τ ](hε) instead of ῩGε[τ ](hε, ξ

hε,cε). Thus, applying Lemma 7.11 in combination

with Theorem 5.3 we will see ∂pxhi,ε in the reconstructed equation in place of h(i,p)

variables.

First observe that there is only one tree τ ∈ T−(R) ∩ T̄t2 (R) namely τ = . The

counterterm produced by this tree is ℓε
BPHZ

Ῡ
Gε
t2

[ ] = 0 for every choice of Gε. Therefore,

both equations for H2,ε and h3,ε do not need to be renormalised, and we can set C̄2,ε

and C̄3,ε to any asymptotically vanishing sequence of constants to be determined later.

There are 7 trees that belong to T−(R) ∩ T̄t1(R):

, , , , , , .

Only two of these trees have a non-zero renormalisation constant namely and . It

is easy to see thanks to Π
ε
Il1[µ⊗ 1] = ε

2
3Π

ε
Il0[µ⊗ 1] that

ℓε
BPHZ

Ῡ
Gε
t1

[ ] = Cε[ ]2λσ2 = ε
2
3Cε[ ]2λσ2 = ℓε

BPHZ
Ῡ

Gε
t0

[ ] ,

ℓε
BPHZ

Ῡ
Gε
t1

[ ] = Cε[ ]σ2 = ε
2
3Cε[ ]σ2 = ℓε

BPHZ
Ῡ

Gε
t0

[ ] ,
(7.26)

for every choice of Gε.

The above computations also mean that the only non constant counterterms may

appear in the t0 component. For the rest of the proof we will only consider τ ∈ T−(R)

such that Cε[τ ] 6= 0 because otherwise the counterterm produced by ℓε
BPHZ

Ῡ
Gε
t0

[τ ] is

zero independently of the choice of Gε.

For each tree τ ∈ T−(R) ∩ T̄t0 (R) we want to find a set of constants and functions

Cτε , gτε , ḡτε such that using the fact that h1,ε = ε
2
3 h0,ε

ℓε
BPHZ

Ῡ
Gε
t0

[τ ](∂xh1,ε) + ∂xh0,ε ḡ
τ
ε (∂xh1,ε) + gτε (∂xh1,ε) = Cτε . (7.27)

The point is that we allow Cτε to diverge, but the functions gτε and ḡτε should converge

to finite limits. If for a given choice of Gε we have (7.27) for a tree τ we say that τ
contributes a constant counterterm. The aim is then to show that we can find such

a choice of Gε so that simultaneously all τ ∈ T−(R) ∩ T̄t0(R) contribute a constant

counterterm, while still having hi,ε = ε
2i
3 h0,ε.

By Lemma 7.11 we know that the counterterms ℓε
BPHZ

Ῡ
Gε
t0

[τ ](∂xh1,ε) from (7.23)

appearing in the renormalisation do not depend on Gε, i.e. they only depend on Fi,ε
for i = 1, 2, 3 and on Ḡε. Therefore, we shall first find an appropriate function Ḡε
to obtain necessary cancellations for divergent non constant counterterms appearing

in ℓε
BPHZ

Ῡ
Gε
ti

[τ ](∂xh1,ε) and then correct with a suitable choice of Gε to cancel the

remaining counterterms. Moreover, we shall see that it is possible to choose the

constants C̄i,ε in such a way that the relation hk,ε = ε
2k
3 h0,ε holds true. Therefore,

without loss of generality we will assume such a relation throughout the proof and show

that it is indeed the case in the end.

Recall from Lemma 7.11 that for every choice of Gε, trees τ with |τ | < − 1
3

can

produce only constant counterterms. In order to choose suitable functions Gε and Ḡε
we therefore first focus on those τ with |τ | ≥ − 1

3
. We start with G 0

ε = (0, 0, 0, 0, 0) and

will gradually build the functionsGε and Ḡε by adding more terms. First we consider
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τ = and τ =
1

and by (7.25) and (7.24) we explicitly have

ℓε
BPHZ

Ῡt0 [ ](hε) = 2λσ2Cε[ ]∂xh0,ε + Cε[ ]F2,ε(∂xh1,ε) ,

ℓε
BPHZ

Ῡt0 [
1

](hε) = 2λσ2Cε[
1

]∂xh0,ε ,

which prompts us to set G 1
ε = (−Cε[ ]F2,ε,−2λσ2(Cε[ ] + Cε[

1

]), 0, 0, 0) in

order to cancel both of these counterterms. It is important to note that ῩG
t0

[ ] and

Ῡ
G
t0

[
1

] are independent of G , so this choice remains valid once we start modifying G .

The choice G 1
ε satisfies Assumption 4 by Lemma 7.9 and Remark 7.10. Now we note

that for every τ ∈ Ť
def
= T−(R)∩ T̄t0 (R)\{ ,

1}, we obtain a counterterm of the form

ℓε
BPHZ

Ῡ
G

1
ε

t0
[τ ](∂xh1,ε) = Cε[τ ]F τt0,ε(∂xh1,ε) (7.28)

= Cε[τ ]F τt0,ε(0) + Cε[τ ]∂xh1,εF̄
τ
t0,ε(∂xh1,ε)

= Cε[τ ]F τt0,ε(0) + Cε[τ ]ε2/3∂xh0,εF̄
τ
t0,ε(∂xh1,ε) ,

where F̄ τt0,ε(x) = x−1(F τt0,ε(x)−F (0)), which is smooth and Cauchy in ε. This suggests

that we should further add −Cε[τ ]ε
2
3 F̄ τt0,ε to Ḡε for each such τ with |τ | ≥ − 1

3
, so we

set G 2
ε = (−Cε[ ]F2,ε, Ḡε, 0, 0, 0) for

Ḡε = −2λσ2(Cε[ ]+Cε[
1

])−ε 1
3

∑{
ε

1
3Cε[τ ]F̄ τt0,ε : τ ∈ Ť with |τ | ≥ −1

3

}
.

(7.29)

(The reason for writing it in this way is that the summands themselves already converge

in Cfunc
m̄,5 for some m̄ > 0.) This is going to be our final choice for the function Ḡε. Note

that by Lemma 7.9 Cε[τ ]ε
2
3 → 0 since ε

1
3Cε[τ ] is a convergent sequence for trees τ

with |τ | = − 1
3

and is a vanishing sequence if |τ | > − 1
3
. This in particular ensures that

the very last claim of the proposition holds. For an explanation why F̄ τt0,ε converge in

Cfunc
m̄,5 see Remark 7.14.

One problem one encounters at this stage is that modifying the function Ḡε itself

changes the values of ℓε
BPHZ

Ῡ
G

2
ε

t0
[τ ], but we now argue that this change can be taken care

of by a suitable choice of Gε (which itself only affects constant counterterms and is

therefore “harmless”) and doesn’t require modifying Ḡε. With Ḡε given by (7.29), we

write ℓε
BPHZ

Ῡ
G

2
ε

t0
[τ ](∂xh1,ε) = Cε[τ ]F̃ τt0,ε(∂xh1,ε) for τ /∈ { ,

1}. It is easy to see

from the recursive definition of Ῡ that for such τ the function x 7→ F τt0,ε(x) (which

was given in (7.28) and corresponds to G 1
ε ) is a polynomial of the functions Fi,ε and

their derivatives, as well as possibly x (which comes from the term σ1(DH1)2Ξ̂B,l1 ),

i.e. there exist coefficients aτk,m, only finitely many of which are non-vanishing for any

given tree τ , such that

F τt0,ε(x) =
∑

k∈NN3

∑

m≥0

aτk,m(λ, σ, σ1)xm
∏

(i,j)∈N3

(F (j)
i,ε (x))

ki,j , (7.30)

where N3 = {1, 2, 3}×N and such that each aτk,m is some monomial of λ, σ, σ1. F̃ τt0,ε
is then explicitly given by

F̃ τt0,ε(x) =
∑

k∈NN3

∑

m≥0

aτk,m(λ, σ, σ1)xm
∏

(i,j)∈N3

(F (j)
i,ε (x) + 1i=2Ḡ

(j)
ε (x))

ki,j . (7.31)
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An important remark is that if τ 6= and aτk,m 6= 0, then k2,0 = 0. This is because there

is no τ ∈ T−(R) with Cε[τ ] 6= 0 containing a subtree of the form I(t0,p)[I(t0,1)[τ̄ ]]

apart from . As a consequence, setting Gτε = F̃ τt0,ε − F τt0,ε, this is of the form

Gτε =
∑

j≥1 Ḡ
(j)
ε Ḡ

τ,j
ε for finitely many Ḡτ,jε that converges in Cfunc

m̄,5 for m̄ > 0.

This in particular implies that the constant term proportional to Cε[ ]+Cε[
1

] in

(7.29) does not contribute, so that by Lemma 7.9 ε−
1
3 Ḡ(j)

ε converges to a finite limit in

Cfunc
m̄,5. This in turn implies that Cε[τ ]Gτε = ε

1
3Cε[τ ]

∑
j≥1 ε

− 1
3 Ḡ(j)

ε Ḡ
τ,j
ε converges in

Cfunc
m̄,5 as ε→ 0. We therefore define

Gε = −Cε[ ]F2,ε −
∑{

Cε[τ ]Gτε : τ ∈ Ť with |τ | ≥ −1

3

}
, (7.32)

and G 3
ε with this choice of Gε satisfies Assumption 4. Finally by (7.25) we have

ℓε
BPHZ

Ῡ
G

3
ε

t0
[ ](hε) = 2λσ2Cε[ ]∂xh0,ε + Cε[ ](F2,ε(∂xh1,ε) + Ḡε(∂xh1,ε)) ,

and we add −Cε[ ]Ḡε to Gε from (7.32) to obtain our final choice of the function

Gε. This final choice of Gε also satisfies Assumption 4 because the constant Cε[ ]

converges. Thus, we showed that with such choice of Gε and Ḡε each τ ∈ T−(R) ∪
T̄t0(R) contributes a constant counterterm Cτε from (7.27).17

It remains to show that we can guarantee that there exists Cε = C0,ε such that

the constants C̄i,ε appearing in our final choice of G can be chosen such that the

renormalised equation is indeed given by (1.14) with Ci,ε = ε
2i
3 Cε. We also need

to show that the translation in (7.2) can be chosen as cε = ε2Cε. This then implies

that if (hi,ε)i=0,...,3 is a solution to the system (1.14) then so is (ε
2i
3 h0,ε)i=0,...,3, thus

guaranteeing that hi,ε = ε
2i
3 h0,ε for i = 1, 2, 3. With the above choice of Gε and Ḡε

we have C0,ε = −∑
τ∈T−(R)∩T̄t0

(R) C
τ
ε and therefore Ci,ε = ε

2i
3 C0,ε → 0 as ε → 0

for i = 2, 3. Because the ith component won’t be renormalised for i = 2, 3, this leads

us to choosing C̄i,ε = Ci,ε = ε
2i
3 C0,ε for i = 2, 3. Regarding i = 1, we note that the

only two trees τ such that ε
2
3Cτε diverges are and . Nevertheless, thanks to (7.26)

we can set

C̄1,ε = −ε
2
3

∑
{Cτε : τ ∈ T−(R) ∩ T̄t0(R) \ { , }}

in order to guarantee that C1,ε = −ℓεBPHZ
Ῡ

Gε

t1
[ ]− ℓε

BPHZ
Ῡ

Gε

t1
[ ] + C̄1,ε = ε

2
3C0,ε.

Regarding the translation constant cε in (7.2) we want cε = ε2Cε. Note that thanks

to the computations in Appendix A we can see that each renormalisation constantCε[τ ]

and therefore alsoCε itself are functions of cε. Moreover, the noise ξcεε , defined in (7.2),

depends continuously on cε as a Cαs -values function for any α < − 3
2
. Then [CH16,

Thm. 2.15] implies that the BPHZ lift depends continuously on cε and thanks to the

definition of the renormalisation constants,Cε(cε) also depends continuously on cε. We

thus want to find a fixed point cε of the function cε 7→ f (cε) = ε2Cε(cε). By the bounds

of Appendix A, the bound ε2|Cε(ε)| . ε holds uniformly in cε ∈ [−1, 1]. Therefore,

for ε small enough, f is a continuous function [−1, 1] 7→ [−1, 1] and thus must have

a fixed point. For such a fixed point, one has cε = ε2Cε = O(ε), thus concluding the

proof.

17With notation from (7.27) we in fact have Cτ
ε = Cε[τ ]F τ (0), ḡτε = −Cε[τ ]ε

2
3 F̄ τ

t0,ε
and gτε =

−Cε[τ ]Gτ
ε .
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Remark 7.13 Note that in the above proof we have a choice of constants Cε such

that Cε is a renormalisation constant computed using the noise ξε(t+ ε2Cεt, x). This

does not rule out a possibility of having several such constants but because limits from

Lemma 7.9 and the limiting model from Proposition 7.6 do not depend on the choice of

translation cε from (7.2) we would have a convergence to the same equation as ε → 0
for any such choice of Cε.

Remark 7.14 The above definition of Gε and Ḡε imply that functions Gε and Ḡε are

polynomials of the functionsFi,ε and their derivatives, as well as possibly x. Moreover,

Table 2 implies that this derivative of Fi,ε in Gε and Ḡε cannot be greater than 2.

Indeed, there are no trees with non-vanishing renormalisation constant that have a node

of type (∂t1)n for n > 2. This implies that for every ε̃ < 1 there exist L > 0 such

that ‖Gε‖Cfunc
m̄,5
, ‖Ḡε‖Cfunc

m̄,5
≤ L uniformly in ε ∈ [0, ε̃] and where m̄ = km for k being

maximal number of products of Fi,ε and their derivatives inGε, Ḡε. For simplicity, we

will take ε̃ = 1
2

in the next section.

7.5 Convergence to the KPZ equation

For ε ≥ 0, let Hε be the solution of the system (6.2), defined for a model Zε and for

the functions from Assumption 4 and below it. From now on we will callH
def
= Hε|ε=0

to avoid confusion with the 0th component and write H = (H0, H1, H2, H3). Next

lemma is about the convergence of the solution of the system (6.2).

Lemma 7.15 Let Cε, ε̂,Gε and Zε,BPHZ be as in Proposition 7.12 and ε̄ as in Proposi-
tion 6.4 with M,L > 0 given by Remarks 7.10 and 7.14 for ε̃ = 1

2
. Consider h0ε ∈

C7/3+κ(T), for someκ ∈ (0, 1
6

), such thath0ε → h00 in C1/3+κ(T) and ε
2i
3 ‖h0ε‖C(1+2i)/3+κ

are uniformly bounded in ε ∈ [0, 1] for i = 1, 2, 3. Set h0i,ε = ε
2i
3 h0ε for i = 0, . . . , 3.

Let Hε ∈ U γ,η
ε be the maximal solution in the sense of Proposition 6.8 to the sys-

tem (6.2) with this choice of Gε for ε ∈ [0, ε̂ ∧ ε̄ ∧ 1
2

], with the initial states h0i,ε and
with respect to the model Zε,BPHZ. We extendRε,BPHZHε to all of R+ by setting it equal
to Rε,BPHZHε(T⋆, ·) for times after T⋆.

Then limε→0Rε,BPHZHε = RBPHZH in probability in Csol, whereH solves (6.2) with
the initial states (h00, 0, 0, 0), with respect to the model ZBPHZ and with right-hand side
determined by the functions

Ft0 (H) =
1

2
F ′′
1 (0)(DH1)2D2H1 + λ (DH0)2 + νDH0 +

1

2
F ′′
2 (0)DH0(DH1)3

+G0(0) + σΞ̂0(H0) + σ1(DH1)2Ξ̂1(H0)

+
1

24
F ′′
3 (0)(DH1)4Ξ̂2(H0) ,

Ft1 (H) =
1

2
F ′′
1 (0)(DH1)2D2H2 + λDH0DH1

+ σΞ̂1(H0) + σ1(DH1)2Ξ̂2(H0) ,

Ft2 (H) = σΞ̂2(H0) , Ft3(H) = 0 ,

(7.33)

where ν = −2λσ2(C[ ] +C[
1

]) = −2λσ2 limε→0(Cε[ ] +Cε[
1

])RBPHZHi = 0
for i = 1, 2, 3.

Proof. This result follows from Proposition 6.8 by continuity of the solution map with

respect to the input data. Remarks 7.10 and 7.14 show thatFi, Fi,ε, G, Ḡ satisfy uniform
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bounds of Proposition 6.8. Convergence in probability comes from the corresponding

convergence of the models Zε,BPHZ to ZBPHZ. RBPHZHi = 0 for i = 1, 2, 3 simply

follows from the fact thatRε,BPHZHi = ε
2i
3 Rε,BPHZH0 by Proposition 6.4. This together

with Lemma 7.1 implies that Ft3 (H) = 0. The definition of the functions (1.13) and

Assumption 1 imply that

F1,ε(u)→ 1

2
F ′′
1 (0)u2 , F2,ε(u)→ 1

2
F ′′
2 (0)u3 , F3,ε(u)→ 1

4!
F ′′
3 (0)u4 ,

in Cfunc
m,7 as ε → 0. Moreover, by Propostion 7.12 Ḡε → ν in Cfunc

m,7. This together with

∂xh1 = 0 shows convergence of other terms, thus completing the proof.

We are finally ready to state the main result of this paper, whose particular cases

are Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

Theorem 7.16 Let the random field ηε : R2 → R be as in Theorem 1.1 and let functions
Fi, i = 1, 2, 3, satisfy Assumption 1. Let furthermore h0ε ∈ C7/3+κ, for some κ ∈ (0, 1

6
),

be such that h0ε → h0 in C1/3+κ(T) and ε
2i
3 ‖h0ε‖C(1+2i)/3+κ are uniformly bounded in

ε ∈ [0, 1] for i = 1, 2, 3. Let hε be the solution of (1.8) with the initial state h0ε and with
the driving noise defined via ηε in (1.7). Let ν = −2λσ2(C[ ] + C[

1

]). Then there
is a sequence of renormalisation constants Cε ∼ ε−1, such that for any α ≤ 1

3
+ κ the

random functions hε converge in probability as ε→ 0 in the space C(R+, Cα(T)) to h
where (t, x)→ h(t, x− νt) is the Cole–Hopf solution of the KPZ equation (1.16) with
the initial state h0.

Before we turn to the proof of this theorem, we state a few of its immediate

consequences. First, it allows us to prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2, which are the main

results of this article.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We claim that this is a particular case of Theorem 7.16 forλ = 1
2
,

σ = 1 and for the functions (1.10).

Verifying that functions from (1.10) satisfy Assumption 1 and belong to Cfunc
m,7 is a

trivial task. Now note that a convergence of (t, x) 7→ hε(t, x + νt) for hε from (1.4)

to a function h is equivalent to convergence of hε to a function (t, x) 7→ h(t, x − νt).
The rest of the proof is immediate once we notice that the functions from (1.10) satisfy

Assumption 1. To see that ν from (1.3) is indeed equal to −2λσ2(C[ ] + C[
1

]) for

λ = 1
2

and for the constant (7.21), we apply integration by parts in (7.21b) and change

the integration variables.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. The proof is again just a simple application of Theorem 7.16,

this time with nonlinearities in (1.8) given by F1 ≡ 0, F2 ≡ λ and F3 ≡ σ. The reason

why one does not need to assume in Theorem 1.2 the uniform C(1+2k)/3+κ bounds of

h0ε in comparison to Theorem 7.16, is because for Theorem 1.2 one does not really need

to split equation (1.11) into system of four equations hk,ε which resulted in assumption

h0k,ε ∈ C(1+2k)/3+κ in Lemma 6.4.

Proof of Theorem 7.16. First we show that for almost every realisation of the noise we

have convergence of hε on the interval of existence of hε. From the definition of the

system of equations (1.14) it is evident that choosingCε = C0,ε and h00,ε = h0ε we have

h0,ε = hε. Therefore, hε → h
def
= RBPHZ(H0) so it is enough to show that RBPHZ(H0) is

the solution to the KPZ equation in a moving frame.
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For this let ̺ be a smooth compactly supported function that integrates to 1 and

denote ̺ε(t, x) = ε−
3
2 ̺(ε−2t, ε−1x). We construct a sequence of smooth models

Zε approximating the model ZBPHZ from Proposition 7.6 in the following way: Zε =
Z (Πε ◦M ε) where M ε is given by (3.48) and Π

ε is admissible, multiplicative in the

sense of Definitions 4.6 and 4.8, and such that

Π
ε
Il0[µ⊗ 1] = 〈µ, 1〉ξε , Π

ε
Ili [µ⊗ 1] = 0 , i = 1, 2 ,

where ξε = ̺ε ∗ ξ. From the characterisation of the model ZBPHZ in Proposition 7.6

it is clear that Zε → ZBPHZ. Now let H̃ε = (H̃0,ε, H̃1,ε, H̃2,ε, H̃3,ε) be the solution

to an abstract equation whose right-hand side is given by (7.33) with initial conditions

(h0ε, 0, 0, 0).

It is easy to see that with such model we have h̃i,ε
def
= R(H̃i,ε) = 0 for i = 1, 2, 3.

Moreover,

R(Ξ̂0(H̃0,ε))(z) = Πεz(Ξ̂0(H̃0,ε)(z))(z) = Π
ε
Il0 [δh̃0,ε

⊗ 1] = 〈δh̃0,ε
, 1〉ξε = ξε ,

R(Ξ̂i(H̃0,ε))(z) = 0 , i = 1, 2 .

We will show that above reconstructions and Theorem 5.3 (together with Remark 5.4)

imply that h̃0,ε solves

(∂t−∂2x)h̃0,ε = λ(∂xh̃0,ε)
2+ν∂xh̃0,ε+G0(0)+

∑

τ∈T−(RKPZ)

ℓ̃ε
BPHZ

Ῡ
F
t0

[τ ]+σξε , (7.34)

where ℓ̃ε
BPHZ

is the BPHZ character for the modelZε as in Definition 4.14 and−G0(0)−∑
τ∈T−(RKPZ) ℓ̃

ε
BPHZ

Ῡ
F
t0

[τ ] is the renormalisation constant that appears in the renormali-

sation of the KPZ equation. One can observe that

T−(RKPZ) =
{
, 1 , , , 1 ,

1

, , ,
}
.

It is easy to see ℓ̃ε
BPHZ

σ = ℓε
BPHZ

σ for σ ∈ 〈τ〉D and τ ∈ T−(RKPZ). The fact that

renormalisation constants in (7.34) are indeed the correct constants follows by an easy

computation as trees from T−(RKPZ) give constant counterterms.

It remains to show that ℓ̃ε
BPHZ

Ῡ
F
t0

[τ ] = 0 for every tree τ /∈ T−(RKPZ). This in turn is

a consequence of the fact that we have two possibilities. First is that τ contains an edge

Ili for i = 1, 2 and therefore it is easy to see that Πεσ = 0 for every σ ∈ 〈τ〉B and

thus ℓ̃ε
BPHZ

Ῡ
F
t0

[τ ] = 0. Second is that τ contains a subtree Il0 [τ̄ ] with τ̄ 6= 1. In this

case Evh̃0,ε
Ῡ
F
t0

[τ ] contains a subtree Il0 [δ(k)

h̃0,ε
⊗ σ̄] with k > 0, σ̄ ∈ 〈τ̄ 〉B and thus

ℓ̃ε
BPHZ

Ῡ
F
t0

[τ ] = 0 because 〈δ(k)

h̃0,ε
, 1〉 = 0.

It is clear now that h̃0,ε is both an approximation of the solution to the KPZ equation

in a moving frame and that RBPHZ(H0) = h. It remains just to perform a translation

(t, x) 7→ (t, x − νt) to get rid of the ν∂xh̃0,ε term in equation (7.34). Therefore, we

indeed have shown that (t, x) 7→ h(t, x− νt) solves the KPZ equation.

The fact that convergence holds on every time interval [0, T ] follows from the fact

that the solution of the KPZ equation is almost surely global in time [Hai13] and because

of the continuity of the solution map obtained in Proposition 6.8.
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8 Convergence of the qEW model

In this section we prove Theorem 1.5. For this, we use the rule and the nonlinearity

defined in Section 2.1.3 and Example 2.5.

If d = 1, then equation (1.18) is a particular example of the equation (1.8), with

F1 ≡ F2 ≡ 0 and F3 ≡ 1. In particular, the analysis of Section 7 can be repeated

for this equation, in which divergences of the renormalisation constants are differ-

ent. One important difference is that in this case one has Π
ε
Il0[δ(n)

h ⊗ 1](t, x) =
ε(2+β)n∂nt ξ0,ε(t+ ε2+βCε + ε2+βh, x) and thus in order for Lemma 7.1 to be true one

must have 2 + β ≥ 2 which in turn implies 0 ≤ β = α + d−2
2

= α − 1
2
, thus the

requirement for α ≥ 1
2

in Theorem 1.5.

In the case d ≥ 2, the proof goes in a similar way, however now we need to consider

the system (1.22) and the number of trees grows when d increases. The restriction

δ + β + 2 in the statement of Theorem 1.5 implies that δ + 2 > −β = −α − d−2
2

.

Note that the spatial regularity of the solution to the stochastic heat equation for every

fixed time is expected to be − d−2
2
− κ for any κ > 0. This allows to obtain a flow

of the solution map to the qEW equation. Setting h0i,ε = εβ(i−1)u0ε(ε
−1 •) also implies

thatGh01,ε converges to 0 in a Hölder space Cδ+β+2,δ+β
s and that the blow up in time is

integrable since δ + β > −2 = −s0.

Note that for d ≥ 2 we again haveΠε
Ili [δ

(n)
h ⊗ 1](t, x) = ε2n∂nt ξi,ε(t+ ε2+βCε+

ε2h, x) for i = 0, 1, therefore results of Section 7.1 can be repeated mutatis mutandis
in d ≥ 2 dimensions, since we shall see below that ε2+βCε vanishes as ε→ 0.

For a notational convenience we again use Ξ0 = , Ξ1 = , Il0 = , and It1 = .

Similarly to Section 7.3, one can see that the renormalisation constant with the worst

divergence is with deg( ) = β − d − 2κ⋆ (many renormalisation constants from

Section 7.3 do not show up in our case, because the nonlinearity only comes from the

inhomogeneous noise). In particular, note that if β > d, i.e. if α > d−2
2

, then κ⋆ can be

taken small enough so that T−(RqEW) is empty which implies that no renormalisation

is required. More precisely, let the rescaled and shifted noise ξcεε be as in (7.2), then

repeating computation similar to (A.4), we conclude that

Cε[ ] = −E[ε2+β∂tξ
cε
ε (0)(K ∗ ξcεε )(0)] ∼ εβ−d = εα−

d−2

2 ,

as soon as the constant cε is bounded uniformly in ε. This implies that the renormal-

isation constant Cε in (1.18) diverges as εα−
d−2

2 . Then the choice (1.20) of β yields

cε = ε2+βCε ∼ ε2α, which vanishes as ε→ 0.

One big difference with Section 7.5 is that we cannot solve the abstract version

of (1.22) in the space of modelled distributions directly. Indeed, let Zε,BPHZ be a model

similar to the one constructed in Section 7.2 but adapted to the rule for qEW. Let’s

consider the abstract system

Hi,ε = Pti(1+Q≤γiΞ̂B,li (H1,ε)) +Gtih
0
i,ε , i = 0, 1 , (8.1)

where h01,ε = εβh00,ε and γ1 = γ0 + β for some γ0 > 2. Then H0 lives in a sector

of regularity α0 = − d−2
2
− κ⋆ < 0 = −s0 + deg t0 for d ≥ 2 thus conditions on

integrability from Lemma (6.3) fail to be satisfied for the t0 component.

On the other hand these conditions are satisfied for the t1 component (α1 = β+α0 =
α− κ⋆) and since the equation forH1,ε is completely independent of H0,ε we are able

to apply Picard’s iteration [BCCH21, Thm. 2.21] to construct the maximal solution to

H1,ε first. We then simply apply [Hai14, Thm. 5.12] to define H0,ε through the tth0
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component of (8.1).18 Showing that reconstructed solutions hi,ε
def
= R̂εHi,ε still satisfy

h1,ε = εβh0,ε can be done similarly to Proposition 6.4 since Theorem 5.3 can still

be applied because if (Hi,ε)i=0,1 solves the system (8.1) then by definition of H0,ε,

(Hi,ε)i=0,1 is coherent to (Ξ̂B,li(H1,ε))i=0,1 according to the Definition 3.4.

Finally, to show that h0,ε converges to the solution of the stochastic heat equation

(1.21) we first use coherence again and Proposition 3.18 to observe

R̂ε(1+Q≤γiΞ̂B,l0 (H1,ε)) = ξ
h1,ε

0,ε +
∑

τ∈T−(RqEW)

ℓε
BPHZ

(ῩFt0[τ ]) = ξ
h1,ε

0,ε − Cε .

Then since h1,ε → 0 as ε → 0 the arguments among the same lines as in the first part

of the proof of Theorem 7.16 allow us to conclude that ξ
h1,ε

0,ε − Cε converges to white

noise ξ in C− 2+d
2

−κ⋆ as ε→ 0.

Appendix A Estimates on the renormalisation constants

We present all the unplanted trees of negative degrees in Table 2. The first column lists

the homogeneity of the trees. If a tree belongs to one of the columns “Gauss”, “Odd”,

“X” or “
∏

”, this means that the corresponding renormalisation constant vanishes (more

explanations for each column are provided below). The column “∞” means that the

renormalisation constant is in general non-zero (and might diverge).

We now explain how to compute a renormalisation constant corresponding to each

tree in the table. As explained in Section 7.3, we view trees as graphical representations

of ↓τ rather than of τ . Moreover, we have also shown in the beginning of Section 7.3

that each tree τ ∈ T−(R) gives rise to a unique assignment of δ(n)
0 at each noise in TB .

In short, δ0 will be attached to noises with nothing on top: , and . If noises , ,

are joined at the root with n number of edges and have k powers of X1 above them

(k ∈ {0, 1}) then δ(n+k)
0 will be attached to such noises.

In what follows let K be the singular part of the heat kernel (see Section 4.1) and

let K ′ def
= ∂xK , K ′′ def

= ∂2xK .

A.1 Zero renormalisation constants

We now explain why the renormalisation constants assigned to the trees in each of the

columns “Gauss”, “Odd”, “X” and “
∏

” vanish.

For trees in the column “Gauss”, the constant is zero because the Gaussianity of the

noises implies that the expectation of a product of an odd number of noises is zero.

The column “Odd” in Table 2 is such that the respective renormalisation constant

vanishes because the resulting kernel, that is used in computation of the constant, is an

odd function and because the noise is stationary. We give a couple of examples of the

renormalisation constant for the trees in the “Odd” column. For instance,

Cε[ ] = −E[(Πε )(0)] = −E[ε2/3(K ′ ∗ ξcεε )(0) ε4/3ξcεε (0)]

= −ε2
∫
K ′(−z)E[ξcεε (z)ξcεε (0)]dz

= ε2
∫
K ′(z)E[ξcεε (0)ξcεε (−z)]dz = ε2

∫
K ′(−z)E[ξcεε (0)ξcεε (z)]dz = −Cε[ ] ,

18[Hai14, Thm. 5.12] simply allows us to integrate the modelled distribution 1+Q≤γi Ξ̂B,l0 (H1,ε).

Integrability assumptions from Lemma (6.3) are needed for the t1 component to patch local solutions

together to obtain the maximal solution.
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|τ | Gauss Odd X
∏ ∞

− 3
2

- - - -

−1 - - - - ,

− 5
6

- - - -

− 2
3

- , - - -

− 1
2

, , , -
1

- -

, , - 1 - -

− 1
3

- - , ,

- - - - , ,

− 1
6

, , , - - - -

, , , - - - -

, , , - - - -

, , - - - -

0 -
1

, 1 , , ,

- , 1 ,
1

, ,

- ,
1

, , ,

- , - , , ,

- , - , ,

-
1

, - , ,

- - - - , ,

Table 2: Trees of negative degree.

where we used stationarity of the noise and oddness of K ′ in the fourth equality, and

change of variables z → −z in the fifth equality. Similarly,

Cε[
1

] = −E[(Πε
1

)(0)] = −E[ε2∂tξ
cε
ε (0)ε2(K ∗ (∂tξ

cε
ε y1))(0)]

= −ε4
∫
K(−z)z1E[∂tξ

cε
ε (z)∂tξ

cε
ε (0)]dz

= −ε4
∫
K(−z)z1E[∂tξ

cε
ε (0)∂tξ

cε
ε (−z)]dz

= ε4
∫
K(−z)z1E[∂tξ

cε
ε (0)∂tξ

cε
ε (z)]dz = −Cε[

1

] ,

where z1 is the spatial coordinate of z and we use thatK(z)z1 is an odd function in the

spatial variable. In both cases Cε[τ ] = −Cε[τ ], which implies Cε[τ ] = 0.

The column “X” means that the constant is zero because the tree is multiplied by a

polynomial at the root. Showing that the renormalisation constants vanish in this case

is rather trivial, since (ΠεX1)(0) = 0.

The column “
∏

” means that the renormalisation constant is zero because the tree

yields a product of three or more Gaussian random variables. This can be seen in the
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example

Cε[ ] = −E[(Πε )(0)] + 3E[(Πε )(0)]E[(Πε )(0)] = 0 ,

where the first identity follows from the definition of ∆− (and the fact that odd products

of Gaussians have vanishing expectation) and the second identity is Wick’s formula.

In the following section we consider the trees from the last column in Table 2. For

this we recall that our models are defined via the shifted noises

ξcεε (t, x) = ξε(t+ cεt, x) , (A.1)

for some constant cε = O(ε). That’s why it will be convenient to define the function

˜̺ε(t, x)
def
=
√
1 + cε ̺ε((1 + cε)t, x) , (A.2)

which is of course well-defined for all ε small enough since then cε > −1. Then we

can write ξcεε = ˜̺ε ∗ ξ̃, for a new space-time white noise. The noise ξ̃ depends on ε
through the constant cε, but we prefer to suppress it in our notation, since it will not

play any role in our analysis. We will also use the function

¯̺ε(t, x)
def
= ε3 ˜̺ε(ε

2t, εx) =
√
1 + cε ̺((1 + cε)t, x) .

A.2 Trees with homogeneity not exceeding − 1
3
.

Here we will consider the trees , , , , , , and prove the convergence

result (7.20a) in Lemma 7.9. These are the only trees with homogeneity smaller than− 1
3
,

whose renormalisation constants are not equal to zero.

The fact that εCε[ ] converges is proved in [Hai13, Lem. 6.3]. Recall that we write

the heat kernel as G = K +R, where R is a smooth function and K is a singular part.

We will use extensively throughout the rest of this appendix the scaling properties of

the heat kernel for z = (t, x) ∈ R2

G(εsz) = ε−1G(z) . (A.3)

Then for the tree we have

εCε[ ] = −εE[ε2∂tξcεε (0)(K ∗ ξcεε )(0)] = −ε3
∫
∂t ˜̺ε(z) (K ∗ ˜̺ε)(z) dz

≈ −ε3
∫
∂t ˜̺ε(z) (G ∗ ˜̺ε)(z) dz = −

∫
∂t ¯̺ε(z) (G ∗ ¯̺ε)(z) dz ,

(A.4)

where ≈ holds up to an error of order O(ε3) and the last equality holds thanks to the

scaling properties of the heat kernel (A.3). Now it is easy to see that ε1/3Cε[ ] =
εCε[ ] and ε1/3Cε[ ] = εCε[ ], so convergence of these terms is automatic.

For the tree we have

ε
1
3Cε[ ] = −ε 1

3 E[ε
2
3 (K ′′ ∗ ξcεε )(0)(K ′ ∗K ′ ∗ ξcεε )(0)]

= −ε
∫

(K ′′ ∗ ˜̺ε)(z) (K ′ ∗K ′ ∗ ˜̺ε)(z) dz

≈ −ε
∫ ∫

(G′′ ∗G′ ∗G′)(z1 − z2) ˜̺ε(z1) ˜̺ε(z2) dz1dz2

= −
∫ ∫

(G′′ ∗G′ ∗G′)(z1 − z2) ¯̺ε(z1) ¯̺ε(z2) dz1dz2 ,
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where the error term is of order O(ε) and where in the last equality we have used

G′′ ∗G′ ∗G′(εsz) = ε−1G′′ ∗G′ ∗G′(z), which is easy to show using (A.3).

Using similar computations, one can show that both ε
1
3Cε[ ] and ε

1
3Cε[ ] con-

verge to 0.

A.3 Trees of degree strictly larger than − 1
3

We prove now convergence (7.20b), for what we need to consider the 23 trees of

homogeneity 0 in the column “∞” of Table 2 (we exclude the trees and
1

, whose

renormalisation constants we compute in Section A.4).

Among these 22 trees, we will treat separately ; the other 21 trees can be split

into 4 groups, depending on whether their shape is that of , , , or . (Two

trees are said to have the same shape if only differ by the decorations of some of their

edges.) The renormalisation constants of the trees in the same group can be estimated in

a similar way. In what follows we are going to use the following bounds on the kernels

|DkK(z)| . ‖z‖−1−|k|s
s , |Dk(K ∗ ¯̺ε)(z)| . (‖z‖+ ε)

−1−|k|s
s , (A.5)

for any k ∈ N2, and that the function ¯̺ε is smooth, whose derivatives are bounded

uniformly in ε ∈ (0, ε0), for some ε0 > 0. Then we will use the results from [Hai14,

Sec. 10] to bound products and convolutions of such kernels.

Let us first compute the renormalisation constant of the tree τ1 = . We have

Cε[τ1] = −E[(Πετ1)(0)] = −E[ε2∂tξ
cε
ε (0) (K ∗K ′′ ∗K ′ ∗ ξcεε )(0)]

= −ε2
∫
∂t ˜̺ε(z) (K ∗K ′′ ∗K ′ ∗ ˜̺ε)(z) dz .

Although the kernelK ′′ is not integrable in R2, we can use integration by parts to move

all derivatives on the right most function ˜̺ε. Furthermore, we use K = G− R for the

heat kernelG and a smooth functionR, to get

Cε[τ1] ≈ −ε2
∫
∂t ˜̺ε(z) (G ∗G ∗G ∗ ˜̺′′′ε )(z) dz ,

with an error term of order ε2. Changing the integration variable z 7→ εsz and using

the scaling property (A.3) of the heat kernel, we get

Cε[τ1] ≈ −
∫
∂t ¯̺ε(z) (G ∗G ∗G ∗ ¯̺′′′ε )(z) dz .

This immediately implies convergence (7.20b) for this tree.

Let us consider a tree τ2 from the first group, which has the same shape as .

Then it follows from (A.5) and the results in [Hai14, Sec. 10], that the renormalisation

constant Cε[τ2] is a sum of terms of the form

∫ ∫
A(1)
ε (−z1)A(2)

ε (z1 − z2)A(3)
ε (−z2) dz1dz2 , (A.6)

with the kernels satisfying the bounds |A(1)
ε (z)| . ‖z‖α1

s , |A(2)
ε (z)| . (‖z‖s+ ε)α2 and

|A(3)
ε (z)| . ‖z‖α3

s , for some exponents−3 ≤ αi ≤ 0, where only α2 can equal−3 and

where α1+α2+α3 = −6. Then (A.6) can diverge with the speed at most log ε, which

yields ε
1
3Cε[τ2]→ 0 as required.
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Let us now consider a tree τ3 in the second group of trees, which have the shape of

. The bounds (A.5) and the results in [Hai14, Sec. 10] imply that the renormalisation

constant Cε[τ3] is a sum of terms of the form

∫ ∫
B(1)(−z1)B(2)

ε (z1 − z2)B(3)(−z2) dz1dz2 ,

where |B(i)
ε (z)| . ‖z‖βi

s for some exponentials−3 < β ≤ 0, such that β1 + β2 + β3 =
−6. Then the renormalisation constant Cε[τ3] can diverge with the speed at most log ε,
which yields ε

1
3Cε[τ3]→ 0.

Let τ4 be a tree from the third group, i.e. with a shape similar to . In this case

the renormalisation constant factorizes Cε[τ4] = Cε[τ̄1]Cε[τ̄2], where the divergences

of Cε[τ̄i] follow readily from (A.5). This gives the limit (7.20b).

The renormalisation constant of a tree τ5 in the last group is a sum of terms of the

form
∫
Eε(−z)dz, with a kernel satisfying |Eε(z)| . ‖z‖δs for δ > −3. This readily

yields ε
1
3Cε[τ5]→ 0.

A.4 Constants for special trees

We treat separately the trees and
1

. The renormalisation constants of these trees

is the reason for obtaining a KPZ equation in a moving frame in the limit and it is

important to show that Cε[ ] and Cε[
1

] converge to a finite limit. Now

Cε[ ] = −E[Πε (0)] = −E[ε2∂tξ
cε
ε (0) (K ∗K ′ ∗ ξcεε )(0)]

= −ε2
∫
∂t ˜̺ε(z) (K ∗K ′ ∗ ˜̺ε)(z) dz

= −ε2
∫ ∫

∂t ˜̺ε(z1) (K ∗K ′)(z1 − z2) ˜̺ε(z2) dz1dz2 ,

where ˜̺ε is a mollifier. Then using K = G−R for a smooth functionR

Cε[ ] ≈ −ε2
∫ ∫

∂t ˜̺ε(z1) (G ∗G′)(z1 − z2) ˜̺ε(z2) dz1dz2 ,

where the error term is a multiple of ε2. From the scaling property of the heat

kernel (A.3) we can obtain that G ∗ G′(εsz) = G ∗ G′(z). Using such a scaling,

recalling that ˜̺ε(z) = ε−3 ¯̺ε(ε
−sz), and changing the variables zi 7→ εszi yields

Cε[ ] ≈ −
∫ ∫

∂t ¯̺ε(z1) (G ∗G′)(z1 − z2) ¯̺ε(z2) dz1dz2 , (A.7)

from which convergence (7.20c) follows with the limiting constant (7.21a).

Note that if ̺ is taken to be even in space, then since K ∗K ′ is an odd function in

space, we have Cε[ ] = 0.

Now, we turn to the tree
1

, for which we have

Cε[
1

] = −E[(Πε
1

)(0)] = −E

[
ε2

∫
K ′(−z1)x1∂tξ

cε
ε (z1)dz1 (K

′ ∗ ξcεε )(0)

]

= −ε2
∫ ∫

K ′(−z1)x1∂t ˜̺ε(z1 − z2) (K ′ ∗ ˜̺ε)(−z2) dz1dz2 ,
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where x1 is the spatial component of z1. As above, we replace the kernel K by G,

change the integration variables, and use the scaling property of the heat kernel to get

Cε[τ2] ≈ −
∫ ∫

G′(−z1)x1∂t ¯̺ε(z1 − z2) (G′ ∗ ¯̺ε)(−z2) dz1dz2 ,

where the error term is or order ε2. Then convergence (7.20d) readily follows for this

tree with the limiting constant (7.21b).

We note that if ̺ is taken to be even in space, then we have Cε[
1

] = 0.

Appendix B Index of frequently used notations

Here, we list various constants, norms and other objects used in this article together

with their meanings and references to definitions.

Object Meaning Ref.

Bt, Dt Spaces assigned to edges of trees p. 21

do Generators of the spaces Dt p. 21

deg Degrees associated to the labels in L p. 12

Do, ∂i Differentiation operators on P p. 15

E, E± The sets of labels of all components of the system p. 12

E(l) The labels of components presented in the lth noise p. 12

Evu The evaluation map p. 23

F̂ Extension of the nonlinearity F Eq. 3.2

FD, FB Lifts of the nonlinearities F pp. 26+30

g−(Π) A character on T −
B associated to Π Eq. 4.20

HD , H̄D The structure spaces describing the system of equations p. 25

Ξ̂D , Ξ̂B The abstract noises pp. 26+30

L, L± The sets of labels of equations and noises in the system p. 12

Λ The time-space domain R+ × Td p. 40

ℓ u
BPHZ

(σ) The BPHZ renormalisation constant associated with σ p. 46

M̂ A generic renormalisation map Eq. 3.29

M , Mu The BPHZ renormalisation maps Eq. 3.48

M∞, M0 Spaces of models on TB p. 44

O The set of labels of solutions to the SPDEs and their

derivatives

p. 12

Poly The set of abstract polynomials p. 25

p≤L A projection on TV p. 19

Projτ A projection on TV to the τ component p. 19

P The real algebra of smooth functions on RE p. 15

Pt An integration map Eq. 5.2

Q≤γ A projection map on T p. 19

Q+ The L+ components of the system of SPDEs p. 15

Q(R) The set of all functions that conform to the rule R p. 16

R A rule p. 12

S(τ ) The symmetry factor of a tree τ Eq. 2.6

T The set of decorated trees p. 13

T(R) The set of trees conforming to the rule R p. 13
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Object Meaning Ref.

T−(R) The set of unplanted trees of negative degree Eq. 2.3

TV V -valued regularity structure p. 18

TD , TB Two regularity structures, which we use to renormalise

and solve the equation

p. 20

TPoly The sector of polynomials p. 25

To, T̄o The structure spaces describing the o-equation p. 25

Tt,≤γ ,

T̄t,≤γ

Projected structure spaces p. 25

UR The non-polynomial part of a modelled distribution U Eq. 3.12

U γ,η A graded space of modelled distributions Eq. 4.2

w Weight discounting large values of h p. 21

ΥF , ῩF Coherence maps Eq. 3.4

Υ
F , ῩF Coherence maps with symmetry factor Eq. 3.5
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