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Abstract
In this work, we study the two main symmetries for the one-dimensional generalised
KPZ equation (gKPZ): the chain rule and the Itô Isometry. We consider the
equation in the full-subcritical regimes and use multi-indices that avoid an over-
parametrization of the renormalised equation to compute the dimension of the two
spaces associated with these two symmetries. Our proof is quite elementary and
shows that multi-indices provide in this case a simplification in comparison to the
results obtained via decorated trees. It also completes the program on the study of
the chain rule initiated in [8] and continued in [6].
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the symmetries of the following equation:

∂tu− ∂2xu = Γ(u)(∂xu)2 + g(u)∂xu+ h(u) + σ(u)ξ , (1.1)

which we call the generalised-KPZ equation. Here, (t, x) ∈ R+ × T, where
T is the one dimensional torus and the non-linearities σ,Γ, h, g : R → R are
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smooth functions, the noise ξ is a random distributional admissible noise which
is subcritical,and space symmetric, see Definitions 2.1 and 2.4. This equation is
solved in the subcritical regime via the theory of Regularity Structures invented by
Martin Hairer. It was one of the main motivations for developing a self contained
solution theory in a series of papers [30, 13, 21, 4] that cover a large class of singular
stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs). Surveys on these results can be
found in [24, 10]. By subcritical, we mean that the regularity of the noise is such
that one can apply the theory of Regularity Structures. Indeed, the regularity of
the noise governs the length of local approximations of the solution. This length
increases when the regularity of the noise decreases. When it reaches a critical value,
it becomes infinite. In the context of gKPZ, one has to have a Hölder space-time
regularity of the noise ξ to be greater than −2. For a more precise description, one
can look at Definition 2.1. The resolution of this equation produces a renormalised
equation where the space-time noise ξ is replaced by a regularised version ξε that
converges to ξ when ε converges to zero. This is performed by convolution via a
class of mollifier defined precisely at the beginning of Section 2.2. Then, one writes
a renormalised equation of the form:

∂tuε = ∂2xuε + Γ(uε) (∂xuε)2 + g(uε) ∂xuε + h(uε) + σ(uε) ξε

+
∑

τ∈B−
,

Cε(τ )ΥΓ,σ(τ )(uε) . (1.2)

where B−
,

is a combinatorial set formed of decorated trees whose cardinal depends
on the regularity of the noise. The coefficients (elementary differentials) ΥΓ,σ(τ )(uε)
depend on Γ, σ and the solution uε. The counter-terms described by B−

,
are needed

for renormalising the various distributional products of the equation. The solution
uε of the random PDEs (1.2) converges as ε→ 0 in probability, locally in time, to
a nontrivial limit u. In the end, from the applications of the results contained in
[30, 13, 21, 4], one gets a finite dimensional space of solutions with the paremeters
Cε(τ ). Now, we want to use symmetries for selecting a more relevant (physical)
solution. The two symmetries studied for this equations in high dimension, when
one considers a system, are
• Chain rule: The equation (1.1) transform according to the chain rule under

composition with diffeomorphisms.
• Itô Isometry: The law of the solution uε of (1.1) depends on σ2.

The geometric motivation of equation (1.1) is to provide a natural stochastic process
taking values in the space of loops in a compact Riemannian manifold. Its invariant
measure is expected to be the Brownian loop measure. The first attempt of this
construction is in [25] for noise colored in space. The construction for space time
white noise is performed in [8] and announced in [31]. The connection with the
Brownian loop measure remains an open problem. Let us show below in which
works these symmetries has been studied:
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Space-time white noise Full subcritical regime
Chain rule Itô Isometry Chain rule Itô Isometry

Dimension one This work This work This work This work
High dimension [8] [8] [6] Open

By high dimension, we mean that we solve a vector-valued equation of type (1.1)
and the number of the components has to be sufficiently large such thatt he law of
the solution u, denoted by U (Γ, σ, h), is injective with respect to the non-linearity h.

Let us mention that in [8] combining the two symmetries, one can get a unique
solution in a specific geometric context. In general, one does not expect to get this
unique choice of solutions combining the two symmetries. The work [8] provides
valid combinatorial conditions for both symmetries. The proofs in [8] for computing
the vector space of solutions associated with these symmetries are performed by
hand for the space-time white noise. One cannot treat the full subcritical regime
with them.

In [6], by using advanced algebra tools such as operad theory and homological
algebra, one can view the key map for the chain rule symmetry as a derivation in a
homological complex and compute its kernel which characterises this symmetry. This
structure can be understood as a deformation of the so-called operadic twisting. The
Itô Isometry remains an open problem in the context of high dimension. Both results
from [8, 6] can be applied in one dimension but one gets an over-parametrisation of
the equation by losing the injectivity of the coefficients.

In dimension one, the study of the chain rule started with [19] where the
dimension is derived formally for space-time white noise. Let us also mention [32]
where the Itô product is recovered for the multiplicative stochastic heat equation and
[3] where an Itô formula with KPZ type non-linearities is derived for the additive
stochastic heat equation. It turns out that if one wants to preserve this crucial
property of injectivity, one has to replace decorated trees with a new combinatorial
set called multi-indices. They have been introduced in the context of singular SPDEs
in [40] for studying quasilinear equations. Since then, works related to multi-indices
have appeared both on the analytical/probabilistic side and the algebraic side in
[36, 38, 14, 34, 15, 5, 35, 29, 28, 12]. For comprehensive surveys on multi-indices,
interested readers can refer to [37, 41, 18]. Multi-indices have appeared in different
forms in previous works. In [23], the authors characterise the free Novikov algebra
with multi-indices. In numerical analysis in [39], the authors used composition
maps for characterising affine equivariant methods. These composition maps are
connected to multi-indices (see also [7] where multi-indice B-series are introduced
and this connection is made explicit).

For intermediate dimensions (between one and high), no nice combinatorial
set is known that will preserve injectivity and will have nice algebraic properties
as multi-indices and decorated trees for constructing solutions of singular SPDEs.
Therefore, we omit this case in the summary of the various results. We can now
state our main theorem involving multi-indices for the gKPZ equation.
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Theorem 1.1 Let u0 be an initial datum belonging to the Hölder space Cr(T) for
some r > 0 and ξ an admissible noise which is spatial symmetric (see Definitions
2.1 and 2.4). Then there exists a finite combinatorial set Bξ given in 3.4 whose
dimension as a vector space can be computed and a finite number of renormalisation
constants Cε(v) depending on v ∈ Bξ and the choice of the noise such that by
considering the renormalised equation of (1.1)

∂tuε = ∂2xuε + Γ(uε) (∂xuε)2 + g(uε) ∂xuε + h(uε) + σ(uε) ξε

+
∑
v∈Bξ

Cε(v)ΥΓ,σ(v)(uε) (1.3)

where ΥΓ,σ(v)(uε) are computed using σ and the covariant derivative ∇XY defined
for X,Y ∈ C∞(R,R) by

∇XY (u) = X(u) ∂uY (u) + Γ(u)X(u)Y (u) .

It converges as ε→ 0 in probability, locally in time, to a nontrivial limit u which is
independent of the mollifying procedure. Moreover, the equations (1.2) transform
according to the chain rule under composition with diffeomorphisms. The law of
the solution depends on σ2 when the noise ξ is Gaussian. In the case of space-time
white noise, the solution exists for all time.

As there is no solution theory for multi-indices for the moment, one has to use
most of the arguments of [8] for proving Theorem 1.1 and to go first via decorated
trees.

1.1 Outline of the paper
Let us summarise the content of this paper. In Section 2, we introduce the multi-
indices for solving the equation (1.1). We follow the formalism introduced in [15]. It
is formed of more general multi-indices than in [40, 36]. The main new contribution
of this section is the introduction of convenient notations that will be used throughout
the rest of the paper to characterise the symmetries. The multi-indices are viewed
as polynomials in the variables z( ,k) and z( ,k) for k ∈ N. The first variable is
associated with the product σ(uε)ξε and the second one with Γ(uε)(∂xuε)2. They
are also associated with some coefficients described below:

z( ,k) ↔ 2Γ(k)(uε), z( ,k) ↔ σ(k)(uε).

The coefficient 2 in front of Γ(k)(uε) comes from the exponent of (∂xuε)2. We recall
in (2.4) the definition of the map Ψ that allows us to associate a decorated tree with
a multi-indice. Then, we introduce the BPHZ model over general noise and reduced
multi-indices. The model is given in (2.6). After putting the correct assumptions
on the noise ξ in Definition 2.1, we recall the BPHZ choice of the renormalisation
constants in Theorem 2.3. We consider symmetric noise given in Definition 2.4
and in Proposition 2.6, we show that noises given by Definition 2.1 are actually
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symmetric. We then prove in Proposition 2.8 that some BPHZ constants are equal
to zero which allows us to work with a reduced set of multi-indices in Definition 2.7.
We finish the section by defining the map ΥΓ,σ on the reduced multi-indices (see
Definition 2.9) and we provide a proof of Theorem 1.1.

In Section 3, we start by defining precisely the symmetries considered in this
work which are Chain rule and Itô Isometry. This is performed in Definition 3.1
which required first to have ΥΓ,σ given in Definition 2.9. We start with the Itô
Isometry and we show in Theorem 3.2 that it cannot discriminate solutions as most
of the counter-terms satisfy it (terms with an even number of variables z( ,k)). Then,
we continue with the Chain rule. It will be considered via infinitesimal change of
coordinates that requires the introduction of new variables z( ,k) associated with h(k).
Here, h has to be understood as the first order of a family of diffeomorphism (ψt)t≥0

satisfying ψt = id+ th. We use an important map φ̂geo given in Definition 3.5 whose
kernel characterises the Chain rule see Theorem 3.6. The proof of this Theorem
crucially relies on Theorem 3.4 which shows the injectivity of the Υh

Γ,σ. The map
Υh

Γ,σ is the extension of ΥΓ,σ to multi-indices containing variables of the form z( ,k).
We then identify a natural subspace of geometric counter-terms via Proposition 3.7
given by iteration of covariant derivatives defined in (3.3). The rest of the paper is
then dedicated to show that this subspace is the space of geometric counter-terms
and to compute its dimension, both given by Theorem 3.8. In Proposition 3.9,
we show a lower bound on the dimension. Example 3.11 illustrates this bound
on multi-indices coming from the space-time white noise. The upper bound is
proved in Proposition 3.12 via the writing of a system. This system is written
fully in Example 3.15 again for space-time white noise. Most of the ideas of the
proofs are coming from [8] but due to the use of multi-indices, one can observe
major simplifications. The most critical part is the upper bound and the proof of
Proposition 3.12 will not give an easy answer for decorated trees which shows the
need for more advanced algebra.

1.2 Further consequences
Multi-indices have been introduced to simplify the construction with decorated
trees for singular SPDEs and propose a more natural expansion in dimension one.
So far, most of the (new) proofs/constructions concerning multi-indices have their
equivalent at the level of decorated trees and one cannot argue clearly that one is
simpler than the other.
• The Hopf algebras at the core of Regularity Structures have been understood

in [30, 13]. The equivalent construction could be found in [36] but without
the renormalisation via Hopf algebras which is better understood in [35] in the
context of Rough Paths. These Hopf algebras have been understood in [16, 14]
as originating from the same type of post-Lie product.

• The proof of the renormalised equation in [4] has been largely simplified in [1]
thanks to preparation maps introduced in [20]. A different approach is advocated
in [38]: The top-down approach which is to find first the correct ansatz for the
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equation that will produce renormalised multi-indices. In [4], it is a bottom-up
approach that has been chosen: One first renormalises divergent stochastic
iterated integrals and then sees how this transformation acts on the equation. In
[15] where the renormalised equation is computed for a large class of equations
via multi-indices, the renormalisation map is close in spirit to a preparation map.

• In [38], the authors have proposed a diagram-free approach for the convergence
via a spectral gap inequality and the use of the Reconstruction Theorem. This
multi-indice-based proof has been extended and rewritten in the context of
decorated trees in [17, 33, 11]. So far, these proofs do not work in a non-
translation invariant setting. The approach in [2] combining spectral gap and
diagrams provides another way to tackle this problem.
In the present work, one can notice substantial simplifications due to multi-

indices. In Definition 2.9, the map ΥΓ,σ is given as a polynomial map. The proof of
its injectivity in Theorem 3.4 is immediate. The key map φgeo is defined without
any algebra: In [8], it was given as a T -algebra infinitesimal morphism and in [6] it
respects the operadic structure. The most dramatic simplification is in Proposition
3.12 for the proof of the upper bound on the dimension of geometric elements.

In the end, we can provide an elementary self-contained proof of [6, Conj. 1.4]
which looks at first sight quite complicated to establish. Indeed, the operadic and
homological approach is not clear for multi-indices as one has to replace the operad
of pre-Lie algebras with the operad of Novikov algebras. The homological method
of [6] relies on knowing the homology of the operadic twisting of the operad of
pre-Lie algebras. For the operad of Novikov algebras, the homology of operadic
twisting is not known and seems more difficult than the one for decorated trees. The
main result of this work could give insight into this open problem.

As mentioned before, one does not have a complete solution theory for multi-
indices. However, once it is completed, one can use the chain rule to get important
results. Indeed, the approach for solving quasi-linear SPDEs in [27, 26, 9] depends
on the chain rule for getting local counter-terms in the solution. Also, in [9], the
chain rule is the key to obtaining long-time existence results. Such results could be
obtained in the context of multi-indices.
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2 Solution theory with multi-indices

To analyse rigorously the symmetries of (1.1), we consider its multi-index expansion
via the notion of generalised multi-index, as explained in [15] and we put it in
relation with the usual tree expansion of (1.1), given in [8] via the .

2.1 Multi-indices and trees associated to gKPZ
The main idea is to rewrite (1.1) as the equation

∂tu− ∂2xu = a0(u, ∂xu) + aΞ(u)ξ (2.1)

and then expand formally each non-linearity according to a Taylor polynomial in the
generalised variables i.e.

a0(u, ∂xu) =
∑

k=(k1,k2)∈N2

α0,ku
k1(∂xu)k2 , aΞ(u) =

∑
l∈N

αΞ,lu
l

for some coefficients α0,k, αΞ,l with k ∈ N2, l ∈ N. Since the expansions contain
some constraints when we write it in terms of the variables z (i.e. k2 ≤ 2), it is
better to encode them in the combinatorial object of generalised multi-indices.

We start from the finite set L= {0,Ξ} to which we associate at each element
l ∈ L a countable set Nl ⊂ M (N2) of standard multi-indices which encode all
possible non-linearities acting on u and its derivatives. For equation (2.1) we have
naturally

N0 := {ke(0,0) + le(0,1) : k ∈ N , l ∈ {0, 1, 2}} (2.2)
NΞ := {me(0,0) : m ∈ N}

where en : N2 → N is the indicator function of the singleton n. Combining the
non-linearities with the usual polynomials to describe all possible remainder with
smooth functions, we introduce the set of decorations

N := N0 ⊔NΞ ⊂ L×M (N2) , R := N⊔ N2

and we define M as the set of multi-indices over R, i.e. the set of functions
β : R→ N non-vanishing only on a finite number of elemens of R. Each element
β ∈ M will be in a one-to-one correspondence with the canonical basis of the
polynomial algebra

M= R[zk , zn]k∈N, n∈N2

via the classical identification

β → zβ :=
∏

k∈N, n∈N2

zβ(k)
k zβ(n)

n ,

which we will use all along the paper. Variables associated to NΞ and N0 will be
denoted by z(Ξ,m), z(0,m) respectively. Moreover, we can further simplify the abstract
monomial notations by using the following conventions

z(Ξ,me(0,0)) = z( ,m) , z(0,ke(0,0)+2e(0,1)) = z( ,k) , z(0,ke(0,0)+e(0,1)) = z( ,k) .
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Each multi-index comes with several quantities associated to it, each one with a
key-role to describe the solution (2.1): a noise factor depending only on the values
of β over NΞ

((β)) :=
∑
k∈NΞ

β(k) ,

a fertility factor

[β] :=
∑
k∈N

(1− ℓ(k))β(k) +
∑

n∈N2

β(n) ,

where ℓ(k) =
∑

u∈R k(u) is the length of an element in M (N2). Finally, given the
regularity values αΞ = −2 + δ/2 with 0 < δ < 1 and α0 = 0, we consider the
homogeneity factor

|β| :=
∑

(l,k)∈N

αl + ∑
n∈N2

(2− ∥n∥)k(n)β(k)

+
∑

n
(∥n∥ − 2)β(n) ,

where we put the parabolic degree ∥n∥ = 2n1 + n2. Following [15, Definition
2.22], the following set of multi-indices

T = {β ∈ M : [β] = 1, ((β)) > 0}

and the associated vector space T= ⟨T ⟩ contain the abstracts symbols to describe
the equation (2.1). A key-role for renormalisation is played by T−, the elements of
T satisfying |β| < 0. Indeed we can easily apply [15, Lemma 2.23] directly to this
context and deduce that for any 0 < δ < 1 the set T− is finite (with a cardinality
depending on δ). In order to understand what type of multi-indices are present we
list in Table 1 the negative multi-indices when δ = 1 − κ for κ > 0 sufficiently
small (the notation γ− stands for expressions of the form γ −mκ with m ∈ N).
This choice of the parameter δ is directly given when ξ is the space-time white noise,
see also [15, Table 1]. We denote the linear span of T− by T−.

The elements of T can be easily linked with a class of trees introduced in [8]
to consider a more general version of (1.1). We will refer to [13, Section 4], [4,
Section 4] for usual references to decorated trees.

Starting from a symbol Ξ denoting the noise and Ξ0 to describe the non-linearity
without noise, we consider the set of decorated trees whose vertices are decorated by
the set L⊔ {Xn}n∈N2 (the symbol Xn stands for the monomial Xn = Xn1Xn2),
and whose edges are decorated by N2. We denote by B the set of trees of this form
and by B the vector space generated by B. Using the standard operation of tree
product τ · σ among the trees τ, σ and Im(τ )m∈N2 for the operation of creating a
new tree with an extra edge decorated with m pointing to the root which is decorated
with Ξ0, we can recursively construct B starting from L⊔ {Xn}n∈N2 and setting

τ = σ ·Xn · Im1(τ1) · · ·ImN (τN ) (2.3)



Solution theory with multi-indices 9

|β| β #{β}

(−3/2)− z( ,0) 1

(−1)− z( ,0)z( ,1), z2( ,0)z( ,0) 2

z2( ,0)z( ,2), z( ,0)z
2
( ,1), z( ,0)z( ,0), z( ,1)z(0,1)

(−1
2 )− z2( ,0)z( ,1)z( ,0), z3( ,0)z

2
( ,0), z3( ,0)z( ,1) 7

z( ,0)z
3
( ,1), z( ,0)z( ,1)z( ,0), z3( ,0)z( ,3)

z2( ,0)z( ,1)z( ,2), z2( ,0)z
2
( ,1)z( ,0), z2( ,0)z( ,0)z( ,0),

(0)− z3( ,0)z( ,1)z
2
( ,0), z3( ,0)z( ,1)z( ,0), z3( ,0)z( ,2)z( ,0) 17

z2( ,0)z( ,1), z4( ,0)z
3
( ,0), z4( ,0)z( ,2),

z4( ,0)z( ,0)z( ,1), z( ,0)z( ,2)z(0,1), z2( ,1)z(0,1)

z2( ,0)z( ,1)z(0,1), z( ,0)z( ,1)z( ,0)z(0,1)

Table 1: All the elements of T− when δ = 1−

with σ ∈ L, N ≥ 0, τi ∈ B and mi ∈ N2.
Following [14, Section 3], the explicit connection between multi-indices and

trees is done by an explicit linear map Ψ: B→ M. We define it as the unique linear
map satisfying Ψ(Xn) = zn, Ψ(Ξ) = z( ,0), Ψ(Ξ0) = z(0,0), and setting recursively
on any τ of the form (2.3)

Ψ(τ ) = z(σ,k)X
n
N∏
i=1

Ψ(τi) , (2.4)

with k =
∑N

i=1 mi + |n|e0 and z(σ,k) is the associated monomial in the variables
related to N. For instance, using the shorthand notation I1 = I(0,1) we have the
identities

Ψ(I1(I1(Ξ))2 · I1(I1(Ξ))2) = Ψ(I1(Ξ) · I1(I1(Ξ) · I1(I1(Ξ)2) = z4( ,0)z
3
( ,0) .

From this we immediately see that Ψ is not injective.
Concerning the surjectivity of Ψ, the condition [β] = 1 in T ensure the existence

of a tree with ℓ(β) nodes and
∑

k∈Nℓ(k)β(k) edges where the nodes and edges are
decorated according to the variables in β. In particular, in absence of space time
variables (i.e. β(n) = 0 for all n ∈ N2) the integer values in the variables z(σ,m),
with σ ∈ { , , } denotes the number of incoming edges of the type I (i.e. the
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fertility) to nodes of type Ξ and edges of form I1 and I1 ·I1 respectively, otherwise
one needs to add to the nodes polynomials Xn to match the fertility parameters.
For example, using the symbols { , , } for the node Ξ and edges of form I1 and
I1 · I1 the previous example becomes

Ψ( ) = Ψ( ) = z4( ,0)z
3
( ,0) .

This explicit map will play a fundamental role in adapting the techniques on trees to
multi-indices in section 3.

2.2 BPHZ model over general noise and reduced multi-indices
Once given a description of the combinatorial objects associated to the generalised
KPZ equation, we explain how to construct the associated BPHZ model over the
multi-indices, in the same way as described in [38], using the formalism introduced
in [15]. This construction provides a consistent way to attach at each β ∈ T a
proper distributional random field x 7→ Πxβ describing some non linear functionals
of the underlying noise ξ, which will encode the solution1. This choice will also
drastically reduce the underlying vector space of symmetries where we can focus
our analysis but still it does not trivialise it. Since the association β 7→ Πxβ will
be linear in β we work naturally with the dual spaces T∗ and T∗

− , denoting the
variables of the dual space with monomials of the form z∗β and the canonical pairing
by ⟨z∗β1 , zβ2⟩ = δβ1β2 . We note that by construction T∗

− is finite dimensional but
T∗ is naturally identified to a space of formal series.

To obtain a model similar to what introduced in [8], we fix a decomposition of
the heat Kernel P over the real line as P = K +R where K is compactly supported
around the origin, it integrates to zero all polynomials up to parabolic degree 1,
it is symmetric in the space variable (i.e. K(t, x) = K(t,−x)) and R is globally
smooth, see [30, Lemma 5.5]. Moreover, we also consider ϱ : R2 → R a smooth
function integrating to 1, symmetric in the space variable and such that ϱ = 0 for
t ≤ 0. Given these technical ingredients, we fix ξ, a generic random distribution
over R× T and we use it to introduce the mollified noise ξε := ϱε ∗ ξ with ∗ the
convolution operation over R2, ϱε = ε−3ϱ(ε−2t, ε−1x) the parabolic rescaling of
ϱ to preserve its L1 norm and ξ is the periodic extension over R2 of ξ (which we
denote by the same notation).

The trajectories of ξε will be always a.s. smooth for any ε > 0. From this
property we can immediately use it to define the centered modelΠεx ∈ T∗. Following
[15], we can easily introduce it by imposing Πεzn(y) := yn1

1 yn2
2 and for any β ∈ N

the value Πεx is obtained by looking at a proper recentering via polynomials of the
following coupled object (Πε,Π−,ε) : T∗ × T∗

− → C∞(R2) ×C∞(R2), defined by

1Even if the notion of model [30, Definition 2.17] involves a couple of objects (Π,Γ), since we
will not use the operator Γ all along our results, we will simply refer to the map Π as the model.
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imposing the recursive condition{
Πεβ = K ∗Π−,ε

β

Π−,ε
β =

∑
(l,k)∈N

∑
zβ=z(l,k)

∏
n
∏k(n)

i=1 zβi

∏
n
∏k(n)
i=1 ( 1

n!∂
nΠεβi)ξl

(2.5)

where we impose ξΞ = ξε and ξ0 = 1. The constraint zβ = z(l,k)
∏

n
∏k(n)
i=1 zβi

in (2.5) might seem non trivial but the explicit structure of T allows a systematic
construction of the terms Πβ which implies uniquely the construction of Πxβ . This
model and its recursion (2.5) arise euristically by considering the trivial regularisation
of equation (1.1) without renormalisation i.e. the random pde

∂tuε = ∂2xuε + Γ(uε) (∂xuε)2 + g(uε) ∂xuε + h(uε) + σ(uε) ξε

whose limit is in general ill-defined. In order to take in account the actual
renormalised equation (1.3) we need to modify it according to particular choice of
constants and non-linearities in the original equation.

The way we use to implement the constants is directly imported from [15]. We
fix c ∈ T∗

− of the form
c =

∑
β′∈T−

cβ′z∗β′

and we perturb Πε to a functional Πε,cβ in a consistent way to encode the new
constants at the level of the equation. This is in few words the main result in [15,
Thm. 4.1]. Even in this case, it is possible to obtain Πε,cβ via a more sophisticated
recursive construction of the form{

Πε,cβ = K ∗Π−,ε,c
β

Π−,ε,c
β = Π−,ε

β + (Γ∗,ε
Π c)(β)

(2.6)

where Γ∗,ε
Π : T∗

− → (T)∗ is given by the sum

(Γ∗
Πc)(β) =

∑
⟨z∗β1 ...z

∗
βl
D(n1)...D(nl)z∗

β′ ,zβ⟩≠0

(
1

l!

l∏
i=0

1

ni!
∂niΠε,cβi

)
cβ′ (2.7)

with the derivation maps (D(n))n∈N2 explicitly given by

D(n) =
∑

(l,k)∈N
(k(n) + 1)z∗(l,k+en)∂z∗(l,k)

+ ∂z∗n

see [15, Lemma 3.15, Example 3.29] for further explications on the identity (2.7).
To fix the component of a generic element c ∈ T∗

− to obtain convergence for
Πε,cxβ we will impose a recursive condition involving the stochastic properties of the
underlying noise ξ. For this reason, we finally introduce a general class of admissible
noise where our results are valid. We recall that, we write E[X1 . . . Xn] to denote
the expectation of n random variables X1 , . . . , Xn and we will use the notation
K[X1, . . . , Xn] for the joint cumulants of the variables X1 , . . . , Xn.
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Definition 2.1 A random distribution ξ over R2 is said an admissible noise if it
satisfies the following properties.
• For all test functions φ ∈ D(R2), ξ(f ) has moments of all orders and it is

centered.
• The law ξ is stationary, i.e. invariant under the action of R2 on D′(R2). by

translation.
• For every n ≥ 2 there exists a distribution Γn such that for every collection of

test functions φ1 , . . . , φn ∈ D′(R2) one has

K[ξ(φ1), . . . , ξ(φn)] = Γn(
n∏
i=1

φi) .

• Γn is locally integrable when n ≥ 3 and there exists a distribution C with
singular support contained in 0 such that

E[ξ(f )ξ(g)] = Γ2(fg) = C

(∫
R2

f (z − ·)g(z)dz
)

(2.8)

and outside 0 the distribution C is a smooth function that satisfies for some
0 < κ < 1 and any k ∈ N2

sup
z=(t,x)∈R2\{0}

∂kt,xC(z)(|t|2+k2+k1/2−κ + |x|4+2k2+k1−κ) <∞ . (2.9)

Remark 2.2 Definition 2.1 is directly recalled from [21, Definition 2.17] so that
we can apply all the convergence results of that paper in our context. Moreover, the
condition (2.9) links directly the a.s. analytic regularity of ξ with the algebraic index
αΞ. The periodic extension of a space-time white noise over R× T is trivially an
admissible noise.

Once given this general class of noises, the usual way to define a converging choice
is the BPHZ renormalisation choice, see [38, Prop.5.1], [8, Prop. 2.1], [13, Prop.
2.1]. In our context this is simply obtained by imposing recursively the expectation
of Π−,ε,c

β to zero.

Theorem 2.3 For any ε > 0 and any admissible noise ξ there exists a unique
element c∗ε ∈ T∗

− such that for any β ∈ T− and y ∈ R2 one has

E[Π−,ε,c∗ε
β (y)] = 0 (2.10)

we call c∗ε the BPHZ renormalisation constants.

Proof. The proof follows a classical standard argument on trees, see [13, Thm 6.18],
which we can adapt in this simpler context. Following [15, Cor. 4.6] there exists an
order |β|≺ over the elements of T− such that for any y ∈ R2 one has

(Γ∗,ε
Π c)(β) = cβ +

∑
|β′|≺<|β|≺

gβ′(y)cβ′ ,
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for some random integrable coefficients gβ′(y). Using the integrability of the
admissible noise ξ and this triangular structure we can indeed solve the recursive
system

E[Π−,ε
β (0)] + cβ +

∑
|β′|≺<|β|≺

E[gβ′(0)]cβ′ = 0 (2.11)

which is a system of linear equations admitting a unique solution which we denote
by c∗ε . By construction of c∗ε , we have then E[Π−,ε,c∗ε

β (0)] = 0. In order to prove the
equality (2.10), it sufficient to remark that the hypothesis of translation invariance
implies the existence for any h ∈ R2 of a deterministic linear map Th : T− → T−
with Th ◦ Th′ = Th+h′ and T0 = id such that for any y ∈ R2

E[Π−,ε
β (0)] = E[(Π−,ε)T−yβ(y)]

since the convolution operation sends polynomials to zero and it is deterministic
one has also recursively E[gβ′(0)] = E[gT−yβ′(y)] and we obtain again that by
construction

E[Π−,ε,c∗ε
T−yβ

(y)] = 0 .

Writing now
E[Π−,ε,c∗ε

β (y)] = E[Π−,ε,c∗ε
TyT−yβ

(y)]

by expanding the operator Ty the term on the right-hand side is a linear combination
of terms whose expectation is zero, hence the result. The uniqueness of c∗ε follows
from the uniqueness of the system (2.11).

In order to preserve the space symmetry of the underlying Kernel K, we also focus
on a special class of noises which preserve the space symmetry.

Definition 2.4 An admissible noise ξ is said a spatially symmetric noise if it satisfies
the equality in law as stochastic process

Π−,ε
β (t,−y)

(d)
= −Π−,ε

β (t, y) (2.12)

for any β ∈ T− containing at least one factor of the form z( ,k) with k ≥ 0 or a factor
of the form z(0,1).

Remark 2.5 The main idea behind the condition (2.12) is that if a multi-indice
β ∈ T− contains a factor of the form z( ,k) with k ≥ 0 or a factor of the form z(0,1)
then by construction of T− this symbol should appear only once for homogeneity
reasons and they can never appear together. Since both z(0,1) and z( ,k) are associated
with two odd functions by construction, the hypothesis of spatial asymmetry is then
reasonable to be imposed.

This condition is non-trivial since we can find find some examples where it is
satisfied.
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Proposition 2.6 The space-time white noise and the periodic extension of any
Gaussian admissible random distribution over R×T such that the function Cgiven
by (2.8) satisfies C(t,−x) = C(t, x) are spatially symmetric noises.

Proof. In the case of space time-white noise, one has δ = 1− and one can simply
check the condition (2.12) on few cases. In the general case, as explained in Remark
2.5, the multi-index β will contain only once the symbol z(0,1) or z( ,k). Since the
condition C(t,−x) = C(t, x) with the Gaussianity implies that ξε(t,−y) = ξε(t, y)
with equality as stochastic process, the process Π−,ε

β will contain only one odd
function which will be multiplied or convoluted with function that are even functions
or even in law (in the same sense as ξε), therefore the result satisfies (2.12).

Thanks to this hypothesis, we can indeed reduce the set of possible renormalisa-
tion constants to a smaller one with more symmetries.

Definition 2.7 We define the set reduced multi-indices as the following subset of T

M , = {zβ =
∏
k∈N

(
z( ,k)

)β( ,k) ∏
k∈N

(z( ,k))
β( ,k) : [β] = 1 , ((β)) > 2}

its linear space will be denoted by M , .

The reduction induced by M , can be trivially described via the BPHZ renor-
malisation constants.

Proposition 2.8 For any spatially asymmetric noise one has c∗ε(β) = 0 for any
β ∈ T− \M−

,
with M−

,
:= {τ ∈ M , : |τ | < 0}.

Proof. The result follows trivially from our hypothesis on the noise. Indeed, the
only elements β ∈ T− with ((β)) = 1 are

z( ,0) , z( ,1)z(0,1) , z( ,0)z( ,0).

Since for these symbols the renormalisation is only additive one has

c∗ε(β) = −E[Π−,ε
β (0)]

and these quantities are zero because the noise is centered. Concerning all other
elements β ∈ T− \ M−

,
they exactly coincide with the elements containing at

least one factor of the form z( ,k) with k ≥ 0 or a factor of the form z(0,1). For all
these elements we can then use the asymmetry hypothesis from which we deduce
E[Π−,ε

β (0)] = 0. Plugging this condition in the linear system (2.11), we obtain

c∗ε(β) = −
∑

|β′|≺<|β|≺

E[gβ′(0)]c∗ε(β
′) .

By simply working recursively on |β′|≺ the non zero terms c∗ε(β′) will satisfy
β′ ∈ M−

,
, therefore the term gβ′(0) will always contain terms of the form

K ∗ Π−,ε
γ (0) for some γ ∈ T− \M−

,
, which are zero in expectation because the

convolution with K does not destroy the spatial symmetry.
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Similarly to what we have done with T−, we also list in Table 2 M−
,

when
δ = 1−. Recalling the map Ψ from (2.4), when we consider the subset M , , it
is trivial to remark that the inverse image Ψ−1(M , ) coincides with B , , the
set of decorated trees with at least two noises among their nodes, no polynomial
decorations on the nodes and at each edge Iwe attach at least one noise or two
incoming edges I1I1. These are called saturated trees, see [8, Sec. 2] and the map
Ψ can be easily expressed via the graphical notation

Ψ

(
σ1 σn· · ·

)
= z( ,m)

m∏
i=1

Ψ(σi),

Ψ

(
τ1 τnτ2 · · ·

)
= z( ,n−2)

n∏
i=1

Ψ(τi).

(2.13)

where with · · · means that the other trees σi, τi are connected to the root via a blue
edge. We will add the associated trees in Table 2.

|β| β Trees #{β}

(−1)− z( ,0)z( ,1), z2( ,0)z( ,0) , 2

z2( ,0)z( ,2), z( ,0)z
2
( ,1), z2( ,0)z( ,1)z( ,0) , , { , } 5

(−1
2 )− z3( ,0)z

2
( ,0), z3( ,0)z( ,1) ,

z( ,0)z
3
( ,1), z3( ,0)z( ,3), z2( ,0)z( ,1)z( ,2), , , { , }

(0)− z2( ,0)z
2
( ,1)z( ,0), { , , , } ,

z3( ,0)z( ,1)z( ,0), { , }, 10
z3( ,0)z( ,1)z

2
( ,0), { , , , },

z4( ,0)z
3
( ,0) { , },

z4( ,0)z( ,0)z( ,1), { , , }
z4( ,0)z( ,2), z3( ,0)z( ,2)z( ,0) , { , , }

Table 2: All reduced trees with when δ = 1− together with their tree representation.

2.3 The renormalised equation and its convergence
We finally transfer the optimal choice of the constants to the level of of the
renormalised equation by including the new non-linearities. Indeed, by plugging



Solution theory with multi-indices 16

a generic constant c ∈ (T−)∗ into the renormalised model, the solution ansatz on
multi-indices, given in [15, 36] produces the following renormalised equation

∂tuε = ∂2xuε + Γ(uε) (∂xuε)2 + g(uε) ∂xuε + h(uε) + σ(uε) ξε

+
∑
β∈T−

cβ
σ(β)

ΥΓ,σ(zβ)(uε, ∂xuε) (2.14)

with σ(β) a symmetry factor, depending only on the values of β over N

σ(β) :=
∏

(l,k)∈Nl

((k(0)!)(kΞ!))β(k) ;

Thanks to Proposition 2.8, the only relevant renormalisation constants will be
contained in (M−

,
)∗, the dual of M−

,
= ⟨M−

,
⟩ and we will focus our analysis

over this vector space.

Definition 2.9 We define the evaluation map ΥΓ,σ : M , → C∞(R,R) as

ΥΓ,σ(zβ)(u) =
∏
k∈N

(
2Γ(k)(u)

)β( ,k) ∏
k∈N

(
σ(k)(u)

)β( ,k)
(2.15)

for any monomial zβ ∈ M , .

Using the constants

Cε(zβ) :=
c∗ε(β)
σ(β)

(2.16)

we can finally express (2.14) into its BPHZ version

∂tuε = ∂2xuε + Γ(uε) (∂xuε)2 + g(uε) ∂xuε + h(uε) + σ(uε) ξε

+
∑

β∈M−
,

Cε(zβ)ΥΓ,σ(zβ)(uε) (2.17)

Combining several results in the literature with the algebraic results in section 3,
we finish this section by proving Theorem 1.1.

Proof Theorem 1.1. From [8] and the black box [30, 13, 21, 4], one can rewrite the
renormalised equation for the reduces set of decorated trees:

∂tuε = ∂2xuε + Γ(uε) ∂xuε∂xuε + g(uε) ∂xuε + h(uε) + σ(uε) ξε

+
∑

τ∈B−
,

Cε(τ )Υ̃Γ,σ(τ )(uε) . (2.18)

where B−
,

is a finite subset of B , , Υ̃Γ,σ is defined on decorated trees with the
following recursion

Υ̃Γ,σ

(
σ1 σm· · ·

)
(u) = g(m)(u)

m∏
i=1

Υ̃Γ,σ(σi),
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Υ̃Γ,σ

(
τ1 τnτ2 · · ·

)
(u) = f (n−2)(u)

n∏
i=1

Υ̃Γ,σ(τi).

see e.g. [8, Sec. 3] and constants Cε(τ ) are chosen to be the BPHZ renormalisation
constant, see [13, 21], then the solution the sequenceuε converges to proper
continuous random field uBPHZ(Γ, σ, h), whose law UBPHZ(Γ, σ, h) is injective in
h from [8, Thm. 3.5]. This fact is crucial for arguing that the solution will be
equivariant under the action of diffeomorphism.

The next step is to rewrite the counter-terms via multi-indices by noticing that

Υ̃Γ,σ(τ ) = ΥΓ,σ(Ψ(τ )) (2.19)

The identity (2.19) is proved by induction noticing that

Υ̃Γ,σ

(
τ1 τnτ2 · · ·

)
(u) = f (n−2)(u)

n∏
i=1

Υ̃Γ,σ(τi). = f (n−2)(u)
n∏
i=1

ΥΓ,σ(Ψ(τi))

= ΥΓ,σ(z( ,n+2)

n∏
i=1

Ψ(τi))(u) = ΥΓ,σ

(
Ψ(

τ1 τnτ2 · · ·
)
)

(u) .

where for the first line, we have used the induction hypothesis on the τi, Υ̃Γ,σ(τi) =
ΥΓ,σ(Ψ(τi)). The second line is just the multiplicativity of ΥΓ,σ on multi-indices.
Then, we use the recursive definition of the map Ψ given in (2.4). The computation
for the decorates trees without brown edges work exactly the same. Then, by simply
checking that Ψ(B−

,
) = M−

,
one rewrites the counter-terms as∑

τ∈ B−
,

Cε(τ )Υ̃Γ,σ(τ )(uε) =
∑

zβ∈ M−
,

∑
zβ=Ψ(τ )

Cε(τ )Υ̃Γ,σ(τ )(uε)

=
∑

zβ∈ M−
,

 ∑
zβ=Ψ(τ )

Cε(τ )

ΥΓ,σ(zβ)(uε)

where one has

Cε(zβ) =
∑

zβ=Ψ(τ )

Cε(τ ).

Then, changing one of the constants Cε(τ ) with zβ = Ψ(τ ) corresponds to change
Cε(zβ). From [8, Prop. 3.9], one can get rid of the counter-terms on the orthogonal
of Vgeo and get a choice of renormalisation constants Cε(τ ) that guarantees the
convergence of uε and such that∑

zβ∈ M−
,

Cε(zβ)ΥΓ,σ(zβ)(uε) =
∑
v∈Bξ

Cε(v)ΥΓ,σ(v)(uε)
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where the constants Cε(v) depend on the Cε(zβ) and here Bξ defined in (3.4) is
a basis of V ξ

geo defined in (3.1) whose dimension is given in Theorem 3.8. This
guarantees that the law of the limit solution U is invariant under the action of
diffeomorphism. From Theorem 3.2, we deduce that when ξ is Gaussian noise,
one has all the counter-terms satisfying Itô and therefore the elements ΥΓ,σ(v) with
v ∈ Bξ . In that case, one can disregard the B2p+1

ξ with 2p+1 ≤ Nξ . The existence
for all time is a consequence of [9]. Indeed, by using the chain rule and [9, Assumpt.
2], one rewrite the equation into a stochastic heat equation with multiplicative noise
that exists for all time.

Remark 2.10 Ideally, one may want to give a proof that depends only on multi-
indices which will avoid to use (2.19). The main ingredient missing is the solution
theory for multi-indices that will be used crucially in an adaptation of [8, Thm. 3.5]
to this new combinatorial context. The decorated trees are used for the solution
theory as a black box for constructing renormalised models and equations. Then,
one reorganises the counter-terms with multi-indices. The decorated trees disappear
at the level of the renormalised equations.

3 Symmetries of the multi-indices spaces

In the sequel, we will make infinitesimal changes of coordinates in the proof of
Theorem 3.6 on the coefficients ΥΓ,σ(zβ) and therefore, we need an extra variable
for encoding the perturbation h ∈ C∞(R,R). To encode the perturbation we add a
new symbol to L. This variable is denoted by and its non-linearities are given by

N := {ke(1,0) : k ∈ N} .

As before, we will use the shorthand notation z( ,k) to denote z( ,ke(0,0)). Below, we
list the various spaces of multi-indices and their vector spaces, that we will need in
the following.

M = {zβ =
∏
k∈N

(z( ,k))
β( ,k) : [β] = 1}, M = ⟨M ⟩,

MN = {zβ ∈ M : ((β)) = N}, MN = ⟨MN ⟩,
MN

, = {zβ ∈ M , : ((β)) = N}, MN
, = ⟨MN

, ⟩,

M , , = {zβ =
∏
k∈N

(z( ,k))
β( ,k)

∏
k∈N

(
z( ,k)

)β( ,k) ∏
k∈N

(z( ,k))
β( ,k) : [β] = 1},

MN
, , = {zβ ∈ M , , : ((β)) = N}, M , , = ⟨M , , ⟩, MN

, , = ⟨MN
, , ⟩.

Let us stress that in practice, we will consider only elements in M , , that contain
only one variable of type z( ,k). Given a v in one of this space and a multi-indice zβ ,
we denote by ⟨zβ, v⟩, the coefficient of zβ in v. Given a diffeomorphism φ : R → R,
we introduce the new non-linearities

(φ · Γ)(φ(u))(φ′(u))2 = φ′(u)Γ(u) − φ(2)(u) ,
(φ · σ)(φ(u)) = φ′(u)σ(u) .
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Definition 3.1 We define the subspace Vgeo ⊂ M , as the subspace generated by
those monomials zβ such that for all choices of Γ, σ and all diffeomorphisms φ of
R that are homotopic to the identity, one has

φ ·ΥΓ,σ(zβ) = Υφ·Γφ·σ(zβ) .

Similarly, we define the space VItô ⊂ M , consists of those monomials zβ such that,
for all Γ, σ and σ̄ the equality σ2 = σ̄2 implies the identity ΥΓ,σ(zβ) = ΥΓ,σ̄(zβ).

Given N ∈ N∗, we set V N
geo to be the elements of Vgeo containing exactly N

variables of the formed z( ,k). For a subcritical noise ξ, there exists Nξ ∈ N∗ such
that ∪Nξ

i=1M
N
, contains all the multi-indices needed for the renormalised equation.

We denote this set as Mξ and its linear span by Mξ. We will also use in the sequel
the following notation:

V ξ
geo := ⊕Nξ

i=1V
i

geo. (3.1)

3.1 Itô terms
For the Itô Isometry, we consider only Gaussian noises and therefore, one has to
consider multi-indices with a even number of variables of type z( ,k). We define the
following spaces

Meven
, := {zβ ∈ M , : ((β)) > 0 is even} , Meven

, = ⟨Meven
, ⟩ .

In the next Theorem, we show that VItô is actually quite big equal almost to the full
space of multi-indices

Theorem 3.2 One has VItô = Meven
,

.

Proof. We first show the inclusion Meven
,

⊂ VItô. Let β ∈ Meven
,

and σ, σ̄ two
functions satisfying the equality σ2 = σ̄2. The quadratic constraint and the
smoothness of σ, σ̄ imply the identity σ(u) = (±1)σ̄(u) for any u ∈ R and similarly
σ(k)(u) = (±1)σ̄(k)(u) for any k ≥ 1 with the same sign as σ and σ̄. Plugging this
identity in the definition (2.15), we immediately obtain the equality

ΥΓ,σ(zβ)(u) = (±1)((β))ΥΓ,σ̄(zβ)(u) (3.2)

from which we obtain the equality since ((β)) is even. Conversely, we can use the
same identity (3.2) to show that if β ̸∈ Meven

,
we can find two functions σ, σ̄ such

that σ2 = σ̄2 but ΥΓ,σ(zβ)(u) ̸= ΥΓ,σ̄(zβ)(u) for some u ∈ R. Hence the other
inclusion VItô ⊂ Meven

,
holds.

Proposition 3.3 If we assume that the noise ξ is Gaussian then c∗ε(β) = 0 for any
β ∈ M , \ VItô = Meven

,
.
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Proof. The proof is performed by induction using identity (2.11). For a given
multi-indice with an odd number of variables z( ,k), one has

E[Π−,ε
β (0)] = 0

which is due to the fact that Π−,ε
β (0) is a monomial of odd degree in the noise ξ.

Then, one has

cβ =
∑

|β′|≺<|β|≺

E[αβ′(0)]cβ′ .

If β′ has an odd number of variables z( ,k) then cβ′ = 0 by the induction hypothesis.
Otherwise, αβ′ is necessarly an odd monomial in the noise ξ and E[αβ′(0)] = 0
which allows us to conclude.

3.2 Geometric terms
The map Υh

Γ,σ : M , , → C∞(R,R) is defined on a different set of multi-indices
given by

zβ =
∏
k∈N

(z( ,k))
β( ,k)

∏
k∈N

(
z( ,k)

)β( ,k) ∏
k∈N

(z( ,k))
β( ,k)

and now

Υh
Γ,σ(zβ) =

∏
k∈N

(
h(k)
)β( ,k) ∏

k∈N

(
2Γ(k)

)β( ,k) ∏
k∈N

(
σ(k)
)β( ,k)

.

Theorem 3.4 The map Υh
Γ,σ is injective in the sense that for every v linear combi-

nations of multi-indices, one has

∀ Γ, σ, h ∈ C∞(R,R), Υh
Γ,σ(v) = 0 ⇒ v = 0.

Proof. We have to prove that elementary differentials are linear independent. This
means that one has

∀ Γ, σ, h ∈ C∞(R,R)
∑
β

λβΥ
h
Γ,σ(zβ) = 0 ⇒ λβ = 0

where the sum runs over all populated multi-indices β and λ· has finite support. We
can therefore choose specific Γ, σ, h for discriminating the various zβ . Let m be the
highest integer such that there exists zβ with λβ ̸= 0 and β(m) ̸= 0. We define

h(x) := hr0,...,rm(x) =
m∑
k=0

rk
xk

k!
, Γ(x) := Γs0,...,sm(x) =

m∑
k=0

sk
xk

k!
,

σ(x) := σt0,...,tm(x) =
m∑
k=0

tk
xk

k!
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where r0 = s0 = t0 = 1. We have chosen functions Γ, σ, h parametrised by
r1, s1, t1, ..., rm, sm, tm. Then, one has

Υh
Γ,σ(zβ)(0) =

m∏
k=0

(
(rk)

β( ,k)(2sk)
β( ,k)(tk)

β( ,k)
)
.

One can observe that we obtain a monomial in r1, s1, t1, ..., rm, sm, tm which is
uniquely associated to a multi-indice β. This family of monomials is clearly free
which allows us to conclude.

We define [·, ·] as

[v1, v2] = v1Dv2 − v2Dv1

where D is the derivation on multi-indices defined by

Dz( ,k) = z( ,k+1), Dz( ,k) = z( ,k+1), Dz( ,k) = z( ,k+1)

and then extended via the Leibniz rule.

Definition 3.5 We first define φgeo : M , → M , , by setting

φgeo(z( ,k)) = Dk[z( ,0), z( ,0)]

φgeo(z( ,k)) = −Dk+1
(
z( ,0)z( ,0)

)
− 2z( ,k+2)

and then it is extended via the Leibniz rule. We define the geometric map
φ̂geo : M , → M , , by

φ̂geo(zβ) = φgeo(zβ) − [zβ, z( ,0)].

We observe that

Dk[z( ,0), z( ,0)] = z( ,0)z( ,k+1) − z( ,k+1)z( ,0)

This identity is useful for the computation of the examples later on. Moreover, it is
straightforward to check that the maps φgeo and φ̂geo are well-defined preserving the
populated condition.

Theorem 3.6 One has

v ∈ Vgeo ⇔ φ̂geo(v) = 0.

Proof. We only prove ⇒ and the proof for ⇐ is verbatim the same as the proof of
[8, Prop. 6.2]. One can replace φ by a family (ψt)t≥0 with ψ0 = id, ∂tψ|t=0 = h.
For v ∈ Vgeo, one has

ψt ·ΥΓ,σ(v) = Υψt·Γ,ψt·σ(v).



Symmetries of the multi-indices spaces 22

Then, the main idea is to take the derivative at time t = 0 on both side of the previous
equality:

∂t(ψt ·ΥΓ,σ(v))|t=0 = ∂t(Υψt·Γ,ψt·σ(v))|t=0.

In the sequel, we compute the two parts of the equality separately. One first has

∂t

(
ψt ·Υh

Γ,σ(v)
)
|t=0 = ∂t

(
(ψ′
tΥ

h
Γ,σ(v)) ◦ ψ−1

t

)
|t=0

= h′ΥΓ,σ(v) − ∂uΥσ,Γ(v)h

= Υh
Γ,σ([v, z( ,0)]).

Then, on the other hand, one has

∂tΥψt·Γ,ψt·σ(z( ,k))|t=0 = ∂t

(
(ψ′
t g) ◦ ψ(−1)

t

)(k)
|t=0

=
(
∂t

(
(ψ′
t g) ◦ ψ(−1)

t

)
|t=0

)(k)

=
(
h′g − hg′

)(k)

= Υh
Γ,σ([z( ,0), z( ,0)])

(k)

= Υh
Γ,σ

(
Dk[z( ,0), z( ,0)]

)
= Υh

Γ,σ[φgeo(z( ,k))].

One has also

∂tΥψt·Γ,ψt·σ(z( ,k))|t=0 = 2 ∂t

(
ψ′
t f − ψ(2)

t

(ψ′
t)2

◦ ψ−1
t

)(k)

|t=0

= 2

(
∂t

(
ψ′
t f − ψ(2)

t

(ψ′
t)2

◦ ψ−1
t

)
|t=0

)(k)

= 2
(
h′f − hf ′ − h(2) − 2h′f

)(k)

= Υh
Γ,σ

(
−z( ,0)z( ,1) − z( ,1)z( ,0) − 2z( ,2)

)(k)

= Υh
Γ,σ

(
−Dk+1

(
z( ,0)z( ,0)

)
− 2z( ,k+2)

)
= Υh

Γ,σ

(
φgeo(z( ,k))

)
.

In the end, gathering the various terms, one gets

Υh
Γ,σ(φgeo(v)) = Υh

Γ,σ([v, z( ,0)]).

We conclude from the injectivity of the map Υh
Γ,σ from Theorem 3.4

Υh
Γ,σ(φ̂geo(v)) = 0 ⇒ φ̂geo(v) = 0.
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We define the covariant derivatives as

∇v1v2 = v1Dv2 +
1

2
z( ,0)v1v2. (3.3)

Iterating three times the covariant derivatives on z( ,0) gives

B4 =
{
∇∇∇ , ∇∇∇ , ∇∇ ∇ , ∇∇∇ , ∇∇∇

}
.

Here, we have made the following abuse of notations replacing z( ,0) by . For a
subcritical noise ξ, we set Bξ to be

Bξ := ∪Nξ

i=1Bi. (3.4)

Proposition 3.7 For every v1, v1 ∈ Vgeo, one has

∇v1v2 ∈ Vgeo.

Proof. One has to check that ∇v1v2 belongs to the kernel of φ̂geo. One first has

φgeo(∇v1v2) = ∇φgeo(v1)v2 +∇v1φgeo(v2) +
1

2
φgeo

(
z( ,0)

)
v1v2

= ∇[v1,z( ,0)]v2 +∇v1[v2, z( ,0)] +
1

2
φgeo

(
z( ,0)

)
v1v2

where we have used the fact that v1, v1 ∈ Vgeo

φgeo(vi) = [vi, z( ,0)], i ∈ {1, 2}.

Then, continuing the computation

∇[v1,z( ,0)]v2 = v1Dz( ,0)Dv2 −Dv1z( ,0)Dv2 +
1

2
z( ,0)v1Dz( ,0)v2

− 1

2
z( ,0)Dv1z( ,0)v2

∇v1[v2, z( ,0)] = z( ,2)v1v2 + z( ,1)v1Dv2 − z( ,1)v1Dv2 − z( ,0)Dv1Dv2

+
1

2
z( ,0)v1Dz( ,0)v2 −

1

2
z( ,0)v1z( ,0)Dv2

1

2
φgeo

(
z( ,0)

)
v1v2 = −1

2
D
(
z( ,0)z( ,0)

)
v1v2 − z( ,2)v1v2.

On the other hand, one has

[∇v1v2, z( ,0)] = v1Dv2Dz( ,0) +
1

2
z( ,0)v1v2Dz( ,0)

−D(v1Dv2)z( ,0) +
1

2
D
(
z( ,0)v1v2

)
z( ,0).

We conclude from the previous computations that

φgeo(∇v1v2) = [∇v1v2, z( ,0)].
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Theorem 3.8 One has:

dim(V N
geo ) = Card(MN ).

Proof. This a consequence from the lower bound on the dimension proved in
Proposition 3.9 and the upper bound proved in Proposition 3.12.

Proposition 3.9 One has:

dim(V N
geo ) ≥ Card(MN ).

Proof. We consider the projection π onto M . Given v1, v2, one has

π(∇v1v2) = v1Dv2

Let zβ ∈ M , one has

zβ =
1

Cβ

∑
zβ=Ψ(τ )

Ψ(τ ), Cβ = Card({τ : zβ = Ψ(τ )}).

One then define

Λ(zβ) =
1

Cβ

∑
zβ=Ψ(τ )

Ψ(ψ̃(τ )). (3.5)

where the map ψ̃ is defined on decorated trees by setting

ψ̃( ) = , ψ̃(τ ↷ σ) = ∇ψ̃(τ )ψ̃(σ). (3.6)

The grafting product ↷ between two trees σ and τ is defined as

σ ↷ τ =
∑
u∈Nτ

σ ↷u τ

where Nτ are the nodes of τ and ↷u connects the root of σ via a new blue edge to
the node u. As an example, one has

↷ = + .

The map ψ̃ is well defined by (3.6) because ( ,↷) uniquely generates the space T
see [22]. One can remark that Λ is a well defined by (3.5) as we run the sum over all
the decorated trees τ associated to zβ . From Proposition 3.7, one has Λ(zβ) ∈ Vgeo.
One can notice that Λ is a right inverse to π. Indeed, one has

π(Λ(zβ)) =
1

Cβ

∑
zβ=Ψ(τ )

π(Ψ(ψ̃(τ ))).
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Then, we use the fact that π ◦Ψ = Ψ ◦ π̃ and π̃ ◦ ψ̃ = id, where π̃ is the projection
on decorated trees without brown edges. Then

π(Λ(zβ)) =
1

Cβ

∑
zβ=Ψ(τ )

Ψ(π̃ ◦ ψ̃(τ )) =
1

Cβ

∑
zβ=Ψ(τ )

Ψ(τ ) = zβ.

In the end, one has for v ∈ ⟨MN ⟩

⟨v,Λ(v)⟩ = ⟨v, π(Λ(v))⟩ = ⟨v, v⟩ = ∥v∥2

So if v is orthogonal to V N
geo asΛ(v) ∈ V N

geo , we deduce from the previous computation
that v = 0. This shows that ⟨MN ⟩ is linearly independent over V N

geo and therefore
dim(V N

geo ) ≥ Card(MN ).

Remark 3.10 The proof is an adaptation of the proof of [8, Prop. 6.13]. The main
difference is the introduction of the use of the map Ψ for transferring the argument
to the context of multi-indices.

Example 3.11 We illustrate the previous proposition by computing by hand the
dimension of B4. One can observe that

∇∇ ∇ = ∇∇∇ , 2∇∇∇ −∇∇∇ = ∇∇∇ ,

Then, we want to check that the family B̃4 =
{
∇∇∇ , ∇∇∇ , ∇∇∇

}
is free.

We compute the covariant derivatives and project with π which give

π∇∇∇ = π∇∇ (z( ,0)z( ,1))

= π∇
(
z2( ,0)z( ,2) + z( ,0)z

2
( ,1)
)

= z3( ,0)z( ,3) + 4z2( ,0)z( ,1)z( ,2) + z( ,0)z
3
( ,1)

π∇∇∇ = z( ,1)π∇∇ = z2( ,1)π∇ = z( ,0)z
3
( ,1)

π∇∇∇ = π∇
(
z( ,0)z

2
( ,1)
)
= 2z2( ,0)z( ,1)z( ,2) + z( ,0)z

3
( ,1).

One can observe a triangular structure in terms of z3( ,0)z( ,3), z
2
( ,0)z( ,1)z( ,2), z( ,0)z

3
( ,1).

Then, we can conclude that B̃4 is free and dim(⟨B4⟩) = 3.

Proposition 3.12 One has:

dim(V N
geo ) ≤ Card(MN ).

Proof. Let v ∈ V N
geo , one has φ̂geo(v) = 0. Given one multi-indice zβ , ⟨zβ, φ̂geo(v)⟩

is the coefficient of zβ in φ̂geo(v). Due to the fact that v is geometric, one has

⟨zβ̃, φ̂geo(v)⟩ = 0.
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On the other hand, one can decompose v into

v =
∑

zβ∈MN
,

⟨zβ, v⟩zβ

which gives us ∑
zβ∈MN

,

⟨zβ, v⟩⟨zβ̃, φ̂geo(zβ)⟩ = 0 (3.7)

where we keep only terms such that ⟨zβ̃, φ̂geo(zβ)⟩ ≠ 0. Now, if zβ̃ is of the form

zβ̃ = z( ,k+2)z
η

then, zβ could be of the form

zβ0 = z( ,k)z
η, zβm = z( ,k+m)z

ηm , zβ̂ = z( ,k+1)z
η̂

where m ∈ N∗, z( ,0)z
η̂ = zη and z( ,m−1)z

ηm = zη. Then, one can see that
multi-indices containing a factor z( ,k) are connected to multi-indices with a number
of z( ,k′) stricly smaller. Indeed, from the definition of φ̂geo and (3.7), one has

φ̂geo(z( ,k)z
η) = β0( , k) φgeo(z( ,2))z

η + (· · · ) = −2β0( , k) z( ,k+2)z
η + (· · · )

φ̂geo(z( ,k+1)z
η̂) = β̂( , k + 1)φgeo(z( ,k+1))zη̂ + (· · · )

= β̂( , k + 1)z( ,k+2)z( ,0)z
η̂ + (· · · )

= β̂( , k + 1)z( ,k+2)z
η + (· · · )

In both computations, the (. . . ) mean extra terms that will not be equal to z( ,k+2)z
η.

The computations for z( ,k+m) are a bit more involved and give

φ̂geo(z( ,k+m)z
ηm) = βm( , k +m)φgeo(z( ,k+m))z

ηm + (· · · )

= βm( , k +m)
(
k +m+ 1

k + 2

)
z( ,k+2)z( ,m−1)z

ηm + (· · · )

= βm( , k +m)
(
k +m+ 1

k + 2

)
z( ,k+2)z

η + (· · · ).

Combining the previous computations, one gets

2β0( , k) ⟨z( ,k)z
η, v⟩+

∑
m∈N∗

(
k +m+ 1

k + 2

)
βm( , k +m) ⟨z( ,k+m)z

ηm , v⟩

+ β̂( , k + 1) ⟨z( ,k+1)z
η̂, v⟩ = 0.

(3.8)

One can observe that the first term of this linear equation contains one more variable
of type z( ,k) than the other two. The sum over m is finite as k+m must be smaller
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thanN (βm( , ℓ) = 0 for ℓ > N ). We have to guarantee that such a system contains
all the elements of MN

, as variables. First, by construction, it contains all the
multi-indices with at least one variable of type z( ,k). For the elements of MN , one
can uses (3.8). Indeed, one can notice that when zη does not contain any variables
of type z( ,k), it is the same for zη̂ and therefore z( ,k+1)z

η̂ runs over all MN when
one varies k and η̂. In the end, one obtains a triangular system for the elements
of MN

, that terminates on the variables given by MN whose cardinal provides an
upper bound on the dimension of the space of solutions for this system.

Remark 3.13 One observes that we did not use the equations given for zβ̃ = z( ,k)z
η

with k = 1. This is not needed as we have used enough relations to establish the
upper bound on dim(V N

geo ).

Remark 3.14 The proof of Proposition 3.12 is inspired by a proof from Franck
Gabriel that was part of a preliminary draft of [8]. The proof was to give an upper
bound on the dimension of geometric elements for decorated trees. It is more
involved and not so general as one has to determine by hand different orbits. Indeed,
one has

φ̂geo

(
τ1 τ4τ2 τ3

)
= −2

τ1 τ4τ2 τ3

+ (· · · )

φ̂geo

(
τ1 τ4τ3 τ2

)
= −2

τ1 τ4τ2 τ3

+ (· · · ).

If the two trees τ2 and τ3 are different then these trees produce two variables in the
system with the same number of brown edges. This is where one has to determine
the orbits. Then, one can understand why powerful algebraic tools are needed such
as operad and homological algebra used in [6].

Example 3.15 We illustrate the previous proposition by writing up the system in
the case of four noises. We want to compute the pre-image by φ̂geo of multi-indices
of the form

z( ,4)z
β4 , z( ,3)z

β3 , z( ,2)z
β2

where zβi does not contain any variable z( ,k). Then, for a given element v ∈ V 4
geo,

this will give us the relations that ⟨zβ, v⟩ should satisfy. For z( ,4), one has

2 ⟨z( ,2)z
4
( ,0), v⟩+ ⟨z3( ,0)z( ,3), v⟩ = 0.

Let us briefly explain how the previous equation is obtained as a direct application
of (3.8). One has

zβ0 = z( ,2)z
4
( ,0) = z( ,2)z

η, zβ̂ = z3( ,0)z( ,3) = z( ,3)z
η̂,
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with

zη = z4( ,0), zη̂ = z3( ,0), β0( , 2) = β̂( , 3) = 1.

One easily checks that

z( ,0)z
η̂ = z( ,0)z

3
( ,0) = z4( ,0) = zη.

We do not have terms containing z( ,2+m) with m ∈ N∗ because such terms do not
belong to M4

, . For z( ,3), one has

2 ⟨z( ,1)z
3
( ,0)z( ,1), v⟩+ ⟨z2( ,0)z( ,1)z( ,2), v⟩ = 0

2 ⟨z( ,0)z( ,1)z
4
( ,0), v⟩+ ⟨z( ,2)z

4
( ,0), v⟩+ ⟨z( ,0)z

3
( ,0)z( ,2), v⟩ = 0.

The computation for the first line is the same as before. We explain only how one
obtains the second line: One has

zβ0 = z( ,0)z( ,1)z
4
( ,0) = z( ,1)z

η, zβ1 = z( ,2)z
4
( ,0) = z( ,2)z

η1 ,

zβ̂ = z( ,0)z
3
( ,0)z( ,2) = z( ,2)z

η̂,

with

zη = z( ,0)z
4
( ,0), zη1 = z4( ,0), zη̂ = z( ,0)z

3
( ,0),(

1 + 1 + 1

1 + 2

)
= 1, β0( , 1) = β1( , 1) = β̂( , 2) = 1.

One easily checks that

z( ,0)z
η̂ = z( ,0)z( ,0)z

3
( ,0) = z( ,0)z

4
( ,0) = zη, z( ,0)z

η1 = z( ,0)z
4
( ,0) = zη.

For z( ,2), one has

6 ⟨z3( ,0)z
4
( ,0), v⟩+ ⟨z( ,0)z( ,1)z

4
( ,0), v⟩+ ⟨z2( ,0)z

3
( ,0)z( ,1), v⟩ = 0

4 ⟨z2( ,0)z
3
( ,0)z( ,1), v⟩+ ⟨z( ,1)z

3
( ,0)z( ,1), v⟩+ 2 ⟨z( ,0)z

2
( ,0)z

2
( ,1), v⟩ = 0

2 ⟨z( ,0)z
2
( ,0)z

2
( ,1), v⟩+ 3 ⟨z( ,0)z

3
( ,1), v⟩ = 0

2 ⟨z( ,0)z
3
( ,0)z( ,2), v⟩+ ⟨z2( ,0)z( ,1)z( ,2), v⟩ = 0.
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