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Abstract

We develop in this work a general version of paracontrolled calculus that allows to treat analytically
within this paradigm a whole class of singular partial differential equations with the same efficiency
as regularity structures. This work deals with the analytic side of the story and offers a toolkit for the
study of such equations, under the form of a number of continuity results for some operators, while
emphasizing the simple and systematic mechanics of computations within paracontrolled calculus,
via the introduction of two model operations E and F. We illustrate the efficiency of this elementary
approach on the example of the generalized parabolic Anderson model equation

@ + Lyu = fw)g,
on a 3-dimensional closed manifold, and the generalized KPZ equation
@ + Lyu = fu)¢ + gu)(du)’,
driven by a (1 + 1)-dimensional space/time white noise.
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1. Paracontrolled calculus

Thirty years after Lyons’ seminal work on controlled differential equations [22],
it is now well-understood that the construction of a robust approximation theory
for continuous time stochastic systems, such as stochastic differential equations
or stochastic partial differential equations, requires a twist in the notion of noise
that allows to treat the resolution of such equations in a two-step process.

(a) Enhance the noise ¢ into an enriched object E that lives in some space of
analytic objects — this is a purely probabilistic step.

(b) Given any such object E in this space, one can introduce a Banach space
S such that the equation makes sense for the unknown in the image of S
by a simple E—dependent map. The equation can be formulated in S, and
solved uniquely by a deterministic analytic argument, such as the contraction
principle, which gives the continuity of the solution as a function of E

These two steps are very different in nature and require totally different tools.
The present work deals with the deterministic side of the story, point (b), for
the study of singular partial differential equations (PDEs). The term singular
refers here to the fact that the ‘noise’ in the equation is not regular enough for
all the expressions in the equation to make sense analytically, given the expected
regularity of the solution in terms of the regularity of the ‘noise’. Recall that one
can generically not make sense of the product of a distribution with a continuous
function.

1.1. Overview. Hairer’s theory of regularity structures [19] provides
undoubtedly the most complete picture for the study of a whole class of singular
stochastic PDEs from the above point of view — the class of the so-called singular
subcritical parabolic stochastic PDEs. It comes with a very rich algebraic structure
and an entirely new setting that are required to give flesh to the guiding principle
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that a solution should be described by the datum at each point in space—time of its
high order ‘jet’ in a basis given by the elements of the enhanced noise. Regularity
structures are introduced as a tool for describing these jets. At the same time that
Hairer built his theory, Gubinelli-Imkeller—Perkowski implemented in [17] this
idea of giving a local/global description of a possible solution in a different way,
using the language of paraproducts and avoiding the introduction of any new
setting, but providing only a first order description of the objects under study.
This is what we shall call from now on the first order paracontrolled calculus.
While this kind of approach may seem far from being as powerful as Hairer’s
machinery, the first order paracontrolled approach to singular stochastic PDEs
has been successful in recovering and extending a number of results that can
be proved within the setting of regularity structures, on the parabolic Anderson
model and Burgers equations [1, 2, 14, 17], the KPZ equation [18], the scalar @;‘
equation [9], the stochastic Navier—Stokes equation [24-26], or the study of the
continuous Anderson Hamiltonian [13], to name but a few.

We develop in this work a high order version of paracontrolled calculus that
allows to treat analytically within this paradigm some parabolic singular partial
differential equations that are beyond the scope of the original formulation of
the theory. We refer to our setting as paracontrolled calculus. By a ‘noise’ in
an equation we shall simply mean a function/distribution-valued parameter { —
realizations of a white noise are typical examples. Within our setting, and given
as input a noise { and some initial condition, the resolution process of a typical
parabolic equation

Lu:= (0, + L)u = f(u, du, ), (1.1)

involves the following elementary steps. Write . ~! := (3, + L)™' for the
resolution operator, and keep in mind that we have in hand two space-time
paraproducts P and P, related by the intertwining relation

L ToP=Pog
all the objects are properly introduced below.

(1) Paracontrolled ansatz. The irregularity of the noise ¢, and the form
of the equation, dictate the choice of a solution space made up of
functions/distributions of the form

ko
u :ZPM,Z,-JFMK (1.2)
i=1

for reference functions/distributions Z; that depend formally only on ¢, to
be determined later. The ‘derivatives’ u; of u also need to satisfy a similar
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a structure equation; their derivatives as well, and so on. See Definition 1
below. One sees the above description (1.2) of u as a paracontrolled
expansion at order k for it. Denote by u the datum of u and all its derivatives,
and by u* the datum of all their derivatives.

(2) Right hand side. The use of a high order paracontrolled expansion
formula, and a number of continuity results for some operators, allow
together to rewrite the right hand side f(u, du, ¢) of Equation (1.1) in the
canonical form

ko
fu,0u,0) = P, Y+ () (1.3)
j=1
where (b) is a nice remainder and the distributions Y; depend only on ¢ and
the Z,‘ .

(3) Fixed point. Denote by P the resolution of the free heat equation
Puy := (1, x) — (e "Fug)(x).
Then the fixed point relation

u=Pug+ 2" (f(u,ou,t))
ko
= Pug+ Y L7'(P,Y)+ 270

j=1

ko
= Puy+ Y P, Z;+.2£7'0),

j=1

imposes some consistency relations on the choice of the Z; = £~'(Y;) that
define them uniquely as functions of ¢, and induces a fixed point relation
foru, or rather i*.

See Proposition 35 for a justification of the name ‘derivative’ for the u; in
identity (1.2). The expressions inside the Y;’s that have no proper analytical
sense need to be given a priori as components of the enhanced distribution E
As expected, the enhanced noise E contains what is needed to make sense of the
corresponding ill-defined products in the regularity structures setting. We shall
not touch in this work on renormalization matters, and we invite the reader to
read the latest developments of Hairer & co-authors on the subject; see [5, 7, 10].
In any case, we shall assume here that the enhancementz of ¢ is given.

We single out here the notion of paracontrolled system involved in point (1)
above, in the setting that will be sufficient to deal with the generalized (PAM)
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and (KPZ) equations studied in Section 4. It corresponds to having ky = 3. Fix
2/5 <a < 1/2. Foreach 1 < i < 3, we denote below by Z; a finite collection
(Z("‘)) of space-time functions of parabolic regularity ia. Given a collection
(u("‘)) of bounded functions indexed by the same set (n;) as Z;, we write P Zi
for ), P & Z.

DEFINITION 1. A third order paracontrolled system is a family

W= (U, Wiy Wi, Wik Vi it )it k<3
of collections of bounded parabolic functions defined by the datum of remainders
weC* uleCW i eCUTT wl,eCl 1< it i+j+k<3

via the identity

u= Z 5u,-Zi +uj,

i=1.3

Z ﬁuiij + M?,

i+j=1.3
U = Zi+ut
ij — u,j;\ k ijo
i+j+k=1.3
b
Uijk = uijk'

The above system is a shorthand notation for
u= > P wZi+ @),
i+j=1.3

and so on. There is only one function of the form u;;; above, namely ;.
One sees on the above synopsis that we shall in particular obtain solutions of
the (gPAM) and (gKPZ) equations under the form

u = Pf(u)Z] + (2&)

Corollary 1.11 of Hairer and Pardoux’ work [21] follows then from
Proposition 35, proved in Appendix C. We denote here by [0, 7] a time interval
on which the solution of the equation is defined.

COROLLARY 2. Let f be C;. For 0 <t < T, there exists a positive constant C
such that one has the estimate

20
ju(e) = ute) = FE)(Zi(e) = Zyen < € (Ve —ol+ly =),

uniformly in ¢’ = (o, y) and e = (t,x) with |t —o| < T/2.
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1.2. The mechanics of computations within paracontrolled calculus. The
basics of the paracontrolled analysis of singular PDEs are easily grasped by a
parallel with Itd calculus. Denote by a, b, ¢ three generic continuous martingales.
The following computational rules appear as fundamental in stochastic calculus.

e The basic Ito formula
d(ab) =adb+ bda +d{a,b).
e [t6 formula
d(f(a) = f'(@)da+ 5 f"(a)d(a,a).

e Bracket rule for stochastic integrals

d</adb,c>—ad(b,c) =0.

The building blocks of the first order paracontrolled calculus devised by
Gubinelli, Imkeller and Perkowski in [17] are the exact counterparts of the above
three points, with the paraproduct operator in the role of the (derivative of the)
stochastic integral and the diagonal operator in the role of the (derivative of
the) bracket. For a, b, ¢ functions or distributions with some precise regularity
properties, we have the following facts.

e Paraproduct decomposition
ab=P,b+Pya+II(a,b)
where P is the paraproduct and I7 the resonant part.
e Bony’s paralinearization

f(a) = Py ya + (remainder).

e Fundamental corrector estimate. The operator
C(a,b,c): = (P,b,c) —all(b,c) (1.4)
is continuous for certain ranges of regularity exponents for its arguments.

The three-step resolution process of Section 1.1 for the study of a singular
PDE requires that we refine these tools. The task of writing the right hand side
f(u,du, ¢) of a singular PDE under the form (1.3) can be divided into two
subtasks. First, making sense of the ill-defined products that appear in f(u, du, ¢),

https://doi.org/10.1017/fms.2019.44 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/fms.2019.44

High order paracontrolled calculus 7

up to the datum of a number of formal multilinear functions of the noise ¢ — the
enhancement E Second, writing f (u, du, ¢) under the form (1.3), needed to run
the fixed point argument — step (3) in Section 1.1. Ill-defined quantities appear
under the form of (possibly multi-)linear maps E(-), defined on Hélder spaces,
and formally taking values in a Holder space C? of negative regularity exponent
y < 0.

e In the line of identity (1.4), to deal with the first task, we systematically use
the paracontrolled structure to write the following kind of decomposition. Let
E stand for a map that formally sends C? into C”. For a € C* and b € C?, with
o, B > 0, one has

E(P.,b) = aE(b) + Et(a, b)
= P,E(b) + Pewa + I1(a, E(D)) + E*(a, b), (1.5)

for some linear operator E*(-, b) that formally takes values in the Holder
space C**®. The map I1(-, E(b)) also formally takes values in C**®, while
the two paraproduct terms make perfect sense if E(b) does. The regularity
exponents of the two possibly ill-defined terms I7 (a, E(b)) and E* (a, b) have
been increased by «, compared to the regularity exponent of E(P,b). One can
iterate the kind of expansion given by (1.5) on IT(a, E(b)) and E*(a, b) if a
has a paracontrolled structure. Iterating the expansion (1.5) as many times as
necessary, if possible, eventually leads to a decomposition of the initial quantity
into a sum of well-defined terms, up to the a priori datum of a number of terms,
like the above E(b).

e The second task involves giving a special form to the evaluation on some
paraproduct terms of well-defined continuous linear functions F. We
systematically use for that purpose the following kind of decomposition.
If F takes values in a Holder space C¥, whatever y € R, and for a € C* and
b € C*?, one has

F(P.b) = P,F(b) + F*(a, D), (1.6)

for some continuous bilinear operator F* that takes values in C? .

As an example of computation, let ay, a,, b be a-Holder functions, with 0 <
a < 1, and let E send the space of a-Holder functions into the space of y-Holder
functions, for some negative regularity exponent y with —2o < y < —a. One
has from formula (1.5)

E(P.b) = P,E(b) + Peya + M (a, E(b)) + E*(a, ),

where the first term is y-Holder, the second term is (y +«)-Holder, an elementary
property of the paraproduct operator, and the third and fourth terms have formal
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regularity y + «. If @ = P, a,, then we have the F-type decomposition for the
(y + o)-Holder valued function a > Pgg,a,

Pewya = P, (Pewaz) + ITg (a1, @),

with the first term of regularity (y +«) and the second term of regularity (y 4 2w).
We also have the two E-type decompositions

I(a, E(b)) = a;[1(by, E(b)) + (-, E(b)) (a1, by)
= Py, I1(b1, E(b)) + P, ewpyar + M (a1, (b, E(b)))
+H(’ E(b))+(ala b])a

and

E+([l, b) = a1E+(02’ b) + {E+(" b)}+(al’ a2)
= P, E" (a2, b) + Per a1 + M (a1, E¥ (aa, b)) +{ET (-, b)} (ay, ay).

In both expressions, the first term has regularity (y + «), the second term has
regularity (y + 2«), while the third and fourth terms have formal regularity
(y + 2«). If one is only interested in having a description of E(P,b) up to terms
(1) of true or formal positive regularity (y + 2w), one then has, with a = P, as,

E(Pp,,,6) = Pp, ,,E(b)+ { Pa, (Pewya2) + Py, IT(az, E(b))+ Py E* (ay, b) } +(0).

ay

None of the computations of Section 4, dealing with the paracontrolled analysis
of concrete examples of singular PDEs, is more complicated than what we have
just done. Convenient notations will be used to work with iterated operators; they
are introduced in Section 3. (Note here that such expansions can be done on
systems of singular PDEs as well.) On a technical level, three ingredients are
used to run the three-step scheme of Section 1.1.

e The pair (P, ﬁ) of intertwined paraproducts introduced in [2]. It is used to
define a continuous map @ from the solution space S to itself.

e A high order paracontrolled expansion formula generalizing Bony’s
paralinearization formula is used to give a paracontrolled expansion of a
nonlinear function of any «-Holder function u, for 0 < o < 1. See Section 2.

e Continuity results. We introduce in Section 3 a number of operators and
prove their continuity. These are the operators that appear in applying the
decompositions (1.5) and (1.6) in the analysis of a generic right hand side
f(u, du, ¢) for Equation (1.1).
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1.3. Setting and results. We adopt in this work essentially the same geometric
and functional setting as in our previous work [2], slightly restricted so as not
to bother here the reader with the use of weighted functional spaces. All this
work could be formulated in the more general geometric/functional setting of
[2]; we refrain from doing this as it may blur the simple ideas that we want to
promote in this work. Let then (M, d, ) stand for a compact smooth Riemannian
manifold equipped with a doubling measure p that may differ from the canonical

Riemmanian volume measure. Let Vi, ..., V,, stand for some smooth vector
fields on M, identified with first order differential operators. Given a tuple
I =(y,....,i)in {1, ..., £}*, we shall set |I| := k and

V=V, V.
Set

L:=—ZV[2

=1

and assume that L is elliptic, so that the V; span smoothly at every point of M
the whole tangent space. So there exist smooth functions (;)<;<s, such that for
every function f € C'(M, R) and x € M we have

Lo
V) =D ve@ Vi HE)Vilx).

=1

The operator L is then a sectorial operator in L>(M), it is injective on the quotient
space of L?(M) by the space of constant functions, it has a bounded H*-calculus
on L?>(M), and —L generates a holomorphic semigroup (e~'%),.o on L*(M) —
see [16]. The above class of operators includes obviously the Laplacian on the
flat torus. Note that under the above smoothness and ellipticity conditions, the
semigroup e’ has regularity estimates at any order, by which we mean that for
every tuple I, the operators (t'//2V;)e~'t and e "% (¢!//?V,) have kernels K, (x, y)
satisfying the Gaussian estimate

1 2
Koy S L gmetatenn
f (B (x. /D)

and the following regularity estimate, for some constants which may depend
on |I]. Ford(x,z) </t

d(x,x") 1
Vi w(B(x, /1)

—c(x. /1),

|Ki(x, y) — KX, )| S
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Note again that we could equally well develop paracontrolled calculus in the more
general setting adopted in our previous work [2]; we refrain from doing that here
as it could obscure the simplicity of the ideas put forward here.

Given a finite time horizon T, we define the parabolic space M as

M:=[0,T] x M,

and equip it with the parabolic metric

p((fvx)7 (09 )’)) =V |T _O| +d(x’ Y)

and the parabolic measure v = dr ® p. Then (M, p, v) is a doubling space of
homogeneous type. Note that for (7, x) € M and small positive radius r, the
parabolic ball Bx((z, x), r) has volume

V(Bam((,x), 1)) & r® u(By (x, 7).

We shall denote by e = (z, x) a generic element of the parabolic space M.

We have chosen to work in the scale of Holder spaces; this makes life easier,
although we could equally develop paracontrolled calculus in the functional
setting of Sobolev spaces, in the line of what we did in our previous work [1]. For
a real number s, we denote by C* = C*(M), the Holder space on M of order s,
defined in terms of Besov spaces; and C* = C*(M), the parabolic Holder space.
We refer the reader to Appendix A for more details on these spaces. Following our
previous work [2], one can define from L only parabolic paraproduct and resonant
operators that have good continuity properties in the scale of parabolic Holder
spaces — see Appendix A.3. The high order paracontrolled expansion formula and
the continuity results stated in Sections 2 and 3 respectively, and fully proved
in Appendices B and C, make use of these operators and provide the spine of
paracontrolled calculus. They are the main contributions of this work.

We illustrate our approach of the study of singular PDEs by proving well-
posedness results for the 3-dimensional generalized parabolic Anderson model

equation (gPAM)

Lu =@+ Lu = fw), (1.7)
and the generalized KPZ equation

Lu = fu)¢ + gw)(du)?, (1.8)

on the one-dimensional torus, with a space/time white noise. The generalized
parabolic Anderson model equation is a natural nonlinear generalization of its
linear counterpart, for which f(u) = u. The latter equation describes the evolution
of a Brownian particle in a white noise environment. The generalized (KPZ)
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equation appears in the study of the random motion of a string on a manifold
[20]; its study in the setting of regularity structures is the object of Hairer and co-
authors’ works [6, 20]. The renormalization of the 70ish terms that appear in the
models for this equation motivated the development of systematic renormalization
procedures, such as done in the recent works of Bruned—Hairer—Zambotti [7] and
Chandra—Hairer [10]. In the present work, we assume that a proper enhancement
E of the noise ¢ is given. Defining E in a stochastic setting is a very different
question that is not addressed here.

We have organized this work as follows. Section 2 is dedicated to the statement
and proof of a high order paracontrolled expansion formula generalizing Bony’s
paralinearization formula. The core results of the mechanics of computations
within paracontrolled calculus are obtained in Section 3, under the form of
continuity results for a number of operators. We test paracontrolled calculus
on the examples of the 3-dimensional generalized parabolic Anderson model
equation (1.7) (Theorems 24 and 25), and the generalized KPZ equation (1.8)
(Theorem 26), in Section 4. Appendix A contains all the relevant details about
the parabolic setting, approximation operators, Holder spaces and paraproducts.
Appendices B and C contain the proofs of a number of statements.

2. High order paracontrolled expansion

We explain in this section a simple procedure for getting an arbitrary high
order expansion of a nonlinear map of a given Holder function u defined on the
parabolic space M, in terms of its parabolic regularity properties. It provides, in
the setting of Holder spaces, a refinement of Bony’s paralinearization theorem in
the form of a viable alternative to the paradifferential calculus of Chemin [11];
see also [12, Theorem 2.5, page 18,] for a more readable account of [11] in the
case of a second order expansion.

In its simplest form, the classical paraproduct operator ( f, g) > H‘? g on the
d-dimensional torus is defined via Fourier analysis by modulation of the high
frequencies of a given ‘reference’ function/distribution g by the low frequencies
of another function/distribution f. For a function f on the torus, we denote by
f = > Ai(f) its usual Littlewood—Paley representation, where A;(f) is the
dyadic bloc with Fourier coefficients essentially only at the frequency scale 2'.
Consider the Littlewood—Paley decompositions of two functions

F=Y_A0, g=)_ 4,0,
i J
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as sums of smooth functions with localized frequencies; the paraproduct of g by
f is defined as
MYg=">Y" A(f)A ). 2.1)
i<j—1

and the resonant part as

I(f.9) = Y M)A,

li—jI<1
so we have the product decomposition
fe=T.f+ g+ 1°(f, g).

In the parabolic setting of Section 1.3, one can define some paraproduct and
resonant operators associated with the operator L and its semigroup, that have
the same regularity properties in the scale of parabolic Holder spaces as the
operator I7° in the scale of spatial Holder spaces. We denote by P this paraproduct,
introduced in [2], and whose definition is recalled in Appendix A.3. It depends
implicitly on an integer-valued parameter b that is chosen once and for all, and
whose precise value is irrelevant for our purposes. It is not crucial at that stage to
go into the details of the definition of P.

The mechanics of the proof of our general Taylor expansion formula is fairly
simple and better understood in the light of the proof of Bony’s paralinearization
theorem given by Gubinelli, Imkeller and Perkowski in [17], which we recall first.

THEOREM 3 (Bony’s paralinearization). Let f : R+ R be a C} function and u
be a real-valued o-Holder function on the d-dimensional torus, with 0 < o < 1.
Then

) =M%, u+ f)

for some remainder f(u)* of spatial Holder regularity 2a.

Proof. This is a copy and paste from [17]. Denote by K; the kernels of the Fourier
projectors A; corresponding to the Littlewood—Paley decomposition operator, and
write K for ), <k K;, with associated operator S 1=, < Ai. Note that by their
definition we have, forany i > 1,

| Kisray =0, 22)

or more properly fRd Ki(x,y)dy =0, forany x € R‘. The trick is then simply to
write

F) =9, @) =Y A(f W) = Sia(f/ @) Aiw) =1 )&
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with
00 = [ Kitr 0K aima(a D @) = F @) dzdy,

and to take profit from the fact that K; has null mean for i > 1, as put forward in
identity (2.2), to see that one also has, fori > 1,

&i(x) =/Ki(x, WEK<ioa(x, D f @)= fu@)— f (@) w(y)—uz) } dzdy.
One thus has
le: ()] S IIf”Iloofle(x, WK<ioa(x, D) u(y) —u@Pdzdy 277 ulgo.

Since the functions ¢; are frequentially supported on the annulus of frequencies at
the scale 2/, and the ¢; are uniformly bounded by 27%¢, the series Y, &; defines a
2a-Holder function. O

One can play exactly the same game and prove a general expansion result in a
parabolic setting, with our paraproduct P in the role of the comparison operator.

THEOREM 4 (Higher order Taylor expansion). Let f : R+ Rbea C}, and let u
be a real-valued a-Hélder function on the parabolic space M, with 0 < a < 1.
Then

fw) = Ppoy(u) + %{Pf@(u) u*) — ZPf(Z)(u)u(M)}
+ 3{Prorw @) = 3Pro 0 () + 3Prore () } + fw) (2.3)

for some remainder f(u)* of parabolic Holder regularity 4a. If f € C; then the
remainder term f(u)* is a locally Lipschitz function of u, in the sense that

If @) = f@)Pllew S (1+ Nullee + Illee)*lu = vllce. 2.4

We give here a proof of this statement in the case where u is a time-independent
function on the d-dimension torus and we can use the elementary paraproduct I7°
instead of P. The full proof of Theorem 4 is given in Appendix B, Theorem 36;
we hope this way of proceeding will make the reasoning clear and technical-free.

Proof. Let us prove the second order formula in the special case where
u:T? - R, and we use the elementary paraproduct I7° in place of P. The
claim amounts in that case to proving that

) = f(u) — H})/(u) (u) — %{H?m(u)("ﬂ) - 217?(2)(“)”(”)}
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1. Bailleul and F. Bernicot 14

is a 3a-Holder function on the torus. As in the proof of Bony’s paralinearization
result, write (%) under the form

Z Ai(f @) = Sia(f'(w))Ai(u)
- {%Si2(f(2)(u))Ai(u2) - Si2(f(2)(u)u)Ai(u)} =: Z&-
For each i > 1, we have
&i(x) = / Ki(x, y)K<i—2(x,2)
{/01 FO @)+ tu(y) —u@)@(y) — u(2))’t dt
- %f@ (u(2))u*(y) + f@)(u(z))u(z)u(y)} dzdy,
which we can rewrite as
g(x) = / Ki(x, y)K<i—2(x,2)

1 1
/ f FOU@) + stu(y) —u@)w(y) —u(z)’ dst*dt dz dy,
0 Jo

using once again the fact that the kernels K; (x, -) have null mean. One reads on
this expression for ¢; that it is of order 273, uniformly in x. See Appendix B for
a full proof of the statement in the parabolic setting.

To prove the stability estimate (2.4), write

f@f =) e [ =) e,

with ¢;, equal to the above ¢; and ¢;, defined similarly with v in place of u.
A uniform estimate of &;, — &, provides an estimate on f(u)* — f(v)*. The
expression for ¢; , — ¢;, involves the difference

@) + st u(y) — u@))) () —u2)?*
— [P @) +s1(w») = v@)N Q) —v(@)’.

Use the fact that f 3 is Lipschitz continuous, that # and v are C?, to see that each
of the two terms above is controlled by d(y, z)** and

|f P @) +st () —u@) = O @) +st @) =@ S 1 Pllsollu —vllce
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and
|(y) = u(2))* = W) = v@)*| < llu = vlice d(y, 2)* (lullce + [vllce)*.
Estimate (2.4) is obtained by combining these two estimates together. O

Observe that the expansion (2.3) is exact, f (u)* = 0, for a polynomial function
f of degree at most 3. The above expansion formula for f(u) is conveniently
rewritten under the form

2 3
FW) = Priwy—uro w0220 0 @) + %Pf(z)(u)—uf@)(u) () + épf(3)(u)(u )+ fw).

Note here that the general paracontrolled expansion formula writes

k 1 n—1 A A
f(u) = Z ; Z(_I)J (j) Pu/fm)(u)(un_j) + f(u)ﬁ,
n=l " j=0

for a function f of class C¥*! with bounded (k + 1)th derivative, and a remainder
f(u)* of parabolic Holder regularity (k + 1)a. Note that each paraproduct
P.j sy (/) is only of regularity «, while the two brackets that appear in (2.3)
are respectively 2« and 3o-Holder. We shall see in Proposition 17 how to write
each bracket in (2.3) as a sum of terms of regularity 2« and 3«, respectively.

3. A toolkit for paracontrolled calculus

As said in Section 1.2, the mechanics of computations within paracontrolled
calculus lies in the analysis of how some operators behave when estimated on
paraproduct terms. As a rule of thumb, an ill-defined operator E satisfies an
expansion of the form

E(P.b) = aE(b) + E*(a, b),
and well-defined operators F satisfy an expansion of the form
F(P.b) = P,F(b) + F'(a,b).

Both E* and F* are expected to take values in spaces of functions/distributions
that are more regular than the typical elements of the spaces where E and F
take values, respectively. Gubinelli, Imkeller and Perkowski’s continuity result
(1.4) is the archetype of such an expansion. To iterate this kind of expansion,
we introduce in this section a number of operators and prove their continuity
properties. Together with the Taylor formula of Section 2, the results of this
section are our main contribution.
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The development of paracontrolled calculus beyond the first order calculus of
[17] requires the introduction of a modified paraproduct P, introduced in [2], and
the use of expansion formulae of the form

E(P.b) = aE(b) + E*(a, b),
F(P,b) = P,F(b) + F'(a, b).

This technical point is needed to run the fixed point procedure described in step (3)
of the three-step process of the paracontrolled analysis of a given singular PDE;
see Section 1. 1. Concretely, one works with P as one works with P. The modified
paraproduct P is given by the formula

Prg:= 2" (P/ (L)),

where . stands for the parabolic differential operator (9, + L) on the parabolic
space M. See [2, Section 4.1] for a study of the continuity properties of P, and
Appendix C.2 for a digest. Recall from Section 1.2 the parallel between the basic
rules of stochastic calculus and the fundamentals of the first order paracontrolled
calculus. This integral picture of paraproduct provides a useful guide for the
intuition, where the time derivative d plays the role of the operator .. In that
comparison, P ;g corresponds to the formal quantity

J(Jron)=f ra- ffors

after an integration by parts. So the difference between P and P is a kind
of ‘bracket’ term, reminiscent of the Itd-to-Stratonovich rule for stochastic
integration.

We provide in this section a number of continuity results for some operators
involving the paraproduct and resonant operators, together with the modified
paraproduct P. We state in this section our results in their general form, in the
parabolic setting of Section 1.3, and give proofs in the time-independent, space
setting of the torus, of versions of each statement where we use IT° instead of P.
This should make it easier for the reader to go to the core of the machinery without
fighting with some possibly overwhelming technicalities; full proofs are given in
Appendix C. We hope this way of proceeding will convince the reader that the
basic ideas involved here are elementary. It is not necessary, for the purpose of
solving a particular singular PDEs using the paracontrolled calculus method, to
get into the details of the proofs of the different results given here. We invite the
reader to have a look at the results only and then go directly to Section 4 to see
them on stage.
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A word of caution. We repeatedly use below the fact that P; f = f for an
arbitrary distribution. This is not true, strictly speaking, as one rather has Py f =
[+ (smooth), for an infinitely smooth additional term that is continuous and linear
with respect to f, for f in any Holder space, with positive or negative Holder
exponent. Using the first identity rather than the second has no effect whatsoever
on the analysis below, so we prefer not to burden the reader with these somewhat
irrelevant additional terms and stick to the identity P, f = f.

3.1. Corrector C, commutator D, and their iterates. In this section, we
introduce four operators C, D and R, S. The operators C and D are used to
make sense of ill-defined products, while the operators R and S are used to
write the right hand side f(u, du, ¢) of Equation (1.1) in the form (1.3) needed
to run a fixed point argument. The definitions of these operators involves the
paraproduct and resonant operators and the modified paraproduct P. We define
similarly operators C°, D° and R°, S° using P instead of P.

To motivate the introduction of the different operators C, D and their iterates, let
set ourselves the task of making sense of the product u¢, of u € C* and ¢ € C%~2,
with % << % As a product of a §-Holder function (8) with ¢ is well defined
if B+ a —2 > 0, and paraproducts are always well defined in a Holder setting,
we concentrate here on the ill-defined terms that appear in the computations and
write

B¢ ~0
to mean that the product (8)¢ is well defined, and
u¢ ~ I(u, ¢)
rather than
u¢ =P, +Pou+M(u, ).

This convention is only used in this paragraph. If the resonant term I7(u, ) were
defined it would have regularity 2o — 2; we say that the term I7(u, ¢) has formal
regularity 2o — 2. Assume

3
u= Z PL[,‘ Zi + (4(1),
i=1

for some functions u; € C%, some functions Z; € C'* depending only on the noise
¢, and a remainder (4a) € C*. We do not specify the structure of the remainder
term (4w) as its product with ¢ is well defined. In the present work, all multilinear
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functions of the noise ¢ only are assumed to be well defined, even if they have
negative formal regularity. Then

3
M( ~ ZH(PuiZiv é‘)’

i=1
and setting
C°(a,b,c) :=I(P,b,c) —all (b, c),
for the above map 7%, one has
3

ut ~ Y (i I1(Zi. &)+ C° (. Zi, ©))

i=1

3
~ > (T, T(Zi, £)) + C(ui, Z:, ).
i=1
Gubinelli, Imkeller and Perkowski proved in [17] that C°(a, b, ¢) is essentially
well defined whenever the sum of the Holder exponents of a, b and ¢ add up to
a positive number, in which case it defines an element of regularity the sum of
the regularity exponents. (There is a mild restriction on the range of the different
regularity exponents.) The term I7(Z;, ¢) is of regularity (i + 1)« — 2, so we have

2

ut ~ Y (M, [1(Zi, ) + C°(ui, Z;. 0)).

i=1
The formal regularity (i 4+ 2)a — 2 of C°(u;, Z;, ¢) is negative. To proceed we
assume that each u; is also given in paraproduct form

2
u; = Z PL,i/.Zj + Ba),
=1

for u;; € C* and a remainder (3«) of regularity 3c. Setting
CO((ah a2)7 ba C) = CO(Pa1a27 ba C) - aICo(a27 ba C)’

for the operator (C°)*, we shall prove in Theorem 8 that this map is well defined
whenever the sum of the Holder exponents of a;, a,, b and ¢ add up to a positive
number. (Here again, there is a mild restriction on the range of the regularity
exponents.) So we have
2
ug ~ Z (H(”ijv I(Z;, 1(Z;,¢)) + C°((wij, Z)), Z;, C))
i=1

~ M (un, [1(Zy, 1(Zy, ) + C (i1, Z1), Z1, ). (3.1

https://doi.org/10.1017/fms.2019.44 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/fms.2019.44

High order paracontrolled calculus 19
Assuming u;; = P,,,,Z; + (2w), for u;;; € C* and a 2« remainder (2«), and
iterating once more the E-expansion that we have just done twice shows that u¢
is be well defined, under the assumption that all the multilinear functions of the
noise ¢ only that appear above are well defined and have regularity their formal
regularity. This kind of computation explains why we need the corrector operator
Ce and its iterates. (The above mentioned restriction on the range of the regularity
exponents in the continuity results for C° imposes that the term C°((3w), Z;,
¢) in C°(u;, Z;, ¢) is treated differently from the others. A refined corrector is
introduced for that purpose in Section 3.1.1. Its use justifies identity (3.1).)

New things happen when we look at the product u?¢, as

u2§ ~TTQRPu~+ (u,u), ) ~2C°(u,u, )+ I (u,u),).

The C° term is dealt with as above. For the resonant term I7 (1T (u, u), ) we need
first to use an F-type expansion on I7 (u, u) before using an E-type expansion. We

have
3
M, u) =Y (P, I1(Z,u) + D°(u;. Z;, u)).,
i=1
with D°(-, -, u) := IT"(-, -, u), with the notation of Section 1.2. The resonant
terms

(P, I1(Z;, u), ¢)

are dealt with as above, using the corrector operator C°. For the resonance of
De(u;, z;, u) with ¢, we use the paracontrolled structures of u and u; and the fact
that the operator D° satisfies an F-type expansion with respect to its first and third
arguments — this is proved in the next section. This gives

3
> D, Zi,u) = D°(uy, Zy, u) + (4ar)
i=1
= Pu]l (Pu] DO(ZI’ Zl7 Zl)) + (4&)/,

for remainders (4«), (4a)’ of regularity 4, and

3
ZH(DO(Mi7 Zi7 u)v ;) ~ ulln(Pu]Do(219 Zl: Zl)’ ;)
i=1

~unu I1(D°(Z,, Z,, Z)),¢) ~ 0,

provided IT(D°(Z,, Z,, Z,), ¢) is given a priori as an element of C**~2.
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3.1.1.  Corrector C and the outer centring operator €. Define on the space L™
of bounded measurable functions on the parabolic space M the corrector C as
the operator

C(f, g.h):=M(P,g, h) — f (g, h).

The next theorem is the workhorse of the first order paracontrolled calculus,
such as devised in [17] by Gubinelli, Imkeller and Perkowski; we recall it here,
together with its proof, as this is our starting point. Recall we denote by C* the
spacial Holder spaces on the torus and by C® the parabolic Holder spaces over the
compact manifold M.

THEOREM 5. Let a, B, y be regularity exponents, with o € (0, 1), 8 € (=3, 3)
andy € (—o00, 3). Assume o + < 3, and

O<a+B+y <1, whilep+y <0.

Then, the corrector C extends continuously as a function from C* x C? x C to
Cotbty,

Proof. As advertised above, we prove here this continuity result for a simplified
version of the operator C, and refer the reader to Proposition 40 in Appendix C
for full proofs. Assume we are working in the time-independent setting of the
d-dimensional torus, with the operator

Co(f’ gvh) = HO(H;)gvh) - fno(g’h’)

We prove the continuity of the corrector C°, as a function from C* x C# x C” to
C*+P+7 under the above assumptions on a, 3, y.

e We first give a heuristic proof of the statement. The resonant operator is given

by
M, by~ Y Aia)A;b). (3.2)
li—jl<1
Write
CUf.g.h)y= > AUINQ)AR— fA(Q) As(h),
li—jI<1
and set
g 1= A(IT)g) — fAi(9),
so we have

Cfrg )= ) &4,

li—jI<1
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The fact that ] has L>-norm of order 27/*# can be guessed on the expression
gj(x) = / Ki(x, n{UT)(y) — f(x)g(y)}dy
- / Ko {0 g} ) d.

As y is concentrated near x, at scale 27, and we are looking at the ith Littlewood—
Paley block of P;_(,g, we expect

/)] S 27T gller S27PNF — F N~ lIgller,
with a term || f — f(x)|| .~ involving only the neighbourhood of x of size 27, that
is with
If = f @l S 27N fllce,

since f is a-Holder. Such an estimate would imply the continuity of the corrector
C as a function from C* x C# x C” to C***7 | if a + B + y is positive, since & is
y-Holder. However, this heuristic argument does not make it clear why we need
B + y to be negative to get the result.

e A mathematically correct version of the above sketch of proof is done by
estimating the L*°-norm of the dyadic blocks of ¢. For k > i 4 2 then

Ae; = =AM (fA(8)) = —A(f)Ai(g);

here and below the ~ means that the right hand side is equal to a finite sum
of terms of the given form. This is here a direct consequence of frequency
considerations with the frequency supports of the dyadic projections A, for
k > i+ 2. So we have

Al S 275277 | fllcellglcs.
For k <i — 2 then
Are; = —A(fAi(8) = —A(Ai(f) Ai(g))

hence
IAe] Nl S 277 | flicellgllcs.

We adopt the classical notation S, f for the partial sum »_,, , A¢(f) of the
Littlewood—Paley decomposition, so for |i — k| < 2 we have

Are; = A(Ai(8)Si—2(f) — Sk () Ai(8)),
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hence
1 Akg] e S 277 | fllcellgllcs.

As a consequence, we always have the following estimate
Ake]lloe S 277 270 fllcalgllce. (3.3)

We can then estimate C°(f, g; k) in some Holder space. For a nonnegative
integer k, we have

A(C(fo g h) = Y AwglAh)
li—jl<1

~ Y AENA )+ D AAiE) Aj(h))
i<k—2 k<i—2
li—j1<1 li—jlI<1

+ > ASie) Aj(h))
lk—i]<2
li—jI<1

which is then controlled, using estimate (3.3), by

1ACO(f, g, M)l

(Z y—ify—kay—iy + Z 2—i@+p+y) + Z 2—l(a+ﬁ+y))

i<k—2 k<i—2 —i|<2

X[ fllceliglicslihlicr
—k .
S275 P Fllceliglles M hller

we used the condition 8 + y < 0 to estimate the first sum, and the condition
o+ B+ y > 0, to estimate the second sum. The fact that the latter estimate holds
uniformly in k concludes the proof of the (« 4+ 8 + y)-Holder regularity of the
corrector. O

We emphasize the importance of the above heuristic proof of continuity of the
corrector C by introducing a notation.

DEFINITION. Given an endomorphism A of some function space, we denote by
% f, or €, f, the function

(EHE) = fO) = fl),

recentered around its value at the ‘running’ variable x, so that

A(C ) (x) = A(f — f(x))(x).
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Strictly speaking, the operator % is an operator on the space of operators A. The
choice of letter % for this operator is for ‘centring’, and we call % the outer
centring operator.

In those terms, we have

C(f.g.h) = M(Py,g8,h), (3.4)

and
H(P%becgv h)(-x) = H(PP},,b(X)C—(P;,,b(X)C)(JC)g7 h)(-x)a

for instance. The main property of this operator is the following. For a function
fec” (T%) with « positive, we have

Si(E )(x) = Si(f = FO))®) = S(/)(x) = f(x)
= Y AH)).

>k+1

Since f has positive regularity, the L™ size of the dyadic blocks A, f are
exponentially decreasing with £, so

1SK(E Flloo + 14k flloo S 27 (3.5

A very similar property holds in the parabolic setting, which is used in the proofs
of the continuity results of this section given in Appendix C.

3.1.2. Dealing with remainders: refined corrector G(;). The outer centring
operator allows to take profit from the Holder continuity regularity property of
a function. To take further profit from the y-Lipschitz regularity property of a
function, with 1 < y < 2, one introduces a refined corrector, defined as
follows in the model setting of the flat torus; see Definition 37 for the definition in
the parabolic setting. This operator is used to take care of a number of remainder
terms in the paracontrolled analysis of ill-defined terms. Set

CO\(f, g h) i= T°(P g, ) — f 1T°(g, h) — f' 119, (g, h),

where

5 (g @) == Y A —x0g)x) (A1),

li—jI<1

for x € T. An elementary refinement of the proof of Theorem 5 gives the
following statement. We refer the reader to Definition 37 for the definition of
the parabolic counterpart C;, of Cf),.
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THEOREM 6. Let o, B, y be regularity exponents, with o € (1,2), 8 € (=3, 3)
and y € (—00, 3). Assume a + 8 < 3, and

O<a+B8+y <1, whilep+y <0.

Then, the corrector Gy, extends continuously as a function from C* x C# x C to
Ca+ﬂ+y.

The proof of the next statement is identical to the proof of the continuity result
for C from Theorem 5; it is left to the reader. Recall from Definition 37 that G,
is defined using the operators 71 (431)‘

THEOREM 7. Let «, B, y be regularity exponents, with a, B € (0, 1), and y €
(—00, 3). Assume

B+y+1l<0<a+B+y+1<l1.
Then all the operators
(frg.h) = 116, (P g, ) — fIT(, (3. )
extend continuously as functions from C* x CP x C” to C*TPH7+! for 1 < £ < &y,
3.1.3. lIterated correctors. Given a tuple of bounded functions (a, b, ¢, d), set
ﬁ"z(a, b,c) = ﬁ'p“abc

and
P(a, b, c,d) := Pso2(p.0d,

and give similar definitions of IT°*(a, b, ¢) and I1°(a, b, ¢, d), using only P
operators, and (I71°)°*(a, b, ¢) and (IT°)*(a, b, c, d), using only IT° operators,
respectively. Depending on whether or not such a paraproduct appears in the low
frequency, in place of f, or high frequency, in place of g, in the formulae for the
corrector C(f, g, h) or the commutator D(f, g, k), we shall talk about lower or
upper iterated operators.

e We define the 4 and 5-linear lower iterated correctors by the formulae

C(ar, @), g, h)
= C(Ea1(127 g7h) _alc(aZLg’h) N
= (P*(a1, a2, 8), h) — {(Po,ax)[1(g, h) + a1 (P4a,8. 1)}, (3.6)
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and

C(((a1, a2), as), &, h) := C((Po,a2, a3), g, h) — a1C((az, a3), g, h),  (3.7)
also equal to

(P (ay, a. a3, g). h)
—{(P(ar. ay. asNII (3. ) + Poa) I Prgug. 1) + a TP, 8. 1)}

The conditions (- --) < 3 that appear in Theorem 8 below are purely technical; a
choice of implicit constant b in the definition of the paraproduct operator P = P®
would change the bound 3 for any other bound. In any concrete situation, one can
assume that such a good choice of parameter b has been done and forget about
that condition.

THEOREM 8. Let oy, oa, i be regularity exponents in (0, 1), and a3 € (=3, 3).
Let v € (—o0, 3] be another regularity exponent.

e Assume (o) + o, + 1) < 3, and

aw+u+v<0, o+u+v<0
(ay +or+p+v)e(0,1).

Then the 4-linear lower iterated corrector

C x C%2 x C" x C¥ — (Cotoatuty

(Cl], a, g’ h) g C((Cl], a2)a g» h)
is continuous.

o Assume that (o1 + oy + a3 + ) < 3, and

(a3 +u+v)<0, awm4+a3+u+v<0
(a1 +ary+B+as+v)€(0,1).

The 5-linear lower iterated corrector

Ca; X Caz x Ca3 X C;L x Cv N Ca|+az+a3+u+v

(a1, ay,as, g, h) = C(((a1, @), a3), g, h)

is continuous.
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Proof. To get a clear idea of the mechanics at play, we only prove here the
analogue statement of the time-independent setting of the flat torus. That means
that we aim to prove that the formula

n°((1°% (a1, az, as, g), h)
— {1 (ay, az, a3)[1° (g, h) + (T} a)) [1°(113,, &, h) +a1n°(nf;n% W& M}
aaz

defines a continuous map from C*' x C*2 x C* x C* x C" to C¥1o2testi+v ‘under the
above conditions on the regularity exponents. We then let the reader to complete
and adapt the proof in the full parabolic setting.

To see how the second term in the expansion arises, use formula (3.4) for the
corrector and write

{I°(UT%)%(ay, a3, a3, 8), h) — (1) (ay, az, a3)[T°(g, h) }(x)
= C(UT")* (a1, a, a3), g; h)(x)
= HO(H%(HO)OZ(M.uzm)g’ h)(x).
Note that since
) a, = (IT) ) (x) + €11 a,

we have the identity

€1 (ay, az, as) = (Hflaz)(x)cﬁ% + an%no @3-

It follows that IT°((IT°)*(ay, a,, a3, g), h) is equal to

(1) (ay, az, a3)[1°(g, h) + (1) a)) [T°(I113,. g, h) + IT°(I1T}, o . RO
ClIgay
Writing a; = a,(x) + % a,, in the above expression for the remainder yields the
formula
Clai, a2, a3, 8, h) = (1T}, ., W& h. (3.8)
0 3

an%’ul 2

The fact that it defines a (o) + o, + o3 + @ + v)-Holder function if this exponent
is positive can be seen as follows. For every x we have

Mg, M) =Y ATy @) )A(h) ()
k

%n%al ap %)n‘tfal ap

=Y Sl a0 A0 Ah) ()

k
~ 3 Aoy ,83) () Ak(8) () A(h) (),
k
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where we used (3.5). Iterating the reasoning, we get

M, e hE

“ﬁ‘ﬂ%/al ap

>~ Z Ap_s(ar)(x) Ar—s(a2) (x) Ar_z(az) (x) A (g) (x) A (h)(x)  (3.9)
k

and so since (o) + o, + a3 + @ + v) is nonnegative, and setting
m = |lai|lce llazllce llasllcs 1 gllces | A llev s
we conclude that

0 0
17°(1%,

§ —k
0 a}g’ h)(x)| S m 2 (a1 +az+p+az+v)
an‘é’ulaz k

Sm,

uniformly in x, which yields that the main quantity defines a bounded function.
Using (3.9), we can also obtain its Holder character. For x # y, we have

T &) =TT 2 )]

“ﬁ‘ﬂ(gal ap (gn%’ul ap

N Z | Ar—s(ar) (x) Ar—s(ar) (x) Ap—z(az) (x) Ar(g) (x) Ap(h) (x)
k
— Ar—s(@) (¥) Ar—a4(a2) (y) Ax—2(az) (y) A () (y) Ax (W) (Y)]

<m Z p—k@rtarthrasty) 4 Z x — y|2k-keatartpaity)

1<k |x—y| 1224 [x—y|
< m|x _ y|0(1+0t2+ﬂ+0t3+v.
in the second sum, over 1 > 2f|x — y|, we have used the finite increment
theorem together with the fact that differentiating one operator A, is equivalent
to multiplying it by 2*, together with the condition (a; + o, + a3 + 0 + v) €
0, 1). O

It is also necessary and possible to ‘expand’ the corrector C simultaneously on
its first two arguments. Define

C((a1, @), (b1, by), h) := C((ay, az), Py, b2, h) — Py, C((ay, a2), by, h).

WEe let the reader write this operator in terms of the outer centring operator €, like
in identity (3.8).
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PROPOSITION 9. Assume that (o7 + ar + w1 + o) < 3, and
(r+ur+v) <0, ar+u,+v<0
(o) + oy + ur + s+ v) € (0,1) and Mo € O, 1).
Then the 5-linear iterated corrector

Cﬂtl X Cdz X CHI X C#z X CV N Col1+0t2+lt1+ﬂz+v

(ar, az, by, by, h) = C((ay, az), (b1, by), h)
is continuous.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 8, observe that (in the flat torus setting) we
have

C((ar, a2), Py, by, h) ~ Z Ag_a(a)) Ay—2(a2) Ag(Py,b2) A (h)
k

>~ Z Ap—4(a1) Ag—2(a2) Sk—2(b1) A (by) Ar (h).

k

At the same time,

P, C((ai, a2), by, h) = Z Sk—2(b1) A(C((a1, a2), by, h))
k

= Siab) A (Z A,-_4<a1>Aj_z<az>Aj(b2>Aj<h)> :
k Jj

In the previous sum, the parameters k, j have to be equivalent in order to have a
nonvanishing contribution. With the normalization ) A; = Id, we obtain

(») :=C((ar, ), Phle» h)(x) — PhIC((ala as), by, h)(x)
~ Z A(Aja(a)Aj2(a2)(Sj—2(b1) — Si2(b1)(x))Aj(Dy) A (h))(x).

k.j

From this decomposition, it is easy to check that for £ > 0 and because o + o, +
wi + 2 +ve(0,1),and u; € (0, 1), we have

1Al S Y 27/ Crteatetn @) 4o )k
k,jZf
5 2—5(011+0tz+#1+ltz+v)m’

with
m = ||ai|c l|aallce 11l crn 1D2 |l crz | ANl v O
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The 5-linear iterated corrector will never appear explicitly in our computations
as it will provide a remainder term. The 4- and 5-linear upper iterated
correctors are defined by the formulae

C(f. (@, @), h) := C(f. Py,az, h) — ay C(f. az., h)
and
C(f’ (ala (612, (13))7 h) = C(f’ (ala ﬁ(lza3)7 h) — C(f’ (al7 a3)7 h)

THEOREM 10. (i) Assume wu, oy € (0, 1), and the exponents (u + o + v) and
(1 + oy + v) are negative, and

(+a;+a,+v) €(0,1).
Then the 4-linear upper iterated corrector

CH' x C*" x C*™ x ¥ — Crroutaty

(fa ap, ay, h) = C(f7 ((11, aZ)a h)
is continuous.

(1) Assume ., oy, o € (0, 1), and the exponents (i + «; + v) are all negative,
for1 <i <3, and

(4o +a,+as+v) € (0,1).
Then the 5-linear upper iterated corrector

C/L X Cotl X Caz X Ca3 X Cv N Cu+a1+az+ot3+v

(f’ a, az, as, h) = C(f’ (alv (027 a3))7 h’)

is continuous.

Proof. We only sketch the proof of the continuity result of the 4-linear operator
in the model case of the time-independent setting of the flat torus, and rely
on formula (3.2) for the diagonal operator I1°(-,-) for that purpose. See
Proposition 44 in Appendix C.2 for a fully detailed proof in the parabolic
setting. In the present setting, the quantity C°( f; a;, a»; g) is then given by a sum
of the form

COf, (@), h) = Y &A;h,

li—jI<1
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with
g = {Ai(P_f(Pa,a2)) - a1Ai(Pfa2)} + fla1Ajar — A (P a0)}.

We read on the expression

gi(x) = / K;(x, )’){Pf(Palaz)()’) —a;(x)(Pray)(y)
+ (fa)®ax(y) — f(x)(Pya)(»)} dy
= / Ki(x, Y)Pr— 1 (Poy—ayona2) () dy,
that
g = Ai(Pgr(Pgaaz))

has L*°-norm of order 2~/**@+@2) a5 a consequence of (3.5). The proof is then
not fully completed, since the block € A;h is not perfectly localized in frequency
at scale 2/, so an extra decomposition is necessary. The same thing happens in the
proof of Theorem 5. We do not give the details here and refer the reader to the
proof of Proposition 44 in Appendix C. O

3.1.4. Commutator D. Define on the space L* of bounded measurable
functions on the parabolic space M the commutator D as the operator

D(f, g, h) := (P g, h) — P, (IT(g, h)),

THEOREM 11. (a) For positive regularity exponents o, 8 and y, the commutator
D is continuous from C* x CP x C¥ to C*+F+7,

(b) The commutator D is bounded from C* x C® x C? into C**#*" fora € (-1, 0)
as soonasa+ f+y > 0.

Proof. Assume we are working in the time-independent setting of the d-
dimensional torus, with the operator

D°(f, g, h) == °UT}g, h) — IT(I1°(g, h)).

(a) We refer the reader to Proposition 40, in Appendix C.1, for a full proof of the
regularity statement for the commutator D. We simply mention here that in the
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special case of D°, the regularity estimate comes from the following identity

A(D(f g, ) = Z Ar(A(8)Se—2(f)A(h) — Sk—2(f) Ar(Ae(8) Ar(h))

(>k—2

~ ) A(Ad(@)Se2(H)A(h) = Sia(£)Ac(8) Ar(h)).

k-2

(3.10)

(b) This case is easy and do not use the ‘difference’ structure in the commutator.
Indeed since « < O then ¢ + 8 4+ y > 0 implies 8 + y > 0 and so by using the
boundedness of the paraproducts and those of the resonant part, it directly comes

I(P,g, h) e C***7 and P (I1(g, h)) € C*HF+7. O

3.1.5. Back to the high order paracontrolled expansion (2.3). The high order
paracontrolled expansion (2.3) might seem far from a possibly expected ordinary
Taylor-type expansion, such as it appears for instance in regularity structures [19].
The difference is not that big, as we see in this section by looking at the resonant
term IT(f(u), ¢). This intermezzo has a formal character. Recall we denote
by C°, D° the corrector, commutator and their iterates, built from the resonant
operator and the usual paraproduct I7, P instead of the modified paraproduct P;
they enjoy the same continuity properties as C and D. We consider in this section
the case where u € C%, with % <o < %, and for a function g € C 3 we write
the second order version of formula (2.3), giving the paracontrolled expansion of
g(u), under the form

g(u) =: Pyqyu + %{Pg(z)(u)uz — Pg<z>(u)uu} +gw);

the exponent (1) referring to the fact that g(u)’ € C* c C!, so it can be
differentiated in the space direction. We work in our general parabolic setting
over a Riemannian manifold so the refined corrector involves the additional term
Zﬁ”z] ve(Vo f )Hfl)(g, h), from Definition 37. The reader can think of the time-
independent flat torus setting, where the additional term in the definition of the
refined corrector is simply f'I1 8)(g, h), with ’ denoting space derivative.

Notation. Given any B € R, denote by (B) an element of C# whose precise
definition is unimportant for the reasoning, and whose only noticeable property is
its regularity. Its definition may change from line to line.

Pick now a function f € C}. Writing

u? =2P,u+ M(u,u),
u® = Pou + 2P, (P,u) + P, (IT(u, u)) + 201 (u, P,u) + I (u, I1(u, u)),
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the third order paracontrolled expansion formula (2.3) writes

f(u) = Palu + Paz Puu + Pa3(Pu(Puu)) + Pa4(Puzu)
+ Py, [T (u, u) + Py, (P T (u, u)) + Py, (IT(u, P,u))
+ Pe(IT (u, I (u, w)) + f (),

where f(u)* € C*, and

ar = f'@) —ufO @) + 5u? fO @),
ay = [P w) —uf O w),

az =5 fO),

ag =3 [P ),

by = 3(fPw) — fO W),

by = é f(3)(14)’

by =14 fOw),

c:=1fOWw.

Plugging this formula inside I7( f (u), {) gives for it the expression

ay I (u, )+ C(ar, u, ¢)
+au I (u, &) + a;C°(u, u, &) +uC(az, u, ¢) + C°(az, (u, u), ¢)
+azu® I (u, ¢) 4 2a3u C°(u, u, ¢) + u* C°(as, u, ¢)
+2u C°(as, (u, u), &) + a3 C°(u, (u, u), §)
+ag’ T, §) 4 ay C°(u?, u, &) + u” Cay, u, ¢) + C°(as, 0, u), ¢)
+ by IT(IT(u, u), ¢) + C°(by, [T(u, u), ¢)
+bou IMTUIT(u, u), &) + by C°(u, [ (u, u), ) +uC°(by, I (u,u),)
+bsu IT(I1(u, u), ¢)
+b3C(u, IT(u,u), ) + by IT(D°(u, u, u), &) +uC°(bs, [ (u, u), )
4+ c I (u, I1(u, u)),¢) + Sa — 2).

To get this expression in terms only of primitive quantities involving ill-defined
terms where u appears rather than a function of u, use the identity

C°(ai(u), u, £) = a/(u) C°(u, u, &) + a’ ) C°((u, u), u, ¢)
1 2) °
+§ai (w)C°UT(u, u),u, )
+ S —2) + C(a; (), u, ¢)
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= a/(u) C°(u, u, £) + a” (u) C°((u, u), u, ¢)

+ %al@(u) Co(IT(u,u),u,t)
Lo

+ (S =2+ Y vVl @) 11w, §).

(=1

We expand C°(u?, u,¢) using the identity u> = 2P,u + IT(u,u) and the
iterated corrector. After simplification, one gets the following multiplicative
decomposition for I1(f (u), ¢)
, o 1
S'@) T (u, 0) + [P (u) {C (u,u,§)+517(17(u,u),§)}
3) 1 o 1 o
+ [ (u) §C (u, (w,u), $) + §C ((u,u),u, )

1 1
+ g Co(us H(u9 I/l), é‘) + 8 Co(n(uv u)v u, C)

+ %H(D°(u,u,u), )+ éH(F[(u, IT(u, u)), {)}

Lo
+ Y W I, 0) + (G — 2), (3.11)
=1
with
e = Y Velar ) P) + u ye Vilar)V) + u? v Velas () + asw)) e C*'.
(3.12)

In the time-independent setting of the flat torus, this reduces to

Lo
> 0 T (u, 0)
=1

= {(@(@)") + u(a()V) + u*(as )V + as )Y}y (u, £).

The term 17(’31 y(, ¢) has formal regularity 2o — 1, slightly less than 0, and the
product with the above bracket term {-} is well-posed provided I7, ([]) (u, ¢) can be
given meaning as an element of regularity 2« — 1.

Write each expression I7 (u*, ¢) in multiplicative form and assign to a product
the regularity of its term of lowest regularity. For an expression B in multiplicative
form, we can then denote by | By, the part of B that is of formal regularity
(ka — 2). So we have for instance

LIT(u, ) a2 = IT(u, §),
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and
P, &) =ull(u, )+ C(u,u, ),
with
LIT(Puu, §)Joa—2 = ull(u, )
and

LH(PL,M, g)_]SafZ = Co(uv u, {)

In those terms, formula (3.11) for IT(f(u), ¢) takes the following Taylor-type
form

2
(f W), ) = f @)L, &)]ou2+ fPu) {H <% §>J
: 3a—-2

3
+ W) {H (% c)J
. 4a—2

Lo
+ Z Ye(Ve(ai ) PN (u, §) + (S — 2). (3.13)

=1

3.1.6. Iterated commutators. In addition to the above continuity properties for
the iterated correctors, we also need the following continuity result on iterated
commutator operators D.

PROPOSITION 12. e Given positive regularity exponents o, d,,y,0, the
formulae
C x C% x C" x C° — Qutotrss
(al9 a, 8, h) = D(Pa1a27 8, h) - Pal D(a2’ 8, h)v
for the lower iterated commutator, and
C7 x C* x C* x C° — Crrorterts
(f7 ap, ap, h) = D(f7 Pa1a27 h) - P(ll D(f? a, h)’

for the upper iterated commutator, define continuous operators. The result also
holds true if ¢y € (0, 1) and —1 < o, < 0, withay +y + 6 > 0.

e Fixa,y,8; > 0and §, € (0, 1). The high frequency commutator
C* x C7 x C* x C — Cotrote

(f. 8.l hy) > D(f. g. Py hy) — Py D(f, g. o),

is bounded. This continuity result also holds true if « € (—1,0), provided o +
y 4+ 6, > 0.
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Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 5, we analyse in the present proof what
happens in the time-independent setting of the d-dimensional torus, in the case
where we also use I7° instead of P. So we set

D%(ay, az, g, h) := DT} a3, g, h) — 1, D°(ay, g, )

aj

and have a look at its continuity properties on the spacial Holder spaces. Using
formula (3.10), it follows that we have

Ay (D%ay, ay, g, b)) = A (D°(P, a0, g, b)) — Si_a(ar) A(D%(ay, g, h))
~ Y A A Ac(h)(Se-2(Pyya2) — Si2(Py,a2)

e>k-2
— Si—2(a) (Se—2a2 — Si—2a2)) }.
The quantity inside the brackets is equal to

Se—z(Pa]az) - Sk—Z(Pu]aZ) — Sk—2(a)(Se—2(az) — Sk—2(az))

=2

= Z Aj(PalaZ) - Sk—Z(al)Aj(aZ)
j=k—1
-2

~ Z Sj_z(al)Aj(aQ) — Sk—z(al)Aj(aZ)
j=k—1

1

-2
Z (Sj2a1 — Sk2a1)Aj(ar),

j=k—1

which is bounded in L* by

L
3 275y flgn 2P e S 274 ay | o s e
j=k+1

This estimate allows us to conclude that

0 —k
1Ax(D%(ar, az, g, M) lloo S 27| o [lasll o2 N gllev N1l s,

~

uniformly in k, which proves the continuity result for the 4-linear operator D°.
A very similar proof gives the continuity of the simplified version of the upper
iterated commutator; we leave the details to the reader.

For the second statement of the first item of the proposition, with «; € (—1, 0)
we follow the same computations and since we have now

~

-2
27 layllen 277 aaller S 275 lan o @l o
j=k=1
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then

14D (@1, @, g, M) low S Y 27427 Dy |ca sl con g v I |

0>k

S 271 g | [l @l e Nlg Nl er R L s,

since §+y +6 > 0.
For the second item of the proposition, the same reasoning can be applied by
observing that now

A¢[D(f, g, ﬁh1h2) — P, D(f, g, h2)]
=~ Z Ar[A(8)(Se—a f — Sk2 [)Achy(Se2hy — Sp2h1)];

>k

we conclude by using the regularity of the four functions. 0

3.2. TIterated paraproducts. The operators C and D introduced in Section 3
are used to analyse ill-defined products. The operators R and S that we introduce
in this section are used to write down the different terms that appear from using
the C and D operators in the paraproduct form required to apply the fixed
point strategy for the analysis of Equation (1.1) — Step (3) in Section 1.1. As a
motivating example, let us set ourselves the task of writing the paraproduct P, u
under the form Y7, P, Y; + (Sa — 2), for some v; € C*, some Y; that depend
only on the Z; and the noise, and a remainder (5o — 2) of regularity Sa — 2,
assuming if necessary that the u; also have a paracontrolled expansion up to some
u;-dependent order. We repeatedly use for that purpose the F-type decomposition
(1.6) on the paraproduct map and its iterates. We use here the sign ~ for the
equality of functions, up to some term of positive regularity. We have

3
P~ > PP, Z,
i=1

and setting
So(é., u;, Zl) = P{'Pu,' Zi - Pui P;‘Zi’

we have

3
Pou~ Y (PP Zi +S°(¢. u;. Z,)).

i=1
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Theorem 13 below shows that the ‘swap’ operator S° sends continuously C*~2 x
C* x C* into C*~2**17® S0 we have

3
P~ D PP Zi 4+ S w1, Z) + S°(C 1, Z2).

i=1

The first three terms on the right hand side have a good form. To analyse the two
S°(¢, -, -) terms, we do an F-type expansion on each of them, taking profit from
the paracontrolled expansion

2
u, = Z Pulij -+ (30{), U, = PMZIZI + (20{),

j=1
of u; and u,. The map
S;((a1, @), b) == 8°(¢, Py, az, b) — P, S°(¢, ap, b)

happens indeed to send C*2 x C* x C* x C# into C*~>t*1t@+# continuously —
Theorem 13, so we have

Pou~ ZPL,I(PCZ ) + ZP'M/SO £, Z;, 7))

+Pu2.so(§,Zl,Zz)‘f'So(C,Un,Zth)‘ (3.14)

A further F-type expansion on the last term in the above right hand side does the
job.

New things happen when we look at the paraproduct P, u?, as we have to deal
with a term

P.P,u=P,Pru+S°(, u,u).

Using (3.14), we end up with terms of the form P,P,,Y,. A similar thing happens
in the analysis of S°(¢, u, u) and P.IT(u, u). To deal with P,P, Y,, we use the
merging operator R°

PuPuaYa = PuuUYa + Ro(uv Ug, Ya)s

and prove some continuity results and some expansion property of R° with respect
to its first two arguments.

In this section, we define and state continuity results for the swap and merging
operators S and R defined below. We prove here some of the results in the model
setting of the time-independent flat torus and refer the reader to Appendix C.2 for
the description of how things work in the parabolic setting.
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3.2.1.  Swap operator S. The result stated below in Theorem 13 is fully proved
in Appendix C.2 — see Propositions 38 and 42. Given Holder distributions f, g,
22, &3, &, h, we define the modified commutator on paraproducts, and its
iterates, by the formulae

S(f, g.h) == P;(Pgh) — P (P,h),

and
S(f, (g1, 82), h) := S(f, Py 82, h) — Py (S(f, 82, 1)) (3.15)

and

S(f. (81, 82). ). h) = S(f. Py, 82. 83). ) — Py, (S(f. (82. 83). ). (3.16)

The continuity properties of these operators are given in the following statement.
The range (—3, 3) in the next statement is purely technical and can be replaced
by any other interval by an adequate choice of constant b in the definition of
the paraproduct P = P® . Note that no gain of regularity comes from the first
argument in the regularity statements below.
THEOREM 13. Picky € R.
(a) Picka € (0,1) and B € R such thaty +a + B € (=3, 3). The map

C” x C* x CP — CrOteth

(f. 8. ) — S(f. 8. h)

is continuous.

(b) Pick ay, a0 € (0,1) and B € R such that y + o) + o, + B € (=3, 3). The
map

C? x CY x C*® x C’S — C(VA0)+a1+az+/3

(f’ 81, g2’h) = S(fv (glv g2)7h)

is continuous.

(c) Pickoy, oy, 3 € (0,1)and B € Rsuchthaty + o +ar+o3z+ p € (=3, 3).
The map

C? x C% x C* x (% x Cﬁ N C(VA0)+011+012+013+15

(f. &1, & 83, h) — S(f, (g1, 82), &3), h)

is continuous.
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3.2.2. Merging operator R and inner difference operator 9. The value at x €
T of some paraproduct P, v is a sum over the integers i of terms of the form

(1> D) (x) == f/ Ki(x, y)K<i—1(x, Du(z)v(y)dzdy.
We thus have for f € L>®, g € C* witha € (0, 1),and h € C*,
(T — My k) (x)
- / / K (e ) K e, 2) F@UTY 1) () dzdy

=: // Ki(x, y)Kgi-1(x,2) f(z)(l'[_%gh)(y)a’zdy. 3.17)

The above identity defines the inner difference operator (= Z,). In those
terms, we have

RO(f.g.h) = MY(ITg) — },g = IT)(IT},8)

and, given the definition of the inner difference operator in the parabolic setting
of Section C, we have more generally,

R(f. g.h) := P;(P.h) — Preh = P (Poyy,h). (3.18)

We use the same letter & in the spatial and parabolic settings. Compare this
expression with the formal multiple integral, where we use the same letters to
make it more striking,

/f(zm(/'gdh) @) =/fgdh+/f(z>d(/(g—g(z))dh) @.

A similar reasoning as in the proof of continuity of C(f, g, h) = IT(P«g, h),
shows that R sends continuously L> x C* x C” into C***, as soon as « € (0, 1).
A subtle thing happens here, though, as one has actually a refined continuity
estimate on R° that also takes into account the regularity of f as well. It is related
to the fact that R°(1, g, h) = R°(f, 1, h) = 0, for all f, g, h, whereas R(1, g, h)
# 0.

PROPOSITION 14. e Fora, B € [0, 1) and y € (-3, 3), we have
IR°(f, & M licerser S N flice llgles IRller (3.19)

e Foray,ay, h € C% one has

R(1, P, a, h) — P, R, a,, h) € C*.
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o Ifay, g € C% with0 < a < 1/2, and a; € C", withv € (0,1/2), and h € C¥
fory € (=3, 3), then we have

R°(P, a2, g, h) — P, R°(ay, g, h) € C* 7+, (3.20)

Note that we need both f and g to be in C* in (3.19); this is required by the
method of proof, based on an interpolation argument.

Proof. The first statement (3.19) is proved in details in the third statement,
inequality (C.3), of Proposition 38 in Appendix C. The second statement is a
particular (v = 1) case of Proposition 43, also in the same appendix. Let us
check the last statement (3.20). Because of the symmetry character that the first
two arguments of R° play in the proof of its regularity properties, Proposition 43
implies the boundedness of the operator

(Cl], a, ga h) — RO(Pu1a27 ga h) - Pul Ro(a27 ga h)

from C?” x L® x C** x C? into C*1t2**7 because 2v, 2 < 1. We also have the
boundedness of that operator from L> x C** x L® x C? into C***7, because
20 < 1 — we only use (3.19) to estimate the two quantities and do not use the
difference structure in the commutator. We conclude by interpolating between
these two estimates. O

THEOREM 15. e Let f,g € L™ and h € C’ be given for v € (=3, 3). Let also
a, € C* and a, € C* be given, with ay, ay € (0, 1). Then both

R°(f. (a1, a2), h) := R°(f, Pyas, h) — R°(fay, as, h) (3.21)
and

R°((ar, a2), g, h) := R°(P, a2, g, h) — Po R°(a2, g, h) (3.22)
are elements of C*1+*2+7,

o If f € C* with u € (0,1), and a; € C* and a, € C*®, and h € C’ with
v € (=3, 3), then we have

R(f, (a1, a2), h) = P(R°(1, (a1, @), h)) € CHronreaty, (3.23)
The range (0, 1) for the exponent «, 8 and y, is dictated by the operator 2,

which involves a first order increment and so can only encode regularity at order
at most 1.
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Proof. The second estimate (3.22) is proved in the appendix, see Proposition 43,
because the first two arguments of R° play a ‘symmetric’ role in the proof of the
continuity estimates; see Remark 16.

We prove the two other corresponding statements (3.21) and (3.23) in the model
time-independent setting of the flat torus. We prove first (3.21). We have

M3 (Mg ,8) = Mg 0,8 = M, (M5,8) = MT(I1T5 0 ,8) — 117, (T55,,8)

is a sum over i of double integrals
// K (x y)K<l (X Z) f(Z)(H@(HO ar— a](Z)az)g) (y) dz dy

//K(x WK< (x, Z)f(Z)(H@Ho 8 (y)dzdy

on which we read off that their L™ norm is of order 2~/*®*") This point
finishes the proof since the last quantity corresponds to the dyadic blocks

A;(R(f, (a1, a2), 8)).
We prove (3.23). On the other hand, we have that

A;(P¢(R(; (a1, a1); 8)))(x)
///K(x WK<, u) fu)Kgio(x, Z)(H@HO 8 (y)dzdydu.

So using that the kernel K¢;_;(x, -) has an integral equal to 1, we deduce that the
difference of the two dyadic blocks is given by

/// Ki(x, y)Kgio(x,2)Kgioao(x, u)(f(z) — f(M))(H@no ,8)(y)dzdydu,
on which we read off that their L™ norm is of order 2~/ (#+eita+v) O

REMARK 16. The operator R° is not symmetric in a proper sense, but rather in
terms of how the regularity properties of its first two arguments are taken into
account. The frequency analysis is exactly the same, if we assume a regularity on
f oron g. Since R° involves only P-paraproducts and not P-paraproducts, we can
exploit the difference structure between P s, and P or P,. In the operator R, one
can only exploit the regularity on g in R(f, g, h) because of the P-operator on g.
This phenomenon is illustrated by the observation that

R°(1,g,h) = R°(f, 1,h) =0 =R(f, 1, h),
while R(1, g, h) = P,h — P,h 0.
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3.2.3.  Back again to the high order paracontrolled expansion (2.3). Recall from
Proposition 14 that the operator R°(a, b, ¢) = P,P,c — P, ¢, has better regularity
properties than the merging operator R. We can use the continuity properties
of R° to rewrite the high order paracontrolled expansion (2.3) and clarify the
cancellations that happen in each of its brackets. We have first that

Pf(z)(u)uz - 2Pf<2>(u)uu = Pf(z)(mn(u, u) + 2Pf(2><u)(Puu) - 2Pf<z>(u)uu
= Prow T (u, u) + 2R°(f P W), u, u)
= Proo T (u, u) + 2Pro oy R°(u, u, u) + Qa A 1+ 2a),

from Bony’s paralinearization f®(u) = Prowu + (2a) and the continuity
properties of the merging operator R. Write D°(a, b, ¢) for

nP,b,c)—PII(b,c);

this operator has the same regularity properties as D. The third order expansion
formula is only needed when o < 1/2. In that case, an elementary computation
shows that
Pf(3)(u)u3 - 3Puf(3)(u)u2 + 3Pz o i
= BR°(fP ), u*, u) + 2Pro oy R°(u, u, u)
+ Provoy QD% (u, u, w) + IT(u, IT(u, u)))
—6R°(uf P (u), u, w)) +3R°(f (u), u, I (u, u))
= Prorw QR (u, u, u) +2D°(u, u, u) + I (u, IT(u, u)))
+ 3R (S (w), T, u), u) + 6R°(f (w), (u, u), u)
+3R°(f P (u), u, I (u, u))}

is the sum of 3a-terms and a 4a-term, as one can use in that case the refined
continuity estimates (3.20) on R.

COROLLARY 17. Let f € C;. Ifa < 1/2, one has

f) =Pruyu + %Pﬂm(u)ﬂ(u, u)
+ 3—1!Pf<3>(u)(8 Re(u, u,u) +2D°(u, u, u) + I(u, I(u, u)))
+f @y, (3.24)

for a remainder f(u)* € C*.

PROPOSITION 18. Leta noise ¢ € C*~2 be given, together with a function u given
by a paracontrolled system with reference functions Z, and f € C;. Then one can
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write the product f(u)¢ under the form

2
F@E =Prapt + D Praw i + Praun Yt + Proe Yo + () (329

i=1

for explicit reference distributions Y ’s that depend only on the noise ¢ and Z, and
a remainder term

() € Z(C*) cC*,

that depends continuously on i and the Y'’s.

The proper interpretation of the above statement is that the remainder (ff) €
Z(C*), provided the noise ¢ is enhanced into E, with components belonging
to .Z(C**~%)-spaces; the remainder () also depends on /{\; see Remark 1 after
the proof. We first give a detailed proof of the statement, in which the reader
will see that we keep repeating the same kind of computations. The mechanics at
play here will be emphasized after the proof; this is nothing but the mechanics of
Section 1.2.

Proof. We start from the identity

f@)t =Pru¢ +Pofw) + I(f (), §),

and treat the second and third terms separately. We shall denote by (b) a term
in £ (C*) that may change from place to place. A term of the form P.b, with
b € C?*,is a (b)-term; so is a term P, (b), if @ has nonnegative parabolic Holder
regularity. We use below the following fact proved in Proposition 38 — (C.1) and
Proposition 42 of Appendix C.

LEMMA 19. Let a; € C*,a, € C*,a; € C* be given, with a; € (0, 1). The
quantities

So(;valﬁcIZ)# S({aalaaZ)’ S({’ (al’aZ)’a:’:)’

belong to L (C*), if a; +a, > 3a for the first two quantities, and oy + oty + otz >
3a, for the third quantity. These operators are continuous functions of the a; under
these assumptions.

(1) We have
P.f ) = P.Ppayu + P Prayoy T (u, u) + (b)

= PpPou +S°(, f'(w), u) + 3Pro P T (u, u) + (b)),
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from Lemma 19. So P, f(u) is equal to
PrwPu (P:Z) + PrwyS(C, ui, Z;)
+S°(¢, f'(w), u) + %Pf‘<2>(u)P:Pu§H(Zl, Z)+ (b)
= (Prwu P Zi + R°(f'(w), u;, P Z))) + (Pf/(u)Pu,-,S(f, Z;,Zj)+ (D)
+ (Pro1w2S° (&, Z1, Z1) + (1)
+ (%Pf@)(u)Puf(P;H(Zl, Zy) + (b)) + (),
from Lemma 19 again. Note that it follows from the sharp continuity estimate (14)
from Proposition 14 that R°(f'(u), u;, P, Z;) is a (b)-term. Also, one has from
Lemma 19 that S(¢, Z;, Z;) € L(CPtD*) and S°(¢, Z;, Z;) € L(CIiHTDe),
while P, I1(Z,, Z,) € £ (C*). This allows us to write P, f («) under the required
form
P{f(u) = Pf’(u)ui(Plzi) + Pf’(u)ulls({’ Z, Zl) + Pfa)(u)ufso({’ YANVAY)
+ %Pf(Z)(u)u%(P{n(Zl, Zy)) + (b).

(2) Consider now the resonant term I7( f (#), ¢), and start for that purpose from
the multiplicative formula (3.11)

/ 2) o 1
Jr@) I (u, &)+ 7 (u) {C (u,u,§)+§17(17(u,u),§)}

+ P {%C‘J(u, (u,u),8) + %C"((u, u), u, )

+éC°(M,17(u,M),§)+ éC"(U(u,M),M,;“)

1 1
+ gn(Do(l/l, u, I/t), {) + gn(n(u, H(l/l, l/l)), {)}

Lo
+ Y W T, 0) + (S — 2)
(=1

for IT(f(u), ¢) —recall (x), is defined in (3.12). It suffices to see that each term
in this decomposition has the form (3.25) of the statement; we proceed from the
more to the less regular terms.

(2.1) Use Theorem 7 on the expansion rule for the operator [1;,, and the first
order paracontrolled structure of u, to write

5w, &) = u [15,(Zy, ) + Ga — 1).
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This gives the paracontrolled representation
()¢ T4, ©) = P, TS (Z1, O) + (S — 2), (3.26)

since @ < 1/2.

(2.2) Write {u} for the bracket term after f© (u). The first order paracontrolled
structure of u# and the continuity properties of the correctors and commutators
give

FOwu} = Proal Zi} + (S = 2),
for a remainder term (5o —2) € (32, The fact that {Z,} € Z(C*) is part of the
data ¢.

(2.3) We use the paracontrolled structure of # and the continuity results on
correctors to write the term I7 (11 (u, u), ¢) in multiplicative form. This gives

O (u,u),¢) = OP,I1(Z;,u), ¢) + (D, Zi,u), {) + S — 2)
=, IT(IT(Z;i, u), ) + C°(u;, [1(Z;, u), ¢)
+unu [1(D(Z,, Z1, Z)), ¢) + (Sa — 2)
=uwu; [1(I1(Z;, Z)), §) + unu; (%) + Sa — 2)

with
(*) = ZCO(Zla H(Z17 Zl)a ;) + ZH(D(Zla Zl’ Zl)a {)a
after elementary computations. The /f\act that I1T(I1(Z,, Z,),¢) and (x) are
elements of . (C**) is part of the data ¢. Now,
f(Z) (M)M% = P2f(2)(u)ulull-ﬁ—fm(u)u?Zl + (2(1),

so, recalling that an element in C3*~2 is of (b)-type, we have

FPwui MUII(Z,, Z)), ©)
= Proy 2 TUI(Z1, Z1),0) + (0) + O(f? i, TUI1(Z,, Z1), 7))
= Pf(b(u)ufn(n(zh Z1),%)
+ Parerwuun+ 0w 11 (Z1, TUI(Zy, Z1), §)) + (0).
HereAagain, the fact that I1(Z,, [1(I1(Z,, Z,), ¢)) is of (b)-type is part of the
data ¢, so the term f® (u)u?l1(I1(Z,, Z,), ¢) has indeed the right form. Similar

computations show that f® (u)u,u,I1(IT(Z,, Z,), ¢) and u;,u, () also have the
right form.
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Very similar computations give the right decomposition of the term
fPu)C°(u,u, ), once C°(u, u, ¢) has been put in multiplicative form. We
start from the identity

Co(u,u,¢) =C°(P, Zi,u, ) +C° (R, uy, Z)), u, ) +C°u, u, &)+ (5a—2)
with
M(l) =u-— PL,IZ1 — Pu222

an element of C3* C C!, since 3« > 1. Recall Definition 37 of the refined corrector,
and observe that because of Theorem 10

Co(u(l)s u, {) = MICO(M(I)a Zl? C) + (SCI - 2)3

since 3 — 1 > 5a — 2. Then using the continuity result on the refined corrector
C(1) from Theorem 6, and the fact that @ > Sa — 2, one has

Lo
Cw® 2, 0) =Y n Ve [T (20,0 + (Ga —2).  (327)

=1

The fact that I1(}(Z,, ) € £(C***') is part of the data 7, and it follows from
the fact that S — 2 > 0, that the preceding sum is a (b)-term. This gives, from
Proposition 14, the identity

CO(”? u, é—) = uiCO(Zia u, C) + CO((uis Zi)a u, C)
+unC* (R, Z1, Z1), u, ¢) + 0) + (S — 2).

The multiplicative decomposition of C°(u, u, ) follows by an elementary
computation.
(2.4) Last, we have the term f'(u)IT (u, ¢). We first put IT(u, ¢) in multiplicative
form
H(U, {) = u,-H(Z,-, {) + ule(Zj’ Ziv ;)
+uinC((Z1, Z1). Z1,5) + C(i, Z1, 0) + (Se —2).  (3.28)

The term C(uﬁ, Z, ¢) is treated using the refined corrector, as above, which gives
a contribution

Lo
Y F @y VeI (Zy, £) + (5o — 2), (3.29)

=1
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for that term, in the analysis of f’(u)IT (u, ¢); this is a remainder term of (b)-type.
Look at the term f'(u)u,I1(Z1, ¢); the other terms are dealt with similarly. One
has

F @i I(Zy, §) = Prwu IT1(Z1, §) + Pz, o f Wy + T (f (wuy, IT(Z1, ¢))
= Py I1(Z1, §) + Prz,.o(Praur + P, f/(w))
+Praz.oI(f (u), uy)
+ f@) I (uy, 11(Zy,8)) + C(f (), uy, IT(Z1, ¢))
+u I1(f"(w), 11(Z4, §)) + C(us, f'(w), [1(Z4, ¢))
+ IUT(f'(w), ur), (Zy, ©)).
The last six terms in the right hand side are of regularity (4o — 2); a first order

expansion of f'(u) and u; allows to put the in the right form (3.25). For the second
and third terms in the right hand side, simply write

Prz.oPrwtr = PrawPra.our +S°UT1(Zy, ), f'(u), uy).

The last term has regularity (4o — 2), and a first order expansion of f'(u) and u,
allows to put the in the right form. Also we have

PrwPraz.our = PrwPrz 0P, Zj + (S = 2)
= PrwPu,Praz.0Zi + PrawS UI(Z,, §),u1j, Z;) + (S — 2)
= Prwu,Praz.oZi + Prowu,STUI(Z1, §), Z1, Z1) + (0)

from Proposition 14. ane again, the fact that S°(IT(Z,, ¢), Z,, Z,) is of (b)-type
is part of the data on ¢; this eventually gives

PrwPraz.our = Prww,Praz.oZi + 0).
The term Pz, P, f'(u) is treated similarly. O

Remarks. (1) The proof of Proposition 18 gives the structure
®=0+P,aYg,+ Ga—2)

for the remainder (f) in (3.25), with an implicit sum in n in the right
hand side, explicit functions /, () € C* depending continuously on u, and
reference distributions Y], , assumed to be in £ (C*), along the way; the

o
latter are components of ¢ — see Section 4.1.

(2) The above computations have a simple structure, that can be summarized
using the E and F notations from Section 1.2. Denote by F?(-), or FA(-, -),
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a well-defined function on parabolic Holder spaces that sends C** into C***#,
respectively C** x C* into C**9*+F  and enjoying the F-type expansion
property. We allow ourselves to write identities like

FF(Py,a2) = Py FF(a2) + F P (ay), (3.30)

for a, € C'*!. Also, denote by E?(-), or E#(-, -), an operator satisfying an
E-type expansion formula, sending formally C* into C**#, respectively C** x
C' into C**+92+f 1n those terms, we have

Ef(Pya2) = Py, EP (@) + FFH1l(a)) + EFF2N(ay). (3.31)
The above proof of decomposition (3.25) starts from the identity

F)E =P +F2(f ) + B2 (f W),
and proceeds by writing

Fe2(f ) = F 2 (w) + F*2(f (w), u) + F*2(IT (u, u)) + (b)
= F*2(u) + F* 2 (u, u) + (),

and

E“2(fw) = f'() E* () + f ) E*7*(u, u)
+ O B, u, ) + ().

One then uses the paracontrolled structure of u# and the expansion rules (3.30)
and (3.31) to run the computations.

(3) Note that Proposition 18 makes sense from a regularity structures point of
view. Let us work in the regularity structure of the (gPAM) equation on the
3-dimensional torus, together with a model on it. Let u be represented by the
modelled distribution

u=ul+u'X+u.z=: Zuaga,
acd

in D7, for y = (3/2)". Denote by o the noise symbol in the regularity
structure. Then one would have

fo= fu)o+f (Wu,Z,0+5 fPWu.u,Z,Z, 0
+ % f(3) (M)uaubuc Z Zngos

ZaZ=
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with sums in 7 restricted to |al|, |a| + |b|, |a| + |b] + |¢| < 3a. Using
Theorem 1 in Bailleul and Hoshino’s work [4], we would have for f(u)¢
the paracontrolled representation

Pran¢ + Prawu [Z,01 + 3 Prevwu,u, [Z,Z 0]
+ 4 Provwuni 2,2, 2,01 + (5a — 2)
=: Praw¢ + Proyu,[Z,0] + % Pro wugu, [Z,Z,,01 + (b), (3.32)

for distributions [Z,o],[Z,Z,0],[Z,Z,Z o], built from the regularity
structure and the model. This is the content of identity (3.25), and one
reads off the functions k() of point 1 in the preceding formula. The
term f’(u)u’'Xo from the regularity structures picture appears in the above
paracontrolled analysis under the form f'(u#)usI1(Z;, ¢), in identity (3.28).
This makes perfect sense if one considers that the piece of u that is
differentiable is in its paracontrolled representation is given by IT,,Z; + u*,
and we recall the pointwise first order expansion for paraproducts from
Corollary 2. The term f'(u)*u’ o Z(X o) from the regularity structures picture
appears above under the form

@y Ve (2, 0),

in identity (3.29), while the term f® (u) f (u)u'X o Z(o) from the regularity
structures analysis appears in the form of identities (3.26) and (3.27). (Recall
Zﬁ‘;l ¥ Vi (v) = v/, on the flat torus.)

3.3. Dealing with derivatives. We work in this section in the one-dimensional
torus T, with x as canonical coordinate and L = 9 =: 9%. The study of the
generalized KPZ equation requires the analysis of quantities of the form Pyp, ,dh,
or similar quantities where f, g or & is itself given by a paraproduct. The following
remark provides the key to the analysis of such terms.

Recall the notations P, and Q, for the parabolic projectors from the standard
collection of operators with cancellation — Definition 27 in Appendix A.1, and the
notation v = dt @ dx for the parabolic volume measure.

LEMMA 20. Both P,;dg and IT1(df, dg) can be written under the form
"1 ~ o~ dt
| iP@irGo
with Q', 0> € GC', and P, € StGC'*".
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Proof. Consider P;, one of our localization operator at the parabolic scale ¢!/2,

then by integrating by parts in space, we see that for e := (7, x)
P.1)E = [ Kn(ecerafenide)
M
= —/ 9. Kp, (e, ) f(e)v(de)
M

= —tl/z/ t'20,. Kp, (e, e) f(e)v(de).
M

Then since we assume regularity estimates on the heat kernel, it follows that
t'23. Kp, (e, €') satisfies the same kind of pointwise estimates as Kp,. Moreover,
its first momentum is null, which is a cancellation property of order 1

/ t'20. Kp, (e, e)v(de') = / t'20,. Kp, (e, e)v(de) = 0.
M M
In terms of the notation introduced and described in Appendix A, the collection
('29P,),-, belongs to the class GC'. That legitimates to use the notation
ét = t]/zaph

from which the representation of the statement follows. A similar observation
holds for the operator I71(df, ag). 0

Remark. In the model setting of spatial paraproducts on the one-dimensional
torus

Pordg =Y Sia(3f) Ac(dg),
k
so an integration by parts shows that

Si2(df) =22 A4 s f,
for some Fourier multiplier ANk,z acting on a distribution f(-) = > c,e™, as

(Zk—Zf)(x) = 27(/(—2) Z cnineinx — Z zlk’izcneinx’

In| <242 In|<2k=2

with symbol (in/287?)1;,<x—2. This symbol is not exactly supported on the
annulus at scale 2¥72, as it is the case for the Fourier projector Ay, but it satisfies
some decay property at O and at infinity, so it still encodes some cancellation
property. We have

Pyrdg =) 2% (A f)(Ae),
k
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for operators A, perfectly localized at frequencies of scale 2. The resonant
operator I1(df, dg) has the same structure

M@f, 9g) = Y 2*Au(£)A(3),
k

for operators A perfectly localized at frequencies of scale 2.

It follows from that lemma that all the continuity results of Section 3.1 on
the corrector C and its iterates have direct counterparts in terms of the operator
(f, 8) — Pyrg. We single out three of them here to make that point clear. Define
on the space of bounded measurable functions on the parabolic space M the
correctors

C5((fi, f),8) = Paﬁ,lfzag — fiPys0g.
Cy(f, (g1, 8)) = P?)f(ﬁgng) — g1Pys g,
C5 ((f1, ), 8) =T3P, fr,d8) — fill(3f>, 0g).

We use the exponent < in the notation to remind the reader from the fact that
paraproducts P g are defined in a Fourier setting with frequencies of f strictly
smaller than those of g, while the resonant operator involves frequencies that are
essentially equal.

THEOREM 21. e Let «, B,y be regularity exponents, with « € (0,1) and
a+B<LIf
B+y —2<0<a+pB+y—2,

then the maps
C* x CP x C7 — CxtPir=2
(f. 8.0 — C5((f, ). 1), C5(f. (g, h))
are continuous.
o Letw, B, y1, v» be regularity exponents, with o, y, € (0, ) anda + g < 1. If
Btri+r—2<0<a+pf+r+r—2
then the map

C® x Cﬂ x C" x C” — Ca+ﬂ+V1+V2—2

((f. 8). (h1. h2) = C;((f. 8). Py o) — hi Ca((f. 8). o)

is continuous.
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Proof. Let us concentrate first on the first statement, in the model case of the flat
torus, where

Ci((fr8).h) =) 2" H(Aa(Tg) — f(Arag) Ar(h).
Note that since

A a(T9g) = fArag = Y 27470 f — A,
1<k—2

we have the estimate

1Ak 2(T08) — f(Ak2@lloe S Y 27427027 e gl

<k—2
—k
S 275D flleeliglles,

since « + B < 1. We see here the importance of the decay of the symbol of the
operator A;_,, encoded in the factor 2=*~2-9_ The conclusion follows then from
the estimate

1A2(C5((f, ), 1)l
< (Z DD 2‘”“2"‘“”‘”) I £ llcxgllcs Al

k>n—1 k<n—1
S27HP D flicellgles I ller

If now h = IT}) hy, then A, (h) =~ (Si_2h1)(Ahy), and we have

C;((f’ g)a Phth) - hl CB((fﬂ g)7 h2)
= sz_z(gkfz(Pfg) — [ A 28) Ar(hy) (hy — Si_ohy)

and we may conclude by the same reasoning as above, with the extra exponents
coming from the positive regularity of %, since

Iy — Siahilleo S 27 1y llon - O

~

We let the reader state and prove the other continuity results for the iterated
versions of C; and C3. Set

=i, 1], 1k} )0 <3s (3.33)

and set
li| =i, lijl:=i+j, lijkl:=i4+j+k.
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PROPOSITION 22. Let u be given by a paracontrolled system with reference
functions Z, together with a function g € C;. Then one can write the product
g(u)(0u)? under the form

g(u) (au)2 = Z Pg(u)ucl ey Xclcz + Z Pg’(u)uam1 Ucy Xaclcz

cl,cred a,cy,cred
ler|+leal<4 lal+ler|+le2l<4
1
+ 5 Pg(z)(“)uA]tX]n] + (5(1 - 2) (334)

for some remainder term of regularity Sa — 2, and some explicit reference
distributions X'’s that depend only on the noise ¢ and Z.

As in Corollary 18 on the paracontrolled representation of f(u)¢, the proper
interpretation of the above statement is that the remainder is of parabolic
regularity 5o — 2, provided the X’s are well defined as elements of their natural
spaces. In the present work, these X’s are given by the enhancement E of the
noise.

Proof. 1f one is not interested in the precise form of the X, in (3.34), one can
proceed very efficiently making only computations with E and F notations, as in
the proof of Corollary 18. We first provide a multiplicative decomposition for

Qu)* = Qu)* = 2Py, 0u + T (u, du) =: E2(u, u)

as follows. The function E~2 is a function of E-type with respect to its two
arguments. Recall that two E operators in the same identity may mean different
E-type operators. Distributions of regularity 8 that do not depend on u are denoted
by X#. Write 2~ to mean equality up to a remainder term of regularity 5o —2. One
has

(Ou)* = E7%(u, u)

w B (u) + B (uy, u)

— uiqu(i+j)Dl_2 + E(i+j)0t—2(uj) + E(i+j)a—2(u)

— uiqu(iJrj)afZ + uiujkx(i+_/+k)a72 + MiE(i+'[+k)a72(Mjk)
+ uiiukx(i+j+k)()t—2 + uiiE(i+j+k)0t—2(uk)

~ uiqu(iJrj)u—z + Miuij(i+j+k)a_2 + uiujng(i+j+k+e)a_2
+ u”ukX(i+j+k)a72 +u .usz(i+j+k+l)ot72

ij ij

i+ j)a—2 i+ j+k)oa—2 2 4a—2
~ uiqu(z—H)a 4 uiujkx(z+1+ o + (Mlulll =+ un)X =2

The above implicit sums are restricted to (i + j), @ + j + k), (i +j + k +
£) < 4. Look now at the term g(u)u?X?*~2 and show that it can be written in the
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form (3.34); the other terms are easier to deal with. We have
U X™ 7 = Py 2 X2 + F* 2 (gwuy) + E**(gwyuy),  (3.35)
with
F2(g()u?) = Py F2(u?) + PP (g () + F2 (g (u), u?)
= Pg(u) Pu1 aniz(ul) + Pg(u)aniz(uls up) + Pu% aniz(g(u))
Py X4+ G —2)
= Py F72 1) 4+ Pz, X*7% + PeF* (g (w)
+ Py X472 4 (5o = 2).
One writes the first term in the right hand side in the good form

Pg(u)ul aniz(”]) == Pg(u)m P ~X(2+j)a72 + FSO(?Z(”]I)

uyj

= Py, XF 2+ Py X7+ (S — 2).
We use the paracontrolled expansion
gw) =PywuZi +Pywu, R, Z1, Zy) + % Peown11(Z1, Z1) + B,
of g(u) to order 2 to get
PM%FZ“_z(g(u)) _ Pg/(u)u§X3a_2 + Pg<2>(u)u?u,,X4a_2 + Pg/(u)uzufx4a_2
+ Py X7 4 Pyt X7 + (5a - 2).

The term E?**7%(g(u)u?) in (3.35) is dealt with similarly, using the E-type
expansion rule

E*2(gwyu?) = g)E* () + uiB* *(g(w))
+E* 2 (g(u), u)) + E* (M (g (w), u}))

and the above second order paracontrolled expansion for g(u), to put
E**~2(g(u)u?) in multiplicative form first, and then use the F-type expansion to
put it in the form of Equation (3.34). Details are left to the reader. O

Remark. Similarly to Proposition 18, Proposition 22 makes perfect sense
from a regularity structures point of view. Note also that the above proof
implicitely uses a refined version of the C; corrector to deal with a first
argument uf of regularity strictly bigger than 1. This term corresponds to the
term 2g(u) f (u) f'(u)u’'dZ(X0)dZ (o), that appears in the regularity structures
analysis.
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‘We summarize here the notations introduced in this section.

C(f.g. ) =P g.h) — f (g, ).
D(f.g.h) =11 (Prg.h) —PII(g, h),
S(.ﬂ 8, h) = Pf(Pgh) - Pg(Pfh)’
R(.ﬂ 8 h) = Pf(Pgh) - Pfgh'
We use the same letters for the iterates of these operators, such as they were

defined above. The ° operators are defined by the corresponding formulae where
P is replaced by P. To deal specifically with the derivatives, we have the operators

G5 ((fi, f2), 8) == Pyp, 1,08 — fiPap 08,
C; (f. (21, 82)) = Py (9P, 2) — &1Pos 0o,
Gy (fi, fo, 8) =11 (0P, f>,08) — fill (3>, 9g),
and their iterates. The only thing that matters from a computational point of view

is to identify which operators are of E-type, and which operators are of F-type.

4. Nonlinear singular PDEs

We choose to illustrate the use of paracontrolled calculus for the study of
singular partial differential equations on the examples of the 3-dimensional
generalized parabolic Anderson model equation

Lu = fu),
and the generalized (KPZ) equation
Lu = fu) + gu)(du)’

on the one-dimensional torus. We introduce the notion of enhanced noise, and
consistent enhancement, in Section 4.1. We define in Section 4.2 the maps that
are used to give a fixed point formulation of the (gPAM) and (gKPZ) equations in
Section 4.3.

4.1. Enhanced noise. The archetype of singular equation is given by the
controlled ordinary differential equation

dx, = V(x,)dh,, “.1)
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where £ is a nondifferentiable R’-valued control and V an L(RY, R?)-valued
one form on R, say. Think of a Brownian path for the control /4. One of the
deepest insights of Lyons in his theory of rough paths [22] was to understand
that one needs to change the notion of control to make sense of such an equation,
and that this enhanced control takes values in a very specific universal algebraic
structure. In simple terms, the enhanced control consists of & and the collection
of a number of objects playing the role of the nonexisting iterated integrals
fsgs,g...gskgt dh,, ® --- ® dh,, — such iterated integrals cannot be defined as
continuous functions of their integrands, here (4, ..., k), if h is not sufficiently
regular; see Proposition 1.29 in [8]. Once given these extra data, one can make
sense of, and solve uniquely, the controlled ordinary differential equation (4.1)
under some appropriate regularity conditions on the one form V, and the solution
path happens to be a continuous function of the enhanced control, in some
appropriate topology. The enhancement of the control cannot be made on a purely
analytic basis and requires some extra input, typically the use of probabilistic
methods when the control 4 is random.

Hairer’s theory of regularity structures provides a conceptually close
framework for the study of a large class of singular partial differential equations
containing the generalized parabolic Anderson model equation

Lu = f(u) 4.2)

as a particular case. To make sense of Equation (4.2), one needs to enhance the
distribution ¢ with the a priori datum of a number of other distributions. Contrary
to the case of the controlled ordinary differential equation (4.1), this enhanced
‘control’ takes values in an equation-dependent algebraic structure. The resolution
process is also different, as the equation is first recast in some abstract space
of jets of solutions, where it can be solved under appropriate conditions. This
corresponds to looking for a solution in a specific space of distributions where
one can actually make sense of all the terms in the equation, especially some
a priori ill-defined products. A fundamental tool, the reconstruction operator,
allows then to associate to this abstract solution a classical distribution. The
equation-dependent algebraic structure in which the enhanced distribution lives
also allows to give sense to this solution distribution as a limit of solutions to
some family of classically well-posed equations in which the distribution ¢ has
been smoothened. The latter point is related to renormalization matters.

Recall now Proposition 22, and Remark 1 following its proof, giving the
paracontrolled expansion (3.34) of f(u)¢, under the assumption that a number
of quantities (Yiy—2)2<k<4 are given a priori as elements of the & (C**)-spaces,
as measurable functions of ¢ and Z; write Y =: Y (¢, Z). A choice of 3, € C*,
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with 2 < k <4, and
RAATEED (Y

defines an enhancement 7 = (¢, 3) of the noise ¢ for the generalized
parabolic Anderson model equation

Lu= fu).

Enlarge the finite collection 3, by adding I1(Z,, Z,) and R(1, Z,, Z,) into it. This
defines the collection 3,. Set 3; := 3k, for 3 < k < 4. We define this way the
finite collection 3. An enhancement ¢ is said to be coherent if

L3 =Yu 2, Boacics), 2<j<3.

A coherent enhancement of the noise ¢ for the (gPAM) equation can be

used to work with Z = 3 in a paracontrolled setting. The introduction of

I1(Z,,Z)) and R(l, Z,, Z,) in the system is necessary not only to give a

paracontrolled representation of the solution u of the equation but also a lower

order paracontrolled representation of its derivatives, amongst which f(u). This

is reminiscent of the use of two spaces of trees in the regularity structures setting.
The study of the generalized (KPZ) equation

Lu = fu)t + guw)(@du)’,

requires the introduction of further quantities (X;,c,, Xace,» X11115 - - - ) that appear
in (3.34) and the proof of this decomposition. They are assumed to be elements
of £ (C**)-spaces, and measurable functions of ¢ and Z. Write

Xig— = Xka72(§’ Z),

and recall that Z,, Z; may stand for tuples (Z;?), (Z3*). The joint choice of 3 and
elements X* € C** such that

Dg/ﬂxk == Xka—2(§7 Z)v

defines an enhancement E = (¢, 3, X) of the noise ¢ for the generalized
(KPZ) equation. This enhancement is said to be coherent if

LXp = Xia—2(¢, (36)2@@, (X 2¢0<3))-

In accordance with the regularity structures picture, the different terms
that form the enhanced noise correspond to the different pieces of a
paracontrolled/resonant expansion of all the formal products that appear in
the tree of negative homogeneity in the regularity structures expansions of the
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right hand sides of the generalized (PAM) and (KPZ) equations. Constructing
coherent enhancements is the task of renormalization of stochastic singular partial
differential equations. This has been implemented in the setting of regularity
structures in the groundbreaking works [7, 10] of Hairer and co-authors. This
work has not been done yet in the paracontrolled setting, but the use of Bailleul
and Hoshino’s results in [4] allows to construct coherent enhancements from the
renormalized models built from [10].

4.2. Fixed point equation. We give in this section the fixed point formulations
of the generalized (PAM) and (KPZ) equations. In both cases, we assume a
coherent enhancement E of the noise ¢ is given, and work with the associated
reference system Z. Recall % <ua < % s0 Sa —2 > 0. To avoid working with time-
weighted Holder spaces with exploding weights, we assume the initial conditions
uy € C*, to have Puy € C*, and treat this term in the integral formulation of
the equation as a remainder term — recall P stands for the heat propagator. See
[3, 17] or [23] for a sample of works where u, € C¢, in a first order paracontrolled
setting.

4.2.1. Generalized (PAM) equation. Recall from (3.33) the definition of the
index set 7. We obtained in Proposition 18 the paracontrolled decomposition
f(”); = Pf(u); + Pf’(u)ua Ya + % Pf(Z)(u)u% Yll + (b) + Phg(ﬁ) Y4(§)_2 + (5(1 - 2) (ﬁ)a

with implicit sums restricted to |a| < 2a, and (b) € Z(C*). The function
(5a — 2)(w) € C3*72, is a locally Lipschitz function of 7. Define v € C?, setting,
with obvious notations,

vi= fuo+.$‘~‘(f(u)£) N
= PraZ1 + Prou, Zarrs + 3 Prowe 25" + £ (0)
+PheZf + L7 (5 — 2)(@)) + Puo. 4.3)
Note that f(«) has a second order paracontrolled expansion
fw = ﬁf’(u)ulzl + ﬁf’(u)MZZZ + ﬁf<2><u)u§+2f/(u)ull R, Z,, Zy)
+ 2 P 1(Z1, Z0) + fu) @), d.4)
£y = Presuus praun Z1 + (F/@0ur)* @.

Equations (4.3) and (4.4) show that v is the first component of a paracontrolled
system v. Write u* for the collection of all the remainders that define %, and v*
for the collection of all the remainders that define v. Set

& @) =", 4.5)
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4.2.2. Generalized (KPZ) equation. Set

B = {(0102)7 (c10263), (c102¢3¢4); ¢i € A, |ei| + |eal, ler| + lea| + lesl,
le1] + leal + lesl + lea| < 4a}. (4.6)

Propositions 18 and 22 together give the decomposition

)¢ + gu)(3u)?
1 o
=Prwl+ Y Praw Yo+ Siewatn + 0) +Pia ye?

la|<2a

+ Y Py Xy + (Sa — 2)@), 4.7)

beA

for the explicit functions g, of & that appear in formula (3.34). We have for
instance h;, (@) = g(u)uf, and one checks that h,;(#) has a second order
paracontrolled expansion, using the paracontrolled expansion of g(«). One has

g} =P, Zy + Py Zo + Pio, [1(Z1, Z) + P R(L, Z1, Z)) + Ge) (@),
4.8)
with

()1 1= 2gWuuyy + g (wuj,
(%) = gwuy, + 3 gP Wy + 28" Wutuy
)3 = fP@ui + f@uiuy + g% wuy + g (wuiuy
+ 28" wyuiury + 2gwuty + 2gurur + ¢¥ wut + 3¢ Wutuiy,

and a remainder in C3 that is a locally Lipschitz function of 7. (Note that the two
reference functions I7(Z,, Z;) and R(1, Z;, Z,) are already in the Z,-collection,
since we are working with a coherent enhancement of the noise. They appear
separately in (4.8) as a result of computations.) The other functions g, (u) that
appear in formula (4.7) all have a first order paracontrolled expansion, obtained
by elementary means. Setting

vi= Pug+ L7 (f )¢ + gu)(du)*)

defines the first component of a paracontrolled system. (Recall we assume
uy € C*, so Puy € C*, and one can treat it as a remainder term.) Write v* for
the collection of all the remainders that define v, and set

& @) =", 4.9)
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4.3. Solving the equation. Recall we work on the parabolic space [0, T) x M,
for some possibly infinite positive time horizon 7.

4.3.1. Generalized (PAM) equation. Let an initial condition u, € C* (M) for
(gPAM) equation be given. Assume a coherent enhancement E of the noise ¢
is given. We work with the associated reference system Z = (Z,, Z,, Z3) €
]_[z:1 C** . Pick regularity exponents (,),c.s such that

2

S<PBi<Bij<Bix<a, )0, @jk) e, (4.10)

and set B := min,¢;¢3 B;. Define a map

l_[ CB-laba+pa o C3atp _y oo o l_[ Co

acdl acd

((ui)a(i@fs uﬁ) > U= (Lt, (”a)aeﬁzi)v

given by the paracontrolled system

u= Z ﬁu,-Zi +uj,

i=1.3

U = Puij Zj+uj,
i+j=1.3
— ft
ujj = Puijk Zi+ Uij,
i+jt+k=1.3
_ b
Uijk = Ujjp-

Write u* for ((u%)seer,u”). Recall the synthetic form (3.32) obtained in
Section 3.2.3 for f(u)¢, and the second order paracontrolled expansion (4.4) for
f (u). One reads on these formulae the fact that a ‘solution’ of the equation needs
to satisfy the constraint

ua = ha(u)9

for explicit functions /,. (A proper definition of a solution to the (gPAM) equation
is given in Definition 4.1 below.) One has for instance

w = f),u’ = (f Hw), ul = fwu = (f)f)w),
W =1 FOwud =3 (AW,

and so on. Note that a ‘solution’ u has null derivatives in the I1(Z,, Z;) and
R, Z,, Z,) directions. Define

pam . ~i. j .
ST (uo) = {Mji ugl.[:() = ha(uo)v u|f=0 = Mo},
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equipped with the natural norm induced from [],_,, CO~14Detha x C32+F the space
Sy (ug) is complete. Recall the definition of the map @ defined in (4.5).

PROPOSITION 23. A choice of time horizon T sufficiently small ensures that ®
is a contraction of S¥*" (u).

Proof. The formulae defining the family of remainders v* are actually explicit —
see the end of the proof for a sample, and one can read on them that

@(S;am(uo)) C 1_[ C(3—\a|)o{+/3[’, X C3a+ﬂ”

acd

with 8/ > B, and 8’ > f, as a consequence of the choice of exponents (4.10) —
we use the regularity assumptions on the components of the enhanced noise 7 and
the classical Schauder estimate on Holder space of positive regularity. So not only
do we have that @ sends S} (i) into itself, but we also have that @ is locally
Lipschitz from 8§ (u) into [, C¢714P** P x C3**+#' as a consequence of the
locally Lipschitz character of the corrector and commutator and their iterates, and
the refined corrector. The contraction property of @ : Sy (1) — Sp" (uy), for
T sufficiently small, follows then from the elementary estimate

lwllew ST wlen,  wiemo =0 @.11)
that holds for any 6, > §; > 0.

Here are explicit formulae for the components vf and v} = vfl of v¥. The term
vf is the remainder in the second order paracontrolled expansion of f(u). Denote
by (3a);(u) the 3a-remainder in the second order paracontrolled expansion
for f(u), defined by

fw) = Pryu + % Pro o T (u, u) + (3a) r(u).

The function (3e) ; sends continuously C* into C**. One has

3 3
UI; = Z RO(f’(u)’ Ui, Zl) + Z Pf’(u)R(17 uj» Zj) + Pf’(u)R(la PungZ + M?a Zl)

i=1 j=2

1
+ R, (w1, 2)), Zy) + Pf'(u)uj + 5 Pf(z)(u)D(uh Zi,u) 4+ (Bo) s (u)

1
t3 RGP @), ui, 1(Zi, w) + R(f' ), ui, RA, Z1, Z1))

3
1
+ 5 ; Pf(2)(u)u/.H(Zj, l/t)
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1g ~ 1
+ 5 Z Pf(z)(u)uln(zlv Puka + ut) + 5 Pf(z)(u)ul D(ul’ Zlv Zl)
j=2
1
+ 5 RGP @ur u, 1(Z1, Z1))
+ R(lv f/(u)MZa ZZ) + R(17 f/(u)ulh R(la Zla Zl))
1
+ E R(17 f(Z)(u)u%’ H(Zh Zl)) + R(l’ vjl:p Zl)
+R(1, (f(z)(u)u% + ffwun, Z,), Zy)
+ R(la f(z)(u)u%7 H(Zl’ Zl))a Zl)
The term v5 = v}, is the 2a-remainder in the first order paracontrolled expansion
of f'(u)u;. Denote by (2ct),(u) the 2«-remainder in the paralinearization
formula for f’(u), defined by
f'w) = Pragyu + Qa) ¢ (u).
One has

Vi =i, = IT(f' (), uy) + Proy(Pu, Zy 4 1) + Qo) pr(u) + RO (), uyys Z1)

3
+R(uy, fP ), u) + RA, f'@un, Z)) + Z Prew (Pu Zi + uf)

k=2
+R°(fPwuy, uy, Z)) + RA, fP Wi, Z)).

The explicit expressions for the other terms of v are similar or easier to obtain.
These expression are simpler in the case where f(u) = u, as f'(u) = 1 and
fPw) =0,and R°(1,...) = 0and P,(x) = (x). O

DEFINITION 4.1. A solution to the generalized (PAM) equation is a fixed
point of @ in M (uy).

We obtain the following well-posedness result as a direct consequence of
Proposition 23.

THEOREM 24. The generalized (PAM) equation has a unique solution in
S (up); it depends continuously on the coherent enhancement ¢ of the noise ¢.

Remarks. e So far, the theory of regularity structures has not been developed

in a manifold setting. The recent work [15] of Dahlqvist-Diehl-Driver shows
how this can be done in the simplest case where the noise is not too rough,
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corresponding in our setting to a regularity exponent o > % A first order
description of the objects is sufficient in that setting, as was the case in our

previous work [1], whose content covers partly their results.

e We assume here that the initial condition is in C**. We use that fact to put the
term P (u() in the remainder. One can improve upon this constraint on u, and
only require that uy € C*, at the price of working with weighted Holder spaces
with a temporal weight, explosive at T = 0, for example a space equipped with
the norm

sup 77 [u(7)lce
0<t<T
for some y > 0. See [3, 17] or [23] for a sample of works where uy, € C%, in a
first order paracontrolled setting.

The next statement is about the linear (PAM) equation
Lu = ut. 4.12)

THEOREM 25. Assume the noise ¢ in the (PAM) equation is a space white noise
on M, and the components 3, X of the enhanced noise?are such that both L3,
and L% take values in L®C**~2. Then Equation (4.12) has a unique, global
in time, solution in S22 (u,). Its restriction to any finite time interval depends
continuously on the coherent enhancement E of the noise ¢.

Proof. Define a temporal weight
w(t) 1= €7, 4.13)

for some nonnegative constant « to be fixed later, and work in weighted parabolic
Holder space C?, described in Appendix A. We let the reader to check that all the
proofs of continuity for the paraproduct, resonant, correctors and commutators,
still hold in the setting of weighted parabolic Holder spaces, with estimates
that are uniform in ¥ > 0. This uniform character of the continuity estimates
comes from the important fact that all our approximation operators P;, Q,, ...
are supported only on ‘past time’-half spaces. Indeed, if T is an operator acting
on the time variable with a kernel K (t, o) supported on the past time half space

{(T’ (7), 0 < o < f}, then
w(@) ' T(F)(@) = e T(f)(T) = / K(z, 0)e f(0) do

= / K(t,0)e ™™ f(0) do,
0
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so we are reduced to the case of T(w~!f), up to an extra coefficient e~
which is k-uniformly bounded by 1, because of the time support of the kernel K.

With this point in mind, we repeat the previous computations in the weighted
Holder spaces. The assumptions on the components of the enhanced noise allow
us to use Schauder estimates, Theorem 30, and gain an extra factor x~©2731/2,
This is the analogue of (4.11) in the above unweighted proof. Taking « large
enough allows to compensate any ‘implicit’ constants in the different estimates
and get the contraction property of the map @. We then conclude the proof of the
existence and uniqueness of the fixed point, for an arbitrary horizon time. This
approach using weighted spaces only works for a linear application f. O

4.3.2. Generalized (KPZ) equation. We proceed exactly as in the preceding
section, working with an initial condition u, € C*(T). We assume a coherent
enhancement E of the (gKPZ) noise ¢ is given, and work with the associated
reference system Z. Recall from (4.6) that the components of Z are naturally
indexed by the index sets .o/ and B3, := {b € X; |b| < 3a}. Here again, a
‘formal’ solution of the equation needs to satisfy the constraint

uy = hy(u),

for b € B3, and explicit functions /,, in addition to the constraints u, = h,(u),
a € &7, on the components that are common with the (gPAM) equation. One has
for instance

hayay(w) = @ W),  haey@) = @F W),  haymay@) = (@ f)(w).

(Our index notation becomes a bit messy on concrete examples, and the tree-
indexed notation of regularity structures seems more appropriate to get concise
notations.) Set

5;}’2(“0) = {u% ”5|r:0 = h4(uo), M‘nf:O = up}.
Equipped with the natural norm induced from [ ], ,i,5_, CO71P**e x C3**F the
space S;pz (up) is complete. Recall the definition of the map ¥ defined in (4.5).

DEFINITION. A solution of the (gKPZ) equation is a fixed point of ¥ in Sy (u).

The very same reasoning as above provides the local in time well-posed
character of the (gKPZ) equation; details are left to the reader.

THEOREM 26. Givenuy € C**(T), one can choose the time horizon T sufficiently

small for the generalized (KPZ) equation to have a unique solution in S;p " (up).
This solution depends continuously on the coherent enhancement ¢ of the noise ¢.
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Appendix A. Details on the parabolic setting

For the reader’s convenience, we recall in this appendix a number of
notions/facts introduced and studied in detail in our previous work [2], with
the hope that this will make the reading of the present work self-contained. We
refer the reader to [2] for the proofs of the different statements given here. We
describe in Section A.l a class of operators with some cancellation property;
they play here the role played by the Fourier projectors A; on dyadic blocks in
Littlewood—Paley theory. Parabolic Holder spaces are described in Section A.2,
together with Schauder estimates in this scale of spaces. We introduce the pair (P,
P) of paraproducts in Section A.3. The statements given here are explicitly used
in the proofs of the continuity results of Section 3, to be found in Appendix C.

We use the notations introduced in Section 1.3 and assume the operator L
satisfies the assumption stated there. Recall we denote by ¢ a generic element
of the parabolic space M.

A.1. Approximation operators. The use of paraproducts and other kind of
singular operators involve the fundamental notion of approximation operators,
some aspects of which we discuss in this section. Recall typical space/time points
are denoted by (7, x) and (o, y).

The following parabolic Gaussian-like kernels (G,)o-,<i Will be used as
reference kernels. For0 <t < land o < 7, set

2\ ~h
Gi((z, %), (0, ) := v(Bm((z, %), V1)) (1 + A X); — )

and set G, = 0 if T < 0. We do not emphasize the dependence of G on the
positive constant ¢ in the above definition, and we shall allow ourselves to abuse
notations and write G, for two functions corresponding to two different values of
that constant. So we have for instance, for s, ¢ € (0, 1), the estimate

/M Gi((z,x), (0, )G ((0, y), (A, )v(do dy) S Grys (T, %), (A, 2)). (A.D)

Presently, note that a choice of large enough constant ¢, in the definition of G,
ensures that we have

sup  sup / G,((1,x), (o, y))v(do dy) < oo,
te(0,1] (r,x)eM J M

so any linear operator on M, with a kernel pointwisely bounded by some G; is
bounded in L”(v) for every p € [1, oo].
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DEFINITION. We shall denote throughout by G the set of families (P,)o,<; of
linear operators on M, with kernels pointwisely bounded by

|K'P, (e7 e/)l S gt(e» 6,).

Given a real-valued integrable function ¢ on R, set
00 =0 (2):
t M ¢ ¢ ’

the family (¢;)o-,<1 is uniformly bounded in L'(R). We also define the
‘convolution’ operator ¢* associated with ¢ via the formula

6" (f)(x) = / b(z — o) f (o) do.
0

Note that if ¢ has support in R, then the operator ¢* has a kernel supported on
the same set {(0, 7); 0 < 1} as our Gaussian-like kernel. Moreover, we let the
reader check that if ¢;, ¢, are two functions in L', with ¢, supported on [0, 0o)
then

(P1 % $2)" = ¢ 0 ¢,

where ¢, * ¢, stands for the usual convolution of ¢; and ¢,.
Given an integer b > 1, we define a family of operators on L*(M) setting

0" =y, 'tL)’e™™ and —13,P" =Q",
with y, := (b — 1)!; so P,(h) is an operator of the form p,(tL)e~'t, for some
polynomial p, of degree b — 1, with value 1 in 0. Recall from Section 1.3
the definition of the differential operators V;, for I a multiindex. Under the
assumptions on L stated in Section 1.3, the operators P and Q! both satisfy,
for any multiindex 7, the Gaussian regularity estimates

1 B 2
|Kanzv, g (6, V|V 1K inzgy, (6, Y| S ————m— e < @@/0]

1(B(x, /1))

with R standing here for P” or Q”’, as well as the following pointwise regularity
estimates. For d(x, z) < +/t, we have

d(x,z) 1 @/

Vi V(x, V1) ’

where K is the kernel of either t'/'>V, R or tV/2RV;.

|K(x1 Y) - K(Zv )’)| 5
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The parameters b and ¢, are chosen large enough and fixed once and for all
— see [2] to see how to choose these parameters. The reader should simply keep
in mind that the higher b and ¢, are, the higher order of regularity we can deal
with. In our applications, we need all the objects to have a regularity order in the
range (—3, 3), so b and £, are chosen big enough to allow for this range in all the
following continuity results.

DEFINITION 27. Let an integer a € [0, 2b] be given. The following collection
of families of operators is called the standard collection of operators with
cancellation of order a, denoted by StGC“. It is made up of all the space—time
operators

((IIJ\/2VJ)(tL)(u—\J\—Zk)/ZPZ(c‘) ® m:)0<r<1

where k is an integer with 2k + |J| < a, and ¢ € [1, b], and m is any smooth
function supported on [1, 2] such that

/r"m(r)dz =0, (A.2)
forall 0 < i < k — 1, with its first b derivatives bounded by 1. We also set

StGC"* = | ] stGC.

0<a<2b

The above mentioned cancellation effect is quantified by the property (A.3)
stated in Proposition 28 below. Note here that it makes sense at an intuitive
level to say that L@~1V1=20/2 encodes cancellation in the space variable of order
a — |J| — 2k, that V; encodes a cancellation in space of order |J| and that the
moment condition (A.2) encodes a cancellation property in the time variable of
order k for the convolution operator m}. Since we are in the parabolic scaling,
a cancellation of order k in time corresponds to a cancellation of order 2k in
space, so the operator V, L@ 1/1=20/2 P9 & i+ is expected to have a space—time
cancellation property of order a.

DEFINITION. Given an operator Q := V;¢(L), with |I| > 1, defined by
functional calculus from some appropriate function ¢, we write Q° for the formal
dual operator

Q*=9(L)V;.
For I =¥, and Q = ¢ (L), we set Q° := Q. For an operator Q as above we set

(O@m")* = 0°*@m".
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Note that the above definition is not related to any classical notion of duality,
and emphasize that we do not assume that L is self-adjoint in L*(u). This notation
is only used to indicate that a Q, operator, respectively a Q} operator, can be
composed on the right, respectively on the left, by another operator (L), for
a suitable function v, due to the functional calculus for L. L is supposed to
be sectorial and to have a holomorphic functional calculus, so for example it
is known to give a sense to ¢ (L) for every holomorphic function ¢ (or function
which are holomorphic and bounded in a small sector of the complex plane around
(0, 00), as ¢ (z) = z*e~* for example).

PROPOSITION 28. Consider Q' € StGC* and Q> e StGC* two standard
collections with cancellation, and set a := min(ay, ay). Then for every s,
t € (0, 1], the operator Q! o Q?' has a kernel pointwisely bounded by

ts
(s +1)?

al2
K oo (e, )| S ( ) Gy.yle, @) (A3)

The above mentioned orthogonality property of standard operators with
cancellation is encoded in the factor (zs/(s + t)?)*/? that appears in the above
estimate. This factor is small as soon as s or ¢ is small compared to the other.

DEFINITION. Let a be an integer in [0, 2b]. We define the subset GC* of G of
families of operators with the cancellation property of order a as the set of
elements Q of G with the following cancellation property. For every 0 < 5,7 < 1
and every standard family S € StGC”, with @’ € [a, 2b], the operator Q, o S?
has a kernel pointwisely bounded by

a/2
o t)z) Grrs(e, €. (Ad)

|KQ,OS:(€7 e/)| rg (

We introduced above the operators Q ,(b) and P,(b) acting on functions/distributions
on M; we now introduce their parabolic counterpart. Choose arbitrarily a smooth
real-valued function ¢ on R, with support in [%, 2], unit integral and such that for
every integerk =1,...,b

/ ™ o(r)dt = 0.

Set
PP =PP ¢ and QP := —13,P".
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An easy computation yields that
Q" =0"®¢ + P @Y

where ¥ (o) = ¢(0) + o¢'(0). Note that, from its very definition, a parabolic
operator Q;h) belongs at least to GC?, for b > 2. Note also that due to the
normalization of ¢, then for every f € L”(R) supported on [0, o0), we have
the convergence in L”

o (f) —> [

So, the operators P, tend weakly as ¢ goes to 0 to the identity on L{, . (M),
the set of functions f € L?(M) with time support included in [0, 00), with p €
[1, 00). The same convergence holds on the set of functions f € C°(M) with
time support included in [0, c0). The following Calderén reproducing formula
follows as a consequence. For every continuous function f € L (M) with time
support in [0, co), then

b dt ®)
f=/ Q! f7+7>l f. (A.5)
0

Noting that the measure dt/t gives unit mass to intervals of the form [27/~!,
2771, and considering the operator Q" as a kind of multiplier roughly localized
at ‘frequencies’ of size t~!/2, Calderén’s formula appears as nothing else but a
continuous time analogue of the Littlewood—Paley decomposition of f, with d¢ /¢
in the role of the counting measure.

A.2. Parabolic Holder spaces and Schauder estimates. We recall in this
section the definitions and basic properties of the space and space—time-weighted
Holder spaces, with possibly negative regularity index. We also recall the
fundamental regularization properties of the heat operator, quantified by Schauder
estimates.

Let us start recalling the following well-known facts about Holder space on M,
and single out a good class of weights on the parabolic space M. Given0 < & < 1,
the classical metric Holder space H“ is defined as the set of real-valued functions
f on M with finite H*-norm, defined by the formula

DEFINITION. For o € (=3, 3), define C* := C*(M) as the closure of the set of
bounded and smooth functions for the C*-norm, defined by the formula

: -L —a/2i{ (b
I fllce == lle™" flleean + sup 21O f L)

0<t<1
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This norm does not depend on the integer b > |«|/2, and the two spaces H
and C“ coincide and have equivalent norms when 0 < o < 1 — see for instance
[1, Proposition 2.5]. These notions have parabolic counterparts which we now
introduce. Recall we work with the parabolic space M = [0, T] x M, for a
finite time horizon 7'. The introduction of a time weight in the next definition
thus has no effect on the space involved, nor on its topology. Its introduction
happens however to be a convenient freedom which allows to simplify a number
of arguments. Let then a nonnegative parameter « be given and denote by w the
weight

w(t) =" (A.6)

For 0 < o < 1, the metric parabolic Holder space H® = H*(M) is defined as
the set of all functions on M with finite {*-norm, defined by the formula

_ N (Tx) = f(o,y)l
1 e = ™" f g + sup w0 / >
O<p((7,x),(0,y)<L;t 20 ,0((1', X), (07 )’))

As in the above space setting one can recast this definition in a more functional
setting, using the parabolic standard operators. A set of distributions was
introduced in [2], whose precise definition is irrelevant here.

DEFINITION. For a € (-3, 3), we define the parabolic Holder space
C*=C*(M)=Ce(M) =C2

as the closure, in the set of distributions, of the set of bounded and continuous
functions on M for the C* — w-norm, defined by

I fllcx == sup Jlw ' Qi(llr=rn + sup  sup t*w ' Q,(f)ll=m).-

QeStGCk Qestaek 0<r<1
0<k<2b | <k <2b

We write C% if we want to emphasize the dependence of the norm on w. The
following result was proved in [2], building on Calder6n’s formula (A.5).

PROPOSITION 29. Choose any finite nonnegative parameter k in the definition
(A.6) of the weight w. Given « € (0, 2), set

E = (CYPL®) N (L>CY),

and endow this space with its natural norm. Then £* is continuously embedded
into C¢. Furthermore, if o« € (0, 1), the spaces £%, C¢ and H* are equal, with
equivalent norms.
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The weighted version (L°C¢),, of L°CY is the same space, equipped with the
norm

I flleece), == sup e “FIIf(z,)llca-
0<t<T
We use the following regularization properties of the heat operator associated
with L, in the proof of global in time well-posedness for the (PAM) equation.
It is proved under this form in [2, Section 3.4].

THEOREM 30 (Schauder estimates). e For any choice of parameters B and
& > 0, such that =2 +2¢ < B8 < 0, we have

71 -
17 @llgpra2 Sroe vl ey, -

e Given B € (0,2) and ¢ € [0, 1), we have the continuity estimate
1L @) lgpr2a2e S e Ivllggs
for an implicit constant in the inequality independent of k.

Before turning to the definition of an intertwined pair of parabolic paraproducts
we close this section with another useful continuity property involving the Holder
spaces C7; it is used in the proof of the continuity properties of the swap an
merging operators, Proposition 38 in Appendix C. Recall the manifold M is
compact.

PROPOSITION 31. Given o € (0, 1), a space—time weight w, some integer a > 0
and a standard family P € StGC®, there exists a constant ¢ depending only on
the weight w, such that

()P f)e) = (PN < cls +1+ ple,)) | fllca,

uniformlyins,t € (0, 1]and e = (r,x) and ¢’ = (0, y) € M, witht > o.

It is possible, and necessary for our purpose here, to make the link between
the notions of regularity defined in terms of the operator L and the usual notion
of regularity given by the differentiable structure of the manifold, for regularity
indices in the range (1, 2). Since the collection of vector fields (V;)<i<s, Spans
smoothly each tangent space, for every function f € C'(M) and every x € M

Vi@ = Ym0 HE Vi),

1<i<to
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for a collection (¥;)1<i<¢, Of smooth coefficients. For two points x, y € M and
f € C*(M) we have

|f () = f ) = (V) e )rm| S dlx, p),

where T, M is the canonical tangent space of M at the point x € M, and 7, , is
a tangent vector of 7, M of length d(x, y), whose associated geodesic reaches y
at time 1. Such a tangent vector 7., is unique if d(x, y) is no greater than ry,
the injectivity radius of the compact manifold M. Combining these two facts, we
have

Lo
‘f(x) - fy) - Z Ye@) Ve(f)(x){(Ve(x), ey ) ToM Sf d(x, )’)2~

=1

We can then define for « € (1, 2), the space H* defined by the norm

£ = 1LF Do
|76 = ) = X VeV, )
+ sup
d(ii‘)il‘r/lM d(x’ y)a
< oo, (A7)

Following [1, Proposition 2.5], it can be easily proved that for & € (1, 2) then C*
is continuously embedded into H*: Uniformly in x, y € M with d(x, y) < ry,
one has

Lo

) = FO) =D @ VeV @), eyrm| S dx )N fllce. (AB)

=1

The parabolic counterpart goes as follows, taking into account the fact that
because of the parabolic scaling, a regularity of order « < 2 can be encoded
in finite increments in time, with no need of a higher order expansion, and a first
order expansion in space. The precise statement takes the following form.

PROPOSITION 32. Given a € (1,2) and f € C®, there exists a positive implicit
constant such that for every e = (1, x), € = (0, y) in M, with p(e, €') < ry then

Lo
f©) = £(&) =D v@Ve £ Ve ). weyrm| S I f leeple. ).
=1
Proof. We do not give all the details of the proof since it follows exactly the proof
of Proposition 2.5 in [1]. Here is a guideline.
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We decompose f at the scale r = p(e, ¢’) with

*© d
F=G=Pip+e [ Pon.

We plug this decomposition in the left hand side of the desired inequality. One
gets estimate on the contribution of the first part ( f — 7332 f) using that

If = P25 fllo ST fllees MVilf = P2 Hlloo S fllce

and recalling that m, , has length d(x, y) < r. For the second part, we integrate
the contributions along ¢ > r2, applying (A.8) at order 2 to the kernel Kp, to
obtain, for e = (7, x) and ¢ = (o, y), the estimate

Lo

Kp,(e.¢") = Kp (e, €)= Y ve(x)Ky,p, (e, ¢ ) Ve(x), oy

=1
2
< r ) "
S (_ﬁ Gi(e, "),

where G, is the Gaussian kernel. Integrating this estimate against Q,(f) gives a
factor (r/+/1)*t*/*> which can then be integrated along ¢ € (r2, 0o) since o € (1, 2).
O

A.3. Parabolic paraproducts. We give here a quick presentation of the pair
of intertwined paraproducts introduced in [2], following the semigroup approach
developed first in [1]. The starting point for the introduction of the operator I7 is
Calder6n’s reproducing formula (A.5). Using iteratively the Leibniz rule for the
differentiation operators V; or d,, we have the following decomposition

‘ dt : d
re= Yol [ Ao+ Al Yot [ BGoT.
i 0 A 0

where

e 7, is the set of all tuples (I, J, k, £) with the tuples I, J and the integers k, £
satisfying the constraint

1 J b
P kre=2;

I I . .
e a}’], b/ are bounded sequences of numerical coefficients;
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o for (I, J, k,¢) €1, ,{:,{(f, g) has the form
ALL(f.8) = PO VDS f @Y, 0)Pg)
with S®2 € GC"*;
o for (1, J,k, £) € I, B} (f, g) has the form
Bii(£.8) = SPPAFHViay PP £} (V0P g))
with S®/» ¢ GC"”.

DEFINITION. Given f in Use(O,l)Cs and g € L>*®(M), we define the
paraproduct P f by the formula

! dt
Pop= [ Y diAlgeo+ Y B
0

t
Ty:|11/2+k>b/4 Ty:|11/2+k>b/4

and the resonant term 7)( £, g) by the formula

1
mOGe= [ Y al Ao+ Al )
0

Tyil11/24+k<b/4

dt
+ Y wiBIGe

Ty |11/2+k=|J | /2+=b/4

With these notations, Calderdn’s formula becomes
f8=PYf+PPg+ " (f.89) + AL(f.8)
with the ‘low-frequency part’
AL(f.8) =P P f-P).

If b is chosen large enough, then all the operators involved in the paraproduct
and resonant terms have a kernel pointwisely bounded by a kernel G, at the right
scaling. Moreover,

(a) the paraproduct term P(g”) f is a finite linear combination of operators of the
form

: dt
/ Q:.(Qtzf : P,lg)T
0
with Q', Q* € StGC"*, and P' € SIGC™",
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(b) the resonant term IT?)( f, g) is a finite linear combination of operators of the
form

! dt
f Pi(Qf - Qi) —
0
with Q', ©0? € StGC"* and P! € StGC"*”.

We invite the reader to see what happens of all this when working in the flat
torus with its associated Laplacian. Note also that P_(fb)(l) =1%(f 1) =0, and
that we have the identity

PV f=f—-P" PP,

as a consequence of our choice of renormalizing constant. Therefore, the
paraproduct with the constant function 1 is equal to the identity operator, up to
the strongly regularizing operator P{b) o Pl(b). The regularity properties of the
paraproduct and resonant operators can be described as follows; it behaves as its
classical, Fourier-based, counterpart (2.1).

PROPOSITION 33. (a) For every real-valued regularity exponent ., B, and every
positive regularity exponent y, we have

AL (f @ller S N flleeliglles
(b) Foreverya € (—3,3) and f € C*, we have
IPY fllce S lgllooll fllce
for every g € L™, and
IPY fllcess < llgllcell flce
forevery g € CPwith B <0and o + B € (=3, 3).
(c) Foreverya, p € (—3,3) witha + B > 0, we have the continuity estimate

TP (f, @llcars S NI fllcellglics

DEFINITION. We define a modified paraproduct P® setting
PO f =27 (PP(L ).

The next proposition shows that if one chooses the parameter ¢; that
appears in the reference kernels G,, and the exponent b in the definition of
the paraproduct, both large enough, then the modified paraproduct P® has the
same algebraic/analytic properties as P®.
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PROPOSITION 34. e For_a choice of large enough constants £, and b, the
modified paraproduct P, f is a finite linear combination of operators of the
form

: dt
[ er@r-pof
0
with Q' € GC"*, Q* € SIGC""* and P' € SIGC™"".

e Foreverya € (—3,3) and ¢ € (0,1) witha — ¢ € (—3,3) and f € C* we
have _
IPY Flleg S e~ glloll £ e,

forevery g € L*.

The notation Q'* does not make sense for a generic element Q' of GC. The
operator that appears in this formula is actually of the form Q! = Q,r~'.¢!,
with Q e StGC, for which the notation Q'!* makes sense. Note that the norm
Il fllce above has no weight. Note here the normalization identity

B f = f =27 o PP o PP )
for every distribution in f € S); it reduces to
PUf=r =P P

if fi=0 =0.
Following the definition of the inner difference operator Z given in
Section 3.2, we extend it to the parabolic setting defining Z(= Z,) by the formula

//Mz(-@f)(e’)g(e) v(de)v(de') := //Mz(f(e/) — f(e)g(e) v(de)v(de');
with this notation, the crucial motivating relation

P,(P.g) — Prag = P (P2ag)

holds true.

Last, we prove an elementary property of the modified paraproduct that
provides some pointwise information on the solutions to singular partial
differential equations.

PROPOSITION 35. Let «, B be positive regularity exponents, and let u, Z € C*
with v € CP be given, with Z(0, -) = 0. Assume that

u— ﬁUZ e CutP,
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and define y := min(a + B, 1). If a + B # 1, we have

lue) —u(e’) —v(e)(Z(e) — Z(eN] < ple, ),

uniformly in e, e’ € M with p(e,e’) < 1. Ifa + B = 1, we have an additional
logarithemic loss

lu(e) — u(e') —v(e)(Z(e) = Z(e)] S ple, ) log(l + ple,e) ™).
Proof. Due to the assumption, one has
lu(e) —u(e') —v(e)(Z(e) — Z())| S ple, ) + (»)

with - -
®) = [(P,Z2)(e) = (P, Z)(e") — v(e)(Z(e) — Z(e))].

Using Calderén reproducing formula, or the normalization, yields
Pz=z

since Z(0, -) = 0, and we see that (%) is equal to

1
/ Q,’(Q,ZP,U)(e) - Q;(Q,ZP,U)(E/)
0

d
(@ QD Z)(e) + v(e)Q,'(Q,Z)(e/)Tt' :

SO
! dt
) < / dr
0 t

Using the regularity estimates on v and on the kernel of the approximation
operators, one sees that

/(KQ: (e,a) — Ko (€', @) Q. Z(a)(Pv(a) — v(e))v(da)

1 /
) < [vlles / /min {1, ple.¢) } Gi(e, )| Q,Z(@)|(t + pla, &) P v(da) ™
0 «/; t

ple.e)? dt 1 . e dt
< Iolles1Z s / Gy N P / / Pe€) arpysdt
0 t 02 Jt t
S lvllesllZlleple, ),
which concludes the proof. O

https://doi.org/10.1017/fms.2019.44 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/fms.2019.44

1. Bailleul and F. Bernicot 78
Appendix B. Paracontrolled expansion formula

We give in this section a detailed and rigorous proof of Theorem 4. The
parameter b is fixed, and we note I7 for IT®.

THEOREM 36 (Higher order Taylor expansion). Let f : R+ R be a C* function,
and let u be a real-valued and C* function on M, with o € (0, 1). Then

f(u) = Pf’(u)(u) + %{Pf(z)(u)(uz) - 2Pf(2)(u)u(u)}
+ %{Pf@(u) (MS) - 3Pf(3)(u)u (u2) + 3Pf(3)(u)u2 (l/l)} + f(u)t (Bl)

for some remainder f(u)* € C*. If moreover f is of class C°, then the remainder
term f(u)* is locally Lipschitz with respect to u, in the sense that

I f @) = f@)llew S (1+ Nullee + Ivllee)*lu = vllce. (B.2)
Proof. Let us give a detailed proof of the third order expansion, that claims that

(*) = f(u) - Pf’(u)(u) - %{Pfa)(u)(u2) - 2Pf(2)(u)u(u)}

is a 3x-Holder function. We invite the reader to follow what comes next in the
light of the proof given in Section 2 in the time-independent, flat, model setting
of the torus.

As, by definition, the paraproduct operator P,(-) is a finite sum of different
terms, each of them of the form

Al 1= /0 1 O QP @,
with Q', O at least to StGC’, it is sufficient to prove that the following function
() 1= Flu) — /0 | [Q}'(Q?(M)P}(f/(u))) + QN @WIPI( W)
— QWP (u)u))}?

is an element of C3*. Using Calderén’s reproducing formula together with the
normalization of the paraproduct, we have

! dt
fu) = / Q}°Q?(f(u)7’f(1))7
0
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up to a remainder quantity corresponding to the low-frequency part that is as
smooth as we want. So one can write (x) under the form

(%) =/IQ}‘(8,)£ (B.3)
0 t
with
g = Q)P (1) — QPP (f ()
— 1P (P W) + Q)P (fPwu).

Due to the orthogonality/cancellation property of the operators Q]*, it suffices
for us to get an L™ control of ¢,. Using the kernel representation of the different
operators, we have for every e € M

eie) = / /Mz Kga(e, ¢)Kp (e, e”){f(u(e/)) —u(@) f'(u(e"))

1
- Euz(e’)f(z) (u(e") +u(e) f? u (6"))14(6”)}V(dE’)V(de”)-
Note also that we have from the usual Taylor formula for f

1
fue)) —ue) f'(ue")) — Euz(evf@)(u(e”)) +u(e) fPw(e"))ule")
= / / / FOue”) + s35251(ue') — u(e")))srs1(u(e’) — u(e”))’ dss ds, ds,
[0,113

1
+ fu(e") +u(e”) f'(ue") + Euz(e”)f(z) (u(e").

When we integrate against K o2 (e, €') Kp1 (e, €”) a quantity depending only in e”
has no contribution, since the latter kernel satisfies a cancellation property along
the e’-variable. So we have exactly

g (e) = // Kg:(e, e)Kpi(e, e
MZ

(/// FO ") + s3sas1(ule’) — u(e”)))szs1(u(e’) — u(e”))’ dsy ds, dsl)
017
x v(deHv(de").

Since K2 and Kp; are both pointwisely dominated by the Gaussian kernel G,
and using the fact that £® is bounded on the range of u, we obtain the uniform
control

lec(e)] S / /MZ Gi(e, )G (e, e")u(e) —u(e"))’ v(de')v(de")

3 3a/2
S lullge 42,
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from which the fact that (x) belongs to C** follows from (B.3). We used for that
purpose the identity

u(e) —u(e") = (u(e) —ule)) + (ule) — u(e")),

together with Proposition 29 on the characterization of parabolic regularity in
terms of increments, to see that

lu(e") —u(e")| < (d(e', e) +d(e”, )l fllce.

The fourth order expansion of the statement is proved by a very similar reasoning
left to the reader. One proceeds exactly as in the proof of Theorem 4 to prove the
stability estimate (B.2). I

__ Observe the fact that one can give a paracontrolled expansion formula with the
P operator in place of the P operator, as a consequence of Proposition 34 on the
structure of the modified paraproduct P, and the proof of Theorem 36.

Appendix C. Continuity results

Recall the definitions of the corrector

C(f, 8. h) = (Pr(g). h) — f (g, h),
the (modified) commutators

D(f. g.h) = (P, (). h) — P, (IT(g. h),

S(f, g h)= Pf(Pgh) - Pg(Pfh),

and their iteratei introduced in Section 3. We use also their ° variants, built with
P in the role of P; we have for instance

RO(.ﬁ g’ h) = Pf(Pgh') - Pffs’h

All these operators are initially defined on the space of smooth functions. We

prove in this section the continuity results on these operators stated in Section 3.
Let x stand for a smooth nonnegative function on [0, 0co0), equal to 1 in a

neighbourhood of 0, with x (r) = 0 for r > ry. Given e = (¢, x) € M, set

Se(e, e) = x(d(x', x) (Vi (x), Tax! )T M
fore’ = (t',x') € M and exp, (7,) = x’,and 1 < £ < £y, and

H(éb(g, l’l) = H(Pgl(e,.)g, h)(e)
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DEFINITION 37. The refined paraproduct is defined by the formula

Lo

Cuy(f, 8, h)(e) :=C(f, g, h)(e) = Y ve(Vef) IT{y (g, h) (o).

=1

Recall from Section 3.1.1 the simple definition of the refined corrector in the
model setting of the flat torus.

C.1. Boundedness of commutators/correctors. We start by looking at the
case of the swap and merging operators S and R. We do not emphasize in the next
statement the choice of parameter « in the time weight. This has no consequence
on the use of these continuity results for the study of singular PDEs, as we
only use Schauder estimates in weighted spaces to deal with the terms from the
enhancement of the noise in the study of the linear (PAM) equation, not for all the
well-defined terms built from the corrector, commutator and their iterates.

PROPOSITION 38. e Let«, B, y be Holder regularity exponents with
ye€(=3,3), Be(01) and o€ (—o0,0).

Then if
B+y <3, and S:=a+B+y € (-3,3),

we have

ISCf 8. Wlles + I1IS°(f. 8. Wlies S N flle=ligleslilicr C.DH

so the modified commutator on paraproducts extends naturally into a trilinear
continuous map from C* x C? x C” to C°.

o Ifa = 0 then the product fg has a sense for f € L*(M) and g € CP, with
0 < B < 1, and we have

IR°(f, & Wlics + RS, 8 Mllee+r S 1f Nz 18ller Al (C2)
e Ifa,B € (0,1)and y € (-3, 3), then we have
IR°(f. & W licerser SN flleeliglleslIRllcy (C.3)

Proof. Recall the operators P (-), respectively ﬁg’)(-), are given by a finite sum
of operators of the form

1 ] le 2 1 dt
-Af() :/ Qr (Q,()P, (f))?s
0
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respectively
Tl : le 2 1 dt
A0 = | Q@ OPN
0

where Q!, 92, 02 belong at least to StGC® and 0! is an element of GC’. We
describe similarly the operator P}I?)(~) as a finite sum of operators of the form

: dt
() = f Q9 (QOPH M
0
Thus, we need to study a generic modified commutator
A2 (AL (h)) — ALA(h)),

and introduce for that purpose the intermediate quantity

1
d
ECf g h) = / Q@ - Pl(9) - PN
0

(We proceed similarly for the study of S°.) Note here that due to the normalization
P, =~ Id, up to some strongly regularizing operator, there is no loss of generality
in assuming that

1 1 1
[ aal-[ o= aal-u  «co

Step 1. Study of A} (./Zl (h)) — E(f, g, h). We shall use a family Q in StGC*,
for some a > |§], to control the Holder norm of that quantity. By definition, and
using the normalization (C.4), for every r € (0, 1), the quantity Q, (.A2 (.A1 (h) —
E(f, g, h)) is equal to

ds dt

/ / Q. QM QB G PI ) - PH ™
- f 0,0 (Q'(h) - P(g) Pf(f))?
0
! Sef AENle, N2 1 1 2 ds dt
- / / 0,0"[Q! 0 (B2 (W) (P (g) — Pl(e)) - P2(f)} oL
0 0

where in the last line the variable of Pl(g) is that of Q3’ and so it is frozen
through the action of O*Q!*. Then using that g € C# with 8 € (0, 1), we know
by Proposition 31 that we have, for t > o,

(Ple)(x, T) = (PI)(y, )| S (s + 1+ p((x, ), (v, o)D) lIgllcr.
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Note that it follows from Equation (A.1) that the kernel of Q? @;"1 is pointwisely
bounded by G, and allowing different constants in the definition of G, we have

Gras (6, ), (v, 0N (s +14+dx, P2 S (s +0PPG1,((x, D), (3, 0)). (C.5)

So using the cancellation property of the operators Q, respectively Q' and O, at
an order no less than a, respectively 3, we deduce that

19, (A2(AL () — E(f. g M)l

1 1 pee a/2 st 3/2
§||f||Cfr||g||cﬂ||h||CV/ / ((H,,)z) <(s+[)z>

x 17125 4 pyp2ger sl

where we used that « is negative to control PSZ( f). The integral over ¢t € (0, 1)
can be computed since y > —3 and 8 4+ y < 3, and we have

19, (A2 (AL(R)) — E(f. 8. )

1 pl a2
sr ds
< ” h §92 22
Sfllealigliesl ||cv/0 /0 <(s+r)2> ;
S flleeliglice 1 allerr®?,

uniformly in r € (0, 1) because |a| > §. That concludes the estimate for the
high-frequency part. We repeat the same reasoning for the low-frequency part by
replacing Q, with Q; and conclude that

1A (AL () = E(f. 8. W) les < N fllew g llesllAllcr

Step 2. Study of A;(Aff(h)) — E(f, g, h). This term is almost the same
as that of Step 1 and can be treated in exactly the same way. Note that
Q,(A;(A_Zf(h)) — E(f, g, h)) is equal, for every r € (0, 1), to

1 1 d d
f / Q, QMG (Q WP - Plign =
0 0

! e, A4 1 2 ds
- / Q. Q@i - Pl(e) - PHN
dsdt

f / 0, QM { QA (Q (P! () ~ P(e) - PHMN}E

where in the last line the variable of P/ (g) is that of , so it is frozen through
the action of Q. The same proof as in Step 1 can be repeated which gives the
first statement of the theorem.
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Step 3. Proof of the second statement. For the second statement, Step 1
still holds. So it only remains to compare E(f, g, h) with .A?g (h). This amounts

to compare P*(fg) with P!(fgP*(f). Using the regularity of g € C# and the
uniform boundedness of f € L™, we get

1P (fg) — PHP uf) = < tP?

which allows us to conclude.

Step 4. Proof of the third statement. The key observation is that R° satisfies
more cancellation that R, namely

R°(L, g, h) = R°(f, 1, h) = 0.

Taking advantage of that fact, for any O € StGC?, we have for s ¢ (0, 1) and
e € M, the identity

QR (f. 8. M)(e) = Q(R°(f — f(e). g — gle), M)(e).

The difference structure has been taken into account in this cancellation/identity
and we can now estimate each piece in the definition of R° separately. Using
previous arguments, one has

|9 (Pfff(e) Pg—g(e) (h) (el

</ // ( st )*( tt )3( bty >3
~ Joap JIre \ (s +11)? (t + 1)? (t, + 13)?

X s+t (ea e/)gtﬁ—tz (ea 6//)

dt, dt, dts

1f(e) — f(e)llgle) — gle")v(de)v(de )] hller — ——
Hh b 1

- / /‘/ ( sty >3( ht )3< i )3
~heh foip J e \ (s + 1) (t + 1)? (+1)°

X gs+t| (6, e/)gtH-tz (6, 6/,)
p(e,e)ple,e)fv(de)v(de")t)

/2 dtl dt2 dt3
th t

_ / ( sty >3< Lt )3( b3 )3
~heh foe \s+m2) \+02) \+6)?

)(a+ﬂ)/2ty/2%ﬁ%
3 h hh B3
2
S gltB+y)/ I fllceliglicellller,

X(Es+H+10

https://doi.org/10.1017/fms.2019.44 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/fms.2019.44

High order paracontrolled calculus 85

uniformly in e € M and s € (0, 1), which concludes the proof of the desired
estimate for this first term. (The intermediate implicit constants in the upper
bounds are constant multiples of || f|lc«|lgllcelli|lcy.) The second estimate is
obtained similarly, observing that

I(f(€) = f(e)g(e) — gl < ple', )| fllcellgller,

and gives in the end

1Qs(R°(f, & Il S s 2| flicellglicellhller - [

REMARK 39. The above proof actually shows the following property of the
operator

Sni=gr S(f.g.h) (C.6)
where f € C* and h € C” are fixed. For all families Q', Q> € GC* for some
a > 0, the linear operator QS ;, Q2* has a kernel pointwisely bounded by

st

(B+)/2
(t +5)PT7 ((s+t)2

a/2
) Gris(e, Nl fllcallnlicr-
PROPOSITION 40. e Let«, B, v be Holder regularity exponents with o € (0, 1),
B € (=3,3)andy € (—o0, 3]. Set
S:=(a@+B)A3+y.

If
O<a+B+y<1 and B+y <0

then the corrector C extends continuously into a trilinear map from C* xC# xC”
to C°.

e If a, B, y are positive then the commutator D is a continuous trilinear map

from C* x CP x C to C°.

Proof. The result on C was already proved in [1, Proposition 3.6] in a more
general setting. We only focus here on proving the boundedness of D. As already
done above, we represent the operator Psf’)(') under the form

' Aler 2 1 dt
Ar() 1=/ Q,°(Q, ()P, (f))T’
0
and the resonant term 17 (g, h) as

1
d
Blg.h = [ PR@@Qm)
0
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Thus, we need to study a generic modified commutator
(%) := B(As(g), h) — As(B(g, h))
bt ds dt
= f / PIQQ QP (MNQ () ——
o Jo
bt ds dt
- [ | er@rr@wampiimnts.
0o Jo
and introduce for that purpose the intermediate quantity
L el 3 4 dt
E(fig. )= | PP (NHL®L (h))T'
0
Then we compare the two quantities with E(f, g, h), such as done previously.
Each of these two comparisons makes appear an exact commutation on the
function f, due to our choice of normalization for our paraproducts. Using the

C® regularity on f together with the cancellation property of the Q operators, we
get

et e N} st 3 dt ds
; o < ﬁ/ztl’/z t“/z__
19l N/O /0 (Ht) <(S+t)2> SRR 4 )RS
1 pl 3 3
+/ / s 5 ,ﬁ/zty/z(s+,)a/2ﬂd_s
o Jo \(r+s)? s+t t s
1 3 1 3
5/ ( ’ )t“"*ﬁ”)”ﬂJr/ ( s )tﬁ/zt”z(rth)”‘/zﬂ
0 r+t t 0 r+t t

5 ra/z’

which shows that (x) belongs to C°. O

C.2. Boundedness of iterated commutators/correctors. We now turn
to the study of the continuity properties of the iterated versions of
commutators/correctors, and start with the (modified) iterated commutator
on paraproducts.

ProPOSITION 41. Ify € (0, 1), o, v € (0, 1/2) and B € (-3, 3) then we have

IR®(u, £, Pug) — PaR*(u, f, @)llcessres SN flleeligliesllullerllalicr. (C.7)

This statement is a combination of both (C.1) and (C.3) of Proposition 38; we
let the reader write the proof. We now state the continuity result for the 4-linear
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iterated swap operator defined in (3.15); a similar continuity result holds for the
5-linear iterated operator defined in (3.16); its proof is left to the reader.

PROPOSITION 42. Let «, By, B>, v be Holder regularity exponents with
y € (=3,3), 81,5, € (0,1) and a € (—00,0). Then if

a+pB+y <3, and S:=a+B+y+ve(-33),

we have

IS(S. (81. 82)- Mlles S If lleligilles llg2llcelRller (C.8)
so the commutator defines a quadrilinear continuous map from C* x CPt x C#2 x C¥
to C°.

Proof. Fix some functions f € C* and g, € C*; we have

S(f, (1, 82), h) := S(f, Py, g2, h) — Py, S(f, 82, h).

With the same notations as in the proof of Proposition 38, for which we have
relations (C.4), we write

1
d
P, IS/, g2. )] = / Q' (Q?[S(f, g2 )] - P,‘gl){
0
ds dt

st

1 1
_ / / Q1*(Q2S(f, 0*O2gr. )1 - Pl )
0 0

Expanding S( f, ﬁgl &2, h) correspondingly, we get with S, defined in (C.6),

ds dt

st
(C.9)

where the variable of P!g;h is that of Q. Since g; belongs to C#, with

B1 € (0, 1), we know from Proposition 31 that

[(Plg)(e) = (PigN(e)] S (t +s+ ple, &)Y ligillen,

for all e, e’ € M. As above, fix a collection Q of StGC’, for some a > 3, to
control Holder norms. We need to estimate

”Qrs(fv (&1, &), h)||L°°(M)-

Using decomposition (C.9), we have

1 1
S(f, (g1, g2), ) = / / 0[028,,(0"* (D¢, - (Plg — Plg)))
0 0

bt re \?  dsdt
o0 < ——— I — .
1Q,S(f, (g1, 82) M)l L=y N/O /0 ((r +t)2) Iy, s 7’ (C.10)
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where

I, == sup Q7S ,(Q*(D%g, - (P gi(e) — Plgi)))(e).

eeM
Due to Remark 39, we have a pointwise estimate of the kernel of the operator
Q[ZS f.h(Qi‘(-)), so with the pointwise regularity estimate on & and (C.5), we
deduce that

L S s+ 0P 2 Qo || fllcellgallen 1 ller
8/2
S+ 0" flicellgilles llgalles I ller -

It follows from that estimate and the fact that || < a, that

1Q,S(f, (1, 82), Mlli~my S 721 flicellgilless g2lles I ller

uniformly in 7 € (0, 1). A similar analysis of the low frequency of S(f, (g1, £2), h)
can be done, which completes the proof of the Holder estimate. O

PROPOSITION 43. Pick By, B> € (0, 1) with B1 + B < 1, and y € (—3,3). We
have
IR(f, Pg g2, ) — Po R(f, 82, B) | emesnsr
+IR°(f, Py g2, h) — Py R(S, 820 1)l crresrsr
S NSl ligillen lgalles 1hllcr - (C.11)

Proof. Fix a parameter r € (0, 1) and look for a control (uniformly in e € M) of

) := O,[R(f, Py, 82, h) — P, R(f, g2, ](e).

We follow the arguments of Proposition 38 — more precisely of (C.2) and (C.3),
since

~ 1
() = Q,[R(f, Py 82, h)1(e) —/ Q, Q[ Pogi - QIR(S, g2, W] (e),
0

and we have seen there how to control the composition of a Q operator with R.
So we repeat the exact same reasoning with replacing the function f by P,, f and
now the commutator (with the extra paraproduct P, ) brings terms of the form

[P, 82(e") — Py g2(e")] — P (g1)(€")[g2(e) — g2(e")]

for points ¢’, ¢”, ¢” of the parabolic space M, multiplied by Gaussian kernels
localizing points at the scale p(e,e’) + p(e,e”) + p(e,e”) < r'/2. Using
Proposition 35, we deduce that since g, € C#' and g, € C** then

I[Py, 82(€') — Py g2(e)] = Pr(g1)(€")ga(€) — ga(eN]] S rPH02,

The result follows by repeating the computations done in proving (C.3). O
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We now look at the iterated corrector. The proof of continuity for the lower and
upper iterates are almost the same and the reader can see clearly on the model
case of iterated integrals what the difference is.

PROPOSITION 44. Let o, B, € (0, 1), 8, € (—3,3) and y € (—o00, 3]. Assume
that a + B; + B> < 3 with

Si=a+B+B+ye@1), a+p+y<0 and B +B+y <0.

Then the 4-linear upper iterated corrector G is a continuous map from C* x CP1 x

CP2 x C” 1o C°.
Proof. Fix f € C* and h € C” and set

C() :=C(f, -, h),

SO
C(f, (g1, 82),h) = C(P, 82) — 81 C(g2).

Using the same notation as previously, and omitting for convenience the indices
on the different collections Q and P, we write

o~ 1_ o o ds
C(P, g2) =/ CQ:(ngZ',Psgl)T’
0

1
_ o e~ d
81C(g2) = g1 C(P1(g2) = 81/ CO (98- Psl)?s~

0

Note that due to the conservation property of the heat semigroup associated
with L, the quantity P, 1 is either constant equal to 1 or to 0, depending on whether
P, encodes some cancellation or not. Thus, given e = (x, ) € M, and setting

Fooi= Q.8 - (Pogi — Pu(1) - g2(e)),

we have
1
— ~ — — ~ d
C(f. (g1, 8. h)(e) = C(P, g)(e) —1 (e) C(g2)(e) = / C(Q;Fx,e)(e)f-
0

As before, we can use that g; € C#', with B, € (0, 1). We have fore, ¢’ € M

Ig1(e) — g1 S ple, €N ligillcn,

and therefore, using the ‘Gaussian bounds’ for P;,

[(Peg(e) = (PD(E) gi(@)] S (s + ple, ) Pligillen
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As done in the proof of Proposition 40, we introduce an intermediate quantity of
the form

1 dt
S(a,b,c) = / P (Qb - Q,c- Pta)T,
0
and write
C(DtF,)(e) = T(P(D°F,,), h)(e) — S(f, O F,., h)(e)
+ S(f7 Q;Fs,e’ h)(e) - f(e) : H(Q;Fs,ea h)(e)
=: I1(s) + L(s). (C.12)

e We start with the estimate for /,. One can then write with generic notations for
the resonant term 7

1
d
(SCf. 82, h) — f - 11(g2, h))(e) =/ Pi(Qigr- Qih - (P f — f(e)))(e)Tt,
0

and it is known that the integrand is pointwisely bounded by ¢@*+"1+"2)/2_Since this
argument only uses pointwise estimates, we can replace b by Q*F; ,. Therefore,
by writing

1
td
/us)—:/ f PUQE e Qh-(Pf — f@ S
0
and using
N 3/2
19 Qsdll Loy S <(S +t)2> 1L (C.13)
with ¢ = F| ,, we obtain
! ds
/Iz(S)—
0 S Lo
dt ds

1ol -
</ / le > PAQBIF,c - Qh- (F@) = P D@~
0 0

S lgilles llg2lice | fllce 1R ller
ds dt

3/2
/ / (( +t)2) Giis(e, €)(s + ple, €)1 2sP 2l — ——

3/2
S £ llesllgallen lgalles: Nl f / ((s +,)2)

ds dt
X sﬂz/Z(s + t)ﬂl/Zt(a-!—V)/Z

st
S I flleeligilica llgzllce: 1Rllcr

sincea + B+ B+ y > 0.
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e Let us now estimate the regularity of I,(s). Let e, ¢’ € M with p(e, ¢’) < 1. We
split the integral in ¢ into two parts, corresponding to t < p(e, €’)? ort > p(e, e')*.
In the first case, note that

p(e,e’)z dt
/ t(a+ﬁ1+ﬁz+}/)/27 S p(e, e/)a+ﬁ1+ﬁ2+)/’
0

so that by repeating the arguments above, we get the desired estimate. In the case
t > p? with p 1= p(e, '), write for s € (0, 1)

/ (PAQOF,.- Qh- (f(e) = Pof))e)

1
pz
~ , . dt
~PAQT e Q- (FE) = PN
1
_ / (PAQGF,. - Q- (f(e) — Pof))(e)
pe
- d
~PUQT e Q- (f(©) = P}
1
~ o~ d
+(@1(0) - g1()) / PQE:Gb - Q- (&) = PN
,02
1
~ d
—(f(e) — f(e) / PUQ G, Q) (C.14)
p2

For the second and third term, we can assume s =~ ¢ by (C.13). One obtains

1

~ ~ d

Igl(e)—gl(e')I/ IP,(Q,QzQng'Q;h-(f(e/)—Pff))(e’)ITZ
pei

! dt

2
S flleligilles ||gz||cﬂz||h||(:v,0ﬂ1/ gethn/ s
02

5 | fllcellgillce llg2llce: -]l cr pa+ﬁl+ﬂ2+y’

since « + B, + v is negative, and

1

~ d

|f(e) — f(e/)I/ P (Q Q5 F. - Q,h)(e')th
02

dt

1
2
S flleellgrlles ||gz||cﬂz||h||cvpa/ 1 Prepn] e
02

<\ flleeligrlles l1gallce I Alley poPirthetr,

https://doi.org/10.1017/fms.2019.44 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/fms.2019.44

1. Bailleul and F. Bernicot 92

since B; + B, + y is also negative. For the first term in (C.14), we now repeat the
arguments of the proof of Proposition 40, which rely on the Lipschitz regularity
of the heat kernel as well as the fact that (o + 8, + 8, +v) € (0, 1). Summarizing,
we have shown that for e, ¢ € M with p(e, ') < 1

! .ds
(L(s)(e) — L(s)(e))—=
0
< ple, )P fllcallgilien lg2lles I ller -

Let us now come to /;(s) as defined in (C.12). Set ¢ := @;Fs,e, and write

1
~ d
@) = S g2t < [ 1PAAG. 1)+ Q)
0

with .
~ o~ dr
Ao, f) =9, (/ PrQ:(Qr¢ : Prf)T - P,fp,(f)) .
0
Following the proof of Proposition 40, and using (C.13), one obtains

1A (D Fy o ) || Loy

< /] ( rt )3/2 ( sr )3/2
“ho Ne+0?) s+

dr
52 2
x sP2(r 1)@t/ 7||f||ca||g1 s l182llce

hence
1
ds
/11(S)— S fliceligilles ligallce R ller
0 S VIOV

1 a1l a1 3/2 3/2
X/ / / rt sr Sﬂz/z(r+t)(u+ﬂ1)/2ty/2d_rd_sﬂ
A o ) (r+t)2 (S+r)2 r s Z’

and the triple integral is finite since (o + B + B, + y) is positive.
e For the regularity estimate of /;(s), consider

1
/ {PI(At(Q;F\',ev f) : th)(e) - Pt(At(Q;F\'.e’7 f) : th)(e/)}%
0

The estimate of this expression is similar, though simpler, compared to the one
of I,(s), as here e is frozen only in one spot. As before, one deals with this terms
using the heat kernel regularity of P; and the regularity estimate for a. O
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