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Abstract: We prove local (in space and time) well-posedness for a mildly regularised
version of the stochastic quantisation of the Yukawa; Euclidean field theory with a
self-interacting boson. Our regularised dynamic is still singular but avoids non-local
divergences, allowing us to use a version of the Da Prato—Debussche argument (Da Prato
and Debussche in Ann Probab 31(4):1900-1916, 2003. https://doi.org/10.1214/aop/
1068646370). This model is a test case for a non-commutative probability framework
for formulating the kind of singular SPDEs arising in the stochastic quantisation of field
theories mixing both bosons and fermions.
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1. Introduction

One approach to constructing interacting quantum field theories satisfying the Wight-
man axioms was pioneered by Osterwalder and Schrader [OS73a,0S75]. The idea is to
consider “imaginary time”, hence turning the ill-posed Feynman path integrals into a
formal expression that has at least a chance of being interpretable as a probability mea-
sure on a space of tempered distributions over space-time. Amazingly, this operation
can be reversed: given such a probability measure satisfying a number of rather natural
properties, as well as reflection positivity, it is possible to recover a Hilbert space of
states as well as a unitary evolution on that space and natural field operators.

Still, the construction of these “interacting” probability measures is far from trivial
and one of the milestones in this area was the construction of the <I>§' measure in the 70’s
[Fel74,GJ87]. In the 80’s, Parisi and Wu [PW81] proposed to interpret these measures
as the invariant measures of an associated Markovian dynamic (the “time” appearing
there has no relation to physical time, which is treated as one of the spatial coordinates
in this picture). While this is a very appealing perspective, it led to rather little progress
for about three decades (but see notably [JLM85,AR91,DPD03]) mainly due to a lack
of understanding of the workings of renormalisation for the stochastic PDEs arising in
this way.

All this changed in the early 2010s with the appearance of several techniques includ-
ing regularity structures [Hail4,BHZ19,CH16,BCCH21] and paracontrolled analysis
[GIP15,GP17] that provide an unequivocal meaning to these stochastic PDEs which
is consistent with previous works in constructive field theory. However, nearly all of
these works deal with purely bosonic quantum field theories, thus excluding any of the
more realistic theories that combine both bosons and fermions. From a purely formal
perspective, the situation is quite well-understood [Wei05, Tic99]: a non-interacting pair
of particle/antiparticle fields (1, 1) can be described by a type of centred “Gaussian”
generalised random field such that

W (HY(©Q) =W (HP(©) =0, W (H¥(@)=C(f. g (1.1)

for some bilinear form C(-, <), and with higher-order correlations given by the Wick
rule. The difference with the bosonic case, however, is that these fields anticommute in
the sense that

V(HOY(Q) = =¥ (@Y (f),
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so that they can only be realised as observables on a non-commutative probability space.
In this case, a natural realisation is the Grassmann algebra A($)) over some! Hilbert
space $). Namely, A($)) is the free algebra generated by ) subject to the relations
FAG = —GAFforall F,G € 5. The problem of constructing interacting field
theories with bosons and fermions can then be framed as starting from a state (-« ) for a
Gaussian bosonic field ¢ and an independent Gaussian fermionic field (1, ¥) and then
building the Gibbsian state

1 -
)y = (- expl=Vig. . ¥)]). (1.2)

where V (¢, ¥, ¥) is an interaction potential or action with a non-quadratic dependence
on the fields and Z is a normalising factor so that (1) = 1. However, in important cases
of interest (1.2) is ill-defined. Our focus in this article is analysis of the ultraviolet/small
scale problems with (1.2). The state (- ) will be supported on spaces of distributional
bosons and fermions which makes the non-linear functional V ill-defined —requiring
the use of renormalisation. As mentioned earlier, methods from stochastic analysis have
provided robust tools for attacking this problem in the purely bosonic setting.

1.1. Stochastic analysis for fermions. The most frequently used formalism in probability
for working with fermions is the Grassmann—Berezin calculus [Ber§87]. While it has been
a fundamental tool defining and computing correlation functions for fermionic fields,
it does not seem well-suited to describe fermions as objects of infinite dimensional
probability theory and analysis, and therefore unsuitable for studying fermions using
stochastic analysis.

Inthe recent article [ABDG22], the authors performed the first steps towards fermionic
stochastic analysis using the framework of non-commutative probability. We quickly
review how non-commutative probability can be seen as a generalisation of classical
(commutative) probability. In the latter setting, given a probability space (€2, ®), we can
define a corresponding “algebra of bounded observables” L (€2, u), that is the algebra
of (equivalence classes of) bounded measurable complex-valued functions. In particular,
L*°(2, ) is a (commutative) C*-algebra equipped with a state w,, : L*(22, u) - C
given by f + [ f du. The non-commutative probability setting allows one to take
non-commutative algebras of observables, the basic ingredients of a non-commutative
probability space being a C*-algebra A (playing the role of L*°($2, w)) equipped with
a positive definite state w: A — R (playing the role of expectation). In practice, one
often realises A as an algebra of bounded operators on some Hilbert space and the state
w can be written in terms of this representation.

In Sect.2.3 we will review how one can define a Gaussian fermionic process with
reproducing kernel Hilbert space $) by choosing our C*-algebra to be a CAR? algebra
A = A(9H). One can realise A as an algebra of bounded operators generated by creation
and annihilation operators on the antisymmetric Fock space generated by $) and the
state w is given by A +— (1, A1) where 1 denotes the vacuum of the Fock space. The
fermionic fields® v, ¥ will then be generators of a Grassmann subalgebra of A.

I One can essentially make any choice of §) here, see Remark 2.2.

2 Canonical Anticommutation Relations.

3 The fields themselves are operator-valued distributions thatmap Z 5 f +— ¥ (f), ¥ (f) € A®C? where
2 is some space of test functions. The same is true of the regular white noise, where £(z) is not a random
variable but instead a distribution that takes test functions to random variables by mapping f +— &(f).
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Remark 1.1. One difference a reader may find between our approach and that of
[ABDG22] is that theirs is dual to the one we use in this article. Given a probabil-
ity space (€2, i) and a target space V, a V-valued random variable X is usually seen as a
measurable map 2 — V. However, there is a dual perspective which identifies the ran-
dom variable X with the map X* taking bounded measurable functions on V' to bounded
measurable functions on 2 by precomposing with X. In the fermionic setting the role
of bounded measurable functions on V' is played by the Grassmann algebra A (V) and
that of the bounded measurable functions on (€2, ) is played by some C*-algebra .4
endowed with a state w: A — C. In [ABDG22], the role of (totally anticommuting)
random variables in V is then played by algebra homomorphisms ®: A(V) — A.

However, we will not take up this dual approach, and work directly on our CAR
algebra A along with extensions of this algebra. We find this more convenient for field
theory where V is infinite dimensional, for combining probabilistic and analytic argu-
ments, and for working with bosons and fermions simultaneously (without integrating
out either).

Some of the key achievements of [ABDG22] are formulating stochastic differential
equations and Itd calculus for fermions which are used to formulate Langevin dynamics
for a fermionic field theory, however, this field theory has been regularised at small scales
to avoid the need for renormalisation.

Our main objective in the present article is to investigate how to develop a local
well-posedness theory for singular fermionic stochastic partial differential equations.
An immediate obstacle we encounter is that non-commutative probability does not quite
generalise all aspects of classical probability as the latter theory makes heavy use of
the fact that there is underlying measure space of realisations (€2, i). For algebras
of bounded random variables, one can take A = L°°(Q, u). However, most random
variables appearing in classical probability are unbounded, so one usually works in
a much larger algebra M(2, ) of all (equivalence classes modulo p-null sets of)
measurable maps from €2 to C equipped with the topology of convergence in probability,
or in the spaces LY(2, u) € M(2, u) for 1 < p < oo. There are related notions in
non-commutative probability, such as unbounded operators affiliated with A or non-
commutative L7 spaces [Tak03,CdS19] but these frameworks are currently lacking for
our purposes and might be ill-suited to apply to non-linear problems.

When aiming for a robust local well-posedness theory for (commutative) non-linear
SDEs/SPDE:s it is natural to leverage 2 even more strongly and work “pathwise” —that
is one performs all the analysis after freezing an arbitrary point 12 € 2. This allows one
to treat any stochastic driving noise as fixed and bounded and also bypasses the issue
that non-linear operations don’t behave well with L7 (€2, i) spaces for ¢ < oo. This
point of view is well-suited for the analysis of rough/singular equations, there fixing
7 € Q allows one to treat an enhanced noise (including renormalised products) as fixed
and bounded.

The problem that appears in non-linear singular SPDEs is that, while fermionic
Gaussians can be thought of as bounded random variables, this is typically not true for the
higher order Gaussian chaoses which appear when renormalising non-linear expressions
of rough Gaussian fields. While these objects can be constructed as affiliated unbounded
operators or elements of a non-commutative L4 space, one is no longer able to solve
equations in which such objects appear. In particular, the approach to solving non-linear
stochastic differential equations in [ABDG?22] appears to depend crucially on the fact
that A is a Banach algebra, or at least an m-convex topological algebra.
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Working “pathwise” in 2 in the commutative setting is analogous to the method
of “localisation” in algebraic geometry. The primary contribution of our article is the
development of a “localisation” approach to non-commutative probability (drawing on
[DV75,DV77]) and its application to obtain a local (in space and time) well-posedness
theory for an SPDE that includes fermions and requires the renormalisation of products
involving fermions.

Finally, we mention that [DFG22] has used stochastic analysis methods to construct
purely fermionic models that are ill-posed at small scales, in particular they are able
to completely remove small scale cut-offs (and also work in infinite volume). Their
approach is not to use a Langevin dynamic but to instead use the Polchinski flow. In this
flow, the role of time is played by scale and the evolving objects are effective actions
V, and effective fields Wy, these describe a marginal of the full interacting theory with
small scales integrated out—recovering the full interacting field would then correspond
to taking s — oo. Since the Polchinski flow is written in terms of effective actions and
fields, one then does not need to explicitly construct any renormalised non-linearities in
this approach.

1.2. Overview of main results

1.2.1. Localising non-commutative probability Our localisation approach to non-commu-
tative probability aims to replace A by a Fréchet space <7 with a topology weak enough
to include as elements the unbounded operators that arise when we renormalise products.
We also do not want 7 to be too big, we hope that is has a topology strong enough to help
one prove the convergence of correlation functions if one can prove sufficiently strong
bounds related to global well-posedness of our dynamic. Finally, to allow us to prove
local well-posedness of our dynamic in <7, we want this Fréchet space to be topologised
by a family of multiplicative seminorms. In non-commutative algebraic geometry, irre-
ducible representations can serve as analogues of points [KR00,R0s95]. We also know
that while renormalised polynomials of the fermion fields are unbounded operators on
Fock space, each such operator can be controlled on subspaces of Fock space with finite
particle number.

With this in mind our “points” will be indexed by Gr($)), that is the collection of
finite dimensional subspaces b C $). For each such » we will localise by working in a
representation of infinite dimensional space on A(b), the finite dimensional CAR algebra
generated by b. An obstacle is that our infinite dimensional CAR algebra does not admit
such representations because of its relations, but here we follow the approach of [DV75]
and replace A with the free x-algebra 2 generated by §)—this amounts to forgetting the
canonical anticommutation relations. We then have “projection” representations 7 :
2A — A(b) where 7p(a) should be thought of as evaluating a at b. .

We (partially) recover® the anticommutation relations by quotienting 2l by the ideal
of elements that vanish everywhere (that is, those a € 2 with 7, (a) = 0 for all b) and

completing this quotient with respect to the seminorms (|| . ”n)n <N Where

lalln == sup {ll7s(a@)ll.ap) | b € Gr($), dim(b) < n}.

The resulting space .¢7 is a locally C*-algebra’ and serves as a non-commutative algebra
of unbounded observables. It contains a subalgebra 2, of bounded observables which

4 This is made precise in Lemma 2.18.

SA locally C*-algebra is a complete topological x-algebra whose topology is generated by a family of
sub-multiplicative seminorms, each satisfying the C*-identity.
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is itself a C*-algebra and is an extension® of the original CAR algebra A. The space
o/ carries the original fermionic fields (¥, ¥) but unlike A it also carries renormalised
polynomials of (¢, ¥). The following theorem summarises the key properties of our
construction.

Theorem 1.2. There is alocally C*-algebra <f , equipped with C*-seminorms (|| . ||n):o=1
with the following properties.

1. o contains a dense C*-algebra 2 = {a € | sup, llall, < oo}, which carries a

surjective C*-homomorphism I : Uoo — A.” Under [ the vacuum state w on A pulls
back to give a densely defined state @ on </ and one has canonical isomorphisms®

L2A, 0) ~ L2, @).

2. Sequences of polynomials Py(yr, V) € A of the fermionic fields , W that converge
in L2(A, w) can be be pulled back to polynomials Py (¥, ¥) € Uoo that converge in
.

Proof. The first statement is the content of Theorem 2.19, and Theorem 2.20. The second
statement is obtained in Proposition 2.23. O

(¢, ®) is a non-commutative probability space with observables that are bounded
locally (in every seminorm ||+ ||,,) but not globally (sup,, ||+||,, need not be finite). Statement
1 puts some limitation on how “big” &7 is, while statement 2 tells us our topology is weak
enough to allow the convergence of renormalised products. We localise by choosing to
work with a fixed seminorm ||+ ||,, and this serves as a substitute for the pathwise approach
that is lost in going from commutative to non-commutative probability.

Remark 1.3. We point out that the “localised non-commutative probability” formalism
we try to develop in this article has a fair amount of freedom in how one chooses to
localise. Theorem 1.2 above (and also Theorem 1.4 below) hold for a very wide class of
collections of C*-seminorms (II . IIn):Q:1 —see the discussion starting from Definition 2.16
and ending with (2.23).

Different allowable choices of families of seminorms give rise to different topologies
and thus very different spaces .« —some of which are likely unreasonable. In particu-
lar, some of these topologies make it unnecessary to perform renormalisation, and are
therefore likely to be too weak to be of real interest.

A natural question that is not fully answered in this work is what a reasonable choice
of seminorms and corresponding space <7 is.

However, one thing we do show is that with a good choice of state, i.e. a faithful
one, we can define a “local” non-commutative Ez-space, which imposes that one must
renormalise appropriately. In particular, if one does not renormalise then the products
diverge and are not in this L',z—space, see Remarks 2.21 and 4.6.

6 In fact, this extension is “central” in the sense that the kernel of the map oo — A is an ideal generated
by some elements in the center of oo .

7 The letter f is pronounced “digamma”.

8 Note here that £2(A, w) denotes the non-commutative £2 spaces on A with state w, not a Lebesgue
space of functions on A, see Sect. 2.2 for definitions.
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1.2.2. The Higgs—Yukawa, model We now present the specific model we investigate in
this article and summarise our main result in Theorem 1.4 —a more precise formulation
of our model and main result can respectively be found in Sect.3 and Theorem 5.12.
Our aim is to perform the first steps in the stochastic quantisation of the full Higgs—
Yukaway model describing a simple interaction of two Dirac fermions mediated via a
self-interacting (real) scalar boson. Formally this is described by the Euclidean action

1 , m? A g
/(§|V¢| + 597 + B(il, (=Y + M)u) + goB (7. 1) + ¢ )dx, (1.3)
IRZ

where ¢ is a real® scalar field, u and u are two independent, two-dimensional Euclidean
Dirac spinor fields (again, corresponding to a fermionic particle and antiparticle), B ( )

is the bilinear (not sesquilinear) extension of the usual scalar product on R? to C2,Vis
the Dirac operator given by

. 0 —01 +1i02
V= (—81—i82 0 ) (1.4)

and the constants are g € R and m?, M > 0.

This model has been studied since the earliest days of constructive quantum field the-
ory (QFT) and was first constructed in the Hamiltonian/Minkowski setting by Glimm-—
Jaffe [GJ70,GJ71] and Schrader [Sch72]. It was later formulated in the language of
Euclidean field theory by Osterwalder—Schrader in [OS73b] and has been heavily stud-
ied as a paradigmatic model mixing bosons and fermions [Sei75,SS75,CR77].

From (1.3) one can formally derive the dynamical Higgs—Yukawa; model given by
the system of stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs)

dp = (A —m*)p — gB(it, u) — rp’ +&
du = (Y —Mu— gou+ x
it = (Y — M)t — goit + X
= (=Y — M)ii — ggii + %. (1.5)

Here YV denotes the complex conjugate (but not adjoint) of ¥, T denotes the adjoint
operation, x and j are two fermionic space-time white noises!? for the particle and
antiparticle —these are free fermions as in (1.1) where, for f, g € Z(R x T*; (Ez),

Ctho)=olihu®) = [ [ e st aar

and & is a bosonic (i.e. “standard”) space-time white noise. In principle, the “law” of
the “stationary” solutions of (1.5) should be consistent with the Euclidean formulation
of the Higgs—Yukawa; model studied earlier.

The recent work [ABDG22] discussed in the first section of the introduction also
considered the Yukawa, model (but in the smooth regime'!) via a stochastic quantisation

9 In the context of stochastic quantisation below, this means that the bosonic noise driving the dynamics is
a random variable on the space of real-valued distributions.

10 Here we view the fermionic fields as .A-valued distributions over space-time.
T With a fixed continuum regularisation (in field theory language, with a UV cut-off).
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approach. We point out that [ABDG22], following the approach of [Les87], integrate
out the bosons in the field theory and then perform the stochastic quantisation of the
resulting “effective” purely fermionic theory.!> Our method has no problem dealing with
the ¢* potential term in (1.3), which prevents one from easily integrating out the bosons
from the start.

In the present article we do not study the dynamic (1.5) itself, but a similar equation
with two main differences:

e The first difference is also found in [ABDG22], this modification gives a differ-
ent dynamic but, modulo a change of variable, gives the same invariant state —see
Remark 3.4 for more details. In order to have equations where all the components
behave well under parabolic scaling we (i) change the bilinear form that is used to
define both the fermionic white noise and the functional derivative of the action (1.3)
in our stochastic quantisation and (ii) we change the fermionic variables, introducing
(v, v) where

u=(Y+Muv and i = (=Y +M)o. (1.6)

e The second change is more substantial. We improve the regularity of the fermionic
noises so that the equation remains singular but can be treated by a Da Prato-
Debussche type perturbative ansatz. We still have to carry out a renormalisation
procedure for our equations, but all the renormalisations needed are Wick renormal-
isations. With this change, our dynamic is not a stochastic quantisation of the action
(1.3). If we did not introduce this regularisation, our analysis would involve more
difficult divergences'® which would require us to employ a fermionic extension to
the framework of [Hail4]—this is left for future work.

The actual dynamic we then investigate is

09 = (A —m?)g — gB((—=Y + M)D, (Y + M)v) — r¢> +&,
v = (A —M)v — gp(Y + M)v + ¥,
0 = (A — MDD — go(=Y + M)D + 1, (1.7)

where £ is again a bosonic space-time white noise, and (1, V) are free Dirac fermions
just like (1.1), where, for f, g € Z(R x ; Cz) we set

C(f.8) =0V (NHY () = /R/Tz(f(t,xx (Qg)(t, X)) 2 dx d,

for Q := (—A+M?*)~%/2(—¥+ M)~ and § > O represents the regularisation described
in the second bullet point above. In particular, if § = 0, then one would formally expect

(¢, (Y +M)v, (=Y +M)D)) to admit the Higgs—Yukaway state as its equilibrium state.

For the rest of the article we fix a smooth, compactly supported function o : R x R> —
[0, 1] integrating to 1 and write g (¢, x) := 8’4Q(s’2t, ¢~ 1x). We define & =& x g,
Ve = V¥ * 0¢, and Yz := Y * 0. Our main result is as follows.

12 Note that [Sei75,5575,CR77] went in the opposite direction and started their analysis with a bosonic
field theory where the fermions had been integrated out.

13 This would mean that we have to go beyond Wick renormalisation. In particular, without this regularisation
the equation would look like bosonic <l>‘31 whereas with our regularisation it looks more like bosonic <I>g.
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2
cc,1) 9nd (Ce)se(o,l]’

n € N, the local in time solutions (%, (ve, Dg)) to the regularised system of equations

Theorem 1.4. There exist constants (C}) such that, for each

dpe = (A —m?+CHp. — g(B((—§+M)ag (Y + M)v,) — cg) — A2 + &,
Ve = (A — M)ve — g%(V+M)Ue + Y,
90e = (A — M)Dp — gpe (=Y + M) g + Ve, (1.8)

seen as random fields with respect to the Bosonic space-time white noise & and taking
values in A, can be lifted to random local in time solutions in <, that converge in
probability on <7y, as ¢ | 0.

Here <7, is the Banach space obtained by quotienting </ by the kernel of || « ||,, and
completing with respect to || « ||,

Proof. This is the content of Theorem 5.12. O

Remark 1.5. In the above theorem, fixing n localises in the fermionic noise. Note that
the existence time of our solution may depend on our initial data, our realisation of the
bosonic noise, and on our choice of n. This is similar to the fact that the local existence
time for a regular stochastic PDE may depend on a suitably chosen notion of “size”
for the realisation of the driving noise. Obtaining local in time solutions in <7 instead
of o7, likely requires making progress on global well-posedness of the dynamic, see
Remark 5.11 and Sect. 5.3.

1.3. Notations and conventions. Unless we explicitly state otherwise, all of our vector
spaces are complex. Accordingly, by “scalar” we will usually mean complex-valued. All
of our algebras will be associative.

We use the notation [n] := {1, ..., n} for n € IN. Given a vector space V we write
1 = 1y to denote the identity map on V. We overload notation, and for a unital algebra
A we also write 1 = 14 for unit of A. For topological vector spaces V, W we denote
by B(V, W) the space of continuous linear maps V — W and by B(V, W) the space of
antilinear ones.

Given any measurable space S we write .# (S) for the space of measurable scalar
functions on 2 Given any measure space (S, u) we write M(S, u) for equivalence
classes of elements of .Z (S) which are equal p-almost everywhere. We view M (S, u)
is a topological vector space equipped with the topology of convergence in probability.

For g € [1, co) we write L9 (S, ) for the standard LY space of (equivalence classes)
of scalar functions. We define the vector space L (S, u) := ﬂq>1 L9(S, i), which
is a locally convex topological vector space when equipped with the family of norms
( [N Lq)q>1. We also drop u from the notation when it is clear from context.

Given a complete, locally convex space E with a collection of seminorms ‘3, we
write Z9(S, u; E) for the closure of the E-valued measurable step-functions on S with
respect to the topology induced by the seminorms

I fllp.q := ( fS (P(f(x)))qdu(x))q (1.9)

for all p € B. We write L(S, u; E) for the set of equivalence classes of functions
in Z9(S, u; E) that are equal almost everywhere. When 3 is countable (that is, E
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is a Fréchet space) we have that L9(S, u; E) is complete since one has to take into
account only countably many seminorms and the usual measure theoretic construc-
tions carry through, cf. [Tre67, Section 46.1].14 We again write L7 (S, u; E) =
ﬂq21 L9(S, u; E). We analogously define M(S, u; E).

Given an algebra A and state w we will also use the notation L2(A, w), see Sect.2.2.

We write A := IR x T for the primary space-time domain we work on in this article.
We sometimes also work on IR? as our space-time, where the first coordinate denotes
time, so the corresponding spatial domain T is replaced with IR?. We also introduce the
subsets Ay 1= [0, T] x T2 and A, =Ry x "11"2, where R, := [0, 00).

Given an open domain A in space(-time) and a topological vector space E, we write
2(A; E) for the space of smooth, compactly supported E-valued functions on A. We
write 2'(A; E) for the corresponding space of E-valued distributions, that is continuous
linear maps Z(A; C) — E. We write €' (A; E) for the space of continuous E-valued
functions on A and, for r € IN, ¥” (A; E) for the space of r-times continuously differ-
entiable E-valued functions on A. When E = C we drop E from the notation.

When we need to quantify regularity on space(-time) we will use Holder—Besov
spaces which we quickly recall now. In the space-time setting we scale space and time
pzurabolically15 that is for (¢, x1, x2) € R3 and A > 0 we set

A (2, x1, x2) := (W2t Axq, Ax2).

We use an associated parabolic “norm” by setting, for z = (¢, x1, x2) € IR3,

|zls == V/It[ + |x1] + |x2],

so that [A°z|s = A|z|s. With this scaling, ds := 2+ 1 + 1 = 4 is the scaling dimension
of our space-time, in particular the function |z|{ is locally integrable near O if and only
if j > —ds.

For o € (0, 1), we define C¢ (IRS) to be the space of all functions f on R3 such that,
for every compact set & C IR?,

|f(z) = f(@)]
sup —————— < 00

z,7€R lz —2|¢

7#7

For o < 0, we define C (R?) to consist of all distributions & € 2'(R?) such that, for
every compact set & C IR?, one has

_ 2(R), |Inllgr <1,
sup{)» “|§(Sé,zn)|‘ e 7@, Inle } < oo,

where we write (SX 7)) (w) := A"%n((A"")*(w — 2)) and r = — ). We write C¥(A)
for the space obtained when we also enforce periodicity in space.

We analogously write C%(T?) /C*(IR?) for the corresponding Holder—Besov spaces
of functions/distributions of a spatial variable — here we use the regular Euclidean scaling
(1, 1) for our two dimensions of space so we drop the scaling index s.

14 When E is not separable, this is in general smaller than the space of all appropriately integrable E-valued
measurable functions. The functions we defined above are usually called strongly measurable, cf. [HYNVW16].

15 In the language of regularity structures, we use the space-time scaling s = (2, 1, 1).
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In Appendix A.1 we define vector-valued Holder—Besov spaces for general @ € IR in
more detail along with recalling the Schauder estimate in Theorem A.9 and the Young
multiplication estimate Theorem A.10.

We fix a smooth, radially symmetric, compactly supported function ¢ : R®> — IR that
integrates to 1 as a mollifier, and define

0: =S¢ g0 (1.10)

Finally, we will use €2 to refer to the probability space for the bosonic space-time
white noise.

2. Operator Algebras and Fock Spaces

2.1. Basic definitions of operator algebra theory Throughout this paper all of our
algebras will be unital. For elements a, b of an algebra .4 we write

[a, bl+ :=ab £ ba.

A topological algebra A is an algebra that is a topological vector space with a multi-
plication that is jointly continuous in both arguments. We add the attributes Hausdorff,
locally convex (LC), complete, Fréchet if the underlying topological vector space satis-
fies the corresponding conditions.

We say that a topological algebra is a topological %-algebra if it is equipped with a
continuous antilinear'® involution a — a' that satisfies (ab)™ = bTa’.

A locally convex topological algebra A is “locally m-convex” if and only if there
exists a family of seminorms 3 inducing the topology of A, such that for all a, b € A
and allp € B

plab) < pa)p(d). Q.1

Generically, in a LC algebra the continuity of multiplication only requires that for each
p € P, there exist q, v € P such that p(adb) < q(a)r(b). The stronger property (2.1) will
be crucial in allowing us to formulate our SPDE as a well-posed fixed-point problem.

A Banach algebra A is a locally m-convex algebra that is also a Banach space with
anorm || - || for which one has, forall a, b € A,

labll < llalllbl.

A C*-algebra A is a Banach x-algebra where the x-operation is an isometry and in
addition satisfies the relation

la*all = [la|? (2.2)

for all a € A. Equation (2.2) is called the C*-identity.

A complete, locally m-convex %-algebra <7 is called a locally C*-algebra when its
topology can be induced by an m-convex family of seminorms ‘3, which satisfy for all
a€ o/ andallp € P

pa’) =p(a) and p(a’a) =p(a)’.

16 Recall a map M on a complex vector space V is antilinear if, for every A € C, u,v € V, one has
MQu +v) =AM u) + M(v).
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Such seminorms are called C*-seminorms. A locally C*-algebra 2/ contains a dense
C*-algebra

oo 1= [a e o | lallos = sup pa) < oo]
peP
with C*-norm || « ||c0, cf. [DV75, Lemma 5].
A state on a topological x-algebra A is a continuous linear functional w: A — C
that satisfies for all @ € A

w@'a)>0 and o) =1.

Example 2.1. Let (S, ) be a probability space. The space L°°(S, u) of essentially
bounded complex-valued measurable functions is a C*-algebra with the x-operation be-
ing complex conjugation. A state on this algebra is given by the integration functional,
ie.

ouf) = [ rau.

We can also define a space Ly, (S, u) of locally bounded measurable complex-valued
functions, mirroring our main construction of the extended CAR algebra in Sect.2.7.
Choose a family ¢ of measurable sets, s.t. (| JU) = 1 and w(U) > O forall U € U.
For a measurable function f and U € U, let

I fllo = Il flullLe

where 1y is the indicator function of U. We let L1°0°C(S , ) be the space of measurable
functions f, s.t. | f|ly < oo forall U € U, equipped with the topology induced by the
seminorms ||+|| . One can easily check that this is a locally C*-algebra. Furthermore, one
can view multiplication by 1y as an algebra representation Lﬁfc(S , ) = LU, u’ U).

In the non-commutative probability setting we will not be able to view our random
variables as functions on a space S, but we will have a canonical analogue of L*°(S, u),
that is an algebra of bounded random variables. A key step will be finding a space to play
the role of L{y (S, u) so that we can work “locally” with respect to unbounded random
variables.

2.2. Non-commutative L*-space of C*-algebra  For this section we fix an arbitrary
(unital) C*-algebra A with involution denoted A 5 A — AT € A.

Letw: A — Cbe astate on A, we can the define an associated positive semi-definite
inner product on A

() AxA— C
(A, B) —> w(A'B). (2.3)
By quotienting out the left ideal
Ny ={A e A|lw(ATA) =0} 2.4)

and completing the resulting space under the norm determined by (2.3), one obtains the
Hilbert space

L2(A, w) == AJN,.

Writing A > B + [B] € A/N, for the quotient map, we note that the algebra A
naturally acts on this Hilbert space via A[B] := [AB].
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2.3. CAR algebras and antisymmetric fock space A CAR algebra is a C*-algebra that
encodes a set of relations called the canonical anticommutation relations (CAR). We
present a short overview here, but for an introduction see Chapter 5 of [BR87] and for
an in-depth analysis see [Der06].

Let $ be a separable, complex Hilbert space with antiunitary involution «, i.e. k is
antilinear and satisfies for all f, g € $

(f kg) = (g f)

We will always use the convention compatible with the physicists’ bra-ket convention
that scalar products (g, f) are linear in f and antilinear in g. We first define a complex

(non-commutative) x-algebra fi(?)) generated by symbols o (f), of (f) forevery f € 9,
such that the assignment f +— af(f) is linear, f +— «(f) is antilinear, o (f) is the -
adjoint of a(f), and these elements satisfy the anticommutation relations

[a(f),a’ (@l = a(Ha'(9) +a’(@a(f) = (f &)yl
[a(f), a(@)]v = [ (f), a"(e)]s =0, (2.5)

where 1 denotes the unit of ./i(.‘r")).

Note that A($) is a special type of non-commutative algebra called a super-algebra
or a Z,-graded algebra. That is, we have a decomposition /i(f)) = A0 (€2))e) Al ($) into
an even subalgebra A%($) and odd subspace Al($) —this is done by postulating that
every instance of a(+) or a'(+) is odd and by using the natural product rule.

The CAR algebra corresponding to ), denoted here by A(f)), is the unique C*-

algebra generated by A($). Here, uniqueness comes from the fact that (2.5) fixes the
C*-algebra norm. The canonical anticommutation relations imply that

(@' (Hah)’ =t (DOa' (), a(H]a() = 1 f15e’ (Ha(f)

and thus, because o (f)a(f) is self-adjoint, the C*-norm | - || on A($) must satisfy (if
it exists)

lee (AN = lleT (O HIF = @ (Ha(N N = I1F15lle" (Ha)ll
=115 IO

Combining this with the fact that (2.5) forces f # 0 = «a(f) # 0, we can conclude
that [ (/)| = lla" ()]l = |l S|l . We again point the reader to [BR97, Chapter 5.2] for
a complete proof that the relations above do indeed uniquely determine a C*-algebra
(up to canonical isomorphism). Note that A($)) inherits the super-algebra structure from
./Zi(fj). We sometimes suppress §) from the notation.

One way to realise A($)) is as a subalgebra of the bounded linear operators on F, (),
the fermionic Fock space generated by £, i.e.

Fa($) = P o™, (2.6)

n=0

where ™" denotes the n-fold antisymmetric (Hilbert space) tensor product of § with
itself, and 0 := C. In particular, $™"" can be viewed as the closed subspace of the
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Hilbert space $H®" left invariant by the antisymmetric action of the permutation group.
Explicitly, given fi, ..., f, € $ we define the element of $H”" given by

1
fl/\"'/\fn = Sn_(f1®®fn) :=r7 Z Sgn(")fa(l)@"'@fa(n) (27)

" oeB,

where S, : H®" — H™M C H®" extends by linearity to a projection operator. For
F,G € 9" we define

(F, G)ﬁAn = <F, G)ﬁ@n

For product vectors fi A -+ A fu, g1 A -+ A gy in ™, where all f;, gi € $, one
furthermore has the expression

1 n
(LA A S 8N Agn)gon = - > sen@) [ [{fir 8oi))s
’ i=1

ceq,
1

We call 1 € 570 € F,($) the vacuum, where 1 denotes the empty exterior product.
We then set, for any f € 9, a'(f)1 = f and a(f)1 = 0 along with

OV finAfa=n+lfAFIAA fa,

a(fin A fa=n Y (DTN e NS 2.8)
j=1 1§;§n
i#]

One can easily check that «(f) and al( f) are in fact adjoints as operators on F, (%)
and that they indeed satisfy (2.5). We remark that the above construction also gives a
corresponding vacuum state

w: A(H) — C
Ar—s (1, Al) £, (). (2.9)

In the context of quantum field theory, § is called the single particle Hilbert space and
af( f) and a(f) are called creation and annihilation operators on F,(§)) respectively.

Finally, an unbounded operator on F, () that will be of importance to us will be the
number operator N given by

N = Za*(ej)a(ej), (2.10)
j

where (¢ )?‘;1 can be taken to be any orthonormal basis of ). One can take the algebraic

direct sum 69;’10205’)“1 as a core for the number operator and we note that on ", the
operator N is just given by multiplication by n. In particular, the definition of N does
not depend on the choice of orthonormal basis.
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2.4. Euclidean fermionic field operators  In quantum field theories describing bosons
(or Majorana fermions), the quantum field @ is a self-adjoint operator-valued distribu-
tion given by an expression of the type ® = o + ' on the bosonic/fermionic Fock
space. However, for Dirac fields, which include pairs of particles and antiparticles, the
field operators are generally not self-adjoint and mix the creation and annihilation op-
erators of the particles and antiparticles. In particular, this means that we do not have
functional calculus or something similar at our disposal, leading to our definition of
non-commutative localisation below in Sect.2.7.

Furthermore, our algebra and state need to be defined so that Euclidean fermionic
fields anticommute inside of expectations under this state.

Following [OS73b] and [ABDG22], we can achieve this by introducing a unitary
operator U on ) that is k-antisymmetric, i.e. U T.— Utk = —U and then defining the
fermionic noise to be the (complex-linear) operator ¥: § — A(5))

U(f) :=awUf) +a' (f). (2.11)

Remark 2.2. We note that the choice of (-, ) 5 and U fogether determine the “covariance”
of our fermionic noise. A quick calculation shows that, for f, g € 9,

(W (W) = (L W(NHV(@)F, () = (KUS, 8)g = —(kf, Ug)g.

In particular, we have the desired anticommutation in expectation.
Also note that there are many choices of (-, «) 5 and skew-symmetric U that lead to
fermionic fields W with the same covariance.

Remark 2.3. If one has a polynomial F(W(f}), ..., VY(f,)) for fi € 9, then

o(F(Y(f1), - W ()

is essentially a rigorous expression for the formal infinite-dimensional Berezin integral
against a fermionic “measure” of the form

eV UYIDY,

In particular one has the well-known!” fermionic Wick rule,

(W)W () = Y sgn() [ [o(¥(foi-1)¥(foi)-

oeBy, i=1

One can easily check that [V (f), ¥ (g)]+ = 0 holds for all f, g € $ from which we
can conclude {\Il( f) | fe .‘7)} generates a super-subalgebra (’05(56) C A($H)—in partic-
ular it is super-commutative, i.e. for homogeneous (purely even or odd) elements x, y
of this subalgebra we have xy = (—DFIYyx where |x|, |y| € Z5 are the degrees of
the elements. However, (’05(56) is not closed under adjoints so it is not a sub-x-algebra of
A(9). We denote by &($)) the closure of (;5(.6) with respect to the norm of A($)).

17 The identity can be proven by using a straightforward induction argument using (2.5), see for instance
[ABDG22].
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Remark 2.4. All the physical content of fermionic field theories is contained in observ-
ables built from W, and much of the literature concerning Euclidean fermions pays little

attention to the C*-algebra A and instead focuses exclusively on & (often called the

Grassmann algebra) or some metric closure of é.

In fact, since it does not have a x-structure, there exist many different reasonable
choices of norms on & under which one may get different completions; see for example
[FKTO2] for a different approach. Even though a C*-algebra introduces many non-
physical observables, we have the following motivations for focusing on them in our
framework:

e Asasubalgebra of A, & is a more concrete object than the abstractly defined Grass-
mann algebra usually found in the literature. In particular, one has an explicitly de-
fined state @ on A while defining some analogue of the state on an abstract Grassman
algebra can lead to having to define infinite-dimensional Pfaffians of operators.

e Our extended CAR algebra framework given in the next section, which is needed
for formulating SPDEs including unbounded renormalised physical observables built
from W, involves building a locally C*-algebra'® which enlarges the C*-algebra .A.

e It is unclear how to define renormalised fields in just the Grassmann setting as the
norm of the counterterm is independent of the norm of the product because they live in
different degrees of the IN-gradation of the Grassmann algebra. However, such fields
do make sense as unbounded operators affiliated with von Neumann closures of A4,
see Remark 2.11. It would be interesting in the future to make a strong connection
between the extended CAR algebra and such unbounded operators.

e This approach is closer to that of [OS73b] and thus it is a bit clearer how one would
have to proceed to implement the OS axioms.

2.5. Araki-Wyss representations  This section will explore a slightly more intricately
defined quasi-free state w, on A($)) that is, however, faithful, i.e. for all A € A($)

wo(ATA) > 0,

and thus the corresponding non-commutative £2-space is a completion of A($).'” Recall
that the this is a Hilbert space with inner product (A, B) — w (A" B). In particular, with
this state one has N,,, = {0}.

However, we will not use this in the rest of the article except for isolated remarks, 2.9,
2.21 and 4.6.

Given a C*-algebra there are typically (infinitely) many different ways to complete it
to a von Neumann algebra. This is readily seen when one considers the different spaces
L*°(2; ) for some probability measures u that are all von Neumann completions of
€ (R2), cf. [Tak02]. The fermionic CAR algebra 2(()) constructed in Sect.2.3 is an
example of a C*-algebra that admits many such completions. In particular, we shall
describe the so-called Araki-Wyss representations, a class of quasi-free representations,
i.e. representations defined via a state that satisfies Wick’s rule.

Definition 2.5. Let o € () be a positive self-adjoint operator satisfying 0 < o < 1.

Let oy, a% denote the annihilation and creation operators of 2(($) @ ). The (left) Araki-
Wyss representation of 2(($)) is the homomorphism 7, : A($) — 2A($H @ $H) defined

18 Locally C*-algebras are defined in Sect.2.1.

19 After submitting this article, we noticed the possibility of using this state within our framework after
seeing the recent article [VFGG23].



A Dynamical Yukawa Page 17 of 65 2

via
o () of (VI=0f.0) +az (0. /&)
a(f) — o (0, kJ/af) + a2 (,/1 “of, 0)

We shall denote by w> the Fock vacuum state on 2A4($) & ).

Proposition 2.6. v, is a C*-algebra homomorphism.

Proof. We only check that 7, preserves the anticommutation relations, for more details
see [Der06].

7o' (1) mo(@en ] = [/ T=ef.0). ca(/T=08.0)]
+ |20,k ). 0.1 /00)|
= (V1-0g.V1-0f)sl+ky/ef k/og)s1=(g. f)s1
[7o@" (£ mo(@(@0)] = [l (VI=ef. 0. af(v/T—05.0)]
+[200, k /o f), 2(0, k\/0g)], =0

Here we have only included terms with both input vectors belonging either to the first
or second factor of ) @ § as the other ones are necessarily 0 by orthogonality.
|

Proposition 2.7. The state w, := wy o m, is faithful if and only if the kernel of ¢ and
1 — o are trivial.

Proof. See [Der06, Theorem 43]. |

Note that the state depends on the choice of representation 7, and thus the operator g.
From now on we shall assume that ¢ induces a faithful state. In particular this means

that £2(A($), @) D A($).

Remark 2.8. This contrasts with the vacuum state where many elements of A($)) are
identified with one anotherin £2 (A, w). Forexample, [|o( ) | L2(w) = Obut la ()l z2

=/ fls-
The image of the fermionic field W (/) under the representation 7, is given
7o (U () =of (VI=efixv/akUf ) +az (VI=oxUf ke )
Now suppose that k U commutes with the one-particle density o. Then
wo (W(HHW () = (kUf, (1 —20)g).

If 1 — 20 is invertible, e.g. if p < %1, then we can modify U in such a way that the
resulting fermionic fields W, (f) are still Gaussian and have covariance U w.r.t. w,. In
particular,

(wg)

Wo(f) == (f) +awlf)
Where
U:=U1-20)"".

One easily checks, that UT = —U.One easy way to ensure that o commutes with k U
is to set o = Al with A € (0, 1).
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2.6. Wick products and fock space  In much of the singular SPDE literature, given a
multilinear functional of singular Gaussian (bosonic) noises, in order to prescribe the
renormalisation of this functional and prove its probabilistic convergence (for instance,
in some L9 (Q, w; C¢(A)) topology), the standard way to proceed is to rewrite objects
as chaos expansions/sums of Hermite polynomials and then remove divergent terms in
these sums.

In comparison, our renormalisation prescription for multilinear functionals of the
fermionic noise will involve super-commutative analogues of these Hermite polynomials
of the fermionic noise.

We start by introducing our joint field operator/noise process. For this section we
again view $) as generic complex Hilbert spaces and introduce a second bosonic Hilbert
space *B. As before, givena U on §, we then have a fermionic noise which is a continuous
map ¥: H — As.

Fixing a Gaussian measure p on some real topological vector space S with reproduc-
ing kernel Hilbert space’’ 9B, we have a corresponding bosonic noise field (process)?!
& which is a continuous map & : B — L®°7 (S, ).

2.6.1. Ito—Segal-Wiener isomorphisms We will review standard facts about the rela-
tionship between Gaussian measures/states and bosonic and fermionic Fock spaces—
for more details we refer the reader to [Nua06] for the bosonic case and [Mey95] dis-
cussing both fermions and bosons.

For any n € IN, we denote by B®s" the n-fold symmetric tensor power of B and
B®s0 .= C. Here we write, in analogy to (2.7), for f1,..., f, €B

1
f1®s - Qs fu :ZE Z Jo) ® - ® fom)

Toe6,

and for g| ®; - -+ ®; gn € B®™ we have the scalar product

1 n
(f1 Qs Qs fu, 81 Vs -+ Qs gn)m@sn = ] Z H(fi,ga(w)-

‘0e6,i=I1

As before, ‘B is called the single particle Hilbert space, and F(*8) is the corresponding
bosonic or symmetric Fock space.
The It6—Segal-Wiener isomorphism

o0
Lo Fo(B) == P BS" — L*(S. ), (2.12)
n=0

is then given by

ls - @ 1 EO"
s =
s n!

20 That is the Hilbert space generated by the scalar product E, (« (f *(£))g* (€)) in the complexification of
§’, the dual space of S, after quotienting out vectors of norm 0 and taking its completion.

21 Note that there is an asymmetry in how we define W and £ here since £ does not take values in some
algebra of observables «7p (see Remark 3.10) that is defined independently of the state/measure, so &(+) is
more analogous to [W ()] where [-] is defined as in Sect.2.2.
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where, for n € IN, the maps £°": BS" — L3S, ), the Wick?? or normal ordered
products, are defined by the inductive relation

E(1®s - ®s fu) = EUNETV (L& - &5 f)
=Y EuEDEUEP (@ B fi @ ®s fu),  (2.13)

i=2

where we write ?, above to denote the omission of the factor f; from the tensor product.
This induction “starts” with £°! := & and £°(c) := ¢1 where 1 is the function that is
identically 1 on €. It is not hard to check that &°"(.) satisfies the appropriate symmetry
properties so that it is well-defined on the algebraic n-fold symmetric tensor product and
that moreover it preserves the B®s" norm so that it indeed extends from the algebraic
n-fold symmetric tensor product to all of B®s",

We now turn to discussing the fermionic analogue ¢, of (2.12). Recall Sect. 2.3 and our
fermionic noise W as defined in (2.11). As we shall see shortly, there is an isomorphism

ta: Fa(§) = L2(A®), 0), (2.14)

where the space £2(A(56), ) is defined as in Sect.2.2.
We first inductively define for n € IN the maps

Y Ap(9) — A$) (2.15)

where A, ($) C H" is the algebraic n-fold antisymmetric tensor product. (This inclu-
sion is strict unless dim $) < oo since the Hilbert space tensor product appearing in "
is strictly larger than the algebraic tensor product.) We set

GO (fia- A fu) = BT (A A fr)—

=Y D (WA ED)W D (fan - ATin A fr),  (2.16)

i=2

where we use the same conventions as in (2.13) namely wo0>) = ¢l and ¥°! = W,
It is not hard to check that W*"(.) satisfies the appropriate antisymmetry properties so
it is indeed well-defined on A, ($)), but for n > 2 one cannot expect to extend ¥°" to
a map from 9™ to A($)—see Theorem 2.12 below. However, writing [-]: A($) —
L% (A($), ) for the map taking algebra elements to their equivalence classes, one can®?
extend [W°"(+)] to an isometry from "\ to L2(A(), w). We can then set

ol |
a(s) = W ()],
ta(+) gm[ )]

Remark 2.9. In the context of the faithful state w,, there is no need to take equivalence
classes when defining £2(A($), wy). In that case W*"(F) is directly an element of
L2(A(9), w,) and thus also an unbounded operator affiliated (with the von Neumann
closure) of A($)). Furthermore, ¢, is again a unitary map in this case.

22 Another common notation for EN(AL, ..., fa)is tECf1) - E(fn): .
23 This is an easy consequence of calculating the £2 norm of the right-hand side of (2.17).
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2.6.2. Wick powers as unbounded operators We remark that, for fi A--- A f, € H™

(W (fi A A )l =l (f1) e (f, (2.17)

as elements of £2(A($)), w). To see this, we first note that (2.17) is trivial for n € {0, 1},
so it suffices to show that it is stable under the induction (2.16). Assuming (2.17) holds
up to n — 1, it follows from the fact that N, = {A € A(H) | AQ = 0} (cf. (2.4) and
(2.9)) is a left ideal that

[ (fi Ao A f)l = [W (D () - el (f)]—
S oW U)o ()@ () o ().

=2

As a consequence of (2.11), we then see that

[w(a'(f) - (f)] = [ () ()] = [eUfe’ () o' (f)]
= wUf1, ) a’ () ()] = [ef (aUfa’ () o' (f)]
= UL, ) e (f3) - ()] = (Uf1, f3)]e (fe (fa) -+ a’ (f)]
+[af (e (e Ufat (fa) o' (f)]

=S D UfL el () o () o ()]

i=2

— (=)' () (e U]
=Y @) e () at () - ()],

i=2

and the claim follows. It is important to note that we do not have W' (fi A-+- A fp,) =
af(f1)---af(f,) in A($). However, they are equivalent in £2(A($), w), see Sect.2.7.

As is the case for W, one does not expect the map A () > fi A A fu
af(f1) - af(f,) € A®) to extend to $H". However, we can extend this mapping to
HM if we are willing to map to unbounded operators bounded by the number operator.
This is the content of the estimate [GJ85, Proposition 1.2.3] which will be crucial for
us, we restate this as follows.

Theorem 2.10. For all r, s € N the multilinear map Wys: ' — B(]:a (S’J))

f1eeees fras) = T ) a () e fran) - @l fran) (14 N)~5E

extends to a continuous map HB+s) 5 B (.7-2, (Y))). Here, N is the number operator
defined in (2.10).

Furthermore, there exists a constant C > 0 independent of r, s such that
res
[Wrs (G < C(lr — s+ 1) 2 |Gl gers
We prove this in Appendix B.

Remark 2.11. In particular, we note that this means that for all F € $H" the closure
of W°"(F), which exists by Lemma B.2, can always be interpreted as an unbounded
operator affiliated with B(F,($))), the von Neumann closure of A()) w.r.t. .
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Although we will not use these results here, one can show similar lower bounds,
cf. [Ott09], which show that renormalised products in this algebra necessarily yield
unbounded operator-valued distributions. Explicitly, we have the following.

Theorem 2.12. Let (e;); be an orthonormal basis of $ and A € HS($)) where HS(9) is
the space of Hilbert—Schmidt operators from $) to itself. Suppose that ) ; af(ep)al(Ae))
is a bounded operator.

It then follows that, for all ¢ > 0,

Tr((ATA)I%> < oo. (2.18)

The same holds for )", a(ej)a(Ae;).
Remark 2.13. Note that the map

oo
A > e ® Ae; (2.19)
i,j=1

is a Hilbert space isomorphism between HS () and the Hilbert space tensor product ) ®
£. The condition (2.18) for ¢ = 1isequivalent to A being Hilbert—Schmidt, but fore = 0
itis equivalent to A being trace-class. The map (2.19) is also a continuous isomorphism
from the Banach space of trace class operators to the much smaller projective tensor
productﬁ@nﬁ C H®R9H. Theorem 2.12 then tells us thatif v = Zi’j fi,jei®ej € H®H

has the property that the sum Z[, j fi. joﬁ(e,')oﬁ(e ;) converges in A($)) then v almost
belongs to @n 9.

2.7. Extended CAR algebra and local convergence One of our aims is to develop
notions of “pointwise”/“local” convergence for the CAR algebra with the properties
that (i) regularised Hermite polynomials of the free Dirac fields converge pointwise as
their regularisation is removed>* and (ii) pointwise convergence and sufficiently strong
uniform bounds should imply the convergence of expectations of observables.

In non-commutative algebraic geometry, irreducible representations are sometimes
interpreted as non-commutative analogues of points, just as classical (commutative)
points can be defined by the irreducible (one-dimensional) representations of the com-
mutative function algebra over a space [KR00,Ro0s95]. For statement (i) above, we will
see it makes sense for our “points” to correspond to finite-dimensional representations.

We would then want to define representations® I' 5 7: A — B (CN (x )> for some

N (m) € N, and the topology of pointwise convergence would then be encoded by the
corresponding seminorms ||al|; = |7 (a)| forw € T.

However, it is well-known that for an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space ) the CAR
algebra A($)) does not admit any non-trivial finite-dimensional representations,”® this
is a consequence of the anticommutation relations that are enforced in A($)). To over-
come this we follow the approach of [DV75] and temporarily drop the anticommutation

24 We want a codomain which is an m-convex algebra for which W°" extends to Hin,
25 Recall that B(V) denotes bounded linear operators on V.
26 Assume that 7 : AH) — B(CN ) is a non-trivial representation for some N € IN. Then there must

exist f € 9 s.t. af( f) € kerm, contradicting the anticommutation relations. Indeed, for the same reason a
finite-dimensional CAR algebra does not admit a non-trivial representation of dimension lower than itself.
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relations giving us an algebra 2(($)) with fewer relations than A®), allowing it to admit
many different finite-dimensional representations 7.

We then fix a particular collection of finite dimensional representations I" and partially
reintroduce the anticommutation relations by quotienting out the ideal Jr of all elements
of 20($) that vanish in every representation in I" (that is, vanish on all points).

We topologise and complete 2($)) /I by using m-convex C *_seminorms2’ (lallx)rer
mentioned earlier (that is, we topologise and complete using seminorms derived from
our “points” ).

We now make this construction precise. Let $) again be a separable, complex Hilbert
space with antiunitary involution «. Let 2(($)) be the free x-algebra generated by $), that
is 2A($) is generated by symbols «( f), af( f) forevery f € 9, such that the assignment
f oc*(f) is linear, f — a(f) is antilinear, a(f) is the x-adjoint of ocf(f). Indeed,
one should think of 2A($)) as an analogue of .,éi(f_)) where one does not enforce the
anticommutation relations.

In contrast with /i(jﬁ), the algebra () admits many finite-dimensional represen-
tations. Given a finite-dimensional subspace b C $), and writing Py: $ — b for the
associated orthogonal projection, we define 7, : 2A($) — A(b) to be the unique mor-
phism of %-algebras such that

(et () =o' (P f),

where « is the corresponding generator of A(b).
This allows us to define on 2A($)) the C*-seminorm

lells := Il (@)l

That this is indeed a C*-seminorm follows from the fact that || « || is a C*-algebra norm
and that 7, is a x-algebra morphism.

Thus, for each b € Gr($)) we have a C*-seminorm on 2(()), where Gr(9) is the
Grassmannian of §), that is the set of finite-dimensional subspaces of . We could
therefore use Gr($)) as an underlying set of “points” for our non-commutative algebra

A(5).

Remark 2.14. 1t will be convenient to identify Im(w,) = A(b) with a particular subal-
gebra of B(F,($)).

Let Fh be the orthogonal projection onto the finite dimensional subspace fa(h) -
Fa($) given by polynomials of {o(f) | f € b} acting on 1. Note that dim(FP)) =
24im(b) and that there is a canonical isomorphism F(Sb) >~ Fu(b). Inparticular, this allows
us to identify A(b) with a subalgebra B(F,()) by mapping A — P, AP, = AP,.Note
that this is an algebra morphism because A and P, commute. With this identification,
one has

7@ () + () = (' (Pof) +a(Pog) ) Py,

where the o and « appearing above are the generators of A(£). The second equality
follows from the fact that « (P, f) +a(Ppg) preserves the subspace féb).

27 m-convexity and C*-seminorms are discussed in Sect.2.1.
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We will find it useful to restrict our set of points so that we can continue to work
with super-commuting fields?®. Recall that we have fixed a unitary, « -antisymmetric an
operator U: $ — §) in Section 2.4. We define GrV (9) C Gr(9H) by setting

G’ (9) = {b+kUb|b e Gr(9)}.
Since
kU)* =«kUxU = -U'U = —1g,

it follows that GrY (§) is simply the collection of all elements of Gr($)) which are kU
invariant. We then take our set of points to be given by I' := GrY ().

Remark 2.15. The set Gr($)) is a directed set with respect to the order b < b’ if and
only if » C b’. In other sections we will sometimes write limpegy(g). it should then be
understood we are using this directed set structure.

Also note that Gr¥ (§) is cofinal® in Gr(§)), and therefore any statements we prove
regarding limits over Gr($)) also hold for limits over GrY(9).

We now wish to quotient out the elements of 2(($)) that vanish on I, so we set
Jr = {(p e AH) “v’b € GrU(.‘f"J) cp(p) = O} . (2.20)

Since the maps 7}, are x-algebra morphisms, this is a two-sided x-ideal in 4($)) so that
A(H) = 2U(H)/Tr is a x-algebra. In our notation we often do not distinguish between
equivalence classes in 2($)) and elements in A($)).

As mentioned before, convergence with respect to the seminorms (|| . ||b) per Should
be thought of as pointwise convergence. However, it will be convenient to end up with
a Fréchet space so we will want to work with a countable family of seminorms.

Definition 2.16. We say that a sequence (Fn)?,io, with I';,, € T, is a filtration of I" if the
following conditions hold.

1.Foralln € N, T, c GrV ().
2. Forany n > m, one has [';, D I[',.
3. Forany n € IN, sup,cp, dim(b) = n.

4. UnZo Uper, b is dense in $.

The first condition above enforces the compatibility with the conjugation « U. The sec-
ond condition ensures that our countable family of seminorms is totally ordered which
will make our completion a projective limit—see Lemma 2.26. The third condition en-
sures that our topologies are weak enough to allow the convergence of renormalised
Wick products —see Proposition 2.23. The specific choice that sup,. dim(b) = n was
made for the sake of convenience, in principle it would be enough to simply require
supper, dim(b) < oco. The last condition guarantees that an algebra element being uni-
formly bounded in our seminorms means that it corresponds to an operator in A($)) —see
Theorem 2.19.

28 See Sect.2.7.1 below.
29 That is for every b € Gr(§) there exists a b’ € GrU (), s.t. b < b'.
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Example 2.17. An example of a filtration is setting, for each n € IN,
I, ={beT|dim®) <n}. (2.21)

An alternative choice is to fix some choice of orthonormal basis (e,-)?O

2, of $ and then
set, for each n € IN,

T, = {Span({el,...,ej})‘lgjgn}. (2.22)

We fix some choice of filtration for the rest of the paper. Many of our constructions do
depend on this choice of filtration, but all of the statements we prove hold independently
of the chosen filtration.

For n € IN we define || « ||, to be the C*-seminorm on 24()) given by

lelln == sup [l@ll. (2.23)

bel’,

We write 8 = (II -l n) 1en for our directed family of C*-seminorms on 24(5)).

We can now define a so-called locally C *-algebra &7 (%)), cf. [Ino71], as the comple-
tion of 2($)) with respect to the collection of seminorms in 3.

The following lemma describes how the original anticommutation relations manifest

in o/ ().

Lemma 2.18. For any f, g € ) we have, as elements of <7 (%)),

[’ (), a(g)]ly € Z(H(9)),
[ (f), &' (2)]s = [@(f), a(g)]+ = 0. (2.24)

Here Z (<7 (%)) denotes the center of the algebra <7 (5)).

Proof. We perform computations in 2(($)) which give us our desired results after quoti-
enting by Jr and taking limits.
For the second statement, we note that, for every b € T,

(e (f), @’ (@)14) = [ (Po f), @' (Prg)]s = 0,

where o and o are the generators of A(b). Therefore, [ocT(P;, ), och(P;,g)]+ € Jr.The
assertion for [e(f), e(g)]+ is proven analogously.
Turning to the first statement, we note that

([ (), 2(9)]+) = [ (Po f), a(Psg)]s = (Py f, Pog)p1p.

It follows that, for any a € ($)),
7 ([a. 1" (1), @@ W] ) = (Pof. Poghs[m(@), 1] =0,

Therefore, [a, [o"(f), a(g)]+]_ € Ir. O
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We emphasize that as a locally convex algebra <7 () is locally m-convex, since all the
seminorms are C*-seminorms. .

An important x-subalgebra of <7 () is given by the closure of 2(£)) in &7 (§), w.r.t.
the norm ||¢]loc = SUP,cN ll@ll,.3° That is we define

=l

Ao (H) =AM . (2.25)

In fact, 2 () is a C*-algebra with the norm || « ||, see [DV75, Lemma 5].

All four algebras 2(5)), 2[(.‘73) A (9), and Ao (H) naturally carry a Z3- -grading,
defined analogously to the grading of A(%)), and we denote the even subalgebra by a
superscript 0 and the odd subspace by a superscript 1.

Returning to our analogy with algebras of functions, one should think of <7 () as
our analogue of the locally C*-algebra of all continuous functions and 21 () as the
analogue of the C*-algebra of bounded continuous functions.

We canreturn to our original C*-algebra via the x-homomorphism f : 2(($)) — A(H)
given by mapping

a’(f) — a'(f)

The next theorem, proven in Appendix C, states that £ descends to the quotient space
91(56) and extends to a continuous C*- *-homomorphism on (). We abuse notation
and also denote the quotient map F : Q((@) — A®H) by F.

Theorem 2.19. The x-homomorphism [ : 2[(55) — A(9) is well-defined and extends
uniquely to a surjective C*-homomorphism A () — A(H).

Thanks to Theorem 2.19, we can pull back the state w: A($)) — C to a state
®: Ao ($H) — Chysetting @ := wo F on Ao (9). For this state we have the following
isomorphism of non-commutative £2-spaces.

Theorem 2.20. Define F : Ao (H) — L2 (A(9), w) to be given by
F(a) =[F (@]
We then have that |~ descends to oo ($)/ N3l and then extends 1o an isomorphism
T L2@0($), ©) = L2A®), ).

Proof. The fact that the map F~ descends and extends to an isometry follows from the
fact that, for any a € A0 (9),

IF @172 ag).0) = @(F @FF @) = o(F (@) = lal 72 (5).0)-

Surjectivity of F follows from the surjectivity of [ : s () — A(H). The statement
that £2(27 (9), ®) = L> (oo (), @) follows trivially.
|

30 We note here that ll¢lloo < oo necessarily holds for all ¢ € ﬁ(ﬁ). For the generators this holds as we
have the uniform bound ||oc"i'(f)|\;, = (s =Py fllsg < Il fllg and all othere elments ofﬁ(f)) are finite
sums of finite products of creation and annihilation operators of these generators.

31 For the definitions of N and £2 see Sect.2.2.
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Remark 2.21. If we instead used the faithful state w, from Sect. 2.5, then we could define
the following norm on 24($))

||A||sz°o(-9f($j),wg) = Zu? ||7Th(A)||L2(A(55),wQ)-
€

This is a norm, rather than just a seminorm, as [|775(+) |l g2 A$).0) is equivalent to the
operator norm on 5(b), and thus ||A||L:21°0(4zf(5§),wg) = 0 if and only if 7 (A) = O for

all b € I'. If we define the non-commutative £2-space of &7 () to be

LA .00 = AD) D (),

then / naturally extends to a continuous map £>*° (<7 ($)), wy) = L2(A$), o). We
note here that £2%° (s (9), ®,) is a strictly larger space than L2Aso (9), ®,) as any
non-zero element of ker [ is equivalent to O in L2Aso (9), ®,) but will be different
from 0 in £2® (A0 (), 0o).

2.7.1. Extended fermionic fields We now turn to building an analogue of our fermionic
field ¥ in ™A (H). Recall that we have fixed a unitary, x-antisymmetric conjugation
operator U: §§ — $ so that U(f) = af(f) + a(Uf). We define a corresponding
object in A (H) C ' (H)

V(f) :=a'(f) +akUf) € Ao (), (2.26)

which, by the same abuse of notation, we will later on again write simply as W ( /) when
no confusion can arise. One obviously has F (\II( f )) = W (f).

We claim that ¥ supercommutes when seen as an element of ﬁ(f}). For b € Gr($)
and f, g € $ we have, at the level of elements of 2((5)),

7y ([W(f), ¥())s) = (kUf, Ppg)1 + (kUg, Ppf)1.

Now we observe that for b € I' = Gr¥ (§)), we have that P, commutes with « U from
which it follows that [W( f), ¥(g)]+ € Tr.

We denote by 4($)) the closure of the algebra generated by W ( f) and Z (<7 (£))) in
A (9).

Remark 2.22. We have defined W here as a linear functional from some indexing Hilbert
space $) into our algebra of bounded fermionic observables 2., (£)) and later on we will
in fact see that ¥ € &’ (IR3; Ao (9)). This is akin to considering the (bosonic) space-
time white noise £ as an element of 9’(]1?3; M(L2, n)) although in stochastic analysis
one typically thinks of £ as an element of M(2, u; 2'(IR*)). When performing our
stochastic estimates we shall take the former point of view, whilst switching to the latter
when obtaining local in time existence for our non-linear PDE pathwise in €.
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2.7.2. Extended fermionic wick product Our convergence for renormalised products
will occur in the C¢ (A; «7) topology. In order to renormalise products of integrated
fermionic noises we would need to be able to extend W to the full (antisymmetric)
Hilbert space tensor product £, rather than just the algebraic one, with a codomain of
observables that is larger than A($)). Again, note that this algebra has to be larger since,
for arbitrary F € $", one expects W*" (F) could be an unbounded operator.

In this section we define a map ¥°": A, (£) — 2A(H) and then show that it extends
toamap ¥ : H™' — o7/ ($)). We saw that this is impossible when working solely with
A(9), however, we can do this if we lift the Wick product to 20(£)) and then extend it to

A (9).
We use an analogue of the prescription given in (2.14). We set W) := 1, WO (1)
=W (f),and, forn > 1 and f; € § withi € [n], we recursively define

WO (fi A A fu) = UDOE (B A A f)—

=Y D awUf), ' (] (fa A AFia A ), (227)

i=2

where we note that [oc(/c Uf), af( fi)] N belongs to the centre of the algebra and hence
our definition is independent of its position in the products. This essentially reproduces
the classical definition since, in A($)), one has

[aUf). &' ()], = 0¥V
In fact, F (W¥°") = W,

Proposition 2.23. For any n € IN \ {0} there exists a constant C,, < 0o, such that for
all G € H™N and all b € Gr($)

|9 (G)], < Cal +dimb)"T |Gl gy

In particular, W°" extends to a continuous map $H\" — o/ (). Furthermore, one also
has the inequality

IGllgm < ["(G)] -

Proof. The first inequality follows directly by applying Theorem 2.10, since 7 o W",
viewed as an operator on féb) C F4(9), is a sum of 2" terms of the type

W, ((1®’ ® k®)PE" (1% ® (KU)®S)G)(N +1)'T B,

that || Pb®" “ < 1, that I®" ® «®* and I®" ® (kU)®* are isometric operators, and one
has the operator estimate

(N+1)"T B, < (dimb+1)"7 B,
For the second inequality we note that, using the definitions in Sect. 2.2, we have

where, to obtain the inequality, we used the fact that for any A € (%)), one has
l0(ATA)] < [ATAllo = 1115 O
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This theorem allows us to analyse the behaviour of regularised singular products at the
level of the Fock space and perform renormalisation by removing diverging contractions,
analogously to bosonic renormalisation.

Remark 2.24. In the context of the faithful state w, and Remark 2.21, we note that this
means that W°”" maps into L2 (<7 (), wp).

Remark 2.25. One may ask what the computation above would look like in the bosonic
setting. The key difference is that féb) is finite-dimensional in the fermionic case but

not in the bosonic case —in particular N is necessarily a bounded operator on ]-}5”) in the
fermionic case but not the bosonic one.

2.7.3. Localised spaces As mentioned earlier what we mean by localising is fixing a
choice of n € IN and doing our analysis with respect to the multiplicative seminorm
I+ Il..- We will want to perform our localised analysis in Banach spaces. For n € IN we
define

Jp={p e A(H)|VbeT, dimb) <n = m(p) =0},

and let <7, ($)) denote the Banach space closure of the quotient space .27 ())/J, with
norm

@]l ez, (55) := min lg + xlln = @lln-
XEJU
For the last equality above recall that, for x, x’ € J, and ¢ € &,

lo+xln — e+ x'lln| < llx — x'lln =0.

Since J,, is a two-sided *-ideal of .27 (£)) and || - ||, is a C*-seminorm, it is well-known
that <7, ($)) is a C*-algebra, see also [DV75, Section 2].

Since our norms are directed, we have forevery n > m acanonical C*-homomorphism
T - Dp(9) = ,($). In fact, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.26 ([DV75, Lemma 1]). <7 ($) is canonically isomorphic to the projective
limit of

((%(ﬁ))fzo’ (”m»n)mgnelN)

with the isomorphism given by

A (H) 3 x > (1a(0)),2, € lim % (5).
nelN

Remark 2.27. To make an analogy with “classical” commutative probability, the pro-
jection 1, : &7 ($) — ,($) can be compared to the restriction map of measurable
functions .#(X) — #(Ay), f — f | A, for some measurable space X and some
measurable sets A, C X with A, 1 X asn — oo.
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2.8. Mixed products  The following Paley—Marcinkiewicz—Zygmund theorem allows
us to extend hypercontractivity to combinations of bosonic and <7 (£))-valued noises.

Theorem 2.28 ([HVYNVW 16, Theorem 2.1.9]). Let (S1, n1) and (S2, o) be measure
spaces, q1,q2 € [1,00), and T : L9 (S1, 1) — L92(S2, o) be a bounded operator.

Given a Hilbert space H, T ® 1y uniquely extends to a bounded operator L' (Sy, i 1;
H) — L(S2, po; H).

The next proposition introduces joint bosonic-fermionic Wick products.

Proposition 2.29. Defining, for F € B%" and G € H\",
(E" @ W) (F ® G) = £(F)¥"(G) € L*(Q, 1) ® (%), (2.28)

on the algebraic tensor product of B®s™ and HV", this map continuously extends to a
linear map

EN @ WM B @ §M — LH(Q, 13 A (9))
on the Hilbert space tensor product of B®s" and $\™. Furthermore,
ET QWM BET @ 9V — LOT(Q, s () (2.29)
is continuous.

Proof. From the continuity of £°" and the fact that the spaces B®" ® $H" and
L%(Q, u; V™) are the completions of the corresponding algebraic tensor products with
respect to the Hilbert space structure it follows that £ ® 1¢an is a continuous map

%-On ® lyjAm . %@cn ® f)/\m N L2(527 W ﬁAm)

and therefore, by Nelson’s hypercontraction property and Theorem 2.28, also a contin-
uous map

£ @ 1gm: BE" @ 9N — LOT(Q, 13 H™). (2.30)

Finally, by composing the operators in (2.30) with ¥*”, which is continuous by Propo-
sition 2.23, we obtain the desired result. O

Remark 2.30. Note that the statement above is not making any reference to non-commutative
L1-spaces. We are only using the bosonic hypercontractivity and Proposition 2.23.

3. Fixing the Fermionic Noise and Remainder Equation

We now turn to more carefully defining the fermionic noises v, ¥ appearing in (1.7),
which will also fix the extended CAR algebra .o/ that our solutions take their values in.
From now on we write o, &', and ¥ as &, &', and W.

We write ) for the Hilbert space obtained by completing Z(A; C*) (the set of all

smooth, compactly supported f: A — C*) with respectto || « ||y = (-, -)é/

any f, g € 2(A; C*), we set

2 where, for

(f. 8y == fR/T2<((—A + Mz)*“m)/zf)(t,x), g(t,x)>c4 dxde.  (3.1)
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+24

Note thath = L2(R)@ H~ 5" (T2) @ C*, where H— " (T2) is the standard Sobolev
space with exponent —%. We emphasise again that unless otherwise mentioned, all
vector spaces are assumed to be complex and the tensor products are also taken over C.
The involution map «: ) — b will be the usual complex conjugation (defined as the
continuous antilinear extension of complex conjugation on 2).

The role of the parameter § > 0 above is to improve the power counting of our
problem, allowing us to use the Da Prato—Debussche argument [DPDO03]. The true
Higgs—Yukawa, model corresponds to taking § = 0 and would require us to employ the
framework of [Hail4] as we already mentioned. The upper bound, § < %, is there to
ensure that the model remains singular and thus that one has to perform a renormalisation
procedure.

We write o := 7 (h) for the extended CAR algebra determined by h and s, :=
Ao (h) for the C*-algebra it contains. We shall view its creation and annihilation op-
erators o, o : @(1R3; (E4) < h — o/ as o/-valued, spatially periodic distributions
on R?, i.e. as an element of the spatially periodic subspace of B(D(R; CYH, «),2
using the canonical spatial periodisation and inclusion : Z(IR%; C* < b. That is,
f € 2(R?; C*) gets mapped to

(@) = Y ft.x+k) € 2(A:Ch Ch.

kez?

Furthermore, we shall also view them as spatially periodic distributions on R>.
Switching to a more PDE-theoretic viewpoint we make use of the usual abuse of
notation viewing distributions as generalised functions, writing for instance

af(f) = / f@a'(2)dz,  a(f) = /(Kf)(Z)Ol(Z) dz. (3.2)

This should only be taken as formal expressions, a ' (z) itself can in general not be realised
as an element of o7. It is, however, consistent with (2.8) which shows that f — af( )
is linear while f +— «a(f) is antilinear.

When given a continuous linear or antilinear operator A on Z(RR>; C*) that commutes
with spatial translations then its adjoint A*, with respect to the L2-inner product, yields
again a continuous (anti)linear operator on & (R3; (E4), and we can define

(AB)(f) == B A™kf) and (AB)(f) = B(kA K f), (3.3)

for B € L(2(R?;C*); &) and B € L(2(R?; C*); «7). Note that AT := kA%« is
essentially a real transpose instead of a complex adjoint. This extends A to a linear map
on Z(2(R3; C*), ).

Remark 3.1. Although the requirement that A commute with all spatial translation is not
necessary for the existence of A* as a map Z(R>; CYH — 2(R% CY) it is sufficient
for our needs. Furthermore, this also allows us to restrict A to a map on the spatially
periodic distributions in B(D(R3: CY, o).

We also fix a choice of decomposition C* = C? @ C2, this induces a pair of isomor-
phisms, one being B(Z2(R3; CY), o) ~ B(Z(R3; C?), «/)? and the other being the

32 We set BV, W) =BV, W)@ B(V, W) for vector spaces V, W.
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analogue for the space of antilinear operators. Then our operator-valued distributions
o, o' can be written as

.
() = (Zg) and o'(2) = <ZT8) 34

for the spatially periodic, operator-valued distributions
a,a € B2R; CY, o) and a',a" € B[R C?), ).

Our fermionic noise will be realised as a pair of two-dimensional Dirac spinor fields.
For the present work this simply means that it takes values in C? ® €2, however, for
completeness we note that these two subspaces correspond to two separate represen-
tations of the spin group, namely the first spinor (i.e. the first copy of C?) transforms
under Spin(2) ~ U(1) by 0(9)(u, v) = (e *u, ¢!?v) and the second according to the
complex conjugate representation o (6)(u, v) = (€fu, e ).

In particular, a, a’ and a, at can be seen as two pairs of creation and annihilation
operators that correspond to two different copies of the extended CAR algebra generated
by the Hilbert space h =L (R)®Q H - (T ® C? (with inner product as in (3.1))
sitting inside the extended CAR algebra <7

Using the generalised function notation, we write our fermionic noise ¥ € B(Z(RR?;
C*), Aso) from (2.26) as

U(z) = (U*ka)(z) +a'(2), (3.5)

where we have made the choice

U:=v—A+M (__0 (_VJ’M)I). (3.6)

(V+m)™' 0

Here we use the two-dimensional Dirac operator defined in (1.4). Note that U is a unitary
operator on L2(1R3; (E4), as well as h = b @ b, and satisfies Ul = —U.
1428

We also view W as a map LX(R)®@ H™ 2 (T?) - s ® C* and an element of
2'(A; Ao ® cH.B Analogously to (3.4) we can decompose the noise W into its two

spinor components
_ (VY@
Y@= (w(m) ’

where ¥, ¥ € 2'(A; oo ® C?) are given by

V(z) = A*ka(z) +a'(z) and ¥(2) = A*ka(z) +a'(2),

with A= —(Y+M)"'V=A+M? and A= (=Y +M)'V-A+M

Remark 3.2. The noises y, x in (1.5) could in principle be defined analogously to v, v/,
the difference being that one takes h = LZ(A; CHand U = ((il é)

33 We use the notation %’(A; E) for subspace of spatially periodic elements of L(Z(R3), E) for any
topological vector space E throughout the rest of the article.
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If we fix a specific realisation of the bosonic noise &, then (1.7) can be thought of as
a system of singular PDEs taking values in an infinite dimensional vector space which
happens to have some further algebraic properties. In fact we will adopt this “pathwise”
approach, well-known from [DPDO03], rough paths theory, and regularity structures,
when actually solving it.>* The solutions are then distributions with values in 7. We
further discuss the issue of combining bosonic and fermionic probability in Remark 3.10.

Remark 3.3. We note that the bosonic part of (1.7) (the first equation) remains in the even
part 279 of o7 whereas the other two equations remain in the odd part . !. Furthermore,
if the initial conditions of (1.7) take their values in ¢, defined in Sect.2.7.1, then so do
the solutions of this equation, since the non-linearity of (1.7) leaves ¢ invariant. This is
important since the physical observables must be contained in ¢.

Remark 3.4. As promised in the introduction we give more detail on how, if one took
8 = 0, (1.7) is a stochastic quantisation of the state with action (1.3). We recall a simpler
situation first.

Let 1« be a probability measure on R? of the formdpu(x) = Z~ e~V @dx, determined
by the some potential (or Euclidean action) V : R? — R and where Z is a normalising
constant.

We describe how, employing various “changes of coordinates” for SDEs, one can
obtain various dynamics whose equilibrium measures can be used to recover .

The simplest case is when X is the solution to the SDE

%X (1) = F(X(1)) +&(1)

where ' = —VV, and V is the gradient with respect to the usual Euclidean inner
product, and £(¢) is a temporal white noise, i.e.

E[£ (&7 (5)] = 2677 8(1 — 5).

In this situation, at least formally, the Fokker-Planck equation tells us that x is an invariant
measure for X. ~

_ However, we can replace X with X = AX, where A € GL(n;R) and S with
V =V o A and instead solve

3 X(t) = —VV(X(1)) +£(t) = F(AX(1)) +£(1) (3.7)

with the two stationary solutions being equivalent in the sense that for any measurable
function f on RY

E.[f1=Ezl[f oAl

where p and jx are the corresponding stationary measures.
However, this would not quite yield (1.7). For this we note that, if instead of the white
noise £ we use a noise £ = B& with © = BB, we then have to solve

3% X(1) = SF(AX (1) +E&(1).
By carefully choosing B we can thus “repair” the equation.

34 Here our approach diverges from the one explored in [ABDG22] as mentioned in the introduction. There
one viewed the dynamic object as a time-dependent algebra homomorphism, akin to considering the push-
forward dynamic in a regular SPDE.
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The same procedure with BB replaced by B ( %, }) BT applies for fermionic sys-
tems as well because they satisfy an It6 formula, see [ABDG22]. In this case A is given

by
(5 5 2)

yielding (1.6), and B is chosen such that

01\ ,r _
B <—l 0) B =U,
where we defined U in (3.6).

Finally, we note that we can replace the standard scalar product §;; on R? with an
arbitrary one, g;;, without changing (3.7), because all the objects transform correctly

although the definitions of VV and B depend on the inner product. This is important
because we have made the change to h from L%(A; Cch).

3.1. Heat kernels and power counting ~ Most of the power counting that appears in our
arguments comes from estimating the heat kernel and its derivatives by kernels of the

form ||z ||§ and applying basic rules for the pointwise products and convolution of such
kernels—we follow [Hail4, Section 10.3] in our presentation here.

We make the following ad hoc definition of a space of singular integration kernels
that correspond to the action of heat kernels with mass and other kernels derived from
these.

Definition 3.5. Let 9% denote the space of smooth, compactly supported kernels
K: R\ {0} —> C such that

klo—
UKl = sup sup [lzl¥*~ [DK (2)] < oo
ks <m zeR3\ {0}

Furthermore, let 9N¢ := (), cp ™.

Remark 3.6. If ¢ < ¢ then we have ||K|l¢.n S 1K l¢;m, Where the proportionality
constant only depends on the size of the support of K.

The basic power-counting estimate for us is [Hail4, Lemma 10.14] which we state
without proof below.

Lemma 3.7. Let K| € 950" and Ky € 9M52™. Then K1 K> € MG+ and
WK1 K2llgy+epim S WK gy K2l g:m-

Ifei NGy > —dsand & =&+ § +ds < 0, then Ky * Ky € M&™ and
WK1 * Kollgim < WK gy m K2 llzp;m-

Lemma 3.8. If K € N with —ds < ¢ < 0, then, writing K, = K * o, one has, for all
meNandallt € [¢ —1,¢), the bound

IK = Kellz.p S & MK llgmer-
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We now begin by fixing a compactly supported kernel K: R® - R that near the
origin in IR? is given by the standard heat kernel

1~ x|
K, x) = —I ?}6_7
T

but is compactly supported in space and such that for any spatially periodic distribution
u supported in [0, o0) x IR? one has

Kxuz) = K*u(z).

forall z € (—oo, 1]x IR%. This is most easily achieved by taking a smooth bump function
¢: IR? — [0, 1] supported in a ball around the origin such that for all x € IR

Yo ea+h) =1,

keZ?

a smooth function y : R — [0, 1] such that x | (—oo, 1] =1 and x | [2, 00) = 0, and
then defining for any (z, x) € R?

K. x) =Y x(p@K(, x +k).
kez?

We also wish to incorporate the h-inner product into the kernel picture. For this pur-
1426

pose,let Q: IRZ\{O} — IRdenote the kernel of the operator (—A+M?) "7 ; L2(IR2) —
L2(]R2). Explicitly it can be calculated, cf. [MS22], that

I 2N
Qx) = m (m) 1 s(M]x)),

2

where K 1 denotes the modified Bessel function of the second kind of order % — 4.
From the asymptotic behaviour of the Bessel functions we find that

Q(x) ~ |x|?-1 when |x| — 0,
O(x) ~ |x|*~Te=MI*l when |x| —> o0 .

From the exponential decay it follows that we can define the compactly supported kernel
0:R*\ {0} > R

Q)= Y 9(x)Q(x +k),

kez?

with singularity of order 1 — 28 at the origin. For all periodic distributions on R? the
convolution with Q agrees with the action of (—A + M 2)’%.

Using K and O we list here the relevant kernels we will use:
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e Zp will denote the linear operator mapping Z(R3) — Z(IR?) given by convolution
with the integral kernel K : R3 \ {0} — R where

K(t, x) = e "™ K(t, x)

corresponding to a truncated version of (8, — A + m?)~!. Its L?-transpose Ig isa
truncation of (—3; — A + m?)~! again mapping .@(IR3) — .@(IR3) by convolution
with K (—t, x).

We also introduce the shorthand notation K, := K (- — z) for z € IR. We note that
K € M2, The kernel of ZgZ}, truncating (—37 + (—A +m?)?)~! will be denoted by

K*? which belongs to no- by Lemma 3.7) and we define K;2 = K*2(+—z). We use
these kernels when proving the regularity properties of the renormalised products as
well as in applying Theorem A.9.

Finally, for u € C*(T2) let Ggu(t, x) := A1y (x).

e Analogously to above we let Zr and I; denote integration against the truncation
of (0, — A+ M?)~1 and its L2—transpose, and write the kernel of Z; as G which
belongs to 91~2. The kernel of 7 FI; will be denoted by G*? € M9~ and its translate
by G;2.

e We also need the derivative of Zr. Let IZZ and (IZZ)T denote (Y + M)Zr and its
L-transpose respectively. The kernel of (IZZ)T will be denoted by GY € 3, and

its translate by G?. This is a slight abuse of notation as GY is in fact C>-valued.
Explicitly,

67 =v(9).
The truncated kernel of

7 (YT 1-25 _
(V(—Z)+(MF2))1+25 ~ (m) (- 0 +(=A+ M2)2) 1

is denoted by G¥*2 € M~1¥2535 and its translate by GY*?. Here (sz)* denotes
Ko IIZ o k, i.e. the complex conjugate of IIZ. For the sake of convenience, we have
also included the kernel Q coming from the h inner product.

e The notation for the terms containing —V instead of Y are analogous to the above
with ¥ replaced by V.

Convolution with g, will be denoted by an index ¢, e.g. the mollified version of GZ7
will be denoted by GY,.

3.2. Da Prato—Debussche argument ~— The problem that arises when attempting to solve
(1.7)1is that the driving noises have negative regularities, in the sense of the Holder—Besov
spaces defined above. A scaling argument shows that § € C, 2= almost everywhere,

— _3
forall x > 0, and ¥, ¥ € C, 2+8. (Note that as usual there is no loss of regularity for
the fermionic noise.)

35 Although, strictly speaking, GY+*2 does not fall under the auspices of Lemma 3.7 one can easily check

that G¥-*2 is smooth away from 0, as 8(¢) Q(x) is being convolved with both the usual heat kernel and its
time-reversed version, and that it has the correct scaling behaviour at 0.
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Since the action of the heat kernel improves regularity by 2 (this is a formulation
of our Schauder estimate in parabolic Holder-Besov spaces), we expect the solutions

1

to be at most in CS_’( for the bosonic part ¢ and in C2 0 for the fermionic parts v, v.
Taking into account the derivative we see that (¥ + M)v and (=Y + M) v have regularity
6 — f12. This means we are dealing with a non-linear equation where the solutions are in
fact genuine distributions and not functions, especially when § < f12. It is well-known,
see Theorem A.10, that a product of a function of regularity 6 > 0 with a distribution
of regularity 8’ < 0 is canonically well-defined if and only if 8 + 6’ > 0—the resulting
product will have regularity 6’. This means that all the products in (1.7) are ill-defined.

To overcome this problem we adapt the argument of [DPDO3]. Let (%,%, T) be the
stationary solutions to the linear part of (1.7), i.e. we set

W =(A—m>H+E T=(A—-MHT+y, 8T=(A— M)+,
‘We then introduce the ansatz
p=U+? v=Y+" 0O=Y+" (3.8)

Our hope’® is that (U, Y, Y) will have better regularity than (%, T,7) and that one can
define a well-posed equation for them.

We also introduce T := (Y + M)t and 7 := (=Y + M)%, which are oo ® C2-valued

distributions of regularity § — f12. Using the notation YV := (Y+M)Y and YW, we can
rewrite (1.7), at least formally, as follows

»U = (A —mHU
— (B YY)+ BN+ BE YY)+ B(T))
—2 (U3 +30U% 4301 +T3) ,
9Y = (A — MDY — g<UYV LY U¥+‘r¥),
3,Y = (A — MVY — g(U?V +177 4 U?+‘r?), (3.9)

with initial conditions Uy = ¢o — 1(0), Yo = vo — 1(0), and Yo = 0y — 7(0). While
the products B (?, ?), % 1% 2, and T are not canonically defined (since the sum of their
regularities is not positive), we can define these products by using stochastic methods
and renormalising, obtaining

Ve %, Ve c;%”‘K(A; AL), V. eCf ), (3.10)

see Subsection 4.2.1 and Subsection 4.2.2—the trees %, %, and *¥* above require the
insertion of diverging renormalisations C! and C 5237 in the bosonic equation while the
other trees above do not introduce renormalisation constants.

The assumption that the objects in (3.10) are the most irregular terms in their re-
spective equations turns out to be a self-consistent one, in fact one can work with the

36 The fact that this turns out to be the case is called subcriticality in singular SPDEs, or UV super-
renormalisability in field theory.

37 One does not see this particular renormalisation in some treatments of Yukaway as it is implicitly removed
by normal ordering creation and annihilation operators in R
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assumption that U and Y, Y have regularity 1 + 28 and 3 + §— respectively® —all the

relevant products involving U and ¥, Y will be canonically defined and will have suf-
ficient regularity so that after they are acted on by the heat kernel they will exceed our
regularity assumptions.

Remark 3.9. If we remove our regularisation (choose § = 0) then some of the products
involving U, Y, and Y become ill-defined. One can try to make the remainders U, Y,
and Y more regular by including more trees in the ansatz (3.8), but regardless of how far
one goes it will not be possible to make a self-consistent assumption on the regularities
of our remainders that lets us close the argument.?”

The source of the difficulty can be linked to the need to construct new trees on the
right hand side of the U equation, for instance “{s. The stochastic construction of “¢s
is different from that of (3.9) in that it involves a “non-local” renormalisation, for the
tree ¢ this is due to the divergent subtree {». All of these new divergences requires the
insertion of a C.¢ renormalisation counterterm to the bosonic equation which, at the
level of the field theory, would correspond to a “mass renormalisation” of the boson. We
expect that the usual methods used to go beyond the Da Prato—Debussche regime in the
bosonic case can be adapted to this setting to overcome this difficulty.

Remark 3.10. Note that we take an “asymmetric” approach where we work with the
bosons pointwise on €2 but treat the fermions as algebra elements, that is we work on
MR, 13 P'(Ay; ).

A more symmetric approach would be to view M (€2, 1) as a (commutative) topolog-
ical x-algebra «7p that we may consider to be the “bosonic algebra”. Then heuristically
the solution could be considered as an element of 2'(A,; 273 ® 7). However, com-
pleting the algebraic tensor product «/p ® <7 using the topology of convergence in
probability on /g would again give us the space M(2, u; Z'(A,; &)).

4. Stochastic Estimates

4.1. Regularity of the noises and linear solutions ~ We start with regularity estimates
for the fermionic noise. From the definition of the extended CAR algebra, we have
the following bound on the fermionic driving noise. Below, we define, for ¢ > 0,

W, := W x o, and analogously for ¥, ¥, and &. Here o, is again the scaled mollifier
introduced in Sect. 1.3.

Lemma 4.1. For any f € b, one has

W (oo < V20 Flp- 4.1)

3/248

It follows that, as an operator-valued distribution, ¥ € C4 A Ao ® C*) . More-
—3/248—v

over, ¥V, — W inC, (A; Uoo @ CH as e | 0 forany v € (0, 1].

“_»

38 Here, we just write “—""in the regularity to mean minus n« for some n € IN. Recall that x can be taken
arbitrarily small so the precise value of » is unimportant.

39 This is the same obstruction encountered when trying to apply the argument of [DPDO3] to the stochastic
quantisation of <1>§.
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Proof. From (2.5) one has, for all f € @(IR3; (E4) and all b € Gr($)),

[70(¥ (1)), 1 (P ()], = [P (Ukf)), o (P (UKF))],
+ [ (Pyf). a(Pyf)],
= (PpyUxf, PyUxf)y 1+ (Pyf, Pofly1
<20f15 1

Therefore, for any u € fa(b),

77 (W (Ol < s (P ) ull® + Nl (B () Tul|?
= (u, [ (¥ (), T (W ()], u)
<20 £ 1 ul%-

The second statement of the lemma follows from (4.1) by estimating the given
Holder-Besov norm (A.1) using the scaling properties of the norm || - ||. Explicitly

given f € 2(R; (E4), let f(t, x) 1= Y,z f(t, x + k) be the corresponding peri-
odised element in € (A; C*) C b. By linearity we find that Q % f = Q * f and,
therefore,

LIS <Az Q * ] 2

By slight abuse of notation, Q * f only denotes the convolution along the spatial variable.
Using the scaling property of Q at the origin, a straighforward calculation then yields

—_— 42 1425-4/2 348
ISE fllg SA™2a7 7 =2a72",

where the constant only depends on the support of f and its ¥’-norm. This directly
implies that ¥ € C;s/erS (A; Ao ® CH.
The final statement regarding convergence is a simple consequence of the fact that

82 teex )= Shefl e S (A2 el fllsr ) A (A2 £ 1)

and interpolating between the two bounds, i.e. for any v € [0, 1],
A7 e a2 (1) (rz)l_u A

345
We are allowed to use the €' -norm of f thanks to the definition of the space C, 2 (cf.
Appendix A.1). Analogously we find that

|SE. (e Q% £) = SL Q% )] 2 S ATV flign.

where the constants above depend only on the size of the support of f. O

1
Lemma 4.2. One has Trp (V) € C§+5(A; A ® C*). Moreover, for any 6 € (0, %)
Tr(W) € ([0, 1]; C7H~2 (T2 2, ® CY)).
1.5
Additionally, forv € (0, 1], Zp (V) - Zp(W)ase | Ointhe spacesCser(S V(A; Aso
® CY) and € (R; C2*" (T2; Aoo @ C)).



A Dynamical Yukawa Page 39 of 65 2

Proof. The first and third assertions follow from an application of the Schauder estimate
Theorem A.9.

Concerning the second, observe that we can rewrite the difference needed for the
Holder estimate as

/((IF(‘I’)(L Y) = Zr(¥)(s, ), (Sin) () gady

=Zr(W)((8 — 85) ® Sin) = =9 Zr (V) (15,1 ® Sin),

where € 2(T?; C*) such that sz n=0.

The evaluation at points 7, s, and the following calculations are admissible as Zr (V) is
a continuous function. The || « || o-norm of this expression can be calculated by applying
8IZIZ to the argument of W and calculating its ) norm squared, see Lemma 4.1. We get

2 —
0Tf (wn@Sin)| e =4l ® Sin —0TETe (L @ Sin))

L2QH™ 2
where we are using the L’®QH - on the right-hand side. Now, since s, t € [0, 1] and

2)—1.

S} is spatially periodic, we may replace —BEIEIF with —8[2(—8,2 +(—A+M?)

In order to separately estimate the space and time regularities we convert the sum in the

denominator into a product which can be done via functional calculus using Young’s

inequality for products, i.e.

1—
2

1+26 260
10,172 (— A + M2)1 =2 < +T(_a’2) + (—A + M2)?

giving us
2 2 142
—5 —9; e

< =
_3[2 +(=A+ M2 ™ 19,120 (—A + M2)1=20 — (—A + M2)1-2

which has two separate scaling degrees for space and time. We find

0,Zf (1[s,t] ®% -

proving the claim. The last claim follows analogously from the third one. O

1
7% S |t —S|9)\,7+‘S_29

We now turn to the corresponding bosonic objects.

Lemma 4.3. For every k > 0 and 6 € (0, %) we have, almost everywhere (in the

probability space of the bosonic noise)
£ €C7H (), T(®) € CE (M), and Tp(®) e ¥ (R (T)).

Moreover, as € |, 0, one has, in probability, &, — & in C;2_" (A) and Zg (&) — Ip(§)
in C;*(A) and € (R; C™~7 (T?)).

Proof. The first statement is standard, proven by a Kolmogorov type argument. The
second follows from the first and Theorem A.9. The third can also be proven by a standard
Kolmogorov type estimate (analogously to the time regularity estimate in Lemma 4.2).
Finally, the statement regarding convergence can be argued via compactness. O

Asin Sect. 3.2, we frequently use graphical tree notations in what follows. Note that
_1 _1
Lemma 4.2 immediately gives T € C, 2+8 (A; s ® C*) and ¥ € C, 2+ (A; Ao @ C?).

We use subscripts to encode regularisation, writing % = Ip(&), e == Ir(y¥e) and
e :=Zr(¥,), and similarly for T, and 7.
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4.2. Convergence of products ~ Wenow turn to constructing the fermionic Wick product
1 along with the mixed boson/fermion products *#, 7. For the bosonic Wick products
2/, 9 we simply cite the corresponding results as these objects are well-known in the
literature.

4.2.1. Fermionic wick square We start by rewriting B(IZ @8), IZZ (wg))(z) as a sum
in zeroth order and second order chaoses. We will then show that the projection to
the second chaos gives a well-defined operator-valued distribution in the limit and our
renormalisation prescription will be the subtraction of the zeroth order chaos (which is
just a constant). For f A g € b2, (2.27) simplifies to

VA(fAg) =W (HW(R) — [akUf), a'(g)],. (4.2)

The key estimate for us from Proposition 2.23 is the following: one has for all n € IN,
uniformly in F € h”?, the estimate

W2 (F)l, <

~

IF Iy 4.3)

with the constant only depending ». For writing out various objects explicitly it will be
helpful to refer to individual (vector) components of the fermionic noise W. For i € [4]
let 77; : h — b be the projection onto the subspace of i where only the i component of
the functions are non-zero. Then we set

Y, ;== V¥ om, oc;r ::otTorri, o ‘= OT;.

Abusing notation, we also view W, ole, and «; as maps L*(R) ® H_% (T?) — Ay

and elements of 2'(A; ). We also consider the component maps ¥; ¢ ¥ j of W2
given by setting, for F € h®2,

(V; 0 W;)(F) := ‘-IJ<>2<(7Ti ® ﬂj)(F))~

which are well-defined maps on the full Hilbert space tensor product by Proposition 2.23.
We then rewrite the product distribution B(¥, ¥/) on i) x iy as

B(Y(f).¥(2) = U3(H)Wi(g) + Wa(f)Wa(g)
= (W30 U)(fAQ+(WaoW)(fAg)

+|aswv . ). a(g.0)] +[asv©. ). (. 0] -
As a shorthand for the first two terms in the above expression we define the linear map

B(J, 1//)01 h\? — o
Fr— (V30 W) (F)+ (Vg0 W)(F).

We define the maps 3.[%"], 3[¥] € 2/(A; h"?) by setting

3. 31(2) = (0, GZS) A (GZs, o) and 3[%(z) := (0, G?) A (GZ’, 0).
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While it is clear that 3.[%] belongs to 2'(A; h/\z), this needs to be verified for 3[%]
but, to avoid breaking up our exposition here, we leave that to the first statement of
Lemma 4.4. With these definitions we have

B %)) = B(ZY (¥.). IV () (2)
=By, y)° (3 (z))+cs (2), 4.4)

where

“a(2) = 22: |2 (xU(0.GY,)) ] (GE..0)| e z(a). 4.5)

i=1

We then define ¥, 3 € 2/(A; &) by setting

V@ = B 1)@ — Cip@ = BT, ¥)° (3:V1).
V(@) = Bl ¥)° (3410). (4.6)

Again, the definition of % only makes sense once we have proven the first statement of
Lemma 4.4, which we proceed to do now.

Lemma 4.4. One has 3[3F] € C;'%(A; %), and one has 3.[3F] — 3[¥]inC;1+20~V
(A: b ase | O forany v e (0, 1].

Proof. For the first statement note that, for every f € & (]R3 ),

13N < [ ©H@GY2(0)GT () f()dydz =

AXR3

= (f, (GV*2GY*2) « f), 4.7)

where GZ”Q, GZW’*2 and GY*2, GY*2 are as defined in Sect.3.1, f again denotes the
partial periodisation of f, and we have estimated the antisymmetrised inner product

using the normal one. Since GY*2GY*2 ¢ M~2+4 | the first statement directly follows
from Proposition A.11. The second statement follows from combining Proposition A.11

and Lemma 3.8 for the convergence of GZ’*Z, G? to G2, GY. |

Note that the renormalisation counterterm in (4.5) is a lift of the of the counterterm one
would expect from Wick renormalisation in .A. Indeed, a straightforward calculation
gives

F(Co() = w(B(E(G?), w(GZ)))l = Cl. (4.8)

Our main result on the fermionic Wick square is given by the following proposition.
Here we use the notation | « ||¢;p described in Appendix A, where « is the regularity
exponent for the Holder—Besov space and p denotes the seminorm. We do not reference
a compact set R here since this estimate is actually uniform over A.
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Proposition 4.5. One has 3 € C;”z‘s (A; o). Moreover, for any v € (0, 1] and any
nelN

81}/4’

[ = 37%]

<
—1428—v;n ~

so that 'y — 3 in C;“z‘s_”(A; ) as ¢ | 0. The constant of proportionality here
only depends on n.

Proof. Recallingthat B(V, v)°: h®2 — o/ is continuous (since the same is true of ¥°?
thanks to (4.3)) the result follows from (4.6) and the second statement of Lemma 4.4. O

Remark 4.6. We point out that if I" is chosen so that, for every b € I, b is spanned by
functions of sufficiently good regularity, then the seminorms || - ||,, cannot detect the
divergence of C%,as ¢ | 0.

In particular, one would be able to find y > 0 such that forany n € IN, Cﬁv converges
inC; 7 (A; 4,) as £ | 0. The control over this limit will not be uniform in n —however

this is still enough for convergence in C; ¥ (A; 7). It follows that this choice of I gives
a topology on &7 where renormalisation is not necessary.

However, we can show that, regardless of the choice of filtration I', the choice of a
good state imposes we correctly renormalise if we want convergence in a reasonable
non-commutative £2-space. If we use the faithful state w, instead of the vacuum state,

then we can show that the limit of CE%" isnota £2® (&7, w,)-valued distribution, where
this space was defined in Remark 2.21.

4.2.2. Mixed product The role of (4.2) and (4.3) will be played by (2.28) and (2.29) of
Proposition 2.29.

We give details for defining %#, the treatment of %7 is identical. In analogy with the
last section, we start by writing

(@)% = ¢ @ V) (3:[V1() 4.9)
where 3,[3f] € @’(A; b® b) is now given by

3.[V1(2) == Kz ® (G, 0).
We then have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.7. Defining

3V = K. ® (G, 0),
one has 3[\] € C;%(A; b ® h) and 3:[] — 3[M]in C;%iv(é; b®h)ase ] 0 for
anyv € (0, 1].
Proof. Forall f € 2(R%)

13N Res = [ ©D@KZMGY 20 f(3) dydz
AXR3

= (f. (K2GV*) % f) 2.

Since K*2GY*2 € M1~ the first assertion follows from Proposition A.11. Similarly,

the second assertion follows from the same proposition as well as Lemmata 3.7 and 3.8.
O
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1

We then define 4%, 4F € Cs 2 (A; L7 (2, 11; Uso)) by setting
V@) =% @%@ and V(2) = (¢ @ V)(3[V](). (4.10)

%/ is indeed well-defined by the Lemma 4.7 as well as Proposition 2.29.

As described in Remarks 2.22 and 3.10, we now switch our point of view and instead
consider ** as a measurable map Q — 2'(A; Ao ® C?). Here we use the notation
|l * lla;,p described in Appendix A where we choose the seminorm p = oo, that is we
are using the norm || « ||oo 0N Aso.

Proposition 4.8. For all k > 0, R C A compact and for a.e. n € <2,
IPOPI s 00 <
_lis—
and 32, 25 probability as measurable functions Q — Cg A “(A; Ao @ C).
Proof. From Proposition A.12 we find that for all n € IN

e

Lo S loo | o e-1/229 (4.11)

1
§+5—K,OO

as long as « > %, the claim now follows from Lemma 4.7. O

4.2.3. Bosonic products We want to define for ¢ > 0,

Ve=%-C5 and 0, =T 305"
where we write C%, := E[':(0)2] = K*?(0). The convergence of **; and ? as & | 0 is
well known, see the following lemma.

Proposition 4.9 ([TW18, Theorem 2.1]). For all k > 0, there are random elements

0 0
A2, ¥ € C.* such that one has the convergence in probability 8/ 28« and 8. =0

0.

Remark 4.10. Alternatively and more in line with the previous sections, we could have
defined for ¢ € [0, 1]

Sa[v](z) =K;®K; and SS[W](Z) =K, ®K;QK,
and set

Ve =23V and P = £ (3[P)).

5. Local Solution Theory

Now that we have set up our extended CAR algebra and proven the needed convergence
results for the stochastic data, we turn to putting this all together along with results on
Schauder theory and multiplication on Holder—Besov spaces (see Appendix A) to solve
our SPDE.
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5.1. Solving the equation in <f,  We start by proving the existence of a solution to
(a renormalised version of) the equations (3.9) from Sect.3.2 for short enough times
and in the “localised” Banach space o7, for any fixed n € IN. We fix sufficiently small
8 > k > 0 and solve the SPDE for generic choices of the driving noises

' eC T (A, s € CTH (A,
_1 _1
v el A Pl g o)),
? c Cﬁ—§+5,—§+5(él; %1 ®C2) ’ .\}. c CE'—§+5—K,—§+5—K(A1; %1 ®C2) ’

_lys o Llis
oF c Cg F+é—K,—75+8 K(Al; JZ{nl ® Cz) ’ o c Cs—l+28,—1+28(A1; szn())
(5.1)

The Holder spaces Cq'" of functions with singularities at time 0 are defined below in
Appendix A.2.

The Banach space of driving noises, which is just the Cartesian product of all the
Banach spaces* appearing in (5.1), is denoted by ;. Note that for a generic choice of
driving noises, that is an arbitrary element & = (%, %%, ¥, 1, 5, 4%, 47, %) € N, —there
is a-priori there no relationship between the different component noises and E need not
be built from renormalised polynomials of the bosonic and fermionic noises. The reader
should is cautioned that we write E instead of E, to lighten the notation. Similarly, we
have dropped n from the notation for all components of &, ug, and its components, as
well as the solutions U, Y, and Y.

The aim of this section is to define a continuous map mapping driving noises & € N,
to the local solution to the SPDE driven by E.

Remark 5.1. From the continuity of the canonical projection 7, : &/ — 7, it follows
that r, o f € Co' " (Ay; ) if f € Co"(Ay; ), etc.

Remark 5.2. The choice of space Cg'*, rather than C¢, was made because we need to mul-

tiply the driving noises constructed in Sect. 4 by the temporal cut-off 1,0} € Cq" ‘O(A).
Their product then belongs to Ca** by Theorem A.19.

Theorem 5.3. Let E € N,. Then for any k € (0,8) and ¢ € (0, k) and any initial
condition

up = (Up, Yo, Yo) € C 1= C™* (T2 0) x €37~ (T &) @ €
the equations
U = (A =mAU = g(B(=F + MY, (¥ + M)Y)
+B((—=Y + MY, + B[ (V+M)Y) + %")
— 2 (U 43U 430N +20)
0Y = (A= MY —g(U(V+ MY 41T + MY +UT+ )
3,Y = (A — MY)Y — g(U( —V + M)Y + =T + M)Y + U?+\/P) .52

40 Since A 1 is compact, all of the above spaces should be viewed as Banach spaces with a single norm
where R = A;.
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have a solution in

35— Las—
Cron = CHP % (Ags %) x C27 7T (A 7 @ €Y (5.3)

for0 < T =T(n,uo, E) < 1 small enough.

This solution is unique on the temporal interval [0, T] and for 81,8, > 0 small
enough the solution map is jointly continuous on the balls of radii 8§ and §> around ug
and E respectively

SP: Cit x Ny D B, (uo) x Bsy(E) —> Cr.n

(up, 8) — o’

Remark 5.4. The PDE above are “remainder PDE” governing the remainder of the solu-
tion to the full PDE after subtracting the linear solution—see Sect. 3.2. The n-regularities
in (5.3), that is the second exponent in the superscripts on the right side of (5.3), are
chosen so that we can accommodate (*(0), 1(0), 7(0)) as an initial condition in the re-
mainder equation. This means that we can start the full system of PDEs with arbitrary
initial data of the same regularity as the linear solution.

Remark 5.5. We note here that the dependence of T (n, ug, ) only comes from the am-
bient space Cr , within which we are solving the equation. Later on when the initial
conditions and noises are chosen as the different projections of single .o/ valued distri-
butions u( and E the dependence will become more direct as n determines the norms of
the initial conditions and driving noises via 7.

Remark 5.6. In the above theorem one can replace 7, by the closure of 7, (¥¢) in <7, as
per Remark 3.3.

In what follows, we will denote the norm of C7 ,, by || « |I7.x-

Proof. We denote the non-linear part of the right-hand side of (5.2) by F(u, E) for
u=U,Y,Y)and E = (1,8, ¥, 15, 4,30,

We also use the abbreviations YY := (Y+M)Y and YW := (= Y+M)Y. Furthermore,
we suppress the equation for the “anti-fermions” from now on as it is practically the same
as the equation for the fermions. We also leave out a detailed treatment of the bosonic
self-interaction as the analysis there proceeds by the usual arguments and the regularity
of those terms is strictly better than the regularity of the terms containing fermions.

Integrating (5.2) with respect to Zp and Z respectively we arrive at the equation

1 1

38—« —5+6 _lis
—1426-2c —1425—k 125 |2
e e —— -1+

. i —~ =
U=GBU0—gIB(YV-YV+ Yt teyY ey )

1+268 —K —2K —3Kk
—3k —3k —K —3k
—,\IB< U3 43 U430 + 0 )
%""S_K —K —%+8 —%+5—K
— 32 582 —L+d—x —1+8—k
— = —_— —_—
Y=GpYo—gIF( uyY o+ Y o+ Ut o+ ) (5.4)
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where we have written « as shorthand for the bilinear map B( ). We have noted the « and

n regularity of the products as 5 . All of the products are well-defined and continuous

maps by Theorem A.19 and Theorem A.20. -

We denote the right-hand side of (5.4) by M7 (u) and the terms that are being
integrated by F (1). We begin by showing that ./\/l,? maps Cr , into itself for any 7 < 1.
First note that GgUg € C" ™" < CI"™* for any y > 0 because of Proposition A.24

and because the inclusion CJ" ™" < CJ"™* is continuous. The analogous statements
hold for the other terms depending on the initial condition which we abbreviate as Guy.
The latter also satisfies uniformly in 7 < 1 the estimate

IGuollT.n S lluollca

where ||ug||cine is the norm of ug in its space. Next note that taking spatial derivatives is a
continuous map Cg " — Cg_l’"_l, cf. Theorem A.21 By the theorems on the continuity
of multiplication, Theorem A.19 and Theorem A.20, the map

0. v.7)— (¥ Y. uy¥. uy")
is Lipschitz continuous with constant < R on the balls of radius R in Cr ,, (independently
of T), while U + U3 has constant < R?. Similarly, the multiplication with the noises is
also Lipschitz continuous, and, therefore, F as a whole is Lipschitz continuous on the ball
ofradius R. Since both Zr and Zp are 2-regularising it follows that (Zp, Zr, Zr)oJF maps
the original space first into CP-" where B, nare 1425, 1+25 — 2« and %+6 —K, %+8 —2K
for the bosonic and fermionic equation respectively, and then we use the embedding

C,B’n [N Cﬁyﬂ—l—g
to return to the original spaces. Here we have set o = 26 — k for the bosons and o = —«
for the fermions respectively. In particular, this embedding is bounded such that
< plie
Wellgn—1-c;ap,.0 ST 2 e Npn;ag.ae

cf. Proposition A.22. We have thus shown that M; : Cr.n — Cr, and that for some
constant C > 0, and for any two u, v € Cr_, with [|ull7.,, lvllT.. < R

= 1o
M @lizn < WGuollz,n + CT 2 Rllullz,n »
= = 1o
M @) = M=()llTn < CT 2 Rllu — vll7,n -
Choosing R = ||Guollr.n + 1, for T small enough, M,,E therefore maps the ball of
radius R around O into itself as a contraction—resulting in a map with a fixed point.

Furthermore, since F is also Lipschitz continuous with respect to our choice of noise &
it follows that

E g - =
MG @) = My @llrn SIE = E I,

If |2 — &||n;, is chosen small enough, then one can choose the same T for ./\/l;lE and
Mf/. Thus, the fixed-points are continuous with respect to the choice of (localised)
driving noises in a small neighbourhood around a given set of noises E. O

Remark 5.7. For given R, S > 0 and ug € Bg(0), E € Bg(0) the choice of T only
depends on R and S, and not the individual u¢ and E.



A Dynamical Yukawa Page 47 of 65 2

The next step is to view the solution up to time 7" as an element of ¥ ([0, TY; 5,;“) N
%((0, T1; Ci), where

@il — C—K(TZ; %O) x C%+3—K(FJIQ; %l ® (]:4)

which is of slightly worse regularity than C*. For the term depending on the initial
condition, this follows directly from Proposition A.24. For the non-linearity we argue
as follows.

Forany T € (0, 1],¢ € (0, T], and «, 1, 8 > O we have the sequence of inclusions

CeN(Ags ) = CI(Ags ) = CL(Ags ) — C([0, TT; CT (T o))
with

sup u(t, Moy, S Ntlla,y; A, o,
1€[0,T]
where the constant of proportionality is independent of n € IN. The contribution from

3 3
. .. _ 5+0—K,5+6—2K . .
the non-linearity is actually an element of (35”25’”2‘S 2% Ce 2 , in particular

both n-regularities are positive and we see that it is in €' ([0, T']; C~;f“) Ne (0, T1; Ci).

Corollary 5.8. In the setting of Theorem 5.3, the solution map SnT can also be viewed
as a map

ST': Bs, (uo) x Bs,(E) — €([0, T1; C™).

We can now evaluate the solution u at time 7 < 1 giving us an element in C;;" and
allowing us to restart the equation at that time with noises shifted temporally by 7' (which
does not change their norms) and new initial condition u (7, -). By the usual arguments
we construct in this way a maximal solution on an interval [0, 1 A T'(n, ug, E)] where
either T'(n, ug, ) = oo or T'(n, ug, &) € (0, 1] and

lim |lu(t, ‘)”cinit = Q.
1T (n,up, E) n

For L > 0 define

T (n, ug, E) := inf {t € [0, 1] ‘ (e, ) e > L} .

For (ug, E) € CM x N, welet St (up, E) denote the solution (5.2) up until T (n, ug, E).

Corollary 5.9. Let L > 0 be fixed, and let T* and S,f‘ be as above. Then for every e > 0
and C > 0 there exist 81, 8y > 0, such that for T =1 AT (n, ug, ) A TE(n, uy, 8)
one has the bound

L — L -
ISy (uo, B) — Sy (ug, ENle,, <€

[ ]

forallug, uy € Cy', and 8, &' € N, suchthat | E||n;,, 1B In, < C, IIE-Elln, < 82,
L
lluollcime, Nugllem: < 5, and |lug — ugllcme < 81.

Proof. This follows by the same arguments as in Corollary 7.12 in [Hail4]. The argument
relies on the fact that, knowing C and that |[u(z, -) ||C}i1nil < L, we can find a lower bound
for the interval At in the contraction argument, which is independent of the explicit
noise realisation and initial condition. O
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If a solution u blows up at some finite time 7' (u), then we can add an element 00 to
the space of solutions. In particular, let C, sol be the extension of the space %([O 1]; C‘“")
defined in Appendix A.3, to include trajectories which blow up in finite time. In this
space we can define for arbitrary ug € Ci™ and E € N, the solution map

. ini 1
Sp: G x N, — C)°

where S, (ug, ) [ [0, T] := SnT (ug, ) forany T € [0, T (n, ug, E)) N[0, 1], while for
t € (T (n,up, ), 1] we set S, (ug, &) = co. We have by the above Corollary 5.9 and
Lemma A.23 the following.

Proposition 5.10. For alln € N, the map S, : Cp* x N,, —> CZOI is well-defined and
continuous.

5.2. Solving the equation in &/ We now wish to do our best to patch together the
solution maps (S,),enN into a single solution map giving solutions taking value in 7.

Recalling that in Lemma 2.26 we showed that .27 is the projective limit of the spaces
() neN, we define the following projective space:

sol {(un)n c l_[ Csol

nelN

Vn,m € IN withn < m,
Tam © U | [0, Ty) = u, [0, T,)

where 7, : 9, — 4, is the canonical projection, and
Ty :=inf {t € [0, 1] | um (1) = o0} .

The reason for restricting the equality of u,,, and u,, to the interval [0, T},,) is that, although
lim;47,, () = oo the same might not be true for u, (#) —we have 7,, > T, and cannot
rule out a strict inequality. Since the maps 7, are C*-algebra morphisms, it follows
from continuity that

Tnm (Sm(nm oup, my o 8) [ [0, Tm)) =S, (my oup, my 0 B) [ [0, Tpp).
Furthermore, let
Cmn . C*K (']IQ; ,52{0) % C%+87K (rIIQ; (52{1 ® C4)

and analogously define the space N, by replacing, for i € {1, 2}, all instances of Jz%n’
in (5.3) with <"
We can then write down the desired solution map for <7-valued solutions as

Sﬁ{ lel X N% N CSO]

(ug, B) —> (S,, (7, o ug, My 0 E))ndN'

Remark 5.11. Note that here we fall short of honestly building local solutions in <7,
in particular we cannot rule out that 7,y = inf,eny 7, = 0. If T,y > 0 however,
then we can show that iterates of the fixed-point map converges in the extended CAR
algebra o7 on the temporal interval [0, T/), and the solution makes sense as an element

% ([0, Toy): C).
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Theorem 5.12. The map Sy is well-defined and continuous. In particular, there exist
Z(f)-valued functions (Cg)se(() 1y independent of g and X\ such that the solutions

Uy = ((pg, (ve, DS)) € C;‘}l to the system of equations (1.8) with initial conditions
uo = (¢o, vo, Ug) € C™, converge in probability in M(Q uw; C;;l) ase | 0rto

Sor (w0 — (L1.9)(0), E) + (W 1.9).
where
E= (%1588

are the &-measurable, 7 -valued, space-time distributions constructed in Sect. 4.

Remark 5.13. Before beginning with the proof, we note that one arrives at the regularised
version of (5.2) from the regularised version of (3.9) by subtracting the central element
gC‘?v as well as 3)»C§vu, defined in (4.5) and (4.11), from the bosonic equation as

BN =%+C% and u’—3C%u=U>+3U"+3U% +*,

where u = U + 1. Thus, we are indeed solving the renormalised equation (1.8) instead
of the original (1.7).

Proof. This follows almost immediately from the previous results. The final ingredients
necessary are the regularities of the noises used in the Da Prato—Debussche decomposi-
tion. From Proposition 4.3 and Proposition 4.2 we have that (?,%,7) € ¢'(R; C™) and it
is straighforward to use the ¢ |, 0 convergence statement in each of the three lemmas of
Sect. 4.1 to show that (TS, T, ?8) converges to (T, " ?) in C_f;’/], this gives us the result. O

Remark 5.14. The above argument can be easily repeated to extend the solutions beyond
time 1 by suitably shifting the noises in time and modifying the integration kernels
correspondingly.

5.3. Uoo-valued and A-valued solutions  Since %, % are smooth Aoy ® C>-valued
functions, it follows that

Ve € €F(A; Aso) C C5 (A5 Aso),

etc. for the other mollified noises. In particular, for ¢ > 0, we can solve (5.2) in an
analogously defined space C;‘fl, in the same way we solved the equation with values in
the spaces 27%,. We call this solution map Sg. The same is true for A, and we call the
corresponding solution map S 4 with solution space Cfgl.

As the maps 7, [ 2oo and F are C*-algebra homomorphisms from 2/ to 7, and A
respectively the same compatibility condition between solutions with values in 2, and
values in 27, or A holds. Again the blow-up time in 2, might be strictly smaller than
in 7, and A.

We summarise this interrelationship between the different solutions in the following
commutative diagram, where we only note the dependence on the mollified noise input
denoted by N;.
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Sw

Ne

S
lsm\A
sol _F sol
Cy — C4

AN ~

O — O ---» ([0, 1]; C)

Sn

If one is able to prove that T'(n, 7, o ug, m, o ;) = oo foralln € IN and ¢ >
0, then the solution will converge in the closure of the image of €([0, 1]; Cg) in
[Then €10, 11; CN‘;‘{)n) and thus also in ([0, 1]; CN’E‘;) which we have denoted here by a
dotted arrow.

This commutative diagram tells us that when ¢ > 0, the solutions that we can construct
in %, or A, and 2 are consistent with each other —in particular they are indistinguishable
at the level of correlation functions.
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Appendix A. Spaces of Distributions

A.l. LCTVS-valued Holder—Besov spaces

Definition A.1. Let (E, 3) be a locally convex topological vector space (LCTVS) with
collection of seminorms 3. We denote by 2’ (IR; E) the set continuous linear maps
2(R?) — E equipped with the following topology. A net (£,)e C 2’ (R?; E) converges
to & if and only if for every bounded set A C & (R?) and every seminorm p € BB

lim sup p(&« () — £(p)) = 0.
o peEA
A subset A € Z2(R?) is said to be bounded if and only if there exists some compact

RCRY, st A C 2(R),and, for every seminorm n.8 of Z(R), ||A|ln 5 is abounded
subset of [0, c0).

In the following we denote by Bs(x,r) := {y € R? | |x — y|ls < r}.

Definition A.2 (Test Functions Bg,x). Let r € IN, s a scaling on IRd, and x € RY.
Define

B, = |ne 2" | suppn C Betx. 1), In

%r<1}7
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where || « || denotes the usual 4" -norm. Furthermore, for & € R, let B3 be the subset
of B, such that for all polynomials P of degree deg P < o and all ¢ € Bg%

/(p(x)P(x)dx =0.

We have the following definition of Holder—Besov Spaces on open domains.

Definition A.3. Let (E, 3) be a locally convex topological vector space (LCTVS) with
a collection of seminorms 3. Let U C IR? be an open set. We define for £ € &' (U; E),
R C U compact, the seminorm

I€ll;u.p :=sup sup sup A"“p (& (Ss,m))+sup sup p(&(Siin)).(A.D)
xeRneBy +€(0.Ax] xefRneBy

where A, := 1 A 1 dists (x, RI\U) with

dists(x, R\ U) :== inf |lx — y|ls.
yeRN\U

Then the space of E-valued o-Holder functions is given by
C (U E) = {g € 7' (U:E) |Vp € YR C U compact : [[£[la:v.ap < oo}

which is a complete subspace of 2’(U; E). If the index £ is dropped, the supremum is
taken over all of U. When no confusion may arise we often drop the index U.

We can also naturally define Holder—Besov spaces over closed domains.

Definition A.4. In the above setting, let A C R? be a closed subset, and U/ the system
of open neighbourhoods U of A, where in particular (U = A, and let ¢ € R. We set
CZ(A; E) to be the space of germs of distributions defined on open sets containing A.

That is, for A C U, V open we say that f € CZ(U; E) and g € CZ(V; E) are
equivalent if and only if f(¢) = g(¢) for all test functions ¢ compactly supported in
U N V. Together with the natural restriction C2 (V; E) — C¢(U; E)yfor AC U C V,
we can thus define the direct limit

CI(AE) = 11_11)1 CI(U; E),
UDA

with canonical continuous restrictions 7y : C3(U; E) — C2(A; E).
This space is topologised by the set of seminorms

| flla;a,qp == inf  inf [iglle;v, 8, ps
Fllaa.s.p UDA geCe(U:E) EllosU, R

Ty @)=/

where £ C A compact. If the index £ is dropped, the supremum is taken over all of A.
When no confusion may arise we often drop the index A.

Remark A.5. By following the argument of [Tre67, Theorem 44.1] in the case of ¢ (U ; E)
for U  RY open, it is straightforward to prove that CZ (U; E) is isomorphic to the in-
jective tensor product C¢ (U) ® E. For a closed subset A C R" as in Definition A.4,
this follows from the universal property of the direct limit.
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Remark A.6. For Proposition A.12, we also need another equivalent set of seminorms
onC¢ (]Rd; E). Asin[Hail4], let x : R — IR be a scaling function of regularity » € IN,.
We define the s-scaled lattice to be

Ap=2""2Z" C R

and as in [Hail4] an s-scaled wavelet basis on R with mother wavelets x; forz e Ag
and father wavelets ¢! for z € A;,n € N and ¢ € ® where ® is the finite set of
generating father wavelets.

We define the seminorm

nls|
1€ llw,a: 8,p 2= sup sup sup 272 ™p (£(p!)) v sup p (E(x2)),
nelN zeAy pe® z€A]

which is equivalent to || « [|¢; & p by a straightforward argument.

Remark A.7. For o > 0, o ¢ IN the spaces CJ (]Rd; E ) agree with the classical Holder
spaces.

Definition A.8. A kernel K : R? \ {0} — € smooth except for a singularity at the origin
is called B-regularising if it is comfactly supported and for every k € IN“ there exists a
constant C such that for all x € R

—|s|—Ik|s
|D*K ()] < Cllx )25,

Theorem A.9 (Schauder Estimate). Leta € R, 8 > 0 and K a B-regularising kernel.
Convolution with K is a continuous map Cg (R%; E) —> CSHB (R?: E).

Proof. Thanks to Remark A.5 and [Tre67, Proposition 43.6] the general case follows
from the scalar case E = IR proven in the classical Schauder estimate, cf. [FH14,
Theorem 14.17]. m]

Theorem A.10. Let A be a locally m-convex topological algebra.

For a,8 € R, the map (f,g) — f - g extends to a continuous bilinear map
C¢ (R?; A) x Cf (R%; A) — C;MB (R?; A) ifand only ifa+B > 0. W.r.t. each seminorm
p € B it is Lipschitz continuous with constant R on the ball of radius R

Br(®) = { (/. ) € CERE ) x CLRE A)| 1 /lasp v lglgip < R

The statement above also holds if one replaces R? with an open or closed subset of RY.

Proof. This can be argued analogously to the proof of the case A = IR in [Hail4,
Proposition 4.14]. This proof carries over since, for r > 0, one has || fgllgr.qp S
| fllzr.q pllgller, a,p on the point-wise product of the bonafide functions f and g, and
one has similar estimates for the point-wise multiplication of modelled distributions, cf.

[Hail4, Theorem 4.7] |

Proposition A.11. Let & € 2'(R?; E). Suppose that there exists a kernel K € M with
¢ € (—ls,0), s.t. forall f € 2(R?Y) and all p € P

ECHI S | K * ) p2wey |

where the constant may depend on p but is independent of f. Then & € C¢/2(RY; E).
The same holds true for RY replaced with R x T¥.
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Proof. This follows straighforwardly from the identity
_ —1
(S S K % (S22 = (S0 S K (839 f iz =87 f (20 K) % )12

and the bound 8’|5||(S§;)1K)(x)| = [K(6°x)| < lsuppK(x)me{”x”§8§~ o

Proposition A.12. Let E be a Fréchet space and (S, () a measure space. Then for any
q € [1, 00) we have a continuous imbedding

cg (RY L9(S, s B)) € L9 (S, 11 C** (R B)).

forany k > |Z—|. The same holds when one replaces R by R¢ x T*.
Proof. Let (xy, (pf,) be the above introduced a wavelet basis. Let g > 'i—' and £ €
Cce (IRd; L (S, u; E )).First we interpret £ as the measurable function § — 9’(]12‘1; E)

mapping
n i (¢ = &(p)(n)

where £(¢)(12) is the value in E of £(p).
Now using the wavelet C*~*-seminorms we find that forp € §

HEOMIL o g S

klslg _
<sup sup sup2 2 KOO sby () n v osup 1EGR) ()
kelN ze ANR ped ZeAGNR

We will estimate the integral with respect to 72 of the terms on the right-hand side to
conclude that & isin L? (S , ) Co K (IRd; E )). By estimating the suprema with sums we
can pass the integral through them to directly estimate

< o~k

[lewbl,

L4
Thus,

”||g(.)||w’a7,(;ﬁ’n”f£q < Z Z Z ok(a—k)q—kegq < Z olslk—kkg

k€N ze AFNR pe® kelN

which converges since we assumed that k > ‘Z—‘

O

Before defining the Holder spaces on T* we note that there is a continuous embed-
ding ' (RY™* x T*; E) — 2'(R%; E) by extending a distribution 2’ (R~ x T*; E)
periodically. We will identify the distribution IR % x T* with the corresponding periodic
distributions on RY.

Definition A.13. We define for any « € R a partially periodic a-Holder-Besov space
given by Cﬁ‘(ﬂ?d’k x T¢; E) := Cf‘(IRd; E)N 2'(R¥* x T; E).

Note that C¢ (R* x T*; E) is aclosed subspace of C (R%; E) and moreover convo-
Iution with a translation invariant kernel preserves the periodicity properties as convolu-

tion commutes with translation. In particular, all the results remain true when replacing
RY with RY% x T*.
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A.2. Holder spaces with singularities  In this section we discuss Holder—Besov spaces
of space-time functions but which can have singular behaviour near the 7 = 0 hyper-
plane. This is important in order to allow to take initial data for our system of equations
that is as rough as the linear solution and is also convenient for obtaining a contractive
factor when formulating our PDE as a fixed-point problem.

Recall that the theory of regularity structures when applied to regularity structures of
polynomials reproduces the classical theory of Holder—Besov spaces. In what follows
we formulate a small tweak of this classical theory in order to allow blow-up at the
T = 0 hyperplane. We adopt the language of regularity structures to do this but only
because it is convenient, more classical methods could also be used here.

Definition A.14. For o, n € R we say that a distribution & € C¢""(R?; E) if and only
if¢ el AO(le; E) and for every & C R? compact and every seminorm p € ‘B there
exists a constant C > 0, s.t. forall (7, x) e Rx R\{r =0} N K, all y € B, where
r:=0V —|a],and all 1 € [0, 1] satisfying 24 < |¢|'/*51,

p(E(Sh)) <CUAD = 22,

and for all ¢ € B

A0
p (& (Skg)) <CUl Ay =1,
where A; 1= % A 1.
The smallest possible constant for the above inequalities will be denoted by [|€ [, 7: 5, p -
For U c R? open and A C R? closed, we define C*"(U; E) and C*"(A; E) analo-
gously to Definitions A.3 and A.4 respectively.

Remark A.15. From the definition one has that Cg'* D CZ%, for @ > 0, C¥(R; X
R E) = CP%(Ry x R4™!; E), and that for any 5 < #’, one has for all f € Co"

WS Ny g0 < S Matyrys -

We now state a slight modification of the reconstruction theorem of [Hai14], we defer
its proof to the end of the section.

Theorem A.16. Let V be a sector of regularity o, let H = {t = 0} C R? be the time
zero hyperplane, and let y,n € R, s.t. n Ao > d — 1 and y > 0. The reconstruction
operator R : DI);’"(V) — CIV(RY) maps into the subspace C‘;"M" (RY).

Remark A.17. We need this modification of the original theorem as we are running the
fixed-point argument at the level of the Holder—Besov spaces directly rather than in a
space of singular modelled distributions. If we were to use only [Hail4, Proposition 6.9],
the resulting regularities would be suboptimal and would not allow us to close the fixed-
point argument.

For the definition of concepts in this theorem please refer to [Hail4], in particular
Definitions 2.1 & 2.5 for sectors, Definitions 3.1 & 6.2 for the space DZ’"(V), and
Theorem 3.10 & Proposition 6.9 for the reconstruction operator R.

The next statements in this section are analogues of Theorems A.9 and A.10 and they
can be proven using the same arguments in conjunction with Theorem A.16.



A Dynamical Yukawa Page 55 of 65 2

Theorem A.18. Let o, n € R and K be a -regularising kernel. Convolution with K is
a continuous map

CON(RY; E) — &P (R E).

In addition, if K is non-anticipative, i.e. K(t,x) = 0 on {t < 0}, then the same is
true for R? replaced with Ay forany T > 0.

Theorem A.19. Leta > 0, B, n e R, n <o, and D = Ay or D = R,
The map (f,g) +— f - g extends to a continuous bilinear map Cq'"(D; A) x

cB(p; Ay — CBPND; A)ifa+ B> 0and (B+n) AR > m = —|s| +5.

Theorem A.20. Leta, B> 0, n < o, ' < B, and D = Ay or D = R?,
The map (f,g) +— f - g extends to a continuous bilinear map Cg'"(D; A) x

7 (D; Ay — P (D Ay ifn 4y > —m.

We also have the following versions of [Hail4, Proposition 6.15] and [Hail4, Theo-
rem 7.1].

Theorem A.21. Let a,n € R, i € {1,...,d}and D = Ay or D = R?. Then the
derivative 0; is a continuous map

oDy E) — C5"(D; E).

Proposition A.22. et > 0, n < o, 0 < T < 1, R C RY-! compact, and R =

(—o0,

T x R Suppose that f € C¢'" is supported in [0, 00) x R~ then for any k >0
|||f|||a,nfk;ﬁr,p 5 Tamfmot,n;ﬁr,p-

Proof of Theorem A.16. We assume that n < o for otherwise the assertion is trivial. Let
& C R? be compact, (1, x') =x € R\H, and ¢ € B -
First, we split
IR < [Rf = T f(0) ()] + | (T o)) (9]
From the properties of the reconstruction operator it follows that for all A € (0, A;]
If(y) =Ty f(@]le
((Rf =T f ) (W) 47 sup  sup o
y,zesupp Y} £<v ly —zlls
y#2
- F V.
< sup I£ ) = Ty f @l

y—t n—y
y,zesupp Yk £<¥ ly —zlls "y, Z”H
Y#2

n—-v
1y, zlly * -

From A < Ay, it follows that ||y, z||g > % and thus

n—y () =Ty f(@)lle
SVl sup el
y,zesupp Pk €<y ly —zlls Iy, Z”H
y#2
n-vy a—=y n—o
Yl AN, 5 = A xly T lxlly TN, %
ZUN V.n;

— —o —
T e ey O Y A

<A
<A
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Hx”H

where we used that A < and @ — y < 0, and R is the 1-fattening of 8.
For the second term, notlng thatn — ¢ < Oforall £ € A, we have

[T ) (v)] S sup ALF e
<y
=t £ Co)lle

12
= sup A~ | x| —” R

l<y

IR
IIJCIIHIIIfIIIMRSUP(|| " )
o

A _
n n—a
< ||xIIHIIIfIIIy,,,;;—”x“a =23 NAN, e
H

where we used that A < \lem . |

A.3. Spaces of local solutions In order to describe solutions that might blow up at
a finite time we will introduce the following spaces which include a point at infinity.
Within this section we assume that E is a Banach space. We write C™ for a Banach space
of distributions on T¢ with values in E denote its norm by || « [|gin.

We add a point co to C"" and define the space Cp := C™ U {oo} with the topology of
C" extended by the system of neighbourhoods of oo given by

{geC™|lglcm > N}

for any N > 0. We will also use the convention that ||oo||ginc = oo.
For f € €([0, 11; Co) let T[f] := inf {t > 0| f(r) = co}. Then we define the
space

¢li={f e€(10,11;Co) | f() =00 V1> T[f1}.
For f € C*® and r < 1 let
Sp(t) :=sup|l f(s)|lcme € [0, 00].

s<t

For a fixed smooth ¢: R — [0, 0co) with support in [0, 1] and fgo = 1 we define the
mollified version of S

1
S} (1) ;= tan /arctan (Sf (t + %)) o(s)ds
0

which is increasing, and satisfies S L(t) Sy(t) as well as

inf{t €0, 1] ’ Sk(1) = oo} = inf {t €0,1] ‘ S/(t) = oo}.

We also fix a smooth function ¥ : IR — [0, 1] that is decreasing and such that ¢ |
(=00, 1] = 1 and ¢ | [2, o0) = 0. We combine ¥ and SJ% to cut off f when its norm

reaches some threshold of order O(L):

S5

. )f e € ([0, 11;C™) ,

s fi— 0L(f) =¥
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where we have adopted the convention that 0 - co = 0.
The cut-off function is smooth in ¢ since S% is smooth on {¢ € [0, 11| S L(t) <3L}.
We also have the bound SUPyeo, 1 ||®L(f)(t)||c,ml 2 L. With this in place we can

define the metric d(-, ») := Y 72,2~ Ldy (s, +) on CSOI where for f, g € C*°!

di(f.g) =1 Supl] 1OL(f)@) — OL(&) (DIl -

The importance of this metric lies within the following lemma which tells us that the
“local” continuity property of the solution map S carries over to global continuity in the
space C*°L,

Lemma A.23. A sequence (f,,), C C* converges to f € C*°' if and only if, for every
L € N, one has

lim sup [ f(@) — fuOlcue =0
=00 4€(0,T(L,n)]

where

T(L,n) = inf {r € [0, ]| | f(®)llcwe > L or || fu(®)lcwie > L} .

Proof. See Lemma 2.19 of the arXiv version of [BCCH21]. m|

A.4. Heat kernel smoothing property

Proposition A.24. Let E be a Fréchet space. For all n € R\N, & € C"(T?; E) and
y > 0 one has for all k > 0

Gg € CY'(R x T E) N €(10, 00); C* (TY; E))
where
GE(t,x) = (e'%8) (x).

Proof. See Lemma 7.5 of [Hail4] for G¢ € C;/’"(IR+ X "JId; E) The second claim
follows from the weak continuity of > ¢'*&, the boundedness of ||e’2£ || e p for all

p € Pandr € [0, 00), and compactness of the embedding CJ (T%; E) — CI “(T¥; E)
for all « > 0. O

Appendix B. N-Contractive Estimates

We prove Theorem 2.10 in several steps, adapting [GJ71, Proposition 1.2.3].
Let $ be a separable complex Hilbert space with antiunitary involution « and let

F) =@ o, P =) lhal?
nelN nelN

denote the full Fock space of §), where here and in the following ® always denotes the
usual Hilbert space tensor product. Let P_: F($)) — F,($) be the projection operator
where P_ | §®" := S, as defined in (2.7).
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We can define a second set of “creation” and “annihilation” operators 87, 8 on F, ()
which, for f € $ and F € F,(H), are given by

BY(N)F =fAF,
with B( f) being the adjoint. For any G € $®" one has

(B")®"(G))F = P-(G® F) = (P_G) A F.

Thus, (,3*)®" can be viewed as a bounded operator H®" @ F,(H) — F.($) (and

therefore 8% : F,(9) — (H*)®" ® F,($H) where $* is the dual space of §), and both
are contractions.

We note that o = VN + 187 = g'V/N and « = VNB = BN — 1. More

generally for n € IN we define the operators
(N+k)™ = (N+k)---(N+k+n—1)
N+ =N+ (N+k—1)---(N+k—n+1)

imitating the usual notation for the Pochhammer symbols which allows us to write down
the identities

@H®" = (BHEV(N + D™ = /(N) oy (8",
a® = " [(N)ny = V(N + ) g,

In the following we will interpret ((N )(n))_l as the pseudo-inverse, i.e. it vanishes
on {N < n}. From this discussion the following lemma follows.

Lemma B.1. For all n € IN the maps

(@) o (W +D®) 7 = (M) 2 0 ()" 5% © Ful9) —> Ful$)
1 1

@ o (M) = ((V+ D) 7 0a®: Fu(6) — 5 @ Fu(9)

are bounded operators.

Given a bounded operator A: (H*)®* ® F,(9) — 9% ® F.($), we can combine
B®S and (,BT)@ to a single map

Wy = (B1)" 0 Ao B : Fu(9) — Ful$)
with operator norm || Wg’s || < [|AJl, as well as the potentially unbounded operators
W:‘Y = (aT)®r oAoa®
with the quadratic form domain containing at least D((N )(S)) X D((N )(r)).

If the operator A is of the form B ® I where B is a bounded operator ($*)®° — $©",
then we can write

1

WS = (Vi) 2 0 Wi o (N)w) 2 = Wit o ((N +1— r)(”)_j o (M) ?
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1
using Lemma B.1, that ((N + 1)??) "2 commutes with A, and
1

| ) 1

(WD) Foa® o (W) * =a® o (W+1=9T) 7o (V)

2

We conclude that in this case Wg’s o(1+N )_rzﬁ is a bounded operator as we have the
estimate for all k € Z

N +k
N+1
giving us the constant in Theorem 2.10 as |k| < |r — s| for all k appearing in

_1 _1
(N+1=5) "2 0 ((N)(5) 2
We can summarise this as follows:

'<|k|+1

Lemma B.2. For any bounded operator B: ($*)®* — 9%, the operator Wz, o (N +

1)_% is bounded with norm satisfying
[Wpsio N+ D™ | S (r —sl+ DT B

Furthermore, W 1 is a closable operator with core D((N +1)” )

Remark B.3. We note that everything up to this point works verbatim for bosonic creation
and annihilation operators.

We will be mainly interested in the case where B is a Hilbert—Schmidt operator, i.e.
Tr(B'B) = Tr(BB") < 0.

Recall that the space of Hilbert—Schmidt operators HS(), $)) is canonically isomorphic
to the Hilbert space tensor product H ® 9 via (f ® g)(h) = f(kg, h) (the appearance of
k is necessary since otherwise the right-hand side would be antilinear in g), and similarly
for HS((H*)®*, H®"). In particular for

B=3Y /] ® @l en®
J

we have that

Wher = Z(X (fl - (fr )oz(/cf+l) a(Kfr]:H)

is a well-defined, closable operator.

To obtain the estimate with bound (1 + N) e instead of (1 + N )% we have to
interpret one of the s appearing in W;’S instead as part of the bounded operator ($*)®* ®

_1
Fi(9) — H% @ F.(H) as we can still commute ((N+ 1)(’)) 2 past it without
changing the final expression. In particular, if

B = Zflj ®"'®fr]:+—s €ﬁ®(r+“‘)
J

is Hilbert—Schmidt operator, then

A= Z f]j ®--® r];.sfl ® a(K fres)
J

is a bounded operator. Performing the same commutation calculation with the number
operators finally proves Theorem 2.10.
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Appendix C. Proof of Theorem 2.19

We start by reviewing some results of operator algebra theory we need, for further details
cf. [BR87].

Let $ be a Hilbert space, and B($)) be the C*-algebra of bounded operators on £).
This space is the continuous dual space of the Banach space of trace class operators

L£YNB$), Tr) = |A c B() ‘ Tr VATA < oo]

with the pairing (-, +): B($) x L1 (B($), Tr) — C
(A, B) :=Tr(AB).

This allows us to conclude from the Banach-Alaoglu theorem that closed balls of finite
radius in B($)) are compact in the weak™* topology.

We say that a net (Ay)q C B($)) converges strongly to an operator A € B($)) if and
only if forall v € §

lim Agv = Av.
o

We now introduce an order on B($)) along with a corresponding positive cone. For
two operators A, B € B()) we say that A < B if and only if B — A is a non-negative
operator. Furthermore this order satisfies the property

A< B = |Al<IB].
The positive cone of B($)) is the set
B®): = {A € B($)|A >0}.

For a subset U C B(f)) we say that A € B($)) is an upper bound if and only if A > B
for all B € U. If a least such upper bound of U exists, we denote it by sup U. Note that
any least upper bound is necessarily unique, but it need not exist in general.

Theorem C.1. Let (Ay)o C B($H)+ be an increasing net of operators, i.e.
a< B = Ay < Ag.

If (Ao)q has an upper bound B € B($)+, A := sup, Ay exists and the net converges
strongly to A.

Proof. Since the net has upper bound B it is contained in the ball of radius || B|| which
is a weak*-compact set. Thus let C,, be the weak™*-closure of the set (Ag) g>«, Which as
closed subsets of a compactum are themselves compact. It follows that (1), Co # ¢ for
otherwise some finite intersection of these sets would be empty. Let A be an element of

My Ca-
Next we show that A is sup, Ay. The sets €, := {B € B($) | B > A} are weak*
closed, as for any v € §, the following functional is per definitionem weak™-continuous

£y(B) = (v, Bv) = Tr(PyB)

where P, is the projection onto the one dimensional space spanned by v, so

€ =) 6" (16s(Ag), 00))
veN
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is weak*-closed. Since the net is increasing it follows that (Ag)g>o C €, and therefore
also C, C €. On the other hand, ﬂa ¢, is the set of upper bounds of (Ay )y, thus A is
an upper bound of the net. Since the functionals ¢, are weak*-continuous it follows that
if B is an upper bound for the net, i.e. £,(B — Ay) > 0 for all & and v, that is also an
upper bound for any element in the weak™*-closure of the net, in particular A. Therefore,
A is a least upper bound and the weak*-limit of the net (Ay)y.

To show strong convergence, we write

I(A = Aol <v (A = Ax)*v) = (v, VA = Au(A = Ag)y/ A — Aqu)
v, VA - A||A A||‘/A Agv) < 2||All(v, (A — Ag)v)

= 2||A||ZU(A — Aq) — 0,
which we used that A, — A in the weak™-topology. O

Next we note the following criterion for whether an element belongs to the center of
a topological algebra.

Lemma C.2. Let A be a topological algebra and C C A a set whose algebraic closure,
i.e. the set of finite linear combinations of finite products of elements in C, is dense in
A. Then A € Z(A) if and only if it commutes with all elements of C.

Proof. The necessity is obvious. Concerning the sufficiency, note that since the com-
mutator of two elements is bilinear and satisfies for A, B, B’ € A

[A, BB']l- =[A, B]-B'+ B[A, B']- (C.1)

the assumption implies that A commutes with the algebraic closure of C and therefore
by density all elements of .A. |

Next, we prove some lemmas regarding bounded operators on F, ().

Lemma C.3. Supposethat A € B(F,($))) commutes with aT(f) ando(f)forall f € F
where I' C 9 is dense. Then A = A1 for some A € C.

Proof. By Lemma C.2 the assumption implies that A commutes with all of A(£)). Now
as A($)1 is dense in  Fa($) this implies that A is uniquely determined by its action on
1. Since, for all f € T,

a(f)Al = Aa(f)1 =0

it follows that A1 must be multiple of 1, because (1) is the unique subspace contained in
the kernel of all «( f). Therefore, there exists some A € C such that A = A1 as claimed.
O

In the next lemma, we take limits over nets in Gr($)) and associated projections.
Remark C.4. Note that b — ﬁb is a monotonously increasing net as
b<b = P, <Py,
where Pb Pb/ means that the operator Pb/ Pb is positive.

Lemma C.5. Let (I')), be as in Definition 2.16 and define I'so := UnE]N I',,. The net
(Pp)per,, converges strongly to the identity 1 in the von Neumann algebra B(F,(9)).
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Proof. Since P, < 1forall b € ' it follows that the net converges strongly to some
projection
P = sup Py,

bels

by Theorem C.1. _
We prove that for all f € T := (Jpep b

[P,a(f)l-=0 and [P,a'(f)]- =0, (C.2)

it will then follow from Lemma C.3 that P = A1 for some A € C and since P is a
(non-zero) projection it will have to be the case that A = 1.

Since P a(f), and af( f) are bounded operators, it is enough to show (C.2) on a
dense subset, e.g. A1, ie. the x- algebra generated just by elements of T instead of
all of §. Itg closure is still A(9H) by density. Let v = Al for some A € .A(F ) and fix
some f € T. One can write A as a polynomial in aT(g) and a(g) for elements g € r.
Fix some b € D' that contains all the vectors g € I' that appear in this polynomial
expression for A and also contains the vector f.

It follows that for any b’ € I'o, with b < b, one has v, a(f)v, (f)v € Pb/]-"a(ﬁ)
Therefore, [P;,/ a(f)] v = 0 and [Ph/ oﬁ(f)] v = 0, and by taking limits we see
that

[P.a(f)] v=0 and [P,a'(f)]_v=0.
Since v and f were arbitrary we have proven the desired statement. O
We can finally give the main proof of this section.

Proof of Theorem 2.19. We first establish that F descends to the quotient x-algebra
Ql(f)) Suppose that for some A € A($)) we have ;,(A) = 0 for all b € GrY (§). Then,
for any finite-dimensional subspace b containing all the vectors of §) appearing in the
expression for A, we have

F (AP, = 7,(A) = 0. (C.3)

Using Lemma C.5, we see that f (A) is the strong limit of f (A) I/;b and must therefore
itself be zero.

To show that F extends to a C*-homomorphism on 2, it suffices to show that £ ()
is bounded with respect to the norm || + ||oo 0n Ao (5)). In particular, we show that for
all A e 91(53)

I1F (A < [[Alloos (C4

Fix A and let b € ' such that (C.3) holds. Then,

beFoo

7 (A) = F(A) P, =5 F(A)

in the topology of strong convergence, as ﬁb 1 1 by the above lemma.
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It follows that
IFAI = sup [FAv|l= sup lim [7mp(A)v
veF,($) veF,($) Pl
[lvll=1 lvll=1
< sup  sup [mp(A)v]| = sup  sup [|mp(A)v]|
veF4($) bel'x bels veF,($)
[lv]=1 lvl=1
= sup sup [|mp(A)v| = sup [|Allp = [[Allcos
bels ve]—'tgb) bels
lvll=1
which is indeed (C.4).

Regarding surjectivity, recall that the image of a C*-algebra under a C*-homomorphism
is itself always a C*-algebra—this means the image Im(F) C A is a C*-subalgebra of
A. This follows directly from the standard result that a C*-isomorphism is an isometry,
cf. [BR87, Proposition 2.3.3], applied to .4/ ker(F ). On the other hand, Im(F") contains
the all the generators {a(f), af(g) | f.g e .6} of A so we must have Im(f) = A. 0O

Appendix D. Glossary

Here, we list various constants, norms and other objects used in this article together with
their meanings and references to definitions.

Object Meaning Ref.
a(f) Annihilation operator p- 16
of f) Creation operator p. 16
A($H) CAR C*-algebra generated by p- 15
A(9) Free x-algebra generated by $) p.25
A(H) Quotient of A($) by Ip p. 26
o (9) Completion of 2(($)) under collection of seminorms p. 27
Ao (9) Uniformly bounded elements in <7 (5)) p. 28
PBOsn Symmetric Hilbert tensor power p. 21
l; Morphism A (H) — A(H) p- 28
Fua($) Fermionic Fock space generated by $) p. 15
Fs(B) Bosonic Fock space generated by B p.21
Gr(9) Grassmannian of §) p. 28
&B(H) Subalgebra of A($)) generated by fields p- 15
9, B Fermionic/bosonic single particle Hilbert spaces p- 15,20
H Antisymmetric Hilbert tensor power p.- 15
ar Intersection of all the ker 77, p. 26
An(9) Antisymmetric algebraic tensor power p.22
A($) Grassmann algebra generated by $) p.3
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