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Abstract

We study the existence of uniformly bounded extension and trace operators for
WP_functions on randomly perforated domains, where the geometry is assumed to be
stationary ergodic. Such extension and trace operators are important for compactness
in stochastic homogenization. In contrast to former approaches and results, we use very
weak assumptions on the geometry which we call local (9§, M )-regularity, isotropic cone
mixing and bounded average connectivity. The first concept measures local Lipschitz
regularity of the domain while the second measures the mesoscopic distribution of void
space. The third is the most tricky part and measures the "mesoscopic" connectivity
of the geometry.

In contrast to former approaches we do not require a minimal distance between
the inclusions and we allow for globally unbounded Lipschitz constants and percolating
holes. We will illustrate our method by applying it to the Boolean model based on a
Poisson point process and to a Delaunay pipe process.

We finally introduce suitable Sobolev spaces on R? and © in order to construct a
stochastic two-scale convergence method and apply the resulting theory to the homog-
enization of a p-Laplace problem on a randomly perforated domain.
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1 Introduction

In 1979 Papanicolaou and Varadhan [31] and Kozlov [24] for the first time independently
introduced concepts for the averaging of random elliptic operators. At that time, the periodic
homogenization theory had already advanced to some extend (as can be seen in the book
[32] that had appeared one year before) dealing also with non-uniformly elliptic operators
[26] and domains with periodic holes [7].

Even though the works [24] 31] clearly guide the way to a stochastic homogenization
theory, this theory advanced quite slowly over the past 4 decades. Compared to the stochas-
tic case, periodic homogenization developed very strong with methods that are now well
developed and broadly used. The most popular methods today seem to be the two-scale con-
vergence method by Allaire and Nguetseng [2, B0] in 1989/1992 and the periodic unfolding
method [6] by Cioranescu, Damlamian and Griso in 2002. Both methods are conceptually
related to asymptotic expansion and very intuitive to handle. It is interesting to observe
that the stochastic counterpart, the stochastic two-scale convergence, was developed only in
2006 by Zhikov and Piatnitsky [39], with the stochastic unfolding developed only recently in
[29, 19).

A further work by Bourgeat, Mikelic and Wright [5] introduced two-scale convergence
in the mean. This sense of two-scale convergence is indeed a special case of the stochastic
unfolding, which can only be applied in an averaged sense, too. This leads us to a fun-
damental difference between the periodic and the stochastic homogenization. In stochastic
homogenization we distinguish between quenched convergence, i.e. for almost every real-
ization one can prove homogenization, and homogenization in the mean, which means that
homogenization takes place in expectation.

In particular in nonlinear non-convex problems (that is: we cannot rely on weak con-
vergence methods) the quenched convergence is of uttermost importance, as this sense of
convergence allows to use - for each fixed w - compactness in the spaces H'(Q). On the other
hand, convergence in the mean deals with convergence in L?(Q; H'(Q)), which goes in hand
with a loss of compactness.

The results presented below are meant for application in quenched convergence. The
estimates for the extension and trace operators which are derived strongly depends on the
realization of the geometry - thus on w. Nevertheless, if the geometry is stationary, a corre-
sponding estimate can be achieved for almost every w.

The Problem

The discrepancy in the speed of progress between periodic and stochastic homogenization
is due to technical problems that arise from the randomness of parameters. In this work
we will consider uniform extension operators for randomly perforated stationary domains.
We use stationarity (see Def. as this is the standard way to cope with the lack of
periodicity. Let us first have a look at a typical application to illustrate the need of the
extension operators that we construct below.

Let P(w) C R? be a stationary random open set and let € > 0 be the smallness parameter
and let P(w) be a connected component of P(w). For a bounded open domain, we consider
Qs(w) ==Qn eP(w) and T¢(w) := Q N 0P (w) with outer normal vpe(,. We study the
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following problem in Section [10.6}

—div (a |V P2 Vus) = g on Qg (w),
u=0 on 0Q, (1.1)
IV P72 Vs - vpe(y) = f(uf) on I'*(w).

Note that for simplicity of illustration, the only randomness that we consider in this problem
is due to P(w), i.e. we assume a = const.

Problem ([1.1)) can be recast into a variational problem, i.e. solutions of are local
minimizers of the energy functional

1 u
Eew(u) :/ (— |Vul? —gu> +/ / F(s)ds,
Qi(w) \P (w) /0

where F' is convex with OF = f. This problem will be treated in Theorem and the
final Remark [10.22]

One way to prove homogenization of is to prove I'-convergence of &, ,,. Conceptu-
ally, this implies convergence of the minimizers u® to a minimizer of the limit functional.
However, the minimizers are elements of WP (Qp) and since this space changes with ¢, we
lack compactness in order to pass to the limit in the nonlinearity. The canonical path to cir-
cumvent this issue in periodic homogenization is via uniformly bounded extension operators
U. : WP(Qg) = W(Q), see [20, 22], combined with uniformly bounded trace operators,
see [12, [13].

The first proof for the existence of periodic extension operators was due to Cioranescu and
Paulin [7] in 1979, while the proof in its full generality was provided only recently by Hopker
and Bohm [22] and Hpker [2I]. In this work we will generalize parts of the results of [2I] to
a stochastic setting. A modified version of the original proof of [21] is provided in Section
Bl It relies on three ingredients: the local Lipschitz regularity of the surface, the periodicity
of the geometry and the connectedness. Local Lipschitz regularity together with periodicity
imply global Lipschitz regularity of the surface. In particular, one can construct a local
extension operator on every cell z + (=6, 1+ 6)¢, 2 € Z? which might then be glued together
using a periodic partition of unity of R?. The connectedness of the geometry assures that the
difference of the average of a function u on two different cells z; and 25 can be computed from
the gradient along a path connecting the two cells and being fully comprised in z; + (=1, 2)%.

In the stochastic case the proof of existence of suitable extension operators is much more
involved and not every geometry will eventually allow us to be successful. In fact, we will
not be able - in general - to even provide extension operators U. : W' (Qg(w)) — W'(Q)
but rather obtain U. : W' (Qg(w)) — W(Q), where r < p depends (among others) on
the dimension and on the distribution of the Lipschitz constant of 8f’(w). This is due to the
presence of arbitrarily “bad” local behavior of the geometry.

The theory developed below also allows to provide estimates on the trace operator

T, : CY(P(w)) = C(OP(w))

when seen as an operator T, : W27 (P(w)) — LI (9P(w)), where again 1 < r < p in general.

loc
We summarize the above discussion in the following.
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Problem 1.1. Find (computationally or rigorously) verifiable conditions on stationary ran-
dom geometries that allow to prove existence of extension operators

U : Woly’gQ (Q%(w)) - Wh(Q) s.t. ”vu&uHLr(Q) <C HVUHLp(Q%(w)) )
where r > 1 and C' > 0 are independent of € and where
Woho (Qp(w)) = {u e W' (Q4(w)) + ulag =0} .

Problem 1.2. Find (computationally or rigorously) verifiable conditions on stationary ran-
dom geometries that allow to prove an estimate

€ ||7;U||2r(QmaaP) <C <||u||2P(QﬂaP(w)) +é ||vu”2p(QﬂaP(w))> g
where r > 1 and C' > 0 are independent of €.

Let us mention at this place existing results in literature. In recent years, Guillen and Kim
[13] have proved existence of uniformly bounded extension operators U. : WP (Q%(w)) —
W1P(Q) in the context of minimally smooth surfaces, i.e. uniformly Lipschitz and uniformly
bounded inclusions with uniform minimal distance. A homogenization result of integral
functionals on randomly perforated domains with uniformly bounded inclusions was provided
by Piat and Piatnitsky [33]. Concerning unbounded inclusions and non-uniformly Lipschitz
geometries, the present work seems to be the first approach. Since Problem is easier to
handle, we first explain our concept of microscopic regularity in view of 7, and then go on
to extension operators.

(6, M)-Regularity and the Trace Operator

We introduce two concepts which are suited for the current and potentially also for further
studies. The first of these two concepts is inspired by the concept of minimal smoothness [35]
and accounts for the local regularity of OP. Deviating from [35] we will call it local (J, M)-
reqularity (see Definition . Although this assumption is very weak, its consequences
concerning local coverings of OP are powerful. Based on this concept, we introduce the
functions 0, p and p on OP as well as My, and M, ga for n € {4, p,p} in Lemmas
and and make the following assumptions:

Assumption 1.3. Let P(w) be a random open set such that for 1 < r < py < p and
n € {p,p,0} it holds either

_ 1 L_;’_l p
n rordurp +E M(lpo d>p_p0 < 0,
Q ’ [3nR
1

or / (nM[TanRd) " durp < .
0

Having studied the properties of (4, M)-regular sets in detail in Sections and it
is very easy to prove the following trace theorem (for notations we refer to Section [2[ and
Section . Note that via a simple rescaling, this provides a solution to Problem .
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Theorem 1.4 (Solution of Problem [L.1]). Let P(w) be a stationary and ergodic random open
set which is almost surely locally (0, M) regular and let Assumption hold. For given w let
T : CH(P(w)) — C(OP(w)) be the trace operator. Then for almost every w the extension

T : WEP(P(w)) — LI .(OP(w)) is continuous and there exists a constant C,, > 0 s.t. it

loc

holds for every bounded Lipschitz domain Q D B1(0) and every n € N

[ Toull o oprng) < Co lltllwroe,ma)np) -

Proof. This is a consequence of Theorem [5.9] stationarity and ergodicity and the ergodic
theorem. O

Construction of Extension Operators

The main results of this work is on extension operators on randomly perforated domains. In
order to construct a suitable extension operator, we use

Step 1: (0, M)-regularity Concerning extension results, the concept of (§, M)-regularity
suggests the naive approach to use a local open covering of P and to add the local extension
operators via a partition of unity in order to construct a global extension operator. We call
this ansatz naive since one would not chose this approach even in the periodic setting, as
it is known to lead to unbounded gradients. Nevertheless, this ansatz is followed in Section
for two reasons. The first reason is illustration of an important principle: The extension
operator U = U +U can be split up into a local part U, whose norm can be estimated by local
properties of P, and a global part U whose norm is determined by connectivity, an issue
which has to be resolved afterwards, and corresponds to Step 2 in the proof of Theorem
below (periodic case), where one glues together the local extension operators on the periodic
cells. The second reason is that this first estimate, although it cannot be applied globally,
is very well suited for constructing a local extension operator. Lemma hence provides
estimates of a certain extension operator which has the property that the constant in the
estimate tends to +o00 as the domain grows.

However, this first ansatz grants some insight into the structure of the extension problem.
In particular, we find the following result which will provide a better understanding of the
Sobolev spaces W1P(Q) and W™(€2, P) on the probability space Q.

Assumption 1.5. Let P(w) be a random open set such that Assumption hold and let d
be the constant from (@

1. Assume for r < p that

~ p(li+1) ~ p(c2+a)
p—r p—r
E M[%ﬁ] +E M[éﬁ] < 0 (1.2)
2. Assume forr < py < p1 < p that and either

_ p1(d=2)(po—r) _ apip .
IE(M o) ) +E<M"‘“> +]E<p1*po—T> < 00

(571 (571
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or

~ _ PO
(i) +E(mii”) <o
where
Poulk () 1= inf {p(i) :x€0dPst xe B%p(@(i‘)} :

Theorem 1.6. Let Assumption hold and let T be ergodic. Then for almost every w the
extension operator U = W.-P(P(w)) — W17 (R) provided in is well defined and for

Q C R? a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary there exists a constant C(w) such that
for every positive n > 1 and every u € W'?(P(w) N B.(nQ))

1 / . \ ( 1 / );
B Uul" + VU™ < C(w) | — ull + |Vul? | .
27Q nQ(| "+ | ") < C(w) pYAT) P(wmt(nQ)| "+ [Vl

Proof. This follows from Lemmas , and on noting that Voo < C pgullk. [

Theorem [I.6], though useful, is not satisfactory for homogenization, as VlUu is bounded
by u and not solely Vu. Therefore, some more work is needed.

Step 2: isotropic cone mixing In order to account for the issue of connectedness in a
proper way on the macroscopic level, we propose our second fundamental concept of isotropic
cone mixing geometries (see Definition , which allow to construct a global Voronoi
tessellation of R? with good local covering properties. This definition, though being rather
technical, can be verified rather easily using Criterion [4.18|

In short, isotropic cone mixing allows to distribute balls B; = ]B%% (x;) of a uniform minimal

radius %t within P such that the centers x; of the balls B; generate a Voronoi mesh of cells G;
with diameter d;, distributed according to a function f(d) (see Lemma [4.20). These Voronoi
cells in general might be of arbitrary large diameter d;, although they are bounded in the
statistical average. Due to this lack of a uniform bound, we call the distribution of Voronoi
cells the mesoscopic reqularity of the geometry.

Step 3: gluing The Voronoi cells resulting from an isotropic cone mixing geometry are
well suited for the gluing of local extension operators. We will construct the macroscopic
extension operator in an analogue way to [21], replacing the periodic cells by the Voronoi cells
(see Figure . In Theorem we provide a first abstract result how the norm of the glued
operator can be estimated from the distribution of M, the geometry of the Voronoi mesh and
the connectivity, even though the last two properties enter rather indirectly. To make this
more clear, we note at this points that the extension operator depends on two types of local
averages: To each Voronoi cell G; we take the average M;u over B;. Furthermore, to every
local microscopic extension operator chosen in Section [5| there corresponds a local average
7;u close to the boundary. We will see that the norm of the extension operator strongly
depends on the differences |M;u — M u| and | M u — Tul.

In Theorem we will see that the dependence on |[M;u — Mju| can be eliminated
with the price to increase the cost of “unfortunate distributions” of G; and of the local
(0, M) regularity. The remaining dependence which we leave unresolved is the dependence
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on | M u — mzu|. This dependence is linked to quantitative connectedness properties of the
geometry. By this we mean more than the topological question of connectedness. In partic-
ular, we need an estimate of the type |[Mju — mpu|” < fGi C(z) [Vu(z)|" dz which will finally
allow us an estimate of > ik IMgu— Tru|” in terms of Vu. Unfortunately, the classical per-
colation theory, which deals with connectedness of random geometries, is not developed to
answer this question. In this paper, we will use two workarounds which we call “statistically
harmonic” and “statistically connected”. However, further research has to be conducted. We
state our first main theorem.

Theorem 1.7. Let P(w) be a stationary ergodic random open set whz’ch s almost surely

(6, M)-regular (Def. [4.9) and isotropic cone mizing for v > 0 and f(R) (Def. [{.17) and
statistically harmonic (Def. 6.9 .) and let 1 <r < p <oo. Let Q C R? be bounded open with
Lipschitz boundary as well as s € (r,p) such that

~ 2pd
E(ij> < +00,

Z k N 1 2p s) (d+1)(2r+2) +7"( )f(k) < 400,
k=1

p
p—s

1
E sup Rd/ (Z P(dk)X%ka) < +00.
©0) \ %

Then for almost every w the extension operator U : W.-P(P(w)) — W”(Rd) provided in

loc

is well defined with a constant C(w) such that for every positive n > 1

Lo =c (g e
_— Uu|" < C(w) | —— ul?
nd|Q| nQ| | N ( ) nd|Q| P(w)ﬂnQ| |
1 1 v

—_ VUul" < C(w —/ Vu p)
g [ v © (7 e

Proof. This follows from Theorems and on noting that in the general case we
have to assume o = d = d. Furthermore, we need Lemma |4.21] O

In practical applications, one would need to verify whether P is statistically harmonic
via numerical simulations. The problem particularly results in the numerical evaluation of a
Laplace operator.

Based on this insight, we develop an alternative approach: The connectedness of P is
quantified by introducing directly a discrete graph on P and a discrete Poisson equation on
this graph. The construction of the graph and the evaluation of the Poisson equation can
be done numerically, but with the advantage that the discrete quantities are now directly
connected to the analytical theory. Additionally to the (§, M)-regularity we have to deal
with the average diameter d; of the cells of a the global Voronoi tessellation and the local
stretch factor S;. We impose the following assumptions:
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Assumption 1.8. Let P(w) be a random open set such that Assumption hold and let d
be the constant from (@ Let and forr < § < s < p let either

_ p1(d=2)G=1) .
E (M[lﬁ'r(ss) ) + E (p —

s/

s—r) < 0

or

Furthermore, let P(w) be almost surely isotropic cone mixing for v > 0 and f(R) (Def. |4.17 -)

as well as locally connected and let the local stretch factor (see Definition Theorem |7." - and
Definition [7.8) satisfy P(S > So) < fs(So) such that

& r(d— 1)+drs
) (k4 1)** (k) < +o0,
k=1

[e.e]

SN 1) (k+ DTS (k)% f(k) fs(N) < 4oo.

EN=1

The second main theorem can be formulated as follows:

Theorem 1.9. Let P(w) be a stationary ergodic random open set which is almost surely
(6, M)-regular (Def. and isotropic cone mixing for v > 0 and f(R) (Def. as
well as locally connected and satisfy P(S > Sy) < fs(So) such that Assumption holds.
For1 <r<s<s<p<ooand Q C R? a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary.
Then for almost every w the extension operator U : W.oP(P(w)) — WT (R?) provided in

(-) 23 well defined with a constant C(w) such that for every positive n > 1 and every
u € W o(P(w)NnQ)

1 1 v
—_— Uu|" < Clw —/ up)
nd|Q| /7VLQ’ ‘ ( ) <nd|Q| P(w)ﬂnQ| ‘

1 / 1
— VUu|" < C(w) (—/ |Vu|p> : (1.4)
nd |Q| nQ nd |Q| P(w)MQ
Proof. We combine Theorem [6.3| with Lemmas and as well as Lemmas [4.13] and

to obtain the first and second condition. The remaining condition is inferred from Theorem

and Lemma [1.21]. O

(1.3)

Sobolev Spaces on ()

Besides the evident benefit of the above extension and trace theorems, let us note that
these theorems are also needed for the construction of the suitable Sobolev spaces on (2. In
Section [9] we recall some standard construction of Sobolev spaces on the probability space
2 and provide some links between two major approaches which seem to be hard to find in
one place. We will need this summing up in order to better illustrate the generalization to
perforated domains.
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To understand our ansatz, we recall a result from [I4] that there exist P C  and
I' C Q such that for almost every w € Q xpw)(z) = xp(Tow) and xpe)(z) = xr(7w),
where I'(w) := OP(w). The random set P(w) leads to Sobolev spaces W'?(P(w)), e.g. by
defining W (P(w)) := {xpyu: u € W'P(R?)}. We will see that we can introduce spaces
WLP(P), but this construction is more involved than in R? and heavily relies on the almost
sure extension property guarantied by Theorem [I.6] Once we have introduced the spaces
WP(P) we can also introduce “trace”-operators Tg : WP(P) — L™(T'), where I' C Q with
Xrw) () = xr(7w), and L"(T') is to be understood w.r.t. the Palm measure on I'. This
construction will rely on Theorems [I.6] and [1.4] In all our results, we only provide sufficient
conditions for the existence of the respective spaces and operators. Necessary conditions are
left for future studies.

Discussion: Random Geometries and Applicability of the Method

In Section [10| we will discuss how the present results can be applied in the framework of the
stochastic two-scale convergence method. However, this concerns only the analytic aspect of
applicability.

The more important question is the applicability of the presented theory from the point
of view of random geometries. Of course our result can be applied to periodic geometries and
hence also to stochastic geometries which originate from random perturbations of periodic
geometries as long as these perturbations are - in the statistical average - “not to large”.
However, it is a well justified question if the estimates presented here are applicable also for
other models.

In Section [§] we discuss three standard models from the theory of stochastic geometries.
The first one is the Boolean model based on a Poisson point process. Here we can show
that the micro- and mesoscopic assumptions are fulfilled, at least in case P is given as the
union of balls. If we choose P as the complement of the balls, we currently seem to run
into difficulties. However, this problem might be overcome using a Matern modification of
the Poisson process. We deal with such Matern modifications in Section [8.2l What remains
challenging in both settings are the proofs of statistical harmony or statistical connectivity.
However, if the Matern process strongly excludes points that are to close to each other, the
connectivity issue can be resolved.

A further class which will be discussed are a system of Delaunay pipes based on a Matern
process. In this case, even though the geometry might locally become very irregular, all
properties can be verified. Hence, we identified at least one non-trivial, non-quasi-periodic
geometry to which our approach can be applied for sure.

The above mentioned construction of Sobolev spaces and the application in the homoge-
nization result of Theorem clearly demonstrate the benefits of the new methodology.

Notes
Structure of the article

We close the introduction by providing an overview over the article and its main contributions.
In Section [2] we collect some basic concepts and inequalities from the theory of Sobolev spaces,
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random geometries and discrete and continuous ergodic theory. We furthermore establish
local regularity properties for what we call n-regular sets, as well as a related covering theorem
in Section 2.5 In Section [2.11] we will demonstrate that stationary ergodic random open sets
induce stationary processes on Z¢, a fact which is used later in the construction of the
mesoscopic Voronoi tessellation in Section 4.2

In Section |3| we provide a proof of the periodic extension result in a simplified setting.
This is for completeness and self-containedness of the paper, in order to make a comparison
between stochastic and periodic approach easily accessible to the reader.

In Section [4] we introduce the regularity concepts of this work. More precisely, in Section
m we introduce the concept of local (§, M)-regularity and use the theory of Section in
order to establish a local covering result for 0P, which will allow us to infer most of our
extension and trace results. In Section [4.2] we show how isotropic cone mixing geometries
allow us to construct a stationary Voronoi tessellation of R? such that all related quantities
like “diameter” of the cells are stationary variables whose expectation can be expressed in
terms of the isotropic cone mixing function f. Moreover we prove the important integration
Lemma [£.27]

In Sections we finally provide the aforementioned extension operators and prove
estimates for these extension operators and for the trace operator.

In Section [§] we study some sample geometries and in Section [L0] we discuss the homoge-
nization problem.

A Remark on Notation

This article uses concepts from partial differential equations, measure theory, probability
theory and random geometry. Additionally, we introduce concepts which we believe have not
been introduced before. This makes it difficult to introduce readable self contained notation
(the most important aspect being symbols used with different meaning) and enforces the use
of various different mathematical fonts. Therefore, we provide an index of notation at the
end of this work. As a rough orientation, the reader may keep the following in mind:

We use the standard notation N, Q, R, Z for natural (> 0), rational, real and integer
numbers. P denotes a probability measure, E the expectation. Furthermore, we use special
notation for some geometrical objects, i.e. T¢ = [0,1)¢ for the torus (T equipped with the
topology of the torus), I¢ = (0,1)? the open interval as a subset of R? (we often omit the
index d), B a ball, C a cone and X a set of points. In the context of finite sets A, we write
#A for the number of elements.

Bold large symbols (U, Q, P,...) refer to open subsets of R? or to closed subsets with
OP = 9P. The Greek letter I' refers to a d — 1 dimensional manifold (aside from the notion
of I'-convergence).

Calligraphic symbols (A, U, ...) usually refer to operators and large Gothic symbols
(%8, ¢, ...) indicate topological spaces, except for 2.

2 Preliminaries

We first collect some notation and mathematical concepts which will be frequently used
throughout this paper. We first start with the standard geometric objects, which will be
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labeled by bold letters.

2.1 Fundamental Geometric Objects

Unit cube The torus T = [0, 1)? has the topology of the metric d(z,y) = min, ez |2 — y + 2|.
In contrast, the open interval I¢ := (0, 1)¢ is considered as a subset of RY. We often omit the
index d if this does not provoke confusion.

Balls  Given a metric space (M, d) we denote B, (x) the open ball around = € M with
radius r > 0. The surface of the unit ball in R? is S,

Points A sequence of points will be labeled by X := (2;),.y.

A cone in R? is usually labeled by C. In particular, we define for a vector v of unit
length, 0 < o < § and R > 0 the cone

Cranr(x):={2€Bg(z) : z-v>|zlcosa} and C,,(z) :=C,a0().

Inner and outer hull We use balls of radius r > 0 to define for a closed set P C R the
sets
P, :=B,(P):={z e R : dist(z,P) <r},
P_. =R [B,(R\P)] := {x e R? : dist (z,R*\P) >r} .

One can consider these sets as inner and outer hulls of P. The last definition resembles a
concept of “negative distance” of x € P to P and “positive distance” of x ¢ P to OP. For
A C R? we denote conv(A) the closed convex hull of A.

The natural geometric measures we use in this work are the Lebesgue measure on R,
written |A| for A C RY, and the k-dimensional Hausdorff measure, denoted by H* on k-
dimensional submanifolds of R? (for k < d).

(2.1)

2.2 Local Extensions and Traces

Let P C R? be an open set and let p € 9P and § > 0 be a constant such that Bs(p) N IP is
graph of a Lipschitz function. We denote

M(p,8):=inf{M: 3¢: U CR" - R
¢ Lipschitz, with constant M s.t. Bs(p) N OP is graph of ¢} . (2.2)

Remark 2.1. For every p, the function M (p,-) is monotone increasing in 4.

In the following, we formulate some extension and trace results. Although it is well known
how such results are proved and the proofs are standard, we include them for completeness.

Lemma 2.2 (Uniform Extension for Balls). Let P C R? be an open set, 0 € OP and assume
there exists § > 0, M > 0 and an open domain U C Bs(0) C R such that OP N Bs(0) is
graph of a Lipschitz function ¢ : U C R — R of the form o(z) = (%, ¢(7)) in Bs(0) with
Lipschitz constant M and ¢(0) = 0. Writing x = (Z,x4) and defining p = 6v/4AM? + 2!
there exist an extension operator

w) (z) = u(x) if 2 < S(F)
(Uu) (x) {4u (%, —% + 36(7)) — 3u (T, —wq +20(7))  if za > $(F) (2.3)
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such that for
A0,P,p) :={(Z,—zq4+2¢(2)) : (T,zq4) € B,(0)\P}, (2.4)

and for every p € [1,00] the operator
U: WH(A(0,P,p)) — WH(B,(0)),

18 continuous with

ldull o, oney < Tllloaop,y > IVHUllL@,0\p) < UM IVUllaep,) - (25)
Remark 2.3. Tt is well known ([I0, chapter 5]) that for every bounded domain U C R¢ with

C%-boundary there exists a continuous extension operator U : W'?(U) — WhP(RY).

Proof of Lemma[2.4 The extended function ¢ : U xR — U x R, ¢(z) = (Z,¢(Z) + z4) is
bijective with ¢! (z) = (Z, x4 — ¢(Z)). In particular, both ¢ and ¢~ are Lipschitz continuous
with Lipschitz constant M + 1.
W.l.o.g. we assume that
0 (U x (—00,0)) NBs(0) = P NBs(0) N (U x R)

implying ¢ (U x (0,00)) NP = 0.

Step 1: We consider the extension operator Uy : WIP(R4! x (—00,0)) — WHP(RY)
having the form [10, chapter 5], [1]
u(z) if xg <0

du (T, —%) — 3u (T, —xq) fxg>0"

(Uyu) (x) = {

We make use of this operator and define

Uu(z) = (U (uop)) oo~ (x).

Note that all three operators u + uo o, U, and v — v o ¢! map W'P-functions to W1tr-
functions. By the definition of U, we may explicitly calculate (2.3). In particular, Uu(x) is
well defined for € Bs(0)\P whenever

(:i', —Tq+ 2¢(f)) S B(g(()) . (26)

Step 2: We seek for p > 0 such that (2.6 is satisfied for every x € B,(0)\P and such
that A (0,P,p) C Bs(0). For p < § and x = (Z,24) € B,(0), we find with ¢(0) = 0 and

|zq] < \/p? — |Z|? that
—xq+29(2) € (xg — 2M|Z|, x4+ 2M|Z|)
c (—\/p?—im2 —OMIF|, /P — TP + 2M|:z~|) .
In particular,

max » |—xq+20(2)| < pV4AM? + 1

(Z,24)€B, (0)

and ([2.6)) holds if
=+ 20(2)] + []* < p* (AM* +1) + p* < 6%

Hence we require p = 0v4M? + 27", Tt is now easy to verify 1’ from the definition of U
and the chain rule. O
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Lemma 2.4. Let P C R? be an open set, 0 € OP and assume there exists § > 0, M > 0
and an open domain U C Bs(0) C R4 such that OP NBs(0) is graph of a Lipschitz function
o U C R — R? of the form o(z) = (Z,9(Z)) in Bs(0) with Lipschitz constant M
and ©(0) = 0. Writing x = (Z,14) we consider the trace operator T : C' (P N Bys(0)) —
C (0P N Bs(0)). For everyp € [1,00] and everyr < % the operator T can be continuously
extended to
T : W' (P N Bys(0)) — L'(OP NBs(0)),

such that

dp—r) 1

141
”TUHLT({?POB,;(O)) S Crpd 7 TVAM? 42 HUHWLP(POIB%Q(;(O)) : (2.7)

Proof. We proceed similar to the proof of Lemma 2.2]
Step 1: Writing Bs = B;(0) together with By = {z € Bs: x4 < 0} and X5 := {z € Bs : x4 =0}
we recall the standard estimate

(/El\up)igcr,p (/31V“|p>;+</3|up>‘l° |

1

which leads to

1

(/ yur)Tgcnpad"i;”i (/ |vU|p> +(/ |uyp)
s By BT

é

Step 2: Using the transformation rule and the fact that 1 < |det Dy| < v/4M? + 2 we infer
(2.7) similar to Step 2 in the proof of Lemma [2.2]

v 1 ;
(/ \u|r> < V4AM? +27 ( |uogo\r)
OPNB;(0) s

(p—r) 1
<G, 0 5 VI 1 2 (/
B

8

|v<uoso>|p> T (/ |uo¢|p)
By
p—r 1
<G8 VI T2

</ |(Vu) o ¢|? det Dgp) + (/ lu o |? det Dgp)
B By

5 5
and from this we conclude the Lemma. O

2.3 Poincaré Inequalities

We denote
W(l()’ir(]Br(O)) = {u c W'P(B,(0)) : 3z : B.(z) C B.(0) V ][ U — 0} '
v ()

Note that this is not a linear vector space.
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Lemma 2.5. For every p € (1,00) there exists C, > 0 such that the following holds: Let
r <1 and z € By(0) such that B,(z) C B1(0) then for every u € W'?(B,(0))

1
ol < o (190 + 5 ) 23)
and for every u € W(lo’)pr(Bl(O)) it holds

el Zo e, o) < Co (L+777) VUl 6, 0)) - (2.9)
Remark. In case p > d we find that (2.9) holds iff u(x) = 0 for some = € B;(0).

Proof. In a first step, we assume x = 0. The underlying idea of the proof is to compare every
uw(y), y € B1(0)\B,(0) with u(rx). In particular, we obtain for y € B;(0)\B,(0) that

u(y) = u(ry) +/O Vu(ry +t(1 —r)y) - (1 —r)ydt

and hence by Jensen’s inequality

u(y)P < C ( [ty = @ = e+ |u<ry>rp) .

We integrate the last expression over B;(0)\B,(0) and find

/ y)|"dy < / / (/ |Vu(rsv 4+ t(1 —r)sv)|’ (1 —r)Ps? dt) =Ldsdv
B1(0)\B(0 gi=tJr
oL ey
0)\Br(0)
/ / (/ |Vu(tv)[P (1 —r)P~ st~ 1dt> 1ds
Sd-1 Jy

[ Py
B1(0)\B-(0)

1
<C ||VuHLp(IBl ﬁ HUHI[)/P(IBST(O)) :

For general z € B;(0), use the extension operator U : W1?(B,(0)) — W'?(B,(0)) (see Re-

mark such that HUU‘|W1,p(B4(0)) <cC HUHWLP(IB%l(O)) and HVUU|’W1,p(B4(0)) <C HVUHWLP(Bl(O))'
Since B;(0) C By(x) C By(0) we infer

Hquip(Bl(O) HuuHLP(BQ )) (HVMUHLP(B2 HZ/{UHLP B,»(x)))

and hence (2.8). Furthermore, since there holds ||ul|7,g, )y < C|IVull,g, ) for every
u € W(O) (B1(0)), a scaling argument shows ]|u||’£p(Br(0) < CT’p HVUH - for every

u € W(lof (B1(0)) and hence {) O
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Lemma 2.6. Let 0 <r < R < oo and p € (1,00) and ¢ < pd/(d—p) (ifp <d) or ¢ = 0
(if p > d). Then there exists C,, such that for every conver set P with polytope boundary

0P C Br(0)\B,(0)

e R p+1 Ri+1
ey < ot ([ o () o))

and for every u € W(lo’ir (Br(0))

HuHLq Br(0) = €pq(R,7) HVU|’§p(BR(0)) ; (2.11)

Cu(R,7) = Op,qR—d(l—ﬁ)w ((?)p+1 + (g)dH) (2.12)

Remark 2.7. For the critical Sobolev index ¢ = p—dp we infer d (1 — —) =p.

where

Proof. First note that by a simple scaling argument based on the integral transformation
rule the equations (2.8)) yields for every u € W1P(B,(0))

_p R?
llta oy < CpaR ™) (Rp IVl oy + 7 s M))) (2.13)
and 1’ yields for every u € W(lo’i (B,(0))
iy r\P-
el a0y < CoaR7RC70) (1 + () ) (L — (2.14)
Now, for v € S*! we denote P () as the unique p € 9P N (0, 00)r and for z € RN\{0} we
denote v, := ﬁ and consider the bijective Lipschitz map
x
op: P —B.(0), T+ R——— .
1P (va)l

Then we infer from ([2.13)

o P [ Lamaioy < OF A (RPHV wo P ) [y T 57 o HUOQOPIHL”B’”(O)))

or, after transformation of integrals,

(/ lu|? |det D¢P|) ’
P

—d(1-> Lo R4 .
<CR d(1-%) (/P (Rp |(Vu) (Dgp) 1‘p + ~a X5 B, 0) |u|p) |det Dgpp|) :
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It remains to estimate the derivatives of ¢p. In polar coordinates, the radial derivative is

Orpp(z) = m, while the tangential derivative is more complicated to calculate. However,

in case v1Tp,) we obtain Osi-1¢p(x) = Ige-1, which is by the same time the minimal
absolute value for each tangential derivative, and Osa-1pp(x) becomes maximal in edges

where 2tana = r~1'v/R? — r2 and ||0pp|| (1¢) = H E_id —Rxfl{q, R T

leol ™ ol
).Now we make use of the fact that @p increases the volume locally with a rate smaller than
|O¢p|land hence |det Dpp| > 1. On the other hand, we have {(D(,Zp)_l‘ < £ and hence

(2.10). In a similar way we infer (2.11)) from (2.14]). O

< 2% (see Figure ......

2.4 Voronoi Tessellations and Delaunay Triangulation

Definition 2.8 (Voronoi Tessellation). Let X = (x;),. be a sequence of points in R? with
x; # xy if i # k. For each x € X let

G(z)={yeR?: vieX\{z}: [z —y| <|Z—y|}.

Then (G(z;)),oy is called the Voronoi tessellation of R* w.r.t. X. For each z € X we define
d(x) := diamG(z).

We will need the following result on Voronoi tessellation of a minimal diameter.

Lemma 2.9. Let v > 0 and let X = (z;),oy be a sequence of points in R with |z; — )| > 2v
ifi#k. Forx e XletZ(z):={ye X : Gy) NB.(G(x)) # 0}. Then

4d(x)\*
#I(x) < (#) : (2.15)
Proof. Let X, = {:L‘j e X : H¥YOG,NOG;) > 0} the neighbors of x and dj, = d(zy).
Then all z; € X satisty |z — z;| < 2d;. Moreover, every & € X with |Z — x| > 4dj has the
property that dist(0G (z), xx ) > 2dy > di +t and T & Z. Since every Voronoi cell contains

a ball of radius v, this implies that #Z; < [Bua, (z4)| / [B(0)] = (44", 0

T

Definition 2.10 (Delaunay Triangulation). Let X = (z;),.y be a sequence of points in
R? with x; # x, if i # k. The Delaunay triangulation is the dual graph of the Voronoi
tessellation, i.e. we say D(X) := {(z,y) : H“ 1 (0G(x) NOG(y)) #0}.

2.5 Local n-Regularity

We say that a function F' : A — {0,1} holds “true” in a € A if F(a) = 1 and “false” if
F(a) = 0.

Definition 2.11 (n-regularity). A set P C R is called locally n-regular with f : P x (0,7r] —
{0,1} and v > 0 if f(p,-) is decreasing and

fo =1 = Vee(0.3) PEBaNPAE 0 A=) : ) =1 (210)

For p € P we write n(p) :=sup{n € (0,¢) : f(p,n) = 1}.
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_ -
-, N
- -~ N\
///’/ \\/*// N
/! ) Y Figure 1: An illustration of n-regularity.
I T/ In Theorem [2.13| we will rely on a “gray”
Se = . . . . .
\\ T / region like in this picture.
\ 7/
\ A 7
\ ~-="7
N 7

Lemma 2.12. Let P be a locally n-regular set with f and v and n(p). Thenn : P — R

18 locally Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant 4 and for every ¢ € (0, %) and p €
B.,(p) NP it holds
1—¢ _ -
T o=1®) > 1) > np) —lp—pl > (1 —€)n(p). (2.17)
Furthermore,
~ - - € . -
p—pl < emax{n(p),n(p)} = |p—pl <= min{n(p),n(p)} (2.18)

Proof. We infer from 1} for every € € (0, %) and p such that |p — p| < en(p) let 7 < n(p)
such that also [p —p| < en. It then holds f(p,(1 —e)7) = 1 and hence n(p) > (1 —¢)7.

Taking the supremum over sup {7 : 7 < n(p)} we find n(p) > (1 — ) n(p) i.e.
n(p) = sup{(1 —e)n(p) : |p—pl <en(p)}
p

>n(p) —Ip—pl > (1 —¢e)np)

which implies |p — p| < 1=-1(p). This in turn leads to n(p) > (1 — =) n(p) or
1—¢ 1 1 1
— — =P < —n(p) <
np) = 7—2nw) < g ) = Ip = pl) < 7—0®) < 7—5n(),

implying (2.17)) and continuity of 7.
Let [p — p| = en(p) < 2en(p), the last inequality particularly implies also n(p) > (1 — 2¢) n(p).
Together with |p — p| < 2en(p) < 4en(p) = 4 |p — p| we have

4|p —p| > 2en(p) = n(®) —n(p) = —en(p) = —|p—pl .

Finally, in order to prove (2.18)), w.l.o.g. let n(p) < n(p). Then

€

n(p) -

—pl < <
p=pl <enlp) < —

]

We make use of the latter Lemmas in order to prove the following covering-regularity of

oP.
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Theorem 2.13. Let I' C R? be a closed set and let n(-) € C(T') be bounded and satisfy for
every € € (0,1) and for |p — p| < en(p)
1—¢
1—2e

n(p) >n(p) >np) —Ip—pl> 1 —&)nlp). (2.19)

and define 7(p) = 275n(p), K > 2. Then for every C € (0,1) there exists a locally finite
covering of I' with balls By, ) (pk) for a countable number of points (pi),eny C I' such that for
every i # k with B,y (pi) N Biipe) (pi) # O it holds

2K71 -1 ~ ~ 2K71 ~
Wﬁ(m) <j(px) < ﬁﬁ(pi)
2.20)
2K _ 1 (
and g min{7(pi), 1(pe)} 2 |ps — pel = € max {7(p), 7(pe) }

Proof. W.o.l.g. assume 7 < (1 —¢). Consider Q= [ l]d let ¢y na denote the n elements
of [0,1)dﬂ% and let Qzﬂ- = Q+ 2+ ¢q. We set By =0,T1 =T, n = (1—(5)/7C and for
k > 1 we construct the covering using inductively deﬁned open sets B and closed set I'
as follows:

1. Define I'y; =T'%. Fori=1,... ,n% do the following:

(a) For every z € Z¢ do

if dp € (Usz,i) N Cris 7(p) € (M Mk—1]  then set b.; = By (p), X.,; = {p}
otherwise set b, =0, X,,=0.

(b) Define By := U, cga bz and Ty i1 = [\ By, and Xy := U, ez0 Xz
Observe: p1,ps € X, implies [p; — po| > (1— }L) me and ps € Xy, J < ¢
implies p; & B,, (p3) and hence |p; — ps| > ny. Similar, p3 € X, [ < k, implies
[pr — p3| > m > .

2. Define I'yy1 := Ty 9411, Xi i = U, Xk

The above covering of I' is complete in the sense that every x € I' lies into one of the balls
(by contradiction). We denote X := |J, Xj = (pi),cy the family of centers of the above
constructed covering of I' and find the following properties: Let p;,ps € X be such that
Biipy) (P1) N Biigpy) (p2) # 0. W.lo.g. let 77(p1) > 77(p2). Then the following two properties are
satisfied due to ([2.19)

1. It holds |p1 pa| < 20(p1) < se=n(p1) and hence Bj ( ) (P2) C Boe-xpyp,)(p1) and
n(p2) = L=t n(p1). Furthermore 7j(p1) = 7j(p2) = Z=rti(p1)-

2. Let k such that 7(p;) € (nk777k+1] If also 7(p2) € (Mk, Mk+1] then observation 1.(b)

implies [p1 — pa| > (1= L) e > (1= 1) (1 = 6) 7(p1). I 77(p2) & [0k, Mir1) then 7(py) <
e and hence py & Bi(py) (1), implying |p1 — pa| > 7(p1).

Choosing n and 0 appropriately, this concludes the proof. n
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2.6 Dynamical Systems

Assumption 2.14. Throughout this work we assume that (0, % ,P) is a probability space
with countably generated o-algebra % .

Due to the insight in [T4], shortly sketched in the next two subsections, after a measurable
transformation the probability space {2 can be assumed to be metric and separable, which
always ensures Assumption [2.14]

Definition 2.15 (Dynamical system). A dynamical system on € is a family (7,),cpa of
measurable bijective mappings 7, : 2 — 2 satisfying (i)-(iii):

(1) 7 0 Ty = Tuty , 7o = id (Group property)
(ii) P(r_,B) =P(B) Vz € RY B e .Z (Measure preserving)
(iii) A: R¥x Q — (x,w) — T,w is measurable (Measurability of evaluation)
A set A C Q is almost invariant if P ((AU T, A)\ (ANT7,A)) = 0. The family
I ={AeZ : VzeR'P((AUTA)\ (ANTA)) =0} (2.21)
of almost invariant sets is o-algebra and
E (f|-#) denotes the expectation of f: Q — R w.r.t. .&. (2.22)

A concept linked to dynamical systems is the concept of stationarity.

Definition 2.16 (Stationary). Let X be a measurable space and let f : Q x R? — X. Then
f is called (weakly) stationary if f(w,z) = f(7,w,0) for (almost) every x.

Definition 2.17. A family (A,),. C R? is called convex averaging sequence if
(i) each A, is convex
(ii) for every n € N holds A,, C A,4+1
(iii) there exists a sequence r,, with r, — oo as n — oo such that B, (0) C A,.
We sometimes may take the following stronger assumption.
Definition 2.18. A convex averaging sequence A, is called regular if
A # {2 €Z (24 T)NOA, #0} — 0.

The latter condition is evidently fulfilled for sequences of cones or balls. Convex averaging
sequences are important in the context of ergodic theorems.

Theorem 2.19 (Ergodic Theorem [§] Theorems 10.2.1T and also [36]). Let (A,), oy € R? be a
conver averaging sequence, let (7,),ere be a dynamical system on € with invariant o-algebra
F and let f: Q — R be measurable with |E(f)| < co. Then for almost all w €

|An|1/A f(mw)dz — E(f|.#). (2.23)
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We observe that E (f|-#) is of particular importance. For the calculations in this work,
we will particularly focus on the case of trivial .#. This is called ergodicity, as we will explain
in the following.

Definition 2.20 (Ergodicity and Mixing). A dynamical system (7, ),cge Which is given on
a probability space (2, %, P) is called mizing if for every measurable A, B C Q it holds

lim P(ANT,B)=P(A)P(B). (2.24)

(|| =00

A dynamical system is called ergodic if

lim
n—00 (2”)

/ P(A N7, B)dz = P(A)P(B). (2.25)
n,n)d

Remark 2.21. a) Let Q = {wy = 0} with the trivial o-algebra and 7,wy = wy. Then 7 is
evidently mixing. However, the realizations are constant functions f,(z) = ¢ on R? for some
constant c.

b) A typical ergodic system is given by 2 = T with the Lebesgue o-algebra and P = £
the Lebesgue measure. The dynamical system is given by 7,y := (x +y) mod T.

c) It is known that (7,),cra is ergodic if and only if every almost invariant set A € .# has
probability P(A) € {0,1} (see [8] Proposition 10.3.11I) i.e.

(Ve P(,b, AU A\ (1, ANA)=0] = P(A) € {0,1} . (2.26)
d) It is sufficient to show (2.24)) or (2.25]) for A and B in a ring that generates the o-algebra
F . We refer to [§], Section 10.2, for the later results.

A further useful property of ergodic dynamical systems, which we will use below, is the
following:

Lemma 2.22 (Ergodic times mixing is ergodic). Let (Q,.%,P) and (Q,.%,P) be probability
spaces with dynamical systems (7y)zera and () zera respectively. Let Q = Q x Q) be the usual
product measure space with the notation w = (0, w) € Q forw € Q and & € Q. If 7 is ergodic
and T is mixing, then 7,(0,0) := (T,0, T,W) is ergodic.

Proof. Relying on Remark “ we Verlfy 5) by proving it for sets A = A x A and
B = B x B which generate . := .% ® .%. We make use of AN B = (A N B) (A N B)
and observe that

Using ergodicity, we find that

lim (;ﬂd /[] #(AnB)B(An7B)dr=B((4nB))B(AnB)
~P(ANDB). (2.27)
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Since 7 is mixing, we find for every € > 0 some R > 0 such that ||z|| > R implies
B(An#B) -P(ANB)|<e.

For n > R we find

7,
(2n)* Ji=nme

ﬁ»(;x N %mB) - @(Am é)\ @(A N m})

1 1
< d/ €+ d/ 2—>¢ asn—oo. (2.28)
(2n)" Jienme (20)° J - RoRY

The last two limits (2.27) and (2.28) imply ([2.25). O

Remark 2.23. The above proof heavily relies on the mixing property of 7. Note that for
7 being only ergodic, the statement is wrong, as can be seen from the product of two
periodic processes in T x T (see Remark . Here, the invariant sets are given by
Iy ={((y+x) mod T, z) : ye€ A} for arbitrary measurable A C T.

2.7 Random Measures and Palm Theory

We recall some facts from random measure theory (see [§]) which will be needed for ho-
mogenization. Let 9(RY) denote the space of locally bounded Borel measures on R? (i.e.
bounded on every bounded Borel-measurable set) equipped with the Vague topology, which
is generated by the sets

{u : /fdu € A} for every open A C R? and f € C’C(Rd) .

This topology is metrizable, complete and countably generated. However, note that it is not
locally compact, which implies that the Alexandroff compactification cannot be applied. A
random measure is a measurable mapping

fhe : Q2 — MR, W Ll
which is equivalent to both of the following conditions
1. For every bounded Borel set A C R? the map w + p,(A) is measurable
2. For every w +— [ fdu, the map w — [ fdpu, is measurable.

A random measure is stationary if the distribution of 1, (A) is invariant under translations
of A that is u,(A) and p,(A + x) share the same distribution. From stationarity of p,, one
concludes the existence ([14} 31] and references therein) of a dynamical system (7;),.ga on €2
such that p, (A + ) = pir, (A). By a deep theorem due to Mecke (see [28, [8]) the measure

o) = [ [ als) xalre) dna(9) d(w)
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can be defined on Q for every positive g € L*(RY) with compact support. pp is independent
from g and in case j1,, = £ we find up = P. Furthermore, for every B(R?) x B(2)-measurable
non negative or up X L- integrable functions f the Campbell formula

| [ seme) dn@ ) = [ [ oo i) da

holds. The measure p,, has finite intensity if pup(2) < +oo.
We denote by

E,..(f|.7) := / f the expectation of f w.r.t. the o-algebra .# and up . (2.29)
Q

For random measures we find a more general version of Theorem [2.19]

Theorem 2.24 (Ergodic Theorem [§] 12.2.VIII). Let (2, %, P) be a probability space, (Ay),cn
R? be a conver averaging sequence, let (T,)ycra be a dynamical system on Q with invariant
o-algebra & and let f: Q — R be measurable with fQ |f|dup < co. Then for P-almost all
w e

A, / £ (720) At () = By (11.7) (2.30)

Given a bounded open (and convex) set Q C 2, it is not hard to see that the following
generalization holds:

Theorem 2.25 (General Ergodic Theorem). Let (Q,.%,P) be a probability space, Q C R? be
a convez bounded open set with 0 € Q, let (T,),cra be a dynamical system on  with invariant
o-algebra . and let f : Q0 — R be measurable with fQ |f|dup < co. Then for P-almost all
w € Q it holds

weC@: wt [ o)) 5B [ o @3

Sketch of proof. Chose a countable family of characteristic functions that spans L'(Q). Use
a Cantor argument and Theorem to prove the statement for a countable dense family
of C(Q). From here, we conclude by density.

The last result can be used to prove the most general ergodic theorem which we will use
in this work: O

Theorem 2.26 (General Ergodic Theorem for the Lebesgue measure). Let (2,.%,P) be
a probability space, Q C R? be a convex bounded open set with 0 € Q, let (7,)perad be a
dynamical system on Q with invariant o-algebra & and let f € LP(Q; up) and ¢ € LI(Q),
where 1 < p,q < 00, % + % = 1. Then for P-almost all w € Q) it holds

wt | et B | o
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Proof. Let ps € C(Q) with || — @5l po(q) < J- Then

wt [ et =5 [

S q d xT P )p
HQD 955“1 Q) (n /n ‘J (; w)’ dz

d ws(z)f(rpw)de — E(f ©
" /nQ o(@)f (o) dz ( )/Q ’

+

+E,, (f17) /Q o~ s]

which implies the claim. O

2.8 Random Sets

The theory of random measures and the theory of random geometry are closely related. In
what follows, we recapitulate those results that are important in the context of the theory
developed below and shed some light on the correlations between random sets and random
measures.

Let §(R%) denote the set of all closed sets in R, We write

Fvi= {FeFRY) : FNV #0} ifVC R? is an open set, (2.32)
F¥i= {FeFRY): FNK =0} if K CR? isa compact set. (2.33)

The Fell-topology Ty is created by all sets § and FX and the topological space (F(R?), Tr)
is compact, Hausdorff and separable[27].

Remark 2.27. We find for closed sets F,, F'in R? that F,, — F' if and only if [27]
1. for every z € F there exists x,, € F}, such that z = lim,,_,,, x,, and

2. it F,,, is a subsequence, then every convergent sequence z,, with z,, € F,, satisfies
limy_yoo z,, € F.

If we restrict the Fell-topology to the compact sets &(IR?) it is equivalent with the Haus-
dorff topology given by the Hausdorff distance

d(A, B) = max < sup inf |z — y| , sup inf |x — :
( ) {yegﬂﬁ@“ vl eryEB‘ y‘}

Remark 2.28. For A C R? closed, the set
F(A) :={FeFRY) : FcCA}
is a closed subspace of § (Rd). This holds since

FRNF(A) ={BeFRY) : BN (RNA) #0} =Fraya is open.
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Lemma 2.29 (Continuity of geometric operations). The maps 7, : A A+x and bs : A —
Bs(A) are continuous in § (R).

Proof. We show that preimages of open sets are open. For open sets V' we find

T @) ={FeFRY) : nFNV#0}={FeFR) : FN7,V#0} =F v,

b (Fv) = {F € FRY : B(F) NV £0} = {F € §RY) : FAB(V) #0} = Ty
The calculations for 7, (SK ) = F7+K and bgl (S’K ) = §%X are analogue. O

Remark 2.30. The Matheron-o-field o is the Borel-o-algebra of the Fell-topology and is fully
characterized either by the class §y of F¥.

Definition 2.31 (Random closed / open set according to Choquet (see [27] for more details)).

a) Let (€2, 0,P) be a probability space. Then a Random Closed Set (RACS) is a measurable

mapping
A (9707 P) — (S? JS)

b) Let 7, be a dynamical system on 2. A random closed set is called stationary if its
characteristic functions xa(,) are stationary, i.e. they satisfy xaw)(®) = Xa(r,w)(0) for
almost every w € Q for almost all # € R?. Two random sets are jointly stationary
if they can be parameterized by the same probability space such that they are both
stationary.

¢) A random closed set I' : (,0,P) — (§,05) w — ['(w) is called a Random closed
C*-Manifold if T'(w) is a piece-wise C*-manifold for P almost every w.

d) A measurable mapping
A:(Q0,P) — (8, 03)
is called Random Open Set (RAOS) if w — R\ A(w) is a RACS.
The importance of the concept of random geometries for stochastic homogenization stems

from the following Lemma by Zahle. It states that every random closed set induces a random
measure. Thus, every stationary RACS induces a stationary random measure.

Lemma 2.32 ([38] Theorem 2.1.3 resp. Corollary 2.1.5). Let §,, C § be the space of closed
m-dimensional sub manifolds of R? such that the corresponding Hausdorff measure is locally
finite. Then, the o-algebra oz N §y, 15 the smallest such that

Mg :8m —>R M~ H"(MnNB)
is measurable for every measurable and bounded B C RY.

This means that
Mg : o — MRY M — H™(MN ")

is measurable with respect to the o-algebra created by the Vague topology on 9t(R¢). Hence
a random closed set always induces a random measure. Based on Lemma [2.32| and on Palm-
theory, the following useful result was obtained in [I4] (See Lemma 2.14 and Section 3.1
therein).
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Theorem 2.33. Let (2,0, P) be a probability space with an ergodic dynamical system 7. Let
A:(Q,0,P) — (F,03) be a stationary random closed m-dimensional C*-Manifold.

a) There exists a separable metric space Qc DJT(Rd) with an ergodic dynamical system T
and a mapping A : (Q, Bg,P) — (§,05) such that A and A have the same law and such that
A still is stationary. Furthermore, (x,w) = T,w is continuous. We identify Q=0Q, A=A
and T =T.

b) The mapping

te: @ — MMRY), wis p(-) :=H™(MN")

is a stationary random measure on R and there exists a corresponding Palm-measure jip if
and only if e has finite intensity.

c) There exists a measurable set A C Q, called the prototype of A, such that XAw)(T) =
X i(Taw) for L+ p,-almost every x and P-almost surely. The Palm-measure pup of ju, con-
centrates on A, i.e. up(Q\A) = 0.

d) If A is a random closed m-dimensional C*-manifold, then P(A) = 0.

Also the following result will be useful below.

Lemma 2.34. Let j1 be a Radon measure on R? and let Q C R? be a bounded open set. Let
SoCS (Q) be such that §o — R, A — u(A) is continuous. Then

BcCcP

0 else

18 measurable.

Proof. For f € C.(R?) we introduce m; through

my: (P,B) — {fod,u Bek
0

else

and observe that m is measurable if and only if for every f € C., (Rd) the map my is mea-
surable (see Section . Hence, if we prove the latter property, the lemma is proved.

We assume f > 0 and we show that the mapping m; is even upper continuous. In
particular, let (P,, B,) — (P, B) in § x §o and assume that B, C P, for all n > Ny. Since
Q is compact, Remark . 2. implies that B C PN Q. Furthermore, since f has compact

support, we find ‘an fdu — fodu‘ < | flloo I0(By) — p(B)| = 0. On the other hand, if

there exists a subsequence such that B,, ¢ P, for all n, then either B ¢ P and m(P,, B,) =
0 —= my(P,B) =0or BC P and 0 = lim, o ms(Py,, By) < [ fdu = ms(P,B). For f <0
we obtain lower semicontinuity and for general f the map m;y is the sum of an upper and a
lower semicontinuous map, hence measurable. O
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2.9 Point Processes

Definition 2.35 ((Simple) point processes). A Z-valued random measure p,, is called point
process. In what follows, we consider the particular case that for almost every w there exist
points (74(w)),ey and values (a (w)),cy in Z such that

Mo = Z akécpk(w) .

keN

ke

The point process p,, is called simple if almost surely for all £ € N it holds a; € {0, 1}.

Example 2.36 (Poisson process). A particular example for a stationary point process is the
Poisson point process p, = X, with intensity A. Here, the probability P(X(A) = n) to find
n points in a Borel-set A with finite measure is given by a Poisson distribution

A" A"
XAl

P(X(A) = n) -

(2.34)

with expectation E(X(A)) = A|A|. The last formula implies that the Poisson point process
is stationary.

We can use a given random point process to construct further processes.

Example 2.37 (Hard core Matern process). The hard core Matern process is constructed
from a given point process X, by mutually erasing all points with the distance to the nearest
neighbor smaller than a given constant r. If the original process X, is stationary (ergodic),
the resulting hard core process is stationary (ergodic) respectively.

Example 2.38 (Hard core Poisson—-Matern process). If a Matern process is constructed from
a Poisson point process, we call it a Poisson—-Matern point process.

Lemma 2.39. Let pu,, be a simple point process with ar = 1 almost surely for all k € N.
Then X, = (2x(w)) ey 95 @ random closed set. On the other hand, if X, = (24(w)),en @5 @
random closed set that almost surely has no limit points then p,, 15 a point process.

Proof. Let p,, be a point process. For open V C R?% and compact K C R? let

fvr(z) = dist(z, R\ (V N Bg(0))), fF(z) = max { 1-— %dist(m, K),0 } .

Then fy.g is Lipschitz with constant 1 and fX is Lipschitz with constant % and support in
Bs(K). Moreover, since p,, is locally bounded, the number of points xj that lie within B, (K)
is bounded. In particular, we obtain

X Fy) = U {W : /Rd Jv,r dpy > 0} ,

R>0

X)) =N {w C S dp > 0} ,

d
§>0 R
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are measurable. Since §y and §¥ generate the o-algebra on § (Rd), it follows that w — X,
is measurable.

In order to prove the opposite direction, let X,, = (z(w)),cy be a random closed set of
points. Since X, has almost surely no limit points the measure p,, is locally bounded almost
surely. We prove that p,, is a random measure by showing that

Vfecd. (]Rd) : F:rwuw— f dp,, is measurable.

R4

For § > 0let p8 (A) = ({Sdil} 5d)71 L(ANBs(X,)). By Lemmas2.29 and [2.34| we obtain that
Fs: w s [o. fdud are measurable. Moreover, for almost every w we find Fj (w) — F (w)
uniformly and hence F' is measurable. [

Corollary 2.40. A random simple point process p,, is stationary iff X, is stationary.
Hence we can provide the following definition based on Definition [2.31]

Definition 2.41. A point process j, and a random set P are jointly stationary if P and X
are jointly stationary.

Lemma 2.42. Let X, = (2;),.y be a Matern point process from Ezample with distance
r and let for 6 < § be B(w) := |J, Bdx;. Then B(w) is a random closed set.

Proof. This follows from Lemma [2.29 X, is measurable and X — Bs(X) is continuous.
Hence B (w) is measurable. O

2.10 Unoriented Graphs on Point Processes

Definition 2.43 ((Unoriented) Graph). Let X = (z;),.y C R? be a countable set of points.
A graph (G,X) on X (or simply G on X) is a subset G C X2. The graph G is unoriented if
(z,y) € G implies (y,z) € G. For (z,y) € G we write x ~ y.

Elements of G are usually referred to as edges. Classically, a graph consists of vertices X
and edges G, so the graph is given through (G, X). However, in this work the set of points X
will usually be given and we will mostly discuss the properties of G. This is why we adopt
standard notations.

Definition 2.44 (Paths and connected graphs). Let X = (2;),.y C R? be a countable set
of points with a graph G C X%. A path in X is a sorted family of points (yi,...,yy) € XV,
N € N, such that for every k € {1,..., N — 1} it holds y ~ y+1. The family of all paths in
X'is hence a subset of |y X¥. The graph G is said to be connected if for every z,y € G,
x # y, there exists N > 2 and a path (yi,...,yy) € XV such that y; = 2 and yy = ¥.

Remark 2.45. Let (y1,...,yx) with be a path from y; to yx . A path from y to y; is given
by reversing the order, i.e. by (yk,...,v1).

Definition 2.46 (Local extrema on graphs). Let X C R? be a countable set of points with
a graph G. A function u : A C X — R has a local mazimum resp. minimum in y € A if for
all g € A with § ~ y it holds u(y) > u(g) resp. u(y) < u(y)
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2.11 Dynamical Systems on Z¢

Definition 2.47. Let (Q F I@’) be a probability space. A discrete dynamical system on Ois

a family (7.).e,z¢ of measurable bijective mappings 7. : Q) — Q satisfying (1)-(iii) of Definition
- A set A C Q is almost invariant if for every z € rZ% it holds P (AU 7,A) \ (AN 7,4)) =
0 and 7 is called ergodic w.r.t. 7Z? if every almost invariant set has measure 0 or 1.

Similar to the continuous dynamical systems, also in this discrete setting an ergodic
theorem can be proved.

Theorem 2.48 (See Krengel and Tempel'man [25, B6]). Let (A,),.y € R* be a convex

averaging sequence, let (7)serza be a dynamical system on Q) with invariant o- algebra & and
let f: Q — R be measurable with [E(f)| < co. Then for almost all & €

AT ) () = T E(f1). (2.35)

z€A,NTZ4

In the following, we restrict to » = 1 for simplicity of notation. )
Let Qy C R% We consider an enumeration (&), of Z¢ such that Q := Q" = Qf and

write & = (Wg,, We,, ... ) = (W1, Wo,...) for all © € Q. We define a metric on {2 through

wh CUQ Sk

We write Q,, ;== Qf and N,, := {k € N: k > n+ 1}. The topology of Q) is generated by the
open sets A x QON", where for some n > 0, A C §2, is an open set. In case ) is compact, the
space { is compact. Further, ) is separable in any case since Q is separable (see [23]).

We consider the ring

R = U {Ax QY ACQ,is measurable }

neN

and suppose for every n € N that there exists a probability measure P,, on €2,, such that for
every measurable A, C €, it holds P, (An X Qk) =P,(A,). Then we define

P(4, x Q") =P, (4,).

We make the observation that P is additive and positive on R and P()) = 0. Next, let
(Aj) ey Pe an increasing sequence of sets in R such that A := J; A; € R. Then, there exists
A, C Qf such that A; = A, x le" and since A; C Ay C --- C A, for every j > 1, we
conclude A; = A; x Q" for some A; C Q,. Therefore, P(4;) = P,(4;) — P,(4) = P(A)
where A = A x Qy™. We have thus proved that P : R — [0, 1] can be extended to a measure
on the Borel-o-Algebra on € (See [3, Theorem 6-2]).

We define for z € Z¢ the mapping

7, Q—=Q, W +— 7,w, where (%zdj)g, = ¢, 4+, component wise.
7
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Remark 2.49. In this paper, we consider particularly Qo ={0,1}. Then Q= Q%d is equivalent
to the power set of Z¢ and every & € ) is a sequence of 0 and 1 corresponding to a subset of
Z4. Shifting the set & C Z¢ by z € Z% corresponds to an application of 7, to @ € €.

Now, let P(w) be a stationary ergodic random open set and let » > 0. Recalling (2.1
the map w — P_,(w) is measurable due to Lemma and we can define X, (P(w)) :=
2rZ N P_r(w).

Lemma 2.50. If P is a stationary ergodic random open set then the set
X =X, (w) := X, (P(w)) :=2rZ N P_,.(w) (2.36)
is a stationary random point process w.r.t. 2rZ<.

Proof. By a simple scaling we can w.l.o.g. assume 2r = 1 and write X = X,.. Evidently, X
corresponds to a process on Z¢ with values in Qy = {0,1} writing X(2) = 1 if 2 € X and
X(z) =0 if z € X. In particular, we write (w, z) — X(w, z). This process is stationary as the
shift invariance of P induces a shift-invariance of P with respect to 7,. It remains to observe
that the probabilities P(X(z) = 1) and P(X(z) = 0) induce a random measure on €2 in the
way described in Remark O

Remark 2.51. If P is mixing one can follow the lines of the proof of Lemma to find that
X, (P(w)) is ergodic. However, in the general case X, (P(w)) is not ergodic. This is due to
the fact that by nature (7.),.4. on © has more invariant sets than(7,),.ga. For sufficiently

complex geometries the map 2 — 2 is onto.

Definition 2.52 (Jointly stationary). We call a point process X with values in 2rZ? to be
strongly jointly stationary with a random set P if the functions xp(.), Xx() are strongly
jointly stationary w.r.t. the dynamical system (72,4),cz4 0D €.

3 Periodic Extension Theorem

We study extension theorems on periodic geometries. In what follows, we assume that the
torus is split into T = T; UTy and we denote T; and T5 the periodic extensions of Ty and Ty
respectively. In order to get familiar with our approach, we first prove the following standard
result, which was already obtained in [7] and generalized to R? and W1*(T;) in [20] (see also
[22)).

Theorem 3.1 (Extension Theorem). Let T = T, U Ty with Ty, CC (0,1)? compactly and
such that 0Ty is Lipschitz. Then, for every p € [1,00) there exists C' depending only on To,
p and d such that for every u € W'P(Y7):

I

V()| <c | vapr. (3.2)
Y

dquo ul? | (3.1)

Y1

I
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Proof. Since Ty CC (0,1)? one proves by contradiction the existence of C' > 0 such that

]1{1 90> | (3.3)

In what follows we write = le w. Since OTs is Lipschitz, there exists a continuous operator
U W»((0,1)\Ty) — WH2((0,1)%). Due to (3.3) it holds

Ve € WP((0, 1)\Ty) - isc( Vel +

Ty Ty

[u@-wrar<c [ .
T

Ty

VU w—u)+u)l" = [ |VUu-u)

To To

sc( T + |vw—aw)
T

T
<C [ |Vul".
T

For u € W'P(T}) and k € Z% we define & on R? by applying it locally on every cell

I ==k +[0,1)%. Hence U satisfies (3.1)—(3.2). O

The last proof heavily relied on the disconnectedness of Ts. In case Ty is connected, the
“gluing” of the local extensions is more delicate.

Theorem 3.2. Let T = T, U Ty such that ,0Ty is locally Lipschitz. Then there exist an
extenston operator

U: WhH(T,) — WhP(R?)
such that for some C' > 0 depending only on 6 and p it holds

[y <c [ (34

IV (Uuw)P <C |Vul” . (3.5)
Rd i

Idea of Proof: In order to highlight the structure of the following proof, let us explain
how the extension operator is constructed. In Figure [2| we see on the left a Lipschitz surface
0T, with maximal Lipschitz constant M, which can be locally covered by balls of radius
p = O0VAM? + 5! (middle). Using the extension operators given by Lemma M, we can
extend u to the red balls that intersect T5. The extension operators on the various red
balls are then glued together using a suitable partition of unity. However, this leads to steep
gradients in the black region on the right hand side, while /u = 0 in the white region. In

particular, if u(z) = c is locally constant, these gradients are of order €. Hence, proceeding

globally in this way, the gradient V (Z;{u) cannot be bounded by Vu.

To avoid this problem, in Step 2 we use a mesoscopic correction: Writing K, := (—a, 1+
a)d, and K,(z) = z + K, for z € Z¢ with a partition of unity 7. and the local extension
operator U, on K,(z), we define the global extension operator through:

Uu = Z 1. <L~lz(u — Tu) + Tzu> (3.6)

2€74
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5V oVt
ETSRITS

Y,

Y

Figure 2: Left: The periodic geometry T; and Ts. Middle: The boarder 0T, is covered
by balls of a uniform size such that on each center x; there exists an extension operator
from T NBs(x;) to Ty NB,(x;). Right: The microscopically glued extension operator maps
functions with support T onto functions with support in the black and gray domain.

where T,u = fB(z) u for some suitable ball B(z). By this, we assign to the void space an
averaged value of the surrounding matrix. In Step 2 we heavily rely on the periodicity, which
allows to apply a T-periodic partitioning to R.

Proof. Step 1 (Local extension operator on (0,1)%): W.Lo.g. we can assume that § < 1.
Writing K, := (—a, 1+ a)? the set 0T, N K is precompact and can be covered by a finite

77777

In what follows, let n € C§°(—1,1) be a positive symmetric smooth function with 0 <
n(xz) < 1on (—1,1), n(0) = 1 and monotone on (0,1). We denote 1y := n o dist(-,0T; )

and ni(z) := n(p~'|x — xp|) for k > 1. In what follows we identify n, with their periodized
-1
versions. For every k£ > 0 let 7, = (Z;io nj> N, and note that 7 defines a partition of

unity on 0T N K. Writing U; for the corresponding extension operator from Lemma on
B,(z;), we extend u by 0 to R\Ty and consider

U: WWP(KysN'Ty) — WWP(K)
Uu = Zﬁib{iu + o . (3.7)

1€N

For the following calculation, we further note that
[e] -1 00 —2 o]

Vil = (Z m) Vi — (Z m) m Y Vi
j=0 =0 =0

> Vi,

Jj=0

and 1 < an < N as well as <N IVl

Jj=0

for some N depending only on the dimension d. Let B := {B,(z¢)}. Foreveryie {1,... k},
the number # {Bj e B | Bj N B; # (Z)} of balls in B intersecting with B; is bounded by N.
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On each ball we infer from Lemma [2.2]

/ Al <7 / ol
B; Bs(z;)NT1

[V Gur <7, [ Vap
B; Bs(z;)NP Bs(zi)NT1
Similar estimates also hold for nyu and summing over i, we obtain
~ |P ~
/ Z/lu‘ <N uf? (3.8)
Ks K2sNTy
~ D ~ 1 N
/ v (Uu)‘ <TN— [ul? + 14M N IVl . (3.9)
Ks pp KosNT1 KosNT1

Now let B C (24,1 — 26)¢ NT} be a ball with positive radius. By a contradiction argument,

we obtain )
/ upf < (/ Il + ][ u ) (3.10)
KosNT1 KoNT4 B

and hence defining Tu := fB u we find
v (u (u — m)) (p < 28MN Vul . (3.11)

/K(; KoNTy

Step 2 (gluing together the local extension operators): In what follows, for every
z € 7% let (ZZZu) (-) :=U(u(- + 2))(- — 2) the operator U shifted onto the cell z+ Kys. Given
some positive 77 € Ce(Ky) with 7|1y« = 1 and symmetric w.r.t. the center of (0,1)% we write
1. = 7(- — z) such that n.|,; 1« = 1 and introduce 7, = 7./ (3,74 7:) which provide
a (0, 1)d—periodic partition of unity. Note that at each z € R? at most 2¢ functions 7, are

different from 0. We now define the operator U according to 1' with Tu = fB Luand U,
from Step 1 to find

/Rd\Tl |VUuP = /Rd\Tl v Z l, (Zfl (u— Tou) + Tzu)
_ /IR o > |V (Uelw = 7o) + 7o) + .V (Ue( — Tz“)ﬂ

p

p

~ p
< C v~ p Z/{z — T, ’ / z V z
< Cvills (u = 7.u) DA RATY) | 2TV
z€Z4 e
B P
vy [ v (@e-r)l o
sezd z+Ks

In order to derive an estimate on [y, ’ZzGZd uV7,|", note that for 21, zo € Z% and = € R?
foralli=1,...,d it holds 8~ﬁz1 = —0;7],, by symmetry and hence (writing Ks(z) = 2z + K

/ Z TzUVnz = Z Z / |vﬁ2|p |7_z1u - 7_22u|p .

z1eZd ZzGZd K§ 21 QK(; 22
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Thus, let 21, 20 € Z¢ such that (21 + Kas) N (20 + Kas) # 0. Since Ty is open and connected,
one can prove

|7 u — Toul’ < C/ Vul? | (3.13)

T1N[(21+K2)U(z2+K2)]

where C' depends on d, p and T;. Together with (3.9)—(3.11]) we infer (3.5)). Estimate (3.4

can be proved in an analogue way. O

4 Quantifying Nonlocal Regularity Properties of the
Geometry

We have to account for three types of randomness. One is local, namely the local Lipschitz
regularity. The other is of global nature: We have to find a partition of R% such that on each
partition cell the extension can be explicitly constructed in a well defined way. In the case
of periodicity this is evidently trivial. However, since we lack periodicity, we have to replace
the periodic construction of the extension operator in Section [3| by something similar, but of
stochastic nature. The key to this will be the local (§, M)-regularity

The second problem will be overcome using a random distribution of balls within P(w)
and a Voronoi tessellation which is such that every Ball is contained in exactly one Voronoi
cell. This construction is based on the following observation.

Lemma 4.1. Let P(w) be a stationary and ergodic random open set such that
PPNI=0)<1.

Then there exists v > 0 such that with positive probability p. > 0 the set (0,1)2 NP contains
a ball with radius 4v/dk.

Proof. Assume that the lemma was wrong. Then for every r > 0 the set (0,1)¢ NP almost
surely does not contain an open ball with radius r. In particular with probability 1 the set
(0,1)2 NP does not contain any ball. Hence (0,1)¢ NP = () almost surely, contradicting the
assumptions. L]

The numbers t and p, from Lemma [4.1| will finally lead to the concept of mesoscopic
regularity of the geometry P(w), see Definition [4.19] Particularly the number v is important,
as it affects also the construction of the extension operator on the very microscopic level.

The third problem is the hardest: It is the necessity to quantify connectedness of a domain
geometrically and analytically.

4.1 Microscopic Regularity
Definition 4.2 ((6, M)-Regularity). Let P C R? be an open set.

1. Pis called (6, M)-regular in py € OP if M (p,0) < oo and M > M (p,d), i.e. there exists
an open set U C R%! and a Lipschitz continuous function ¢ : U — R with Lipschitz
constant M such that 9P NB;(py) is graph of the function ¢ : U — R4, & — (7, (7))
in some suitable coordinate system.
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Figure 3: How to fit a ball into a cone.

2. P is called locally (6, M)-reqular if for every py € OP there exists d(py) > 0 and
M (po) > 0 such that P is (6(po), M (po))-regular in po.

3. Pis called (globally) (0, M)-regular or minimally smooth if there exist constants 6, M >
0 s.t. P is (§, M)-regular in every py € OP.

The concept of (global) (4, M)-regularity or minimally smoothness can be found in the
book [35]. The theory of [35] was recently used in [I3] to derive extension theorems for min-
imally smooth stochastic geometries. A first application of the concept of (§, M )-regularity
is the following Lemma, which is important for the application of the Poincaré inequalities
proved in Section [2| during the construction of the local extension operators in Section

Lemma 4.3. Let P be locally (5, M )-reqular. Then for every py € OP with 6(py) > 0 the
following holds: For every § < §(po) let M = M(po,d) > 0 such that OP N Bs(py) is a
M (po, 8) Lipschitz manifold. Then there exists y € P with |po —y| = 2 such that with

r(po) := m it holds By ) (y) C Bs/2(po)-

Proof. We can assume that 0P is locally a cone as in Figure 3] With regard to Figure
for po € OP with 0 and M as in the statement we can place a right circular cone with
vertex (apex) po and axis v and an aperture § = m — 2arctan M inside Bs(py), where @ =
arctan M (po). In other words, it holds tan (o) = tan (%5%) = M. Along the axis we may
select y with |py — y| = %. Then the distance R of y to the cone is given through

2 2 2 o (m—0 |y — pol
— = R*+ R*tan* [ —— = R=--—=_"-"""".
|y p0| < 5 > T2

In particular r (pg) as defined above satisfies the claim. O

Continuity properties of 6, M and o

Our main extension and trace theorems will be proved for locally (§, M )-regular sets P and is
based on some simple properties of such sets which we summarize in this section. Additionally
we introduce the quantity p.

Lemma 4.4. Let v > 0, P be a locally (6, M)-reqular open set and let My € (0, +00] such
that for every p € OP there exists 6 > 0, M < My such that OP is (5, M )-regular in p. Define
for every p € OP

A(p) :==sup{3IM € (0, M) : P is (0, M) -reqular in p} , Oa(p) := —
o<t
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Then OP is Oa-reqular in the sense of Definition |2.11| with
f(p,0):=(3M € (0, M) : P is (6, M) -regular in p) .

In particular, oo : OP — R is locally Lipschitz continuous with Lipschitz constant 4 and for

every € € (0, %) and p € B.s(p) N OP it holds

L 5a(p) > 0a(9) > 0a(p) — Ip— 71 > (1 - <) ba(p). (4.1)

Remark 4.5. The latter lemma does not imply global Lipschitz regularity of da. It could
be that 2da(p) < |[p —p| < 30a(p) and p and p are connected by a path inside OP with
the shortest path of length 106 (p). Then Lemma would have to be applied successively
along this path yielding an estimate of |0a(p) — 0a(p)| < 40 |p — p|.

Proof of Lemmal[f.4 1t is straight forward to verify that f and 0 satisfy the conditions of
Lemma [2.12] O

With regard to Lemma the relevant quantity for local extension operators is related
to the variable (p)/+/4M (p)* + 2, where M(p) is the related Lipschitz constant. While we
can quantify d(p) in terms of 6(p) and |p — p|, this does not work for M (p). Hence we cannot

quantify 8(p)/1/4M (p)® + 2 in terms of its neighbors. This drawback is compensated by a
variational trick in the following statement.

Lemma 4.6. Let P be locally (6, M)-regular and let 6 < da satisfy such that OP is
d-reqular. For p € OP and r < d(p) let M,.(p) be the Lipschitz constant of OP in B,(p) and
define

-1

p(p) = s;;g))r AM,(p)* +2 (4.2)
p(p) := inf {5 <d(p) : sg)r 4M,(p)* + 27 = p(p)} . (4.3)

Then, p and p are positive and locally Lipschitz continuous on OP with Lipschitz constant 4
and OP is p and p-regular in the sense of Definition |2.11 In particular, for |p — p| < ep(p)
or |p — p| < ep(p) it holds respectively

1—¢
1-—2¢

1—¢
1—2¢

p(p) > p(B) > p(p) — Ip— Bl > (1 =€) p(p),

A

p(p) > p(p) > p(p) — |p—pl > (1 —¢) p(p) .

Remark 4.7. For the same reason as in Remark The latter lemma does not imply global
Lipschitz regularity of p or p.

-1
Proof. Positivity is given by p(p) > d(p)\/4M(p)* +2 . Let ¢ > 0 and |p—p| < €h(p).
For r < p(p) sufficiently large it holds |p — p| < er implying p is ((1 — &)r, M,.(p))-regular.
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From here we conclude that 0P is p-regular and the above chain of inequalities follows from
Lemma
Now let |p — p| < ep(p) < €d(p) implying §(p) > (1 —€) §(p) by Lemma For every
-1
n > 0let r, < &(p) such that p(p) < (1+n)r,\/4M,, (p)*+2 . Since r, > p(p) and
lp — p| < ep(p) we find B,, (p) D B(1_e), (p) and hence M., (p) < M, (p). This implies at
the same time that 0P is p-regular and that

(1—¢)r, > (1—¢)r, >(1—5)
_¢4M1w o Ja ez 0F)

Since 7 was arbitrary, we conclude p(p) > (1 — €) p(p). Moreover, we find |p — p| < =-p(p).
From here, we conclude with Lemma [2.12] O

Lemma 4.8. Let vt > 0, P C R? be a locally (5, M)-regular open set and let My € (0, +00]
such that for every p € OP there exists § > 0, M < My such that OP is (0, M)-regular in

p. For o € (0,1] let n(p) = ad(p) from Lemma or n(p) = ap(p) or n(p) = ap(p) from
Lemma .6 and define

Mp,(p) := inf mf{P is (0, M) -regular in p} . (4.4)

d>n(p) M

mp(p, §) = 5>mi:1r{1§( - 1]r\14f{P is (0, M) -reqular in p} | (4.5)

Then, for fized &, My (-), mp(p, &) : OP — R are upper semicontinuous and on each bounded
measurable set A C RY the quantity

Mpga = sup Mg (p) (4.6)

pEANOP
with My 4 =0 if AN OP = 0 is well defined. The functions
M4 : R? — R, M[n},A($) = Mpa4e  with M[n],A(O) = M4
are upper semicontinuous.

Remark 4.9. In order to prevent confusion, let us note at this point that M, defined in (4.9)
is different from M. In particular, M, is a quantity on R?, while My, is a quantity on
OP. Furthermore, as the last lemma shows, M, is upper semi continuous, while M, is only
measurable.

Notation 4.10. The infimum in (4.4) is a liminf for 6 N\, 7(p). We sometimes use the special
notation

My () := Mpg) pego) () -
Proof of Lemma[{.8 Let p,p € OP with |p —p| < en(p). Writing € := = and r (p,e) :=
(1—125 + 5) n(p) and

M(p,e) := i]\I}[f {BT(p,E) (p) N OP is M-Lipschitz graph}
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as well as we observe from 7-regularity that B, (p) C B, (p) and B, (p) C B,pa (D).
Hence we find
My, (p) < M(p,e).

Observing that M(p,e) “\ My, (p) as ¢ — 0 we find limsup;_,, M, (p) < My, (p) and M is
u.s.c.

Let z — 0. First observe that My, 4 = max, .z Mj;(y). The set A is compact and hence
A+x — Ain the Hausdorff metric as z — 0. Let y, € A+ such that My (y.) = M4 (2).
Since A+ — A w.lo.g. we find y, — y converges and y € A. Hence

My, (y) > limsup My, (y.) = lim sup M[,ﬂ,A(x) )

z—0 z—0
In particular, My a(+) is u.s.c. The u.s.c of my,(p,§) can be proved similarly. O
Corollary 4.11. Let vt > 0 and let P C R? be a locally (5, M)-regular open set, where we

restrict 0 by 6 (-) < 7. Then there exists a countable number of points (p).cy C OP such

that OP is completely covered by balls B, (px) where p(p) :=27p(p). Writing

pr = ppr), Ok = 0d(pr).

For two such balls with B, (px) N Bz, (pi) # O it holds

15 < 16

16pz = pk = 15101

(4.7)
31 1 .
and 15 i {pi, i} = |pi — pi| > §HlaX{/)i,ﬂk} .

Furthermore, there exists tj, > Die and yy, such that B, (yr) C Bj, s(pr) NP and

32(1+m[/3](17k,ﬁk/4)>
Boe, (Yi) N Ba, (y;) = 0 for k # 5.

Proof. The existence of the points and Balls satisfying (4.7 follows from Theorem in
particular (2.20]). It holds for B, (px) N By, (pi) # 0

U 16 N
[pi — Pl < i+ pr < (15+1> Di -

Lemma yields existence of y; such that B, (yz) C Bp,/s(px) N P. The latter implies
B., (yx) N By, (y;) = 0 for k # j. -

Measurability and Integrability of Extended Variables

Lemma 4.12. Let v > 0, P C R? be a locally (6, M)-reqular open set and let My € (0, +00]
such that for every p € OP there exists § > 0, M < My such that OP is (5, M)-regular in

p. For a € (0,1] let n(p) = ad(p) from Lemma or n(p) = ap(p) or n(p) = ap(p) from
Lemma .6 and define
ii(z) = inf {n(i) . FEOPst 1 IB%%W)(:E)} , (4.8)

My ra (x) :=sup {M[,ﬂ () : 2 € 0P s.t. v € By (:%)} , (4.9)
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where inf ) = sup® := 0 for notational convenience. Furthermore, write A := F~'((0, 3v))

for

2t else

£ (@) = {n(p) if 7 € Bup (p)

then 1 1s measurable and My, is upper semicontinuous.

Proof. Step 1: Let (p;),cy C OP be a dense subset. If z € Bén(p)(p) for some p € 0P
then also x € Bén(ﬁ) (p) for |p — p| sufficiently small, by continuity of 1. For every p € 0P
consider the function f,(z) as introduced above. Then every f, is upper semicontinuous and
F := inf,cy fp, is measurable. In particular, the set A is measurable and thus 77 = x4 F is
measurable.

Step 2: We show that for every a € R the preimage M, [;]%Rd([a, +00)) is closed. Let (1),
be a sequence with M, ga(z;) € [a,4+00). Let (pr) C OP be a sequence with |z — pi| <
n(pr). W.lo.g. assume p, — p € P and x, — x € R% Since 7 is continuous, it follows
|z —p| < n(p). On the other hand M, (p) > limsup,_,,, M}, (px) and thus M ga(z) >
My (p) 2 a. O

Lemma 4.13. Under the assumptions of Lemma there exists a constant C' > 0 only
depending on the dimension d such that for every bounded open domain Q it holds

/ Xisoii < C N TOME 2, (4.10)
ANQ ANB (Q)NIP 4v
/ My <C / nl—aMg}dﬂgf. (4.11)
ANQ 8 ANB (Q)NIP 417
Finally, it holds
. 3
v €Bry,(p) = ) >ilz) > n(p). (4.12)

Remark 4.14. Estimates (4.10)—(4.11]) are only rough estimates and better results could be
obtained via more sophisticated calculations that make use of particular features of given
geometries.

Proof. Step 1: Given x € R? with 7j(x) > 0 let
Py € argmin {77(5;) . TedPst x By (gz)} . (4.13)

Such p, exists because OP is locally compact. We observe with help of the definition of p,,
the triangle inequality and ([2.19)

n(p) 3
v E€BL,() = ) <ul) = Ip-pl< 7 = 0) > b))
The last line particularly implies (4.12]) and
3
Vpe P Ve e Byw(p): 7n(x) > #
8
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Step 2: By Theorem H we can chose a countable number of points (py),.y C OP such
that I' = OP is completely covered by balls By, := Bg(,,)(pr) where &(p) := 27*n(p). For
simplicity of notation we write 7 := n(px) and & := £(px). Assume z € A with p, € T" given
by . Since the balls By cover T', there exists p, with |p, — px| < & = 274, implying

n(pz) < %nk and hence |r — pi| < (2*4 + 22;3;2;) e < 5. Hence we find

VIEAHpki a:EIB%;mc(pk)

Step 3: For p € I with = € By, y(p) N B, )(p:) we can distinguish two cases:

L. n(p) = n(ps): Then p, € B, (p) and hence n(p,) = gn(p) by (2-19).

2. n(p) < n(pz): Then p € By, 1(ps) and hencen(p,) > =En(p) = 3n(p) by (2.19).

and hence

xr &€ Bln(p)(p> = 77<5U> = 77(2033) > 277(]9) :

Step 4: Let & € N be fixed and define B, = Bink (pr), My = M (py, %Uk)- By construction,
every B; with B; N By, # () satisfies 1; > 1n; and hence if B; N By, # 0 and B; N B; # 0 we
find |p; — pi| > 3m and |p; — pi| < 3my.. This implies that

3C>0:Vk #{j: B,nB,#0}<C.

We further observe that the minimal surface of B;NOP is given in case when B,NJP is a cone

™

with opening angle 5 — arctan M (pr). The surface area of By N JP in this case is bounded

by d I ’Sd 2| M L (M, + 1) . This particularly implies up to a constant independent from

k
71]{< E /

k: Bi.NQ#D

S S
k: BrnQ£0 Y ANBrNOP 4

< l—ap gd—2
™M
£ (Q)noP

The second integral formula follows in a similar way:. O

4.2 Mesoscopic Regularity and Isotropic Cone Mixing

In what follows, we built upon Lemma[£.1] to motivate our definition of mesoscopic regularity
(Definition by the following two Lemmas.

Lemma 4.15. Recall X, (P(w)) := 2rZ NP _,(w) = {z € 2rZ" : By (x) C P} from Lemma
2.50 and assume t < %. Let

el ) 1= £+ N By (X(PW))) |
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then there exists a constant \g > 0 such that for almost every w € Q it holds for all reqular
conver averaging sequences A,

liminf | An| ™" e (An) > Ao . (4.14)
n—oo

Remark. Note that ju,,, is stationary with respect to shifts in 2¢Z? but not ergodic in general.
It corresponds to the function |[S¢7!| (%)dXt(P(w)) on 2tZ% and by stationarity, Theorem
yields convergence

d
AT Y S (5) XelPw) = E (el-)
z€AnNX, (P(w))
Inequality (4.14) implies E(py . |-#) > Ao a.s.

Proof of Lemma[{.15 Due to Lemma [L.I with probability p. > 0 the set I NP contains
a ball B, 5.(7) and thus the set (INP)_, o contains a ball B 5 (x). In particular, the

stationary ergodic random measure fi,(-) := £(- NP_; sz (w)) has positive intensity Ao >
d

De 'Sd—l <\/3t) ‘ Let fi, (H—sﬂt) > 0. Then there exists + € (INP)_; 5 and thus there

exists € X¢(P(w)) NI with Be (v) C I. It follows

2d

—— 1, (I).
td|Sd—1"u (1)

Mo (H_sﬁt) < i, () <1= v S

By (o) <
Since fi,, is stationary ergodic and A, is regular we find

St <\/c_it)d

pe < fio(Lsya) < Ao < E(fi (D) = liminf |A,| ™ fi,(A,)
2 _
S Ws 1’hmmf\An| fo e (Ap)

]

Lemma suggests that starting at the origin and walking into an arbitrary direction,
it is almost impossible to not meet a ball of radius v that fully lies within P(w). However,
this is in general wrong, as for a given fixed direction one may already find periodic counter
examples. In what follows, we will therefore use the weaker concept of isotropic cone mixing

(Definition [4.17)) which is based on the following observation:

Lemma 4.16. Let ((vj,;)) oy C S9! x (0,Z) be countable. Then for every x € R? and
each j € N there holds

Jim P(X, (P) NC,, 0, n(x) £ 0) = 1.
Proof. By stationarity, we can assume x = 0 and by Lemma the random measure i,
has strictly positive intensity.
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We write Cp := C,,,, .r(0) and denote by Cp the cone with the same base as Cp but

with apex —v;R. Then Cpg is a regular convex averaging sequence. Furthermore, it holds

£((@R> J/L((CRr)) = eRngR — 1 implying £(@R\(CR> E(CR>_1 — 0 as R — oo. Thus

po < limind £(Cp) e (Cr)

— lim inf L(@R> B (uw,t<cR) + o (@R\CR>> = lim nf L(@R> ()

R—o00

where we use 0 < i, (@R\CR> < E(@R\(CR> — 0 as R — oo. We infer that p,((Cg)) =
O(R?) and hence the statement (Cg has to contain infinitely many balls B (21)). O
The following definition is a quantification of Lemma |4.16]

Definition 4.17 (Isotropic cone mixing). A random set P(w) is isotropic cone mixing if
there exists a jointly stationary point process X in R? or 2tZ? v > 0, such that almost
surely two points z,y € X have mutual minimal distance 2v and such that B (X(w)) C P(w).

Further there exists a function f(R) with f(R) — 0 as R = oo and a € (0,%) such that
with E := {ey,...eq} U{—e1, - - —eq} ({e1,...eq} being the canonical basis of RY)

P(Ve € E: XN Ceor(0)#£0)>1— f(R). (4.15)

Criterion 4.18 (A simple sufficient criterion for (4.15)). Let P be a stationary ergodic
random open set, let [ be a positive, monotonically decreasing function with f(R) — 0 as
R — oo and let v > 0 s.1.

P(3z € Br(0) : B, 5.(z) C Br(0)NP) >1— f(R). (4.16)

Then P is isotropic cone mizing with f(R) = de((a + 17" R) and with X = X(P). Vice
_)/

versa, if P is isotropic cone mixing for f then P satisfies 6) with f = f.

Definition 4.19 (Mesoscopic regularity). A random set P satisfying Criterion m is also
called mesoscopically regular and f is the regularity. P is called polynomially (exponentially)
regular if 1/f grows polynomially (exponentially).

Proof of Criterion[4.18 Because of P(AU B) < P(A) + P(B) it holds for a > 1
P(3e € E : $z € Br(aRe) : B, (z) C Br(aRe) NP) < 2df(R).

The existence of B, ;. (7) C Bgr(aRe) N P(w) implies that there exists at least one z &
X; (P (w)) such that B: (z) C Br(alte) N P(w) and we find

P<ae EE : Fr e X,(P): Bs(x) C BlaRe) N P) < 2df(R).

In particular, for & = arccosa and R large enough we discover

P(Je € E : X(P)NCearnr (0) =0) < 2df(R).
The relation 1) holds with f(R) = Qdf((a +1)7! R).

The other direction is evident. O
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Note that Criterion [4.18)is much easier to verify than Definition [4.17] However, Definition
4.17| is formulated more generally and is easier to handle in the proofs below, that are all
built on properties of Voronoi meshes.

The formulation of Definition is particularly useful for the following statement.

Lemma 4.20 (Size distribution of cells). Let P(w) be a stationary and ergodic random open
set that is isotropic cone mizing for X(w), v >0, f: (0,00) = R and o € (0,%). Then X
and its Voronoi tessellation have the following properties:

1. If G(z) is the open Voronoi cell of x € X(w) with diameter d(z) then d is jointly
stationary with X and for some constant C, > 0 depending only on «

P(d(z) > D) < f(Cojl§> : (4.17)
2. Forx € X(w) let Z(x) :={y € X : G(y) NB(G(x)) #0}. Then
#I(x) < (%(x)) : (4.18)

Proof. 1. W.l.o.g. let x;, = 0. The first part follows from the definition of isotropic cone
mixing: We take arbitrary points 7+; € Cie;q,r(0) N X. Then the planes given by the
respective equations (:U — %xij) - x4; = 0 define a bounded cell around 0, with a maximal
diameter D(«, R) = 2C, R which is proportional to R. The constant C,, depends nonlinearly

on o with C, — oo as a — 7. Estimate (4.17) can now be concluded from the relation

between R and D(«, R) and from (4.15]).
2. This follows from Lemma [2.15] O

Lemma 4.21. Let X, be a stationary and ergodic random random points process with minimal
mutual distance 2¢ for v > 0 and let f: (0,00) — R be such that the Voronoi tessellation of
X has the property

Vo €tZ . P(d(z) > D) = f(D).

Furthermore, let n,s : X, — [1,00) be measurable and i.i.d. among X, and let n,s,d be
independent from each other. Let

Gu@)(z) =n(z) (G(z) —x) + o
be the cell G(x) enlarged by the factor n(z), let d(x) = diamG(z) and let

bn(y) = Z XGn(m)d(x)nS(x)gn(x)Ca

zeXe

where n,&,¢ > 0 is a constant. Then b, is jointly stationary with X, and for every r > 1
there exists C' € (0, 400) such that

E(b})
<C ( Z (]{7 + 1)d(P+1)+77p+7“(p—1) (S + 1)§p+r(p—1) (N + 1)d(p+1)+Cp+7“(p—1) Pd,kIPn,NPs,S> '

k,N=1
(4.19)
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where

Py :=P(d(x) € [k,k+ 1)) = f(k) — f(k+1),
P,n :=P(n(z) € [N,N +1)),
Py s :=P(s(z) € [S, S +1)).

Proof. We write X, = (2;),oy, di = d(x;), n; = n(x;), s; := s(x;). Let

€N
X&N’S(w) = {CL’Z - Xt : dz - [k?,k—i‘ 1), n; € [N,N+ 1), S; € [S,S+ 1)}

with Ay y g 1= U:EEXk vs Gni@) (). We observe that

Vo e RY: #{x; € Xpns: @ € Guyla)} <STHN +1)? (k+1)7c?, (4.20)

which follows from the uniform boundedness of cells G, (), * € Xy and the minimal
distance of |z; — ;| > 2t. Then, writing B := Bg(0) for every y € R? it holds by stationarity
and the ergodic theorem

IF’(y € an(l’z) DX € Xka) = 1%1—1)20 |BR|_1 |Ak,N N BR|

< li -1 (2
< lim [Bg|[™" |Br N U Gula)

;€ Xk, N

< lim Bal™" ) ST (N4 D) (4 1) e
o0 xZEXk’NﬂBR

= PypPpy (N + 17 [ST (b + 1)

In the last inequality we made use of the fact that every cell Gy (), © € X} v, has volume
smaller than S (N + 1)d (k + 1)d. We note that for % + % =1

/(ZXG (wyd(x)"s ()¢ ())p

reX,

p
<[ AEEE | Z renmr v @ is ey
=1 N=1 S=1 zGXst
P o= ’
<[ (30 ots) [ 3 et T vt rersasis oy
k,N,S=1 k,N,S=1 xEXkNS

Due to (4.20)) we find

Z XGo(a)(2) < Xapn (N + l)d (k + 1)d }Sd_ll

ZEEX]mN
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P
. oy L 0o q 7 |Qd—1|P.
and obtain for ¢ = ] and O, 1= (ZJ%N,S:l ak,N,S) ‘S ‘ :

|BR| : (ZXGn(x)d (z)¢ ())

1 —
- ( D asXacns (N D7 (k+ 1777 (5 + 1)£p>

q
1Brl J5: \, 5501

- C, ( D P G D A N D R e R 1)prPs,SIP’d7kPn7N)
k,N,S=1

For the sum » "y ¢, af y g to converge, it is sufficient that af y ¢ = (K +1)"" (N +1)7" (S +1)7"

for some > 1. Hence, for such r it holds oy s = (k+1)"79(N +1)"79(S +1)""/% and

thus (4.19).
[l

4.3 Discretizing the Connectedness of (0, M )-Regular Sets

Let P(w) be a stationary ergodic random open set which is isotropic cone mixing for v > 0,
f:(0,00) = Rand a € (0,2). Then X;(P(w)) = (2x),cy generates a Voronoi tessellation
according to Lemma [4.20) with cells G, and balls By, = By /5(2;). While the (6, M)-regularity
of P is a strictly local property with a radius of influence of §, the isotropic cone mixing is a
mesoscopic property, with the influence ranging from t to oco.

In this part, we close the gap by introducing graphs on P that connect the small local
balls covering OP with X, in P. The resulting family of graphs and paths on these graphs
will be essential for the last step in Section [7]

Definition 4.22 (Admissible and simple graphs). Let 0X := (p;.),cy C OP with correspond-
ing Yox := (y)gey like in Corollary and let Y C P be a countable set of points with
OXUYsx UX, C Y and let (Y, G,(P)) be a graph. Then the graph G.(P) on Y is admissible
if it is connected and every py € 0X has exactly one neighbor y = yx € Ygx. An admissible
graph is called simple if every y, € Ygx has - besides py - only neighbors in Y\ Y.

The following concept will become important later in Section . For reasons of self-
containedness, we introduce it already at this point.

Definition 4.23 (Locally connected P and Ggag). Assume that (Y, G(P)) is an admissible
graph on P with the property that for y;,y, € Ygx with corresponding p;, ps € 0X it holds
Y1 ~ y2 iff B, (p1) "B, (pa) # 0. The graph Ga,:(P) consists of all elements of G(P), except
those (y1,va2) € Yg for which there is no path in Byj, (p1) NP or in By, (pe) NP connecting
Y1 with ys.

If Ggat(P) is connected, the set P is called locally connected.

Locally flat geometries will turn out to be particularly useful as they allow to construct
tubes around paths that fully lie within P and connect the local with the mesoscopic balls.
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Figure 4: In order to treat the differences
|Tiu — Mjul|® appearing in Theorem
below, it is necessary to construct a graph
that connects the boundary with the cen-
ters of the Voronoi tessellation.

Definition 4.24 (Admissible paths). Let (Y, G(P)) be an admissible graph on P and let
AX(y,x) be a family of paths from y € Ysx to z € X, which are constructed from a de-
terministic algorithm that terminates after finitely many steps. Assume that for every
Y = (y1,... k) € AX(y,z). If vy = t(y) is the radius of y from Corollary assume
there exists

Yo € C([0,1] x By, (y); P)  with  Yo(t, By, (y)) =B (2),

such that Yy(t, By, (v)) is invertible for every t and Y5(0,2) = x. Then the family AX(y, z) is
called admissible.

A general approach to construct admissible graphs and paths on locally connected
P

For a particular family of random geometries, there might be sophisticated ways to construct
Y and the families AX(:,-). However, it is interesting to know that such a graph can be
constructed very generally for every locally connected geometry. In this section, we will thus
introduce a concept how to transform the domain P into such a graph, thereby bridging
the gap between the local regularity of 0P and the mesoscopic regularity. The basic Idea is
sketched in Figure

The grid Let P C RY be open and t > 0. For 2 € 9P let
n(x) := min {dist(z, OP) , 2t} (4.21)
and n = %17]. Then we find the following:

Lemma 4.25. Let P be a connected open set which is locally (5, M)-regular. For t > 0
let Xo = (Tp)ey be a family of points with a mutual distance of at least 2v satisfying
dist(z, OP) > 2v and let 0X := (py),cny C OP with corresponding (pr) ey > (tk)reny € R and

o

Yox = (Yr)pen like in Corollary|4.11. Then there exists a family of points X = (ﬁj)jeN cP
with X; C X such that with @, = 7i(py), Br = B, (px) and By = Bj, (pr) the family
(Br)yen Y (ék) covers P and

keN

< < 2n;

N | —

BinB, #0 = (4.22)

P . R 1 .
and 3min{7;, 7} > [P — Pr| > 5 max {7, 7} -
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Furthermore, By N B; # 0 implies

o1 y 4
—%Smsg%,4m§mypd<fm (4.23)

i.e. By (yx) N By (p;) = 0. Finally, there evists C > 0 such that for every x € P

1
8
#{ieN: 2 eBy ()} +#{keN: 2By ()} <C. (4.24)
Notation 4.26. Summing up and extending the notation of Lemma [4.25 we write

OY = 0X 1= (pi)ey C OP, X C Xi= (), C P, X:=0XUX,

(4.25)
Yox = (Ur)pen Y = (i )keNUX Y :=YUay.

The meaning of introducing the symbol Y will be clarified below.
For p € 9X we write 7(p) := p(p) and for p € X we use the above notation (4.21) and
further define

I .
t(y) :==v,; for y = y; € Yox, t(y) = gn(y) for y € (pr),, - (4.26)
We finally introduce the following bijective mappings

o(y) = {?‘“ PUTmE T )= {@{’“ POTRETE ()
p; ify=p;eX p; ifx=p;eX

Proof of Lemma[f.25. We recall py, := p (px) := 27°p (px) and v, = mtay and that

holds. Furthermore, B, (yx) C B, js(pr) NP and hence By, (yx) N By, (y;) = 0 for k # j.

If we define P B := P\ U, Br and observe that P is n-regular (for n defined in
Then Lemma [2.12) and Theorem [2.13] yield a cover of P B by a locally finite family of balls
By = IB%nk(pk) Where (Pr)ren € Pp, and where holds. Looking into the proof of
Theorem we can assume w.l.o.g. that (zj),oy C (pk)keN by suitably bounding 7.

Furthermore, we find for By, N B; # () that

- - . ~ B 1._ 4
nj+ pe > pj —pel > 47, = 7; < 3Pk and [p; — pi| < 3Pk

Next, for such p;, we consider all B; such that p; € By;, (pr) and since p; ¢ B; for all such 1,
we infer dist(p;, 0P) > p(p;) and hence by Lemma

_2% >i
Pk 14Pk

;> 1ﬁ.::2—7p->2—71
A TTo1-4
Finally, B, (yk) NBi; (p;) = 0 follows from 33py, < 47; < |p; — pxl.

To see let z € P and let p; such that 7; is maximal among all Bj with = € Bj.
Let p; W1th T € B N B and observe that both |pi — p;| and 7; are bounded from below and
above by a multiple of 7;. If z € B,NnB,NB S, |pi — Prl is bounded from above and below
by 7, hence by 7);. This provides a uniform bound on # { JEN: = € By (ﬁj)} The second
part of follows in an analogue way. O]
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Definition 4.27 (Neighbors). Under the assumptions and notations of Lemma [4.25] for two
points y1,ys € X U Yox let 21 = x(y1), ©o = z(y2). We say that y; and y, are neighbors,
written y ~ ya, if B,y (@1) N Bjay)(z2) # 0. This implies a definition of “neighbor” for
21,70 € X . For 2 € 0X and y € Yox we write z ~ y if 2 = 2(y). We denote by Go(P,X),
Go(P) or simply G(P) the graph on X U Yyx U 0X generated by ~.

Remark 4.28. a) Every y € Ysx has a neighbor = € 0X.
b) Besides y(z), points x € 0X have no other neighbors.

The admissible paths We will see below that Go(P) is admissible if P is connected.
Besides Go(P) we introduce further (reduced) graphs on X, which are based on continuous
paths. For two points z,y € P we denote

Po(z,y) ={f € C([0,1;P): f(0) ==, f(1) =y} .
Definition 4.29. Using the notation of Lemma [£.25] the graph

Gsimple<P) = {(ylva) € Gﬂat(P) : (ylva) g Y%X}

is the subset of G(P) where all elements (y1,y2) and (z(y1),z(y2)) are removed for which
Y1, Y2 € Yox. Furthermore, if y, € Yox with py = (yx) € 0X has a neighbor p; € X such that
yr and p; are not connected through a path which lies in B, (px) N P, then (y(pk), p;).
(pj, y(px)) are removed.

We write G, (P) for either Go(P), Gaat(P), Geimple(P) or any other subset of G, (P) which

is connected.

Lemma 4.30. Assume (X, Gaat(P)) is connected, assume y € Yox and y; ~ y. Then there
exists y € C([O, 1 xBx(0); PN Bgﬁ(m(y))(x(y))> such that (-, z) is a path from y + Lr(y)x
to y1 + Le(yr)z, for two points x1,x5 € B (0) it holds either y(-,x1) N (-, x2) = 0 or

T
V(s 1) C (e, 22) or y(-,x1) D Y(+, x2) and there exist constants ¢y, ca, c3 depending only on
the dimension but not on y or y; such that

vt € [0, 1] Bey mingetyy) (7(t:0)) < ([0, 1] x B, (0))
<

Ve € Bx (0) Lengthy(t,z) < ca [y — w1 -

We denote v as v[y, y1].

Proof. Let 4 € Py(y,y1). If § € Ygx we infer from Lemma below that B (g) C
Bsszw) (@(y)). We recall that OP N Bssuey))(2(y)) is a graph (-, ¢(-)) of a Lipschitz con-
tinuous function ¢ : R — R and that both By (y) and By, (y1) as well as ([0, 1])
lie below that graph. We project By (y) and By, )(y1) as well as ([0, 1]) onto the sphere
z(y) + 2p(z(y))S? !, which still do not intersect with the graph of ¢. From here we may

construct y satisfying the claimed estimates. Since By, (y) C B 1 () (@) and By, (y1) C

B%ﬁ(x(yl))(x(yl)) and |y —y1| > 2 min{p(z(y1)), p(z(y))}, we conclude that the constants

can be chosen independently from y.
If y € Y we can proceed analogously. O
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Lemma 4.31 (Go(P) is admissible). Under the assumptions and notations of Lemma[{.25
for every yo,y1 € Y there exists a discrete path from yo to y; in (X, Go(P)).

Proof. Since P is connected, there exists a continuous path 7 : [0,1] — P with v(0) = yo,
(1) = y1. Since ([0, 1]) is compact, it is covered by a finite family of balls By, (y), y € Y.
If v([0,1]) C Bjy)(vo) the statement is obvious. Otherwise there exists a maximal interval
[0,a), a < 1, such that v([0,a)) C Biy,)(¥o), v(a) & Biye) (yo)and there exists y # yo such
that for some ¢ > 0 v((a —€,a+¢)) C Biiyy)(¥0) N Biy)(y). One may hence iteratively
continue with y(, := y on the interval [a, 1]. O

Hence, every two points in Y can be connected by a discrete path. However, the choice
of the path is not unique, there might be even infinitely many with arbitrary large deviation
from the “shortest” path. Luckily, it turns out that it suffices to provide a deterministically
constructed finite family of paths.

Definition 4.32 (Admissible paths on G.(P)). Let P C R? be open, connected and locally
connected with G, (P) such that the assumptions of Lemma are satisfied. Let z € X,.
We call any family of paths which connect y € Y\{z} to = admissible, if it is generated by a
deterministic algorithm that terminates after a finite number of steps. Hence, an admissible
path from y to x in G, (P) is a path (z1,...,x) with z; =y, xx = = generated according to
this algorithm. We denote the set of admissible paths from y to z by AX,(y, z).

Notation 4.33. Let z; € X, p; € Yox and Y = (y1,...,yn) € AX(p;, z;). Recalling (4.26)),
for x € B, (0) we define Yy(z) the set of paths connecting y; + x, y2 + t(ff’)x, o YN+ @x

chosen as straight line if y;, y;41 € Yo and (-, ) from Lemma else and

V(B (0):= |J Y(@).

x€By, (0)

In what follows, we are usually working with the latter expression and hence introduce for
simplicity of notation the identification Y = Y5(B,,(0)). In this way, Y is an open set and
the characteristic function yy € L!'(R?) is integrable as Lemma the next Lemma will
reveal. Finally, by Lemma there exists C' > 1 such that independent from z;, p;, and
x € B,,(0) it holds

éLength(Y(x)) < Length(Y) := Length(Y'(0)) < CLength(Y (z)). (4.28)

Remark 4.34. 1. Every path admissible in the sense of is admissible in the sense of
4.24. This follows from Lemma and the fact that for y,5 € Y, with y ~ ¢ it holds

B (y) C Basy(9) C P.
2. A particular family of admissible paths is given by the shortest distance. In particular,
if r € X, and y € Y\{z} we define the shortest paths as

k
AXghort (¥, ) 1= arg min {Z |Tiv1 — x|+ (21,...,2) path in G,(P),
i=1
keN, z, =y, v, = x}
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Construct a finite family In what follows, we will construct a class of admissible paths
on G,(P) which does not rely on the metric graph distance. We study the discrete Laplacian
L.: L*(Y) — L*(Y) on an admissible graph G.(P) given by

L)@ == 3 — (uly) — ulx)

|z —y|?
()G, ) 1T~ Y

It is well known that L is a discrete version of an elliptic second order operator, see [4, 11, 17]
and references therein. This may be quickly verified for the “classical” choice Y = hZ? with
xz ~y iff |x — y| = h (using Taylor expansion and the limit » — 0).

The discrete Laplacian is connected to the following discrete Poincaré inequality.

Lemma 4.35. Let P C R? be open, connected and satisfy the assumptions of Lemma
let (X,G.(P)) be admissible and let 0 € Y. Writing

Ho(Y) ={u:Y—>R: YyedY: u(y) =0},
Ho(Y NBr(0)) := {u € Ho(Y) : Wy & Br(0): uly) =0} .

There exists Ry > 0 and Cr, > 0 such that for every R > Ry the following discrete Poincaré
estimate holds:

(uly) = u(y))”

| 2

Vue Hy(Y): u(0)*<Cr > (4.29)

y1,y2€YNBR(0) |y1 L
Yyi~y2

Proof. This is straight forward from a contradiction argument (using connectedness of (X, G.(P))).
[l

For the following result we introduce the notation:

. 0 if
For x € Y define 0,(y) := 1 T#Y :
1 ifx=y

Lemma 4.36 (A discrete maximum principle). Let P C R? be open, connected and satisfy the
assumptions of Lemma let (X,G.(P)) be admissible and let x € Y. Then the equation

(Low)(y) + |y — x| uly) = comy) foryeY (4.30)

u(y) fory € 0Y

has a unique solution which satisfies u(y) > 0 for all y € Y and attains its unique local (and
thus global) maximum in x. Furthermore, u(y) — 0 as |y| — oo and for Cg, > 0 from

Lemma it holds
1
u(@)+ Y (uly) —uly)? + > |z — ylu(y)® < 5Ch, . (4.31)
(namet. @) 191~ ¥ yey
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Proof. W.lo.g. let x = 0 and write y; ~ o iff (y1,72) € G.(P). Using the notation of
Lemma and By := Bz (0) and B% := R?\ B(0) we divide the proof in three parts.
Approximation: We consider the problem

Loug + |-|u=do, ug(y) =0 for y € Y, and y € Y N B, (4.32)

Putting v(z) = 0 for v € Ho(Y N Bg) and all ¢ Bg, we find

Y vy Laly) =) " (uly) — u(=)) (o(y) — (=) . (4.33)

ly — 2|
ye%?ﬁBR Yy

which is a strictly positive definite bilinear symmetric form on RYNBx, Hence, there exists a
unique solution ug to (4.32)).

Since Y N Bpg is finite, ur attains a maximum and a minimum. If up attains a local
maximum in y, it holds L,ugr(y) > 0 and if ug attains a local miminum in y it holds
L.ur(y) < 0. If ug attains negative values, it has a negative minimum in y, € Y and hence
(L.u)(yo) + |yo — x| u(yo) < 0, a contradiction. Thus, ug > 0 in every y ¢ dY. Furthermore,
because of ug can attain a local maximum only in 0.

Passage R — oo: Using Lemma[4.35] for some large enough Ry € R we find the following
estimate, which holds for every R > R, due to and applied to Ry

T (uR<y>cuR<y>+1y\u<y>2)=Z<“R(y>‘“f§(z” £ Y ylu@)?

i Zr ’y -z -

yeXNBgr y =

1

= > ur(y)doly) < u(0) < 2Ck, + TUR(O)2
yeXNBR Rg

1 U —u 2

o0, +y 3 lmmum) g
y1,5y2€EYNBR, ’yl - yz\
Y1~Y2

Together with , the latter yields a uniform estimate for all R > Ry. In particular (due
to a Cantor argument), there exists a subsequence ug such that ug (y) — u(y) converges for
every y € Y as R’ — oo. Evidently, u solves , is non-negative, attains its maximum in
0 and satisfies the estimate (4.31). The limit u(y) — 0 as y — oo follows from and
. u has a unique local maximum in 0 for the same reason as for ug.
Uniqueness of u: Finally, let v and @ be two solutions such that v = u — @ satisfies
(Lo)(y) + |y —x[v(y) =0 fory e Y\ Yy
v(y) =0 foryeYy

Multiplying the above equation with v and summing over all y, we find

> (v(y) Lavy) + ylo(y)?) =0,

y€§§

which implies v = 0. [
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Definition 4.37. Let x € X, let u, be the solution of and y € Y\{z}. An admissible
harmonic path from y to z in G.(P) is a path (xq,...,zx) with x; = y, 2, = x such that
Uz (Tip1) > ug(x;). We denote the set of admissible harmonic paths from y to « by AX,(y, z).
If G.(P) = Go(P) = G(P) we simply write AX(y, ). Note that

AX(y,x) D AX,(y, z).

Lemma 4.38. Let P C R? be open, connected and satisfy the assumptions of Lemma |4.25
Let (Y,G,(P)) be admissible and let € Y and y € Y. There exists R > 0, dependmg
on P, x and y such that every admissible harmonic path (xy,...,xx) € AX,(y,x) from y to
x lies in Br(z). If Cy,C > 0 are the natural numbers such that for every y € Y it holds
Co<#{z~y:2€Y} <C (which exist due to Lemma[§.25) then we can choose

VyeY: R<Ry(z,y):= % (4.35)

Proof. Let us recall that u(z) > 0 for every z ¢ 9Y by Lemma Again we write x ~ y if
(5,y) € G,(P).

For an admissible path (z1,...,2y) from y = 21 to x = x, it follows u(x;) > u(y) > 0 for
every j > 1. On the other hand

(Lou)(25) + [; — 2| u(z;) =0

Let us further recall, that with Cy and C' independent from y. Given u(y) we can therefore
conclude the necessary condition

(Co+lz; —x))u Z u(z
On the other hand, it holds u(z) < w(z). This implies that the left hand side of the last
inequality is bounded from below by

(Co + | — =[) u(z;) — Cu(z).
Hence we conclude (4.35) from

e od®)
|, Igcu(y> Cy.

O

The most important and concluding result in this context is the following, which states
that the set of admissible paths is not empty and the G(P) is connected:

Theorem 4.39 (Admissible G, (P) are connected through admissible harmonic paths). Let
P C R? be open, connected and let P as well as (Y, G.(P)) satisfy the assumptions of Lemma
. Then for x € Y let u, be the solution of and fory € Y let x1 :=y. As long
as x; # x select iteratively x; 1 € {z €Y : z ~x;, ug(2) > uz(x;)}. Then this algorithm
terminates after finite steps, i.e. there exists i € N such that x; = x. In particular G.(P) is
connected via admissible paths.

Proof. According to Lemma [4.38] the number of points that can be reached by the iterative
process is finite, i.e. the algorithm will stop when z; is a local maximum of u,. But this is
given by x; = x according to Lemma [4.36| O
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5 Extension and Trace Properties from (§, M )-Regularity

5.1 Preliminaries

For this whole section, let P be a locally (0, M)-regular open set and let § be bounded by

t > 0 and satisfy (4.1). In view of Corollary [4.11} there exists a complete covering of 0P
by balls B, (Pk), (Pr)ger, Where p(p) := 27°p(p). We define with g := p(pe), pr = p(pr)
given in Lemma

Avg = Bs(pe), Aok = Bss (pr),  Asp = Bsy, (o) (5.1)

8

and recall (4.8]), which we apply to d in order to obtain the measurable function

§(z) := p(z) = min {p(:;;) . Fe0Pst. x € By (f:)} . (5.2)
Similarly, in view of (4.9)), we define the measurable function
M(z) := M[éﬁ]’Rd(l‘) +1= maX{M[éﬁ](i:) +1: 2€0dPst. v e Béﬁ(j)(j)} , (5.3)

Here we have used the convention max () = min () = 0.
Remark 5.1. a) In view of Lemma we recall Remark on the difference between M,
and M, and additionally remark that M; (z) +1 < M(x) for every z € OP.

8

b) We could equally work with ¢ replacing p. However, Lemma suggests that the
natural choice is p.

Additionally introduce (recalling (4.6)))

1. - - L.
my = my(pr 0p) s M= Mpy), o M= M(pk:, gp(pk:)) (5.4)

We further recall that there exists v, = L and gy, such that

Pl
32(1+my,
By = B, (yk) cPn Béﬁk (pk)
Lemma 5.2. For two balls Ay, N Ay # 0 either Ay, C As; or Ay; C Aoy and

Al,k N ALj 7A h = B%ﬁk (pk) C Ag}j and B%ﬁj (pj) C A27k . (55)

Furthermore, there exists a constant C' depending only on the dimension d and some de [0, d]
such that

vk #{J AN AL #F 0 +#{7 0 AN Ay #£0} <O, (5.6)
Va 4 {j :zeBy, <pj)} < OM(x)°. (5.8)

Finally, there exist non-negative functions ¢g and (¢y.),cy such that for k > 1: suppgr C A1y,
¢r|B;, =0 for k # j. Further, ¢o = 0 on all By and on OP and )" ¢ = 1 and there exists
C' depending only on d such that for all j € NU{0}, k € N it holds and

€A, = |Ver) <Cpt. (5.9)
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Remark 5.3. We usually can improve d to at least d = d— 1. To see this assume OP is locally
connected. Then all points p; lie on a d — 1-dimensional plane and we can thus improve the
argument in the following proof to d = d — 1.

Proof. (5.5)) follows from (4.7)).
Let k& € N be fixed. By construction in Corollary [4.11] every A, ; with A;; N Ay # 0

satisfies p; > %ﬁk and hence if A;; N A1y # 0 and Ay, N Ay # 0 we find |p; — pi| > iﬁk
and |p; — px| < 3pg. This implies — for A, ; and the statement for A, ; follows
analogously.

For two points p;, p; such that x € As; N As; it holds due to the triangle inequality

Ipi — p;| < max {1p;, 1p;}. Let X(z) := {pi eX:ze Béﬁi(pi)} and choose p(z) = p € X(x)
such that p,, := p(p) is maximal. Then X(LE} C Bi,,.(p) and every p; € X(x) satisfies
Pm > Pi > %ﬁm Correspondingly, p; > %ﬁm2*5M;1 for all such p;. In view of 1' this lower
local bound of p; implies a lower local bound on the mutual distance of the p;. Since this
distance is proportional to p,M; ', and since pAmA> pi > %ﬁm, this implies 1) with d = d.
This is by the same time the upper estimate on d.

Let ¢ : R — R be symmetric, smooth, monotone on (0,00) with ¢/ < 2 and ¢ = 0 on

(1,00). For each k we consider a radially symmetric smooth function ¢y () := <b<‘x*ﬁ%‘2) and

an additional function ¢ (z) = dist(x, P U U Be, (yk) ). In a similar way we may modify
¢1 such that gﬁk|Bj = 0 for j # k. Then we define ¢, := ¢/ (qgo +>2 @) Note that by

construction of t; and y;, we find ¢y|p, =1 and 21@1 ¢r =1 on OP.
Estimate (5.9)) follows from ([5.6)). O

5.2 Extension Estimate Through (0, M)-Regularity of OP
By Lemmas [4.6] and [2.2] the local extension operator

Up: WP Ayy) = W (B, (m)\P) <> W'(43\P) (5.10)

is linear continuous with bounds
||vuku”LP(A27k\P) < 14Mj, HVU”LP(A&,COP) ) (5.11)
[thetl 0, 1) < Tl om) (512

and for constants ¢ we find
le — ukCHLP(AQ,k\P) =0. (5.13)

Definition 5.4. For every Q C R? let 7;u : th_(y_) w and

— 1
‘]Bri (yz)

U : Cl(m> oL <Q—\P>

U XQ\P Z o Uk (u — Thu) + TRu)
k
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where Uy, are the extension operators on As, given by Lemma [2.2] respectively (5.10)—(5.13).
Furthermore, we observe

Uq = Z;IQ -+ LAIQ , with Z:{Qu = XQ\P Z O U (u — ) L?Qu = XQ\P Z Ok Tl
k k
(5.14)

For two points p; and p; such that A;; N A;; # 0 we find

r

-1
=l = [ [By )| [ ) - )
2 Be; (z5)
2

o[, wour <y wo—net

_J
2

1 1
pl-“/ Vidu|” < ’BQ(O)} p;f/ VU . (5.15)
COHV(ALiUALj) 2 AZ,'L’

The latter expression is not symmetric in ¢, j. Hence we can play a bit with the indices in
order to optimize our estimates below. We have seen that t; ~ p]M , and hence we expect

in view of (|5 -

IN

< B3 (0)

N ‘k;.‘

iru — ryul” < CM5-7 / Yl (5.16)
Agiif\IP

However, this needs not to be the optimal estimate. Instead of the general and restrictive
estimate (5.16)), we make the following Assumption:

Assumption 5.5. There exists o € [0,d] and C > 0 such that for every k it holds v, >
CppM, *. In particular, for two points p;, p; € OY with p; ~ p; it holds

E— Cﬁj—dM;p;/ IVl (5.17)
Az ;NP

In order to formulate our main results we define the general sets

R = JAwx, RY:=|JAs (5.18)
k k

and for every bounded set Q C R¢ we define

Q, := QNRY, Q;:=QNRY. (5.19)

Lemma 5.6. Let P C R? be a locally (6, M)-regular open set wzth delta bounded by v > 0
and let Assumption hold and let d be the constant from Then for every bounded
open Q C R%, 1 <r < p the operators

Uq,Ug : W' (P N B: (Q)) W (Q\P)
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are linear, well defined and satisfy
I e / Mp(d ) v (5.20)
p—r u .
Yl = Q] Je. Ly (Pri; (@)
[V, g < @ [ ™) I (521)
u — = u )
Sler@e =\ 1Ql Js e 1#(PriEg (Q))
1 , o
+00@/ IV | > 19:9;] Irjul” (5.22)
B%(Q)\P J#0:01¢;01$0<0 l+
el quey < Co [ gy [ 15 "l (5.23
Uu r ~ 0 —_— p—r .
Q% Lr(Q\P) Q] L(@nP LP(B (Q)

where Diy 2= 3740 0,6,060<0 |010;|. Furthermore, for constant functions x — ¢ € R it holds

1
e — L{QC“L’"(Q\P) < e |Q\P~

(5.24)

The second term in ((5.21)) imposes severe problems, as we will see in Sections , or

even in Lemma [5.8 below.

Lemma 5.7. Let o;, u;, i = 1...n, be a family of real numbers such that . c; =0 and let

y =) i 0s0 i Then

Zaul— Z Z all%’ —u;) .

i:a; >0 j: ;<0

Proof.

E U = E a;u; + E QU
i

20 >0 Ja;<0
= E Q; E —ul—l— E Q; E —uj
i:a; >0 jra<0 Jjra;<0 % a1>0

_ Z Z 041|%| —u;) .

1:a; >0 j: ;<0

Proof of Lemma[5.6. For shortness of notation (and by abuse of notation) we write

1 ][ 1
g:i=— g, 9= = g
]imQ Q| Jpnq Q\P Ql Jqp

and similar for integrals over B:(Q) NP and B: (Q)\P.
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o7

Step 1: We note that p < %519 as well as \/4M? +2 < 2]\~4k. The integral over V (Z;lQu)
can be estimated via
][ v
Q\P

Ui (u — 1u) Ve,

r

<O, (I + ) (5.25)

, ]::][

Z oild; (U - Tiu)
i#0

r

=

(5.9) together with Jensen’s yields

7{;;\1» Zu — 7u) Vo

¢ VU; (u — T;u)

<CZ][ U_Tl )|T5i_TXA1,¢
<CZ][XA22|VM u— 1u)|"

1#£0

<C ZM ][ XAz, ‘VU‘T

1#£0 ne

T

where we used Lemma with % = 3 and inequality 1’ In a similar way, we conclude
][ > 6 VU; (u — Tiu)
Q\P |4

sf 60 VU, (u— i |<f v VU (u — )
Q\P; Q\PZ ’

1#0
<CZ][XA21VZ/{ u— )| <CZM][ X4y, |Vul”
i#0 % (Q)nP
It only remains to estimate ) ; xa,,(). Inequality (5.8) yields
S xS S, WV
i#0 np %(Q NP i#£0
= 0 ;
<\ (D) ]
By (Q o Bt (Q)NP

p—r

- p(d+1) \ P »
< M p=r |Vul . (5.26)
s (QnP By (QNP

Step2: We now study Z]Q and use Lemma which yields

Za#%-o = Dl+ = Z 8[(% Z al(lﬁj (527)

] 8l¢]>0 j:8l¢j<0

s N
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that

r d
<C ][ A ¢;Tiu
; - EJ: 7
919: 1019,
SCZ][ Z Z %hu—qm + I3, (5.28)

=1 Y Q\P 1#0: 01 >0 j#0: 01¢; <0

where .
d
0 0
]3202][ Z M“ I (5.29)
Q

D
\P J#0:01¢;01$0<0 H

Iy = CZ][ agel” Y |al¢]||j|

J#0: 01901 p0o<0 l+

We will now derive an estimate on |7;u — 7ju|. For this reason, denote [;; the line from z; to
zj and by B (I;; ) the set of all points with distance less than 7 to l;;. We exploit the fact
that every term in the sum on the right hand side of (b - appears only once and introduce

E(z) ={(i,7) : 01¢i01¢; <Oandt; <tjor (v, =t; and i < j)} .

We make use of (5 1-) and successively apply Jensen’s inequality, |V¢;| < Cp; !, G Lpi<p; <
Cp; and ’Bi ‘7 < M?|A;;|"" to obtain
2

r

Z Z alqbz |al¢J| | T — 7_Ju| _ Z |8l¢g|al¢3| ‘Tiu ——

i 015 >0 §: 0193 <0 (i.4)EE b
19, )
Z pz l)| Z¢J|Opj_de‘pf/ |vu|r
(i,9)eE b+ AP

Hence we find

fos

<CZ Z pz |al¢3 CNdMap:/ |vu”f

— Z] GE AgJﬂP

< oL M”‘/ Vul" 5.30
|Q| ; A3,mP | | ( )

VZQﬁ]T]u

Similar to (5.26]) we may conclude ([5.21]).
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Step 3: We observe with Jensen’s inequality and the fact that Uf; are linear with U;c = ¢
for constants ¢ that

fue 2

r

SJ{Q\PZ¢Z Uy _]{Q\PZ¢Z i
< ]{Q\PZXAM (Uiu)"
][t ZXAM

2

Z ¢z u — T + gbmu

From here we may proceed as in ((5.26)) to conclude . O

Lemma 5.8. Let P C R? be a locally (6, M)-regular open set umfh delta bounded by v > 0
and let Assumption hold and let d be the constant from (5 Then for every bounded
open Q C RY, 1§r<po<p1 <p

1 ) 6,
€ Voo Y Ay

|Q’ By (Q\P J#0:01¢;01¢0<0 Diy
po—T P1—P0
<ola [ wamie) T ([ )
- Q] S(@Q\P Q| Bg (Q)\P
T.P*pl r
o pP1 p
L/ Vs i/ fuf?
\Q\ B:(Q) |Q’ Be(Q)
and
1 r |al¢|
a Vool Y, Sl
B: (Q)\P 70: 81600 <0 Dy

po—T Tppr
r PO _a PPO
<ot / V|70 L / M50 L / [ul?
Q| S(@\P Q| 5@ Q| By (Q)

Proof. We observe with Holder and Jensens inequality on R? and in the sum £0: 016,
1 respectively that

LAt

pPQ—T

1 , 101951 1 / po o\
> Vo Vao| 7 M
’Q’ IB%%(Q)\P’ 0| Z D ’ TiU ’ ‘Q| ‘ 0‘

J#0:01¢;0,$0<0

1 ~ 1 ‘81¢‘|
1 itaen S A%
Q| /t@)\p Dy, |1
2

J7#0: 019010 <0 H

Berlin April 1, 2024

[Oid5] _
iO1$0<0 DH— -



M. Heida — Extension theorems for Stochastic Homogenization 60

Applying the same trick again we find

L M%(d—Q)(po—r) Z |al¢j‘ |7_ju|p0
|Q| B%(Q)\P J#0:01¢;0190<0 Dy

P1—P0 P

(& s ol ) DAL
Q| Bs(Q\P Q| B:(Q) Dy

\P J#0:01¢;0,90<0
From the definition of 7; and (5.7)) we find

L |al¢3|
|Q| B%(Q)\P J#0:01¢;01¢0<0 ol

1 qul
g X A
Q2

pj€B Q) J

|Tjul™

< Mapl ‘U|P1
Q| By (Q)

pP—P1 P1
P

1 / ~ apip P 1 /
<= M r—r1 — lul?
<|Q| By (Q) ) <|Q| By (Q) )

5.3 Traces on (0, M)-Regular Sets

Theorem 5.9. Let P C R? be a locally (6, M)-reqular open set, % >t >0 and let Q C R?
be a bounded open set and let 1 < r < pg < p. Then the trace operator T satisfies for every
u € Wit (P)

i

1 1
AT [Tul" <C —/ ul” + [Vaul?
Q| Jqrop Q| By (QP

where for some constant Cy depending only on py, p and r and d and for n € {p,p,d} one
may chose between

1 L % ) ) <%+1) pfpo p};:;o

=G @ By (QnoP . @ /IB}lt(Q)mP M[%nLRd ’ (5.31)
1 = B

€= [Ql By (QnoP (nM[%ﬁm’Rd> ' (5.32)

Proof. Using Theorem , we cover JP by balls By =B, (px) with (pi)ey C OP and
define B, = B%n(pk)(pk) and My = Mo, (px). Like for {D we can show that the covering
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Figure 5: Gray: a Poisson ball process.
Black balls: balls of radius v > 0. Red
Balls: radius 5. The Voronoi tessellation
is generated from the centers of the red
balls. The existence of such tessellations
is discussed in Section [£.2] Blue region:
20, . according to Assumption . Red
region: 2y . Green region: an alternative

choice of 23 .

with both B, and By is locally uniformly bounded by a constant C. Due to Lemma we
find locally

1

1 o 11
HTUHLvo(aPmBk) < Cpopo™l 704/ AM} +2 [lwllyyrr.mo (Br) - (5.33)

If ¢, is a partition of 1 on JP with respective support By we obtain

Z ¢k77¢U

’Q’ QnoP

po—r

Po Po

1
< XB 77 =Yl / XB, Mk | Tew|™
|Q|/ Z e Q| Xk: B) (QnoP ‘

1 (Q)ﬂaP k

which yields by the uniform local bound of the covering, 7 defined in Lemma [4.13] twice the

application of (4.12) and (5.33))

1
Q| Jqrop

po—r

1 1 PO
<<|Q| /Q" " )
.<|é|/Q ZXBk1/4M2+2 (|Vu\p°+\u|p°)> .

ﬂPk

> onTeu

k

With Holders inequality, the last estimate leads to ((5.31]). The second estimate goes analogue
since the local covering by As, is finite. n

6 Construction of Macroscopic Extension Operators I:
General Considerations

In this section, we provide the extension results which answer the question of the existence
of such uniformly bounded families of operators up to the issue of quantifying connectedness.
We will discuss what we mean by that in Section In Section we provide a first
attempt to from the point of view of continuous PDE, which is - in some sense - a tautology.
However, verifying the conditions of Theorem in a computer based approach (for real
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life geometries) leads to a discretization of an elliptic second order operator. Therefore, in
Section [7] we use the construction of Section [4.3]to introduce a quantity which can be directly
calculated from a numerical algorithm.

6.1 Extension for Voronoi Tessellations

Assumption 6.1. Let P be an open set and let X, = (x;),_.y have mutual distance |v; — x| >
2vif i # k and with B (x;) C P for every 1 € N (e.g. X (P), see ). We construct
from X, a Voronoi tessellation and denote by G; := G(x;) the Voronoi cell corresponding to
x; with diameter d;. We denote 24y ; := B%(Gi) and

~1
/ u. (6.1)
B (i)

Let &y € C>(R;[0,1]) be monotone decreasing with ® > -3, o(z) = 1 if 2 < 0 and
do(x) =0 for x > . We define on R? the functions

Miu = ‘IBBL(O)

16

di(x) == By (dist (x,G;))  and ®;(z) = d;(z) (Z @(m)) : (6.2)

Lemma [4.20.2) implies

d
Vo e B:(Gy) : #{k: zeWy)< <4fi) (6.3)

and thus 1} yields for some C' depending only on @, that
IV®;| < Cd} and Vk: [V xa,, < CdY. (6.4)

Definition 6.2 (Weak Neighbors). Under the Assumption , two points z; and x; are called
to be weakly connected (or weak neighbors), written i ~~ j or z; ~~ z; if B: (G;)NB: (G;) #

0. For Q C R? open we say 24y ; ~~ Q if 1835(911,]-) N Q # (). We then define

X(Q) i={x; €Xe: Ay~ Q#A0}, Q7= | iy (6.5)
Ay, j~~Q
Let P be locally (9, M)-regular and satisfy Assumption . Then we can construct
continuous local extension operators U, : W'P(B.(G;)) — Wh" (B%(G,)) from Lemma .
These can be glued together via
Uqu := Z ®; (Ug, (u — Mju) + Mju) .

J

However, using the partition of unity from Lemma [5.2] and the definition of Ug, from (/5.14))

we obtain

Uqu = Z ; (Z ¢i (Ui (u — Mju — 7 (u — Mju)) + 73 (u — Mju)| + Mj“) :
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Using ;M ju = M u the latter yields

L{Qu:Z@j <Z¢z (u—Tu )—I—T,-u—/\/lju]—I—/\/lju)
—ZZ@ (65 Ui~ 7u) + T = Myu) + Mju)

where we used that U; maps constants onto constants via the identity. Note that

uQu%Zaz (1 — i) + 730

as )¢ # 1 in most points.

Theorem 6.3 (Extensions for locally regular, isotropic cone mixing geometries). Let the
open set P be locally (0, M)-regular, 6 bounded by 5 > 0, and satisfy Assumptions

and d be the constant from ,. Let 1 <r<s<t<p<4ooand s < pyg < p with

1—4>4
Recalling and defining Q, := B.(Q) as well as
Uu = ZZ(DJ (9252 (Ul(u—ﬂu) +Tiu—MjU) +M]U) (66)
g
the following estimates hold:
1 1 p(d+a)\ P -
L v < ( / = ) IVl
Q| Jo\p Ql Jq.np L (PrBg (Q.)
+ = [fw)]" (6.7)
IQI Q~~
1 1 i\ (1 ,
ik =L ()
Q| Ja\p Q] Q.NP Q| PNQ,
1 ) 1 ,
0| g e, 2] (g L)
Q@ Jow | 22, Ql Jeng,
(6.8)
where
d
0P |0,
:Z Z %(2_%)(/\4,&_/\4&)
I=1 k: 8;®4,>0 j: 8;®; <0 I+
d

O1p0 |01
_Z Z Z l¢§)|l+l¢ (i — M) .

1=1 i#0:0,¢;0,00<0 j

with functions

D= > logl, Di= > |0%.

j¢0281¢j81¢0<0 7#0: 8;<I>j<0
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Proof. Let us note that on Q it holds

Z@ (u— )+ Y Z«pj@ - Mu)+ Y @M (6.9)

x]EXt(Q) inGXt(Q)

= Z¢Z ’LL — T;U ) + Tiu + Z (I)ngS()MjU. (610)

z;€X:(Q)

We first observe in (6.10]) that

Q| X o <|Q|/ 2 il <, 2 M

z;€Xe(Q) xGX :JCEX
1 - r
S |2l1,j|\sd 1|<§>/ Jul
2;€%e(Q) By o)
o > xane st e
SlQlle" 2
Ty

From the last inequality and Lemma we obtain . Furthermore, the first term on

the right hand side of with Lemma provides the first line of .
In what follows, we write for simplicity ijeXr(Q) = >_, but have in mind the respective

meaning. The same holds for >, 54 -0
Concerning the second term in , we observe

v Z Zq)j(bi (riu — Mju)

z;€Xe(Q) €N
= Z Z ¢z (Tiu — M]U) VCDJ + Z Z q)j (Tiu - M]U) V¢z s

j €N Jj €N

and obtain with help of Lemma 5.7 and >, V®;(z) =0 for z € Q

ZZ@ Til ju) VO,
=> > —8@38@ i (Z ¢i (riu — Myu) = > ¢y (riu — Mju))

I=1 k: 9;®5,>0 j: 9;®; <0 I+ ieN ieN
d
0, P, \GZCID \
1 L. 5D I+
=1 k: 0,9, >0 ].81<I>]<0
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Similarly, we use Lemma together with ). V¢, = —V¢, and find

ZZ@ (riu — Mju) Ve,
Z Z Z alqbk’al(bl (ZCID Teu — Mju) — Z (Tiu_Mju)>

1 k: 9y >01: 0;0;<0

0100 |010;
- Z > %fﬂ‘bj (i — Mju)

=1 i#£0: 3l¢]’81¢0<0

d
:Z DS al¢k’al¢z C—

1 k:01¢r>035:019:<0

_ Z Z al(b[l))‘al(ﬁl’ ( — M, U) ’

I=1 i#0:0;¢;0;$0<0 i+

where the first term on the right hand side can be estimated like in Lemma Finally, from
a similar calculation using Lemma it is now obvious for the third term in that

ZMUV(I) <Z Z Z al(:[)kmlq)‘(/\/lku—./\/l )

=1 k: 0;®r>0 j: alcb <0

6.2 The Issue of Connectedness

In Theorem We discovered the integral |, Q |f(u)|" as part of the estimate for ﬁ fq\P |\VUul",

where we recall that f was given through

d
=3 5 5 AR (M- M

1 k: 9,®5>0 5: 8,95 <0 I+

0190 |0
_Z D D|l+¢| (s — Myu)

I=1 i#£0: 8, o<0 j

We seek for an interpretation of the two sums appearing on the right hand side. The first one
is related to the difference of mean values around z;, and z; in case they are weak neighbors,
ie. o ~~ x;. In Theorem below we provide a rough estimate on this part in terms of
T;u— M u but on a larger area. In the present section, we first want to “isolate” |r;u — M;u|
and |[Mjyu — M u| from the other geometric properties of P. In Section 7] we will see how
these quantities are related to the connectivity of P.

Lemma 6.4. Under Assumptwnsn F and using the notation of Theorem. let ( f]
be non-negative and have support supp xj ) and let deN fi=1
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Writing X(Q) := {x; : suppf; N Q # 0}, for everyl=1,...d and r < § < s < p it holds

1 3z¢o|3l¢z _
’Q|/Q Z Z Dy (i = Myu)

v i#£0: 01¢;01¢0<0  j

1
< | — 0
N <‘Q‘ /qutng| 1o

and

1 az¢o|3l¢z _
/Q Z Z Dy (it = Mju)

v i£0: 0101 po<0  j

1
< [ — 0
N (’Q’ /Pchng| io

o3

s—r

=\ " [ 1 0,9
D) @, B, B 0t

PNQ, 17#0: 01$: 0190 <0 z;€X(Q)

S—r s—3§

2l g L/ Vemc o
Ql /e, @p

1 01¢i
@/m 3 zfj';H v Ml

v i#£0: 01¢;0190<0 z;€X(Q)

w3

Proof. We find from Holder’s and Jensen’s inequality

1 o |3l¢z
Q] /PmQ Z Z Dy i (riu = Myu)

i#0: 019 01$0<0  j

1 ., 010 r
6 PmQ|al¢0‘ Z Zl l¢ f] Ttk — ju|

i#0: 3l¢>z<91¢0<0 J

e S 1 ‘al¢1|
a S—T - .
(’Ql PﬂQﬂRd| (%o ) (]Q] /PmQ Z Zfa |Tiu — Mju|® >

i#0: Oy $iO01p0<0  j

r

The other inequality can be derived similarly, see also the proof of Lemma [5.8] O
Lemma 6.5. Under Assumptions [0-1] for every l = 1,...d it holds

r

1 0Py |0,
a > AP o o) My — My
PﬂQ k:81<1>k>0j:61<1>j<0 I+
1 r(d—lﬁ):—drs T 1 s
PNnQ j:81<1>j<0 TR

Tk, 5 EX((Q)
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Proof. For this we observe with help of (6.4) and with Lemma |4.20]2)

Va sip |0,Pk| (x) < sup {\V@k(:c)] s Bé(Gk)}

< Csup{d} : z€Gy}, (6.11)
sup |0, (z) < C’d?. (6.12)
CCEIB%(GJ')
We write
1 6Z(I>k ﬁlcb
POQ |k 9@, >0 j: 9,8;<0 I+
and find
1 0,®|" |0,
PO fo 2 5 A s
QI Jprq k: 0,040 5: 9, <0 I+
& 00,7 [0, \
<co > > 5
QI Jena k: 91, >0 j: 9, <0 D
|81<I> | S

> Z (Miu — Mjul®

k: 0P >0 j: 6Z<I> <0

Now we make use of (6.11)) and once more of Lemma |4.20{2) to obtain for the first bracket
on the right hand side an estimate of the form

10,y F90] < C LoDyl dl T dl < Clad|d

s—r |8Z<I> | < |8l¢)k| |8l

which implies

dsr
d T |8Z(I>k|7 10,9, d - ’“ds "0, Py|

Z Z DE. =C Z Z D;I;

k:0;®1,>0 5: 0;®;<0 k: 01 ®1,>0 j: 0;P,;<0
dsr
<C Y A ve .
Jj:01®P;<0

where we used Y [9,®;| = D,.. We make use of @ = rs~!(d — 1) in the above estimates and
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Holder’s inequality to find

1 >y 2% o ) (M- My

|Q’ PNQ k:9,®,>05:0,®;<0 I+

1 r(d—1)+drs
<C @ / Z dj XVe,;#£0
PNQ j:81<1>j<0

s—r
E]

s—r

w3

1 a0, )
Loy 3 S -

Q[ Jrna k: 0@, >0 j: 95 <0 I+

. di" 9, ®; . ‘ .
Since meQ %ﬁjl < (' for some C > 0 independent from j, we obtain

1 d;="0,;
_/ > S M M
P

[
’Q’ nQ k: 0y ®1,>0j:0,P,;<0 Dl+
1
<q S IMiu— Mul*
Tp~T;

]

6.3 Estimates Related to Mesoscopic Regularity of the Geometry

Assumption 6.6 (Mesoscopic Regularity). Under the Assumption and introducing the
notation I; = {xj €X, : H¥H(OG; N IG,) > O} we construct Ao ; and Us; from Ay ; by

Ao := Bog, (As) , Az ;= Bog, 1o (Aay) - (6.13)

We infer from Lemmal5.6 that U - W'P(s,;) — W(As;) is continuous with the estimate
and constants given by Lemma [5.6

Theorem 6.7 (Extensions for mesoscopic regular, isotropic cone mixing geometries). Let
P(w) be an open connected set and let Assumption hold. Let P be locally (6, M)-reqular
and satisfy Assumptions and d be the constant from . Then for almost every w
it holds: for everyl=1,....,d and 1 <r < s,5 < p:

1 0, 0,9,

k:8l©k>0j:81<bj<0 I+

<o) (g L. wp); (6.14)

1 X251 5 01951 5
+Cp(Pw)) Y @/Q\P; ; IV o > D—H|Tju—Mku|

l J#0:019;0,90<0

w3
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where with P(x) = x®@ =D+ (gm 4 29 "a =37, v, , and it holds

p—s

s—r

= (G [ (mrawne) ) (G L)

s—r

Cp(P(w)): (@/Q\Pzp(dk)s ras— r%) 3

Remark 6.8. A combination with Lemma [6.4] is possible.

Proof. We make use of (6.3) as well as the following observation: for each k = 1,... K let

oy > K. Then
K T K K
@ygswﬂzﬁsz%va
k=1 k=1 k=1

Hence

r

0Py [0,P;
>y 2o ) M- M

k:81¢k>0j:81<1>j<0 I+

4d, \ Y 19,0, 16,
Z Z —= 192 ] 101%;] k|q>|l J|2’Mju—Mku\T
Dy

k: 0P >0 j: 8l<1> <0
Given |[V®.| < xa, , (%)d we hence find an estimate by
Ad "V 19,9
Z Z ( > X o Dq> 3 2 ’M Mku‘
k: 0Pk >0 j: 81‘13‘ <0

Next, we obtain

IMju— Myu|" < |tde_1|l/ lu — Myu|”
v (T

By (2;)
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70

and thus

r

0Py [0,P;
>y MG M- M

k: 9,@5,>0 j: 9,9, <0 I+

Ady Y 9,
<2‘tde 1‘ Z Z < k) X%’k|£)l¢+j| lu — Myul|"

k j:9,®,;<0 By (z))

<2 ’tde_l‘ Z (T) X2k / lu — Mkur
Az g

k

. 4dk d(2r—1)
<2flstH T (T) Xml,kok/m Vet
2.k

k

4 (2r—1) R 1 5
< CZ ( dk) Xaty . Ok Chrs <— |VU|S>

|Q’l37k| Q[g’kﬂP

Ad d(2r—1) C . )
+CZ ( k) Xty Cerg— [V > lléjij‘ |Tju — Myul"

2s
| k‘ Az, \P §7#0: 91010 <0

where according to Lemmas [2.6] and [5.6] for some C' depending only on r and «:

Cr = Cdy (" + dit)

We integrate with respect to Q and obtain with P(x) = x@Cr=D+r(gr+1 4 gd+1)

/Z(4dk> (2r—1) Cé L |Vu|8 s
’Q’ Xk ke |As 1 A3 NP

Ad\ 42D ) 1 . H
<) e (g [ (6.15)
k

|Q(37k?| ng’kﬂp

<C sz(dk)@llk‘ Vul* : LZP(dk)‘Ql“A i ;
Q2 | Q2

|Ql3yk7| Ql3!kﬂP
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For the measurable function g = M =% on R? we find for every % + % =1

QTP [ e

|Q'l3 k'| Q[g NP

C
< @ PhQ g(ZL') gp(dk))@lsk(m> dz

< (% /P ngﬁ)~ % /P . (%jP(dk)mg,kf - (6.16)

For the remaining expression note that

Ady, \ 13 Co . )
G () gy [ 5 e sar

Sl

|Ql k‘ 23z \P §7#0: 0100 <0
1015
’Q’/ > P Vool > E i — Myl (6.17)
Q\P J#0:91¢;01¢$0<0 b+

We denote the right hand side of (6.17) by ;. Using a we obtain from Hoélder’s inequality
together with Jensen’s inequality

5

1 XQ(3k 3 |8l¢|
L<c —/ Y Mg S 9 m , 6.18
l P |Q| Qe a | ¢0’ Dz+ | Tiu kU | ( )

J#0:01¢;0,90<0

where Cp and a are defined in the statement and where we used ) _, XQE”’“ =land ) %—iﬂ =1.
Taking together (6.15)-(6.18) we conclude for p = 2 and with boundedness 0 < ¢ <
[ 204

o] < (C < o0. O

6.4 Extension for Statistically Harmonic Domains

Definition 6.9. A random geometry P(w) is statistically s-harmonic if there exist constants
Cr >0, k € N and sets 4, D A3, such that for every z; € X,

/ u— My’ < / Cro |V
Az xNRINP Ay NP

Theorem 6.10. Let P(w) be a stationary ergodic random open set which is (6, M)-regular,
isotropic cone mixing for v > 0 and f(R), statistically s-harmonic and let Assumption
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hold. Then for everyl=1,....d and 1 <r < s <p and every 1 < a,p < oo it holds

0
> Pd)xa, Vool D bﬁi' |ju — Myul’

‘Q| Q\P §70: 8,010 <0
_b_ 1
C/ p—1 C oS ap
e Pl (S ge)®.
|Q| PﬂQﬁRg (; Bk ‘Q‘ oPNQ

e () ) 7 (g o)
— Mt M = = VulP
(|Q| PNQNRY ( ) ’Q’ Q’ |

P

’_(12’/(2 (Z P<dk>XQl4,ka) N

Proof. We make use of |V¢o| < Cp; on A, ; as well as the definition of 7;u to obtain that
the latter expression is bounded by (compare also with the calculation leading to (5.16]))

1 0
& e S P Vel Y G M

\P g J#0:6;090<0 T

(s=1)(p-1)

p—s
ps

1 r
<— ZP dy, X%kij P]deXAU/ lu — Myu|
Q| e (45)N A3,k

Q\P j£0

< LZP dk Zper/ ]u—./\/lkur

j#0 Be; (y;)N23,k

1
S@/ZP% D05 M X om0 — Ml
J#0

1

T~ P(dy)
<QLZ DNC
(’Q’/szdk ZXBr(yyﬁ%kW Mku|) :

J7#0

Is)

s=r
s

- d sir
p; M; ) XB; (yj)ﬂ%,k>

We use that B, (y;) are mutually disjoint and B, (y;) C R4 to find

|Q|/ZP (d) ZXBc (), [0 — Myul®
J#0
\Q| /QZP (k) Xty e | — Miul®
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where we have used the statistical s-connectedness. Similar to the proof of Theorem we
observe that

(\Q\/szdk 2.

C N (¢
< | — 5" M) &~ Pld
- <|Q| /P“QﬂR%l @ J) ) Q| /PQOR‘gi (g ( k)Xm37k>

- d ﬁ
Mj ) X]Btj (y5)N2A3,x dx)

N L
q\ 4

and

’Q'/ZP dk Xm4kck‘vu‘

1 o\ 1 p%
< @/Q <zk: P(dk)Xm,ka) (@/Q’VW )

Finally, Lemma yields with p > Co/M

)

Q| PNQNR¢
< (2/ 51arﬁssr)“ Q/ ((de)ﬁssr M“;”)M )
|Q| oPNQ |Q| PNQNRY

7 Construction of Macroscopic Extension Operators I1:
Admissible Paths

In this section, we will use admissible paths on connected sets in order to estimate the (so
far uncontrolled) terms |7;u — M u| in Theorems [6.3{ and |6.7| in terms of Vu.

Knowing there exists an admissible path (by Theorem [4.39), it remains to deal with the
non-uniqueness of the path. Note there is no clear distinction which puts one path in favor of
others. While this could be seen as a drawback, it can also be considered as an opportunity,
since it allows to distribute the “weight” of integration along the paths more uniformly among
the total volume. This is the basic idea of this section.

7.1 Preliminaries

Given an open connected set P and a countable family of points X, satisfying Assumption
we extend the covering A; ; resp. A, ; of OP from Section (e.g. (b.1)) to the inner
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of P using Lemma [4.25] In this context, we remind the reader of (4.25) and Definition [4.27]
and introduce the notation

Ar ify=pr €Xp Ag ify=pr € Xp
Ai(y) = . o , Aly) = . - :
Bi(y) ifyeY B3%ﬁ(y) (y) ifyeY
We find the following

Lemma 7.1. There exists C > 0 independent from P such that for every x € P

#{yeﬁ?: xeAQ(y)}gC.

Proof. For two points p;,p; € 0X such that z € Ay; N Ay, it holds due to the triangle
inequality
pi = pjl < o= psl + [pi — 2] <3 (pi + p;) < max{6p;,6p;} . (7.1)

Let Xp(x) = {pi € 0X: z € By, (pl)} and choose p € Xy(z) such that py, = p(p) is maxi-

mal. Then Xp(z) C By, () by (7.1) and every p; € Xp(z) satisfies pn > p; > 3pm (Lemma
2.12)). In view of (4.7) this lower local bound of p; implies a lower local bound on the mutual
distance of the p;. Since this distance is proportional to py,, and since p, > p; > %ﬁm, this
implies for some constant C' > 0 independent of x or P that

#{yedX: ze Ay(y)} <C.

Now let y € Y\OX and 2 € Ay(y) = ]B%%n(y). We show

n(y) < 8n(x) < 16n(y).

For the first inequality, observe that n(z) < $7(y) is equivalent with dist(z, 9P) < &dist(y, OP)
and hence

dist(y, OP) < dist(x, OP) + |z — y|
1

< gdist(y, OP) + |z — 9

= |z =y =

\]

gdist(y, oP).
For the second inequality, assume 7(y) < 7(z). Then y lies closer to the boundary than z
and z € Ay(y) implies

n(z) = dist (z, 0P) < dist(y, OP) + |z — 4] < 1(y) + ~ii(y) < 20(y).

\)

The mutual minimal distance of neighboring points in terms of 7 now implies for some C
independent from x and P

#{yexi?\axz xEAg(y)} <C.

]
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Definition 7.2. Let G.(P) be a connected sub-graph of Go(P). Let z; € X, and u; := uy,
be the solution of the discrete Laplace equation (4.30)) for x = z; on the graph G.(P). For
every z € Y\{x;} let

O.(2) == {gj eY: w;(y) > uz(z)}

the neighbors corresponding the outgoing branches of admissible paths through y, and we
assign to each § € O, ;(z) the weight w,(z,7) = w.1.2(2,7) of the branch (z,y) where either

war(2.9) = (wi(@) —w(2) /| Y (uly) —wil2)) | |

y€O0, i (2)

wea(2,9) = #0.:(2) 7.
For Y = (y1,...yn) € AX,(p;, z;) we define the weight of the path Y by

N-1
Wi (Y) =Wy, ... yn) = H W (Yis Yiv1) -
i=1
Remark 7.3. We observe
> WlY)=1.

Y eAX, (pj ,xi)

This holds by induction along the path and different branches since in every z € Y\{xz} it
holds Zye@*,i(z) wi(z,y) = 1.

7.2 Extension for Connected Domains

In this section, we discuss how the graphs built in Section can be used to derive estimates
on f(u) given in Theorem The remaining constant on the right hand side is given in
terms of the balls By, (p;) and length of the paths between p; and z; or x; and xj respectively.
Although one could go even more into details and try to generally decouple these effects, this
is not helpful for our examples in Section [§f below. Hence we leave the results of this section
as they are but encourage further investigation in the future.

The idea

We first consider the case of a general graph (Y, G(P)) on P and do not claim that paths in
the classes AX are fully embedded into P. In particular, we drop for a moment the concept
of local connectivity and we allow paths to intersect with RY\P. Let z; € X,, p; € Yxs and
Y = (v1,...,yn) € AX(p;, x;). In the following short calculation, one may think of Vu as a
function related to V (Uu), though the following calculations will reveal that it is not exactly
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what we mean. Nevertheless, recalling Notation [£.33|for Y () and Y = [J, Y (z) it holds

S

1
w— Mjul|® = | ——= T+ p; u(z + ;)
e M B O] o) ,/ T

i ‘B‘—lm)’ /Brw) (u<1_t6ti(x i pi)) ulet xj))

S

16 16

-1 8
< Y w) ‘IB%%(O) / / Vul| de
Y eAX(p;,x;) ¢, (0) 1Y (2)
-1 —~ |5 s—1
<c Y wmlEL0 /’Vu V)= (7.2)
Y

YGAX(pi,CC]')

Since Vu is related to VUu, the latter formula reveals that the terms |r;u — M;u|® may lead
to an “entanglement” of M,; and the properties of the paths AX. In what follows, we will
resolve the latter calculation in more details to prepare this discussion.

In what follows, we will make use of Y = (y; = p;,...yny = z;) and

N-1

u (?ti(x + pi)) —u(x +z;) = Z u (1—t6t(yk)w + yk) —u (?t(ylﬁ-l)x + yk+1) ;

k=1

and we write Y (yg, yr+1,x) for the straight line segment connecting l—ft(yk)x + yr with
Be(ypr1)x + ypi1. We distinguish 4 cases:

Case yr,yp+1 € Ygx: According to Lemma it holds By, .,)(Yx+1) C A2(yx) and if
Uy, : WIP(Az) — W (Ayy) is the corresponding local extension operator it holds

16 16
U <—t(yk)a: + yk> —u (—t(yk+1)x + yk+1> < / VU .
T T Y (Yk s Yk+1,2)

Case yr € Yox, Yri1 € Y: According to Lemma it holds By(y, ) (¥k+1) C A2(yx) and if
U : WIP(Az ) — W (Ayy) is the corresponding local extension operator it holds

16 16
U (—t(yk)x + yk) —u <_t(yk+1)$ + ka) < / VU .
T T Y (Y Yk+1,T)

Case yry1 € Yox, yr € Y: According to Lemma it holds By(y,)(yx) C A2(yrs1) and if
Uy 2 WHP(Az 1) = W (Ag k1) is the corresponding local extension operator it holds

16 16
u(—t(yk)x + yk> — u(—t(yk+1)x + yk+1) < / VU 1u.
v v Y (Yk:Yk+1,2)

Case Yy, yrs1 € Y: According to Lemma it holds By(y,)(yx) C A2(yk+1) C P and

16 16
U (_t(yk)x + ykz> —u (_t(yk+1)$ + yk+1) < / Vu.
t t Y (Yk Yr+1,%)

However, in case of local connectivity, we face a simpler situation. In case yx,yryr1 € Y
we can use the above estimates while in the other cases, we can use the Lemma [4.30]
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Locally connected P

In what follows, we consider G,.(P) = Ggat(P) (see Definition with a suitable family
of admissible paths AXg,;, and we also recall Y (x) from Notation m We repeat the
calculations of in view of Lemma . In particular, if § ~ y are connected via a path
v in Bssea(y)) (2(y)), which additionally has the property that the corresponding tube exists,
then the length of -y is bounded by C' |y — g|, where C'is determined by the dimension. Hence
we have

S

/ u(r + ;)
B (0)

16

i W/ngw) (u<1_fti(x+pi)> _u(“%’))
< ¥ W(Y);/B%(O) /Y(x)\w

Y €AXqat (ps,z;) ‘B% (O) ‘
1
<c ¥ W(Y)—/ Vil Lensth(Y)
Y €AXgat (pi,z;) )BL (0)’ i

1 1

ITiu — Mjul® = | —— e +pi) =
’ B, (0)] J5, 0) ‘B%@(mﬂ')

s

dx

= (7.3)

16

The last calculation is at the heart of the results in this section. In what follows, we adopt
the situation of Lemma [6.4

Lemma 7.4. Let P be locally connected. Under Assumptions and using the nota-
tion of Theorem let (f;);en be nmon-negative and have support suppf; D B:(z;) and let
Yien fi =1. Let G (P) = Gpar(P) (see Definition with a suitable family of admissible
paths AXq,.. Writing X(Q) := {z; : suppf; N Q # 0

Y;ﬁiilths(Q) = U U U Xy
2;€X(Q) pi€suppfiNYox Y EAXgat (piyv;)
Xy, (7) := (z € suppf;) and for every l =1,...d it holds

W?,/P S Y g

1#£0: 019 01¢0<0 z;€X(Q)

1 »
<C —/ |Vul?
Q| Jyigear, (@)

l_(gl/m S xn)at ) v W(Y) Length(Y) 5

z;eX(Q) ¢ Y €8X a4 (pis;)

|al¢z| s
Dr. |70 — M jul
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Proof. We find

i
- > ij'”b'r u Myl

POQ: j2£0: 9,6:0,60<0 ;€X(Q

‘= Z 3 w) | 19l Lengeh(r)

i#0: 8,$;01¢0<0 z,€X(Q Y €AXqat (piszy)

which leads to the result. O

And finally, we provide an estimate for the remaining term in Lemma [6.5] The proof is
similar to the last Lemma.

Lemma 7.5. Let P be locally connected. Under Assumptions[5.5, it holds for

global L
Yall paths(Q> = Xy
Te~~Tj  YeMXKgat (zg,x;)
21,2, €Xe(Q) B

that

— Myu — Mju|” < C / Vul?
Q L2, M : <|Q| ) ')

all pathb
Tk, X5 EXI(Q)

—s
p P

p—s

1 s—1
— W (Y )Length(Y) =
|Q| R4 xk.wzwxj YEAXZ . ( ) ( )

ﬁat(xkvzj)
Ik,iﬂjEX:(Q)

7.3 Statistical Stretch Factor for Locally Connected Geometries

Definition 7.6. Let P C Rd be an open set with X, satisfying Assumption E Generalizing
the notation of Lemma [4.3§ and recalling the Notation [£.33]let for x € X, and y € Y and a
family of admissible paths AX(y, x)

Ro(z,y) :=inf ¢ R > 0: U Y C Bg(x)

Y eAX(y,x)
For an open set 2l with x € 2l we denote

RO($7QL) ‘= Sup Ro(fﬁ,y)

yeYN2A

Theorem 7.7. Let the Assumptions of Theorem hold and let P be locally connected. .
For every x; € X, let

S; :==S(z;) := dj_l sup sup Length(Y').
piGYmng YEAXﬂat(pi,IBj)
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Defining Ro(z;) := Ro(z;,22,;) and

AX(CD = U BRO(Ij)<xj) (7'4)

T, €EQ™

g Lo <oy ([ eur)

where for some s € (r,p)

it holds

v\ T
p—s
. d+s=1 s=1
Cl = XB ) Ny d." s S.s
|Q| AX(Q) "E]GZXI:(Q) RO(QC]’QlQ,J)( J) J J
v\ T
p—s
: dt et oot
< Z XBdej(a:j)dj 7S
Ql @)\, &lo)

s—r

1 ST ®
(o[ )
’ <|Q’ PQORg| s )

1 r(d—1)+drs
C3 = @/ Z dj ‘ XV ;40
PNQ \ j.9,®,<0

Definition 7.8. We call S; the statistical stretch factor.
Corollary 7.9. It holds Ry(z;) < d,S;.
Corollary 7.10. If u € W'P(P) satisfies u = 0 on RI\Q then U has support on AX(Q).

Proof. This follows since

]

Proof of Theorem[7.7]. With regard to Lemma , we observe that f; = ®; with X(Q) =
Xe(Q) and xy,(p;) = 1 only if p; € Ay ;. Furthermore, W (Y) < 1 and we define

Lj:= sup sup Length(Yiat) -
piEYﬁmQ’j Y eAXga (p,-,acj)

Hence we find for given x; using Corollary

~ s—1 s—1
Z Xt (pi)p;i Z XYﬂatW(Y> Length(ifﬂat) * =< X]ERo(xj,Qll,j)(zj) |Ql1,j‘ Lj ’
i Y eAXqat (pirzj)

s—1
< XBs,a, (ay) 215 Ly ° -
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Also with regard to Lemma [7.4] we find for given x;

s—1
> > W(Y)Length(Yau) = < XBry (o a0 (@) [2.5] Ly
xzke;g(”a) Y eMXqa (wr,25)

s—1
< XBs;a; (z;) |Q[27j| Ljs .
The statement now follows from the definition of S;, Lemmas and [6.5] O
Finally, the following result allows us to estimate the difference of Q and AX(Q).

Theorem 7.11. Let the Assumptions of Theorem hold, let Q have a C'-boundary and
let AX(Q) be given by . Furthermore, let Ry be ergodic such that for every e > 0

. k _ ko
nlggl();(l—ke) E(Ro(z;) > (1+¢)*n) = 0. (7.5)
Then | Q
n
lim — 1.
n—voo [AX (nQ)]
Remark 7.12. Condition (7.5) is satisfied if e.g. E(Ro(z;) > ro) < ry® for some a > 1 as then
>S4 B(Rue) = () < 5 (L)
k=1 o\ +e)

Proof. Since nQ C AX(nQ) we have to estimate the excess mass of AX(nQ) over |nQ|. If we
define
Xoq: —{x] eXinNQ: BRox] (l’])\ (nQ) #Q}
Xoqe = {7 € X\Q 1 B(21;) N (nQ) # 0},
we find
AXEQN Q< 3 [Bryy ()]

Tj EXnQ UXnQC

and we thus derive an estimate on the contribution from X,,q and X ¢ respectively.
Let € > 0. Then for Q;, ;= ((1+¢) Q) \ (1 +¢)" 'nQ)

Z }BRO(%:QQ,]')(x]')l < Z }BRO(% L ""Z Z ’BRo(zj)(xj)‘

x]‘EXnQC IE]'GXJ-TQZ k=2 Tj EXtﬁQn k
d(zj)2(1+e)"1n

< Z | BRo(a,) (2 ]+Z Z | BRo (2, (7;)]

2;€X.NQS = z;€XeNQy, 4
Ro(x;)>(14¢)*1n

< Z }BRo(xj)(xj)’ + Z Z |BR0(%‘)($J')‘

ijXtﬁQfl’l k=2 :EjEXtﬂQi’k
Ro(z;)=(14e)n
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Due to the ergodic theorem, we obtain for every ng € N

1 1
m Z ‘BRO(lBj)(xj)| < m Z ‘BRO(xj)(xj”

:I:]'GXtﬁQfL’k szXth;k
Ro(z;)>(1+e)k~1n Ro(z;)>(14¢)k~1ng

— ((1 +e) -1+ 5)’“71) E(Ro(z;) > (1 +¢)" 'ng)
<e(l4e)"! E(Ro(z;) > (1 +¢)* 'ng)

and similarly
1
lim —— Bry(z;)(75)| = eE(Ro) .
n—00 ‘nQ‘ mjeXtZOQE 1 | o(x;)\LJ ‘

Since the above estimates hold for every ¢ and every ng, we find

Z |Broz; 20, (25)] = 0.

Tj EX"QE

1
nQ|

In a similar way, we prove

8 Sample (Geometries

8.1 Boolean Model for the Poisson Ball Process

Recalling Example we consider a Poisson point process Xpois(w) = (2;(w));cy with

intensity A (recall Example[2.36). To each point z; a random ball B; = B (z;) is assigned and

the family B := (B;),.y is called the Poisson ball process. We then denote P (w) := R\, B;

and seek for a corresponding uniform extension operator. The following argumentation will

be strongly based on the so called void probability. This is the probability Py(A) to not find

any point of the point process in a given open set A and is given by ie. Py(A) := e Al
The void probability for the ball process is given accordingly by

Po(A) = @7A|B1(A)| ) Bi(A) = {x e R? . dist(x, A) < 1} ,
which is the probability that no ball intersects with A C RY.

Theorem 8.1. Let P (w) := |, Bi(w) and define

S

a@:feap&txeﬁgmgg,

() := min

o

{
() := min {ﬁ(f) : x€0Pst x e Blﬁ(i)(j)} :

8
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where min () := 0 for convenience. Then OP is almost surely locally (6, M) regular and for

everyy <1, 8<d+2 and1 <r <2 and 22(87517")7% < d+ 2 it holds

E(677) +E<5*7*1> +E<Mﬁ) +E<;§‘%> < 00.

Furthermore, it holds d<d—1anda=0in imequalities and . The same holds
if P (w) := RN\, Bi(w) with o replaced by d.

Remark 8.2. We observe that the union of balls has better properties than the complement.

Proof. We study only P (w) := |J, B;(w) since R\, B;(w) is the complement sharing the
same boundary. Hence, in case P(w) = RN\, Bi(w), all calculations remain basically the
same. However, in the first case, we assume that v(y;) = $5(yx) , which we cannot assume
in the other case, where t(y;) is proportional to ﬁkMk_ . This is the reason for the different
a in the two cases.

In what follows, we use that the distribution of balls is mutually independent. That
means, given a ball around z; € X5, the set X0\ {#;} is also a Poisson process. W.l.o.g.
, we assume x; = ro = 0 with By := B1(0). First we note that p € 0By N JP if and only
if p € 0By\P, which holds with probability Py(B(p)) = Po(By). This is a fixed quantity,
independent from p.

Now assuming p € 9B,\P, the distance to the closest ball besides By is denoted

r(p) = dist(p, OP\0By)
with a probability distribution

Paist (1) := Po(B14+(p)) /Po(B1(p)) -

It is important to observe that 0B is r-regular in the sense of Lemma [2.12, Another impor-

tant feature in view of Lemma is 7(p) < A(p). In particular, 6(p) > ir(p) and 9By is

(6, 1)-regular in case § < \/g . Hence, in what follows, we will derive estimates on r~7, which

immediately imply estimates on 7.
Estimate on ~: A lower estimate for the distribution of r(p) is given by

Paist (1) := Po(B1sr(p))/Po(Bi(p)) = 1 — A [S*H| 7. (8.1)

This implies that almost surely for v < 1

n—oo

1
lim sup —— / r(p)~ " dH (p) < o0,
(2n)d (—n,n)4NoP
ie. E(077) < oc.
Intersecting balls: Now assume there exists x;, ¢ # 0 such that p € 0B;N0B,. W.l.o.g.
assume z; = z1 := (22,0,...,0) and p = (v/1 —22,0,...,0). Then
0(p) < do(p) = 2v1 =22
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and p is at least M(p) = \/%T—regular. Again, a lower estimate for the probability of r is
given by (8.1]) on the interval (0, dp). Above this value, the probability is approximately given
by A !Sd_l do (for small dpi.e. z =~ 1). We introduce as a new variable £ = 1 — 2 and obtain

from 1 — 2% = (1 + x) that
5o < C& and M(p) < CE 2. (8.2)

No touching: At this point, we observe that M is almost surely locally finite. Otherwise,
we would have = 1 and for every ¢ > 0 we had x; € By, .(29)\Ba_(z0). But

Po(Borc(20)\Ba—c(20)) = 1 — A2 [S¥7' e — 1 ase — 0.

Therefore, the probability that two balls “touch” (i.e. that x = 1) is zero. The almost sure
local boundedness of M now follows from the countable number of balls.

Extension to 6: We again study each ball separately. Let p € dB,\P with tangent
space 1), and normal space N,. Let x € N, and p € 0B, such that z € IB%%(S(@ (p), then also

p € Bis;(P) and 6(p) € (£,2)6(p) and 8(p) € (%, £)d(p) by Lemma [2.12] Defining

d;(x) := min {5(%) . T €0B;)\Ps.t. x € Béé(j)(j)} )

we find 3 .
S Z X5,500; | -

Studying dy on 0By we can assume M < M, in (4.10) and we find
/ XSO>OSO_W—1 <C 0.
P 0Bo\P

Hence we find
o < /x~. 5 < C/ 677
/P zz: p 00 XZ: OB;\P

Estimate on j3: For two points z;, z; € X4 let Circ;; := 0B; N 0B, and IB%ég(Circij) =
Upecire:; B1sp (p)- For the fixed ball B; = By we write Circo; and obtain |Circo;| < Co¢ with
dp from ({8.2)). Therefore, we find

/ (14 M(p)? < 681+ M(p))® < O 36
Circo;

We now derive an estimate for E<fB1+r(0) Mﬁ).
To this aim, let ¢ € (0,1). Then x € By_1+1(0)\B,_+(0) implies £ > ¢*™ and

/ M <O+ > / (1+ M(p))”
Br+(0) h=1 €8, _ k1 (0\B,_ i (0)” Circos

[e.9]

<C+ Z C (qk+1)—%(6—d)

k=1 2;€B,  k+1(0)\By_ k(0)
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The only random quantity in the latter expression is # {z; € By _t+1(0)\By_,x(0)}. There-
fore, we obtain with E(X(A)) = A|A| that

)=
<C (1 + Z —3(A-d=2) ) .

Since the point process has finite intensity, this property carries over to the whole ball process
and we obtain the condition 8 < d + 2 in order for the right hand side to remain bounded.
Estimate on §: We realize that p > % > ﬁ Hence we obtain from Holder’s inequality

1

1 1
(i) <5(5-) s{ir)’

where s = ¢ and l + l = 1. From the right hand side of the last inequality, we infer

boundedness of the ﬁrst expectatlon value for 5 < 2 implying g < 2(5 U Since we have to

require ¢ > 1, this implies r < 2 and s > 5=. On the other hand, we know that the second

expectation is finite if G 1)p < d+ 2. For q= M we obtain the lower bound for p = L

1
and hence we conclude the sufficient condition

oo =42

which implies our claim.

Estimate on d: We have to estimate the local maximum number of As i, overlapping in
a single point in terms of M. We first recall that p(p) ~ 8M (p)j(p). Thus large discrepancy
between j and j occurs in points where M is large. This is at the intersection of at least
two balls. Despite these “cusps”, the set OP consists locally on the order of p of almost flat
parts. Arguing like in Lemma resp. Remark . this yields d<d-1.

Estimate on «a: Given two points yi1,y. with radii t(y1), t(y2), By, := By, (vi) and

Myu =B, | fol u we find

R () K
uf .
’Bm | v:onv(IBSy1 UIBQQ)

By our initial assumptions on t(y;) we prove our claim on «. [l

|My1u - My2u| <

It remains to verify bounded average connectivity of the Boolean set P (w) := |, B;(w) or
its complement. In what follows we restrict to the Boolean set and use the following result.

Theorem 8.3. [37/Let P have a connected component and let G(Xpis) be the graph on X
constructed from x ~ y iff B1(x) N By(y) # 0. Let P be the connected component of P and
Xpois = Xpois N P. For x,y € Xpois let d(x,y) be the graph distance. Then for every e > 0
there exists > 1, v > 0 such that

p( sl

Z(1l—¢e1+4 5)) < eVl
plz =yl
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The latter result enables us to prove the following.

Lemma 8.4. Using the notation of Theorem let x,y € Xpois and a > 2. Then
P(d(z,y) > dpalz —y| (1 +¢)) < 2e 50l

In other words, the probability that the distance between x and y on the grid is stretched
by more than 5ua is decreasing exponentially in a.
Proof. Let 2,y € Xpois. Let a > 2 and let n € N such that a € [27,2"+1). With probability
1 — exp (—)\ |SEH (24t — 29) |2 — y|d> > 1 there exists z € Bont1jp_y(2)\Banjg—y (x). For
such z it holds

2" o —y| <[z —a| <27z —y]
2w —yl <[z -yl < (2 +1) [z —y]

In particular, we obtain for a,y; := 2" +1

dwy _dwy o d=y)  dzy)
dpalr —y[ = 2pani1 v —y| T 2pan v —yl - 2pani |z —y
d(z, 2) d(2,y)
T 2ulr =2 2plz—yl

d(z,z)

d@y)  wo find that at least one of the conditions ] >14¢cor

dpalz—y|
4z9) > 1 4 ¢ has to hold, which implies

ulz—y|
P<1+€§M) <P(M21+50rM21+5)
dpa |z —y| plr — 2| 1z =yl

Hence, assuming 1 +¢ <

Now it holds under the condition that z exists
d d n v
P(M >14c¢cor M > 1+ z—:) < eVl g pmrly=Al o 9T v2tlamyl < g galeyl
plz — 2| plz =yl
which implies the statement. O

We construct a suitable graph (Y, G(P)). For this we choose X, := X.(P) according to
Lemma [2.50 and define
Yyois = Yax U OX U X, U Xpois

For Ysx and 0X we choose the standard neighborhood relation. Furthermore, we say for
y € Yox and = € X, that y ~ z iff there exists T € X5 with z,y € B;(Z) and for z € X,
T € Xpois we say x ~ T iff x € By(Z). This graph is called G-

Theorem 8.5. Let P be the connected component of | J, Bi(w). Then P is locally connected
and for (Ypeis; Gpois) we find for every v > 0 that E(S;’) < 00.
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Proof. We write a = t7'. Let x; € X, with diameter d; of the Voronoi cell and let X1 =
Xe N Bsg, (). We can chose Xpois1 C Xpois N Bagytac(z) with #X0i51 = #X,1 such that
Xe1 C Bi(Xpois1). Note in particular, that #X,01 < Cdf. Now let y € Yox NBsy(x) and let
Y =(y1,.... k) € AX(x,y). If y1 =y, then y, € X,y and, w.l.o.g., ys3, ys—1 € Xp0is1. For the
graph distances it holds

d(z,y) < d(z,yk—1) + d(yr-1,y3) + d(y2, y3) + d(y1, y2)
< av+d(ye_1,y3) + ar + 4Vdx.

In case d(yg-1,y3) < 1 we conclude with d(z,y) < <3a—|—4\/c_l) t < (3&—1—4\/3) dy. If

d(ye—1,ys) > 4V/d we obtain d(z,y) < 4d(ys1,ys)-
Hence, because #X,0is1 < Cd{, it only remains to observe that Lemma yields an
exponential decrease for the probability of large stretch factors for d(yx_1,y3). m

8.2 Delaunay Pipes for a Matern Process

For two points z,y € R?, we denote

Pr(xay) = {y—l—ZGRd: ng(x_y)glx_yE’ Z_Z($_y)’$_y" }’

the cylinder (or pipe) around the straight line segment connecting x and y with radius r > 0.

Recalling Example [2.36[ we consider a Poisson point process Xpois(w) = (73(w));cy With
intensity A (recall Example and construct a hard core Matern process X,,.; by deleting
all points with a mutual dlstance smaller than dv for some v > 0 (refer to Example [2.37)).
From the remaining point process X.x we construct the Delaunay triangulation D(w) :=
D(Xpat(w)) and assign to each (z,y) € D a random number 6(z,y) in (0,t) in an ii.d.
manner from some probability distribution §(w). We finally define

P(w) := U Ps(a (2, y) U B.(

(z,y)eD(w) T€Xmat

the family of all pipes generated by the Delaunay grid “smoothed” by balls with the fix radius
v around each point of the generating Matern process.

Since the Matern process is mixing and J is mixing, Lemma yields that the whole
process is still ergodic.

Remark 8.6. The family of balls B.(z) can also be dropped from the model. However, this
would imply we had to remove some of the points from X,,,; for the generation of the Voronoi
cells. This would cause technical difficulties which would not change much in the result, as
the probability for the size of Voronoi cells would still decrease subexponentially.

Lemma 8.7. X,,.; is a point process for P(w) that satisfies Assumption and P 1is isotropic
cone mizing for Xnyae with exponentially decreasing f(R) < Ce R, Furthermore, assume

there exists Cs,as > 0 such that P(6(x,y) < dy) < Cge_a‘s%, then IP(M > M) < Ce=*Mo for
some C,a > 0.
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Figure 6: Sketch of the proof of
Lemma (8.7| and estimate (8.3]).

Proof. Isotropic cone mizing: For x,y € 2dtZ¢ the events (x + [0, 1]d) NXppat and (y + [0, l]d)ﬂ
Xmat are mutually independent. Hence

P((k2dr [-1,1]%) N Xpar = 0) < P([—1, 1] N Xppae = @)’“d.

Hence the open set P is isotropic cone mixing for X = X, with exponentially decaying
f(R) < Ce R,

Estimate on 6: There exists C' > 0 such that P is (§(x,y), C(x,y) !)-regular in every
x € 0Py (x,y). Since the distribution of d(x,y) is independent from = and y, this implies
that P(6 < do) < Cye “%.

Estimate on the distribution of M : By definition of the Delaunay triangulation, two pipes
intersect only if they share one common point x € X, 4.

Given three points x,y,z € X With £ ~ y and z ~ 2z, the highest local Lipschitz
constant on 0 (Pg(x’y) (2,9) U Psaz)(x, z)) is attained in

i =argmax {|z — 2| : & € 0Py (x,y) NP5z (z,2)} .

It is bounded by

max{arctan (%<{((x,y), (x,z))) , 6(1_1’ ) 5(3317 z)} ;

where o := < ((z,y), (z,2)) in the following denotes the angle between (z,y) and (z, z), see

Figure |§| If d, is the diameter of the Voronoi cell of x, we show that a necessary (but not
sufficient) condition that the angle a can be smaller than some «yq is given by

1

sin oy’

d, >C

(8.3)

where C' > 0 is a constant depending only on the dimension d. Since for small o we find
M ~ sirll(X’ and since the distribution for d, decays subexponentially, also the distribution for
M decays subexponentially.

Proof of : Given an angle a > 0 and =z € X1 we derive a lower bound for the
diameter of G/(x) such that for two neighbors y, z of it can hold < ((z,v), (z, z)) < a. With
regard to Figure [6] we assume |z — y| > |z — z|.

Writing d, := d(z) the diameter of G(x) and & = < ((z, 2), (2,v)), w.lLo.g let y = (d; +
dy,0,...,0), where dy +dy < d, and d; = |y — z| cos @. Hence we can assume that z takes the
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form z = (dg, — |y — z|sin&, 0. ..0) and in what follows, we focus on the first two coordinates
only. The boundaries between the cells x and z and z and y lie on the planes

1 — z|sina 1 0

respectively. The intersection of these planes has the first two coordinates

X d1—|—d2 1| | . ~+ 1 d1d2
lyyz = ,—= |y —z|sma + = ————
Y 2 2 2|y — z|sina

. Using the explicit form of dy, the latter point has the distance

1 1 1 d3 cos® &

2 2 2 2

zyz| — - —d -

‘Z Y | 4 |y Z| +4 2+ 4 Sin2d

to the origin = 0. Using |y — z|sin@ = |z|sina and dy = |y| — |2| cos @ we obtain
. 1 y| — |z| cos a)? cos? &
fimyl” == | 1y — 2 [ 1+ (lyl | |2 : 2) + (Jy| — |z| cosa)? | .

4 |z|” sin® «

Given y, the latter expression becomes small for |y — z| small, with the smallest value being
|y — z| = dr. But then

2 ~ .9~ (|z|sina)2
cos“a =1 —sin azl——2
ly — 2|

and hence the distance becomes

mM%i(mfG+“”*”w”>@”+Msm®>+wwumMﬁ>.

4 (dr)*|z|? sin® &

We finally use |y| = |z| cosa — \/(dt)2 — |z)* sin® @ and obtain

umfzﬁme@+““>*”““®>+«mf—m%wa0.

(dv)? |2 sin® o

The latter expression now needs to be smaller than d,. We observe that the expression on
the right hand side decreases for fixed « if |z| increases.

On the other hand, we can resolve |z|(y) = |y|cosa — \/|y|2sin20z + (dv)®. From the
conditions |y| < d, and iz, < d,, we then infer (8.3]). O

Lemma 8.8. Let Y be constructed from Lemma for X, = Xae with the corresponding
standard graph Ggmpe(P) (see Definition[{.29). Let the admissible paths AX(y, z), z € X,
y € Y, be the set of shortest paths on the graph between x and y. Then there exists C' > 0 such
that for every x; € X, it holds Ro(z;,202;)/d; +S; < C. In particular, for every 1 < s <p it
holds

p
p—s

d+s=1 s—1

1
hm / XB o (x5 d . s S LS < 00.
e |nQ| AX(nQ) J»‘jEXZr(Q) Ro(r; %2,5) ()% J
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Proof. Since the admissible paths are the shortest paths, there exists C' > 0 such that for
every Y € AX(y, z;), z; € X, y € YNBw(2, ;) it holds LengthY < C'|z; — y|. Furthermore,
for ), € X, with 2y, ~~ z; we find |z, — x;| < 2d; and since zj, and z; are connected through
a path lying inside Byg,(z;) possibly crossing other x; € s N Byg, () we can assume for
the same C' that for every Y € AX(zy,x;), x) ~~ x; it holds LengthY < C'|zy, — x;|. This
provides a uniform bound on Ry(x;, s ;) +S;d; < Cd;. The lemma now follows from Lemma

[4.21] and Theorem [T.11l O

9 Sobolev Spaces on the Probability Space (2, P)

Based on Assumption we want to achieve a better understanding of the mapping f +— f..
For this we make the following basic assumption throughout this section.

Assumption 9.1. Let (2,0,P) be a probability space satisfying Assumption and let T
be a dynamical system on € in the sense of Definition [2.15

For the introduction of traces of W'?(Q)-functions below we will need the following
(uncommon) stronger assumption. It is motivated by Theorem m which states that we
can assume () to be a separable metric space.

Assumption 9.2. Let (2, 0,P) be a probability space satisfying Assumption and let T be
a dynamical system on ) in the sense of Definition [2.15. Furthermore, let Q be a separable

metric space such that o is the completion of the Borel algebra B(Y) under the construction
of the Lebesque space L*(S2;P).

Assumption will pay of due to the second part of the following lemma, which is a
fundamental property of separable o-algebras.

Lemma 9.3. Let (A, X, 1) be a measure space with a countably generated o-algebra 3. Then
for every 1 < p < oo the space LP(A; ) is separable. If A is a separable metric space and
Y the completion of the Borel algebra with respect to p then Cy(A) — LP(Q; u) densely and
continuously, where Cy(§2) are the bounded continuous functions on SQ.

The following lemma is a fundamental observation which will be frequently used through-
out the rest of this work. It relies on the following notation. For f : Q2 — X, X a metric
space, and w € ) we define the realization f,, of f as

fo:R* = X, z— f(rw).
Then we find the following behavior.

Lemma 9.4. Let Assumption [9.1) hold and let f € LP(2) for 1 < p < co. Then for almost
every w € ) and for every bounded domain Q it holds f,, € L(Q).

Proof. For 1 < p < oo observe that

MQLUMWWM=LAUMWW@M=LAVWM%MMw

=LLV@MHNMW
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From Fubini’s theorem it follows that fQ |f (Tow)|” dx exists for a.e. w € Q. For p = oo the
statement follows since fQ | f(r2w)|F da exists for every p < . O

9.1 The Semigroup T on LP(Q)) and its Generators

For every x € R? we define the mapping

T(z): f=T(x)f,

through T(z)f(w) := f(7,w). This mapping is well defined for every measurable function
f: 2 — R. Moreover, we have the following properties.

Lemma 9.5. Let Assumption hold. For every 1 < p < oo, the family (T(z)),cga 5 @
strongly continuous unitary group on LP(S).

Proof. Every T(z) is linear on L”(2) and the group property follows from (T(x)T(y)f) (w) =
f(memyw) = T(z +y) f(w). Since 7, is measure preserving, we find || f|| ) = IT(2) f[| 150
and hence T(z) is unitary.

In order to prove the strong continuity, observe

IT()f = Flpiey = / | (raw) — F(w)]? dP(w)
- / / 1 (Toag) — Fr)]” dy dP(w)
- /Q /Y fule +9) — fuly)? dy dP(w),

where we used that 7, preserves measure and Fubini’s theorem. By Lemma fo € LT (R?)
for almost every w € € and for such w it holds limy o [|fo — fu(- + )| sy = 0. Further-

more, for |z| < 1 we have

/ fulet9)— fl)Pdy <2 [ 1ful)Pdy.
Y 2Y

Thus, the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem yields

sup | T(z)f — fll7p — 0  ast—0.

x| <t
[l

For i = 1,...,d, let e; be the i-th canonical basis vector in R%. Since T(z) define a
strongly continuous group we can draw the conclusion that the operators T;(t)f := T(te;)f,
define d independent one-parameter strongly continuous semigroups on LP(2) that commute
with each other and jointly generate (T(z)),.ga on LP(£2). Each of these one-parameter
groups has a generator D; defined by

D) — tim O = F@) o f(rew) = @)

t—0 t t—0 t
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The expression D; f is called i-th derivative of f and is skew adjoint:

Q Q

The joint domain of all D; in LP(Q2) is denote
WP (Q):={f e LP(Q)|Vi=1,...,d : D;f € [P(Q)},

with the natural norm

d
1 oy = 1F oy + D IDif oy -
=1

In case p = 2, this is a Hilbert space with scalar product

d
(f. )2 ::/QfngP’JrZ/QDifDingP.
=1

We finally denote D, f := (D1 f, ... ,Ddf)T the gradient with respect to w and by —div,, the
adjoint of D,,. Sometimes we write V, f := D, f to underline the gradient aspect. Similar to
distributional derivatives in R¢, we may define D¥ f through iterated application of D, and

Wh(Q) = {f cLPQ)|Vj=1,....k: Dife LP(Q)C”} .
In case Assumption [9.2] holds, we denote
Cy () :={feC(Q): VfeC(QHRY} .

Lemma 9.6. For every f € W'P(Q) for almost every w € Q it holds f,, € WLP(RY). In
particular, for every bounded domain Q C R? it holds

v e C(Q) - /Q fodh = — /Q ¥ (Duf), | (9.1)

Proof. Let 1 € C(RY) and let g € L(Q),

gence theorem it follows:

% + % = 1. Using Lebesgue’s dominated conver-

dzdP(w)

B V(w +te;) — P(x)
/Q o) [ | LOALAP() = / :

[ 0@) [ fola)tm

V(x4 te;) —(x)
t

fuo(T) = fu(z + te;)
t

=lim [ g(w) g fu(z) drdP(w)

t—0 Q

tim [ o) [ b+ re)
t—0 Q R4

dzdP(w) .
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Since 7, preserves measure, we obtain

/Q | fo0dLdP(w) = lim /R d /Q g(r—ato)i(a + ter) («) _tTif (w)da:dIP’(w)

= %g%/ flw) — Tif(w) /Rd g(T_pw)(x + te;)dzdP(w)

/R d / ") (2D f () dzdP(w)

_—/ng)/Rd( )., ALAP(w)

Using a countable dense subset (¢;),.y C LY(R?), ¢; € C=(R?) and a suitable family of
testfunctions (g;) .y C L(S2), we obtain that for almost every w € €2 equation (9.1 holds
for every 1);. Hence, by density, it holds for all » € C}(Q). O

Lemma 9.7. Let 1 < p < oo and let n € CX(RY). For every f € LP(Q) let

(n+ ) (W) == /]R @) (.

Then for every k € N it holds n* f € WFP(Q) with Di(n* f) = (0in) * f and almost every

realization of Zsf is an element of C*°(RY). Furthermore, the estimates

|7 * f”ip(g) < ||77||L1(1Rd) ||f||Lp(Q) ) [IDi(n * f)”ip(g) < ||ai77||L1(]Rd) ||f”Lp(Q) (9.2)
hold and we have D; (n* f) =n*D;f.
Proof. Let k € N and observe

o< iy = (@070 [ Jn ) (r)l dy dP(w)
Q (—k,k)d
< [ev [ [ ) ) dedydpe).
Q (—k,k)d JRE
Due to the convolution inequality we have

1% Wy < Wlasceny R [ Nl oy 2P

< Il e (%) ™

and since k is arbitrary, the we obtain [[n* |7,y < 711 ey [ fll o). the first part of

5.
In order to show %5 f € W"P(Q) observe

£ f(re) = f@) = [ (e + te:) = n(a) ).
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Taking the limit ¢ — 0 in LP(€2) on both sides using Lebesgue’s dominated convergence
theorem implies

Di(n ) = [ dla) (), 9.3

and hence D; (Zsf) € LP(Q2) with D;(n* f) = (9;n) * f and the second part of (9.2)) follows.
Equation ({9.3)) also shows that

(05 8) () = [

Rd

0@ () do = [ (e = 9)f (7o) da

Ra

and hence almost every realization of 1 * f has C'*-regularity. Furthermore, (9.3]) implies
o1
D (S3f) = lim = (% ) (7ie) — (0% ) ()

= el 7 (o) — /()

t—0
where we used continuity of f — n % f and strong convergence of %( f(re,w) — f(w)) —
D;f. 0

Similar to LP(R%)- and Sobolev spaces on R? we can introduce a family of smoothing

operators. Let (15);-, be a standard sequence of mollifiers which are symmetric w.r.t. 0 and
define

Is . LP(Q) — LP(Q), Isf(w) = / ns(z) f (Tew) d.. (9.4)

R4

Lemma 9.8. For every 0 > 0, 1 < p < 0o, the operator Zs is unitary and selfadjoint. For
every f € LP(Q), k € N it holds I5f € WFP(Q), Isf — f strongly in LP(Q), and almost
every realization of Zsf is an element of C*°(R?). Finally, for f € WYP(Q) it holds

(lsi_{% |I5f — fHWLP(Q) =0 (9.5)
and Dzj(;f = j(Ssz

Proof. The selfadjointness follows from the definition of %5, symmetry of ns and invariance
of P w.r.t. 7,. All other parts except for (9.5]) follow from Lemma [0.7]
Finally, observe that the the convolution inequality and the strong continuity of T(z)

yield
L1 =g = [ | (o) () = () da] dB)
Q Q|JRE
< [l [ 100~ )P drdpe)
< [ 106 = e e a
— 0
Since D; Zsf = 5D, f, it also holds D; .#s f — D, f strongly in LP(€2). H
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9.2 Gradients and Solenoidals
We denote by L (R4 R?) the set of measurable functions f : R? — R? such that fly €

loc

LP(U;R?) for every bounded domain U and we define

Lgot’loc(Rd) = {u € L}, (R% R’ | YU bounded domain, 3p € H'(U) : u =V},
LSOI,IOC(Rd) = {u € LIZOC(Rd; Rd) ’ 4 u- VSO =0 VSO € C(c1 (Rd)} :
R

Remark 9.9. The space Lf)ot’loc (R%) is invariant under convolution. This follows immediately

from the fact that if u = Vi locally, then 5 x u = V (5 * ¢).

Recalling the notation for a realization u,(z) := u(t,w) for u € LP(2), we can then define
corresponding spaces on €2 through

Lf)ot(Q> = {U € LP(Q’Rd> Uy € L]p)ot,loc(Rd> fOI“ ]P) —a.e. w E Q} y
LP () := {u € LP(Q;RY) : w, € Lgol’lOC(Rd) forP—ae we€ Q} , (9.6)

Vot () 1= {u € LY (Q) /Qud]P’ = 0} .

p

Por(€2) and W'P(Q) are connected as the following theorem shows.

The spaces L

Theorem 9.10. For 1 < p,q < oo with Il) + é =1 the spaces V5. () and L? () are closed

pot
and 1t holds

L
(Vhet( Q) = LLi(Q),  (L5y(Q)" = Vi () (9.7)

in the sense of duality. Furthermore, WP (Q) lies densely in LP(2) and
VP (Q) = closurer, {Du|u e W (Q)} . (9.8)

Proof. The density of WP(Q) in LP(Q) follows from Lemma [9.8f We furthermore observe
that VP (Q) is invariant with respect to 5. In fact, let v € VP (Q) and consider w € Q

pot pot
such that u, € LF_, , (RY). Then

pot,loc

(S, (0) = [ (o () dy

Rd

and hence (Ssu), € L?

pot,loc
as can be seen from the continuity of the expression

(R?) due to Remark . Furthermore, the space L” (Q2) is closed

sol

LP(;RY - R, u /Qg(w) /( u(rw) - V(z) de dP(w) ,

,171)d

where p € WH(RY) and g € L((Q2) are arbitrary.
It remains to show , and closedness of V) ().
Step 1: We first show that VI (Q) and L{ (Q) are mutually orthogonal in the sense of

sol

duality. Let v € Vi (€2) and p € L{,(€2) and chose w € 2 such that for v*(z) = v(Tzw),

sol

pf(z) = p(rzw) and v - p the ergodic theorem ?? holds. Thus, we get v® - p* — E(v - p|.#)
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weakly in L (R?). It remains to show that v°-p* —* 0. Since v € L} (), we find for
every ¢ > 0 some u® € WHP(Q) such that Vu® = v and fQ u® = 0. By the ergodic theorem

Vuf = v° —=* E(v|.#) = 0 and u® — u has average 0. Due to the Poincaré inequality and
the compact embedding WP(Q) < LP(Q), we find u* — 0 strongly in LP(Q). Therefore,
for all v € C*(Q), we find

/wv pdx—/wp - Vu® dw——/uapg~vwdx—>0 fore — 0.

Therefore, we obtain

L

Lfol(ﬂ) C (Veu(Q)™  and V5 () C (L ()" (9.9)
Step 2: We prove (9.7) and closedness of V}(€2) in case p = 2. From Step 1 we know that

L2,(Q) C (Vgot(Q))L and it remains to show that (Vf,ot(Q)) CL?

2(Q). Let u e L*(;RY)
and use the decomposition u = upe + % where upey € V2, (Q2) and @ € (Vgot(Q))l. Since .Z5
is symmetric and V?

2ot (§2) is invariant with respect to %5, we observe that

Yo e V2, (Q) : (Sst, v) = (G, FHv) =0

and hence i € (Vpot(Q))L. In particular, for every € > 0 and every ¢ € L*(2) it holds
0= <f51], ijs¢> = — <dinj57jL, fﬂg(]»

and as € — 0 it holds
0 = — (div,Zs1, ¢) .

Since ¢ € L*(Q) was arbitrary, this implies Y. D; %0 = 0 almost everywhere, i.e. F5u €
L2 ,(Q). Since S5u — 1w as & — 0, the closedness of L2 ,(Q) implies @ € L2,(Q). Hence
L2,(€) D V2, (Q)* and Step 1 implies L2 () = V2,,(Q2)" and closedness of V2 ().
Step 3: For p € [1,2] we deduce from Step 2
L
(Vi () € LU R N (Vo (D)
Interchanging the role of V¢ and Ly, yields
(L2(2)7 € Vin(9). (9.11)

Inclusions , and imply (| .

Step 4: For 1 < p < oo we denote
V:={D¢| e W"P(Q)} C LV, (Q).

T = LUQRY) N L2 (Q) C LL(9Q). (9.10)

Let u € L(; RY) satisfy
Yo € WHP(Q) - (u, Dyg) =0.
According to Lemma[9.8] D; and . commute for ¢ € W'P((2). Furthermore, Z5¢ € W1P(Q)

and hence

0= <U, ij5¢> = <U, jéDwQS) = - <dinf5U, ¢> :

Since ¢ € W'P(Q) was arbitrary and W1P(Q2) is dense in LP(), it follows div, Zsu = 0,
which implies u € LI (Q) by closedness of LI (£2). To conclude, we have shown LI () =

(Vgot(ﬂ)) CV+ CL? (Q), and hence . O

sol
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9.3 Stampaccia’s Lemma

Lemma 9.11 (Stampaccia). Let G : R — R be Lipschitz continuous and let u € W'P(Q).
Then G ou € WHP(Q).

Proof. Let u € WHP(Q). It holds

lim sup || G @) = G(w) _ msup H G (The,u) = G(u)
h—0 h LP(Q) h—0 h Lr(Q)
< limsup H G (The,u) — G (u) The,t — U
h—0 Theiu —u 00 h LP(Q)

NG oo Ditl oy -

Hence, we find that there exists w; € LP(Q) such that g (The,G(u) — G(u)) — w; weakly
along a further subsequence. Testing this limit with a function ¢ € W14(Q), we obtain that
w = (w;)i=1..4 is the weak derivative of G(u) as

/ wipdP = Tim / L (Te.Gw) = Gu)) pdP
Q h—0 [¢) h

1
=—lim | — (The,p — ¢) G(u)dP = — / G(u)D;pdP.
h—0 Jo h Q

]

Remark 9.12. Lemma is well known in Sobolev theory in R? and is due to Stampaccia.
It can be found for example in the book by Evans [I0]. Stampaccia [34] also showed for
functions u € WHP(R?) that V (G ou) = G'(u)Vu. However, to proof such a result in the
case of general () goes beyond the scope of this chapter.

eorem 9.13. For every 1 < p < oo the embedding WH>(Q2) — WP(Q) is dense. In
particular, Q
Vgot(Q) - CIOSUI‘eLp {Du| u e Wl’OO<Q)} ‘

Proof. Let u € W'?(Q) and let k¥ € N. By Lemma we obtain that the function uy :=
max {—k, min {k, u}} satisfies v, € W'?(Q) and ||uy|, < k. Since uy — u as k — oo, it
remains to show that wu; can be approximated by functions in W1(Q). To see this, note
that for u := Fsuy it holds

lim% (Isup(Tio,w) — Fsur(w)) = lim L (ns(x + te;) — ns(x)) ug(T,w)

t—0 t—0 R4 t
:/ up(Tow)0ims(z) .
Rd

and since 75 € CX(RY) we find u) € Wh*(Q). Since u — u in WP(Q) as § — 0 by
Lemma [0.8] the theorem is proved. O

The last Theorem has an important implication for the existence of suitable countable
and dense family of functions.
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Theorem 9.14. Let Assumption hold. For every 1 < p < oo there exists a countable
dense family of functions (uy)yey C WHP(Q) such that (ug)ey € WH(Q) and (ug) ey s
stable under addition and scalar multiplication with ¢ € Q. Furthermore, every uy has almost
surely bounded and continuously differentiable realizations with ||t || y1.c0may < [ llproo -
If additionally Assumption holds, then (uy),cy can be chosen such that for every k it holds
U € Cbl(Q), Voui, € Cb(Q)

Proof. Let (vg),cy C WP(Q) be dense. Then for every k consider vy, ,, := max {—n, min {n, v }}

and for m € N define vy pm = F1Vpn = N1 * Ugpn. Then ||Divg g, < ‘ oina

||Uk7n||oo
o

Moreover, for every € > 0 and every ¢ € W1P(Q) there exists k with ||v;, — Ollwivy < 5.1

with [Jog — venllyipg) < § and m with [|vgn — Vkpmllyieg) < §- Based on the countable
family (Vemnm)y , mens We find that

N
(uk)keN = { Z Ak,n,mvk,n,m : )‘k,n,m € Q, N € N}

k,nm=1

satisfies all demanded properties.
If Assumption (9.2 holds we find (¢;),cy € Cy(€2) N LP(€2) dense in LP(£2). For every vy, like
above and every § > 0 we observe by Lemma [9.7] that

15 % (vk — )l 1oy < vk = il oo

1D (s * (vk — )|l 1oy < 10ims]l 1 may 1ok — il oy -

Hence the family (), ;o = (n; * Cl>l is countable and dense W'?(Q). From here we
’ 7 JEN

can proceed similarly with the modification that ¢, ; are already in W°°(§2). Based on the

countable family (c;;); ;cy, We find that

N
() pen = {Z Avicr s A € Q, N € N}
l,j=1

satisfies all demanded properties.
The bound [k wllyproogay < l|tkllyr. (o) and continuous differentiability of realizations
are a direct consequence of the construction of wuy. ]

9.4 Traces and Extensions

For the remainder of this section, we make the following assumption.

Assumption 9.15. Under the Assumption let P(w) be a random open set with boundary
['w) := 0P (w) such that I'(w) is a random closed set. The corresponding prototypes P, T" C Q
in the sense of Theorem have Palm measures xplP and purp respectively.

We then introduce the following function spaces.
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Definition 9.16. Under the Assumption [9.15 we introduce for 1 < p < oo the space

WP(P) := {u € LP(P;P) : for a.e. w holds u, € W,,’(P(w)) and
there exists Du € LP(P)? s.t. for a.e. w: Vu, = (Du)_} ,
||u||W1,p(P) = ||UHLP(P) + ”DUHLP(P) :
Based on Definition [9.16] we also introduce the following properties of P and T'.

Definition 9.17. We say for the corresponding prototypes P, I' C  in the sense of Theorem
2.33] that

1. P has the weak (r, p)-extension property for 1 < r < pif Assumption holds and there
exists a continuous linear operator Uq, : WP(P) — W (Q) such that (Ugu)|p = u. In
this context, we define

WhrP(Q,P) = {u e W' (Q) : ulp € L?(P), Dyu € LP(P;RY)} |
VP (P) := closurerr {Du|u e W (P)} |

pot

ViR(P) = {Du € V()| Du € V}fot(P)} .

2. P has the strong (r,p)-extension property for 1 < r < p if Assumption holds
and there exists a continuous linear operator Ug : WP(P) — W' (Q) such that
(Uqu)|p = u and such that

IDotloull gy < ClDwull poq) -

3. T has the strong (r, p)-trace property for 1 < r < p if Assumption holds and there
exists a continuous linear operator Tq : WH'?(Q) — L™(T'; ur p) such that for every
u € Cp(€2) it holds Tou = ulr in the sense of pr p.

We already mention at this point a very important property which holds for P = 2, but
which we are not able to reproduce for general P in this work. Hence we formulate it as a
conjecture, and will avoid to use it in the remainder of this work. Fortunately, it turns out
to be non-essential up to uniqueness properties of the homogenized problem in Section [10.6]

Conjecture 9.18. If P has the strong extension property it holds
RY OV, (P) = 0.

Theorem 9.19. Let Assumptions and hold for the random open set P(w) with 1 <
r < p and let T be ergodic. Then I" has the strong (r, p)-trace property.

In order to prove Theorem [9.19 we first need the following lemma.

Lemma 9.20. Let Assumption hold and let 1 < r < p, then there exists a family
() ey C WH2(Q) which is dense in WHP(Q,P). If Assumption holds then we can
additionally assume (ug)ey C WHe(Q) N Cy(Q). In both cases (uy)yoy is stable under
addition and scalar multiplication with ¢ € Q. Furthermore, every u; has almost surely
bounded and continuously differentiable realizations with |]uk7w|]W1,w(Rd) < Hukle,m(Q)
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Proof. By Theorem there exists (ug),cy C WH(Q2) which is at the same time dense in
Whr(Q2) and W1P(Q). The statement now follows from W17 (Q) > WLrP(Q . P) D Whr(Q).
If Assumption (9.2 holds Theorem yields (uy),cy € WHe(Q) N Cy (). O

Proof of Theorem[9.19 Let (u),cy C WH(Q2)NCE(Q) be dense in WH1#(Q, P) according to
Theorem . For each u € (uy),cy the function ulp is well defined. Writing Q,, := [—n, n]
and using Theorem as well as the Ergodic Theorems we find

a // a / Tu|
/\U| Hr,p = |ul" dur,p = \Q! op( )\ Us,|

’uw‘p + ‘Vuwlp
|Q |/n+mP<w>

1 P
[ vl
Q.1 Ja, . P

T3

| /\

— E(C’ T) </ lul” + |un|deP’) ’
Q
as n — oo. Using the definition of C,, in Theorem we conclude. m

A generalization of Theorem to the general case of Assumption is difficult, since
the trace property does not apply for general L™-functions, even in RY. However, for the
sake of homogenization, there exists a workaround.

Definition 9.21. We say for the corresponding prototypes P, I' C  in the sense of Theorem
that I' has the weak (r,p)-trace property for 1 < r < p if Assumption holds and
for every family of functions (uy),.y C WH>(Q) according to Lemma which is dense in
WhiP(Q, P) there exists a continuous linear operator Tg : WH2(Q, P) — L"(T; urp) such
that for almost every w € €2 and every w it holds (Tqui), = Tk on I'(w).

Theorem 9.22. Let Assumption hold, let T be ergodic and let T'(w) be almost surely
locally (8, M)-regular satisfying Assumption[1.5. Then T' has the weak (r, p)-trace property.

Proof. We define Touy pointwise in w through (Tquy), = Tuk. and observe that Tq is
bounded by the argument in the proof of Theorem [0.19] It thus remains to show that Tou
is measurable, because then, we can simply extend Tq to WhiP(Q, P).

We use Lemma [2.29 and obtain that I's(w) := Bs(I'(w)) is a RACS with prototype I's due
to Theorem We observe that I' = (5 I's as well as (by definition) Touy, = infs xr,u,
hence Tou is measurable. O

We will now turn our focus to the extension properties. We start with an important
implication by the strong extension property.

Theorem 9.23. Let Assumption hold, let T be ergodic and let P have the strong (r,p)-
extension property. Then the operator Ug can be extended to a continuous operator Uq :
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P
Vpot

(P) = VX (Q,P). More precisely we can identify Vi, (P) with
Vgot(P) = closurerrr(op) {UaDyu: u € WP(Q)}
= closurerr(q,p) {Z/[QDWU cu € WHP(Q; P)} ,
||£||Lr,p(Q,IP) = H€||LT(Q) + ||§||LP(P)

This means that for ¢ € Vi (P) and b€ )}got(P) it holds ¢lp = ¢ iff ¢ = Uno.

Proof. The first part follows immediately from the definition of the spaces and of the strong
extension property.

For the second part, remark that UoW'P(P) C W'?(Q,P) and (Uqd)lp = ¢. Fur-
thermore, W'P(Q) is dense in W'"?(Q2, P) by Lemma [0.20] Finally, Uolo¢ = Ua¢ and for
¢ € V0 (P)and ¢ € Vgot(P) it holds ¢|p = ¢ iff ¢ = Uqo. O

Theorem 9.24. Let Assumption hold, let T be ergodic and let T'(w) be almost surely
locally (6, M)-reqular satisfying Assumption for1 <r <py<p <p. Then T has the
weak (r, p)-extension property.

Theorem 9.25. Let Assumption hold, let T be ergodic and let T'(w) be almost surely
locally (0, M)-regular satisfying Assumption forl1 <r <py<p <p. ThenT has the
strong (r, p)-extension property.

We will prove Theorems and in Section using homogenization theory.

9.5 The Outer Normal Field of P

Theorem 9.26. Let Assumptions and hold and let T' have the strong (r,p)-trace
property for 1 < r < p. Let T be ergodic, let I'(w) be almost surely locally (5, M )-reqular
and let v, be the outer normal of P(w) on I'(w). Then there exists a measurable function

D= Sd Y such that almost surely vr(z) = vr(T,w). Furthermore, for f € CE(Q;RY)
and ¢ € CL(Q) it holds

/ lew(f(b) dP = / ¢f - Ur d/,Lr*’p . (912)
P r

IfT satisfies the weak (1, p)-extension property, the equation extends to ¢ € WHHP(Q, P)
and f € CH,RY) or to f € WHEP(Q,P)? and ¢ € CL(Q).

Proof. For 6 > 0 define xs(w) := (ns * xp) (w). We observe that
DuXs| (Taw) = [D (15 % xp)| (Taw) = |15 * (Duwxe)(rw)| (x) = |05 % Vxp) (), (9.13)

and hence for almost every w we have |[D,xs| = |Vxpu)| = H4 ' (I(w) N +) weakly. Then
for ¢ € C2(R?) and f € Cy(Q) it holds by the Palm formula and (9.13)

/ / £ IDuxl = / / £(7,0)(2) |Duxa] (7a0) dr dP(w)

= [ [ 1ot ns = Txw| (@) de d ()

< [ [ 5)ela) (19x00] Bstsuppe)) dedBe).
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where |Vxpw)| = H* (- NT(w)) = prw). From the ergodic theorem, the P-almost sure
pointwise weak convergence and the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, we conclude

[ frmoni= [ [ stz

:/ QD/Vfd,U/F’p,
Rd Q

which 1mphes fﬂf IDuxs| = [ fdprp. In a similar way, we show fQ fDuxs = [o, fdprp,
where [,Lr'p is a R%valued measure on I'. Furthermore, for every e; in the canonical basis
of RY e; - urp < prp, which implies by the Radon-Nikodym theorem the existence of a
measurable vr with values in S%* such that purp» = vrurp. The property Vrw) () = vp(1pw)
follows from the fact that jrp is the Palm measure of Vyp (..

For f € CHQ;RY) and ¢ € CHQ, P) and p € C=(R?) it holds

[t [ o
= [ et e
/Rd/r z)of - vrdurp,

which implies (9.12]) by a density argument. ]

Definition 9.27. Let I' have the strong (r, p)-Trace property for 1 < r < p and the weak
(1, p)-extension property. We say that f € LP(P;R?) has the weak normal trace f, € L"(T")
and weak divergence div,, f € L'(P) if for all ¢ € C}(Q)

[ (divas 4 £-9.0) @B = [ of,dus.

Theorem 9.28. Let Assumptions and[9.15 hold and for some r € (1,2) let T' have the
strong (r,2)-Trace property and the weak (r,2)-extension property and let I'*(w) have the
strong uniform trace property (see Definition [10.1( below). Let T be ergodic, let T'(w) be
almost surely locally (6, M)-reqular and let vr,y be the outer normal of P(w) on I'(w). Then
there exists ug € WH (Q)NWL2(P; R?), such that Vg has a weak normal trace f, € L*(T)
and weak divergence ug, i.e.

Vo € Cl(w) : /P (dug + Vug - Vo) dP = /F of, durp .

The last theorem is less trivial than one might think. In particular, we lack a Poincaré-
type inequality on €2, which is typically used to prove corresponding results in R?. We shift
the proof to Section [10.5]
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10 Two-Scale Convergence and Application

As we have already explained in the introduction, there have been several approaches to the
introduction of two-scale convergence in stochastic homogenization. In this work, we chose
a modification of [I6] because it does not rely on compactness of the underlying probability
space.

10.1 General Setting

For the rest of this work, we consider a stationary random measure w — p, with Palm
measure jp and we define

o (A) = e, (71 A) . (10.1)

For the corresponding Lebesgue spaces we write LP(; up) or LP(Q; ), where Q C R? is
a convex domain with C'-boundary. If p, = £, i.e. pp =P, or p, = xp()~L we omit the
notion of xf and pp.

In our applications, dp, = Xp(.)dL for the characteristic function of the prototype P C
of the random set P(w) with Palm measure xpP or dp, = dprw) == xrw)dH* !, with Palm
measure located on I' C €2, the prototype of ['(w) := P (w). If we expllcltly study the latter
case, we write ur p for the Palm measure.

Moreover, in view of , we Writ.e [ (A) = elprw) (e7TA) = eHTH (ANel(w)). In
case of ju,, = xpw)L, we drop the notation .

Assumption 10.1. Let (Q,0,P) be a probability space with ergodic dynamical system (7,)cpa
in the sense of Definition . Let 1 < q,p < oo with ]13 + é =1 and

Dp, C LY pp)

be a countable dense subset, which is stable under scalar multiplication and linear combina-
tion. Finally, let Qg be such that holds for all p € C(Q), w € Qo, f € Pp,.

Remark. In some proofs below we will assume w.l.o.g. that some particular, essentially
bounded functions are elements of ®p ,. These will always be countably many and hence Qg
has to be changed only by a set of measure 0.

Definition 10.2. Let Assumption [10.1] hold. Let w € Qg and let u® € LP(Q;uS,) for all
e > 0. We say that (u°) converges (weakly) in two scales to u € LP(Q; LP(€2; up)) and write

w R oy if SUP.» [|U°]| 1o (quue) < 00 and if for every 1) € ®p4, p € C(Q) there holds with
Pue(2) = p(x)Y(T2w)

imy [ (@)oo // (e, 2)p(2) (@) dpap (@) da

We note that the definition of two-scale convergence in [16] is formulated more generally,
in particular for a more general class of test-functions.
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Lemma 10.3 ([16] Lemma 4.4-1.). Let Assumption|10.1 hold. Let w €  and u® € LP(Q; ut))
be a sequence of functions such that |[u®[|;,q) < C for some C > 0 independent of . Then

there exists a subsequence of (u)a_y and u € LP(Q; LP(Q; up)) such that ue 2w and

HUHLP(Q;LP(Q;W) < lim inf (10.2)

e’'—0

LP(Qig)

Sketch of proof. The proof is standard and has been carried out in various publications under
various assumptions [2, 14, 16, 19,39]. The important point is the separability of C'(Q), which
allows to pass to the limit for a countable number of test functions (¢x),oy € C(Q) first, and
then apply a density argument. O]

Furthermore, we will need the following result on the lower estimate in homogenization
of convex functionals using two-scale convergence, which was obtained in [I§].

Lemma 10.4. Let Assumption hold and let u, be a random measure. Let f : Q X
Q x RY — R be a convex functional in R?. For almost all w € Qg, the following holds: Let
u® € LYQ; ) be a sequence such that |[u| e q.ey < C for some 0 < C' < oo and such that

u Ry € LY(Q X Q; LR up). Then, it holds

e—0

/Q/Qf(x,a,u(g;,@))dﬂp( dm<hm1nf/fx7'zwu 2)) diis () .

10.2 The “Right” Choice of Oscillating Test Functions

In what follows, we will have to deal with two-scale limits of functions on R?, but also on
P(w) or I'(w). Hence we deal with two-scale convergence w.r.t. to P, xyplP and pprp. In
order to keep notation of the set(s) of testfunctions short and concise, we make the following
choice:

Q) =Ppy = (Uk)keN

is the set countable set of functions (ug),cy € W (Q)NWH>(Q) from Theorem|9.14] Hence
() ey 1s dense in LP(Q) and (Vuy,), oy is dense in V7 (Q) (see Theorem D

pot

If T has the strong or weak (r, p)-trace property, using Theorem [9.19) m and we define
(I)r,l" = %q)p U &)T,F )

where &)7«71‘ is dense in L"(I", urp). In case of Assumption , we note that To®, is dense in
L"(T, pp,p) because Cy(w) is dense in L™(T, ur p). However, in case of Assumption [0.1]it is
not clear that 7o®, is dense in L"(I", ur p), which is why ®,.r is needed.

10.3 Homogenization of Gradients

In what follows, we introduce two-scale convergence of gradients. This result has been proven
in various work under various assumptions, see e.g. [2] for the periodic case and [39, 29, [16]
in the stochastic case. We provide the proof here for self-containedness of this outline.
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Theorem 10.5. Under Assumption for almost every w € Q the following holds:
If us € WHP(Q; RY) for all & and if there exists 0 < C, < oo with

sup [0l o) + €7 IV |l o(q) < Cu
€

Then there exists uw € LP(QLP(Q2;P)) such that u® 2 . Depending on the choice of vy, the
following holds:

1. If v = 0, then u € WYP(Q) with u® — u weakly in W'P(Q) and there erists v, €
LP(Q; V5o () such that Vu® 22V u + viweakly in two scales.

2. If v € (0,1) then eVuf 2 vy for some vy € LP(Q; Voo (€2)).
3. Ify=1 thenu € LP(Q;W'?(Q)) and eVu 22 D u.
4. If v > 1 then e7Vu® 20.

Lemma 10.6. Under Assumption for almost all w € Q) the following holds: Let p > 1

and (u®).., be a sequence of functions satisfying

5 4 & —
S€1>110) Ju HLP(Q) < +00, ll_I}(l)E [Vu HLP(Q) =0. (10.3)

If u® 2y along a subsequence, then u € LP(Q) is independent of €.

Proof. We obtain that u¢ 22 u € LP(Q; LP(2)) along a subsequence. We show that u does

not depend on the 2-coordinate using ergodicity. We recall that 7, are all measure preserving
for P. Hence, for any ¢ € C°(Q) and ¢ € ®,, we find for any a € Q¢ it holds

/Q/Q(U(x,raw) — u(z,w))p(2)1h(w) dP(w) dz
= /Q/QU(:c,w)SO(x) (Y(T_qw) — h(w)) dP(w) dz:

—lim [ w(2)p(x) (W%W) - w@w)) dz

e—0 Q

= llg(l) o (u(z + ea)p(r + ea) — u(2)p()) Y(Tzw) dx

= lli% o u(z +€a) (p(z +ea) — p(z)) Y(Tew) do

+1lim [ (v (x4 ea) — u'(2)) ()Y (Tew) dz .
e—0 Q €
The first integral on the right hand side can be easily estimated through
utll;, T W elal |V —0 ase—0.
[0y [m-0)] o, <l 190
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The second integral can be estimated through

loll [ | [ V08Go+ t0)- act] [o(rz0)] do < ol 219 o ol [0, o
QlJo Li(Q)

Due to ([10.3)) the right hand side of the above inequality converges to 0. Since ¢ and ¢ were
arbitrary, we obtain u(z, 7,w) = u(z,w) for every a € R%. Hence u is invariant under all
translations 7,, which implies for almost every x € Q that u(z,-) = const by ergodicity of
Te- O

Based on Lemma [10.6] we can now prove Theorem [10.5|

Proof of Theorem[I0.3, We note that u® 22 u € LP(Q; LP(Q)) and Vuf 22 v € LP(Q; LP(Q; RY))
along a subsequence.
Proof of 1: We consider a countable set ®y,; C LI (Q) which is dense in LZ (). Then,

sol

by definition of L? (€2) we find for all b € @y, and all p € C°(Q)
/ (VU +u"Vep) - b(Tew) dL = / V (up) - b(tew)dL = 0.
Q Q
We take the limit € — 0 on the left hand side and obtain

/Q (p(z)v(z,0) + uVep(z)) - b(@) dP(0)dx = 0.
After integration by parts, this implies
/Qgp(a:) (Vu(z) —v(z,0)) - b(@) dP(w)dx = 0.

As p € C°(Q) and b € Dy, were arbitrary and since ®g,) C LI () is dense, the last equation

sol

and Lemma imply that Vu(z) —v(z,-) € V5, () for almost every z € Q.

Proof of 2: We apply Part 1 to v := ¢"u®. Evidently, u° 22 0 and hence there exists
v1 € LP(Q; V5,1 (2)) such that e7Vu® = Va© 2 v

Proof of 3: Let v € L () and ¢ € C}(Q). Then we have

sol

/Q&:VuE 1) (T;u)) dl = — /Q us (Tgw) -eVypdL .

As € = oo we obtain

/Q/Q'U(x,@) - o(2)(@) dP(@) da = 0

and since this holds for every ¢ € LI (Q) and ¢ € C}(Q), we obtain that v(z,w) €

sol

LP(Q; V5,(2)). Furthermore, for a countable dense family ¢» € W'?(Q) and ¢ € Cj(Q)

we obtain

/ edius (z)p(x) (Tzw) do = —/ u () (wa) -e0pp(z)dxr — / u®(z)Dyp (Tgw) o(x)dx
Q Q

: Q
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and in the limit

[, [oten -stei)apeyar == [ [ ue ) ) o) dpw) de.

This implies v; = D;u.
Proof of 4: Part 3 implies that @° := &7~ satisfies u° 20 and e7VuE = eViE 2 D,0 =
0. O

Important in the context of convergence of gradients is also the following recovery lemma,
obtained in [15], Section 2.3] for the L?-case.

Lemma 10.7. Let Assumptionm 10.1) hold. Let v € V0, (Q), 1 < p < oo and let Q be a
bounded convex domain. For almost every w there exists C' > 0 such that the following holds:
For every e > 0 there exists a unique V¥ € WHP(Q) with VV¥(z) = v(T2w), [V =0 and
IVllwrr@) < Cllvllze,, ) for all e > 0. Furthermore,

lim |V o) = 0.

Sketch of Proof, see [15]. By definition of L7 (€2) there exists for almost every w € Q a
function V¥ € W'P(Q) with VV¥(z) = v(rzw), [ Ve = 0. By a standard contradiction
argument, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

W e Q) WWWQSCOWWm@ﬁde)-

The last inequality implies that V* — V weakly in W'?(Q) and V¥ — V strongly in LP(Q).
Furthermore, the Ergodic Theorem 26| yields for every f € C(Q )

/fVV“’ /f Tw%/ /UdIP’ /fO_O

Hence VV = 0 and since fQ V =0 it follows V = 0. O

10.4 Uniform Extension- and Trace-Properties

For the rest of this section, we make the following assumptions. Under the Assumptions
and and using the notations introduced in Section we introduce P¢(w) := eP(w),
Qi(w):==QNP(w) and I'*(Q) := QNel(w).

Following we recall the definition

() (A) = eHI! (é N F(w)) = eH©HANT(w))

Definition 10.8 (Uniform Dirichlet extension property). Let Q be a bounded open convex
domain with Lipschitz boundary. We say for 1 < r < p that P*(w) has the uniform (r,p)-
Dirichlet extension property on Q if for almost every w there exists C, > 0 and a linear
extension operator

U: WP (P(w)) — WP (RY)

loc loc
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such that

T
Uolul(x) = Ulu()] (2)
satisfies the following: For every u € Wol”gQ(Qi (w))

||Vu€u||LT(Q) <Cu ||vu||Lp(Q§(w)) 3 ||usu||Lr(Q) < Cu ||u||LP(Q§(w))

and
HuEu”Wl,r(Rd\Q) — 0. (10.4)

Theorem shows that virtually every random geometry to which the theory of Sec-
tions applies has the (r, p)- extension property on bounded convex C'-domains Q. In
particular, we obtain the following reformulation of Theorem [1.9

Theorem 10.9. For 1 <r <§< s <p < oo let P(w) be almost surely (5, M)-regular (Def.

and isotropic cone mizing for v > 0 and f(R) (Def. as well as locally connected
and satisfy P(S > So) < fs(So) such that Assumptz’on holds. Then for almost every w the
set P° has the uniform (r,p)-Dirichlet extension property on Q.

Proof. This is almost the statement of Theorem except for (10.4)). However, for u €

Wgc)l”de(P(’i(ecu) NnQ) and m, = |[AX(nQ)| we obtain note that estimates 1)1’ can be
extended to

1 1 , 1 v
e N e ) )=o) (S )
n JAxX(nQ) M Jp()nax(nQ) mn [NQ| Jpw)nnQ)

r

1 1 p 1 v
o N =) vap ) = o) (29~ v )
n J&xX(nQ) M JP(w)nax(nQ) my [nQl Jpw)nmnq)

and the statement follows from Theorem [7.11 and Corollary n

There exists a weaker notion of extension property, which is for some applications suffi-
cient.

Definition 10.10 (Uniform weak extension property). Let Q be a bounded open convex
domain with Lipschitz boundary. We say for 1 < r < p that P°(w) has the uniform weak
(r, p)-extension property on Q if for almost every w there exists C,, > 0 and a linear extension
operator

U: W (P(w)) — WP(RY)

loc loc

such that
x

Uclu(x) :=Uu(e)] (—)

£
satisfies the following: For every u € W(i’gQ(Qi (w))

e[VUeul 1 q) + IUull 1 q) < C (8 IVull 1o . (e ) + ||u||LP(]BE(Q)ﬁP5(w))> :

Theorem 10.11. For 1 <r < py < p; < p < oo let P(w) be almost surely (6, M )-regular
(Def. such that Assumption holds. Then for almost every w the set P° has the weak
uniform (r, p)-extension property on Q.
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Proof. After rescaling, this is the statement of Theorem [1.6] m
Similarly to the extension property, we may introduce a uniform trace property.

Definition 10.12 (Uniform trace property). Let Q be a bounded open convex domain with
Lipschitz boundary. We say for 1 < r < p that [*(w) has the uniform (r, p)-trace property
on Q if for almost every w there exists C,, > 0 such that the trace operators

T.: WH(B.(Q) NP (w)) — L"(QNT*)

satisfy the estimate

||7;u||L’“(F€ﬂQ) < Cu <||u||LP(IBS(Q)ﬂPE(w)) +e ||vu||LP(IB€(Q)ﬂPE(w))> :

Theorem 10.13. Let P(w) be a stationary ergodic random open set which is almost surely
(6, M)-regular (Def. such that Assumption holds. For 1 <r < py < p < oo and
Q C R? a bounded domain with Lipschitz boundary. Then for almost every w the set P has
the uniform (r,p)-trace property on Q.

Proof. After rescaling, this is the statement of Theorem O

10.5 Homogenization on Domains with Holes

In what follows, we will naturally deal with two-scale limits of functions defined solely on
Qj. Hence we introduce the following definition.

Definition 10.14. Let 1 < p < 0o and u® € LP(Q(w)) for all € > 0. We say that (u°) con-
) <

w)

verges (weakly) in two scales to u € LP(Q: LP(P)) and write v 22 u if sup,- [ r2qs(

oo and if for every ¢ € @, and ¢ € C(Q) there holds with ¢, (z) := ()¢ (Tzw)

lim u%w,g:/ /XpuapdeP’dﬁ.
e—0 Q: QJo

The latter definition coincides with Definition for dpu, = xp()dL, which can be
verified using the ergodic theorem. Hence, we find the following lemma:
Lemma 10.15. Let 1 < p < oo andu® € LP(Qj(w)) be a sequence such that sup..q ||t 1(qs ) <

0o. Then there exists u € LP(Q; LP(P)) and a subsequence £ — 0 such that v¢ X u,

El ﬁu

Furthermore, if u® € LP(Q) is a sequence such thal sup.. [[u||»q) < o0 and u

along a subsequence € — 0 for some u € LP(Q; LP(X?)), then UE/XQ?(UJ) 2 XPU.

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma [10.3| extending u® by 0 to Q and on noting
that ¢ € ®, implies w.l.o.g. xp¢ € ®,. O]
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Lemma 10.16. Let P(w) be a random open domain such that P*(w) has the weak uniform

(r, p)-extension property on Q for 1 <r < p < oo. Then for almost every w € Q the following
holds: If u* € WHP(B_(Q) N P*(w); RY) for all € with

sup <||u€||LP(IB%E(Q)ﬂP€(w)) + €||VUEHLP(B5<Q)mPE<w>)) <C

for C independent from e > 0 then there exists a subsequence denoted by uf and a function

u e LP(Q; W (Q)) N LP(Q x P) such that

U Bu and  eVUAT RV u (10.5)

as well as
W By oand  eVuS B ypVou (10.6)

as e — 0.

Proof. We find
sup (Husug”Lr(QmPe(w)) + €||VU6UEHLT(QOPE(W))>
&€
< C'sup <HU8HLP(]BE(Q)QP5(UJ)) + SIIVUEHm(BE(QmPE(w») (10.7)

Theorem and Definition [10.10| imply now for some limit function u € L"(Q; W ())
that (10.5) and ((10.6) hold. O

We are now able to provide the:

Proof of Theorem [9.24. Theorem shows that P¢(w) satisfies the uniform weak ex-
tension property. Hence, if (ug),y is a countable dense subset of W'?(Q), we find a set of
full measure Q C € such that for every & € N and every w €  the realizations Up, are
well defined elements of W,-”(P(w)), the extension operator defined in is uniformly
bounded and hence U. defined in Definition [10.10] is uniformly bounded, too. We can thus
use the two-scale convergence method as a tool.
Given such w, we define u®(z) := uy, (Tgw) and by Lemmawe finda € LP(Q; W (Q))N

LP(Q x P) such that U.u® — @y and eVU.u® — V1. Furthermore, we find

HakHLT(QXQ) + ||vwak”LT(Q><Q) < liran_)iglf <||u€ue||LT(Q) t+e ”vu&uEHLT(Q)>
< Chfgl_}glf <HUEHLP(IBSE(Q)HP5(¢U)) +e HVUEHLP(]BE(Q)QPE(LU))>
=C (HukHLP(QxQ) + vauk“LP(QxQ)> :

Since the operator u; — 1w is linear and bounded, it can be extended to the whole of
Whe(P). O
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Proof of Theorem [9.28] For every € > 0 there exists a unique u® that solves

—&?Vuf +u =0 on B.(Q) NP(Q),
—eVu - vpey =1 on I (w)NQ,
u® =0 on 0Q .

Deriving apriori estimates in the usual way, for some C' > 0 independent from ¢ it holds

eIVl e e @) T 10 llae. e @) = €

and thus according to Lemma [10.16| we find u € LP(Q; W1 (Q2)) N LP(Q x P) such that
U 2y and VU Bt Vou

along a subsequence u® which we again denote u° in the following, for simplicity. But then

for ¢ € CH(Q) and ¢ € CH(Q) it follows

£

5/ G(rzw)ip(x) dH (z) = —52/ O(rew)(2) VU (x) - v (Tew) dH (2)
QNIre(w) QNI'e(w)
= / eVU© - (Voo (tzw)(z) + ed(t2w) V() da
Qi (w)
+ ¢ z d
|, e ds

Since the left hand side of the above calculation converges to fQ fr oY durp and ¢ was
arbitrary, we conclude. O

Proof of Theorem [9.25] Let Q = By(0) and let ¢ € C°(Q) with ¢lg,0) = 1, ¢ > 0.
According to Theorem [10.9] P has the uniform (r, p)-Dirichlet extension property. The
theorem now follows from part 2 of the following Lemma. O]

Lemma 10.17. Let P(w) be a random open domain such that P*(w) has the uniform (r,p)-
Dirichlet extension property on Q for 1 < r < p < oo. Then for almost every w € €} the
following holds:

1. Ifu® € W&’gQ(Q NP (w);RY) for all e with sup, [0 oz ) + VU | r(@s () < € for
C independent from ¢ > 0 then there exists a subsequence denoted by u® and functions
ue Wy (Q;RY) N LP(Q) and v € L"(Q; Vi) such that

u B ypu and  VuE B ypVu+ ypv ase — 0, (10.8)
U By and  VUou® 2 Vu+ v ase — 0. (10.9)

Furthermore, U.u® — u weakly in W (Q)) N LP(Q).
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2. P has the strong (r,p)-extension property with Uod = ts—lim. U.p(Tzw) for ¢ €
Whe(P).

3. If p > 2 and the Assumptions of Theorem are satisfied and T'¢(w) additionally has

the uniform (s,p)-trace property for some s > 1 then
1 2s . s
Tou” = uin L3(I° N Q; pipqy)) -
If, even further, I'¢(w) has the uniform (s,r)-trace property with r from Part 1, then

!
T — Tou

lim
e—0

—0. (10.10)

LS(FEIOQW‘?’(W))

Proof. In what follows, convergences always hold along subsequently chosen subsequences of
u®, which we always relabel by u°.
Proof of 1: Let % + % = 1. Then Theorem and the assumption that (w.l.o.g.)

xp®, C ®, yields that for some u € W'(Q;R?) and v € L"(Q; L~ ,(2))

pot
e 28 e 2s
Uu* = u and VU.u" =2Vu+wv ase — 0.

Due to (10.4) we find u € Wy (Q; R?). This yields (10.8).

Proof of 2: For u € W'P(P) with u®(z) := u(Tgw) we find for almost every w that U,
from Definition [10.8] satisfies

VU6 < C (1Y blqrpe oy + 2 16V | iqrpee (10.11)
||u€(¢u€>”LT(Q) <C ||u6¢|lLP(QﬂPE(w))

As £ — 0, Lemma [10.16] yields u®¢ =X @, VU.(¢uf) 22 Dy, where @ € LP(Q; WL"?(Q, P)).
Moreover, inequality ({10.11]) implies in the limit that

IDwtll 7z ey < C Dtz ey -

Hence we can set UoD u := fQ D, . By density, this operator extends to Vi, (P).

Proof of 3: Now let p > 2 and let the Assumptions of Theorem be satisfied and let
I'*(w) additionally have the uniform (s, p)-trace property for some s > 1. If ug is the function
from Theorem we observe for u§,(z) := ugq (T%w) for every ¢ € C°(Q) and ¢ € CL(Q)

with ¢°(z) 1= ¢(zw) that
/ uthd® dpr,) = 8/ UG eV, ug * Ure(w) dH!
QNI (w) QNI (w)
= / (WY oug + eVug - (U P°eVY + pp°eVu® + pueV¢©))
QNP* (w)

=4Awwm.
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Since ¢ and ¢ were arbitrary and V(u)) = 0 we conclude

iy [ wverduiy = [ [ uow.
e70JQnre(w) QJr

In order to show ({10.10)) note that
| Tew® = Teus

erenQus,) S 10— U@ ey T eIV (@ = W)l @opew) -

Since the first term on the right hand side converges to zero and ||V (v — u)|l 15 (q)pe (w))
is bounded, the claim follows. [

10.6 Homogenization of p-Laplace Equations

Assumption 10.18. For the rest of this work, let Assumptions and hold for
some 1 <r < p andp > 2. This implies that P and I satisfy the strong (r, p)-extension and
the strong (r,p)-trace property, as well as the weak uniform (r,p)-extension and the uniform
(r,p)-Dirichlet extension property with the uniform (r,p)-trace property. In particular, we
can apply all of the above developed theory.

In what follows, we will consider the homogenization of the following functionals:

1 1
ea) = [ (GIVaP Sl —gu) + [ P,
Q°(w) p p e (w)

where F is a convex function with 0F = f, F(-) > Fy, > —oco for some constant [, € R
and we assume that |[0F(A)| is bounded on bounded subsets A C R. Note that compared to
(1.1)) we add the term |u|” in order to reduce technical difficulties. However, we will discuss
how to treat the case of missing |u|” in Remark [10.22] Minimizers of &, satisfy the partial
differential equation system

—div (a |V P2 Vas) + ulf =g on Qp(w),
umt on 0Q. (10.12)
IV P72 Vs - vpe () = f(uf) on I (w).

and we will see that homogenization of the latter system is equivalent with a two-scale I'-
convergence of &, . In particular, we find the following

Theorem 10.19. Let Assumption hold. Then, for almost every w € ) and

£(u,v) ;:/Q/P%(|vu+u|p+|u|p)—/Q/Pgu+/Q/FF(u)dm,p

we find &, 2L € in the following sense

1. For u® — u weakly in LP(Q), u® € Wol,’gQ(QE(w)) with sup, & ,(u®) < oo, there holds

S

u € Wy (Q) and there exists v € L"(Q; V] (8%, P)) such that Vu® 2 yp - (Vu+)
and
E(u,v) <liminf &, ,(u®) .

e—0
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2. For each pair (u,v) € Wy"(Q) x LT(Q; V] (Q)) with E(u,v) < +oc there exists a
sequence u° € W(i’gQ(Qa(w)) such that u® — |P|u weakly in LP(Q), U.u® — u weakly
in Wh(Q) and Vu® 2 yp - (Vu+ v) weakly in two scales and

E(u,v) = lir% Ew(u).

Proof. 1. Evidently,

1 1
/ (— Ve 4+ L W) < CE.. ()
Qc(w) \P p

for C' independent from e. Hence the statement follows from Lemmas [10.17] and [10.4] on
particularly noting that u¢ 22 v in L3I (w); i )-

2. Step a: Let (ug),ey C Cp(Q2) be the countable dense family in W'?(Q) according to
Theorem (9.14}  Furthermore, let (¢;);y C C2°(Q) be dense in WyP(Q). Then the span
of the functions ¢;V uy is dense in L"(Q; V], (€2)). Writing S = span¢;V,u; we show
statement 2. for (u,v) € (¢;);y X S. However, for such (u,v) we find V' € span¢;uy, such
that v = V,V and V¢(x) := V(x,7zw) is well defined and measurable for every w. For
simplicity of notation, we assume V' = DU

In particular, we have for u® = u + V¢ that u® 22w and Vuf = Vu +¢eVo,uy (7’%0)) +
»;Vuy (7’%0)) and hence u® — u weakly in W'?(Q) and Vu? 2 Vu+¢;V,uy. Using essential
boundedness of V¢; uy (T%(,u), the ergodic theorem now yields

lim Vue|P = lii%/QXP (Tgw) |Vu + ¢;Veuy, (T%OJ) ¥

0@t w)
:/ / Vu+ | .
Q/p

Similarly, we show fQE(w lus P — fQ Jp lul” and st(w) qut — fQ fp gu.
Step b: By Lemma we find T u® 2 . Unfortunately, this is not enough to pass to
the limit in the integral fFf(w) F(u(z))dpg ) (z). However, we can make use of

F(u) 4+ 0F (u)eV® < F(u+¢eV®) < F(u) + 0F (u+eV*®)eVe.
Since sup, ||[V¢]|,, + |lu]|,, < oo we find

1OF (u)lo + sup [0F (u+ V)|, < C < o0

and hence
Fu) —eC < F(u+¢eV®) < F(u) +eC.

This implies by the ergodic theorem

[ Par vy @ - [ [ Fades,
Ire(w) QJT

and hence 2. for (u,v) € (¢;) ey X S
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Step ¢: We pick up an idea of [9], Proposition 6.2. For general (u,v) € W, " (Q) x
L7(Q: Vg () with E(u,v) < +00 let (i, ) € (67) 0 S with

< (10.13)

S|

l(u,v) — (unaUn)||W&’T(Q)><LT(Q;VIIM(Q))

and
1

E(u,v) — E(un, vy)] (10.14)

We achieve this in the following way: First we introduce Mg := sup F~!(—oc, M) and cut
up = min {u, Mp}. Furthermore, we set va (2, w) = X(—oomp)(u(x)) v(z,w), ie. upy = Mp
implies v = 0. Then wuy; and vy, are still in the same respective spaces. Furthermore, as
M — oo we find E(upr,vpy) — E(u,v) by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem.
Now, by the properties of F', we can approach (uar, var) by elements (uars, vars) € (95) oy X
S. By the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem we get convergence in the |-|’-terms
and using the convexity of F' and local boundedness of OF like in Step b we show that
E(urrs, vas) = E(unr,var). Successively choosing M and §, we find (un, vn) € (¢5);cn X S
satisfying [10.13H10.14].

We set eg(w) = 1 and for each (up,vn) € (¢5) ;o X S we find by Steps a and b for almost

every w some e,(w) < 5e,-1(w) such that for e < g,(w) and u, , = un(x) + Vi (2, T2w) it
holds 1
5€w E _8 nyYn)| = -
6t ) — )| <
The set Q C Q such that all &,(w) are well defined has measure 1. For such w we choose
u® = uj, , if € € (€py1,6n). Then

|Eew(u®) — E(u,v)] < fore <e,.

S

which implies the claim. O

Theorem 10.20. Let Assumption hold. Then for almost every w the following holds:
For every e > 0 let us,, € W&’gQ(QE(w)) be the unique minimizer of E. . Then

i [inllwi e, (@2 ) F e (Uinin) < 00

and for every subsequence such that U.uf,, — u weakly in LP(Q) and weakly in W (Q) with

v € L"(Q; V5 (2,P)) such that Vug,, 2 Vu+wv. It further holds u € Wy (Q) and (u,v)

is a global minimizer of € in Wy (Q) x Voot (€2).

Remark 10.21. Unfortunately, we are not able to prove uniqueness of homogenized solution
due to a lack of coercivity in the respective case. However, note that in case Conjecture|9.18§
holds, one can immediately prove that both Vu € LP(Q) and v € LP(Q; V5 (€2, P)), which
allows to show the uniqueness of the minimizer by a standard coercivity argument.

Proof. In what follows, we denote

W, =Wy (Q), V= Vi (),
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and note that every of the following countable steps works for almost every w.

Step 1: Let (u,v) € W x V, C W, x V,.. Then £(u,v) < 400 and hence by standard
arguments £ has a at least one local minimizer (ug,vg) on every closed ball of sufficiently
large radius R in W, x V),

=W, XV,

Br(0) = {(u,v) € W x Yyt lullyy, +Ilvlly, < R}

By Theorem [10.192 there exists a recovery sequence u® € W&7§Q(Q5(w)) such that u® —

S

|P|ug weakly in LP(Q), U.u® — ug weakly in W17 (Q) and Vu® 2 xp - (Vug + vg) weakly
in two scales and

E(ugr,vR) = ll_r% Ew(u).
Step 2: We conclude for the minimizers

. . o . o .
llggf HuminHW&gQ(Qf(m) < hglélf Eeo(Uiyy,) < hg%If Ew(u®) < E(upr,vr),

which at the same time implies by Theorem [10.19|1 that U.u® — u weakly in LP(Q) and
W(Q) and there exists v € L"(Q; V], (22, P)) such that Vu© 2 yp - (Vu+v) and

lullyy, + [Jvlly, < CE(ur,vr),
E(u,v) < E(ug,vR),

with C' independent from (ug,vg). Since also HU€‘|W&’5Q(Q5(UJ)) < &(ug,vR), we conclude
lurlly, + llvrlly, < CE(ur,vr),

Step 3: Similarly, if (ug+, vg+) is a further minimizer on any ball E;V:XVT (0) with E(ugs, vp+) <
E(ugr,vg) we can conclude

|urs|ly, + [[vr[ly, < CE(ur,vr)

from the argument of Step 2 and a suitable recovery sequence.

Step 4: Hence, repeating Step 1 among the local minimizers, there exists a global mini-
mizer (a,0) € EC;E}Z,’UR)(O)'

Step 5: Repeating the argument of Step 2 we hence find that every sequence of minimizers
of &, satisfies the claim. O

Remark 10.22. If the term |u|” in the above arguments is dropped, we first need to embed
U.u® uniformly into W#(Q). From here, we need s large enough such that P still has the
uniform (r, s)-trace property. This will not affect the basic structure of the proofs, however
it makes the presentation more complicated and less readable.
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Nomenclature

We use the following notations:
x ~y, x and y are neighbors, see Definition [2.43
Ai g, Ao g, As i, see Equation
A(0,P,p) = {(Z, —zq + 2¢(Z)) : (Z,xq) € B,(0)\P} (Lemma [2.2)
AX(y, z), the Admissible paths from y € Y \ {z} to = € X, see Definition [£.24]
B, (z) the Ball around = with radius r (Section
C,.a,r(x) the Cone with apix z, direction v, opening angle o and hight R (Section
convA the convex hull of A (Section
Convex averaging sequence, see Definition
(0, M)-regularity, see Definition
8, see Equation ([5.2)
E(f|-#) the Expectation of f wrt. the invariant sets,
E,,.(f|-#), the Expectation of f wrt. pp and the invariant sets,
Ergodic Theorem, see Theorems [2.19]
Ergodicity, see Definition [2.20
n-regular (local), see Definition [2.11]
n(z), see Equation (4.21])
Sv, §5, (F(RY), Tr), see Equations ,
G(z) the Voronoi cell with center z (Definition
G(P,X), G(P), the Graph constructed from P, see Definition [£.27]
I=10,1)¢ the torus (Section
# the Invariant sets,
[sotropic cone mixing, see Definition |4.1
Length(Y"), the Length of an admissible path Y, see

M (p,0), see Lemma

My, M4 (A aset), see Equation , a quantity on 0P
]\Z.ln(ac), see Equation ([£.9), a quantity on R?

M, see Equation (}5.3))

My, M, see k € Nt >0

mp,(p, £), see Lemma

my := m(pyg, pr/4), see Section

IM(R?), the Measures on R? (Section

Matern process, see Example

Mesoscopic regularity, see Definition

Mixing, see Definition [2.20

P,,P_, Inner and outer hull of P with hight r (Section

Poisson process, see Example [2.36

Q17 Q37 see " .
p(p) = sup, s T/ 4M,(p)* +2  ([E2)

-1
p(p) = inf {5 <O(p) ¢ sup,5r\/AM,(p)* +2 = p} (4.3)

Ro(x,y), see Equation (4.35))
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RY, R4, see

Random closed sets, see Definition [2.31

T = [0,1)¢ the torus (Section

7, Dynamical system (Definitions [2.15) with respect to z € R% or x € Z¢
U for local and global extension operators (Lemma [2.2)
X, Y Families of points (Section

X, (w) = X, (P(w)) =2rZ¢ N P_,(w), (2.36)

dX, X, see Notation

Yhat, see Notation

Yox, see Notation [4.26

YO{', dY, Y, see Notation m
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