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ABSTRACT. We consider the classical Villain rotator model in Z% d > 3 at sufficiently low temperature,
and prove that the truncated two-point function decays asymptotically as |z|2_d, with an algebraic rate of
convergence. We also obtain the same asymptotic decay separately for the transversal two-point functions.
This quantifies the spontaneous magnetization result for the Villain model at low temperature, and rigorously
establishes the Gaussian spin-wave conjecture in dimension d > 3. We believe that our method extends to
finite range interactions and to other abelian spin systems and abelian gauge theory in d > 3.
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CHAPTER 1

Introduction

1. General overview and statement of the main result

In this paper, we obtain precise low temperature properties of certain classical rotator models in the
Euclidean lattice Z¢, d > 3. A canonical model of rotator is the XY model, which assigns to each = € Z% a spin
taking value in S with the corresponding angle §(z) € (-, 7]. The XY model is defined formally as a Gibbs
measure with Hamiltonian given by

Hxy ==Y cos(8(z) - 0(y)).
T~y

The classical Villain model is another canonical two-component spin model which is closely related to the
XY model [72]. Given a finite cube 0 ¢ Z¢, we denote by O° its interior, 90 its boundary and F(0) its edge
set. The Villain model on the cube O with zero boundary condition is given by the following Gibbs measure

(1.1) dugoo®) =250  [1  vs(8(2)-0(y)) [T 00(0(x)) ] Lprm)(6(x))db

(z,y)<E(D) zedn zen®
where

vg(0) = ) exp (—é(e + 27Tm)2)
meZ 2
is the heat kernel on S! and Zn,o is the normalization constant that makes (1.1) a probability measure. The
expectation with respect to the Gibbs measure (1.1) is denoted by (-) W We also define the spin variable,
0,0

which takes value on the unit circle, by S, = (cosf(z),sinf(z)). By the 6 — - symmetry, we have
(0(0)-0(x
<SO.SI>‘U'Z,D,O - (e( (0)-( )))

MX,D‘O

It is known that, as a consequence of correlation inequalities [44, 18, 61], the thermodynamic limit of the
measures (1.1) exists as 0 - Z%. We denote by /,L‘B/ the corresponding infinite volume Gibbs measure. It is
clear that the quantity

(So - Sm)ug = (ei(e(o)—e(z))>ﬂv
B

is invariant under the rotations 6 - 6 + & mod 2.

There has been long standing interests in the low temperature behavior of the XY and the Villain model.
A simple heuristics suggests that, as the temperature goes to zero, the spins tend to align with each other so as
to minimize the Hamiltonian. Since exp(8cos(0)) = ¥,,,cz €xp (—g(dﬁ + 27rm)2) and cos 2 (30) ~ 1 - (86)° /2,
it is expected that at low temperature, both the XY and the Villain Gibbs measures on large scales behave
like a massless free field. This idea originated in [31] (see also [60]) and was referred to as the Gaussian
spin-wave approximation. By further making connections between the rotational symmetry of these models
and the recurrence/transience property of simple random walks, it was proved in [60] that for d < 2, there is
no spontaneous magnetization at any strictly positive temperature. A related argument was applied in [35] to
show that for d > 3, with appropriate boundary conditions, the SO(2) symmetry is broken at low temperature,
i.e., there is spontaneous magnetization (cosfg) Y > 0, but there is no spontaneous magnetization at high

temperature (and thus there is a phase transition).

Quantitative improvements of the spontaneous magnetization result were established in the 1980s. If we
believe that the low temperature behavior of the rotator models is like the one of a Gaussian free field, then a
Gaussian computation yields that for d > 3,

(1.2) (61(9(0)—9@)))%/ ~ exp ((50 =0, —%A‘l(&) - 50) =C1(B) + |C;2|((162) +o0 ( |x|‘11*2 ) .
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6 1. INTRODUCTION

For d = 2, however, a Gaussian computation yields that for large 3,

. 1 1
(1.3) (6“9(0)’9(1”>Hg s Claf 57 + 0 (2] #7).
The algebraic decay of correlation indicates the so-called Kosterlitz-Thouless transition in two dimensions [57].
In d = 2, the algebraic decay of correlations is expected to be valid for all temperatures below the critical
temperature corresponding to the K-T transition, and above which one expects exponential decay of correlations.
The Gaussian spin-wave approximation (1.3) for d = 2 remains largely open. For § sufficiently large, rigorous
(but non-optimal) power law upper and lower bounds for the two-point function were established in the
celebrated works [59] and [36].

For d > 3, Frohlich and Spencer [37] observed that the classical Villain model in Z¢ can be mapped, via
duality, to a statistical mechanical model of lattice Coulomb gas, with local neutrality constraints. They
further employed a one step renormalization argument and gave the following next order description of the
two-point function at low temperature.

ProposITION 1.1 ([37]). Let MX be the thermodynamic limit of the Villain model in 72, for d > 3. There
exist constants By = Bo(d), co = co(B,d), such that for all 5> By,

1
(So- Sac)#g =Cot+ O(|$|d_2)

Moreover, as 8 — oo,

exp((50 - 595,—%&1(50 - 51;)) > (S0 50,y 2 exp(§0 6., (—% . 0(%)) A (5, —555)).

This suggests that the truncated two-point function may be related to a massless free field in R?, which
corresponds to the emergence of a (conjectured) Goldstone Boson. Similar results were also obtained for the
Abelian gauge theory in d =4 (see [37, 51]). Kennedy and King in [55] obtained a similar low temperature
expansion for the Abelian Higgs model, which couples an XY model with a gauge fixing potential. Their
proofs rely on a different approach, via a transformation introduced by [11] and a polymer expansion.

It is also of much interest to justify the spin-wave conjecture separately for the longitudinal and transversal
two-point functions of the rotator models. The best known result is due to Bricmont et. al. [19], where they
perform a low temperature expansion of the truncated two-point function of the XY model and obtain that
there exist ¢; > co > 0, such that for sufficiently large 3,

C2 . . C1
— < < ——.
Blajiz < (sin6(0) sm@(w))ugw < G2
The proof of [19] relies on a combination of the infrared bound, a Mermin-Wagner type argument, and
correlation inequalities, and is therefore restricted to the cubic lattice with nearest neighbor interactions.
The main result of our paper, stated below, resolves the long standing spin-wave conjecture for the Villain

model in d > 3, by obtaining the precise asymptotics of the two-point functions at low temperature.

THEOREM 1. Let ﬂ‘ﬂ/ be the thermodynamic limit of the Villain model in Z2, for d > 3. There exist
constants Bo = Bo(d), co = co(B8,d),c1 =c1(B,d),ca = c2(B,d), and o= a(d) >0 such that for all 5> By,

. . Co 1
(1.4) (sin6(0) s1nt9(x))ug = = +0 ( R ) ,
and
C1 1
(1.5) (SO'SIMX =co+ |p[d-2 +O(|x|d—2+a)'

It will be clear from the proof of Theorem 1 (see the presentation in Chapters 3 and 4), that the constant ¢;

is a small correction to the prediction Cy from the free field computation (1.2) (and satisfies |c; — Ca| < e7? 1/2).
Indeed, as observed in [37], the emergent massless free field that leads to the |z|>~¢ term is contributed
from a free field (1.2), plus a vortex correction (see Chapter 3, in particular (1.5) there). Our result gives
the covariance structure of the emergent massless free field. In fact, we see that c¢o = {cosfp) - We may

characterize ¢; from the homogenization of a family of elliptic PDEs (see Chapter 4), and thus identify the
correlation structure of the continuum free field.
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The proof in this paper is robust and can be adapted to general non-cubic lattices and general finite range
interactions. It also applies to boundary conditions other than Dirichlet. For example, we may consider the
Gibbs states arising as the infinite volume limit of the Villain models with Neumann or periodic boundary
conditions. The same proof applies (except for several changes in the boundary conditions in Chapter 3 when
we apply the duality) and we can also prove Theorem 1 for these Gibbs states. With the same approach,
but more elaborate estimates, it is possible to further generalize our result and prove that the spin field
cos @, —(cosby) uy converges in distribution to a Gaussian free field, with the covariance structure given in (1.5).

Finally, the method extends to more general models such as the higher dimensional abelian spin models and
abelian lattice gauge theorems, and these may lead to several subsequent works.

2. Strategy of the proof

2.1. Sine-Gordon representation and polymer expansion. The spin wave computation (1.2) is
only heuristic and does not give the correct constants C7,C5. The main problem for the spin wave is that
it ignores the formation of vortices, that are defined on the faces of Z¢. Kosterlitz and Thouless [57] gave a
heuristic argument, that indicates that the vortices are interacting like a neutral Coulomb gas, taking integer
valued charges.

Our proof of Theorem 1 starts from an insight of Frohlich and Spencer [37], which makes this observation
rigorous. In particular, the two-point function of the Villain model in Z%, d > 3 can be mapped, via duality,
to a statistical mechanical model with integer valued and locally neutral charges on 2-forms A%(Z?). By
performing a Fourier transform with respect to the charge variable, a classical random field representation of
the Coulomb gas, known as the sine-Gordon representation is obtained. When the temperature is low enough,
the charges are essentially supported on short range dipoles, therefore a one-step renormalization argument
and a cluster expansion can be applied, following the presentation of [12], in order to reduce the effective
activity of the charges. This leads to an effective, vector-valued random interface model with infinite range and
uniformly convex potential. The question of the asymptotic behavior of the two-point function is thus reduced
to the question of the quantitative understanding of the large-scale properties of the random interface model.

2.2. Hellfer-Sjostrand PDE and regularity. The study of the large-scale properties of the random
interface model starts from the insight of Naddaf and Spencer [65] that the fluctuations of the field are closely
related to an elliptic homogenization problem for the Helffer-Sjéstrand equation [53, 70]. This approach
has been used by Giacomin, Olla and Spohn in [40] to prove that the large-scale space-time fluctuations
of the field is described by an infinite dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process and by Deuschel, Giacomin
and Toffe to establish concentration properties and large deviation principles on the random surface (see
also Sheffield [69], Biskup and Spohn [15], Cotar and Deuschel [21] and Adams, Buchholz, Kotecky and
Miiller [2] for an extension of these results to some non-convex potentials). An important component of
the strategy presented in many of the aforementioned articles relies on a probabilistic approach: one can,
through the Helffer-Sjostrand representation, reduce the problem to a question of random walk in dynamic
random environment, and then prove properties on this object, e.g. invariance principles, using the results
Kipnis and Varadhan [56], or annealed upper bounds on the heat kernel (see Delmotte and Deuschel [30]).
However, the results obtained so far using this probabilistic approach are not quantitative, and it cannot be
easily implemented to study nonlinear functionals of the field. A more analytical approach was developed
by Armstrong and Wu in [6], where they extend and quantify the homogenization argument of Naddaf and
Spencer [65], resolved an open question posed by Funaki and Spohn [38] regarding the C? regularity of surface
tension, and also positively resolve the fluctuation-dissipation conjecture of [40].

The approach followed in this article is the analytical one, and fits into the program developed in [65, 6]
on homogenization for the random interface models. Since the sine-Gordon representation and the polymer
expansion give a random interface model valued in the vector space R() (which corresponds to the dimension
of the space of discrete 2-forms on Z? used to derive the dual Villain model as explained in Section 2.1 and
Chapter 3) with long range and uniformly convex potential, an application of the strategy of Naddaf and
Spencer [65] to this model gives a Helffer-Sjostrand operator of the form

(2.1) Ay + L,
which is an infinite dimensional elliptic operator acting on functions defined in the space Q x Z¢ (see (4.1) in

Chapter 3 for the precise definition of this operator), where Q is the space of functions from Z< to R() in
which the vector-valued random interface considered in this article is valued. The operator Ay is the (infinite



8 1. INTRODUCTION

dimensional) Laplacian computing derivatives with respect to the height of the random surface and L is
an operator associated to a uniformly elliptic system of equations with infinite range (and with exponential
decay on the size of the long range coefficients) on the discrete lattice Z¢. The analysis of these systems
requires to overcome some difficulties; a number of properties which are valid for elliptic equations, and used
to study the random interface models, are known to be false for elliptic systems. It is for instance the case
for the maximum principle, which implies there is no the random walk representation for this model, the De
Giorgi-Nash-Moser regularity theory for uniformly elliptic and parabolic PDE (see [66, 28], [43, Chapter §]
and the counterexample of De Giorgi [29]) and the Nash-Aronson estimate on the heat kernel (see [8]).

To resolve this lack of regularity, we rely on a perturbative argument and make use of ideas from Schauder
theory (see [52, Chapter 3]); we leverage on the fact that the inverse temperature 3 is chosen very large so
that the elliptic operator £ can be written

L= —%A + Eperty

where the operator Ly is a perturbative term; its typical size is of order 6’% <« B7'. One can thus prove
that any solution u of the equation (2.1) is well-approximated on every scale by a solution u of the equation
Ay - %A for which the regularity can be easily established. It is then possible to borrow the strong regularity
properties of the function @ and transfer it to the solution of (2.1). This strategy is implemented in Chapter 5
and allows us to prove the C%!~¢-regularity of the solution of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation, and to deduce
from this regularity property various estimates on other quantities of interest (e.g, decay estimates on the
heat kernel in dynamic random environment, decay and regularity for the Green’s function associated to the
Helffer-Sjostrand operator). The regularity exponent € depends on the dimension d and the inverse temperature
B, and tends to 0 as B tends to infinity; in the perturbative regime, the result turns out to be much stronger
than the C%%regularity provided by the De Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory (for some tiny exponent a > 0) in the
case of elliptic equations, and implies sufficient mixing of the solution to the Helffer-Sjostrand equation.

2.3. Stochastic homogenization. The main difficulty in the establishment of Theorem 1 is that since
the Villain model is not exactly solvable, the dependence of the constants ¢; and co on the dimension d and the
inverse temperature 3 is highly non explicit; one does not expect to have a simple formula for these coefficients
but it is necessary to analyze them in order to prove the expansions (1.4) and (1.5). This is achieved by using
tools from the theory of quantitative stochastic homogenization.

This theory is typically interested in the understanding of the large-scale behavior of the solutions of the
elliptic equation

(2.2) -V-a(x)Vu=0,

where a is a random, uniformly elliptic coefficient field that is stationary and ergodic. The general objective is
to prove that, on large scales, the solutions of (2.2) behave like the solutions of the elliptic equation

(2.3) ~-V-avu=0,

where a is a constant uniformly elliptic coefficient called the homogenized matriz. The theory was initially
developed in the 80’s, in the works of Kozlov [58], Papanicolaou and Varadhan [67] and Yurinskil [73]. Dal
Maso and Modica [22, 23] extended these results a few years later to nonlinear equations using variational
arguments inspired by I'-convergence. All of these results rely on the use of the ergodic theorem and are
therefore purely qualitative.

The main difficulty in the establishment of a quantitative theory is the question of the transfer of the
quantitative ergodicity encoded in the coefficient field a to the solutions of the equation. This problem was
addressed in a satisfactory fashion for the first time by Gloria and Otto in [47, 48], where, building upon the
ideas of [65], they used spectral gap inequalities (or concentration inequalities) to transfer the quantitative
ergodicity of the coefficient field to the solutions of (2.2). These results were then further developed in [49, 50]
and also in collaboration with Neukamm in [46] and [45].

Another approach, which is the one pursued in this article, was initiated by Armstrong and Smart in [7],
who extended the techniques of Avellaneda and Lin [9, 10], the ones of Dal Maso and Modica [22, 23] and
obtained an algebraic, suboptimal rate of convergence for the homogenization error of the Dirichlet problem
associated to the nonlinear version of the equation (2.2). These results were then improved in [3, 4, 5] to obtain
optimal rates. Their approach relies on mixing conditions on the coefficient fields and on the quantification of
the subadditivity defect of dual convex quantities (see Chapter 6). The paper [7] also addressed for the first
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time a large-scale regularity theory for the solutions of (2.2), which was later improved in the works of [45] and
[4]. An extension of the techniques of [5] to the setting of differential forms (which also appear in this article
in the dual Villain model) can be found in [24], and to the uniformly convex gradient field model in [25].

To prove Theorem 1, we apply the techniques of [5] to the Helffer-Sjostrand equation to prove the
quantitative homogenization of the mixed derivative of the Green’s function associated to this operator. The
strategy can be decomposed into two steps.

The first one relies on the variational structure of the Helffer-Sjostrand operator and is the main subject
of Chapter 6: following the arguments of [5, Chapter 2], we define two subadditive quantities, denoted by v
and v*. The first one corresponds to the energy of the Dirichlet problem associated to the Hellfer-Sjostrand
operator (2.1) in a domain U ¢ Z? and subject to affine boundary condition, the second one corresponds to the
energy of the Neumann problem of the same operator with an affine flux. Each of these two quantities depends
on two parameters: the domain of integration U and the slope of the affine boundary condition, denoted by p
(for v) and p* (for v*). These energies are quadratic, uniformly convex with respect to the variables p and p*,
and satisfy a subadditivity property with respect to the domain U; in particular, an application of Fekete’s
Lemma shows that these quantities converge as the size of the domain tends to infinity

1 1
v (U, —p-a and v*(U,p* —p*-a.p’.
( p)|[ﬂj’w2p p ( p)‘ﬁwQP p
The coefficient & obtained this way plays a similar role as the homogenized matrix in (2.3); in the case of the
present random interface model, it gives the coefficient obtained in the continuous (homogenized) Gaussian
free field which describes the large-scale behavior of the random surface as established by Naddaf and Spencer
n [65]. The objective of the proofs of Chapter 6 is to quantify this convergence and to obtain an algebraic

rate: we show that there exists an exponent a > 0 such that for any cube 0 ¢ Z¢ of size R > 0,
1
(2.4) v(U.p) - 5p-ap

The strategy to prove the quantitative rate (2.4) is to use that the maps p » v (U,p) and p* — v* (U,p*)
are approximately convex dual. We use a multiscale argument to prove that, by passing from one scale to
another, the convex duality defect must contract (in particular, it is equal to 0 in the infinite volume limit, i.e.,
A, =a '). More precisely we show that the convex duality defect can be controlled by the subadditivity defect,
and then iterate the result over all the scales from 1 to R to obtain (2.4). As a byproduct of the proof, we
obtain a quantitative control on the sublinearity of the finite-volume corrector defined as the solution of the
Dirichlet problem: given an affine function [, of slope p and a cube O ¢ 74 of size R,

(Acb"'C)(lp"‘X\j,p):Oian[]7
Xop=0onQx00O.

1
+|v(U,p") - §p* ‘A, pt| < CR™“.

This estimate takes the following form

1 c
(25) 7 oolzou) < o

where the average L?-norm is considered over both the spatial variable and the random field.

We note that, contrary to the case of the homogenization of the elliptic equation (2.2), the subadditive
quantities are deterministic objects and are applied to the operator (2.1) which is essentially infinite dimensional.
While the proofs of [5, Chapter 2] rely on a finite range dependence assumption to quantify the ergodicity of
the coefficient field, we rely here on the regularity properties of the Helffer-Sjostrand operator to prove sufficient
decorrelation estimates on the field to obtain the algebraic rate of convergence stated in (2.4). The same
issues were addressed in the work of Armstrong and Wu [6], to study the Vé-model and prove C2-regularity
of the surface tension conjectured by Funaki and Spohn [38]; the arguments presented there are somewhat
similar to ours but with a distinct difference: they rely on couplings based on the probabilistic interpretation
of the equation to obtain sufficient decorrelation of the gradient field. In the present paper, we rely on the
observation that the differential with respect to the field Ou, where u is a solution to the Helffer-Sjostrand
equation, solves a differentiated Helffer-Sjostrand equation introduced in Section 4 of Chapter 5, and the
decorrelation follows from the regularity theory for the differentiated Helffer-Sjostrand operator.

The second step in the argument, which extends the results of [6], is to prove quantitative homogenization
of the mixed derivative of the Green’s function associated to the Helffer-Sjostrand operator (2.1). In the
setting of the divergence from elliptic operator (2.2), the properties of the Green’s function are well-understood;
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moment bounds on the Green’s function, its gradient and mixed derivative are proved in [30], [13] and [20].
Quantitative homogenization estimates are proved in [5, Chapters 8 and 9] and in [14]. The argument relies
on a common strategy in stochastic homogenization: the two-scale expansion. It is implemented as follows:
given a function f : QO — R which depends on the field and satisfies some suitable regularity assumptions (e.g. f
depends on finitely many height variables of the random surface, is smooth and compactly supported), the

large-scale behavior of the fundamental solution Gg : Q x Z¢ — R()*G) of the (g)-dimensional elliptic system
(A + L) Ge =1,
is described by the (deterministic) fundamental solution G : Z¢ — R(G)*() of the homogenized elliptic system
-v-avG = (f), &,

e
where the notation pg is used to denote the law of the random surface and (f) s denotes the expectation
of the function f with respect to the probability measure pg. The proof of this result relies on a two-scale
expansion for systems of equations: we select a suitable cube 0 € R? and define the function

d (5)
Hoip =G+ ) ) Xoei,; ViGik

i=1j=1
We then compute the value of (A, + £) H and prove, by using the quantitative information obtained on the
corrector (2.5), that this value is small in a suitable functional space. This argument shows that the function
H (resp. its gradient) is quantitatively close to the functions G (resp. its gradient). Once this is achieved,
we can iterate the argument to obtain a quantitative homogenization result for the mixed derivative of the
Green’s function following the description given at the beginning of Chapter 6. The overall strategy is similar
to the one in the case of the divergence form elliptic equations (2.2) but a number of technicalities need to be
treated along the way:

e The infinite dimensional Laplacian Ay needs to be taken into account in the analysis;
e The elliptic operator £ given in the model has infinite range;
e One needs to homogenize an elliptic system instead of an elliptic PDE.

While the first point has been successfully addressed by [6], the last two points are intrinsic to the Coulomb
gas representation of the dual Villain model. Overcoming these difficulties requires new adaptation of the
methods developed in [5] and [6].

3. First order expansion of the two point-functions

The first order expansion of the two-point function is obtained by post-processing all the arguments
above. We first use the sine-Gordon representation and the polymer expansion to reduce the problem to the
understanding of the large scale behavior of a vector-valued random surface model, whose Hamiltonian is a
small perturbation of the one of a Gaussian free field. We then use the ideas of Naddaf and Spencer [65]
and Schauder regularity theory (through a perturbative argument) to obtain a precise understanding of the
correlation structure of the random field. Unfortunately, the regularity obtained this way is not strong enough
to establish Theorem 1 and to obtain a sharp control on the large-scale behavior of the solutions of the
Helffer-Sjostrand equation, we adapt the recent techniques in quantitative stochastic homogenization developed
in [5]. We can then combine this result with the regularity theory and the rotation and symmetry invariance
of the Villain model to prove Theorem 1. The proof of this result requires to analyze a number of terms to
isolate the leading order terms and to estimate quantitatively the lower order ones. It is rather technical and
is split into two chapters: in Chapter 4 we present a detailed sketch of the argument, isolate the leading order
from the lower order terms and state the estimates on each of these terms; Chapter 8 is devoted to the proof of
the technical estimates and the estimates of the various terms obtained in Chapter 4 using the results proved
in Chapters 5, 6 and 7.

4. Open questions

Finally, we discuss some open questions regarding the low temperature phase of the classical XY model in
7%, d > 3. The Gaussian spin-wave approximation predicts that the two-point function of the XY model also
admits a low temperature expansion stated in Theorem 1. It is believable that our method can be adapted
to resolve this conjecture for the XY model. The main challenge is that, unlike the Villain model, when
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passing to the dual model the two-point function cannot be factorized as a Gaussian contribution and a vortex
contribution (see Chapter 3, (1.5)), thus requires a new idea for renormalization.

5. Organization of the paper

This paper is organized as follows. In the next chapter we introduce some preliminary notations. In
Chapter 3, we recall the dual formulation of the Villain model in terms of a vector-valued random interface
model, based on the ideas of Frohlich and Spencer [37] and following the presentation of Bauerschmidt [12].
We also establish the existence of a thermodynamic limit for the dual Villain model by coupling the Langevin
dynamics of the finite volume models following the technique of Funaki and Spohn [38]. We then derive the
Helffer-Sjostrand equation for the dual model and state the main regularity estimates on the Green’s function
proved in Chapter 5 and the quantitative homogenization of the mixed derivative of the Green’s function
proved in Chapters 6 and 7. In Chapter 4, we sketch the proof of the main theorem, assuming the C%!~¢
regularity for the solutions of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation (established in Chapter 5), and the quantitative
homogenization of the mixed derivative of the Green’s function (established in Chapter 7). In Chapter 6, we
introduce the subadditive energy quantities and show by a multiscale iterative argument that they converge at
an algebraic rate. Finally in Chapter 8, we give detailed proofs of the claims in Chapter 4.
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CHAPTER 2

Preliminaries

1. Notations and assumptions

1.1. General notations and assumptions. We work on the Euclidean lattice Z¢ in dimension d > 3.
We say that two points z,y € Z? are neighbors, and denote it by z ~ v, if |z —y|l1 = 1. We denote by eq,...,ex
the canonical basis of R?. We denote by || the standard Euclidean norm on the lattice Z¢. For each integer
ke{l,...,d}, a k-cell of the lattice Z? is a set of the form, for a subset {i1,...,ix} € {1,...,d} and a point
xeZ?,

k
{$+Zx\leil eR?: 0< A, 0 A Sl}.
=1
We equip the set of k-cells with an orientation induced by the canonical orientation of the lattice Z? and denote
by A*(Z4) the set of oriented k-cells of the lattice Z¢. Given a k-cell ¢, we denote by dcy the boundary of
the cell; it can be decomposed into a disjoint union of (k- 1)-cells. The values k = 0,1,2 are of specific interest
to us; they correspond to the set of vertices, edges and faces of the lattice Z¢. We will denote these spaces by
V(Z%), E(Z%) and F(Z%) respectively.
Given a subset U ¢ Z¢ we define its interior U°® and its boundary U by the formulas

U={zeU:zx~y = yeU} and 9U:=U~\U".

If the subset U ¢ Z¢ is finite, we denote by |U| its cardinality and refer to this quantity as the volume of U.
We denote by diam U the diameter of U defined by the formula diam U := sup, , ;s [z - y|. Given a point z € z¢

and a radius r > 0, we denote by B(z,r) the discrete euclidean ball of center x and radius r. We frequently
use the notation B, to mean B(0,r).
A discrete cube O of Z% is a subset of the form

O:=x+[-N,N]*nZ? with = ¢ Z? and N ¢ N.

We refer to the point x as the center of the cube O and to the integer 2N + 1 as its length. Given a parameter
r >0, we use the nonstandard convention of denoting by rO the cube

ro:=a+ [-rN,rN]*nz<.

We denote by A¥(0) the set of oriented k-cells ghich are included in the cube 0. In the specific cases k = 1,2
and 3, we denote by V(O), E(0) and F(O) the set of vertices, edges and faces of the cube O respectively.

For each integer i € {1,...,d},we denote by h; the reflection of the lattice Z¢ with respect to the hyperplane
{z €Z%: 2z = 0}, ie.,

AR A
hi =
(Zl,"'azd) e (Zla"'a_ziv"'vzd)'
For each pair of integers ¢,j € {1,...,d} with ¢ < j, we denote by h;; the map
AR
hi =
(21,...,Zd) = (217...,Zj,...,ZZ‘,...,Zd).

We define H the group of lattice preserving transformation to be the group of linear maps generated by the
collections of functions (hi);¢;cq and (hi;), ;. 4 With respect to the composition law.
Given three real numbers X,Y € R and k € [0, 00), we write

X=Y+0(r) ifandonly if |X -Y|<k.

13
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1.2. Notations for vector-valued functions. For each integer k € N, we let }"(ZdJRk) be the set of

functions defined on Z? and taking values in R¥. Given a function g € f(Zd,Rk), we denote by g1, ..., gk its
components on the canonical basis of R* and write g = (g1,...,gr). We define the support of the function g to
be the set

supp g := {m ez g(z) + 0}.
The oscillation of a function g over a set U € Z% is defined by the formula
= —infg.
oscg sgpg inf g
For each exponent « > 0, we define the C%*-Hélder seminorm of the function ¢ over the set U by
lg(x) —9(y)l
Ilaoary == sup =,
Islce o syeUasy | T =Y
For each integer i € {1,...,d}, we define its discrete i-th derivative V;g:Z? - R* by the formula, for each
xeZ?,
Vig(z) = g(z +e;) - g(x),
and its gradient Vg :Z? - R%* by the formula
(1.1) vg(z) = (vig(x))lsisd = (vigj(x))lgigd,lsjgk :

We denote by V; the adjoint gradient defined by the formula V!g(x) = g(z —¢;) — g(z). A property of the
discrete setting is that the L®-norm of the gradient of a function g is bounded from above by the C%*-Hélder
seminorm of this function: we have, for any U ¢ Z% and any exponent o > 0,

sup [Vg(@)[ < [g]co.e(ury -
xeU

The Laplacian Ag: Z? - R” is defined by the formula, for each point z € Z,
(1.2) Ag(x) =3 (9(y) - 9()).

Yy~T
For each integer n € N, one can consider the iteration V™ on the gradient and A" of the Laplacian. We
note that these discrete operators have range n and 2n respectively, i.e., given a point z € Z% and a function
u:Z% - RF one can compute the value of V™u(x) (resp. A™u(z)) by knowing only the values of u inside the
ball B(x,n) (resp. B(z,2n)). For each function g:Z% x Z* - R*, we denote by V, and V,, the gradients with
respect to the first and second variable respectively, i.e., for each point (z,y) € Z¢ x Z2, we write

vxg(x7y) = (gj(x + eia Z/) - gj(x7y))1gigd71gjgk a‘nd vyg(xvy) = (gj(xvy + 67;) - g] (J?, y))lginggjgk N

We similarly define the i-th derivatives V; , and V; , and the Laplacians A, and A, with respect to the first
and second variables.

Given two functions f,g : Z¢ - R* and a point x € Z¢, we define the scalar product f(z)-g(z) :=
Y4 fe(x)gr(z). To ease the notation, we may write f(z)g(z) to mean f(z)-g(x). We define the L2-scalar
product (-,-) according to the formula

(1.3) (f.9)= 2. f(@)g(x),

zeZd

We restrict this scalar product to a set U € Z? and define, for any pair of functions f,g: U — R¥,

(1.4) (f,9)y =, f(@)g(x).

zelU

We define the divergence operator V- on vector valued functions: given a function F': Z% - R®* we denote
by V- F:Z% - RF the unique function which satisfies, for each compactly supported function g : Z¢ - R*,

(F,vg)==(V-Fyg).
If we use the definition (1.1) and denote by (
the identity V- F = (S, ViFy),_ -

Given an integer [ € N and a function h : Z¢ - R!, we denote by g ® h : Z? - R**! the tensor product
between the two functions h and ¢; it is defined by the formula, for each point x € Z¢,

(1.5) 9@ h(x) = (9i(2)n;(2)) 1 <iep1<j< -

Fij)1gigd 1<j<k the components of the function F', then we have
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This notation allows to expand gradients of products of functions: for each function u: Z% - R, one has

(1.6) V(ug)(z) = Vu® g(z) + u(z)Vg(z).

Given a bounded subset U ¢ Z¢, we define the average of g over the set U by the formula

1 > g(x) e R,

9y =
v |U| xeU

For each real number p € [1,00) and each subset U ¢ Z%, we define the L? (U)-norm

P
lgl ooy = ( > Ig(x)l”) and gl pe ) = sup lg()].
xeU xe

where the notation |- | denotes the euclidean norm on R¥. Given a bounded subset U ¢ Z?, we denote by
LP(U) the normalized norms

1

191 ooy = (|U| ) |g<x>|ﬁ) .
xel

We introduce the normalized Sobolev norms H'(U) and H™'(U) by the formulas

1
9ty = o W9y + 19912y and gl = {500y = £:U =R s <1

We note that for each bounded connected subset U ¢ Z¢, the Poincaré inequality implies the estimate
9= (90l 2oy < € (diamU) [9g] 2 0 -

We denote by Hg(U) the set of functions from U to R* which are equal to 0 outside the set U (by analogy to
the Sobolev space). We implicitly extend the functions of H(U) by the value 0 to the entire lattice Z¢. For
p,q € [1,00], we need to consider linear operators from LP(Z%) into Lq(Zd); we introduce the operator norm
on this space according to the formula, for each A: LP(Z?) - L(Z%),

|||A|||LP(Zd)—>Lq(Zd) = SUP{HAUHLq(zd) ruelP (Zd)v Hu”LP(Zd) < 1}‘

Note that, for each p € [1,00], the discrete gradient and Laplacian have a finite operator norm in the space
LP (Z%).

We frequently consider functions defined from Z<¢ an d valued in R of the form z — |z|7*. We implicitly
extend these functions at the point = = 0 by the value 1 so that they are defined on the entire lattice Z?. For
instance, we may write, given two integers k,l € N such that k + 1> d and a point y € Z9,

1 1 1 1 1 1

_— to mean —_— +
2 oo o B ol Tl

+ .
P Lyl

Finally Section 4 of Chapter 8 requires to work with Fourier analysis, we thus introduce the Schwartz space of
rapidly decreasing functions of R% by the formula

S(RY):= {f e (R?) : Vo, BeN, sup [z|* |V’ f| < oo}
zeRe

as well as the set of tempered distributions S’ (Rd) to be its topological dual. Given a function g € S (Rd), we
define its Fourier transform §:R?% - R by the formula

79 = [ g@)e " da,

and extend the Fourier transform to the space of tempered distributions following the standard procedure.
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1.3. Notations for matrix-valued functions. Given an pair of integers k,l € N, we may identify the
vector space R**! with the space of (k x [)-matrices with real coefficients. Given a map F : Z% - R, we
denote its components by (Fij)lgigk 1<)l For each integer 7 € {1,...,k}, we denote by F;. the map

z7¢ - R
k
j=1

We similarly define the map F; for each integer j € {1,...,l}. We define the product between two maps
F:7% - R> and ¢:Z% - R* by the formula

Fi,i

1<j<l

7% > R,
k
T (Z; Fij(x)fj(x))

We may abuse notations and write gF' instead of Fg.

Fg:

1<i<l

1.4. Notations for the parabolic problem. In Chapter 5, we need to study solutions of parabolic
equations. We introduce in this section a few definitions and notations pertaining to this setting. For s >0
and t € R, we define the time intervals I, := (-s,0] and I,(t) := (-s + t,t]. Given a point x € Z¢ and a radius
r >0, we denote the parabolic cylinder by Q,.(t,z) := I,2(t) x B(z,r) (where B(z,r) is the discrete ball). To
simplify the notation, we write @, to mean @,.(0,0). Given a function v : Q,(¢t,z) » R, we define its average
over the parabolic cylinder (U)Qr(t,r) by the formula

1 0
(Mo, = 215 f o 2 ultayr

Given a finite subset V € Z? or a bounded open set V ¢ R?, we denote by d,(I, x V) the parabolic boundary
of the cylinder I, x V' defined by the formula

Ou(I, xV):=(I,x0V)u ({—rz} xV).

1.5. Notations pertaining to Gibbs measures. Given a cube O ¢ Z%, we let Qq(0) be the set of
vector-valued functions ¢ : 0 — R() such that ¢ =0 on dO. We often drop the dependence on the domain

when it is clear from the context. We also let €, be the set of vector-valued functions ¢ : Z¢ — R(:) satisfying
the growth condition ¥,cz4 [p(z)[2e™1?! < co. Given z € Z¢, we define 7, : Q@ — Q to be a translation of elements

in Q: 7o) =o(z+-).
Given an inverse temperature 3, a probability measure ;g on 2 and measurable function X : {2 - R which
is either nonnegative or integrable with respect to the measure 118, we denote its expectation and variance by

(X, = [ X@uso) and  van, [X]= [ [¥(0) - (%), | maae).

For each real number p € [1, 00), we define the L” (u5)-norm of the random variable X according to the formula

1
XLy = ( f, XOP 1500))" and 1K1 e, = esssupl X (0)]
€

For each point = € Z¢ and each integer i € {17 e (g)}7 we let w; ; be the function

e, ifx=y
wai(y) = 0if x #y,
where (el7 ... ,e(d)) is the canonical basis of R(2). We define the differential operators 0, ; and 0, by the
2
formulas
’U’(¢ + hww,i) - U((b)
h

Op,iu(@) = }Li_r)% and  dyu(¢) = (8I71u, . ,8z,(g)u) .
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We let CIOC(Q) be the set of smooth, local and compactly supported functions of the set 2. We define the
space H' (ug) to be the closure of the space C{2 () with respect to the norm (rescaled with respect to the
inverse temperature (3)

ocC

1
2
2
”uHHl(Mﬁ) = ”UHLz(M) + (/8 Z |8ﬁt‘u|L2(uB)) :

TeZd

For any subset U ¢ Z4, we let L? (U, 1g) to be the set of measurable functions u : 74 x Q@ - R¥ which satisfy

2
HUHLZ(U,;”;) = (Z |“(z7')|L2(uﬁ)) < .
xeU

When the set U is finite, we define the normalized L? (U, j15)-norm by the formula

1
= (7 E e M)
as well as the space-field average

(U)U,}LB: |U‘ Z u(x )

xeU
More generally, for p,q € [1,00] and a set U ¢ Z%, we introduce the LP (U, L7 (y5))-norm by the formula

TPES O T

We define the norm H' (U, 1) by the formula

N

2 2
il = 5 100 s+ 19l
xelU

as well as the normalized H'(U, pg)-norm

1 ) 2
e — ) v .
Il g (7,09 ((d U0 I;JH w(@, )72 ) + IUII%U” yu(e, )IILz(#B) 7 |H U|L2(U,u5))

We define the subset Hg (U, u5) to be the subset of functions of Hj (U, ug) which are equal to 0 on the
boundary OU x Q. We implicitly extend these functions by the value 0 to the space Z?. In particular, we always
think of elements of H (U, uug) as functions defined on the the entire space. We introduce the seminorm

1

g 2 1 2 :
[[u]]ﬁl(U7uﬁ) = (|U| Z ”ayu(xf)”m(uﬂ) + ﬁ Hvu”[ﬁ(U,Mﬁ) .

U,yeZd

We define the H™ (U, 1)-norm by the formula

HUHH_l(U,y,ﬁ) = {U| m;] u(aj ’U((E ))p,ﬁ BOAS H(% (U7 :U/B)7 HUHEI(U,M) < 1} .

We next state a Poincaré inequality for H'(U, 1g). We give two statements, one for functions which vanish

on the boundary of U and another for zero-mean functions in the case U is a cube.

LEMMA 1.1 (Poincaré inequality for H'(U, ug)). Let Oy be a cube of size L. There exists C(d, ) < oo
such that:

(i) For every subset U € O, and w € Hy(U, ug),
(1.7) HwHL2(U;LB) <CL [[w]]Hl(U,u,g)
(ii) For every L e N, every cube O’ €Oy, and we H (T, ug),

(1.8) ||w —(w)y <CL [[w]]Hl(D,

L2(0,pp )_ pa)
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PRrROOF. In the case of (i), since w vanishes on OU, the (discrete) Poincaré inequality on U yields

(S tap) <oz 3 fivuter)

zeU ecE(U) He

In the case of (ii), we may suppose without loss of generality that (w), = 0 and then apply the (discrete)
Poincaré inequality for mean-zero functions on O’ to obtain

(D) <lcamE? 5 ) <o 3 (@],

xen’ s ecE(O) s ecE(0')

2. Discrete differential forms

2.1. Definitions and basic properties. Given an integer k € {0,...,d}, we denote by A*(Z?) the set
of oriented k-cells of the hypercubic lattice Z¢;

For each k-cell ¢, we denote by c;l the same k-cell as ¢i with reverse orientation and by dcy the boundary
this cell. A k-form u is a mapping from A*(0) to R such that u(c;') = —u (cx) .

Given a k-form u, we define its exterior derivative du according to the formula, for each oriented (k + 1)-
cell cg.1,
(2.1) du (cge1) = 2 u(ck),

CkEOCK1

where the orientation of the face ¢ is given by the orientation of the (k + 1)-cell ck41; we set the convention

du =0 for any d-form u. We define the codifferential d* according to the formula, for each (k—1)-cell ¢x_1 and
each k-form u: A* (0) - R,
(2.2) du(cp-1) = Y. u(cr).
ack 3Cl-1

Clearly, du is a (k + 1)-form and d*u is a (k — 1)-form; we set d*u =0 for any 0-form u. One also verifies the
properties, for each k-form u : A¥(0) - R, ddu = 0 and d*d*u = 0. For arbitrary k-forms u,v : AF(Z9) - R
with finite support, we define the scalar product (-,-) by the formula
(2.3) (w,0) = > uler)v(cr).

creAR(Z2)
We restrict the scalar product (-,-) to forms which are only defined in a cube O; we denote the corresponding
scalar product by (-,-)g. It is defined by the formula, for each pair of forms k-forms u,v : A¥(0) — R,

(u,v) = Z u(cg)v(er).

creAF (D)
The codiferential d* is the formal adjoint of the exterior derivative d with respect to this scalar product:
Given a k-form u: A*(Z?) - R and a (k + 1)-form v : A**1(Z9) - R with finite supports, one has the identity
(2.4) (du,v) = (u,d*v).

For an integer k € {0,...,d -1} and a cube O € Z¢, we define the tangential boundary of the cube 9y, 4O to
be the set of all the k-cells which are included in the boundary of the cube 0. Given a k-form u: A¥(0) - R,
we define its tangential trace tu to be the restriction of the form u to the set Ji 0. One has the formula, for
each k-form u : A¥(0) — R such that tu = 0 and each (k + 1)-form v: A*(0) - R,

(du,v)y = (u,d*v),.
We will need the following lemma.

LEMMA 2.1 (Poincaré). Let o< Z% be a cube of the lattice Z¢ of sidelength R and k be an integer in the
set {1,...,d-1}. For each k-form f: A¥(0) — R such that df =0 and tf =0 on the tangential boundary O +O,
there exists a (k—1)-form u: A¥71(0) - R such that tu =0 on the tangential boundary Ok +O and du = f in
the cube O. Additionally, one can choose the form u such that

1
= lull 2oy + VUl 2y < C I L2y -
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An important role is played by the set of integer-valued, compactly supported forms ¢ which satisfy dg = 0
and have connected support. We denote by Q the set of these forms, i.e.,

(2.5) Q= {q : 2% > 7 : |suppg| < oo, suppgq is connected and dg = O}.
We may restrict our considerations to the charges of Q whose support is included in a cube 0O ¢ Z¢; to this
end, we introduce the notation

Op = {q :Z% - 7 : suppq € O, suppgq is connected and dg = 0}.

We will need to use the following version of Lemma 2.1 for the forms of the set Q.

LEMMA 2.2 (Poincaré for integer valued forms). Let k be an integer of the set {1,...,d-1} and q be a
k-form with values in Z such that dg = 0, then there exists a (k—1)-form n, with values in Z such that g = dn,.
Moreover, ng can be chosen such that suppng is contained in the smallest hypercube containing the support of
q and such that

Ingll = < Clqly -
As it is useful in the article, we record a series of inequalities satisfied by the charges ¢q € Q,

lall - < Nl
diamg < [supp g < |q];
Ingllp~ < Claly

(2.6) diamng < Cq|

d
ql & qlq1 >
lsuppn,| < C g
d+l
Ingll 1 < lsupp nglngl .« < Clgly"

)

b 411
Ingll e < lngls Inglf- < Cllalf
The proofs of these results use (2.2) and the fact that the charges are valued in the set Z; they are left to the
reader. Given a point (z,y) € Z% x Z?, we denote by Q, and Q.. the set of charges g € Q such that the point
x and the points x,y belong to the support of n, respectively, i.e.,

Q,:={qeQ:zesuppny; and Q,,:={qeQ: zesuppny and yesuppngy}.
Similarly we also define

Ous={qeQp:xesuppnyt and Qpuy:={qeQp: zesuppn, and y€suppn,}.
We also record two inequalities involving the sum of charges: for each pair of points (z,y) € Z¢, each integer
k € N and each constants ¢ >0 and > 1
S [q|feevBlaly ¢ cemeoV?
q€Qx

S gf¥eevBlali < cemeov/Bla-yl

q€Qxq,y

(2.7)

where the constants C, ¢y depend on k, ¢ and the dimension d. The proofs of these inequalities rely on the
assumption that the charges are integer-valued; they are fairly elementary and left to the reader.

2.2. Differential forms as vector-valued functions. Given a subset I = (i1,...,ix) € {1,...,d} of
cardinality k. We denote by A’;(Zd) the set of oriented k-cells of the hypercubic lattice Z¢ which are parallel
to the vectors (e;,,...,e;, ). This set can be characterized as follows: if we let ¢; be the k-cell defined by the
formula

k
cr = {Zx\leil eRe: OS)\l,...,/\kSI},

=1
then we have

(2.8) Az = {r+er:me Zd}.

The identity (2.8) allows to identify the vector space of k-forms to the vector space of functions defined on Z4
and valued in R(¥) according the procedure described below. Note that there are (Z) subsets of {1,...,d} of
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cardinality k£ and consider an arbitrary enumeration I,..., I(d) of these sets. To each k-form @ : A*(Z49) — R,
k

we can associate a vector-valued function u : Z¢ - R(%) defined by the formula, for each point z € Z<,

(2.9) u(ac):(ﬁ(w+ch),...7ﬁ(x+cl(z))).

This identification is enforced in most of the article; in fact, except in Section 1 of Chapter 3, we always
work with vector-valued functions instead of differential forms. We use the identification (2.9) to extend the
formalism described in Section 1 to differential forms; we may for instance refer to the gradient of a form, or
the Laplacian of a form etc. Reciprocally, we extend the formalism described in Section 2.1 to vector-valued

functions; given a function u: Z% — R(Z), we may refer to the exterior derivative, the codifferential and the
tangential trace of the function u, which we still denote by du, d*u and tu respectively. We note that the
two definitions of the scalar products (1.3) for vector valued functions and (2.3) for differential forms coincide
through the identification (2.9).

From the definition of the exterior derivative d and the codifferential d* given in (2.1) and (2.2) and the
identification (2.9), one sees that the differential operators d and d* are linear functionals of the gradient V:

for each integer k € {1,...,d}, there exist linear maps Ly, 4 : R  RGH) and Ly g+ :RG) 5 RGA) such
that, for each function u : Z? — R() and each point z € Z,
(2.10) du(z) = Lgq (Vu(z)) and d*u(z) = Ly (Vu(z)).

Using that linear maps on finite dimensional vector spaces are continuous, we obtain the estimates, for each
point z € Z,
ldu(z)[ < C|[Vu(z)]  and  |d"u(z)] < C|Vu(z)],
for some constant C' depending only on the dimension d.
This article frequently deals with functions defined on the space Z%x QxZ< (vesp. Z2% x Qx Z2?) and valued

in RG)*() (resp. R(g)4) since these maps correspond to the fundamental solutions of the Hellfer-Sjostrand
operator (resp. differentiated Hellfer-Sjostrand operator) associated to the dual Villain model introduced in
Section 4.1 of Chapter 3. Given a map F : Z% x Z¢ x Q - R(‘;)x(;)’ we denote by d,F : Z% x Q — R(g)x(g),
dyF': 74 x Q) - R(g)x(g), d:F 7% Q - R%(2) and dyF': 74 x Q —» R(:)* the exterior derivative with respect
to the first, second variable and the codifferential with respect to the first and second variable respectively.
They are defined by the formulas, for each triplet (z,y,¢) € Z9 x Z% x Q and each integer k € {1, R (d)},

2
(sz(:v,y, ¢))k = L2,d (szk(x7 Y, d))) ) (dyF(l',y, QS))]C = L2,d (VyFk(xvyv ¢))
and

(d;F(x7y7¢))k = L2,d* (Vka(x»yv¢)) 3 (d;:F(mvyvd)))k = L2,d* (vak-(wvya ¢)) .

Similarly, given a function F : Z2¢ x Q x Z2¢ - R(g)4, we define, for each (x,y, ¢, 21,91) € Z x Z4 x Q x Z¢ x 74,

each field ¢ € Q and each triplet of integers i, j, k € {1, e (g)}

(daF (2,9, 0, 21,91)).051, = L2,a (Vo Flji (2,9, 0, 21,91)) 5
(dyF(z,y,0,21,91)); 5 = L2,a (Valiju(z,y,0,21,51)),
(dle(x,y,gb,xl,yl))ij,k =Laq (VmFij-k(xay,Qsa-Tl,yl)) )
(dylF(‘r’y7¢’x1’y1))ijk. = Lo g (Vo Fijr(x,y,0,71,91)),
and similarly
(2 F (2,9, 0. 21,91)) .51, = Lo,ar (VaFliji(z,y, 6,21, 91))
(dyF(a,y,6,21,91)), 4 = L2ar (VaFigu(@,y, 6,21,51))
(dle(%y@,xl,yl))ij,k = Loa+ (Vo Fijr(z,y, 0, 71,51))
(d;lF(x,y@,xl,yl))ijk‘ = Loar (Vo Fiji (2,9, 0,21, 91)) -

We extend these definitions so that we can consider mized derivatives; for instance, we may use the notation
dyd;F (or any other combination of exterior derivatives and codifferentials). It is clear that as long as the
derivatives involve different variables, they commute: we have for instance dyd; F' = djdy F'.
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We record the following identity which relates the Laplacian A to the exterior derivative d and the
codifferential d*,
(2.11) -A=dd* +d*d.
Using the identity d o d = 0, one obtains that the Laplacian commutes with the exterior derivative: we have
dA=-d(dd* +d*d) = -dd*d = - (dd*d +d*d) d = Ad.

Similarly, using this time the identity d* od* = 0, we obtain that the Laplacian commutes with the codifferential:
we have

d*A = —d* (dd* +d*d) = -d*dd* = - (dd*d + d*d) d* = Ad".

We complete this section by recording the Gaffney-Friedrichs inequality which provides an upper bound on
the L?-norm of the gradient of a form in terms of the L?-norm of its exterior derivative and the codifferential
assuming that the tangential trace of the form vanishes.

PROPOSITION 2.3 (Gaffney-Friedrichs inequality for cubes). Let 0 be a cube of Z%. Then there exists a
constant C = C(d) < oo such that for each k-form u: A¥(0) — R with vanishing tangential trace, we have

IVl 2(my < C (Iduf g2 gy + 1d*ul 22(ay) -

The proof of the continuous version of this inequality can be found in [39, 33] or in the monograph [68,
Proposition 2.2.3]. We complete this section by proving the solvability of a boundary value problem involving
discrete differential forms used in Section 1 of Chapter 3.

PROPOSITION 2.4. For any integer k € {1,...,d—1} and any cube 0 € Z% and any k-form q = (q1, ..., Q(d)) :
k

0 - R such that dq =0 in the cube O and tq =0 on the boundary 00O, there exists a unique solution to the
boundary value problem

dd*w = q in O,

519 dw =0 in O,
(2.12) tw=0 on 00,
td*w=0 on d0O.
If we denote by wa, . .., way the coordinates of the map w, then they solve the following boundary value problem:
k

for each i € {1, e (z)}, if we denote by 01,0 the subset of faces of the boundary 00 which are parallel to the
cell ¢y, , then we have

-Aw; =¢q; in O,
(2.13) w; =0 in 5[1.|:|7
Vw;-n=0 on d0O\JIy, O.
REMARK 2.5. The boundary condition (2.13) is a combination of the Dirichlet and Neumann boundary

conditions: given an integer i € {1,..., (i)}, we assign Dirichlet boundary condition on the faces which are
parallel to the cell ¢;, and Neumann boundary condition on the faces which are orthogonal to the cell ¢y, .

PROOF. The boundary value problem (2.12) admits a variational formulation which we can use to prove
existence and uniqueness of solutions. We first define the set of k-forms

Ck(o) = {u:D SR du=0ino andtuzOon@D}.

We then define the energy functional J, : C§¥(0) - R according to the formula

L.
Ji](u) = 5 Hd uHL2(D) - (q7u)|j .

To prove the solvability of the problem (2.12), we prove that there exists unique minimizer to the variational
problem
inf J(u).

ueCk (D)
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We first use that, by Lemma 2.1, there exists a (k- 1)-form n, : 0 — RG:4) such that tng = 0 on 00 and
dng = g in the cube O. We then perform an integration by parts to write

1 * *
Ja(u) = 5 |47 ul g2y = (ng, d"u)g .

The technique then follows the standard strategy of the calculus of variations. The energy functional J is
bounded from below and we consider a minimizing sequence (wy,),,y. It is clear that the norms |d*w,,| L2(o) are
uniformly bounded in n € N. Using that dw,, = 0 and the Gaffney-Friedrich inequality stated in Proposition 2.3,
we obtain that the norms [Vwy| 2y and |wn |2y are uniformly bounded in n. We can thus extract
a subsequence which converges in the discrete space L?(0) and verify that the limit is solution to the
problem (2.12). The uniqueness is a consequence of the uniform convexity of the functional Jj,.

To prove (2.13), note that the condition dw =0 and the identity (2.11) imply that —Aw = ¢ in the cube O.
Using the definition of the Laplacian for vector-valued function (stated in (1.2)), we have that for each integer
ie{l,..., (Z)}, —Aw; = ¢; in the cube O. The boundary condition tw = 0 implies that w; is equal to 0 on each
face which is parallel to the cell ¢r,; the condition td*w = 0 implies that the function w; satisfies a Neumann
boundary condition on the faces of the boundary 0o which are orthogonal to the cell ¢j,. |

3. Convention for constants and exponents

Throughout this article, the symbols ¢ and C denote positive constants which may vary from line to line.
These constants may depend only on the dimension d and the inverse temperature 5. We use the symbols
«, B, 7, § to denote positive exponents which depend only on the dimension d. Usually, we use the letter C
for large constants (whose value is expected to belong to [1,00)) and ¢ for small constants (whose value is
expected to be in (0,1]). The values of the exponents «, 3, 7, 4 are always expected to be small. When the
constants and exponents depend on other parameters, we write it explicitly and use the notation C := C(d, §,t)
to mean that the constant C' depends on the parameters d, 8 and t.

When the constants depend on the charges g € Q (see (2.5)), we frequently need to keep track of their
dependence in this parameter; more specifically we need that the growth of the constant C' is at most algebraic
in the parameter [¢|,. We usually denote by Cy a constant which depends on the parameter d, 5 and ¢ and
which satisfies the growth condition C, < C Hquf, for some C := C(d, 3) < o0 and k := k(d) < co. We allow the
values of C and k to vary from line to line and we may write

Co+Cy<Cy or (C,C,<C.
We usually do not keep track of the dependence of the constants in the inverse temperature 8 (even though
we believe it should be possible with our techniques) except in Chapters 5 and 6. In these two chapters, we

assume that the constants depend only on the dimension d and make it explicit if they depend on the inverse
temperature .



CHAPTER 3

Duality and Helffer-Sjostrand representation

1. From Villain model to solid on solid model

In this section we recall the duality relation between the Villain model in Z¢ and a statistical mechanical
model of lattice Coulomb gas, with integer valued and locally neutral charges (which can also be viewed as
a solid-on-solid model) defined on A%(Z?), as observed in [37]. One may then perform a Fourier transform
with respect to the charge variable, and obtain a classical random field representation of the Coulomb gas,
known as the sine-Gordon representation. When the temperature is low enough, we may apply a one-step
renormalization argument, following the presentation of Bauerschmidt [12] (see also [37]), to reduce the
effective activity of the charges, thus obtain an effective, real valued random interface model on 2-forms with a
convex action.

Recall that the partition function for the Villain model in a cube 0O ¢ Z¢ with zero boundary condition is
given by

Zoo= [ T % esp(-5 (90()~20m)?) TT 60.(0@)) T] 1 (02)) A0,
ecE(O) meZ 2 xedn ren®

Since we need to use the formalism of discrete differential forms later in this chapter, we note that the function
0 : 0+~ R can be seen as a 0-form, in that case the discrete gradient V6 can be seen as a 1-form and is equal to
the exterior derivative df. We may thus rewrite

g
Zno = f H Z exp (—5 (db(e) - 27rm)2) H 0o (0(x)) H T_rm(0(x))dO(z).
ecE(O) meZ redd xen®
Permuting the sum with the product and the integral, we obtain

00 Zoo= X[ TT ew(-5@o(e)-2mm(e)?) IT 80 0) I 1y (02)) 0(2),

mezZ(D 7 ecE(D) zedn wem®
where we have used the notation
Zf:(ou) ={m:FE(@Q)~Z:tm=0o0n00}.
Observe that we may split the sum according to

(1.2) o= > ,

mer(OD) qui(OD) ,dg=0 meZi(OD) ,dm=gq

where we have set
Z,i(ou) ={q:F(O)~Z:tqg=0on 00}.
A combination of (1.1) and (1.2) yields
g
Zoo= ¥ > [ I en(-5 @) -2mm(e)?) TT 80 (6@) [T 1rmy (0(2)) d0(2).
qeZl® dg=0 mezZZ® dm=¢ ~ e<E(D) zedn zen®

Here ¢: F(O) - Z is the “vortex charge” on each plaquette of O, which arises, informally, from

f dé(e) = 2mq(F).

F

For each g € Zf: (OD), satisfying dg = 0, we denote by n, an element of Zi (OD) such that dn, = ¢, chosen arbitrarily
among all the possible candidates, note that the set of candidates is not empty by Proposition 2.2 of Chapter 2.

23
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Using that each 1-form m € Zi (OD) satisfying dm = 0 can be uniquely written dw, for some w : O — Z satisfying

w =0 on the boundary 90, one can rewrite the previous display according to

Zoo= > % [ 1 ew(-5 @0 -2y +dw) )*) TT 00 00) TT nm (0)02),

q€Zf(OD),dq=0 weZ] ecE(DO) zedO xed®

where we have set
Zg ={w:0~Z:w=0on00}.
Using the change of variable ¢ := 6 + 2w, and summing over all the maps w € Zg, one obtains

Zoo= ¥ [T exp(—g(d¢(e)—2ﬂnq(e))2) TT 60 (6(2)) T doa).

qGZi(OD)7dq:0 ecE(D) redO xed®

Using Proposition 2.4 of Chapter 2, we denote by (dd*)f1 g the (unique) solution of the problem
dd*w = ¢ in O,
dw=01in O,
tw =0 on 0O,
td*w=0o0n 00O.

It is then clear that the charge n, — d* (dd*)™' ¢ satisfies d(nq—d* (dd*)™" q) =¢g-¢=01in O and
t (nq —-d* (dd*)71 q) =0 on d0. Applying Proposition 2.1 of Chapter 2, one can write

(1.3) n, = dgn, +d* (dd*) " g,

for some ¢p, : O~ R with ¢, = 0 on 0. As a remark, note that the operator (dd*)f1 depends on the cube O,
since this cube is fixed through the proof, we omit the dependence in the cube O in the notation. Then using
the translation invariance of the Lebesgue measure, we obtain

Zow= > [ 11 exp(—é(dzj)(e)—27rd*(dd*)_1q(e))2) TT b0 (6(x)) T] do(x).

42" @ 4q-0 7 ecB(D) 2 20D <D

The previous identity can be simplified

(1.4) Zno=Zarr x Z(0)

= fRD eXp(—g (d¢,d¢)) H do (¢(z)) Hd(b(x) x Z exp (_27T25 (q7 (dd*)& q))

redd e quiﬂf",dq:O

Using the identity d¢ = V¢ (valid for 0-forms), we see that the first term in the left hand side of (1.4) is the
partition function of the discrete Gaussian free field in the cube O with Dirichlet boundary condition. In other
words, the Villain partition function factorizes into the partition function of a Gaussian free field in F(0), and
the vortex charges that form a (neutral) Coulomb gas.

One can use the same argument to study the two-point functions

i(8(x)-6(0))
(6 )“X,n,o ’
For any point z € O, consider the string observable hg, : E(O) ~ Z be such that d*hg, = 1, - 1o and

he : E(Q) ~ Z such that d*h, = 1,, with the same computation, we obtain

i(0(z)-0(0)) = (i(6(2)=¢(0)) ~2im(q,(dd*) " dho.2)
(1.5) (e >#X,u,o (e Jorr (6 >Mc(5)
and ( )
i0(x) (o) ~2im(q,(dd") " dhy
(6 M5 0.0 (6 )GFF <€ >#C(5) '
Here B
(ei(¢(w)—¢(0)))GFF = Tk x / ei(‘z’(w)‘("(o))exp(—— (Vo, qu)) [T do(o(2)) [] do(z)
RO 2 redn xred®
and 1
I} SN T0) S PED  CC R P CIUS )
/"C(B) quf:(OD)7dq=0
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Following [12], we define the notations o := (dd*) 'dh, and o, = (dd*) *dhg . Note that for each g € Zi(ou)
satisfying dg = 0, one has

(16) (Q7 Og — UO) = (q7 UOQE) mod Z.
To justify the identity (1.6), we note that, with the same argument as in (1.3), we may write
hm - ho - hox = d(b + d*O'm - d*O'() - d*JOI,

for some field ¢ : O —~ R satisfying ¢ = 0 on the boundary 0o. Taking the scalar product with the 1-form d¢
and performing integrations by parts, we obtain that

(d¢7hz - hO - h’O’E) = (¢ad*hz - d*hO - d*hOr) = (¢a 1,-1p- (]lr - ]10)) =0
and

(d¢ + d*aw - d*UO - d*a'()xa d¢) = (d¢7 d¢) + (Ux =00~ 00z, ddd)) = (d¢a qu) .
A combination of the two previous displays implies d¢ = 0 and thus h, — hg — hoy = d*0, — d*og — d*og,. We
then use that g = dn, for some n, € Zi(om) to write

(¢,04 — 00— 00z) = (ng,d 0y, —d o9 — d*00s) = (ng, he — ho — hos) € Z.

This is (1.6). A consequence of (1.6) is that for each ¢ ¢ Zi%:') satisfying dg =0,

e—2wr(q,0'x—ao) _ 6—217l'(q,001) )

For later use, we note that, by Proposition 2.4 of Chapter 2, the maps og, 0, and 0y, can be equivalently
defined by the formulas

0z = (-A) "dhy, 09 = (-A) " dhy and oo = (-A) " dh, in O

where the Laplacian is subject to the boundary condition stated in (2.13). In particular, using that the
Laplacian commutes with the operators d and d*, we formally obtain

(1.7) d*og = (-A) " d*dhy = —hy — (-A) " dd*ho = —hg - (-A) " dllg = —hg - VG,

where G is the standard random walk Green’s function on the lattice Z% and where we have used the identity
d = V valid for any function defined on Z¢. A consequence of the identity (1.7) is the equality

(1.8) e~2im(0,00) _ ,=2im(nq,VG)

While the identity (1.7) is not exactly true in finite volume (since we cannot a priori commute the operators d,
d* and (—A)_l)7 it becomes true by taking the infinite volume limit (i.e., sending the volume of the cube O to
00). To avoid further technicalities, we will assume that the identity (1.8) holds in the rest of this chapter.
Similar statements hold for the maps o, and 0o, and we may write

-2im(q,00

e—2irr(q,om) _ G—Qiﬂ(nq,ma) -2im(ng,VG2-VG)

and e )¢

where we have used the notation G := G(- —x). We set the notation, for each o : F'(0) » R,

*\—1 .
(1.9) Z(o)= Y e Awla) ) 2intae)
qeZi D dq=0

So that Z(0,) 2 (002)

Ox) _ | -2ir(q,0.) O00z) _ | _-2in(q,00x)

Z(0) (e huot) 4 = ©) - fe hue)
Let ¢4,..., ¢(d) be independent, real-valued, Gaussian free fields in the cube O with boundary conditions given
2

by (2.13) of Chapter 2. We denote by ¢ := (¢1, e d)(i)) the corresponding vector-valued Gaussian field, it is
valued in the space

C(o) := {w:: (’l,I)]_,...,w(d)):D—)R(g) : Vz’e{l,...,(

2

;l)}, w; =0 on 8D\81i|:|}.

By Proposition 2.4 of Chapter 2, if we denote by (-~A)~!q the solution of the boundary value problem (2.13),
then one has the identity (-A)™'q = (dd’*)_1 ¢. This observation implies that for each ¢ € ZF(® satisfying
dg =0 and tqg =0,

E [e2i7f(q7¢)] = 27 B(a.(-2)""q) _ 6*27f25(‘1’(dd*)71q)'
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Consequently,
Z(ow)= 3 E[e¥masron)]
qeZf D dg=0

Thus the partition function of this lattice Coulomb gas can be represented in terms of a characteristic function
with respect to a Gaussian measure. We then claim that for g sufficiently large, a one-step renormalization
maps the Coulomb gas model to an effective one with very small effective activity. Using that the discrete
Laplacian is bounded from above, one has that (—A)_1 > ¢, for some ¢ := ¢(d) > 0. We then choose the inverse
temperature 3 larger than then value ¢? and decompose the Gaussian field ¢ as the sum of two independent
Gaussian fields ¢; + ¢2, such that ¢; and ¢ have covariance matrices 3 ((—A)’1 - 5’%Id) and B%Id. We can
thus write

7 (on) _ Z E [e—2i7r(q,q51+¢2+001)] _ Z 677T251/2(q’q)]Ep‘1 [G—Ziw(q,(blﬂmx)] ,
qui(OD),dq:O qEZf:(Um,dq:O

where p; is a Gaussian measure on C(0), given by
1 1 1 1 -1
(1) = Const xexp (=5 (1. ((-8) = 5741d) " 61 ) Lo don.

-1
For § sufficiently large, we may expand ((—A)_1 - ﬁ_%ld) into a convergent sum

_ _1 -1 1 e
((-a)"-p41d) :—A+H§W(_A) L
Thus
1 1 1
dpi(¢1) = Z7' x exp (25(¢17A¢1) - 7; %W(él’ (_A)n+1¢1))]l¢1ec(|:|) der.

Following [12], (especially see Lemmas 5.14 and 5.15 there), since e B (a.0) decays to zero rapidly in
lalx = YaeF (o) lg(x)|, we may apply a standard cluster expansion to conclude that for 3 large enough, one can
re-sum Z (0g;) as

Z(00a) =By, lexp( >, (B, Q)e‘m(q’d)””““))l =B, lexp( > 2(B,q) cos2m (g, ¢1 + cfoﬂc))] ,
q€Qn q€Qn

where the sum is over all lattice animals ¢ € Qn with connected support satisfying dg =0 and tg =0 (see (2.5)
of Chapter 2), and z(,q) is a real number satisfying the estimate

(1.10) |z(B8,q)| < e_cﬁquHl, for some ¢ :=¢(d) > 0.
Similarly,
Z(0) =E,, exp( > Z(ﬂ,q)e”“(q"z’l)) =Ey, exp( > Z(B,Q)Cos%(q,cbl)) :
q€Qn q€Qp
Using the trigonometric identity

cos 27 (g, 1 + 00z ) = cos 27 (q, P1) cos 27 (q, 00z ) — sin 2 (¢, ¢1) sin 27 (g, 00z ),

we may write

(1.11)
ZZ(C(T((;a)c) - (exp( > 2(B8,q)sin 2w (¢, q) sin 27 (00q,q) + Y, 2(8,q) cos2m(¢,q) (cos2m (004, q) - 1))) .
q€Qqn 9€Qn g0

Here pp g is defined as a measure on the space C(O) by

dpp,0(9) = COHSW@XP( CHNOEDY - (6, (-A)" )+ 3 2(57Q)C0327T(Qa¢))]1¢ec(u)d¢~

1
26 =126 pri? 7¢O
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Combining (1.5) and (1.11), we have the following dual representation for the two-point function of the
Villain model. Define G be the solution of the problem

{—AGD(£E7 ) =46, in O,

(1.12) Gp(z,-)=0on 00.

PRrROPOSITION 1.1. Let Gy be defined as above. For B sufficiently large, we have

(1.13) (ei(e(z)—e(o))>v exp(%GD(O,x))

Hg 0,0

q€Qn q€Qp

= (cxp( > 2(8,q) sin 27 (¢, q) sin2m (0o, q) + Y. 2(8B,q) cos 27 (¢, q) (cos 27 (004, q) - 1))) .

Following the same argument we also obtain the dual representation for (ei(e(x)*e(o)))uv . Define
£,0,0
Ooz = 00 + 05. We then have

(1.14) (ez’(fl’(m)+0(0))>v exp(%GD(O,a:))

13,0,

= (exp( Zg 2(B,q) sin 2w (¢, q) sin 27w (Goy, q) + Zg 2(8,q) cos 2w (¢, q) (cos 27w (Tox, q) — 1))) .
qeQp q€<o mg,o

In view of (1.5), to study the two-point function of the (finite volume) Villain model, it suffices to compute
the expectation of a nonlinear functional (1.13) with respect to the Gibbs measure pg 5. Notice that for 3
large, the exponential smallness of z(8,¢) implies that g5 is a perturbation of a Gaussian measure. The
neutrality condition dg = 0 indicates pg g is a measure of gradient-type, i.e., the Hamiltonian only depends
on d¢. In later sections, we combine the Helffer-Sjostrand representation with quantitative homogenization
to show that, for sufficiently large 3, on large scales (i.e., |z| > oo and |O| - o0) the measure pg g behaves
like an effective Gaussian free field, with the covariance matrix depending on . This shows, along the line of
the Gaussian heuristics, that the subleading order of (1.11) (and therefore, the truncated two-point function)
decays asymptotically as C|x|2_d where the constant depends on 3.

REMARK 1.2. To see that the Gaussian heuristics implies that for § sufficiently large, (1.13) has an
asymptotic power law |z[>~¢, we begin by noting that the assumption (1.10) implies that for 3 > 1, charges in
QO are essentially supported on dipoles, i.e., of the form ¢ = z(8)(0z — dz+e, ), for i =1,...,d. Thus the right
side of (1.13) is approximately

(exp( Z z(ﬂ)sin27r(V¢(e))sin27T(VG(e)—VGx(e)))

ecE (D)

xexp( Z 2(B) cos2m(Vo(e)) (cos2m(VG(e) - VG (e)) — 1)))

cE(O
e<B(0) HB,0

Since |cos2m(VG(e) -~ VG (e)) - 1] < O(VG(e) — VG, (e))? decays fast away from 0 and x, let us assume
for now that the term Y. p(q) 2(8) cos2m(Vg(e)) (cos2m(VG(e) — VG (e)) — 1) only contributes to the lower
order. By further making the approximation sina ~ a for small a, we may further approximate the expression
above by

<eXp( Y. 2(B)2m(Ve(e))2m(VG (e) - VGA@))))
ecE (D) 1po
Using an integration by parts, this equals to (exp(47r2(q5(0) - c;S(x))))Mj . Note that for 8 sufficiently large,

1g,0 is a small perturbation of a Gaussian free field, we may conclude

(exp(17(6(0) - (), ~exp 5 van, o (472(6(0) - () ) = Co(d. 5) + C1 (d, Daf .

We remark that the computation above is only heuristical and the constants Cy,C; obtained are not the
right constants. Indeed, the nonlocal charges in Qg, the nonlinear function sinx, and the non-Gaussian field
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1p,n contribute to a nontrivial correction of these constants. Such corrections can be obtained rigorously
through the homogenization of the Helffer-Sjostrand PDE.

REMARK 1.3. The preceding derivation is for the measure with Dirichlet boundary condition. For the
Villain model with Neumann and periodic boundary conditions, similar dual representation holds. To state
the result, we fix a base point z* € 90 or x* € T. Define

1 1 1
o (6) = Const  exp [ - (6 80) - ° 7T/2(¢7(_A)n+1¢) + > 2(B,q) cos2m (q,$) |Lp(zr)=0 d
23 S1288 q€Qn
and
1 1
dﬂﬁ,’]?,x*(¢) := Const x exp i(gi), Ad)t — Z —Tp(gb’ (—A)"“gb)qr + Z 2(B, q) cos 2w (g, ¢) ]1¢(z*)=0 do
25 nx1 2ﬂ ﬂ €0
We then have
(ei(e(w)—e(o))) exp (iG *(0 .’IJ))
M/‘;’D‘f Qﬁ a,x 9
- (exp( > #(B,q)sin2m(¢,q) sin 27 (002, q) + 3 2(B,q) cos 2m(¢, q) (cos 2 (o0a q) _1)))
q€Qp q€Qqg H.0.z*
and
2(0(x)— 1
(6 (0(x) 0(0))>M1‘3/,11- exp (ﬁGT,m* (va))
- (exp( > 2(B,q)sin27(¢, q) sin 27 (0o, q) + Y. 2(8B,q) cos 27 (e, q) (cos 2m(0oz, q) - 1))> )
q€Qn q€Qp e T

where Gg ,+ (and Gt ,+) are Green’s function in O (and T), with zero boundary condition at z*, defined by
—AGp g+ (,-) = 05 — 0p+ in O,
Gpp+(z,2%) =0,
VGpz+(z,-)-n=0on 0o

and

_AGT,w* (QZ‘, ) = (Sg; - 51* n T,
GT,Q:* (1'7 .I*) =0.

2. Brascamp-Lieb inequality

For L > 1 we denote by Of, := [-L, L]9nZ% and write s o, as pg . As we discussed, when 3 is sufficiently
large, the measure pg 1, is a small perturbation of the Gaussian measure, and is therefore log-concave. We next
present the Brascamp-Lieb inequality [17, 16], which states that the variance of observables with respect to a

log-concave measure is dominated by that of a Gaussian measure. Denote, for any z € Z¢, 9, := (am,l, 0, (d))
2
and 0 := (0z)zeza. We let Gy be the Green’s function defined by the formula

{—AGc(D)({E,') =6, in O
GC(D)(:Ev') € C(I:I),

we denote its components by G¢(qy, 1< < (g)

PROPOSITION 2.1 (Brascamp-Lieb inequality for ps o). Let B be sufficiently large. For every F € H (up ),
there exists C = C(d, 8) < oo such that

()
;GC(D),i($a Y) (02, F) (ay,iF»uﬁﬂ :

?

(2.1) var,,  [F]<C ).
x,yen°

Given f:0— R(g), recall that we denote by (f,¢) := ¥ o f(2)¢(z) the linear functional of ¢. Here we
follow the notation in Chapter 2 and omit the - when taking the scalar product for two vector valued functions.
As a direct consequence of Proposition 2.1, we obtain the following variance bound for linear functionals.
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COROLLARY 2.2. Let 8 be sufficiently large. For every f:0 — R(g), there exists C' = C(d, 8) < oo such that

(2.2) var, o [(f,0)]1<C 3 1f(@)|Gew (@ y)|If ().

x,yed°

Moreover, for any t € R,

{exp[t(f,9)]),, . <exp (Ct2 >, 1f@)|Gow (@)l If(y)l) :

PROOF. The variance bound is a direct consequence of (2.1). To prove the bound for exponential moments,
we differentiate the quantity

82
(2.3) S log (exp (1)), = var, [(£6)]
where u; satisfies
W~ Comst x exp (1(£.0))
dps,n

In other words, p; is obtained from pg o by adding a linear tilt, and is therefore log concave. The variance
estimate (2.2) for measure y; in place of u can be obtained without any changes to the arguments. The claim
thus follows from integrating (2.2) for . O

COROLLARY 2.3. Let f be sufficiently large. For every F : R - R, F" € L®(R) and |g(53,q)| <
exp(—ﬁl/Z lgl1), we have

<eXp( ZQ: 9(57Q)F(¢>Q))> Sexp(QvaruGFF,u( ZQ: g(ﬁ,q)F(é,q))),

where

1
dugrro = Zgrro X €Xp (—%(cf), A¢))H¢GC(D) dg.

PROOF. Similar to (2.3), we have
82
(24) @1Og (exp Z g(67q)F(¢7q) ) = vary, Z g(BaQ)F(¢7Q) )
q¢Qn g0 q€Qp
where p; is defined via density

d,U/t
dps.n

= Const x exp (t > 9(B, q)F(¢>Q)) -

q€Qp

Denote by Hgn and H; the Hamiltonian associated with the Gibbs measures 1135 and u;. We then have for
all z,y e O,

(9,0 ® 8yHt = 81 ® ayH,B,D + Z Z(ﬁv Q)F"((ba q)q(l‘) ® q(y)a

q€Qn,z,y

where ® denotes the tensor product of two vectors (see (1.5) of Chapter 2). Using the estimate |2(83,q)| <
exp(~B'7?|q|1), we see that for 3 sufficiently large,

> 2B F(6,0)a(x) ® a(y)| < Cre =

quD,w,y

Therefore for t € [0,1], 0, ® 8, H; > B A. The claim thus follows from integrating . O
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3. Coupling the finite volume Gibbs measures

The finite-volume Gibbs measures pg 1 can be realized as the invariant measure of a Markov process,

known as the Langevin dynamics. Consider the diffusion process {¢;} :OxR — R() evolving according to

d¢t = ¢t

2ﬁ nz>: 2 5”/2
(Z)t eC (D) s

(-4) n+1¢t 2 2mz(B, q)gsin 27 (g, ¢t)l dt+\/§dBt,

(3.1) o)

where (By),,, is a brownian motion on the space C (0) (equipped with the standard L? scalar product). The
infinitesimal generator of this process is the operator —A, defined by
(3.2)

“AsF ()= 3 RF(¢)- D

xed® ren®

n>1 2ﬂ ﬁn/Q qeQ

A(ﬁ( )= 52 ! (-a)"e(z) - ), QWZ(ﬂ,q)Q(I)SmQW(q,cb)la F(9),

where the notation 92 means ZS 283 ; and we implicitly take the scalar product between the two terms in
the right side of (3.2). The domain of the operator A, includes the space of twice differentiable compactly
supported functions on the set C'(0) denoted by C2(C (0)). Notice that we can write Ay as
AgF =% 0-0,F,

xed®

where 07 denotes the formal adjoint of 0, with respect to ug 1, given by

* .—
Oyw = —0yw +

1 11 - .
2520(@) - 7; o g A" ) - qé 2m2(B, q)q(x) sin 27 (g, ¢)] w(9).

The operator Ay is thus symmetric with respect to the measure pg 1, and we define the Dirichlet form

E(F.G)=(FAyG),  ={GAGF), = 3 (0:F 0:G), VF,G e C3(C (n)).

KB, L
reZd

In particular,

(3.3) (GAyF)

<NFliri ) 1Glan gy 1y s VE.GeC2(C (D)),

HB,L

where we define the norm | - | g1(,, ) by

1
1 2

Let H'(pp,1) be the completion of CZ(C (1)) with respect to the norm | -] 1., ,)- By (3.3) and a density
argument, the domain of the Dirichlet form € can be extended so that it includes the space H'(us,1,), and we
have
(3.4) (GAGF), = D (0:F,0:;Gyp s VF,GeH" (up.1).

xeOd

3.1. Dynamical coupling. The Langevin dynamics provides a convenient way to construct couplings
between different finite volume Gibbs measures. In the context of the gradient Gibbs measures with uniformly
convex potential, this coupling technique was first used by Funaki and Spohn to prove the uniqueness of the
infinite volume Gibbs state [38], and later used by [63] to prove the CLT in finite domains and by [6] to obtain
quantitative rate of convergence for the Hessian of finite volume surface tensions. We will use this technique to
obtain estimates on the difference of the V¢ fields corresponding to different underlying Gibbs measures p3 1,
and pg pr for different M, L e N.

The basic idea is that we can couple the measures by driving the dynamics in (3.1) with the same
family {B:(x)} of Brownian motions and estimating the difference of the solutions of the system of SDEs
with the aid of parabolic estimates. Specifically, we will apply the C%1~*-regularity estimate for solutions of
parabolic equations with small ellipticity contrast, proved in (3.11) of Chapter 5.

We denote by IE”}J,d) and P;W,d? the laws of the solution to (3.1) in the cubes Oy, and Oy, starting from the

initial data ¢ and 5 respectively. We use the symbol ® to denote the product of measures.
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PROPOSITION 3.1 (Dynamic coupling of ug r, and pg ar). There exist constants Bo = Bo(d) such that the
following statement holds for all B> By. Let L, M € N with 4 < L < M < e and let the finite volume measures
s,z and pg ar be defined as above. There exists a random element (V¢, Vo) of C(R*; Qo (0 ))xC(RY; Qo (Tar))
with law © such that:

(3.5) the law of V¢ is ug,L ® P 4,
(3.6) the law of V¢ is g M ® P;w,q‘s’

and a constant ¢ € (0, %], such that for all L > 4, there exists C' = C(d) < oo such that

(3.7) Eo| sup |Vé(z) - Vo(z)|| < CL™'*e.

T€pr, /2

Proor. Let P7 , and P % be law of the Langevin dynamics (3.1) in the cubes Oy and Oy, starting

from the initial data ¢y and d)~0 respectively. We may couple these measures by requiring that the family
{Bi(z) : x €0} } of Brownian motions driving the dynamics are the same.

We let ]P”(‘ b0.50) be the resulting coupled measure of the joint process (¢, ¢). In other words, IP”(“ b0.50) is the
law on the set of trajectories (¢, %) satisfying the coupled set of equations
1 1 n+l .
doe = | 52060 = 3 oo s (“A) ™ g = 3 2m2(B,q)gsin2m (¢, ) | dt + V2dBy,
283 ns1 28 q€Qn,,
N 1 1 ~ _ -
(3:8) o= | 520 = 3 oo (FA) = 3 2m2(B,q)gsin27 (¢, | dt +V2dB,
25" & 288 o
¢t eC (DL) )
¢t eC (DM) )

with initial data (¢, 50). Let us sample the initial data with pg 1 x pg ar itself by setting
(3.9) ©":= (np.L x pp.ar) ®P(, 5.
In other words, @' is the law of the pair (¢, at) of trajectories obtained by first sampling ¢y and ;50 according

to the measures pg r, and pg ar, respectively, and then running the dynamics (3.8).

It is clear, by the invariance of the Gibbs measures with respect to the dynamics, that at any time ¢, the
law of ¢; is g r and the law of by is tg,v- We will eventually take the measure © as in the statement of the
proposition to be the law of (¢, at) at a given time ¢, which will be selected below. This ensures that (3.5)
and (3.6) are satisfied. It remains therefore to show that we can select ¢, in such a way that the bound (3.7)
is satisfied.

Consider the difference

(3.10) u(t,z) = ¢y (z) — de(x), (t,2) € (0,00) x Of.

Observe that u satisfies the parabolic equation, for any (¢,z) € (0,00) x O L,

1 1 1
A1 t,x) - —A -5 ———(-A)™!
(3 ) atu( 7I) 25 U(t,l’) = 25 571/2( ) u(t,x)
- Z V; ~agVault, ) — Z 27z(83,q)q(z) sin 27 (q, Et) =0,
q€Qn;, q€Qn,, 2 Loy,
where V; -a,V, is defined by
1 -
(3.12) Vo agVqu = (21)%2(8, q)q(z) (u, q) fo cos (2ms (g, ¢) + 21 (1 = 5)(q, &1)) ds,

Denote, for r >0 and (t,x) € (0,00) x Z%, the parabolic cylinder
Q,(t,x) = (t,x) + (=r,0] x O,
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We first notice that the term involving q € Qn,, » N\ Qp, is exponentially small in L. Indeed, since the number

of lattice animal with diameter r grows exponentially in r, using the estimate |z(8, ¢)| < e lalt | we may
take 8 > Bo(d) such that

2M
<C Z e—r_ 7CL'

r=%

> 272(B, q)q(x) sin 27 (g, ¢t)

q€Qn,,,» Loy,

Using the estimate |2(8, q)| < e=cB? lalh | we see that for large 3, (3.11) is a small perturbation of the heat
equation Jyu + %Au =0, and therefore the solution possess very strong regularity. By the C%!~¢ regularity
estimate for the parabolic equation (3.11), which can deduced from the arguments presented Proposition 2.4
and (3.12) of Chapter 5 with a minor adaptation to include the case of nonzero but small right-hand side, we

obtain that if 5 is chosen large enough, then there exist ¢ € (0, l] and C' < oo such that for every ¢ € [L—z7 00),

/ Z —c(InB) (& vlyl) |U(S y)| ds+e” kK

(3.13) L' [u]
LZ(Q%L(t’O) ygzd

coalfs(Q%(t,o)) <C

u— (U)Q%L(t70)

We claim that the second term on the right side acts as a small perturbation when 3 is large. To see this,
observe that for £ large enough,

f Z eenA (5 Vi) |u(s, y)| ds <t HUHLz(QL(t 0))
+t yedy,

In particular, since we are on discrete lattice, one may divide by L'~ and apply the triangular inequality to
obtain

1
(3.14) 5 sup Vo(z) - V()| < 5 luloorc(Qrpm toy)
CDED [L/2]
~ ~ —c(In Y 2 -
<CL 1+E(H¢HL2(QL(t,0)) + ||¢||L2(QL(t ) )+CL 1+€f Z e—c(n Byl |¢(S7y)| ds + e L
A = ’ _*"'tyEDM\DL

Applying Lemma 3.3 below, we obtain for some C < co, all L >4, all £ >1 and all s > 1,

Po [H(b”y(QL(t,o)) + ||$||£2(QL(t,O)) > Cs\/log Lt] < exp(-cs?log(Lt)).

We then use the exponential smallness of e (AL to absorb any polynomial in L, and obtain

t —c(In e 2 lOgM
([ % et af T

>Cs
yeOpN\OL \/E

JIog M
<Pole Moy | max |3t )] > Cs M
(t,2)€[0, 22 1xOns VL

Since M < e, we may choose 5(d) large enough so that e (" ADE| oy | < i, apply Lemma 3.3 again to | Oy |

we see that the above probability is bounded by exp(-cs?log(Mt)). Since Y 1\(}5 <1, taking t = L? and take

expectation with respect to © in (3.14), we conclude the proposition. |

The following lemma is a direct consequence of the Brascamp-Lieb inequality.

LEMMA 3.2. Let 8 be sufficiently large. There exists C(d, ) < oo, such that, for every s >C and L € N,

(3.15) B L (mgx|¢(x)| > Csy/log L) <exp(-s’logL).

PRrROOF. We will prove (3.15) by estimating the exponential moments of |¢(z)| for each x € Oy, , which we
do by an application of the Brascamp-Lieb inequality (Corollary 2.2), and then take a union bound over x.
We obtain, for a constant C(d, 3) < oo, and all s € R,

max (exp(s|¢(x)|))M'L <exp (052 max (G, (=, x))) < exp(Cs?).
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Applying the Chebyshev inequality and optimize over s, we obtain, for a constant C;(d, ) < oo and every
s>0,

max (g r, {|¢(:1:)| > C1sv/log L} <exp (—.92 log L) .
zeQr
The claim follows by taking a union bound over all x. O
We next give an estimate on the oscillations of the dynamical field |¢|.

LEMMA 3.3. Let 8 be sufficiently large. There exists C(d,8) < oo such that, for every T, s € (1,00) and
L>1,

(3.16) (ps,L® }P"L7¢) [(t z)e%a%(]xm |4 ()] > C’s\/log(LT)] <exp (-s® (log(LT))).

PROOF. Since the time parameter is continuous, we prove the claim in two steps. First we discretize the time
into intervals of length (log L)™', and define the corresponding comb set by C := {(¢,z) € (0,7]x0p,tlog L € Z}.
A union bound over the tail estimate proved in Lemma 3.2 controls the maximum of |¢;| over (¢,2) € C. Then
we use continuity of the Brownian motion to bound |¢;(x) — ¢4, ()|, whenever [t —to| < (log L)™!.

We first discuss the continuity estimates in ¢. The dynamics (3.1) imply, for every e = (z,y) € E(Or),
dVe(e) =
1 1

AV(bt( )~ . 95 2

(—A)"”Vcbt(e)—( PIREEDY )2772(67(])Q(x)sm277(%¢t)

qEQD,z qEQD,y

2p
+2 dBt(e),

where By(e) := %(Bt(y) — By(z)) is a standard R(3)-valued Brownian motion. Let Gy := maxeep(n,) | Vo (e)l
and M := maxX.ep(n, ) MaXse(0,(log £)-1] | Bt (€)], we use the fact that A is a bounded operator on 72, ¥ q(xz) =0

(so that (g, ¢¢) is a linear combination of V¢,) and the estimate z(f,q) < exp(-3"/?|¢q|1) to conclude that for
all large 3, there exists C = C1(d, 8) so that

t
Gtgclf Gsd8+2M.
0
We apply Gronwall inequality to obtain for # € (0, (log L)™!]

t
Gy <2(M +1) +2C, f (M +1)exp (Ci(t-s)) ds.
0
That is,
Gy <C(M +1)exp (Cit).

We now bound |¢;| by a comparison with independent Brownian motions. Denote by ¥, := ¢ — (\/§Bt +¢p)-
We then have for all x € O, there exists Co = Co(d, 8) such that

d\:[/t(l')
dt

Integrating over ¢ € (0, (log L)™'], we have the following inequality in law:

(@) < a0 +1).

< CQ(M + l)exp (Clt) .

te(0, (10 L)
We are now ready to finish the proof of the lemma. Given ¢ € (0,7], take t* « @Z such that
—t* € (0,(log L)™']. Using the stationarity of ¢; in time, we have the following inequalities in law:

3.17
(3.17) iR s ()]

< max |¢g(x)| + max |¢t($) — ¢y ()]

(t,z)eC (t,2)e(0,T]x0
< + * *
< ({na;xc|¢t(x)| Jhax  omax 1]|¢t+t (%) = o= ()]
< B
_(in%xcm(x)' (t* z)eCte(O (logL) 1]| (@)l (t* w)eCte(O (logL) | (@)l
< max |pe(z)| + CoM +2 max |Bt( )|

(t (t*,z)eC te(0, (log L)-1
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Applying Lemma 3.2 and taking a union bound over t € (log L)~'7Z, we find, for L > 1,

$2
(psL® ]P"L’qb) [(ga)iqc | ()] > Cs\/log(LT)] <Tlog Lexp (-s*log(LT)) < exp (—2 log(LT)) .
Applying a union bound and then Doob’s inequality, we obtain

(5.0 ®F), 4) [M > slog(LT)]

< or ® P B >log L
—|QL|(ML,E,p ® L,§,per,¢) [te(O,{ﬁagXL)‘lﬂ t(0)| og :|

<|Qrlexp (—%(log[/)‘g) < exp (—é(logL)?’) :

Taking a union bound over (t*,z) € C then yields

/ 1 3
(npr® PL@) [(tg,l?)}ic t5<o,?ﬁg)i>—1] |B:(x)| > C's log(LT)] < exp (—Z(log L) ) .
Combining (3.17) with the last three inequalities we conclude the lemma. O

3.2. Thermodynamic limit. The coupling result from the previous subsection allows us to prove the
thermodynamic limit of the measure pg  as L - co. For < oo, define the infinite volume Gibbs measure
formally by

1 11 -
(3.18) dugs(¢) = Const x exp (26(057 Ap) - nZl %W(qx (-A)"g) + q;g 2(B, q) cos 27 (g, ¢))~

Since ug is a translation-invariant, ergodic Gibbs measure that only depends on V¢, we uniquely determine
the Gibbs state by requiring that ((i)(O))Mﬁ =0.

Apply Proposition 3.1, we see that for any F € C°(£2), the sequence of random variable <F(V¢)>H[€,L’
L e N, forms a Cauchy sequence, thus converges as L — oo. Since <¢(O)>#B,L =0 for all 3, it follows that the
law of V¢ under pg 1, viewed as an element of 2, converges weakly as L — oo to pg.

Sending |O| - oo in Corollary 2.2, and notice that all constants in the statement do not depend on the
volume, we obtain the Brascamp-Lieb inequality for the infinite volume measure pg. Let G be the simple

random walk Green’s function in Z<.

COROLLARY 3.4. Let 8 be sufficiently large. For every f: 7% — R(g), there exists C = C(d,8) < oo such
that

(3.19) var,, [(f,0)]<C 3 1f(@)IG(z,m)|f W)I-

z,yeZd
Moreover, for any t € R,
(exp[t(f,9)]),, <exp (Ct2 > |f(w)|G(fc,y)|f(y))~
x,yeZd

An application of the Brascamp-Lieb inequality implies that for § sufficiently large, var,,[|¢(0)[] <
csA™1(0,0) < oo, thus g is a well-defined ¢-Gibbs measure. Combining with the thermodynamic limit results
for the Villain model [18, 44], we are now ready to state the following dual representation in infinite volume.

PROPOSITION 3.5. Let G be the simple random walk Green’s function in Z%. For B sufficiently large, we
have

; 1
i(0(2)-0(0))
(3.20) (e )NX exp ( 2BG(O,x))

qeQ qeQ

= (eXp ( Y. 2(8,q) sin 27w (¢, q) sin 27 (00z, q) + ), 2(B, q) cos 2m(¢, q) (cos 27 (00a, q) ~ 1)))
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and

(3.21) (e'OC )+0(0))>#}§ exp (%G(O,x))

qeQ qeQ

= (exp ( > 2(8,q) sin 27 (¢, q) sin 27 (Gos, q) + Y. 2(B,q) cos 2w (¢, q) (cos 2w (Goz, q) — 1))) )

PROOF. We give the proof of (3.20) below, (3.21) follows from the same argument. The thermodynamic

limit of the Villain model implies (ei(e(w)‘e(o))>uv - <ei(9(z)‘9(0)))uv as L > oo [18, 44], and we also have
B.L 5

Gp, (0,z) - G(0,z). Apply Proposition 1.1, it suffices to show the weak convergence of g 1 to g implies
the right side of (1.13) converges to that of (3.20).

To simplify the notation, denote by

X =Y 2(B,q)sin 2w (o, q) sin 27 (004, q) + Y. 2(8,q) cos 2m(, q) (cos 27 (coq,q) - 1).
qeQ qeQ

and for any R < oo, define the truncation of X in Og by

Xp:= Z 2(8,q) sin 2w (¢, q) sin 2w (oo, q) + Z 2(B, q) cos 2w (¢, q) (cos2m(opz,q) — 1) .

q€Quop 9<Qop
We then have for all |z| « R < L,
(exp(X2)),,, = (exp(Xn)),., , + (exp(Xr) (exp(Xe - Xn) ~1)),.,,
and
(exp(X)),, = (exp(XR)),, + (exp(Xgr) (exp(XL - XRr) - 1)), -

In particular, by applying Proposition 3.1 to the geometric scales 2L, k € N, using the fact that (¢,q) is a
linear functional of V¢ and the estimate |2(3,q)| < exp(-B"2|q|1), we see that as L — oo,

(exp(XR)),, , — (exp(XR)),,| < x (exp(XR)), ., ~(exp(XR))

d
BCR

S kZZE) 2(1-e)k [ 1-¢

Mg ok+ly,

CeCR!
S
Lo/’

which tends to 0 as L tends to infinity. We apply the Holder and Brascamp-Lieb inequalities (Corollary 2.2,
2.3 and 3.4) to obtain

1/2

(exp(Xp) (exp(X1 = Xr) - 1)), , < (exp(2Xp)),/2, ((exp(X1 - Xg) - 1)°)

HB,L Ka,L

1L
< eXp(Cvarﬂg’L XR) <(exp(XL - Xg) - 1)2>

HB,L

We claim that the Brascamp-Lieb inequality implies

((exp(XL - Xp) - 1)2)M < Crar,g (X1 - Xp).

,L

Indeed, we can Taylor expand the left side and obtain

1 2 2k 2
LHS:<(]Z:1]€!(XL—XR)IC) ) :I;<§M(XL—XR)%>

HB,L HB,L

We may then apply the exponential Brascamp-Lieb inequality to even moments of X — Xr and the Wick
Theorem for the Gaussian measures to conclude

2k)! k
<(XL _ XR)2k>NBYL < Ck: ((XL _ XR)2k>Ng$L < Ck (k|22 (VangL(XL - XR)) .
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Therefore
2k+1

((exp(XL - Xr) - 1)2>u5,L < 12:1 k!

< CV&I“ug,L(XL —XR).

The same computation yields

(exp(Xr) (exp(X - Xz) - 1)),,,

We claim that for R > |z| (eg, R = ¢€), both (exp(Xg)(exp(X -Xg)-1))

(exp(XRg) (exp(X - XR) - 1))M[3 , are bounded by R***~4 for some ¢ « 1.

By a Gaussian computation we see that var),

we have for every charge g € Q such that suppg N Oz, \ O, # &,

k
ok (VangL (Xr - XR)) < exp(CvangL(XL -Xg))-1

< C’exp(C’vang; XR)var#g (X - Xgr).

. 1 1
(3.22) |2(B, q) sin 27 (00z, q)| < 27 exp(=fqll1)(o0z, )] < C(Td—2 C(r—la))2
and similarly.
5 C
(3.23) |2(8, ) (cos 2m(00z, ¢) ~ 1) | < Cexp(=Flal1) (002, 0)” < i

To estimate var,,c (X - Xgr), we decompose

X -Xp=3 AXop,
k>0

where

AXorp = > z(B,q) sin 27 (o, q) sin 2w (0oz, q)
q€Qn NQp

ok+l R ok R

+ > 2(8, q) cos 2w (¢, q) (cos 2w (ooz,q) — 1) .

9€Qn ;.1 Qo

Using the estimates (3.22) and (3.23), we conclude that

1
V&I‘M[C;(AXQkR) < W
Therefore
: : ¢
Var#g (X - XR) < ngVaI'#g AXQkR < W
Combining the estimates above we obtain
(exp(XR)exp(X - Xg)),, < R

and similarly,

1

(exp(Xr)exp(Xy - XRr)),, , < T

So that we conclude the proof.

and

gLXR<oo and VaruffXR<°°' Also, for R> |z| and r > R

O

REMARK 3.6. By the same proof, one may obtain analogues of Proposition 3.1 for the Gibbs measures
g0,z and pg.+. One also observes that they converge to the same thermodynamic limit pg. Therefore
(3.20) also holds for the infinite volume measure ,ug’f, and the proofs in the rest of the paper applies to the

Villain model with Neumann or periodic boundary conditions.
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4. The Helffer-Sjostrand PDE

Following the idea of [65] (which was in turn inspired by the works [53] and [70]) and [40], we will show
in this section that the elliptic operator £, defined in (4.1) below, where

Ay F(9) =
S EP0)- Y | oA0() - X o (A) () - X 2m2(8. q)a(a) sin 2w (4,6) | 0.5 (9).
zeF(Z%) reZd 26 nx1 268 qeQ

arises naturally when one considers the variance of certain observables with respect to the Gibbs measure pg.
In Section 4.1 we derive the Helffer-Sjostrand representation, which identifies the variance of certain observ-
ables under the measure pg with the energy density of the Helffer-Sjostrand PDE. In Section 4.2 we give
variational characterizations for the Helffer-Sjostrand PDEs in the finite and infinite volume. The variational
characterization gives the solvability of the equation, and will be crucial to prove the main homogenization
result for the Green’s function, which we state in Section 4.5. The proof here combines the ideas in [65], [40]
and [6], and extend them to the setting of differential forms and long range operators.

4.1. Helffer-Sjostrand representation. The main result of this section is the Helffer-Sjostrand rep-
resentation for the Gibb measure pg, stated as Proposition 4.1. To state the result, we introduce the
Helffer-Sjostrand operator

1 1 1
(‘A)m1 + Z V; “agVyq

4.1 L=Ay—-—A+— —
(4.1) Y %7;55 2

where we introduce the notation
Vo agVeu =412 (B, q) cos 2 (¢, q) (u,q) q.

ProrosiITION 4.1. Fiz F,G € Hl(ug) and assume that there exist f,q: Z% x Q — R™ which belong to the
space L (Z%, pg) such that 0,F =V - f(z) and 9,G =V - g(z). Then we have

(4.2) covy, (F;G) = ((OF, £79G)), = ((f, VL'V g)), .

Equivalently, we may write
covy, (F;G) = Z (0. F, Vu(a:,-))uﬁ7
zeZd
where u s the solution to the PDE
Lu=V-ginZxQ.
REMARK 4.2. The assumption that OF and dG are divergence of L*(Z<, ju)-vector fields is not essential
to prove the Helffer-Sj6strand representation formula. Nevertheless, it simplifies the proof of this formula and

is sufficient for the purposes of this article.

By polarization, it suffices to prove the identity for variances in the above proposition. We would like to
apply the integration by parts and obtain

((F=(F))), = A = (F)) Bp(a0) ™ (F = (F))),, = 2 ((0F) (00 (A5 (F = (F),)))

up
reZd 7

Hp

However, it is not clear that A;l (F —-(F), 5) is well-defined in the infinite volume. Therefore we will prove
Proposition 4.1 by first solving a PDE with a mass term A and then send A — 0.

We are motivated to study solutions of the equation
(4.3) ApF+AF=H,
where (G),,, = 0and A > 0. We have the unique variational solvability of (4.3) for any right-hand side G € L?(u3).
This is stated in the next lemma.

LEMMA 4.3. Let G € L?(ug). Then there exists a solution F € H*(ug) of the equation

(4.4) AgF + A F=H.
Moreover the solution F of (4.4) is unique, and there exists a constant C(\,B,d) < co such that
|2y <N gy
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PROOF. This result can be obtained by an application of the Lax-Milgram lemma, or, alternatively, by
considering the variational problem

. 1 2 Ao
wdﬂfﬂa) (2 KZZ:d <(8£w) )“B " 2 (w )#6 - (Hw)w)~

In either case, we just use uniform coercivity with respect to the H l(ug) norm (and the coercivity depends
on A). This problem can be solved equivalently by using tools of spectral theory as follows. The operator A,
is well-defined on the space of smooth compactly supported functions defined on the space {2 and depending
on finitely many variables. Following the arguments of [65, 40], we may extend this operator into a closed,
self adjoint operator of L? (y5) which we still denote by A,. We denote by (e‘md’)t>0 the L?(pg)-semigroup
generated by this operator. Additionally, it follows from standard arguments (see [38_])7 in view of the growth
condition imposed on the elements of €2 in Chapter 2, that for any initial condition ¢ € 2, the infinite volume
Langevin dynamics

(4.5)

d¢t($) = %A(ﬁt(ﬂ?) - Z %Bi/Q (_A)n+1¢t(x) - Z QWZ(B,Q)Q(.’I?) sin 27 (q?¢t):| dt + \/idBt(x)a T € Zda
nx1 qeQ
Po=¢

is well-posed. We denote by (F;),,, the probability transition semigroup associated to this dynamics. By the
arguments of [34, Section 3 and Theorem 4.2] (as mentioned in [40]), the two semigroup (e *4¢) 50 (Pe)is0
coincide. In particular, we have the identities B

(4.6) w= f e Methe fdt = f e M P HAL.
0 0

Applying the previous lemma and the integration by parts, we obtain for all A > 0,

@n (F?), = (FQs+NQg+N7TF), = 3 {(0:F) (0:(8s + N)TIF)), + ME(A +0)7'F)
zeZd
Using the fact that
(02,841 = > 0,0 H:iA—i i(—A)”“— > Vi-agv
’ yezd ! 2 28 51 82 q€Qx A
we may rewrite the first term on the right side of (4.7) formally as
> (@) (£+2) @F) (2.))),,.
zeZd
where u = (£ +A)™" (OF) is the solution to the problem
1 1 1
(4.8) Agpu(z,-)+ %Au(x, - 35 > — (-A)"u(z,-) - Y Vi-agVeu+du(z,) =8, F() in 74 x Q.
nx1 52 q€Qxq

We refer to [40] for the rigorous justification of this step. In Lemma 4.4 below, we use a variational argument
to prove the solvability of the equation (4.8).
By monotone convergence theorem, we see that the A - 0 limit of 3,74 ((9.F) (£ + )\)’lamF»M exists.

We denote the limit by ¥, czq ((8$F)£_1 (OF) (=, ~))MB, and posit the existence of this object to Lemma 4.4.

We next claim the second term in the right side of (4.7) converges to (F )i , as A —> 0. Combining with the
previous argument implies

(4.9) var,, F=-3 <(8$F)£_1 (OF) (z, ))

s’
zeZd s

and the proof of Proposition 4.1 is complete.
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By the identity (4.6) and the change of variable ¢ — A\t, we obtain
Ay + N F = [T Be ) pay
0

:f )\e‘MPtht:[ ¢t Py F dt.
0 0

It suffices to prove the right side converges in L?*(ug) to (F),,. Indeed,

((fow ¢ PynFdt - (F)M)2>

N

_ (([Om e (PyaF = (F),,) dt)2>uﬁ

<Cf (PP - (F),,)") .

K

Notice that for all s> 0, ((PSF - <F>"f*)2>ﬂﬂ = ((PSF)Q) o~ (F)2_ <var,, F, which follows from the fact that

Hp

B =

L), =2 L) = 2(PRAPR),, <0

hp
Using the ergodicity of the Langevin dynamics, we obtain the almost sure convergence P, F' — (F'),, as t — oo.

We can thus apply the dominated convergence theorem and conclude that (( f0°° e tP, nFdt—(F),, )2> - 0.
g
This concludes (4.9), and therefore Proposition 4.1.

2. Well-posedness for the Helffer-Sjostrand equation. In this section, we study the solvability
of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation in finite and infinite volume. The equations are solved variationally; this
approach is one of the main techniques used in this article as it allows to prove quantitative homogenization
estimates on the solutions of the Helffer-Sjostrand PDE (see Theorem 2 below).

4.3. Solvability in infinite volume. The goal of this section is to prove that the equation

1
-A u+—Au—— n( —A)"Hy, Vi-a,Veu+ Au=0,F inZ%xQ,
e 28 & 65 " Ve ’

for all A > 0 admits a variational characterization and a unique solution. We recall that we assumed 9, F = V- f
for some f e L?(Z4, ug).

We now state the well-posedness for the Helffer-Sjostrand equation in the infinite volume.

LEMMA 4.4. Assume that B is sufficiently large and select A > 0. There exists a unique solution uy €
HY(Z% ng) of the equation

1

1
(4.10) Apuy — —Auy + — ( A" luy+ YV agVeun+Auy =V fin 7% x Q,
26 2ﬂ n>1 ﬁ qeQ

which satisfies, for a constant C(d, ) < oo, the estimate

2 2 2
(4.11) A H%\Hm(zd,uﬁ) + Zd |00 ‘|L2(zd,uﬁ) + [ Vu Hp(zd up) S <C HfHL2(zd g)
Tel

For each point x € 72, the map ux converges weakly in the spaces L? (pg) as A - 0. The weak limit u:= LV - g
is the unique solution (up to a constant) of the equation
1
AWRTES ﬂAqu%Z ( A)"+1U+ZV cagVou=-V-f in Z% x Q,
n>1 qeQ

PROOF. The proof is variational. A function uy € H'(Z¢, 1u5) is a solution of (4.10) if and only if

(4.12) > > ((9yun(z,-)) (O w(z, ))) > (Vu,\(x,~)Vw(x,-))M

yeZd xeZd 26 zeZd
Z Z ( ntly, (2,°), V"”w(m )> Z AMun(z, ), w(x, ) s 1 Z Vqux-agVqw )
B st zeZd xeZd qeQ

=- Z (f(a:,-)Vw(x,-))Mﬁ, VweHl(Zd,uﬂ).

xeZd
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Using the estimate |ag| < CePlal if B is sufficiently large, the symmetric bilinear form on the left side of the
previous display is coercive with respect to the H(Z, pg) norm. The Lax-Milgram lemma therefore yields
the existence of a unique solution u € H*(Z%, ug). We see that this function satisfies (4.11) by taking w = uy
n (4.12).
By the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequality, we see that for any A > 0 and any field ¢ € €2,
d—2

2d d
|UA(I7‘)|iZ(uB)S<(Z|UA(I7¢)|“) ) <3 Turltag, <O

reZd s reZd

Combining the previous estimate with (4.11), we obtain that (up to extraction) for each point z € Z¢, the map
ux(z,-) converges weakly to a function u(z,-) € L? (ug) and that (still up to extraction) the functions Vu, and
Ouy converge weakly to Vu and du in the spaces L? (Zd,uﬁ) and L? (Zd X Zd,uﬂ) respectively. From (4.12),
we deduce that u satisfies the identity: for each map we H' (Zd, /Lﬂ)

> 2 @y, ) (Oyuw(x,))),, > (Vu(z,)vuw(z,)),,

yeZd xeZd 2/8 zeZd

Z Z < "+1u(17 vn*'lw(x’.))#ﬁ + Z (un aqvqw = - Z f(:l: )Vw(x ))

71>1 weZd qeQ zeZd

O

4.4. Solvability of the Dirichlet problem. We next present the well-posedness of the Dirichlet
boundary value problem for the Helffer-Sjéstrand equation in a cube 0 ¢ Z?. This will be used to prove the
regularity of the solutions in Chapter 5 and to establish the convergence of subadditive quantities associated
with the equations in Chapter 6.

LEMMA 4.5. Assume that 8 is sufficiently large. Let 0 € Z% be a cube of size R, h € L*(o,pug) and
ue H' (O,up). There exists a unique solution u € H' (O, ug) of the boundary-value problem

1 1
- Apu+ —Au- — ( A)"Jr1 Vi asVeu=h in 0°xQ,
(413) ¢ 25 2ﬁ n>1 ﬂ qu,suéqﬁD#@ ! .

u=u on 00O xf),

which satisfies, for a constant C(d, ) < oo, the estimate

(4.14) 1l 21 009 < C (RIBI 20y + 151100 ) -

PROOF. A function u € u+ H} (O, up) is a solution of (4.13) if and only if

(4.15)
Z Z (Oyu(z,-))(Oyw(z, ))) Qﬁ Z (Vu(z, ) Vw(x,-) Zl Z( "y, V' w(x, ))
+ . > (un-aqvqw)uﬁ = Z (h(z,yw(z,")),,, YweHy(O,ps).

For large (8, the symmetric bilinear form on the left side of the previous display is is a small perturbation of
the Laplacian term, and therefore [u] y1(g ,,,) < C(R ||hHL2(D PR 1 Peere ug))' Apply Lemma 1.1 (i), we see
that the bilinear form is coercive with respect to the H'(O,5) norm. The Lax-Milgram lemma therefore

yields the existence of a unique solution u € Hj (O, ug). It also follows that the solution to (4.13) admits a
variational characterization: u minimizes the energy

\

n+1 H
u
L2(Z4,p5)

+ > <un'aqvq“>w - (h(m,~)Vu(x,-))#6 )

q€Q,supp gNO#QJ zeO

1
2
2. 119y “”m(u ue) * gg IVeulZeo,u,) +n§15%

yeZa

among all the functions in the space u + Hg (O, ug) - a
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4.5. Green’s matrix: existence, decay and homogenization. In this section, we present record
some properties of the Green’s matrix associated to the elliptic Helffer-Sjostrand operator £. We highlight
that since the operator £ is an elliptic system, the fundamental solution is a matrix; this object is used
repeatedly in the following chapters as it allows to decompose the solution of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation
stated in (4.10). We fix an exponent p € [1,00], and a function f € L? (ug) and define the elliptic Green’s

matrix Ge : Z¢ x Q x Z4 > RG)*G) by the formula
(4.16) LGe(z, ¢3y) = £(¢)d, () in 2% x Q,
such that |G¢(z, y)HLP(#B) tends to 0 as x tends to infinity. To be slightly more precise in the definition, we
see the Dirac J, to be the diagonal matrix d,(z) = (Lp=y - Li=j), ., i) To solve the equation (4.16), we fix a
sHJ=\2

column in the matrix £d,, solve the system (4.16) (with this specific column) and obtain a function valued in
the space R(2). We then perform the same operation on the (;l) —1 columns and use the (;l) solutions obtained
this way to define the matrix Gg (-, y).

In the case p = 2, we can solve (4.16) variationally, by applying the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequality.

The solvability in the general case relies on the Feynman-Kac formula and tools from spectral theory as
presented in the introduction of Chapter 5 (following the ideas of [65, Section 2.2.2])

LEMMA 4.6. There exists By = fo(d), such that for all B > By, there exists C = C(d, ), such that the
Green’s function G defined from (4.16) satisfies |Ge | pox za 12(uy)) < ClElL2(u0)-

PrOOF. The proof follows from the same argument as Lemma 4.4. We test (4.16) using Gr, and observing
that for large 3, £ is a small perturbation of %A, to obtain

2
”ngHL?(Zd,M) < C<gf(y)f('))ma <C Hgf“L'A’*(Z%L?(M)) Hf”L2(Mﬁ) :

Applying the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequality, we have HngLz*(zd,Lz(“ﬁ)) <C(d) HVQfHLz(m a

HB)"

The following proposition quantifies the solvability lemma and prove asymptotic decays on the LP (ug)-
norm of the Green’s matrix, its gradient and its mixed derivative. The proof is based on regularity theory for
the Helffer-Sjostrand operator and is one of the main subject of Chapter 5.

PROPOSITION 4.7. For any regularity exponent € > 0, there exists an inverse temperature By(d,e) < oo
such that the following result holds. For any 3> By, there exists a constant C(d) < oo such that for any x € Z¢,
one has the estimates

CBIE Lo ()
1Ge (@, 59| 1o () < Wa
and the reqularity estimates on the gradient and the mized derivative
CBIEN Lo (1) CBIEN Lo (s
vagf(x,-;y)HLp(M) < W and Hvzvygf(ww;y)\lmw) < W

4.6. Homogenization of the mixed derivative of the Green’s matrix. In this section, we state a
quantitative result which establishes homogenization for the mixed gradient of the Green’s matrix associated
to the Helffer-Sjostrand operator. The proof of the theorem below will be presented in Chapters 6 and 7.
Naturally, one expects that the Green’s matrix associated to the Helffer-Sjostrand operator (4.1), defined by

LG =6 in Z% x Q
homogenizes to the Green’s matrix G associated to the Laplacian operator V - agv:
(4.17) - V-83VG =& in Z%,

where a3 is a positive definite matrix which is a small perturbation of the matrix Qild. It is defined in
Chapters 6 and 7 as the limit of the energy associated to the Dirichlet problem with affine boundary condition
(see Definition 1.5 and Corollary 2.3 in Chapter 6 and the introduction of Chapter 7); it is deterministic and
depends only on the dimension d and the inverse temperature 5. The solvability of the equation (4.17) is
ensured by the fact that &3 is a perturbation of a diagonal matrix and the arguments of Chapter 5.

When applying to the Villain model (see computations in Chapter 4) we need a largely nonlinear
generalization of the homogenization result (4.17) and also the convergence of the mixed gradient of the
Green’s matrix. We present as Theorem 2 below and the proof is deferred to Chapters 6 and 7.
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For each pair of integers (i,7) € {1,...,d} x {1, e (g)}, we let [, be the linear function defined by the

formula
{Rd SRG),
€ij =

x—(0,...,z-¢;...,0),
where the term z - e; appears in the j-th position. We denote by Vx;; the gradient of the infinite-volume
corrector, which is the unique stationary solution of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation
ﬁ(le” "’Xij) =0in Z% x Q.

It is constructed as the infinite volume limit of finite volume correctors, the later measures the homogeniza-
tion error for the Helffer-Sjostrand equation with affine boundary condition. For a precise definition, see
Proposition 4.4 of Chapter 6. Once equipped with the gradient of the corrector, we can define the exterior
derivative d*x;; by using that the codifferential d* is a linear functional of the gradient (see (2.10)). The
following theorem proves a quantitative homogenization result for a version of the mixed derivative of the
Green’s function (4.16), the specific form of the function (4.18) is justified by the fact that it is the correct
object to consider in order to prove Theorem 1 in Chapter 4. We mention that the techniques developed
in Chapters 6 and 7 can be adapted to prove quantitative homogenization of more general solutions of the
Helffer-Sjostrand equation.

THEOREM 2 (Homogenization of the mixed derivative of the Green’s matrix). We fix a charge ¢1 € Q such
that 0 belongs to the support of ng,, let Uy, be the solution of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation

(4.18) LUy, = cos2m (¢,q1) q1 in 28 x Q,
and let G, = (éqhh e ,@ql (d)) be the map defined by the formula, for each integer k € {1, e (d)},
2

2
(4.19) Gur= Y, . <cos 27 (p,q1) (nql,d*leij +d*Xij)>l ViGik.
4 15
1<i<d 13j§(g)
There ezist an inverse temperature By = fo(d) < oo, an exponent v := v(d) > 0 and a constant Cy, which
satisfies the estimate |Cy,| < C |1 H]f for some C = C(d, ) < oo and k := k(d) < oo, such that for each 8> [y
and each radius R > 1, one has the inequality

Cq 1

< .
Rd+v
L2(B2r\BR,18)

(4.20) VlUg = > > (e + Vi) ViGay s

1<i<d 1Sj£(g)

REMARK 4.8. The functions Vi, and V;G,, behaves like mixed derivative of Green’s matrices, in
particular, they should decay like the map 2 — |z|~¢. Theorem 2 states that their difference is quantitatively
closer than the typical size of the two functions: we obtain an algebraic rate of convergence with additional
exponent v > 0 in the right side of (4.20).

REMARK 4.9. For the purposes of Chapter 4, we record here that the statement of Theorem 2 can be
simplified by using the formalism of discrete differential forms. To this end, we recall the definition of the
operator L g4+ introduced in Section 2.2 of Chapter 2 record the following properties:

e The operator -V -a3V can be written
1 —
(4.21) —v-aﬁv:%(d*m(uxﬂ)dd*),

where Xﬂ is a real coefficient which is small tends to 0 as § tends to infinity. This property is stated
in Remark 1.11 of Chapter 6;

e The gradient of the infinite volume corrector only depends on the value of the codifferential d*I.,; (in
particular, it is equal to 0 if d*l.,; = 0) as mentioned in Remarks 4.2 and 4.5 of Chapter 6. We use the
notation of Remark 4.5: given an integer k € {1,...,d}, we let select a vector p:= ¥ 1cicq lejs(g) Dij€ij

such that di, = e, and denote by Vxi = Y 1<i<q Zlgjg(g) Dij VXij-
Using these ingredients, we can rewrite the definition of the map éqhk stated in (4.19): we have

élh,k = Z <COS 2 (¢, (J1) (qul ,e; + d*Xi))Mﬁ (d*ék) c €5

1<i<d
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We then use that, by definition, the map G. x, solves the equation —~V-a5VG = &y and the identities ~A = dd*+d*d,
dod=0 and d* od* =0 to write
—(1+X3) Ad*G = (1+Xg) (dd* +d*d) d* Gy = (1 + Ag) d*dd* Gy
=d* (d*dGy + (1+Xg)dd*) Gk
=d* (-v-83VG.1)
=d%dg.

The exterior derivative d*G can thus be explicitly computed in terms of the gradient of the Green’s function
associated to the operator — ( 1+ )\5) A which is equal to the the standard random walk Green’s function on

the lattice Z% multiplied by the value (1 + Xg)il.






CHAPTER 4

First-order expansion of the two-point function

In this chapter we show that by combining Theorem 2, which gives a quantitative rate of convergence of
the mixed gradients of the Helffer-Sjostrand Green’s matrix, with a regularity theory for the Helffer-Sjostrand
operator, implies the convergence of the two-point function stated in Theorem 1. The proof relies on the
regularity theory that is developed in Chapter 5.

The objective of this chapter is to prove Theorem 1. To this end, by Proposition 3.5 of Chapter 3, it is
enough to prove the expansion stated in the following theorem.

THEOREM 3. There exist constants By := Bo(d), co := co (B,d),c1 (8,d) and an exponent 7' :=~'(d) >0
such that for every 8> o, and every x € Z.2,

Z(O’Oz) _ N C1 O( C )

=c + —
Z(0) ~ 77 [afd-2 ] -2+

and
Z (EOI) C1 C
— =g+ ——+ 0| ————
z() T\ )
The proof of Theorem 3 requires to use the following statements established in Chapter 5, Chapter 6 and
Chapter 7:

e We need to use the quantitative homogenization of the mixed derivative of the Green’s function
associated to the Helffer-Sjostrand equation £. The precise statement we need to use is given in
Theorem 2. The proof of this theorem is the subject of Chapters 6 and 7;

e We need to use the C%17¢ regularity theory established in Chapter 5; more specifically, we need
to use the regularity estimates for the Green’s function G associated to the operator L stated in
Proposition 4.7 of Chapter 3 and on the Green’s function Gge, stated in Proposition 4.2 of Chapter 5.
We additionally make the assumption that the regularity exponent ¢ is very small compared to the
exponent v which appears in the statement of Theorem 2 of Chapter 3 (for instance, we assume
that the ratio % is larger than 100d). This condition can always be ensured by increasing the inverse
temperature 3.

Apart from these three results, the proof of Theorem 3, which is contained in this chapter (and Chapter 8 for
the technical estimates) is largely independent from Chapters 5, 6 and 7.
Finally, some computations presented in this chapter requires to prove estimates on terms of the form

1 1
reZd |$|a |‘T - y|ﬂ7
for some exponents «, 8 > 0 satisfying o + 8 > d. We refer to Appendix C for the proof of the upper bounds
and directly write the results in the sections below.
This chapter is organized as follows. We first set up the argument and introduce some preliminary notations
in Section 1. We then simplify the expression (1.1) below in a series of technical lemmas stated in Sections 2, 3
and 4. In particular, in Sections 3 and 4, we sketch the argument that one can decouple the Helffer-Sjéstrand
Green’s matrix from the exponential terms arising from the dual model in Chapter 3. The proofs of these
lemmas relies on the C%'~¢-regularity theory established in Chapter 5, we give an outline of the arguments and
postpone the proof to Chapter 8. The core of the proof of Theorem 3 (thus Theorem 1) is given in Section 5.
This section is decomposed into two subsections. We first write an outline of the argument in Section 1 and
then present the details of the proof in Section 5.2.

45
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1. Preliminary notations

We first recall that we have the identity

Z(00x
(1.1) Zs(90r) = (exp > 2(8,q) sin 27 (¢, q) sin 27 (0oz, q) + Y. 2(B,q) cos 2w (¢, q) (cos 27 (0oz, q) — 1) > .
Zﬂ(O) qeQ qeQ Lis
We also recall that, by the definition of the function o, given in Section 1 of Chapter 3, we have the equality
d*00p = d*d (=A) " hog = hop —dd* (=A) " hgg = hop — d (~A) T d* A,
=ho —d(-A) " (1, - 1)
= h»O7g: + VG - VGJ;

We then use the identity ¢ = dng, that the maps ¢, n, and hg , are valued in Z, and the periodicity of the sine
and the cosine to deduce that

sin2m(oog, q) = sin2n(VG - VGz,ny)  and  cos2m(0gs, q) = cos2n (VG - VG, ng).
One can then expand the sine and the cosine by using the trigonometric formulas. We obtain the identities
(1.2)  sin27(VG - VGy,ng) =sin27(VG,ng) - sin27(VGy,ng)
+ (cos2m(VGy,ng) — 1)sin2n(VG, ng) — (cos2m(VG,ng) — 1) sin 27 (VGy, ny ),

and
(1.3) cos2m(VG - VGy,ng) - 1= (cos2m(VGE,ng) - 1) (cos2m(VGy,ng) — 1)

+ (cos2m(VG,ng) — 1) + (cos2m(VGy,ng) — 1) +sin2m(VG, ng) sin 2m(VG4, nyg).
We then combine the identities (1.2) and (1.3) with the right side of (1.1). To ease the notation, we introduce

the following random variables

X, =exp|- Y 2(B,q) (sin 27(p, q) sin2w(VGy,ng) — %cos 27(p, q) (cos2m (VG4 ng) — 1))) ;
q€Q

Yy = exp Z 2(8,q) (sin 21(¢,q)sin2n(VG, ny) + %cos 27(¢,q) (cos2m(VG,ng) - 1))) ,
qeQ

Yy =exp| > 2(8,q) (sin 271(p, q) sin 2w (VGy,ng) + %COS 27 (¢, q) (cos2m(VGa,ng) - 1))) ;
qeQ

(1.4) Xeincos =exp| - Z 2(B,q)sin 2w (¢, q) sin 2w (VGy, ng) (cos2m(VGE, ng) - 1))
qeQ

X exp ( Z z(B,q)sin2m (¢, q) sin 2w (VG, ng) (cos2m(VGy,ng) — 1)) ,
qeQ

Xeos cos = €XP ( > 2(8,q) cos 27 (o, q) (cos2m(VGE,ng) — 1) (cos2m(VGqy,ng) - 1)) ,
qeQ

Xsinsin = exp ( Z Z(Ba q) COs 27T(¢, q) sin QW(VGv nq) sin 27T(VG17 nq)) .
qeQ

In this notation we have

Z5(00z) _

(15) m - ()/OX.%XsinCosXcoscosXsinsin>

g "

Our aim is then to simplify the identity (1.5) and then to apply Theorem 4.
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2. Removing the terms Xgi,cos, Xcoscos and Xginsin

We first show that the terms Xgin cos, Xcoscos and Xginsin are lower order terms which can be removed
from the analysis. We prove the following lemma.

LEMMA 1.1. There exist constants By = Bo(d) < o0, ¢:=c(d, 8) and C :=C(d, ) such that for each > [y,

Z3(00z) c(YoXz),, C
2.1 ——=(YpX,), + +0 .
(2.1) Z5(0) {Yo >Ms |z[d-2 |z[d-1
A consequence of the identity (2.1) is the equivalence
ZB(O'O;E) C2 C C2 C
e, ez € R, Z50) ezt o gz ) der, 02 €R, (Yo Xo )y, =1+ a2 o |z[d-2+7 |

This lemma is technical and its proof is not the core of the argument; the proof is thus deferred to
Chapter 8. We provide here a sketch of the argument.

SKETCH OF THE PROOF OF LEMMA 1.1. To prove the identity (2.1), we first record four standard in-
equalities, for each y € Z%, and each a € R,

VG (y)| <

ly|a=t”
Using the estimates (2.2) and the exponential decay of the coefficient z(3, q), we prove the following estimates:

1
(2.2) VG (y)| < |sina| <la| and |cosa-1|< §|a|2.

ly - a1’

(1) The random variables Xgincos and Xcoscos belongs to the space L (ug) and satisfy the estimates
C
HXsincos - 1HL°° < Wa

C

HXcoscos - IHLm < W

(2.3)

(ii) We prove that the random variable X, sin also belongs to the space L™ (pg) and that its fluctuations
around the value 1 are of order |z[>~¢. This is larger than the fluctuations of the random variables
Xsincos and X oscos and one needs to be more precise in the analysis: we prove the following estimates
on the expectation and the variance Xginsin

C

Var,ug Xsinsin < |J)|2d_2 ’

2.4
. X, 1+ Lo G
(Xsinsin)y,, =1+ |z[d-2 * lzfd1 )
The variance is estimated thanks to the Brascamp-Lieb inequality and the expectation is estimated
thanks to the estimates (2.2) and a Taylor expansion of the exponential.
A combination of the estimates (2.3) and (2.4) is then sufficient to prove Lemma 1.1. O

REMARK 2.1. The same proof also yields

ZB(EOZ) _ E<Y0Yw)mf C
(2.5) m = (YOYGC>M + |x\d’2 +O(|xd1)'

In general, € # ¢ since the O(|z|%72) term above is contributed by (X3! ;.

)us instead of (Xinsin)ug-
3. Removing the contributions of the cosines

From Lemma 1.1, we see that to prove Theorem 1, it is sufficient to obtain the following expansion

C2 C
(31) 301,02 € R, (YOXI)#/S =C1 + |];|d_2 + O ( |x|d_2+V' ) .

We then note that, by the translation invariance of the measure fg, the expectation of the random variable X,
does not depend on the point x: we have, for each = € Z¢, (X,) us = (Xo),,,- A consequence of this observation
is that to prove (3.1), it is sufficient to show

C2 C
(32) cor e Yo = 5 + 0 )
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Indeed, the expansion (3.2) implies (3.1) with the value ¢1 = (Yp),, (Xo),,. To prove the identity (3.1), we
use the Helffer-Sjostrand representation formula and write the covariance in the following form

(3.3) cov [Xa, Yol = >0 ((8,X2) V(y,-))

kg’
yeZ4d

where ) is the solution of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation, for each (y,¢) € Z% x Q,

(3.4) LY(y,d) = 9,Yo(9).
For each point z € Z4, we introduce the notation @, to denote the (random) charge: for pair each (y, $) € Z¢xQ,
(3.5) Qa(y,8) :=2m }, 2(B,q) cos 27 (¢, q) sin 21 (VGa,nq)q(y).-

qeQ

These charges are defined so as to have the identities, for each y € Z¢,

(3.6) 0,Yo(9) = (Qo(ywb) - %277 ZQZ (8,9) sin27(¢, q) (cos2m(VG,ng) - 1) q(y))Yo(¢)

and

(3.7) Oy Xa(¢) = - (Qm(y, ) + %QW Y. 2(B,q)sin 27 (¢, q) (cos2m(VGa,ng) - 1)(1(1/)) Xz ().

qeQ
We also define the random charges ng, according to the formula
(3.8) ng, = ». 212(B,q) (cos2m(¢,q) sin2m(VGy,nq))ng  so that  dng, = Q.
qeQ

We note that by the exponential decay |z (8, ¢)| < Ce—c\/BHqu’ the decay of the gradient of the Green’s function
stated in (2.2) and the inequality |sina| < |a|, the random charges @, and nq, satisfy the L*° (pg)-estimate:
for each y € Z4,

C C
(3.9) 1Qa (s ) o () < =2 and [nqQ, (4, )| =,y < Iy — zd1"

By a similar argument, but this time using the inequality |cosa — 1| < %|a|2, one obtains the inequality, for
each y € Z4,

(3.10) %z (B,q9)sin2n(¢,q) (cos2m(VGyz,ng) — 1) q(y)| < [y =22

and

(3.11) 5 2 (8,q)sin 27(6,0) (cos2m(VGia, ) — 1) my ()| < |yC|
qeQ z

The reason we record the inequalities (3.10) and (3.11) is that, since 2d — 2 > d — 1, the function z ~ |2|?¢-2

decays faster than x + |z/?"1. From this observation, we expect that the terms Qo(y)Yy and Q. (y)X, are the
leading order terms in the identities (3.6) and (3.7) and that the terms involving the cosine of the gradient of
the Green’s functions (left sides of (3.10) and (3.11)) are lower order terms which can be removed from the
analysis. We prove this result in the following lemma.

LEMMA 2.1 (Removing the contributions of the cosines). One has the identity

(312) o LX) = B 1@V, +0 (i ).

ez £U|d_1_€

where V is the solution of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation, for each pair (y,¢) € Z% x §,

A consequence of the identity (3.12) is the equivalence

C2 c o C
Jeo € R, cov [ Xy, Yol = R +0 ( |1’|d2+"/') < deeR, sz (XIQI(y)V(y,-))M = B +0 ( BT ) .
YE.
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REMARK 3.1. We recall that ¢ is the regularity exponents for the gradient and the mixed derivatives
of the Green’s function G and Gqe, stated in Proposition 4.7 of Chapter 3 and Proposition 4.2 of Chapter 5
respectively.

The proof of this result is again technical and does not represent the core of the argument; it is thus
deferred to Chapter 8. The argument relies on two ingredients:

(i) We use the decay estimates for the Green’s function associated to the Helffer-Sjostrand operator £
and its mixed derivative stated in Proposition 4.7 of Chapter 3;

(ii) We use the decay estimates (3.9) and (3.11) and take advantage of the fact that the function
x> |22472 decays faster than the map x ~ |z|97L.

We complete this section by recording that we may also prove

Co C
(3.13) Jer, 2 €R, (YoYa),, =c1+ 2|42 +0 ( |x|d—2+’y’)
by showing
C2 C
(3.14) cov [V, Yo] = |gc|d—2+0(|x|d—2+7’)'

Indeed, we have the following analogue of (3.12)

cov [V Yol = 3 (VQu()V(w.),, +o(|c).

ez :I;|d—1—e

The proof of this identity is almost the same as (3.12) with only notational changes, and is therefore omitted.

4. Decoupling the exponentials

The next (and final) technical step consists in removing the exponential terms X, and Yy from the
computation. To this end, we prove the decorrelation estimate stated in the following lemma.

LEMMA 3.1 (Decoupling the exponential terms). One has the following estimate

(11) cov LX) = Yoby, (300, B (@l U, + O o ).
yeZd
and
(4.2) cov [V, Yol = (Yo)r,, 2 (Qa(y, WU(y,")),, +O (W(iﬁ)
yeZd

where the function U is the solution of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation LU = Qg in 7% x Q. The identity (4.1)
implies the equivalence

c C
dez € R, ) (XeQu(y,)V(:0)),, = m% +0 (|30|d_2+7)

yeZd

— deeR, ¥ (Qx(y)l/l(y,~))w=|$|cd22+0( ¢ )

yel | =2

REMARK 4.1. The function & can be decomposed according to the following procedure: if for each charge
q1 € Q, we denote by U, the solution of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation

(4.3) LUg, =cos2m (¢,q1) ¢1 in 7% % Q,
then we have the identity

(4.4) U=2r Y 2(B,q1)sin2n(VG,ng, Uy, -
q1€Q
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REMARK 4.2. By writing ¢; = dng, , we can rewrite the equation (4.3) in the following form
LUy, =d(cos2m (-, q1) ng,) in Z9x Q.
As a consequence the function U, can be expressed in terms of the Green’s function Geos2x(.,q,) according to
the formula, for each pair (y, ¢) € Z9 x €,
(4.5) Uy (y:0) = Y. diGeosan(an) (Us 3 2)ng, (2)-

2€SUPP Ngy

Using the decay estimate on the gradient and mixed derivative of the Green’s function given in Proposition 4.7
of Chapter 3, we obtain that the map U, satisfies the upper bounds, for each y € VA
C¢h

C
(46) Huql (y,')HLm(M) < — and Hvulh (yf)HL“’(MB) < W’

PRI
where z is a point which belongs to the support of the charge n,, (chosen arbitrarily).
REMARK 4.3. A consequence of the estimate (4.6) is that by using the exponential decay of the coefficient
2(B,q) (see (1.10) of Chapter 3) and the inequality, for each charge ¢; € Q,
. C
i 2m(VG, my, )| 27 (V6,10 )| < 20 19 gy, I

where z is a point in the support of n, (chosen arbitrarily), we deduce the inequality, for each point y e VA

1Y, gy <27 30 3, 12(Bya1) sin2m(VG g, )| [Uay () 1=,
zeZ4 q1€Q

<Y Y eVl

zeZ4 q1€Q-

<C )

zeZd
C

< —.
|y|d727€

Oq
Ty =1

1
ATy = 2=

where we used the exponential decay of the term e=eVBlali to absorb the algebraic growth of the term
c,<C HqH]{ in the third inequality. The same argument also yields the estimate

C
VU, ) o ) < e

We now give an heuristic argument explaining why we expect the decoupling estimate (4.1) to hold.

HEURISTIC OF THE PROOF OF LEMMA 3.1. The strategy of the proof is to first decouple the exponential
term X, and then decouple the exponential term Yj; to decouple the term X, we prove the expansion

@7) S (X Qe VW), = (Xo), 3 (@al W), + 0(0)
yeZd yeZd |$|

A heuristic reason justifying why one can expect the expansion (4.7) to hold is the following. By the definition
of the random variable X, given in (1.4) and the decay of the gradient of the Green’s function VG, stated
in (2.2), we expect the random variable X, to essentially depend on the value of the gradient of the field
around the point x. The statement is voluntarily vague; one could give a mathematical meaning to it arguing
that if one considers a large constant C' depending only on the dimension d, then the conditional expectation
of the random variable X, with respect to the sigma-algebra generated by the fields (V¢(y))yeB(z,c) is a good

approximation of the random variable X, in the space L* (ug).

Additionally, using similar arguments to the one presented in Remarks 4.2 and 4.3, but using the L? (up)-
estimate Yo z2(,,) < C instead of the (stronger) pointwise upper bound [cos2m (¢, ¢)| < 1, one obtains the
L?(pp)-estimate, for each y e Z4,

c

(4.8) [VV (Y, ) 2y < =
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While we can prove the estimate (4.8) using Proposition 4.7 of Chapter 3, we expect that its real decay is of
order |y|*~?, and make this assumption for the rest of the argument. We use an integration by parts to write,
for each field ¢ € €,

Y Qu(y,0)V(y,0) = Y nqg, (y,0)d"V(y, ).

yeZd yeZd

Since we expect the random charge ng, (y) to decay like |y — z|'™? (see the estimate (3.9)) and the random

variable d*V(y,-) to decay |y|*~¢ (since the codifferential d* is a linear functional of the gradient V), we have
1 1 1

4.9 ,0)dA*V(y, P) ~ ~ .

( ) Z an (y ¢) (y ¢) Z |y—$|d71 x |y|d,1 |.’E|d72

yezZa yeZd

The point of the identity (4.9) is that while we expect the sum ¥, 74 ng, (y,#)d*V(y, ¢) to be of order x>,
its restriction to the ball B(x,C) is of lower-order since we have

> ne. Ve Y Lo

X = .
yeB(z,C) yeB(z,C) |y _'r|d_1 |y|d_1 |x|d_1

A consequence of this result is that we expect the main contribution of the sum ¥ 74 ng, (v, ¢)d*V(y, ¢) to
come mostly from the points y outside the ball B(z,C).

To summarize the heuristic explanation, one should expect that:

e The random variable X, depends mostly on the gradient of the field inside a ball B(x,C) for some
large but fixed constant C' depending only on the dimension;

e The random variable ¥, 71 ng, (y,#)d*V(y, ¢) depends mostly on the value of the gradient of the
field outside the ball B(xz,C).

Since the gradient of the field decorrelates, we expect the random variable ¥, 74 nq, (3, #)d*V(y, ¢) and X,
to decorrelate; this is what is proved by (4.7).

Once we have proved that the identity (4.7), we can prove the expansion (3.12) by applying the same
argument and the symmetry of the Helffer-Sjostrand operator £ to decorrelate the random variable Yj.

The previous paragraph describes a heuristic argument explaining why the expansion (4.1) is plausible; the
rigorous proof of the result is technical and deferred to Chapter 8. It relies on the Helffer-Sjostrand formula: if
we fix a point y € Z¢, then we can write

<XﬂcQz(y)v(y7))yﬁ - (X0>,u5 (Qz()V(y, ')>#B = cov [va(yv)] = Z (Xe(2,)0:V(y, ')>#/3 )

zeZ4

where the function X, is the solution of the Helffer-Sjéstrand equation, for each pair (z,¢) € Z¢ x Q,

LX(2,0) =0, X, (9).

The map X,(z,¢) can then be explicitly written in terms of the Green’s function associated to the Helffer-
Sjostrand operator £ described in Proposition 4.7 of Chapter 3. The derivative 9,V(y,-) is studied using
properties of the Green’s function associated to the differentiated Helffer-Sjostrand operator Lge, stated
in Proposition 4.2 of Chapter 5. The strategy relies on the fact that, since we have assumed the inverse
temperature 3 to be large, a C%'~*-regularity theory holds for the operators £ and Lger, for some small
regularity exponent ¢ := £(d, 8) > 0. If the exponent ¢ is small enough (or equivalently, if 8 is chosen large
enough), this regularity theory is precise enough to describe the behaviour of the Green’s functions G, Gger
accurately and we are able to prove that the absolute value of the covariance cov [ X,,V(y,-)] is bounded from
above by the value C|z|'~%*¢, which gives the expansion (4.7).

The expansion (4.1) can then be deduced from (4.7) by applying the same argument and using the
symmetry of the Helffer-Sjostrand operator £. The expansion (4.2) can be proved by the same argument. O

5. First order expansion of the two-point function

Once the Lemmas 1.1, 2.1 and 3.1 are established, we have showed that, to prove Theorem 3, it is enough
to obtain the expansion

6. seeR, ¥ QU = s + O e )

yel | =2

This section is devoted to the proof of (5.1). We first give a sketch of the proof in Section 5.1 and provide
the details of the argument in Section 5.2.
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5.1. Heuristic argument. In this section, we present a heuristic argument for the proof of the expan-
sion (5.1). A large part of of the proof is concerned with the treatment of the technicalities inherent to the
dual Villain model (sum over all the charges g € Q, presence of a sine etc.). In order to highlight the main
ideas of the argument, we make the following simplifications:

e We assume that for § large enough, one may essentially reduce the charges to the collection of dipoles
(dﬂ{y>y+€i})yezd,1ggd' The exponential decay on the coefficient z (3, q) constraints the L'-norm of
the charge ¢ to be small. One can thus assume that only the charges ¢ € @ which minimize the
value |g||; are involved in the sum; this leads us to considering the dipoles (d]l{w7w+ei})xeld,lsisd'

An important, but mostly technical, part of the argument presented in Section 5.2 is devoted to
proving that this dipole approximation yields the correct picture. Under this assumption, one has
the simplifications

d d

Qz=>. Y. 2msin(27V;G(y)) dlyy yie,y In U= > 2msin (27V;G4(y)) Uy i,

i=1 yezd i1 yezd
where the function U, ; is the solution of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation
LUy; =d (cos2m (A*d(y) - ;) Ly yiery) in 73 x Q.

e Since the gradients of the Green’s functions V;G(y) are usually small, we consider the first-order
expansion of the sine and replace the value sin (27V;G.(y)) by 27V;G.(y). With this assumption,
we have

d d
Q.=02m)’ Y Y ViG(y)dlyy yre,y and U= (27)2 > 3 ViGL (y)Uy.i.

i=1 yezd i=1 yezd

Using these simplifications, we compute

d
(52) Y AQWUY, ), = (4n)® 3 Y ViG(y)ViGalyr) (cos(d"d(y1) - e)d Uy i (y1,6) - ei),, -

yeZd 1,5=1y,y €Z4
Using the translation invariance of the measure pi5, one has the the identity, for each pair of points y,y; € ze,
(5.3) (cos(d"d(y1) - €)d Uy ;(y1,0) - €i),,, = {cos(d"d(y1 —y) - e)d"Uo ;(y1 — . 9) - i), -

Putting the identity (5.3) into the equality (5.2) and performing the change of variable k := y; — y, we obtain

d
(54) Y AQuU(Y.)),, =(@r*)? 3 3 ViG(y)V;Gu(k ~y) (cos(d ¢(k) - ;) U j (k. §) - ei),, -
yeZd 4,j=1y, keZ

The strategy is then to simplify the right side of (5.4) by arguing that the term d* ; behaves like the mixed
derivative of a deterministic Green’s function. Proving a quantitative version of this result is the subject of
Theorem 2 which is proved in Chapters 7 and 8; in this setting, it can be stated as follows: there exists an
exponent 7 := y(d) > 0 and, for each pair of integers i,j € {1,...,d}, there exists a deterministic constants
¢ij = ¢ ;(d, B) such that for each radius R > 1,

d C
(5.5) S ffeos@ a0 - e)d U (5,0) €i),, — D €iints Vi Vi GOR)| €
reByr\Bpr i1,j1=1
Once equipped with this estimate, we let &; ; : Z% — R be the error term defined according to the formula, for
each k€ Z¢,

d
& j(K) = (cos(d*@(k)-e;)d* Uy ; (K, ) - ei)M - > €16y Vi Vi, G(K).
i1,J1=1
According to the regularity estimate on the gradient of the Green’s matrix associated to the Helffer-Sjostrand
operator L stated in Proposition 4.7 of Chapter 3 (via the formula (4.5)) and the homogenization estimate (5.5),
this term satisfies the L' and pointwise estimates

C
and Vke Zd, |5i,j(’f)| < —

(5.6) VR>1, R Y 1&,(k)| < T
K

ke€Bosr\BRr

C
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We can use the definition of the term &; ; to rewrite the identity (5.4). We obtain

d
(5.7) 2 AQ(U(Y, ), = () Y ey . ViG(Y)V;Ga(k - y) Vi, V5, G(k)
A 1,%1,7,J1=1 y,keZd
d
+ 2 ViG(y) VG (k- y)Ei (k).
ij=1

The right side of the identity (5.7) can then be refined. First using the estimates (5.6) on the error term &, ;
and Proposition 5.1 proved in Section 5 of Chapter 8, we can show the following expansion: there exists an
exponent v’ :=~'(d) > 0 such that

d d C
(5.8) Y 2 ViGWViGa(k-y)&i (k)= Y Kij Y, ViG(y)V;Gu(k-y)+0O (d_gw,) )
1,J=1y, keZ i,j=1 y,keZd |.I|
where the constant K ; are obtained from the error term &; ; according to the formula
2
Kiﬂ* = (471‘2) Z gi)j(li),
KkeZd

which, by the estimate (5.6), is well-defined. A combination of the identity (5.7) with the expansion (5.8) then
shows

d
(59) Z (Qm(y)u(yv '))p,ﬁ = 47T2 Z ci,i1cj;j1 Z VZG(y)VJGI(K - y)vn leG(H)
yeZd ,11,7,J1=1 y,keZd
d C
+ > Kij ) ViG(y)Vij(H:—y)+O(|$|d_M).
4,j=1 y, k€L

This expansion does not give the result (5.1) directly and we need to exploit the symmetries of the dual Villain
model to conclude. The argument relies on the following observation: since the Villain and dual Villain model
are invariant under the action of the group H of the lattice preserving transformations introduced in Chapter 2,
the same property holds for the two-point function and thus for the map z = ¥ 74 (Qu(y)U(y, ")), -

One can then use this invariance property together with the expansion (5.9) to prove that this expansion
must take the simpler form

c C

5.10 (U (y,- =——+0|— ).

(5.10 3@, = i 0 e
This is achieved by using the property of the discrete Green’s function and relies on tools from Fourier analysis.
The proof can be found in Section 4 of Chapter 8. The expansion (5.10) is exactly (5.1); the proof is thus
complete.

5.2. Proof. We first write @, = dng,, perform an integration by parts and use the identities (3.8)
and (4.4) to expand the sum ¥,z (Qu(y)U(y,)),,,. We obtain

(5.11)
Z (Qm(y)u(ya '))pﬁ

yeZa

= 2, {nq, (A Uy,")),,

yeZd

=4n® 3 Y 2(B,a1)2(B. q2) sin2m(VG, g, ) sin2m(VGy, g, ) (cos 2m(¢, q1)d Uy, (3, 9)),, s (4)-
yeZd q1,92€Q

To simplify the sum over all the charges ¢1, g2, we introduce an equivalence class on the set of charges Q: we
say that two charges q and ¢’ are equivalent, and denote it by ¢ ~ ¢’, if and only if one is the translation of the
other, i.e.,

g~q = 3zeZ% q(z+) =4
We denote this quotient space by Q/Zd and for each charge g € Q, we denote by [¢] its equivalence class. For
each equivalence class [¢] € Q/Z%, we select a charge ¢ € Q such that 0 belongs to the support of ng (if there is
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more than one candidate, we break ties by using an arbitrary criterion). We note that, for each charge q € Q,
by the definition of the charge n, and the coefficient z (3, ¢), we have the identities, for each point z € ze,
(512) Z(Ba‘]) :Z(ﬂ7Q('_Z))> Ng(-2) an(~—Z) and (nq(‘—z)) = (nq)
We also note that, by using the translation invariance of the measure ug and the definition of the function U,
given in (4.3), we have the equality, for each pair of points (y, z) € Z<,

(c0s2m(6, 1) A Uy, 2y (5,9)) ,, = {c052m(6,01(-+ 2)) AUy, (v - 7, 0)),

Additionally, we can decompose the sum over the charges g € Q along the equivalence classes, i.e., we can write,
for any summable function F': Q@ - R,

(5.13) Y F(@)= Y. Y Flg(--2)),

qeQ [qleQ/Z4 zeZ?

P

where the charge ¢ in the right side is the element of the equivalence class [¢] € Q/Zd chosen such that 0
belongs to the support of the charge n,.
Combining the identities (5.12) and (5.13), we can rewrite the equality (5.11),

(5.14) Y AQu(U(y.)),, =47* 3 z2(B,¢1)2(B,a2)

yezLs [a1],[g2]eQ/Z¢

Xl Z SiHQﬂ'(VG,TLqQ('—Zg))SiH27T(VGx,TLq1('—21))<COS27T((]5,(]1(~—2’1+22))d*uq2(y—22,¢))uﬁ n‘h(y_zl)‘|.

z1,22,y€L?

We first rearrange the identity (5.14). We use the identities (VGy,ng, (-—21)) = (VG2 (-+21),nq,), (VG, ng, (-
22)) = (VG(- + z2),ng,) and perform the change of variable y := y — z;. We obtain

(5.15) Y A(QuU(y, ), =47> ¥ z(Ba)z(Ba2)

yezd [a1].[g2]eQ/2

21,22,y

xl Z sin2m(VG(- + 22),ng, ) sin 2 (VG4 (- + 21), gy ) (€082 (, g1 (- — 21 + 22) )d Uy, (y + 21 — 22, (25))#6 Ng, (y)] .

(5.15)-(q1,92)
The rest of the proof is decomposed into two steps:

(1) In the first step, we use Theorem 2 and the regularity estimates established in Proposition 4.7
of Chapter 3 to prove the following result: there exists an exponent ' := 7'(d) > 0 such that for
each pair of charges ¢1,¢2 € Q and each pair of integers (i,j) € {1,.. .,d}z, there exist constants
K00 = Ko .0o(01,92:d,8), Cqy 40 = Cqy,q.(q1,92,d, 5), cg; = cf]? (i,4,q1,d, B) such that the term
(5.15) - (q1, g2) satisfies the expansion

d

(5.16) (5.15) - (q1,42) = Z c?;czzz Z ViG(21)V;ViG(z1 — 22)ViG(x - 22)
i,9,k,0=1 21,29€Z4
+ K > VG(21) - (ng,) x VGo(x = 21) - (ng,) + O G
q17Q2z ~ 1 92 z 1 q1 |$|d_2+7’ :

We recall that the vectors (n,, ) and (n,,) belongs to R? and are defined by the formulas

(ng,) = Z ng (y) and  (ng,):= Z g, (Y)-
yeZa yeZa
These two quantities belong to the space R¢ (or more precisely Z?). We also record that all the
constants Ky, q,, ¢i;* and Cy, 4, grow at most algebraically fast in the values 1], and [g2];,
i.e., there exist an exponent k := k(d) < oo and a constant C := C(d, ) < co such that one has the
estimates

k k k k k
(5.17) il <Clally,  |Kpal<Clalileli  and  |Cq el < Clalylal;-

(2) In the second step, we use the symmetry and rotation invariance of the dual Villain model to prove
that the expansion (5.16) implies the expansion (5.1).
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We first give the proof of the second item of (5.16), as the argument is simpler and less technical. We first
sum the expansion (5.16) over all the equivalence classes [¢1],[¢2] € Q/Z% and use the exponential decay of

the coefficients z (3,¢1) and z (8, ¢2) to absorb the algebraic growth of the constants cg;, cgj and Cy, 4, We
obtain

(5.18)

Z (Qm(y)u(ya‘»#ﬁ = 4r” Z z2(B,q1) 2 (B,q2) x (5.15) = (q1,92)

yeZs [a1],[a2]eQ/Z

d
:47T2 Z Z Z(ﬁaql)z(ﬁaQ2)cqulCZ; Z VzG(Zl)VJVkG(Zl —ZQ)VIG(CE—ZQ)
[q1],[q21€Q/Z 3,5,k 1=1 21,20€Z4
+471'2 Z Z(Baql)z(ﬂaq2)Kq1,q2 Z VG(Zl)'(n%)XVG(;p—Zl).(nql)
[a1],[q2]eQ/Z4 21 €27

+4772 Z Z(Ban)Z(ﬂaq2)O(CYqhq2)

d—2+~'
[0:].[42]eQ/zd =2+

d
= Y e Y. ViG(21)V;ViG(21 - 22)V,G(x - 22)

1,5,k l=1 21,296
d c
+ Z Ki’j Z le(Zl)VJG(ZC—Zl)'FO(W),
=1 aezd ||

where we have set

Cij = 47T2 Z z (ﬂv Q) ng and KiJ = 47T2 Z z (ﬂ7q1) < (63 qQ) K(I1>l12 [(nql) : ei] X [(n(h) : ej] )
[qleQ/z4 [a1]:[g2]eQ/2

which are well-defined by the estimate |2(/3, )| < eVBlaly and (5.17).

We then simplify the expansion (5.18) by noting that, since the measure pg is invariant under the
symmetries and rotations of the lattice Z¢, the function z = 3,74 (Q (y)U(y,)) 4 18 also invariant over the
symmetries and rotations of the lattice. It is proved in Proposition 5.1 in Chapter 8 that this invariance
property combined with the expansion (5.18) implies that there exists a constant ¢ := ¢(d, 8) such that

> QU = +0( ¢ )

= ]2 =2

This is precisely the expansion (5.1). We have thus proved that the expansion (5.16) implies the expansion (5.1).
The rest of the demonstration is devoted to the proof of (5.16). We first simplify the term (5.15) - (q1,g2)
by removing the sine. To this end, we use the following ingredients:

e We use the inequality, |sina — al < %a?’, valid for any real number a € R and the inequality, for each
charge ¢ € Qg and each point z € Z¢,

C,
|(VGvnq( - Z))| < HVG(Z + ')HLQ(Suppnq) ”an2 < M%

We deduce that, for each pair of charges ¢1,qs € Q and each pair of points z;, 2o € Z<,

C
(5.19) [sin2m (VG (- + 22),m6,) = 27 (VG(- + 22), g, )| < 7
|2o[34-3
and
. th
(5.20) ISIn 2 (VG (- + 21), Mgy ) = 20(VGL (- + 21),ng, )| € — =3
|21 — x[3d-3

o We further simplify the terms 27(VG,ng, (- — 22)) and 2m(VGy,ng, (- — 21)). We use that the double
gradient of the Green’s function decays like |z|~¢ and the assumption that 0 belongs to the support
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of the charges ng, and ng, to write

(5.21) 27 (VG (- + 21),mq,) =27 (ng,) - VGa(21)] = [27(VGa(21 + ) = VGa(21),ng, )|
<C an “2 Hva(Zl + ) - vC;I(Zl)HLz(suppan)

1
< Cng,l, lsuppng,|?  sup  |[VVG(z+ 2 - )|

Z€SUpPp Ng
CQz
Tz - x|
A similar argument shows the estimate
C
(5.22) 12m(VG, ng, (- — 22)) — 27 (ng,) - VG(22)| < |Zq|2d.
2

We then combine the inequalities (5.19) and (5.21) on the one hand and (5.20) and (5.22) on the
other hand and use the inequality 3d — 3 > d. We obtain the two estimates

C
(5.23) SIn 27 (V Gy, ngy (- — 22)) = 2 (ng, ) - VG4 (22)] < L
|z — 21 |4
and
. qu
(5.24) Sin 27 (VGy, ng, (- — 21)) = 2w (ng, ) - VG (21)| < B |d;
1

e We recall the estimate (4.6) which reads for each y € Z%, |V, (y,-)HLw(M) < M_C;]% From this

inequality, we deduce that for each pair of charges ¢1, g2 € Q such that 0 belongs to the supports of
ng, and ng, and for each point y € suppnyg,,

* Cthz
‘(COSQW(¢7 Q1 (=21 +22))d Uy, (y + 21 - 22,9)),, | < o = g e
o We have the inequalities, for each point x € Z¢,
1 1 1 Clnla| 1 1 1 C

(5.25)

and

X X X X .
— Zl|d |Zl _ Z2|d7€ |22|d71 - |x|d7176 _ Zl|d71 |Z1 _ 22|d75 |22|d - |x|d7175

z1,22€Z4 |l’ z1,22€Z4 |:C

The proof of these estimates are postponed to Proposition 0.2 of Appendix C.

A combination of the the four items described above implies the following expansion

(5.26) (5.15) - (q1,42)
= 4x? Z VG(22) - (Ng, ) VG (21) - (ng,) {cos2m(d, q1 (- — 21 + 22) )d Uy, (y + 21 — 22, ¢))

21,22,y€Z?

%} n‘h (y)

(5.26)-(q1,92)

Cth,qz
+O(|a:|d1€)'

A consequence of the identity (5.26) is that to prove the expansion (5.16), it is enough to prove the following
result

d
(527) (5.26) = (qu,q2) = ), clichi > ViG(21)V;ViG(21 - 22) ViG(x — 27)
i,5,k,l=1 21,22€Z4
C
+ 47T2KQ1,<12 Z VG(ZQ) ’ (n%)le‘(ZQ + H) : (nfh) +0 ( |x|;l1i72q+2'y ) :
21,y€Z?

The rest of the argument is devoted to the proof of (5.27) and relies on the homogenization of the mixed
derivative associated to the Helffer-Sjstrand equation (Theorem 2).
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We first consider the term (5.26) — (¢1,¢2) and perform the change of variable & := 21 — z5. We obtain

(5.28) (5.26) - (q1,42)
= 472 Z VG(22) - (g, ) VG (22 + K) - (ng, ) (cos2m(, g1 (- — k) )d Uy, (y + K, ¢)>H6 ng, (y).

21,Kk,y€Z4
We then apply the homogenization theorem for the solution of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation stated in
Theorem 2.
We post-process the result of Theorem 2 so that it can be used to estimate the term (5.26) — (g1, g2); the
objective is to prove the estimate (5.36) below. We first use that the codifferential d* is a linear functional of
the gradient to deduce from Theorem 2 that, for each radius R > 1,

< C‘Iz

- Rd+v '
L2(B2r\BR,ug)
To ease the notations, we let Ag := Bag \ Br. Using the arguments and notations introduced in Remark (4.9)
of Chapter 3, we obtain the identity

Y Y (@l +d) VG = Y (e ') (G e

1<i<d lﬁjﬁ(g) 1<i<d

(529) d*Z/Iq2 - Z Z (d*lei_j + d*Xij) Vz‘éq%j

1<i<d 1Sj£(g)

The estimate (5.29) then implies, by using the stationarity of the gradient of the infinite-volume corrector and
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

(5.30) L >

Rl 2 (cos2m(¢,q1(- = £))d Uy, (5,9)),,, = D {cos2m(d,q1) (ei +d"xi(0,9))),,, (4"Cy. (k) i)

1<i<d

< Clh
T Rd+v .

We then generalize the inequality (5.30) and prove the following result: for each point y € Z?, one has the
estimate

(5.31)
% EA: (COS 27T(¢, ql( - /{))d*uth (y + K, ¢)>”ﬁ - 1Zd<COS 27T(¢7 ql) (ei + d*Xz(y; ¢))>p,5 (d*an (H) : ei)

2d
(L g™
- Rd+'y

R

To prove this result, we distinguish two cases, whether the norm of y is larger or smaller than <.

Case 1. The norm of y is smaller than %. In that case, we note that the set y + Ar is included in the
annuli Bog \ B% We can use the identity (5.29) with the two annulus Ag and Ag to deduce that

(5.32)
% Z (COS 27T(¢7 ql( - ﬁ))d*ulh (y + K, (b))p,ﬂ - Z <COS 27T(¢7 Q1) (ei + d*XZ(ya ¢))>/*‘*B (d*ath (y + K) . ei)
KEAR 1<i<d
CQ2
T Rd+y :

We then use the definition of the function Gy, stated in (4.19) combined with the fact that the triple gradient
of the Green’s function G decays like z + |2|%*1. We deduce that, for each point s € Ag,

_ _ — C
633) (@) ) =52 (4 Ta(6) 0] < o % S [7°Con ()] < T2

A combination of the inequalities (5.32) and (5.33) implies the estimate (5.31) in Case 1.

Case 2. The norm of y is larger than %. In that case, we use the following (rough) estimates: for each
pair of points y, x € Z,

(5.34) [(cos2m(6, 1 (- = 1)) d* Uy, (y + 1, 6)

< C(Iz

Ha
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and

(5.35) > [(eos2m(6,a1) (e + 4 xi(y, 9))),., (4" (y+ 1) - €)| <

1<i<d

CQ2

Using the estimates (5.34) and (5.35), the fact that the volume of the annulus Ap is of order R? and the
assumption |y| > <, we deduce that

> [cos2m(d,q1(- — k) Uy, (y + K, ¢)) o Z cos2m(d,q1) (ei + A" xi(y,9))),, (d* Gy, (y + &) ;)
KEAR <i<
<C,,R*
92d+y qu |y‘2d+'y
Rd+y

The proof of the estimate (5.31) is complete.

We then consider the estimate (5.31) for a point y in the support of the charge n,,, consider the scalar
product with the vector ng, (v) and the sum over all the points y in the support of n,,. We additionally use
the inequalities |ng,| < Cy,, [suppng,| < Cy, and the fact that, since 0 belongs to the support of ng,, one has
the estimate, for each point y in the support of ng,, |y| < diamng, < Cy,. We obtain

> |{eos2m(d,q1 (- = w))ng, (YA Uy, (y +5,0)) . — D {cos2m(e,q1)ng, () (es + A" xi(y,9))),,, (" Cya (k) - €i)
k€AR 1<i<d
< OCIth
STy
We sum over all the points y in the support of the charge n,, and obtain
(5.36)
Z <COS 27‘—(¢a QI(' - H)) (nQUd*uqz(' + K, ¢))>Hﬁ - Z <COS 27T(¢7 QI) (nq1 €+ d*Xi(yv (b)))Hﬁ (d*éqz(’i) : ei)
KEAR 1<i<d
< CQ1,Q2
SRy

We then focus on the term (5.26) — (¢1,¢2) (and more specifically on the right side of (5.28)) and use the
inequality (5.36) to simplify it. To ease the notation, we introduce the following definitions:

o We let &, 4, be the map from 7% to R defined according to the formula, for each point x € Z¢,
6111,112 ("{) = <COS 27T(¢a ql(' - K)) (nth ) d*uqz ( + R, (b)))ﬂﬂ_ Z <COS 27T(¢a ql) (’I’qu ;6 t d*Xi)>M3 (d*éqz (K‘) : ei) )
1<i<d

It is an error term which is small; in view of the estimate (5.36), Remark 4.2 and the definition of
the map Gy, ; stated in (4.19) of Theorem 2, it satisfies the inequalities

& C
(5:37) VR2 1 3 (€ ()€~ and Vel [, 4 (n)] < o

d—e’
KE€EAR |K:|
e We recall the definition of the coefficient Xg stated in Remark 4.2 of Chapter 3. For each pair of
integers 4, € {1,... ,d}2, we define the coeflicient cgj according to the formula
_ 1
¢y =2m (1+X5) 7 [(ng) -] x (cos2m(d,q1) (ng,, d*le,; +d*xi5))

Using these notations together with Remark 4.9 of Chapter 3 and an explicit computation (which we omit
here), we obtain the formula

Z (COS 27T(¢7 QI) (nq1 ;€3 F d*Xi(yv ¢))>MB (d*é%(ﬁ) . ei)

1<i<d

pg

T \7! * *
=(1+X3) Y (cos2m(¢,q1) (ng,, e +d Xi)),,, (cos2m (¢, q1) (ng,, €; + d"Xi)),, ViV;G.

1<i,j<d
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The term (5.26) — (g1, g2) then becomes

d
(5.26) = (q1,q2) = Y, clich > ViG(21)V;ViG(21 - 22)ViG(x - 22)
i,5,k,l=1 21,20€24

+ 47?2 Y VG(22) - (g, )VG (22 + K= x) - (ng, )Eqy 4 (K).

z2,k€Z9

To prove the estimate (5.27), it is thus sufficient to prove that there exists a constant K, 4, such that one has

the expansion

472 Z VG(22)  (1g,) VG2 (22 + K) - (1g,)Eqy g5 (K)

zo,KkeL4

1,92

“Kpne 3 TG (10)9Gaz2) (1) + O F22).

d+~'
2z1€Z9 R

The proof of this result relies on the estimates (5.37); it is the subject of Proposition 5.1 and is deferred to
Chapter 8. We note that the argument gives an explicit value for the constant K, ,, which is given by

Kthz = 4772 Z g‘h’qz("i)'

KeZd

1,92

By the estimates (5.37), the constant K, 4, is well-defined and grows at most algebraically fast in the
parameters |¢1|; and |gz|; as required.






CHAPTER 5

Regularity theory for low temperature dual Villain model

This chapter is devoted to the study of the solutions of the Helffer-Sjostrand operator

1 1 1
0.1 L=Ayg—-—A+— — (=AY 4 Vi-a,Vg,
( ) [ 2ﬁ 2/87;55( ) q% q qVvaq

where we recall the notation, for each integer-valued closed and compactly supported charge q € Q,
(0.2) Vy - agVeu =2 (B,q)cos2m (¢,q) (u, q) q.

This operator acts on the space Z? x Q. We decompose it into two terms: the operator Ay which acts on the
field ¢ and the spatial term Lgpat defined by the formula

1 1 1
—A+— Y (A" + Y Via,v,.
23 28 54 B* qé a "avd
The operator Lyt is uniformly elliptic. The purpose of this chapter is to apply the techniques from the theory
of elliptic regularity to understand the behavior of the solutions of the equations Lgpacu = 0 and Lu = 0. We
study three types of objects:

Espat =

e In Sections 1 and 2, we study the solutions of the equation Lu = 0. We establish a Caccioppoli
inequality (Proposition 1.1) and C%!~*-regularity estimates (Proposition 2.4);

e In Section 3, we study the Green’s matrix G and the heat kernel P¢. We prove Gaussian bounds on
the heat kernel, decay estimates on the Green’s matrix and C%!~*-regularity estimates;

e Section 4 is devoted to the study of the Green’s matrix Gyer,¢ and the heat kernel Py, ¢ associated
to the differentiated Helffer-Sjostrand Lqer (see (4.5)); we prove Gaussian bounds on the heat kernel
and decay estimates on the Green’s matrix and C%!~*-regularity estimates.

Let us give a few comments and heuristic of the proofs presented in this chapter. The demonstrations rely
on two main ingredients:

o If we write

1 1 1
0.3 L=A,— —A+— (=AY 4 V' a,v,,
(0.3) 0= 5587 55 5 T (A B Vi,
—_—
Lo

Lpert

then the operator Ly is a perturbation of L if the inverse temperature 3 is large enough. The
operator Ly has properties similar to the Laplacian and a complete regularity theory is available.
The strategy to obtain regularity estimates relies on Schauder theory (see [52, Chapter 3]): since
the operator Lyert is a perturbation of the operator Ly, one can prove that each solution of the
equation Lu = 0 is well-approximated on every scale by a solution % of the equation Lo = 0. One can
then borrow the regularity of the function u and transfer it to the function u. This process causes
a deterioration of the regularity for the function u: one obtains a C%!~¢-regularity theory for the
solutions of the system Lu = 0, for some strictly positive exponent €. The size of the exponent ¢
depends on the inverse temperature § and tends to 0 as 3 tends to infinity.

e The second ingredient is the Feynman-Kac formula which is used to study heat kernel and Green’s
matrix and is described in the following paragraph. Given a real number p € [1,00) and a function
f e LP (pug), we let Pr be the solution of the parabolic equation

0.4 OyPe + LPg =0 in (0,00) x Q x Z%,
' Pe(0,-,-) = £(-)d in Q x Z%,

61
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Given a field ¢ € Q which satisfies the growth condition Y., .za |¢()|e™1*! < 0o for some 7 > 0, we let
(¢¢)es0 be the diffusion process evolving according to the Langevin dynamics

dey(z) = %A@(w)dt— Loy LAy @i Y (V5 -aq(0)Vqer) (x)dt + dBy(x),

(0.5) 28 5z B2 40
¢o(z) = ¢(x),
where (B¢(x)),pa is a collection of normalized R()-valued independent Brownian motions. We
denote by Py the law of the dynamics (¢ )0 starting from ¢ and by Ey4 the expectation with respect
to the measure Py. The solvability of the SDE (0.5) is guaranteed by standard arguments (see [40,
Section 2.1.3] or [38, Section 2.2]). The solution P of the parabolic system (0.4) is related to the
diffusion process (¢ )i»0 through the Feynman-Kac representation formula which reads as follows,
for each (x,¢) € Z% x Q, one has the identity

(0.6) Pe (t,2,¢;y) = By [£(0) P* (t,2,9)]

where P? is the solution of the parabolic system

0P (t,,y) - %AP@S' (t,)+ % Zl ﬁ%(—A)"“P"" (t,-) + ZQ (V2 ag(¢)VeP? (t,))) =0 in Z¢,
nz qe€

P?(0,-,y) = 6, in Z%.

The rigorous justification of the Feynman-Kac formula requires to use tools from spectral theory.
The argument in the case of the dual Villain model is identical to the one presented for the uniformly
elliptic V¢-model which can be found in the articles of Naddaf and Spencer [65] and Giacomin, Olla
and Spohn [40] and not presented here.

While most of the ideas and techniques come from the theory of elliptic and parabolic regularity, one needs
to treat the infinite range of the elliptic operator Lgpat; for each integer n € N, the iteration of the Laplacian
A" has range 2n and the sum over all the charges ¢ € Q@ involves charges with arbitrarily large support.
Nevertheless one has exponential decay for the long range terms, due to the exponent 3% and to the estimate
(1.10) of Chapter 3 on the coefficient z (3, ¢); this allows to prove that the contribution of these terms is
negligible and to obtain the desired results.

We complete this section by mentioning that we need to keep track of the dependence of the constants in
the inverse temperature (3; our objective is to prove that the regularity exponent € tends to 0 as the inverse
temperature § tends to infinity. We thus only allow the constants to depend on the dimension.

1. Caccioppoli inequality for the solutions of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation

In this section, we prove a Caccioppoli inequality for the operator L, the proof follows the standard
technique but some technical difficulties have to be taken into account due the infinite range of the operator L.
In particular, the result obtained is slightly different from the one of the standard Caccioppoli inequality: there
is a long range term in the right sides of (1.2) and (1.3) which takes into consideration the infinite range of
the Helffer-Sjostrand operator. Since the coefficients of the operator £ decay exponentially fast, the long range
term in the right sides of (1.2) and (1.3) exhibits the same decay.

PROPOSITION 1.1 (Caccioppoli inequality). Fiz a radius R >1 and let u:Z% — RG) be a solution of the
Helffer-Sjostrand equation

(1.1) Lu=0 in Bap x .
Then there exist a constant C := C(d) < oo and an exponent ¢ := c¢(d) > 0 such that the following estimates hold
c —c(InB)|z

(1'2) p Z HayUHLQ(BR,HB) * HVUHLZ(BR,HB) < E ||u”£2(B2R7MB) + Z emetnAlel Hu(m’.)HLQ(Mﬁ) ’

yeZd reZi\Bsg
and

¢ ~e(in ) (Rvlal)
(13) 19l € B 10 O] 2+ [u, ) gy
A
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REMARK 1.2. The two long range terms in the right sides of (1.2) and (1.3) are error terms which are small
and are caused by the infinite range of the operator Lgp,:. They decay exponentially fast and are typically of

order e F.

PROOF. The strategy of the proof follows the standard outline of the proof of the Caccioppoli inequality.
We let 77: Z% - R be a cutoff function satisfying the following properties

(1.4) 0<n<l, n=1inBg, n=0in2Z%\ Byg and |Vn|£%.
We note that the properties on the function n imply, for each charge ¢ € 9,
Cdi C

(1.5) sup n< inf n+ﬂs inf 5+ —L.

supp ng sSupp 1q R sSupp nq R
By testing the function nu in the equation (1.1), we obtain

1
2
(16) 8 % n@)?*(@yu(z,0)’) +5 3 (Vu(z,0)-V (1) (,6))
x,yeZd pe 2 zeZd He
1 1 " "
+8 > (Vau-a,v, (n%))uﬁ 5 o (V" u(x, ¢) - Vv (nu) (Jc,gb))# =0.
qeQ n21 gezd 5 2 s

(1.6)-(4) (1.6)~(i1)
The terms in the first line can be estimated with the standard arguments of the Caccioppoli inequality. The
terms in the second line require specific considerations.
To estimate the term (1.6)-(i), we first fix a charge g € Q and write

Vo (*u) = (n*u,q) = (4" (7°u) ;) -
We then expand the codifferential of the product d* (172u) thanks to the formula (2.10) of Chapter 2. We
obtain
d* (nzu) (z) = Ly a (V (nzu) (z, qi))) = Ly a+ (772(33)Vu(x, qzﬁ)) + Ly a» (V?]Z(JZ) ® u(z, qb))

=1 () Liar (Vu(@,0)) + Liar (20(2)Vi(z) @ u(z,$))

= n?(2)d"u(z, ¢) + 20(x) Ly,a+ (V1)(2) @ u(z, 9)) -
We use the estimate (1.4) on the gradient of 7 and use that the linear map Ly, 4+ is bounded to deduce the
following inequality
Clingll =

W S e ols T o)l

Z€esupp q R ZESUpp q

[V (n*u) = (n*d"u,ng )| <

We use the estimate (1.4) on the gradient of 7 a second time, the fact that the codifferential is a bounded
operator and the estimate (1.5), to obtain, for any point « in the support of the charge ng,

(L.7) |(n*d"u, ng) = 1* (2) (d"u,mg)| = (7 = 0% (2))d u, mg )|
<[((n=n(x))(n+n(x))d u,ng)|

<SS )+ @))u(z )l

R z€supp ng
C C
zZ€sSupp ng zZ€supp ng
A combination of the two previous displays yields the inequality, for any point x € supp n,,
C, C
(1.8) Vo (n*u) =n(@)*Veul <2 > (uCz o)+ 25 X
Z€SUppng ze€s

upp ng

[u(z, 0)|-

For each charge q € Q, we select a point x, which belongs to its support arbitrarily. Applying the estimate (1.8)
with the point z = x4, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the estimate

(1.9) lagl < 12(8, )|l ]y < CpeevPlaly,
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we obtain
C.ecVBlaly
(un agVy (77 U)) >77($q) <un'aqvqu>,w— 4 R Hun||L2(MB)xESl§pn () Hu(%.)HLQ(M)
C.e~cVBlal
- Wl X gy
TESUPP Ng

We sum over all the charges q € Q such that the support of 1 intersects the support of n,. We obtain the
estimate

(1.10) Z (un'aqvq (nQu»#ﬁ
qeQ
qu—c\/BHQ\h
Zﬁ(l‘q) (un a,Vqeu ) - Z R ”vquHL2(u5) Z 77(2) ||U(Z7')”L2(Wg)
qeQ qeQ zZesupp ng

(1.10)-(4) (1.10)= (i)

. Z qu—c\/BHqul]l{suppnqmsuppmt@} HV UH Z Hu(x )H
4l R? Ul L2 (up) VLA k)

TESUPP Ny

(1.10)—(ii)

We then estimate the three terms in the right side separately. The term (1.10)-(i) can be estimated thanks to
the estimate (1.9) on the value of the coefficient a,. We obtain

Z Cye C\quHln( 2> ‘((d*u,an)#ﬁ‘

Z n(xq) ‘ Vqu - aqvqu
qeQ

schefcf lthin(zg)® % |Vu@, )72

qeQ TESUPP Ng

< 3 CpemeVBlal
qeQ

X( > n(@)? [Vu(z, ey 2 (n(wq)2—n(w)2)IIVu(ww)IQLzW))-
TESUPP Ng TESUPDP Ng

We use the estimates (1.4) and (1.5) on the function 7 and a computation similar to the one performed in (1.7)
and the fact that R is always larger than 1. We obtain

(L11) Y () [(Vgu-a,9,u), |
qeQ

qeQ TESUPP Ny TESUPP Ny

—e 2
< Z qu \/BHqu ( Z n(x) HVU(CL’ )HL2(;LH) + =5 R2 Z ]l{suppnqﬂsuppn¢z} |Vu(xa')”L2(#5)) .

We then use that, since the support of the function 7 is included in the ball Byg, one has the inequalities, for
each point z € Z¢,
Z Cq]l{suppnqﬂsuppnw}e_c\/mqHl < Ce_c\/gdiSt(w’BM)v

(1.12) ae Qe

> C’qe’c\/ﬁuqu1 < Ce VP,
q€Qq
These estimates are a consequence of the inequalities (2.7) in Chapter 2. Using (1.12) and the fact that the
discrete gradient is a bounded operator, we can simplify the estimate (1.11) and obtain
(1.13)

c c —c ist(x 2
Z n(xq)2<vqu.aqvqu>u > Ce \/> Z n(x) Hvu(l’ )”Lz(ll«[i) - ﬁ Z e \/Bd t( ,B2R) Hu(m7)”L2(uﬁ) .
qeQ zeZd xeZd

This completes the estimate of the term (1.10)-(i).
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To estimate the term (1.10)-(ii), we fix a charge ¢ € Q. We note that only the charges ¢’ such that the
support of n, intersects the support of n (or equivalently the ball Bog) are counted in the sum; we can thus

assume without loss of generality that the support of n, intersects the support of . We have the inequality,
for each field ¢ € 2,

IVqu(,9) = (d"u( @), nq) < Ingle X2 [Vulz,0)<Cq 3 [Vu(z0)l.

Z€sSupp q Z€supp q

Using this estimate, we obtain

IVoul oy O n<z>|u<z,'>|L2W)soq( 5 ||w<z,~>|L2(M))( > ’7(2)|“(Z")|L2(ua>)

zZ€sSupp ng zZ€suppng Z€SUpPP Ng

scq(sup n)( > |w<z,->||L2(,t,3>)( ) |u<z,->|sz)).
supp nq ZE€SUPP Ng ZESUPP Ng

We then use the property (1.5) to deduce that

(1.14) AP T CITICRI P
. c,
<0y nt 0+ S X Iue e || E G,
SUPP Tiq R zZesupp ng zesupp ng
§Cq( Z 77(2)|VU(ZV)|L2(NB))( Z |U(Za')||L2(W,))
ZESUpp ng zZESUpp ng
%
c S v e || D 1 e |-
zZ€supp ng Z€SUpp ng

We estimate the first term of the right side of the inequality (1.14) by the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s
inequalities

(1.15) ( > U(Z)|VU(2,')|L2(#B))( > ||U(Z»')|L2(p,3))

ZE€SUpp Ng zZ€supp ng

C
SCR Y R IVuG g + 1 D 0 g

zZ€suppng zesupp ng

To estimate the second term in the right side of (1.14), we use that the discrete gradient is a bounded operator
and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. We obtain

(1.16) ( > IVU(Zw)le(M))( > IU(Z,-)le(M))SCq >z ) e s -

ZE€SUpp ng z€supp ng zesupp ng

Collecting the estimates (1.14), (1.15), (1.16), we obtain the upper bound for the term (1.10)-(ii)

2
L17) Vel poquyy 2 ) Juz )2y <CoR 3 0(2)? [Vulz,) 72,
ZESUPP Ng zEsupp ng
C, 2
+§q > lu(z )2, -

Z€ESupp ng

Multiplying the inequality (1.17) by e~evBlal, , summing over all the charges ¢ € Q and using the estimates (1.12),
we obtain

1 e
18§ Z G Tty & Gl

— 2 C - i 2
< 0P B @) V@ Ming + 7z 2¢O ful@ ) ag)
zeZd

TeZd
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The term (1.10)-(iii) is estimated following a similar strategy and we omit the details. We obtain

C(qe_c\/BHQHI]l{su ngnNsu *J}
119) ¥ D YRR TCD
qeQ TESUPP Ng
—c 2 C —c ist(z,Bo 2
<Ce VB Z n(z)? HV“(L')”L%W + 2 Z o-cV/Bdist(x,B2r) ”u(l‘7.)HL2(1L5)'
reZd reZd

Combining the estimates (1.10), (1.13), (1.18), (1.19) and choosing the inverse temperature § large enough
1

so that the exponential terms Ce=VB are smaller than i

we obtain the inequality

1 2 C —c ist(x 2
(1.20) p % (un-aqvq (nzu))uﬁ > =3 ZZ:dﬁ(l‘)2 IVu(z, ')HLQ(M[;) "R ZZ:de VB dist(z.Bar) Ju(z, -)HLQ(M) .
qe T€e T€E

This completes the estimate of the term (1.6)-(i).

There only remains to estimate the term (1.6)-(ii) pertaining to the iterations of the Laplacian. The proof
follows similar ideas so we do not write down every details. We use the two following ingredients: the discrete
gradient is an operator which has a finite operator norm in L*(Z%) and the discrete operator V™ has range n.
By expanding the term V" (nu), and using the estimate on the gradient of n stated in (1.4), we obtain the
following inequality, for each pair (z, ) € Z% x Q,

(1.21) |V”(7721L)(w7¢)—nz(w)v"u(x,¢)|S% > n(@)u(z ¢)l.

zeB(z,n)

Using this inequality, we obtain

(122) 3 (V'u(x,-)- V" (r%0) (x,-))

xeBoRr e

C’n

2 Y @) IV (e -

xeBaogr

Z ”V"u(l‘,')Hsz(MB) Z "7(2) Hu(z")HL%Nﬁ)'

ze€Baog zeB(z,n)

We then use that the discrete gradient is a bounded operator, the properties on the function 7 stated in (1.4)
and the fact that the volume of the ball B, is of order n?¢ (and has smaller growth than the exponential term
C™). We obtain the estimate

(1.23) > HV"u(xy)HLz(w) > n(z)Hu(z,')HLz(uB)

zeBop zeB(z,n)

<

R N cn
20”( > n(@)?|v u(x,-)lia<uﬁ>)+R > fu(@ ) 7e s -

z€B2g T€BaR+n

where C' is the constant in (1.22) and C' > C. Combining the estimates (1.22) and (1.23), we obtain

. cr
> 0@ 9w gy - 2 @) e, -

reBap T€BaR+n

DO |

(124) > (vV'u(z,) V" () (=) >

zeBop He

Multiplying both sides of the inequality (1.24) by g "3 and summing over the integers n € N, we obtain the
inequality

- 7% Z (vn+1u(x’.).vn+l(772“)(%‘7.))

28 35182 +Bog He

1 1 2 | on+l 2 1 c\"
> @ (Z 6721) Z 77(37) ||V U,(JZ,')HLz(#B) - ﬁ; (\/B) Z ”u(x")Hi?(uﬁ) )

n>1 zeBaRr >1 z€BaR+n
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We use that the first term in the right side of (1.24) is non-negative and assume that the inverse temperature
[ is chosen large enough to rewrite

1 1 1 C n
_ — vn+1u z,- 'Vn+1 2u - > () w(z,- 22
R R COR M GDICOINESS -9 by I W U COl
dist(x,B2r)
C C ,
2- = Uu\zx, - P .
RQ\/Bméd(\/B) ” ( )HL (Mﬂ)

If 3 is chosen large enough (for instance larger than C?) then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
% <e~¢nB) We have obtained

C .
L n+l N on+l (2 . _ —c(InB) dist(z,B2r) 12
(1.25) T; 3T IE%:QR(V u(z,) - v () (2,), 2 RZ\/BxEZZ:de lw(@, )72y -

This completes the estimate of the term (1.6)-(ii).

We then choose the inverse temperature [ large enough, combine the identity (1.6), the esti-
mates (1.20), (1.25) and the standard arguments of the proof of the Caccioppoli inequality. We obtain
the inequality

(1.26) B sz ”81/“”&2(3137#@ + HVUHLQ(BR7[JL§)
YE.

C C

—c(1 di B
< Il 2By * Y e AR (g

1+4 (up) -
R 2 reZi\Bag

We finally post-process the estimate (1.26) and use the inequality

(1.27) Ly et (g )|,

1+4 (1g)
R reZi\Bsg

Z o-c(in ) dist(x,B2r) [

reZ\ByRr

C —c(in x
< gl +C X I @, ) g,

:EEZd \B4R

C
< g lulgz(piny +C u(@, ) L2 )

where in the second line we used the inequality |z| < C dist(z, Bog) valid for any point z € Z¢\ Byr. A
combination of the estimates (1.26) and (1.27) shows the inequality

c —c(ln B)|a
(128) 8 X 1002y * 190 2@ € 5 102 € 5 €O (Yo,
yEZd IEZd\B4R
This is the estimate (1.2) up to one difference: the right side of (1.28) involves the ball B4r while the right
side of (1.2) involves the ball Bog. This is a minor issue which can be fixed easily and we skip the details.

The proof of the estimate (1.3) follows similar lines, except that we need to use the function

n? (u— m Ywezd n2(:r)u(x,-)) as a test function in the equation (1.1). The proof is similar and
x el

the same technicalities (pertaining to the iterations of the Laplacian and to the sum over the charges g € Q)
need to be treated; since the proof does not contain any new element, we omit the details.
a

2. Regularity theory for the Helffer-Sjostrand operator

The purpose of this section is to prove the C%!~¢-regularity of the solutions of the Helffer-Sjostrand
equation (0.1). The result is stated in Proposition 2.4.

The proof relies on Schauder theory; as is explained in (0.3), the strategy is to decompose the Helffer-
Sjostrand operator £ into two terms, denoted Lo and Lpert as recalled below

1 1 1
L=Ag-—A+— —(-A)"" + > Vi.av,.
¢ Qﬁ 26712165( ) (IGZQ q qVvq
N——
Lo

Lpert
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The operator Ly is the leading order term. For this operator a C%!-regularity theory is available, similar to
the one of the Laplacian. This result is stated in Proposition 2.1; the proof is essentially equivalent to the
standard proof of the regularity of the Laplacian.

The second operator Lye¢ is a perturbation term; it is small when the inverse temperature 3 is large. The
strategy is to argue that any solution u of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation is well-approximated on every scale
by a function u of the equation Agu + %AE =0 and to borrow the regularity of the function u to obtain a

CY'=¢_regularity estimate on the solution w. This section can be decomposed into three propositions:

e Proposition 2.1 establishes a regularity theory for the solutions w of the equation Lyu = 0;

e Proposition 2.2 states that if a function u is well-approximated, in the sense of the estimate (2.3)
below, by a solution of the equation Agu - %Aﬂ =0, then a C%1~*_regularity estimate holds for the
function wu;

e Proposition 2.4 establishes the regularity for the solutions of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation. We
prove that any solution u of the equation Lu = 0 is well-approximated by a solution u of the equation
Lou =0 and apply Proposition 2.4 to conclude.

2.1. Regularity theory for the operator A, - %A. In this section, we establish a regularity theory
for the operator Ay — %A.

PROPOSITION 2.1 (Regularity theory for the operator A, — %A) Fiz a radius R>0 and let w: Bag x Q)

be a solution of the equation
1
A¢ﬂ— ﬁAﬂ =0 1n BQR x 2.

Then, for any integer k € N, there exists a constant Cy < oo depending on the dimension d and the integer k
such that the following estimate holds

C

k- E =

: . < —"_la- .

(2.1) QJSEHBI; HV w(z, )”LQ(HB) T Rk+4 Hu (@), , ”LQ(B2RaNB)

PROOF. The proof is standard and relies on two ingredients: the Caccioppoli inequality and the observation
that the spatial gradient V commutes with the two Laplacians Ay and A. First by the Caccioppoli inequality,
which can be deduced from the standard proof as explained in Section 1, one has

_ -
HVUH£2(BR,H3) < E ||U - (u)BQR HLQ(B2R,/1«/1) .
We then note that, since u is a solution of the equation Lou = 0, the gradient of u is also a solution of the
equation LoVu =0. Once can thus apply the Caccioppoli inequality to the gradient of u and deduce

_ c,__
197 1oy < 19

< .
(Br,pg) = (Bzr,pp)

An iteration of this argument shows that, for any integer k > 1, the L? (Br, pg)-norm of the iterated gradient
v¥u is controlled by the L? (Bzr, p1g)-norm of the function w with the appropriate scaling. By an application
of the Sobolev embedding theorem (see [1, Chapter 4]), we obtain the regularity estimate (2.1). O

2.2. Regularity theory for the Helffer-Sjostrand operator. The next proposition states that if a
map u is well-approximated on every scale by a solution u of the equation Lyu = 0, then the function u satisfies
a C%17¢ regularity estimate for some exponent ¢ depending only on the dimension d and the precision of the
approximation. The proof follows a well-known strategy of Campanato (see e.g. [41]). The proof written
below is an adaptation of the one of Hofmann and Kim [54].

PROPOSITION 2.2. Fizx a radius X > 1, a regqularity exponent € >0 and a constant K > 0. There exists
a constant 0. > 0, depending on the parameters d and € such that for any radius R > 2X, and any function
we L? (Bg,pg) satisfying the property that, for any radius r € [ X, %R], there exists a function u € L? (Bay, 1),
solution of the equation

1 )
(2.2) Ay - %Aﬂ =0 in By, x ,

satisfying
(2.3) IV(u=0) 2, pup) < Oe VUl 2By, ) + CK
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then there exists a constant C := C(g,d) < oo such that for every r € [X, R],

R €
[VulL2s, 0y < C (?) IVl g2y +

Before starting the proof, we record the following lemma, which is a consequence of Giaquinta [41, Lemma
2.1].

LEMMA 2.3. Fiz two non-negative real numbers X, R such that R >2X > 2 and two non-negative constants
Co, K. For any regularity exponent € > 0, there exist two constants O := 0¢ (C,e,d) and Cy := C1 (C,e,d) such
that the following statement holds. If ¢ : R* - R is a non-negative and non-decreasing function which satisfies
the estimate, for each pair of real numbers p,r € [ X, R] satisfying p <7,

(24) 4(p) < Co ((”) : 55) o(r) + K.

then one has the estimate, for any p,r € [X, R] satisfying p < r,
p\Ee 4
(2.5) syl (2) o+ Kot ).

PrOOF. This lemma can be extracted from [41, Lemma 2.1 p86] by setting « = %, 8= g —¢ and by using
that the radii R,r are larger than 1. O

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.2. We fix a regularity exponent € > 0, let J. > 0 be the constant provided
by Lemma 2.3 and fix two radii p,r € [X, %R] We let @ be the solution of the equation (2.2) in the
set By x © such that the estimate (2.3) holds. We note that the estimate (2.3) implies the inequality
IVl 128, sy < C VUl L2,y + K By the regularity theory for the map w established in Proposition 2.1, we
have

a
_ P\2
(2.6) [Vl 2m, ) < C(;) IVl 2, s -

By combining the estimates (2.3) and (2.6) and the estimate on the L?-norm of the gradient of % mentioned
above, we compute

IVl L2p, 50 S IV (=) L2, 5y + |V 25, 1009
] A
<17 =Dl g205, + () 197113,

a

P 2
<0 HVUHB(BQT,M) + K+ (;) (C HVUHH(BQT) + K)

d
p\2
<C ((r) + 55) IVulza(pa, ppy + 2K-

We apply Lemma 2.3 with the function ¢(p) = ”VUHLZ(BP)' The inequality (2.5) with the choice r = R gives,
for any radius p € [ X, R],

d
P\ " d
[Vl 21, 0y < C ((R) Il 2y ey + 2K 0% )

Dividing both side of the estimate by p% completes the proof. O

We now use Propositions 2.1 and 2.2 to obtain C%!~¢-regularity for the solutions of the Helffer-Sjéstrand
equation.

PROPOSITION 2.4 (C%'~%-regularity theory). For any regularity exponent € >0, there exists an inverse
temperature By := Py (d,e) < oo such that the following statement holds. There exist two constants C :=
C(d,e) < o0 and c:=c(d) >0 such that for any radius R > 1, any inverse temperature 8 > By and any function
u:Z%x Q - R solution of the equation

Lu=0 in Br x {2,
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one has the estimate
C —c(In RV|z
(2.7) 1940 ez < iz = el oy + 2 € PP 0 ey

PROOF. The strategy of the proof is to apply Proposition 2.2 to the function u and then to apply the
Caccioppoli inequality. We fix a regularity exponent € > 0, a radius R > 1 and split the argument into two
steps:

e In Step 1, we prove that the map u satisfies the following property: there exist an inverse temperature
Bo (e,d) < oo and a constant C := C(d) < oo such that for every 3> 3y and every radius r > (In R)?,
the following estimate holds

R\? o(ln
(2.8) nwuy(&wgc(?) Vel gy * S e [Tu(a Y o

reZi\Bpr
e In Step 2, we deduce from (2.8) and the Caccioppoli inequality stated in Proposition 1.1, the pointwise
estimate (2.7).
Step 1. To prove the estimate (2.8), the strategy is to apply Proposition 2.2. To this end, we set

X :=(In R)27 and fix a radius r € [X7 %R] We then define the function u to be the solution of the boundary
value problem

Aagﬂ— iAﬂ= 0 in Br X Q,
(2.9) 26
w=wuon 0B, x .

We first prove that the map w is a good approximation of the map u. Specifically, we prove that there exist
two constants C := C'(d) < o0 and ¢ := ¢(d) > 0 such that

(210) Hv(u_a) HLz(Br“LLﬁ)

c —cIn B(In R)? —cl
< VUl 2y oy + CE PN gy +C Y e (@, ) | o) -
3 (B2rsps) (Br,us) (k)

2 2€Z4\B(0,R)
To prove the estimate (2.10), we note that the map @ — u is a solution of the following system of equations
1 1 1
Ap(@-u)- —=AT-u)=-=— Y —=(-A)"u- > Vvi-a,v,u in B, xQ,
26 26 n>1 BE qEZQ I B
u-u=0 on 0B, x Q.

(2.11)

We extend the function (% —u) by 0 outside the ball B so that it is defined on the entire space Z% and use it
as a test function in the system (2.11). We obtain

_ 2 1 _ 2
(2'12) de Hay (u - U)HLQ(BmuB) + % HV (u - U)HLQ(B,.,;W)
YE

1 1 + n+1l/— o
:‘mﬁgﬁ" tu(,) - v 1(u—u)(a:,-))w—q%(vqwaqvq(u—u))uﬁ-

(2.12)-(3) (2.12) (i)
We first focus on the term (2.12)-(i) and note that, for each integer n € N, since the iterated gradient V™ has
range n and since the map @ — u is equal to 0 outside the ball B,., the function V" (% — u) is supported in the
ball B,,,. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain

> (v u(e, ), v @ - u) (x,)

reZd

<Jvtl [ @)

12763 L2(B7~+7L)UB LQ(BT,N/:?) ’

Since the discrete gradient V has a finite operator norm on L?(Z<), one has the estimate

(2.13) > A" u(z, ), V(- u) (@)

<Vl 1Vl 12, ey 1V @ =) L2, )
reZd

M

cn 2 _ 2
< 7 (HVUHL2(BT+TL+17NL?) + Hv(u_u)HL%Bmuﬁ))’
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where we used the inequality of operator norms |||V"|||2._, ;> <[[|V]||?3_ ;> < C™ and Young’s inequality in the
second line.

Multiplying the inequality (2.13) by 8~ and summing over all the integers n € N, we obtain
n

1 n+l n+l— cn 2 C _ 2
> re >V (e, ), v (U—U)(xv'))uﬁ <> 257 IVl (s, s * > 255 V@ =) 728, ) -

n>1 reZd n>1 n>1 2

by choosing the inverse temperature 8 large enough (at larger than the square of the constant C'), we obtain

(2.14) Z iﬂ Z (V"+1u(x,~),V”Jrl(ﬂ—u)(x,-))
31 B2 Jega Hp
C C dist(z,B,) C
<52 (ﬂ) IV, Mrgepy + 5 V@ =025,

A similar computation works for the term (2.12)-(ii). We decompose the sum over the diameter of the charges

(2.15) Z(quaqvq(ﬂ—u)}M: > (un-aqvq(ﬁ—u))uﬁ-r i > <Vq“'aqvq(ﬁ_“)>uﬁ’

qeQ diam g<r n=r+1 diam g=n

(2.15)-(3) (2.15)— (i)

Note that since the function u — u is supported in the ball B,., we can restrict the sums to the charges whose
support intersects the ball B,. The term (2.15)-(i) involving the charges of diameter smaller than r can be
estimated by the Cauchy-Schwarz and Young’s inequalities. We have

> (Vqu-a,Ve(u-u)), | < > 6Cﬁqh|nq|iw( > |Vu(27')|L2(w))( > |V(u—u)(2a')||L2(#5))

diam g<r diam g<r Z€SUpp 1q ZESUPP g
2
< Z e_c\/gcq”qul Z Hvu('z»')HL2(u5)
diam g<r Zesupp ng
2
Py qu_c\//?\lql\l > |‘V(ﬂ_u)(z7.)\|m(w)
diam g<r Z€supp nq
-c/BCy gl 2
< O eV 50 Vu(z e g
diam g<r Z€SUpp ng
Y eVl S @ - u) () g
diam g<r ZE€supp ng

We then absorb the terms |n, ;.. and [suppn,| into the exponential term e=VBlaly (by reducing the value of
the constant ¢) and use the estimate, for each z € Z9,

Z e_c\/mq”l]l{zesuplon‘l}S

diam g<r

0if ¢ B2ra
Ce VP if 2 e B,,,

where we recall that the sum is restricted to the charges g € @ such that the support of ¢ intersects the ball B,.
We obtain the inequality

(216) | ¥ (Veu-agVy(@-u)), | <Ce VI V(@-u)(2 )7

diam g<r

—c 2
oy F OV VU, ) a0y

where we used that the function @ — u is supported in the ball B,..
The same computation can be used to estimate the term (2.15)-(ii). We obtain, for each integer n € N,

(2.17)

< CeVP | ul 3

> (Veu-agVe(a-u),, )+ Ce VP Y (T-u) 2

. rig)
diam g=n

r+n 13
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Combining the identity (2.15) with the estimates (2.16) and (2.17), we deduce that

(2.18) %(vqu'aqvq(ﬂ_ u));w

+CeeVP Z ¢~cV/Bdist(z,B;) HVU(:::,)Hiz

zeZd

<Ce VPV (u-1) 3

r1G) (ng)*

We now combine the identity (2.12) with the estimates (2.14), (2.18) to obtain the inequality

B 1
(219) Z Hay (u - U)Hir"(Br,uﬁ) t95

_ 2 —e 1 _ 2
IV (@=w) 32, 0y < C VP + = IV @-1) 325, 009
yeZd 26 ﬂz

P . il _1\dist(z,B;)
copt (e (051) "™ ) 19t g

reZd

48
With this choice, the first term in the right side of the inequality (2.19) can be absorbed in the left side of the
same inequality. We obtain the estimate

_ 2 C e st 1\ dist(z,B,) )
(2.20) IV (@ =w)72m, ) < B ZZ:d (6 v ’BT)J"(CB 2) )”Vu(x;‘)”m(#zs)'
€€

The inequality (2.10) can then be deduced from the estimate (2.20) thanks to the three ingredients listed
below:

We choose the inverse temperature 3 large enough so that the coefficient C (e’c\/g + ﬁ’%) is smaller that .

1\ dist(z,B)
e By choosing § large enough, the exponential term (C’B_E)

z € Z%. This leads to the estimate in the ball B,

—c ist(z 1\ dist(z,B,) 9 , ,
> (e VB dist( ,Br)+(C'6 2) )|\Vu(x,~)”m(uﬁ) <2 0 IVu@, )20,y = 21Vl L2 By 000 -

r€Ba, z€Ba,

is smaller than 1 for any point

e We have the estimate in the annulus Bg \ By,
(2.21)

_ ; _1\dist(z,B;) 9 _ C1\T 2
> ( eVl B o (0p3) ) [u(, ) T2,y < (VP +(CB3) ) IV, )72 (5o

reBr\Ba,

Using the assumption 7 > (In R)2 and choosing [ large enough, one obtains the estimate

. 1\ dist(z,B;)
—cy/Bdist(z,B, -1 2 —crln 2
S (eePaem  (cpt) VIV ey € 1900

xeBr\Ba,

<e 19Ul g ) -

e For each point x € Z¢ \ Bg, we have the estimate c|z| < dist (z, B,) < C|z|. This implies

_ ; _1\dist(z,B;) —e(In
Z (e eV/Bdist(x,Br) (Cﬁ 2) )|‘vu(x")|‘%2(ua) < Z e—c(n B)|z| IVu(z,-)| 2

(mg) "
xeBr\Ba, reBr\Ba,

A combination of the inequality (2.20) with the three previous items completes the proof of the estimate (2.10).

We complete Step 1 by proving that the estimate (2.10) implies the estimate (2.8). We consider the
regularity exponent ¢ fixed at the beginning of the proof and the parameter d< provided by Proposition 2.2
(associated to the exponent §). We let C':= C'(d) < oo and c:= ¢(d) > 0 be the constants which appear in the
inequality (2.10) and set

Xi= (R and K= Ce OO vul o €3 e DIED (| gy,
zeZd
An application of Proposition 2.2 shows the inequality: for any radius r € [ X, R],
(2.22)

R B —cln nR)? —c(In T
1901551 € 2) 10530+ 1905 +© 5 D [l

reZd
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We then note that the exponential term e~¢(In#)(n R)* decays faster than any power of R, so the second term
on the right side of (2.22) can be bounded from above by the first term on the right side. This completes the
proof of the inequality (2.8).

Step 2. We select r = (In R)Q, apply the Caccioppoli inequality to estimate the right side of the inequal-

ity (2.8) and use that the discrete gradient is a bounded operator to replace the term |Vu(z, -)HLQ(M) by
HU(%')HLQ(M). ‘We obtain

R \71
M, - —c(In B)(Rv|z]) .
HVUHLQ(B(mR)wLﬂ) <C ( (In R)Z) R Hu (U)BR ”E(BR,M) * Cmezzjd ¢ u(z, )HLZ(MJ) :

We apply the discrete L> — L? -estimate

d
Va0 gy < 1Vl a5, ) < (I R)" [ vul

In R)2 M8 £2(B(1n R)2 ,Ma) '

We then combine the two previous displays and the estimate (In R)d < CR3 to obtain the inequality (2.7).
The proof of Proposition 2.4 is complete. |

3. Nash-Aronson estimate and regularity theory for the heat kernel Pr

The main purpose of this section is to prove upper bounds on the heat kernel Pr and on its spatial
derivatives. We introduce the following definition. For each constant C > 0, we let ®¢ be the function defined
from (0, 00) x Z¢ to R by the formula, for each pair (¢,2) € (0, 00) x Z,

j/?

% eXp(_C’t) if || < ¢,

exp (—|Z|) if |x| > ¢.

The next proposition is the main result of this section.

(3.1) Po(t,z) =

PROPOSITION 3.1 (Gaussian bounds and C%1~*-regularity for the heat kernel). For any regularity exponent
e >0, there exists an inverse temperature Bo(d,e) < oo and a constant C := C(d,e) < oo such that for every
B> Bo, every exponent p € [1,00] and every random variable f € LP (ug), the heat kernel Pr satisfies the
following estimate, for each (t,x,y) € (0,00) x Z% x Z4,

t
(32) IPeCt 5oy < C Bl P (5 w).
Moreover, one has the C%'~¢-estimates on the gradient of the heat kernel
B\ o ([t
(3.3) 9Pt gy < C Wl () @0 (=),
and on the mized derivative of the heat kernel
6 1-e t
(34) 199, PeCt 50 1 S C Wy (7) e (Gom )

REMARK 3.2. The Nash-Aronson type estimate (3.3) is proved by Naddaf and Spencer in [65, Section
2.2.2] in the case of the discrete Ginzburg-Landau interface model.

REMARK 3.3. Due to the discrete setting of the problem and the infinite range of the operator £, the heat
kernel does not have Gaussian decay when the value |z| tends to infinity. Instead it decays exponentially fast;
this justifies the introduction of the function ®¢.

REMARK 3.4. For later use, we need to keep track of the dependence of the constants in the inverse
temperature f3.

PrOOF. The first ingredient in the proof of Proposition 3.1 is the Feymann-Kac representation formula
which is described at the beginning of Chapter 5 and recalled below. If we let (¢¢),,, be the diffusion process
associated to the Langevin dynamics (0.5), then one has the identity

Pe (t, 2, d39) =By [£(¢0) P (¢, 239)]
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where P? (-,-;y) is the solution of the parabolic system

(3 5) atpd) ('a 7y) + E?gatp¢‘ ('a 7y) =01in (07 OO) X Zda
' P?(0,-;y) =6, in Z%,
where Ef;at denotes the time-dependent elliptic operator

1 1 1
L= =550+ o2 3 = (A)"™ 1+ 3 Vi -ay(60)V,,
par 2B 2/8 n>1 55 q% ! ! !

The core of the argument is to prove the three following estimates on the heat kernel P?%: there exists a
constant C' := C(d,e) < oo such that for each realization of the diffusion process (¢;),,, and each triplet

|P¢'(t,x;y)| <Cdc (%,x —y)7
(3.6) |VwP¢'(t,x;y)|sC(f)é_Eéc(;x—y),
|VxVyP¢(ume|SC(f)Lféc(;7x—y)

The proof of these results is postponed to Propositions 3.5 and 3.7; we now show how to complete the proof of
Proposition 3.1 assuming that the estimates (3.6) hold.

Using that the Gibbs measure pg is invariant under the Langevin dynamics (0.5), the inequality (3.2) is a
consequence of the estimates (3.6) and the following computation, for each triplet (¢,z,y) € (0, 00) x Z4¢ x Z,

1P (t,x,'%y)ﬂip(uﬁ) =E[|Pe (t,z, ¢;9)"]
= E[[Es [£(0) P* (1,2.0)]]
<E[E, [t(6) P (t.2.0)]'|

< (Ofbc (E,z - y))pE [Eg [IE(o0)I]]

B
t Pp
: (C(I)C B’x_y ”fHL”(Hﬁ)'
The proofs of the estimates (3.3) and (3.4) is similar and we skip the details. O

The rest of Section 3 is devoted to the statements and proofs of Propositions 3.5 and 3.7. Gaussian bounds
on the heat kernel are usually a consequence of the Nash-Aronson estimate (see [8, 32]) for uniformly elliptic
operators. This result cannot be applied here since the operator 9, + [,f;at is a parabolic system (see the
counter-example of De Giorgi [29] disproving the Liouville property and the C%%-regularity theory for systems
of elliptic equations).

To prove Gaussian bounds and regularity on the heat kernel, we proceed differently and organize the proof
as follows:

(1) We use that the elliptic operator Cfgat is a perturbation of the Laplacian to establish C%!~¢-regularity
for the solutions of the system

(3.7) Oy + L2

spatu = O?

(2) We use the C%!~*_regularity and an interpolation argument to obtain L*°-bounds on the solutions of
the equation (3.7). More precisely, we prove that every solution of the system (3.7) in the parabolic
cylinder @5, satisfies the pointwise estimate

0
—c(In V| 2
ulimiy < Clulgegguy + [, 5 DD (e ) at
7 2eZI\B,

3) We prove that the solutions of the adjoint of the parabolic operator 0; + £ satisfies the same
spat
pointwise estimate;
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(4) We use the pointwise regularity estimates and the technique Fabes and Stroock [32], which is based
on the technique of Davies [26, 27] (see also the article of Hofmann and Kim [54] on which the
argument is based) to establish the Gaussian bounds on the heat kernel stated in Proposition 3.5;

(5) We combine the Gaussian bounds on the heat kernel with the C'~¢-regularity theory for the solutions
of (3.7) to obtain the upper bounds on the gradient and mixed derivative of the heat kernel stated in
Proposition 3.7.

3.1. Nash-Aronson estimate for the heat kernel in dynamic environment. This section is de-
voted to the statement and proof of Proposition 3.5; as in Sections 1 and 2, the infinite range of the operator
L'fgat has to be taken into consideration in the analysis.

PROPOSITION 3.5 (Nash-Aronson type estimate). There exists an inverse temperature 3y(d) < oo such
that for any point y € Z¢ and any time-dependent continuous field ¢ : R x Z% w R, if we denote by P (-,-;y)
the solution of the parabolic system

0P (- 5y) + L2 PP (5y) =0 in (0,00) x Z°,
P?(0,y) =4, in 7,
then there exists a constant C' = C(d) < oo such that one has the estimate, for each pair (t,x) € (0, 00) x Z,

(3.8) P2 (t,:)| < Coc (ém -y).

REMARK 3.6. Assuming that the field ¢ is defined on the entire time line R is unnecessary; one could
assume that it is only define on the interval of positive times [0, 00). We make this assumption because it is
convenient in the argument and does not cause any loss of generality.

PRrROOF. We first simplify the problem by removing some dependence of the parameters in the inverse
temperature 5. By the change of variable t — %, to prove the estimate (3.8), it is sufficient to prove that for

every continuous field ¢ : R x Z¢ - R, the solution of the parabolic system

{atwA(.,.;y) # BLG W PP (1) = 0 in (0,00) x 22,

spat

3.9 -
(3.9) Pd"((),-;y) =4, in VA

satisfies the estimate
(3.10) |ﬁ¢‘ (t,2;9)| < CPc (tx-y).

We now prove the estimate (3.10) following the sketch of the argument described in Section 3. We fix a
time-continuous field ¢ : R x Z¢ - R.

Step 1. We first treat the point (1) and establish the C%~*-regularity of the solutions of the equation (3.7).
More precisely, we prove the following result: for each regularity exponent € > 0, there exists an inverse
temperature By := Bp(d,€) < oo and constants C := C(d,e) < oo and ¢ := ¢(d) > 0 such that for each inverse

temperature 3 > By, each radius r > 1, each pair (¢,7) € R x Z¢ and each function wu : [-r% +¢,t) x Z¢ — R()
solution of the parabolic system

(3.11) Byu+BLYu=0in Q. (t, 1),

one has the estimate

t
—c(In T —-x 2
E@r(m))*[rm S A (5, )2 ds.

C
3.12 <~ |u-
(3.12) [U]C“=1*E(Q%(t,m)) e [u=(u)q, S

We follow the arguments of [54] and assume without loss of generality that ¢t = 0 and 2 = 0. We decompose the
proof of (3.12) into three substeps:

e In Substep 1, we use that the operator Ef;at is a perturbation of the Laplacian to prove that the

function w is well-approximated by caloric functions. More specifically, we prove the following result:
for each parameter § > 0, there exists and inverse temperature 31 (d,d) < oo such that for each 8 > 34
each radius 7 > 1, there exists a function w caloric on the cylinder @), such that one has the estimate

0
(3.13) [V(u-2)],205,) <OIVUl 20, + 3 e~ B VIz) |goy (¢, )| dt.
(@) 2
- 2 T zezad
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e In Substep 2, we use the regularity known on the caloric functions to deduce from Step 1 that for
each regularity exponent € > 0, there exists an inverse temperature 3g := 8y(d,e) < oo such that for
each 8> By and each pair of radii r, R € (1,00) with r < R,

r\i¢ 0
— - —c(In B) (Rv|z]) 2
i =) T Wl + [ 3D e

reZd

(3.14) |u=(u)g,

e The C%!=*_regularity estimate (3.12) can be deduced from the estimate (3.14) by the integral
characterization of Holder continuous functions due to Meyers [62]. The adaptation to the discrete
setting being straightforward and we omit the details.

Substep 1. The proof can essentially be extracted from the first step of the proof of Proposition 2.4. We
let w be the solution of the parabolic boundary value problem

1
oy — éAﬁ: 0in Q,
u=wu on O,Q,

where the notation 9,Q), denotes the parabolic boundary of the cylinder d,Q), (see Section 1.4 of Chapter 2).
We then apply the proof of Step 1 of Proposition 2.4 to obtain the result. There are two differences in the
demonstration: we do not have a Laplacian in the ¢-variable as in (2.9) and the problem is not elliptic but
parabolic, nevertheless the extension of the proof Proposition 2.4 requires a mostly notational modification of
the argument so we omit the details.

Substep 2. The strategy is similar to the one presented in Proposition 2.4 and follows standard arguments;
we only give a sketch of the proof. We choose the inverse temperature 5 large enough so that the estimate (3.13)
holds with the parameters 4 := d<, where d¢ is the parameter which appears in the statement of Lemma 2.3
associated to the regularity exponent £/2. We apply Lemma 2.3 with the function ¢(r) := [ Vu[ >4, ) to obtain

that, for each pair of radii v, R > 1 such that R>r > (In R)Q,

R z 0 —c(InB)|z 2
(3.15) nwuy@ﬁsc(ﬂ Vel * [, 5 R vuo) d.

reZi\Bpr

We estimate the terms on the left and right side of the inequality thanks to the Caccioppoli inequality for
uniformly elliptic parabolic equations and the Poincaré inequality for solutions of parabolic equations (see for
instance [71, 42]). These estimates should be adapted to the specific setting of the infinite range operator
considered here; this can be achieved by using the approximation arguments presented in Section 2. We obtain
the estimate

1-¢ 0
r\l 2 _
— - § : —c(In B)(RV|z|) 2
Q) © C(R) o= eal 2 * _[R2 G fut, 2)[" dt.

(3.16) ||u— (u)Qr

There remains to extend the inequality (3.16) to the small radii r € [1, (In R)*]. We use the inequality

d
|Q(1n R)2| 2
Q0 © ( Q. H“ ~(Wqq, s

We complete the argument by applying the inequality (3.16) to estimate the L? (Q(ln R)z)—norm of Vu and

d(d+2
< C (In R)H? Hu— (g, s

H“_ (w)g,

L*(Qqury2) L2(Quum2)

apply the estimate, valid under the assumption r < (In R)2,

(nR)"*¥ < (5)5 .
r
This completes the proof of Substep 2 and of the point (1).

Step 2. We now treat the point (2); the objective is to deduce from the inequality (3.12) the pointwise
estimate

0
—c(ln rV|x 2
(3.17) lul (. SCHUHL2(Q2T)+[ , e I BYrviel) 1oy (¢, ) dt.
T zezd



3. NASH-ARONSON ESTIMATE AND REGULARITY THEORY FOR THE HEAT KERNEL Ps 7

To prove the estimate (3.17), we interpolate the space L™ between the spaces L? and C%!~¢ according to the
formula, for any function v : @, - R,

u <Cul? uln.

H HL""(Q%) H ”Lz(Q%)[ ]Cl ,an
2(1-¢)

with the explicit value o = Trora(ia)

Applying the estimate (3.12), we obtain

0 @
1-a —c(InB)(rv]z 2
|u|mQT>sc|u|L2(QT,)(|u||L2(Q,,)+ [0 3 st ) dt)

" xeZdi\B,
0
gcumu%Q”+¥[ S ememBVIED (¢ )2 dt.
B -r? reZd

The proof of (3.17) is complete.
Step 3. We now treat the point (3). The adjoint system of (3.11) is given by
O - BLY v =0,
so that a formal integration by parts leads to the identity

ﬂ (@ +B£Z’I§at)u'v+ (3t —[3£Z§§at)v~u =0.

For each point x € Z¢ and each radius r > 1, we denote by Q(z) the parabolic cylinder associated to the dual
system

Q= (0,7%) x B,.
This operator (at - ﬂﬁf;at) is a perturbation of (8t - %A) One can thus apply the same arguments as the

bt

Spat) to prove the L® — L%-regularity estimate, for each function

ones developed for the operator (8t + 6L
v:Qr — R, solution of the parabolic system

7,,2
H’UHLN(Q:) <C H'UHLQ(Q;T) +C [0 Z e_c(lnﬁ)('r'\/‘l“) |VU(t,x)|2 dt.

reZd
This completes the proof of the point (3).
Step 4. We now treat the point (4). We fix a Lipschitz function ¢ from Z? to R. We denote by ~ the
Lipschitz constant of the function ¥ and we always assume through the argument that v < 1. We first record

four inequalities. The first three estimates involve the discrete gradient of the function ). They read as follows:
there exists a constant C := C'(d) < oo such that

|Vew| < Cve?,
(3.18) Ve < Cye™®”

VAcZ? supe? <ediom4 igf e?,
A

where we used vy < 1 in the third inequality. The fourth, fifth and sixth ones pertain to the iteration of the

discrete gradient V and is stated below. Since the iterated gradient is an operator which has range n, one has
d

the estimate, for each integer n € N, each function v : Z?¢ - R() and each point z € Z,

V' o(t,z)| <C"h 3 [Vu(ta)l,
yeB(z,n)

(3.19) V@) <Cm Y (o),

yeB(z,n)
|v" (e*v) (x) - ew(m)(x)vnv(xﬂ <C'y Y W u(y)].
yeB(z,n)
We now let K be a large constant whose value is decided at the end of the proof and should only depend
on the dimension d. Given a time s € R and a point y € Z4¢, we let I'(+,;y,5) : (0,00) x Z¢ — R()*() be the
parabolic Green’s matrix, i.e., the solution of the parabolic system

{(%F(-, 5y, S) + Bﬁg;atl“@ +y,8) =01n (s,00) x Z%,

3.20
(3.20) I'(s,y,s) =0y in 7.
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In particular we have the identity P¢ = I'(-,+;-,0). We introduce the notation I because it gives some
additional degrees of freedom regarding the starting time and point. We then let (J;_; be the operator acting

on compactly supported functions f : Z¢ - R(:) according to the formula, for each x € Z4,

QUL f(x) = V@ 3 PO (2,8, 5) f(y),
yezad

and we note that the function v(t,z) := e?@)QY_, f is solution of the parabolic system d;v + ﬂﬁspatv =0. We
compute

(3.21) 0, HQH ‘ =0, Zd|ew(w)v(t,m)|2
xel

=2y 2@ (t, )0 (t, z)

L2(Z)

reZd
=2y 2 @y(t, x)ﬁspatv(t,x)

reZd

1

=— Z v (eQw(Z)U(t,x)) Vv(t,x) _ Z — Z Vn+1 (eQw(z)v(t’x)) V"“v(tx)

reZd nx1 B reZd

(3.21)-(4) (3.21)—(ii)
+B YV, (621/)(30)1}(25, z))agVqu(t,z).
qeQ

(3.21)—(iii)

We estimate the three terms (3.21)-(i), (3.21)-(ii), (3.21)-(iii) separately. For the term (3.21)-(i), we expand
the gradient of the product, use the inequality (3.18) and Young’s inequality. We obtain

(3.22) - > V(e 2@y (¢ (t,z))Vo(t,z) == ) @ | (t, z)| - > (Vew) (z)v(t,x)Vo(t,x)
zeZd zeZd TeZd
<= 2 Ot 2) + Oy 3 VO ()| [Vo(t, o)
zeZ? zeZd
1
-~y Y@ vy (t, z) + Cy? > 2@ |u(t, )|
erd zeZd
2¢(x)
ZZe IVo(t,)|* + Cy? QHf\ .

For the term (3.21)-(ii), we use the inequality (3.19) and obtain

(3.23) 3 v (e*u(t, ) (z)V u(t,z) < Y Y@ [Tt a)P+ Oy Y Y Wt y)| V(@)

zeZd zeZd zeZd yeB(x,n)
We use the inequalities (3.19) a second time, the property (3.18) and Young’s inequality. We obtain

(3.24) S v (e u(t, ) (2)V u(tz) <O Y 2@ vu(t,z)P + O S V@ fu(t,x)

reZd reZd xeZd

We then multiply the inequality (3.24) by 3% and sum over the integers n € N. We obtain

Z Z V"H( Ho(t, ))(x)vmlv(t,a:)

n>1 zeZd

c

7n 2@ | gy (. )P Q” 2 20 |y (4. )2
(&) memor (5G] o

By choosing f larger than the square of the constant C, we deduce

(3.25) Z res Z V"”( 2’*”v(t,~)) (z)V™u(t,z) < ; Z 2 (@) |V’U(t,$)|2 + Cﬂ"f Z 2 (@) |v(t,:n)|2.

n>1 P2 gezd 2 gezd 2 zezd
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For the term (3.21)-(iii), we fix a charge ¢ € Q. We recall the bound |a,]| < e=VBlaly | the conventional notation
for the constant Cy and the estimates (2.6) of Chapter 2. We compute

Vq (ewv(t, ) agVqu(t,-) = (d* (e2wv(t7~)),nq)aqqu(t,~)

< qu_C\/Banl Hv (62wU(t7 .))HLQ(supp ng) va(t’ ‘)HLZ(supp ng)’

We then expand the gradient and use the properties (3.18)
Va (2P0(t,2)) 2,940 (1) < Coem VP9 () 0t ounm oy 199 L2 (euppny)

+ qu—c\/,Equ\l ||62wVv(t, ')HLQ(suppnq) va(t")HLQ(Sllppnq)

G/ sup ) 1000 sy 190

supp ng

+ qu—C\/EHq”l ( sup ew) ||e¢Vv(t, .)”LQ(Suppnq) va(t7 ')HLQ(suppnq) .

Supp,,,

We use the property (3.18) (with the set A = suppn,). We obtain

Vo (€2wv(t’ )) a,Vu(t,:) < Cquiamnqe—C\/BHQ\h,y He’%(t, ')”LQ(suppnq) ”ewVv(t, .)||L2(suppnq)

4 Cquiamnqe—C\/B”‘ﬂh ||€¢V’U(t, .)”Lz(suppnq) Hewvv(t7 .)”L2(suppnq) .

We choose the inverse temperature 8 large enough (depending only on the dimension d) so that the constants

C, and Cdamnq can be absorbed by the exponential term e~eVBlali and apply the Young’s inequality. We
obtain
2

Vg (ewv(t, )) a Vqu(t,-) < Ce_c\/E”q”W2 ||ewv(t7 )|| L2(z4) "

vy + Ce YA e v, )|

Summing over all the charges ¢ € Q and using the inequality, for each point z € Z¢,
S e VI ooy < Ce VP
zeZd
we obtain the estimate
3.2 2 CRe VB2 et t, )| CBeVE e :
( . 6) ﬁ Z vq (6 U(tv'))aqqu(tf) < ﬂe Y ||e U(t7')||L2(Zd) + Be ||e vv(ta')”LQ(Zd)
qeQ

< OV [eut, )| e + OV |05t )

2
)||L2(Zd) (z4) >

where we have absorbed the coefficient 5 into the exponential terms ¢=VB in the second line. We combine
the estimates (3.21), (3.22), (3.25), (3.26) and choose 3 large enough so that the term C/372 in the right side

of (3.25) and the term Ce=V? in the right side of (3.26) are both smaller than %. We obtain the estimate

(3.27) Or HQ?*J‘ i’-’(zfz) : _i gz:d O ot 2)f + 077 HQitf‘ 2Lz(zd)
2
<C0y? HQZ[‘}—’J‘ L2(z4)

By integrating the equation (3.27) between the times s and ¢, we obtain the inequality

2
<D f e

L2(7Z4) z4) -

The adjoint of the operator Q_; is given by the formula, for each compactly supported function g : Z¢ — R(g),

(Q.)) a(w) =@ ¥ P OT* (y, 512, ) g(2),

zeZd

where T'* (x,t;y,s) is the fundamental solution of the dual operator 9; — ﬁﬁfb%. By similar computation, we
obtain the estimate

<O g,

L2(24) =0
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Considering the specific function ¢ = 0 (in that case v = 0), we obtain the L2-estimates

||Q8—>tf||L2(Zd) = HfHLQ(Zd) and H s—t g‘ HgHLZ(Zd)

L2(z4)

We then set u(t,z) = Q% f, use the L™ — L? regularity estimate (3.17) in the parabolic cylinder Q /i (¢, )
2

and the boundedness of the discrete gradient in L2 (Zd). We obtain

2 —c(In —-sV|y—x 2
utt. )l s =g o A S G i Yt (e T WU
- s yeB(z,\/t—s) A

’ 2 ’

< —(t_s)H% [ty
C 2

< — I flz2@za) -

(t-s)2
Since the previous inequality is valid for any point z € Z?, we have obtained the following L® — L?-inequality

C
||Q8—>tf||Loe(Zd) < (15_73)% HinQ(Zd) .

With the same computation, we obtain the L* — L2?-estimate for the dual operator (ngt)*

C

(3.28) [(@) 74| o l91Z2 2y -

<
Leo(Z4)

In the general case, we apply the regularity estimate (3.17) with the function ew(gc)Qf_,t f and the radius
=2 t 5. We obtain

(3.29) V(@)

Ql/;tf(t 37)|
2 2
ot o D S 0] B YL e T ) o O
- ' yeB(xz,\/t-s) yeZd
We then multiply each side of the inequality (3.29) by e 2¥(*) and note that we have the estimate, for each
yeZ?,
e 2@ 2VW) < exp (2] - y)) .

We obtain the estimate

2
(330) |QUf@)| <« —y f Y QL f)]

T2 Js yeB(z,/i—3)

" Z e—c(ln,@)(\/t sv|y-z|)+2v|y-=|
yeZd

QL. fw)| .

We assume that the inverse temperature § is chosen large enough so that clnf > 2, where c is the constant
which appears in the exponential term e~eA)(Vi=svly==]) ip the right side of the inequality (3.30). Using this
assumption v < 1, we obtain the estimate

2 2 2
B3y i@« [0 T eVl s Qs ar
- ) 5 yeB(z,/1=3) yeZd\B(m Vi=s)
< 062’\/\/5? ft HQ’L/) f ,
T (t-s)ttE s Tz
Ce2rVs—t

t 2 _g 2
TR LT Gy
) S

2V s—t
T Wi,
Yy -8
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Since the previous estimate is valid for any point x € Z?, we have obtained the following L — L? estimate for
the operator Qw

s—t)

(3.32) loz..s]; 7D (W5 =1+ 07 (1= 9)) [f7(z0)-

L=(zt) © N2 (t-s)2t

P

st

A similar argument applies for the dual operator (Q ) and we obtain

cp
< g exp (W= 1+ O (- 9)) [9l72 a0y -

(3:33) H(QH) L= 2 (t-s5)*t

By duality the estimates (3.28) and (3.32) implies the inequalities

C
”( é—>t)fHL2(Zd) ( B )d HfHLl (zd) >

(CEME

We then set 7 = £2 and use the semigroup property Qs_,t QY. o QT_,t We obtain the estimate

— exp (7\/8 —t+Cy(t- 5)) HfHLl(Zd)

LZ(Zd) A2 (t - S)ﬁz

C
”( S—>t)f||Loo(Zd) ( B DN HfHLl(Zd)a

(3.34) $)°

|(@L..) 7] exp (75 =1+ O (t =) 171 ) -

PN

L=(@) " 2 (- 5)'*E

The estimate (3.34) implies the upper bounds on the Green’s matrix I' (¢, x;s,y)
c

(t-s)
C’exp('y (t-s)+ O~y (t- s))

P (t-9)"" |

We choose the function ¢ according to the formula ¢(z) = v|z — y|. The estimate (3.35) becomes

U (t,z;8,9)] <

9

ol

(3.35)
V@YW (¢, 2 5,1)]| <

Cy | exp(v (t—s)+0072(t—s)—7|x—y|)
min
-5t 2(-5)

0 (t,2;5,9)| <

We select the value of the coefficient v: we let Cy := Cy(d) < oo be a large constant and set

-yl .
f le-y|l<(t-

1
7:60 if |z-y|>(t-s).

By choosing the constant Cj large enough depending on the dimension d, we obtain the following result. There
exists a constant C := C(d) < oo such that

C r-y?\ .
Y. exp(—é(t_y!s)) if lx—y|<t-s,

INCEENDIE
Cexp(—hgy') if |z —y|>t-s.

Choosing the specific values y = 0 and s = 0 completes the proof of Proposition 3.5. g
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3.2. Regularity theory for the heat kernel in dynamic environment. This section is devoted to
the proof of Proposition 3.7 which establishes pointwise bounds on the gradient and mixed derivative of the
heat kernel in terms of the regularity exponent £ and the function ®¢.

PROPOSITION 3.7 (C%1~¢_regularity for the heat kernel). For each exponent e >0, there exists an inverse
temperature Bg := Bo (d,€) < oo such that the following result holds. For any 8 > By, there exists a constant
C = C(d,g) < 0o such that for each triplet (t,z,y) € (0,00) x Z% x Z% and any time-continuous coefficient field
¢:RxZ% >R, one has the estimate

(3.36) |V30P¢‘(t,nc;y)|S(Z’(g)ﬁE E@g(;,x—y),
and
(3.37) ’VmVyP¢'(t,x;y)’SC(f)Hz_E(IDC(;,x—y).

PROOF. By performing the change of variable t - %, it is sufficient to prove that the heat kernel P

E7
defined in (3.9) satisfies the estimates

|VxP (ta:y)| téc do(t,z-y) and |Vzvyﬁ¢‘(t,x;y)|s

We fix an exponent € > 0, a time ¢t > 0 and a point = € Z%. We let By := By (d,€) < oo be the inverse
temperature above which the the Gaussian bound (3.10) and the regularity estimate (3.12) are valid. We
apply the inequality (3.12) with the function u = P? (-,-;y) in the parabolic cylinder Q \/z(t, 2) and obtain the

2

estimate

(3.38) [P”] P - (P*)

< C Q ~(ta)
CO,H(Q\E(M)) 27" Vit E(Q\/T(t»z))

[y V) o ar

t

2 zeZd

We then use the Gaussian bound (3.10) to estimate the right side of (3.38). We obtain

(3.39) [P?] ¢ Do (t, - y).

C0.1-¢ t,x t"g
(Q@ >)

In the discrete setting, assuming that ¢ > 8, we can write
(3.40) |VP?(t,2)| < 3 |P?(t,y) - P*(t,2)| < C osc P* <C[P?

~ Qi1 (tx) co.1-e )
y 1 (Q\/g(t ))

A combination of the estimates (3.39) and (3.40) completes the proof of the estimate (3.36). We note that the
same argument gives the more general bound involving the parabolic Green’s matrix I" defined in (3.20): for
each pair of times 0 < s <t < co and each pair of points z,y € Z%,

(3.41) VoI (t,2;8,9)| < LICDC (t-s,z-y).
(t-s)27¢
To prove the estimate (3.37) we use that the function (s,y) — VI (¢,x;s,y) is solution of the dual equation
OsV,I (t, ;) - Bﬁspat yVal (t,z;-,-) =0. We can thus apply the estimate (3.12) (since this C%'~*-regularity
estimate also holds for the dual parabolic problem by the same perturbation argument) and the arguments
used in the proof of the inequality (3.36). We obtain

s+t

C —c(In t=sy|z
VaTy T a5, 9)] € O 9T ()] [T NV g s o
2" LZ(Q* (ey))

zeZ4
We use the estimate (3.41) on the gradient of the function I' to obtain

C
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There is an exponent 2¢ instead of € in the right side of (3.42). Since this estimate is valid for any exponent
e > 0 (by increasing the inverse temperature § if necessary), one can fix this issue by rewriting the proof
with the exponent § instead of € to obtain the desired upper bound. Finally the estimate (3.42) implies the
inequality (3.37) by setting s = 0. |

3.3. Upper bounds and regularity theory for the elliptic Green’s matrix G¢. . In this section,
we consider the elliptic Green’s matrix associated to the operator £ defined in (4.16) in Chapter 4. We fix an
exponent p € [1, c0], and a function f € L? (ug). We consider the map Pr introduced in Section 3 and define
the elliptic Green’s matrix G : Z¢ x Q x Z% ~ R by the formula, for each (z,$,y) € Z% x Q x Z4,

(3.43) G (z, ¢5y) = mePf (t,z, ¢3y) dt.

As a consequence of the Feynman-Kac formula, this function can be equivalently characterized as the unique
solution of the equation (see (4.16) in Chapter 4).

LGe(z,¢;y) = £(¢)d,(x) in Z9 x Q,

such that [Ge(2,y)|1s(,,) tends to 0 as z tends to infinity.

Using the equivalent characterization by Feynman-Kac, and bounds on the mixed gradients of the heat
kernel established in the previous section, we obtain asymptotic estimates on the L? (ug)-norm of the Green’s
matrix, its gradient and its mixed derivative. This proves Proposition 4.7 of Chapter 4.

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.7 OF CHAPTER 4. The proof is obtained by using the formula (3.43) and
integrating the estimates (3.2), (3.3) and (3.4) on the heat kernel over time. O

4. Regularity estimate for the differentiated Helffer-Sjostrand equation

In this section, we study the differentiated Helffer-Sjostrand obtained by the following procedure. We
consider a function v € CZ° (2% x Q) and we denote by G := Lu. We apply the operator 9, to both the left and
right hand sides of the identity Lu = G. We obtain the identity

1 1 1
4.1 O Ay — —AOu+ — > — (=AY 9,u + O, V-a,Vou | =0,G.
( ) [ 26 25 7; 65 ( ) (q% q qVvq

To go further in the computation, we introduce the following notations:

o We define the function v, h: Z¢x Z% x Q R(:)*() by the formulas, for each for (x,y, ¢) € Z% x Z¢ x Q,
U(x,y’ ¢) = aﬂcu(ya ¢) and h(x,y, ¢) = aﬂcG(y7 (b)

e Given amap h:Z4xZ4x Q R(g)x(;), we denote by A, the spatial Laplacian in the first variable
and by d; the Laplacian in the second variable. We also denote by ¥, .oV, - a4, Vg, h and by
Ygye0 Vg, *q, Vq,h the operators

ZQ Vi 2. Ve, hi(z,y,0) ~ %aq(aﬁ) (h(y,9),9)q(x)

and
Z v;y : aQyVZth : (LE, Y, (b) = Z aq(¢) (h (‘Ta K ¢) ) Q) Q(y)
qy€Q qeQ
¢ Finally, we denote by Lgpat,» and Lgpat,y the operators

1 1 1
Lopate = =D+ — > —(=A,)" N u+ Vi -a, Ve u,
P 2B 26 551 82 q§g e T T

and

1 1 1
—Aju+— > = (-A) " u+ V: -ag Vg, U,
2525 G pT AT 2 Va2

‘Cspat,y ==
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The term 0.Agu can be computed by using the same strategy as the one used to derive the Helffer-Sjostrand
equation in Section 4 of Chapter 3 and we obtain, for each (x,y, ¢) € Z¢ x Z¢ x Q,

(4.2)
1 1
O Apu(y, d) = Agv(z,y, d) - %Amv(x,y,qﬁ) + ﬁ Z Lﬁ(—Am)mlv(z,y,d)) + Z V;I cag, Vg, v(z,y, 0)
n>1 ﬂ2 q€Q
= A¢’U(.’E, Y, ¢) + Espat7wv($7 Y, ¢)

The term 9, (¥ geq Vi -a,V4u) can be computed by the exact formula stated in (0.2):

(4'3) O ( Z V; : aqvqu(ya ¢)) =0, ( Z g (U7 Q) Q(y))

qeQ qeQ
= > Ovag (u,q) q(y) + Y ag (v(z,,9),q9) q
qeQ qeQ
= > 21z (B,q) cos 27 (6, ) (u,q) q(x) ® q(y) + Y. V; ag, Vg, v(2,y,9).
qeQ qy€Q

Combining the identities (4.1), (4.2) and (4.3), we obtain that the map v solves the equation
(4.4)

A¢U(1’, Y, (rb) + Espat,rv(fv Y, ¢) + Espat,yv(xv Y, d)) == Z 2nz (6& q) cos 2 (d), q) (ua Q) q(x)q(y) + amG(yv ¢)
qeQ

This equality can be rigorously justified using the arguments of Section 4 of Chapter 3 and [65, 40], we omit
the details. The identity (4.4) motivates the definition of the differentiated Helffer-Sjostrand operator

(45) »Cder = A(b + »Cspat,:v + Espat,y~

It is natural to consider the Green’s function associated to the differentiated Helffer-Sjostrand equation

(4.6) LierGaert = £8(4 4y in Z4x Z x Q.

Notice that we can solve (4.6) variationally, by applying the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequality as in
Lemma 4.6 of Chapter 3.

4.1. Gaussian bounds and regularity estimates for the heat kernel Py ¢. As in Sections 3
and 3.3, we wish to study the properties of the heat kernel and the Green’s matrix associated to the
differentiated Helffer-Sjostrand operator. Given a real number p € [1,00), a function f € LP (ug) and a

4
point (z,z1) € Z% x Z%, we denote by Paer.s(, 5y, 41) ¢ (0,00) x Zx Z4 x Q — R(2)" the solution of the
2d-dimensional parabolic system

atpder,f ('v ERTh yvyl) + 'Cderpder,f ('v S y»yl) =0in (07 OO) X Zd X Zd X Q,
Paers (0,5 59,y1) = £3(y,4,) in Z¢ x Z¢ x Q.

We then define the elliptic Green’s matrix Gqer ¢ according to the Duhamel principle by the formula, for each
(2, 21,y,91) € (Zd)4 and each field ¢ € €2,

gdcr,f (x,x1,¢;y,y1) = /(; Pdcr,f (tax,xl,(b;y,yl) dt.

We denote by V, Vy, Va,, Vy, the gradient with respect to the first, second, third and fourth spatial variables
of the maps Pger,r and Gger t-

We will prove in Proposition 4.1 below upper bounds on the heat kernel Py, ¢ and its derivatives. We
then combine this with the Duhamel principle to deduce upper bounds on the elliptic Green’s matrix Gger ¢ in
Corollary 4.2.

Before stating the propositions, we make a few remarks about the results. If we let (¢¢),,, be the diffusion
process defined by the formula (0.5) and if we recall the notation E,, introduced in the paragraph following (0.5),
then one has the Feynman-Kac formula

(47) Pdcr,f (taxvx17¢;y’yl) = E¢ [f(¢t)Pfér(t7xaxl;y7yl)] )
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where Pfér('v -;y) is the solution of the system of equations,

(4 8) atp(;ﬁe-r ('a EhR) y7y1) + (‘afyt)at,:c + ‘C:}Eat,y) Pfér ('7 S5 Y, yl) =0in (07 OO) x Zd X Zd7
Py (0,39, 91) = 0y in 2 x Z°.

The operator ‘Cfbat,z + £fbat7y is a uniformly elliptic operator on the 2d-dimensional space Z% x Z2.
Additionally, if the inverse temperature [ is chosen large enough, then this operator is a perturbation of the
2d-dimensional Laplacian A, + A,. Hence the same arguments as in Section 3 can be used to prove Gaussian
bounds and C%!~*-regularity estimates on the heat kernel Pder,£; the only difference is that the underlying
space is 2d-dimensional.

The result stated in Proposition 4.1 is strictly stronger than the ones stated in Propositions 3.5 and
Proposition 3.7 since we obtain estimates on the triple and quadruple gradients of the heat kernel Pge; e. This
results are obtained by making use of the specific structure of the problem as we now describe. The elliptic
operators Lepat,z and Lgpat,y only acts on the x and y variables respectively; in particular they commaute. This

remark implies that heat kernel Pf .. defined in (4.8) factorises, i.e., we have the identity
(49) Pj;r (taxaml ;yayl) = Pd)' (t,:c,y) ® Pd) (taxl vyl) ’

where P? denotes the d-dimensional heat kernel defined in (3.5). Thanks to this property, one can obtain
additional regularity; for instance applying the gradruple gradient V,V,, V,Vy, to the heat kernel gives

VaVyVa, Vi Py (2,521, 51) = VoV PP (£,25y) ® Vi, Vy, PP (t a1 1) -
We can then apply the regularity estimate (3.37) proved in Proposition 3.7.

PROPOSITION 4.1. For any regularity exponent & > 0, there exists an inverse temperature By (d,€) < oo such
that the following statement holds. For any inverse temperature B > By, there exists a constant C(d,€) < oo

4
such that for each (x,y,x1,y1) € (Zd) , one has the estimate

t t
deer,f (tam7xl7';y7yl)“L:D(Mﬂ) < c HfHLp(’LL/3) ®C (E»x - xl) q)C (Bay - yl) B

and the CY'~_regularity estimates: if we let V1,Va,V3 and V4 be any permutation of the set of gradients
Vi, V., Vy and Vy,, then one has the four inequalities

(i) On the gradient of the heat kernel

. AR t .
Hvlpder,f (tal‘,xl,'y%yl)ﬂm(w) < CHfHLIJ(Mﬁ) (;) QC (B,x_xl)q)c (an_y1)7

(ii) On the double gradient of the heat kernel
By t t
HVIVQPdeLf (t7xa L1,°3 y,yl)”Lp('uB) <C HfHLP(NB) ? (I)C Bvx -1 q)C Ba Y- yl) 5
(iii) On the triple gradient of the heat kernel

e ' t
”v1v2v3pder,f (tvxaxla ';y7y1)”LP(#B) < C ”fHLP(I,,ﬁ) (?) (I)C (Bax - 171) (I)C' (Evy - yl) )

(iv) On the quadruple gradient of the heat kernel

/8 2—-¢ t t
Hv1v2v3v4pder,f (t7xax17 Y, yl)HL”(MB) <C HfHLP(#B) (?) q)C (E; X — 371) (I)C (an - yl) .
PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.1. The proof is essentially given in the paragraph preceding Proposition 4.1.
We use the Feynman-Kac formula (4.7) together with the factorization formula (4.9) and the regularity
estimates stated in Proposition 3.7. g
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4.2. Upper bounds and regularity estimates for the Green’s function Gye, ¢. From these esti-
mates, we deduce the bounds on the elliptic Green’s matrix and its gradient stated in the following proposition.

PROPOSITION 4.2. For any regularity exponent € >0, there exists an inverse temperature By (d,e) < oo such
that the following statement holds. For any inverse temperature B > By, there exists a constant C(d,€) < oo
a\t ;
such that for each (x,y,x1,y1) € (Z ) , one has the estimate

ng)
. < .
Hgder,f(xvyﬂ ;L1 Z/l)HLp(#ﬁ) = |£C _ x1|2d,2 + |y _ y1|2d72

Then, for any permutation V1, V2, V3 and V4 of the set of gradients V., V4, , Vy and Vy, , one has the estimates:

(i) On the gradient of the Green’s matriz
CBIENLn
. 1s) )
”vlgder,f(x7 Y, 371, yl)HLP(MB) < |.’[ — x1|2d,1,6 N |y _ y1|2d’1’5 3

(ii) On the double gradient of the Green’s matrix
CB ] s,
1) )
‘|V1V2gder,f(xa Y,T1,Y1, ) ”Lp(p,ﬁ) < |.’L‘ _ 1‘1|2d_5 N |y — y1|2d‘5 )

(iii) On the triple gradient of the Green’s matrixz

CBIE] o
1s)
. <
HVIV2V3gder,f(fan7 ,9017211)””(,,[3) = |$ _ $1|2d+1—€ + |y _ y1|2d+1_57

(iv) On the quadruple gradient of the Green’s matrix
Cﬁ Hf||Lp(/,L/3)

A e R

1V1V2V3VaGaer,e (2, 4,521, 41) | o) < 2dr2-c”

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 4.2. The estimates on the elliptic Green’s matrix are obtained by integrating
the inequalities of Proposition 4.1 over the times ¢ in [0, c0). ]



CHAPTER 6

Quantitative convergence of the subadditive quantities

In this chapter, we introduce two subadditive energy quantities related to the variational formulation
associated to the Helffer-Sjostrand operator described in Chapter 3. The first one, denoted by v(O,p),
represents the energy of the minimizer associated to the Dirichlet problem in a cube O with affine boundary
condition [, (z) := p-x. The second one, denoted by v*(0, ¢), represents the energy of the minimizer associated
to the Neumann problem with boundary flux Vl,. These two quantities satisfy a subadditivity property with
respect to the domain of integration and converges as the side length of the cube tends to infinity. Moreover,
the quantities v and v* are convex with respect to the slopes of the boundary condition p and ¢ and are in
some sense convex dual to each other. The main focus of this section is then to prove by a multiscale argument
that as the size of the domains tends to infinity, these quantities converge to a pair of dual convex conjugate
functions and to extract from the proof a quantification of the rate of convergence.

While the general strategy comes from the theory of quantitative stochastic homogenization presented
in [5], the adaptation of the techniques presented in this monograph requires to overcome three types of
difficulties:

e One needs to take into account the Laplacian with respect to the ¢-variable;
e One needs to take into account the infinite range of the operator L;
o We need to homogenize an elliptic system instead of an elliptic PDE.

While the first point has been successfully treated in [6] to study the V¢ model, the last two points are intrinsic
to the Coulomb gas representation of the Villain model and will be treated in this chapter.

In Section 4, we introduce a finite-volume version of first-order corrector associated to the Hellfer-Sjostrand
operator L. We use the quantitative rate of convergence of the energy v to establish quantitative sublinearity
of the corrector and to prove a quantitative estimate on the weak norm of its flux. This function and its
properties are crucial to prove the quantitative homogenization of the mixed derivative of the Green’s matrix
in Chapter 7.

Throughout this entire chapter, we fix a regularity exponent ¢ which is small compared to 1 and depends
only on the dimension d. We assume that the inverse temperature 3 is large enough so that all the results
presented in Chapter 5 hold with the regularity exponent e.

We complete this section by mentioning that in this chapter, the constants are only allowed to depend in
the dimension d as we need to be track their dependence in the inverse temperature 8. The objective is to
prove that the quantitative rate of convergence a obtained in Proposition 1.10 and 4.3 remains bounded away
from 0 as [ tends to infinity.

1. Definition of the subadditive quantities and basic properties

1.1. Definition of the energy quantities. Let 0 ¢ Z¢ be a cube of Z¢, we define the energy functional
Ey according to the formula, for each function u e H?! (Zd,,u/g),

2 1 2 1
Ep[u] =5 Z HayuHLz(g’M) + b} HVUHH(D,M) + 9 Z
yeZd nx1

n+1 2 _ .
B3 v UHH(Z%M) 5supp;m®<v‘1u aqv?u)w'

We introduce the bilinear form associated to the energy Eg according to the formula, for each function
we H' (Z%, pg),

BD [U,U] = ﬂ Z Z (ayu(xv')vayv(xa '))y,ﬁ + % Z <V'LL((B, ')’ VU(.T, .)>#‘B

zel yeZd

1 1
*35 > 7 <V"+1u($,')7V"“U(ﬂ?,'))ﬂﬁ - B(Vqu-agVqv), -

n21 gezd supp gNO#&

87
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One cannot consider the energy Eg of a function v only defined in the cube O since the infinite range of the
operator £ requires to know the value of the function on the entire space Z¢. To fix this issue, we need to
remove a boundary layer from a given cube 0. This is done in the definition below.

d
DEFINITION 1.1 (Trimmed cube). Given a cube O:=z+ (-%, £)", we defined the trimmed cube O~ by

272
the formula

R VR R_VERY
10 7 2 10 '

We define the energy Ef according to the formula

L 1 2 1 9
B[] =8 2 10,ula0) * 5 7 v @) g, ~ =7 17Ul
. yEZZ:d RO 27§)zem,dis‘czt;v,au)2nﬂ2 H ”Lz(”ﬁ) B L2(0N07 1)
-8 3 (Ve aqvqu>uﬁ )
supp ¢<0

as well as the corresponding bilinear form B, for each u,v e H' (g, up),

)INDY

1 1

B\; [U,U] = ﬂ Z Z (ayu(x")vayv(xa ')>/»¢B + (VnJrlu(xﬂ ')7 anrlv(xa ))

el yezZd 2 nz1 zen,dist(z,00)>n B% He
1
- 71 Z (Vu(x,'),Vv(ac,-))Hﬂ _B Z (vqu'aqqu)#ﬁ .
54 reoNO~ supp ¢<0O

Let us make a few remarks about the definition of the energy Ef.

REMARK 1.2. The iterated Laplacian A™ has range 2n; given a point x € O, we only consider the iteration
of the Laplacian until the integer n := dist(z,00). This ensures that for any function v € H' (O, ug), the
quantity A™v is well-defined.

REMARK 1.3. We only consider the charges ¢ whose support is included in the cube O, this ensures that
for any function v € H' (O, ug), the quantity v, -a,V,v is well-defined.

REMARK 1.4. We subtract an additional term in the boundary layer {x €O : dist(z,00) < %}. This
term is a perturbative terms for two reasons: we are only summing on a small boundary layer of size \{—? of

*

the cube O and the multiplicative factor ﬁ_% is much smaller than the leading order term of the energy Ef,
which is of order 1. The reason justifying the presence of this term is that it is useful to deal with the infinite
range of the operator £; in particular, it is useful to prove the subadditivity of the energy functional v* (see
Definition 1.5) in Proposition 2.5. The specific choice for the exponent i for the power of g is arbitrary; we
only need an exponent which is strictly between 0 and %

By choosing the inverse temperature [ sufficiently large, one can prove that the energy Eg satisfies the
following coercivity and boundedness properties: there exist constants c(d) > 0 and C(d) < oo such that, for
each u € H& (Zd, ,ug),

(1.1) C[[UHHI(D,M) <Eq[u] SC[[u]]Hl(D’Ma)7

where we recall the notation [[uﬂHl(D 1s) introduced in Section 1.5 of Chapter 2,

2

2

[l o0y = (IB ) |8y“|L2<m,ua)) *1vul 2o, -
YeZ

The same estimate holds for the energy functional E¥: for each u € H! (T, ug),

(12) ¢ [[uﬂHl(D,/LB) < EE [u] <C H:u]]Hl(D,/LB) :

We now proceed by giving the definitions of the subadditive quantities v and v*.
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DEFINITION 1.5 (Linear functions and subadditive quantities). Given a vector p € Rdx(g), we write
p= (pl, e ,p(d)) where the components pq, ... D) belong to the space R?. We denote by l,, the affine function
2 2
defined by the formula
77 - REG),
lp =

For each cube 0 ¢ Z¢ and each pair of vectors p,p* € Rdx(g), we define the energies

1
1.3 o,p) =  inf  —Eg[ul,
(1.3) v(®p) uezpuliré(u,w) 2|0 ofu]
and
* * 1 * *
(1.4) v*(O,p*) = sup ES[v] + = 2 p" - (Vo(2)),, -

|D|a:eD

It is clear from the estimate (1.1) that the energy quantities v and v* are well-defined, quadratic in the
variables p and p* respectively and that they satisfy the upper and lower bounds, for each cube 0 ¢ Z? and

veH(O,ug) 2|D| .

each pair of vectors p,p* € Rdx(g),
(1.5) clpf® <v(o,p) < Clpf* and clp* <v(o,p*) < Cp**.

It follows from the standard argument of the calculus of variations that the minimizer in the variational
definition (1.3) exists and is unique. We denote it by w (-, 0,p).

The maximizer of the variational formulation (1.4) exists and is unique up to additive constant. This
property is not a direct consequence of the standard arguments. It requires to use the properties of the
Helffer-Sjostrand equation and the regularity estimates established in Chapter 5. We postpone the proof of this
result to Appendix B. We denote by v (-,0,p*) the unique maximizer which satisfies 3, (v (z,, D’p*»ua =0.

We record from Appendix B that it satisfies the variance estimate, for each point x € %I:l and each p* € Rdx(g),

(1.6) var [v (-, 0, p*)] < C|p*|* .

The maps p+~ u (+,-,0,p) and p* — v (-,-,0,p*) are linear and that by the upper bound on the energies E and
E* stated in (1.1), they satisfy the estimates

(17) HV’LL ('7 B Dvp) HLZ(D,;L;;) <C |p| and va ('a " Dap*)HLZ(D,Hﬂ) <C |p*| :

The goal of this section is to prove that, as the size of the cube O tends to infinity, the two quantities v
and v* converge and to obtain an algebraic rate of convergence. We obtain a result along a specific sequence
of cubes defined below.

DEFINITION 1.6 (Triadic cube and Z,,). We define the sequence [,, of non-negative real numbers according
to the induction formula
lo=1and for each neN, [,,;1 =3, +\/I,.

For each n € N, we define the cube O,, := (—%", %)d. We denote by Z,, , = 1,3™"Z% N o, and by BLy, n
the mesoscopic boundary layer defined by the formula BLy, » = 0n N\ Usez,, ., (2 +O0,). The cube O, can be

partitioned according to the formula
On:= J (240mn)UBLy .

2€Zm . n
We also introduce the notations Z,, := Z, ,,,, BLy, := BL11,, and let A, be the set
(1.8) A= | (+on)N(2+0,).

zeZ,

We refer to Figure 1 for an illustration of these definitions. The reason we introduce the sets BL,, , and A, is
to treat the infinite range of the operator L.

In the following remarks, we record without proof some properties pertaining the Definition 1.6.
REMARK 1.7. There exists a universal constant C' such that, for each integer n € N, 3" <,, < C3™.
REMARK 1.8. The cardinality of Z,, ,, is equal to 3d(n=m)

REMARK 1.9. One has the volume estimate |BL,, | < C372 |0, |.
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OO0
OO0
OO0

FIGURE 1. The picture on the left represents the cube O, 1, the white interior cubes are the cubes (z+0n ).z,
and the set in black is the boundary layer BL,. The picture on the right represents the same cube; the set
Ay, is drawn in black.

1.2. Statement of the main result. The main result obtained in this chapter is a quantitative rate of
convergence for the two energy quantities v and v*; it is stated below.

PROPOSITION 1.10. There exists an inverse temperature Bo := Bo (d) < oo such that the following statement
holds. There exist constants ¢ := c¢(d) >0, C := C(d) < oo and an exponent o := a(d) > 0 such that for each
inverse temperature B > Py there exists a symmetric positive definite matrixz & € RAG*AG) such that for each
integer n € N, and each pair of vectors p,p* € Rdx(g), one has the estimate

1 1
v (0,p) - 5P 8p| < C37"p]*  and  |v*(On,p*) - 519-5‘129* <C3™"p*.

REMARK 1.11. Using the symmetries of the model, we can prove that the following properties. Ij we let
L>%" be the linear map introduced in Section 2.2 of Chapter 2, then there exists a coefficient Ag := A\g(d, 5)
which tends to 0 as 8 tends to infinity such that

1
a = —Iy in the space Ker Ly 4+,
(19) !
' 1+A
= %Id in the space (Ker L27d*)L )

V]

A direct consequence of (1.9) is the identity between the elliptic systems
1
2

These properties are a consequence of Property (3) of Proposition 1.12and Proposition 1.10.

-v-av = (d*d+(1+X5)dd*).

The proof of Proposition 1.10 relies on ideas which were initially developed in [7], and follows the
presentation given in [5]. The argument relies on the definition of the quantity

(1.10) J(O,p,p") =v (0 ,p) +v" (Q,p") —p-p".
By the estimate (1.21) below, we know that the quadratic form J is is almost positive, in the sense that it
satisfies the inequality, for each cube O of size R and each pair of slopes p,p* € Rdx(g),

J(0,p,p*) 2 ~CR™ (p2 + p* ).

To prove Proposition 1.10, we argue that the map J (O, p,p*) can be bounded from above in the following
sense: for each vector p € R?, there exists a vector p* € R? such that

(L11) J(@,p.p") < 037 pP.

Additionally, we prove that the vector p* is close to ap. The quantitative rate of convergence stated in
Proposition 1.10 is then a relatively straightforward consequence of the estimate (1.11). The proof of (1.11)
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relies on a hierarchical decomposition of space and requires to introduce the subadditivity defect at scale I,

(1'12) Tn = SUup (V(D;wp) - I/(D;H-l?p)) + (V* (Dmp*) - V* (Dn+1’p*))
p,p*eB1
= sup J(On,p,0") = J (Ons1,0,0") -
p,p*eB

We then prove a series of propositions and lemmas (Propositions 2.1 and 2.5, Lemmas 3.1, 3.2, 3.5 and 3.6),
where various quantities are estimated in terms if the subadditivity defect 7,,. From these results we deduce

an inequality of the form: for each integer n € N and each vector p € Rdx(g), there exists a vector p* € Rx(3)
such that

J(Dn+17pap*) < CTn7
which can be rewritten

1.13 J(Opse1,p,p") <
( ) (D+1pp) C+1

The estimate (1.13) shows that, by passing from one scale to another, the energy quantity J has to contract
by a multiplicative factor strictly less than 1. An iteration of the inequality (1.13) yields the algebraic rate of
convergence stated in the inequality (1.11).

J (Bn,p:p")-

1.3. Basic properties. We first record some basic properties of the energy quantities v and v*; they
are analogous to [5, Lemma 2.2].

PROPOSITION 1.12 (Basic properties of v and v*). Fiz a cube 0 € Z¢ and two parameters p,p* e R(3)
The energy quantity v(0,p) (resp. v*(0,p*)) and the minimizer u(-,0,p) (resp. mazimizer v(-,0,p*)) satisfy
the properties:

(1) First variation. The optimizing functions satisfy the following identities:

Bo[u(,0,p),w] =0, Yw e H) (O, p5) ,

and )
B[v(;,0,p"),w] = B Pt (Vw(,),,  Ywe H' (3,u5).
xed
(2) Second variation. For each function w € l, + H} (0, ug),
1 1

1.14 —FE -v(O,p) = —E - 0,p) —w].
(114 s757Ee [~ (2.0) = 5o [u(0.p) - u]

For each w e H* (O, ug),

* * 1 1 * _ 1 *

(1.15) v (o,p") + §Em [w] - o] MDP (Vw(2)),, = ﬁED [v(:0,p") —w].

(3) Quadratic representation. We recall the definition linear map L g+ : R*(2) & R? introduced in

Section 2.2 of Chapter 2. There exist two symmetric positive definite matrices a(0),a,(0) € RA(3)xd(3)
such that

1 * * 1 * - *
(1.16) v(o,p) = 5p-a(@p  and v (0,p7) = 5p"-a (O)p"

Additionally, there exist two coefficients A\g and A} such that

a=1Iq in the space KerLs g+,
(1.17) _ . L
a=(1+Xg)lg in the space (KerLog+) .
and
a=1; in the space KerLs 4+,
(1.18) _ . . n
a=(1+X5)1, in the space (KerLgg+) .

We denote by Lé’d* :RY - R() s adjoint of the map Lo g4+. By differentiating the identities (1.16)
with respect to the parameters p and p*, we obtain the equalities

(1.19) 1 Z (1 (Vu(a:,.7|],p))#ﬂ -3 Z (aqvqu(.”qp))w L;d* (nq(x))) =a(o)p

| d | xed 2 supp gNO#d
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and

L (e 0pY)),,, = ar (@)

| xed

(1.20)
(4) Onme-sided convex duality. For each discrete cube O < 7% of sidelength R, we have the estimate
1 * * - 2 _%
g0 Bl (:8p) ~u (. )]+ O (CI R ).

where we recall the notation O introduced in Section 1 of Chapter 2: given two real numbers X,Y
and a non-negative real number k, we write X =Y + O (k) if and only if | X - Y| < k;

(121) V(D_,p)+1/* (D7p*)_p'p*:

PROOF. The proof of the properties (1), (2) and (3) are straightforward and we refer to [5, Lemma 2.2].
For the identity (1.16), the arguments of [5] give the following results: for each cube O ¢ Z%, there exist two

positive definite matrices a(0),a.(0) € Rd(g)Xd(g), such that, for each p,p* € ]Rdx(g)’

V(D,p)=%p~a(ﬂ)p and  v*(0,p") = p -a.(0)p”

To prove the estimate (1.17), we first use that any p € Ker Ly 4+, one has the identity dl,, = 0. This implies that
the minimizer in the energy v (O, p) is attained by the map [,, from which one obtains that the linear map a
is equal to the identity on the space Ker Ly 4. The proof of the result on the orthogonal complement of the
space Ker Ly g+ is a consequence of the rotation and symmetry invariance of the dual Villain model. The proof
of (1.18) is identical.

For the identity (1.19), by differentiating the equality (1.14) with respect to the variable p, we obtain the

identities, for each p,p’ € R™(2),

(1.22) a<u>p~p':izéwu(o:,-,u,p)-p'nﬁ—ﬂ S (@ Veulen0p)),, (g d'ly)

| red supp gNO+y

1
T 5 VU(I’, , 8, p) p > 6 Z (aqVqU(‘,',D,p)>Hﬁ (nquQ,d* (le’))
D 2 supp ¢gNO*J
1 1
T Z 5 VU(.TI, , O, p) p >H[€ - /8 Z (aqvqu('f?':l?p))uﬁ (nQ7L2’d* (p,))
D xed supp gNO+J
1 / t /
? VU($7'7D7P)'p >H[i _5 Z (aqvqu('7'7D7p)>,u,B L2,d* (nq(x))p .
supp ¢gNO+J

Using that the identity (1.22) is valid for every vector p' € Rx(3 ) we obtain the identity (1.19).
There only remains to prove the one-sided convex duality property stated in (1.21). We apply the second
variation formula (1.15), with the function v = u (-,07,p) and use the identity

1
|D|z€\]

which is a consequence of the inclusion O~ ¢ O and the fact that the map u belongs to the space [, + H} (g, Ka).
We obtain

p"(Vu(z,,07,p)),, =p P,

1 R . .
oTE] Ef [u]-p -p—ﬁEu[v(-,D,p )—u(,07,p")].

By definition of the function u, we have the equality v (07, p) =

v (o,p") +

ﬁng [u]. To prove the inequality (1.21), it

is thus sufficient to prove

1 1
E o- [u] - ||:||E olul] <

The rest of the argument is devoted to the proof of the inequality (1

(1.23) <CR%.

). We use the two estimates

23
<
ol " VR

Eg- [u] < Clp|* and o~ o <
to deduce
1 1 Clpf?
1.24 Eq- [u] - —Eg- [u]| < .
( ) |D7| [m) [ ] |D| [m) [ ] \/R
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From the inequality (1.24), we see that to prove (1.23), it is sufficient to prove the inequality
(1.25) |EX [u] - Eg- [u]| < CR® 3.

since the volume of the cube O is equal to R?. The rest of the argument is devoted to the proof of the
estimate (1.25). Using the definitions of the energies Eq- and Ef and noting that the term involving the sum

over the boundary layer {z € O : dist (z,00) < R%} in the definition of E is negative, we have the inequality

* 2
EZ [u] - Eo- [u][ <8 Y 10yl oug ) + HVUHLz(D\Df,M)
yeZd
1
+§ 7”V"+1 ”L2(Zd\D" 1p) =B 2 {Vqu-agVqu )ms’
>1 qeQg

where we used the notation 0" to denote the set 0" := {x € O : dist (z,90) > n} and the notation O is used
to denote the set of charges

QF = {q €Q :suppgcaoNOd or (suppqﬂD_ + @ and suppgn (Zd N D) * @)}
We then use the following ingredients:

e The function u is equal to the affine function [, outside the cube 0O”. This implies the identities, for
each point z e 0\ 07, each point y € Z% and each charge ¢ € Q such that suppgc o~ o,

Oyu(z,”) =0, vVu(z,)=p, Veu=(d"l,ng).
From these identities, we deduce that

2 2 - -1 d
Z Ha UHL2 (onOo~,up) — 0’ HVUHLQ(D\D‘,uﬁ) = |p| |D NDO | < C|p|2R ’R
yeZd

Using the estimate |ay| < CeeVBlal1 | we obtain

2 — 2 _ L
> (Vqu-agVeu), [<Clpl oo <Cpf Rz,

supp ¢cONO~

o If a charge g € Q is such that its support intersects both the cube 0~ and the set Z% \ O, then
1
its diameter must be larger than Rz. This implies the inequality, for any such charge ¢ € Q,
1
lag| < e~eVBlali < e=eVBR? | Thig implies

— 2 2
|(Vgu-agvqu), | <eVPIh fng 13190l T2 upp g )
< qufc\/ﬁl\q\ll ||VU”22(D,#,3) )

Summing over all the charges whose support intersects the cube 0~ and the set Z? \ O, we obtain

Z ‘ Vqu- aqvqu s

(D,,u[;;) :
qeQ

( S ¢evBlaly |nq|2) IVul 320 < € VPR Va7

We then use the upper bounds stated in (1.7) to deduce
<e -c/BR

(O,pp) =

Y |(Vou-agveu), | < CemVPRR? |vul7,
qeQ

Ipl?,

where we reduced the value of the constant ¢ in the second inequality to absorb the volume term R?
in the exponential term e~ eVBE,

e Using that the function u is equal to the affine function outside the cube 07, that for each integer n
larger than 2, the iterated gradient of the affine function V"I, is equal to 0 and the fact that the
operator V" has range n, we obtain the identity, for each point x € Z¢ such that dist (z,07) > n,
V"u(z) = 0. From this identity, we deduce

1 2
(1.26) Z —= V" u|\L2(Zd\Dn7Mﬁ)_ > 3 EHV"U(%')HL?(M)-

n>0 n>\ﬁ dist(z,07)<n
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We then estimate the L?-norm of the iterated gradient V" according to the estimate, for each z € Z¢,
2 n 2 n 2 2
(127) 9" M T2 p) < O™ IVUlZa(Bomyan) € O IV T8 omynms) * T80 52 (50 mn@in0) )
2
<C™ (R Vulfa(qy + nIol)
<C"RpP,
where we used the estimate (1.7) in the last inequality. A combination of the inequalities (1.26)
and (1.27) with the upper bound (1.7) shows
1 |{x eZ : dist (x,07) < n}| C"R?

2
> 2w IV " ul e zacan ppy € 20

= Ipf.
n>0 ﬂQ nz@ ﬂ

n

The volume factor |{x eZ : dist (x,07) < n}| can be estimated by the value (R +n)¢. Thus, by
choosing the inverse temperature § large enough, we obtain that there exists a constant ¢ := ¢(d) >0
such that
&=
> 5% R |p* < CememOVE |2
2

n=0

n_ 2 C
\Y u”LZ(Zd\Dnuﬁ) < ﬁ

A combination of the three previous items completes the proof of completes the proof the inequality (1.21). O

2. Subadditivity for the energy quantities

In this section, we prove a subadditivity property for the two energies v and v*. The result is quantified
and we estimate the H'-norm of the difference of the minimizer u (resp. maximizer v) over two different scales
in terms of the difference v (Q,,,p) - v (0n,p) (resp. v* (O, p*) —v* (On, p*)).

2.1. Subadditivity for the energy v. In this section, we prove that the energy quantity v satisfies
a subadditivity property with respect to the domain of integration and deduce from it the existence of the
homogenized coefficient &. The statement of Proposition 2.1 is quantified; we prove that the H'-norm of the
difference of the minimizer u over two different scales in terms of the subadditivity defect for the energy v.

PROPOSITION 2.1 (Subadditivity for v). There exists an inverse temperature 3y := By (d) < oo such that
for each B > By the following statement is valid. There exists a constant C := C(d) < oo such that for each pair
of integers (m,n) € N satisfying n >m and each vector p € Rdx(g),

(2.1) !

2 _m
Z [[u('7|:|n7p) - ’U,(',Z + Dmap)]]Hl([] 1,148) < C(V(Dmap) - V(Dﬂap) +C37> |p|2) .
|va”| 2€Zm n = mehe
REMARK 2.2. Since it is useful in the rest of the proof, we note that the demonstration of Proposition 2.1
can be adapted to the case of trimmed cubes so as to obtain the estimate, for each pair of integers m,n ¢ N
such that m < n,

1 - - 2 - - _m
|Z | Z [[u('aljnvp)_u('aZ+Dm7p)]]Q1(Dn+1,p,L) SC'(V(Dﬂpr)_V(Drwp)'i_c’?) 2 |p|2)
MmNl 2eZm

Since the proof is essentially the same as the proof of Proposition 2.1; the details are left to the reader.

Before proving Proposition 2.1, we record an immediate corollary of the the subadditivity property for the
energy v.

COROLLARY 2.3. There exists an inverse temperature Sy := Bo (d) < oo such that, for each 8> By, there
exists a non-negative real number a such that for each vector p € Rdx(g), one has

v(On,p) —> p-ap.
By Property (8) of Proposition 1.12, this statement can be rewritten equivalently as
a(o,) — a
n

Additionally, one deduces from (2.1) the lower bound estimate in the sense of symmetric positive definite
matrices

(2.2) a(o,)>a-C37%.
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REMARK 2.4. By Remark 2.2, the convergence also holds with the trimmed triadic cubes and we have, for
each vector p € Rdx(g),

v(o,,p) — p-ap, a(o,) — a and VneN, a(o,)2a-03"%.

n— 00

PROOF. Since the left side of (2.1) is non-negative, we have the inequality, for each pair of integers m,n ¢ N
such that n>m

(2:3) v (Tn,p) < (Om,p) + C37 % |pf.
Combining the inequality (2.3) with the fact that the sequence (v (Oy,p)),,y is non-negative implies that it
converges with the estimate (2.2). O

We now focus on the proof of Proposition 2.1.

ProOOF OF PROPOSITION 2.1. For the sake of simplicity, we only write the proof in the case when the
difference between the integers m and n is equal to 1: we consider the specific case of the pair (n,n+1). The
proof of the general case is similar. We assume without loss of generality that |p| = 1.

We let w be the function of I, + H (On+1, pg) defined by the following construction:

e For each point z € Z,,1, we set w :=u(-, 2 + O, p);
¢ On the mesoscopic boundary layer BL,,, we set w := [,,.

Applying the second variation formula (1.14) and the coercivity of the energy functional E stated in (1.1)
gives the inequality

2 1
(2.4 R TSRl P S RCE)
n+

Using that, for each point z € Z,,, the function w is equal to the minimizer u(:, z + O,,p) in the cube (z + O,),
we have the inequality

2 2
(25) Z [[u('7|:|n+1ap)_u('72+Dnap)]]ﬂl(|jn+hy,ﬁ) < Hu('7|:|ﬂ+17p)_w]]ﬂl(Dn+1,M/3)'
2€Zn41
By the estimates (2.4) and (2.5), we see that to prove the inequality (2.1), it is thus sufficient to prove
L
2(o]
We now prove the inequality (2.6). By definition of the energy E, we have

(2.6) Eg, ., [w]<v(Tn,p)+C372.

2 1 2
(27) Bo[w]=8 T 10005, 0+ 5 170 (000000
yYe

() (2.7)-(44)

1

- - k+1 2 _ .
+ 5 kgl ﬁ% HV wHLZ(Zd,,ug) ﬁsuppqéTNl#Q (qu aqvqu)#ﬁ .

(2.7)-(iid) (2.7)-(iv)

We estimate the four terms on the right side separately. The term (2.7)-(i) involving the derivative with respect
to the field ¢ can be estimated by the following argument. Since the map w is equal to the deterministic affine
function I, in the boundary layer BL,,, we have the identity 0,w(z,-) = 0 for any point z € BL,, and any point
y € Z%. This implies the equality

2.8 o’ = Oyu(-,z+0 2 .

& LMD 35 LML
This completes the estimate of the term (2.7)-(i). For the term (2.7)-(ii), we use the same argument and note
that Vw(x,-) = p for any point x € BL,,. We obtain

2 1 2 |BL7L|
(29) ||:|n+1| vaHLz(Dywl,uﬁ) = | Dot | EZZ: ”VU(,Z + Dnvp)HL2(z+Dnuu/3) + m
1

2 _n
< m ZEZZ:’ [Vu(-, z+ Dnvp)HLz(erDmﬂﬁ) +(C37 2.
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To estimate the third term (2.7)-(iii), we note that, by Remark 1.7, the boundary layer BL,, has a width of
order ¢3%, where c is a universal constant. We split the sum over the integer k at the value ¢32 and write

k 1 k 1 k 1
(2.10) k>16 ||v + ||L2(Zdw) 1<k§32 ﬁ—gnv * ||L2(Zd ) k>§" 75” + w||L2(Zd o)’

(2.10)-(4) (2.10)(44)
and estimate the two terms in the right side separately. For the term (2.10)-(i), we use the following ingredients:
The boundary layer BL,, has width ¢3%;

For each integer k € N, the iterated gradient V* has range k;
For each integer k > 2, the kth-iterated gradient of the affine function [, is equal to 0, i.e., Vklp =0;

The function w is equal to the affine function [, in the boundary layer BL,, and, for each point
z € Z,, is equal to the minimizer u (-, z + O,,p) in the subcube (z +0,).

We obtain the identity

1 1 2
(2.11) D L P N L AU CELL SOl RS
1<k<e32 2€Zn 1<k<c3?

The term (2.10)-(ii) is an error term which is small. Using that the the discrete gradient is a bounded operator
which has range k£ and that the function w is equal to the affine function [, outside the cube O,.1, we write

Ty per (12 ck 2 C* |On| 2
Z Tk ||V * w||L2(Zd7Hﬁ> < Z ok vaHLz(Dn+11y’ﬂ) < Z ; va“LZ(Dnu,Mﬁ) ’
k>c3% ﬁ2 k>c37% ﬂz k>c3% 52

We then use that the volume of the cube O,,; is smaller than the value C3%* and the upper bound

HVwHiz(DnH,“B) < C which is a consequence of the upper bound (1.7) and the the definition of the map
w. This argument yields, if the inverse temperature 3 is chosen large enough,

1 2 Ck n C CS% n —c(In -5
T ¥ e O o ) B

k>c3% B k>03% 52

With the same argument, we obtain the estimate, for each point z € Z,,,

(2.13) kg;g e ”vk+1 2+ On,p) ||L2(zd e < Cecnp)3” 5 .

By combining the estimates (2.11), (2.12) and (2.13) we have obtained the upper bound

2 k+1 2 —c(lnﬁ)S%
(2.14) — [|[vF* w — V¥, 2+ On,p) +Ce .
k>1 ek H HLQ(Zd’”ﬁ) ZEZZ: =182 H ’ " HLQ(Zd’”B)
This completes the estimate of the term term (2.7)-(iii).
The term (2.7)-(iv) can be estimated similarly, we partition the set of charges ¢ whose support intersects
the cube O,,,1 into three subsets:

e The set of charges whose support does not intersect any cube of the collection (z + 0p,).ez,. We
denote this set by Qp;

e The set of charges ¢ whose support intersects exactly one cube of the collection (z +0y,)zez,. We
denote this set by Q; and for z € Z,, we denote by Q; . the set of charges whose support only
intersects the cube (z +0,);

e The set of charges ¢ whose support intersects at least two cubes of the collection (z + Oy, ) ez, -
We denote this set by Qs and note that a charge belonging to this set must satisfy the property
diamgq > ¢37%.

We then partition the sum

(2.15) > (Vow-agVew), = > (Vqw-agVew), + > (Vow-agVeu), + > (Vew-agVew), .
SUpp ¢gN0n+1#9 q€Q0 qeQ1 qeQ2

(2.15)—(i) (2.15)—(ii) (2.15)—(iii)
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We then estimate the three terms in the right side separately. For the term (2.15)-(i), we have, by the
definitions of the function w and of the set Qg,

e 2
Z (vqw'aqvqw)m3 = Z <Vqlp'aqvqlp)uﬂ < Z ¢~eV/Plal Il 7y -
9€Qo 7€Qo q€Qo

Using that the volume of the boundary layer satisfies |BL,| < C3™% |O,.1| and the estimate, for each x € Z,

_ 2
> VA g7, 1 pesuppngy < €
qeQo
we obtain that
(2.16) S eVl 12, < 378 oy,
qeQo

We then estimate the term (2.15)-(ii). By definition of the function w, we can write

(2.17) z (qu~aqvqw)uﬁ = Z Z (Vou (-, 2+ 0p,p) - agVeu (-, 2 + Dn,p))w )

qeQ1 2€Z, qeQ1, 2
To estimate the term (2.15)-(iii), we use the upper bound |Vw| 2, ., ,.,) < Clp| on the average L2-norm of
the gradient of w, the fact that the function w is equal to the affine function [, outside the cube 0,1, the
estimate (1.9) on the coefficients a, and the property, for each charge ¢ € Q3, diamgq > ¢3%. We obtain
< e-eV/BsE

(2.18) > (Vew- agVow),

supp q€Qs

With the same argument, we obtain the following estimate: for each z € Z,,

(2.19) <eevVpst

Z (un(-,-,z+|:|n,p)~aqvqu(-,~,z+|:|n,p))w
supp qNz+0,#@,q¢Q1,»

Combining the identity (2.15) with the inequalities (2.16), (2.17) (2.18) and (2.19) shows the estimate
(2.20)

> (Vow-aVew), < > (Vgu (2 +05,p) - agVqu (-, 2+ On,p)),, +C37 2| Opy1 |-
supp ¢NOn 41+ 2€Zy, supp gN(z+0x)
We finally combine the equality (2.7), the estimates (2.8), (2.9), (2.14) (2.20) to obtain the inequality (2.6).
The proof of Proposition 2.1 is complete. O

2.2. Subadditivity for the energy v*. In this section, we prove a similar statement for the energy v*.

PROPOSITION 2.5 (Subadditivity for v*). There exists a constant C := C(d) < oo such that for each pair
of integers (n,m) € N such that n>m and each vector p* € Rdx(g),

1

* *\72 * * _n oy
(2.21) Z [v(:,,0n,0") —v(y, 2+ O, P )]]HI(Z+Dm7Hﬁ)SC(V (Om,p) —v* (On,p) +372|p |2)

|Zm7n| 26Zm.n

As it was the case for the energy quantity v, we deduce from Proposition 2.5 that the sequence
(v* (On,P*)) ey cOnverges as n tends to infinity.

COROLLARY 2.6. There exists an inverse temperature By := [y (d) < oo such that for each § > By the

following statement is valid. There exists a non-negative real number &, such that for each vector p* € Rdx(g),
one has
* * _—— * 2
v (Dnvp )T:oa*1|p | .

By the Property (8) of Proposition 1.12, this statement can be rewritten equivalently

a, (0,)" — a,..

We also have the lower bound, for each integer n € N,

a,(0,) " >a;' -C37%.
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PRrROOF OF PROPOSITION 2.5. For the sake of simplicity, we only write the proof in the case when the
difference between the integers m and n is equal to 1. We consider the specific case of the pair (n+ 1,n). The
proof of the general case is similar. We assume without loss of generality that |p*| = 1.

We consider the function v := v (-, 0,41, p*) and, for z € Z,,, we restrict it to the cubes (z + 0,). We apply
the second variation formula (1.15) and the coercivity of the energy functional E}, . We obtain, for each
point z € Z,,

v, )

* * 1 *
[v(-,0n+1,P") —v(-, 2+ Op,p )]]Hl(zmmuﬂ) < C(V (z+0n,0") + 5 —E, [v]+
| Un | | Un | xez+0O

Summing over the points z € Z,, and dividing by the cardinality of Z,, shows

1 * *\T2
iz & [0 8np) =024 B P )la rs, )
nl zeZ,
<Ov @up)+ ¥ s Bl o]+ S (o), |-
z€Zy 2|Z”| ’ |D”| |Z | |Dn| xedy, 7

The factor | Z,| = 3¢ on the left side depends only on the dimension d and can thus be absorbed in the constant
C' in the right side. We deduce that, to prove the inequality (2.21), it is sufficient to prove

(222) 3 M(l A ) D S Vv(x)hw)

z€Z, xrez+0y,
1

<—E;  [v]+

2| Dn+1 | On+1

1 . .
p*(Vo(z)),, +C377.

| On+1 | €041

(2.22)— (i) (2.22)— (i)

We first estimate the term (2.22)-(ii). We use the estimate (1.7) on the L*-norm of the gradient of the
function v, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the volume estimate

(223) |Dn+1| - |Zn| . |I:|n| =10np+1 N U (Z + Dn) — |BLn| < 037% |Dn+1| )
z€Z,
We obtain
(2.24)
1 IBLa|\?
p"(Vu(z,")), < p - (Vu(z) ( ) Vol o,
zézz:n n| =My %GZZ-F:DW Ma My zeZZ:n TEZZ;Dn )ms e H ‘L (Onet,ii8)
1 1 §
< p VU x, + — p* (vVou(x,- +(03" 71
|D”+1| JEEDZnH ( )>#ﬁ |Dn+1| fEE;Ln < ( )>l"ﬁ
1 IBL,| )é B
< p V’U x, + A\ +(O3 1
|Dn+1| TGDZn:-H ( )>Mﬁ (| D7L+1 | H HLz(Dvwl,Nﬁ)

1

P (Vo(z,)),, + 0374,

N |Dn+1| reOn 41

To estimate the term pertaining to the energy functional E*, we introduce two notations:

e We let Q,,41 the set of charges whose support is included in the cube 0,1 and intersects the boundary
layer BL,;
e For each integer k € N, we let C be the set

Cj = {x €Ops1 : B(z,k) €Op41 and Bz, k) ¢ |J (2 + Dn)}.
z2€Z,
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We note that we have the inclusion of the boundary layers 0,1 \ O,,,; € BL,,. Thus, by the definition of the

energy functional Ef , we have the inequality

* 2 1 1 2 1 2
Ef,., [v]28 )] Hay””m(u,uﬁ) + (2 - ﬂi) IVl 2B, ) * B > IVl 2(arm p0)

yeZa z2€Z,

1 1 ,
) 2 2 Bs v +1U(m")”L2(us) Y (Vqv-agVev),, -

n>1 dist(z,00)2n supp g0

We choose the inverse temperature 8 enough so that, we have the estimate %— ﬂ‘% > i. We recall the definition
of the set A,, stated in (1.8) and use the definition of the energy E¥, to obtain the estimate

z+0p
* * 2 1 9 1 )
(2.25) EDn+1 [U] - Z Ez-H]n [U] > ﬂ Z Hay'UHL2(BLn,u[3) + Z HVUHB(BL,,,,M) +— HV’UHLQ(AHM)
z€Z, yeZd ﬂ4
-p Z (Vqv-a, Vo) +EZLHvk+1U“2
SUpp g€ Qn+1 T ks 2 k>1 ﬂ% L2(Crsup)
1 2 1 9
> Z vaHLQ(BLny,U‘B) + /87% HVII-}HLz(ATLII/ﬂ)
L K+l |2
- -agV + - —_ )
ﬁSUpqu;an (Pav 2 qv)M 2 kzz:l Bs HV U||L2(Ckvﬂﬂ)

(2.25)—(4) (2.25)—(ii)

We first estimate the term (2.25)-(i). To this end, we partition the set Q,,; into two sets of charges Q411
and 9,1 2 defined by the formulas

On+11 = {ge Qns+1 : suppgq S BL,UA,} and Qpny12:= Qni1 N Qnat 1

We then use the two following arguments. First, if a charge belongs to the set Qy41.2, then its diameter has to

be larger larger than ¢37%. By the estimate |a,| < Ce=VBlal | we obtain

< Z e*C\/BH al,

> (Vq”'aqvq”hm

2 2
””q HQ ” VU”Lz(suppnq,,u/;)
q€Qn+1,2

q€Qn+1,2

— 3% 2
< e cV/B3E HvU”L2(Dn+17P‘ﬁ)'

We then use the estimate (1.7) to bound the L?-norm of the gradient of v. We obtain

(2.26) < ClOns1| €32 < CeeVB3?

Z (qu'aqqu)uﬁ

Supp g€Qn+1,2

by reducing the value of the constant ¢ in the second inequality.
Second, for the charges belonging to the set 9,11, using the estimate |a,| < Ce‘c\/BHQ\h, we have
(2.27)

e 2
> (qu'aqqu),w <Ce \/E”VUHH(BLnuA

q€Qn+1,1

By combining (2.26) and (2.27), we obtain

nofg)

(2.28)

< Ce_c\/E HV/UHiz(BLnUA ) + Ce—c\/,??,f .

Z <qu'aqqu>uﬁ

nyH3
qeQ

The term (2.25)-(ii) can be estimated with similar arguments: we need to decompose over the integers k
such that Cy ¢ BL, U A,, and the integers k such that Cy ¢ BL, U A,,. Since the argument is almost the same,
we omit it and only give the result. We obtain the inequality

1 1 P C —e(InB)3%
(2.29) 5;;57% 7500 € 1 Velieerna, ) + O (e,
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We now combine the estimates (2.28) and (2.29) and deduce that
: . c - —e/B3% | _—c(InB)3%
(2:25)-()] +|(2.25)-(i) < (5 +Ce Cﬁ) V0 2ty + € (VP 420,

As a consequence, if § is chosen large enough depending only on the dimension d, then we have

1

i IV01 %A, ) + Ce D32

. . 1 2
(2.30) 1(2.25)-(0)] +1(2.25)-()] < 5 Vol L2 (L, 00 * 1

Combining the estimates (2.25) and (2.30) shows
Eo,., [v]- ¥ Eeio, [v] 2 -Cecn®3?
z€Z,

Dividing the previous display by 2|Z,|-|0,| shows the estimate

(2.31) D ! ! 3%

e DA 1) P
z€Z, 2|Zn|'||:|n| 2|Zn||‘:’n|

We use the volume estimate (2.23), the bound on the average L?-norm of the gradient of v stated in (1.7) and
the coercivity of the energy functional E* stated in (1.2) to deduce

1 1
Sz o Boea V] € Si——E
2[2x| - |on| 2[00

Combining the estimates (2.31), (2.32) and (2.24) shows the inequality (2.22) and completes the proof of
Proposition 2.5. ]

(2.32) o, [v] +C37%.

3. Quantitative convergence of the subadditive quantities

In this section, we prove an algebraic rate of convergence for the quantity J defined in (1.10). We recall
the definition of the subadditivity defect 7,, given in (1.12) and we introduce the following notation: for each
integer n € N, we denote by

(3.1) A, = a. (O,),

and call the matrix a,, the approzimate homogenized matriz. We first prove a series of lemmas, estimating
various quantities in terms of the subadditivity defect 7,, following the strategy described in Section 1.2.

Before starting the proofs, let us make the following remark: By Corollaries 2.3 and 2.6, the subadditivity
defect 7,, converges to 0 as n tends to infinity. In particular all the quantities which are bounded from above
by the subadditivity defect 7,, tend to 0 when n tends to infinity.

3.1. Control over the approximate homogenized coefficient. The first lemma we prove establishes
that the difference between the coefficients a,, over two different scales can be estimated in terms of the
subadditivity defect 7,.

LEMMA 3.1. There exists a constant C = C(d) < co such that for any pair of integers (m,n) € N> with
m < n, the following estimate holds

n
= =—12 -m
anl—aml| <> m+C377.
k=m

PROOF. Before starting the proof, we collect a few ingredients and notations used in the argument:

e We recall the notation O introduced in Section 1 of Chapter 2, given two real numbers X,Y and a
non-negative real number x, we write X =Y + O (k) if and only if | X - Y| < &;

e By the formula (1.20), we have the identity 3,.n, (Vo(2,-,0n,p")),, = a;'p*;

o We recall the definition of the set Z,, ,, := 1,3 "Z%n Oy, the definition of the boundary layer BL,, »

given in Definition 1.6 and the volume estimate |BL,, | < C3™% |0,| stated in Remark 1.9;

e By definition of the subadditivity defect 7%, we have the identity, for each p € Rd(g),

n
V¥ (Om,p) = v* (On,p) <[> Y 7.

k=m
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We fix a vector p* € R4(3) such that [p*| = 1 and use the formula (1.20) to write
1

(3.2) & = o X (V@ Bap)),,
n | xeOy,
1 " 1 *
= Z Z (Vv(x,o,un,p )>NB+ Z <VU($,',Dn,p )>Hﬁ'
| On | 2€Zpm n TEXZ+0m | On ‘ T€BL n

(3.2)-(4) (3.2)—(i4)
The term (3.2)-(ii) is the simplest one, we estimate it by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the estimate on the
L%morm of the gradient of v stated in (1.7) and the volume estimate |BL,, ,| < C3~% |0,|. We obtain

1

(3.3) > (Vo(z,,00,p")),, | <C37F.

0| 2€BLm n
To estimate the term (3.2)-(i), we use the estimate (1.7), the identity BLy, n = Op \ U.ez,, , and the volume
estimate |BL,, | < C3~% |0,|. We obtain

|Dl | Z Z (VU(I"’Dn’p*))#ﬂ : ; Z Z (vv(xa'vap*»ufx+O(037%).

z€Z,, T€2+0Om |Zm,n| |Z + Dm' z€Z, TE€EZ+0m

Applying the subadditivity estimate stated in Proposition 2.1, we find that

1 1 i} )
(3.4) ZonlZ+0ml zEZZ:y me/;um ‘(Vv(:r, S On, %) = V(@ 2 + Oy, p »w’
1 . .
T Zmnl ze; [Vo (-,00,p) = VU (5,2 + O, p )‘|£2(z+|:|m,uﬂ)

1
2

1 " w12
s( > Ive(,0n,p*) = VU (-, 2+ Om,p L2 vt n)

—_
[SIE

* *\T 2
Zo] ; [Vo (-, 0n,p") = VU (-, 2+ O, p )]]ﬂl(zmnwﬁ)
m,nl zeZm n

gc( 3 Tk) +C377.

We use the inequality (3.4), the translation invariance of the measure pg and the identity
Zﬂce\j71 (V’U(Z‘, K Dm,P*»M = 5—;,3]9*. We obtain

! L Z Z (Vv(xa'vunvp*»#ﬂ

|Zm,n| |Z + Dm| z€Z, r€2+0m,

(3.5)

m

! Z ! Z (Vv(x7~,z+Dm7p*))M+O(C(

B |Zim,n] 2€Zm |2+ Oml geirt,,

Z <V’U($"7Dm’p*)>u/3 +O(C( i Tk)2 +03_ZL)
k=m

bl
v
S
~——
D=
+
Q
“
vl
v

1

|‘:‘m| €0,

n 3
=a,lp* +o(c( D Tk) +C3’2”).
k=m
We then combine the identity (3.2) with the estimates (3.3) and (3.5) to complete the proof of Lemma 3.1. O

3.2. Control over the variance of the spatial average of the maximizer v. The next step in the
argument is to control the variance of the spatial average of the maximiser v. We prove that its variance
contracts and obtain an algebraic rate of convergence. The proof relies on an explicit computation and makes
use of the differentiated Helffer-Sjostrand equation introduced in Section 4 of Chapter 3 to estimate the
correlation between the random variables ¢ — v(z,¢,0,41,p) and ¢ — v(a’, ¢, 0,41, p) for a pair of points
z, 2’ € 0,41 distant from one another.
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LEMMA 3.2 (Variance estimate). There ezists a constant C := C(d) < oo such that for each n € N and each
d
p* € ]Rdx(z),

1 5 )n| *
(3.6) var,, [D > Vv(x,-,unﬂ,p*)] <037(d-3) 'p* 2.

| n | xedy,
For later purposes, we also record that the variance of the flur contracts

1 1 . . (a3 )ny
(37) LD' > (QW(x,-,uml,p )+ 3 890 (-, Bart,p )nq<x>) < o3 B

€O, qeQ

REMARK 3.3. The value of the coefficient d — % is arbitrary; we can prove the result for any fixed number
strictly smaller than d — 2 by choosing /3 large enough accordingly.

REMARK 3.4. The argument presented in the proof below can be adapted to prove the variance estimate,
for each point x € O,,

Varuﬁ [V’U((Efu Dn+17p*)] < C

Since this estimate is an a priori estimate, we use it in Appendix B to prove the solvability of the Neumann
problem.

PRrROOF. We fix an inverse temperature § large enough so that all the regularity results of Chapter 5 hold
with the regularity exponent € = % We decompose the argument into two steps.

Step 1. To ease the notation, we denote by v := v (-,-,Op41,p*). We assume without loss of generality that
[p*| = 1. We first decompose the variance

(3.8) var,,, [1 Z Vv(x,-)]

| Dn xelOy

- LY cov, [To (@) o).
|Dn| z,z’€0y,
We then prove the estimate, for each pair of points z,z’ € O,,
Cc3%
|.Z’ _ 1./|d—2 :

The estimate (3.6) can then be deduced from (3.9) and (3.8); indeed we have

(3.9) |cov,w [Vo (z,-), Vo (2, )]| <

1 1
vary [| Z Vv(l’,')] < 2 Z COVyug [(Vo(z,), Vv (:L‘/,~)]
n | red, |Dn‘ z,x’'e0y,
3% 1
< 2

- |Dn‘2 x,r’'e0y, |1’ - x,|d_2

<3 (@3,
We now fix two points z,z’ € O,, and focus on the proof of (3.9). By applying the Helffer-Sjostrand formula,
we write

(3.10) covy, [V (x,-), Vo (z',)] = z (0y Vv (z,-) Ha (v, -))M ,
yezd

where H./ is the solution of the Helffer-Sjéstrand equation, for each (y,$) € Z% x Q,

[’H:C'(ya QS) = 8yv'U (33,, ¢) .
We then decompose the function H,+ according to the collection of Green’s matrices (gayw(z,y,))
the notation introduced in (3.43) of Section 3.3 of Chapter 5. We obtain

Hor(y:0) = Y. Go,ivuiar) (U 039) -

y’eZd

ez following

Using Proposition 4.7 of Chapter 3, we can estimate the L?(ug)-norm of the function H,, for each point
yel?,

18,90 (2, )] 1
(3.11) [Har () g2y €C Y e ),
p y'eZd |y_y |
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We then claim that we have the estimates, for each pair of points y,y’ € Z¢,

C3% C3%

(3.12) 10y Vv (@, )] 2,0, < and |9, Vv (:E,,~)HL2(W3) < 7@/ mpvrTEs

ly — 2@+

The estimate (3.12) is proved in Step 2 below. Combining the inequalities (3.11), (3.12) and the formula (3.10),
we obtain

n 1 1 1
(3.13) covy, [Vo (), Vo (a',-)] <C32

X .
Ty -y

— X
Yy’ €Ll ly" - x’|d+% ly —x

The sum in the right side of the inequality (3.13) can be explicitly computed and we obtain the inequality (3.9).

Step 2. Proof of (3.12). The argument relies on the differentiated Helffer-Sjostrand equation introduced
in Section 4 of Chapter 5 and on the reflection principle to solve the Neumann problem (3.16) below. Given a
cube @ ¢ Z% of sidelength R, we recall the notation %Q to denote the cube which has the same center as (Q and

sidelength %. We consider the specific cube O := (0, ln+1)d and the function v (+,-,0,p*). Since the cube 0,41

can be obtained from the cube O by a translation and since the measure pg is translation invariant, we see that

to prove the estimate (3.12) it is sufficient to prove the inequality, for each point y € %D and each point z € Z¢,
. C3%

(3.14) 10:V0 (y, -, 0,0 ) 12, < PR

The reason justifying this specific choice of the cube O will become clear later in the proof. Using the definition

of the map v :=wv(-,-,0,p*) as a minimizer in the variational formulation of v* (O, p*) stated in (1.4), we see

that it is a solution of the Neumann problem

{A¢U+£Dv:0 in OxQ,

3.15
(3.15) n-Vo=n-p* ondodxQ,

where the operator Ly is the uniformly elliptic operator defined by the formula

1 1 1 k+1 k+1 1

2BA+ 2% 2 5% V(L V) + e V- (1go-V) +Sup;@ Ve a4V,
where we recall the notation 0 = {2 € 0 : dist(z,d0) > k}. The specific, technical formula of the operator £g
is not relevant in the proof; the important point of the argument is that the operator L4 is well-defined for
functions which are only defined in the interior of the triadic cube O and that, as it is the case for elliptic
operator Lgpag, it is uniformly elliptic and is a perturbation of the Laplacian —%A. As a consequence, all
the results stated in Chapter 5 for the Helffer-Sjostrand operator £ are also valid for the operator Ay + L.
In particular all the arguments stated in Section 4 about the differentiated Helffer-Sjostrand equation apply
in this setting. By applying the partial derivative 9 to the system (3.15), we obtain that, if we denote by
w(y,z,$) = 0,v (y,¢), then the function w is the solution of the system

£D =

Agw+Loyw+ Loparw =y 2(8,q)sin27 (¢,) (v,q) gy ®¢.  in OxZxQ,
(3.16) Supp ¢<t
n-Vyw=0 on doxZx Q,
where the subscripts y (resp. z) in the notation Lg, (resp. Lgpat,.) means that the spatial operator Lg,,,
(resp. Lspat,») only acts on the spatial variable y. We introduce the notation f to denote the function

Ox0OxQ—R™,

(v, 2,0) = Y 2(B,q)cos2m (¢,q) (v,q) ng(y) ® ng(2).

supp q<O
Using this notation, the system (3.16) becomes

(317) Apw + Lo yw + Lopas,.w = dyd,f in OxZ%xQ,
' n-vyw=0 on 00 xZ%x Q.

To solve the system (3.17), we use the reflection principle. To this end, we need to introduce a few definitions,
notations and remarks. We fix a point z € Z¢ and extend the elliptic operator Ly, the functions v and f (-, 2),
initially defined on the cube O, to the entire space according to a the following procedure. We let O be
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the discrete cube (—ln+1,ln+1)d. For each point x = (x1,...,24) € O, we let N, be the number of negative
coordinates of the components of z and define

Lo(x) =Ly (Ja1],..-,|za]) and  f(z,2,¢) = (—1)fo(|;v1|,...,|xd| 2, 0) .

We extend the operator £ and the function f periodically from the cube T to Z¢ and let @ be the solution of
the elliptic system

(3.18) Ay + Loy @ + Lopar, @ = dyd,f  in Z¥x Z4x Q.

It is straightforward to verify that with this construction, the restriction of the function @ to the subcube
O satisfies the elliptic system (3.17); it is thus equal to the function w. We now study the function @. We
denote by Gaer the Green’s matrix associated to the operator Ay + Loy + Lspat,>- As was already mentioned,
the operator L is a perturbation of the Laplacian %A; as a consequence, one can apply the same proofs as
the ones written in Chapter 5 and obtain the same results. In particular the statement of Proposition 4.2 of
Chapter 5 holds for the differentiated Green’s matrix Ger- Using that the function @ solves the system (3.18),
we obtain the explicit formula

Vyﬂ;(%Z,(b) = Z Vyd;:ld:lgder,f(yl,z],-) (y727¢; y1,21) :

y1,21€Z%

Using the statement of Proposition 4.2, Chapter 5, we obtain the estimate on the L? (pp)-norm of the function
w,

Hf(ylyzlv')HL%uﬁ)

(3.19) 1V4@(y, 2 ) 25y < C 2d+3 2d+3
y1,21€24 |y1 - y| + |Z1 - Z|

To compute (3.19), we prove the estimate, for each pair of points vy, 21 € Z%,

(3.20) £ (oo + 20, 2y < CemVPRD Y emVBI0nl [ gu(yo, )] 12, -
A

Let us make a comment about the estimate (3.20). Due to the exponential decay |z (8, q)| < Ce=eVBlali | the
function f decays exponentially fast outside the diagonal y = z of Z2¢. This phenomenon can be observed
in the inequality (3.20): the exponential term eeVBl2l is small when the norm of z is large, i.e., when
the point (y1,y1 + 21) is far from the diagonal {(y,y) e Z% x Zd}. Furthermore, on the diagonal, the term
If (y1,91,°) HLQ(M) is approximately equal to the value | Vv(y1,-)| 2(,.; but again the sum over all the charges

(up)’
needs to be taken into consideration and explains the sum over all the radii in the right side of (3.20) with the

exponential decay e~eVBr,
We now prove the estimate (3.20). We start from the inequality, for each pair of points y1, 2, € Z9,

321) It ) e s Y 5 e VI V00, ) gy gl g g ()] g (31 + 20)].
qeQ yesupp ng

We then note that if a charge ¢ is such that the two points y; and y; + z1 belong to the support of n,, then
the diameter of ng is larger than |z;] and thus the diameter of ¢ has to be larger than c|z;|. From this remark,
we deduce that

(3.22) > VA g e g (g Ing (31 + 22)] < CemVPPl
qeQ

Similarly, if a charge ¢ is such that the three points y; and ¥; + z; and y belong to the support of ng, then

the diameter of n, is larger than max (|z1], |y — y1]) > %

larger than ¢ (|21 + |y — y1]) and we deduce that

. This implies that the diameter of ¢ has to be

(3:23) > VI gy 1] e I ()l Ing (n + 20)| < CemeV P,
qeQ
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Combining the estimates (3.21), (3.22) and (3.23), we obtain

€@yt + 2 e € 5 8 P Tu(0, ) gy Il = mg () (v + 1)

qeQ YoEsupp ng
< 3 3 eVl gy, W r2(s) Lioesupp g} 7l poo g (y1) 106 (41 + 21)
yeZd qeQ
< Ce-cVBlal D e~cV/Blyo-u1| [V0 (b0, ) 12
yo€Za

and we have proved the inequality (3.20).
We now come back to the estimate (3.19), fix a point y € O and use the estimate (3.20). We obtain

e~eVBUzr-vil+lyo-11l) |7y (yo,

2
2d+3 ’

(3.24) 1Vy@(y. 2. 0) | 2,y <C 20 2d+3
Yo,y1,21€2L4 |y1 - y| + |Zl - Z‘

We focus on the sum over the variable y; and z;. The exponential decay of the terms eeVBlz-ul and
e=eVBlyo=uil forces the sum to contract on the points y; = yo and z; = yg. We have the inequality,

e—c\/B(Izl—ylMyo—yll) C

prmezt =y )z = 2P o — PN o - 2P

Using the previous estimate, we can simplify the inequality (3.24) and we obtain

Voo, M L2

2d+3°

”Vym(yazaﬁb)HL’z(uﬁ) <C Z 2d+3
voeZe [yo — Y| +yo - 2|

We then truncate the sum, depending on whether the point yo belongs to the cube %D. We write

V0 (Yo, ) L2
|2d+% ’

H VU (y07 .) HL2(}L[3)
|2d+%

+C

(3-25) Hvyfi(y,z,qb) HL2(,L,3) <C Z

3 3
weio lyo — y** + [yo - 2 v to [yo =y +Jyo - 2

(3.25)—(i) (3.25)—(i4)

We treat the two terms in the right side of (3.25) separately. For the term (3.25)-(i), we use that the map v is
a solution of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation (3.15) in the cube O and apply Proposition 2.4 of Chapter 5 with
the regularity exponent ¢ = i. We obtain, for each point yg € %D,

1 n
(3.26) 190 (0 M 12up) < C () V0] 2, < €37,

where we used Remark 1.7 and the inequality (1.7) in the second inequality. Using the estimate (3.26), we can
compute the term (3.25)-(i)

1Vo (Yo, Mz, 1
’ ) en
(327) 7 | _ |2d+% + | _ |2d+% S 03 1 | _ |2d+% + | _ ‘2d+%
yoe50O Yo — Y Yo — % Yyoe5 0O |Yo — Y Yo — =
1
<C3™" - f
- d+3 d+3
waz lyo = y[* ¥ + Jyo — 275
1
En
<03 Z 2d+3 2d+32
yoeZ Yo + [y +y - 2
35n
< .
R

where we used Proposition 0.5 of Appendix C in the last inequality. We now treat the term (3.25)-(ii). In that
case, we use the estimate |y — yo| > c|yo| valid for any point yg € Z<¢ \ %D and any point y € %D. We obtain the
inequality

V0 (Yo, I £2,,) . 1V (Yo, M p2(,,)

3 = 3 3"
2d+% yerd\%D |y0|2d+4 " |y0 _ Z|2d+4

2d+3
woezado [yo = yI™" % +|yo — 2|
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To estimate the previous inequality, we partition the space into cubes. We consider the set K := %lled and
note that the collection of cubes (/@ + %D)m}C is a partition of Z¢. We note that, for each point x € K \ {0},
each point yo € ( + 10) and each point z € Z%, one has the inequalities
3 3 3 3 3 3

(3.28) o(lyol* ™ + lyo = 2> ) < [K*H + |5 = 2% < O (Jol* T + fyo - 7).
Using the extension of the function v from the cube O to the entire space Z¢ stated in Step 2 of the proof of

. . d . . . .
Lemma 3.2, the volume identity ’%D’ = (%) |0|] and the inequality (1.7), we obtain the estimate, for each « € K,
(3.29) H’UHéz(,ﬁ%D’m}) <C.

A combination of the inequalities (3.28) and (3.29) yields

v (?JOv')Hm(M) < [vo (yo")”W(Mﬁ)

(3.30) |2d+% - 2d+32

3
wekn (0} yoera o [y "4 + Jyo — 2|

V0 (o5 ) 124,
2d+3

3
voezawta [yol > +Jyo -

- 3
kelCN{0} yoer+ 30 |:“€|2d+4 + |I€ - Z|

ol

|l
<C > = T
weicmiop |[KPHT 4 |k — 2200

To estimate the sum in the right side of (3.30), we use the estimate (3.28) a second time and write

. 1
s 190 o M e2us) 0]
. 3 3 = 3 3
sk 3o ol + [y — AP wekSho [T [ - 2P
1
<C 3 3
KelN{0} yoer+2O |/43|2d+Z + |K: - Z|2d+z
1
S C 3 3
kelCN{0} yoer+30 |Z/O|2dJrZ + |y0 - Z|2dJrZ
<C !

= 3 3
voczav o [y 4T + [yo — 274

I S
" max (|z],37) %1

where we used Remark 0.6 of Appendix C in the last inequality. We finally slightly modify the result: using
that the point y belongs to the cube %D, we have the inequality

1 C
d+3 s d+%’
(2| v3m)©z |z —y*z
We use the computation (3.31) and the inequality (3.32) to obtain

V0 (Yo, ) L2 ._¢
|2d+%

(3.32)

(3.33)

3 = -
woezi<ja |yl +lyo — 2 2=yl
By combining the estimates (3.25), (3.27) and (3.33), we deduce that

C3%

330 19802 Mg €~

We complete the argument by recalling that for each y € 0 and each z € Z%, the function @ is defined so that

we have V,@ (y, 2,-) = 0,Vv (y,-,0). The inequality (3.34) can thus be rewritten
C3i

0.Vv (y,-,0,p")]| < .

J0:90 0.0} <

The proof of the inequality (3.14) and thus of Step 2 is complete. |
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3.3. Control over the L?-norms of the functions u -1, and v -a, (Dn)% lp+. The objective of this
section is to prove that the optimizers u and v are close in the L? (O,, pg)-norm to affine functions. The
result relies on the multiscale Poincaré inequality stated in Appendix A and is quantified in terms of the
subadditivity defect 7,,.

LEMMA 3.5 (L? estimate for the optimizers u and v). There exist an inverse temperature By = Bo(d) < oo
and a constant C = C(d) < oo such that for each B > By, each integer n € N, and each pair of vectors

p.p* e R*G),

— 2 n _n i _m-n
(335) Hu(v ) Dn+1ap) - lp”LZ(DnH-,lLﬁ) < C’|p|232 (3 2+ 203 2 Tm) 5
and
" 2 w1909 [0z ntl Gy
(3.36) HQ)(-7-7|:In+27p )=ty = (Vo s O <Clp*PP32n (373 +mz=03 =)

PROOF. We assume without loss of generality that |p| =1 and |p*| = 1. The strategy of the proof relies on
two ingredients:

o First, we need to estimate the spatial averages of the gradients of the functions u—1, and v—1, ()1,
and prove that they are small. To be more precise, we estimate these spatial averages in terms of the
subadditivity defects 7,,. The proof relies on different arguments depending on which function we
consider:

— For the function u associated to the energy quantity v, we use the subadditivity property stated
in Proposition 2.1 and the following fact: for any discrete cube o ¢ Z¢ and any function f:0 - R
which is equal to 0 on the boundary of the cube O, one has the identity

>, Vf(z)=0;
xed

— For the function v associated to the energy quantity v*, we use the subadditivity property stated
in Proposition 2.1 and Lemma 3.2 to control the variance of the spatial average of its gradients.

e The multiscale Poincaré inequality, which is stated in Proposition 0.1 in Appendix A. This inequality
allows to estimate the L?-norm of a function in terms of the spatial averages of its gradient.

We first focus on the function u := u(-,-,0,,,,p) and prove the inequality (3.35). We first recall that the
function u is extended by the affine function [, outside the cube O, ;. We thus have

— 2 — 2
Hu(7 K Dn+17p) - lpHL2(|:|n+1,H3) = Hu(7 K I:In+1,p) - lpHL2(|:|;+17,L/3) .

By the multiscale Poincaré inequality stated in Proposition 0.1 of Appendix A, we have

_ 2
(3'37) Hu(""Dn+1’p) _lp‘|L2(|:|;+l7uﬁ)

2
- 2 n e 3" 1 _
SO||VU(‘7'aDn+17p)_p”LQ(DnH,HB)-}_Cg Z (( Z vu('a'aDn+17p)_p) )

m=0 Zm,nl |Z + Dm| z€z+0m,

Hp

(3.37)=(4)
(3.37)—(i4)

We bound the first term (3.37)-(i) using the estimate (1.7). We obtain the inequality
_ 2 2
(338) HVU(, “y Dn+17p) _pHLQ(DnH,,U«B) <2 HVU(, K] Dn-*-lap)”éz(uzﬂ,p,ﬁ) + 2|p2| < C|p2|

To estimate the term (3.37)-(ii), we use the two following ingredients:

e The subadditivity of the energy v which is stated in Proposition 2.1 and Remark 2.2. Tt reads, for
each integer m e {1,...,n},

-1 - - 2 - _ _m
|Zm,n| Z [[u(',-,Dn+1,p) —u(y 2+ Dmvp)]]ﬂl(z+u;n,ufg) < C(V(anp) v (Dm—lvp) +372 |p|2)

2€2Zm . n

sC( > 7 +3-’£‘|p|2).
k=m
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e For each point z € Z,, ,, the function u(:, 2 + O,,, p) belongs to the space I, + H} (2 + Oy, p15). This
implies that, for each realization of the field ¢ € €,

1

(3.39) >, vu(z,¢,z+0,,,p)=p

|Z + D’I_TL| xr€z+0,,

We deduce the inequality, for each integer m € {1,...,n},

(3.40) Z |Zl |<( L Z Vu(x,o,D;H,p)—p)) SC(iTk+3_Tg|p|2).

2€Zm ,n |Z + Dm' Te€z+0m, s k=m

Combining the estimates (3.37), (3.38) and (3.40) completes the proof of the estimate (3.35).

We now prove the inequality (3.36). By the multiscale Poincaré inequality, we have

2
(3.41)

* *
’U(-,',Dn+27p ) _lé_lp* - (U(‘7’,Dn+27p ) _lé_lp*)
" " Hn+1 L2 (Qpe1,p8)

2
*\  =—1 |2 nowe 3" 1 Y =—1,_%
< C’”VU(',DMLP ) _anlp £2(5n+1,u5)+03 Z <( Z VU(‘,Dn+27p ) —anlp ) )

m=0 |Zm,’ﬂ| |Z + I:|77”b| T€z+0m,

Hp

(341)-(0) -
(3.41)—(42)

We first treat the term on the left side. Since the average value of a linear map on a cube centered at 0 is
equal to 0, we have that

1 . 1 .
Z U($>'5Dn+27p )_lﬁﬁlp*(x) = Z U($7'7Dn+2ap )

Ons1 Y On+1] 2,

(U('a K] Dn+27p*) - lf-i;lp*)
We then use the estimate (1.6) and the inclusion 0,41 € %Dmg. We obtain

2
(342) H(U('7'7Dn+2ap*) _lé;,lp*)m_ (v('7'7|:|’ﬂ+2’p*))|jn+1}y,ﬁ =vary, [(v(.7'7|:|’ﬂ+27p*))|jn+1]

L2(pgp)
c .
<o Z Va'r,ug [U(,I,',Dn+27p )]
|Dn| T€Op4+1
c .
< Z var [U($7',Dn+2,p )]
|Dn| IE%DH+2
<Clp*|.
The first term (3.41)-(i) can be estimated with the same argument as in the inequality (3.38). We obtain
* =—1 %2
(343) va('7'7Dn+27p ) —app ||£2(Dn+17llﬁ) <C.
To estimate the term (3.41)-(ii), we prove that, for each integer m € {1,...,n},
1 1 ? n
(3.44) <( Vo(s, O, p*) — ﬁglp*) ) <03 % +C Tk
Zonl 5] c20,, z,

©s

To this end, we decompose the left side of (3.44) and write

1 1 * =—1_x ’
(345) %ZGZ <( Z VU(';',DnJrQap )_an p ) )

Zm,n |Z + I:|77’L| xe€z+0O, wa

-1 2
S3|2'7m,n| Z [[U('a'7|:‘n+27p*)_U('7'az+Dm7p*)]]£1(z+gm,uﬂ)
2€2Zm . n

1 %2

+3 |5;llp* —a,p

2
_ 1
+3|Z’m,n| ! Z (( Z vv('7'7Z+Dm7p*)_57_n1p*) )

2€Zm.n |Z + Dm| xez+0m,

Hp
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We estimate the first term on the right side by Proposition 2.5, the second term by Lemma 3.1. We obtain

B * * 2 - * -—— * 2 —_m n
(346) |Zm,n| ! Z [[U('7'5Dn+27p )—’U(-7',Z+Dm,p )Hﬁl(Z‘H:’nL;Hﬁ) + |an1p _arnlp <03 =2 +C Z Tk-

2€Zm.n k=m

There remains to estimate the third term in the right side of (3.45). We first recall the identity, for each

integer m € N,
1

Z <V’U($7 K Dmvp*)>y,ﬁ = a;nlp*

|Om | 2é5,,
We use the translation invariance of the measure pg and Lemma 3.2. To ease the notation, we note that in
dimension larger than 3, we have the estimate d — 3 > 1. We obtain

(3.47)

Zmnl S ((1 S V(@2 + O, p*) - &5 )2> —((

2€Zm.n |Z + Dm| xez+0m, ws

1

2
S Vo, p) - A2 ) )

|Dm| r€Om Ha

1 *
=vary, |:||:| Z V’U($7'7D’map )]
m | xed,

<C(37% +7).
Combining the estimates (3.42), (3.43), (3.45), (3.47) and (3.46) completes the proof of (3.36). O

3.4. Control over the energy J. In this section, we deduce from the previous results and the Caccioppoli
inequality a control over the energy quantity J (O,,p,a,p). The argument needs to take into account the
infinite range of the Helffer-Sjostrand operator and the specific forms of the energies E and E* which causes
some technicalities in the argument. The result is stated in the lemma below.

LEMMA 3.6. There exist an inverse temperature g := Bo(d) < oo and a constant C := C(d) < oo such that
for each B > By, each integer n € N and each p € Rdx(g),

n+1
(3.48) (©r) 0 @) -8l < (3750 53575, ).
m=0
PRrROOF. The strategy of the proof relies on three ingredients: the Caccioppoli inequality stated in
Proposition 1.1 of Chapter 5, the one-sided convex duality formula (1.21) stated in Proposition 1.12 and the
L?-norm estimate on the optimizers u and v stated in Lemma 3.5.
We fix a slope p € R? and assume without loss of generality that |p| = 1. By Proposition 1.12, we have the
identity
v (D;Lap) + " (Dn7énp) - 51'L|p|2 En [u ('7 K D;,p) -v ('a K D’ruénp)] +0 (CS_?) .
To prove the estimate (3.48), it is thus sufficient to prove the estimate

n+1
(3.49) Eg, [u (- 0,,p) v (- 0p, 8np)] <C(3 B3 'Tm)-

m=0

Using the coercivity of the energy Ef stated in (1.2), we see that to prove the inequality (3.49), it is sufficient
to prove the estimate

— - 2 _n n+l _n-m
(3.50) [[u(-,~,Dn,p)—v(-,-,Dn,anp)]]ﬂl(umuﬁ) SC’(3 2
and by Propositions 2.1 and 2.5, we see that to prove (3.50) it is sufficient to prove
n n+l _n-—-m
(3.51) [u(,- 0O, ,1,p) —v(~,-,DMQ,énp)]]Zl(me) < 0(32 + > 372 Tm).
- m=0

We now focus on the proof of (3.51). In the rest of the proof, we make use of the notations w:=u (-,-,0,,1,p)
and v :=v (-, Opsa, anp) — (v (-, Dn+2,énp))mn“7uﬁ. By Lemma 3.5, we have the L? (0,41, [15)-estimate

" n+1 7’" n
(3.52) = 0122 01 ) S 21 = B2 i) * 210 = 220y ) S 32”( TR L Tm)'

m=0
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We recall the following notation: for each integer k € N, we denote by OF,, the interior cube OF,, :=
{x € Opyo : dist (z,00,42) > k}. By the first variation formula stated in Proposition 1.12, the maps u and v
are solutions of the equations

Lu=0in 0O,,,xQ2 and Lg,,, «v=01in Oy x0Q,

where we recall the definition of the Helffer-Sjostrand operator Lo, , «
1 1
A

(D" i
Lonei=Dy— A= TV Gra (g
On+2, [ 26 2/8];1 6% v ( I:II-:,+2

One can adapt the proof of the Caccioppoli inequality (Proposition 1.1 of Chapter 5) to the operator
Lq, ., and obtain the following statement. There exists a constant C := C(d) < oo such that for any vector

fields F': Oy,40 x Q — R¥*() and G : Opso x Q= R4 any ball B(xz,r) such that B(x,2r) is included in the cube
On+2 and every solution w : Oy X  — R(g) of the equation

Lo, .+w=V-F+dG in B(z,2r) x Q,

1
VIHI)—BTV'(]ID\D‘V)"' Z Yy 2,V
4

SUpp ¢E0n+1

one has the estimate

C
(353) Hwﬂﬁl(Br(x)vﬂﬁ) < E Hw”£2(32r($)1ﬂﬁ)

HIF 2By ) * NG 2B wyay + 2 €T Ju(y, )1, -
y€Ons2\Ba,(x)

We then note that, by the definition of the operator £, ,, ., the function u satisfies the equation
Lo, ,+u=V-F+dGin O, x,

where the vector fields F' and G are defined by the formulas

1 1
P S (A Ye and G= Y ag(Veu)ng

26 k>dist(z,000,42) Bz supp q¢0n+2

We estimate the L? (O,,,, it5)-norm of the functions F' and G. We first note that every point z in the cube
O,,,o satisfies the inequality dist(z,00,42) > ¢3%. Using the boundedness of the discrete Laplacian operator,
the upper bound on the L?-norm of the gradient of the function u stated in (1.7) and choosing the inverse
temperature 8 large enough, we have

%(—A)kVu

k>dist(x,00.,42) ﬁ 2

1
< ¥ o [atvy
k>dist(x,00.,42) 2
Ok
< > oF HVU||£2(\:|;+2,M)

k>dist(x,00p,4+2)

(3:54) 1l 220 m0) =

L? (D;+2 v#ﬁ)

L? (D:wz 7”5)

c32
<L) vl
1-5 \p2 = U288
B2
< C’e_c(lnB)S% )

Using a similar argument, we note that for each point z in the interior cube Oy ., if a charge ¢ € Q is such
that its support is not included in the cube 0O, and such that the point x belongs to the support of n4, then
its diameter must be larger than ¢3%. We can then use the estimate on the coefficient a, stated in (1.9) and
the estimate (1.7) to obtain

<OV | Vu o - < CeeVP32,

n+2n“'5)
L? (D;,+2 7/"ﬁ)

Z ag (Vqu) ng

supp q¢0n+2

(3.55) HGHLQ(D:”Q»HB) -
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We now apply the Caccioppoli inequality (1.2), Chapter 5, to the function w := u — v which is solution of the
equation Lo, ., « (u—v) =V-F +dG in the set O, ; x Q. We obtain

(3.56) B2 10y (=)o, gy + 1V (@ =) 120, 1)
yeZd
-2n 2 2 2
<O u=vl 2oy ) H I N2 @, ) + 1G22 (0, a0
(3.56)—(3) (3.56)—(44)
2
+ ( Z e—c(inp)lz| lu(z,-) - v(z, ')|L2(uﬁ)) .
wED;H_l\EIn

(3.56)—(iii)

We estimate the term (3.56)-(i) thanks to the inequality (3.52). We obtain

n+1
—zn 2 _n _m-n
(3.57) C372 Hu—vHE(D_H}M) < 0(3 2 + 2_:03 2 Tm).

n

We estimate the term (3.56)-(ii) by the inequalities (3.54) and (3.55). We obtain
2 —c(In 3
(3:58) 1F 20 0 * 1G22 ) € O

For the term (3.56)-(iii), we use the estimate (3.52), the observation 7,, < C' and note that if a point z lies
outside the cube O, then its norm must be larger than ¢3"™. We obtain

(3.59) > eV - 0) (@, ) g,y < CEVET S V(- 0) () g,

Z€Op4+1\On T€Op 41
an dn
< Ce VP 3% |y - v 2
< Ce—cﬂ3"’3n(%+1)

(Dn+1 KB )

< CeeVB",
Combining the estimates (3.56), (3.57), (3.58) and (3.59) completes the proof of Lemma 3.6. O

3.5. Quantitative rate of convergence for the energy J. In this section, we use Lemma 3.6 together
with an iteration argument to obtain an algebraic rate of convergence for the quantity J (O, p,a,p). The
strategy implemented in the proof is essentially the one described in the paragraph following Proposition 1.10 up
to a technical difficulty: the term in the right side of the estimate (3.48) of Lemma 3.6 is not the subadditivity
defect 7,, but a weighted average the subadditivity defects. This additional technicality requires to make use
of a weighted quantity denoted by F), in the proof below.

PROPOSITION 3.7. There exist a constant C := C(d) < oo and an exponent o := a(d) > 0 such that for each

d
2

integer n € N and each p e R&*(2),
v (D;,p) + " (Op, 8,p) - 5n|p|2 < C’|p|23—an.

We record, as a corollary, that the quantitative rate of convergence established in Proposition 3.7 implies
a quantitative estimate on the subadditivity defect 7,,. The result is stated below.

COROLLARY 3.8. There ezist a constant C := C(d) < oo and an exponent o := a(d) > 0 such that for each
integer n € N,

(3.60) -C37% <1, <C37O",

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.7 AND COROLLARY 3.8. For k € N, we let Bl(Rk) be the unit ball in RF. We
denote by Cj the constant which appears in the right side of the identity (1.21) and define, for each integer
neN,

Fn = sup I/(D;np)_'_yyr (Dnaénp)_5n|p|2+00|p|237%'
peBl(Rdx(g))
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We note that by the inequality (1.5), we have the upper bound, for each integer n € N, F,, < C. By
Proposition 1.12 and Lemma 3.6, we have for each integer n € N,

n+1
(3.61) 0<F,<C (3—3‘ + 3 3—”J”Tm) .

m=0

Additionally, we obtain from the subadditivity properties stated in Propositions 2.1 and 2.5 the inequality
(3.62) F,1<F,+C37%.
Combining the estimates (3.61) and (3.62) implies that

n—

n+1
0< Flou < 0(3‘"51 + >3 2me).
m=0

By definition of the subadditivity defect 7,,, and the fact that the maps p - v (0,,p) = v (TOns1,p) + Clp|*372
* * * *|2 Q-2 . .
and p* - v (0O,,p*) - v (Ons1,p*) + C|p*|” 372 are quadratic and non-negative, we have

d
(3.63) Tn <C Y (v (Onsex) = v (Ons1,ex) +v* (O, ex) = v (Ons1,e)) +C372
k=1

<O (Fn-Fp+372).

We then define F, := 3% ZZ=03§Fk- From the estimates (3.61) and (3.63) and the inequality Fy < C, we

deduce
~ ~ n K Lk _(n+1) &K k(1 _k _n
(3.64) By Fo =375 335 (Fu- Fon) -3 S Ry 2374 3 34 (fm—za z)—cs 2
k=0 k=0 c
S O B R e P ECT
¢z k=0
1 & -k n
> — 377 1, -C37 4.

o

We then compute by using the inequalities (3.62) and (3.61)
k+1 n n
B =375 Y 35, =37% Y 39 R +37F R<37% Y35 (A +C378)+ 0374
k=0 k=0 k=0

<F,+C3 4

We then use the estimate (3.61) and write
n o " . k . "
(3.65) B <3 1Y 37F,+037 % <371 ) 3% (03—’5 + 3 3"”%) +C37H
k=0 k=0 m=0
n n k
<O37 1Y 371437 3% Y 3%, 40370
k=0 k=0 m=0
<CY 3"+ 0371

By combining the estimates (3.64) and (3.65), we have obtained
Foi1 <C(Fp = Fpn) +C377,

The previous inequality can be rewritten

~ C =~ n
3.66 Fri < F,+(C3 =,
(3.66) 1o
We set aq := ﬁ In % so that we have 3¢° = % and define the exponent « := min (ozo7 é) We iterate the

inequality (3.66) and note that the inequality Fy < C' implies the inequality Fy < C. We obtain

n-k

F, <37 %" Fy+C Y. 37%k3~ T < C37om,
k=0
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Finally, by the definition of the weighted sum F,, we have the inequality F,, < F,,. The proof of Proposition 3.7
is complete.

There only remains to prove Corollary 3.8. The lower bound in (3.60) is a direct consequence subadditivity
properties stated in Propositions 2.1 and 2.5. For the upper bound, we use the inequality (3.63) together with
the estimates F,, < C37*" and F,,,1 > 0. O

3.6. Quantitative rate of convergence for the subadditive quantities v and v*. In this section,
we deduce Proposition 1.10 from Proposition 3.7.

PrROOF OF PROPOSITION 1.10. Before starting the proof, we collect some ingredients which were proved
in this chapter:
e By Proposition 1.12 and Definition 3.1, we have the identities, for each integer n € N and each
* d
p,p* € R,

1 1
(3.67) v(9,,p) = 5p-a(@,)p and V7 (Dn,p*)=5p*~5ﬁlp*;

e By Property (4) of Proposition 1.12; there exist two strictly positive constants ¢, C' depending only
on the dimension d such that, for every cube o c Z¢,

(3.68) c<a(o),a.(0) < C;
e By Corollaries 2.3 and 2.6, we have the convergences
(3.69) a(o,) — a and &, — &,';

e By the one sided convex duality estimate (1.21) and Proposition 3.7, we have the inequalities, for
each p e Rdx(g),
~Clp*3™% <v (On,p) + v* (On, 8np) - &nlp|* < Clp*37",

which can be rewritten, by using (3.67),

(3.70) -C37% <a(q;) -4a, <C37°";
e By Lemma 3.1 and Corollary 3.8, we have the inequality, for each pair of integers (m,n) € N such
that m <n,
(3.71) & & < Ym0 <Y 0303 E <oz
k=m k=m

We now combine the four previous results to complete the proof of Proposition 1.10. First by sending n to
infinity in the inequality (3.70) and using the convergence (3.69), we obtain the identity & = a;'. Then by
sending n to infinity in the inequality (3.71), we obtain the inequality, for each integer m € N,

(3.72) |a, -a'|<c3m
We then combine the inequality (3.68) with the inequality (3.72) to obtain
(3.73) &, — & < C370™

Combining the estimate (3.73) with the estimate (3.70) and using that the exponent « is smaller than %7 we
deduce that, for each integer n € N,
(3.74) |a(o;)-a|<|a(o;) - &, + |, - & < C37".

Proposition 1.12 is then a consequence of the estimates (3.73), (3.74) and the representation formulas (3.67). O

4. Definition of the first-order corrector and quantitative sublinearity

An important ingredient to prove the quantitative homogenization of the mixed derivative of the Green’s
matrix associated to the Helffer-Sjostrand operator £ (which is the subject of Section 7) is the first-order
corrector. The objective of this section is to introduce this function and to deduce from the algebraic rate of
convergence on the energy v established in Proposition 1.10 two properties on this map:

e The quantitative sublinearity of the corrector, this is stated in the equation (4.1);
e A quantitative estimate on the H~'-norm of the flux of the corrector, this is stated in the estimate (4.2).
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The corrector which is introduced in this section is a finite-volume version of the corrector (see Definition 4.1),
the reason justifying this choice is that it is is simpler to construct from the subadditive energy v than
the infinite-volume corrector and allows the arguments developed in Chapter 7 to work. We do not try to
construct the infinite-volume corrector as it would require to prove a quantitative homogenization theorem
and establish a large-scale regularity theory (following the techniques of [5, Chapter 3]) and the development
of this technology is unnecessary to prove Theorem 1. Nevertheless, the specific structure of the problem (and
the strong regularity properties established in Chapter 5) allows to define the gradient of the infinite-volume
corrector; the construction is carried out in Proposition 4.4.

4.1. Finite-volume corrector. This section is devoted to the definition and the study of the finite-
volume corrector.

DEFINITION 4.1 (Finite-volume corrector). For each integer m € N, and each slope p ¢ Rdx(;), we define
the finite-volume corrector at scale 3" to be the function y,, , : Z% x Q - R() defined by the formula

Xn,p =U ('7 ) D;up) - lp
We recall that the corrector is equal to 0 outside the trimmed cube O,,. Given two integers i € {1,...,d} and
je{l,..., (g)}7 we denote by e;; € R4 () the vector

€ij5 = (O,...,ei,...,O),
where the vector e; € R? appears at the j-th position. We note that the collection of vectors (€ij)1<ica 1<i<(%)
S, 15752
is a basis of the vector space R*G). We frequently refer to the corrector Xy e,; by the notation x., ;-

REMARK 4.2. The finite volume corrector Xy, is the solution of the equation

1 1 1 n+l . _
78Xnp + 57 — (FA)" Xnp + Vi-agVg(lp+Xnp)=0in 0O,
25200 " 25 & 5 o+ 2 Vi 2aVa X

ApXn,p =
Xn,p=0o0n00,.
By the identity V4 (I, + Xn,p), We see that the corrector depends only on the value of d*I,. In particular, if
d*l, =0 then xp,, = 0.

The following proposition establishes quantitative sublinearity of the corrector and provides a quantitative
estimate for the H~!-norm of its flux.

PROPOSITION 4.3 (Quantitative sublinearity). There ezxist a constant C := C(d), an exponent a(d) >0 and

an inverse temperature Bo(d) < oo such that for every inverse temperature 8 > By and every vector p € Rdx(g),
the finite-volume corrector satisfies the following estimates

(41) ”Xn,[)| Lz(\j;’“uﬁ) < O|p|3(1—a)n
and
1 a - )N
42 2 (P+Vxnp) +B Y, agVq (lp + Xnp) Ly gx (ng) - @p < Clp|3tt-m,
qeQ T

PrOOF. The estimate (4.1) is obtained by combining Lemma 3.5 and Corollary 3.8. The proof of the
estimate (4.2) regarding the flux is more involved and we split the argument into two steps. The argument
requires to take into account the infinite range of the sum over the charges (by using the boundary layer BL,
and the exponential decay of the coefficient a,), which makes the proof technical. Since similar technicalities
have already been treated in the previous sections and the analysis does not contain any new arguments, we
omit some of the details and only write a (detailed) sketch of the proof.

Step 1. In this step, we prove that, to prove (4.2) is is sufficient to prove the estimate, for each p* € Rdx(g),

< C|p* |3(1—a)n.

(13) ‘
H(O5,,m8)

1 * * *
ivv('a'vunvp )+B Z aqqu('v'amn’p )Lé,d* (nq)_p

supp g<On,

We fix a vector p* € R¥*(2) and recall that, by definition of the first order corrector, I, + xnp = u (-,-,0;,,p). To
ease the notation, we denote by u :=u (-,-,0,,p) and by v :=v (-,-,0,,ap). First, we note that Proposition 1.12
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implies the inequality |a(O,,) —a] < C37*™. Combining this result with the estimate (1.7), we obtain the

inequality, for each vector p € ]Rdx(g),
(4'4) va ('7 *> On, 510) - Vv ('7 5 O, E-lnp) HLz(\jn,,ug) = va ('7 5O, ap - 5np) HLZ(D,”JJ.H) < Cg_om|p|'

We use the inequality (4.4) with the estimate (3.50) stated in the proof of Proposition 3.6 and Corollary 3.8.
We deduce that

(4.5) 1Vu =Vl 2 a0 S 1VUu= V0 (00, 800) [ 120, pupy + V0 GO0, 80D) = V0l 20, i)
<3|

Using the estimate (4.5), we can write

1 =
§Vu +B > ag (Veu) Lh 4. (ng) - 8p
qeQ

H'(O5,p8)

1 -
< §VU + Z a, (Vqv) Ltz,d* (ng) —ap

qeQ

H(O5,,m8)

SV (=) + 8 ay (Vg (=) L g ()
qeQ

+

H 1 (On,18)

<

1
“Vo+8 ) a,(Vev) Ltz,d* (ng) —p
2 qeQ

ﬂil(DnvﬂB)

59 (u=0)+8 3 g (9, (u=0)) L (1) -

qeQ

+C’R’

LQ(DVHNB)

Using the estimate (1.9) on the coefficient a,, we see that

1 _
‘QV (u=v)+B Y ag(Vq(u=0)) Ly g (ng) —p <OV (u=0)] 120, 0, < C37"pl-
7<Q L2(On,up)

A combination of the two previous displays shows

1
(4.6) §Vu +8 > a,(Veu)ng—p

qeQ -1
H(On,pp)
1 - —x)n
< §VU +4 Z Aq (qu) Lé,d* (nq) —ap + 030 Ip).-
qEQ ﬂil(‘:‘nuuﬁ)

The estimate (4.6) implies that to prove the inequality (4.2), it is sufficient to prove (4.3).

Step 2. Proving the estimate (4.3). The argument is similar to the proof presented in Lemma 3.5. To
ease the notation, we denote by v :=v (-,-,0,,p*) and by v, , == v (-,+, 2 + O, p*) and assume without loss of
generality that |p*| = 1. We use the H!-version of the multiscale Poincaré inequality stated in Proposition 0.1
of Appendix A. We obtain

an |

1 .
Y+ Y agVeulh 4. (ng) - p
2 qeQ

ﬂ_l(D;aMB)

<c|

1 %
Vv +B Y agVeuLh g (ng) - p
2 qeQ

L*(O5,,18)

2
cor ¥y 2 (( — ¥ iwwwzaqquL;d*mq(x))—p*)) .

m=0 22 n 1Zm,nl \\ |2 + Oml 2ei50,, qeQ
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The first term in the right side of (4.7) can be estimated by the estimate (1.7). We obtain

<C.
L*(O7,,1p)
To estimate the second term in the right side of (4.7), we proceed as in Lemma 3.5 and use the subadditivity
estimate stated in Proposition 2.5 and Corollary 2.6. We obtain

4.9 |Zj1 ] <( L > %Vv(x, )+ B Y agVevLh 4. (ng) —p*) )

(4.8)

1 .
~Vu+8 Z aqquLtQ,d* (nq) -D
2 qeQ

2€2Zm.n |Z + Dm| Trez+0m, qeQ

2€Zm.n |Zm,n| \\ |2 + Ol 2ei38,, qeQ

2
: Z ; (( : Z %V"Uz,m(xf) +p Z aqquz,mL;d* (nq(z)) —p*) ) +O3-am,
22¢]

We then use the two following results:

e One has the identity, for each point z € Z,, 5,

<1 Z (;vvz’m(x") +f Z aqquz,ng,d* (nq(x)))> =p%;

|Z + Dm| T€2z+0m qeQ

e By Lemma 3.2, the inequality d— % > % valid in dimension larger than 3 and the translation invariance
of the measure pg, one has the variance estimate

1 1 m
var l > (szm(x,o) +B > aqquzmlfé’d* (nq(x))) <C37 2.

|Z + Dm| xez+0m, 2 qeQ

We obtain the estimate
2
1 1 m
(4.10) > VU (2,) + B Y gV m Ll ge (ng(2)) - p* <C37 2.
|Z + Dm| ez +0m 2 ) qeQ 7 )
I
Combining the estimates (4.7), (4.8), (4.9) and (4.10), we have obtained
<C3i-n,

H(O5,p8)

The proof of Proposition 4.3 is complete. |

1 .
Vv +f Z aqquLé,d* (nq) -DP
2 qeQ

4.2. Gradient of the infinite-volume corrector. The next proposition establishes the existence and
stationarity of the spatial gradient of the infinite-volume corrector.

PROPOSITION 4.4 (Existence of the gradient of the infinite-volume corrector and stationarity). There
exists a stationary random field Vy : Z% x Q - R satisfying the following property, for each p € R? and each
integer n € N,

HVXn,p - VXpH£2(D’HL7NB) <C3™ ",

REMARK 4.5. The property stated in Remark 4.2 about the finite volume corrector also applies to the
infinite volume corrector: the function Vx, depends only on the value of d*l,. AS the vectors d*{, belong
to the space RY, the collection of correctors (x,) pix(?) forms a d-dimensional vector space from which we

pE

extract a basis: for each integer i € {1,...,d}, we select a vector p € R%(3) such that d*l, = e; and denote by
vX? = VXpl

Let us first present the main idea of the argument. By assuming that the inverse temperature is large
enough, one has C%!~*-regularity estimates for the solutions of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation, following the
arguments given in Section 2 of Chapter 5. By Proposition 1.10, one also has an algebraic rate of convergence
for the subadditive energy v with exponent ar. The exponent € depends on the inverse temperature g and tends
to 0 as 8 tends to infinity while the exponent a depends only on the dimension and remains unchanged by
sending the inverse temperature to infinity. In other words, as the inverse temperature S tends to infinity, the
regularity exponent ¢ tends to 0 and the exponent o remains bounded away from 0. It is thus possible to choose
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3 sufficiently large so that the exponent ¢ is smaller than the exponent 5 and to leverage on this property, the
C'=¢_regularity estimate presented in Proposition 2.2 of Chapter 5 and the Caccioppoli inequality to prove
the existence of the gradient of the infinite-volume corrector.

PrOOF. We fix a vector p € R%(2) and assume without loss of generality that |p| = 1. We decompose the
proof into two steps. In the first step, we prove that for each point x € Z?, the sequence (Vxnp()),, 18
Cauchy in the space L? (u15). This implies that it converges and we define the gradient of the infinite-volume
corrector to be its limit. In the second step we prove that the function Vy, is stationary.

Step 1. We prove the inequality, for each point = € Z? integer n € N such that x € O,
(4.11) VX (,) = VXn1,p(2, ')”£2(M) <0373

We now fix a point 2 € Z¢ and prove the estimate (4.11). By the definition of the correctors stated in
Definition 4.1, and the definition of the function » as the minimizer in the definition of the energy quantity v
given in (1.3), we see that for each integer n € N, the functions x,, and x,+1 are solutions of the Helffer-Sj6strand
equations

L(lp+Xnp)=0in O, xQ and L (I, + Xxn+1,p) =0 in O, xQ.
In particular, the difference xy+1,p = Xn,p 18 solution of the equation £ (Xn+1,p — Xn,p) = 0 in the set Oy, x Q.
We can thus apply Proposition 2.4 of Chapter 5 to obtain, for each integer n € N such that x € O,

(4~12) ”VXn,p(xv ) - vXTH—l,p(xv ) HL(Mﬁ) < sup HVXn,p (y, ) = VXn+1,p (y, ')HL2(/J3)
yeo;,

<C3len HXn,p = Xn+1,p ~ (Xnp — Xn+1,p)gi‘

Lz(D:wl‘B)

< 3™ X p = Xt 220 s) -

By combining the estimate (4.12) and Proposition 4.3, we obtain the estimate, for each pair of integers n € N
such that x e O,
19X (@27) = Tt (2, ) 12,y < C3E

Using the assumption ¢ < §, we obtain

(4-13) Hvap (m, ) = VXn+1,p (33’ ')HL2(M;3) < Cc37Em,

The inequality (4.13) implies that, the sequence (VXn,p),,y is Cauchy in the space L? (up). This implies that
it converges in the space L? (u5). We define the gradient of the corrector Vx,(x) to be the limiting object.
From the estimate (4.13), we also deduce that it satisfies the inequality, for each pair of integers n € N,

Hvxn,p () = Vxp (2, .)HLQ(MB) <0373
The proof of Step 1 is complete.

Step 2. In this step, we prove the stationarity of the infinite-volume gradient corrector. For z € Z%, we
recall the notation 7, for the translation of the field introduced in Chapter 2. We prove the identity, for each
(z,0) e Z x Q,

(4.14) VXp (2,0) = Vxp (2 +2,7.0) .

To prove the equality (4.14), we first note that, by the definition of the function u, we have the equality, for
each point z € Z4, each cube O ¢ Z9¢, and each pair (z,¢) € (y +0) x Q,

(4.15) u(z, ¢, y+0,p) =u(x -y, 7yo,0,p).
Using the identity (4.15), the result established in Step 1 and the translation invariance of the measure
g, we obtain that the sequence (Vu (z,-,y+0,,p) - ),y converges in the space L? (ug) to the random
variable ¢ - Vx, (z —y,7-y®). Thus to prove the identity (4.14), it is sufficient to prove that the sequence
(Vu (2, y +0,,p) =),y also converges in L? (1) to the gradient of the corrector ¢ - Vx,(x,¢). This is
what we now prove.

We first note that the proof Proposition 1.12 can be adapted so as to have the following result. For each
y € Z¢ and each integer n such that 3% > 2|y|, one has the estimate

(416) ZZ ”VU ('7'7y+z+|:]n7p)_Vu('7'7Dn+17p)‘|2£2(y+z+\]n,y,ﬁ) SC(V (Dn7p)_V(Dn+17p)+3_%).
Z€Lp
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The proof is identical; indeed under the assumption 3% > 2Jy|, one can partition the triadic cube (y + Oy41)
into the collection of triadic cubes (y + z + Dn)zezn and a boundary layer of width of size 32. One can then
rewrite the proof of Proposition 1.12 to obtain the estimate (4.16). We then use Proposition 1.12 (or more
precisely Corollary 3.8) and obtain the inequality

2 _
HVU (', Y+ Dn;p) -Vu ('a K] Dn+1ap) HLQ(erDmM?) < 3 o

Using the C''~*-regularity estimate stated in Proposition 2.4, the assumption & < 5 and an argument similar to
the one presented in Step 1, we obtain, for each integer n € N such that 3% > 2|y| and each point z € O,

2 _a
Hvu (x7'7y + Dn7p) -Vu (33, K Dn+1,p) HLQ(HB) <C3 2™,

Using the definition of the finite-volume corrector given in Definition 4.1 and the inequality (4.11), we deduce
that )

”vu (xa YTt Dnap) -p- vXp ('/Ea .)”LQ(M/S) < 03_3’”'
The previous inequality implies that the sequence (Vu (z,+,y + On,p) — p),,oy converges in the space L? (ug)
to the random variable ¢ - Vi, (z,¢). The proof of Proposition 4.4 is complete. O



CHAPTER 7

Quantitative homogenization of the Green’s matrix

1. Statement of the main result

The objective of this chapter is to prove the homogenization of the mixed gradient of the Green’s matrix.
We first introduce the notation ag := % and the Green’s matrix associated to the homogenized operator V-agV:

we denote by G : Z¢ — R(2)*(2) the fundamental solution of the elliptic system
(L.1) -V -a3VG =& in Z°.

The matrix a3 is a small perturbation of the matrix Qild and the size of the perturbation is of order B_% «< p7L.
The solvability of the equation is thus ensured by the arguments of Chapter 5; more specifically, a Nash-Aronson
estimate holds for the heat-kernel associated to the operator -V - &gV (which implies the solvability by an
integration in time of the heat in dimension larger than 3).

The following theorem is the main result of this chapter.

THEOREM 4 (Homogenization of the mixed derivative of the Green’s matrix). Fiz a charge q1 € Q such
that 0 belongs to the support of ng, and let Uy, be the solution of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation

(1.2) LUy, = cos2m (¢, q1) q1 in ZF x Q.

for each integer k € {1, ey (g)}, we define the function @ql,k : 74 - R by the formula

éql,k = Z Z <COS 21 (d), ql) (qul , d*leij + d*Xij»#B Viéjk.

1<i<d 15]'3(;)

Then there exist an inverse temperature By = Bo(d) < oo, an exponent v :=~(d) >0 and a constant Cy, which

satisfies the estimate |Cy,| < C'|q1 Hlf for some C = C(d,3) < oo and k := k(d) < oo, such that for each 8 > By
and each radius R > 1, one has the inequality

CLh

(13) < S

VUg, = > Do (eij+Vxis) ViGa, j

1<i<d 1Sj£(g)

L2(AR,pp)

REMARK 1.1. Since the codifferential d* is a linear functional of the gradient, the map d*x;; is well-
defined even if we have only defined the gradient of the infinite-volume corrector: we have the formula
d*xij = La,as (VXi5)-

REMARK 1.2. We recall that in this chapter, the constants are allowed to depend on the dimension d and

on the inverse temperature 3.

REMARK 1.3. We recall the definition of the annulus Ag := Bog \ Br. The volume of the annulus Ag is
of order R%.

REMARK 1.4. The double sum ¥ ;.4 3, <j<(7) appears frequently in the proofs of this chapter; to ease the
== =J=\2
notation, we denote it by »; ;.

REMARK 1.5. Since the the form ¢; can be written dn,,, we expect the two gradients Vi, and VG,
to behave like mixed derivatives of the Green’s matrix, i.e., they should be of order R~ in the annulus
Ag. The proposition asserts that the difference between the two terms Vi, and ¥, ; (e5; + Vxij) ViGy, ; is
quantitatively smaller than the typical size of the two terms considered separately.
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2. Outline of the argument

The strategy of the proof of Theorem 4 relies on a classical strategy in homogenization: the two-scale-
expansion. The proofs presented in the chapter make essentially use of two ingredients established in Chapters 5
and 6:

e The quantitative sublinearity of the finite-volume corrector and the estimate on the H~!-norm of the
flux stated in Proposition 4.3 of Chapter 6;
e The C%!~_regularity theory established in Chapter 5.

We now give an outline of the proof of Theorem 4. The argument is split into two sections:

e In Section 3, we perform the two-scale expansion and obtain a result of homogenization for the
gradient of the Green’s matrix as stated in Proposition 2.1;

e In Section 4, we use the result of Proposition 2.1 and perform the two-scale expansion a second time
to obtain the quantitative homogenization of the mixed derivative of the Green’s matrix stated in
Theorem 4.

2.1. Homogenization of the gradient of the Green’s matrix. In Section 3, we prove the homoge-
nization of the gradient of the Green’s matrix stated in Proposition 2.1 below.

PROPOSITION 2.1 (Homogenization of the Green’s matrix). Let G :Z x Q — RE)*C) be the Green’s matriz
associated to the Helffer-Sjostrand equation

(2.1) LG =3y in ZxQ.

Then there exist an inverse temperature Bo(d) < oo, an exponent v :=y(d) >0 and a constant C = C(d) < oo

such that for any B > By, any radius R > 1, for any of integer k € {1, e (g)},

C

(2.2) VG - Z (eij + Vxij) ViGj S paiey

,J

L2(ARr,up)

The argument relies on a two-scale expansion. To set up the argument, we first select an inverse temperature
[ large enough, depending only on the dimension d, such that the quantitative sublinearity of the finite-volume
corrector and of its flux stated in Proposition 4.3 of Chapter 6 hold with exponent o > 0. Following the
argument explained at the beginning of Section 4 there, we can choose the parameter [ large enough so that all
the results presented in Chapter 5 pertaining to the C%1~*-regularity theory for the Helffer-Sjéstrand operator
L are valid with a regularity exponent € which is small compared to the exponent o (we assume for instance
that the ratio between ¢ and « is smaller than 100d?). We also fix an exponent § which is both larger than &
and smaller than « and corresponds to the size of a mollifier exponent which needs to be taken into account
in the argument (we assume for instance that the ratios between the exponents « and ¢ and between the
exponents £ and 0 are both smaller than 10d). To summarize, we have three exponents in the argument, which
can be ordered by the following relations

(2.3) 0< & < o < o «< 1.
N~—— ~—— ~——
regularity mollifier exponent homogenization

We additionally assume that the exponents €, § and « are chosen in a way that they depend only on the
dimension d. The exponent v in the statement of Proposition 3.1 depends only ¢, 6 and « (and thus only on
the dimension d).

We now give an outline of the proof of the inequality (2.2); the details can be found in Step 1 of the proof
of Proposition 3.1. The first step of the argument is to approximate the Green’s matrices G and G the main
issue is that the spatial Dirac function o in the definitions of the Green’s matrices G in (2.1) and G in (1.1) is
too singular and causes some problems in the analysis. To remedy this issue, we replace the Dirac function &g
by a smoother function and make use of the boundary layer exponent §: we let ps be a discrete function from

VAR R(;)x(g)’ we denote its components by (ps.i;);.; i<(?) and assume that they satisfy the four properties
<i,j<(2

(2.4) supp ps € Bri-s, 0 < psij < CR™ (=94, Z psij(r) =1g-jy, and Vk €N,

reZd

C
R(d+k)(1-5)°

Vkﬂé,ij| <
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and define the functions G5 : Z¢ x Q — R()*(3) and Gs:7% - R(:)*(3) to be the solution of the systems, for
each integer k € {17 e (g)}
(2.5) LGs.1 = ps.i in QxZ%  ~v-(83VGs.1) = ps.i in Z%,

We then prove, by using the C%1=_regularity theory established in Section 4 of Chapter 5, that the functions
Gs, G5 are good approximations of the functions G, G. This is the subject of Lemma 3.1 where we prove that
for 8 sufficiently large, there exists an exponent v := v(d, 3,0,¢) > 0 such that

1-d- = = 1-d-
(2.6) 1VGs = VG| = (ap sy SCRTT and VG5 - VG|, (Anpyy SCRTTT
By the estimates (2.6), we see that to prove Proposition 3.1 it is sufficient to prove the inequality, for each

integer ke {1,..., (g)}7

(2.7) vaé,-k = > (eij + Vxij) ViGs ji <CRYv47,

2%

L2(AR,up)

We now sketch the proof of the inequality (2.7). We let m be the integer uniquely defined by the inequalities

3™ < R0 < 3™*1 consider the collection finite-volume correctors (Xm,ij)i<icq 1<5<(d)" We then define the
<izd,1<j<(;

two-scale expansion Hg : Z% x Q — R()x(2) according to the formula, for each integer k € {1, e (‘21)}7
(2.8) Hsn = Gsn+ Y. (ViGs,jk) Xm,ij-
,J

We fix an integer k € {1, cey (g)} The strategy is to compute the value of LHs ., by using the explicit formula
on s stated in (2.8) and to prove that it is quantitatively close to the map ps., in the correct functional

space; precisely, we prove the H ™ !-estimate, for each integer k € {1, el (g)}

(2.9) |‘£H57.k =5,k HH-l( ) < CRY 7,

BRH&,‘LB

Obtaining this result relies on the quantitative behavior of the corrector and of the flux established in
Proposition 4.3 of Chapter 6. Once one has a good control over the H'-norm of LH;_.—ps..x, the inequality (2.7)
can be deduced from the following two arguments:

o We use that the function Gs . satisfies the equation £Gs., = ps.; to obtain that the H ~L_norm of the
term L (Hs.k — Gs.k) is small. We then introduce a cutoff function 7 : 7% > R which satisfies:

an| < ¢

suppn € Ag, 0<n<1, n=1on {zeZ?: 1L.1R<|z|<1.9R}, and Vk €N, T

and use the function 7 (Hs.k — Gs.x) as a test function in the definition of the H~'-norm of the
inequality (2.9). We obtain that the L?-norm of the difference (Vs — VGs.x) is small (the cutoff
function is used to ensure that the function 1 (Hs.x — Gs.k) is equal to 0 on the boundary of the ball
Bpi+s and can thus be used as a test function). The precise estimate we obtain is written below

(2.10) HV’H&.k - VGs .k HLQ(Zd < CR%H_d_’Y;

HB)

e By using the formula (2.8), we can compute an explicit formula for the gradient of the two-scale
expansion H;.,. We then use the quantitative sublinearity of the corrector stated in Proposition 4.3,
Chapter 6 and the property of the gradient of the infinite volume corrector stated in Proposition 4.4
to deduce that, for each integer k € {1,..., (g)}, the L?-norm of the difference VHs,.x — (e +

inj)viéjk is small; the precise result we obtain is the following

< CRE*17,
L2(Z%pgp)

(2.11) VHs.k — Y (i + VXij)ViGk

2%

The inequality (2.7) is then a consequence of the inequalities (2.10) and (2.11).
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2.2. Homogenization of the mixed derivative of the Green’s matrix. In Section 4, we use
Proposition 2.1 to prove Theorem 4. The argument is decomposed into three steps:

(2.12)

(2.13)

(2.14)

(2.15)

(2.16)

(2.17)

o In Step 1, we use Proposition 2.1 and the symmetry of the Helffer-Sjostrand operator £ to prove the

inequality in expectation

(R—d 3 |(uq1(27')>p qu(z)‘ ) %

z€AR

In Step 2, we prove the variance estimate, for each point z € Z%,

Ca
var [u‘h (Z )] = | |2§ 2 "

Since we expect the function z + U, (2) to decay like |2|'~%; its variance should be of order |2>72%.

The estimate (2.13) states that the variance of the random varlable ¢ = Uq, (2, ¢) is (quantitatively)
smaller than its size; this means that the random variable U, (z) concentrates on its expectation.
We then use the result established in Step 1 to refine the result: since by (2.12), one knows that the
expectation of U, (z) is close to the function G,,, one deduces that the function Uy, is close to the
function Gy, in the L?(Ag, pg)-norm. The precise estimate we obtain is the following

H C(h
Gy L2(Ar, ufx) Rd-1-v"

Huql -

The proof of the inequality (2.13) does not rely on tools from stochastic homogenization; we appeal
to the Brascamp-Lieb inequality and used the differentiated Helffer-Sjostrand introduced in Section 4
of Chapter 5.

In Step 3, we prove the estimate (1.3), the proof is similar to the argument presented in the proof of
Proposition 2.1 and relies on a two-scale expansion. The argument is split into three substeps. We
first define the two-scale expansion qu by the formula

H‘I : +sz ql,ij 17
i,
We can then use that the function G, is the solution to the homogenized equation AAG,, =0 in the
annulus Ag to prove that the H ™! (AR, p1g)-norm of the term LH,, over the annulus Ag is small;
this is the subject of Substep 3.1 where we prove
O‘h

< .
YAg,pg) = Rd+Y

|£H o 5

The proof is essentially a notational modification of the proof of the estimate (2.9) (and is even
simpler since we do not have to take into account the exponent ¢ and the function ps). Once we
have proved that the inequality (2.16), we use that the function U, satisfies the identity £U,, =0 in
the set Ap x Q to deduce that the H™' (Ag, j15)-norm of the term £ (Hy, — Uy, ) = LH,, is small. We
then introduce the annulus A}, := {:c €Z?: 1.1R < || < 1.9R} and a cutoff function n satisfying the
properties:

suppn € Agr, 0<p<1, nzlonA}{, and Yk e N,

We note that the choice of the values 1.1 and 1.9 in the definition of the annulus Ak is arbitrary; any
pair of real numbers belonging to the interval (1,2) would be sufficient for our purposes. We then
use the function 7 (Hy, — U, ) as a test function in the definition of the H™"' (Ag, ug)-norm of the
term £ (Hg, —Uy, ) and use the L* (Ag, j15)-estimate (2.14) to obtain that the L* (A%, jug)-norm of
the difference VH4, — VU,, is small. This is the subject of Substep 3.2 where we prove

Cq
[VUg, — VHq, ”£2(A}%’H/3) < Rd‘*'lW'

Step 4 is the conclusion of the argument, we use the explicit formula for the two-scale expansion H,
given in (2.15), the quantitative sublinearity of the corrector stated in Proposition 4.3 of Chapter 6
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and the quantitative estimate for the difference of the finite and infinite-volume gradient of the
corrector stated in Proposition 4.4 there to prove the estimate

Cq 1

(2.18) < i

VHq, = 3 (e + VXij) ViGa,

0 L2(AR,pp)

The argument is a notational modification of the one used to prove (2.15). We finally combine the
estimates (2.17) and (2.18) to obtain the estimate (1.3) and complete the proof of Theorem 4.

3. Two-scale expansion and homogenization of the gradient of the Green’s matrix

This section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 2.1. We collect some preliminary results in Section 3.1
and prove Theorem 4 in Sections 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 following the outline given in Section 2.2.

3.1. Preliminary estimates. In this section, we collect some preliminary properties which are used in
the proof of Proposition 2.1.

3.1.1. Notations for the exponent v. We first introduce some notations for the exponent . As was already
mentioned, this exponent depends on the parameters «,§ and €; in the argument, we need to keep track of its
typical size and proceed as follows:

e We use the notation v; when the exponent is of order 1; a typical example is the exponent 7, :=
1 - cpa — c10 — coe for some constants cg, ¢1, co depending only on the dimension d;

e We use the notation 7, when the exponent is of order «; a typical example is the exponent
Yo i= @ — o — c1€ for some constants ¢y, c; depending only on the dimension d;

e We use the notation 75 when the exponent is of order J; a typical example is the exponent 75 := § — cge
for some constant ¢y depending only on the dimension d.

We always have the ordering
0 <7 €v5 K Ya K71

We also allow the value of the exponents v¢,vs, Vo, 71 to vary from line to line in the argument as long as the
order of magnitude is preserved. In particular, we may write
M=, Ya=%a—0and 5 =5 €.
3.1.2. Regularity estimates. In this section, we record some regularity estimates pertaining to the Green’s
matrices G, G5, G and Gj.
ProPOSITION 3.1. The following properties hold:

o There exists an exponent s >0 such that one has the estimates

C _
(3.1) IVG(2,) = VGs(2, ) L= Apoie) € ity 474 |vG - vGs

C

”L°°(AR) s Rd-1+7s '

o The Green’s matrix Gs satisfies the following L -estimates

C c
(3.2) Hg‘SHL”(Zd#AB) < W and va(SHL""(Zd’NB) < m7
as well as the estimates
C
(3.3) 1961 (41.5.00) < Ty @ 1VGsl o (A s i) € Fravsyamieys
e The homogenized Green’s matriz Gs satisfies the reqularity estimate, for each integer k € N,
— C
k
(3.4) IV*Csl e 20,0,y € FEm@TD
as well as the estimate
— C
k
(3'5) ”v G‘SHL“’(ARH(S,M/&) < W
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PRrROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.1. The proof relies on the regularity estimates established in Chapter 5. We
first note that, by definitions of the functions G and Gg, we have the identities

(36) g (JZ, ¢) =G (l‘, ®; O) and Gs (Z‘, ¢) = Z G1 (Z‘, ¢; y) p5(y)7

yeBpri-s

where the product in the right side of (3.6) is the standard matrix product between G; (x, ¢;y) and ps(y). Using
that the map ps has total mass 1 and the regularity estimate on the Green’s matrix stated in Proposition 4.2
of Chapter 5, we obtain, for each point z in the annulus Ag,

Hva:g(xv(b;o)_va:gé(aja(b;y)HLw(p,ﬁ) < Z p5(y) vagl(l‘,dLO) _vwgl(x7¢;y)“L°°(,uﬁ)

yeBpi-s
-5
<R sup \|Vszg(xa¢;y)||L°°(uﬂ)
yeBpi-s
<R sup | —Z/|7C176
yeBri-s
< R1—6R—d_5_

This computation implies the estimate (3.1) with the exponent s = § — ¢ which is strictly positive by the
assumption (2.3).

The estimate on the homogenized Green’s matrix is similar and even simpler since we only have to work
with the Green’s matrix associated to the discrete Laplacian on Z¢ (and not the Helffer-Sjéstrand operator £);
we omit the details.

The proof of the inequality (3.2) relies on the estimates on the Green’s matrix and its gradient established
in Corollary 3.8 of Chapter 5. We use the identity (3.6) and write, for each point x € Z¢,

1 c 1 c
1Gs (z,) [ o 11y = s (DG (2,059 | oo () € 5577 — < T
o g 2 SO g S RO

€Bpri-s Bri-s

R1-6

1
< R(-5)(d-2)"
A similar computation shows the bound for the gradient of the Green’s matrix and the bounds (3.3) in the
annulus Api+s. B
To prove the regularity estimate (3.4), we use the definition of the map G5 given in (2.5) and note that

-v -85V (V"Gs) = vV¥ps in 2.
We then use the the properties of the function ps stated in (2.4) and the standard estimates on the homogenized

Green’s matrix G. We obtain, for each point x € Z4,

_ _ o 1 C
V*Gs()| < Y [VFps(w)][G (2 -y)| < R(@+k)(1-5) yEBZ lz — ]2 S RO-0)(d-2+k) "

yeBpri-s R1-6

There only remains to prove the estimate (3.5). We select a point « € Agi+s and write

= = los (y)] c
|VkG5(£E)| = Z va (x—y) P&(y) < Z |£C—y|d_2+k < R(d—2+k)(1+6) BZ: |p5(y)|
ye

yeBpi-s yeBri-s R1-6

C
s R+8)(d-2+k) "

]

We have now collected all the necessary preliminary ingredients for the proof of Proposition 2.1 and devote
the rest of Section 3 to its demonstration.

3.2. Estimating the weak norm of LH; — ps. In this section, we fix an integer k € {1, e (g)}, let
Hs.r be the two-scale expansion introduced in (2.8) and prove that there exists an exponent 7, > 0 such that

C

(37) H;CH&.]C — Ps,-k ||ﬂ71(BR1+5’#B) < W
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The strategy is to use the explicit formula for the map #s.; to compute the value of the term LHs.,. We
then prove that its H ™' (Bpu+s, jg)-norm is small by using the quantitative properties of the corrector stated
in Proposition 4.3 of Chapter 6. We first write

(3.8) LHop= AgHon + o D e ( A", k—fmu ket Y, Va-agVeHs.
(S — ﬁ n>1 ﬁ qeQ
Substep 1.1

Substep 1.2 Substep 1.3

We treat the three terms in the right side in three distinct substeps.

Substep 1.1 In this substep, we treat the term Ag#Hs ;. Since the homogenized Green’s matrix é&.k does
not depend on the field ¢, we have the formula

(39) A(ijé k= Z Vi G§ gk (Aqme zg)

]

Sustep 1.2. In this substep, we study the iteration of the Laplacian of the two-scale expansion. We prove
the identity

(3.10) > 3 A = T

ey
n>1 i,j n>1 ﬂ

viéé,jk(_A)nJrle,ij + Ran,

where Ran is an error term which satisfies the H ™ (Bguss, jug)-estimate

C

(3.11) IRl (B s as) < Fpamionn

We use the following identity for the iteration of the Laplacian on a product of functions: given two smooth
functions f,ge C* (Rd), we have the identity

(3.12) ()= 33 (" ) () (vrar).

We note that this formula is valid for continuous functions (with the continuous Laplacian), it can be adapted
to the discrete setting by taking into considerations translations of the functions f and g. Since this adaptation
does not affect the overall strategy of the proof, we ignore this technical difficulty in the rest of the argument
and apply the formula (3.12) to the two-scale expansion Hs,.x as such. We obtain

(3.13) AnH(s & =A" G5 €kt Z Z Z (n ’I“) (VTAlVié(g,jk) . (VTAR_T_le)ij) .

We first focus on the term A" Gy, in the identity (3.13) and prove that it is small in the H™' (Bpgu+s, p15)-norm.
Using the regularity estimate (3.4), we have, for each integer n > 2,

Bl Al CRY|A"G < ORY™ |A"Gy i,

CZan+5
s R(l—é)(d—2+2n)
C2nR1+6
< R(l—é)(d—2+4)
CQn
< —
Rd*1+’\/1 ’

Gs.
Y(Bries 1p) < % kHLQ(BRu&Hﬁ) (Bgi+s)

where we have set v, :=2+§(d+1) > 0.

Using the regularity estimate (3.4) a second time, we can estimate the terms of the right side of the
identity (3.13) with more than 3 derivatives on the homogenized Green’s matrix G5. We obtain the following
inequality: for each pair of integers (i,7) € {1,...,d} x{1,..., (‘21)} and each pair of integers (r,1) € {1,...,d}>
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such that [ <n -k and k + 2] > 2,

(3.15) [(v7A':Go k) - (VA" Dxmii) | s )
< CR™ (V" A':Ga i) - (V" A Xomaij)
< CR™’||V"A'V,Gs ji [~

Cr+2lR1+6
s R(1-8)(d-1+2l+7)

||£2(BR1+5,M5)

« HvrAn—r—le’ij ”£2

(Bpi+s) (Bri+s 1)

r AN-r-1
|| \Y4 A Xm,ij HLZ(BRH(S 7“5) .
We use that the discrete operator V" A™ "~ is bounded in the space L? (Bgi+s ) and Proposition 4.3 of Chapter 6
to estimate the L2-norm of the corrector. We obtain
< 02n72lR(1+5)(170¢)

R1+6:HB) =

(316) ”vrAnirile,ij HLZ < C’anﬂ HXm,'L] HLZ(B

(Bri+s 1p)
Putting the estimate (3.15) and (3.16) together and using the inequality 3 < 2] + r < 2n, we deduce that

2n pl+d 2n
C"R™" R(1+5)(1—a) < c

B17) WV AVGan) (VA N | g8y € RED@D S Rt

where we have set vy :=1+a—-ad+d(d—1)+6>0.

We then estimate the H™'-norm of the terms corresponding to the parameters r = 1 and [ = 0 in the
sum in the right side of the identity (3.13). To estimate it, we select a function h € Hg (Bri+s, pg) such that
Hh”ﬂl(BRl+5 up) S 1. We use the function h as a test function, perform an integration by parts in the first line,
use the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the second line and the continuity of the discrete Laplacian in the third
line. We obtain

1 — o
(3.18) w2 (VG (@) (VA" g2, bz ),
R+
1 . —
- g2 5<Xm,ij($7')V'A H(99iGa ik (2,)) h(z,)),,
R1+

< D2z ns i) [V - A" (VI Coiih) a5,y )

O s 8y 19 (79 T

R1+6 L2(Bpissmg)

Using the regularity estimate for the homogenized Green’s matrix stated in (3.4) and the inequality

HhHAZ(BR1+67N/L'J) < CRY? (which is a consequence of the assumption Hh”ﬁl(BRm up) S 1 and the Poincaré

inequality), we obtain
(3.19) |V - ((VViGs.4x) h) |V3§5ajthL2(B + ||V265,jth”£2(BRH5Mﬁ)

<
”LZ(BR1+5,IJ:ﬁ) - R1+(57:U'B)

CR1+6 C
< +
R(1-6)(d+1) R(1-6)d
C
S Rd-d(d+2) "

We then combine the estimate (3.18) with the inequality (3.19) and the quantitative sublinearity of the
corrector stated in Proposition 4.3 of Chapter 6. We obtain

1 . e OnR(1+6)(1—a) o
R(1+8)d Z ((vviG5»jk (33)) ’ (VA 1X"Laij(x’ )) h(z, .)>u5 < Rd-6(d+2) : Rd-1+7a’

ZGBRl-M

(3.20)

where we have set v, :=a(1+6)-3d(d+3) >0.
By combining the identity (3.13) with the estimates (3.14), (3.17), (3.20) and choosing the inverse
temperature  large enough so that the series (C—; is summable, we obtain the main result (3.10)

neN
and (3.11) of this substep. )
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Substep 1.3. In this substep, we study the term pertaining to the charges in the identity (3.8). We prove
the expansion

1 . o = 1 _ = — .

(3.21) ﬁA"Hs,‘k + 2 Vg agVeHs.r = 8sAGs., + ), %ViGs,jkAXm@j +22 2, ViGs iV agVoxm.ij + Ra.
qeQ i, 4, qeQ

where R is an error term which satisfies the H' (BRru+s, jig)-norm estimate

c

(3.22) 1Bl -+ (8,105 1) < Fatrre

We first compute the gradient and the Laplacian of the two-scale expansion Hs ., using the notation of (1.6)
of Chapter 2. We obtain the formulas

(3.23) VHs.k = VGs.p + Z [VVié&jk ® Xm,ij + Vza&,jkVXm,ij] )
1’7-]
and
(3.24) A’H&.k = Aag’.k + Z V- (Vvié(s’jk ® X’V‘Vhij) + (Vvi657jk) . (va,ij) + (viéé,jk) AXm,ij-
4,7

We first treat the term A#s., and use the two following ingredients:

(i) First we introduce the notation Rg 1 := Xij V- (Vvié&jk ® Xm,ij)~ By using the regularity esti-
mate (3.4) on the homogenized Green’s matrix and the quantitative sublinearity of the corrector
stated in Proposition 4.3 of Chapter 6, we prove that this term is an error term and estimate its
H! (Bpra+s, ptg)-norm according to the following computation

[ RQ.1l

H Y (Bpiss 1s) <C ‘ Z_Zj:vviGé,jk ® Xm,ij

L2(Bpi+s 1p)

< g C vaié57jk||L°°(BR1+57uﬁ) HXm,ij H£2(BR1+5 s)

CR(I-HS)(I—&)
S TRO-O@
C
where we have set 7, :==a(1+0) - d(d+1) > 0.
(ii) Second, we use the identity Aétg’.k =V Vég,.k =%i; V- (Viég,jkeij).
We obtain

(325) A/H(;,.k =V- (Z Vz‘ég,jk (eij + VXm,z’j)) + Z (vié57jk) AXm,ij + RQ,l.
.3

,J
We then treat the term pertaining to the charges; the objective is to prove the identity
(3.26)

Z V; . aqquﬁ,-k = Z Vviéﬁ,jk Z aqvq (leij + Xm,ij) Lé’d* (nq) + Z Viéé,jk:vz . aqVq (leij + Xm,ij) + RQ,Za
qeQ 1,3 qeQ qeQ

where Rg > is an error term which satisfies the estimate

C

(3.27) 1BQ2l (B s is) < amiomn -

To prove this result, we select a test function A : Z¢ » R(2) which belongs to the space H (Bpgi+s, pg) and

satisfies the estimate ”hHHl(B vesoig) S 1. For each charge ¢q € Q, we select a point x4, which belongs to the
A R1+65

support of the charge ¢ arbitrarily. We then write

(3.28) > agVoHsxVeh =Y ag(ng,d*Hs.k) (ng,dh).
qeQ qeQ
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We use the exact formula for Hs and apply the codifferential. We obtain

(3.29) d* s, = L ge (VHs.k) = Lo g (VGs,.k + 3 [VViGsjk ® Xm,ij + viGé,jkva,ij])

4,J
= d*éé,-k + Z viéé,jkd*Xm,ij + Z Ly g~ (Vvié&jk ® Xm,ij) .
.J (2%
We record the following formula

(3.30) d*é(;,.k = Lo g+ (V557.k) = Lo g+ (Z Vz‘Gé,jkeij) = La g~ (Z viGé,jleeu)

©,J i,J
= > ViGs,jiLaax (Vlei,-)
%]
= Z viéé,jkd*leij .
4]
Putting the identities (3.29) and (3.30) back into (3.28), we obtain

(3.31) > a,VeHskVeh =Y. > ag(ng, ViGs i (d*le,, + d*Xm,ij)) (ng,d*h)
qeQ 1,J qeQ

(3.31)—(4)

+ Z aq (nq’LQ,d* (Vviéé,jk ® Xm,ij)) (ng,d*h).
qeQ

(3.31)—(i7)

The second term (3.31)-(ii) is an error term which is small can be estimated thanks to the regularity
estimate (3.4) and Young’s inequality. We obtain

< %aq (nq, Lo g+ (vvi@,jk ® Xm,ij)) (ng, d*h)>
qe

1

_ 2 | o27~
< Z e ev/Blall H”q Hz HV Gé,jk”Lw(Zd#B) meij ‘|L2(Suppnq,,u.ﬁ) th”L2(SUPP"q7HE)

qeQ
C
-e\/B 2
< RAD@T 26 ev/Blal Ing 15 1xtm, s HLz(suppnq,’uB) HVhHL’z(suppnq,uﬁ)
q
C
—/B 2 (-1 2 1- 2
< s T el (B Dol * 2 1M s )
We then use the inequality, for each point z € Z,
- 2
(3.32) S e VPl 0|21 pecuppny) < C-
qeQ

We deduce that

(Z ag (ng, La,ar (VViGsjk ® Xm,ij)) (ng, d*h)>

7€Q Hp
i - IXm,i5 L _ |va)?
S RO (g, ) T RO-D(E@) 12(Baiss )’

We then use Proposition 4.3 of Chapter 6 and the assumption ||VhHL2(B ) < 1. We obtain

R+ HB

CRY"™ C

(3'33) S R(1-8)(d+1) S Ra-1+7a’

1 = *
W < %aq (TLq,LZd* (vvaé,]k ® X’m,lj)) (nq,d h))

qe

Hp

where we have set v, =a -6 (d+1).
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To treat the term (3.31)-(i), we make use of the point x, and write

Z g (nq, Vié&jk (d*leu + d*Xm»ij)) (ng,d*h)

qeQ
= Y ay (ng, (d*1e,, +d*xomij ) (g, ViGs j5d*h)
qeQ
+ 3 aq (ng, (ViGa gk = ViGa ji(w4)) (A°le,, + d*Xm.i5)) (ng, d*h)
qeQ
+ 3 ag (g (Lo, + d*Xmsi)) (ngs (ViGi i = ViGis jie(wq)) A°h).
qeQ

The terms on the second and third lines are error terms which are small, they can be estimated by the regularity
estimate (3.4) on the gradient of the homogenized Green’s matrix and Young’s inequality. We obtain

<%aq (nqv(Viéé,jk VZGJ,Jk(xq))( €ij +d Xm ”))(’ﬂ,q,d*h)>
a€ 1p

< Z e—cﬁ”‘]”l ||nq H2 ||V66,jk — Vaé,jk(fﬁq)u

eQ Lo (suppng,pp) [V 2xm.i5 HLQ(SUPP”q)HB) thHLr"(SuPan’#ﬁ)
q

—c 2 2
R(l 8)d Z e f‘lqnl anH (”vavl] ”LZ(SUPpnq’Hﬁ) + ||Vh’HL2(Suppnq”u,B)) .

We then apply the estimate (3.32), the bound |Vxm, i HLQ(B vesop) S C on the gradient of the corrector and
L R1+65

the assumption |VA| Lz p <1 to conclude that

R1+6 HU’B)

1 *
R(+06)d (%aq (nq’ (V Gs ji. - VZGJJk(xq)) ( ey +d"Xm, w)) (ng,d h))
qe

K

< ¢ < ¢
- R(1-6)d T R(d-1)+71’

(3.34)

where we have set v; =1 -6 > 0. The same argument proves the inequality

1 * * al al *
e | 5 0 (0 (€71, + €0000) 0 (9.8~ 7B o) )

1 Iz
with the same exponent v, > 0. Combining the identity (3.31) with the estimates (3.33), (3.34), (3.35), we
have obtained the following result: for each function h € Hg (Bpi+s,p15) such that HhH£1(BRM ) S 1, one has
the estimate

1 1 . . — . C
W q% aqVqH57.quh = W q% aq (nq, (d lﬁi,j +d melj)) (nq, ViG5,jkd h) +0 (W) .

C

(335) < W,

We then use the identity Viégﬁjkd*h =d* (Viég,jkh) — Lo g+ (Vvié(;’jk ® h) which is established in (3.30). We
deduce that

(3.36) Y. a,V HskVeh = ag(ng, (d*le,; + d*Xm,ij)) (ng, d* (ViGs jxh))
qeQ qeQ

— C
35 2 (0 (€L 0 xm)) (s L (T9:Ca 1)) + o(m).
qe
This implies the identity (3.26) and the estimate (3.27).

We now complete the proof of (3.21). To prove this identity, it is sufficient, in view of (3.25) and (3.26),
to prove the estimate
(3.37)

55 4 (VViGojr)  (esj + Vamig) + 2 (VViGisjk) 3 aqVq (leyy + Xm.ij) Ls,ax (ng) = V- (85VGis.x) + R s,
4,3 i3 qeQ
where the term Rg 3 satisfies the estimate

C

(3.38) 1RQusl 1.3 5.10) < Tprainn
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The proof relies on the quantitative estimate for the H™" (Bpga+s, pg)-norm of the flux corrector stated in
Proposition 4.3 of Chapter 6 and the regularity estimate (3.4) on the homogenized matrix Gs. We select a

function h : Z¢ - R() which belongs to the space Hg (Bpi+s,ps) and such that Hh”ﬂl(BRM ) S 1. We use
it as a test function and write
(3.39)
R(11+6)d ( > 2i (VViGsjx (7)) - (eij + Vm,i5(2,)) B(a, )
$EBR1+6 %, ﬁ
J— d J—
+ 33 agVg (ley; + Xmiij) (ngy Lo2ar (VViGsjn@h)) = > > v-(83VGs(2)) h(z,-)
4,7 qeQ z€B p14s 1=1 s
1 , i _
< C; % (e” + me’zj) + qEZQ aqVq (leij + Xm,l]) L2,d* (nq) - aﬁe” valGév]k ® h‘|£1(BRl+57MB) :

HY(Bgits,1p)

We then use Proposition 4.3 of Chapter 6 to write

< ORI+ (1-a)

H Y (Bpiss ts)

1
% (€ij + VXm.ij) + 2. 3gVq (le,, + Xn.i) L g (ng) — Ages;
qeQ

(3.40) >

.9

and the regularity estimate (3.4) to write
(3.41)

— 1 _ —
vaiG&’jkh“ﬂl(BRlﬂs »ILB) < W HVQG(S"]C ||L°°(BR1+5 JLﬂ) ”hHLQ(BRH& 7”13) * ||V3G6’.k||Lm(BR1+57“/3) Hh”£2(BR1+5’Mﬁ)

2 Coikl 1o (g ) IV L2(B pr5.0)

1 1 R1+5
s C(Rd(l—é) TR * R(d+1)(1—6))
1
< pas(dra)”

Combining the estimates (3.39), (3.40) and (3.41), we have obtained that, for each function h € H} (Bgiss, j13)
such that Hhuﬂl(BRHJ’M) <1,

1

( > 2 (VViGs k() - (€55 + VXm,ij (2,))

!I/’EBRHS ]

+ Z Z agVy (leij + Xm,ij) (nq, Lo g+ (vvi@;,jk ® h)) - Z aAG; 1 (7) - h(z,")
i €0 veBres B
CR(lﬂ?)(l—oz)

S TRES@

C

< -
- RA-1+7a ’

where we have set v := a(1+8) —§(d+3). Since the inequality (3.42) is valid for any function h € H} (Bgiss, pg)
satisfying ||h”£1(331+64t/3) <1, the estimate (3.42) is equivalent to the identity (3.37) and the H~' (Bgi+s, 15)-
norm estimate (3.38). The proof of (3.37), and thus of (3.21), is complete.

Substep 1.4 In this substep, we conclude Step 1 and prove the estimate (3.7). We use the identity (3.8)
and the identities (3.9) proved in Substep 1, (3.10) proved in Substep 2 and (3.21) proved in Substep 3. We
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obtain
(3.43) LHs.k=V" 55V55,.k

+ Z VZG(S gk (A¢Xm ij t

)

1
AXm ©j + Z v aqvq (leLJ + Xm ’L]) Z S )n+1Xm,ij
/6 qeQ n>1 B

+ R+ Ran.
We then treat the three lines of the previous display separately. For the first line, we use the identity
(3.44) ~V-85VGs.k = ps.x in Z°.
For the second line, we use that, by the definition of the finite-volume corrector given in Definition 4.1 of
Chapter 6, this map is a solution of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation £ (lei]. + Xm,ij) =0 in the set Bpi+s x €.

We obtain
(3.45)

Zv Gé,jk (Ati)Xm ij t -5

0,J

AXW g T Z V "agVq (le” * Xm, ZJ) 2 Z ( A)n+1Xm ZJ) szGé,JkE( ei; T Xm ’LJ)
ﬁ qeQ B n>1 i,

=0.
For the third line, we use the estimates (3.11) and (3.22) on the error terms Rg and Ran respectively. We
obtain
< C
E’I(BRH&#B) T RA-1+7a "
A combination of the identities (3.43), (3.44), (3.45) and the estimate (3.46) proves the inequality
C

< ——.
R1+6:K8) = Rd-1+7a

(3.46) |Rg + Ran

L5k = o, g1 (5
The proof of the estimate (3.7) is complete.

3.3. Estimating the L?-norm of the term VGs — VHs. The objective of this section is to prove that
the gradient of the Green’s matrix VGs and the gradient of the two-scale expansion VHs are close in the
L? (Ag, pg)-norm. More specifically, we prove that there exists an exponent <5 > 0 such that one has the
estimate

C
(347) va5 _VH(S”LQ(ARMLL%) S W
To prove this inequality, we work on the larger set Bpri+s/, and prove the estimate
C
(348) vaé - VH(S”L2(BR1+6/27H;5) < m

The inequality (3.47) implies (3.48); indeed by using that the annulus Ag is included in the ball Bgi+s we can
compute

1
H < |BR1+5/2| 2 H
1965 = THol 2 anney <\ | 199~ THalloa

RI(1+6) 3 c
< c( )
Rd R(1+6)(d-1-¢/2)

< C
~ Rd-1+7s ’

BR1+6/2 ,,u,;)

where we have set 7 := 5(% - 1-¢/2). We now focus on the proof of the estimate (3.48). The strategy is

to first fix an integer k € {17 cey (g)} and use the identity £Gs ., = ps.r to rewrite the estimate (3.7) in the
following form

(3.49) £ (Hsok = Gs4) | g1 (5

We then use the function Gs.,, —Hs .1, as a test function in the definition of the H ~l_norm in the inequality (3.49)
to obtain the H!'-estimate stated in (3.48), as described in the outline of the proof at the beginning of this

C

< —.
R1+57H/3) Rd—1+'ya
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chapter. The overall strategy is relatively straightforward; however, one has to deal with the following technical
difficulty. By definition of the H™'-norm, one needs to use a function in H} (Bpi+s, 1) as a test function; in
particular the function must be equal to 0 outside the ball Bri+s. This condition is not verified by the function
Gs..k — Hs,., which is thus not a suitable test function. To overcome this issue, we introduce a cutoff function
n:Z% > R supported in the ball Bpi+s which satisfies the properties

(3.50) 0<n<lp n=11in Buus, and VkeN, |vFy| <

R1+487 5 R(+8)k’

and use the function 1 (Gs.k — Hs,.k) as a test function. The main difficulty is thus to treat the cutoff function.
Nevertheless, this difficulty is similar to the one treated in the proof of the Caccioppoli inequality stated in
Proposition 1.1 of Chapter 5. We will thus omit some of the details of the argument and refer the reader to
the proof of the Caccioppoli inequality for the missing elements of the proof.

We use the function 7 (Gs.x — Hs,.x) as a test function in the inequality (3.49). We obtain

(3.51)
1
R+0)d “BZI 5 (0 (Gs.k = Hs.1) £(Go.k = Hsk)), SNE(Gob = Hs k) g1(B, 10 i) 11 (Gook = Ho ) |1 (5,15 00)

In(Gs,x — H(S,'k)“ﬂl(B

< — .
- Rd—1+'yu R1+5,#5)

We then treat the terms in the left and right sides of the inequality (3.51) separately. Regarding the left side,
we prove the estimate

C
(3.52) 19 (Gote = Hoot) | 52 (B, 115 ) < Rai5d"

The proof relies on the properties of the cutoff function n stated in (3.50), the regularity estimate on the
Green’s matrix stated in Proposition 3.1 of Chapter 5, the L*-bound on the homogenized Green’s matrix
G)  stated in (3.4) and the bounds on the corrector and its gradient recalled below

2
< C and Z ”aer,ij ”£2(331+57#5) <C.

1+6)(1-
”Xm,ij H£2(BR1+5’#5) < CR( ) a)7 HVXm,ij H£2(BR1+5 n“ﬁ‘) - 7,3
zeZd

We first write

1

(353) Hn(gé,-k _H(s’.k)HEI(BRHésH[i) < W

I (Gsk = Haon )l L2 ) 1V (Gsk = Hs k) L2 (5

Bri+s s R1+5,Ma)

(3.53)—(4) (3.53)—(44)
+ Hﬁ (vg&-k - V’H&-k) H£2(BR1+5 5) + B Z H77 (amgé,-k - azHS,-k)H£2(B

R1+5 ,Mﬁ)’
reZd

(3.53)—(4i4) (3.53)—(iv)

and treats the four terms in the right side separately. For the term (3.53)-(i), we use that the function 7 is
non-negative and smaller than 1 to write
1 1
Ri+o I (Gs.r. - H&'k)Hy(BRmm) < R+ (”g&‘k “E(BRM ws) * 1#s.1 HE(BW ,w)) :
We then estimate the L?-norm of the Green’s matrix G5 thanks to the estimate
C
195,40 L2(B 15,105) < NG00 1 (20,00 < TRy @)

The L2?-norm of the two-scale expansion H can be estimated according to the following computation

||H5"k”£2(BRl+évﬂﬂ) S ”ééfk ||L2(BR1+5,MB) + ; ”viéé’jk”L‘”(BRus g) me’ij HLQ(BRu&Hﬁ)

C CR(1+6)(1—a)
S Ra-0@-2) T TRO-8)@-1)
C

s R(=8)(d-2)”
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where we have used the inequality « > ¢§ in the third inequality. A combination of the three previous displays
shows the estimate

1 C C
R1+S 17 (Gs.x _H6’.k)|‘£2(BR1+57M[3) S R+ x R(A-6)(d-2) S RA-1-6(d-3) "

(3.54)

The proof of the term (3.53)-(ii) is identical, we use the estimate |V| < R1+‘5 and apply the estimate obtained
for the term (3.53)-(ii). We obtain

C
(3.55) 1V (Go.6 = Ho k) 25,1 g 1) S RA15(d3)

For the term (3.53)-(iii), we first write
In(VGs.k — VH57.k)||£2(BR1+67#6) SIVGsikll poo 2y + IV Hs 8 HE(BR1+5 s)

The L*-norm of the Green’s matrix VGs,.;; is estimated by Proposition 3.1. We have

C
19Gs.kl = 20.15) < Frmy@T-

For the L?-norm of the two-scale expansion H, we use the formula (3.23) and write

qu‘lﬁ,-k H£2(BR1+5 7#6) hS HVGJ kHL‘”(Zd) + Z ||VV7,G5,]]€”LW(Z(1) HXm ij HL2(3R1+5 ’#ﬁ)
+ Z ||viG5,jk HLoe(Zd) Hvaﬂ'j HLQ(BRH& ig)
2]

. C . CR(1+6)(1—a) . C

= R-0)(d-1-¢) © T R-0)(d—<) = R(I-8)(d-1-¢)
c

S paies(d19)"

A combination of the three previous displays together with the inequality ¢ > ¢ yields the estimate

C
(356) ”77 (vgé,-k - V"Ha,k)HLz(BRM ,,ug) < W

There remains to estimate the term (3.53)-(iv). We first write
(3.57) B Y |n(0:Gs5.% — 0Hs, k)HLz(B Lo o115) <pB Z 110G, kHL2(B 15 os) +p Z e H5HL2(BR1+6aH[‘3)

xeZd

(3.57)=(i) (3.57)=(ii)

and estimate the two terms in the right side separately. For the term (3.57)-(i), we use that the map Gs solves
the equation L£Gs .1, = ps and use the map n?Gs as a test function. We obtain

1
B> [10.Gs, kHLz(B reooa) = Z <Vg<s,.1c(ﬂf,')‘V(7)2gts,.zc)(Ir))Ma -3 ZQ<ngé,k'aqvq (77295,.1«))%
reZd reZd qe
-3 21 > ﬁ” (V" Gsa(w ) V" (0°Gs.r) (2,)), + B 3 pok(@)n® (@) (Go.n(2,0),,, -
n> reZd reZd

We then estimate the four terms in the right sides using the pointwise estimates on the function Gs and
its gradient stated in Proposition 3.1, the properties on the functions ps and n stated in (2.4) and (3.50)
respectively. We omit the technical details and obtain the estimate

C
(3-58) 2. [70:Gs, ’“”L2(BR1+5,W) R2(-8)(d-1-¢)

zeZd
The term (3.57)-(ii) involving the two-scale expansion is the easiest one to estimate; using the explicit
formula for the map Hs,., and the fact that the function Gs does not depend on the field ¢, we have the
identity
3 H(; k= Z VzGé jka:va ij-

,J
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We deduce that

(3.59) wzz 190 Hs,k | 25,1 ) < ZZ 10Hs0 L2 (5,15 00)
<C Z ”vGé,'kHLoo(Zd) Z Hawxvmij HLQ(BRH(; 1g)
%) zeZd
c

S RO-0)(d-1-2) "
Combining the inequalities (3.57), (3.58) and (3.59) yields
C C
(360) Z ”77 (8:1;967.]6 - ax%z;’.k) HLZ(BRIHM,U«ﬁ) < Rd—l—s—&(d—lfs) < Rd*l*&d .

TeZd

The inequality (3.52) is then obtained by combining the estimates (3.54), (3.55), (3.56) and (3.60). We
then put the inequality back into the inequality (3.51) and deduce that
1 C C
(3.61) R(1+0)d Z (1 (Gs.k = Hooi) L(Go, .k _H‘Sv'k))ms < Rd-1+7va x Rd-1-0d s R2d-2+7a

IEBRH&

where we have used in the second inequality that the exponent -, is of order «; it is thus much larger than
the value dd and we may write v, — dd = 7, following the conventional notation described at the beginning of
Section 3.

In the rest of this step, we treat the left side of (3.61) and prove the inequality

C
Z (n(Gs.k = Hs.n) L(Gsk — ’Hé,-k))uﬁ + RO+0)(@d-2-2)"

EBR1+5

(3.62) |VGs.k — VHs .k

| < ——
LQ(BRM m) R(+0)d
2

First, by definition of the Helffer-Sjostrand operator £, we have the identity

(3.63) szd (1(Gs.r = Hso) £(Gs.k = Hs.0)),.,
(3.64) m - yZejZd n(z) ((6yga,.k(a:, ) = Oy Hs ik (x, .))2>u5
* 35 xZZ: ((VGs.k = VHs.k) (2,7) -V (1 (Go = Hook)) (2,7)),,,
+ qé (Vg (Gs.k = Hon) -aqVq (1 (Gs.k = Hsok))),,,
. % T 51% (V" (Gt = Hok) (2,7) - V™ (7 (o = o)) (2,7),, -

We then estimate the four terms on the right side separately. For the first one, we use that it is non-negative
2

> (@) ((0yGsx(x,7) = Oy Hs(@,))?) 20,

z,y€eZ? Ke

For the second one, we expand the gradient of the product 1 (Gs., —H) and write

(3.65) > (VG5 = VHs) (2,) -V (0 (Gt = M) (2,)),,,
zeZd
= 2 (@) (VG5 = VHs) (2,) -V (Gs,1 — Hook) (2,°)),,
zeZd
+ 20 (VG5 = VHs,x) (2,7) - V(@) (Gs.0 = o) (2,)),,, -
zeZd

we divide the identity (3.65) by the volume factor RU+9)d and use the properties of the function 1 stated
in (3.50). In particular, we use that the gradient of 7 is supported in the annulus Agi+s := Briss \ B piss and
2

obtain

R1+6 7/"/-!)

1
(3:66) —rrma ZZ: (VG5 = VHs.) (2,7) -V (1(Go.k = Hok)) (@), 2 ¢ (VG50 - vHa,.k)Hiz(B

C

a R1+6 ”vg‘;"k = Vs ”£2(AR1+5 ) ”g&'k B Hé"’“”éz(ARuéMﬂ) ’
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By a computation similar to the one performed for the term (3.53)-(iii), but using the estimates (3.1) for the
Green’s matrices in the distant annulus Api+s, instead of the L*-estimates (3.2) and (3.4). We obtain

C

(367) va&,-k) - VH(S,A]{; ‘|£2(A R1+6 7}15) < W

R1+6:148) S R(1+8)(d-1-¢) and Hg‘;"k_Hé"kHL%A

A combination of the inequalities (3.66) and (3.67) proves the estimate

1 C
(3.68) R0 EEZjd ((VGs.k = VHs,1) (2,) -V (1 (Gs = Hs.k)) (7)), + R0 @29

2
>c|n(VGs.k - VH(M)HE(BRMM) .
The other terms in the right side of the identity (3.63) involving the sum over the iteration of the Laplacian
and over the charges q € Q are treated similarly. Instead of expanding the gradient as it was done in (3.65), we
use the commutation estimates (see (1.8) and (1.21) in the proof of Proposition 1.1 in Chapter 5), for each
integer n € N, and each pair (z,) € Z¢ x Q,

n

C
(3.69) V" (0 (Gsk = Hsk)) (2, 0) = n(@)V" (Go.r = Ho.) (2, 0)| € 75 Y (G (2, 0) = Hs k(2 0)|-
zeB(z,n)
and for each charge q € 9O, each point z in the support of the charge ¢ and each field ¢ € €2,
C .
IVa (1(Go.re = Ho.e)) = 1(w)Va (G, = Hon)| € s (diama) laly >0 Goo = H].
ZESUPP q

The details of the argument are similar to the one presented in the proof of the Caccioppoli inequality
(Proposition 1.1 of Chapter 5) and are omitted. The results obtained are stated below

(3.70)
1 C /B
T 2 (Va Goo = Hoo) -a0Va (1(Gsk = Hsot))), + memyaca—ey 2 ~C° D10 (VGs.0 = VHs ) 7220 4,
qeQ
and
n n C
(3.71) R(1+5)d Z EZZ:d 5% ( 1 (Gsk —Hs.x) (x,) -V (9 (Gs.n — Hson)) (, '))ua * R @i e

>3 Z <n(a: )|V (Gok — Mo i) (x’.)|2>u/a

n>1 g;ezd

>0.
We then combine the identity (3.63) with the estimates (3.68), (3.70) and (3.71) and assume that the inverse

temperature 3 is large enough. We obtain

C 2
(1+6)d Z (Goor = H) L(Gsk = Hok)),, + R0 d2e = © 17 (VGs.k = VHs. k) 12 (24,1,

2
>c vaé,‘k - vH&v'kHL2(BR1+6/27“5) ’

The proof of the inequality (3.62) is then complete. To complete the proof of Step 2, we combine the
estimates (3.61) and (3.62). We obtain

2 C C C
(3.72) IV Gs,1e = VHs .k HLZ(BRlJré ,,LB) S Rrd2ey, T R0 (2d-2-2) © R(+3)(2d—2-2)’
T2

where the last inequality is a consequence of the fact that v, is of order a and of the ordering o > § > ¢.
Since the inequality (3.72) is valid for any integer k € {1, ey (g)}, the proof of the estimate (3.48) is complete.
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3.4. Homogenization of the gradient of the Green’s matrix. In this section, we post-process the
conclusion (3.48) of Section 3.3 and prove that the gradient of the Green’s matrix VG, is close to the map
Yi,j (€ij + Vxij) ViGjr. The objective is to prove that there exists an exponent 5 > 0 such that

C

< —.
- Rd—1+’}/5
L2(AR,ug)

(3.73) A Z (eij + Vxij) ViGik

,J

We first use the regularity estimates stated in Proposition 3.1 and the L?-bound on the gradient of the infinite-
volume corrector, for each x € Z4, each pair of integers (4,5) € {1,...,d} x {1,..., (g)}7 [V (x, -)HLQ(HB) <C.
We write

(3.74)

V(Gr-Gs.k)— Z (eij + VXij) Vi (émk - éjk)

%,J

£2(AR7H[1)
IV (G = Go)l 2y * 20 i+ VXD |2ty 95 (Gt = Gt e )
7
C

< —.
Rd*lJr’y(s
Using the inequality (3.74), we see that to prove (3.73) it is sufficient to prove the estimate

C

(3.75) VGs.k — Z (eij + VXij) ViGs jk < Rl

]

L2(AR,ug)

We then use the main estimate (3.48) and deduce that, to prove the inequality (3.75), it is sufficient to prove

C

<
= Rd—1+75'
L%(Agr,ug)

(3.76) VHs.k =, (€55 + VXij) ViGasjk

2%}

The rest of the argument of this step is devoted to the proof of (3.76). We first use the explicit formula for the
gradient of the two-scale expansion VHs,.i, stated in (3.23) and write

VHs.k — Z (eij + VXm,ij) ViGs jk

,J

Lz(AR;ll«/a)

< Z “VVz‘ézS,ijm,ij ”L"’(Ag,ug) + ”(Vz‘éé,jk) (VXm,ij - VX’ij)HLZ(AR7Hﬁ) .

%,

We then use the regularity estimate (3.4), the quantitative sublinearity of the corrector stated in Proposition 4.3
and Proposition 4.4 of Chapter 6 to quantify the L?-norm of the difference between the gradient of finite-volume
corrector and the gradient of the infinite-volume corrector. We obtain

1 1
— A 2 CR@ A 2 CR™™@
(3.77) VHsk = Y (€ij + VXm,ij) ViGe,ji < (1|B al ) R (]|3 a ) Ri1—-
i,j Lz(ARuUfﬁ) | R1+5| | R1+5|
C
< -
T RA-1+va

dé

5 - Using that the exponent 7, is larger than the exponent 75 completes the

where we have set v, = —¢ -
proof of the estimate (3.73).

4. Homogenization of the mixed derivative of the Green’s matrix

In this section, we use Proposition 2.1 to prove Theorem 4. We fix a charge ¢1 € Q and recall the definitions
of the maps U,;, and G4, given in the statement of Theorem 2.1. The proof is decomposed into four sections
and follows the outline of the proof given in Section 2.2.
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4.1. Preliminary estimates. In this section, we record some properties pertaining to the functions U,
and G4, which are used in the argument.

PROPOSITION 4.1. There exists an inverse temperature By := Bo(d) <0 and a constant C,, which satisfies
the estimate Cy, < C'|@1 Hlf, for some C(d) < oo and k(d) < oo, such that the following statement holds. For
each pair of points y € Z% and each integer k € N, one has the estimates

OQl th C
Hvuch (yf)”[,oo(#ﬁ) < W7 ”u(ll (y’.)HL“’(#B) < W and |V Glh (y)| = | |d 1+k:

PRrROOF. The proof is a consequence of the regularity estimates given in Proposition 4.7 of Chapter 3 and
the identity ¢ = dny,. O

4.2. Exploiting the symmetry of the Helffer-Sjostrand operator. The objective of this section is
to use Proposition 3.1 and the symmetry of the Helffer-Sjostrand operator £ to prove the following estimate of
the expectations

(4.1) (Rdz |y, (=), - ql(z>|) Rfjw

zeAR

We start from the formula, for each integer k € {1, A (g)}

C

<
T Rd-1+7s”
L*(ARsup)

d*Gy = > (d*le,, +d*xij) ViG

(]

(4.2) ’

which is a direct consequence of Proposition 2.1 since the codifferential is a linear functional of the gradient.
Using the estimate (4.2), we deduce that

Ry

T€EAR

4,
qu
- Rd—1+’)/5 :

By the translation invariance of the measure pg and the stationarity of the gradient of the infinite-volume
corrector, we deduce that

Z (COS 2m ((ba QI(J; + )) (n!h (SC + ) (d*leij + d*Xij))>Hﬁ Vléjk(x)

i,
= Z (cos27r (¢,q1) (nq1 (d le;; + d*xw)))
ij
= a% (‘r) :
We now claim that we have the identity, for each point x € Ay,

(052 (6,01 (2 +)) (g, (2 +),d°G)), = (Uyy 0oy (0,9)),,.

The proof of this result is a consequence of the symmetry of the Helffer-Sjostrand operator £. To argue this,
we use the computation

(cos2m (¢, q1(x +-)) (ng, (x+-),d*G))

ng vi@jk(m)

= ((cos2 (¢, q1 (x +-)) a1 (z+°),9)),,

= {(cos2m (,q1(z +)) a1 (@ +7),L700))
((c cos2w(¢,q1(x+))ql(x+~),6o)>
= Uy, (24 (0, ))

Hp

KB

A combination of the four previous displays implies

(43) R_d Z ‘ ql(m+)(0 )) qu($)| R(H’Y‘s

TeAR

{cos2m (¢, qu(a +)) (ng, (z+),d"G)),,, = 3 (cos2m (6, qu(a +)) (ng, (2 +°) (d"Ley, +d"xi5))),, ViGin(x)
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We then use the translation invariance of the measure pg and the definition of the map U, as the solution of
the Helffer-Sjostrand equation (1.2) to write

(44) (u(h(ﬂf‘*")(ov'))uB = <u¢h(1’.7'));w .
Combining the inequality (4.3) with the identity (4.4), we obtain

RS (), = G (0)] €

TeAR

We finally upgrade the L!-inequality stated in (4.3) into an L2-inequality: by using Proposition 4.1, we write

RS Uy (2,)),, -G (0)]|

.’EEAR

x€AR
< C(h
- Rd—1+’y(5 X Rd—l—s
< OQl
- R2d—2+'y§’

< (Rd > [t (20),,, —qu(x>|) (12es @) e gy + 1Gi | e ay)

where we have used the convention notation described at the beginning of Section 3 to absorb the exponent &
into the exponent 75 in the third inequality.

4.3. Contraction of the variance of U, . In this section, we prove that the random variable U,
contracts around its expectation. To this end, we prove the variance estimate, for each point z € Z,

Ca
(45) var [ulh (27)] < |Z|2§_25‘

Let us make a comment about the result: since the size of the random variable U, (z,-) is of order |z|'~? (since
it behaves like the gradient of a Green’s function), we would expect its variance to be of order |2|?>72¢. The
inequality (4.5) asserts that it is in fact of order |2[?*¢2¢ which is smaller than the typical size of the random
variable U, (z,-) by an algebraic factor.

Once this estimate is established, we can combine it with the main result (4.1) of Section 4.2 to prove
that the map U, is close to the (deterministic) Green’s function G, in the L? (AR, pg)-norm: we obtain the
inequality

— C
(4.6) (e, =Gl 2 S Ri-1-7 "
We now prove of the variance estimate (4.5). We first apply the Brascamp-Lieb inequality and write
C
(4.7) var [Ug, (z,-)] < C Z HayuCII(Z")HL?(p,B) |7d_2 Hay1uq1(z,~)“L2(#ﬁ) :
y,y1 €24 Y- y1|

A consequence of the inequality (4.7) is that to estimate the variance of the random variable Uy, (z,-), it
is sufficient to understand the behavior of the mapping y ~ 9,U,, (z,-). To this end, we appeal to the
differentiated Helffer-Sjostrand equation: following the arguments developed in Section 4 of Chapter 5, the
map u: (y, 2z, ¢) = OylUy, (2, ¢) is solution of the equation

Lacru(z,y,¢) == Y. 2m2 (B, q) cos 2w (¢,q) Uy, ,q) ¢() ®q(y) +2msin 27 (¢, q1) 1 (z) @ (y) in ZxZIx Q.
qeQ
The function w can be expressed in terms of the Green’s function Gge, and we write, for each triplet (x,y, ¢) €
Z¢ x 7% x Q,
u(x7yv¢) = Z 2rz (5aq) Z d;1dzlgder,COSZﬂ'((b,q)(uql 7q) ($7y7¢;x17y1)nq(xl) ®nq(y1)

qeQ z1,y1 €L

+ Z 27Td;1d;1 gder,sin 27 (¢,q1) (:L‘7 Y, ¢; xlvyl) Ng, (xl) ® Ng, (yl)

x1,y1€24
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We use the regularity estimates on the Green’s function stated in Proposition 4.2 of Chapter 5 to obtain, for
each pair of points (z,y) € Z¢ x Z4,

g (@)l Ing ()l [(d" Uy, ,ng) [ o,
|z — 12472 + |y — o 242

(48) Hu(1.7y7.)||L°°(“B) <C Z e‘c\/ﬁl\q\ll Z
qeQ

x1,y1€2%

(4.8)=(4)

|’qu1 (1‘1)| |n<h (y1)|

+ .
|2d—e + |y _ y1|2d—5

x1,y1 €L |QL‘ -

(4.8)(44)
We then estimate the two terms (4.8)-(i) and (4.8)-(ii) separately. We first focus on the term (4.8)-(i) and
prove the inequality

C‘h

1.9 s
o ) = ) < e (el D)™

To prove the estimate (4.9), we first decompose the set of charges Q according to the following procedure. For
each z € Z?, we denote by Q. the set of charges ¢ € Q such that the point z belongs to the support of ng, i.e.,
Q.:={qeQ: zesuppng}. We note that we have the equality Q := U,za Q. but the collection (Q.), is
not a partition of Q. We first prove that, for each point z € Z,

Img ) I [ Up, 1) | Cy
e Py gaPee (- Py - o) x [

(4.10) 3 e~cV/Blal 3

qeQ; x1,y1 €29

To prove the estimate (4.10), we first use Proposition 4.1 to estimate the term ||(d*Z/{q1,nq)HLw(M). We write,
for each charge g € Q,,

(4.11) 100Uy 1) | =y < I8 | oy I

1
<Cq,q sUp T
Z1€SUpPp Ng |21|

Since we have assumed that the point z belongs to the support of the charge n,, we have the inequality

. d-
1 <|d1amnq| €< C,

4.12 su < < .
(412 N P P N P
Combining the estimates (4.11), (4.12), we deduce that

* C‘]laq
(4.13) I(d uqunq)”Lw(ug) < |2 d-e

Putting the inequality (4.13) back into the left side of the estimate (4.10), we obtain
[ng (2| [ng (Y [(d" Uy 1) [ o (1)

| — 21 2478 + |y — g1 [Pe

2

- |Z|d—a
qeQ. Z1,Y1E€SUPP ng

(4.14) S emeVBla 3
qeQ x1,y1€2e
Ce~VBlalc, 1

@ — w1247 + [y — gy 24

Using that, for a given charge g € Q., the point z belongs to the support of ng, we write

1 |diam ng|** C,

4.15 < < .
(4.15) |z — 21295 + [y —y1 295 T |@ - 224 + |y — 224 T |z — 22d-E 4 |y — 2[2d-<

We then combine the estimates (4.14) and (4.15) and use the exponential decay of the coefficient e=eVBlal ¢
absorb the algebraic growth of the constant Cy, 4 in the parameter |gi[,. We obtain

S emevBla

qeQ. 1,y €Z%

(el g ()l I Ui 20| g C,

oo a Py T (o oy - )
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The proof of the estimate (4.10) is complete. We then use the identity Q := U,cz¢ Q. to write

g (1) Ing (yO)| [(d"Ugy s 1g) | o0,
|z — 12472 + |y — yp |24

(4.16) (4.8) - (i) = ¥ eVl

qeQ x1,y1 €29
*
RS Ch [, U0 [ P
2€74 qeQ x1,y1 €29 |$C - 5("1|2d_‘E + |y - y1|2d_E
<y Co, )
€ 2 T (e Py )

We estimate the sum in the right side of the estimate (4.16). To this end, we note that, for each triplet
(%y,z) € Z% x 7% x Zd7

T+y
2

r—y

2
| —

(4.17) (|x — 2P 4y - z|2d_€) > cdistgea ((z,9), (2, z))zdia > c(

2d-¢
_ +
Zc(|x—y|2de+‘$2y—z ),

where the notation distyza ((,v), (2,2)) is used to denote the euclidean distance in the lattice Z2¢ between
the points (z,y) and (z, z), the second inequality is obtained by computing the orthogonal projection of the
point (z,%) € Z*? on the diagonal {(z, 2)eZ? : ze Zd} and the third inequality is obtained by reducing the
value of the constant c¢. Using the estimate (4.17), we deduce that

4.18 < y
e 2 (o [y o) S 2, [ TN
1 1
< z X -
S P
C
d-2e’

| = y|* max (|, [y[)
where the computation in the third line is performed in Proposition 0.3 of Appendix C. Combining the
estimates (4.16) and (4.18) completes the proof of the estimate (4.9).

To estimate the term (4.8)-(ii), we use that 0 belongs to the support of the charge ng, to write, for each
pair of points x1,y; € suppng,,
1 |diam ng, > Cq

|z — @124 + |y — yy|2de ~ |g[2d< + [y[2d-e T |x[2d-e + |y[2d<

(4.19)

From the inequality (4.19), we deduce
Z |nlh (1‘1)| |nQ1 (y1)| < Cth

4.20 4.8) - (it) = .
(4.20) (4.8) - (id) |z — 21295 + [y — yy 245 7 |@[2d-< + [y|2dc

x1,y1€24

We then combine the estimates (4.8), (4.9), (4.20) to deduce the inequality, for each pair of points x,y € Z<,

C C
(4.21) ICHTDI PR u -t
U gt ma (] ) P
CQ1

< —.
| = y|*~< max (|2, |y|)

We then use this inequality to estimate the variance of the random variable Uy, (z,-) by using the formula (4.7).
We obtain

var [Uy, (2,-)]<C Y,
vareza |2 = yl97e max (|2], |y])
We then use that the terms max (|z|,|y1|) and max (|z|,|y|) are both larger than the value |z| to deduce that

Cy, 1 1 1 Cy,

var [Uy, (z,)] < . . < .
CSRA e e DI o VR P e

CQ1 C Cth
d-1 "

Y =1l |2 - yy|d-e max (||, |y )
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The proof of the estimate (4.5) is complete.

4.4. Homogenization of the mixed derivative of the Green’s matrix. We fix a radius R > 1 and
let m be the smallest integer such that the annulus Ag is included in the cube O,,. The proof relies on a
two-scale expansion following the outline described in Section 2.2. We define the function H,, by the formula

(4.22) Hyy =Gy, + 3, ViGay jXom,ij-
()
We decompose the argument into three Steps.

Step 1. In this step, we prove that the H ! (AR, pg)-norm of the term L£H,, is small, more specifically, we
prove that there exists an exponent 7, > 0 such that one has the estimate

C(h

R~

The proof is essentially identical to the argument presented in Section 3.2: we use the exact formula for the
two-scale expansion H,, given in (4.22) to compute the value of £LH,, and then use the quantitative properties
of the corrector stated in Proposition 4.3 of Chapter 6 to prove that the H™* (Ag, pa)-norm of the term L£LH,,
satisfies the estimate (4.23). Since the proof is rather long due to the technicalities caused by the specific
structure of the operator £ (iterations of the Laplacian, sum over all the charges g € Q), we do not rewrite it
but only point out the main differences:

(4.23) I1£H,, Hﬂ—l(AR,ug) <

e We work in the annulus Ar and not in the ball Bri+s, this difference makes the proof simpler since
we do not have to take the additional parameter ¢ into considerations;

e We can always assume that the diameter of the charge ¢; is smaller than R/2, otherwise the constant
Cy, is larger than RF for some large number k := k(d) (since it is allowed to have an algebraic growth
in the parameter [¢;|,) and the estimate (4.23) is trivial in this situation. Under the assumption
diam q; < R/2, we use the identity ~AAG,, = 0 in the annulus Ag instead of the identity ~-AAGs = ps
in the ball Bpri+s;

e We use the regularity estimates on the function éql stated in Proposition 4.1 instead of the estimates
on the Green’s function G stated in Proposition 3.1. Since the map G, scales like the gradient of
the Green’s function (in particular it decays like |z|*~%), we obtain an additional factor R in the right
side of (4.23) compared to (3.7), i.e., we obtain

Co c
1EHa i1 (s < Raye instead of  1LHs k= Pkl 1wy S Famimn
Step 2. In this step, we use the main result (4.23) of Substep 3.1 to prove that the gradient of the Green’s
function VU, is close to the gradient of the two-scale expansion V#H,, in the L* (Ag, pg)-norm. We prove the
estimate
C’h

(4.24) “ Vuth - Vch HLQ(AR,HH) < Rd+va '

To simplify the rest of the argument, we do not prove the estimate (4.24) directly. We slightly reduce the
size of the annulus Ap and define the set A} to be the annulus A, = {:L' €Z?: 1.1IR < || < 1.9R}. We note
that we have the inclusion, for each radius R > 1, A}% € Ag. In this substep, we prove the inequality

&

(4.25) |VUa, = VHg, HE(A}%,;LB) S Rd:% )

The inequality (4.24) can then be deduced from (4.25) by a covering argument.

The argument is similar to the one presented in Section 3.3 except that, instead of making use of the
mollifier exponent & to prove that the H'-norm is of the difference (VH; — Gs) is small, as it was done in the
estimates (3.66) and (3.67), we use the main result (4.6) of Section 4.3. We first let 7 be a cutoff function
which satisfies the properties:

. C
(4.26) 0<n<1, suppnC Ag, n=11in Ay, VkeN, |Vk7]| < T
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We then use the function 7 (U, — H,, ) as a test function in the definition of the H™' (Ag, u15) of the inequal-
ity (4.23) and use the identity LU, =0 in Ar x 2. We obtain

1
(4.27) Rl Z (n(Ua, = Hq,) L (Ug, _’qu)),m <L (U, _qu)Hﬂ'l(BRus,uﬁ) I (U, _qu)”ﬁl(AR,M)

:EEAR

C
< BRI In Uy, _,th)”ﬁl(AR,ug) :

We then estimate the H' (Ag, pp)-norm of the function Uy, — H,, with similar arguments as the one presented
in the proof of the inequality (3.52), the only difference is that we use the regularity estimates stated in
Proposition 4.1 instead of the regularity estimates for the functions G5 and H. We obtain

Cop

(4.28) I (U, _th)Hﬂl(AR,MB) < [, Hﬂl(AR’Mﬁ) InH g HH Y(Apaug) S Ri-1-¢ 1 e
For later use, we also note that the same argument yields to the inequality
C
(4.29) [VUg, = VHq, HLQ(AR up) S < | vihy, HL’Z(AR us) T IVHq, HLQ(AR pp) S qu_le'
We then combine the inequalities (4.25) and (4.27) and use that € <« 4 to deduce that
1 Cqy
(4.30) Rl a:EZA:R (n(Ugy = Hg,) £ (Ugy =My, )) Rgd(i%
Thus to prove the inequality (4.25), it is sufficient to prove the estimate
C
2
Hvu(h - VH,, Hy #B) > Rd weZ:R n (uql Hq, )L (urn Hq, )) Rgdqu :
First, by definition of the Helffer-Sjostrand operator £, we have the identity
(4.31)
3 0 Uy, = Ho) £ Uy = Ha)),, = 32 1) (@, () = 0y, (5,))7)
el x,yeZd
+ ﬁ Z ((qul - VHQ1) (SL’, ) -V (77 (uq1 - ch)) (l‘, ')>MB
zeZd
+ Z Vg (Ugy = Hagy) -aqVq (n Uy, - HQI))>H[3
qu
Z z ( e (ulh _th) (xa ) . vn+1 (77 (UQ1 - ch)) (33, '))HB
n>1 erd

We then estimate the four terms on the right side separately. For the first one, we use that it is non-negative

(4.32) Y n(@)? ((0ty, (2,7) = OyHy, (2,))%) 20,
z,yeZ? me
For the second one, we expand the gradient of the product 7?2 (Uqg, — Hg, ) and write
(433) Z <(VUCJ1 - VHCH) ({,C7 ) Y (77 (uth - ch)) ($7 .)>H/3
reZd
= 2 (@) ((VUg, = VHq) (2,) -V (U, = Hgy) (2,9)),,,
reZd
+ Z (qul V,qu) (Z‘ ) Vn(ﬂf) (u(h Hfh) (x ))#ﬁ
reZd

Dividing the identity (4.33) by the volume factor R? and using the properties of the function 7 stated in (4.26),
we obtain

(434) R Y (Vy (2,) ~ VHe) (0¥ (g Uy, =) (@,)),,, 2 el (W, VHe) Pagar o

xeZd

- E HVUq1 - VHg, ”Lz(AR»HB) Huq1 -Ha HE(ARJW) :
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We then use the inequality (4.6) and the estimate (4.29) and the quantitative sublinearity of the corrector to
deduce that

1 1 C C C
(4-35) E ”vum - VHm H£2(Amuﬁ) Huq1 - <Z1 HL2(AR uﬁ) R Rd c Rd,pr,hs < R2d+vs
We then combine the inequalities (4.34) and (4.35) to deduce that
(4.36)
R_d Zz:d“vulh (Z‘,) _Vch)(m?') 'V(ﬁ (uth —V’qu))(l‘,'))uﬁ R2d+7 CH’I(VUql V7-[<11)HL2(AR ng) "

The two remaining terms in the right side of the estimate (4.31) (involving the iteration of the Laplacian and
the sum over the charges) are estimated following the ideas developed in in Section 3.3 (see (3.70) and (3.71))
or in the proof of the Caccioppoli inequality (Proposition 1.1 of Chapter 5). We skip the details and write the
result: we obtain

(4.37)
— O 1 C
R dq;g (Vg Uy, = VHg,) -agVq (n(Ug, - Vqul)))M R(qu %) = > -Ce VP HTI(VUql VH!M)HL2(AR,H/3)
and
n n C 1
(4.38) o ;zezzzd /Bn ( +1 1_7_l511)(x7')'V ! (n(uth_HQ1))(‘r»'))uﬁ+R(Tq+"/5)ZO

We then combine the estimates (4.32), (4.36), (4.37) and (4.38) with the identity (4.31), choose the inverse
temperature 3 large enough so that the right side of (4.37) can be absorbed by the right side of (4.34) and
use that the cutoff function 7 is equal to 1 in the annulus AL. We obtain

Cq
(4.39) 9040~ TV < gt 2,00 Qo =) €@ =M, + s
We then combine the inequality (4.39) with the estimate (4.30) to complete the proof of (4.25). Step 2 is
complete.

Step 3. The conclusion. In this step, we prove the L?-estimate

C
(4.40) Z (eij + VXij) VG, - Rdizlms'
iJ L2(AR,p13)
In view of the estimate (4.25) proved in Step 2, it is sufficient to prove the inequality
C
(4.41) =2 (eij + Vxi3) VGay 5 < Rd—jim.
bJ L2(ARr,up)

The proof of (4.41) relies on the regularity estimate on the function G, stated in Proposition 4.1, the
quantitative sublinearity of the corrector stated in Proposition 4.3 of Chapter 6 and the quantitative estimate
for the difference of the finite and infinite-volume gradient of the corrector stated in Proposition 4.4 of Chapter 6.
The argument is identical (and even simpler since we do not have to take into account the parameter ¢) to the
argument given in Section 3.4 so we skip the details. The proof of Step 3, and thus of Theorem 4, is complete.






CHAPTER 8

Proof of the estimates in Chapter 4

In this chapter, we present the proofs of the technical lemmas which are used in Chapter 4 to prove
Theorem 1. Most of the heuristic of the arguments are presented in this chapter and we refer to it for an
overview of the results. As it may be useful to the reader, we record below the tools established in this article
which are used in this chapter:

e In Sections 1, 2 and 3, we study the correlation of random variables; this is achieved by using the
Helffer-Sjostrand representation formula. We need to use the properties of the Green’s function
associated to the Helffer-Sjostrand operator stated in Proposition 4.7 of Chapter 3;

e In Section 3, we need to study the correlation between a solution of a Helffer-Sjéstrand equation and
the random variables X, and Yj. To this end, we appeal Helffer-Sjostrand representation formula
and the differentiated Helffer-Sjostrand equation as well as to the properties of the Green’s function
associated to this operator stated in Proposition 4.2 of Chapter 5;

e Sections 4 and 5 are devoted to the proofs of some properties of the discrete Green’s function on the
lattice Z%; they can be read independently of the rest of the article.

1. Removing the terms Xgi,cos, Xcoscos and Xginsin

We recall the definitions of the values Zz(o) and Z3(0) introduced in (1.9) of Chapter 3, the definitions
of the random variables Yy, X, Xsincos, Xcoscoss Xsinsin introduced in (1.4) of Chapter 4 and the identity

Zp(o) _
Z3(0)

(11) (}/E)XszincosXcoscosXsinsin>

Hp*

Given a charge ¢ € @, we recall the conventional notation C; to mean the the constant C' depends on the
variables d, 5 and ¢ and that the dependence in the g variable is at most algebraic, i.e., there exists an exponent
k =k (d) and a constant C := C'(d, 8) such that C, < C HqH]I We also recall the notation, for each point y € Z,
Q,:={qeQ: yesuppny}.

LEMMA 1.1. There exist constants c¢:= c(d, ) and C = C(d,3) < oo such that

(1.2)

Zﬁ(O’) _ C<Y0Xw>uﬁ C
Zo(oy - 0 Xehus * T 1O ( |x|d-1)

As a consequence, the following statements are equivalent

Zg(0) Co c
(1.3)  Ive(0,00), Jeg,c2 € R, Z5(0) =c + R +0 P

C2 C
<= Jy€(0,00), Jc1,00 € R, <Y0X9”)MB =1+ B + O(|Q;|d2+7)'

REMARK 1.2. The values of the constants c1, ¢z in the two sides of the equivalence (1.3) are not necessarily
equal; they are related through the constant ¢ which appears in (1.2). We use the same notation because we
are not interested in their specific values but only in their existence.
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PROOF. As is explained in Section 2 of Chapter 4, the proof of estimate (1.2) is based on the proof of the
following estimates

C
HXsincos - 1HL°° < Wa
C
HXcoscos - IHLm < Wa
(1.4) o

V&I‘Hﬂ Xsinsin < |.’L'|2d_27

c C
E[Xsinsin] = ]_ + W +O (|x|d_1) .

We first prove that (1.4) implies (1.2). From the identity (1.1) and a direct computation involving the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain the estimate

<Xsinsin>uﬁ < ‘|%Xm ”L2(Mﬁ) (Varuﬁ Xsinsin) 2
+ <Y0Xstinsin) (HXsincos - 1”Lw + HXcoscos - 1”1,00) .

‘(YOXstincosXcoscosXsinsin) <Y0Xw)

mg ws
g

Using the Brascamp-Lieb inequality to estimate the L* (pp)-norm of the random variables Y5 X, and the
estimates on the random variable X, sin stated in (1.4), we write

(1.5) 1Yo Xl r2g,) < 1Yol Laguyy [Xellpagu,) <€

1
<Y0XrXsinsin>uﬁ < HYOXz HLZ(#B) HXsinsinHLZ(#B) < C HYOXm HL2(#ﬁ) (E [Xsinsin] +var?2 Xsinsin) < C.

We combine these inequalities with the estimates (1.4) to deduce the the estimate

c C C
(YOXstincosXcoscosXsinsin)uﬁ - <YE)XI>M/3 (1 + |1‘|d72 +0 ( |£C|d71 ))‘ < |1‘|d71 .

The expansion (1.2) is then a direct consequence of the identity (1.1), the estimate (1.4) and the upper
bound (1.5).

It remains to prove the estimates stated in (1.4); we first focus on the first two inequalities involving the
random variables X, cos and Xcoscos- 1The proof relies on the following ingredients:

e For each point y € Z¢ and each charge ¢ € Q,, we have the estimate

C
VG, ng) <||[VG| ooy n < su — |In < su —n
( ’ q) H ”L (suppnq) H qHLl zesuPII:))nq |Z|d_1 H 'JHLl |Z|Sdia11)nnq |y+ Z|d_1 H QHLl

. d-1

P C (diamng)

S MT Il 2
C‘I

lyl+=’

where we used in the second inequality that, for each charge ¢ in the set Q,, the support of n, is
included in the ball B(y,diamn,). A similar computation shows the estimate

<

Cy

(VGzyny) < W;

e The standard estimates, for each real number a € R, |sina| <|a|, |cosa - 1| < %|a|2 and the estimate,
for each charge g € Q, |2(8,q)| < e~eVBlal,
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We obtain the inequality

) ' e~eVBlal, c, 1
(1.6) qé 2(8,q) sin 2w (@, q) sin 2w (VGy,ny) (cos2m(VG, ng) — 1) < C’yezzjd quQ:y 2L [
1 1
< Cyezzzd ly — 2[d-1 [y]242
< C
= ]t

where we used the exponential decay of the term e=eVBlali o absorb the algebraic growth of the constant Cj,.
With a similar strategy, we obtain the two inequalities

> 2(B,q) sin 27 (¢, q) sin 2w (VG, ng) (cos2m(VGy,q) - 1)| < |x|Cd’1,

(1.7) aQ
5 2(8,0)sin2m(0,) & (€05(VGia,0) ~ 1) (cos(V G q) - 1)‘ < prr

qeQ

We then combine the estimates (1.6) and (1.7) and use that the exponential function is Lipschitz on any
compact subset of R to obtain, for each realization of the field ¢ € €,

C C
|Xsincos(¢) - 1| < W and |Xcoscos(¢) - 1| < |1‘|d_1 :

This result implies the L™ (pug)-estimates stated in (1.4).

There remains to prove the estimates corresponding to the variance and the expectation of the random
variable Xgpgin in (1.4). We first note that a computation similar to the one performed in (1.6) gives the
following L* (us)-estimate: for each realization of the field ¢ € Q,

1 1 C

1.8 < .
(18) RN

Z 2(B,q) cos2m(¢, q) sin(VG, ng) sin2n(VG,,ng)| < C Z

qeQ yeZd

By the estimate (1.8) and the Taylor expansion of the exponential, we obtain the bound

Xeinsin— 1= Y., 2(B,q) cos2m(¢,q) sin2m(VG,ng) sin 2m(VGy, ng)
qeQ

2
<C ( > 2(8,q) cos 27 (6, q) sin27r(VG,nq)sin27r(VGm,nq))
qeQ

C

S —577-
|2[2d-4

Since the dimension d is assumed to be larger than 3, we have the inequality 2d — 4 > d — 1. We deduce that to
prove the estimates pertaining to the random variable Xy, in (1.4), it is sufficient to prove the inequalities

C

(1.9) var[z 2(8.9) cos 2n () sin 2 (VG ny) sin 2 (VGa, ng) | < gy

qeQ

and the expansion

(1.10) E l > 2(8,q) cos 2 (o, q) sin 2w (VG, ng) sin 2w (V Gy, ng)
qeQ

c C
" +O(|x|d_1)-

The estimate (1.9) involving the variance can be estimated by the Helffer-Sjostrand representation formula
and the bounds on the Green’s matrix G stated in Proposition 4.7 of Chapter 3. We first note that, for each
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point y € Z4,

(1.11) 9, ( > 2(8,q) cos2m(¢, q) sin 27 (VG, ng) sin 27T(VGx7nq))
qeQ

== ) 2mz(B,q) sin 2m(¢, q) sin 27 (VG, q) sin 27 (V G, 0)q(y)-
qeQ
From the identity (1.11), we deduce that to compute the variance (1.9), one needs to solve the Helffer-Sjostrand
equation

LW(y,¢) == > 2(8,q) sin2m(¢, q) sin 27 (V G, q) sin 2m(VGa, q)q(y)-
qeQ

Using the notation G for the Green’s function associated to the Helffer-Sjostrand operator £ introduced in
Section 3.3 of Chapter 3, we have the identity

(112) W(y7¢) =~ Z Z(B7Q) SiDQTF(VG, nq)Sin27T(Vsznq) Z d:gSiHQﬂ(¢,q) (yaéyz) nq(z)
qeQ zZ€Suppng
Taking the exterior derivative of the identity (1.12) shows the equality
d*W(yv(b) == z 2(67(]) Sin?ﬂ'(VG, nq)SiHQﬂ-(va7nq) Z dZd:gSiHQﬂ(¢,q) (y,¢,2’) ’Ilq(Z)
qeQ ZESUPP Ng
Using the estimate on the Green’s function proved in Proposition 4.7 of Chapter 3, and the fact that the
codifferential d* is a linear functional of the gradient, we deduce the estimate, for each pair of points y, z € Z¢,

* * C
(113) ”dydzgsin27r(¢,q) (ya ¢; Z)HL“’(,uﬁ) < W

Using the estimate (1.13) and a computation similar to the one performed in (1.6), we obtain the inequality,
for each point y € Z,

e-eVBlal, ¢, 1

(1.14) AW, ) ey € 20 20

szt geo. [z — 2l y — 2|

SZ C 1

sz 12|z x| fy - 2fde

Using the definition of the map W, we apply the Helffer-Sjostrand representation formula and deduce that

var | 3" 2(8,q) cos2m(¢,q) sin 27 (VG, ng) sin 21 (VGy, ng)
qeQ

<4r? Z (( Z z(B,q) sin 2w (¢, q) sin 2w (VG, ng) sin27T(VGw,q)nq(y)) d*W(y,q§)>
yeZd \ \qeQ s

Using the estimates (1.14) and a computation similar to the one performed in (1.6), we deduce that

(1.15) var l > 2(B,q) cos2m (¢, q) sin 2w (VG, ng) sin 27 (VGy, ng)
qeQ

76\/5“‘1”10
€ *
y|di1 ”d W(yv ) HL‘”(Mg)

<2

yeZd qeQ,y |y|d_1 |.T -

1 1 1
<C « y
Z Dy P L PR e L
C

where we used Proposition 0.3 of Appendix C in the last line. There only remains to prove the identity (1.10).
To this end, we use the ideas presented in Section 5.2 of Chapter 4. We first define an equivalence relation on
the set Q: one says that two charges ¢ and ¢’ are equivalent, and denote it by g ~ ¢’, if they are equal up to a
translation, i.e.,

q~q <= JyeZ’suchthat q(-+y)=¢.



1. REMOVING THE TERMS Xgincos, Xcoscos AND Xgingin 149

We denote this quotient space by Q/Z% and for each charge q € Q, we denote by [¢] its equivalence class. For
each equivalence class [¢] € Q/Z¢, we select a charge ¢ € Q such that 0 belongs to the support of n, (if there is
more than one candidate, we break ties by using an arbitrary criterion). We note that, for each charge q € Q,
by the definition of the charge n, and the coefficient z (3, ¢), we have the identities, for each point z € ze,

(1.16) 2(8,9)=2(B,q(-=2)) and  ng_zy =ng(--2).

Additionally, we can decompose the sum over the charges ¢ € Q along the equivalence classes, i.e., we can write,
for any non-negative or summable (with respect to the counting measure on the set Q) function F': @ - R

(1.17) SF@= Y Y Fla(-2).
qeQ [qleQ/Z4 zeZ?
We can thus decompose the sum
Z z(B,q) cos2m(p, q) sin2m(VG, ng) sin 2m(VGy, ng)
qeQ

= > 2(B,9) Y cos2m(¢,q(y+-))sin2m(VG,ng(y +-))sin2m(VGy,ng(y +-)).
[qleQ/z yezd

Taking the expectation, using the translation invariance of the measure pg and using the identities (VG, ng(y +
)) = (VG(-—y),ng) and (VGy,ng(y +-)) = (VG(- —y),ng), we deduce that

(1.18) E| > 2(8,q) cos2m (¢, q) sin 2w (VG, ng) sin 2w (VGy, ng)
qeQ

= Z z(ﬂ,q)E[cosQﬂ'(d),q)]Zsin27r(VG('—y),nq)siHZW(VGx('—y),nq).
[q]eQ/zd yezd

Fix an equivalence class [¢] € Q/Z% and define the value (n,) := ¥ ,cza ng(2) € R? (which only depends on the
equivalence class of the charge g). We prove the expansion

(1.19) > sin2a(VG(- - y),ng) sin2a (VG4 (- - y),ng) = 47 > VG(y) - (ng) x VG4(y) - (ng) + O (Cq) ]

yeZd yeZa |$|d_1

With the same arguments as the ones presented in (5.21) of Chapter 4, we write the inequalities

C C
[(VG(- = y),nq) = VG(y) - (ng)] < ﬁ and [(VGz (-~ y),nq) = VGa(y) - (ng)] < " +';|d-
Combining this result with the estimate, for each real number a € R, |[sina — a| < %7 we obtain the estimate

[sin 27 (VG (- = y), ng) sin 21(VG (- - y),mg) - 47°VG(y) - (ng) x VG (y + ) - (ng)|
< % + Yy .
e =yl lyl e -yl
Summing over the points y € Z? completes the proof of the identity (1.19). It remains to prove that the

expansion (1.19) implies the estimate (1.10). To this end, we first note that, if we denote by (ng),,...,(ng),
the d-coordinates of the vector (n,), then we have the equality

d
> VG(y) - (ng) x VGa(y) - (ng) = 3. (ng), (ng); 3 ViG(Y)V;Galy).

yezd i,j=1 yeZd

We sum over all the equivalence class [¢] € Q/Z¢ and use the exponential decay of the term z (3, ¢q) to absorb
the (at most) algebraic growth of the various terms involving the charge g. We obtain

(1.20) > 2(8,q)E[cos2m(¢,q)] Y sin2n(VG(- - y),ng) sin 21 (VG4 (- — y),nq)
[qleQ/z yezd

d
= Z Cij Y. ViG(y)Vsz(y)’LO(mcdv_l)a

1,5=1 yeZd
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where the constants are defined by the formulas

Cij = 4m® Z Z(ﬂ;Q)E [COS 27T(¢7Q)] (nq)1 (nq)j .
[qleQ/z?

By combining the estimates (1.18) and (1.20), we have obtained the expansion

d
(1.21) E| Y 2(8,q) cos 27 (o, q) sin 2w (VG, ng) sin 2w (VGy,ng) | = >, cij D, ViG(y)Vij(y)+O(|x|€_l).

qeQ i,j=1  yezd

The expansion (1.21) is not exactly (1.10). To complete the argument, we appeal to the symmetry in-
variance of the dual Villain model following the argument presented in Section 5.1 of Chapter 4 and
the results proved in Section 4 of this chapter. We let H be the group of lattice-preserving maps in-
troduced in Chapter 2. Since the measure pg is invariant under the elements of the group H, the map
z~E [qug 2(B,q) cos2m(¢, q) sin 2w (VG, ng) sin2n(VG,, nq)] satisfies the same invariance property. We can
thus apply Proposition 4.4 of Section 4 (whose proof is independent of the rest of the arguments developed in
the article) to complete the proof of (1.10).

|

2. Removing the contributions of the cosines

The goal of this section is to prove Lemma 2.1 of Chapter 4, which is restated below. We recall the
definitions of the charges ), and ng, stated in (3.5) and (3.8) of Chapter 4: for each pair (y,$) € Z% x Q,

(2.1) Q:(y, ) = ZQQﬂ'z(B,q) cos 2m(, q) sin 2w (VGy,ng)q(y)
qe

and

(2.2) ng, (y,¢) = % 212(B, q) cos 2w (¢, q) sin 2 (VG, ng)ng(y).
qe

The statement of Lemma 2.1 is recalled below.
LEMMA 2.1 (Removing the contributions of the cosines). One has the identity
C
(23) cov [Xo Yol = 3 (XeQu( V(5. )),, + O (||d)
yeZd
where V : 24 x Q - R() is the solution of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation, for each (y,$) € Z¢ x Q,
(2.4) LY(y,¢) = Qo(y)Yo(o).

PROOF. We start from the Helffer-Sjostrand representation formula stated in (3.3) of Chapter 4 and
recalled below

(2.5) cov [XMYI)] = Z ((ame)y(y,))

kg’
yeZd

where YV : Z9 x Q - R(2) is the solution of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation, for each (y, ¢) € Z¢ x €,

(2.6) LY(y,¢) = 9,Yo(¢)-

Using the definition of the random variables Yy and X, stated in (1.4) of Chapter 4, we have the identities, for
each y € Z%,

@7 9Y0)=- (Qo(y, 0+ 327 2 (30)5n2m(6.0) (c0s2r(TG,mg) - 1) q(y)) o(6)
and

(28)  0,X.(6)=- (@x@, O+ 3 5272 (8,0)sm2(6.0) (cos (Y Gorng) =) q(y)) X:(6).
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The objective of the proof is to remove the terms involving the cosine in the right side of the identities (2.7)
and (2.8). The proof requires to use the following estimates established in (3.9) and (3.11) of Chapter 4: for
each point y € Z,

C
(2.9) 1nQu (4 M poe ) < Ty —ali L
and
1 . C
(2.10) q;g 5% (B,a)sin2m(9, q) (cos 2m(VGa,ng) — 1) ng(y)| < P
The same arguments give the estimates
C
(2.11) InQ0 (45 ) o (1 < =S
and
C
(2.12) q% 37 (B,q)sin27(¢,q) (cos2m(VGo,ng) — 1) ng(y)| < TS

We split the argument into three steps:

e In Step 1, we prove that the solution of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation ) satisfies the upper bound,
for each y € Z4,

C

(2.13) [d"Y (s I L2y < EES
e In Step 2, we prove that the covariance between the random variables X, and Yj satisfies the
expansion
C
(2.14) cov [ Xy, Yo] = Zz:d (X2Qa(y,)Y(y:)),, +O e )’
YE

e In Step 3, we use the symmetry of the Helffer-Sjostrand operator £ to complete the proof of
Lemma 2.1.

Step 1. We first express the function ) in terms of the Green function associated to the Helffer-Sjostrand
operator £. From the equation (3.4) of Chapter 4, we deduce the formula, for each (y,$) € Z¢ x Q,

(215) y(yvd)) = Z Z 271—2(6)(]) sin 27T(VG7nq)dyjlgcos%r(‘,q)Yo (y7¢,y1)nq(y1)

y1€Z4 geQ
+ % (cos2m(VG,ng) = 1) ng(y1)dy, Geinon(.q)vo (s 5 y1)ng(y1) |-
From the identity (2.15), we deduce the following formula for the function d*)
d*V(y,¢) =21 Y. > 2(B,q)sin2n(VG,ng)dydy Geos2n(.q)vo (U5 @3 y1) ng(y1)

yy€Zd qeQ
1
+27 Z Z *(COSQT&'(VG,nq) 1)dy Y1 sm27r(-,q)Yo(y7(b;yl)nq(yl)'
y1€Z4 qeQ 2

Using the estimate on the Green’s function proved in Proposition 4.7 of Chapter 3, that the random variable
Yo belongs to the space L? (yg) and that the codifferential d* is a linear functional of the gradient, we obtain
the estimate, for each pair of points y,y; € Z%,

Cllcos2m (¢,4) Yol 2,y . C Yol 2(uy) . ¢
(ng) = ly - y1]9-< T ly-wlte Ty -yl

de Y1 Geos2m () Yo (U, &5 yl)HLz

and, with the same argument,

c

de Y1 gstﬂ'( +q)Yo (y ¢7 yl)HLz(MB) < m
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We then combine the two previous inequalities with the estimates (2.11) and (2.12). We obtain the inequality
C

”d*y(?%(b) ”L2(NB) < Z | |d 1 | y ylgcos27r(-,q)Y0 (ya ¢;y1)”L2(M>
y1€Z
C
+ zd |y [24-2 y 1 Fsin 2w (L) o (y"b?yl)HLz(w)
Y1€L
< Z C . C
S giza Ty =yl Jy - PRy - yalte
C
< —_—
yle%d [y|d-1-

The proof of Step 1 is complete.
Step 2. By the Helffer-Sjostrand formula (2.5), we have the identity
cov [Xm7YO] = Z ((asz) Y(y, ))M;

yeZa
(2.16) = 2 Qe Xad(y,)),, - %277 %Z(ﬁm sin2m (¢, q) (cos 2m(VGy, ng) = 1) 1 (y) X2 d*V(y, -)
yezZad qe

I
The objective of this step is to prove that the term involving the cosine in the right side of (2.16) is of lower
order; specifically we prove the inequality, for each y € Z9,

< C
= yla-te

;}éﬂﬂ@)@%2ﬂmanﬂ—1ﬁwwﬂﬁn%@#@Xﬂfy@f»M

The proof of the previous estimate relies on the three ingredients: the estimate (2.10), the L? (y5)-estimate
| Xzl 12(,,) < C and the estimate (2.13) proved in Step 1. We obtain

LS 2 (8,0) (c0s27(V Gy my) - 1)y (9) {5 27(6,0) Xod "V (3, ),

2 qeQ
1
<3 2|2 (8.0) (c0s2n(VGarng) =) g Isin 2 (8,0 Ko ) 14"V 020
C 1

< . .
S ly=aPT?

Summing the inequality over all the points y € Z¢ then shows

* 1
Z 2 (Z (B,q)sin 27 (o, q) (cos 2m(VGa,ng) = 1) ng(y) Xad y(y7)> <C Z $|2d 2 |y|d-1-¢
yeZd qeQ s yeZad y Yy
_C
- ‘x|d—1—€.

The proof of Step 2 is complete.

Step 3. The conclusion. We use the main result (2.14) of Step 2 and the symmetry of the Helffer-Sjostrand
operator to complete the proof of Lemma 2.1. By the expansion (2.14), we see that to prove (2.3), it is
sufficient to prove the estimate

C
(2.17) > (Qu(y. )XoV (y.),, = 20 (Qu(y, ) XaV(y, ), +O(|m|d_1_g)'
yeZa yeZd
Since the Helffer-Sjostrand operator £ is symmetric, we can write
(218) Z <Q1(y7)Xzy(ya))uﬁ = Z (Xz (yy) abe>Mﬁ
yeZd yeZd

where the mapping &, : Z¢ x Q — R() is the solution of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation,
(2.19) LX, = Q. X, in Z%x Q.
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The objective of this step is to prove the following expansion
C
(2.20) ¥ X )00, = T (A 0) Q{3 9%),, +0 (W)
ye ye

The proof is similar to the one written is Steps 1 and 2. With the same arguments as the ones developed in
Step 1, one obtains the following upper bound for the function d*X: for each y € Z%,

C

(2.21) 14" X (M 22 < PR

Using the same arguments as the ones developed in Step 2, we obtain the inequality

(2.22)

53 2 (80) (cos(V G ng) ~ 1) gy, 6) {0 a0 sin 2 (6, )o@, [ <€ ¥ — L. L
yeZd qeQ yeZd|y 1r| |y|
P
- |:L-|d—1—5.

Combining the inequalities (2.21) and (2.22) with the formula (2.7) implies the expansion (2.20). We then use
the symmetry of the Helffer-Sjéstrand operator a second time to obtain the identity

(223) Z (XT (yv) Qo(yr')YO>uB = Z (Qx(yv)XﬂcV (y,')>“3,

yezZd yezZd

where the function V is defined as the solution of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation (2.4). Combining the
identities (2.23), (2.20) and (2.18), we obtain the expansion (2.17). This completes the proof of Step 3 and of
Lemma 2.1. O

3. Decoupling the exponentials

The objective of this section is to remove the exponential terms X, and Y from the computation. We
prove the decorrelation estimate stated in Lemma 3.1 below. The argument makes use of the bounds on the
Green’s function G obtained in Proposition 4.7 of Chapter 3 and on the Green’s function Gqer ¢ associated to
the differentiated Helffer-Sjostrand operator proved in Proposition 4.2 of Chapter 5. Before stating the lemma,
we record two estimates which are used in its proof:

e We recall the definition of the random variable X, : Z% x Q — R() defined as the solution of the
Helffer-Sjostrand equation, for each (z,¢) € Z% x Q, LX,(z,¢) = 8. X, in (2.19) of Section 2; by the
inequality (2.21), it satisfies the L? (ug)-estimate

C

(3.1) 14" X (2, ) L2y < o afie
For later purposes, we note that the same arguments lead to the estimate
C
(3.2) | X2 (2, ) L2y < m;

e The function V defined in the statement of Lemma 2.1; by the estimate (4.8) of Chapter 4, it satisfies
the estimate

C

HLZ(ua) < |d-1-¢"

(3.3) 1d*V(z,")
LEMMA 3.1 (Decoupling the exponential terms). One has the following estimate

(3.4) cov [Xa, Yol = (Yoh,, (Xo),, ¥ (Qu()U(y: )., +O(|C),

d-1+¢
yeZd ‘T|

where the function U : 79 x Q — R() is the solution of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation
(3.5) LU= Qg in Z x Q.
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PRrROOF. We recall the notations and results introduced in Remarks 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3 of Chapter 4 which
will be used in the proof. We start from the result of Lemma 2.1 which reads

C

cov [ X Vol = 3 (X, Qe V(). O(||d)
yeZa

where V is the solution of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation, for each (y,$) € Z% x Q,

(3.6) LY(y,9) = Qo(y, $)Yo(9).

We split the argument into two steps:

e In Step 1, we prove the decorrelation estimate

c
(37) % (a0 Ny, = (Ko, 3 0@V, O s )
yeZa yeZa €z
Note that since the measure ug is invariant under translations, the value (X,) s does not depend on
the point z.
e In Step 2, we prove the expansion
C
(3.8) > Qa5 = (Yo, 3 (Quly, MUy, ), +O (d)
yeZd yeZd |.1‘|

The expansion (3.4) is a consequence of (3.7) and (3.8)

Step 1. The expansion (3.7) can be rewritten in terms of the covariance between the random variables X,
and Q. (y)V(y,-); it is equivalent to the expansion

(3.9) Y. cov[Xe, Qu(y, )V(y,)]= O (Wcl)

yeZd
To prove the expansion (3.9), we apply the Helffer-Sjostrand representation formula which reads, for each
point y € Z¢,
(310) cov [Xah Qﬂf(ya )V(y, )] = Z (Xr(z7 )az (Qz(y7 )V(yv ))>l’*B .
z€Z%

Summing over the points y € Z¢ and performing an integration by parts in the variable y, we deduce that

Z cov [Xacv Qw(ya )V(y7 )] = Z <Xz(za )8z (Qw(ya )V(y7 ')))uﬁ

yeZd y,z€Z%

= 2 (Xa(2,)0: (nq, (y.)dV(y. ), -

y,z€Z%

We split the proof into two substeps:

e In Substep 1.1, we compute the value of 9, (ng, (y,-)d*V(y,-)). We prove the identity (3.46) and
the inequalities (3.47);
e In Substep 1.2, we deduce the estimate (3.7) from Substep 1.1.

Substep 1.1. We first expand the derivative
(3.11) 9. (nq, (y,)d"V(y,)) = (0:nq, (y,)) A"V (y.") + nq, (y,)0:d"V(y,") .

(3.11)=(3) (3.11)=(ii)
The term (3.11)-(i) can be computed explicitly from the definition of the charge ng, and the identity ¢ = dn,.
We obtain

(3.12)

(0:nq, (y,9)) d"V(y, ¢) = ( > 4r*2(8,q) (sin 2w (¢, q) sin 27 (VGa,ng)) ng(y) ® q(z)) d*V(y,¢)
=d

qeQ

. (( Z 4722(83,q) (sin 27 (¢, q) sin 2n(VGy,ng))ng(y) ® nq(z)) d*V(y, qﬁ)) )

qeQ
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We then estimate the term in the right side of (3.12). To this end, we note that the sum over the charges ¢ € Q
can be restricted to the set of charges Q, .. Using the inequality ¥ o, . e=eVBlaly < ¢=eVBly=2| established
in (2.7) of Chapter 2.

We use the inequality on the sine of the gradient of the Green’s function: for each charge g € Q@ such that
the point y belongs to the support of ng,

sin 27 (V Gy, ng)| < 27 (VGg,ng)| < |3:—qu|d‘1'
We deduce that
(3.13) > 2(B,q) sin 27 (o, q) sin 2w (VGy, ng)ng(y) ® ng(2)| < > e=eVBlal, %
qeQ q€Qu y |y - 37|
C gt e=ev/Blals
h qeg:w ly — 2]+t
Ce—VBlal,y
- q€Qz .y |y — |4t
Ce=cVBly-2
Tyttt

where we have reduced the value of the constant ¢ in the third inequality to absorb the algebraic growth of the

term HqH]lC into the exponential term e=¢VAl4l Combining the estimate (3.13) with the inequality (3.3) on the
codifferential of the function V, we obtain, for each pair of points z,y € Z%,

We now treat the term (3.11)-(ii). To estimate the L? (us)-norm of the map 9,d*V(y, ¢), we start from the
definition of the map V as the solution of the Helffer-Sjostrand equation (3.6) and apply the derivative 9, to
both sides of the identity (3.6). Following the arguments developed at the beginning of Section 4 of Chapter 5,
we obtain that the map Vier : (y,2,¢) = 9.V(y,¢) is the solution of the differentiated Helffer-Sjostrand
equation

Ce=cVPly-|

< d-1 d-1 :
) ly — x|d=1 x [y|d-1-¢

( > 2(B,q) (sin2w (-, q) sin 2w (VGy,nq)) ng(y) ® nq(z)) d*V(y,-)

qeQ

L2(pg

(3.14)  LaerVaer(y, 2, ¢) = ( 294792(5, q) (sin27(¢,q) sin27(VG,ng)) q(y) ® q(Z)) Yo

+ %%z (B,q)sin2m (¢,q) (d"V,nq) q(y) ® q(2)

- Qu(y. 8 ® (Qo(mﬁ) + 52w Y 2 (8,0)sin2n(6,0) (cos(VG,n,) - 1) q(z)) .

qeQ

We decompose the function Vg into three functions, Vier,1, Vder,2 and Vger,3 according to the three terms in
the right side of (3.14), i.e.,

‘Cdervder,l(?% 2, ¢) = ( Z 2(57 q) sin 271'((]5, q) sin 27T(VG7 nq)Q(y) ® q(Z)) YO7
qeQ

(315) »Cdcrvdcr,Z(ya Z, ¢) = Z z (63 Q) sin 27 (d)v Q) (d*vv nq) Q(y) ® q(Z),
qeQ

Edervder,i’;(y? z, ¢) = _Qo(y7 QS) ® (QO('Z7 (b) + % % z (57 Q) sin 271'(@57 Q) (COS(VG7 nq) - 1) q(Z)) YO'
qe

We then estimate the three terms Vier,1, Vder,2 and Vier,3 separately.

Estimate for the term Vger,1. We first express the function Vyer,1 in terms of the Green’s matrix Gger
associated to the differentiated Helffer-Sjostrand operator Lqe;. We obtain, for each pair of points y, z € Z¢
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and each field ¢ € 2,
(316) Vder,l(yvzv(b) = Z Z(B?q) Z gdcr,sinZﬂ(-,q)Yg (yvzv(b; y17z1)Sin27T(VGanq)Q(yl) ®Q(21)

qeQ y1,21€Z%
= Z Z(ﬁaq) Z dzld;gder,sin%r(-,q)l’o (yaZa¢;y1aZl)SiDQﬂ-(vanq)nq(yl) ®7’lq(2’1).
qeQ y1,21€Z%

Taking the codifferential d* with respect to the variable y on both sides of the identity (3.16), we obtain the
formula

d;Vdenl(y,Z,d)) = Z Z(ﬂv‘]) Z dzdzld;gder,sin27r(-,q)Y0 (y,z,gb; thl)SiHZﬂ'(VG, nq)nq(yl) ®”q(zl)~

qeQ Y1 ,21€Z%

We then use the bound on the triple derivative of the Green’s matrix Gge, stated in Proposition 4.2 of Chapter 5,
the fact that the random variable Y; belongs to the space L? (15) and the pointwise estimate (3.13). We
obtain

1 e—c\/ﬁlyl—zﬂ
ly — g1 [23+172 + [z — 2y 2dr1-e |y [d-T
1 1

yieza Y - Y1 P8 4 [z — g [2AHE [y 41

(317) “d;Vder,l(:%zv')||L2(Mﬁ) SC Z

y1,21€Z%

<C

The term in the right side of the inequality (3.17) can be estimated as it was done in (4.17) of Chapter 7; we
note that we have the inequality, for each triplet (x,y, 2) € Z¢ x Z4 x 7.4,

2d+l-¢
2) 2
2d+1-¢

)

where the notation distzza ((y,2), (y1,¥1)) is used to denote the euclidean distance in the lattice Z2? between
the points (y,z) and (y1,y1), the second inequality is then obtained by computing the orthogonal projection of
the point (y, z) € Z*? on the diagonal {(yl,yl) €7y € Zd} and the third inequality is obtained by reducing
the value of the constant c¢. The right side of the inequality (3.17) can be estimated by Proposition 0.3 of
Appendix C and we obtain

1 1 1 1
(3.18) < 8
yleZZd |y _ y1|2d+175 + |Z _ y1|2d+175 |y1|d71 iz |y1|d71 |y _ Z|2d+1*€ i |¥ —
C
< d-1-¢"
ly = 2|*** max |y, |2])

y—z
2

2
y+z
+‘ !

2d+1-¢
(ly = 2P + [z =y P717) > edistgea (9, 2), (y1,91)) ZC( 2

_ +
ZC(|y—Z|2d+1 a+‘y2z_z

|2d+1—€

Plugging the estimate (3.18) into the inequality (3.17), we deduce that
C

ly = 2" max (|y, [2[)

”dzvder,l(yvza¢)”L2(“B) < d—1-¢°

Multiplying the term by the value ng, (y) and applying the pointwise bound (2.9) shows
C

z -yl x|z —y| T xmax (y], [2])

”an (y7 ')d;Vder,l (y, 2 .)”LZ(UB) < | d—1-¢°

This inequality completes the estimate of the term Vger 1.

Estimate for the term Vger,2. We first express the function Ve, o in terms of the Green function Gge,. We
obtain, for each (z,y,¢) € Z¢ x Z4 x Q,

Vder,2 (yvza¢) == Z Z 2z (ﬁaQ) d;Idzlgder,sin27r(-,q)(d*V,nq) (y,z,¢;y1,zl)nq(y1) ®nq(z1).

y1,21€Z% qeQ

Taking the codifferential in the variable y on both sides of the identity (3.16), we obtain the formula
d;Vder,Q(yvzy¢) == Z Z 2z (ﬁyq) d;dzldzlgder,sian(-,q)(d*V,nq) (yaza¢;y1azl)nq(y1) ®nq(21).

yl,zlezd qeQ
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Using Proposition 4.2 of Chapter 5 (for the triple derivative of the Green’s function G4e;), we obtain the
inequality
v, nq)HLz(#B)

|y _ y1|2d+1—6 + |Z _ Z1|2d+1—5 !

(319) “d;d;l d; gder,sin 27(-,q)(d*V,ng) (yv Z2y5Y1, 21 ) “LQ(H[%) <

Using the estimate (3.3) on the L? (u5)-norm on the map d*V, we obtain that, for each charge q € Q,,,
C

. q
I(d Vanq)”[ﬁ(uﬁ) < W

Summing the estimate (3.19) over all the charges ¢ € Q and using a computation similar to the one performed
in (3.13), one obtains

—c * 2
Ce \/5”‘1”1 H(d V,nq)Hsz(Mﬂ) HnQ||L°°

|y _ y1|2d+1—s + |Z _ Zl|2d+1—s

(3.20) [d"Vaer2(y:2,) | 120,y < >

Y1,21 ez qEle 121
qu_c\/BH‘ZH 1

[2d+1c 4 |5 =z [2d+1-¢) x [y |d-1-¢

y1,21€24 q€Qy, 2, (ly -
Ce~cVBlyr1-=

(|y _ y1|2d+1—€ + |Z _ 21|2d+1—a) x |y1|d—1—5 '

y1,21€24

Using the exponential decay of the term e‘c\/E‘yl_zll, we can estimate the sum over the variable z; of the right
side of the inequality (3.20). We deduce that

(3.21) 19 Vaer 20, 2y < 2

yq €22

C
(|y _ y1|2d+1—e + |Z _ y1|2d+1—5) x |y1|d—1—5 ’

The right side of (3.21) is almost identical to the right side of (3.17) (the only difference is that there is an
additional factor ¢ in the term |y;|%1%) and can be estimated with the same argument. We obtain

C

[ = y|4717% x |z = y| 4172 xmax [yl |2])

HTLQT (yv')dZVdGLQ (yvz")“Lz(Hﬁ) < d—1-¢°

FEstimate for the term Vqer,3. This estimate is the most involved of the three terms. We prove that there
exists a map Waer,3 : Z4x Z4x Q — R(2)*d which satisfies the identity, for each (y,z,¢) € Z¢ x Z% x Q,
(322) Vder,3(y?za¢) = deder,3(yaZa¢)a
as well as the upper bounds

C

(1p) s |y|d—%—s < |Z|d—%—e

C

< .
(1) = |y[d-1-¢ x |z|d-1-¢

(323) HWder,3(y>Z7')”L2 and ||d;Wder,3(y7’z7.)||L2
To prove the identity (3.22) and the estimates (3.23), we appeal to the parabolic equation, following the
strategy presented in Section 4 of Chapter 5. We recall the notations introduced in this section, and in
particular the Feynman-Kac formula stated in (4.7) and (4.8) of Chapter 5. Applying this formula to the
equation defining the map Vger 3 stated in (3.15). We obtain the identity

(3.24) Vaers(y,2,¢)= Y, [0°°]E¢ [—YO(éf)t)Pfgr(tay»Z;y1721)Q0(y17¢t)®Q0(21,¢t)]

y1,21€Z%

—%277 > ZZ(ﬁ,Q)(COS(VGvnq)—1)AME¢[Sin?ﬂ(ﬂst,Q)%(cﬁt)Pfe’r(ty,2;211721)620(3117@5:&)®Q(21)],

y1,21€Z% q€Q

4
where, given a trajectory (¢;)¢so of the Langevin dynamics, the map Pfér('7 Sosy1,21) 1 (0,00)x ZEx 74 — R()
denotes the solution of the parabolic system of equations,

atpcir ('ﬂ'7'§y1721)+(£¢t +£¢t

spat,z spat,y

(3.25) )Pfc'r('w;yhzl):om (0,00) x 2% x 72,
Py (0,31, 21) = 0y, 20y 0 24 x 2
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To ease the notation in the rest of the argument, we introduce the following definition. Given a pair of charges

2
q1,q2 € Q and a trajectory of the Langevin dynamics (¢),sq, we let qu 2 (5) 1(0,00) x 74 x 74 > R be
the solution of the parabolic system

. o fon d d
{8tPQ17qz (‘Cbpat T ‘C':,pat y) qi,q2 = =0in (O oo) x 78 x 7,
P 0, (0,4,2) = 1 (y) ® g2(2).

commutes, the solution of the equation (3.26) factorizes; one

(3.26)

We note that since the operator ﬁspat o and Efgat y
can write P> (t,y,2) = Py *(t,y)® P, s ?(t,2), where the maps P;: and P;;‘ are the solutions of the parabolic

q1,92
systems
(3.27) {&P¢ + L3 PS = 0in (0,00) x Z7, and {atpd) 4+ L2 P =0 in (0, 00) x Z¢,
ql' (Oa ) =q in Zd7 qu' (O,y,z) =¢q2 in Zd.

We then use this notation and the definition of the random charge Q) stated in (2.1) to rewrite the identity (3.24).
We obtain
(328) Vder,3(y7z7¢) == Z Z(ﬁaQ1)Z(67QQ)Sin27r(vG7nlI1)SinZﬂ-(vGanqg)

q1,92€Q

X ‘/0 E¢ [COSQ’/T(thaql)COSQW(¢t7q2)YO(¢t) q1, qg(t7y72):|dt

1
+ 527T Z z (Bvql) z (67(]2) Sin27T(VG, nfh) (COS QW(VGv nfh) - 1)
q1,92€Q

< [ By [cos2m(6n ) cos2m(6r ) Yo(dr) Py, (19, )] .

We fix a trajectory (¢ )ss0 of the Langevin dynamics, two points y;, 21 € Z4, a pair of charges (g1, ¢2) € Qy, x Q-,
and study the map P(i .- More precisely, in view of the decomposition Pg; @ = P¢ ® P;;, we study the map
Pf‘ for a general charge ¢ € Q and prove the following results:

(i) There exist constants C' := C(d) < oo and C, < Coe“°leli | for some Cp := Cp(d) < oo, such that each

point y € Z? and for each time ¢ € (0, 00),

(3.29) |Pq¢‘(t,y)| <Cy (f);E b (é,y—yl) and |VPf‘(t,y)| <Oy (f)le b (%,y —yl).

We note that here, contrary to the other results presented in the article, the constant Cy, 4, is allowed
to grow exponentially fast in the parameter |g|; this is caused by the exponential decay of the heat
kernel. This growth does not cause problems in the analysis: since the constant Cy depends only
on the dimension d, we can use the estimate z (3, ¢q) < e=VBlali and set the inverse temperature
large enough so that the exponent c\/f is strictly larger than the constant Cy in order to absorb this
term. In particular, from now on and until the estimate (3.45) below, we assume that the constants
are only allowed to depend on the dimension d and keep track of their dependence in the inverse
temperature ;

(ii) We prove that there exists a function Qg" : (0,00) x Z% - R? such that for each time ¢ > 0 and each
point y € Z% one has the identity Pf' (t,y) = dQ? (t,y). Additionally, we prove that the function Q?
satisfies the estimates, for each point y € Z¢ and for each time t > f3,

(3.30) |Q3’-<t,y)|scq(;)acbc(;,y—yl).

To prove the estimate (3.29), we use the results established in Chapter 5. We first express the function Pf‘ in
terms of the heat kernel P (defined in (3.25)). We obtain
Py(ty) = Y dyPi (b)) ng(y),
y'eZd

and consequently

VP (ty)= Y. VydiPo (tysy ) ng(y).
y'eZ
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We use the Nash-Aronson estimate and the regularity theory for the heat kernel Pfer stated in Propositions 3.5
and 3.7 of Chapter 5. We obtain the upper bound

4 BYE o (o
(331) P twlsingd. > () ec(Gu-v):
y'esupp ng

We use that, by assumption, the point y; belongs to the support of the charge n, and the inequality, for each
point y € Z¢, each point y’ € supp nq and each time ¢ € (0, 00),

(3.32)

- diamn
Do (ty-y') <Pc (t,y—y1)eXp(|yCy1|) <o (t,y—yl)eXp( .

) <P¢ (tvy—yl)exp(dlacr,nq)

q
<Po(t,y-yr1)ex p(|c|1)7
where the first inequality is obtained by an explicit computation using the definition of the function ®¢.
Combining the identity (3.31) and the estimate (3.32), we obtain the inequality

?(52) <hmale > (f)%(;yy)xp('g)

y’'esupp ng

1
AN t lqull
< anHoo|SuPpnq|(?) @c(*,y—yl)exp =1

B C
<Cqy (g)yg e (é,y—zﬂ)-

This completes the proof of the first estimate of (3.29). The second estimate follows similar lines, the
only difference is that we use the regularity estimate stated in Proposition 3.7 of Chapter 5 instead of the
Nash-Aronson type estimate stated in Proposition 3.5 of Chapter 5

We now focus on the existence of the function Qg" and the estimate (3.30). We first recall the explicit
definition of the elliptic operator Lgpat

(3.33)

1 1
Lopat = —==A + — (=A™ Y vrav
T 28T T 28 51 BF HE qezg o
We define the function Qg" to be the solution of the parabolic system
1 1

&. n+l | Ab _ . . d
tQ o9 ( ) )Q Z(ﬁvq)COS2ﬂ-(¢t,q)v Pyn m (Ovoo)XZ )

(3.34) (25 28 51 8% qug e
Q?‘ (0,) =nq in Z4.

Applying the exterior derivative d to both sides of the equation (3.34) and using that this operator commutes
with the Laplacian A, we obtain that

1
atdQ? - (QﬁA "3 > re ( A)n+1) dQ¢ %V;aqVqu' in (0, 00) x Z* x Z¢,
qe

n>1
dQg (0,-) =¢q in 74,

Using the definition of the map Pf' given in (3.26), we see that the two maps Pf‘ and ng" solve the same
parabolic equation with the same initial condition; this implies that they are equal.

It remains to prove the estimate (3.30). We denote by K : (0, 00) x Z% — R()*(2) the fundamental solution
of the parabolic system

1 1 1 n+l _ . 00) x 74
3tK—(26 75267% ) )K—O ln(O, ) Z,

K (0,-) = dy in Z4.
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For the parabolic operator 9, — %A + % Yonsl ﬁ(—A)””, a Nash-Aronson estimate and a complete regularity
theory is available: for each integer k € N, there exists a constant C := C'(k,d) < oo such that

it <c(2) et )

We use the Duhamel principle to express the function Qg" in terms of the kernel K. We obtain the formula,
for each point y € Z¢ and each time ¢ > 0,

(3.35) QU(ty)= > d*K(t,y-y)ng(y)

y/eZd
t
-2 X [ 2 (Ba)cos2m (60,0) (g &P (5,)) Kty - 5 ng (o).
y'eZd qeQ 0

To estimate the right side of (3.35), we record two inequalities. The first one is obtained by the same
computation as (3.33) and reads

(3.30) TR G-yl 5 Clmal (5 ) e (Lyv)
<C, (?);E \iJe] (%,y—yl),

where the constant Cy satisfies the same exponential growth in the parameter |¢|, as the one in the right side
of (3.33). For the second inequality, we fix a point " € Z%, a time s > 0, use the Nash-Aronson estimate on the
kernel K and the estimate (3.29) on the function PJ*. We obtain

(337) % |Z (ﬂ» Q) cos 21 (¢tv Q) (nqa d*Pf (57 )) K(t —5Y- y,)nq(y,)’

. t- .
< Z qu \/B”qulq)(](?say_y,) ||vp(j5 (S")HLQ(suppnq)

qEer
‘(I)C (E’ )‘ L2(suppnq)
1-¢ !
(5)
With a computation similar to the one performed in (3.32), we obtain the inequality, for each charge g € Q,,
(3.38) H(Pc (f,-) < ‘@C(s,y')exp(m) SC’qexp(mnl)(I)C(s7y').
p p ¢ L2(suppng) ¢ B

Combining the inequalities (3.37) and (3.38), we have obtained

(3.39) % |2 (8,4) cos2m (64,) (ng, A Py (5,)) K (t ~ 5,5 =y )ng(y")]

. s |
g Z qu \/B”qul@c(%’y_y)

qEer

L2(suppng)

@c(%,y—y')%(%’y') S Cpe VPl
(%)176/\1 9€Q, '

(3.39)-(4)
By choosing the inverse temperature  large enough, we obtain that the sum (3.39)-(i) is bounded from above
by a constant C' depending only on d; we have proved

oo (5 y-y) 00 (5.9)
sl=e Al '

(3.40) > 2(B.q) cos2m (¢4,q) (nq,d*Pf'(s, )) K(t-s,y-y)n,y")| <C

qeQ

We then use the inequality, for some constant C>C,

(3.41) 5 @C(%,y—y')q)c(%,y')Sé@g(%,y).

yIEZd
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The inequality (3.41) is a convolution property for the discrete heat kernel and can be verified by an explicit
computation using the formula for the map ®¢. A combination of the inequalities (3.40) and (3.41) yields

oc (L,
(3.42) 2 2 | (B.a)cos2m (61.q) (ng, A" Py (s,)) K (t =5,y =3 )ng ()] < CM-

l-¢
y'eZd qeQ (%) Al

Integrating the inequality (3.42) in the time interval [0,¢] and using the assumption ¢ > 8, we obtain the
estimate

@C(i’y) t\° ¢
f y%dqggk(@@cos%r(@ﬂ) (ng,d* P¢ (5,)) K(t-s,y -y )Ing(y)| < f (ﬁ)li/\ldsgc(ﬁ) (I)C(B’y)'

This completes the proof of the estimate of (3.30).

We are now in position to define the function Wye,,3 so that it satisfies the identity (3.22) and the
inequalities (3.23). We use the identity (3.28) and define the map Wyer 3 by the formula

(343) Wder73(yaza¢) == Z Z(Ban)Z(ﬂ7q2)SiHQF(VGan(h)Sin?ﬂ-(vanqz)
q1,92€Q

y f0°° Ey [cos 2m(r, 1) cos 2m(6, 02) Yo (60 P2 (1, y) ® QP (1, 2)] dt

521 Y 2(8,00)%(B,02) sin2n(VGmy,) (c0s2m(VGing,) - 1)

q1,92€Q

x fOWE¢ [Cos27r(¢t,q1)cosQw(gbt,qQ)YO(gbt)P(i‘(t,y)®Q22(t,z)] dt

Applying the exterior derivative d in the z-variable and using the identity P, Q¢ we obtain the
identity (3.28). There only remains to prove the inequalities (3.23). To this end, we ﬁrst take the L*(ug)-norm
on both sides of the identity (3.43) and use the following facts: the absolute value of the cosine is bounded
by 1, the random variable Yj belongs to the space L? (1g), the Langevin dynamics is invariant under the Gibbs
measure pg and the functions P;;' and Qgﬁé are bounded from above by the right sides of (3.29) and (3.30).
We obtain

(3.44)

HWdeLS(y?Z?')HLZ(Hﬁ) < Z Z |Z (B,Q1)Z(B7QQ)Sin27T(VG,TLq1)SiDQTI'(VG,TLq2)|

y/,2'€Z% q1€Q,1,q2€Q .

LG el

b5 Y Y ()2 (6.a)sin2n(VG ny,) (cos2m(VG,my,) - 1)

y' 2’ €L q1€Q,r,q2€Q ./
1
oo (¢ -5+2e t t
x — o | =,y- ’)CID (fz—z’)dt.
\/0‘ (6) C (Bay Yy C 6;
We use the estimates, for each point 3’ € Z% and each charge ¢ € Qy

C, C
lsin 27 (VG,ng)| € g Jy/[¢T and  |cos2m(VG,ng) - 1] < |y/|23i—2'
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Allowing the constants to depend on the inverse temperature 3, we obtain that

eVBlal+lelh) o, c,

(3:45)  [Waer,3(y, 2, <
er,3\Ys 25 )l L2 () y,’;Zd QIEQy;IQEQZI |y [41|2/|41 (Jy — /[24-1-2¢ + |z — o/ [2d-1-2¢)

eVBlalh+leh) o, o,
/|12 242 (Jy — i/ [A-1-2¢ 1 |z — p/[Pd-1-2¢)
’
C

/|d—1|Z/|d71 (|y _ y/|2d—172€ + |Z _ ZI‘Zd—1725)

C

/|d—1‘zl|2d—2 (|y _ yl|2d—1—25 + |Z _ Z/|2d—1—2€) ’

+
y,2'€29 q1€Q,1,q2€Q,

y/’zlezd |y

y’,z’EZd |y

where in the second inequality we used the exponential decays of the term e=¢VB(lali+laz11) to absorb the
algebraic growth of the constants Cy, and Cy,. The right hand side of the estimate (3.45) is estimated by
noting that |2/|?¥"2 > |2|9"! and by using the inequality a + b > 2v/ab. We obtain

C

Waer.3(y, 2, o)HLz(w) S yl,;Zd |y |12/ |41 (Jy — y[2d-1-2¢ + |z — 2/|2d-1-2¢)
C

<
Al |y 4=t 2[4ty — y’|d_%_€|2’ -

s ¢ ( 5> c )
S\ W1y - e UG |20 e -

C

<—.
T e

Z/|d—%—a

This completes the estimate for the map Wyer 3 stated in (3.23). To estimate the second estimate (3.23),
involving the codifferential d; is similar and we only give an outline of the argument. First, by taking the
codifferential on both sides of the identity (3.43), we obtain the formula

d;Wder,3(yaza¢) == Z z(5,q1)z(6,(12)sin27r(VG,nq1)sin27r(VG,nq2)

q1,92€Q

x fow Eg [cos 27 ( by, q1) cos 27 (¢, qg)Yo(qSt)dZP(z'(t, Y)® Qfl’é (t, z)] dt

1
+ 527r Z 2(B,q1) (B, q2) sin2w(VG, ng, ) (cos2n(VG,ng,) — 1)
q1,92€Q

x fo "By [cos 2m(91.01) cos 2m (61, 02)Yo( G0 P (1,y) © Q4 (1. 2) ] dr.

One can then rewrite the same argument, and use the second estimate of (3.29) on the map VP;;' (which
provides an upper bound for the map d*P;;‘ since the codifferential is a linear functional of the gradient)
instead on the first estimate of (3.29) on the map P(ﬁ‘ to obtain the result. The estimate of the term Waer,3
stated in (3.23) is complete. We conclude the estimate of the term Vger 3 by multiplying the term by the value
ng, (y,»). We obtain

an, (y7 ¢)d;Vder73(y7 Z? ¢) = an (y, ¢)dzd;Wder,3(y) Z7 ¢) = dZ (an_ (y7 (b)d;:Wder,S(y, Z7 ¢)) b

where in the second equality, we used that since the exterior derivative d, only acts on the z-variable, it
commutes with the codifferential d; (which only acts on the y-variable). Applying the pointwise bound (2.9)
shows the inequality

< C
(18) = |y — g|d-L]y|d-1-¢|z|d-1-¢"

”an (yv ')d;Wder,S(yv Z, ')HLz(Hﬁ) < HnQT (yv .)HL‘”(M[%) ‘ d;Wder,B(ya Z, ) HL2
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Conclusion of Substep 1.1. Collecting the results proved in this step, we have obtained the identity, for
each pair of points (y, ) € Z4,

(346) az (nQI (ya )d*V(y, )) = (aZan (y7 )) d*V(yv ) +nQ, (yv )8Zd*V(y, )
= (6ZnQL (ya )) d*V(ya ) +nQ, (y> ')dZVdenl (y7 Z, )
tnQ, (y7 ')dZVder,Q(ya 2, ) +d; (an (ya ')d;Wder,B (y, 2, )) ,

with the estimates

" Ce*C\/BIy*ZI
H(aanT (y’))d V(yal)HLQ(Mﬁ) < |y—$|d_1 % |y|d_1_67
Ina. (v, ) Vaer1 (v, 2, ')”L2(uﬂ) : d-1-¢ d+1C:s d-1-¢”
(3.47) R S . x max |y, |2[)
. * . <
[n. (v, ) Vaer 2y, 2, )||L2(#B) "o — |t x |2 — gld i x max (Jy], [2) T

C
*
Han (4, )dyWaer,3(y, 2,°) ||L2(#B) : |y — @] d-ty|d-1-2]z]d-1-e

Substep 1.2. We prove the covariance estimate (3.9) rewritten below:

(3.48) S cov [Xa, Qu (5, V(5] o(|0)

ez 1.|d—1—5

By the Helffer-Sjéstrand representation formula we have, for each point y € Z%,

(349) cov [XZMQI(ya )V(yv)] = Z (Xm(za)az (Qr(yv)v(ya ')))MB ;

zeZ4
where X, is the solution of the Helffer-Sjéstrand equation, for each pair (z,¢) € Z% x Q,
[’XI(Zv ¢)) =0.X, (¢) .

We recall the upper bounds (3.1) and (3.2) on the L?(ug)-norm of the map X, and the exterior derivative
d*X,: for each point z € Z,

C . C
(3.50) X2 (25 ) 20y < [P and  [d*Xu(2,) [ 12, < o= gfdie

Using the formula (3.49), we can rewrite the expansion (3.48)

(351) Z COV[szQm(ya')v(yv')]: Z (Xz(za)az (Qr(ya)v(yv))>p,g
yeZd y,zeZ4
Y (290 (g, (1) V()
y,zeZ4

We combine the identities (3.46) and (3.51) and write

> cov[Xe, Qu(y, )V (y,-)]

yeZd

= Z (Xz(z")(aanz(y))d*V(ya'»uﬂ+ Z <Xm(za')an(y)dZVder,l(yvza'))

y,z€Z4 y,z€Zd

+ Z (X:r(zv )an (y)dgjvder,Q(yv 2, .))Mﬁ + Z (d*XI(Zv ) (an (y)d;Wder,B(y7 2, ')))NB .

y,z€Z4 y,z€Z4

Hp
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We use the estimates (3.50) on the function X, and the estimates (3.47). We obtain

C e—cVBly-2|
(3.52) cov [Xo, Qa(y,)V(y,7)] <
yezZ:d Ty ) y7§Zd |Z _ m|d—2—a |y _ $|d_1 x |y|d—1—6
N C 1
yooana 12 = |42 g gyld=1-e |5 — gyld+1-c x max (Jy],|2))*
N C 1
o |2 — 2| d-1-¢ [y — g|d-1|y|d-1-¢|z|d-1-¢"
We estimate the three terms in the right side of (3.52) separately. For the first term, we have
(3.53) C Ce—cVBly—=| p C < C
. S |2 — z[d27¢ [y — |41 x [y[d-1c = G |y — z[2d-3-¢ x [y|d-1-¢ ~ |g[d-1-2¢
For the second term, we use the inequality max (|y|,|z|) > |y| and write
C
(3.54) ) d-2 d-1 d+1 d-l-e
yzezd |2 = | T2 = y| TS x|z -yl xomax (Jy) [2])
C D 1
hS S |1‘ B y|d7175 |y|d—1—5 o |Z _ x|d—2—a|z _ y|d+17€
C
e =yl T g2
< C
= Jgld-1-8e
For the third term, we have
C C C C
(3.55) 2 d-1-¢ s | 2 d=1], [d-1-= ( 2 d-1-¢ d—l—s)
yozera |2 = 7] ly = @4yl yeza 1y ==yl veza |2 = 2|12
< C C
= Jafd-2e |g]d-2e
C
< —
|z[d-1-2¢"

where we used the inequality 2d -4 > d — 1, valid in dimension larger than 3. Combining the inequali-
ties (3.52), (3.53), (3.54) and (3.55) completes the proof of Step 1.

Step 2. To complete the proof of Lemma 3.1, there remains to prove the expansion (3.8) which is restated
below

(3.56) 5 {Qulr VN, = Yob, 3 QMU (), + O (mf)

yeZa yeZa
where the functions V and U are respectively defined in (3.5) and (3.6). The strategy of the proof relies on the
symmetry of the Helffer-Sjostrand operator £; if we let U, the solution of the equation LU, = Q, in Z¢ x Q,
then we have the identities
Z (Qx(y7 )V(ya '))MB = Z (ux (yv ) QO(ya ')YO)Hﬁ
yeZa yeZad

and

Z (Qm(yv')u(yf))ug = Z (ux(yv')QO(yv'))uﬁ'

yeZa yeZa
Using these identities, we see that the expansion (3.56) is equivalent to

> (Us (y:) Qo(y:)Yo),,, = (Yo),, > (Us (4.) Qu(y:)),, +O(|$|d015)'

yezd yeZd
The proof of this result is similar to the proof written in Step 1, and in fact simpler since we do not have to
treat the term Vger 3 in (3.15); we omit the details. O
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4. Using the symmetry and rotation invariance of the dual Villain model

This section is devoted of some properties of the discrete convolution of the discrete Green’s function on
the lattice Z%. We recall the definition of the group H of the lattice-preserving maps introduced in Section 1
of Chapter 2.

LEMMA 4.1. Fiz four integers j,j1,k,ky € {1,...,d} and let F: Z¢ - R be the function
Fikgia(x)= ) ViGy)ViG(a -y~ r)V;, Vi, G(k).

y,keZ

Then there exists a (2 - d)-homogeneous map J; i j, 1, : R? N {0} = R such that for any exponent € > 0, there
exists a constant C = C(d,e) < oo satisfying

The function J; ji, j, 1s given by the formula

C
Fik e (2) = Jjge ok (2) + O (|x|d—1—s) :

Tjte,jr s (T) = f 6 Kk ik (t ) dt,
where K : R? > R is defined as the inverse Fourier transform

K kg (2) = () RIS *eire qe,

REMARK 4.2. Fix two integers j, j; € {1,...,d} and let F}j, : Z? - R be the map
Fjj(z) = Y, V;G(y)V; Gz -y).

yeZd

| =

o=

An adaptation of the proof of Lemma 4.1 shows the identity

d+2 x C
t” — | dt+O| ———
.7 Ji (LE) [ 7]1 (t% ) + ( |1’|d_1_5 ) )

is defined as the inverse Fourier transform

- 4 LT
K () = (2 7 Je g5, e et de.

PRrROOF. The proof uses an explicit formula for the Green’s function and relies on the discrete Fourier
transform. Let us try to construct the Green’s function G' by Fourier transform. Given a function F: Z% - R
which decays sufficiently fast at infinity, we define its discrete Fourier transform according to the formula, for

each £ = (£1,...,&4) e RY,

where the map Kj ;,

F(&) =Y F(z)e=.

zeZa
Then we have ZF({) =2 Zfl=1 (cos& -1) F’(f) Applying this formula to the Green’s function G, we formally
. -1
obtain that G = (2 Zle (cos& - 1)) . Applying the inverse Fourier transform, we formally obtain the formula,
for each z € Z¢,
i€z
T d

(2 ) Jmmlt 25 (1~ cos&)

One can then prove the formula (4.1) rigorously. First, it is clear that the integral (4.1) converges absolutely
in dimension larger than 3 and that it is bounded as a function of the variable z; one can then verify by an
explicit computation that the discrete Laplacian in the variable z of the integral (4.1) is equal to the Dirac dy.

This argument provides a rigorous justification of the identity (4.1).
Once the formula (4.1) is established, we obtain the identity for the gradient of the function G: for each

integer j € {1,...,d},
1 e —1) 6=
ViG(z) = — f (d )
(2m)* Jl=mmld 237, (1 - cos§)

(4.1) G(2) =
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Using that the discrete Fourier transform turns discrete convolution into products, we obtain the formula
1 f (e —1) (e —1) (e —1) (¥ —1) '™
T o Nd 3
(27T)d [-m,m]d (2 Zld=1 (1—008&))

(4.2) Fjk gy .k (2) de.

We use the identity, for any & € [-m,7]¢ \ {0},

- 1 ;= fooe—t(2zf:1(l—cosfl))3dt
(2% (cosg - 1)) 0

and apply Fubini’s theorem to rewrite the identity (4.2),

Fj ik () = 1 fow f[_w iy (eifj _ 1) (eifk _ 1) (eifjl _ 1) (eszl _ 1) i€ ot(2 Zle(l—cosfl))gdgdt.

(2m)°
To ease the notation, we denote by
. . . . . 3
1) )= [ (69 1) (¢ 1) (50 1) (e 1)t s g

We prove the two following properties on the map u:

(1) For any exponent « > 0, each integer m € N, there exists a constant C), o := Cpy o (M, @, d) < co such
that for any A > 1, any time ¢ < 1 and any point = € R? such that |z| = 1 and \z € Z,

(4.4) ’u()\ﬁ’au Az)| € Crpa A7™;
(2) For any time t € (0, 00), any point 2 € R? and any A € (1, 00) such that ¥\ > 1,
; C

(4.5) AT (A0, Az) = f dgjgkgjlgklelﬁ'fe*'ﬂf"dg+0( = )

R At76
We first prove (4.4). Fix a point = € R? such that |z| = 1 and denote by

i&x — d —cos 3

(4.6) P(t,z) = [[_m]d (i€ (2Tl (1-cose))’ g¢.
Note that

u(t,z) = V;V;, ViV, P(t,2).
Using that the discrete gradients are bounded operators, one sees that to prove (4.4) it is sufficient to prove
the inequality

(4.7) |[P(ASt, A\2)| < Cp 7"
Consider the identity (4.6) and perform the change of variables £ := A\{
(4.8) NP\, \x) = f (67t (22 (1-cos %‘))sdg.
’ [-Am,A7]d
We write x = (21, ...,24) to denote the components of the vector x and assume without loss of generality that

|z1] > & (since we have assumed |z| = 1). We let g: R? - R and gy : R? > R be the mappings defined by the
formulas

d 3 d ¢ 3
9(¢) = (22(1—00551)) and g (€) = A" (22(1—008;)) .
=1 -1

Note that the function g is analytic and that the first order term of its Taylor expansion around the point 0 is
given by g(¢) = [¢[°+O (C’ |§|7). From these observations, one deduces the upper bound: for any integer n € N

there exists a constant C,, := C,,(d,n) < oo such that for any point & € [-m, 7],
(4.9) 07 9(&)| < Cug ™0,

where the symbol 9] denotes the partial derivative with respect to the variable &; iterated n-times. A
consequence of the estimate (4.9) is the following inequality: for any integer n € N, and any € € [-Am, Aw ]9,

t)\G_a ‘§| max(0,6-n)
5

(4.10) |01 gx.¢(€)] < Cn
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For later use, we rewrite the inequality (4.10) in the following form

n (t/\—a)min(l)%) 1. a max(0,6-n)
(4.11) |0} 9A,t(§)| < CnW (te/\ 6 |§|)
1 1o, \max(0,6-n)
S Cn )\amin(l,%)+max(0,n_6) (tﬁ)\ 6 |§|)

an 1 o max(0,6-n)
<O (A% Ie)) .
where in the second line we have used the inequality ¢ < 1 and amin (1, %) +max (0,n-6) > * (since a < 1)

in the third line. Using that the two maps & — ¢ and e™9** are 2A7-periodic (by the assumption Az € Z%),
we perform k consecutive integration by parts with respect to the variable &; in the right side of (4.8). We
obtain

—1\F .
(4.12) AP, ) = fm - (j) e TO e () dE.

Applying Faa di Bruno’s formula, we write

! k g
. _gk,t(§>, (@) 7
a1 gl 2172 o e ]H( a©)

where the sum runs over over all n-tuples of nonnegative integers (my, ..., my) satisfying the constraint

(4.13) Ofe ™ (§) =

(4.14) my+2mo +...+kmy = k.

We combine the identity (4.13) with the estimate (4.11) and obtain

k! k ) s
eIt (8) H ’g(J)(£)| J
j=1

(4.15)  |ore?(§)|<

my! 11" mg!l 2m2 ccomy L Bl

my

: k aj o max(0,6—7
<y k! .efgu(ﬁ),n(c )\7*( A2 |£|) (0,6 J))
j=1

my! 1171 mgl 21me .comy L Bl
Tk, C™
K52, €

mq! 11" mgl 2Ime coomy L Bl

Ty mj max(0,6-5)

)

To treat the right side of the inequality (4.15), we use the identity (4.14) and note that since all the constants
which appear in this term depend only on the integer k& and the dimension d, we may replace them by the
notation Cj. We obtain

o9 (8) \ =8 Shydm; (t%)\‘% |§|)

) J 1 mj max(0,6—35)

(4.16) |8k —gxt (§)|<Ck/\ e 9 t(&)z(te)\—* H
By the identity (4.14), we have

k k k
(4.17) Z jmax (0,6 - 5) Z <6 Z ; < 6k.

Combining the inequality (4.17) with the identity 7* < 1+ 7% valid for any r € [0, 00) and any & € {0, ..., 6k},
we can write

(4.18) (£72°% k) <1+ (t5A7% |,5|)6k

Using the estimate (4.18) and the fact that the sum in the right side of (4.16) contains at most Cj terms, we
deduce that

(4.19) 95900 (€)] < QA= - 90 (©) (1 N (té/\_% |£|)6k).

%, m; max(0,6-5)

We then use that there exists a universal constant C' such that, for any r € [-m,7]%, 1 - cosr < % to obtain
the following estimate on the map e™9*¢: for any ¢ € [-Am, Ar]<,

=16
eifh,t(&) < 67%
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Consequently, there exists a constant Cj, which depends only on the integer k such that, for any ¢ € [-Am, Ar]<,
o 6k o 6k g6 A~ |gl6
(4.20) (1 N GRN) )e*9A=t(5> < (1 N GREN) )e* R e Tt

Combining (4.19) with (4.20), we have obtained

b _ak _tA¥gl® _ak
(4.21) |0fe 9 (&)< CpA™ 0 e 20~ <CpA o
We now complete the proof of (4.7) using (4.21). We let m be the integer which appears in (4.7) and k be the
smallest integer such that %’“ >m. We consider the identity (4.12), use the estimate (4.21) and the assumption
|z1| > L. We obtain

[P0t )| < xdf[ . ]dd’“ckx%k <O <O,

since the integer k is chosen such that it depends only on m and «, we have obtained (4.7). The proof of (4.4)
is complete.
It remains to prove (4.5). Counsider the identity (4.3) and perform the change of variable & := /\téf,

d
(4.22) (VAN (2%t Ax)
i & . &g L& € e ~ ¢ 3
- f 6 6 (%)‘)4 (e“%A - 1) (el Vix - 1) (6l Vs - 1) (ez% - 1) e t)\ﬁ(2z?:1(1 o8 ?/ix)) d¢.
[- VErr, Virr]d

Note that, by using the assumption ¢ > 1 and by substituting A by ¥/ in (4.22), it is sufficient, in order to
prove (4.5), to prove the following expansion: for any A € (1, 00) and any point z € R?,

€4 ) €5 € ) ~ B & 3
(423) \/[‘ y )\4 (61% _ 1) (625 _ 1) (62571 _ 1) (ez% _ 1) 616:66 )\6(2 Zle(l cos E/\ )) dé.
— AT AT

- fRd &&kGi&n e e g+ 0 (%) '

L

We use a Taylor expansion of the exponential: for any r € R,

. r Cr?
"X=1+i—+0|—].
=1l (A)

Putting this estimate in the left side of (4.23) and using the identity |e”'| =1 valid for any r € R, we obtain

&5 . €5y Sk iEp — d — a))?
)5 )] 5 )t o st

C
< =
A J[=amar]d

>

9}

(&gt +et) e (ol ) g

Using that there exists a universal constant C' such that, for any r € [-7, 7], 1 — cos (1) > %, we obtain the
estimate

&5 ) & Sk itw — —cos &))°
(4.24) ][‘_A - [)\4 (e’T - 1) (61% - 1) (ezT — 1) (esz - 1) - §j§k§j1§k1:| e e /\6(22?:1(1 COS X )) df‘
C 2 42, g2 2y -l
: X [-A7m,Am]d (gj +£k +§j1 +£k1)e ‘ dg
C
< —.
A

A consequence of (4.24) is the identity

S A (5 =) (% =) (% ) (% - p) eene CmR b)) gg
- 665,647 CEL = g 0 (9)
/[_/\m/\ﬂ]dfygkfglfkle e d£+0 - ’

so that, in order to prove (4.23), it is sufficient to prove

ic.a —A° 4 (1-cos &t 3 icx €18 C
(425) [—A‘n’,)m]d gjgkgjlglﬁelg e g (QZFI(I k)) dg: Ad gjfkgjlglmeg € Il d£+O(X)
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We now prove (4.25). Using the inequality

_ 6
<e cl¢l ,

e _ |16
fRd\[—Aﬂ' M]dﬁjfkfmfkleme e

we see that to prove (4.25), one needs to show

i )6 d _cos &L 3 _lgl8
(4.26) /\“/[:)\7T - gjgkfjlfklelé'm (e A (221,=1(1 A)) . )df <C.

The strategy to prove (4.26) is to apply the dominated convergence theorem to prove the (stronger) statement

(4.27) A[[_M M]dfjfk'fjlﬁklei&'w [e—AG(zzil(l—cos%)) ‘6_‘5|6]d5 o

A—00

To apply the dominated convergence theorem to the left side of (4.27), we verify its assumptions.

Pointwise convergence. By using the Taylor expansion of the cosine, we have, for any ¢ € R?,

d ; 2 C 4
22(1—COS§)=|§\|2+O( )E' ),

i=1

which yields

Clef

d 3

4.28 A0 (2 (1— Q) =g’ +0 .
(129 (22 (1-)) -0
The expansion (4.28) implies the pointwise convergence, for any ¢ € R,

A\ (e—xﬁ(zzil(l—cos%))s _ e—\aP) — el (e—xﬁ(zz;il(l—cos%))"Haﬁ _ 1) ..

A—>o00

Uniform upper bound. We split this argument into two cases.

Case 1. If [¢[* < A2, then the expansion (4.28) implies the bound

(4.29) oy (e—A6(2 iy (1-cos 1)) el _ 1) <ol (ec‘%'f B 1)
5

)\2
<Cleff e,

< e*|f|6 )\GCC

where we have used in the second line that for any constant C' > 0, the exponential is e“-Lipschitz on the
interval [0,C] and in the third line the inequality A > 1.

Case 2. If ¢ |8 > A2, then we use the inequality 1 - cos (1) > %, valid for some universal constant C' and for
any real number r € [-m, 7], to obtain

(4.30) e\ (e‘”(zzfﬂ(l-ws 5H))el® 1)‘ Y

(e—AG(z ity (1-cos 1)) e—lsP)

€18

<Xe”©

€16

<Clelte .

A combination of (4.29) and (4.30) implies the upper bound, for any A > 1 and any £ € [-Am, /\7T]d,

&1

&i€r&), T (e”\G(QZf:I(l‘COS ) _ e—\&la)

12 _lel®
<ClE e @.

lg1®

Since the map & — [¢ |12 e~ @ is integrable over RY, we can apply the dominated convergence theorem and
conclude the proof of (4.27). The proof of (4.5) is complete.

We use the properties (4.4) and (4.5) to complete the proof of Lemma 4.1. We fix two parameters \ € [1, co]
and x € R? such that |z| = 1 and Az € Z%. We let a € (0,1) be an exponent whose value is decided later in the
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argument and shall depend only on the parameters d and €. We write

(4.31) N2 F(\x) = “2u(t, A\r) dt
f Ay (A5t Az di
(QW)
1 B 1 o0
- AT (ASE Az) di + —— f A u(ASE ) dt.
(2m) (2m)" Jae
We estimate the first term in the right side. We use the estimate (4.4) with the exponent k = d + 6 and obtain
1 : C
_ e (XSt x| dt < 2B \mazdriy=d=6 ¢ )72
(2m)” Jo (27T

We estimate the second term in the right side of (4.31), we note that since A is chosen larger than 1, we have
A6=@ > 1 and we can apply the inequality (4.5). We obtain

1 ) oo C
oy )\d+4u(/\6t )\x)dt— » 16185, Eny €T dedt + fA _QO(MW ) dt.
6
Using the estimate [\, ¢ < C’/\a(?l) and setting o = 2= we deduce
1 1 _— .
o A Ay (APt Az dt = o [ s € dgde+ 0 (X,
s m

By performing the change of variable £ := téﬁ , we see that

1

iEx — 6 d+4 Z - d+
LLeggnesetag = [ gag, .0t e ac - e (

A combination of the five previous displays shows

(4.32) Ad-QF(A:c):fA t‘MK( )+0(0A6-1).

| =

ol

)

t

To complete the argument, note that since the map K belongs to the Schwartz space, it decays faster than
any polynomials at infinity. We thus have the estimate K (%) < C’t%Jf%, which implies

(4.33) foxa S ( )<cf ta<Cf “leoat,

Combining (4.32) and (4.33), we have obtained
)\d 2F(}\$) [ . d+4 (t

The proof of Lemma 4.1 is complete. O

\ ]

)+0(0A€*1).

[

Lemma 4.1 states that the large-scale behavior of the convolutions of gradients of the discrete Green’s
function F}  j, k, and F} ;, is determined by the (2 - d)-homogeneous maps J; x j, k, and J; j,. The rest of
this section is devoted to the study of these maps. One of their properties is that, as (2 — d)-homogeneous
functions, they belong to the class of tempered distribution. Their Fourier transform turns out to be explicitly
calculable; this is the purpose of the following lemma.

LEMMA 4.3. Fiz four integers i,j,k,l € {1,...,d}. One has the identities

§i&i&k& — &&;
d J@j = .
e O g

Proor. We only prove the result for the maps J; ;1. Fix a function g: R? - R in the Schwartz space

and prove the identity
St @ ardn= [ S0 ) de

Jijra(§) =
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We first use the definition of the map J; jr,; and apply Fubini’s theorem

f Jdkl(x)g(x)dz_f / K Jkl( %)g(z)dx
:fo i wkl(%)g(m)dx
:v/(;oot_% /]Rd tde-,k.,l (téﬂﬁ)g(ﬁ)df

By definition of the map Kj ; 1, we have the identity
A~ _1¢16
K(€) = &&6&e .
A combination of the two previous displays shows

S ham@a@rde= [7 [ eggac i - [ S50 ac

as claimed. O

The next proposition is used in the proof of Theorem 1. It asserts that if a linear combination of the maps
F; j g and F; ;, with a specific structure given by the problem considered in this article, is invariant under the
group H lattice preserving maps, then it must satisfy the expansion given by (4.35).

PROPOSITION 4.4. Assume that there exist coefficients (ci;),; j<a Ond (Kij)i j<a» an ezponent >0 and
a map U which is invariant under the group H of the lattice-preserving maps such that

d d C
(4.34) U(.r) = Z Cijcngi,j7k7l(x) + Z KijFiJ(I) +0 (d2+a) )
i,j,k,1=1 i,j=1 ||

then there exists a constant c € R such that

(4.35) U(:U) | |d 2 +O(|$|cf2+a)'

PROOF. Applying Lemma 4.1 and Remark 4.2, the expansion (4.34) can be rewritten

d d C
U@)= 3 o) 3 Kyl 0| i)

i,5,k,l=1 i,5=1 X
Using that the maps J; jr; and J; ; are (2 — d)-homogeneous, we see that the assumption that U is invariant
under the lattice-preserving maps implies that the same property holds for the function ZZ Jike=1 CigCridi gkt +

Z” L\ KijJi j: for each h e H and each z € Z? ~ {0}, one has

d d d
Y. cijerdijri(h(z)) + Z KijJij(h(z)) = > cijendijri(x)+ Y KijJij(z).
ijki=1 i iji=1 i

Using the homogeneity of the maps J; j r,; and J; j, the result can be extended to each point of RZ\ {0}: for
each h e H and each z € R% \ {0}, one has

d d d d
(4.36) Z cijclii’j,kyl(h(x)) + Z KijJiyj(h(ir)) = Z cz-jcliiyj_yk,l(x) + Z KijJiyj(x).
4,7,k 1=1 i,j=1 i,7,k,1=1 i,5=1

To ease the notation, we denote by P the homogeneous polynomial

2
d d
2
(4.37) P(¢) = ( > Cijfifj) +[E7 > Kij&&s,
1,j=1 1,j=1
so that the Fourier transform of the map Zl iked=1 CijChidi gkl + ZZ =1 KijJi j is equal to the function { ~ FI)S(IE)

by Lemma 4.3.
Taking the Fourier transform on both sides of the identity (4.36) and applying Lemma 4.3, we obtain the
identity, for any ¢ e R? and any h e H,

(4.38) P(h(£))=P().
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We now prove that the equality (4.38) implies that P = a ¢ |4. We first use the following fact whose proof is
omitted: if a polynomial S € R[X7,...,X,4] is homogeneous of degree 4 and is invariant under the lattice-
preserving maps, then there exist a,b € R such that

d
S=a) X} +b > X7X:.
i=1 1<i<j<d
Applying this result to the polynomial P, we obtain that there exist a,b € R such that, for any & € R%,
d
(4.39) P)=ay&+b Y &
i=1 1<i<j<d
Using the equality
a \2 d
(Zﬁf) =262 Y g
i=1 i=1 1<i<j<d

we can rewrite the identity (4.39)

P(f):(a—g)iff+g(ég”2)2'

i=1

The objective is thus to prove that a — g =0 by using the specific structure of the polynomial P stated in (4.37).
We first write

d 2 9 d b d b 4
(4.40) ( > Cz‘jﬁiﬁj) +[E7 Y Ki&& = (a— 5) &+ 3 I3
ige1 ige1 i-1

which implies

d 2 9 d b 9 b d
(4.41) ( > Cz‘jfiﬁj) +¢] ( > Ki&i& - B €] ) = (‘1 - 5) Zf?-
ig=1 -1

i,5=1

To prove that a — % =0, we argue by contradiction: if a — g # 0, then, by (4.40), there exist two real-valued
polynomials @, R homogeneous of degree 2 such that, for any ¢ € R,

d d
Q%(&) + (253) R(¢) = ;5?-

We now prove that these two polynomials do not exist. We first reduce the problem to the three dimensional
case: if we denote by Qg, Ry : R® - R the homogeneous polynomials of degree 2 defined by the formulas, for

each 5 = (51352753) € RS’

Qo(g):Q((€17§2a§370a-'~70)) and RO(&):R((§1a§27§3a07”'a0))7
then we have the identity, for each & ¢ R?,

(1.42) Q20+ (25) Ro(¢) - z .

It is thus sufficient to prove that the polynomials Q)¢ and Ry do not exist. The proof can be done by an explicit
computation: if we denote by

Qo (€) = AE? + BES + C&3 + D& &y + BE €3 + Féols and Ry (€) = GE2 + HES + 165 + J& 16y + K& &3 + Léoks,

expand the left side of (4.42) and identify all the coefficients. We obtain a quadratic system of 15 equations
and 12 variables (the parameters A, B,C,D,E, F,G,H,I,J, K, L). This system is over-determined; it can be
solved explicitly using a software of formal computation and it does not have any solution, ruling out the
existence of the polynomials Qg and Ry. We have thus reached a contradiction and deduce that a — % =0. The

identity (4.39) can then be rewritten
2

d
P(£)=a(263) =alel.
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The equahty (4.39) implies that the Fourier transform of the map ZZ ki=1 CigChidi gl + ZZ =1 KijJij is equal
to | 5‘2 , which implies, by taking the inverse Fourier transform, that there exists a constant ¢ such that, for any

reRIN {0},

d d
C
(443) Z Cijclii,j,k,l(x) + Z KijJi’j(.’t) = a2
i,7,k,1=1 i,j=1 ||

Combining the identity (4.43) with the expansion (4.34), we have obtained

C
U(z) = |z |d 2 +O(|x|d—2+(x)'

The proof of Proposition 4.4 is complete. O

5. Treating the error term &, ,,

This section is devoted to the treatment the error term &, 4,. It is used in the proof of Theorem 1 in
Section 5.2 of Chapter 4.

PROPOSITION 5.1. Fix two exponents v,e € (0,1] such that € < and two charges q1,q2 € Q. Let

_
1(d-2)
Eqroga t Z% - R be a function which satisfies the pointwise and L'-estimates, for each point k€ Z¢ and each

radius R > 1,
C

|,‘<L|d_5

and Y, |€q.e (K) <CRT.

ke€eBasgr\BRr

(51) |5<11,Q2(’%)| <

Then the constant Ky, g4, =472 Y,.cz4 Equ . () is well-defined in the sense that the sum converges absolutely
and one has the expansion

(5.2) 4n® Y VG(22): (ng)VGa(22+ k) - (1g,)Eqy 00 ()

zo,keZd

Ko 2 VG<22>-<nqz>VG<z2—w)-(nql>+0(|f§im)'

2ol 1(d-2)

PROOF. We first write

d d
VG(ZQ)'(nth):;ViG(ZQ)(nqz)i and VG(zg+K-2)-(ng,) =) ViG(za+r-1x)(ng);

J=1

and note that to prove the expansion (5.2) it is sufficient to prove that, for each pair of integers ,j € {1,...,d},

Cor.a2
(5.3) A Y ViG(22) VG20 + K)Eqy qa(K) = Ky gy . ViG(ZQ)VjG(ZQ—:z:)+O(|m|d;I+q).

(-2
z9,k€Z4 z9€Zd (d-2)

We fix two integers i,j € {1,...,d} and focus on the proof of (5.3). Using the assumption on the function
Eq1.¢» stated in (5.1), one has the estimate

Z €102 (K)] = Z Z 1€q1.q2 (B)| < C Z;)TW” < 00.

reZd n=0 keByn+1\Ban

This proves that the sum Y ,.cz4 £qy 4, (K) is absolutely convergent and that the constant K, 4, is well-defined.

To ease the notation, we let g be the function defined by the formula, for each x € Z,

g(r)= Y ViG(z)V;G(2 + k),

zo€Zd

1,92

so that the expansion (5.3) can be rewritten in this notation

Cay a2
(5.4) 472 Z g(k+ )¢ 4, (K) :Kq17q29(a:)+0(||dg+q).

rkeZd 4(d-2)
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Before proving the expansion (5.4), we record a property of the function g: by using standard estimates on the
discrete Green’s function G, it can be estimated by the formula

1 1 C
PPEr N NE

(5.5) lg(x)] < Z |V:G(22)V;G(22 + k)| < C Z

z9€Zd z9€Zd
The gradient of g can be bounded from above according to the following estimate

1 Cln|z|
|Z2|d HEE L

(5.6) [Vg(r)| < Y. [ViG(22)VV;G(22+ k)| <C ).

zp€Zd zo€Zd

To prove the expansion (5.4), it is sufficient to prove the estimate

(5.7) S (g (x + #) - g(2)) Eg ()| < ||C

reZd 4(d 2)

To this end, We split the space into three regions.
Region 1. The ball of center 0 and radius |z|/2. We use that for each point k € B(0, |z|/2), |x+x| > |z|/2. This
implies, by (5.6), the inequality |Vg(x)| < C|z|*"!. From this estimate, we deduce that, for each x € B(0, |z|/2),

Cle|lln|z
lg(z+r)—g(x)[<|s]  sup |Vg(z+2)|< %
2eB(0,[]/2) ]

We then use this estimate to compute the sum

S (@) -9 Enm|<C Y 'T'}S'T'wm( ).

neB(o,'%) neB(o, ';”')

We partition the ball B (O |ac|) into dyadic annuli according to the inclusion B (0, %) c UEZS(IQCW)JBWH \ Ban,
where we use the notation |Ing (Jz|/2)] to denote the floor of the real number Ins (Jz|/2). We additionally note
that for each integer n € N and each point x € Byn+1 \ Ban, one has the estimate |k| < C2". Together with the
estimate (5.1) on the error term &, 4,, we obtain

65:5) X (G0 -Ge)Eam|cc Y e, 00
reB(0,41) reB(0,)

E2
Cln|z| [In2(|z]/2)]

|r| Z €q1.,90 (1)

- |x|0l_1 n=0 K€Byn+1\Ban
1 2

< Cln|$| L2 (la}/2)] gng-yn

|zld=t i
< G112l )15y ma i)

|{L‘|d 1

C

- |x|d—2+g ’

where we have replaced the exponent v in the last line by % to absorb the logarithm.
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Region 2. The ball of center —x and of radius |x|174(d7-2). In this region, we use the estimate (5.5) on the
function ¢ and the pointwise bound on the error term &, 4, stated in (5.1) to obtain

1 1

|I€ _ x|d—2 |K:|dfs

(5.9) > 9(@+r)Ep g ()| <C >

PR 2 Y
”EB(—%W 2(‘1’2)) KeB(z,\m\ 2(‘1’2))
1 1
< d Z d-2
|| 4-< Yoo\ k-t
neB(m,|w| 2(d‘2))
C
= o0 __
|iE|d 2+2(d—2) e
C

- |x|d—2+ﬁ ’

where we used in the second inequality the lower bound || > c|z|, valid for any point & € B (z, |m|1’%), and the
assumption € < ﬁ in the fourth inequality.

Region 8. The set C := 7\ (B (07 %) uB (—x, |x|1_2<;2> )) By the inequality (5.5), we have the estimate,
for each k € C,
C

|x|(1—ﬁ)(d—2) '

Using the previous estimate and the inclusion C' ¢ u®® [ns [2]/2] (Bgn+1 N Ban), one obtains the inequality

<C ) }

el o
C (o<}
S———m = ) Y €. (K)]
|x|(1 a2y ) (d-2) ni=[Ing [2]/2] #€ByrriBan 2
U SR -
= () @D
C

: (T D

lg (z - k)| <

(5.10) > (g (z+r) = g(2)) Eqy 00 ()

reC

)(d-2) |€q1,lZ2 (H)|

27
n=Inz]al/2]

Computing the exponent in the last line of the inequality (5.10) proves the estimate

(511) 3 (G (2 K) ~ ) £ 0a(9)| € o

KkeC - |J}|
Combining the estimates (5.8), (5.9) and (5.11) completes the proof of Lemma 5.1.






APPENDIX A

Multiscale Poincaré inequality

PROPOSITION 0.1 (Multiscale Poincaré inequality). There exists a constant C := C(d) such that for each
cube integer n € N, the following statements hold:

(1) For each function f € L (Op, ug),

n 2
Ol €003 £ (5 2 se0) )

m=0 ‘Z + Dm| xez+0m us

(2) For any function f € L? (On, ug), one has the estimate

n 2
||f—(f)DH22(DnM)gC\|vf|@2(DmM)+03nZ |zl |<( 1 5 vf(a:,.))> ;

m=0 |Z + Dm| xez+0m us

(3) for each function f e L*(0,,png) such that f =0 on the boundary of the cube O,

2
n < 1 1
800 <€ 19 o+ €3 35 % i) )

m=0 |Z + |:l’m| xrez+0m

K

PROOF. The proof is an almost immediate application of the multiscale Poincaré inequality proved in [5,
Proposition 1.7 and Lemma 1.8]. We only treat the inequality (1); the other two estimates are similar. We
consider a field ¢ € Q and apply [5, Proposition 1.7 and Lemma 1.8] and a Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to the
map = — f(xz,$) (with a fixed field ¢). We obtain

0o 1 2
||f<-,¢)—(f(-,¢)>DH;(Dn)sonf(-,gb)uizmmm”Z|Z |( )Y f(z,¢>).

m=0 |Z + Dm' xr€z+0m

Taking the expectation with respect to the field ¢ gives

n 2
<||f—(f)ﬂ|‘25-1(un)) $Clflz@) +O3" 2 IZ1 |<( 1 2, f(x"))>

e m=0 |Z +0Om| zezv0m,

Hp

We complete the proof by using the estimate
2 2
1= Dol o e = {1 = Do)

which is a direct consequence of the definitions of the H™'(0) and H ™' (0, u5)-norms stated in Chapter 2. [

)
Hp
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APPENDIX B

Solvability of the Neumann problem

In this appendix, we prove the existence and uniqueness of the maximizer in the variational formulation of

the dual energy v* used in Chapter 6. We first recall a few definitions.

_R R

d
555 ) N Z®, we recall the definition of the trimmed cube o~

+ o[ B, VR B_VE]
2 10 7 2 10 | °

Given a discrete cube O := (

We recall the definition of the dual energy Ef, for each vector p* e R%(3) and each map u e H' (O, ug),

1 2
Ef[0]=8 Y [9,0l7 DY = [V (e, )|
yeZd (Bopse) n20 dist(z,00)2n 252 L2 ()
1 2
ﬁ? HV’UHLQ(D\D_,ML—}) - ﬁsupégu (Vq’u . aqqu)“ﬂ .

The energy EJ satisfies the coercivity and continuity estimates

C[[UﬂHl(D,ug) < EI; [U] <C HUHHI(D,;Ag) :
The dual subadditive quantity v is defined by the formula

(0.1) v'(o,p*) = sup ! El[v]+ —

- Pt (Vo)) .
veH(O,ug) 2|D| ° |D|meD ( ()>Hﬁ

We finally recall that the inverse temperature S is chosen large enough so that all the results of Chapter 5
hold with a regularity exponent € << 1 and that the constants are only allowed to depend on the dimension.
The following proposition states existence and uniqueness of the maximizer of the variational problem (0.1).

PRrROPOSITION 0.1 (Solvability of the Neumann problem). For each p* € Rdx(g), there exists a unique
maximizer of the variational problem (0.1) up to a constant. We denote by v(-,-,0,p*) the unique mazimizer
which satisfies (v(-,-,0,p"))y s = 0. Additionally, there exists a constant C':= C(d) > 0 such that it satisfies
the variance estimate

sup var,, [v(z,-,0,p")] < C.
zG%D
PROOF. The main difficulty in this proof is the absence of the Poincaré inequality in both the spatial and

field variables. Indeed if one considers a maximizing sequence (v, )ney in the variational formulation (0.1),
then one can prove the upper bounds

[[Unﬂﬂl(mvﬂﬁ) < C

Unfortunately, we do not have a Poincaré inequality of the form ”vn - (vn)D) s

L2(0,up) <C [[U”]]ﬂl(ﬂxl%) as
we need to integrate over both the field variable ¢ and the spatial variable z. This implies that we cannot
prove boundedness of the L? (O, pp)-norm of the map v, and eventually cannot prove the existence of the
maximizer using this technique.

To overcome this issue, we introduce a massive term in the variational problem (0.1): for each A >0, we
define

* * * 2 1 *
(0.2) vi(O,p*) = E [v]-Aany(wﬁ—'m ZDp {Vo(z,)),, -
ZTE

sup -
veH(O,ug) 2| o | °

179
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In this case, it is clear that the maximizer of the variational problem (0.2) exists and is unique up to a constant.
We denote this maximizer by vy. Additionally, it is clear that one has the estimate, for any A > 0,
(0.3) xezl; (ua (@), =0 and  [ual i + AMoalLzo,,) < C-
The objective of the argument is to prove an upper bound on the variance of vy(z,-) uniform in x € %D and
A > 0: we prove that there exists a constant C':= C(d) such that
(0.4) sup vary, [va(z,-)] <C.

A>0,z¢30
The proof can thus be decomposed into two steps: proving the estimate (0.4) and proving that the estimate (0.4)
implies Proposition 0.1. We first focus on the second item of the list and show how (0.4) implies the existence
and uniqueness of the maximizer v. We first use the estimates (0.3) and (0.4) to verify that the collection of
functions (vy),., is uniformly bounded in the space H' (O, y1). From the estimate (0.3), we see that we only
need to prove the L? (O, j15)-norm estimate

(0.5) Sup [vallp2 (g, < oo

To prove the estimate (0.5), we first decompose the L? (O, yt5)-norm

vr - |;| S on (2,°) Y vr (2,) - 02 (0, )

+ —_
zed L2(O,up) ol et

(0.6) ol L2, <
L2(O,up)

(0.6)—(3) (0.6)—(i)

+[or(0,) = (0r(0,)),,, +(02(0,),,,

)

L2(D,p1p)

(0.6)—(i41) (0.6)-(iv)

and estimate the four terms in the right side separately. For the term (0.6)-(i), we apply the Poincaré inequality
for each realization of the field ¢. We obtain

1
"U)\— ZU)\ (x,) SCR va}‘”Lz(D,#ﬁ) SCR
|D| xed L2(D;Mﬁ)
For the term (0.6)-(ii), we let g be the solution of the discrete Neumann problem
1
-Ag=9p-— in 0O,
al

n-vg=0ondo.

The solvability is ensured by the identity > ,.q ((50 () - 2 ) = 0. Using the function g, we write

El

1 Z vy (z,-) —vx(0,")

|D| xed

> Vua(z,) - Vg(z)

xred

L2(0,p1p)

<IVorlza (o) V9l L2 (0,6

L2(0,np)

1
<CIa[ VYl L2 (a ) -
For the term (0.6)-(iii), we observe that
Hw(O, ) = {ua (0, ~))#ﬂ‘ L2(Outg)

For the term (0.6)-(iv), we use identity of (0.3) and the estimate for the term (0.6)-(ii) to write

(0.0, - (5 T onten)

[l

=var,, [vx(0,)] < C.

|(02(0,)),,, | =

1
) H S 0 (22) = 0 (0, )
|D| el L2(0,up)
1
<Cloff 199l 200y

A combination of the previous displays implies the estimate (0.5).
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Since the H'(Q, 15)-norm of the family (vy),., is bounded uniformly in A, we can extract a subsequence
which converges weakly to a map v e H'(ug) as A goes to 0. One can then verify that the map v € H'(u, B) is
a maximizer in the variational formulation (0.1) and satisfies the estimates

(0.7) (o, =0, lp@w,ysC and  sup vary, [v(z,)] < C.

1
$6§D

It only remains to prove (0.4). The argument is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.2 in Chapter 6. We fix a point
Te€ %D and apply the Brascamp-Lieb inequality (properly rescaled with respect to the inverse temperature ()
to obtain

10y 0x (@, ) L2 ) 1002 (5 ) 2 ()

ly - 2|42

vary, [va(z,)]<CB ]

y,z€Z%

Using the definition of vy as the maximizer of the variational problem (0.2), one sees that it is a solution to
the Hellfer-Sjostrand equation

BAgUN + BLaUN + Avy =0 in Ox%,
(0.8) {

n-vuy,=n-p* on d0Ox,

where the operator Ly is the uniformly elliptic operator defined by the formula

1 1 1 1
A 7vn+1.(]lmvn+1)+?v,(ﬂm\m_v)+ Z Vg a4V,
4

Lo=—-——A+— m
- 25 26 n>1 65 ﬁ supp g0

As is mentioned in the proof of Lemma 3.2 of Chapter 6, the operator L is a perturbation of the Laplacian
QLA. Consequently, the same arguments as the ones developed in Chapter 5 apply and the same regularity
results hold.

Applying the operator 0 to the equation (0.8) as it is done in the proof of Lemma 3.2, we obtain that the
map wy : (y,z,¢) = 0,vx(y,d) is a solution of the differentiated Helffer-Sjostrand equation

ﬁA(z,U})\ + ﬁ'CD,yw)\ + ﬁﬁspat,zw)\ + )\w)\ = ﬁ Z z (57 q) sin 27 (¢7 q) ('U)\,q) qy ® qz in O XZd X Qv

supp g0

n-vVywy =0 on &0 xZ x Q.

The proof is then almost identical to the proof of Lemma 3.2 of Chapter 6; we use the reflection principle
to express the function wy in terms of the Green’s function associated to the differentiated Hellfer-Sjostrand
operator Ay + Loy + Lepat,» + A4. There are two main differences in the argument which are listed below:

e One needs to study the map wy and not its gradient; this simplifies the computations.

e One needs to study the Green’s function associated to the differentiated operator Ag+Lg y+Lspat,»+Ald
and the weight A\I; has to be taken into account. This can be achieved with the same strategy as the
one presented in Chapter 5. If we consider a function f € L? (y15), a pair of points (z1,91) € 7% x 7.2
and let Q(’i\ervf(-, -+ 21,y1) be the solution of the weighted equation

A
B

then an application of the Feynman-Kac formula shows the identity

A A A P
ApGhers + LoyYaer,s + Lspat,zGders + 5 9ders = L0,

- o
gé\er,f(x?y7¢;xlayl):5 1% € ﬂt]E(Zﬁ I:f(¢t)Pg (t,$,$1)®P¢ (t7y7y1):| dta

where we used the notations introduced at the begining of Chapter 5 and where, given a realization
of the dynamics (¢¢),,,, the map Pg’ “(+,+;y) is the solution of the parabolic equation

8tP§(7ay) - ‘CD,ypgA('a';y) =0in (07 OO) X Zda
P2(0,y) = 0 on Z°.
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We then apply the estimate of Proposition 3.1 of Chapter 5, which applies to both functions Pg (5 9)
and P? (-,;9), to obtain the bound

_ ® A t t
(0.9) |Gier (520,90 1) S OB IED Loy fo e ﬂt@c(g,x—y) (I)C(Byl'l —yl) dt
a © (t t
<CB gy [ o (E,x—y) o (E,ml —yl) dt
C

< 2d—2 2d-2°
|z~ yl +|z1 -1l

In particular, the estimate (0.9) is uniform in the weight A.



APPENDIX C

Basic estimates on discrete convolutions

The objective of this appendix is to prove estimates on some discrete convolutions of functions decaying
algebraically fast at infinity.
In the first proposition of this appendix, we consider two exponents «, 3 > 0 such that o+ 8 > d and prove
estimates on the function
y—> )

TeZd
We distinguish different cases depending on the values of the exponents o and 3; the results are collected in
the following proposition.

11
|zl o - yl?

PROPOSITION 0.1. Given a pair of exponents o, 3 >0 such that o+ 8> d and a point y € Z¢, one has the
estimates
(i) If « € (0,d) and B € (0,d),
s 11 c
| |z = ylP = Jylorsmd”

zeZd

(ii) If a=d and B € (0,d],

1 1 < Clnly|
xeZd |x|a |x - y|'8 - |y|5 ’

(iii) If a>d and B €(0,00),
1 1 C

weza 1T o = ylP T Jypmine8)”

PROOF. The proof of the points (ii) and (iii) can be found in [64, Appendix]. We only prove (i) and
decompose the space into three regions according to the formula
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

(VRS YR

— = —_—— —_— —_—
B 1 L k| = Yom WY il L’ NI MYy T OR TN ol it

(0.1)=(i) (0.1)=(i1) (0.1)—(iid)
For the term (0.1)-(i), we use the inequality |y — 2| > 3|y, valid for any point z € B ([y| /2). We obtain

1 1 C 1 C

B2 11 7=yl T P gy l2l™ T lyler A

The term (0.1)-(ii) is estimated similarly, we use this time the inequality |z > 1[y|, valid for any point
x € B(y,|y|/2), and obtain

1 1 K 1 C

e . ) |
weB(oy2) 1 1=yl T WP wep Gy Iy — 2l ylorPd

For the term (0.1)-(iii), we use the inequality |y — x| > c|z|, valid for any point = ¢ B (|y|/2) u B (v, |y| /2), and
obtain

A1 1
sz (Bl DB /2 [T 1T =Y T sz By BuB ) 11 121
< C i+ﬁ
N
e
- |y|a+ﬁfd :
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O
We record as a corollary three estimates which are used in (5.25) of Chapter 4 and (3.13) of Chapter 6.

COROLLARY 0.2. One has the estimates, for any point x € Z%,
1 1 1 C'ln ||
<

0.2 )
" oy vomega [T = 21| 21 — 22|97 [zo] @7t T faldioe
and

1 1 1 c
(0.3)

X < .
21,20€Z4 |x - led_l |Z1 - 22|d‘5 |z2|d |x‘d‘1—€

For any pair of points x,z' € Z¢, one has the estimate
1 1 1 C

- < .
ez [y = x'|d+% ly - I|d+% ly —y'[42 | —ar]do2e

(0.4)

Proor. To prove (0.2), we apply Proposition 0.1 twice and obtain

1 1 1 1 1 Cln|z|
<

|z = 21| |21 = 22| = [z2] 4 zﬁ%d L L L

Zl,ZQEZd

The proof of the estimate (0.3) is similar. We now prove (0.4). By the change of variables y’ := ¢’ — 2’ and
y =y —x', one has the identity
1 1 1 1 1 1

e |y’ _ x’\‘“% |y _ x|d+% |y _ yr|d—2 - gz |y/|d+% |y T+ z/|d+% |y _ y/‘d—g .

We apply Proposition 0.1 twice to obtain
1 1 1 1 1 C

< < .
e |y/|d+g |y—$+x'|d+% |y_y/|d—2 iz |y_x+x,|d+g |y_y/|d—2 |x_x/|d—2—s

The following proposition is used in (4.18) of Chapter 7 and (3.18) of Chapter 8.

PROPOSITION 0.3. One has the estimates, for each pair of points v,z € 72,

1 1 C

(0.5) |2d+1*€ S |y |d+1

d-1-¢°

d-1
nezd (Y1l Jy - 2Pdrioe 4 |2 gy -2 max (Jy|, |z])

and
1 1 C

d- d—e — d
|+ 777 ly - 2| max (lyl.,|2])

d-2e

yrezd [Y1 ly — 2|24~ + |yT+Z -1

PRrOOF. We only prove (0.5) and first show the estimate: for each real number @ > 1 and each point z € Z¢,

06) > 1 1 C

yngd |y1|d7 2d+1-¢ — ad+1 max(|x|7a)d—175'

L a2d4i-e 4 |z — g

To prove the inequality (0.6), we distinguish two cases.
Case 1. a > |z|. In that case, there exists a constant c := ¢(d) > 0 such that a??*17¢ + |y; — z[?4*17¢ >

c(a2d+1_E + |y1|2d+1_5) for any point 3, € Z¢. Using this inequality, we compute

1 1 1 1
Z 2d+1-¢ < Z

d- d—
yreza |y1] yreza Y1

1 CL2d+1_€ + |,f[,' _ y1|2d+1*€

1 1 1 1

L a2+ 4 |z — g

<

< — — + = —.
meBloa) ' a2 1y P 200y | CT adrie 4y P

We estimate the two terms in the right side separately. For the first term, we write

1 1 1 2 C
|d—1 q2d+l-e = g2d-¢’

|d—1 a2d_1_6 + |y1|2d+1—5 -

y1eB(0,a) [Y1 v1eB(0,a) [U1
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For the second term, we write

1 1 < 1 1 < C
|2d+1—5 - 2d+1l-e = 42d-¢’

—1 _
a2d+1 € 4+ |y1

d d-1
y1€ZI\B(0,a) |y y1€ZI\B(0,a) |y1 |y1

A combination of the three previous displays completes the proof of (0.6) in the case a > |z|.

2d+1-¢

Case 2. a < |z|. In that case, an application of Young’s inequality yields the estimate a +

lyr — 2 > ca |y, — 2. We deduce that

1 1 1 1
|2d—1—€ -

|d—€ !

yieza [T a2d1E y e — gy yieza [yt |z -y

We apply Proposition 0.1 to obtain
1 1 C

d-1 d-e — d-1-¢°
yreze Y1l |z — 1] ||

A combination of the two previous displays completes the proof of (0.6) in the case a < |z|.

We now prove the inequality (0.5). Applying the inequality (0.6) with the choices a = |y - z| and = = y+z,

we obtain
1 1 C

|2d+1—a §| _ d+1 (|y+z| | )d—l—a'
>

yreZd |y1|d_1 |y _ Z|2d+1—5 + |L+Z —

We complete the proof of (0.5) by using the estimate max (||, [y - z|) > 2 max (|y|, |2]).

The next proposition of this appendix is used in (1.15) of Chapter 8.

PROPOSITION 0.4. One has the estimate, for any point x € Z%,

1 1 1 C

0.7 < .
( ) y,gzd |y|d_1|$ _ y|d—1 |Z|d_l|2’ _ 1:|d—1 |y _ Z|d—s |1;|2d—2

PRrROOF. We first fix a point y € Z? and prove the estimate

¢ if Jy| < lz|
ol

1 1 C ||

(0.8) < —— if ly-a|<—
ZGZZ:G’ |z|d‘1\z —l‘|d_1 |y_ Z|d—s x|d l-¢ 4

|y -

otherwise.

|z[2d-2-¢"

In the case |y| < %, we split the sum according to the formula

1 1 1 1 1 1

(0.9) = +
zezz:d |2tz = 2|4t y - 2% zeB(g,T‘sz) 2|4tz — |4t [y — 2| de zeB(xZch|/2) 2[4tz = 2|7t |y — 2]9~e

(0.9)-(4) (0.9)—(i7)

1 1
+

2eZ4N\(B(0,|z|/2)UB(z,|x|/2)) 2|47tz — 2|t |y — 2]9-e

(0.9)—(iii)
For the term (0.9)-(i), we use that |z — x| > |z|/2 if z € B(0,|z|/2). We obtain
1 1 1 1 1

<
2eB(0,]2|/2) 2|91z = 2|41 |y — z|de o4t 2eB(0,]z|/2) 2|9 |y — 2|4~

1 1
<
S T e e S

zeZd

=1 [y

where we used Proposition 0.1 in the third inequality.



186 C. BASIC ESTIMATES ON DISCRETE CONVOLUTIONS

For the term (0.9)-(ii), we use the inequalities |z| > |z| /2 and |z — y| > |x|/4 valid for any point z € B(z, |z|/2)
under the assumption |y| < %. We obtain

ceB(oayy A1 e — 24 fy = 2|te T el p ey [l T [P

For the term (0.9)-(iii), we use the estimates |z — x| > c|z| and |y — x| > ¢|2|, valid for any point z € Z% \
(B(|z|/2) u B(z,|z|/2)) under the assumption |y| < %. We obtain

1 1 1

cezi (Bl DB a2y AT = 2Ty =2 T G i uB e el 1

1
Japj) [P

z€Z4\B(z
C

= a2

A combination of the four previous displays and the assumption |y| < ‘ZJ yields

1 1 C
2

<
sz [Tz =@y = 24 T g1y

d-1-¢’

which completes the proof of (0.8) in the case |y| < |z|/4. The proof of (0.8) in the case |y — x| < |z|/4 can be
reduced to the case |z| < |z|/4 by performing the change of variable z := z — y.

There only remains to prove the estimate in the case (0.8) in the third case. We again split the sum into
four terms

> 1 I 1 L 1 1
L T e =2 fy =277 ot I e =2l = 2172 L epltaysy e — 2l Jy— 202
1 1

A1y — gd=T |y = ]d—<

+

=eB(yels) 17|
1 1
|41z — 2|41 |y — z|d-="

+
22N (B(O.[x|/8)0B (x |2l/8)UB (y |=//8)) 17

We then estimate the four terms in the right side separately:

(i) For the first term, we use the inequalities |y — z| > c|z| and |z — z| > c|z;
(ii) For the second term, we use the inequalities |z| > c|z| and |y — 2| > c|z];
(iii) For the third term, we use the inequalities |z| > c|z| and |z — 2| > c|z|;

(iv) For the fourth term, we use the inequalities |y — z| > ¢|x| and |z - z| > ¢|z|.

We obtain

Z 1 1 < C 1 . 1 1
o R e e L N L M o= Yomy MY LA L

1 1

222 enalys) 1y = 21778
1 1
11" cezan(BalmIOB G lalB s 2P
" JalPA2E T JaltE By 12T

C

S5
|z[2d-2-¢
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The proof of the estimate (0.8) is complete. We now complete the proof of (0.7). By applying the estimate (0.8),
we obtain the inequality

1 1 1 C 1

<
y,;%d [yl =yl (2] z - | fy - 2] T ] [22e e -yl

yeB(O )2y 1Y
C 1
|d71|x _ y|2d7276

|x|d71 yeB(z,|z|/4) |y
C 1

+ — _
P22 ez B0 B ol ayy I I~

We estimate each term on the right side by applying Proposition 0.1. We obtain

1 1 1 C

< :
y;zd [y~ =yl [z — | fy — 2| A

The proof of (0.7) is complete.

The following estimate is used in (3.27) and (3.31) of Chapter 6 with the exponent a = 2d + %.

PROPOSITION 0.5. One has the estimate, for each point y € Z¢ and each exponent a > d,
1 C

<
iz lyol™ +lyo =yl = |y

(0.10)

where the constant C' depends on the parameters a and d.

REMARK 0.6. A variation of the proof gives the following generalization of (0.10): for every cube O ¢ Z%
of center 0 and sidelength R > 1 and every point y € Z,

1 < c
yiza lwol™ +lyo = yl™ ~ max (R, [yl) >

PrOOF. We split the space into two regions according to the formula
1 1 1

T @ - e et T a
yaeza 1ol + [yo =yl YoeB(0,|y]/2) yol™ + lyo = ¥l YoeZaNB(0,]y|/2) lyol™ + lyo = ¥l

We estimate the two terms in the right side separately.
ly[*
>

For the first term, we use the inequality |yo|” + |yo — y|* > %+, valid for any point yo € B(|y|/2). We obtain

1 1 C

— < <
voeBQu2) Yol +1yo — ] woeB Q) W™ [y

For the second term, we use the inequality |yo|” + [yo — y|” > |yo|” and obtain

1 1 C

T« ja = T = a—d
woeze B2y WOl 150 =9I" o cza B2y ol Jyl
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