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Abstract

We consider random walks in a uniformly elliptic, balanced, i.i.d. ran-
dom environment in Z¢ for d > 2. We first derive a quantitative law of
large numbers for the invariant measure, which is nearly optimal. A mixing
property of the field of the invariant measure is then achieved. We next ob-
tain rates of convergence for the homogenization of the Dirichlet problem for
non-divergence form difference operators, which are generically optimal for
d > 3 and nearly optimal when d = 2. Furthermore, we establish the exis-
tence, stationarity and uniqueness properties of the corrector problem for all
dimensions d > 2. Afterwards, we quantify the ergodicity of the environmen-
tal process for both the continuous-time and discrete-time random walks, and
as a consequence, we get explicit convergence rates for the quenched central
limit theorem of the balanced random walk.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider random walks in a uniformly elliptic, balanced, i.i.d. ran-
dom environment in Z¢ for d > 2. Our main goals are two-fold. Firstly, we derive
a quantitative large-scale average of the invariant measure, which is nearly optimal,
in Theorem|[6l A mixing property of the field of the invariant measure is achieved.
Secondly, we obtain rates of convergence for the homogenization of the Dirichlet



problem in Theorem [8l When d > 3, the convergence rate is O(R™!), which is
generically optimal. Afterwards, we quantify the ergodicity of the environmental
process for both the continuous- and discrete-time random walks in Theorem
and as a consequence, we get explicit convergence rates for the quenched central
limit theorem (QCLT) of the balanced random walk.

1.1 Settings

Let S;,; denote the set of d X d positive-definite diagonal matrices. A map
w . Zd - Sd)(d

is called an environment. We denote the set of all environments by Q. Let P be a
probability measure on Q so that

{a)(x) = diag[w(x), ..., 0,;(x)], x € Zd}
are i.i.d. under P. Expectation with respect to PP is denoted by E or Ep.

Definition 1. Let {e;,...,e,;} be the canonical basis for R LetU = {e € 7¢ :
le|, = 1} be the set of unit vectors. Define the difference operators V = (V,),cp >
and V2 = (V)L by

V. u(x) = u(x + e) — u(x), Vizu(x) =u(x +¢;) + u(x — ¢;) — 2u(x). (D
Note that V, V2 are linear operators. We also write, for e, € U,
V2, =-V.,V,.
Forr > 0, y € RY we let

B(y)={xeR’:|x—yl<r}, B()=BmnzZ
denote the continuous and discrete balls with center y and radius r, respectively.
When y = 0, we also write B, = B,(0) and B, = B,(0). For any B C Z¢, its
discrete boundary is defined as

0B .= {z e 74\ B : dist(z, x) = 1 for some x € B} .

Let B = BU0B. By abuse of notations, whenever confusion does not occur, we
also use dA and A to denote the usual continuous boundary and closure of A C R?,
respectively.

For x € 74, a spatial shift 0, : Q — Q is defined by

O, o)) =w(x+-).



In arandom environment w € Q, we consider the discrete elliptic Dirichlet problem

Lr (000 V2u(x) = 4 f (E) (O.w) x € By,

u(x)zg(i> X € 0By,

|x]

2)

where f € RPi, g € R are functions with good regularity properties and { €
R satisfies suitable integrability conditions (A special case is { = 1). Stochastic
homogenization studies (for P-almost all @) the convergence of u to the solution &
of a deterministic effective equation

{ Ste@b*) = fy  inB, 3

i=g on 0B,

as R — oco. Here D% denotes the Hessian matrix of & and @ = a(P) € Sy, and
v = w(P,{) € R are deterministic and do not depend on the realization of the
random environment (see the statement of Proposition [Cl for formulas for @ and ).

The non-divergence form difference equation () is used to describe random
walks in a random environment (RWRE) in Z¢. To be specific, we set

@;(x)
2tra(x)

o(x,x +e;) = fori=1,...d, 4)
and w(x,y) = 0if |x — y| # 1. Namely, we normalize w to get a transition prob-
ability. We remark that the configuration of {@(x,y) : x,y € Z9} is also called a
balanced environment in the literature [42) 134, [10].

Definition 2. For each fixed w € Q, the random walk (X)), in the environment
o with X, = x is a Markov chain in Z¢ with transition probability P specified by

P (Xn+1 =z|X, = y) = w(y, z). 5)

@

The expectation with respect to P2 is written as E. When the starting point of

the random walk is 0, we sometimes omit the superscript and simply write P, E?

as P, and E _, respectively. Notice that for random walks (X,,) in an environment
w,

@ = Oy w€Q, 20, (6)

is also a Markov chain, called the environment viewed from the particle process.
By abuse of notation, we enlarge our probability space so that P, still denotes the
joint law of the random walks and (@');.

We also consider the continuous-time RWRE (Y;) on Z4. Set, forw € Q,

a(x) = a, () 1= 2 _ diaglao(x, x+e)), ... 20(x, x+e)l, x € 2%, (7)
tra(x)
. . . _ wi(x)
and write the i-th diagonal entry of a(x) as a;(x) = Py
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Definition 3. Let (Y,),5, be the Markov process on Z¢ with generator

Lu(x) = ) o(x, y)u(y) - u(x)] = 3tr(a(x)V2u). (8)
y

By abuse of notation, we also denote by P the quenched law of (Y,). If there
is no ambiguity from the context, we also write, for x,y € 79, neZ1teR,the
transition kernels of the discrete and continuous time walks as

PP(x,y) = PX(X,=y), and p?(x,y)=PXY,=y),

respectively.

1.2 Main assumptions
Throughout the paper, the following assumptions are always in force.

(A1) {a)(x), xez? } are i.i.d. under the probability measure [P.

(A2) % > 2k1 for P-almost every w and some constant k € (0, ﬁ].

(A3) v € L*(P) is a bounded measurable function of w(0).

In the paper, we use ¢, C to denote positive constants which may change from line
to line but only depend on the dimension d and the ellipticity constant x unless
otherwise stated. We write A < Bif A< CB,and A < Bif A < Band A > B.
We also use notations A $; B, A <; B to indicate that the multiplicative constant
depends on the variable j other than (d, k).

1.3 Earlier results in the literature

We first recall the following quenched central limit theorem (QCLT) proved by
Lawler [42]], which is a discrete version of Papanicolaou, Varadhan [46].

Theorem A. Assume (A2) and that law P of the environment is ergodic under
spatial shifts {0, : x € Z}. Then

(i) There exists a probability measure Q ~ P such that (&' )i>0 Is an ergodic (with
respect to time shifts) sequence under law Q X P,,.

(ii) For P-almost every w, the rescaled path X 2, /n converges weakly (under law
P,) to a Brownian motion with covariance matrix

a = diaglay, ..., 4] 1= Egla] = Eq[ 251> 0. 9)

QCLT for the balanced RWRE in static environments under weaker ellipticity
assumptions can be found at [34},[10]. For dynamic balanced random environment,
QCLT was established in [20] and finer results concerning the local limit theorem



and heat kernel estimates was obtained at [19]. When the RWRE is allowed to
make long jumps, non-CLT stable limits of the balanced random walk is considered
in 17, [18]. We refer to the lecture notes [13} 51} 12, 21}, 40] for QCLT results in
different models of RWRE.

We are moreover interested in characterizing the invariant measure Q. Denote
the Radon-Nikodym derivative of Q with respect to P as

p(w) = dQ/dP. (10)
For any x € Z¢ and finite set A C Z¢, we define
Pu(X) 1= p(B,0) and  p,(A)= ) p,(x).
XEA

As an important feature of the non-divergence form model, p, does not have
deterministic (nonzero) upper and lower bounds. Moreover, the heat kernel p(-, -)
is not expected to have deterministic Gaussian bounds.

For r > 0,t > 0, define a function

2
Br,t) = — +rlog(- v 1), r>0,t>0. (11)
rvt t

The following result was obtained by Guo, Tran [31]].

Theorem B. Assume (Al), (A2), andd > 2. Let s = s(d,x) =2 + i —-d > 2.
For any € € (0, 1), there exists a random variable 7' (w) = # (0, d, x,€) > 0 with
Elexp(c#?~¢)] < oo such that the following properties hold.

(a) For P-almost all w,
eH 5 < plw) < CHi.

(b) Recall the function ¥ in (I1). For any r > 1 and P-almost all w,

d
=S < L“’(O) <cxi!,
Po(B,)

(c) Forany x € 7%t > 0, and P-almost all w,

pY(x,0) < CHO (1 + 1)~/ 2ebx0,
POx,0) 2 e (1 + 1)~/ 2= CXF /1,

Remark 4. In the PDE setting, positive and negative algebraic moment bounds and
volume doubling property of p were proved by Bauman [7]]. The L? integrability of
the heat kernel moment was proved by Fabes and Stroock [23]]. Deterministic heat
kernel bounds in terms of p was shown by Escauriaza [22] in the PDE setting, and



by Mustapha [44] for discrete time balanced random walks. In the more general
dynamic ergodic balanced environment setting, the bounds

PO ettt < o, 0) < S22 pmeiixio (12)
Pu(B.j) - ~ Pu(B )

were proved by Deuschel, Guo [19] Theorem 11]. Recently, Armstrong, Fehrman,
Lin [2] obtain an algebraic rate of convergence for the heat kernels.

We now state a quantitative homogenization result in Guo, Peterson, Tran [29]
Theorem 1.5], which can be considered as a discrete version of Armstrong, Smart
[4, Theorem 1.2].

Proposition C. Assume (A1), (A2). Recall the measure Q in Theorem[Al Suppose
g € C*(dB,), f € C¥B,) for some a € (0, 1], and § is a measurable function of
@(0) with := || /trw(0)||, < oo. Let it be the solution of the Dirichlet problem
@) with a = Eglw(0)/trw(0)] > 0 and ¥ as above.

Foranye € (0,1), let # = # (w,d, x, €) be the same as in Theorem Bl Then,
there exists a constant f = p(d, x, €) € (0, 1) such that for any R > 0, the solution

u of @) satisfies

max b A(l +(%)1_E/d)R"’ﬂ,

XEBy

u(x) — (%)

where A = ”f”CO"’(B])”ﬁ”oo + [glcoa(om, )

When the balanced environment is allowed to be non-elliptic and genuinely d-
dimensional, (weak) quantitative results and Harnack inequalities for non-divergence
form difference operators were obtained by Berger, Cohen, Deuschel, Guo [9], and
Berger, Criens [11] for w-harmonic and w-caloric functions, respectively.

Let us also give a brief overview of the quantitative homogenization of non-
divergence form operators in the continuous PDE setting. Yurinski derived a second
moment estimate of the homogenization error in [S0] for linear elliptic case. Caf-
farelli, Souganidis [16]] proved a logarithmic convergence rate for the fully nonlinear
case. Afterwards, Armstrong, Smart [4], and Lin, Smart [43]] achieved an algebraic
convergence rate for fully nonlinear elliptic equations, and fully nonlinear parabolic
equations, respectively. Armstrong, Lin [3]] obtained quantitative estimates for the
approximate corrector problems.

For d > 2 and any finite set A C Z¢, denote the exit time from A by

T(A) =7(A; X) =inf{n>0: X, & A}. (13)

Definition 5. For R> 1, w € Q, x € 7%, S c 79, the Green function Gg(-,) in
the ball By, for the balanced random walk is defined by

7(Bp) .
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We also write Gg(x,y) = G%(x, {y}) and GR(x) := Gx(x,0). When d > 3, for
any finite set S C Z¢, the Green function on the whole space can be defined as

G?(x,S) = / p(x,8)dt < co.
0
When d = 2, for any x,y C 74, the potential kernel is defined as

A(x,y) = A”(x,y) = /0 Y (. y) — PP, 1L,  x € Z*. (14)

The bounds for the Green functions and the potential kernel were proved in Guo,
Tran [31]], which was based on the idea of Armstrong, Lin [3l, Proposition 4.1].

Theorem D. Assume (Al), (A2). Fore >0, lets >0, # = I (w,d,x,e) > 0 be
as in Theorem[Bl For r > 0, let
UG := { ;zlzgr Z;gj (15)
Then P-almost surely, for all x € By,
W (x| + 1) = UR+2)] S Gp(x,0) S ZU(Ix| + 1) - UR +2)].
As consequences, P-almost surely, for all x € 79,

Z 7 log(|x] + 1) S A®(x,0) S Z log(|x| + 1), when d = 2;
51+ x4 < Gx,0) S 271 + |x])*4, when d > 3.

Recall the continuous time RWRE (Y;),5 in Definition Bl Define the semi-
group P, t > 0, on R® by

P{(@) = ES[C(Oy )] = ) p(0,2){(0,). (16)
V4
The following theorem from Guo, Tran [31]] estimates the optimal speed of decor-
relation of the environmental process @' from the original environment.

Theorem E. Assume (Al), (A2), and d > 3. Fort > 0 and any measurable
function ¢ € R? of w(0) with ||{]|, < 1, we have

Varg(P,) < C(1+ 1)~/ (17)
IBLI + IPE —EIPGI, < C(L+ 07 forallpe 0,2).  (18)



1.4 Main results

The field {p,(x) : x € Z} of the invariant measure, which governs the long term
behavior of the diffusion and which determines the effective PDE, plays a central
role in the theory of homogenization of non-divergence form equations.

We first obtain a rate of convergence of the average p,(Bg)/|Bg| of the invari-
ant measure to 1 as R — oo.

Theorem 6. Assume (A1), (A2). Foranyd >2,p € (0,0.5), t > 0and R > 2,

P

Note that the rate R=%/2log R is very close to the size R=4/2 of the diffusive
scaling. In other words, to some extent the field (p,(x)),c7z« behaves quite simi-
larly to i.i.d. random variables. Hence, we expect the rate R~%/2log R obtained
here to be either optimal or nearly optimal. For non-divergence form PDEs, the
volume-doubling property for the measure p,(-) was proved by Bauman [7]. An
algebraic convergence rate R™" for some y € (0, 1) was proved recently by Arm-
strong, Fehrman, Lin [2, Theorem 1.4].

In the course of obtaining our homogenization results in this paper, sensitivity
estimates together with an Efron-Stein type inequality are used to control fluctu-
ations of a random field around its mean. This method was used in the stochastic
homogenization of divergence-form operators, e.g., [45,26]. To facilitate this strat-
egy, obtaining sensitivity estimates (with respect to the change of the environment)
is crucial, and C!! estimates for the random equation is necessary, cf. e.g., [26] 3.
To obtain C"! regularity for the heterogeneous equation, we follow the idea of
Armstrong, Lin [3] who generalized the compactness argument of Avellaneda, Lin
[S] to the random non-divergence form setting.

The key observation in the proof of Theorem [f] is explained as follows. Al-
though the invariant measure p, (x) does not have an explicit expression, it can be
interpreted as the long term frequency of visits to location x. Hence, modifying
the local value of the environment is related to the Green function of the RWRE.
Guided by this intuition, we will obtain a formula for the sensitivity estimate of the
invariant measure in terms of the Green function.

280 |2 (R log R) < C,exp(—ct?).
|Brl P

As indicated in Theorem[@] the field {p,,(x) : x € Z?} is expected to have weak
enough correlation so that the behavior of its mean fluctuation over By resembles
(up to a logarithmic factor) that of i.i.d. random variables. The following proposi-
tion reveals the localization and correlation properties of the invariant measure.

Proposition 7. Assume (A1), (A2).

(i) There exists a random variable ¥ > O with E[¥?] < C, Vp< 2/5, such that
forany x € Z%,r > 1, letting Pr(X) = p, (%) 1= Elp,(x)|w(y) : y € B,(x)],

Yr'logr, d=2
lp(x) = p.(x)| < { Y/, d>3.
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(ii) Forany x,y € Z% with x # y,

|x =yl log(1 + |x = yDIP  d =2
<
This is perhaps the first characterization of the correlation structure of the in-
variant measure (with algebraic mixing rates) for the non-divergence form operator
tr(wV2u) in a random environment.

Next, we derive rates of convergence for the stochastic homogenization of the
Dirichlet problem (@) for non-divergence form difference operators.

Theorem 8. Assume (Al), (A2). Suppose f,g are both in C*(R?), and ¢ is a
measurable function of w(0) with ||{ /trw(0)||,, < oo. Let i be the solution of the
Dirichlet problem (3) with @ = Eg[w(0)/trw(0)] > 0 and y := Eg[ /tro(0)].

For any € € (0,1), R > 2, there exists a random variable ¥ = % (R, e, ) > 1
with E[exp(% %/ ?4+2=€)] < C such that the solution u of @) satisfies

1=
E||u||c4(@l)? when d > 3

max |u(x) —ii(=)| S 2ie
x€By R Qs R Vall cag ¥ whend = 2.

Thus, for d > 3, we obtain the optimal rate of convergence for the homogeniza-
tion of the Dirichlet problem, which is generically of scale R~!. This is consistent
with the generically optimal rate R™! for the periodic setting. See the classical
books Bensoussan, Lions, Papanicolaou [8]], Jikov, Kozlov, Oleinik [37] for the
derivation, and Guo, Tran, Yu [33]], Sprekeler, Tran [48]], Guo, Sprekeler, Tran [30]]
for discussions on the optimality of the rates. We also refer the reader to Jing, Zhang
[38]] for the optimal convergence rate in the presence of a large drift. It is not clear
to us what the optimal rate is when d = 2, which deserves further analysis.

To prove Theorem[§] we apply the classical method of two-scale expansions and
regularity estimates of the correctors in Section[5.3l As evident from the two-scale
expansion (Lemmal[29)), it is not the size of the correctors, but rather the gradient of
the correctors that determines the rate of the homogenization of the non-divergence
form problem. However, a stationary corrector on the whole space was constructed
by Armstrong, Lin [3} Section 7] only for d > 5, and for d < 5 the approximate
corrector (cf. (6I))) which is usually used in the literature does not possess enough
regularity for optimal estimates. To overcome these challenges, we construct local
correctors (cf. Definition 31)) which have the desired regularity inside the ball.
Roughly speaking, the approximate corrector corresponds to the RWRE subject to
an exponential killing time, while our local corrector only kills the RWRE outside of
By and as aresult it does not “feel”" any perturbations inside the ball Bg. By doing
this we sacrifice the stationarity of the corrector, but will gain better regularity in
Bg. More detailed probability intuition can be found below (80).

We believe that our construction of the local correctors is new in the literature.
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Furthermore, we establish the existence, stationarity, and uniqueness of the
(global) corrector, completing the corrector theory of the non-divergence form op-
erator in the i.i.d. environment for all dimensions d > 2. To this end, define, for
R > 1, the dimension-dependent functions y = u, and 6 = 6, as

R d=2
R!/? d=3
HR =Y (Ivig R)2 d =4 (19
1 d>5,
1 whend > 3
o = { (1vlogR)*? whend =2. (20)

Theorem 9. Let yw be an L*(P)-bounded function of w(0) with ||yl = 1. For
each d > 2 and P-a.e. w, there exists a function ¢ = ¢, : Z¢ — R that solves

L,p(x)=y(0,0) -y forxe z¢
with the following properties

(i) When d > 5, E[exp(c|@(x)/u(|x])P)] < C, for any p € (0 ) x € 7%

’ 3d+2

When d = 3,4, E[exp(c|¢(x)/u(|xD|")] < C, forany p € (0, =), x € z4;

’3d4

When d =2, E [exp <C||x|10g‘fl(wlp)] < Cpforanyp € (0, 5),x e 79

(ii) E[exp(c|V(x)/8(1xDID] < C, for any q € (0, 375),x € Z%;

’ 2d 2
(iii) E[exp(c|V2p(x)|")] < C. for any r € (0, %),x e 74;
(iv) (Stationarity properties)

o When d > 5, the field {¢,(x) : x € Z%} is stationary (under P);
o Whend >3,V¢, (x) = V¢9xw(0)f0r allx € 74, and the field (Ve ,(x) :

x € Z4} is stationary;

o Whend = 2, V¢, (x) = V2¢9xw(0) for all x € 7%, and the field
(V2¢,(x) : x € 79} is stationary.

Moreover, such a corrector ¢ is unique up to an additive constant when d > 3, and
is unique up to an affine transformation when d = 2.
Note that the effective matrix @ = Eglw/trow] does not have an explicit expres-

sion. Even though by Birkhoff’s ergodic theorem, Q can be approximated by

n—1

.1
lim — E 0 =FE P-a.s.
lim n; WOy ®)] = Egly] P-as

11



for any L' function y on environments, in order to better understand the effective
matrix & it is important to quantify the speed of this convergence. To this end, we
set, forT > 1,

T-1/2 d=2
T-3/4 d=3

D= T10g T2 =4 1)
T-! d > 5.

We will quantify the ergodicity of the environmental process for both the continuous-
and discrete-time random walks in a balanced random environment.

Theorem 10. Assume (A1), (A2), (A3). Let v be as in @I). Forany0 < p < %,
there exists C = C(d, x, p) such that for T,n > 2 and any t > 0,

T
P <|%Ew[/0 w(Oy w)ds| — u7|z zv(T)Ilwlloo) < Cexp(=¢).

n—1
p <|1Ew [ ZO w(Ox )] - u7|2 tv(n)llwlloo> < Cexp(-5).

Remark 11. We remark that an (unknown) algebraic rate for the convergence of
the ergodic average was obtained in [29, Theorem 1.2] in the discrete setting and
recently in [2, Theorem 1.6] in the PDE setting.

Recall that Theorem [El (from [31]]) states that, when d > 3, the typical size of
Py — 1 is of scale r~9/%. Observe that the typical size v(T') of the ergodic average
in Theorem [1Q] satisfies (for T > 2)

1 T
wT) < = / /4y,
T/

(The sign < can be replaced by =< except for d = 4 when v(T') is a 4/log T factor
smaller than the right side.) Hence, Theorem[IQlcan be regarded as the integral ver-
sion of Theorem [Elwhich holds for all d > 2 and which has much better exponential
integrability.

As a consequence of Theorem we obtain explicit convergence rates for the
QCLT of the balanced random walk.
2d

Corollary 12. Assume (A1), (A2). Forany 0 < g < 5641’ n > 2, there exists a

random variable ¥ = Y (w, q; n, k,d) with E[exp(¥ )] < C such that, P-almost
surely, for any unit vector £ € R?,

sup|P,, (X, £/v/n < rVeTat ) - o)< Cvm' ¥,

reR

where ®(r) = 2x)~1/2 f_roo e_"z/zdxfor reR.
An algebraic rate for the QCLT was proved in [29, Theorem 1.3]. We remark
that for the model of random walk in random conductances, algebraic rates similar

to ours was proved in [1] for dimensions d > 3.
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2 Large scale C%' and C"! estimates

In this section, we apply the ideas of Avellaneda, Lin [3} 6] in the periodic setting
to the discrete random setting. The key idea is quite intuitive and natural: large-
scale solutions of L u(x) = y(f,w) + f(x) are well-approximated by those of the
homogenized equation with an algebraic rate thanks to Proposition [Cl As the latter
are harmonic, they possess rather nice estimates (see Proposition [I9 below on the
scaling property.) Therefore, by iterations, scalings and the triangle inequalities,
the better regularity of the homogenized equation is inherited by the heterogeneous
equation. It is crucial to note two points here. Firstly, in each iteration step, the
scaling is done by using the nice estimates in Proposition [19] of the homogenized
limit, and the triangle inequality and Proposition [Clare used to pass this estimate to
the solution u of the heterogeneous equation. Secondly, in the random setting, one
can only go down to radii greater than the homogenization radius in the iterations,
which therefore gives us only large scale estimates. The generalization of this idea
to the random non-divergence form PDE setting was first done by Armstrong, Lin
[3] who made the observation that an algebraic rate is sufficient for such an iteration.

The main result in this section, Theorem can be considered as a discrete
version of Armstrong, Lin 3, Theorem 3.1, Corollary 3.4] in terms of the large scale
C%! and C! regularity. We remark that for @-harmonic functions in a genuinely
d-dimensional balanced environment, a C%!~¢ regularity was achieved by Berger,
Cohen, Deuschel, Guo [9}, Corollary 1.4] using coupling arguments.

As can be seen in the following Subsection 2.1} this sort of compactness argu-
ment, although is applied to the random setting here, is deterministic in its core.

2.1 Some regularity properties of deterministic functions

This subsection contains the key tools for the compactness arguments used in our
paper. It is completely deterministic and can be read independently of other parts of
the paper. The lemmas presented here concern large scale C*!, k > 0, properties
of deterministic functions.

For any function f on a set A and a € (0, 1], define

oscf 1= sup IfG) = fO),  [flga= sup LSO
AT e coetty X"

and, if A is a finite set, for p € (0, 00), we define

1/p
1
1/ lpa 2= <g > |f|"> ¢ 1 e = max| £ (o).

XEA

Forany j > 0, let H; denote the set of j-th order polynomials, with Hy = R. In
fact, in our paper we will only use the cases j =0, 1, 2.
Define, for function f : RY — R and a bounded set A C R?, j > 1,

: . 1.
D\(f) = péﬂf_] sup If =pl =3 péﬂf_] osc(f = p). (22)
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D; satisfies the triangle inequality. Namely, D;(f +g)< DQ(f) + DJ/"(g). When
A = By, is the discrete ball, R > 0, we simply write

D}, := D’BR.

Note that for j > 1, the above term normalized
DA(f) 1= Dalf) 23
Q) 1= = (23)

is a large scale analogue of the j-th order derivative.
Forany r > 0, 8 € (0, %), define a sequence of exponentially increasing radii

(k=0 by
ry=r(r0) =07, k>0.

The following elementary lemma confirms the intuition that “the integral of the
(j + 1)-th derivative is the j-th derivative".

Lemma 13. For any function f : Z% = Randr > 0,6 € (0, %),n eN,j>1,

n

B (/) <BL () +307 Y DI,

k=0

Proof. For any j-th order homogeneous polynomials p,q € H;, R > r > 0, by the
triangle inequality,

Di(p) < Di(g) + Di(p— q)
< (£)Di(@) + Di(f = p) + DI(f - q)

where in the second inequality we used the fact that Df(q) = (%)j Djlle(q) for all j-th
order homogeneous polynomial g. Hence, by the inequality above,

DI(f) <DI(f —p)+Dl(p)
<2DI(f = p) + DI(f — @) + (£ Di(@)
<2DI(f = p)+ DI(f = @) + (RV D)) + Di(f = 9)]
<2ADIf = p) + Di(f = @1 + (%Y DR(f).
Taking infimum over all j-th order homogeneous polynomials p, g € H;, we get
DI(f) < 2ADIT(f) + DO+ (LY D).
Replacing r, R by ry, r;; , and using notation 23)), the above inequality yields
D) (f) = D) (/) <20 D () +67r DI ().

Summing both sides over k =0, ..., n — 1, the lemma is proved. O
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The following lemma will be crucially employed later in our derivation of large
scale regularity estimates in Subsection

Lemmal4. Let j > 1, meN, r,a > 0. Let A, > 0 be a constant depending on r.
Iffor f : 79 >R, k=0,....,m—1,and all 6 € (0, %),

DI () 5; 07 DI (N + DL () + : (24)

k+1 k+1 +1

then there exist 0 = 0(j), N = N(j, a) such that, for N <r< R<r,,
DI(f) <1307 ( ) DiH+ Y A,
k>1:r <R

Proof. For the simplicity of notations, we suppress the dependency on f. Let n =
n(R, 6) < mbe such that r, < R < r,,,. Display (24) is equivalent to

i+1 i+1 | p—j o -j
rk[Dik Sj 9rk+1D£k+l +07r " [DJ (FO7A

k+1 el
Summing this inequality over k =0, ...,n — 1, we have
n—1 n n
> D/t 5, 0 Z D/ + 67 D Dl +67 YA, (25)
k=0 k=1 k=1

Moreover, by Lemmal[I3] lka < [Din +3077 3%, rfo;'l. Hence

n n n
—amJ —a J —=J J+1
DDl < X <u:orn +307 ) r D} >
k=1 k=1 =k

n

o o »
< Cur DL + G070 Y r, DI, (26)
=1

where C, = 1 — 37%. Choosing 6 = 0(j) € (0, l) sufficiently small, when r > N
for some N = N(j, a), we get from 23] and that

n—1 n
1 . ; ;
1 1 -
z (DI < <3 z n DT+ D] +C0 z A,
k=0 =1 k=1

. . . i+1 j
which implies (Note that r, D" < D )

n n

- . B
D rDi <4l +C07 YA,
k=0 k=1

This inequality, together with Lemmal[I3] yields for » > N, 8 = 6(j) € (0, %),

n n
j -ipi -2j ~2jmy)
D) <1307D] +C;07 Y\ A, <13077D + Y A,
k=1 k=1

The lemma is proved. U
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Remark 15. In this subsection we consider f as a function on Z¢ and defined H j
to be the set of j-th order polynomials just for our convenience. One may let f be
a function on R¢ and redefine H ;s to be other sub-spaces of the polynomials (e.g.,
the set of harmonic polynomials) and Lemmas [13] 14! still hold.

2.2 Large scale regularity
The goal of this section is to apply Lemma [I4]to obtain C*! and C'-! regularities

for the heterogeneous equations in our random setting.

Theorem 16. Assume (A1), (A2), and that y is a local function. Let R > 1. There
exists o = a(d,x) € (0, %) such that, for any any u with L u(x) = w(0,0) + f(x)
on By, je{1,2}, Z <r <R

1 . 1.
— inf -p) S — inf - A, 27
= péﬂj_] ogf(u P S R péﬂj_] %s:(u p)+A; (27)

where the terms A i =A;R ) have the following bounds (for any o € (0,1])

A S Ryl + RISl and Ay < Ry + fO)ll o + R™*°[f1,.5,

Ay Wl +10gCOI S oo and Ay <+~ lly + f Ol + R[S 15,3,

In particular, recalling the operator Vl.2 in (M), forany R > 1, j = 1,2,

VO $ (2 (Il = uO)l 15, + Bl + F Ol + By, )  (29)

Remark 17. A weakness of Theorem[I6lis that estimate (27)) is not applicable when
y is not a local function, in which case y is forced to be absorbed into the term f(x)
which usually yields unsatisfactory bounds.

As a consequence of (28)), any w-harmonic function on Z¢ with sublinear growth
is a constant. That is, if L u = 0 on Z¢ and maxp |u| = o(R) for all R > 0, then
u is constant. To prove Theorem [I6] it suffices to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 18. There exists y = y(d, k) such that, for R > #, 8 € (0, %), 1<j<3
and any u with L u(x) = w(0,0) + f(x) for x € By, we have

j — 2 i1 2— 2
D)) S R7PD3w) + 0/ D) + R Iyl + R £ Nl 4.,

The proof of Lemma[I8|uses the following fact of deterministic harmonic func-
tions. For completeness, we include its proof in Section of the Appendix.

Proposition 19. Recall the notation in @2)). Let ¢y be a constant. Let v be a function
satisfying traD*v = cyin Bg. Then, for 6 € (0, %), je{1,2,3}and R > 1,

D). (v)<CoD. (). (29)
Bor Br/2
We also have
D, 05 %(aéup o] + R2Jegl) + 0D (). (30)
2R/3
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Remark 20. Property (29) for deterministic harmonic functions (¢, = 0) was used
in [3, Lemma 3.3] to obtain regularities of the heterogeneous solution in the PDE
setting. Comparing to [3, Corollary 3.4], here by allowing ¢, # 0 we will gain a
tiny improvement for the coefficient of ||y + £(0)||, in the C%! estimate by an R~
factor (cf. Theorem[L6). Note that in the discrete setting, we will need (3Q) as well
because of discretization. It would be also clear later in Section [3 that the log R
factor in the bound of A, will help us achieve the log R factor in Theorem [6l

Proof of Lemmall8 By the Holder estimate of Krylov-Safonov, there exists y =
y(d, x) > 0 such that, for r € (0, R),

oscu<( > (OSCM+R lw + flla;s,)- G

Note that this allows us to extend u to be a function i € C?(R?) with [a],pe =
[u] Bor . Indeed, define the function i as

fi(x) = min {u(y) + [x - J’|U[”]6;1§2R/3} :

YEB)R/3

It is straightforward to check that i = u in B,z /3 and [d],.pa < [ul,, Borss- By (&),

(il s = [y, S R (mpax ] + Ry + flla;z,)- (32)

Let o : B,/; — R be the solution of

—tr(aDzu) Ry in B, 3
v(x) = i(Rx) for x € a[EB2/3.

First, write A := R>* 7P|y, + R2||f||d;BR. We will show that, for R > %,

max |u(x) - 8(3)| S R vh %ax|u| + A. (33)

XEByR/3
To this end, let u; : Byg 3 — R be the solution of

{ Lu; = w(0,0) in Byg/s

uy(x) = u(%) X € 0By

By Proposition [ and (32), when R > , noting that [i#(R-)],.gs < RV[4(-)], Ra
max |u;(x) = 0G| S R7P(a(R)], s + RN o)
XEBZR/S

S R (max u] + R wlloo + RO f 4.3,
R
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Moreover, by the ABP maximum principle,

- 2R 2
max |u—u;| < max |u(x) = a(z )1+ CR7| f 45,

Bir3 xE0Byg 3 31x

- 2
S L), ra + RN SNl g,

6271) R R? R?
S (r%ax lul + R lwlle) + RN fll4: -
R

Combining the two inequalities above, display (33)) is proved.
By the triangle inequality and Proposition [19] for 1 < j < 3,

D) W) < max u — ()] + D}, (0(3))

. co/ _ 2= i
< — (= = ) —
_Ilril,fl/)z(lu o() + = (aSEl;lzf/)3|U|+R lw|)+ Co D;R/3(U(R))
< max Ju— 0(=)| + E(sup 8] + R2|@|) + 0/D. (u). (34)
Barss | R | R d[le/Js o v 2R3

Since SUpyg, , |D] = SUPy, la] < maxg, . lu| + [ﬂ]y;gm/3 < maxg |u| + A, by
(33) and (34)), we have, for 1 < j < 3,

D) u) S R max lul + A + 607D (u).

Finally, note that since every p € H, is w-harmonic, (u — p) still solves L, (u —
p) = w(0,w) + f(x) for x € By. Therefore, substituting u by (u — p) in the above
inequality and optimizing over p € H;, the lemma follows. O

Proof of Theorem[I6l By Lemma [I8] and Lemma [I4] there exists § = 0(d,x) €
(0, %) such that (Z7) holds with the terms A;, j € {1,2} satisfying

2—a—j 2—j
A= Y T Wle + 1 1 f s, -
k>1:r,<R

Note that ||/ — f(O)ll4.5, S r°[f],.p, for all o € (0, 1]. The bounds of A,, 4, in
the theorem follow immediately.

To prove (28)), note that |Vu(0)| < 0sCp, U and that for any £ € Hy, |V2u(0)| =
IVZu—7?)| S oscl;ﬁ(u — ). Hence, by @7), we get

VU] 5 (% (gsc u+ Ry + f Ol + R”"[f]g;BR/z) :
R/2

By the Harnack inequality and the ABP inequality, we have

oscu S llu = uOlyp, + Ry + [Ny, (395)

R/2

Display ([28) follows by using again I f=fO)lgp, S R°[fl;:p, foro €(0,1]. O
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3 Mixing properties of the invariant measure

The goal of this section is to investigate the mixing properties of the field {p,(x) :
x € Z%} of the invariant measure. We will obtain a rate of convergence (Theorem
[6) of the average of the invariant measure over balls Bg. We will also quantify the
correlation of the field (Proposition [7).

The Efron-Stein inequality (38]) of Boucheron, Bousquet, and Massart [14] will
be used in our derivation of quantitative estimates.

Letw'(x),x € Z4,bei.i.d. copies of w(x),x € Z%. Forany y € Z¢, let a)’y e
be the environment such that

ooy o(x) ifx#y,
@,(x) = { o'(y) ifx=y.

That is, a)’y is a modification of w only at location y. For any measurable function
Z of the environment w, we write, for y € Z¢,

Z,=Z(), 0,Z(w)=Z,~Z, (36)
and set
V(Z) = Z (0,2)?. (37)
yezd

With abuse of notations, we enlarge the probability space and still use P to denote
the distribution of both w, @’.
The L, version of Efron-Stein inequality in [14, Theorem 3] states that

E[|Z — EZ|?] < Cq?*E[VY?] forq > 2. (38)
The following variation of (38)) will be useful in our paper.

Lemma 21. Let p > 0. Let Z be a measurable function of the environment. Assume
that there exist f € (0, oo)Zd with F = [Zyezd FM*'? < oo and a random
variable &' > 0 with E[exp(cZP)] < oo such that [E[|6;Z/f(y)|”)] < E[X"] for
all y € 74, n > 1. Then there exists C = C(p) > 0 such that

E [exp (CIF~'(Z — EZ)|*/**P)] < Elexp(c X))

The proof uses the fact that for @ € [0, 1), there exists ¢ = c(a) > 0 such that

DM
2|

e < exp(x'/0=®)  forall x > 0. (39)

n=1

Indeed, when x > 0, putting ¢ = e~*/2 and using inequality % <e",
n

2 ! " < 22_” (nl);l—“ 2

n=1 n=1 n=1

n/(l a)

o

< exp(xl/(l_“)),

S

where we used Z—': < e for y > 0 in the last inequality.
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Proof. Set X, := |0;Z/f(y)|. By Jensen’s inequality, for any g > 2,

2 2
v = po(( R ) < o 3 gL
y y

Taking expectations on both sides, and using (38)), we get, for g > 2,
E[I(Z - E2)/F|*] 5 ¢"EL29).
The lemma then follows by using the fact (39)). O

The following facts concerning the operation a; will be useful for later compu-
tations. For any measurable functions f, g on €,

El(0,f)gl = ELf (0,8, (40)
0/(fg) = (0 f)g + 11d.g) = (@.N)g, + f(2.g). (41)
Recall that, as defined in [@), a(y) = a,(y) denotes the diagonal matrix

_ oW

a(y) ——

= diag[20(y,y + €)), ..., 20(y, ¥y + ey)].

It follows from the product rule @I) that for any u = u,, that solves L, u(x) =
&(x, w) for some function & : Z? x Q — R, the vertical derivative d; u(x) satisfies

L, @ u)(x) = —%tr(d;a(y)vzu'y(y))]lx:y +0/E(x, ), (42)

where we used the fact that 6; w(x) =0 for x # y, and u’y (x) 1= ugy (x).
y

3.1 A sensitivity estimate of the invariant measure

The main contribution of this subsection is a formula for the “vertical derivative"
of the invariant measure p.

Definition 22. Fort > 0, welet V(f,w) = erzd pY(x,0). Let Q, be the probability
measure on Q defined by

Q,(dw) = V (1, 0)P(dw).
We remark that by Theorem [B]
V(t,w) S for P-ae. w (43)

and so Q, is well-defined. Note that for any bounded measurable function ¢ on €2,
we have E@, [{] = E[P/]. In other words, Q, is the distribution of the environment
viewed from the particle at time 7. It is natural to expect that Q, — Q as t = oo.

For any function u of the environment, we denote by u,, the corresponding func-
tion on Z¢ defined by u,(x) :=u(f,w).
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Lemma 23. Ast — oo, Q, converges weakly to Q.

Proof. Since {Q,} is a sequence of probability measures on the compact space €,
it has a weak convergent subsequence {Q, } which has a weak limit Q.

To prove that Q_, is an invariant measure for the Markov chain (HYZ w), it suffices
to show that for any bounded measurable function f on Q,

Eq_[Lyf,(0)] =0.
Indeed, by the translation invariance of the measure P, for any e with |e| = 1,

E[w(0, &)V (1, ®) f (6,0)] = E[w(—e,0)V (1, 0_,m) f (w)]
= E[p,(0)@" (0, o)V (1, 0_,0) f ()], (44)

where 0*(x, y) 1= p,(V)wo(y,x)/p,(x) denotes the adjoint of w, cf. e.g., [19], and
V(it,w) =V, )/ p(w). Noting that Zy w*(x,y) = 1, we have

Eq [Ly, /(0] =E[V (1, @) Z (0, e)[f(0,0) — f(@)]]

1 Elr,(0) Z @*(0,e)[V (1,0,0) = V (1, )] f (®)]

= Eglf(w)L,.V,(t,0)], (45)

where Vw(t, x) 1= V@, 0,.w), and L . only acts on the spatial (Z%) coordinate of
the function ¥, : R x Z? — R of space and time. Observe that V,, solves the
parabolic equation

(0, — L)V, =0 in (0, 00)x Z¢.

By the Holder estimate [19], Corollary 7] and the Harnack inequality [19, Theorem
6] for the operator (d, — L), there exists y = y(d, k) > 0 such that, for 7 > 1,

max |V, (t,e) =V, (t,0)| St77 sup V., (s, x)
e:lel=1 (s,x)G(O.St,t)XB\/;

StV (2t,0) (46)

B8

< i lapd,

Thus, by @3), |Eq,[Ly foO]] S 7EZ NN fll St f Il - In particular, for
any bounded measurable function f on Q,

Eq L, f,(0)] = lim Eq [L,f,(0)] =0

which implies that Q_, is an invariant measure for the Markov chain (QY, w). More-
over, for any bounded measurable function f : Q — R and p > 0,

Eg [f]=EV,(6,0)f (@] SEZ* 15, 1/l o)

andso Eg _[f1 %, | /1 Lp@py Which implies @ < P. Therefore, by the same argu-
ment as in [34] (4)], we have Q_, = Q. O
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Before stating the formula for a; p in the following proposition, we remark that
although the global Green function G“(x, y) is only defined for d > 3, the second
order difference Vf_ 1G(x, y) can be defined for all dimensions, where Vf_ | is Vf

applied to the first Z¢ coordinate. That is, for any fixed y, Viz_lG(-, y) = V?G(~, »).
Indeed, recalling A(x, y) in (14)), we can set ’

V? G(x,y) i= =V A(x,y) when d = 2.

Since G(-, -) is not defined in Definition [3] for d = 2, for the convenience of nota-
tions, throughout this section we denote

G(x,y) :=—-A(x,y), and G(x,S) = — Z A(x,y) whend =2. (C9))]
yeS
Proposition 24. Recall the vertical derivative 0; and the notation a)’y as in (B6).
Forany x,y € 79, P-almost surely,

d
0! p(x) = po(¥) D (@) ¥ +€)V2 G (y. x).

i=1

Proof. 1t suffices to consider the case x = 0. The formula for general x will follow
from the fact that 6; Po(x) = 6; x pexw(O). We divide the proof into several steps.

Step 1. First, we will show a formula for a; V(t, w):
d

t /
o) = [ V-5 P+ )V 0 0s, (@)
y 0 = i

where V_ (s, y) = V(s,0,w), and Vy’(s,y) =V, (s ).
y
Indeed, notice that u(x, 1) = p{’(x, 0) satisfies u(x,0) = 1,_, and

0, — Lu(x,t) =0 for (x,1) € Z¢ x (0, ). (49)

By the equation above and formula (2]), we have

d
L, @u)(x, 1) = = Y (0\o)(y, y + e)VZul (3, D1, + 0,[0u(x, D].

i=1

Hence, for every fixed y € 79, a; u(x, t) solves the heat equation

(0, — Lw)a;u(X, = 2?21(a;w)(y’y + e,')V,-zu’y(y, Nl,., for(x,1)€ 7% x (0, o),
a;u(x, 0)=0 for x € 7¢

whose solution can be represented by Duhamel’s formula

d t
dux,t)= )" / (%, D@,@)(y, y + e) Vi (v, )ds
i=170
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Recall that u(x,7) = p’(x,0). Summing the above equality over all x € 74, we
obtain formula (@8)).
Step 2. We claim that the integrand in @8] has the following bound: Vs € (0, 1),

d /
Vit = 5.3 Y @)y +e)Vip," (0, 0)|$ (2,27 (1 + 57703 (50)
i=1

Indeed, by (@9) and applying the Harnack inequality (Corollary[A.2) for the operator
(0, — L, in a similar manner as in (46), we have

d /
Vit = 5.9) Z(a;w)(y, y+e)V2p. (3.0)

%d ! osc p, y( 03 %’d 1S_}’pzs(y,O)
B (y)

for s > 1. Hence (30) follows from Theorem [Blwhen s > 1. When s < 1, (30) is a

trivial consequence of (3)) since IprZ)y(y, 0)] < 2. Display (30) is proved.

Step 3. For any bounded measurable function f on Q, by Lemma [23]and (40),
E[(a;p)f] = [E[P(a;f)] = tl_iglo E[V(, a))(a;f)] = tl_i)ﬂolo E[(d;V(t, ) f].

Furthermore, by (@8], (30), and the dominated convergence theorem, we get

i=1

d
E[(a’p)f] / hm E [V (Y Z(a/CU)(yaY'i' €; )Vzpsy(y’ O)]]'t>sf]
Lemmam/ [pf Z(a/a))(y’ y+e; )VZPS Y(y, 0)] ds

=E [pf D @0). y +e)VIG(, 0)] :

i=1

Proposition 24] follows. O

3.2 Rate of convergence for the average of the invariant measure: Proof
of Theorem

Now we will proceed to prove one of the main theorems in this paper, Theorem [6l
It will be clear in the proof that the log R term in the C'-! bound of Theorem [16]
is important for us to obtain the logarithmic term in Theorem [6l
The following simple fact of random variables will be used in the proof.

Lemma 25. Let p > 0 and let (X i)?il be non-negative random variables with
Elexp(X")] < C forall i > 1. Then, for M, = max, ., X; — (2logn)'/?, we
have, for all n > 1,

Elexp(cMP)] < C.
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Proof of Theorem |6l We divide the proof into several steps.
Step 1. Letu : R, — R, be the function
_J log(r+1) whend =2
ur) = { (r+ 1> whend > 3. D)

We will show that for any € > 0, R > 2, there exists arandom variable #Z*(w) =
H*(R,w;d, k,€) > 0 with E[exp(cZ*?~¢)] < C such that, P-a.s.,

x4 u(lyDR?  if |y| > 4R
osc G?(,Bp) < wd— ) 52
By ry/2 () C. Br) { x*~1R’log R if |y| <4R. (52)
Indeed, by Theorem D] for z € Z¢,
G(z. Bp)l S ), 78 u(lz - x|). (53)

XEBjp

When |y| > 4R, u(|z — x|) < u(|y]) for all x € Bg,z € By|)r)/2(¥), and so

3
G(z. Bp)l S Y, 4 u(ly)) s 7" u(ly) R, (54)

xXEBp

1 _ _
where %1* = (IB_RI ZXEBR %;1’ 1)1/(d D
When |y| <4Randd = 2,forall z € B(,1+r)/2(¥), we have u(|lz—x|) Slog R

Vx € Bpg, and so

%)
|G(z, B)| < logR Z H' = 7' R?log R. (55)
Br

When |y| <4Rand d > 3, for all z € By ,g)2(¥), (33)) yields

Gz, Bp)l S [ + (2d log R)/“"D11 37 u(x])

XEByp

S @ +1og R, (56)

where %2* = [maxxeBR . — (2d log R)l/(d‘l)]+. Recall # = #(w,d,x,€) in

Theorem Bl Noting that forz > 1 and p = d — e > d — 1, by Lemma[25] we have

Elexp(cZ 4-¢)] < C. Note also that, by Jensen’s inequality, [E[exp(c%ld‘f)] <C.
Setting #* = Z [ + X, (B2) follows from (34), (33), and (36).

Step 2. Next, we will show that

HI I Pu(lyDR? if |y > 4R

7294 log R if |y] < 4R, (57)

IV2G”(y, Bp)| S {
where the operator V? is only applied to the first Z¢ coordinate of G(-, -).
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When |y| > 4R, by Theorem [16land (32),

x*?
IV*G(y, Bp)l 5 —|y|y2 ,05¢ GO, By) S 796 1y PuyDRY.
Iyl/2

When |y| < 4R, applying Theorem [16] (with w =0, f = -1 B,) again, we get

2

&
IV2G(y, BR)| S R—; 05 G, Bp)+ HlogR < 727" log R.
R/2

Step 3. By Proposition 24l Theorem [B] and (37)),

|al P»(BRr)

PSR 9, (DY G (3. BR)l S Fyf@. o oy, (58)

where £, (0, ') := %yd_l (co)?’fyz(co’y)?’f"‘d_1 (co’y), and

w(r) = r2u(r) if r > 4R
=\ R9logR ifr<4R.

Note that E[.#]'] < E[%#%"] forally € Z% n > 1, and

[ Z w*(|x1Y? = R"%log R =: F(R).

xez4

Applying Lemmal21lto Z(w) = p,,(Bg)/|Bg|, we get
E [exp (C.I(Z — 1)/ F(R)|0379/@+05-9))| < E[exp(ct?79))] < oo.

The theorem follows. U

3.3 Correlation structure of the field of the invariant measure

In this subsection we will investigate the mixing property of the field by showing
the rate of decay of its correlations. Intuitively, since p,(x) is determined by the
long term frequency of visits of the RWRE to x, the influence of environments at
remote locations will be small.

Our proof uses the following covariance version of Efron-Stein inequality

|Covp(F,G)| < Z“a;F”LZ(IP)”a;G“Lz(P)’ VF,G € L*(P). (59)
y

Such an inequality can be obtained using the same martingale-difference decompo-
sition as in Efron-Stein’s inequality. See [25, Lemma 3], [27, (4.4)].
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Proof of Proposition[7l (i) Recall the function u(r) defined in (31). For y ¢ B,,
n > 1, by Proposition 24] and Theorems Bl [D]
||a;(p =) ey = ||5;P||Ln(u3>)
S 1leOIV2G™ (3, )1l Loy
S 152, 7 (@) (@) ooy

(b)) 2d
S %”% | ey

Note that for r > 2,

©o -2 2 _
3 Iyl ~uly)? = / s~hu(s)si-lds g {7008 4=2 e
VEB r e d=3

Then, applying Lemmal21lto Z = p(0) — p,(0) (as a field over Z¢ \ B,), we obtain
E [exp (CIF™(Z - EZ)|?/®*9)] < Elexp(cZ¥)], Vq € (0,1/2).

Statement (i) is proved.
(ii) By (39) and Proposition 24] we have

|Cov(p(0), p(x))| S Z 6IVZG (3, Ol L2y L2 V>G> (3, )| 12
y
where V? is only applied to the first Z¢ coordinate in the argument of Gwly(-, -). Let

ube as in (5I). Using the bounds of p in Theorem[Bland applying the C!-! estimates
Theorem [T6to G”, we further get

u(lyD)  u(lx =yl
|Cov(p(0), p(x))| S
Zy" (L+1yD* (1 + |x = y])?

log(2+|x|)
—_ d >
< (+]x])? 23
S x4,
(I+|x])? )

The verification of the last inequality is similar to [27, Lemma 9.1]. U

4 Quantification of the diffusive behavior

In this section, y is always assumed to be a local function.

4.1 Estimates of the approximate corrector

We consider the function ¢** : Z? — R defined as

G0 = Py R) = - / /R EX [w(by ) — Eglyl]dr.  (60)
0
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where R > 1, and y is measurable function of w(0). Notice that ¢** is stationary,
ie., ¢ (x) = ¢5" (0). Moreover, ¢*" is a solution of
L,d"(x) = 26" (x) + w(0,0) — Eglyl, x €2z 61)

Without loss of generality, assume Eg[y] = 0. Clearly, by the definition of ¢** in
(6Q), for any w € Q,
sup |¢*° ()] < Ryl oo- (62)

xez4

and so || %qﬁ“’(x) +y(0,0)|l» <2|lylle- By (@2) and the Holder estimate (31,
[6*,.8,,, S R7[max [¢*] + R R + g, ] S R |y llco-
R

Hence, for any 2 < D < R, applying @8) to f = ¢**/R? and ¢ = y in B, we get
IV O] S Z (Dl + 5116 15,)- (63)
V2O S 22wl oo- (64)

The goal of this subsection is to establish the optimal rate of convergence of the
approximate corrector. Recall the function u(R) defined in (19).

Lemma 26. Assume that w(w) = y(@(0)) is a bounded function of w(0). For any

O0<p< %, there exists C = C(d, k, p) such that fort > 0, R > 2,

P (1670 2 tu(R)lly Il ) < Cexp(=gt?).

The continuous version of Lemma[26] was proved earlier by Armstrong, Lin [3]].
Our result in two dimensions (d = 2) is slightly better than that in [3]].

Proof of Lemma We now obtain Lemma [26]using the concentration inequality
(B8). We will need a bound for 6; ¢**(0). Recall the vertical derivative 6; and the

notation a)’y as in (36). By (61) and formula (2)), d;q,')*‘"(x) satisfies, for x, y € 79,

Lo (@¢")0) = R0/ () + |0y (0,) - %tr(d;a(y)vquz)'fy(y))] 1., (65

Denoting the Green function associated to the operator in (61) by

GY¥(x.y) = / R p(x, y)dr, (66)
0
equality (63) yields
09" () = = |00, - 4 (9aIV2EL ) | G e (67
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Note that by Theorem [Bl),

GO,y s 7! / (1 +0™ exp [—# —cf)(lyl,t)] di
0

S HI e VR (), (68)

where %y(a)) =H (0,) and

1+log(—2—) a=2
v(r>=vR(r>={ cen N g, (69)

Thus, with %y’ = %(Oya)’y), by (67),(68), and (64), we get

00 (O)] S Z2 T Nyl o™ PV Ru(| ). (70)

Notice that v depends on R only in d = 2. Recall u(R) in (I9). Notice that

T A [ et s uRE
0

yezd
The verification of inequalities (68)) and (ZI)) are included in the Appendix.
Since [E[(%y’Z%y‘i‘l)”] < E[#Z“*D] forally € 74, n > 1, applying Lemma[2]]

. AP . 2(d—£)/(d+l)
0 Z(w) := 2O yith p = 2/@HD
0 Z(w) = pi—ary Mith P = S ey

we get

Elexp(c|Z — EZ|P)] < E[exp(c| 9! |@-9/@+Dy) < C.

In particular, E[|Z — EZ|?] < C.
To prove Lemma[26] by Chebyshev’s inequality, we only need to show that

Elexp(c|Z|")] < C. (72)

It suffices to show that |[EZ| < C. Since Q is an invariant measure for (8y @),
we have E@Eg[y/(eylco)] = Egly] =0 for all # > 0. Hence, by (60), we know

Eg[¢™(0)]=0
and so Eg[Z] = 0. Further, by Hélder’s inequality and Theorem [Bl
|EZ| = |EglZ —EZ]| < Egl|Z —EZ[] £ llpll 2@l Z — EZ|| j2py < C
Therefore, we obtain (72). Lemma[26] follows. O

As a consequence of Lemma 26] and Theorem [T6] we have the following C%!
estimate of the approximate corrector ¢**.
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Corollary 27. Let w, R > 2, ¢"" be as in Lemma[26l For any 0 < s < %, there
exists a random variable % = Y (R, s,w) > 0 with E[exp(¥*)] < oo such that, for
P-a.e. w and x € 74,

Vo ()] < ¥ (0,0)V u(R).

Proof of Corollary2Z0 Forany2 < D < Rand p € (0,d), by (63) and Lemma[26]
there exists a random variable % *(R, p, w) with E[exp(% *P)] < C such that

Ve O)] S ¥ (Dllwlle + 5% C22u(R)).

Putting D = 4/ u(R), we obtain the corollary. O

4.2 Quantification of the ergodicity of the environmental process: Proof
of Theorem

In this section we will derive the optimal rates of convergence (as ¢t — oo) of the er-
godic average }Ew [ /Ot w(@*)ds], where @° denotes the process of the environment
viewed from the particle:

S .
o =0y .

With Lemma[26] it may be tempting to compare the approximate corrector ¢*"
in (60) to the corrector within a finite ball By, i.e., the solution u to the Dirichlet
problem L u =y, in By with u = 0 on 0 Bz. However, such comparison involves
controlling the boundary error max,p ¢*" which would result in an extra log R
factor. In what follows, we will follow the argument of Kipnis and Varadhan [39]] to
approximate E_[ /OT w(0y w)ds] with a martingale using the approximate corrector.

Proof of Theorem[I0] Without loss of generality, assume ||y||, = 1 and @ = 0.
First, we will construct a martingale (for both continuous and discrete time
cases) using the approximate corrector.
For any fixed T > 1, let ¢ : Q — R denote the function

$(@) = ¢, r(@) = ¢ 0w, VT, w),
where ¢*" is as in (60). Then, for a.s. w € €, the process (M,),>( defined by

M, : = q’)(HYIa)) — (]’)(HYOa)) — [) qub(HYSa))ds

t
$@) — p@”) — /0 [L6(@") + w(@")ds (73)

is a P, -martingale with respect to the filtration &%, = o(Y; : s < 7). Similarly, for
discrete-time RWRE, we have that

n—1
N, = ¢@") - ¢(@") - Y [76(@) +y(@)]

i=0
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is a P -martingale with respect to the filtration &, = ¢(X; : i < n).

Next, we will derive an exponential moment bounds for /Ot Pydsand ), Py,
where the operator P, is as in (I6). We will only provide a proof for the continuous-
time case, because the argument for the discrete-time setting is exactly the same.
Since E,[M,] = E, [M,] = 0, taking expectations in (Z3), we get

t t
/O Puds=Pp-¢— L /0 Ppds. (74)

Since the process (@°) is a stationary sequence under the measure Q X P, we have,
by Jensen’s inequality, for any t > 0, ¢ > 1,

||Pz¢||qu(Q) = Egl|E,¢p@"]] < E@xpw[|¢(@t)|q] = Egllo|?].
Hence, taking the L4(Q)-norms on both sides of (74)), we get
T
1] Pwdslie <31lan Va1
0

which implies
T
Eq [exp (c| /0 PswdS/#(ﬁ)|p)]
< Eq [exp (c|3¢/u<ﬁ>|”>]

1/2
<ol 2y Ep [CXP <0-5C|3¢/#(ﬁ)|p)

@
< C,

where we used Holder’s inequality in the second inequality.

Note that v(T) = T~! y(ﬁ ) as defined in (2I)). The theorem follows from the
above moment bound and Chebyshev’s inequality. U

4.3 A Berry-Esseen estimate for the QCLT: Proof of Corollary 12

To prove Corollary [[21we will apply the Berry-Esseen estimates for martingales by
Heyde and Brown [36]. Here we will use the version in [35) Theorem 2] which is
also applicable to the continuous-time setting.

Proof of Corollary[I21 For any unit vector £ € R, let yolw) =7 T tf’a()?()))f , W=

vy — Eglwg]. Following the notations in [33]], we set
n—1 ) )
N,, : =E, [i Z Ew[ﬁ«xkﬂ — X - ”ﬂ) |97k] - del’ﬂ|
k=0
1 o 2
_ —k
= ;Ea) [(];)W(w ) ] ,
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= 2 Eoll 72X = X0+ €1 = = [Z Wo(@ )]
The term N, , can be further written as
n—i—1

n’N, 2—22E [w(w) 2 w(w’“)] —2ZE [w( rilw(aﬂ)” :

Hence, for any ¢ > 1, using the fact that (@') is a stationary sequence under QX P,
we get (note [[glle S 1

nel nei—
1
N2l S — D Z Pyl Loaxe,)
=0 j=0
which, by Jensen’s inequality and the fact n—12 ZZ=1 ,u(\/%) =< v(n), implies that for

any 0 < p < 3d+2,

[CXP (cIN2/v(mIP)]
Theorem

k-1
Zu(\/_ VEq |exp (c| Y Pyw/uVi|)| <
=0

2()

1

Thus, using the moment bound of p~" in Theorem [Bl by Holder’s inequality,

Ep [exp (0.5c|Nn’2/v(n)|p)] < ||p_1/2||Lz(p)EQ [exp (cl 2/v(n)|")]l/2 <C.

By Theorem [10| we already know that Ep[exp (clnLn’le)] < C. Therefore, we
conclude that there exists a random variable %> with Ep[exp(%/°?)] < oo such that

L,,+N,, <Cvn¥°.

The corollary follows by applying [35, Theorem 2]. U

S Homogenization of the Dirichlet problem

In this section we will investigate the rate of convergence of the solution of the
Dirichlet problem [@). With a as defined in (7)), problem @J) is equivalent to

tra(x)

L u(x) = ltr(a(x)Vzu(x)) R2f(%) = Bp,
u(x) = (IXI) X € 0Bp,

Throughout this section y : Q — R always denotes an L*°(P) bounded mea-
surable function of w(0). With abuse of notation write y(x) = v (x) := y(0,®).
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Definition 28. A function ¢ = ¢, : Z? — R is called a local corrector of the
Dirichlet problem (2)) (associated to y) if it satisfies

L,p(x) =w(x) — Egly] forx € Bp. (75)

A function ¢ = ¢, : Z¢ — R is called a (global) corrector of the operator L,
(associated to y) if it satisfies

L,p(x) = w(x) —Egly] forall x € 7 (76)

Recall that by [31, Corollary 7], when d > 5, the (global) corrector ¢, (x)
exists. Moreover, the corrector ¢, for d > 5 is stationary in the sense that ¢, (0)
and ¢, (x) have the same distribution under P for all x € 7.

5.1 The two-scale expansion

Using the classical method two-scale expansion, we will compare the solutions u,
i of the heterogeneous equation (2)) and the effective equation ().

Lemma 29. Recall a and a as in (@), Q). Let w € Q, R > 0. Let u and i be the
solutions of @), @), respectively. Let v*,& : Z¢ — R be functions that satisfy

vak(x) = %(ak(x) —a), forxe€Bpk=1,...,d 77

LE(x) =82 _ p [£09) 4« € B,

tro(x) trao(x)

{0, )

troo(x)’

That is, v*, & are local correctors associated to %ak(x) = w(x,x + ¢) and
respectively. Then

_ X
max |u(x) — i(=
xeBR| (x) — (L)l
d
1y k 1 k | 1
S E”““c“aﬁsl)[Z(”VU la:B, + % oscv )+ IVEllyp, + % %505 + =l
k=1 R R

The proof is similar to that in the periodic setting (see [33] 48, [30] for exam-
ple). The only differences are that we need the “environment corrector” &, and we
use the local corrector v* here instead of the global corrector (whose existence is
guaranteed in the periodic setting).

Proof. We can replace the function g in @) by &, because doing this only introduces
an error of size CR™[|il| s, to |u(x) — ().
Without loss of generality, assume v*(0) = Oforall k = 1,...,d. Let

y,(x) 1= 00 - e 74

tro(x)’

Consider the function
w(x) = w(x) = 0(%) + 250 (VOE(E) — 25 f(R)EX), x € Bg,  (78)

32



where we use the convention of summation over repeated indices. Note that

Lou(x) = 25 fCOW(X) = §) + o5 f ()P
= L)L) + La,0a(2)

and | L,,[@(5)] = itr[a(x) D?a(3)]| < zlillcs. Then, applying formula

L,@wv)=uL, v+ vL u+ Z o(x, V)[u(y) — ux)][v(y) — v(x)]
yiy~x
to the last two terms of (Z8), we get, for any x € By,
|L,w(x)|
= 5 |[FEILLEX) + 38,040(5%) — RPL,[(3)] + 5 (8 — 3)0, (%)
+ 08 L [0 i(3)] + ) o(x, 0 ii(%) = 0 AN () — v (x)]
y~X

— L EE) — LA (DE® - Y o L) = FEIED) - £)

y~x

DR L[0T + ) o(x, IOgii(%) = 0l CI* () — vk ()]

y~x

= Ly[fEE) = D 0t () = FEIED = £+l

y~x

S

1
R2

d
S lllera,) D (RI10FE] + RIE@)] + VoA )] + [VE®)| + T).
k=1
Thus, by the above inequality, (Z8)), and the ABP maximum principle,

2 1 k =
max o] $ RNl g5, + 55 max 10400, a0 = £ GE)]

d
1 - k k
S lallesy D (NF + (Ellaz, + RNV ]+ [VElll 4.,
k=1

k
+ 1+ max(jo’] + 1£])).

The lemma follows from the above inequality and (7).

Remark 30. By Lemmal29] to control the homogenization error, it suffices to con-

trol the size of local correctors and their discrete gradients.

When d > 5, by [31}, Corollary 7], the stationary corrector ¢ exists. Hence it
is not surprising that the generically optimal rate R~! of homogenization can be

achieved for d > 5.

Unfortunately, for d < 5, there is no stationary corrector at our disposition.
Although (as demonstrated in the first arXiv version [32]] of this paper) one may use
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the approximate correctors ¢** together with the two-scale expansion argument to
quantify the homogenization, the C%! estimate in Theorem [I6lonly yields a bound
for VA" with size 1/ u(R), cf. Corollary 27, which is not good enough for us to
obtain optimal rates.

In this regard, it is not the size of the corrector, but its C%! regularity that is
posing the biggest challenge in the course of obtaining the optimal homogenization
rates. To resolve this issue, our strategy is to construct a local corrector and use
sensitivity estimates as in (67)) to obtain optimal bounds for its gradients. Firstly,
note that such an argument does not work for ¢**. Indeed, bounding a; Vp*P (cf.
(67)) involves estimating VG2X'(-, y). However, G/(-, ), which solves

L,GY(.y) = G,y - 1,

is nowhere w-harmonic, and so our C%! theory (Theorem is not applicable to
obtain a desired bound for VG27(-, y). Secondly, it might be tempting to construct
a local corrector by solving a Dirichlet problem in a finite region. For instance, one
may solve (73) by imposing a zero boundary condition on 0 Bg. However, an obvi-
ous defect for such a construction is that C%! and C'-! bounds (using Theorem [I6)
near the boundary blows up, which makes an optimal estimate impossible. Intu-
itively, this is due to the fact that the RWRE which starts near the boundary cannot
survive long enough (before hitting the boundary) to “feel" the homogenization.

To overcome this challenge, we will construct a local corrector such that (1) the
corresponding Green function is w-harmonic in B, g; (2) the corresponding RWRE
survives a time of scale ~ R?.

5.2 The construction of a local corrector

Recall the continuous-time random walk (Y;),5( in Definition[3l Let w (@) = w(w(0))
be a function of w(0). Write y,(x) = yw (6, ®).

Definition 31. For R > 1,w € Q, and any function  : Z¢ — [0, 1] with the
property 7(x) = 1 for all x & Bsp, let the function ¢ = '(f; E/AI 7 5> R
be the solution of

Lo¢™ = ¢"n+v, ~ Eqlv] inzd, oo
¢ is bounded; that is, |¢p'*| < M = M(w, S,d, k) < co.

With abuse of notation, if R (or w) is fixed, we may simply write ¢':)° r 88 o (or
q’)]]'f) whenever confusion does not occur.

Note that when 7| By = 0, the function q’)‘;;‘(x; n,y) becomes a local correc-
tor, according to Definition When 5 = 1, then ¢(x;n,w) = ¢*"(x) is the
approximate corrector.

The existence and uniqueness of ¢' will be established in Proposition
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Proposition 32. Forany R > 1,w € Q, any bounded functions f : Z¢ — R and
n:Z¢ - [0,1] with and\B3R = 1, there exists a unique solution u to the problem

L,u= %un +f inZ¢, (80)
u is bounded; that is, \u| < M = M(w, S,d, k) < oo.

Our proof of the existence is constructive.
Let us explain the probabilistic intuition behind the above definitions. Set

- _ n(x) 1 d
fi(x) = T 100 €0, 51, xez"

Imagine at every site x € Z¢ there is a clock which rings every geometric (with
parameter 7(x)) units of time, and let T" be the first time that the discrete-time ran-
dom walk (X,) hears the clock (at its current location) rings. To be rigorous, let
{B,x) :neNxe Z% bea family of independent Bernoulli random variables
with P(B,(x) =1) =1 - P(B,(x) = 0) = 7j(x). Define the stopping time T as

T=T@ =inf{n>0:B,X,) =1} (81)

Clearly EX[T] < o0, Vx € Z“. One can check that problem (80) has a solution

T
ux) 1= —E} [Z (1- ﬁ(Xn>)f<Xn)] : (82)

n=0

For any y € Z¢, define the Green function corresponding to problem (8Q) by

T
Gl(zc(-x, y) = Gl(zc(-x’ »n, R) = Ec); [Z (1 - ﬁ(y)) ]]'anJ’] :
n=0

Note that (1 —#) =< 1, and so ch(x, y) is roughly the expected amount of time that
the discrete-time random walk (starting from x) spent at y before the clock T rings.
By formula (82)), G'c;')?y(~) = G]a‘;?y(g 7, R) := G(-, y;m, R) solves the equation

L G* = %G‘(Z‘;yn -1, inz“ (83)

o wy T

Then, the solution (82)) of problem (8Q) can be written as

u(x) = - Z Gy (x, N f ). (84)

y

Proof of Proposition A solution to (80) is constructed as in (82).
To prove the uniqueness, it suffices to show that u = 0 is the only solution of

1 .
Lyu= zun in z,
u 1s bounded.

35



We will prove this by contradiction.

Assume there is a solution u of the above problem with u # 0, say, sup,a u > 0.

First, letting S = {x : n(x) = 0} C Bz, then u is w-harmonic on S. By
the ABP maximum principle, maxg u < max,g u and so there exists x, & S with
u(xy) > 0 and u(xy) > maxg u. Since L u(xy) = E,’[u(X;) — u(xq)] > 0, there
exists a neighboring point x; & .S of x, with u(x;) = maxj,_ - u(y) > u(xgp).
Repeating this argument, we obtain an infinite sequence of points {x, : n € N} C
74\ S with u(x,) = max),_, _|_qu(y) > u(x,_;) > 0foralln> 1.

Next, whenever x,, € B;g, since

—u(x,) = Lu(x,) = E,'u(X}) — u(x,)] < u(x,;) — u(x,)

which implies u(x, ) > (1+%)u(xn), we conclude that u(x,,) > (1+%)m'”u(xn) >
0 for all m > n, which contradicts the property that u is a bounded function.
Therefore, u = 0 and our proof is complete. U

By Proposition (82)) is the only solution to problem (8Q).

Define a sequence of exit times from balls centered at x as
79(x) :=0, r(x)=inf{t: X, & B,rx)}, k=>1. (85)

We may simply write 7,(0) as 7.
The following are some properties of the stopping time T defined in (&1).

Lemma 33. Let R > 1. Foranyn : Z% — [0,1] with n|za\p,, = 1, let ¢ =
@ (x;n,w) and T = T(n) be as defined in Definition 31l and (8T)..

(i) Recall t,(x)in ®3). Forallk > 1,x € Z¢,

PX(T > 7,(x)) S e~ (86)

(ii) EX[T]< R

Proof. (i) The intuition is as follows. From all but two spheres d B; z(x), the RW
has probability less than 1 — ¢ of not being killed by the exponential clock before
reaching the next level 0B, . ;)g(x). Hence, by iteration, it would be exponentially
hard to reach d B (x).

Indeed, let ny € N be a constant to be determined later. Since (X)) is a martin-
gale on any @ € €, by Doob’s inequality, for k > 0,

P,(z, <kRH< Y P,(sup X,-e>nyR/Vd)

e:le|=1 n<kR?
Vd VKR _ Vk

<n_ Z E, [(Xire -0yl 3 R~ g

e:lel=1
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Hence, when n, > 8 is chosen appropriately and x satisfies B, g(x) N B3g =0,
PX(z, (x) < T) < PX(z, (x) < ngR*) + PX(T > nyR%)

Cym 1 R _ -1
< Ho +(1_1+R2) <e

where we used the fact that T' behaves like a geometric random variable with pa-
rameter when we consider the RW outside of B;gz. For k > 1, whenever

1
1+R?
(B(k+1)n0R(x) \ B(k_l)nOR(x)) N Byg = @, we have B, g(z) N B3 = @ for all
z € 0By, r(x) and thus

P (T(pes1yng(X) < Tl7pe (%) < T) < max Pi(7,,(2) <T) < el

z&€ nykR

Since for any x € Z¢, there are at most two k’s such that (Bt1yng RO\ B ge— 1), RN
B;r # @, the above inequality implies, for all k > 1, x € Z¢

k-1
PX(1, () < T) < [] PE @110, (0) < Tl () < T) < 375
j=1

Inequality (86)) is proved.

(ii) Since (|X,|> — n),so is a P, -martingale, by the optional stopping lemma one
has EZ[7;] = EZ[|X,, |*] = |z|* < (k+1)*R® for z € By. Further, observing that
T <7+ X0 (Thyr — 7)) 175, . by the strong Markov property and (86,

EXT] < EX[r(x0)] + ) PX(5(x) <T) max EZ[714 ()]
k=1 KRIX

SR+ ) e (kR S R.
k>1

Our proof of Lemma[33]is complete. U

For R > 1, we are interested in the set H = H  of functions defined by

a j 1.
H={nel0.11% : nlgng, = Lalg, =0.1D'n S = i=12}  (87)
We will derive the following estimates for local correctors ¢>(x;n, ), n € H.
Lemma 34. Let R > 1. Recall $'* = ¢>(x; n, ) in Definition3lland H in (&1).
(a) For anyn € [0, 117 with ) za\p,, = 1, we have [|0esm,y) oo S Rl |-

(b) Whenn € H, we have |V2¢Zf(x;n,w)| hS %jllwllmforallx ezineH.
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Proof. (@) is an immediate consequence of Lemma [33|{ii) and formula (82).

To prove (), for the simplicity of notations we simply write ¢'> = q’)‘;;‘(x; n,y),
n € H. By the Holder estimate of Krylov-Safonov as in (31)), there exists y(d, k) >
0 such that for any x € Z% neH,

0C - oc 2 1 oc 2—
(a0 S R Tmax 191+ Rl d™n + ¥ lasyo) S B 1 e

where we used statement (@) in the last inequality.
Further, by Theorem [16/and statement @), for any x € 74, neH,

2 ocC 2 1 ocC 1 0C 1 ocC
V=" ()| S 7, (ﬁ BS/SZ(EX)W +llw + 91l + R[5 ¢ n]y;BR/z(x)>

S 72 (Il + R0, 5, ol + RNl 0 )
ST -
Statement (b)) is proved. O
Now we are ready to derive some estimates of the Green function G2

Proposition 35. Let R > 1. Let Gy (x), v = vg, H be as in ®3), ©9), D).

(a) There exists ¢, = c(k,d) > Osuchthat, forany x,y € Z% andanyn € [0, I]Zd
with n|za\g,, = 1, we have

G, yim S XL e IRy (1x —y)).

(b) Whenn € H, forany x € Bg,y € 74, writing %x’y =X, + %y, we have
VG (ml S 2 (1x =yl A R+ 1) e PRy (|x — y)).

Recall the Green functions G = G} and G in Definition

Proof. (@) First, consider d > 3. By Theorem [D] we have G]a‘;“(x, vin) S Gx,y) S
%yd‘lv(|x —y|). Hence @) is true when |x — y| < 4R. When |x — y| > 4R, without
loss of generality, assume |x — y| = 2nR for some n € N. Recall 7,(x) in (83).
Then, by (86) and Theorem [D]

G (x,y;n) < PXT > 1,) _max | G(z,)

nR (X

<e " max  v(|z -

Y ax (Iz=yD
< gpd—1 —clx=3/R (| _
N%y e v(|x = y)).

Hence @) is proved for d > 3. It remains to consider d = 2.
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When d = 2 and |x — y| < 2R, by the strong Markov property,

7, (x)-1 T 1 (X)—1
Gx(x,y;m) < E[ Z Iy _,+ Z]lT>rk(x) Z Iyl
n=0 k>1 n=1(x)
7] [
< G0,y =)+ ) PXT > 1 ()G, 20,y =)
k>2
S H [var(lx =y + Y e (log(k + 1) + log R — log |x — y|)]
k>2

< # vp(lx - y.

In particular, max ¢, () Go'(z, yin) S %’yd_].
When d =2 and |x — y|>2R, we let K = inf{t > 0 : Y, € Bg(y)}. Then

G (x,y;m) < PX(T > K) X G (z,yin)

d—1
S P,T > Ty DT,
o
< e—clx—yl/R%d—l = e—clx—yl/R%d—lvR(lx - yD.

Proposition 33)@) is proved.
(b) By Proposition 33l@), when n € H,

VG, (il S max GoCoyim) S X e PV RY(|x — y)).
1 X

Hence the statement is true when |x — y| A R < #, ,. We only need to consider the
case R> %, ,and |[x —y| > %,

When #, , < |x — y|, since B(|;_ysg)2(X) C Byg \ {y}, the function z —
Gg’;‘(z, ¥; 1) is w-harmonic on B(\x—yiar) /2(x). Hence, by Theorem [16l and (@),

IVG™ (x)| < Ty osc G (88)
i ~ |x - yl AR B(\x—y\AR)/z(X) .y

S (Ix =yl AR e TRy (|x — y)).
Our proof is complete. U

Remark 36. As can be seen in (88), the fact that G-, y; 1), # € H, is co-harmonic
in Bz \ {»},1.e, 11|B2R = 0, is crucial for the bound of VG* as above.

Note that the Green function G (as defined in (66) of the approximate cor-
rector solves the equation (which corresponds to the case n = 1 of (&3))

L,G¥(.y) = GV ()~ 1,

Since G?o" is nowhere w-harmonic, the gradient bound as (88) cannot be obtained
for G2 using Theorem [16l

39



5.3 Homogenization of the local corrector

From now on, we fix a smooth function 7, € C*®(RY) that satisfies

un (S [O, 1], ﬂole\Bgﬂ = 1, ”O|B7/3 =0
and set, for R > 0,
nr(x) = () x €RY (89)

Recall H = Hy in (7). Note that yg € Hg for R > 1.
The goal of this subsection is to obtain the optimal sizes for ¢'*(x; ng, w) and
its discrete gradient V¢'(x; ng, ).

Theorem 37. Recall 5(R), u(R), ng in 20), (19, B9). Let ¢ = e (sm,w). For

2d d
any q, € (0, m), q, € (0, m),

(a) when n € Hpg, we have [E[exp(cl%l‘h)] < qu forall x € 7¢;

loc
(b) when n = ng, we have [E[exp(cl%l‘b)] < qu for x € By.
Lemma 38. Recall u(R), Hy in (19),@7). Let R > 1. When n € Hg, we have
ELl¢*()ll S u(R)  forall x € Z¢.

Proof. Our proof is through the comparison between ¢ and ¢**. By Lemma [26]
there exists a random variable % (w) with E[%?] < C such that Vy € Z¢,

1P S u(RY (0,w) for P-as. w. (90)
Consider u = ¢' — ¢**. Then u solves the equation
L,u= %un - %qﬁAP(l —n) inZ%
Hence, by formula (84)), the bounds (@0) and Proposition B3@), for x € Z¢,

el =| Y G et mU = 1)

YEB;
< HR)

D YO, e I Ry p(1x = y)).

YEB;R
Note that e=<"/Ry r(r) is non-increasing in r, and
d-1 d-1
ElZZ 1 < N ol Z“ Nl 2y < C-

Hence, taking expectations in the above inequality, for any x € Z¢,

H(R) elx— H(R)
Fllutoll § =5 3 W vl =y § =52 3 vallzD) § #(R).
YEB;3R zZEB;p
This bound, together with (9Q) and a triangle inequality, yields the lemma. U
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Proof of Theorem[37(@). By (Z9) and formula (42), d; @' satisfies, for x,y € 7¢,
the equation

! 4loc _L ! 4 loc !/ _l !/ 2 4loc
L,0,¢™(x) = 250,¢"n + [0,y (y) — Str(d aV ¢w/y)(Y)]]1y=x,
which, by formula ([84), yields

09 (x) = ~[0w (») - 31r(@,aV> Ly MG (x. ) 1)

One may compare this expression to (7). Then, using the bounds of V?¢' and
G in Lemma[34((b) and Proposition [35i@), we obtain

ocC 2 -_— -_— -—
1016 ()| S X, Il lloe™ PV Ru(Ix = y)).

. e 2d
By and applying Lemma2]lto Z := o e get forany 0 < p < =7,
Elexp(c,|Z —EZ|P)] < C.
Since it was shown in Lemma[38]that E[| Z|] < 1, Theorem B7i@) follows. O

Lemma 39. Recall u(R), ng in (19), (89). Wefix R > 1 andlet $' = o (MR, W)
Then, for any x € 74,z € B3, we have

|Z|,U(R).

Elg, (x + 2) = ¢y, ()] S R 92)
As a consequence, for any x € 74,z € Bgs
0C ocC |Z|M(R)
|El¢(x +2) — ¢ (0] S R 93)

Proof. Letn, denote the function 7,(x) 1= nr(x—z), Vx € Z%. By our definitions
of Hy and 5y in &7) and @9), we still have n, € Hpy for [z] < R/3. Write
¢ = P (x;np, w) and ¢y = P(x; 1., w).
First, observe that for any z € By 13X € z¢,
G O+ 215, W) = ", (X3 1R W)
Hence, for z € BR/3,x e 74,
| (x + 25 1o W) = D", (e ps W) = |1 (x + 2) = y(x + 2)]

Next, notice that u := ¢, — ¢, solves the equation

1 1
qu = ﬁm’]R + Ed)z("IR - ’72)-
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Hence, by formula (84), Theorem 37\@) and Proposition[35i@), we have, with G} =
G (-, s g, w), for all x € 74,

)l = Y G x, )2 bR = 1r(y = 2)]

YEB3Ryi
< HRB)|z|
S TR

Y VI e IRy (1x = ).

YEB3pyi

Taking expectations on both sides, we get, for z € Bg /3, x € 7,

R R
Eluol] < ﬂ(R)IZI 3 vallzh g LR HBIyL

YEBs R
We have proved (92)).
Finally, display (93) follows from the fact that E[¢}**(x)] = [E[q’)“" (x)] (by the
translation-invariance of P). O

Proof of Theorem 3[). First, we will show that for any p € (0, —), there exists

a constant ¢, > 0 such that

’2d2

E [exp (c,| Vg™ (x) — EV¢™“(x)|/6(R)|”)| < C  forall x € Bg. (94)

By @I), we have 9] V¢'(x) = —[9], l//(y)—-tr(a’ V2¢'°° YWV, Gx(x, y). Here
the subscript of V, 1ndlcates that V is applied only to the coordinate x. Hence, by
Lemma [34i{B) and Proposmon B3Ik, for any x € B, y € Z¢,

/ loc 1?2 d
10V ()| § HL2H Iyl Frllx = ¥,

where (Recall vg in (69)) Fg(r) = o V(). Note that E[(>7¢ )"] S E[9¢2+"]
for all y € Z%, n > 1. Further, computatlons show that, for x € By,

D Frlx—y)* s / F2(ri="dr = 8(RY.
y 0

Applying LemmalIlto Z = V¢'*(x), inequality (94]) follows.
It remains to show that |E[V¢'(x)]| < 6(R). By (@3) in Lemma[39] we have

EVll £ 10 < 1< 6(R)

This estimate, together with (94)), yields Theorem B37(b). O
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5.4 Quantitative homogenization for the Dirichlet problem (2)): proof
of Theorem

Proof of Theorem|[8 Recall ¢ = ¢ in (31). Let v¥, & be the functions

k — glocy .. @ (x) _
0 = i 290, k=1, d

E(X) = $ (x5 gy o)

d . 1 d k
For g € (0, ;) setting %, = ﬁ(z‘,k:lllvv la:g, + IIVEll4p,) and

Y= (Z OSC oF + osc g) C(log R)l/q

M(R)
by Theorem [37] and Lemma[23] we have, with % = %, + %,,

Elexp(c¥?)] < C,, Vx € Bg.
Thus, by Lemma[29]

— X INall - 1 1/
?é%);lu(x) (N S Sl [6(R) + - u(R)(log R)/1].

Theorem [8] follows. U

6 The global correctors: existence, uniqueness, and sta-
tionarity

Although the local correctors ¢ constructed in the previous subsections are good
enough for us to obtain optimal rates for the homogenization of Dirichlet problems,
the global correctors, if they exist, could be more useful in investigating homoge-
nization problems with (or without) other boundary conditions.

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem [0l

Throughout this section, we let ¢y = ¢l;; r(X: Mg, ¥) be as defined in Defini-
tion 28] where 7 is chosen as in (89).

Remark 40. The global correctors will be constructed as a.s. limits of the local
correctors tilted by appropriate (w-dependent) constants or affine functions. In this
process the regularity property of the local Green function G is crucial.

The global correctors in Theorem[9]have the same sizes as the local correctors in
Theorem[37lexcept in d = 2 when (i) only provides a bound with an additional fac-
tor of size (log |x|)*/2. We also lost some stochastic integrability in the exponents
compared to Theorem [37]

Note that although the global corrector is unique up to the shift of an affine
function, an affine shift with w-dependent coefficients could drastically change the
moment estimates of ¢.
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Proof of the uniqueness in Theorem[9 assuming existence. Suppose there are two
global correctors ¢, ¢, with properties ({)-(v)) in Theorem[9l Thenu = ¢, — ¢, is
a w-harmonic function on the whole Z¢. Moreover, when d > 3,

P(rr};ix ul > eR) S Y P(ju(x)| > €R)

xXE€Bp

< 0 11/3)] exp(— | £&|1/3
< D Elexp(e] 52| exp(—c| = 1'/)
xXE€Bp

S exp(—c,R'/%), Ve>0,d > 3.

Hence, by Borel-Cantelli’s lemma, limp_,,, maxg, |u|/R = O almost surely. By
(28), this sublinear estimate of maxg_ |u| implies that u is almost surely a constant.
When d = 2, similar argument gives, for all € > 0,

2 u(x) (1/3 __1eR* 1173 . pl/6
Pmax|ul > eR?) S 3 Elexp(el 21" exp(—c| -1/ S exp(-c.R').

XEBjp

Hence, by Borel-Cantelli’s lemma, limg_,, maxg_|ul/ R? = 0 almost surely. By

(28)), this subquadratic estimate of max B, |u| implies that V2u = 0 almost surely.
That is, u is a.s. an affine function (with coefficients possibly dependent on w). [J

6.1 Stationary global corrector ind > 5

As a consequence of Theorem we can show the existence of a stationary cor-
rectorind > 5.

In the continuous PDE setting, the existence of the stationary corrector ind > 5
and stochastic integrability (i) with p = % was proved in [3, Theorem 7.1]. In the
discrete setting, the existence of the stationary corrector in d > 5 with L?-stochastic
integrability was proved in [31, Corollary 7].

Proof of Theorem (9 for d > 5. Without loss of generality, assume Eg[y] = 0.
Whend > 5, weletg, (x) = E(’f)[/ooo y(&0*)ds]. The existence of ¢, (as an a.s.
limit of EX[ /0" y(@*)ds]) follows immediately from Theorem [El It clearly solves

(76). Further, by Fatou’s lemma and Theorem [I0}, for p € (O, % ;

n
Elexp(ci$")] < iminf Efexp(cl | w(@)dsl") <€,
n—oo O
The stationarity of ¢ follows from the stationarity of ¢**. O

6.2 Global corrector in d = 3, 4 with stationary gradient

Proof of Theorem[9 for d = 3,4. Without loss of generality, assume = 0. Recall
Py = ¢ p(x;ng, w) in Definition 28 For R > 1, ® € Q, let

Pr(X) = @, g(X) 1= PR(x) = PRO0), x€ 74
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In what follows we will show that, by taking R — oo, ¢ will converge to a desired
global corrector up to a subsequence.

Step 1. (Moment bounds.) First, when d > 3, we will obtain the following moment
bounds: for any x € Z¢, (note that §(-) = 1 for d > 3.)

E [exp (C |¢’(R|;’|‘§|P)] Cn VpeO.2L)R2[xP V1. 95)
E[exp(c|V¢R(x)/5(|x|)|q)] <C, Vq€e(0, m) (96)
Since Vg = V@'y, display (96) follows directly from Theorem [37i(b).

We will prove (ES]) via sensitivity estimates. Indeed, by (@1)),

10, ()| = [0, (¥) - -tr(a’aV ¢‘°‘)(y)][G‘°‘(x ») =GO,y

Lemma ,
S HAGCT(xy) -GrO,y] forx,yez!. (97

We consider two cases: |y| < 2|x| and |y| > 2]|x]|.
When |y| < 2|x]|, by @7) and Proposition[33] (recall that v(r) = r>~? for d > 3)

00RO S 2 (W(1x = y]) + v(IyD)).

When |y| > 2|x|, noting that |y| — DIAR |y| and that the function z = G'(z, y)

is w-harmonic on B, g, by (97) and Theorem

’ "2 |x|+# loc 2 d— 1|x|+?f e—CVI/R
196RCON S 7,20 jose Gy S %7 TR v(|yD).

Fix x and let £(») := (W(Ix = y]) + v(IYD)L}y<ope + l';‘l':;e—clyl/Rv(|y|)11|yl>2|x|.
Combining the two cases above, we have, for n > 1,

Elc|d)¢r(x)/fODI"] S E[e @2,

Note that (7)) implies ) v(|y? < u(r)*. Thus, for x #0,d >3, R > |x|?,

YEB,

|x|?

DFOPs D wllx =y + vy + TP Ry(|y))?
y

2
y:yl<2]x]| y: y>21x] (IyI A R)

S TP R iR+ BB S peebivay gy

R2
YEB; 2lx|<|yl<R lyI>R

R 2

X

< u((x)? + |x 2 1 20-d)d-1g, o 1X17 | x| —cr/Rr2(2—d)rd—ldr
x| ¥ R?

< u(xD? + |xI*R* < p(|x])*.

Hence, applying LemmaRIlto Z = ¢x(x) we have, for R > |x|?, p € (0, 3d+4)

E [exp (CI(Z —EZ)/u(|xDI?)] < C,. for x #0.
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Since by Lemma[39l [E[Z]] S [x|“% < u(|x]), display (@3) is proved.

Step 2. (Point-wise a.s. convergence.) Next, we will show that, for any x € 7,
every subsequence of {@g(x)} g-; contains an a.s. convergent subsequence. To this
end, it suffices to show that (cf. [47 Theorem 5, pg 258]) the sequence {P(x)} -1
is Cauchy in probability, i.e., for every € > 0,

P(¢,(x) —¢,,(x)] >€) =0 asmn— . (98)

Observe that for any n > m > 1, the function x — ¢,(x) — ¢,,(x) is w-harmonic in
B,,,. Hence, by Theorem [I6] when m > |x|?,

19,0 = 9,01 < 95, = 6,) S P o B 19,2) = (2
By zeB\/—

and thus, by (@3) and Holder’s inequality we have, for x # 0, n > m > | x|,

() = POl L2y S "'“mf ) "> 0.

Hence (98)) follows by Chebyshev’s inequality.

Step 3. (Existence of the global corrector.) Since Z¢ is a countable set, by Step 2
and a diagonal argument, we can select a subsequence {¢p },en such that ¢p (x)
converges P-almost surely to a function ¢(x) = ¢, (x) for all x € Z% as n — .
Clearly, ¢, is a global corrector.
Moreover, by Fatou’s lemma and (@3) (96)) in Step 1, for any p € (0, i 4) =

© ,2d+2) and any x € Z% \ {0},

|E [exp (Cl ¢(x) |p)] S hrl;rl)loglf |E [exp (C|¢R,,( )lp)] .

u(]x]) u(lx|)
Elexp(c| Vé(x)|*)] < liminf Elexp(c[Veg (0|)] < C,.

Step 4. (Stationarity of the gradient.) Observe that, for x € Z¢, the map y —
¢, (x+y) is a global corrector in the environment 6,.w. Moreover, since ¢, is unique
up to an additive constant (which may depend on w), the gradient field { Vg (x) :
x € 7%} is unique, and hence we have V¢9Xw(-) = V¢, (x + ) for ae. w. In
particular, Vg, ,(0) = V,,(x) for a.e. w and all x € 74,

Therefore, V¢, (x) and V¢, (0) are identically distributed for all x € Z¢ by the
stationarity of P. U

6.3 Global corrector in d = 2 with stationary second order differences

Recall G*, 5z in (83), (89). Let R > 1 be fixed. For any x,y € Z%, consider the
potential kernel A™ = A"(., -; ng) corresponding to the local corrector:

A(x,y) 1= G™(y, y;ng) — G*(x, y;np).

We will first show the following estimate.
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Lemma 41. Assume (A1), (A2), and fix R > 1. For e > 0, let # be the same as in
Theorem|Bl For P-a.s. w and x,y € Bg,, we have

0 < A®(x,y) S &, log(|x —y| vV2) whend =2.

Proof. Let x,y € By, be fixed. We only consider the non-trivial case y # x.

Note that by (83) and the definition of 5, in (89), the function z — A™(z,y)
is w-harmonic for z € B;g/3 \ {y}. Hence, applying the Harnack inequality (The-
orem [A.T)) for w-harmonic functions to a constant numbers of balls centered on
dB,,_,(y) with radii |x — y|/2, we have

A*(z,y) < A(x,y) forallz € 0B, _y(»).
In particular, letting 7z, , = inf {z : Y, & B,.(y)}, we have
A% (x,y) =< EJJA™(Y, .yl (99)
We claim that (Recall G in (3))

. 0,0
EJA(Y,  »]=G" (0,0). (100)

[x=yl

Indeed, the function

0(z) 1= G™(z,y) — B [G*(Y, _ )]
satisfies L,v(z) = —1,_, for z € B),_,(y) and U|0B|x_y|(y) = 0, whereas u(z) =
Geyw |(z — »,0) satisfies L, u(z) = -1,., for z € B,,_,(») and ”|03|x_y|(y) = 0.

|x—y -
Hence v(z) = u(z) for all z € B,_,(». In particular,

u(y) = v(y) = G*(,y) - EJ[G*(Y,

This implies (10Q).
Finally, the lemma follows from (99), (1I0Q) and Theorem Dl |

) = EjLA™(Y, )l

=yl.y vy

Lemma 42. Recall V in Definitions[l] Let V' := (Ve)i<i<a- For any o-harmonic
function u on By, we have

2| x|
R2

lu(x) — x - VIu(0) — u(0)| oscu for all x € By.
R

Proof. There is nothing to prove when x = 0.
When x # 0, let B* denote the smallest ball centered at O that contains x.

Observe that, for any affine function £(x) = a - x + b, with u, = u — ¢, we have
u(x) — x - Vtu(0) — u(0) = u,(x) — x - V*tu,(0) — u,(0). Hence

|x|(Z + |x])?
—————0sCcu

|u(x) = x - V*u(0) — u(0)| < D2, (w) S Y 5

where we used Theorem [16]in the last inequality. The lemma is proved. U
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Proof of Theorem[9 for d = 2. Without loss of generality, assume ¥ = (. Recall
V and ¢y = ¢ o r(X: 11z, W) in Definitions [[Mand28l For R > 1,w € Q, set

PR(X) = by g(¥) 1= PR(x) = x - VIPE(0) - ¢(0), x € 29, (101)

where V* = (V, Di<i<q- In what follows we will show that, by taking R — o0, ¢
will converge to a desired global corrector up to a subsequence.
Step 1. (Moment bound for ¢z.) We will establish the moment bound for d = 2:

1
E |exp (Clopis )| < €, forpe ©.D),0<31xI <R (102)

To prove (102), writing u(z) = u,,,,(z) = A*(z, y), by formula (91 we have

10, R(0)| = 10w () — 5tr(d,aV? o) ONG(x.y) = x - VIG™(0,y) = G0, )

Lemma ,
S HAGE(x.y) —x-VTG™(0,y) - G0,
= %’;2|u(x) —x - V*u(0) — u(0)|. (103)

We consider two cases: |y| < 3|x| < R/? and 3|x| < |y|.
When x # 0 and |y| < 3|x| < R'/3, by Lemma@T] and Theorem [I6]

lu@o)| + |u(0)] < 7 ,(log(|x — y| v2) +log(ly| v 2)) S #, log(|x| +2)

~ log(|y| +2).

IVTu(0)| <
Iyl +1

Thus, by (I03),

10, br(0)| S 77,9 Nog(Ix| +2) + s log(y + 1. (104)

When 3|x| < |y|, noting that u is w-harmonic in B,,, by Lemma42] Proposi-
tion 33 and Theorem [16 we obtain

) = - U0~ aO)] S T oo 2R ok
u(x) —x - Vu(0) —u(0)] < log e .
Iyl A R)2 |Y| A R
As a result, by (I03), when 3|x| < ||,
’ ne | K —clyl/R
10,¢r()| S Z(HT ) log( Je (105)

(Il A R)? |y| /\R
Combining (104), (I03), with

log(|x| +2) + 4 log(lyl +2)  when |y] <3]x],
f) =

I? 2R « _
(|y||AR>2 g(lyl/\R)e WI/R when |y| > 3|x]|
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we obtain, for x with 3|x| < RY/3 andn > 1,
EL10,pr(x)/f WM S E[Z"].
Computations show that, for 3|x| < R!/3,

6
3 0P 5 P log(lxl v 27 + 5 < 1 togtlxl v 2
y

Hence, setting F(x) = |x|log(|x| v 2)*/? and applying Lemmal2Ilto Z = ¢ z(x)
we have, when 3|x| < R'/3, p € (0, % ,
E [exp (CI(Z - EZ)/F(x)|?)] < C,, for x # 0.

Furthermore, by (@3) we get | EZ| < |x|. Display (I02) is proved.

Step 2. (Existence of the global corrector.) Next, we will show the existence of a
global corrector ¢ = ¢, (as an a.s. subsequential limit of (¢g)rso) in d = 2 with
moment bound ().

Similar to Steps 2 and 3 in the proof for the cases d = 3,4, it suffices to show
(©8). Observe that, for any n > m > 1, the function u(x) = ¢,(x) — ¢,,(x) is
w-harmonic in B,,, with u(0) = 0. Hence, by Lemma2] when 3|x| < m!/3

21413 21413
. ey = ) < L 3 10,0 - 6,2

m zeB,,

1,(x) = P2 S

and thus, by (I02) and Holder’s inequality we have, for x # 0, n > m > 27|x|3,

X 3 m—oo
#n() = Ou Ol 2p) %m(IOgM)”2 =7o.
m

Hence, when d = 2, (98) follows by Chebyshev’s inequality.
Step 3. (Stationarity and moment bound of V2¢.) Since ¢,, is unique up to adding
an affine function (whose coefficients may depend on w), the field {V2¢w(x) X E
Z%} is P-a.s. unique. In other words, this field is uniquely determined by w, and
hence its stationarity follows from the stationarity of P.

To obtain the moment bound of V¢, observe that V¢ = V%b'(f: g Since Vi

is an a.s. subsequential limit of V2¢, by Lemma[34]and taking R — oo, we get,
for P-a.e. w,
V()| < 2|y, forall x € 7% (106)

The bound in Theorem Olfiii) follows.
Step 4. (Moment bound for V¢.) Without loss of generality, we only derive the
moment bound for V*¢, since V_ @)=V, p(x—e)fori=1,....d.

By formula (@1)) we have, for x,y € Z¢,

0V P(x) = ~[0]y(y) = 31r(@,aV P DIV G (x. ) = V¥ G0,y
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where V* only acts on the first coordinate of G', i.e., V¥G'*(x, y) = VTG(-, y)| _,
Taking a subsequential of limit R — co we obtain, almost surely,

AV () = [0 (y) — 3r(0,aV?, WMV Ax, ) = V*AQ, y)]

where A(x, y) is as in (I4). Further, by (I06)), Theorem Dl and Theorem [16] we get
2 %2

% 0
VG S XL iy Toglx = 31 v D) + e oyl v )

where #, , = #, + #,. Moreover, for any affine function #, with A,(-,y) =
A(-,y)+ 7, we have

V+A(x7 y) - V+A(Oa )’) = V+Af(x7 y) - V+Af(07 y) < [?SC Af('a )’)

[x]+1

Hence, for 3|x| < |y|, by Theorem [16 we get

%2 (%V| I)Z

Y y)?

0,V ()| S 5, Dy (A S

x+y BI

7, log |yl.

Hence, for x # 0, with

IxI2

() { [x— y|+1 10g(|x l V) + —— ly |+1 10g(|y| V2) when |y| < 3|x|
gy =
lyl?

log [yl when |y| > 3|x],

we obtain, for x € Z¢ and n > 1,

E[10,V*é(x)/g)|"] S E[Z>"].

Computations show that

Y 23 s (log(lx| v 2))°,
y

Hence, applying Lemma[2]lto Z = V*¢(x) we have

E[exp (Cl—2—E2 )| <C, forpe (0, 2=

(log(lx] v 2))*/2 ? ’ ‘°+d
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A Appendix
Define the parabolic operator &£, as

L ulx, 1) = Z w(x, [u(y,t) —u(x, )] — ou(x,1)

yiy~x

for every function u : Z? x R — R which is differentiable in ¢. The following
results are used in the paper.

[©)]

Theorem A.1. ([19, Theorem 17]) Assume > 2k 1 for some ¥ > 0. Any
non-negative function u with Z,u = 0in B, X (0,4R?) for R > 0 satisfies

sup u<C inf u.
BrX(R2,2R?) Brx(3R%4R?)

As a consequence, we have the following Holder regularity for u.

Corollary A.2. Assume % > 2k for some ¥ > 0. There exists y = y(d, k) €
(0, 1) such that any non-negative function u with Z,u = 0in Bg(xo) X (t, — R, 1),
for some (x(, ;) € Z¢ x R and R > 0, satisfies

lu(%) — u()| < C (%)y sup w

Br(x0)X(tg—R2 ty)
for all X, § € B,(xq) X (t, — %, 1y) and r € (0, R).

A.1 Proof of Proposition 19

Proof. Let p € H; be the j-th order Taylor polynomial (around 0) of v. Then

sup |v — p| < C(ORY*! sup |D/ o).
Bor Br/s

This gives D{é:i(v) < (ORY! SUpg,, , |D/*1p|. Furthermore, for any ¢ € H,
Jj <2, note that D(v— q) is an @-harmonic function. Hence, by [24, Theorem 2.10],

sup [D/*o] = sup | D/ (0 - )
Br/s Brys
< — sup |D(v—-q)|
R/ Bsr/12
=< sw | Do-al < swplo-gl
x€Bsg/12 J Bpypp(x) R Br/2

for j < 2. Hence, taking infimum over g € H;, we get D{B:l (v) S 67! Z)J[;lﬂ(v) for
R R
J < 2. The first statement is proved.
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To prove the second statement, observe that for any x € Bg,, there are 24
points y; € BR/Z, i€ A={1,..,29}, such that |y, — x| < 1 and x is a convex
combination of the y;’s. That is, x = },_, «;; for some a; > 0 with }._, a; = 1.
Let p € H;, j < 2, be such that maxpg, . lv—p| < 2D£;1/3(U) and denote the
Hessian matrix of p by M. Then, for x € By, j <2,

060 = pCOI < [0l ., + D @00 = PODIH|PE) = Y, ap(y)]
ieA ieA

< [U]l;BR/z+1 + 1};13? |v—pl+CRIM,|. (107)

Further, using the fact (see [24}, Cor.6.3]) that

2 2
RIVlig,,,, S S0p [ol + Roleol 5 sup o]+ Roleo
2R/3 2R/3

and (Note that the following bound is not needed for the case j = 1 where M, = 0.)

RIM,| s max [p(y)+p(=3)=2p(O)] S max |v=pl+max [v] § D3y 5(0)+max [vl,
R/2

R/2 R/2 R/2
display (I07) implies, for j < 2,

j+1 1 j+1
D[JBR/Z(U) S % sup |vl+ Rleg| + DJZR/3(U)-
0Byg/3

The second claim follows. ]

A.2 Verification of (63)

In this subsection we will verify the inequality

/ (1407 exp [~ = byl o] di s PV Ru(ly) + 1), Wy e 27,
0

We break the integral on the left side of the above inequality as

00 lyl/2 Iy 0
/ =/ +/ +/ =: I+ 11+ 1II.
0 0 [vl/2 [y

It suffices to consider the case |y| > 1. First, with ¢, > O sufficiently small,

[yl/2
1= / (1407 exp (=5 = clyllog B ) dr < [yl g el R oy,
0

2
Mor r, noting that ——— — ¢ < _ 1
oreover, noting that —55 — ¢ < =2,

yI?
H=/ (1+t)_d/zexp (—%—c%)dl
[¥l/2

2

Iyl
< o~<bl/R / /2 ey /1 gy
0

(o4
S e_c|y|/R|y|2_d/ Sd/2—2e—csds 5 e—C|Y|/RU(|y|).
1
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Similarly, for d = 2,

I < e‘CWR/ (1+ 179 ?exp (—L> dr
|

yI? 2R

o0
< eebI/R / —1,=5/24
lyI>/R?

< eePI/R 1+/ S_l]l{lyp/stSsl}ds] S e PURy(y)).
0

For d > 3, we have

s e PVR [ (14070 P Ru(y).
[yl

Therefore, the above bounds of I, II, III imply inequality(68)).

A.3 Verification of (Z1)
When d = 2,

F eH/R, 2 d-] g R__y2
/0 e " Fu(r)r drS/O e I+ (log T ) lrdr
R RA\2
< R? +/ e cr/R (1og —) rdr < R
1 r
When d =3,
/ e Ryry?rd=1dr S/ /RS R.
0 0
When d =4,
3 R ©
/ e~/ Ry(r2rd=1dr < / (1+r7'dr+ / e"/RR7dr < log R.
0 0 R
When d > 5,

/ e~ Ry(r)?ri1dr < / 1+r2dr=1.
0 0
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