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A bstract

The phenom enon ofm acroscopic hom ogenization is illustrated with a sim ple exam ple of

di� usion.W e exam ine the conditionsunderwhich a d{dim ensionalsim ple random walk in a

sym m etric random m edia convergesto a Brownian m otion.Ford = 1,both the m acroscopic

hom ogeneity condition and the di� usion coe� cient can be read from an explicit expression

for the G reen’s function. Except for this case,the two available form ulas for the e� ective

di� usion m atrix � do notexplicitshow how m acroscopic hom ogenization takesplace. Using

an electrostatic analogy due to Anshelevich,K hanin and Sinai[AK S],we discussupperand

lowerboundson thedi� usion coe� cient� ford > 1.

1 Introduction

The long tim e behaviorofrandom walkson a random environm entisreviewed. W e focusm ainly

on thefollowing question:

W hatare the conditions under which a properly scaled random walk on a non{hom ogeneous

m edium convergesto a Brownian m otion.

This and related phenom ena are usually nam ed m acroscopic hom ogenization (and the envi-

ronm entalconditions are called m acroscopic hom ogeneity conditions) because such system looks

hom ogeneousatm acroscopicscales.Thediscussion willberestricted to sim plerandom walkswith

non{vanishing transition probabilities(orrates)fwhxyig such that

whxyi = whyxi (1.1)

holdsforallnearestneighborsiteshxyiofa d {dim ensionallattice Zd. The so{called sym m etric

m edium hasbeen considered by severalauthors(seee.g.[ABSO,AKS,AV,M FGW ,Ku,PV]and

referencestherein).

�e-m ail:m archett@ im e.usp.br
ye-m ail:dasilva@ gibbs.if.usp.br
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Exceptfora basiclem m a,thegeneralschem eofourpresentation willbedim ensionalindepen-

dent. However,the one{dim ensionalproblem playsa centralrole in thiswork since,in thiscase,

them acroscopichom ogeneity condition can beread from an explicitform ula.

Thed = 1 casehasbeen m ostly investigated.The�rstm athem aticalresults[KKS,So,Si]were

concerned with asym m etricrandom walkswith transition probabilitieswx;x+ 1 = 1� wx;x� 1,x 2 Z,

beingindependentand identically distributed (i.i.d.) random variables(notethatwx;x+ 1 6= wx+ 1;x).

The trajectories fX (t);t > 0jX (0) = x0g ofasym m etric random walks were shown to behave

very anom alously. Sym m etric random walksbegan to be discussed in a seriesofpapers(see e.g.

[ABO,BSW ,ABSO])in connection with theproblem ofdisordered chainsofharm onicoscillators

(see [LM ]for an introduction and a selection ofreprints) and other problem s in physics. Using

Dyson’s integralequation [D],these authors derived the following asym ptotic behavior for the

trajectories:if

Ew � 1
x;x+ 1 < 1 ; (1.2)

whereE denotestheexpectation valuewith respectto thei.i.d.random variablesfwx;x+ 1g,then

EX 2(t)� 2
�
Ew � 1

x;x+ 1

�� 1
t;

ast! 1 ,and the convergence ofX (t)=
p
tto theGaussian random variable with zero m ean and

variance2
�
Ew � 1

x;x+ 1

�� 1
isim plied.In addition,ifcondition (1.2)isviolated,then EX 2(t)growsas

t� with an exponent� < 1 depending on thedivergence ofthedistribution atwx;x+ 1 = 0.

A m athem aticalproofofconvergence to Brownian m otion ford = 1 sym m etric random walks

wasgiven by Anshelevich and Vologodski[AV].Ford � 2thereareatleasttwodi�erentproofsand

both requirem acroscopichom ogeneity conditionsm orestringentthan (1.2).Anshelevich,Khanin

and Sinai[AKS]proved theresultby developing an expansion fortheexpected valueoftheinverse

ofa non-hom ogeneousdiscrete Laplacian. K �unnem ann [Ku]hasproven this resultby extending

Papanicolaou{Varadhan’sapproach [PV].W hether(1.2)isanecessary (and su�cient)m acroscopic

hom ogeneity condition ford � 2,rem ains,to ourknowledge,an open problem .

Thepresentpaperisinspired by thework ofAnshelevich,Khanin and Sinai.W euse thelogic

ofthisproofin orderto sim plify theAnshelevich and Vologodski’sproofsford = 1.Ourproof,in

particular,elim inatesthetechnicalhypothesisofwx;x+ 1 to bestrictly positiveand illustrateswith

textbook’sm athem aticalm ethodsthem acroscopichom ogeneity condition (1.2).

A Brownian m otion isdescribed by the di�usion equation. The random environm entinduces

an e�ectivedi�usivem atrix � whoseelem entsaregiven by lim t! 1 E (X i(t)X j(t))=t,i;j= 1;:::;d.

Fortheone{dim ensionalproblem ,thereciprocalofthisconstantisgiven by them acroscopichom o-

geneity condition:�� 1 = Ew � 1
x;x+ 1.Ford � 2,the two availableform ulasforthee�ective di�usion

m atrix (see [AKS,Ku])do notexplicitly show how m acroscopic hom ogenization takesplace and

thism akesitdi�cultto obtain estim ates.In thisreview (seealso [AKS])theupperbound

� � Ewhxyi

willbeshown to hold if
�
�1� whxyi=Ewhxyi

�
�� � < 1=2.W e also discusshow a lowerbound can be

obtained using theelectrostaticequivalence ofthedi�usion problem asform ulated in [AKS].

Theoutlineofthepresentwork isasfollows.In Section 2 weform ulatetheproblem and state

ourresults. The proofswillbe given in Section 3 underthe assum ption thatthe eigenvaluesand
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eigenvectorsofthesem i{group generatoroftheprocessconvergeto theeigenvaluesand eigenfunc-

tionsofa Laplacian. The eigenvalue problem isa consequence ofourbasic lem m a (Lem m a 3.6)

which willbeproven in Section 4ford = 1by Green�sfunction m ethod.Thespectralperturbation

theory willbepresented in Section 5.Finally,thedi�usion coe�cientwillbeexam ined in Section

6.

2 Statem ent ofR esults

LetB denote the setofbondsofthe regularlattice Zd and letw = fwbgb2B be an assignm entof

positivenum bers.Each com ponentwb representsthetransition rateofa random walk to go from

the site x to y along the bond b= hxyi.The assignm entw de�nesan sym m etric environm enton

Z
d ifthetransition ratessatisfy whxyi = whyxi.

Given an environm entw and a �nite set� � Z
d,a continuoustim e random walk on �,with

absorbing boundary condition,is a M arkov process fX �;w (t);t � 0g with di�erentialtransition

m atrix W � = W �(w)de�ned by

(W � u)x =
X

y2 Zd:

jx� yj= 1

whxyiuy

= (� �;w u)x + ux

X

y2 Zd:

jx� yj= 1

whxyi; (2.3)

where

(� �;w u)x =
X

y2 Zd:

jx� yj= 1

whxyi (uy � ux);

forallx 2 � and u such thatu y = 0 ify 2 Z
d n�.

Notethat�� �;w isa positivem atrix,

(u;(�� �;w )u)=
1

2

X

x;y2 Zd:

jx� yj= 1

whxyi (uy � ux)
2
� 0; (2.4)

and,ifwb = w for allb 2 B,� �;w = w � � where � � is the �nite di�erence Laplacian with 0{

Dirichletboundary condition on �.From hereon,�istaken tobethehypercubecentered atorigin

with size j�j= (2L � 1)d,L 2 N:�L :=
�
x = (x1;:::;xd)2 Z

d :supijxij< L
	
,and allquantities

depending on � willbeindexed by L instead.

The probability distribution offX L;w(t);t� 0g isgoverned by the sem i{group bTL
t generated

by � L;w.IfX L;w(t)denotestheposition ofa random walk attim et,then

P(X L;w(t)= xjX L;w(0)= 0)=
�
et� L ;w u0

�

x
; (2.5)

where(u0)x = �0;x.

Thesem i{group bTL
t isthesolution oftheinitialvalueproblem in R �,

du

dt
� � L;w u = 0; (2.6)
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with initialcondition u(0)= u0.

The solution of(2.6) exists for alltim es t> 0 and allsizes L < 1 but m ay depend on the

realization ofw and on theinitialvalue.W epresentthesu�cientconditionson theenvironm entw

bywhich thesolutionof(2.6),undersuitablescalingoftim eandspace,convergesalm osteverywhere

in w to thefundam entalsolution oftheheatequation,

@u

@t
� @2u = 0; (2.7)

with u(t;@D )= 0.Here,(2.7)isde�ned in thedom ain t> 0 and � 2 D := (�1;1)d with boundary

@D = f� :supij�ij= 1g,and @2 = @2(�)isgiven by

@2 = @ � �@ =

dX

i;j= 1

�ij
@2

@�i@�i
: (2.8)

TheheatkernelTt(�;�)= et�@
2

(�;�)when de�ned in Rd� R
d givesrisetoa W ienerprocess(or

Brownian m otion)fB (t);t� 0g with covarianceEB (t)B (s)= 4�m in(s;t)(seee.g.Sim on [S]).In

view oftheboundary condition,Tt yieldsa Brownian m otion fB 0(t);t� 0g on thedom ain D with

absorbing frontiers.Theprobability density ofB 0(s+ t)� B 0(s)to beequalto � can beobtained

by solving equations(2.7)by Fourierm ethod

Tt(�;0)=
X

n2Nd
+

e� (�
2=4)n2t

dY

i= 1

cs(�ni�i=2) ; (2.9)

wheren2 = n� �n =
P d

i;j= 1
ni�ijni and sc(nix)standsforeithercos(nix)orsin(nix)depending on

whetherni isan odd oreven num ber.

Thisdiscussion suggeststhefollowing de�nition.

D e�nition 2.1 The random walk in a random environm entw issaid to converge to a Brownian

m otion ifthere exista constant� = �(w),the di� usion coe� cient,such that

lim
L! 1

�

eL
2 t� L ;w u0

�

[L�]

=

�

et@
2(�)�0

�

(�)

uniform lyin t> 0,� 2 D and �0 on thespaceof� nitem easuresM with supportin D .Forr2 R
d,

[r]2 Z
d and hasascom ponentsthe integerpartofthe com ponentsofr;and u0 2 R

� L isa vector

given by

(u0)x = Ld

Z
(x1+ 1)=L

x1=L

� � �

Z
(xd+ 1)=L

xd=L

d�0(�):

Itisim portantto notethat,by the dom inantconvergence theorem ,thisde�nition im pliesthe

convergence in distribution ofthe random walk processf(1=L)X L;w(L
2t);t� 0g to the Brownian

m otionfB 0(t);t� 0gasitisknowninProbabilityTheory(weakconvergenceoftheirdistributions):

X L(t)�
1

L
X L;w(L

2t)�! B 0(t)in distribution if,forany collection 0 < s1 < � � � < sn ofpositive

num bersand any collection f1;:::;fn ofbounded and continuousfunctionsin D ,n 2 N,wehave

E�0f1(X L(s1))� � � fn(X L(sn))�! E�0f1(B 0(s1))� � � fn(B 0(sn)); (2.10)
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asN ! 1 ,whereE�0 m eanstheexpectation oftheprocessstartingwith them easure�0.Notealso

thatX L(t)hasbeen scaled asin thecentrallim ittheorem :X L(t)isasum ofaboutL2 independent

increm ents1 divided up by L.

T heorem 2.2 (A nshelevich and Vologodski[AV ]) Ifd = 1 and the environm entw isa sta-

tionary processsuch thatthe partialsum s

sx(w)=
1

x

x� 1X

z= 0

1

wz;z+ 1

(2.11)

converge asx ! 1 to �� 1,0< � < 1 ,alm osteverywhere in w,then a random walk in a random

environm entw converges,foralm ostevery w,to a Brownian m otion with di� usion coe� cient�.

T heorem 2.3 (A nshelevich,K hanin and Sinai[A K S]) Forany d � 1 and � < 1=2,letw =

fwbgb2B be independentand identically distributed random variablessuch that

�
�
�1�

wb

�w

�
�
�� �; (2.12)

with �w =Ewb.Then a random walk in a random environm entw converges,foralm ostevery w,to

a Brownian m otion with di� usion coe� cientm atrix � = �(d;�;�w).

R em ark 2.4 1. Theorem 2.2 was proven in [AV]under the condition (2.11) with wx;x+ 1 > 0.

Thepositivecondition hasbeen elim inated in ourproof.Condition (2.11)ism etifw = fwbg

arei.id.random variableswith 0< Ew � 1

b
< 1 .Finitenessof� rstnegativem om entseem sto

be,according to argum entspresented in [ABSO](see also [FIN]),a su� cientand necessary

hom ogeneity condition since,otherwise,the walk would spend a extrem ely large tim e between

jum psleading the processto be sub{di� usive.

2. W hether the hom ogeneity condition 0 < Ew � 1

b
< 1 is also su� cientfor d > 1 is,to our

knowledge,an open problem .Itwould alreadybean im portantachievem entto proveTheorem

2.3 foranydistribution whosesupportisR.Itisunfortunatethatboth proofs(see[AKS,Ku])

require asa technicalstep wb to be bounded away from 0 and 1 .

3. Theorem 2.3 holdsalso ifthe transition probabilitiesfwxyg do no vanish fory� x belonging

to a � nitesetU+ thatisableto generateZd bytranslations.Underthesam esortofcondition

(2.12),[AKS]have shown convergence to Brownian m otion satisfying the di� usion equation

(2.7).

4. Theorem 2.3 can also beextended to Brownian m otion on R d if onecom binestheresultwith

both absorbing and periodic boundary conditionson @D (see detailsin [AKS]).

1A sim ple random walk with continuum tim e jum ps according to a Poisson process on tim e with rate 2d and

therewillbe2dL2tjum psin averageaftera tim eL2t.W ith therandom environm ent,thePoisson processhasa site

dependentrategiven by
P

y:jx�yj= 1
whxyi.
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T heorem 2.5 Under the conditionsofTheorem 2.3 and a conjecture form ulated in (6.27),there

exista � nite constantC = C(d),such thatthe bounds

1� % �
�

Ewb

� 1 (2.13)

hold with 1 being the d� d identity m atrix and % a positive m atrix such that

% �
4�C (1+ C)

1� 4�(1+ C)
;

in the sense ofquadratic form s.

3 B asic Lem m a

TheproofofTheorem s2.2 and 2.3 presented in thissection arebased on theuniform convergence

oftheeigenvaluesand eigenvectorsof� L;w to theeigenvaluesand eigenfunctionsoftheLaplacian

operator@2 on D .The uniform convergence followsfrom a classicalresultin perturbation theory

which saysthefollowing.

IfA 1;A 2;:::;A n;:::isasequenceofbounded operatorsin aHilbertspaceH which convergeto

A in theoperatornorm ,then allisolated piecesoftheirspectrum and theirrespective projections

convergeuniform ly,asn ! 1 ,to thoseofA.

Because� L;w and @2 areunbounded operatorsweconsidertheirinverse instead.To form ulate

theresultsofthissection,weneed som ede�nitions.

LetiL bean isom etryofthevectorspaceR
� into thepiecewiseconstantfunctionsin thevector

spaceL2
0
(D ),ofsquare{integrable functionsf on D = (�1;1)d with f(@D )= 0:

iL :R
� �! L2

0
(D );

given by

(iL u)(�)=

�
u[L�] if � 2 (�1;1)d

0 if � 2 @D ;
(3.14)

with [x]asin De�nition 2.1.

Theadjointoperatori
y

L
:L2

0
(D )�! R

�,

(i
y

L
f)x = Ld

Z
(x1+ 1)=L

x1=L

dx1� � �

Z
(xd+ 1)=L

xd=L

dxd f(x); (3.15)

isde�ned by theequation

hf;iL ui= (i
y

L
f;u);

with theinnerproductin R � and L2
0
(D )given,respectively,by

(u;v)=
1

Ld

X

x2�

ux vx (3.16)
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and

hf;gi=

Z

[� 1;1]d

f(x)g(x)dx: (3.17)

W eshalldenoteby

�� 1

L
:= L� 2

�

iL �
� 1

L;w
i
y

L

�

(3.18)

the scaled inverse of� L;w. The operator kernelof�� 1

L
is a step function with step{width 1=L

which,asweshallseein thenextlem m a,approxim atesthekernel(@2)� 1(r;s)in theoperatornorm

induced by L2
0
{norm :

kAk:= sup
f:kfk2= 1

kA fk2; (3.19)

wherekfk2
2
:= hf;fi.

Lem m a 3.6 (B asic Lem m a) Underthe conditionsofTheorem s2.3 and 2.3,thereexista �nite

num ber L0 = L0(w) such that,f�� 1

L
;L > L0g is a sequence ofbounded self{adjointoperator in

L2
0
(D )which converges

k�� 1

L
� (@2)� 1k�! 0; (3.20)

asL ! 1 ,in the operatornorm topology.

Itthusfollowsfrom perturbation theory (seee.g.[F]):

C orollary 3.7 If � is an isolated eigenvalue of (@2)� 1 and E the orthogonalprojection in its

eigenspace E, one can � nd a subspace EL � L2
0
(D ), invariant under �� 1

L
, and a corresponding

orthogonalprojection E L such that

kE L � E k �! 0 and

E L

�
�� 1

L
� �I

�
E L


 �! 0; (3.21)

asL ! 1

Lem m a 3.6 willbeproven ford = 1 random walksin Section 4.Thislem m a reducestheBrow-

nian m otion lim itproblem to theconvergence oftheinverse m atrix � � 1

L;w
to theinverse Laplacian

(@2)� 1 in theL2
0{operatornorm topology.Corollary 3.7 willbeproven in Section 5.

Proof of Theorem s 2.2 and 2.3 assum ing Corollary 3.7. (As in Appendix 3 of [AKS]) Let

’ :R � �! R begiven by

’(�)= et=� (3.22)

and notethat’ isuniform ly continuousat� = 0 with ’(0)= 0.W ehave

Tt = ’((@2)� 1) and TL
t = et�L = ’

�
�� 1

L

�
:

In view ofDe�nition 2.1 and theisom etry iL,Theorem s2.2 and 2.3 can berestated as
2

sup
�02M

sup
�2D

�
�
�
(Tt� TL

t )�0
�
(�)

�
��! 0; (3.23)

2The isom etry iL hasbeen introduced to bring alloperatorsto the sam e Hilbertspace L2

0
(D ). Note,however,

that�
�1

L
and T L

t rem ain �nite rank operators.
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asL ! 1 .W eshallprovean equivalentstatem ent:

lim
L! 1

kTt� TL
t k = lim

L! 1
k’((@2)� 1)� ’

�
�� 1

L

�
k= 0:

TheinverseLaplacian (@2)� 1 on D with 0 {Dirichletboundary condition isa com pactoperator

with spectraldecom position given by (recallequation (2.9))

(@2)� 1 =
X

n2Nd
+

�n E n ; (3.24)

where �n =

 

(�=2)2
dX

i;j= 1

ni�i;jnj

! � 1

� 4=(�2n2) and en(�) =

dY

i= 1

sc[(�=2)ni�i], n 2 N
d
+
, are

eigenvaluesand associateeigenfunctionsof(@2)� 1 and

E nf = hen;fien : (3.25)

Because0 isan accum ulation point,weintroducean integercut{o� N < 1 and let

(@2N )
� 1 =

X

n2 Nd
+
:

jnj� N

�n E n : (3.26)

W ehave

k’((@2N )
� 1)� ’((@2)� 1)k2 =








X

jnj> N

’(�n)E n








2

=
X

jnj> N

’2(�n); (3.27)

which can bem adeassm allaswewish by letting N ! 1 .M oregenerally,theuniform continuity

of’ at0 m eansthe following:given " > 0 and a non{positive bounded operatorsA,we can �nd

� > 0 such thatifkAk< � wehavek’(A)k< "=3.W eshallusethisfactoften in thesequel.

From Corollary 3.7,thereexista projector

E L;N =
X

n2 N3
+
:

jnj� N

E L
n ;

whereE L
n is,analogously to E n,theprojectoron theinvariantsubspace:�

� 1

L
ELn = ELn .W riting

�� 1

L;N
= E

L;N �� 1

L
E
L;N (3.28)

and using thefactthatE L;N isan orthogonalprojector,wehave

’(�� 1

L
)� ’(�� 1

L;N
) = ’

�
�� 1

L;N
+ (�� 1

L
� �� 1

L;N
)
�
� ’(�� 1

L;N
)

= ’(�� 1

L
� �� 1

L;N
)

(3.29)

(here’(A � 1)isde�ned by itspowerseriesI+ tA + t2A 2=2+ � � �).

W e now show that k�� 1

L
� �� 1

L;N
k can be m ade sm aller then � = �(")ifL and N are chosen

su�cientlarge.By Lem m a 3.6,thereexistL 1 � L0,L1 = L1(�),such that

k�� 1

L
� (@2)� 1k<

�

3
; (3.30)
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forallL > L1.From (3.24)and (3.26),thereexistN 1 = N 1(�)such that

k(@2)� 1 � (@2N )
� 1k<

�

3
; (3.31)

ifN > N 1.By Lem m a 3.6,thereexistL2 > L0,L2 = L2(�),such that

k(@2N )
� 1 � �� 1

L;N
k<

�

3
(3.32)

holdsforallL > L2 with N �xed.

IfL > m ax(L1;L2)and N > N 1,equations(3.30){(3.32)yield

k�� 1

L
� �� 1

L;N
k � k�� 1

L
� (@2)� 1k+ k(@2)� 1 � (@2N )

� 1k+ k(@2N )
� 1 � �� 1

L;N
k< �; (3.33)

which im plies,duethecontinuity of’ and theorthogonalrelation (3.29),

k’(�L)� ’(�L;N )k<
"

3
: (3.34)

By uniform continuity of’ and (3.32),wealso have

k’((@2)� 1)� ’((@2N )
� 1)k<

"

3
: (3.35)

In addition,using thespectraldecom position of(@2N )
� 1 and �� 1

L;N
,and taking into account

k�nE n � �
L
nE

L
n k� j�n � �

L
njkE nk+ j�LnjkE n � E

L
n k (3.36)

and Lem m a 3.6,wecan �nd L3 > L0,L3 = L3(";N ),such that

k’((@2N )
� 1)� ’(�� 1

N ;L
)k<

"

3
: (3.37)

Now,letL > m ax(L1;L2;L3).Itthen followsfrom (3.34),(3.35)and (3.37)

k’((@2)� 1)� ’(�� 1

L
)k � k’((@2)� 1)� ’((@2N )

� 1)k

+ k’((@2N )
� 1)� ’(�� 1

N ;L
)k+ k’(�� 1

L
)� ’(�� 1

L;N
)k < ";

which im pliesstrong convergence ofthesem i{group and com pletestheproofofTheorem 2.3. 2

R em ark 3.8 Theintroduction ofthe cut{o� N in (3.26)isnecessary even forhom ogeneousenvi-

ronm ent.In thiscase,theeigenvalues�Ln andeigenvectorse
L
n ofL

� 2� � 1

L
can becom putedexplicitly:

�Ln =

 

4L2

dX

i= 1

sin2
�

4L
ni

! � 1

and eLn(x)=

dY

i= 1

sc

�
�

2L
nixi

�

; (3.38)

with n 2 �� := f1;2;:::(2L � 1)gd (recallsc(nix)stands for cos(nix)or sin(nix),depending on

whether ni is an odd or even num ber). Note thatj�n � �Lnj,with �n given by (3.24),m ay notbe

sm allifjnj= O (L).W e alwayspick N large but� xed and letL ! 1 in order(3.37)to be true.
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4 ProofofLem m a 3.6 for d = 1

In this section we prove Lem m a 3.6 for d = 1. W e consider the second{order Sturm {Liouville

di�erenceequation

� L;w u = f

with u(@D )= 0,and usethem ethod ofGreen tocalculatethem atrix elem entsof� � 1

L;w
.Thisgives,

in view ofequation (3.18),an explicitform ula fortheoperatorkernel�� 1

L
(r;s).

Theprocedurestartsby looking fortwo linearindependentsolutionsofthehom ogeneousequa-

tion

(� L;w u)x = whx� 1;xi(ux� 1 � ux)� whx;x+ 1i(ux � ux+ 1)= 0; (4.1)

with x 2 f�L + 1;:::;L � 1g and u� L = uL = 0. W ithoutlossofgenerality,we setwhL� 1;Li =

wh� L;� L+ 1i = �.

Proposition 4.1 Let�L 2 R
2L� 1 be a vectorvalued function ofthe environm entw given by

(�L)x = �L

xX

y= � L+ 1

w � 1

hy� 1;yi
; (4.2)

forallx 2 f�L + 1;:::;L � 1g,where

�� 1
L

=

LX

y= � L+ 1

w � 1

hy� 1;yi
:

Then u1 = �L and u2 = 1� �L are two linearindependentsolutionsof(4.1).

Proof.u1 = �L isa solution of(4.1)by sim pleveri�cation and thesam ecan besaid ofu2 = 1� �L.

Forthis,notethat

whx� 1;xi(r �L)x = �L (4.3)

holds uniform ly in x,where (r u)x = ux � ux� 1. It thus rem ains to verify that they are linear

independent.

LetW = W (u1;u2;x)bethe\W ronskian" ofthetwo solutionsu1 and u2 given by thefollowing

determ inant

W =

�
�
�
�

(u1)x (u2)x
whx� 1;xi(r u1)x whx� 1;xi(r u2)x

�
�
�
�
: (4.4)

It follows that two solutions u1 and u2 are linear independent ifW (u1;u2;x) 6= 0 for allx 2

f�L;:::;Lg.Plugging u1 and u2 into (4.4)wehave,in view of(4.3),

W = ��L [(�L)x + 1� (�L)x]= ��L ; (4.5)

which concludestheproofoftheproposition. 2
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The inverse m atrix � � 1

L;w
can be calculated by the so called Green’sfunction m ethod (see e.g.

[J]):

�
� � 1

L;w

�

x;y
=

8

>>>><

>>>>:

(�L)x [1� (�L)y]

��L
if x � y

[1� (�L)x](�L)y

��L
if x > y:

(4.6)

To see thisistrue,we note
�
� � 1

L;w

�

z;y
isthe z{com ponentofa vectorforeach y �xed. So,by

de�nition
�
� L;w �

� 1

L;w

�

x;y
= 0

holdsforallx 6= y.Forx = y wehave

�
� L;w �

� 1

L;w

�

x;x
= whx;x+ 1i

�
r � � 1

L;w

�

x+ 1;x
� whx� 1;xi

�
r � � 1

L;w

�

x;x

= �whx;x+ 1i(r �L)x+ 1
(�L)x

��L
� whx� 1;xi(r �L)x

1� (�L)x

��L

= (�L)x + (1� (�L)x)= 1;

by (4.3),verifying theassertion.

W earenow ready to writetheoperatorkernelof�� 1

L
.In view of

(iyg;A iyf) =
1

L

X

x;y2�

(iyg)x A x;y (i
yf)y

=
1

L

X

x;y2�

L

Z
(x+ 1)=L

x=L

drg(r)A x;yL

Z
(y+ 1)=L

y=L

dsg(s) (4.7)

=

Z
1

� 1

dr

Z
1

� 1

dsg(r)
�
L A [Lr];[Ls]

�
f(s) = hg;iA iyfi;

valid forany (2L � 1)� (2L � 1)m atrix A and f 2 L2
0(D ),and de�nitions(3.18)and (3.14),we

have

�� 1

L
(r;s)= L� 2

�
i� � 1

L;w
iy
�
(r;s)= L� 1

�
� � 1

L;w

�

[Lr];[Ls]
; (4.8)

forany �1� r;s� 1.

Ifnew variables

�L := 2�L � 1

areintroduced into equation (4.6),theoperatorkernel(4.8)can bewritten as

�� 1

L
(r;s)=

�1

4L�L

�
1�

�
�(�L)[Lr]� (�L)[Ls]

�
�� (�L)[Lr](�L)[Ls]

	
; (4.9)

in view ofthefactthat(�L)x isa m onotoneincreasing function ofx.
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By Schwarz inequality the operatornorm (3.19)is bounded by the L2{norm ofthe operator

kernel,the Hilbert{Schm idt norm jkK kj2 :=

Z
1

� 1

dr

Z
1

� 1

dsjK (r;s)j2. Since the functions in the

Hilbertspacehascom pactsupport,wehave

kK k � jkK kj� 4 sup
� 1< r;s< 1

jK (r;s)j

and k�� 1

L
� (@2)� 1k �! 0 is im plied by the pointwise convergence �� 1

L
(r;s) �! (@2)� 1(r;s) of

theoperatorkernel.W eshallseethatthelatterconvergence sense isconsequence ofthefollowing

result.

Proposition 4.2 Given " > 0 and w satisfying the hypothesisofTheorem 2.2. Then,there exist

an integernum berL0 = L0(";w)such that

�
�(�L)[Lr]� r

�
�< " (4.10)

holdsforallL > L0 and �1< r< 1.

Proof.UnderthehypothesisofTheorem 2.2 thestrong law oflargenum bersholdsand

2L �L �! �; (4.11)

asL ! 1 ,foralm ostevery w (seeeq.(4.2)).Analogously,since[Lr]=L �! rasL ! 1 ,wehave

(�L)[Lr]= 2L �L �
[Lr]+ L

L
�

1

[Lr]+ L

[Lr]
X

y= � L+ 1

w
� 1

hy� 1;yi
� 1�! r; (4.12)

foreach r2 (�1;1)and thisgives(4.10). 2

The Green’sfunction m ethod can also be used to com pute the integralkernelof(@2)� 1 asan

operator in the Hilbert space L2
0
(D ). The two linear independent solutions ofthe hom ogeneous

equation

�
d2f

dr2
= 0; �1< r< 1; (4.13)

with boundary condition f(�1)= f(1)= 0 are f1 = 1+ r and f2 = 1� r. Replacing u1(2) and

whx� 1;xi(r u1(2))by f1(2) and �(df1(2)=dr)in (4.4),gives W = �2�. Substituting these into (4.6)

following thesim pli�cation of(4.9),yields

(@2)� 1(r;s)=
�1

2�
f1� jr� sj� rsg (4.14)

Notethatj(@2)� 1(r;s)j� 1=(2�)and,in view of(4.9)and Proposition 4.2,

�
��� 1

L
(r;s)

�
�� C (4.15)

holdsuniform ly in r;s2 (�1;1)forallL > L0.
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Now,let�L(r):= (i�L)(r)� rand b�� 1

L
:= 2L �L �

� 1

L
=�.Then,ifL > L0,in view of(4.9),(4.14)

and Proposition 4.2,wehave

�
��� 1

L
(r;s)� (@2)� 1(r;s)

�
��

�
�
�
�

2L�L

�
� 1

�
�
�
�

�
��� 1

L
(r;s)

�
�+

�
�
�b�

� 1

L
(r;s)� (@2)� 1(r;s)

�
�
�; (4.16)

where

�
�
�b�

� 1

L
(r;s)� (@2)� 1(r;s)

�
�
� =

1

2�
j�L(r)�L(s)+ r�L(s)+ s�L(r)+ j�L(s)� �L(r)jj

<
2"

�
+
"2

2�

(4.17)

uniform lyin r;s2 (�1;1).W hen com bined with (4.11)and (4.15)thisprovesLem m a3.6ford = 1.

2

5 Perturbation ofSpectra

ProofofCorollary 3.7. Thisproofcan be found in Appendix B of[AKS]and isessentially based

on the perturbation theory ofHerm itian bounded operatorsdeveloped by Friedrichsin [F]. Since

it can be described shortly,we repeat the proof’s derivation for com pleteness. Our derivation,

however,ism oreclose to [F]in the sense thatwe perturb an intervalofthe spectrum . W hen the

intervalcontainsonesingleeigenvalue thisreducesto thederivation of[AKS].The generalization

ishoweveressentialin dealing with intervalscontaining accum ulation pointofthespectrum .This

situation has to be considered in order to show that the spectrum projection in such intervals

rem ainsorthogonalwhen theperturbation isturned on.

W e now introduce som e notation. Let I0 2 R be an isolated closed intervalofthe spectrum

�(@� 2)of@� 2 de�ned with Dirichletboundary condition on D = (�1;1).There exist0 < � < 1

and an intervalI � I0 such thatI\ �(@
� 2)= �(@� 2)\ I0 and

dist(I0;R nI)> �:

LetE0 denote the eigenspace spanfen :�n 2 I0g 2 L2
0
(D )associated with I0 and E 0 the spectral

projection onto E0.LetE1=L denotethesubspaceoftheHilbertspaceH := L2
0(D )invariantunder

theaction of�L and E 1=L theprojection (notnecessarily orthogonal)onto E1=L.

Theprojection E 1=L isde�ned by thefollowing setofequations:

(I� E 1=L)�
� 1

L
E 1=L = 0 (5.18)

(i.e.E1=L isan invariantsubspace)and thetwo conditions

E 1=L E 0 = E 1=L and E 0E 1=L = E 0: (5.19)

Notethat,under(5.19)E 1=L isa projector

E 2

1=L = (E 1=L E 0)E 1=L = E 1=L(E 0E 1=L)= E 1=L E 0 = E 1=L ;

13



which isconsistentwith E 0 in thesensethatlim L! 1 E 1=L = E 0.

W e shallprove that,provided VL := �� 1

L
� @� 2 isbounded,E 1=L dependsanalytically on 1=L

and E1=L tends to E0 as1=L ! 0. The proofofthis statem ent uses equation (5.18)to write an

integralequation. Forsim plicity,we shalldrop the index L ofthe quantities �� 1

L
,VL,E1=L and

E 1=L.

Ourstating pointbegin with equation

(1� E )@� 2E = @� 2E � E @� 2E

= @� 2E � E @� 2;
(5.20)

which com esfrom thefollowing facts.

The operator@� 2 com m uteswith the spectralprojectorE 0. Using thisand equations(5.19),

wehave

E @� 2E = E E 0@
� 2E = E @� 2E 0E = E @� 2E 0 = E E 0@

� 2 = E @� 2;

and this im plies the second line of(5.20). The com m utation relation [@� 2;E 0]= 0 allows us to

replaceE in theequation (5.20)by Q := E � E 0

(1� E )@� 2E = @� 2Q � Q @� 2: (5.21)

Com bining (5.18)with (5.21)and using �� 1 = @� 2 + V ,gives

@� 2Q = Q @� 2 � (I� E )V E

= @� 2Q � (I� E 0 � Q)V (E 0 + Q):
(5.22)

Since the intervalI0 is isolate from the rest ofthe spectrum ,@� 2 is an invertible bounded

operatorin thesubspace (I� E 0)H .W ecan solvethelefthand sideof(5.22)forQ by de�ning

X f :=

�
@2f iff 2 (I� E 0)H

0 otherwise:

NotethatX @� 2 = @� 2X = I� E 0 and kX k< �� 1.

Equation (5.22)can thusbewritten as

Q = g(Q); (5.23)

where

g(Q)= X @� 2Q � X (I+ E 0 � Q)V (Q � E 0):

Proposition 5.3 The sequence Q n;n = 0;1;:::,ofprojectorsde� ned by

Q n = g(Q n� 1); (5.24)

with initialcondition Q 0 = 0 satis� esthe conditions(5.19)and converges,Q = limn! 1 Q n,to the

unique solution ofequation (5.23).
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Proof. W e have kQ nk � q < 1 foralln 2 N provided q ischosen sm allenough and L istaken so

largethatifkQk � q then

kg(Q)k� kX kkE 0@
� 2kq+ �� 1(1+ q)2kVLk � q: (5.25)

Notethatthesm allnessofg dependson thesm allnessofV .Since

kX kkE 0@
� 2k �

jI0j

� + jI0j
:= � < 1;

equation (5.25)holdsprovided

kV k�
(1� �)�

(1+ q)2
q: (5.26)

Now,for�xed valueofq,itcan beshown (seeref.[F]fordetails)

jg(Q)� g(Q 0)j� �jQ � Q0j

also holdswith � < 1 and thisim pliesProposition 5.3 by theBanach �xed pointtheorem . 2

W ehaveproven theexistenceofa uniqueprojectorE 1=L such thatkQ 1=Lk = kE 1=L � E 0k � q.

Since q can be m ade arbitrarily sm allby taking L su�ciently large so that(5.26)holds,we have

lim L! 1 kE 1=L � E 0k = 0 and E1=L �! E0 asL ! 1 .

To com plete theproofofTheorem 3.6,we need to �nd an orthogonalprojectorE L onto EL �

E1=L in orderto get(3.21).Thisisachieved by setting

E L = E 1=L(E
y

1=L
E 1=L)

� 1E
y

1=L
(5.27)

and noting thattheinverse operator(E yE )� 1 existbecausekQk � q im plies

kE 0fk� kE fk+ qkfk= kE fk+ qkE 0fk;

forany f 2 H such thatE 0f = f.Asa consequence kE fk� (1� q)kfk and

hf;E yE fi� (1� q)2kfk:

Onecan show,in addition,that[�� 1;E L]= 0 forallL.Therefore,forany � 2 I0 \ �(@
� 2),

kE L (�� 1 � �I)E Lk = k(�� 1 � �I)E Lk

� k(@� 2 � �I)
�
E 0 + (E L � E 0)

�
k+ kV E Lk

� k(@� 2 � �I)k+ k@� 2kkE L � E 0k+ kVLk:

(5.28)

Sincetherighthand sidegoesto zero asL ! 1 thisconcludestheproofofCorollary 3.7. 2
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6 D i� usion C oe� cient

This section is devoted to the proofofTheorem 2.5. The di�usion coe�cient willbe estim ated

throughoutan expansion forthe expectation ofthe inverse m atrix,E(� L;w)
� 1,with w satisfying

the m acroscopic hom ogeneity condition (2.12). Thisisjusti�ed in ref. [AKS]in view ofthe fact

that (� L;w)
� 1,when properly scaled,converge to its expectation for alm ost allenvironm ent w.

Thus,theform ula (E(� L;w)
� 1)

� 1
� � L;� isexpectto hold in thelim itasL ! 1 .W ewillseethat

very im portantcancellationstakeplaceby inverting theseriesexpansion ofE(� L;w)
� 1.

A sim plealgebraicm anipulation shows

(�� L;w)
1=2 1

�� L;w

(�� L;w)
1=2

=
1

I� D L;w

; (6.1)

where

D L;w := (�� L;w)
� 1=2

(� L;w � � L;w)(�� L;w)
� 1=2

(6.2)

isa wellde�ned m atrix since,in view of(2.4)and (2.12),�� L;w ispositiveand thesquarerootof

�� L;w can betaken.

Choosing w = E wb and use (2.3) to write � L;w = w� L where � L is the �nite di�erence

Laplacian with 0{Dirichletboundary condition on �,equation (6.2)can bewritten as

D L;w = (�� L)
� 1=2

� L;� (�� L)
� 1=2

; (6.3)

where� = f�bg given by �b = wb=w � 1,arei.i.d.random variableswith m ean E �b = 0,such that

j�bj� � <
1

2
(6.4)

holdsin view of(2.12).

Equation (6.1)suggestsustheuseofNeum ann seriestodevelop aform alexpansion of(� L;w)
� 1

in power ofD L;w due to the sm allparam eter�. The rem aining ofthissection isdevoted to the

pointwiseconvergence ofthem atrix elem entof
�
E (I� D L;w)

� 1
�� 1

.

Using (6.3),wehave

1

I� D L;w

= I+
X

n� 1

(�� L)
� 1=2

� L;�

�
(�� L)

� 1
� L;�

�n� 1
(�� L)

� 1=2
: (6.5)

To write(6.5)in a m oreconvenientform ,letr L :R
� �! R

BL bethe�nitedi�erenceoperator:

(r L u)hxyi = �(r L u)hyxi = �hxyi(uy � ux) :

wherethesign �hxyi =
P

i
(yi� xi)= �1,accordingtowhetherhxyiispositively (= 1)ornegatively

(= �1)oriented. r L m apsa 0{form u into a 1{form sr Lu. Letr
�
L :R BL �! R

� be itsadjoint

(!;r L u)= (r �
L !;u),i.e.the�nitedivergentoperatorwhich m apsa 1{form ! into a 0{form r �

L!

given by

(r �
L !)x =

X

y:jx� yj= 1

!hyxi;
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and letM � :R
BL �! R

BL bethem ultiplication operatorby �:(M � !)b := �b!b.

W ith thesenotations,wehave

� L;� = r �
L M � r L ; (6.6)

and itsbilinearform reads

(u;� L;�v)= (r u;M � r v)=
1

Ld

X

b

�b(r u)b(r v)b;

recovering expression (2.4)forthequadraticform .

De�ne

� := r L (�� L)
� 1
r �

L ; (6.7)

and notethat,since(�� L)
� 1

x;y
istheCoulom b potentialbetween two unitchargeslocated atx and

y,�b;b0 isthedipoleinteraction potentialbetween two unitdipoleslocated atband b
0.Notethat�

m aps1{form into 1{form .

In view of(6.6)and (6.7),equation (6.5)can berewritten as

1

I� D L;w

= I+
X

n� 1

X

�2Bn
L

�� W � ; (6.8)

where,for�= (b1;b2;:::;bn),

�� =

nY

k= 1

�bk ; (6.9)

and

(v;W � u)=
1

j�j
#b1 �b1;b2 �b2;b3 � � � �bn� 1;bn �bn ; (6.10)

with # and � being 1{form sgiven by r (�� L)
� 1=2

v and r (�� L)
� 1=2

u,respectively.

Concern the convergence,as� % Z
d,ofa generic term ofthe expansion (6.8),the following

rem ark isnow in order.

R em ark 6.1 The asym ptotic behavior ofthe dipole potential�b;b0 for L >> dist(b;b0)>> 1 can

be estim ated by itsspectrum decom position 3,

�b;b0 =
1

Ld

X

n2� �

~�n (r e
L
n)b(r e

L
n)b0; (6.11)

where

~�� 1n = 4

dX

k= 1

sin2
�

4L
nk

3Sincewehavenotrescaled thespace� � Z
d,itisconvenienttointroduceabasefêLngn2� �,�� = f1;:::;2L� 1gd,

norm alized with respect to the scalar product ((u;v)) :=
P

x2�
ux vx = Ld(u;v): êLn = eLn =

p
Ld. The spectrum

resolution ofthe identity iswritten in term softhisbase.
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and eLn as in (3.38). Ifwe take b = hxx(i)i and b0 = hyy(j)i, where z(k) is a nearest site ofz

whose com ponents are given by z
(k)

‘
= z‘ + �k;‘,and m ake a change ofvariables,’i = (�=2L)ni,

i= 1;:::;d,we have

lim
L! 1

�b;b0 =
1

4�d

Z

[0;�]d

dd’

 
dX

k= 1

sin2(’k=2)

! � 1

r ir j

dY

k= 1

cos(’k(xk � yk)); (6.12)

where r kf(z) = f(z(k))� f(z) is the di� erence operator in the k{th direction. The jx � yj>>

1 behavior of�b;b0 is given by restricting the integral(6.12) around a "{neighborhood of0 with

"jx� yj= O (1):

�b;b0 �
�1

(2�)d

Z

j’j� "

dd’
’i’j

’2
tan(’i(xi� yi))tan(’j(xj � yj))

dY

k= 1

cos(’k(xk � yk))

�
�1

(2�)djx � yjd

Z

jtj� O (1)

ddt
titj

t2
(6.13)

�
1

[dist(b;b0)]d
:

Asa consequence,�b;b0 isnotsum m ablein absolutevalue,

X

b02BL

j�b;b0j� logL ;

and theuniform convergence with respectto � ofthe�{sum m ation in (6.8)requirescancellations

dueto thedipoleorientations(seeref.[PPNM ]).

W eshallexhibitin thefollowinganotherkind ofcancellation duetotheinversion oftheexpected

valueof(6.8).

Inverting theexpectation of(6.8)gives

�
E (I� D L;w)

� 1
�� 1

= I� � L ; (6.14)

where

� L =
X

k� 1

(�1)k+ 1
X

n1;:::;nk

X

�= (�1;:::;�k)

E ��1 � � � E ��k
W � ; (6.15)

and �2 B
n1
L
� � � � � B

nk
L
,with ni� 1.NotethatW � = W �1 � � � W�k.

Toseehow thelog{divergentterm sin (6.14)cancelout,itisconvenienttousegraph{theoretical

language. A graph G consists oftwo sets (V;E ): V = fv1;:::;vsg is the vertex set and E =

fe1;:::;es0g the connecting set ofedges. To each edge e itsassigned an ordered pairofvertices

(vv0)(itsextrem ities) which are called adjacentifv 6= v0;otherwise e issaid to be a \loop". To

theproblem atourhand,weshallidentify thebondsfb1;:::;bng asa thevertex setofa graph G

whoseconnectivity isdeterm ined by thepresenceofinteractions�b;b0.

Two graphsG and G 0areisom orphic(denoted G � G 0)ifthereisaone{to{onecorrespondence

between theirelem entswhich preservestheincidencerelation.A path�on G isan ordered sequence
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fvi0;ei1;:::;ein;ving ofalternately verticesand edgesofG such thateik =
�
vik� 1

vik

�
holdsforeach

k;the edges fei1;:::;eing are the steps ofthe path and the vertices fvi0;:::;ving are the points

visited by the path. � m ay be identi�ed with one ofthese ordered setssince itcan be uniquely

determ ined by each ofthem .Two verticesv;v02 V m ay beconnected by m orethan onepath.A

graph G issaid to be connected ifany two vertices v;v0 can be joined by atleastone path � on

G.The com ponentsofa non{connected graph are itsm axim um connected subgraphs. Given two

verticesv;v0,the disconnecting setofedgesisa setwhose rem ovalfrom the graph G destroysall

pathsbetween v;v0. A cut{setisa m inim alset ofedges the rem ovalofwhich from a connected

graph G causesitto fallinto two com ponentsG 1;G 2.

Turning back to equation (6.14),onem ay interpret� = fb1;:::;bng asa setofverticesvisited

by a path.In view ofthefactthat�b haszero m ean,wehave

E �� � ��� = 0 (6.16)

ifthereexistatleastonebond bi which arenotrepeated in thelist�= fb1;:::;bng.

The condition (6.16) says that the path � m ust visit each vertex at least twice otherwise

its contribution to (6.14) vanishes. The set ofdistinct bonds V = fbi1;:::bisg and edges E =

f(b1b2);:::;(bn� 1bn)g form a connected graph G with even valency V(b)� 4 foreach vertex b2 G.

Graphswith thisproperty willbecalled adm issible graphs.Notethateach path � yieldsonly one

graph G butthere are possibly m any n{step pathscovering each edge (bi� 1bi)ofG exactly once

which starts at b1 and ends at bn. Ifwe denote by [�]G the set ofallpaths � satisfying these

conditionsfora given adm issible graph G,wehave

Proposition 6.2 Equation (6.15)can be written as

� L =
X

n� 1

X

G :jE j= n� 1

adm issible

A G W G ; (6.17)

with

A G :=
X

�2[�]G

X

�= (�1;:::;�s)

(�1)s+ 1 ���1 � � � ���s ; (6.18)

where we sum over allsizes n 2 N;n � 1,alladm issible graphsG ofsize jE j= n,over allpaths

� in [�]G and over alldecom positions of� into s;s � 1,successive paths (� 1;:::;�s), each of

which capable ofgenerating adm issible graphs G i. Here,with the notation of(6.10) and footnote

in Rem ark 6.1,

((v;W G u))= #b1

0

@
Y

hbb0i2E (G )

�b;b0

1

A �bn ; (6.19)

forn > 1 with �b1;b1 = 1 forn = 1 (the case thatG isthe trivialgraph (fb1g;;)).

W eshallin thesequelstatetwo lem m asand proveTheorem 2.5 underan extra assum ption.

Lem m a 6.3 IfG isan adm issible graph with atleastone cut{setcontained one edge (i.e.G falls

into two com ponentsby cutting a single edge),then A G = 0.
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Lem m a 6.4 ThereexistaconstantC[G ]< 1 ,dependingon theequivalenceclass[G]ofisom orphic

graphsG,such that

X

G 0:G 0� G

b1;bn �xed

�
�
�
�
�
�

Y

hbb0i2E (G 0)

�b;b0

�
�
�
�
�
�

�
C[G ]

[1+ dist(b1;bn)]
2d

(6.20)

holds uniform ly in L for alladm issible graph G with jE j= n and cut{sets with no less than two

elem ents.

R em ark 6.5 TheproofofLem m as6.3and6.4areessentiallygiven in [AKS](seeAssertionsIand

IIofSection 4).Note thatourestim ate (6.20)havenotincluded the logarithm iccorrectionswhich

appearsin thatreference. To getrid ofthese one hasto controlthe loop subgraphsofG carefully

asitisdone in the ref.[PPNM ].The uniform upperbound (6.20)resultsfrom the hypothesisthat

G rem ainsconnected by cutting one single edge.

Graphswith single edge cut{setsdo notcontribute to (6.17)due to the following cancellation

in Lem m a 6.3.

ProofofLem m a 6.3. Let(bibi+ 1)be the only edge ofa cut{setand let� = (� 1;:::;�s)be a

decom position ofa path in G. Eitherboth bi and bi+ 1 belongsto som e �j orthey belong to two

successive ones. W e callthe latter decom position type A and the form er type B . It turns out

thatthere isan one{to{one correspondence between type A and type B decom positionsdi�ering

only by the splitting of�j into two elem ents�
(1)

j and �
(2)

j . Lem m a 6.3 followsfrom the factthat

thecontribution to (6.18)ofa pairofdecom positionsestablished by thiscorrespondence havethe

sam e absolute value with opposite signals. Note ���j = ��
�
(1)

j

��
�
(2)

j

ifthe edge (bibi+ 1)bridgesthe

two paths�
(1)

j and �
(2)

j .

2

In view ofProposition 6.2 and Lem m as6.3 and 6.4,equation (6.15)can beestim ated as

j((v;� L u))j�
X

b;b02BL

#b
K L

[1+ dist(b;b0)]
2d
�b0; (6.21)

where

K L =
X

n� 1

X

[G ]:jE j= n� 1

adm issible

A [G ]C[G ]; (6.22)

with the sum running overthe equivalence classes [G]ofisom orphic adm issible graphsG ofsize

jE j= n and C[G ]asin Lem m a 6.4.NotethatA G = A [G ].

Now weshow that,ifoneuses,asin refs.[AKS]and [PPNM ],theupperbound

C[G ]� C r (6.23)

forsom e geom etric constantC < 1 where r = jV jisthe num ber ofvertices in G,the equation

(6.22)cannotbebounded uniform ly in L.Taking into accountproperty (6.4),

j���1 � � � ���sj� �n (6.24)
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holdsuniform ly in � and equation (6.22)can bebounded by

K L �
X

n� 1

�
2n � 1

n

�

�n
m in(n;j�j)
X

r= 1

�(n;r)C r: (6.25)

Here,wehaveidenti�ed each path �= fb1;:::;bng in a given graph G = (V;E )ofsizejE j= n� 1

with a partition P = (P1;:::;Pr) off1;2;:::;ng into r = jV jpairwise disjoint subsets. This

association is one{to{one since � is an ordered set ofelem ents. Note that each com ponent P j

corresponds to one vertex bi1 = bi2 = � � � = bip ofG visited p = jPjjtim es by the path �. One

can thusreplace the sum overallequivalentclasses ofgraphs[G]and overallpaths� in [G]by

the sum overallpartitionsP. The factor�(n;r)countsthe num berofpartitionsoff1;2;:::;ng

into r subsets. The bound (6.25) disregards the fact that G is an adm issible graph. Also,the

consistency ofeach decom position � = (� 1;:::;�s)into paths�i’swhich givesrise to adm issible

graphshasbeen notconsidered. The binom ialfactor
�
2n� 1

n

�
� 4n countsthe decom position of�

with n steps into any num ber ofpathswith the num ber ofsteps � n (the cardinality ofthe set

f1� i1 � i2 � � � � in� 1 � n � 1g).In addition,fortheupperlim itin thesecond sum wenotethat

r= jV j� (2L � 1)d (thenum berofverticesofG cannotbelargerthan thenum berofsitesin �).

Equation (6.25) cannot be uniform ly bounded since, from the recursion relation �(n;r) =

�(n � 1;r� 1)+ r�(n � 1;r)(see[W ]),wehave

�(n;r)� r�(n � 1;r)� r n� r�(r;r)= rn� r;

which givesa factorialgrowth

m in(n;j�j)
X

r= 1

�(n;r)C r �

�
(C n=2)n=2 if n � j�j=2

(C j�j=2)n� j�j=2 if n > j�j=2;

afterreplacing thesum by theterm with r= m in(n;j�j)=2.

A sharperupperbound for(6.23)m ay beassum ed ifonethink ofC[G ]asbeing given by

C[G ]= sup
G 0� G

�
�
�
�
�
�

Y

hbb0i2E (G 0)

�b;b0

�
�
�
�
�
�

(1+ dist(b1;bn))
2d
: (6.26)

Asonevariesthepartition P off1;:::;ng,thegraph G,and thepath � overit,variesaccordingly

and the decay of�b;b0 in thisform ula can be useful. W e propose thatC[G ]= Cn;r dependson the

num berofverticesr= jV jand edgesn = jE jasfollows.

C onjecture 6.6 Lete�(n;r)= C n;r�(n;r).There exista geom etric constantC < 1 such that

e�(n;r)� e�(n � 1;r� 1)+ C e�(n � 1;r) (6.27)

holdsforn;r2 N,n � r with e�(r;r)= C r.
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Notethat�(n;r)satis�es(6.27)with C replaced byr.Assum ing(6.27)and usingthat e�(1;1)=

C and e�(k;l)= 0 ifk < l,wehave

nX

r= 1

e�(n;r) �

nX

r= 2

e�(n � 1;r� 1)+ C

n� 1X

r= 1

e�(n � 1;r)

= (1+ C)

n� 1X

r= 1

e�(n � 1;r)

� C(1+ C)n ;

(6.28)

which leads(6.25)to bebounded by

K L �
X

n� 1

(4�)n
m in(n;j�j)
X

r= 1

e�(n;r)�
C�0

1� �0
; (6.29)

where�0= 4(1+ C)�.

Thisconcludestheprelim inariesand wearenow readytoproveTheorem 2.5.W eobserveatthis

pointthatno restrictionsabouttherandom variables�b’shasbeen m adebeside(6.16)and (6.24)

with � sm allenough.HasConjecture 6.6 been proved onecould work along sim ilarexpansionsto

show that (�� L;w)
� 1=2(�� L;w)(�� L;w)

� 1=2 convergesto
�
E (I� D L;w)

� 1
�� 1

with probability 1.

Proofofthe upper bound of2.13. Letusrecallsom e factsaboutthe m atrix �� L;w. By equation

(2.4)itisa positivede�nitem atrix and itssquarerootiswellde�ned.W ealso haveE (�� L;w)=

�� L;w = �w � L and,by Lem m a 3.6,i(�� L;w )
� 1iy=L2 convergeswith probability 1 to (�@2(�))� 1

exactly asi(�r L � �rL)
� 1iy=L2 does.

In view ofthis,wecan apply Schwarz inequality to thefollowing identity4:

I =
�
E (�� L;w)

1=2(�� L;w)
� 1=2

�2
� E (�� L;w)E (�� L;w)

� 1

in orderto get
�
E (�� L;w)

� 1
�� 1

� �w� L ; (6.30)

which im plies� � w and concludesourassertion. 2

Proofofthe lowerbound of2.13.From equations(6.1),(6.3)and (6.14),wehave

�
E (�� L;w)

� 1
�� 1

= �w� L � w(�� L)
1=2� L(�� L)

1=2 (6.31)

= �wr �R Lr ;

whereR L :R
BL �! R

BL isa m atrix whoseelem ents,in view of(6.21)and (6.29),arebounded by

(R L)b;b0 � �b;b0 �
K L

[1+ dist(b;b0)]
2d

(6.32)

with K L � �0C=(1� �0).Notefrom equations(6.30)and (6.31)that� L isa positivem atrix.

4 In the following,forany two m atricesA and B ,A � B m eans(u;A u)� (u;B u)forallvectorsu.
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Using the isom etry operators (3.14) and (3.15) and the fact that iyi is the identity m atrix

in R
j�j,we have L2i(E (�� L;w)

� 1)
� 1
iy = w

�
L ir �iy

� �
iR Li

y
� �
L ir iy

�
with L ir �iy and L ir iy

converging in L2
0
(D )to theoperator@ = (@=@�1;:::;@=@�d).In addition,weclaim thatthekernel

ofi(I� R L)i
y converges in distribution,as L ! 1 ,to the delta function �(�;�)tim es a d � d

m atrix %,since the m atrix elem entsofR L decay fasterthan 1=dist(b;b0)d asdist(b;b0)! 1 . For

this,notethati(I� R L)i
y(�;�)= O

�
L� d

�
if� 6= � and = O

�
Ld
�
if� = �.

W hether % is a diagonalm atrix cannot be decided by our estim ates. The results from this

section leadsto
�
iR Li

y
�

i;j
(�;�)�! (�i;j + %i;j)�(�;�)and thisim plies

� = w (1� %)

where1 isthed� d identity and % isa positivem atrix satisfying % � �0C=(1� �0).
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