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ABSTRACT. We establish quantitative homogenization results for time-dependent random conductance models with
stable-like long range jumps on Z%, where the transition probability from z to y is given by Wi z,y|T — y|7d7°‘ with
a € (0,2). In particular, time-dependent random coefficients {wi .y : t € Ry, (z,y) € E} are uniformly bounded from
above (but may be degenerate), and satisfy the Kolmogorov continuous condition, where E = {(z,y) : x # y € Z%} is
the set of all unordered pairs on Z?. The proofs are based on L2-estimates and energy estimates for solutions to regional
parabolic equations and multi-scale Poincaré inequalities associated with time-dependent symmetric stable-like random
walks with random coefficients.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULT

The primary purpose of this paper is to investigate convergence rates in the Lo-sense for a family of parabolic
R on k=174 with rapidly oscillating and time-dependent random coefficients, where

stable-like operators 0; — £;
k. _ Whet ka ly (W)
Li“f(x) =k I Z (f(y) = f(@)) ﬁ (1.1)
yek—1Z4:y#x Y
ithd > 1, a € (0,2) and {wi,y(w) : t > 0,2,y € Zw € Q} being non-negative random coefficients on some

obability space (£2,P). Here and in what follows, we use := as a way of definition.
Throughout this paper, the following assumption is imposed in force.

“Assumption (H): Let Ry :=[0,00), and E = {(z,y) : @ # y € Z%} be the collection of all unordered distinct pairs
O\bn Z2. Suppose that {wizy : t € Ry, (z,y) € E} are time-dependent non-negative random variables satisfying the
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@ollowing conditions:
N (1) wiapy = Wiy with Elw g ] = K(t) for every t € Ry and (x,y) € E. Moreover, there exist positive constants
C\! Ki, Ky and X such that
:II K <X(t) < Ko, teRy (1.2)
To) and .
1
N lim = [ |%K(s) — X|* ds = 0. (1.3)
> t—oo T Jg
= (ii) There exists a constant Cy > 1 such that wy 5, < Cy for allt € Ry and (z,y) € E.
>é (iii) There exist positive constants p, n and Co such that for all s,t € Ry with [t —s| < 1 and (z,y) € E,
E[[wiay — Wsayl'] < Colt — 57, (1.4)
(iv) For everyn € Ny :={1,2,---}, 0 < t1 < to < -+ < ty, and mutually distinct pairs (x1,y1), -, (Tn,yn) € E,

random variables {wy; z; y; }1<i<n are independent.

We note that under Assumption (H), the time-dependent random coefficients {wy ., : t € Ry, (x,y) € E} are
not necessarily strictly positive, and are not independent for all distinct pairs (¢, (x,y)) € Ry x E. For notational
convenience, we set wy ., = 0 for all t+ > 0 and # € R? First, we note that in Assumption (H)(ii) the random
coefficients {wy ., : t € Ry, (z,y) € E} are only required to be uniformly bounded from above and may be degenerate.
Similar assumption is also taken in [21] for time-independent random conductance models with stable-like jumps.
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By Assumption (H)(iii), the random coefficients {w; s, : t € Ry, (x,y) € E} fulfill the Kolmogorov continuous
condition in the time variable ¢t € R;. On the other hand, by Assumption (H)(iv), the following space-time mixing
condition holds: there is a constant C3 > 0 such that for all 91,19 € Cy(R4), s,t € Ry and z,y,v,w € R?,

Cov (Y1 (Ws,v,w), Qb2(wt+s,achv,z,Hrw)) < C3||w1||oo||¢2Hool{(a:,y):(0,0)}.
Unlike the paper by Amstrong-Bordas-Mourrat [4] for the diffusive case, we do not assume the random coefficients
{wigy : t € Ry, (x,y) € E} satisty the finite range dependence property in time variable ¢ € R;. In other words,
{wigy:t€Ry, (z,y) € E} and {wszy 1t € Ry, (2,y) € E} can be dependent for any ¢ # s.
Let u be a counting measure on Z?. For any a € (0,2), t € Ry and w € , we define a time-dependent stable-like
operator as follows

Wiy (@)
Lif(x):= Y (fly)—f(x) W f e LAz p). (1.5)
yEL yF#a
It determines a continuous-time time-inhomogeneous strong Markov process { X };>0 on ZZ. For each integer k > 1
the scaled process {k~1 X%, } >0 on k~'Z4 has infinitesimal generator L,’f “ given by (1.1). Define

_ X
= lim — ———d 2(R?
Lf(z) = lim A (f(y) — f(=)) = ypire f e CiRY), (1.6)

which will be served as the limit of the scaled operators {Lf “1e>1 as k — oo under Assumption (H) (partly due to

(1.3)).
Fix T >0, g € C2(RY) and 3 € (0,0]. Let

SBgT = {h :[0, 7] x RY — R| there exists f € C1([0,T); C3(R%)) with f(0,2) = g(z) such that

h(t,x) = aatf(t, x) — Lf(t,-)(x) for all (t,z) € (0,T] x R and there is a constant C > 0 so that

swp, [(I9s @+ [T av (Cofelt+?] < ool
t€[0,T],2€R4,0<i<3 (1.7>

In particular, for 8 = oo,

T oog T = {h [0, 7] x RY — R‘ there exists f € C1([0,T]; C3(RY)) with f(0,z) = g(x) such that

h(t,z) = gf(t,:n) — Lf(t,)(x) for all (t,z) € (0,T] x Rd}.

ot

It is clear that 75,417 C 3,97 When 81 > By. Note that for any bounded function h on [0,7T] x R?, the parabolic
equation

{gt( ) = Z;;t( &) +h(t,z),  (tz)€[0,T] x R, L9

u(0,z) = g(

has a unique solution given by

u(t,z) = Pg(z) + /Ot P,_.h(s,x)ds, (t,x)c[0,T] x R%,

where { P, };> is the semigroup associated with the Lévy operator £; e.g. see [31, Chapter 6, Sections 4 and 5]. It follows
from heat kernel estimates for the a-stable-Lévy process (i.e., for the semigroup {P;};>0) that C([0,T]; C?(R%)) C
Fagr for every T'> 0 and g € C?(R%). On the other hand, it will be proved in Subsection 5.1 of the Appendix
that Sao g7 is dense in L2([0,7] x R4 dt x dx) for every T > 0 and g € C?(R?). Therefore, .73 , 1 is dense in
L2([0,T] x R% dt x dz) for every 8 € [a, o).

For any k > 1, let u®) be the normalized counting measure on k 1Z¢ so that ,u(k)([O, 1)4) = 1. Given T > 0,
g € C3(RY), B € (0,00] and h € S5 47, let uy € C([0,T7; L*(k~'2%; n*))) be a solution to the following equation
associated with Lf e

{gtu;;(t,x) = LRt (@) + ht,z),  (t,z) €[0,T] x k124, (L9

ug (0, ) = g(x).
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We extend the definition of u¢ to u¢ : [0,7] x R? — R by setting uf (t,z) = u (¢, 2) if z € [Ti<icq(zi, zi+ k1] for the
unique z := (21, 22, -+ , 2q) € k1 Z°.

The following is the main result of this paper. It gives the quantitative homogenization result for the time-dependent
operators {£¢ }+>0. Throughout the paper, for a,b € R, a V b := max{a, b} and a A b = min{a, b}.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that Assumption (H) holds and that d > o. For T > 0, g € C?(R%), B € (0,00] and
h € Ssgr, let u and uf be the solutions to (1.8) and (1.9), respectively. Then, for a.e. w € Q and any v > 0, there
are a constant Co > 0 (which depends on T, f, g and ) and a random variable ko(w) > 1 (which depends on T and
v but is independent of f and g) such that for all k > ko(w),

sup lug (¢, -) — a(t, )| 2 (rsda)

te[0,7)
__a(d+28) a(l+y) _(1—701/\ d )
min { k 2@d+a+28) (10g (4(d—a))A2d k), kT 20+ 10g1/2 ko, = (07 1)7 (1 10)
< CO VT (kaT) + C’0 Q(jSffzﬁ) (log +(4(d 1))A2d k) o= 17
(2—0) (d+2p) o(14y)
Lk~ 2@d+a+2p) (10g (4(d—a))An2d k) a € (17 2)7

where 7(t) := 1/0 |K(s) —

We point out that Theorem 1.1 above in particular is applicable to the time-independent conductance case, and
gives the quantitative homogenization result for the semigroups. It complements the quantitative homogenization
results recently obtained in [21] for the time-independent conductance model in terms of resolvents.

Remark 1.2. We further make three comments on Theorem 1.1.

(1) Different from the stochastic homogenization for nearest neighbor random walks in time-dependent random
environments [2, 3, 4], we do not assume in this paper any ergodic condition on the random coefficients
{wizy 1t € Ry, (x,y) € E} in the time variable ¢. In fact, according to Assumption (H)(iv), for every
fixed (z,y) € E, the collection of random variables {wy, »4}i>1 may not be independent with each other for
mutually distinct {¢;}i>1 C R4. See Example 1.3 below.

(2) It is seen from (1.10) that the convergence rates of the stochastic homogenization for the time-dependent
operators {£Y}i>0 come from two terms. The first one is 7 (k“T"), which describes the convergence for the
expectation of random coefficients K(t) = E [w;z,] to X as t — oo, and the second term comes from the

averaging of space variables for random coefficients {wy s, : t € Ry, (2,y) € E}, which is of the polynomial

decay. The leading order of the second term is % for all @ € (0,2), which is increasing with

respect to the parameter 3. Therefore, the faster decay of the test function h(¢,x) given in (1.8) (that is, the
larger 8 in (1.8)), the faster rate in the quantitative stochastic homogenization for time-dependent random
conductance models with stable-like jumps. In particular, when = oo and K(t) = X for all ¢ € Ry (which
implies 7(t) = 0), the estimate (1.10) is reduced to

sup Hu(;cj(t’ ) - ﬂ(t7 ')||L2(]Rd;dm)

te0,T
< Co ;(1/2(10g1+<4<di+ﬁ k), a=1,
k7(2fa>/2(10g% k), a € (1,2).

This assertion corresponds to the main result in [21, Theorem 1] for time-independent random conductance
models with stable-like jumps.

(3) Note that in [29, 42, 43, 50, 51] different kinds of ergodicity properties for the time variable are assumed, which
in turn yield different limit equations. We believe that under these conditions, the convergence speed would
be different from that in Theorem 1.1.

We give some examples that satisfy Assumption (H).

Example 1.3. (1) Let {Z( wv)) = 1,2,(z,y) € E,k € N4} be independent and uniformly bounded non-

negative random varlables with E[ (( )(x’y))] =1foralli=1,2 (z,y) € E and k € N;. Fix (x,y) € E. For
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any n > 0, on the time interval [n,n + 1], we define ¢ — w; ;, to be a linear function on the subintervals

[n,n+1/2] and [n+1/2,n+ 1] with wy, 5y = Z(l’(x’y)), Wnt1/2,0,y = Z(Q’(Qi’y)) and Wpi1,zy = Z(l’(x’y)); that is,
V) 4 (2¢ — 2p) 2200 n<t<n+1/2

(n+1) (n+1) (n+2)
2n+1-2t)Z B,
Wtz,y = { e (nt1)

il
& |
@n+2-20Z0 0 + 2t — 2n+ )25, n+1/2<t<n+1

Then, Assumption (H)(i), (ii) and (iv) clearly hold with K(¢) = 1, Assumption (H)(iii) is because

E [|wizy — Wszyl?] < ci]t — s|?, which can be obtained thanks to the uniform boundedness of {Z((li’)(x’y)) :

i=1,2,(z,y) € E,k € Ny}. Hence, Theorem 1.1 holds for the time-dependent process given by the (time-
dependent) random conductance {wy . |z —y|~* : t € Ry, (2,y) € E}. This is a non-trivial degenerate

time-dependent example, when P(Z((,i’)(x’y))

= 0) > 0. Note that this example has in addition a finite range
dependence property in the sense that for any ¢, s € [0,00) with |t — s| > 1, the sequences {ws 4 : (2,y) € E}
and {wy gz, : (x,y) € E} are independent.

(2) In the setting of (1), let

. cos?((t — n)m)Z(y 3 + sin?((t — n)m) 20030, n<t<n+1/2,
T sin2((n 4+ 1= )m) 2305 4 cos(n+1 - )m 20 G nt1/2 <t <n+

By the same reasoning, {wy ., : t € Ry, (z,y) € E} satisfies Assumption (H) with X(¢) = 1. This example
also has an additional finite range dependence property.

(3) Let {Z6@¥) :§ = 1,2, (z,y) € E} be independent and uniformly bounded non-negative random variables
with E[Z((@¥)] =1 for all i = 1,2 and (z,y) € E. Let f; and f : [0,00) — Ry be global Lipschitz functions
satisfying that there are positive constants K7, K3 and K so that K7 < min{ f1(t), f2(¢)} < max{fi(t), f2(t)} <

1 t
K, for all t € Ry and that tlim t/ |f1(s) + fa(s) — K|* ds = 0. Define
—00 0

Wt x,y = fl(t)Z(l’($7y)) + f2(t)Z(27(z7y))a te R+7 (x,y) €L

Clearly, {wtzy : t € Ry, (z,y) € E} satisfies Assumption (H) with K(t) = fi(t) + f2(t), This example does
not have a finite range dependence property in general.

There are quite some activities recently in the study of stochastic processes in space-time random environments.
Andres, Chiarini, Deuschel and Slowik [2], Andres, Chiarini and Slowik [3| established quenched invariance principle
and quenched local limit theorem for (symmetric) nearest neighbor random walks in space-time ergodic environments
under moment conditions on the time-dependent conductances respectively. Later, Biskup and Rodriguez [18] proved
quenched invariance principle for this model under some improved moment conditions. Meanwhile, Kleptsyna, Piatnit-
ski and Popier [42, 43| investigated the limit for higher order expansion of the solution to second order non-autonomous
parabolic differential equations with divergence form, where the space variable is periodic and the time variable is er-
godic. Piatnitski and Zhizhina [50, 51] have studied qualitative homogenization for a class of non-symmetric non-local
operators endowed with L?-integrable jumping kernel, periodic space variables and ergodic time variables. Fehrman
[29] studied the stochastic homogenization with space-time ergodic divergence-free drift. For these non-symmetric
models, an extra term will appear in the limit, partly due to different ergodic properties of the time variable. Deuschel
and Guo (27|, Deuschel, Guo and Ramirez [28| have proved quenched invariance principle and quenched local limit
theorem for nearest neighbor random walk in time-dependent balanced random environments, respectively, where the
homogenized process is a Brownian motion.

The convergence rates of scaled equations are the central issues in the theory of quantitative homogenization, and
have been studied extensively for second-order parabolic operators in divergence form, with rapidly oscillating, time-
independent or time-dependent, periodic coefficients; see [41, 33| and the references therein. The study of stochastic
homogenization advances significantly, thanks to the environment as seen from the particle technique introduced by
Kipnis and Varadhan [44], Kozlov [45] and Papanicolaou and Varadhan [49] in the static random environment setting.
Yurinski [52] firstly established a result on the convergence rate for symmetric diffusions in random environments. In
recent years, there have been a great amount of important progress in the quantitative stochastic homogenization for
linear elliptic or parabolic PDEs in divergence form with random coefficients or discrete elliptic equations associated
with nearest-neighbour random walks in random media. We refer the reader to Armstrong, Kussi and Mourrat
[8, 9, 10], Armstrong and Smart [12], Gloria and Otto [37, 38, 39| for systematic account of recent development on
the theory of quantitative stochastic homogenization (in static environments). In particular, Armstrong, Bordas and
Mourrat [4] studied the convergence rate for symmetric parabolic differential equations in space-time environments
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satisfying the finite range dependent property. See [7, 11, 13, 19, 26, 32, 34, 35, 48] and reference therein for various
applications of the theory of quantitative stochastic homogenization.

The fractional Laplacian operator or the a-stable random walk, as a typical non-local operator or a random walk
with long range jumps, has attracted a lot of interests. The corresponding qualitative homogenization problem has been
studied extensively; see [20, 21, 22, 25, 23, 30]. Among them, the result on quantitative stochastic homogenization was
relatively limited. The convergence rate for scaled elliptic equations associated with a-stable-like random conductance
models with (time-independent) coefficients was obtained in [21]; see Remark 1.2(1) above. However, by our knowledge,
no quantitative result was known for parabolic equations with (time-dependent) random coefficients. The contribution
of our main Theorem 1.1 is to address this problem.

Remark 1.4. We would like to outline the new ideas and the novelties of our proof for Theorem 1.1, though it is
partly motivated by that of [21, Theorem 1]|. The main difference and difficulty come from the following three facts.

(1) As explained in [21], due to the heavy tail phenomenon of the conductances, i.e., for t € R4,

we
Z |z — y‘Q ;’Z—‘ra = 9
A

it seems that there is no global corrector whose derivatives have good tail estimates at infinity. So we construct
a regional corrector instead. The equation for regional corrector in the time-dependent ergodic environment is
a parabolic equation, rather than an elliptic equation in the static random environment case, so the arguments
in [21] for the time-independent framework are not directly applicable. Compared with |21], some extra efforts
are required to establish the space-time large scale estimate (2.16) for the regional corrector, where the L2-norm
in space variable and the uniform bound on the time variable are chosen, and for the energy term we take an
integral with respect to the time variable. In particular, due to the time-dependence of random coefficients
{wzy:t € Ry, (x,y) € E}, we develop some new method to analyze the large scale estimates for the regional
corrector in both space and time variables (see Section 2), as well as to estimate the average of a class of scaled
time-dependent operators (see Remark 3.4 below). These estimates are crucial to the proof of Theorem 1.1,
see Section 4 for details.

(2) Uniformly elliptic (non-degenerate) conditions on the random conductances were adopted in [4] to study the
convergence rates for symmetric parabolic differential equations in space-time environments, while in this
paper we can still obtain the result on quantitative stochastic homogenization for stable-like random walks in
space-time environments that are endowed with degenerate conductances. The main tools are the large scale
uniform (with respect to the time variable) Poincaré inequality (2.11) and the multi-scale Poincaré inequality
(2.13). The key ingredients to establish these two inequalities are the uniform time-dependent non-degenerate
estimates for the volume of vertices whose associated conductances have satisfactory lower bounds; see Lemma
2.1 below. Unlike the case of static environments in [21], we use the Kolmogorov continuous condition (i.e.,
Assumption (H)(iii)) to verify that in the quenched sense, the set of vertices associated with non-degenerate
conductances will not change very fast when the difference of time variables is small.

(3) Besides the time-dependent framework, the quantitative result in Theorem 1.1 is more general than that in
[21], as here we do not require the solution to the equation (1.8) has compact support. (That is, only the case
that 8 = oo is treated in [21].) Due to the property of regional corrector, here we adopt cut-off arguments and
some new ideas are introduced in the proof of Theorem 1.1. In particular, Theorem 1.1 reveals that the decay
behavior of solution u(t, z) for the limit equation (1.8) may have an essential impact on the convergence rate
for the associated scaled equations.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we derive L2-estimates and energy estimates for the
solutions to regional parabolic equations associated with the operator Lf “. In order to obtain them we establish the
Poincaré inequality and multi-scale Poincaré inequality for the time-dependent operator Lf “ in here. In Section 3 we

present uniform L?-estimates for the differences among scaled operators Lf’w, as well as their variants, and the limit
operator £. The last section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1.

2. PARABOLIC EQUATIONS ASSOCIATED WITH THE OPERATOR Lf""

Throughout this paper, for each z € R? and R > 0, set Bg(z) := x + (—R, R]%, and with a little abuse of notation
but it should be clear from the context, we also use Br(z) to denote Br(x) N Z% or Br(z) N (k~'Z%) for k > 1. For
simplicity, we write Br = Bg(0). Recall that  denotes the counting measure on Z%. For any k € N, let 1®) be the
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normalized counting measure on k~'Z% so that u*)((0,1]4) = 1. For f : k~1Z% — R, set

(k) = z) ) (dz) = k¢ xT). .
pOG) = [ @) =k Y S (21)

x€k—174d

For any subset U C Z% and any function f : U — R™ with n > 1, define the normalized integral of f on U as

j{] fdu = ff(t,xwx) = m ;Jf(:v)- (2.2)

For any t e Ry, U C Z% and f: Ry x U — R™ with n > 1, define

Suflta)i= 3 ()~ fea) PEEE aev

|
yelU:y#x
and
w w % 7 1 & % % Wi,y (W
&u(f(t,) Zé@ FO@), £ ) = 5 Z > (O a) - 9, y))Q,mt_?j,(dL-
i=1 z,yeU:x#y
It is not difficult to verify that for any t € R, every finite subset U C Z% and f: Ry x U — R",
- [ (gtoseo), £6.2)) plda) = & () (0 (2.3)

In the rest of this paper, for simplicity of notations sometime we will omit the parameter w when there is no danger
of confusion.

In this section, we consider the time-dependent regional corrector, which is a solution to a parabolic equation
associated with the regional version Lf ’g of the operator Lf’w, and establish its H*/2-bounds by applying Poincaré-
type inequalities that are studied in the following subsection.

2.1. Poincaré inequality and multi-scale Poincaré inequality. In this subsection, we consider Assumption
(H’) that is slightly weaker than Assumption (H). We say Assumption (H’) holds if the time-dependent non-
negative random variables {w; ,, : t € Ry, (z,y) € E} satisfy (i), (iii) and (iv) of Assumption (H) and have (H)(ii)
being replaced by the following weaker moment condition

(H’)(ii): there exist constants p > 1 and Cy > 1 so that

E[ t:c7y] < Cl fOT' allt € R+ and x 7§ y € Zd (24>

As in [21, Section 2|, for every x1, 29,y € Z%, ¢t > 0, r > 1 and v > 0, we define
By (y) = {z € B(y) \ {z1, 22} : Wy 2 =Y, Wran 2 =7},

which reflects good vertices whose associated conductance have a uniform lower bound in the ball B, (y). We need the

following result on large scale lower bounds for the volume of By2""?(y) under Assumption (H’).

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that Assumption (H’) holds. Then there exist constants Xg,d0 € (0,1) such that, for a.e.
w € Q and every 0 > 1/d, there is a random variable mo(w) > 1 so that for all m > mo(w), x1,x2,y € Bam with
x1 # w9, 0 <t < 2™T and [mg] <r<2m,

w(By5 ™ (y) = Ao Br(y))- (2.5)

Proof. Take 6p = 1/(4K), where K is the positive constant given in (1.2). By Assumption (H)(i), (H’)(ii) and
the Hélder’s inequality, it holds that for all  # y € Z% and t € R,

K1 < Bwi gy = Elw gy Wiy < 200] + Elwt 2,5 wiey > 200]
< 200+ (B[l )P Plwy gy > (200)Y7) < 280 + Cy/P P(wyzy > 200)V9,
where ¢ = p/(p — 1). This implies that for all z # y € Z¢ and t € R,
P(wiey > 200) > (K1/2)7C; /Y = py.

Fix #1 # @3 € Z% and ¢t € Ry, and set nt™ " (w) := g o, =200 w00y - >250) (W) for any z € 73\ {x1,22}. By
Assumption (H)(iv), {n¥"""* : z € Z%\ {1, z5}} is a sequence of independent {0, 1}-valued random variables with
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P(ny™*2 = 1) > p2. Hence, taking Ao € (0,p3/2) and using Hoeffding’s inequality (e.g. see [16, Theorem 2.16, p. 21]),
we obtain that for all 1, xo,y € Z¢ with x1 # xo, t € Ry and r > 5,

t,x1,x
P (1 (B3 ) < Mou(Br(w))) :IP’< . (% }1{wmlz>2507wt ae>200} < Aop(B (y)))
z r(Y ZT1,T2
Z < t,T1,T2 _]E[ t,xl,x2]>
< IP’< 2€Br(y)\{z1,22} M=
h (B (y))

By choosing ¢; large enough, we can see that the estimate (2.6) holds for all 1 < r < 4.
Let k > 1 be an integer. For every m > 1, let

=27 for 0 < i < [2MFFOT) 41,
By (2.6), we obtain that for every § > 1/d and )\ € (0, p3/2),

<20 — p0> cre —car?,

[2mkta) |41 gm

SDS 22 P (1 (Biosy ™ (1) < AonlBr(v)) < oo. (2.7)

m=1z1,x2,y€Bom ;x1#T2 r=[mf]

here n > 0 is the positive constant given in (1.4)),

On the other hand, choosing k large enough so that k > MT‘HP (

and using (1.4) and the Markov inequality, we arrive at

00 [2m(kta) )41
Z P U U {w cQ: ‘wtzrn7x7y(w) — wtﬁlw,y(w)‘ > 2*m}
m=1 x,y€B2m+1 =0
[2m(k+a)T} 0o
Z Z Z ompR Hwtm by — W2y p} < s Z o—m(k(1+n)—(k+atp+2d)) - o
10 417
m= 1x,y€B2m+1 m=1
This, along with (2.7) and the Borel-Cantelli lemma, yields that there are an integer m;(w) > 0 and a P-null set A; so
that for every w ¢ Ay, m = my(w), £1, 22,1 € Bom with 1 # 29, 2,y € Bymi1, [m?] <r <2™and 0 < i < [2m(1+0‘)T],
(B (1) > Aop(Br(n)s iy (@) = Wi,y (W) < 27 (2.8)

Let €, := {tm}[Tn(Ha)T}Jrl for all m > 1. Then, for every m > 1 and 0 < t < 2™%T, there exists a non-random
sequence {t, }n>0 such that the following properties hold:
(i) to,t1 € € satisty that t; <t <tp and tg —t; = 27k,
(ii) tp € Gnon_1 and t, <t < t, + 27Dk for every n > 2;
(iil) tp,tn—1 € Gmin—1 (since €, C Gm+1 for all m > ) and t, — tp_1 < 27 M=k for every n > 2.

Accordlng to all the properties above, for every m > 1, 0 <t < 2T and n > 2, we can find sg < s1--- < sy so that
N <28 sog=tph 1, SN =tn, 8; € Cman—1 and s;41 — 85 = 2 (m+" DE for each 0 < i < N — 1. Therefore, for every
wé A, m>=mi(w) and z,y € Bym+1,

‘wtn,w,y( ) = Wty (W Z |w51+1: 2y (W wsz',:v,y(w)‘ <N -2 (min=h) 2_(m+"_1_k), (2.9)

where the second inequality follows from (2.8).
Furthermore, according to (1.4) and the Kolmogorov continuity theorem (e.g. see [15, Theorem 39.3|), for every
x,y € Z%, there exists a P-null set Az C §2 such that

S = We zy(w) is continuous, w ¢ Ay .
Let Ay ==, yezd Ay, which is a P-null set and satisfies that
§ > Wg 4.4 (w) is continuous, x,y € Z%, w ¢ Ay, (2.10)
Therefore we deduce by (2.10) and (2.9) that for every w ¢ A := A1 A2, m > mi(w), 0 <t < 2™*T and x,y € Bym+1,
Wty (W) = Wiy (W)| = WML w4, 2 (W) = Wh 2, (W)

o

S Z ‘wtn,z,y(‘u) - th_hx,y(w)‘

n=1
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<2m +Z2k —(mtn—1) < o okg—m

This together with (2.8) gives us that for every 0 < ¢t < 2™T', x1,x9,y € Bom with z1 # 9, z € B:;Oééxol’m (y) and
[mf] < r<2m,

Wiy 2 (W) = Wiy s 2 (W) — ca2827™ > 260 — cg2F27™ i =1,2.

Hence, for every w ¢ A, there is ma(w) > 1 so that for every m > ma(w) and 0 < ¢ < 2™*T), there exists a non-random
to € G, such that

wt,zi,z(“}) 2 607 ’t - tO’ g 2_km7 T1,22,Y S BT" with T 7é xo, 2 < Bf-?é?;’x2 (y)7 [mg] < r g 2m7 1= 1727

which in particular means that Bﬁoéfé’m( ) c B" s 2 (y)-

According to this and (2.8) again, we know that for every w ¢ A, there exists ma(w) > 1 so that for for every
m = ma(w),

p(BSE™(y)) > Mop(Br(y)), 0 <t <2MT, @1, 29,y € Bym with a1 # a9, [m”] <7 <27
The proof is complete. O

With the aid of (2.11), we can follow the arguments in |21, Propositions 2.2 and 2.3] to prove the following time-
dependent Poincaré inequality and multi-scale Poincaré inequality whose associated conductances may be degenerate.
For reader’s convenience, we will give the details of the proofs in the Appendix of this paper.

Proposition 2.2. (Poincaré inequality) Under Assumption (H’), there exists a constant C1 > 0 such that for
a.e. w € Q and each § > 1/d, there is mo(w) > 1 so that for all m > mo(w), 0 < t < 2T, y € Z4, [m?] < r < 27
and f : Z¢ - R,

2
2 — T T re—dgw . .
fr(y)f(w)u(dw) ( fr(y)f()u(d >) < s, (o f) (2.11)

When n < m, define
an’n ={z=1(z1,-+,2q4) € Bam : z; = k;2" for some odd k; € Z for all 1 < i < d}; (2.12)
when m = n, define Z¢, ,, = {0}.

Proposition 2.3. (Multi-scale Poincaré inequality) Under Assumption (H’), there exists a constant Cy > 0
such that for a.e. w € Q and each 6 > 1/d, there is mg(w) = 1 so that for all m > mgy(w), 0 < t < 2M°T, y € Z4,
n € NN [@logy(mlog2),m] and f,g: 7% — R,

NEICCEY ST B WD SN CI CEES SINTY

rEBom eZ‘jn n z€EB n(Z

m—1 2\ 1/2
+ Ot (09 Y 2R S (f g )
Sk (Y

k=n yezd

m,k

(2.13)

As mentioned before, under Assumption (H) the time-dependent random coefficients {w; ., : t € Ry, (z,y) € E}
may be degenerate. Hence, similar to |21, Proposition 2.3], the multi-scale Poincaré inequality (2.13) holds for the
time-dependent Dirichlet form (&}*,.%#“) with possibly degenerate random conductances.

Remark 2.4. (i) Throughout the paper, the Kolmogorov continuous condition Assumption (H)(iii) is only
used in the proof of Lemma 2.1, which allows us to pass the estimate (2.6) from each fixed ¢ > 0 to all ¢ in a
bounded interval. Lemma 2.1 itself is only used to establish Propositions 2.2 and 2.3. If the associated time-
dependent random coefficients {w; s, : t € Ry, (z,y) € E} are bounded from below by a positive constant,
then it is relatively easy to get a uniform-in-time Poinacré inequality (2.11) and so the multi-scale Poincaré
inequality (2.13). In this case, Assumption (H)(iii) is not needed.

(ii) The results of this subsection hold under Assumption (H) but with its (H)(ii) being replaced by (H)(ii’)
of (2.4). In the sequel, we will need Assumption (H)(ii). See Remark 2.7 for comments how Assumption
(H)(ii) is used in the results in the next subsection.
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2.2. Large scale estimates for correctors. By applying the multi-scale Poincaré inequality (2.13), we can establish
large scale estimates for correctors. We first consider the case that o € (1,2). For any m > 1, consider the following
system of parabolic equations on Ry X Bgm:

%Qbm(t,flﬁ) = Lszm(bm(t; )(x) + V(t,.%') - %B V(t7 ) dua (t,J)) S R-f— X Bom,

(2.14)
¢m(07 x) = 07
where )
V(t.2) =Y —rraWisats and 7{ V(t ) dp = —— Z V(t,z) (2.15)
ezd‘ 2 Bym u(Bam) 2€Bym

Here and in what follow of this section, Bym is understood to be Bom N VAS Then, one can see that the solution to

(2.14) is given by
t
G (t, ) Z/ Ps t Bom (V(s,x) —j{ V(S,-)du) ds,
0 Bym

where {P;; B,m }s<t is the Markov transition semigroup associated with the time-dependent generator {L;" Boym }=0 on
Bom N 7% e.g. see [31, Chapter 6, Sections 4 and 5|.

Proposition 2.5. Suppose that o € (1,2) and d > «. Assume that Assumption (H) holds. Let ¢, : Ry x Z¢ — R?
be the solution to (2.14). Then, for a.e. w € Q, every v > 0 and T > 0, there exist a constant C3 > 0 (which is
independent of T') and a random variable mi(w) = 1 (which depends on v and T') such that for every m = mi(w),

14+v)a

2mar (
sup / |6 (t,2)*p(de) +/ & Bym (Dt ), dmn(t, ) di < Cym@a-anign(e+dT, (2.16)
Bom 0

te[0,2maT]

Proof. Write ¢, (t,x) = (qbn})(t, x), - ,qbgg) (t,z)) and V(t,z) = (VD(t, z),--- , VD(t, 2)). By (2.14), it holds that

d y )
It B Gm(t, z) p(dx) = /B2m t Bym Om(t, ) (%) p(dz) + /32m (V(t,x) - yim V(t,-) d,u) p(de) =0, t>0,

¢m(07 z) p(dz) =0

BQm

So ¢m(t,x) p(dx) =0 for all ¢ > 0. By (2.3), we have for all ¢t > 0,
Bym

il [, 1ontt2)ata ) —22 / 2 080 0, (), 60 (1, ()

+2/ <Vt,ac — Vt,-du,¢mt,x>,udx
. ()= § VI gt ) ) o
= thm ((bm( )7¢M(t7 ))
w2 [ (Viea) - V) i) o)
According to (2.12), Bom = Usezd, Bon(z) and \Zgn | = 24m=n) By applying the multi-scale Poincaré inequality

(2.13) with f = V@(t,.) —f V(i)( )dp and g = (Z)( t,-), and using the fact that o (¢, x)pu(dx) = 0 for all
Bam Bom

>0 and 1 < i < d, we have for a.e. w € Q, every m > mp(w), 0 <t < 2™*T and {(H'y long] <n<m,

/B2m <V(t,:c) — j{%m VO (t,) dp, (2, x)> u(d)

o @(t,- T) — m(t, -
e%d: /BQn(z>< Amv (&) dpis $m(t, ) jiw(z)cb (t )du> p(dx)

+ ¢ Z thm ¢(Z i t, 1/2 Z 2k (d+a)/ Z
k
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- (). o | )
</ (< VO dgn(t,7) i Lt )dﬂ> (de)

zGZd
1,

1/2
2\

m—1
+ Cl(gat(:)Bgm (¢m(tv ')a @bm(ta '))1/2 Z 2k(d+a)/2 Z
k=n

d
yGZZmJC

Vit du— § Vi) d
& (Y) Bam

2

=t L1 (t) + I 2(1)-
Let Cy > 0 be the constant in the Poincaré inequality (2.11). Then, by Young’s inequality, for every [(Hv)#] <

n<mand 0 <t < 2MT,

mn 1 <2012na Z /
B

EZd 2”

801 Z /B
L Z 3 /

i=1 zezg, , ' Bon (2

2
- V(t,-)dp| p(dx)

B om

p(da)

2
St ) — f bt ) d
BQn(Z>

(2.18)

K — O )P ) )

1
<ep2mdtne 1 1By (Om(t, ), dm(t, ),

where in the second inequality we used (2.11) and the fact that supeg, 4eza |V (t,7)| < c3 due to Assumption (H)(ii)
and « € (1,2), and the last inequality follows from the property that

> 6 @0, 6D (1) < &, (80 (E, ), 65 (2, ))
2€Z, ,

thanks to ZZGZd BQn( ) = Bom.
On the other hand by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for every T' > 0,

gma
/ I n2(t) dt
0

m—1 gmar
= Z 2k(d+a)/2 : /0 @ﬁt‘:)BQm (¢m(ta ')7 (Z)m(tv '))1/2 Z
k=n

d
yEZmJc

B,

1/2

m amer
<a Z 2k(d+a)/2 </0 gt‘:)BQm (d)m(ta ')7 (Z)m(tv )) dt>

k=n

/2maT Z

d
yezd,

s\ V2 (2.19)
dt

74 (tydu— ¢ Vit )dn

Bam

1/2

m 2mar
VB 302 ([T G (o, )
k=n 0

1/2
oma 2 2
y / 3 7{ Vi, ydu| +| 4 v ydu| | at
0 yezd Bk (v) Bym
For every 1 < k < m,
2"LC¥T 2
/ > 7{ V(t,-)du| dt
0 B,k (y)

y€eZs 2

m,k
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2mer

= 2° 2kdz > / VOt 20) VO (L, 29) dt
i=lyezd . 21722€sz(y)
ama . ) _ ()
—2%kd (21— 23)" (22 — 24)
SO0 o MR SRR D= ST S
EZd 21,22€ By, (y) 23,24€27

where & ;4 = Wiz y — UC(t) for all t € Ry and 2 # y € Z%, and in the last equality we used the fact that

Z | ’d—i—a Wtz x+z = Z‘ ‘d—&—oc ta:z+z_E wta:z+z Z‘ |d+o¢ wtmm+z_g<(t))-

2€74 274
Therefore,
2
277L(XT 2
E|| Y / 7{ V(t,-)dp| dt
EZd & ng(y)
gma  gamy — ) (2 — )@ (2.20)
_ 9—4kd / / (21 — 23)" (2 — 23 :
Z > XX i —ag)me
4i'=1 gy ’EZd Zl,ZQGBQk( ) 21,25€Bok (Y') 23,24,2% 24 €L

(22 — 20) V(25 — 24))

(I22 = 2al |25 — 24)) 7+

Note that E[{; ;] =0 for all t € Ry and (x,y) € E. According to Assumption (H)(iv), it is easy to see that

E [gt,a,z3€t,zz,z4§t’,zi,z§§t’,zé,zd 7é 0

/
E |:£t,z1,z3£t,22,24§t/,z’1,z’sgt/,zé,zz’l] dtdt'.

only if in one of three cases:
(a) (21,23) = (22, 24), (21, 23) = (23, 2));
(b) (21,23) = (21, 23), (22, 24) = (22, 23);
(c) (21,23) = (23, 21), (22,24) = (21, 23).

Note that in cases (b) and (c), y has to be the same as y’ in the sum on the right hand side of (2.20). Hence,

maTr
E / 7{ V(t, ) dy
Zd . 0 Bk (y)

2

2 2
dt <c3 Z J1k,ms
=1

yEZm,k
where
2maT 2mar i)|2
J _9g—4kd Z Z Z (=1 —23)()|
1 km = |Z]_ — 23|2(d+04)
ii'=1y ezt * 21,23)€E 21€B,k (y) (2],25)€EE:21 €Bor (y)

(2] — 23) v |2 2 2
X m”‘: [‘ft,21,Z3| €0 21 0| dt dt!
17 %3
is the upper bound for case (a), and
27”(1

T Do | >

i,i' =1 ye74 z1,23)€E 21€B,k () (22,24) EE:22€ B,k (y)

m,k

(21 — 23)D]|(21 — 23) )| |(22 — 24) V|| (22 — 24) )]
|21 — 23| 2(d+a) |20 — 2q]2(dF0)

E |:|£t,21723|’£t7227z4Hgt/,21723||£t/,22,24|:| dt dt’

is the combined bound for cases (b) and (c). Since |& ., < ¢4 for all t € Ry and z,y € Z¢ as well as d + 2a > 2 (this
is always true because « € (1,2)), we have for every 1 < k < m,

1
Jl,k, < 652—4kd22m04T2
m Z Z Z (|z1 _ Z3Hzi _ zé|)2(d+a*1)

vy €LY, (21,23)€E:21€B, (y) (21,25) €E:21 € By (v)
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1 2
—4kdo2mar2
Se2 2T ( Z Z 21 — Z3|2(d+a—1)>

21€Bom 2z3€Z9:(21,23)EE

< cg 2—4kd+2md+2maT2

and
1
J g ¢ 274kd22maT2
2,k,m 5 Z Z Z (\2’1 — 23|22 — Z4D (d+a-1)

yeZd * (zl,zg)GE:zlesz (v) (22,24)€E:22€B & (v)

< 062—4kd 92mar?2 2(m k)d22kd < ¢ 2—3kd+md+2maT2 < cg 9—4kd+2md+2marp2

Putting all the estimates together yields that for all [M#} < k<m,

E > /QMT}[ V(t,-)du

yezs
By the Markov inequality, we can derive that for every 6y € (a/d, 1) (note that we used d > « here) and v > 0,

Pl U gj/wqf Vit ) dp

m2>1;(14~)loggm d
[F53E Gofd I<ksm | |VEZS,

2
2

dt < 672—2kd+2((m—k)d+ma)T2.

2
dt > 2ma+(mfk)d790 de

2
2

Z Z 2290kd 2ma—2(m— k)dT 2R Z /2 ’ f (t7 ) du| dt
m= 1k [%} GZd
0 m 0
< ¢ Z Z 9—2k(1—60)d < cg Z m~ ) < 0.
m=1 k:[w} m=1
0)d

This along with Borel-Cantelli’s lemma yields that for a.e. w € Q, there is m*(w) > 1 such that for all m > m*(w)

and [LEogamy gy
2
f V(t, ) dy

2(1—00)d
Following the same argument as above, for a.e. w € © we also can find m**(w) > 1 so that for all m > m**(w) and

[(1+’7) 10g2m] < k g m,
2mar
[l v
0 Bom

2(1—00)d
Putting (2.21) and (2.22) into (2.19), we find that for all n > [wilgffjn] and m > mp(w) := max{m*(w), m**(w)},

2meT
> / dt < gmot(m=k)d=bokdp (2.21)

yezd

m,k

2
dt < 2me—bomdp, (2.22)

m 1/2

omarp 2meT
(d4+a)+ma+(m—k)d—
/ Lna(t) dt < cgT/2 ) e S < / 618y (Pm(t:); S (1, '))dt>
0 0

_1(14v)logom
k=150 pp 57}

) . omarp 1/2
< 010T1/22md+ma (Z 2716(90;1 >> </ éfBgm (¢m(t7 '),¢m(t7 .))dt>
0

k=1

1 27YL(XT
<en2m T 4 [ e Ot omt ) dt
0

where in the last inequality we have used the fact that 6y € (a/d, 1).
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Combining the estimate above with (2.18) and (2.17) and taking n = max <[(1;(¥llgog)2dm} : [(HwéogQ m} ), we finally
obtain that

(14+v)

gmar
sup / |6m (27, )P u(dz) < — / 5y (Gm(t,-), St ) dt + crom EO-ppna gmactmi,
te[0,T] J Bym 0 ’

where we used the fact that ¢,,(0,2) = 0. Taking 6y € (a/d, 1) close to a/d and changing v small enough if necessary,
we get the desired conclusion (2.16). O

Next, we turn to the case that o € (0, 1]. In this case, for any m > 1 we consider the following system of parabolic
equations on Ry X Bgm:

D om(t,x) = L2y dm(t, ) (@) + Vin(t,2) — Vi(t, ) dp,  (t,x) € Ry X Bom,
o Bom (2.23)
¢m(07 :C) =0,
where ;
Vat, )= > th,x,m(w). (2.24)
2€Z4:|z|<2m

Proposition 2.6. Suppose that o € (0,1] and d > «. Assume that Assumption (H) holds. Let b - R, x Bym — R4
be the solution to (2.23). Then, for a.e. w € Q, any v > 0 and T > 0, there exist a constant Cy > 0 (which is
independent of T') and a random variable mao(w) = 1 (which depends on v and T') such that for every m > ma(w),

2maT
~ ) y N - |
sup /Bgm ‘d’m(t, l‘)‘ H(dx) +/0 éat,BQm (¢m(t, )7¢m(t, )) dt

tef0,2maT]

m2+(2(dljﬁ2m(d+l)T’ o=1 (2.25)
SO apey

m @(d=e))ad gm(d+2(1—a)+a) a € (0,1).

Proof. According to Assumption (H)(ii), we can easily see that supicg, ,ezd [Vin(t, )| < c1m for all m > 1 when
a =1, and supyep, gezd |Vin(t, )| < c12™1=%) for all m > 1 when a € (0,1). On the other hand, note that (2.17)
still holds with ¢y, (¢, x) and V (¢, x) replaced by d)m(t, x) and Vi, (¢, x), respectively. Similarly, we can define I, 1(t)
and I, n2(t) as the same way as that in the proof of Proposition 2.5 with ¢, (¢,2) and V (¢, z) replaced by (Em(t, x)
and Vy,,(t, z), respectively.

Suppose that a € (0,1). Using the fact sup;ep, zeza |[Vim(t, z)| < c12™1=) and following the argument for (2.18),

we can derive that

1 ~ ~
Im,n,l(t) < 622md+2m(1—a)+na + Z t‘,ngm <¢m<t7 ')7 ¢m(t7 )) : (2'26)

Furthermore, according to the argument for (2.20), we obtain

E Z /WaTj{k(y) m(t, )duQ

'm.

2

2
dt <es Y Jikm,
=1

where
27VL(XT 277LD¢T ) 2
Tt o =271 Z 3 / / 3 T 11 = 29) 0P
" _ 2(d+a)
4i'=1yy'ezd, K (21,23)€EE:21 € By ()21 —23]<2™ (21,25) € E:21 € B,k (v') ] 2] —25|<2™ |Zl Z3|
/ i')|2
(21 — 23) ’ ,
el = 22T E |60l 1601 4 2] dtat’,

P Z Z /2WT/2MT Z Z

1,0/=1 yEZd (21,23)€E:21 € By (), 21 —23|<2™ (22,24) €EE:22€ By, (y) | 22 —24|<2™

(21 — 23) D[ (21 — 23) )| (22 — 24)D||(22 — 24) )]
|2:1 — 23’2(d+0‘) |22 — 24’2(d+a)

E Uft7Z1123 | ’ft,z2,Z4 | ’ft/,21,23 | ’517,22,24 H dt dt’
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and & 4. 1= Wiy — K(t). By some direct computation, we get that for every 1 <k < m,
1

2
T < 64274kd22maT2( § E -2 |2(d+a—1))
1— 23

21€Bam 23€Z4:(21,23)EE,| 21 —23|<2™

< 652—4kd+2md+2ma (max{2m(4—4a—2d)’ 1} + (IOg m)zl{d:2—2a}) T2

and

1
—4kda?2 2
Jokm < cg2” HA22moT? N > 2. (171 — 23|22 — z4|)2@+a—1D)

yern’k (21,23) € E:21 €By (y),]21 —23|<2™ (22,24) €E:22€ By, (y) ] 22 —24|<2™

< ¢z~ 3kd+md+2ma (max{2m(4f4af2d)7 1} + (log m)21{d2272a}> T2,

Hence, applying both estimates above and the Borel-Cantelli lemma as that in the proof for (2.21), we can see that
for a.e. w € Q, there is a random variable m*(w) > 1 so that for all m > m*(w) and [%7135)26{”] < k < m with
00 S (Oé/d, 1)7

Z /OzmaT

yezd

m,k

2
dt < 2ma+(m—k)d—6okd (max{zm(Ha*d% 1} + (log m)I{d:2,2a}) T.

75 Vit ) du
Bk (v)

Similarly, for a.e. w € © we also can find m**(w) > 1 so that for all m > m**(w) and [(Hﬂw} <k <m,

2(1—6p)d
2me
/O

Therefore, putting these estimates into (2.19) (which still holds true), we find that for all n > (iy)logym | o) g
2(1—00)d

2
V(t,-)dp| dt < 2me—tokd (max{Qm(2_2o‘_d), 1} + (log m)l{d:2_2a}) T.

Bzm

m = mo(w) := max{m*(w), m**(w)},

m

2mae
/ Im,n,? (t) dt < Ce (max{2m(1—a—d/2)7 1} + (lOg m)l/Ql{d:Q—Qa}> T1/2 E
0

(141 m
(e

k(d+a)+ma+(m—k)d—0gkd
2

ma /
X (/02 T(nggm (&fm(t, ')7$m(ta )) dt)l 2

< C7T1/22(md+ma)/2 (n,lax{2'm(1—oz—d/2)7 1} + (logm)l/Zl{d:2_2Q}> (Z 2_1“(902‘10‘)>

k=1
([ St (a5t )
1

QmaT " "
< cgmatmd (maX{2m(2_2a_d)7 1} + (log m)l{dzg_ga}) T+ - /0 & Bom (qsm(t, ), S (t, .)) dt.

1/2

4

Combining this with (2.17) and (2.26) and taking n = max ({(1;&)_15526;71} , [(H'Y);Og?m]) yield that

(1+v)a

" QTVLQT " .
sup / |6 (278, 2)[*u(de) < — / 6ty (Bm(t, ), Gt ) ) dt + comPO=Rydyagras2mi=a)tmiy,
t€[0,7] J/ Bym 0

where we have used the fact that 2(1 —a —d) < 2(1 — «). So we prove (2.25) for the case a € (0,1).
For the case o = 1, we can prove the desired conclusion by almost the same way, so we omit the details. ]

Remark 2.7. The proofs of two propositions above are based on the boundedness assumption of {w;z, : t €
Ry, (z,y) € E}. In particular, we use this for the estimate of the first term in the right hand side of (2.18). Similarly,
this condition is used for the estimate (2.26). Therefore, while it is possible to weaken the boundedness assumption
on {wizy 1t € Ry, (z,y) € E} to the moment condition such like (2.4), the large scale estimates for the associated
correctors would be larger, and so the convergence rates in Theorem 1.1 would be worse.
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3. QUANTITATIVE DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE SCALED OPERATORS {£F“};>; AND THE LIMIT £

In this section, we aim to establish quantitative differences between the scaled operators {Lf “}i>1 and the limit
operator £. Recall that for any f € Cg(Rd),

L (42 = 10 = (@) o) s e a1

[ (a2 = 1la) = (9 1(). ) s 0= ae(1,2),

R4

Lf(z)=

where K = limy_,o0 § fot XK(s) ds is defined by (1.3) and K(t) = Ewy 4, for all t > 0 and (x,y) € E. It is also natural to
consider its corresponding discrete approximation; that is, for any f € By(k~'Z%) (the space of bounded measurable
functions on k~1Z%), define

_ jc ka
L) =kt S (fat2) - (@) ‘ﬂdf)
zek—174
K(k™
S (flat o) - fl@) — (V@) D geen) |<|df) o€ (0,1], (3.1)
_ 2ck—174d
- Kk~
Y (o 2) - )~ (9 F ) ae(1,2)
2ck—174d
Proposition 3.1. Suppose that [ € C’g(Rd) satisfies
IViF(@)] < Co((1+ |2))" P + 1yp<rey (), x€RYi=0,1,2 (3.2)

for some positive constants Cy, Ry and 8 € (0,00]. Then there exists a positive constant Cy := C1(Cy, Ry, 3) such
that for all k > 1,

, k2, a € (0,1),
/ / Bk (@) — LF(2)2 u®) (da)dt < C1Tx (KOT) + T d k-2(og k)2,  a =1, (3.3)
0o Jk-1zd k—22-a) a € (1,2).
Proof. Define
TS =k Y (ot 2) - (@) s
|2
z€k—174
X
Y (fle+2) = fa) = (VF(@), 2)1z1<1y) e @€ (0, 1],
_ z€k—174
FST (flot2) — fl2) — (VF(),2) Hﬂi ae(1,2)
z€k—174

Using the mean value theorem, we can obtain that for all t € Ry,

/ B () — B ()2 1 (do)
k—lzd

,, B 1 B B dw
<a ((1+|:z:]) d ﬁ+1{‘w|<R0}(az)) ST (1alP) proRd D N € A e P
2€k~1724:]2|>1

x | K (k) — X)?
<o (1 | ™7 4 (14 Jal) ™70 Ix(ker) - KPP,
where in the last inequality we used

> (et 2) P
2€k~1Z%:|2|>1

<k > + > (1+ |+ 2)) 4P|z~

zek—1Zd:|z|> 12l ep-17d: <2l 250
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< s ((1 +lz))" P+ (1 + yx\)—d—a> .
Hence,

/ ' | B (@) = £E (@) n ) do)it < eiTr(kT).
0 k=174

Thus, in order to obtain the desired assertion we only need to verify that

k2, a e (0,1),
| 05 @) — Ep@)R a® o) < 5 { K200g k), =1, (3.4)
kot ~2(2-a)
k o) a € (1,2).
When 8 = oo, f € C?(R?) and the estimate (3.4) has been established in [21, Proposition 4.1]. So it remains to
prove this for the case that 5 € (0, c0).
Case 1: a € (1,2). Set

Hiz:2) - o f (w3 2)

_ d

= FTE z,z € RY
where 0f(z;2) := f(x + 2) — f(x) — (Vf(x),2). For every k > 4Vd, 2,2 € k71Z% and y € [Ticica(zi 2z + k7] (here
we use the notation z = (z1,--- , 2q) € k~'Z%), by the mean value theorem, we have
|H (2;2) — H(x;y)]

1 d- d-
<5 s [V (BET ) 1 ey

:pleRd:|m1—:p|<¥ k

T (\5f(w;y) e = e 1o s 2) - 0f (i) \zrd—a) L2y

L a Cd |z =y
<cg(1+ |z))~ 6(|Zl2 oy jy2e “) 1y ic2vay T sup ’v2f(371)"7‘ o
k x1ERd:|x1*x|<71+2lzl Yy
+ 1 1\VQf( +t(y + s(z —y)))| dsdt ==yl |4
o Jo TRy TslETy)as [y|ro—T | T{2<lel< el

+ Cg

z— 1 2 —
(e + I+ @1+ 195 @ll) - St ([ 97y st - ) - vs@)as) - y‘]lﬂz,gm}

‘y|d+a
<er(l+ |xy)dﬁ< (\z|2*d*a + !y\Q’d*“> 1 ez, + klly\do‘*ll{'w%g})

+erk T (L fa - yl) Py

L et 24y
Hence, for every x € k~'Z% and k > 4V/d,
(L5 f () = Lf ()]

> / (H(w;2) — H(z;y)) dy

set17d Y hicica(zizith™]

e+ \m|>—d—ﬁ< [ ey it ryrd-a“dy)
{lyl<2y 2 {ly|>%%)

2ek—174:|2|< 34

+ gk 1+ |z +y) Py~ dy
{lyl> 142l

3

<o (K 4 Ja) 7 4 K711+ [al) ).

This implies that (3.3) holds for all k > 4/d.
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On the other hand, by some direct computation, it is easy to verify that for every f € C’g(Rd) satisfying (3.2),

/ B9 f(2) — L f () ) (dr) < 2 /
kflzd

1£90F (2)? u® (da) + 2 / LR f (@) ) (dr) < ero. (35)
k—17d

k—1zd
Therefore, the desired assertion (3.3) for all £ > 1 follows immediately.
Case 2: « € (0,1]. In this case, we define

T,z ERd,

where 6f(z;2) == f(z + 2) — f(z) — (Vf(x),214./<1y). By the mean value theorem and the same arguments as in
Case 1, we find that for every k > 4V/d, z,z € k=1Z% and y € [Ti<icq(zis 2i + k1,
|H (2;2) = H(;y)|

sup [V fG)| - (P 4 ) 1 e

x1€Rd:\x171‘\<2

VAN
N |
2

k

+ (\smm;y)\ gt e S (25 2) = bif (i) w“) 120,

+ (W92, V@), )] )
|z|d+e {1-1/k<|2|<1} |y[dTe {1—(14+Vd) /k<|y|<14+(1+Vd) /k}

<en(l+ |x’)dﬁ< <‘Z|27a7d + ’Z/‘Qiaid> o <ovamy kil’Z/‘fdiaﬂ1{2\/E/k<\z|<1_1/k}

— —d—1—a — —d—a
+ (k Hy[ T+ kT ) Lijep>1-1/k) + o1 (1{171/k<\z|<1} T 1{1—(1+x/3)/k<|y\<1+(1+x/3)/k}) >
+enk ™ (L o+ y) TP+ DT s el 21

where 0 f(2;2) == f(z + 2) — f(z) — (Vf(@), 21{]zj<1-1/4} )-
When a = 1, we derive that for every z € k~1Z% and k > 4V/d,

£ (@) - Bf @) =] Y (#(a:2) ~ Aay)) dy
2€k—174d Hléigd(ziyzi+k‘_1]
Sen(l+ \$|)_d_5(/ ly|' " dy + k1 121
{lyl<3Vd/k} Z

2€k—1724:|2|<2Vd/k

—I—k_l/ |yy—ddy+k—1/ ly| "t dy + k1
{Vdk—1<|y|<2} {ly|>1-2vd/k}
+erok! / (L [+ )~ (1 + )~y

{lyl> 15y

< ers (K™ log k(1 + )~ 4+ (1 + [a) ).

which implies (3.4) for every k > 4/d.
Following similar arguments as above, we can show that (3.4) for all £ > 4v/d when a € (0,1).
Combining both estimates above with (3.5), we prove (3.4) when a € (0,1]. The proof is complete. O

Next, we will establish the following statement.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that Assumption (H) holds and that o € (0,1). For a.e. w € Q, any 6 € (0,1),
C1,Ry > 0 and 8 € (0,00], there exist a constant Cy := C2(0, C1, Ry, ) > 0 (independent of T') and a random variable
ki(w) =1 such that for all k > ki(w) and all f € C ([0,T]; CZ(RY)) satisfying that

\Vif(t,z)| < Cy ((1 + |z|) 74P + 1{|1,,<RO}(:C)) , tel0,T], zeR%i=0,1,2, (3.6)
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it holds that
T
[ [ 188 ) @) = £ @) () di < Coma{20-), k). (3.7)
0 k—17d

On the other hand, due to the corrector approach we adopt later we shall consider the following variant of the
scaled operators {Lf’w}@l. For every f € By(k~'Z%), define

Y (f<x+z>—f<x>—<Vf<w>,z>1{|z|<1})W, a e (0,1],

Thw — zek=124 . 3.8
AT S (F(a+2) = (@) = V@), 2) =P, ey Y
zek—174

Proposition 3.3. Suppose that Assumption (H) holds. For a.e. w € Q, every 6 € (0,1), C1, Ry > 0 and 8 € (0, 0],
there exist a constant C3 := C3(0,C1, Ry, ) > 0 (independent of T') and a random variable ko(w) > 1 such that for
every k > ko(w) and every f € C ([0,T]; CZ(RY)) satisfying (3.6), it holds that

T
/0 /Md [LP9F(t, ) (@) = LEF(E ) (@) p®) (dw) dt < Oy max{k=2C) k=003, (3.9)

It is clearly seen from (3.7) and (3.9) that the non-divergence form operator version of the original symmetric scaled

operators {Ef’“},@l approximate the discrete operator £F better than the scaled operators {Lf “1e>1. In particular,
the estimate (3.7) is useful only when o € (0,1). As mentioned above, the introduction of the non-divergence form

operator version of the scaled operators {Ef “Y>1 arises from the corrector approach adopted below, which is essential
for the case when « € [1,2).

In the following, we give the proofs of the above two propositions. For the notational simplicity, we will suppress
the random environment w € € from the notations.

Proof of Proposition 3.3. We will only prove the conclusion for 8 < oco. The case that § = oo can be verified by
exactly the same way.

Case 1: We first consider the case that o € (1,2). Let f € C ([0,T]; CZ(R?)) satisfy (3.6). For every t > 0 and
z,y € Z%, define

nk(ta xz, y) = f(t7 kily) - f(t7 kilx) - kil <Vf(t, kilx% Yy— $> ) ft,m,y = Wtaxy — :K(t)
For all t > 0 and z € Z¢,

e R D = A ) ke Y b

’.’B — z‘d-l-a wkat,x,za ’$ — Z|d+a
2€Z9\{z} 2€Z9\{z}
and so
T —~ -
[ )~ 2 o) u® o)
o Jr-1z4
T 2
_ —(d—2a) et 2, y)
i [T Y ey | .10

x€Z4 \yeZa\{z}

kT —« —
_ 1.—(d—a) nk(k t)x7y1) Uk(k t7x7y2)
=k / Z Z ]w — Y1 ’d—i—a |:c . y2|d+a ft,ac,znft,m,yz dt.
O 2ezdy yaeri\{z}

As in the proof of Proposition 2.5,
2

k*T —a —a
—(d— Uk(k tamayl) nk‘(k ta:anQ)
Bl HUOE S R e G G
0 2€7Z4 yy Y2 €27\ {z'} ! 2

_ 2 Y 3 3 /kaT /kaT ne(k~ %z, 1) mi (k™% @, y2)
- _ d+o _ d+ao
N e = VO CLEE [z~ 2l

e (k™ 2 1) (K™, 2, )
e e A
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Applying the same argument as that in the proof of Proposition 2.5 for the estimates of the non-zero terms of

E 5t,x,y1€t,x,y2§t’,m’7y’1é-t’,a:’,yé}a we can get

2

«a

T -« -
—(d— nk(k tﬂ%l/l) Uk(k taxva)
E / DD o=t o gy St
0 z€Z y1,y2€Z\{z}

kT kT — 2 —agl 0|2

k=t kot

< Clkiz(dia) E E E / / |77k‘( 75(2[_%1? |77k‘(, /7211((;—5/1))’ dtdt/
w2/ €74 yy €24\ {} ¢, €7\ {2’} * © 0 e L

kT pk®T - 2 —ayq/ 2
Z Z k=%t k=t
0 0

— o [2(d+a) —o12(dta)
Note that, by (3.6) and the mean value theorem, for every ¢t > 0 and x,y € Z,

(8, 2, y)| < 2 (1+ !k_lf\)fdfﬁ (k2|2 = yP 1o yicny + K2 — Yl qjomyishy)
+ e ((1 + [ al) " (14 !k‘_lyl)_d_ﬁ) L{ja—y|>k}-

Thus, putting this into the estimate above, we arrive at

LHS of (3.11)

< e k—2d+4a T2

Z (1 + ‘]C_1$|)_2d_26 (k_4 Z ‘:C o y‘—2d—2o¢+4

z€Z? yEZt:|z—y|<k

2
+ Z (k'_2|l' _ y|—2d—2a+2 + |l’ _ y|—2d—2a) >]

yeL: |z —y|>k

Z (14 [k~ L)) 1445 (k_4 Z @ — |2 2att g2 Z | — | 22042

zeZ? yeZd:|z—y|<k yEL :|z—y|>k

4 Czk—2d+3aT

2

2
+ Z |z — y|2d2a> + Z Z (1+ |k71y|)72d72,8|$ _ y‘72d72a ]

yEZd:|z—y|>k x€Z4 \y€eZh:|y—z|>k

<es (max{kf(s*‘*a), 2y 4 2 (log k)21{d:4,2a}) T2,

Following the same procedure (in particular, to estimate the non-zero term of E [H?:l ST H;‘Zl ST, y/} ) as above,
K b J

we derive that for every n > 1, there exists a constant ¢4 := ¢4(n) > 0 such that for all £ > 1,

2n

k*T —« -«
—ld— Z Z k(b @, y1) mi (K™, @, y2)
g / B |z —y1|dte |z — yo|dte Et.z,1 Sty Al
0 z€Z? y1,y2€Z\{x} ! 2 (3.12)

< (max{kfn(874o¢)’ k72nd} + kand(log k)in{d:472a}> T2n

Therefore, for every a € (1,2) and 6 € (0,1), we choose n > 1 so that n(1 — #) min{(8 — 4a),2d} > 1 and obtain

o0 kT —a —a
E —(d—a) E § : 77k(k7 t7x>y1) Uk(k t7$7y2)
k=1 P( /0 " |d+a [z — gp|dte &t w1 Ety,yo db

T —1
T€Z4 y1,y2€Z4\{z} ’ y

> max{k~ 2~ k_ed}T>

< Z T—2n Hlin{k4n€(2—o¢)7 k2n9d}
k=1
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2n

oY

kT — —a
—(d— § : ﬁk(k tax’yl) le(k t’xva)
< E / k (=) Z |93 —y ‘d+a ]a: _ y2|d+a §t7x,y1§t7w,y2 dt
0 €74 y1 4277\ {x} !

o0
<y Z max{k—4n(1—6)(2—a)7 k—Qn(l—G)d}(log k,)Qn < 0.
k=1
This along with the Borel-Cantelli lemma yields that for a.e. w € €, there exists k*(w) > 1 such that for all k > k*(w),

(e}

keT —« —a
—(d— nk(k tax7y1) nk(k t,:U,yg)
/0 D DD At Stan St At

_ _ d+a
T s T (2} lz —y1 [z — 2
< max{k~20C-) =00,

This, along with (3.10), yields the desired conclusion (3.9) for a € (1,2).
Case 2: Now we prove (3.9) for the case a € (0, 1]. Set

nk(t, z,y) = f(t, k_ly) — f(t, k:_la:) — k! <Vf(t, /4:_156)7 (y — $)1{|y_x|<k}> and &y 1= Wi ey — K(2).
Then, by the definition of Zf, we have

T -~ —
/0 /klzd \LFF(t, ) — LR F(t, )] p®) (da) dt

koT o o

_—(d-a) ne(k~ %tz y1) (k™ 2, y2)

=k / Z Z ]:C—y1|d+a |x—y2|d+a 5t,x7y1§t7fc7yz dt.
O sezdy yoezd\{a}

Note that
_ _ 1 \—d—B 1 \—d—B 1 n—d-8
e (t, 2, y)| < csk™? (1 + |k 1:6]) |z — y\21{|x,y|<k} +c5 <(1 + |k 13:\) + (1 + |k 1y|) ) 1{jo—y|>k}-

Using the estimate above and following the proof of Case 1, we can verify the desired conclusion (3.9) when « €
(0,1]. O

Proof of Proposition 3.2. Let
nk‘(t’ z, y) = f(tv k_ly) - f(t’ k_lx)v gt@,y = Wy — K(t)

Due to the definition of £F, we have
T
| k)@ - 2@ ) )
0 Jk-1zd

keT —a —a
—(d—o i (k t7x7y1) Uk(k t,.’L‘,yQ)
e [y 3 MR Erni

_ _ d+o
T s T (2} lz— 1 |z — yo

On the other hand, it holds that
— _ —d— _ —d— _ —d—
(s, )] < enk™ (1 6 al) ™ o = gl yiany e (0 ) ™74 (U ) ) Ty

Using this estimate and following the argument for Case 1 in the proof of Proposition 3.3, we can prove the desired
conclusion (3.7). O

Remark 3.4. (i) Let us briefly mention the difference of the approaches between the time-independent setting
and the time-dependent setting. We take the proofs of |21, Proposition 4.2] and Proposition 3.3 for example.
(Similar remarks hold for the proofs of [21, Proposition 4.3] and Proposition 3.2.) In the time-dependent case,
the estimate for the left hand side of (3.9) is reduced to that for the right hand side of (3.10). Since in the
time-dependent framework we are concerned with the space-time variable (¢, z,y) on Ry x Z? x Z% and the
random coefficients {wy ,,} are not required to be independent for all distinct pairs (¢, (z,y)) € Ry x E, we
can not apply the Hoeffding inequality as in [21, Proposition 4.2|. Instead, we estimate the moment of the
right hand side of (3.10) (this trick has also been used in the proof of Proposition 2.5). The price to pay is that
the estimate (3.9) is worse than that in |21, Proposition 4.2|, where the corresponding estimate (3.9) holds
with 6 = 1.

(ii) Similar to Remark 2.7, we also use the uniform boundedness of {w; ., :t € Ry, (z,y) € E} in the argument
of (3.12). If we replace the boundedness condition of {w; ., : t € Ry, (z,y) € E'} by some moment condition,
then the convergence rate (3.3) would be slower.
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4. QUANTITATIVE HOMOGENIZATIONS

In this section, we present the proof of Theorem 1.1. Let 1) € C2(R?) be a cut-off function taking values between 0
and 1 so that ¢(z) =1 for |z| < 1/2 and ¢ = 0 for |z| > 1. For R > 1, define

Yr(z) :=(z/R), =eR (4.1)
Note that
Vir(z) =0 for all z € R? with |z| < R/2or || > R and ||[V%g|le < coR™® fori=1,2. (4.2)

Lemma 4.1. Let f € C}(RY) satisfy that
\Vif(z)| < Ci(1+|z))~4 P, zeR? i=0,1,2 (4.3)

with C1 > 0 and € (0,00), and, for every R > 1, let g € CX(R?) be the cut-off function defined by (4.1). It holds
that

£1(2) ~ E(fom)@)] < O (R 1ppa) + (1 + 1) % 4 B+ ]a) ) g (), w € BE (44)
where Cy > 0 is independent of R. In particular, there is a constant C'5 > 0 such that for all R > 1,
[ e8(@) = £ @) do < CuR (45)
Rd

Proof. When = € Bpg,

21(@) — E(fym)(@)] = ‘ [ F 0 = e+ 2

|2|>R/4}

1
< cl/ (14 |z +2)) 4P ——dz < R 477F,
{|zI>R/4} |z|dte
where we used the fact ¢r(z + 2) = 1 for |z|] < R/4 and (4.3) in the first inequality, and the fact |z + z| > R/8 for

every |z| < R/8 and |z| > R/4 in the second inequality.
For x € BQR\BR/g,

L4 (@) — E(fn) ()] = \p.v. [ (fa+ 20 = valo+2) - f@) - wR(:v))),z‘ﬁde'

ER 1
<o sw  [V0-vR) ) Gralf@l [
yERd:|y7m|<1{ | (=<1} 120 (=151 |2]4Te
o e,
(2151, Jo+2>R/2} |2l
< C4R_d_ﬁ7
where the first inequality is due to the fact that Yr(z + 2) = 1 if |z + 2| < R/2, and the second inequality follows
from (4.3).
When x ¢ Bag, ¥r(z) =0, and so
|Lf(x) — L(fyr)(2)|
X
= ‘p.v. /Rd (f(x +2) (1 —yr(x+2)) — f(a:)) |Z|d+adz’
<[ et~ f@) - (V@) grads| + | Fa+ 2) e
S ey T |24 (21> 1: R/2< |+2|<|| /2} |z|dte
X X
+ / |f(x+ 2)|——dz| + / |f(2)|——=dz
(21> 1:| 42> |2l /2} |z|d+e {21>1} |z|dte
’2‘2 —d—8 1
<es  sup |V2E(w) / dz + c5(1+ |z|) +c5 dz
yeR:ly—g|<1 {lzl<1y 1297 (zlzlal/2 a+2izR/2y 2|70 (L + o 4 2[)4H5

<eo((1+ |z))™ P + RP( + |z)~T).

Here in the second inequality we used (4.3) and the fact |z| > |z|/2 for every z,z € R? with |z + 2| < |z|/2.
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Combining all the estimates above yields the desired conclusion (4.4). Furthermore, (4.5) is a direct consequence
of (4.4). O

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Throughout the proof, we fix 8 € (0,00], g € C2(R%), T > 0 and f € 8,91 Recall that
ue € CL([0,T); L2(k~1Z% ™)) and @ € C1([0,T); CZ(R?)) are the solutions to parabolic equations (1.9) and (1.8),
respectively. By the definition of /3 , 7, there are constants C1, Ry > 0 so that

ou(t, )
ot

We note that here C, Ry may depend on T'. We first consider that 5 € (0, 00).

Case 1: We consider the case that a € (1,2). Let ¢, : Ry x (Bom NZ%) — R be the solution to (2.14). We
extend its definition to Ry x R? — R by setting ¢, (t, ) = ¢ (t, 2) for every x € (Hf;l:l(zi, zi + 1]) N Bam with the
unique z = (21, ,2q) € Bam N Z% and setting ¢y, (¢, 2) = 0 for every x ¢ Bam. For every R > 1 (which may not be
an integer), denote ¢(p|(t, ) by ¢r(t, z) for simplicity of the notation.

For any k > 1, let m > 0 be the unique integer so that 2™ < k < 2™+, According to (2.16), we know that for a.e.
w € Q, there exists a constant m} := mj(w) > 1 such that for all m > mj and 0 > 0

\Via(t,z)| + <O ((1 +z))"0 B+ 1{‘x|<RO}(x)) , te[0,T], zeR% i=0,1,2,3. (4.6)

[Qm(1+0)a]

sup / |¢m(1+9) (t7 x)IQIU’(dm) + /0 é(% Bomre) (¢m 1+6’)( ) ¢m(1+9) (t )) dt
om(14-0)

te[o,[2m(+0)T] /B (4.7)
< Clm%2m(1w)(d+a)f
Recall the definition of g for R > 1 from (4.1). Given 6 € (0,1), define
vr(t, @) = a(t, 2 o () + k(Y (@lt, ) (1)) (@), )40y (Kt k), t€[0,T), = € RY. (4.8)

By (4.6), (4.7) and the fact supp[tyo ()] € Boym+1)e, We obtain that for all 2m+1 > g > 2m > 2mi,

T
/ et ) — a(t, 2)[2 dadt
0 d

R
T T
< / / a(t, z)?(1 — Yo () do dt + cok ™2 / / |Sms2)1+0) (K1, kx)|* dadt
0 JRd 0 JB,(mi1)0

T k*T
_ / / 1t 2)2(1 — iy ()2 da dt + cph—(F+2+) / / Gmsyisn (to) pldr)dt  (4.9)
0 R4 m+1)9

T
</0 /Rd a(t, ) (1 — Yo (2))? da dt + cok™ (FH2+) / / (Bms2)(10) (t 2) [2pa(d) it

5(m+1)(1+6)

< 3 (k—e(d+2,3) + k—(2—0¢)+(d+0¢)9(10gm k‘)) T

On the other hand, combining (3.9) with (3.3) (also by noting that (4.6) holds) immediately yields that for a.e.
w € Q and every 6y € (0, 1), there exists k1(w) > 1 such that for all k£ > k1 (w),

[ '

LF @ty Yo () (@) = £ (alt, oy () ()] ) (d)dt < e (ﬂ(k“T) +max{k @), k—%d}) T

(4.10)
We restrict vy : [0,7] x R? = R to vy : [0, 7] x k~1Z% — R and derive that for all t € [0,T] and = € k~'Z¢,
Lot ) (@)
= L} (alt, Yo () ()
= Wrat ka, k(z+z o
+ k7t </k . V y)Wee () (& + 2) — V (alt, ) e (+)) (@)MTW M(k)(dz)v¢(m+2)(1+0)(k3 t,k:v)>

e 1<V<u<t7 o) @) [ @nsarsn KK +2) = dnrayiro, (K41 ka)) P hekes) <><dz>>

—17d

b [ (V@) @+ 2) = T (W) (2).
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@ a Wrot kx k(z+z
Pm+2)(1+60) (Kt k(T + 2)) — Pmr2)1+6) (K, k$)>|z|Ti+) ) (dz)

4

=Y 1Y, x). (4.11)

i=1
According to (3.8) and (2.15),

E(alt, g () (2) + <v (0t () (), [ MR 0 <dz>>

=L (alt, )iy () () + k! <v (a(t, Yo ()) (@), /Z e u(dZ)>
=LF (a(t, Yo () (@) + KV (@(t, g () (@), V(K k)
where £F and V(,z) are defined by (3.8) and (2.15), respectively. Thus,
L9(t,2) = L (aft, Yo () (2) + Ko7V (alt, Yo () (), V(K k) + K (P (¢, ), (4.12)

~

10t z) =L

where R B
K1) 1= (&F = £) (a(t, Wyo () ().
By (4.10), for each a.e. w € Q and 6y € (0,1), we can find m3 := m4(w) > 0 such that for all k > 22,

/ / K (t,2)Pu®) (d)it < e (m(kT) + max (k=202 =00} 7 (4.13)
174d

For Iék) (t,z), we write

=k! <¢(m+2)(1+9)(kat7 kx),
/k o (v (alt, )po () (@ +2) = V (@lt, Yoo () () = (V2 (alt, >wke<>><m>,z1{z|<l}>>W u)(d2)

2/ Wit kx,k(z+2) ( )
£, Vo (- 1 Dhtthak(@ta) | (k) (g
+/]~c—1Zd<v (u( ) )¢k9( )) (CL’),Z {\Z|§l}> ‘Z|d+a ( Z>>
k k
— I (t, ) + IS (1, 2).
Using (4.7) and (4.6) as well as the definition of 96, for a.e. w € Q, we can find mj := mj(w) > 1 such that for all

k> 2ms,

o(m+2)ap
/ / (4, 2) 2 (da)dt < cgh—2— / / |Gmsayise) (t0)|* plde)dt
12‘1 0 B, (m+2)(1+6)

< e (k= Gmo)t(d+a)d logiﬂ&fl%d k)T.

For Iy (t,2), we consider its dual. For any g € G ([0, ) LA(k™'2; i) and t € 0,7
/k L () ) (d)
- Wtk k(z+2z
=k 1/ / (G(t, ), Pmr2)(140) (Kt k) © Z>tT((x+) 18 (d2) 5 (dr)
pr 2]
(3 o ket k(w42
1(2 /k_lzd /{ |<1}<G(t,x)a¢(m+2)(1+0)(k tkr)® 2z >HTL+) 1) (dz) u (dz)
1 (e} wka ,kCC,k 42z
_ / / (Gt @ + 2), Pmi2)(1+0) (KT k(z + 2)) ® Z>tT((x+) 1) (dz) u (dz)
Sl B

= @) /;“Zd /{| <1} (G(t,2); mr2)40) (K k) @ 2) = (Gt @ + 2), d(mzy140) (KL k(z + 2)) @ 2)
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Wrot kx k(z+z
MT((I) 1B (dz) u® (dx).

Here, G(t, ) := g(t,2)V? (u(t, - )1o(-)) (), and in the second equality we used the change of variables x = # + Z and
z = —Z. Hence,

/ 18 (t,2)g(t, ) 1 (d)
kflzd

(]

a o Wget kx,k(x+2
+ / /{ 1oy GO DN nszinsn (K78 5w +2)) = diiayasan (K7 k)1 ) 0 ) u(’“)(dfﬁ))

Wret ke k(z+z
/ oy B (L )Gt 4 2) - <t,az>uz|wfﬁ> ™) (dz) u® (da)

k9+1

k k
= I () + IS (t),

where in the inequality we used again the change of variables + = Z 4+ Z and z = —Z, and also the fact that
supp|[G] C Byo. On the other hand, by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have for all k£ > o2mi

1/2
_ a z|?
551 (t) < csk 1( / |b(m+2)(110) (K¢, k) < / i “”(dz)) u(’“)(dx)>
Bk9+1 {

l2]<1} jzjra X
) 1/2
% / / |G(t,x + 2) — G(t,z)| Wgat,ka,k(z+z) u(k)(dz) ,U(k) (da)
k=124 J{|z|<1} 2|t

< Cgkjil </
Bk9+1

< erok ™t /
B

1/2
|G +2)(110) (K¢, k) [ (dﬂf)> sW#(G(t,),Gt,))?

1/2
’¢(m+2)(1+0)(/€°‘t7km)!2u(k)(d$)> (5(k)’w(g(t,')79( N2+ lg(t, )HL2(k*17Ld;H(k))>a

2k0
where
(i5) 2
cf(k)’w(G(t,‘ Z / / t r+2)—GWY C(gi_, w)) Wt ka,k(x+2) (w) u(k)(dz) ,u(k)(dac)
) 17d 174 |z|dte
and
w t l’—I—Z) g( )‘ Wiet ke ke(c+2
£ (g(t, ) / / DT ek b 2) 0912, (d)
17d 174d |Z’

with

GU(t,z) = g(t,w)82 (u(tézg’io) @) 1 <ij<ad
10

and in the last inequality we used (4.6).
By the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and (4.6) again,

| |2 1/2
( ) 1 / 2 / (k) (k)
C k™ G dz 0 dx
222 H < ( {|z\<1} ’Z|d+a ( )> ( )>

1/2
“ a 2 What ka k(z+z
’ </ /{| <1} [Gmr+0) (K E(@ +2)) = Sz (K4 ko) Twﬂ(k)(dz) u('“)(d:c)>

< cpok™! /
B

1/2
ld—a o o 2 Wkotg,

x |k~ )/ / | Gmr2)140) (K1, ) = Pmr2y140) (K1) %“(dy)“(d‘”) '
k146 k140 ":U y’

K0

1/2
g (t,x) ™ (dw)>
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Putting all the estimates together yields that for every g € Cy, ([0, T]; L?(k~'Z% u(k))) and t € [0,7],

[ 8 gt )

17d

1/2
_ 2 k
< cish ( /B [Gm 21110 (K, k)| u(k)(dfﬂ)) (&% (9622, 908N + llg(t, ) 21200 )
2k0
_d+ o a 1/2
+ c13 Bymenass (Dmr2) o) (Kt ), dmia)are) (k) / 19(E, ) 2 (124,09

This, along with (4.7) and the Young inequality, gives us that for every k > 23,

/ / I8, 2)g(t, )™ (da) dt
17d

1 T
<1 [ A w0 a0 o

o(m+2)ap )
+C14k_(d+2+a)/ / |Dmr2)110) ()| p(da)dt
0 2(m+2)(1+0)

o(m+2)ap
+ cpak (@42 /0 ELB, (mi2)(140) (Pm+2)(140)(t*)s Pmt2y(140) (L)) di

1T LT 2 —(2—a)+(d+a)0 1 a2
<3 [ Y gt N e [0 R0t + sl log #4757 k)T,
0 0

Furthermore, by the change of variable, we get

19 (t0) = 1 (9 (00,40 (0) @), [ Gz (F20.0) = Omparcn (K0, Ea)) 5 () )

‘y _ kx’d—ka

= kol <v (a(t,ooro () (@) £0,8, 1 19010) Dt 2)140) (K78 ) (@)

o a Wkt ke,
+/ (Dm+2)140) (KO, Y) — dmr2)1+0) (KT, k) ‘_ktxyﬂaﬂ(dy)>
Bl m+2)1+6) y
_ _ 8 o a @
=k 1<V (a(t, )bgo (+)) (2), a¢(m+2)(1+0)('7 kx)(k°t) — V(kt, kz) + 7{ V(k°t,-) du
B, (m+2)(1+6)
o «a Wkt kx,
+/ (Pm+2)(140) (T, Y) — dms2)a+0) (Kt k) ‘_ktx’ﬂraﬂ(dy)>
Bl mi2)1+6) y

= k! <v (W, Yo () (), oDy k) 1) — V(R kx>> + 157 (t,2) + Iy (1, ).

Here the third inequality follows from the corrector equation (2.14). According to (2.22) and the fact that 2™ < k <
2mF1 we know that, for a.e. w € Q and every 6y € (a/d, 1), there is a random variable m} := m}(w) > 1 such that
for all k > 2mi,

2

T kT
/0 /k 1157 ()P ) (d) dt < KO0V (@l Yoo (DI /0 at

< c16 k2a_2_00(1+9)dT.

% V(ta ) dp
B, (m+2)(1+0)

Note that ¢(m42)(110)(y) = 0 for all y € B ,,..0)146 and supp[yye] C Bye. Hence, for all k > omi

// 1D (¢, 2) 2 1 ® (da) dit
lzd

T 2
a— = « wka 7k )
<RI O [ [ maenrp( ) 0 a
K0

yek—1Z4:|ly—kx|>k1+¢
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(I4v)a

<cpitisen [1 / B2y (K1, k)2 1) () it < eqgh= oI+ (10 T2 )T

where the last inequality follows from (4.7).

Summarizing all above estimates for I. ék) (t,z), we conclude that
17 (¢, @) = K <v (@, Yo () (), Dy (- k) ) — V(R kx>> + R (k) (414)
where for all k > 2max{mims}
/ / k) (t,2)|? p®) (da) dt < 19 max{k~ (2~ +(d+a)? k2a72+9a*90(1+9)d}(10g% k)T. (4.15)
k=174

In particular, according to (4.12) and (4.14), one can see that the term with the coefficient k<%~ 'V (k®, kz) in Il(k) (t,z)
vanishes (by the associated terms in I3 (k) (t,x)), which partly explains why we define the function vy (¢, x) as in (4.8).

For the estimate for Ii )(t ), we consider the cases x € Bgyo o and @ ¢ Bsye o separately. When x € B
get from the fact V (a(t,-)1o(-)) (y) # 0 only if y € Bye that for every k > 21,

3k0 /20 W€

110 (8, )|

< (’I_L(t, )wk‘) ()) (y>7 ¢(m+2)(1+9) (kat7 ky) ¢(m+2)(1+9) (katv ]{JJ)> Wkt kr,ky (g
v L0
Bo |y — x|t

(dy)

< exl|V(alt, Yoo () llook ™ (1 + |zf) 747 (/B |bomr2)a+0) K8 k)| ™) (dy) + K Snsay i) (KO, kl‘)l)
k0

< ek ™ML+ [zf)Tdme | K02 (/
B

where the first inequality follows from the fact that |y — x| > co2(1 + |z|) for all y € Bye and x € BS
When z € Bsje 9, it holds that

1/2
|D(m+2)(140) (K1, ky)|2u(k)(dy)) + Kb mr2) a0y (K k)] ]

k0

3K0 /2"

119t )|
=k / (V (u(t, Vo (-) (y) = V (@(t, )bgo () (@), dmr2)(140) (Kt ky) — dmoyi+o) (KT, kx))
k=1B,(m+2)(146)
Wi €T — o Wi R,
x % pB (dy) + (Va(t, 2)ipo (2), ms2)1+0) (kT k) / % u® (dy)
y—x Bl 1 ymi2)1+0) y—r

- IV (@t )30 () () = ¥ (@l Yo ) @y
< sk </Bk S ly — z|d+a Iz (dy))

) . ) 1/2
x (/ [Gmss0) (K ky) = dmiiare) (2 h)|wetuia u(k)(dy)>
By 15(m+2)(146) ly = aftre

1
+ co3k ™Y dim k°t, kx))| - / — W (dy
23k [ Pm12)(140) ( )| ( 12y a2y [y — T (dy)

2 1/2
m kot ky) — Gm kOt k ot ha
<CQ4k_l<</ |bmr2)040) (KL ky) — & +23<+1a+9>( 2)|” Whet ey M(k)(dy))
By _1,(m+2)(1+0) ly — =]

+ 5 b (nr2)(140) (K1, kx)’) ;

where in the equality above we used the fact V (u(t, )t () (¥) = Gm+2)(146)(k°t, ky) = 0 for all y € By gmina46)
and in the first inequality we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the fact |y — z| > k%/2 for every y €
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B} 1 gmi2a+e) and © € Baye 5. Hence, we obtain that

k _ |D(mr2)1+0) (K, kY) — B2y (140) (KT, k) [Pwhoy o ko 1/2
117 (2, 2)] < c2s (’f 1(/ Lt (_ d)j-a : Tt )<d3/)> 15,0, (%)
k1B, (m42)(140) ly —

()

1/2
T (/ [ Gm2y40) (K4 )| 1 (dy) ) 155,
B /2

K0

+ T Bng2)(140) (KO, k)| ) :

Thus, we get that for all k > oms

T
/ lelﬁawﬂmmw@ﬁ<C%F<“%®<k%a+W{/c u+aw2dM¢“w@)

3k0 /2

o(m+2)ap )
X (/ / | bmr2)(140) (t, 7)) M(dfﬂ)dt>
0 B, (m+2)(1+6)

o(m+2)ap
+ kT /0 LB i1ty (Bm+2)140)(t, ) Dam2)(1+0) (1)) dt]

< cark (o) HdH 0 (o0 TN k)T,

where the last inequality is a consequence of (4.7).
Note that by (4.11), (4.12) and (4.14),

Lro(t, ) (@) = (I (8, 2) + I (1, 2)) + 17 (8, 2) + 1V (8, 2)
-—Z@@fﬂwﬂﬂﬁﬂ+kWJ<VW@J¢WH)@%;¢mwxwm@h@@%»
P, 2) + KO (4 2) + 15 (8, 2) + 18 (¢, 2)] + 1) (¢, @)

= (s () (@) 12 (9 (Y 0) 90, sy (00 ) + I 0,) + 1)),

Combining the above estimates for K%k) (t,x) and Kék) (t,z) in (4.13) and (4.15) with the estimates for Iz(lf) (t,z) and
I{M(t, ), we find that for a.e. w € Q, there exists & := 2max{mimsmi} guch that for all k > ki and 6y € (a/d, 1),

/ / (¢, 2))? ™) (da)dt <cog max{k:_(2_a)+(d+a)0,k2a-2+9a-90(1+9)d}(10g(2(%1%;1“1 k)T
17d (4.16)

+ C28 (F(kaT) + max{k,—Qﬁo(Q—oz)’ k—@gd}) T

and, for every g € C,, ([0, T]; L*(k~'Z% ,u(k))), it holds that

)g(t, ) ) (dm)dt‘
lzd

(4.17)
20+ (da)d (1 S LT m e 2
< cpgk™ 2 “U%M*WM@T+2/‘@ (90699 @)+ 5 [ 19ty s
0 0
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Therefore, we deduce from the definition of vy, that for all ¢ € [0,7T] and = € k~1Z¢,

o = ) (6,2) — L — )0, )(2)
0 =
= hit.2) = g (00t 00 (2) = & Yo () o))

1/ 0 _ ™
—k 1 <8tvu(ta 90)7%9 (IE), ¢(m+2)(1+9) (k t, kIE)> + J(k) (t, .’13) + Iél;) (t, 37)

(4.18)
. . ou
= Lu(z) — L(wyo) (z )+5(t 2) (1 — Yo ()
B
— k7! <8tvw, 2) Yo (2), Dmr2)(1+0) (K, k:x)> + I (@t 2) + I (¢, 2)
= QW(t.2) + Iy (1. ).
where we used the fact that uy and @ satisfy equations (1.9) and (1.8), respectively. By (4.17),
/ | 1) P ayar
17d
T
8) (4. 22, Falt. V) — E(alt. ebwo () ()12 0 E)
< c30< [ e [C [ g w - 2 e @
/ e (1 () (e (4.19)
17d

2(m+2)aT
wrmtezre [ / Bims2)(140) <t,x>\2u<dm>dt>
0 2 (m+2)(1+0)

< 31 max (k2 HE+a)0 j20-2100—60(1+6)d | ~6(d+28) |~200(2-0) k—eod}(logi(z(‘;fli?m WT + cim (K°T) T

which the last inequality is due to (4.5), (4.7), (4.9) and (4.16).
Multiplying uz — vy, on both sides of (4.18) and taking the integration with respect to u*) yield that

3 () = 0kt sz ) + 6 (= 0 (6), (i = w)(0,)

= / IS (¢, @) (up (8, ) — g (t,2)) P (d) + / QW (¢, x) (ug(t, @) — vi(t, ) p® (dx)
k—17d k

—17d
1
<[ Bt - uta)a®dn) [ 1WA )+ ot )~ ol g
k=174 k—17d

Hence, by (4.17) and (4.19), for a.e. w € Q and all k > kjj(w),

t:[%pT [Juk(t, ) — vi(t )HL2 —17d;,(k)) / @@ ((ug = ve)(t, "), (uk — vg)(t,-)) dt

T
/ S (k= v (8, (e — ) (8,)) e+ /0 etk (8.} = 0kt )22 10,00

g9 max k(20 H(d+a)0 p20-2400-00(1+0)d 1-0(d+28) 1~200(2-0) Qod}(logi(g((;jz)ﬁ/\d k)T + cgom (K°T) T

where we used the fact u(0,2) = v(0,2) = @(0,x) = g(x) (also thanks to P(mi2)(1+9)(0,2) = 0 for all z € Z%).

Choosing 6 = m and 0y € (a/d, 1) close to 1 (note that d > «), we obtain

max{k—(Q—a)+(d+a) k,20¢ 24+0a—00(1+6)d k~ 0(d+2p) k™ 200 (2— Oé) God} < k._%

This, along with the differential inequality above, we have for all k > £,

_ (2-a)(d+28) (14+7)a N
s[up} llug(t, ) — vi(t, )||L2 k1708 <egg | k- 2dtat2m (log@d-a)Ad k) + 7 (KYT) el'T.
telo, T ’

Furthermore, we get

uk(t, ) — vk(t, )HL2 RY;dx)
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- ¥ / g (t, ) — og(t,2)|? da

sen—17d 7 Thcica(zizith™]

<2 5 (’Uk(t,a?) - ’l)k(t7z)’2 + |ok(t, z) — ve(t, z)\Q) da
ser—1zd Y Thicica(zozitk™"]
= 2ug(t, ) — vk(t, )||L2 ~1gd. k) T2 E / . ok (t, 2) — vg(t, 2)|? do
z€k— 1zd 1<i<d Zl’zz+k ]

2t = o e sy + (K77 S K i (ko)
z€k—174d

< 2un(t) = 0t Mgy + (K2 42
By(m+2)(1+0)

|P(m+2)1+0) (KL, ')|2>

_ (2=a)(d+28) a(1+y)
< egpk 2dFot2B (log(2(d7a))/\d k),

where c3¢ depends on T'. Note that the second inequality follows from
vk (8, 2) — vk(t, 2)]|
< ear([alt, 2)vge () — alt, 2)epo (2))| + kTHV (alt, 2)ibgo () — V(alt, 2)e0 (2))] - [d(mi2)10) (KT k2)])
< ezght ((1 V (esglz]) 797 + | (mt2)(1+0) (KL, k:z)|> for € 27124 and z € H (2,2 + k7).

1<i<d

Here we used (4.8), (4.6) and the fact ¢42)(146) (Kt k) = G(my2)(140) (kT kz) for every x € [c;cq(2i 21 + k1]
by the way of extending the function at the beginning of the proof; while in the last inequality we used (4.7) with the
choice of 6 = M-ﬁii%'

Combining this with (4.9), we finally complete the proof for the case a € (1, 2).

When 8 = oo, there exists Ry > 0 so that supp[u(t, )] C Bg, for every ¢t € [0,T]. In this case, we can use @ instead
of uye and follow the arguments above to prove the desired conclusion.

Case 2: We assume that a € (0,1]. Let dm : Ry x Z% — R? be the solution to the equation (2.23). For every
2m < k< 2m*1 we define vy, : [0,T] x k71Z¢ — R by

vg(t, ) = ’U'(tv 95)%9 (z) + k! <V(a(t, x)¢k9 (1‘)), $(m+2)(1+9)(t? kx)> :

As before, we can extend it to v, : [0, 7] x R? — R by setting $(m+2)(1+9) (t,z) = $(m+2)(1+9) (t,2) if v € [[1cicq(2ir 2t

1] N By(m+2ya+e) for the unique z € Bomiz)a+6 N Z? and setting Pm42)(1+0)(t, ¥) = 0 if = & Byms2)a+e). Then, using
(2.25), (3.1) and (3.9), and following the arguments for Case 1, we can find kf := kj(w) > 1 such that for all & > kg,

sup lug(t,-) — a(t, )| L2 (re:de)

)

ko z(zsiffzﬁ) (1 1+(4(d1j;y)/\2d k) 1
og o=
< cao/ T (B¥T) + cao _ a(d+268) ’

(14))e
Lk 2(2d+a+28) (10g (4(d—a))A2d k) o € (07 1)‘

Next, we are going to prove the remaining estimate in (1.10) for o € (0,1). By (1.8) and (1.9),

o = ) (6.2) = £F (e~ ) (1))

— (G - hu)@) - (Gato) - Late )@ ) + (chate)@ - ca)@)  G2)
= Lha(t, ) (z) — La(t,-)(z) :== J(t, z).
According to (3.1) and (3.7), there exists k := kj(w) > 0 such that for all k > &,

2(1—a)

/ / J(t,2)? p®)(dx) dt < eq (max{k_ ] ,k_%} + 7r(kO‘T)> T
17d
Putting this into (4.20) and following the the proof for Case 1 again, we can prove for all k > kf,

sup |Jug(t,-) — a(t, '>HL2(Rd;dz) < ey (\/7‘( (koT) + max{k_ljriv, k_2(1+w) }) )

te[0,7)
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This completes the proof of the theorem. O

Remark 4.2. We now explain why the convergence rate in Theorem 1.1 contains the term 7(k*7T) in the right hand
side of (1.10). When X(¢) = 0, clearly 7(k*T) = 0. One can do a deterministic time-change to reduce the general
case to the case that K(t) = 0 as follows.
Define .
~  Wal(t),a,y

/0 K(r)ydr and wigy : K(a-1(t))’ (4.21)
where a~1(t) is the inverse function of the strictly increasing continuous function a(t). Then {@W; 4, : t € [0,00), (z,y) €
E} satisfies Assumption (H) with E[w; ;] =1 and w; ., < C/K; for all t > 0 and (x,y) € E. Define

Gfa)= Y () - f0) L f e k), (4.22)
yEL:yF#a Y
and for each integer k > 1
Ees@) =kt S () - fa) ) fe @) (4.2
yEk—1Z4d:y#x y

Let T > 0, g € C2(R%), B € (0,00] and h € %5 ,1. Denote by v the solution to (1.8) on [0, K7 x R? but with 1
in place of X in the definition of £ and h(t/X,z)/X in place of h(t,z), and v¥ the solution to (1.9) but with L,’f’w in

pla(je of Lf’w and hk(t,l’) = %W in place of h(t,ZL‘) Then
uj (t,x) = vf (ak(t),z) and a(t,z) = o(Kt,x), (4.24)

where ai(t) := k~%a(kt).

Suppose that h = 0. Denote the right hand side of (1.11) by r(k) for {w; gz, : t > 0 and (x,y) € E}, v¢(t,z) and
o(t, ) with XT in place of T'. Then, by (4.24), (1.11) and the Lipschitz continuity of ©(¢,x) with respect to t in the
Hilbert space L?(R%; dx), we have

sup |Jug(t,-) — a(?t, )| L2(ra;dn)
t€[0,T]

< sup v (ak(t), ) — 0(Kt, )| L2 (raiae)
t€[0,T]

< sup (Ilv?:(ak(t), ) = U(ak(t), )l L2y + 10(ak(t), ) — v(Xt, ')HL?(Rd;dac))
t€[0,T]
<r(k) + sup |ag(t) — Kt
t€[0,T]

<r(k)+ sup
te[0,T7]

kot
k /0 (X(r) — XK)dr

)+ sup / |K(k*s) — Kl|ds
t€[0,7]

T
< r(k) +/ |K(k%s) — Klds
0
r(k) + w(k“T)VT,
where the last inequality is due to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. ]

5. APPENDIX
5.1. Dense property of .7, ;7. In this part, we assert that, for any 7" > 0 and g € C2%(R%), the set Soo,9,T 18 dense
in L2([0,T] x R%dt x dx). Indeed, let ¢ € Cs°(R) be such that 0 < ¢ < 1 on R with ¢(r) = 1 for all » < 1 and
@(r)=0forall r > 2. Fix T > 0 and g € C%(R%). Given f € L2([0,T] x R dt x dx), set
t
gn(t,x) = @(|z| — n) <Ptg(a:) —i—/ P_sf(s,x) ds> ,

0

and 5
falt, ) = agn(t,x) - Zgn(t, ()
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for any (t,z) € [0,T] x R Then, following the proof of [21, Lemma A.1], we can check that f,, € % 47 and

Jim £ = fll 20,7 xRt xdz) = O-

5.2. Proofs of Poincaré-type inequalities. The proofs in this part mainly follow from these of [21, Propositions
2.2 and 2.3|, respectively.

Proof of Proposition 2.2. Note that, by (2.5), there are a constant dy € (0,1), A\g > 0 and a random variable mg(w) > 1
such that for all m > mg(w),

i (Bf,f;xz (y)) > Xop(Br(y), 0<t<2MT, xy,29,y € Bam with zy # o, [m?] <7 < 2™ (5.1)

Thus, for all f:Z% — R, m > mo(w), 0 <t < 2T, y € Bam and [m?] < r < 2™, according to the Cauchy-Schwartz
inequality, we obtain

/B y () - 72 » fdn)’ ()

2
S Y (% e - )

21€B,(y) “z2€Br(y)\{z1}

<uB) Y (fla) — fa)?

x1,22€ B (y):x1#£T2

—uBO)" Y e Y ()~ TG+ I~ (@)
x1,22€ By (y):w1 Aae M (Brjéoj (y)) zer:?S’IQ ()
<GB Y > ()= )+ (w2) - £(2))),

Zl,ﬂ?QGBr(y)le;éCEQ ZeBi’zlﬁxQ (y)
00

where in the second inequality we used (5.1).
By the definition of Bﬁ’éxg’m(y), we know that w; s, ., > dp and |x; — 2| < 2r for every z € Bﬁ’gg’“ (y) and
x1,x2 € By(y) with z1 # x9. Thus,

wB)? > Yoo () - f(2)?
1,22€Br (y):x1#x2 ZGBZ%’IQ (y)
_ o _ Wt 2,2
<SlenTouBiw) Y >, () —fE) =
z1,22€Br(y):z1#£T2 zer{;&,zQ () 1
_dia Wt 1,2
<er > > (flan) - f(2)? m
21,22€Br (y):x1#£x2 2€ By (y)
o Wt,z,z a ew
<er® D (flz) - f(2) m = carEy () (1 )
x,zGBr(y)
Similarly, we have
u(Br(y))~? > D (flx2) = f(2)” < esrEs, ) (1, ).

r1,22€8, (y);wl #x9 ZEB:?S ) (y)

Putting all the estimates above together, we can obtain the desired conclusion (2.11). O
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Proof of Proposition 2.3. For every 1 < k <m and f,g: Bom — R,

S [ (e, ede)ua

zEZd K1 2k+1

“x L JARCICERS N e

+1 yezm kmBQk+l (Z)

x x) — d dz
% > )[/B%(y)ﬂ)(g() ji2k(y)gﬂ> p(d)

| YELY, &M Bok+1 (z
+/ f(x) (j{ gdu— ]{ gdu) M(dﬂf)]
B,k (y) Bk () Bog+1(2)

2

= > / ( )—jik(y)gdu> p(dz)

yezd 2

(5.2)

m,k

1(Bar) }1{ fdp f gdu—y{ gdu | .
? dz Z () ( Byk (y) B,k (y) Byk+1(2)

ZeZm,k+1 yermkﬂBz;ﬂH
According to the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality,

HB) 2 2 (7{92;@ ) ! dﬂ) (fj%k(y) pa 72%1(@ ! du>

2€LYE o YELE, \NByk i1 (2)

1/2 1/2

2 2
< 2k (% gdu—fﬁ 9@0 (%ﬁ f@& 5.3
Z Z B,k (y) Byg+1(2) Z B,k (y) (5:3)

ZE€LY, o1 YELS,  NByiy1(2) YELY,

1/2 1/2

< cp 2k ; > ]{ ( jikﬂ(z)gdﬂyﬂ(dﬂ?) > <jik(y)fdu>2

2€LYE o YELE, (NByki1 (2 yezd,

By (5.1), for a.e. w € , there exist constants dy, \g > 0 and a random variable mg(w) > 1 so that for every
m = mo(w),

(B;,fg “2(y )) > Xop(Bar(y)), 0<t<2M, 21,29,y € Bom with 21 # x9,0logy(mlog2) < k < m. (5.4)

Hence, using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality again, we derive

2
x) — d dx
?i’gk(y) (9( ) yi’Qkﬂ(z)g N) H( )

2
= (Bt (y)) " 1(Byra (2)) 72 Y ( > (9(?}61)9(«’62)))

£1€Bok (y) \22€B,k11(2):m2#T1
< 272 3 (g(a1) — g(22))?
1€ B,k (¥),22€ B,k 1 (2),21 722
-1
— cy2 2k S p (B ) > (glen) = g(a1) + 9(=1) — g(@2))?
x1 €B2k (y),12€32k+1 (z),xl #x9 21 GB;;; s T (y)
< ey2 % S > (g = g(20) + (9(=1) — g(22))* ),

21€By (¥),22€Bok 41 (2),21 722 zleB;’:}S’IQ (y)
160
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where the last inequality follows from (5.4). Note that wy g, -, > do, wt w2 > do, |1 — 21| < 28! and |mg — 29| < 2F43
for all z; € ijg;’m (y), 21 € Byi(y), @2 € Borra(2), 2 € Z4, 1 and y € Z, | N Bory1 (2). We further get

9~ 3hkd > Y (glzn) —g(=1)

21€By (¥),22€Bog 41 (2),21722 zleBz VT, 22(y)

_ _ 2 ’UJt, ,
compuag 5 >l e
21€By (¥),22€Bog 11 (2),21722 zleBz 1T 22(y)
—k(2d— 2 Wiz,
TN > 5t ot

21€Byk (y),22€Byk 11 (2),x1722 21€ B,k (v)

_ _ w
<27 M N (glan) — g(m))
|21 — 21
x1,21€ B,k (y)

o—3kd Z 2 (g(x1) — g(=1))*

21€Byk (y),22€Byg 11 (2), 21722 zleBt 2L ”(y)

—k(d—a) _ 2 Wiwoz
< 662 Z (9(732) g(zl)) |x2 — d4a”
22€Byk+1(2),21€B85k (y)

Thus, for every m > mo(w), 0 <t < 2™*T and k € Z N [0logy(mlog 2), m],

2
Wt zq,x
74 o) - 74 gdu| p(dr) < e K@) / / (9(z1) — 9(22)2— 255224 (),
B () Byt (2) By (y) J By (2) w1 — 2

and so

Similarly, we can obtain

> > ( )jigk(y) <g(w) - jizkﬂ(z)gdu) p(dz)

d d
ZeZm,k+l yeZm,kmB2k+1 z

—k(d—a Wt,xq,x
< ezt 3O > / / 1) = glea) B ) ()

k+1 (Z
ZeZ'm k+1 yeZ'm kmB2k+1 2

— -« w 5L1,L — «
<o M) [ gla) = gl o) ) = 262 M, (0,9).
Bym J Bym |71 — 22

Combining this with (5.2) and (5.3), and taking the summation in (5.2) from k& = n (with m > mg(w) and
n € ZN[Alogy(mlog?2),m|) to k =m — 1, we get the desired assertion (2.13). O
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