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QUANTITATIVE HOMOGENIZATION ON TIME-DEPENDENT RANDOM CONDUCTANCE
MODELS WITH STABLE-LIKE JUMPS

XIN CHEN, ZHEN-QING CHEN, TAKASHI KUMAGAI AND JIAN WANG

Abstract. We establish quantitative homogenization results for time-dependent random conductance models with
stable-like long range jumps on Zd, where the transition probability from x to y is given by wt,x,y|x − y|−d−α with
α ∈ (0, 2). In particular, time-dependent random coefficients {wt,x,y : t ∈ R+, (x, y) ∈ E} are uniformly bounded from
above (but may be degenerate), and satisfy the Kolmogorov continuous condition, where E = {(x, y) : x ̸= y ∈ Zd} is
the set of all unordered pairs on Zd. 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.

Keywords: time-dependent random conductance model with stable-like jumps; quantitative stochastic homogenization;
α-stable-like process; regional parabolic equation; multi-scale Poincaré inequality
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1. Introduction and main result

The primary purpose of this paper is to investigate convergence rates in the L2-sense for a family of parabolic
α-stable-like operators ∂t − L

k,ω
t on k−1Zd with rapidly oscillating and time-dependent random coefficients, where

L
k,ω
t f(x) := k−d

∑
y∈k−1Zd:y ̸=x

(f(y)− f(x))
wkαt,kx,ky(ω)

|x− y|d+α
(1.1)

with d ⩾ 1, α ∈ (0, 2) and {wt,x,y(ω) : t ⩾ 0, x, y ∈ Zd, ω ∈ Ω} being non-negative random coefficients on some
probability space (Ω,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 R+ := [0,∞), and E = {(x, y) : x ̸= y ∈ Zd} be the collection of all unordered distinct pairs
on Zd. Suppose that {wt,x,y : t ∈ R+, (x, y) ∈ E} are time-dependent non-negative random variables satisfying the
following conditions:

(i) wt,x,y = wt,y,x with E[wt,x,y] = K(t) for every t ∈ R+ and (x, y) ∈ E. Moreover, there exist positive constants
K1, K2 and K such that

K1 ⩽ K(t) ⩽ K2, t ∈ R+ (1.2)
and

lim
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

0
|K(s)−K|2 ds = 0. (1.3)

(ii) There exists a constant C1 ⩾ 1 such that wt,x,y ⩽ C1 for all t ∈ R+ and (x, y) ∈ E.
(iii) There exist positive constants p, η and C2 such that for all s, t ∈ R+ with |t− s| ⩽ 1 and (x, y) ∈ E,

E [|wt,x,y − ws,x,y|p] ⩽ C2|t− s|1+η. (1.4)

(iv) For every n ∈ N+ := {1, 2, · · · }, 0 ⩽ t1 ⩽ t2 ⩽ · · · ⩽ tn and mutually distinct pairs (x1, y1), · · · , (xn, yn) ∈ E,
random variables {wti,xi,yi}1⩽i⩽n are independent.

We note that under Assumption (H), the time-dependent random coefficients {wt,x,y : t ∈ R+, (x, y) ∈ E} are
not necessarily strictly positive, and are not independent for all distinct pairs (t, (x, y)) ∈ R+ × E. For notational
convenience, we set wt,x,x = 0 for all t > 0 and x ∈ Rd. First, we note that in Assumption (H)(ii) the random
coefficients {wt,x,y : t ∈ R+, (x, 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 {wt,x,y : t ∈ R+, (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 ψ1, ψ2 ∈ Cb(R+), s, t ∈ R+ and x, y, v, w ∈ Rd,

Cov (ψ1(ws,v,w), ψ2(wt+s,x+v,y+w)) ⩽ C3∥ψ1∥∞∥ψ2∥∞1{(x,y)=(0,0)}.

Unlike the paper by Amstrong-Bordas-Mourrat [4] for the diffusive case, we do not assume the random coefficients
{wt,x,y : t ∈ R+, (x, y) ∈ E} satisfy the finite range dependence property in time variable t ∈ R+. In other words,
{wt,x,y : t ∈ R+, (x, y) ∈ E} and {ws,x,y : t ∈ R+, (x, y) ∈ E} can be dependent for any t ̸= s.

Let µ be a counting measure on Zd. For any α ∈ (0, 2), t ∈ R+ and ω ∈ Ω, we define a time-dependent stable-like
operator as follows

Lω
t f(x) :=

∑
y∈Zd:y ̸=x

(f(y)− f(x))
wt,x,y(ω)

|x− y|d+α
, f ∈ L2(Zd;µ). (1.5)

It determines a continuous-time time-inhomogeneous strong Markov process {Xω
t }t⩾0 on Zd. For each integer k ⩾ 1,

the scaled process {k−1Xω
kαt}t⩾0 on k−1Zd has infinitesimal generator L

k,ω
t given by (1.1). Define

L̄f(x) := lim
ε→0

∫
{|y−x|⩾ε}

(f(y)− f(x))
K

|x− y|d+α
dy, f ∈ C2

c (Rd), (1.6)

which will be served as the limit of the scaled operators {Lk,ω
t }k⩾1 as k → ∞ under Assumption (H) (partly due to

(1.3)).
Fix T > 0, g ∈ C2

c (Rd) and β ∈ (0,∞]. Let

Sβ,g,T :=

{
h : [0, T ]× Rd → R

∣∣∣∣ there exists f ∈ C1([0, T ];C3
b (Rd)) with f(0, x) = g(x) such that

h(t, x) =
∂

∂t
f(t, x)− L̄f(t, ·)(x) for all (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]× Rd, and there is a constant C0 > 0 so that

sup
t∈[0,T ],x∈Rd,0⩽i⩽3

[(
|∇i

xf(t, x)|+
∣∣∣∂f(t, x)

∂t

∣∣∣)(1 ∨ (C0|x|))d+β
]
<∞

}
.

(1.7)

In particular, for β = ∞,

S∞,g,T :=

{
h : [0, T ]× Rd → R

∣∣∣∣ there exists f ∈ C1([0, T ];C3
c (Rd)) with f(0, x) = g(x) such that

h(t, x) =
∂

∂t
f(t, x)− L̄f(t, ·)(x) for all (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]× Rd

}
.

It is clear that Sβ1g,T ⊂ Sβ2,g,T when β1 ⩾ β2. Note that for any bounded function h on [0, T ] × Rd, the parabolic
equation {

∂
∂t ū(t, x) = L̄ū(t, ·)(x) + h(t, x), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× Rd,

ū(0, x) = g(x)
(1.8)

has a unique solution given by

ū(t, x) = P̄tg(x) +

∫ t

0
P̄t−sh(s, x) ds, (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× Rd,

where {P̄t}t⩾0 is the semigroup associated with the Lévy operator L̄; e.g. see [31, Chapter 6, Sections 4 and 5]. It follows
from heat kernel estimates for the α-stable-Lévy process (i.e., for the semigroup {P̄t}t⩾0) that C([0, T ];C2

c (Rd)) ⊂
Sα,g,T for every T > 0 and g ∈ C2

c (Rd). On the other hand, it will be proved in Subsection 5.1 of the Appendix
that S∞,g,T is dense in L2([0, T ] × Rd; dt × dx) for every T > 0 and g ∈ C2

c (Rd). Therefore, Sβ,g,T is dense in
L2([0, T ]× Rd; dt× dx) for every β ∈ [α,∞].

For any k ⩾ 1, let µ(k) be the normalized counting measure on k−1Zd so that µ(k)([0, 1)d) = 1. Given T > 0,
g ∈ C2

c (Rd), β ∈ (0,∞] and h ∈ Sβ,g,T , let uωk ∈ C1([0, T ];L2(k−1Zd;µ(k))) be a solution to the following equation
associated with L

k,ω
t : {

∂
∂tu

ω
k (t, x) = L

k,ω
t uωk (t, ·)(x) + h(t, x), (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× k−1Zd,

uωk (0, x) = g(x).
(1.9)
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We extend the definition of uωk to uωk : [0, T ]×Rd → R by setting uωk (t, x) = uωk (t, z) if x ∈
∏

1⩽i⩽d(zi, zi + k−1] for the
unique z := (z1, z2, · · · , zd) ∈ k−1Zd.

The following is the main result of this paper. It gives the quantitative homogenization result for the time-dependent
operators {Lω

t }t⩾0. Throughout the paper, for a, b ∈ R, a ∨ b := max{a, b} and a ∧ b = min{a, b}.

Theorem 1.1. Assume that Assumption (H) holds and that d > α. For T > 0, g ∈ C2
c (Rd), β ∈ (0,∞] and

h ∈ Sβ,g,T , let ū and uωk be the solutions to (1.8) and (1.9), respectively. Then, for a.e. ω ∈ Ω and any γ > 0, there
are a constant C0 > 0 (which depends on T , f , g and γ) and a random variable k0(ω) ⩾ 1 (which depends on T and
γ but is independent of f and g) such that for all k ⩾ k0(ω),

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥uωk (t, ·)− ū(t, ·)∥L2(Rd;dx)

⩽ C0

√
π (kαT ) + C0


min

{
k
− α(d+2β)

2(2d+α+2β) (log
α(1+γ)

(4(d−α))∧2d k), k
−( 1−α

1+γ
∧ d

2(1+γ)
)
log1/2 k

}
, α ∈ (0, 1),

k
− d+2β

2(2d+1+2β) (log
1+ 1+γ

(4(d−1))∧2d k), α = 1,

k
− (2−α)(d+2β)

2(2d+α+2β) (log
α(1+γ)

(4(d−α))∧2d k), α ∈ (1, 2),

(1.10)

where π(t) :=
1

t

∫ t

0
|K(s)−K|2 ds.

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
{wt,x,y : t ∈ R+, (x, y) ∈ E} in the time variable t. In fact, according to Assumption (H)(iv), for every
fixed (x, y) ∈ E, the collection of random variables {wti,x,y}i⩾1 may not be independent with each other for
mutually distinct {ti}i⩾1 ⊂ R+. 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 {Lω

t }t⩾0 come from two terms. The first one is π (kαT ), which describes the convergence for the
expectation of random coefficients K(t) = E [wt,x,y] to K as t → ∞, and the second term comes from the
averaging of space variables for random coefficients {wt,x,y : t ∈ R+, (x, y) ∈ E}, which is of the polynomial
decay. The leading order of the second term is (α∧(2−α))(d+2β)

2(2d+α+2β) for all α ∈ (0, 2), which is increasing with
respect to the parameter β. Therefore, the faster decay of the test function h(t, x) given in (1.8) (that is, the
larger β in (1.8)), the faster rate in the quantitative stochastic homogenization for time-dependent random
conductance models with stable-like jumps. In particular, when β = ∞ and K(t) ≡ K for all t ∈ R+ (which
implies π(t) ≡ 0), the estimate (1.10) is reduced to

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥uωk (t, ·)− ū(t, ·)∥L2(Rd;dx)

⩽ C0


min

{
k−α/2(log

α(1+γ)
(4(d−α))∧2d k), k

−( 1−α
1+γ

∧ d
2(1+γ)

)
log1/2 k

}
, α ∈ (0, 1),

k−1/2(log
1+ 1+γ

(4(d−1))∧2d k), α = 1,

k−(2−α)/2(log
α(1+γ)

(4(d−α))∧2d k), α ∈ (1, 2).

(1.11)

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(i,(x,y))
(k) : i = 1, 2, (x, y) ∈ E, k ∈ N+} be independent and uniformly bounded non-

negative random variables with E[Z(i,(x,y))
(k) ] = 1 for all i = 1, 2, (x, 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 t 7→ wt,x,y to be a linear function on the subintervals
[n, n+1/2] and [n+1/2, n+1] with wn,x,y = Z

(1,(x,y))
(n+1) , wn+1/2,x,y = Z

(2,(x,y))
(n+1) and wn+1,x,y = Z

(1,(x,y))
(n+2) ; that is,

wt,x,y =

{
(2n+ 1− 2t)Z

(1,(x,y))
(n+1) + (2t− 2n)Z

(2,(x,y))
(n+1) , n ⩽ t ⩽ n+ 1/2,

(2n+ 2− 2t)Z
(2,(x,y))
(n+1) + (2t− (2n+ 1))Z

(1,(x,y))
(n+2) , n+ 1/2 ⩽ t < n+ 1.

Then, Assumption (H)(i), (ii) and (iv) clearly hold with K(t) ≡ 1, Assumption (H)(iii) is because
E
[
|wt,x,y − ws,x,y|2

]
⩽ c1|t − s|2, which can be obtained thanks to the uniform boundedness of {Z(i,(x,y))

(k) :

i = 1, 2, (x, y) ∈ E, k ∈ N+}. Hence, Theorem 1.1 holds for the time-dependent process given by the (time-
dependent) random conductance {wt,x,y|x − y|−d−α : t ∈ R+, (x, y) ∈ E}. This is a non-trivial degenerate
time-dependent example, when P(Z(i,(x,y))

(k) = 0) > 0. Note that this example has in addition a finite range
dependence property in the sense that for any t, s ∈ [0,∞) with |t− s| ⩾ 1, the sequences {ws,x,y : (x, y) ∈ E}
and {wt,x,y : (x, y) ∈ E} are independent.

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

wt,x,y =

{
cos2((t− n)π)Z

(1,(x,y))
(n+1) + sin2((t− n)π)Z

(2,(x,y))
(n+1) , n ⩽ t ⩽ n+ 1/2,

sin2((n+ 1− t)π)Z
(2,(x,y))
(n+1) + cos2((n+ 1− t)π)Z

(1,(x,y))
(n+2) , n+ 1/2 ⩽ t < n+ 1.

By the same reasoning, {wt,x,y : t ∈ R+, (x, y) ∈ E} satisfies Assumption (H) with K(t) ≡ 1. This example
also has an additional finite range dependence property.

(3) Let {Z(i,(x,y)) : i = 1, 2, (x, y) ∈ E} be independent and uniformly bounded non-negative random variables
with E[Z(i,(x,y))] = 1 for all i = 1, 2 and (x, y) ∈ E. Let f1 and f2 : [0,∞) → R+ be global Lipschitz functions
satisfying that there are positive constants K1, K2 and K so that K1 ⩽ min{f1(t), f2(t)} ⩽ max{f1(t), f2(t)} ⩽

K2 for all t ∈ R+ and that lim
t→∞

1

t

∫ t

0
|f1(s) + f2(s)−K|2 ds = 0. Define

wt,x,y = f1(t)Z
(1,(x,y)) + f2(t)Z

(2,(x,y)), t ∈ R+, (x, y) ∈ E.

Clearly, {wt,x,y : t ∈ R+, (x, y) ∈ E} satisfies Assumption (H) with K(t) = f1(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 L2-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 Ramírez [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 α-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 α-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 ∈ R+,

E

∑
y∈Zd

|x− y|2 wt,x,y

|x− y|d+α

 = ∞,

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
{wt,x,y : t ∈ R+, (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 β = ∞ 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 ū(t, x) 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 L

k,ω
t . In order to obtain them we establish the

Poincaré inequality and multi-scale Poincaré inequality for the time-dependent operator Lk,ω
t in here. In Section 3 we

present uniform L2-estimates for the differences among scaled operators L
k,ω
t , as well as their variants, and the limit

operator L̄. The last section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1.1.

2. Parabolic equations associated with the operator L
k,ω
t

Throughout this paper, for each x ∈ Rd and R > 0, set BR(x) := x+ (−R,R]d, and with a little abuse of notation
but it should be clear from the context, we also use BR(x) to denote BR(x) ∩ Zd or BR(x) ∩ (k−1Zd) for k ⩾ 1. For
simplicity, we write BR = BR(0). Recall that µ denotes the counting measure on Zd. For any k ∈ N, let µ(k) be the
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normalized counting measure on k−1Zd so that µ(k)((0, 1]d) = 1. For f : k−1Zd → R, set

µ(k)(f) :=

∫
k−1Zd

f(x)µ(k)(dx) = k−d
∑

x∈k−1Zd

f(x). (2.1)

For any subset U ⊂ Zd and any function f : U → Rn with n ⩾ 1, define the normalized integral of f on U as∮
U
f dµ =

∮
f(t, x)µ(dx) :=

1

µ(U)

∑
x∈U

f(x). (2.2)

For any t ∈ R+, U ⊂ Zd and f : R+ × U → Rn with n ⩾ 1, define

Lω
t,Uf(t, x) :=

∑
y∈U :y ̸=x

(f(t, y)− f(t, x))
wt,x,y(ω)

|x− y|d+α
, x ∈ U,

and

E ω
t,U (f(t, ·), f(t, ·)) :=

n∑
i=1

E ω
t,U (f

(i)(t, ·), f (i)(t, ·)) := 1

2

n∑
i=1

∑
x,y∈U :x̸=y

(f (i)(t, x)− f (i)(t, y))2
wt,x,y(ω)

|x− y|d+α
.

It is not difficult to verify that for any t ∈ R+, every finite subset U ⊂ Zd and f : R+ × U → Rn,

−
∫
U

〈
Lω
t,Uf(t, x), f(t, x)

〉
µ(dx) = E ω

t,U (f(t, ·), f(t, ·)). (2.3)

In the rest of this paper, for simplicity of notations sometime we will omit the parameter ω 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 L

k,ω
t,U of the operator L

k,ω
t , and establish its Hα/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 {wt,x,y : t ∈ R+, (x, 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 C̃1 ⩾ 1 so that

E[wp
t,x,y] ⩽ C̃1 for all t ∈ R+ and x ̸= y ∈ Zd. (2.4)

As in [21, Section 2], for every x1, x2, y ∈ Zd, t ⩾ 0, r ⩾ 1 and γ > 0, we define

Bt,x1,x2
r,γ (y) = {z ∈ Br(y) \ {x1, x2} : wt,x1,z ⩾ γ,wt,x2,z ⩾ γ} ,

which reflects good vertices whose associated conductance have a uniform lower bound in the ball Br(y). We need the
following result on large scale lower bounds for the volume of Bt,x1,x2

r,γ (y) under Assumption (H’).

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that Assumption (H’) holds. Then there exist constants λ0, δ0 ∈ (0, 1) such that, for a.e.
ω ∈ Ω and every θ > 1/d, there is a random variable m0(ω) ⩾ 1 so that for all m > m0(ω), x1, x2, y ∈ B2m with
x1 ̸= x2, 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 2mαT and [mθ] ⩽ r ⩽ 2m,

µ(Bt,x1,x2

r,δ0
(y)) ⩾ λ0µ(Br(y)). (2.5)

Proof. Take δ0 = 1/(4K1), where K1 is the positive constant given in (1.2). By Assumption (H)(i), (H’)(ii) and
the Hölder’s inequality, it holds that for all x ̸= y ∈ Zd and t ∈ R+,

K1 ⩽ Ewt,x,y = E[wt,x,y;wt,x,y ⩽ 2δ0] + E[wt,x,y;wt,x,y > 2δ0]

⩽ 2δ0 + (E[wp
t,x,y])

1/p P(wt,x,y > (2δ0)
1/q) ⩽ 2δ0 + C̃

1/p
1 P(wt,x,y > 2δ0)

1/q,

where q = p/(p− 1). This implies that for all x ̸= y ∈ Zd and t ∈ R+,

P(wt,x,y > 2δ0) ⩾ (K1/2)
qC̃

−1/(p−1)
1 =: p0.

Fix x1 ̸= x2 ∈ Zd and t ∈ R+, and set ηt,x1,x2
z (ω) := 1{wt,x1,z>2δ0,wt,x2,z>2δ0}(ω) for any z ∈ Zd \ {x1, x2}. By

Assumption (H)(iv), {ηt,x1,x2
z : z ∈ Zd \ {x1, x2}} is a sequence of independent {0, 1}-valued random variables with
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P(ηt,x1,x2
z = 1) ⩾ p20. Hence, taking λ0 ∈ (0, p20/2) and using Hoeffding’s inequality (e.g. see [16, Theorem 2.16, p. 21]),

we obtain that for all x1, x2, y ∈ Zd with x1 ̸= x2, t ∈ R+ and r ⩾ 5,

P
(
µ
(
Bt,x1,x2

r,2δ0
(y)
)
⩽ λ0µ(Br(y))

)
= P

( ∑
z∈Br(y)\{x1,x2}

1{wt,x1,z>2δ0,wt,x2,z>2δ0} ⩽ λ0µ(Br(y))

)

⩽ P
(∑

z∈Br(y)\{x1,x2}

(
ηt,x1,x2
z − E[ηt,x1,x2

z ]
)

µ(Br(y))
⩽ 2λ0 − p20

)
⩽ c1e

−c2rd .

(2.6)

By choosing c1 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

tmi := i2−mk for 0 ⩽ i ⩽ [2m(k+α)T ] + 1.

By (2.6), we obtain that for every θ > 1/d and λ0 ∈ (0, p20/2),

∞∑
m=1

∑
x1,x2,y∈B2m ;x1 ̸=x2

[2m(k+α)T ]+1∑
i=1

2m∑
r=[mθ]

P
(
µ
(
B

tmi ,x1,x2

r,2δ0
(y)
)
⩽ λ0µ(Br(y))

)
<∞. (2.7)

On the other hand, choosing k large enough so that k > 2d+α+p
η (here η > 0 is the positive constant given in (1.4)),

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

∞∑
m=1

P

 ⋃
x,y∈B2m+1

[2m(k+α)T ]+1⋃
i=0

{
ω ∈ Ω :

∣∣∣wtmi ,x,y(ω)− wtmi+1,x,y
(ω)
∣∣∣ > 2−m

}
⩽

∞∑
m=1

∑
x,y∈B2m+1

[2m(k+α)T ]+1∑
i=0

2mpE
[∣∣∣wtmi ,x,y − wtmi+1,x,y

∣∣∣p] ⩽ c3

∞∑
m=1

2−m(k(1+η)−(k+α+p+2d)) <∞.

This, along with (2.7) and the Borel-Cantelli lemma, yields that there are an integer m1(ω) ⩾ 0 and a P-null set Λ1 so
that for every ω /∈ Λ1, m ⩾ m1(ω), x1, x2, y1 ∈ B2m with x1 ̸= x2, x, y ∈ B2m+1 , [mθ] ⩽ r ⩽ 2m and 0 ⩽ i ⩽ [2m(1+α)T ],

µ(B
tmi ,x1,x2

r,2δ0
(y1)) > λ0µ(Br(y1)), |wtmi ,x,y(ω)− wtmi+1,x,y

(ω)| ⩽ 2−m. (2.8)

Let Cm := {tmi }[2
m(k+α)T ]+1

i=0 for all m ⩾ 1. Then, for every m ⩾ 1 and 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 2mαT , there exists a non-random
sequence {tn}n⩾0 such that the following properties hold:

(i) t0, t1 ∈ Cm satisfy that t1 ⩽ t ⩽ t0 and t0 − t1 = 2−mk;
(ii) tn ∈ Cm+n−1 and tn ⩽ t ⩽ tn + 2−(m+n−1)k for every n ⩾ 2;
(iii) tn, tn−1 ∈ Cm+n−1 (since Cm ⊂ Cm+1 for all m ⩾ 1), and tn − tn−1 ⩽ 2−(m+n−2)k for every n ⩾ 2.

According to all the properties above, for every m ⩾ 1, 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 2mαT and n ⩾ 2, we can find s0 < s1 · · · < sN so that
N ⩽ 2k, s0 = tn−1, sN = tn, si ∈ Cm+n−1 and si+1 − si = 2−(m+n−1)k for each 0 ⩽ i ⩽ N − 1. Therefore, for every
ω /∈ Λ1, m ⩾ m1(ω) and x, y ∈ B2m+1 ,∣∣wtn,x,y(ω)− wtn−1,x,y(ω)

∣∣ ⩽ N−1∑
i=0

∣∣wsi+1,x,y(ω)− wsi,x,y(ω)
∣∣ ⩽ N · 2−(m+n−1) ⩽ 2−(m+n−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 ∈ Zd, there exists a P-null set Λx,y ⊂ Ω such that

s 7→ ws,x,y(ω) is continuous, ω /∈ Λx,y.

Let Λ2 :=
⋃

x,y∈Zd Λx,y, which is a P-null set and satisfies that

s 7→ ws,x,y(ω) is continuous, x, y ∈ Zd, ω /∈ Λ2. (2.10)

Therefore we deduce by (2.10) and (2.9) that for every ω /∈ Λ := Λ1
⋃

Λ2, m ⩾ m1(ω), 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 2mαT and x, y ∈ B2m+1 ,

|wt,x,y(ω)− wt0,x,y(ω)| = lim
n→∞

|wtn,x,y(ω)− wt0,x,y(ω)|

⩽
∞∑
n=1

∣∣wtn,x,y(ω)− wtn−1,x,y(ω)
∣∣
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⩽ 2−m +
∞∑
n=2

2k · 2−(m+n−1) ⩽ c42
k2−m.

This together with (2.8) gives us that for every 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 2mαT , x1, x2, y ∈ B2m with x1 ̸= x2, z ∈ Bt0,x1,x2

r,2δ0
(y) and

[mθ] ⩽ r ⩽ 2m,

wt,xi,z(ω) ⩾ wt0,xi,z(ω)− c42
k2−m ⩾ 2δ0 − c42

k2−m, i = 1, 2.

Hence, for every ω /∈ Λ, there is m2(ω) ⩾ 1 so that for every m ⩾ m2(ω) and 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 2mαT , there exists a non-random
t0 ∈ Cm such that

wt,xi,z(ω) ⩾ δ0, |t− t0| ⩽ 2−km, x1, x2, y ∈ B2m with x1 ̸= x2, z ∈ Bt0,x1,x2

r,2δ0
(y), [mθ] ⩽ r ⩽ 2m, i = 1, 2,

which in particular means that Bt0,x1,x2

r,2δ0
(y) ⊂ Bt,x1,x2

r,δ0
(y).

According to this and (2.8) again, we know that for every ω /∈ Λ, there exists m2(ω) ⩾ 1 so that for for every
m ⩾ m2(ω),

µ(Bt,x1,x2

r,δ0
(y)) > λ0µ(Br(y)), 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 2mαT, x1, x2, y ∈ B2m with x1 ̸= x2, [m

θ] ⩽ r ⩽ 2m.

The proof is complete. □

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. ω ∈ Ω and each θ > 1/d, there is m0(ω) ⩾ 1 so that for all m ⩾ m0(ω), 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 2mαT , y ∈ Zd, [mθ] ⩽ r ⩽ 2m

and f : Zd → R, ∮
Br(y)

f2(x)µ(dx)−
(∮

Br(y)
f(x)µ(dx)

)2

⩽ C1r
α−dE ω

t,Br(y)
(f, f). (2.11)

When n < m, define

Zd
m,n := {z = (z1, · · · , zd) ∈ B2m : zi = ki2

n for some odd ki ∈ Z for all 1 ⩽ i ⩽ d} ; (2.12)

when m = n, define Zd
m,m = {0}.

Proposition 2.3. (Multi-scale Poincaré inequality) Under Assumption (H’), there exists a constant C2 > 0
such that for a.e. ω ∈ Ω and each θ > 1/d, there is m0(ω) ⩾ 1 so that for all m ⩾ m0(ω), 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 2mαT , y ∈ Zd,
n ∈ N ∩ [θ log2(m log 2),m] and f, g : Zd → R,∑

x∈B2m

f(x)

(
g(x)−

∮
B2m

g dµ

)
⩽
∑

z∈Zd
m,n

∑
x∈B2n (z)

f(x)

(
g(x)−

∮
B2n (z)

g dµ

)

+ C2E
ω
t,B2m

(g, g)1/2
m−1∑
k=n

2k(d+α)/2

( ∑
y∈Zd

m,k

(∮
B

2k
(y)
f dµ

)2)1/2

.

(2.13)

As mentioned before, under Assumption (H) the time-dependent random coefficients {wt,x,y : t ∈ R+, (x, 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 (E ω

t ,F
ω) 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 t > 0 to all t 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 {wt,x,y : t ∈ R+, (x, 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 α ∈ (1, 2). For any m ⩾ 1, consider the following
system of parabolic equations on R+ ×B2m : ∂

∂tϕm(t, x) = Lω
t,B2m

ϕm(t, ·)(x) + V (t, x)−
∮
B2m

V (t, ·) dµ, (t, x) ∈ R+ ×B2m ,

ϕm(0, x) = 0,
(2.14)

where
V (t, x) :=

∑
z∈Zd

z

|z|d+α
wt,x,x+z and

∮
B2m

V (t, ·) dµ :=
1

µ(B2m)

∑
z∈B2m

V (t, z). (2.15)

Here and in what follow of this section, B2m is understood to be B2m ∩ Zd. Then, one can see that the solution to
(2.14) is given by

ϕm(t, x) =

∫ t

0
Ps,t,B2m

(
V (s, x)−

∮
B2m

V (s, ·) dµ
)
ds,

where {Ps,t,B2m
}s⩽t is the Markov transition semigroup associated with the time-dependent generator {Lω

t,B2m
}t>0 on

B2m ∩ Zd; e.g. see [31, Chapter 6, Sections 4 and 5].

Proposition 2.5. Suppose that α ∈ (1, 2) and d > α. Assume that Assumption (H) holds. Let ϕm : R+ ×Zd → Rd

be the solution to (2.14). Then, for a.e. ω ∈ Ω, every γ > 0 and T > 0, there exist a constant C3 > 0 (which is
independent of T ) and a random variable m1(ω) ⩾ 1 (which depends on γ and T ) such that for every m ⩾ m1(ω),

sup
t∈[0,2mαT ]

∫
B2m

|ϕm(t, x)|2µ(dx) +
∫ 2mαT

0
E ω
t,B2m

(ϕm(t, ·), ϕm(t, ·)) dt ⩽ C3m
(1+γ)α

(2(d−α))∧d 2m(α+d)T. (2.16)

Proof. Write ϕm(t, x) = (ϕ
(1)
m (t, x), · · · , ϕ(d)m (t, x)) and V (t, x) = (V (1)(t, x), · · · , V (d)(t, x)). By (2.14), it holds that

d

dt

∫
B2m

ϕm(t, x)µ(dx) =

∫
B2m

Lω
t,B2m

ϕm(t, ·)(x)µ(dx) +
∫
B2m

(
V (t, x)−

∮
B2m

V (t, ·) dµ
)
µ(dx) = 0, t ⩾ 0,∫

B2m

ϕm(0, x)µ(dx) = 0.

So
∫
B2m

ϕm(t, x)µ(dx) = 0 for all t ⩾ 0. By (2.3), we have for all t ⩾ 0,

d

dt

(∫
B2m

|ϕm(t, x)|2µ(dx)
)

=2
d∑

i=1

∫
B2m

⟨Lω
t,B2m

ϕ(i)m (t, ·)(x), ϕ(i)m (t, x)⟩µ(dx)

+ 2

∫
B2m

〈
V (t, x)−

∮
B2m

V (t, ·) dµ, ϕm(t, x)

〉
µ(dx)

= − 2E ω
t,B2m

(ϕm(t, ·), ϕm(t, ·))

+ 2

∫
B2m

〈
V (t, x)−

∮
B2m

V (t, ·) dµ, ϕm(t, x)

〉
µ(dx).

(2.17)

According to (2.12), B2m = ∪z∈Zd
m,n

B2n(z) and |Zd
m,n| = 2d(m−n). By applying the multi-scale Poincaré inequality

(2.13) with f = V (i)(t, ·)−
∮
B2m

V (i)(t, ·) dµ and g = ϕ
(i)
m (t, ·), and using the fact that

∫
B2m

ϕ(i)m (t, x)µ(dx) = 0 for all

t ⩾ 0 and 1 ⩽ i ⩽ d, we have for a.e. ω ∈ Ω, every m ⩾ m0(ω), 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 2mαT and
[
(1+γ) log2 m

d

]
< n ⩽ m,∫

B2m

〈
V (t, x)−

∮
B2m

V (i)(t, ·) dµ, ϕm(t, x)

〉
µ(dx)

⩽
∑

z∈Zd
m,n

∫
B2n (z)

〈
V (t, x)−

∮
B2m

V (i)(t, ·) dµ, ϕm(t, x)−
∮
B2n (z)

ϕm(t, ·) dµ

〉
µ(dx)

+ c0

d∑
i=1

E ω
t,B2m

(ϕ(i)m (t, ·), ϕ(i)m (t, ·))1/2
m−1∑
k=n

2k(d+α)/2

 ∑
y∈Zd

m,k

∣∣∣∣∣
∮
B

2k
(y)
V (i)(t, ·) dµ−

∮
B2m

V (i)(t, ·) dµ

∣∣∣∣∣
2


1/2
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⩽
∑

z∈Zd
m,n

∫
B2n (z)

〈
V (t, x)−

∮
B2m

V (i)(t, ·) dµ, ϕm(t, x)−
∮
B2n (z)

ϕm(t, ·) dµ

〉
µ(dx)

+ c1E
ω
t,B2m

(ϕm(t, ·), ϕm(t, ·))1/2
m−1∑
k=n

2k(d+α)/2

 ∑
y∈Zd

m,k

∣∣∣∣∣
∮
B

2k
(y)
V (t, ·) dµ−

∮
B2m

V (t, ·) dµ

∣∣∣∣∣
2


1/2

=: Im,n,1(t) + Im,n,2(t).

Let C1 > 0 be the constant in the Poincaré inequality (2.11). Then, by Young’s inequality, for every
[
(1+γ) log2 m

d

]
<

n ⩽ m and 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 2mαT ,

Im,n,1(t) ⩽2C12
nα

∑
z∈Zd

m,n

∫
B2n (z)

∣∣∣∣V (t, x)−
∮
B2m

V (t, ·) dµ
∣∣∣∣2 µ(dx)

+
2−nα

8C1

∑
z∈Zd

m,n

∫
B2n (z)

∣∣∣∣∣ϕm(t, x)−
∮
B2n(z)

ϕm(t, ·) dµ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

µ(dx)

⩽c22
md+nα +

1

8

d∑
i=1

∑
z∈Zd

m,n

∫
B2n (z)

∫
B2n (z)

(ϕ(i)m (t, x)− ϕ(i)m (t, y))2
wt,x,y

|x− y|d+α
µ(dx)µ(dy)

⩽c22
md+nα +

1

4
E ω
t,B2m

(ϕm(t, ·), ϕm(t, ·)) ,

(2.18)

where in the second inequality we used (2.11) and the fact that supt∈R+,x∈Zd |V (t, x)| ⩽ c3 due to Assumption (H)(ii)
and α ∈ (1, 2), and the last inequality follows from the property that∑

z∈Zd
m,n

E ω
t,B2n (z)

(ϕ(i)m (t, ·), ϕ(i)m (t, ·)) ⩽ E ω
t,B2m

(ϕ(i)m (t, ·), ϕ(i)m (t, ·))

thanks to
∑

z∈Zd
m,n

B2n(z) = B2m .

On the other hand, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for every T > 0,∫ 2mαT

0
Im,n,2(t) dt

= c1

m−1∑
k=n

2k(d+α)/2 ·
∫ 2mαT

0
E ω
t,B2m

(ϕm(t, ·), ϕm(t, ·))1/2

 ∑
y∈Zd

m,k

∣∣∣∣∣
∮
B

2k
(y)
V (t, ·) dµ−

∮
B2m

V (t, ·) dµ

∣∣∣∣∣
2


1/2

dt

⩽ c1

m∑
k=n

2k(d+α)/2

(∫ 2mαT

0
E ω
t,B2m

(ϕm(t, ·), ϕm(t, ·)) dt
)1/2

×

∫ 2mαT

0

∑
y∈Zd

m,k

∣∣∣∣∣
∮
B

2k
(y)
V (t, ·) dµ−

∮
B2m

V (t, ·) dµ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

dt


1/2

⩽
√
2c1

m∑
k=n

2k(d+α)/2

(∫ 2mαT

0
E ω
t,B2m

(ϕm(t, ·), ϕm(t, ·)) dt
)1/2

×

∫ 2mαT

0

∑
y∈Zd

m,k

∣∣∣∣∣
∮
B

2k
(y)
V (t, ·) dµ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

+

∣∣∣∣∮
B2m

V (t, ·) dµ
∣∣∣∣2
 dt


1/2

.

(2.19)

For every 1 ⩽ k ⩽ m,∫ 2mαT

0

∑
y∈Zd

m,k

∣∣∣∣∣
∮
B

2k
(y)
V (t, ·) dµ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

dt
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= 2−2kd
d∑

i=1

∑
y∈Zd

m,k

∫ 2mαT

0

∑
z1,z2∈B2k

(y)

V (i)(t, z1)V
(i)(t, z2) dt

= 2−2kd
d∑

i=1

∑
y∈Zd

m,k

∫ 2mαT

0

∑
z1,z2∈B2k

(y)

∑
z3,z4∈Zd

(z1 − z3)
(i)

|z1 − z3|d+α

(z2 − z4)
(i)

|z2 − z4|d+α
ξt,z1,z3ξt,z2,z4 dt,

where ξt,x,y := wt,x,y −K(t) for all t ∈ R+ and x ̸= y ∈ Zd, and in the last equality we used the fact that

V (t, x) =
∑
z∈Zd

z

|z|d+α
wt,x,x+z =

∑
z∈Zd

z

|z|d+α
(wt,x,x+z − E [wt,x,x+z]) =

∑
z∈Zd

z

|z|d+α
(wt,x,x+z −K(t)) .

Therefore,

E


 ∑

y∈Zd
m,k

∫ 2mαT

0

∣∣∣∣∣
∮
B

2k
(y)
V (t, ·) dµ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

dt


2

= 2−4kd
d∑

i,i′=1

∑
y,y′∈Zd

m,k

∫ 2mαT

0

∫ 2αmT

0

∑
z1,z2∈B2k

(y)

∑
z′1,z

′
2∈B2k

(y′)

∑
z3,z4,z′3,z

′
4∈Zd

(z1 − z3)
(i)(z′1 − z′3)

(i′)

(|z1 − z3||z′1 − z′3|)d+α

× (z2 − z4)
(i)(z′2 − z′4)

(i′)

(|z2 − z4||z′2 − z′4|)d+α
E
[
ξt,z1,z3ξt,z2,z4ξt′,z′1,z′3ξt′,z′2,z′4

]
dt dt′.

(2.20)

Note that E[ξt,x,y] = 0 for all t ∈ R+ and (x, y) ∈ E. According to Assumption (H)(iv), it is easy to see that

E
[
ξt,z1,z3ξt,z2,z4ξt′,z′1,z′3ξt′,z′2,z′4

]
̸= 0

only if in one of three cases:
(a) (z1, z3) = (z2, z4), (z′1, z′3) = (z′2, z

′
4);

(b) (z1, z3) = (z′1, z
′
3), (z2, z4) = (z′2, z

′
4);

(c) (z1, z3) = (z′2, z
′
4), (z2, z4) = (z′1, z

′
3).

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,

E


 ∑

y∈Zd
m,k

∫ 2mαT

0

∣∣∣∣∣
∮
B

2k
(y)
V (t, ·) dµ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

dt


2 ⩽ c3

2∑
l=1

Jl,k,m,

where

J1,k,m :=2−4kd
d∑

i,i′=1

∑
y,y′∈Zd

m,k

∫ 2mαT

0

∫ 2mαT

0

∑
(z1,z3)∈E:z1∈B2k

(y)

∑
(z′1,z

′
3)∈E:z′1∈B2k

(y′)

|(z1 − z3)
(i)|2

|z1 − z3|2(d+α)

× |(z′1 − z′3)
(i′)|2

|z′1 − z′3|2(d+α)
E
[
|ξt,z1,z3 |2 |ξt′,z′1,z′3 |

2
]
dt dt′

is the upper bound for case (a), and

J2,k,m :=2−4kd
d∑

i,i′=1

∑
y∈Zd

m,k

∫ 2mαT

0

∫ 2mαT

0

∑
(z1,z3)∈E:z1∈B2k

(y)

∑
(z2,z4)∈E:z2∈B2k

(y)

× |(z1 − z3)
(i)||(z1 − z3)

(i′)|
|z1 − z3|2(d+α)

|(z2 − z4)
(i)||(z2 − z4)

(i′)|
|z2 − z4|2(d+α)

E
[
|ξt,z1,z3 ||ξt,z2,z4 ||ξt′,z1,z3 ||ξt′,z2,z4 |

]
dt dt′

is the combined bound for cases (b) and (c). Since |ξt,x,y| ⩽ c4 for all t ∈ R+ and x, y ∈ Zd as well as d+2α > 2 (this
is always true because α ∈ (1, 2)), we have for every 1 ⩽ k ⩽ m,

J1,k,m ⩽ c52
−4kd22mαT 2

∑
y,y′∈Zd

m,k

∑
(z1,z3)∈E:z1∈B2k

(y)

∑
(z′1,z

′
3)∈E:z′1∈B2k

(y′)

1

(|z1 − z3||z′1 − z′3|)2(d+α−1)
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⩽ c52
−4kd22mαT 2

( ∑
z1∈B2m

∑
z3∈Zd:(z1,z3)∈E

1

|z1 − z3|2(d+α−1)

)2
⩽ c62

−4kd+2md+2mαT 2

and

J2,k,m ⩽ c52
−4kd22mαT 2

∑
y∈Zd

m,k

∑
(z1,z3)∈E:z1∈B2k

(y)

∑
(z2,z4)∈E:z2∈B2k

(y)

1

(|z1 − z3||z2 − z4|)2(d+α−1)

⩽ c62
−4kd 22mαT 2 2(m−k)d22kd ⩽ c62

−3kd+md+2mαT 2 ⩽ c62
−4kd+2md+2mαT 2.

Putting all the estimates together yields that for all
[
(1+γ) log2 m

d

]
< k ⩽ m,

E


 ∑

y∈Zd
m,k

∫ 2mαT

0

∣∣∣∣∣
∮
B

2k
(y)
V (t, ·) dµ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

dt


2 ⩽ c72

−2kd+2((m−k)d+mα)T 2.

By the Markov inequality, we can derive that for every θ0 ∈ (α/d, 1) (note that we used d > α here) and γ > 0,

P

⋃
m⩾1

⋃
[
(1+γ) log2 m
2(1−θ0)d

]⩽k⩽m


∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

y∈Zd
m,k

∫ 2mαT

0

∣∣∣∣∣
∮
B

2k
(y)
V (t, ·) dµ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ > 2mα+(m−k)d−θ0kdT




⩽
∞∑

m=1

m∑
k=[

(1+γ) log2 m
2(1−θ0)d

]

22θ0kd−2mα−2(m−k)dT−2E


 ∑

y∈Zd
m,k

∫ 2mαT

0

∣∣∣∣∣
∮
B

2k
(y)
V (t, ·) dµ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

dt


2

⩽ c7

∞∑
m=1

m∑
k=[

(1+γ) log2 m
2(1−θ0)d

]

2−2k(1−θ0)d ⩽ c8

∞∑
m=1

m−(1+γ) <∞.

This along with Borel-Cantelli’s lemma yields that for a.e. ω ∈ Ω, there is m∗(ω) ⩾ 1 such that for all m ⩾ m∗(ω)

and [ (1+γ) log2 m
2(1−θ0)d

] ⩽ k ⩽ m,

∑
y∈Zd

m,k

∫ 2mαT

0

∣∣∣∣∣
∮
B

2k
(y)
V (t, ·) dµ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

dt ⩽ 2mα+(m−k)d−θ0kdT. (2.21)

Following the same argument as above, for a.e. ω ∈ Ω we also can find m∗∗(ω) ⩾ 1 so that for all m ⩾ m∗∗(ω) and
[ (1+γ) log2 m

2(1−θ0)d
] ⩽ k ⩽ m, ∫ 2mαT

0

∣∣∣∣∮
B2m

V (t, ·) dµ
∣∣∣∣2 dt ⩽ 2mα−θ0mdT. (2.22)

Putting (2.21) and (2.22) into (2.19), we find that for all n ⩾
[
(1+γ) log2 m
2(1−θ0)d

]
and m ⩾ m0(ω) := max{m∗(ω),m∗∗(ω)},

∫ 2mαT

0
Im,n,2(t) dt ⩽ c9T

1/2

 m∑
k=[

(1+γ) log2 m
2(1−θ0)d

]

2
k(d+α)+mα+(m−k)d−θ0kd

2

(∫ 2mαT

0
E ω
t,B2m

(ϕm(t, ·), ϕm(t, ·)) dt
)1/2

⩽ c10T
1/22

md+mα
2

( ∞∑
k=1

2−
k(θ0d−α)

2

)(∫ 2mαT

0
E ω
t,B2m

(ϕm(t, ·), ϕm(t, ·)) dt
)1/2

⩽ c112
mα+mdT +

1

4

∫ 2mαT

0
E ω
t,B2m

(ϕm(t, ·), ϕm(t, ·)) dt,

where in the last inequality we have used the fact that θ0 ∈ (α/d, 1).
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Combining the estimate above with (2.18) and (2.17) and taking n = max
([

(1+γ) log2 m
2(1−θ0)d

]
,
[
(1+γ) log2 m

d

])
, we finally

obtain that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫
B2m

|ϕm(2mαt, x)|2µ(dx) ⩽ −
∫ 2mαT

0
E ω
t,B2m

(ϕm(t, ·), ϕm(t, ·)) dt+ c12m
(1+γ)α

(2(1−θ0)d)∧d 2mα+mdT,

where we used the fact that ϕm(0, x) = 0. Taking θ0 ∈ (α/d, 1) close to α/d and changing γ small enough if necessary,
we get the desired conclusion (2.16). □

Next, we turn to the case that α ∈ (0, 1]. In this case, for any m ⩾ 1 we consider the following system of parabolic
equations on R+ ×B2m : ∂

∂t ϕ̃m(t, x) = Lω
t,B2m

ϕ̃m(t, ·)(x) + Vm(t, x)−
∮
B2m

Vm(t, ·) dµ, (t, x) ∈ R+ ×B2m ,

ϕ̃m(0, x) = 0,
(2.23)

where
Vm(t, x) :=

∑
z∈Zd:|z|⩽2m

z

|z|d+α
wt,x,x+z(ω). (2.24)

Proposition 2.6. Suppose that α ∈ (0, 1] and d > α. Assume that Assumption (H) holds. Let ϕ̃m : R+×B2m → Rd

be the solution to (2.23). Then, for a.e. ω ∈ Ω, any γ > 0 and T > 0, there exist a constant C4 > 0 (which is
independent of T ) and a random variable m2(ω) ⩾ 1 (which depends on γ and T ) such that for every m ⩾ m2(ω),

sup
t∈[0,2mαT ]

∫
B2m

|ϕ̃m(t, x)|2 µ(dx) +
∫ 2mαT

0
E ω
t,B2m

(ϕ̃m(t, ·), ϕ̃m(t, ·)) dt

⩽ C4

m
2+ 1+γ

(2(d−1))∧d 2m(d+1)T, α = 1,

m
α(1+γ)

(2(d−α))∧d 2m(d+2(1−α)+α)T, α ∈ (0, 1).

(2.25)

Proof. According to Assumption (H)(ii), we can easily see that supt∈R+,x∈Zd |Vm(t, x)| ⩽ c1m for all m ⩾ 1 when
α = 1, and supt∈R+,x∈Zd |Vm(t, x)| ⩽ c12

m(1−α) for all m ⩾ 1 when α ∈ (0, 1). On the other hand, note that (2.17)
still holds with ϕm(t, x) and V (t, x) replaced by ϕ̃m(t, x) and Vm(t, x), respectively. Similarly, we can define Im,n,1(t)

and Im,n,2(t) as the same way as that in the proof of Proposition 2.5 with ϕm(t, x) and V (t, x) replaced by ϕ̃m(t, x)
and Vm(t, x), respectively.

Suppose that α ∈ (0, 1). Using the fact supt∈R+,x∈Zd |Vm(t, x)| ⩽ c12
m(1−α) and following the argument for (2.18),

we can derive that

Im,n,1(t) ⩽ c22
md+2m(1−α)+nα +

1

4
E ω
t,B2m

(
ϕ̃m(t, ·), ϕ̃m(t, ·)

)
. (2.26)

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

E


 ∑

y∈Zd
m,k

∫ 2mαT

0

∣∣∣∣∣
∮
B

2k
(y)
Vm(t, ·) dµ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

dt


2 ⩽ c3

2∑
l=1

Jl,k,m,

where

J1,k,m :=2−4kd
d∑

i,i′=1

∑
y,y′∈Zd

m,k

∫ 2mαT

0

∫ 2mαT

0

∑
(z1,z3)∈E:z1∈B2k

(y),|z1−z3|⩽2m

∑
(z′1,z

′
3)∈E:z′1∈B2k

(y′),|z′1−z′3|⩽2m

|(z1 − z3)
(i)|2

|z1 − z3|2(d+α)

× |(z′1 − z′3)
(i′)|2

|z′1 − z′3|2(d+α)
E
[
|ξt,z1,z3 |2 |ξt′,z′1,z′3 |

2
]
dt dt′,

J2,k,m :=2−4kd
d∑

i,i′=1

∑
y∈Zd

m,k

∫ 2mαT

0

∫ 2mαT

0

∑
(z1,z3)∈E:z1∈B2k

(y),|z1−z3|⩽2m

∑
(z2,z4)∈E:z2∈B2k

(y),|z2−z4|⩽2m

× |(z1 − z3)
(i)||(z1 − z3)

(i′)|
|z1 − z3|2(d+α)

|(z2 − z4)
(i)||(z2 − z4)

(i′)|
|z2 − z4|2(d+α)

E
[
|ξt,z1,z3 ||ξt,z2,z4 ||ξt′,z1,z3 ||ξt′,z2,z4 |

]
dt dt′
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and ξt,x,y := wt,x,y −K(t). By some direct computation, we get that for every 1 ⩽ k ⩽ m,

J1,k,m ⩽ c42
−4kd22mαT 2

( ∑
z1∈B2m

∑
z3∈Zd:(z1,z3)∈E,|z1−z3|⩽2m

1

|z1 − z3|2(d+α−1)

)2
⩽ c52

−4kd+2md+2mα
(
max{2m(4−4α−2d), 1}+ (logm)21{d=2−2α}

)
T 2

and

J2,k,m ⩽ c42
−4kd22mαT 2

∑
y∈Zd

m,k

∑
(z1,z3)∈E:z1∈B2k

(y),|z1−z3|⩽2m

∑
(z2,z4)∈E:z2∈B2k

(y),|z2−z4|⩽2m

1

(|z1 − z3||z2 − z4|)2(d+α−1)

⩽ c52
−3kd+md+2mα

(
max{2m(4−4α−2d), 1}+ (logm)21{d=2−2α}

)
T 2.

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. ω ∈ Ω, there is a random variable m∗(ω) ⩾ 1 so that for all m ⩾ m∗(ω) and [ (1+γ) log2 m

2(1−θ0)d
] ⩽ k ⩽ m with

θ0 ∈ (α/d, 1),

∑
y∈Zd

m,k

∫ 2mαT

0

∣∣∣∣∣
∮
B

2k
(y)
V (t, ·) dµ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

dt ⩽ 2mα+(m−k)d−θ0kd
(
max{2m(2−2α−d), 1}+ (logm)I{d=2−2α}

)
T.

Similarly, for a.e. ω ∈ Ω we also can find m∗∗(ω) ⩾ 1 so that for all m ⩾ m∗∗(ω) and [ (1+γ) log2 m
2(1−θ0)d

] ⩽ k ⩽ m,∫ 2mαT

0

∣∣∣∣∮
B2m

V (t, ·) dµ
∣∣∣∣2 dt ⩽ 2mα−θ0kd

(
max{2m(2−2α−d), 1}+ (logm)1{d=2−2α}

)
T.

Therefore, putting these estimates into (2.19) (which still holds true), we find that for all n ⩾
[
(1+γ) log2 m
2(1−θ0)d

]
and

m ⩾ m0(ω) := max{m∗(ω),m∗∗(ω)},

∫ 2mαT

0
Im,n,2(t) dt ⩽ c6

(
max{2m(1−α−d/2), 1}+ (logm)1/21{d=2−2α}

)
T 1/2

 m∑
k=[

(1+γ) log2 m
2(1−θ0)d

]

2
k(d+α)+mα+(m−k)d−θ0kd

2


×
(∫ 2mαT

0
E ω
t,B2m

(
ϕ̃m(t, ·), ϕ̃m(t, ·)

)
dt

)1/2

⩽ c7T
1/22(md+mα)/2

(
max{2m(1−α−d/2), 1}+ (logm)1/21{d=2−2α}

)( ∞∑
k=1

2−
k(θ0d−α)

2

)

×
(∫ 2mαT

0
E ω
t,B2m

(
ϕ̃m(t, ·), ϕ̃m(t, ·)

)
dt

)1/2

⩽ c82
mα+md

(
max{2m(2−2α−d), 1}+ (logm)1{d=2−2α}

)
T +

1

4

∫ 2mαT

0
E ω
t,B2m

(
ϕ̃m(t, ·), ϕ̃m(t, ·)

)
dt.

Combining this with (2.17) and (2.26) and taking n = max
([

(1+γ) log2 m
2(1−θ0)d

]
,
[
(1+γ) log2 m

d

])
yield that

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∫
B2m

|ϕ̃m(2mαt, x)|2µ(dx) ⩽ −
∫ 2mαT

0
E ω
t,B2m

(
ϕ̃m(t, ·), ϕ̃m(t, ·)

)
dt+ c9m

(1+γ)α
(2(1−θ0)d)∧d 2mα+2m(1−α)+mdT,

where we have used the fact that 2(1− α− d) < 2(1− α). So we prove (2.25) for the case α ∈ (0, 1).
For the case α = 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 {wt,x,y : t ∈
R+, (x, 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 {wt,x,y : t ∈ R+, (x, 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 {Lk,ω
t }k⩾1 and the limit L̄

In this section, we aim to establish quantitative differences between the scaled operators {Lk,ω
t }k⩾1 and the limit

operator L̄. Recall that for any f ∈ C2
b (Rd),

L̄f(x) =


∫
Rd

(
f(x+ z)− f(x)− ⟨∇f(x), z⟩1{|z|⩽1}

) K

|z|d+α
dz, α ∈ (0, 1],∫

Rd

(f(x+ z)− f(x)− ⟨∇f(x), z⟩) K

|z|d+α
dz, α ∈ (1, 2),

where K = limt→∞
1
t

∫ t
0 K(s) ds is defined by (1.3) and K(t) = Ewt,x,y for all t > 0 and (x, y) ∈ E. It is also natural to

consider its corresponding discrete approximation; that is, for any f ∈ Bb(k
−1Zd) (the space of bounded measurable

functions on k−1Zd), define

L̄k
t f(x) =k

−d
∑

z∈k−1Zd

(f(x+ z)− f(x))
K(kαt)

|z|d+α

=


k−d

∑
z∈k−1Zd

(
f(x+ z)− f(x)− ⟨∇f(x), z⟩1{|z|⩽1}

) K(kαt)

|z|d+α
, α ∈ (0, 1],

k−d
∑

z∈k−1Zd

(f(x+ z)− f(x)− ⟨∇f(x), z⟩) K(kαt)

|z|d+α
, α ∈ (1, 2).

(3.1)

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that f ∈ C2
b (Rd) satisfies

|∇if(x)| ⩽ C0((1 + |x|)−d−β + 1{|x|⩽R0}(x)), x ∈ Rd, i = 0, 1, 2 (3.2)

for some positive constants C0, R0 and β ∈ (0,∞]. Then there exists a positive constant C1 := C1(C0, R0, β) such
that for all k ⩾ 1,∫ T

0

∫
k−1Zd

|L̄k
t f(x)− L̄f(x)|2 µ(k)(dx)dt ⩽ C1Tπ (k

αT ) + C1T


k−2, α ∈ (0, 1),

k−2(log k)2, α = 1,

k−2(2−α), α ∈ (1, 2).

(3.3)

Proof. Define

L̄k,0f(x) =k−d
∑

z∈k−1Zd

(f(x+ z)− f(x))
K

|z|d+α

=


k−d

∑
z∈k−1Zd

(
f(x+ z)− f(x)− ⟨∇f(x), z⟩1{|z|⩽1}

) K

|z|d+α
, α ∈ (0, 1],

k−d
∑

z∈k−1Zd

(f(x+ z)− f(x)− ⟨∇f(x), z⟩) K

|z|d+α
, α ∈ (1, 2).

Using the mean value theorem, we can obtain that for all t ∈ R+,∫
k−1Zd

|L̄k
t f(x)− L̄k,0f(x)|2 µ(k)(dx)

⩽ c1

(
(1 + |x|)−d−β + 1{|x|⩽R0}(x)

)k−d
∑

z∈k−1Zd

(
1 ∧ |z|2

) 1

|z|d+α
+ k−d

∑
z∈k−1Zd:|z|>1

(1 + |x+ z|)−d−β|z|−d−α


× |K(kαt)−K|2

⩽ c2

(
(1 + |x|)−d−β + (1 + |x|)−d−α

)
|K(kαt)−K|2 ,

where in the last inequality we used

k−d
∑

z∈k−1Zd:|z|>1

(1 + |x+ z|)−d−β|z|−d−α

⩽ k−d

 ∑
z∈k−1Zd:|z|> 1+|x|

2

+
∑

z∈k−1Zd:|z|⩽ 1+|x|
2

,|z|>1

 (1 + |x+ z|)−d−β|z|−d−α
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⩽ c3

(
(1 + |x|)−d−β + (1 + |x|)−d−α

)
.

Hence, ∫ T

0

∫
k−1Zd

|L̄k
t f(x)− L̄k,0f(x)|2 µ(k)(dx)dt ⩽ c4Tπ(k

αT ).

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

∫
k−1Zd

|L̄k,0f(x)− L̄f(x)|2 µ(k)(dx) ⩽ c5


k−2, α ∈ (0, 1),

k−2(log k)2, α = 1,

k−2(2−α), α ∈ (1, 2).

(3.4)

When β = ∞, f ∈ C2
c (Rd) and the estimate (3.4) has been established in [21, Proposition 4.1]. So it remains to

prove this for the case that β ∈ (0,∞).
Case 1: α ∈ (1, 2). Set

H(x; z) :=
δf(x; z)

|z|d+α
, x, z ∈ Rd,

where δf(x; z) := f(x+ z)− f(x)− ⟨∇f(x), z⟩. For every k ⩾ 4
√
d, x, z ∈ k−1Zd and y ∈

∏
1⩽i⩽d(zi, zi + k−1] (here

we use the notation z = (z1, · · · , zd) ∈ k−1Zd), by the mean value theorem, we have

|H(x; z)−H(x; y)|

⩽
1

2
sup

x1∈Rd:|x1−x|⩽ 2
√

d
k

∣∣∇2f(x1)
∣∣ · (|z|2−d−α + |y|2−d−α

)
1{|z|⩽ 2

√
d

k
}

+

(
|δf(x; y)| ·

∣∣∣|y|−d−α − |z|−d−α
∣∣∣+ |δf(x; z)− δf(x; y)| · |z|−d−α

)
1{|z|> 2

√
d

k
}

⩽ c6(1 + |x|)−d−β
(
|z|2−d−α + |y|2−d−α

)
1{|z|⩽ 2

√
d

k
} + c6

[
sup

x1∈Rd:|x1−x|⩽ 1+|x|
2

∣∣∇2f(x1)
∣∣ · |z − y|

|y|d+α−1

+

(∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∣∣∇2f (x+ t(y + s(z − y)))
∣∣ dsdt) · |z − y|

|y|d+α−1

]
1{ 2

√
d

k
⩽|z|⩽ 1+|x|

2
}

+ c6

[(
|f(x+ y)|+ |f(x)|+ |∇f(x)||y|

)
· |z − y|
|y|d+α+1

+

(∫ 1

0
|∇f (x+ y + s(z − y))−∇f(x)| ds

)
· |z − y|
|y|d+α

]
1{|z|> 1+|x|

2
}

⩽ c7(1 + |x|)−d−β

((
|z|2−d−α + |y|2−d−α

)
1{|z|⩽ 2

√
d

k
} + k−1|y|−d−α+11{|z|> 2

√
d

k
}

)
+ c7k

−1(1 + |x+ y|)−d−β|y|−d−α1{|z|> 1+|x|
2

}.

Hence, for every x ∈ k−1Zd and k ⩾ 4
√
d,

|L̄k,0f(x)− L̄f(x)|

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

z∈k−1Zd

∫
∏

1⩽i⩽d(zi,zi+k−1]
(H(x; z)−H(x; y)) dy

∣∣∣∣∣∣
⩽ c8(1 + |x|)−d−β

(∫
{|y|⩽ 3

√
d

k
}
|y|2−d−αdy + k−d

∑
z∈k−1Zd:|z|⩽ 3

√
d

k

|z|2−d−α + k−1

∫
{|y|>

√
d

k
}
|y|−d−α+1dy

)

+ c8k
−1

∫
{|y|> 1+|x|

3
}
(1 + |x+ y|)−d−β|y|−d−αdy

⩽ c9

(
k−(2−α)(1 + |x|)−d−β + k−1(1 + |x|)−d−α

)
.

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 ∈ C2
b (Rd) satisfying (3.2),∫

k−1Zd

|L̄k,0f(x)− L̄f(x)|2 µ(k)(dx) ⩽ 2

∫
k−1Zd

|L̄k,0f(x)|2 µ(k)(dx) + 2

∫
k−1Zd

|L̄k,0f(x)|2 µ(k)(dx) ⩽ c10. (3.5)

Therefore, the desired assertion (3.3) for all k ⩾ 1 follows immediately.
Case 2: α ∈ (0, 1]. In this case, we define

Ĥ(x; z) :=
δ̂f(x; z)

|z|d+α
, x, z ∈ Rd,

where δ̂f(x; z) := f(x + z) − f(x) − ⟨∇f(x), z1{|z|⩽1}⟩. By the mean value theorem and the same arguments as in
Case 1, we find that for every k ⩾ 4

√
d, x, z ∈ k−1Zd and y ∈

∏
1⩽i⩽d(zi, zi + k−1],

|Ĥ(x; z)− Ĥ(x; y)|

⩽
1

2
sup

x1∈Rd:|x1−x|⩽ 2
√
d

k

∣∣∇2f(x1)
∣∣ · (|z|2−d−α + |y|2−d−α

)
1{|z|⩽ 2

√
d

k
}

+

(∣∣∣δ̂kf(x; y)∣∣∣ · ∣∣∣|y|−d−α − |z|−d−α
∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣δ̂kf(x; z)− δ̂kf(x; y)

∣∣∣ · |z|−d−α

)
1{|z|> 2

√
d

k
}

+
( |⟨∇f(x), z⟩|

|z|d+α
1{1−1/k⩽|z|⩽1} +

|⟨∇f(x), y⟩|
|y|d+α

1{1−(1+
√
d)/k⩽|y|⩽1+(1+

√
d)/k}

)
⩽ c11(1 + |x|)−d−β

((
|z|2−α−d + |y|2−α−d

)
1{|z|⩽2

√
d/k} + k−1|y|−d−α+11{2

√
d/k<|z|⩽1−1/k}

+
(
k−1|y|−d−1−α + k−1|y|−d−α

)
1{|z|>1−1/k} + c11

(
1{1−1/k⩽|z|⩽1} + 1{1−(1+

√
d)/k⩽|y|⩽1+(1+

√
d)/k}

))
+ c11k

−1(1 + |x+ y|)−d−β(1 + |y|)−d−α1{|z|>(1+|x|)/2},

where δ̂kf(x; z) := f(x+ z)− f(x)−
〈
∇f(x), z1{|z|⩽1−1/k}

〉
.

When α = 1, we derive that for every x ∈ k−1Zd and k ⩾ 4
√
d,

|L̄k,0f(x)− L̄f(x)| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

z∈k−1Zd

∫
∏

1⩽i⩽d(zi,zi+k−1]

(
Ĥ(x; z)− Ĥ(x; y)

)
dy

∣∣∣∣∣∣
⩽ c12(1 + |x|)−d−β

(∫
{|y|⩽3

√
d/k}

|y|1−d dy + k−d
∑

z∈k−1Zd:|z|⩽2
√
d/k

|z|1−d

+ k−1

∫
{
√
dk−1<|y|⩽2}

|y|−d dy + k−1

∫
{|y|>1−2

√
d/k}

|y|−d−1 dy + k−1

)

+ c12k
−1

∫
{|y|> 1+|x|

3
}
(1 + |x+ y|)−d−β(1 + |y|)−d−1dy

⩽ c13

(
(k−1 log k)(1 + |x|)−d−β + k−1(1 + |x|)−d−1

)
,

which implies (3.4) for every k ⩾ 4
√
d.

Following similar arguments as above, we can show that (3.4) for all k ⩾ 4
√
d when α ∈ (0, 1).

Combining both estimates above with (3.5), we prove (3.4) when α ∈ (0, 1]. The proof is complete. □

Next, we will establish the following statement.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that Assumption (H) holds and that α ∈ (0, 1). For a.e. ω ∈ Ω, any θ ∈ (0, 1),
C1, R0 > 0 and β ∈ (0,∞], there exist a constant C2 := C2(θ, C1, R0, β) > 0 (independent of T ) and a random variable
k1(ω) ⩾ 1 such that for all k ⩾ k1(ω) and all f ∈ C

(
[0, T ];C2

b (Rd)
)

satisfying that

|∇if(t, x)| ⩽ C1

(
(1 + |x|)−d−β + 1{|x|⩽R0}(x)

)
, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd, i = 0, 1, 2, (3.6)
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it holds that ∫ T

0

∫
k−1Zd

|Lk,ω
t f(t, ·)(x)− L̄k

t f(t, ·)(x)|2 µ(k)(dx) dt ⩽ C2max{k−2θ(1−α), k−θd}T. (3.7)

On the other hand, due to the corrector approach we adopt later we shall consider the following variant of the
scaled operators {Lk,ω

t }k⩾1. For every f ∈ Bb(k
−1Zd), define

L̂
k,ω
t f(x) :=


k−d

∑
z∈k−1Zd

(
f(x+ z)− f(x)− ⟨∇f(x), z⟩1{|z|⩽1}

) wkαt,kx,k(x+z)

|z|d+α
, α ∈ (0, 1],

k−d
∑

z∈k−1Zd

(f(x+ z)− f(x)− ⟨∇f(x), z⟩)
wkαt,kx,k(x+z)

|z|d+α
, α ∈ (1, 2).

(3.8)

Proposition 3.3. Suppose that Assumption (H) holds. For a.e. ω ∈ Ω, every θ ∈ (0, 1), C1, R0 > 0 and β ∈ (0,∞],
there exist a constant C3 := C3(θ, C1, R0, β) > 0 (independent of T ) and a random variable k2(ω) ⩾ 1 such that for
every k ⩾ k2(ω) and every f ∈ C

(
[0, T ];C2

b (Rd)
)

satisfying (3.6), it holds that∫ T

0

∫
k−1Zd

|L̂k,ω
t f(t, ·)(x)− L̄k

t f(t, ·)(x)|2 µ(k)(dx) dt ⩽ C3max{k−2θ(2−α), k−θd}T. (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 {L̂k,ω

t }k⩾1 approximate the discrete operator L̄k
t better than the scaled operators {Lk,ω

t }k⩾1. In particular,
the estimate (3.7) is useful only when α ∈ (0, 1). As mentioned above, the introduction of the non-divergence form
operator version of the scaled operators {L̂k,ω

t }k⩾1 arises from the corrector approach adopted below, which is essential
for the case when α ∈ [1, 2).

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

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

Case 1: We first consider the case that α ∈ (1, 2). Let f ∈ C
(
[0, T ];C2

b (Rd)
)

satisfy (3.6). For every t ⩾ 0 and
x, y ∈ Zd, define

ηk(t, x, y) := f(t, k−1y)− f(t, k−1x)− k−1
〈
∇f(t, k−1x), y − x

〉
, ξt,x,y = wt,x,y −K(t).

For all t ⩾ 0 and x ∈ Zd,

L̂k
t f(t, ·)(k−1x) = kα

∑
z∈Zd\{x}

ηk(t, x, z)

|x− z|d+α
wkαt,x,z, L̄kf(t, ·)(k−1x) = kα

∑
z∈Zd\{x}

ηk(t, x, z)

|x− z|d+α

and so ∫ T

0

∫
k−1Zd

|L̂k
t f(t, x)− L̄k

t f(t, x)|2 µ(k)(dx) dt

= k−(d−2α)

∫ T

0

∑
x∈Zd

 ∑
y∈Zd\{x}

ηk(t, x, y)

|x− y|d+α
ξkαt,x,y

2

dt

= k−(d−α)

∫ kαT

0

∑
x∈Zd

∑
y1,y2∈Zd\{x}

ηk(k
−αt, x, y1)

|x− y1|d+α

ηk(k
−αt, x, y2)

|x− y2|d+α
ξt,x,y1ξt,x,y2 dt.

(3.10)

As in the proof of Proposition 2.5,

E

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫ kαT

0
k−(d−α)

∑
x∈Zd

∑
y1,y2∈Zd\{x}

ηk(k
−αt, x, y1)

|x− y1|d+α

ηk(k
−αt, x, y2)

|x− y2|d+α
ξt,x,y1ξt,x,y2 dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

= k−2(d−α)
∑

x,x′∈Zd

∑
y1,y2∈Zd\{x}

∑
y′1,y

′
2∈Zd\{x′}

∫ kαT

0

∫ kαT

0

ηk(k
−αt, x, y1)

|x− y1|d+α

ηk(k
−αt, x, y2)

|x− y2|d+α

× ηk(k
−αt′, x′, y′1)

|x′ − y′1|d+α

ηk(k
−αt′, x′, y′2)

|x′ − y′2|d+α
E
[
ξt,x,y1ξt,x,y2ξt′,x′,y′1

ξt′,x′,y′2

]
dt dt′.
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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
[
ξt,x,y1ξt,x,y2ξt′,x′,y′1

ξt′,x′,y′2

]
, we can get

E

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫ kαT

0
k−(d−α)

∑
x∈Zd

∑
y1,y2∈Zd\{x}

ηk(k
−αt, x, y1)

|x− y1|d+α

ηk(k
−αt, x, y2)

|x− y2|d+α
ξt,x,y1ξt,x,y2 dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

⩽ c1k
−2(d−α)

∑
x,x′∈Zd

∑
y1∈Zd\{x}

∑
y′1∈Zd\{x′}

∫ kαT

0

∫ kαT

0

|ηk(k−αt, x, y1)|2

|x− y1|2(d+α)

|ηk(k−αt′, x′, y′1)|2

|x′ − y′1|2(d+α)
dt dt′

+ c1k
−2(d−α)

∑
x∈Zd

∑
y1,y2∈Zd\{x}

∫ kαT

0

∫ kαT

0

|ηk(k−αt, x, y1)|2

|x− y1|2(d+α)

|ηk(k−αt′, x, y2)|2

|x− y2|2(d+α)
dt dt′. (3.11)

Note that, by (3.6) and the mean value theorem, for every t ⩾ 0 and x, y ∈ Zd,

|ηk(t, x, y)| ⩽ c2
(
1 + |k−1x|

)−d−β (
k−2|x− y|21{|x−y|⩽k} + k−1|x− y|1{|x−y|>k}

)
+ c2

((
1 + |k−1x|

)−d−β
+
(
1 + |k−1y|

)−d−β
)
1{|x−y|>k}.

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

LHS of (3.11)

⩽ c2k
−2d+4αT 2

[ ∑
x∈Zd

(1 + |k−1x|)−2d−2β

(
k−4

∑
y∈Zd:|x−y|⩽k

|x− y|−2d−2α+4

+
∑

y∈Zd:|x−y|>k

(
k−2|x− y|−2d−2α+2 + |x− y|−2d−2α

))]2

+ c2k
−2d+3αT

[ ∑
x∈Zd

(1 + |k−1x|)−4d−4β

(
k−4

∑
y∈Zd:|x−y|⩽k

|x− y|−2d−2α+4 + k−2
∑

y∈Zd:|x−y|>k

|x− y|−2d−2α+2

+
∑

y∈Zd:|x−y|>k

|x− y|−2d−2α

)2

+
∑
x∈Zd

 ∑
y∈Zd:|y−x|>k

(1 + |k−1y|)−2d−2β|x− y|−2d−2α

2 ]

⩽ c3

(
max{k−(8−4α), k−2d}+ k−2d(log k)21{d=4−2α}

)
T 2.

Following the same procedure (in particular, to estimate the non-zero term of E
[∏n

i=1 ξt,x,yi
∏n

j=1 ξt′,x′,y′j

]
) as above,

we derive that for every n ⩾ 1, there exists a constant c4 := c4(n) > 0 such that for all k ⩾ 1,

E

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫ kαT

0
k−(d−α)

∑
x∈Zd

∑
y1,y2∈Zd\{x}

ηk(k
−αt, x, y1)

|x− y1|d+α

ηk(k
−αt, x, y2)

|x− y2|d+α
ξt,x,y1ξt,x,y2 dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2n

⩽ c4

(
max{k−n(8−4α), k−2nd}+ k−2nd(log k)2n1{d=4−2α}

)
T 2n.

(3.12)

Therefore, for every α ∈ (1, 2) and θ ∈ (0, 1), we choose n ⩾ 1 so that n(1− θ)min{(8− 4α), 2d} > 1 and obtain

∞∑
k=1

P

(∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫ kαT

0
k−(d−α)

∑
x∈Zd

∑
y1,y2∈Zd\{x}

ηk(k
−αt, x, y1)

|x− y1|d+α

ηk(k
−αt, x, y2)

|x− y2|d+α
ξt,x,y1ξt,x,y2 dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
> max{k−2θ(2−α), k−θd}T

)

⩽
∞∑
k=1

T−2nmin{k4nθ(2−α), k2nθd}
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× E

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫ kαT

0
k−(d−α)

∑
x∈Zd

∑
y1,y2∈Zd\{x}

ηk(k
−αt, x, y1)

|x− y1|d+α

ηk(k
−αt, x, y2)

|x− y2|d+α
ξt,x,y1ξt,x,y2 dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2n

⩽ c4

∞∑
k=1

max{k−4n(1−θ)(2−α), k−2n(1−θ)d}(log k)2n <∞.

This along with the Borel-Cantelli lemma yields that for a.e. ω ∈ Ω, there exists k∗(ω) ⩾ 1 such that for all k ⩾ k∗(ω),∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫ kαT

0
k−(d−α)

∑
x∈Zd

∑
y1,y2∈Zd\{x}

ηk(k
−αt, x, y1)

|x− y1|d+α

ηk(k
−αt, x, y2)

|x− y2|d+α
ξt,x,y1ξt,x,y2 dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
⩽ max{k−2θ(2−α), k−θd}T.

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

η̃k(t, x, y) := f(t, k−1y)− f(t, k−1x)− k−1
〈
∇f(t, k−1x), (y − x)1{|y−x|⩽k}

〉
and ξt,x,y := wt,x,y −K(t).

Then, by the definition of L̂k
t , we have∫ T

0

∫
k−1Zd

|L̂k
t f(t, x)− L̄k

t f(t, x)|2 µ(k)(dx) dt

= k−(d−α)

∫ kαT

0

∑
x∈Zd

∑
y1,y2∈Zd\{x}

η̃k(k
−αt, x, y1)

|x− y1|d+α

η̃k(k
−αt, x, y2)

|x− y2|d+α
ξt,x,y1ξt,x,y2 dt.

Note that

|η̃k(t, x, y)| ⩽ c5k
−2
(
1 + |k−1x|

)−d−β |x− y|21{|x−y|⩽k} + c5

((
1 + |k−1x|

)−d−β
+
(
1 + |k−1y|

)−d−β
)
1{|x−y|>k}.

Using the estimate above and following the proof of Case 1, we can verify the desired conclusion (3.9) when α ∈
(0, 1]. □

Proof of Proposition 3.2. Let

ηk(t, x, y) := f(t, k−1y)− f(t, k−1x), ξt,x,y := wt,x,y −K(t).

Due to the definition of Lk
t , we have∫ T

0

∫
k−1Zd

|Lk
t f(t, ·)(x)− L̄k

t f(t, ·)(x)|2 µ(k)(dx)

= k−(d−α)

∫ kαT

0

∑
x∈Zd

∑
y1,y2∈Zd\{x}

ηk(k
−αt, x, y1)

|x− y1|d+α

ηk(k
−αt, x, y2)

|x− y2|d+α
ξt,x,y1ξt,x,y2 dt.

On the other hand, it holds that

|ηk(t, x, y)| ⩽ c1k
−1
(
1 + |k−1x|

)−d−β |x− y|1{|x−y|⩽k} + c1

((
1 + |k−1x|

)−d−β
+
(
1 + |k−1y|

)−d−β
)
1{|x−y|>k}.

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). □

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 (t, x, y) on R+ × Zd × Zd and the
random coefficients {wt,x,y} are not required to be independent for all distinct pairs (t, (x, y)) ∈ R+ × 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 θ = 1.

(ii) Similar to Remark 2.7, we also use the uniform boundedness of {wt,x,y : t ∈ R+, (x, y) ∈ E} in the argument
of (3.12). If we replace the boundedness condition of {wt,x,y : t ∈ R+, (x, 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 ψ ∈ C2
c (Rd) be a cut-off function taking values between 0

and 1 so that ψ(x) = 1 for |x| ⩽ 1/2 and ψ = 0 for |x| ⩾ 1. For R ⩾ 1, define

ψR(x) := ψ(x/R), x ∈ Rd. (4.1)

Note that

∇iψR(x) = 0 for all x ∈ Rd with |x| ⩽ R/2 or |x| > R and ∥∇iψR∥∞ ⩽ c0R
−i for i = 1, 2. (4.2)

Lemma 4.1. Let f ∈ C2
b (Rd) satisfy that

|∇if(x)| ⩽ C1(1 + |x|)−d−β, x ∈ Rd, i = 0, 1, 2 (4.3)

with C1 > 0 and β ∈ (0,∞), and, for every R ⩾ 1, let ψR ∈ C∞
c (Rd) be the cut-off function defined by (4.1). It holds

that

|L̄f(x)− L̄(fψR)(x)| ⩽ C2

(
R−d−β1B2R

(x) +
(
(1 + |x|)−d−β +R−β(1 + |x|)−d−α

)
1Bc

2R
(x)
)
, x ∈ Rd, (4.4)

where C2 > 0 is independent of R. In particular, there is a constant C3 > 0 such that for all R ⩾ 1,∫
Rd

|L̄f(x)− L̄(fψR)(x)|2 dx ⩽ C3R
−d−2β. (4.5)

Proof. When x ∈ BR/8,

|L̄f(x)− L̄(fψR)(x)| =

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
{|z|>R/4}

(f(x+ z)(1− ψR(x+ z))
K

|z|d+α
dz

∣∣∣∣∣
⩽ c1

∫
{|z|>R/4}

(1 + |x+ z|)−d−β 1

|z|d+α
dz ⩽ c2R

−d−α−β,

where we used the fact ψR(x + z) = 1 for |z| ⩽ R/4 and (4.3) in the first inequality, and the fact |x + z| ⩾ R/8 for
every |x| ⩽ R/8 and |z| > R/4 in the second inequality.

For x ∈ B2R\BR/8,

|L̄f(x)− L̄(fψR)(x)| =
∣∣∣∣p.v.∫

Rd

(
f(x+ z)(1− ψR(x+ z))− f(x)(1− ψR(x))

) K

|z|d+α
dz

∣∣∣∣
⩽ c3 sup

y∈Rd:|y−x|⩽1

∣∣∇2 (f(1− ψR)) (y)
∣∣ ∫

{|z|⩽1}

|z|2

|z|d+α
dz + c3|f(x)| ·

∫
{|z|>1}

1

|z|d+α
dz

+ c3

∫
{|z|>1,|x+z|>R/2}

|f(x+ z)|
|z|d+α

dz

⩽ c4R
−d−β,

where the first inequality is due to the fact that ψR(x + z) = 1 if |x + z| ⩽ R/2, and the second inequality follows
from (4.3).

When x /∈ B2R, ψR(x) = 0, and so

|L̄f(x)− L̄(fψR)(x)|

=

∣∣∣∣p.v.∫
Rd

(
f(x+ z)(1− ψR(x+ z))− f(x)

) K

|z|d+α
dz

∣∣∣∣
⩽

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
{|z|⩽1}

(f(x+ z)− f(x)− ⟨∇f(x), z⟩) K

|z|d+α
dz

∣∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∣
∫
{|z|>1:R/2⩽|x+z|⩽|x|/2}

|f(x+ z)| K

|z|d+α
dz

∣∣∣∣∣
+

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
{|z|>1:|x+z|>|x|/2}

|f(x+ z)| K

|z|d+α
dz

∣∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∣
∫
{|z|>1}

|f(x)| K

|z|d+α
dz

∣∣∣∣∣
⩽ c5 sup

y∈Rd:|y−x|⩽1

|∇2f(y)| ·
∫
{|z|⩽1}

|z|2

|z|d+α
dz + c5(1 + |x|)−d−β + c5

∫
{|z|⩾|x|/2,|x+z|⩾R/2}

1

|z|d+α(1 + |x+ z|)d+β
dz

⩽ c6((1 + |x|)−d−β +R−β(1 + |x|)−d−α).

Here in the second inequality we used (4.3) and the fact |z| ⩾ |x|/2 for every x, z ∈ Rd with |x+ z| ⩽ |x|/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). □

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Throughout the proof, we fix β ∈ (0,∞], g ∈ C2
c (Rd), T > 0 and f ∈ Sβ,g,T . Recall that

uωk ∈ C1([0, T ];L2(k−1Zd;µ(k))) and ū ∈ C1([0, T ];C2
b (Rd)) are the solutions to parabolic equations (1.9) and (1.8),

respectively. By the definition of Sβ,g,T , there are constants C1, R0 > 0 so that

|∇iū(t, x)|+
∣∣∣∣∂ū(t, x)∂t

∣∣∣∣ ⩽ C1

(
(1 + |x|)−d−β + 1{|x|⩽R0}(x)

)
, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd, i = 0, 1, 2, 3. (4.6)

We note that here C1, R0 may depend on T . We first consider that β ∈ (0,∞).
Case 1: We consider the case that α ∈ (1, 2). Let ϕm : R+ × (B2m ∩ Zd) → Rd be the solution to (2.14). We

extend its definition to R+ × Rd → Rd by setting ϕm(t, x) = ϕm(t, z) for every x ∈ (
∏d

i=1(zi, zi + 1]) ∩ B2m with the
unique z = (z1, · · · , zd) ∈ B2m ∩ Zd and setting ϕm(t, x) = 0 for every x /∈ B2m . For every R ⩾ 1 (which may not be
an integer), denote ϕ[R](t, x) by ϕR(t, x) for simplicity of the notation.

For any k ⩾ 1, let m ⩾ 0 be the unique integer so that 2m ⩽ k < 2m+1. According to (2.16), we know that for a.e.
ω ∈ Ω, there exists a constant m∗

1 := m∗
1(ω) ⩾ 1 such that for all m ⩾ m∗

1 and θ > 0

sup
t∈[0,[2m(1+θ)α]T ]

∫
B

2m(1+θ)

|ϕm(1+θ)(t, x)|2µ(dx) +
∫ [2m(1+θ)α]T

0
E ω
t,B

2m(1+θ)

(
ϕm(1+θ)(t, ·), ϕm(1+θ)(t, ·)

)
dt

⩽ c1m
(1+γ)α

(2(d−α))∧d 2m(1+θ)(d+α)T.

(4.7)

Recall the definition of ψR for R ⩾ 1 from (4.1). Given θ ∈ (0, 1), define

vk(t, x) = ū(t, x)ψkθ(x) + k−1
〈
∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x), ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, kx)
〉
, t ∈ [0, T ], x ∈ Rd. (4.8)

By (4.6), (4.7) and the fact supp[ψkθ(·)] ⊂ B2(m+1)θ , we obtain that for all 2m+1 > k ⩾ 2m ⩾ 2m
∗
1 ,∫ T

0

∫
Rd

|vk(t, x)− ū(t, x)|2 dxdt

⩽
∫ T

0

∫
Rd

ū(t, x)2(1− ψkθ(x))
2 dx dt+ c2k

−2

∫ T

0

∫
B

2(m+1)θ

∣∣ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, kx)

∣∣2 dxdt
=

∫ T

0

∫
Rd

ū(t, x)2(1− ψkθ(x))
2 dx dt+ c2k

−(d+2+α)

∫ kαT

0

∫
B

k2(m+1)θ

∣∣ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(t, x)
∣∣2 µ(dx)dt

⩽
∫ T

0

∫
Rd

ū(t, x)2(1− ψkθ(x))
2 dx dt+ c2k

−(d+2+α)

∫ kαT

0

∫
B

2(m+1)(1+θ)

|ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(t, x)|2µ(dx)dt

⩽ c3

(
k−θ(d+2β) + k−(2−α)+(d+α)θ(log

(1+γ)α
(2(d−α))∧d k)

)
T.

(4.9)

On the other hand, combining (3.9) with (3.3) (also by noting that (4.6) holds) immediately yields that for a.e.
ω ∈ Ω and every θ0 ∈ (0, 1), there exists k1(ω) ⩾ 1 such that for all k ⩾ k1(ω),∫ T

0

∫
k−1Zd

∣∣∣L̂k
t (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x)− L̄ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x)

∣∣∣2 µ(k)(dx)dt ⩽ c4

(
π(kαT ) + max{k−2θ0(2−α), k−θ0d}

)
T.

(4.10)
We restrict vk : [0, T ]× Rd → R to vk : [0, T ]× k−1Zd → R and derive that for all t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ k−1Zd,

Lk
t vk(t, ·)(x)

= Lk
t (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x)

+ k−1

〈∫
k−1Zd

(
∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x+ z)−∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x)

)wkαt,kx,k(x+z)

|z|d+α
µ(k)(dz), ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, kx)

〉
+ k−1

〈
∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x),

∫
k−1Zd

(
ϕ(m+2)(1+θ) (k

αt, k(x+ z))− ϕ(m+2)(1+θ) (k
αt, kx)

) wkαt,kx,k(x+z)

|z|d+α
µ(k)(dz)

〉
+ k−1

∫
k−1Zd

〈
∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x+ z)−∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x),
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ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, k(x+ z))− ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, kx)
〉wkαt,kx,k(x+z)

|z|d+α
µ(k)(dz)

=:

4∑
i=1

I
(k)
i (t, x). (4.11)

According to (3.8) and (2.15),

I
(k)
1 (t, x) =L̂k

t (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x) +
〈
∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x),

∫
k−1Zd

z
wkαt,kx,k(x+z)

|z|d+α
µ(k)(dz)

〉
=L̂k

t (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x) + kα−1

〈
∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x),

∫
Zd

z
wkαt,kx,kx+z

|z|d+α
µ(dz)

〉
=L̂k

t (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x) + kα−1 ⟨∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x), V (kαt, kx)⟩ ,

where L̂k
t and V (t, x) are defined by (3.8) and (2.15), respectively. Thus,

I
(k)
1 (t, x) = L̄ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x) + kα−1 ⟨∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x), V (kαt, kx)⟩+K

(k)
1 (t, x), (4.12)

where
K

(k)
1 (t, x) := (L̂k

t − L̄) (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x).
By (4.10), for each a.e. ω ∈ Ω and θ0 ∈ (0, 1), we can find m∗

2 := m∗
2(ω) > 0 such that for all k ⩾ 2m

∗
2 ,∫ T

0

∫
k−1Zd

|K(k)
1 (t, x)|2µ(k)(dx)dt ⩽ c5

(
π(kαT ) + max{k−2θ0(2−α), k−θ0d}

)
T. (4.13)

For I(k)2 (t, x), we write

I
(k)
2 (t, x)

= k−1

〈
ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, kx),

∫
k−1Zd

(
∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x+ z)−∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x)− ⟨∇2 (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x), z1{|z|⩽1}⟩

)
wkαt,kx,k(x+z)

|z|d+α
µ(k)(dz)

+

∫
k−1Zd

⟨∇2 (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x), z1{|z|⩽1}⟩
wkαt,kx,k(x+z)

|z|d+α
µ(k)(dz)

〉
=: I

(k)
21 (t, x) + I

(k)
22 (t, x).

Using (4.7) and (4.6) as well as the definition of ψkθ , for a.e. ω ∈ Ω, we can find m∗
3 := m∗

3(ω) ⩾ 1 such that for all
k ⩾ 2m

∗
3 , ∫ T

0

∫
k−1Zd

|I(k)21 (t, x)|2µ(k)(dx)dt ⩽ c6k
−2−d−α

∫ 2(m+2)αT

0

∫
B

2(m+2)(1+θ)

∣∣ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(t, x)
∣∣2 µ(dx)dt

⩽ c7(k
−(2−α)+(d+α)θ log

(1+γ)α
(2(d−α))∧d k)T.

For I(k)22 (t, x), we consider its dual. For any g ∈ Cb

(
[0, T ];L2(k−1Zd;µ(k))

)
and t ∈ [0, T ],∫

k−1Zd

I
(k)
22 (t, x)g(t, x)µ(k)(dx)

= k−1

∫
k−1Zd

∫
{|z|⩽1}

⟨G(t, x), ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, kx)⊗ z⟩

wkαt,kx,k(x+z)

|z|d+α
µ(k)(dz)µ(k)(dx)

= k−1

(
1

2

∫
k−1Zd

∫
{|z|⩽1}

⟨G(t, x), ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, kx)⊗ z⟩

wkαt,kx,k(x+z)

|z|d+α
µ(k)(dz)µ(k)(dx)

− 1

2

∫
k−1Zd

∫
{|z|⩽1}

⟨G(t, x+ z), ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, k(x+ z))⊗ z⟩

wkαt,kx,k(x+z)

|z|d+α
µ(k)(dz)µ(k)(dx)

)

= (2k)−1

∫
k−1Zd

∫
{|z|⩽1}

〈
G(t, x), ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, kx)⊗ z
〉
−
〈
G(t, x+ z), ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, k(x+ z))⊗ z
〉
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×
wkαt,kx,k(x+z)

|z|d+α
µ(k)(dz)µ(k)(dx).

Here, G(t, x) := g(t, x)∇2 (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x), and in the second equality we used the change of variables x = x̃+ z̃ and
z = −z̃. Hence,∣∣∣∣∫

k−1Zd

I
(k)
22 (t, x)g(t, x)µ(k)(dx)

∣∣∣∣
⩽ (2k)−1

(∫
B

kθ+1

∫
{|z|⩽1}

|ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, kx)||G(t, x+ z)−G(t, x)||z|

wkαt,kx,k(x+z)

|z|d+α
µ(k)(dz)µ(k)(dx)

+

∫
B

kθ

∫
{|z|⩽1}

|G(t, x)||ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, k(x+ z))− ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, kx)||z|
wkαt,kx,k(x+z)

|z|d+α
µ(k)(dz)µ(k)(dx)

)
=: I

(k)
221(t) + I

(k)
222(t),

where in the inequality we used again the change of variables x = x̃ + z̃ and z = −z̃, and also the fact that
supp[G] ⊂ Bkθ . On the other hand, by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have for all k ⩾ 2m

∗
1 ,

I
(k)
221(t) ⩽ c8k

−1

(∫
B

kθ+1

|ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, kx)|2

(∫
{|z|⩽1}

|z|2

|z|d+α
µ(k)(dz)

)
µ(k)(dx)

)1/2

×

(∫
k−1Zd

∫
{|z|⩽1}

|G(t, x+ z)−G(t, x)|2wkαt,kx,k(x+z)

|z|d+α
µ(k)(dz)µ(k)(dx)

)1/2

⩽ c9k
−1

(∫
B

kθ+1

|ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, kx)|2 µ(k)(dx)

)1/2

E (k),ω(G(t, ·), G(t, ·))1/2

⩽ c10k
−1

(∫
B

2kθ

|ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, kx)|2 µ(k)(dx)

)1/2 (
E (k),ω(g(t, ·), g(t, ·))1/2 + ∥g(t, ·)∥L2(k−1Zd;µ(k))

)
,

where

E (k),ω(G(t, ·), G(t, ·)) = 1

2

d∑
i,j=1

∫
k−1Zd

∫
k−1Zd

(G(ij)(t, x+ z)−G(ij)(t, x))2wkαt,kx,k(x+z)(ω)

|z|d+α
µ(k)(dz)µ(k)(dx)

and

E (k),ω(g(t, ·), g(t, ·)) = 1

2

∫
k−1Zd

∫
k−1Zd

|g(t, x+ z)− g(t, x)|2wkαt,kx,k(x+z)

|z|d+α
µ(k)(dz)µ(k)(dx)

with

G(ij)(t, x) = g(t, x)
∂2 (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x)

∂xi∂xj
, 1 ⩽ i, j ⩽ d,

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

I
(k)
222(t) ⩽ c11k

−1

(∫
B

kθ

G2(t, x)

(∫
{|z|⩽1}

|z|2

|z|d+α
µ(k)(dz)

)
µ(k)(dx)

)1/2

×

(∫
B

kθ

∫
{|z|⩽1}

∣∣ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, k(x+ z))− ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, kx)
∣∣2 wkαt,kx,k(x+z)

|z|d+α
µ(k)(dz)µ(k)(dx)

)1/2

⩽ c12k
−1

(∫
B

kθ

g2(t, x)µ(k)(dx)

)1/2

×

(
k−(d−α)

∫
B

k1+θ

∫
B

2k1+θ

∣∣ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, x)− ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, y)
∣∣2 wkαt,x,y

|x− y|d+α
µ(dy)µ(dx)

)1/2

.
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Putting all the estimates together yields that for every g ∈ Cb

(
[0, T ];L2(k−1Zd;µ(k))

)
and t ∈ [0, T ],∣∣∣ ∫

k−1Zd

I
(k)
22 (t, x)g(t, x)µ(k)(dx)

∣∣∣
⩽ c13k

−1

(∫
B

2kθ

∣∣ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, kx)

∣∣2 µ(k)(dx))1/2 (
E

(k)
t (g(t, ·), g(t, ·))1/2 + ∥g(t, ·)∥L2(k−1Zd;µ(k))

)
+ c13k

− d+2−α
2 Ekαt,B

2(m+2)(1+θ)

(
ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, ·), ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, ·)

)1/2 ∥g(t, ·)∥L2(k−1Zd;µ(k)).

This, along with (4.7) and the Young inequality, gives us that for every k ⩾ 2m
∗
3 ,∫ T

0

∫
k−1Zd

I
(k)
22 (t, x)g(t, x)µ(k)(dx)dt

⩽
1

4

∫ T

0
E

(k)
t (g(t, ·), g(t, ·)) dt+ 1

4

∫ T

0
∥g(t, ·)∥2

L2(k−1Zd;µ(k))
dt

+ c14k
−(d+2+α)

∫ 2(m+2)αT

0

∫
B

2(m+2)(1+θ)

∣∣ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(t, x)
∣∣2 µ(dx)dt

+ c14k
−(d+2)

∫ 2(m+2)αT

0
Et,B

2(m+2)(1+θ)

(
ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(t, ·), ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(t, ·)

)
dt

⩽
1

4

∫ T

0
E

(k)
t (g(t, ·), g(t, ·)) dt+ 1

4

∫ T

0
∥g(t, ·)∥2

L2(k−1Zd;µ(k))
dt+ c15(k

−(2−α)+(d+α)θ log
(1+γ)α

(2(d−α))∧d k)T.

Furthermore, by the change of variable, we get

I
(k)
3 (t, x) = kα−1

〈
∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x),

∫
Zd

(
ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, y)− ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, kx)

) wkαt,kx,y

|y − kx|d+α
µ(dy)

〉
= kα−1

〈
∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x),Lt,B

2(m+2)(1+θ)
ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, ·)(x)

+

∫
Bc

2(m+2)(1+θ)

(
ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, y)− ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, kx)

) wkαt,kx,y

|y − kx|d+α
µ(dy)

〉

= kα−1

〈
∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x),

∂

∂t
ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(·, kx)(kαt)− V (kαt, kx) +

∮
B

2(m+2)(1+θ)

V (kαt, ·) dµ

+

∫
Bc

2(m+2)(1+θ)

(
ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, y)− ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, kx)

) wkαt,kx,y

|y − kx|d+α
µ(dy)

〉

=: kα−1

〈
∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x),

∂

∂t
ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(·, kx)(kαt)− V (kαt, kx)

〉
+ I

(k)
31 (t, x) + I

(k)
32 (t, x).

Here the third inequality follows from the corrector equation (2.14). According to (2.22) and the fact that 2m ⩽ k <
2m+1, we know that, for a.e. ω ∈ Ω and every θ0 ∈ (α/d, 1), there is a random variable m∗

4 := m∗
4(ω) > 1 such that

for all k ⩾ 2m
∗
4 ,∫ T

0

∫
k−1Zd

|I(k)31 (t, x)|2 µ(k)(dx) dt ⩽ k2(α−1)−α∥∇(ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·))∥2∞
∫ kαT

0

∣∣∣∣∣
∮
B

2(m+2)(1+θ)

V (t, ·) dµ

∣∣∣∣∣
2

dt

⩽ c16k
2α−2−θ0(1+θ)dT.

Note that ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(y) = 0 for all y ∈ Bc
2(m+2)(1+θ) and supp[ψkθ ] ⊂ Bkθ . Hence, for all k ⩾ 2m

∗
1 ,∫ T

0

∫
k−1Zd

|I(k)32 (t, x)|2 µ(k)(dx) dt

⩽ k2(α−1)∥∇(ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·))∥2∞
∫ T

0

∫
B

kθ

|ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, kx)|2

( ∑
y∈k−1Zd:|y−kx|⩾k1+θ

wkαt,kx,y

|y − kx|d+α

)2

µ(k)(dx) dt
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⩽ c17k
−2(1+θα)

∫ T

0

∫
B

kθ

|ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, kx)|2 µ(k)(dx) dt ⩽ c18k

−(2−α)+(d+α)θ(log
(1+γ)α

(2(d−α))∧d k)T.

where the last inequality follows from (4.7).
Summarizing all above estimates for I(k)3 (t, x), we conclude that

I
(k)
3 (t, x) = kα−1

〈
∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x),

∂

∂t
ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(·, kx)(kαt)− V (kαt, kx)

〉
+K

(k)
3 (t, x), (4.14)

where for all k ⩾ 2max{m∗
1,m

∗
3},∫ T

0

∫
k−1Zd

|K(k)
3 (t, x)|2 µ(k)(dx) dt ⩽ c19max{k−(2−α)+(d+α)θ, k2α−2+θα−θ0(1+θ)d}(log

α(1+γ)
(2(d−α))∧d k)T. (4.15)

In particular, according to (4.12) and (4.14), one can see that the term with the coefficient kα−1V (kα, kx) in I(k)1 (t, x)

vanishes (by the associated terms in I(k)3 (t, x)), which partly explains why we define the function vk(t, x) as in (4.8).
For the estimate for I(k)4 (t, x), we consider the cases x ∈ B3kθ/2 and x /∈ B3kθ/2 separately. When x ∈ Bc

3kθ/2
, we

get from the fact ∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (y) ̸= 0 only if y ∈ Bkθ that for every k ⩾ 2m
∗
1 ,

|I(k)4 (t, x)|

= k−1

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
B

kθ

〈
∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (y), ϕ(m+2)(1+θ) (k

αt, ky)− ϕ(m+2)(1+θ) (k
αt, kx)

〉
wkαt,kx,ky

|y − x|d+α
µ(k)(dy)

∣∣∣∣∣
⩽ c20∥∇(ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·))∥∞k−1(1 + |x|)−d−α ·

(∫
B

kθ

∣∣ϕ(m+2)(1+θ) (k
αt, ky)

∣∣µ(k)(dy) + kθd|ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, kx)|

)

⩽ c21k
−1(1 + |x|)−d−α

kθd/2(∫
B

kθ

∣∣ϕ(m+2)(1+θ) (k
αt, ky)

∣∣2 µ(k)(dy))1/2

+ kθd|ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, kx)|

 ,

where the first inequality follows from the fact that |y − x| ⩾ c22(1 + |x|) for all y ∈ Bkθ and x ∈ Bc
3kθ/2

.
When x ∈ B3kθ/2, it holds that

|I(k)4 (t, x)|

= k−1

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
k−1B

2(m+2)(1+θ)

〈
∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (y)−∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x), ϕ(m+2)(1+θ) (k

αt, ky)− ϕ(m+2)(1+θ) (k
αt, kx)

〉
×
wkαt,kx,ky

|y − x|d+α
µ(k)(dy) + ⟨∇ū(t, x)ψkθ(x), ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, kx)⟩
∫
Bc

k−12(m+2)(1+θ)

wkαt,kx,ky

|y − x|d+α
µ(k)(dy)

∣∣∣∣∣
⩽ c23k

−1

(∫
B

k−12(m+2)(1+θ)

|∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (y)−∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x)|
2

|y − x|d+α
µ(k)(dy)

)1/2

×

(∫
B

k−12(m+2)(1+θ)

∣∣ϕ(m+2)(1+θ) (k
αt, ky)− ϕ(m+2)(1+θ) (k

αt, kx)
∣∣2wkαt,kx,ky

|y − x|d+α
µ(k)(dy)

)1/2

+ c23k
−1|ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, kx)| ·

(∫
{y∈k−1Zd:|y−x|⩾kθ/2}

1

|y − x|d+α
µ(k)(dy)

)

⩽ c24k
−1

((∫
B

k−12(m+2)(1+θ)

∣∣ϕ(m+2)(1+θ) (k
αt, ky)− ϕ(m+2)(1+θ) (k

αt, kx)
∣∣2wkαt,kx,ky

|y − x|d+α
µ(k)(dy)

)1/2

+ k−θα|ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, kx)|

)
,

where in the equality above we used the fact ∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (y) = ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, ky) = 0 for all y ∈ Bc

k−12(m+2)(1+θ) ,
and in the first inequality we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the fact |y − x| ⩾ kθ/2 for every y ∈
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Bc
k−12(m+2)(1+θ) and x ∈ B3kθ/2. Hence, we obtain that

|I(k)4 (t, x)| ⩽ c25

(
k−1

(∫
k−1B

2(m+2)(1+θ)

|ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, ky)− ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, kx)|2wkαt,kx,ky

|y − x|d+α
µ(k)(dy)

)1/2
1B

3kθ/2
(x)

+ k−1(1 + |x|)−d−αkθd/2

(∫
B

kθ

∣∣ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, ky)

∣∣2 µ(k)(dy))1/2

1Bc
3kθ/2

(x)

+ k−1−θα
∣∣ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, kx)
∣∣).

Thus, we get that for all k ⩾ 2m
∗
3

∫ T

0

∫
k−1Zd

|I(k)4 (t, x)|2µ(k)(dx)dt ⩽ c26

[
k−(d+2+α)

k−2θα + kθd
∫
Bc

3kθ/2

(1 + |x|)−2d−2αµ(k)(dx)


×

(∫ 2(m+2)αT

0

∫
B

2(m+2)(1+θ)

∣∣ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(t, x)
∣∣2 µ(dx)dt)

+ k−(d+2)

∫ 2(m+2)αT

0
Et,B

2(m+2)(1+θ)

(
ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(t, ·), ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(t, ·)

)
dt

]
⩽ c27k

−(2−α)+(d+α)θ(log
(1+γ)α

(2(d−α))∧d k)T,

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

Lk
t vk(t, ·)(x) = (I

(k)
1 (t, x) + I

(k)
3 (t, x)) + I

(k)
2 (t, x) + I

(k)
4 (t, x)

= L̄ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x) + kα−1

〈
∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x),

∂

∂t
ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(·, kx)(kαt)

〉
+ [(K

(k)
1 (t, x) +K

(k)
3 (t, x)) + I

(k)
21 (t, x) + I

(k)
4 (t, x)] + I

(k)
22 (t, x)

=: L̄ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x) + kα−1

〈
∇ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x),

∂

∂t
ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(·, kx)(kαt)

〉
+ J (k)(t, x) + I

(k)
22 (t, x).

Combining the above estimates for K(k)
1 (t, x) and K(k)

3 (t, x) in (4.13) and (4.15) with the estimates for I(k)21 (t, x) and
I
(k)
4 (t, x), we find that for a.e. ω ∈ Ω, there exists k∗0 := 2max{m∗

1,m
∗
2,m

∗
3} such that for all k ⩾ k∗0 and θ0 ∈ (α/d, 1),

∫ T

0

∫
k−1Zd

|J (k)(t, x)|2µ(k)(dx)dt ⩽c28max{k−(2−α)+(d+α)θ, k2α−2+θα−θ0(1+θ)d}(log
(1+γ)α

(2(d−α))∧d k)T

+ c28

(
π(kαT ) + max{k−2θ0(2−α), k−θ0d}

)
T,

(4.16)

and, for every g ∈ Cb

(
[0, T ];L2(k−1Zd;µ(k))

)
, it holds that

∣∣∣∣∫ T

0

∫
k−1Zd

I
(k)
22 (t, x)g(t, x)µ(k)(dx)dt

∣∣∣∣
⩽ c29k

−(2−α)+(d+α)θ(log
(1+γ)α

(2(d−α))∧d k)T +
1

2

∫ T

0
E

(k)
t (g(t, ·), g(t, ·)) (x) + 1

2

∫ T

0
∥g(t, ·)∥2

L2(k−1Zd;µ(k))
dt.

(4.17)
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Therefore, we deduce from the definition of vk that for all t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ k−1Zd,
∂

∂t
(uk − vk) (t, x)− Lk

t (uk − vk)(t, ·)(x)

= h(t, x)−
(
∂

∂t
(ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x)− L̄ (ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·)) (x)

)
− k−1

〈
∂

∂t
∇ū(t, x)ψkθ(x), ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, kx)

〉
+ J (k)(t, x) + I

(k)
22 (t, x)

= L̄ū(x)− L̄(ūψkθ)(x) +
∂ū

∂t
(t, x) (1− ψkθ(x))

− k−1

〈
∂

∂t
∇ū(t, x)ψkθ(x), ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, kx)

〉
+ J (k)(t, x) + I

(k)
22 (t, x)

=: Q(k)(t, x) + I
(k)
22 (t, x),

(4.18)

where we used the fact that uk and ū satisfy equations (1.9) and (1.8), respectively. By (4.17),∫ T

0

∫
k−1Zd

|Q(k)(t, x)|2µ(k)(dx)dt

⩽ c30

(∫ T

0

∫
k−1Zd

|J (k)(t, x)|2µ(k)(dx)dt+
∫ T

0

∫
k−1Zd

|L̄ū(t, ·)(x)− L̄(ū(t, ·)ψkθ(·))(x)|2µ(k)(dx)dt

+

∫ T

0

∫
k−1Zd

∣∣∣∣∂ū∂t (t, x)
∣∣∣∣2 (1− ψkθ(x))

2µ(k)(dx)dt

+ k−(d+2+α)

∫ 2(m+2)αT

0

∫
B

2(m+2)(1+θ)

|ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(t, x)|2µ(dx)dt

)

⩽ c31max{k−(2−α)+(d+α)θ, k2α−2+θα−θ0(1+θ)d, k−θ(d+2β), k−2θ0(2−α), k−θ0d}(log
(1+γ)α

(2(d−α))∧d k)T + c31π (k
αT )T,

(4.19)

which the last inequality is due to (4.5), (4.7), (4.9) and (4.16).
Multiplying uk − vk on both sides of (4.18) and taking the integration with respect to µ(k) yield that
1

2

∂

∂t

(
∥uk(t, ·)− vk(t, ·)∥2L2(k−1Zd;µ(k))

)
+ E

(k)
t ((uk − vk)(t, ·), (uk − vk)(t, ·))

=

∫
k−1Zd

I
(k)
22 (t, x)(uk(t, x)− vk(t, x))µ

(k)(dx) +

∫
k−1Zd

Q(k)(t, x)(uk(t, x)− vk(t, x))µ
(k)(dx)

⩽
∫
k−1Zd

I
(k)
22 (t, x)(uk(t, x)− vk(t, x))µ

(k)(dx) +

∫
k−1Zd

|Q(k)(t, x)|2µ(k)(dx) + 1

4
∥uk(t, ·)− vk(t, ·)∥2L2(k−1Zd;µ(k))

.

Hence, by (4.17) and (4.19), for a.e. ω ∈ Ω and all k ⩾ k∗0(ω),

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥uk(t, ·)− vk(t, ·)∥2L2(k−1Zd;µ(k))
+

∫ T

0
E

(k)
t ((uk − vk)(t, ·), (uk − vk)(t, ·)) dt

⩽
1

2

∫ T

0
E

(k)
t ((uk − vk)(t, ·), (uk − vk)(t, ·)) dt+

3

4

∫ T

0
∥uk(t, ·)− vk(t, ·)∥2L2(k−1Zd;µ(k))

dt

+ c32max{k−(2−α)+(d+α)θ, k2α−2+θα−θ0(1+θ)d, k−θ(d+2β), k−2θ0(2−α), k−θ0d}(log
(1+γ)α

(2(d−α))∧d k)T + c32π (k
αT )T,

where we used the fact uk(0, x) = vk(0, x) = ū(0, x) = g(x) (also thanks to ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(0, x) = 0 for all x ∈ Zd).
Choosing θ = 2−α

2d+α+2β and θ0 ∈ (α/d, 1) close to 1 (note that d > α), we obtain

max{k−(2−α)+(d+α)θ, k2α−2+θα−θ0(1+θ)d, k−θ(d+2β), k−2θ0(2−α), k−θ0d} ⩽ k
− (2−α)(d+2β)

2d+α+2β .

This, along with the differential inequality above, we have for all k ⩾ k∗0,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥uk(t, ·)− vk(t, ·)∥2L2(k−1Zd;µ(k))
⩽ c33

(
k
− (2−α)(d+2β)

2d+α+2β (log
(1+γ)α

(2(d−α))∧d k) + π (kαT )

)
eTT.

Furthermore, we get

∥uk(t, ·)− vk(t, ·)∥2L2(Rd;dx)
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=
∑

z∈k−1Zd

∫
∏

1⩽i⩽d(zi,zi+k−1]
|uk(t, x)− vk(t, x)|2 dx

⩽ 2
∑

z∈k−1Zd

∫
∏

1⩽i⩽d(zi,zi+k−1]

(
|uk(t, x)− vk(t, z)|2 + |vk(t, x)− vk(t, z)|2

)
dx

= 2∥uk(t, ·)− vk(t, ·)∥2L2(k−1Zd;µ(k))
+ 2

∑
z∈k−1Zd

∫
∏

1⩽i⩽d(zi,zi+k−1]
|vk(t, x)− vk(t, z)|2 dx

⩽ 2∥uk(t, ·)− vk(t, ·)∥2L2(k−1Zd;µ(k))
+ c34

(
k−2 + k−2

∑
z∈k−1Zd

k−d|ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, kz)|2

)

⩽ 2∥uk(t, ·)− vk(t, ·)∥2L2(k−1Zd;µ(k))
+ c35

(
k−2 + k−2

∮
B

2(m+2)(1+θ)

|ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, ·)|2

)
⩽ c36k

− (2−α)(d+2β)
2d+α+2β (log

α(1+γ)
(2(d−α))∧d k),

where c36 depends on T . Note that the second inequality follows from

|vk(t, x)− vk(t, z)|
⩽ c37

(
|ū(t, x)ψkθ(x)− ū(t, z)ψkθ(z))|+ k−1|∇(ū(t, x)ψkθ(x))−∇(ū(t, z)ψkθ(z))| · |ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, kz)|
)

⩽ c38k
−1
(
(1 ∨ (c39|x|))−d−β + |ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, kz)|
)

for z ∈ 2−1Zd and x ∈
∏

1⩽i⩽d

(zi, zi + k−1].

Here we used (4.8), (4.6) and the fact ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k
αt, kx) = ϕ(m+2)(1+θ)(k

αt, kz) for every x ∈
∏

1⩽i⩽d(zi, zi + k−1]
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 θ = 2−α

2d+α+2β .
Combining this with (4.9), we finally complete the proof for the case α ∈ (1, 2).
When β = ∞, there exists R0 > 0 so that supp[ū(t, ·)] ⊂ BR0 for every t ∈ [0, T ]. In this case, we can use ū instead

of ūψkθ and follow the arguments above to prove the desired conclusion.
Case 2: We assume that α ∈ (0, 1]. Let ϕ̃m : R+ × Zd → Rd be the solution to the equation (2.23). For every

2m ⩽ k < 2m+1, we define vk : [0, T ]× k−1Zd → R by

vk(t, x) = ū(t, x)ψkθ(x) + k−1
〈
∇(ū(t, x)ψkθ(x)), ϕ̃(m+2)(1+θ)(t, kx)

〉
.

As before, we can extend it to vk : [0, T ]×Rd → R by setting ϕ̃(m+2)(1+θ)(t, x) = ϕ̃(m+2)(1+θ)(t, z) if x ∈
∏

1⩽i⩽d(zi, zi+

1] ∩B2(m+2)(1+θ) for the unique z ∈ B2(m+2)(1+θ) ∩ Zd and setting ϕ̃(m+2)(1+θ)(t, x) = 0 if x /∈ B2(m+2)(1+θ) . Then, using
(2.25), (3.1) and (3.9), and following the arguments for Case 1, we can find k∗0 := k∗0(ω) ⩾ 1 such that for all k ⩾ k∗0,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥uk(t, ·)− ū(t, ·)∥L2(Rd;dx)

⩽ c40
√
π (kαT ) + c40

k
− d+2β

2(2d+1+2β) (log
1+ 1+γ

(4(d−1))∧2d k), α = 1,

k
− α(d+2β)

2(2d+α+2β) (log
(1+γ)α

(4(d−α))∧2d k), α ∈ (0, 1).

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

∂t
(uk − ū) (t, x)− Lk

t (uk − ū) (t, ·)(x)

=

(
∂

∂t
uk(t, x)− Lk

t uk(t, ·)(x)
)
−
(
∂

∂t
ū(t, x)− L̄ū(t, ·)(x)

)
+
(
Lk
t ū(t, ·)(x)− Lū(t, ·)(x)

)
= Lk

t ū(t, ·)(x)− Lū(t, ·)(x) := J(t, x).

(4.20)

According to (3.1) and (3.7), there exists k∗1 := k∗1(ω) > 0 such that for all k ⩾ k∗1,∫ T

0

∫
k−1Zd

|J(t, x)|2 µ(k)(dx) dt ⩽ c41

(
max{k−

2(1−α)
1+γ , k

− d
1+γ }+ π (kαT )

)
T.

Putting this into (4.20) and following the the proof for Case 1 again, we can prove for all k ⩾ k∗1,

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥uk(t, ·)− ū(t, ·)∥L2(Rd;dx) ⩽ c42

(√
π (kαT ) + max{k−

1−α
1+γ , k

− d
2(1+γ) }

)
.
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This completes the proof of the theorem. □

Remark 4.2. We now explain why the convergence rate in Theorem 1.1 contains the term π(kαT ) in the right hand
side of (1.10). When K(t) ≡ 0, clearly π(kαT ) = 0. One can do a deterministic time-change to reduce the general
case to the case that K(t) ≡ 0 as follows.

Define

a(t) :=

∫ t

0
K(r) dr and ω̃t,x,y :=

wa−1(t),x,y

K(a−1(t))
, (4.21)

where a−1(t) is the inverse function of the strictly increasing continuous function a(t). Then {w̃t,x,y : t ∈ [0,∞), (x, y) ∈
E} satisfies Assumption (H) with E[w̃t,x,y] = 1 and w̃t,x,y ⩽ C/K1 for all t ⩾ 0 and (x, y) ∈ E. Define

L̃ω
t f(x) :=

∑
y∈Zd:y ̸=x

(f(y)− f(x))
w̃t,x,y(ω)

|x− y|d+α
, f ∈ L2(Zd;µ), (4.22)

and for each integer k ⩾ 1,

L̃
k,ω
t f(x) := k−d

∑
y∈k−1Zd:y ̸=x

(f(y)− f(x))
w̃kαt,kx,ky(ω)

|x− y|d+α
, f ∈ L2(Zd;µ(k)) (4.23)

Let T > 0, g ∈ C2
c (Rd), β ∈ (0,∞] and h ∈ Sβ,g,T . Denote by v̄ the solution to (1.8) on [0,KT ] × Rd but with 1

in place of K in the definition of L̄ and h(t/K, x)/K in place of h(t, x), and vωk the solution to (1.9) but with L̃
k,ω
t in

place of Lk,ω
t and hk(t, x) :=

h(k−αa−1(kαt),x)
K(a−1(kαt))

in place of h(t, x). Then

uωk (t, x) = vωk (ak(t), x) and ū(t, x) = v̄(Kt, x), (4.24)

where ak(t) := k−αa(kαt).
Suppose that h = 0. Denote the right hand side of (1.11) by r(k) for {w̃t,x,y : t ⩾ 0 and (x, y) ∈ E}, vωk (t, x) and

v̄(t, x) with KT in place of T . Then, by (4.24), (1.11) and the Lipschitz continuity of v̄(t, x) with respect to t in the
Hilbert space L2(Rd; dx), we have

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥uωk (t, ·)− ū(t, ·)∥L2(Rd;dx)

⩽ sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥vωk (ak(t), ·)− v̄(Kt, ·)∥L2(Rd;dx)

⩽ sup
t∈[0,T ]

(
∥vωk (ak(t), ·)− v̄(ak(t), ·)∥L2(Rd;dx) + ∥v̄(ak(t), ·)− v(Kt, ·)∥L2(Rd;dx)

)
⩽ r(k) + sup

t∈[0,T ]
|ak(t)−Kt|

⩽ r(k) + sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣∣k−α

∫ kαt

0
(K(r)−K)dr

∣∣∣∣
= r(k) + sup

t∈[0,T ]

∫ t

0
|K(kαs)−K|ds

⩽ r(k) +

∫ T

0
|K(kαs)−K|ds

⩽ r(k) + π(kαT )
√
T ,

where the last inequality is due to the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. □

5. Appendix

5.1. Dense property of S∞,g,T . In this part, we assert that, for any T > 0 and g ∈ C2
c (Rd), the set S∞,g,T is dense

in L2([0, T ] × Rd; dt × dx). Indeed, let φ ∈ C∞
b (R) be such that 0 ⩽ φ ⩽ 1 on R with φ(r) = 1 for all r ⩽ 1 and

φ(r) = 0 for all r ⩾ 2. Fix T > 0 and g ∈ C2
c (Rd). Given f ∈ L2([0, T ]× Rd; dt× dx), set

gn(t, x) = φ(|x| − n)

(
P̄tg(x) +

∫ t

0
P̄t−sf(s, x) ds

)
,

and
fn(t, x) =

∂

∂t
gn(t, x)− L̄gn(t, ·)(x)
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for any (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× Rd. Then, following the proof of [21, Lemma A.1], we can check that fn ∈ S∞,g,T and

lim
n→∞

∥fn − f∥L2([0,T ]×Rd;dt×dx) = 0.

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 δ0 ∈ (0, 1), λ0 > 0 and a random variable m0(ω) ⩾ 1
such that for all m ⩾ m0(ω),

µ
(
Bt,x1,x2

r,δ0
(y)
)
> λ0µ(Br(y)), 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 2mαT, x1, x2, y ∈ B2m with x1 ̸= x2, [m

θ] ⩽ r ⩽ 2m. (5.1)

Thus, for all f : Zd → R, m ⩾ m0(ω), 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 2mαT , y ∈ B2m and [mθ] ⩽ r ⩽ 2m, according to the Cauchy-Schwartz
inequality, we obtain∫

Br(y)

(
f(x)−

∮
Br(y)

f dµ
)2
µ(dx)

= µ(Br(y))
−2

∑
x1∈Br(y)

( ∑
x2∈Br(y)\{x1}

(f(x1)− f(x2))

)2

⩽ µ(Br(y))
−1

∑
x1,x2∈Br(y):x1 ̸=x2

(f(x1)− f(x2))
2

= µ(Br(y))
−1

∑
x1,x2∈Br(y):x1 ̸=x2

1

µ
(
Bt,x1,x2

r,δ0
(y)
) ∑

z∈Bt,x1,x2
r,δ0

(y)

(f(x1)− f(z) + f(z)− f(x2))
2

⩽ 2λ−1
0 µ(Br(y))

−2
∑

x1,x2∈Br(y):x1 ̸=x2

∑
z∈Bt,x1,x2

r,δ0
(y)

(
(f(x1)− f(z))2 + (f(x2)− f(z))2

)
,

where in the second inequality we used (5.1).
By the definition of Bt,x1,x2

r,δ0
(y), we know that wt,x1,z > δ0 and |x1 − z| ⩽ 2r for every z ∈ Bt,x1,x2

r,δ0
(y) and

x1, x2 ∈ Br(y) with x1 ̸= x2. Thus,

µ(Br(y))
−2

∑
x1,x2∈Br(y):x1 ̸=x2

∑
z∈Bt,x1,x2

r,δ0
(y)

(f(x1)− f(z))2

⩽ δ−1
0 (2r)d+αµ(Br(y))

−2
∑

x1,x2∈Br(y):x1 ̸=x2

∑
z∈Bt,x1,x2

r,δ0
(y)

(f(x1)− f(z))2
wt,x1,z

|x1 − z|d+α

⩽ c1r
−d+α

∑
x1,x2∈Br(y):x1 ̸=x2

∑
z∈Br(y)

(f(x1)− f(z))2
wt,x1,z

|x1 − z|d+α

⩽ c2r
α

∑
x,z∈Br(y)

(f(x)− f(z))2
wt,x,z

|x− z|d+α
= c2r

αE ω
t,Br(y)

(f, f).

Similarly, we have

µ(Br(y))
−2

∑
x1,x2∈Br(y);x1 ̸=x2

∑
z∈Bt,x1,x2

r,δ0
(y)

(f(x2)− f(z))2 ⩽ c3r
αE ω

t,Br(y)
(f, f).

Putting all the estimates above together, we can obtain the desired conclusion (2.11). □
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Proof of Proposition 2.3. For every 1 ⩽ k < m and f, g : B2m → R,∑
z∈Zd

m,k+1

∫
B

2k+1 (z)
f(x)

(
g(x)−

∮
B

2k+1 (z)
g dµ

)
µ(dx)

=
∑

z∈Zd
m,k+1

∑
y∈Zd

m,k∩B2k+1 (z)

∫
B

2k
(y)
f(x)

(
g(x)−

∮
B

2k+1 (z)
g dµ

)
µ(dx)

=
∑

z∈Zd
m,k+1

∑
y∈Zd

m,k∩B2k+1 (z)

[∫
B

2k
(y)
f(x)

(
g(x)−

∮
B

2k
(y)
g dµ

)
µ(dx)

+

∫
B

2k
(y)
f(x)

(∮
B

2k
(y)
g dµ−

∮
B

2k+1 (z)
g dµ

)
µ(dx)

]

=
∑

y∈Zd
m,k

∫
B

2k
(y)
f(x)

(
g(x)−

∮
B

2k
(y)
g dµ

)
µ(dx)

+ µ(B2k)
∑

z∈Zd
m,k+1

∑
y∈Zd

m,k∩B2k+1 (z)

(∮
B

2k
(y)
f dµ

)(∮
B

2k
(y)
g dµ−

∮
B

2k+1 (z)
g dµ

)
.

(5.2)

According to the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality,

µ(B2k)
∑

z∈Zd
m,k+1

∑
y∈Zd

m,k∩B2k+1 (z)

(∮
B

2k
(y)
f dµ

)(∮
B

2k
(y)
g dµ−

∮
B

2k+1 (z)
g dµ

)

⩽ c12
kd

 ∑
z∈Zd

m,k+1

∑
y∈Zd

m,k∩B2k+1 (z)

(∮
B

2k
(y)
g dµ−

∮
B

2k+1 (z)
g dµ

)2


1/2 ∑
y∈Zd

m,k

(∮
B

2k
(y)
f dµ

)2


1/2

⩽ c12
kd

 ∑
z∈Zd

m,k+1

∑
y∈Zd

m,k∩B2k+1 (z)

∮
B

2k
(y)

(
g(x)−

∮
B

2k+1 (z)
g dµ

)2

µ(dx)


1/2 ∑

y∈Zd
m,k

(∮
B

2k
(y)
f dµ

)2


1/2

.

(5.3)

By (5.1), for a.e. ω ∈ Ω, there exist constants δ0, λ0 > 0 and a random variable m0(ω) ⩾ 1 so that for every
m ⩾ m0(ω),

µ
(
Bt,x1,x2

2k,δ0
(y)
)
> λ0µ(B2k(y)), 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 2mαT, x1, x2, y ∈ B2m with x1 ̸= x2, θ log2(m log 2) ⩽ k ⩽ m. (5.4)

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

2k
(y)

(
g(x)−

∮
B

2k+1 (z)
g dµ

)2

µ(dx)

= µ(B2k(y))
−1µ(B2k+1(z))−2

∑
x1∈B2k

(y)

 ∑
x2∈B2k+1 (z):x2 ̸=x1

(g(x1)− g(x2))

2

⩽ c22
−2kd

∑
x1∈B2k

(y),x2∈B2k+1 (z),x1 ̸=x2

(g(x1)− g(x2))
2

= c22
−2kd

∑
x1∈B2k

(y),x2∈B2k+1 (z),x1 ̸=x2

µ
(
Bt,x1,x2

2k,δ0
(y)
)−1 ∑

z1∈B
t,x1,x2
2k,δ0

(y)

(g(x1)− g(z1) + g(z1)− g(x2))
2

⩽ c32
−3kd

∑
x1∈B2k

(y),x2∈B2k+1 (z),x1 ̸=x2

∑
z1∈B

t,x1,x2
2k,δ0

(y)

(
(g(x1)− g(z1))

2 + (g(z1)− g(x2))
2
)
,
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where the last inequality follows from (5.4). Note that wt,x1,z1 > δ0, wt,x2,z1 > δ0, |x1−z1| ⩽ 2k+1 and |x2−z1| ⩽ 2k+3

for all z1 ∈ Bt,x1,x2

r,δ0
(y), x1 ∈ B2k(y), x2 ∈ B2k+1(z), z ∈ Zd

m,k+1 and y ∈ Zd
m,k ∩B2k+1(z). We further get

2−3kd
∑

x1∈B2k
(y),x2∈B2k+1 (z),x1 ̸=x2

∑
z1∈B

t,x1,x2
2k,δ0

(y)

(g(x1)− g(z1))
2

⩽ 2−3kd2(k+1)(d+α)δ−1
0

∑
x1∈B2k

(y),x2∈B2k+1 (z),x1 ̸=x2

∑
z1∈B

t,x1,x2
2k,δ0

(y)

(g(x1)− g(z1))
2 wt,x1,z1

|x1 − z1|d+α

⩽ c42
−k(2d−α)

∑
x1∈B2k

(y),x2∈B2k+1 (z),x1 ̸=x2

∑
z1∈B2k

(y)

(g(x1)− g(z1))
2 wt,x1,z1

|x1 − z1|d+α

⩽ c52
−k(d−α)

∑
x1,z1∈B2k

(y)

(g(x1)− g(z1))
2 wt,x1,z1

|x1 − z1|d+α
.

Similarly, we can obtain

2−3kd
∑

x1∈B2k
(y),x2∈B2k+1 (z),x1 ̸=x2

∑
z1∈B

t,x1,x2
2k,δ0

(y)

(g(x1)− g(z1))
2

⩽ c62
−k(d−α)

∑
x2∈B2k+1 (z),z1∈B2k

(y)

(g(x2)− g(z1))
2 wt,x2,z1

|x2 − z1|d+α
.

Thus, for every m ⩾ m0(ω), 0 ⩽ t ⩽ 2mαT and k ∈ Z ∩ [θ log2(m log 2),m],∮
B

2k
(y)

(
g(x)−

∮
B

2k+1 (z)
g dµ

)2

µ(dx) ⩽ c72
−k(d−α)

∫
B

2k
(y)

∫
B

2k+1 (z)
(g(x1)− g(x2))

2 wt,x1,x2

|x1 − x2|d+α
µ(dx1)µ(dx2),

and so ∑
z∈Zd

m,k+1

∑
y∈Zd

m,k∩B2k+1 (z)

∮
B

2k
(y)

(
g(x)−

∮
B

2k+1 (z)
g dµ

)2

µ(dx)

⩽ c72
−k(d−α)

∑
z∈Zd

m,k+1

∑
y∈Zd

m,k∩B2k+1 (z)

∫
B

2k
(y)

∫
B

2k+1 (z)
(g(x1)− g(x2))

2 wt,x1,x2

|x1 − x2|d+α
µ(dx1)µ(dx2)

⩽ c72
−k(d−α)

∫
B2m

∫
B2m

(g(x1)− g(x2))
2 wt,x1,x2

|x1 − x2|d+α
µ(dx1)µ(dx2) = 2c72

−k(d−α)E ω
t,B2m

(g, g).

Combining this with (5.2) and (5.3), and taking the summation in (5.2) from k = n (with m ⩾ m0(ω) and
n ∈ Z ∩ [θ log2(m log 2),m]) to k = m− 1, we get the desired assertion (2.13). □
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