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Abstract

We study random walks in a balanced, i.i.d. random environment in ℤ𝑑
for 𝑑 ≥ 3. We establish improved convergence rates for the homogenization
of the Dirichlet problem associated with the corresponding non-divergence
form difference operators, surpassing the 𝑂(𝑅−1) rate, which is expected to
be optimal for environments with a finite range of dependence. In particular,
the improved rates are𝑂(𝑅−3∕2) when 𝑑 = 3, and𝑂(𝑅−2 log𝑅) when 𝑑 ≥ 4.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the homogenization convergence rates of purely second-
order non-divergence form difference operators in an independent and identically
distributed (i.i.d.) random environment on ℤ𝑑 for dimensions 𝑑 ≥ 3.

Large-scale behavior of random walks in i.i.d. environments has been inten-
sively studied; see [9, 31, 8, 14, 24] and the references therein. Since the dynamics
of random walks in random environments (RWRE) can be described by difference
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equations, stochastic homogenization of difference equations in random environ-
ments is crucial for understanding the large-scale behavior of RWRE. For envi-
ronments in which spectral-gap or Efron–Stein type inequalities are available, the
strong concentration properties of the medium can be exploited to obtain quantita-
tive homogenization results; see, for example, [16, 2, 20]. In this paper, we show
that, for non-divergence form difference operators in the i.i.d. setting, the reflec-
tion symmetry of the law of the environment can in fact be used to extract addi-
tional cancellations. Somewhat unexpectedly, this yields homogenization rates for
the Dirichlet problem that are strictly better than the standard optimal rate 𝑂(𝑅−1)
obtained in [20]. To achieve this, we require a more delicate analysis of the fluctu-
ations of the homogenization error, relying in particular on a deeper understanding
of higher-order correctors.

1.1 Settings

Let 𝕊𝑑×𝑑 denote the set of real 𝑑 × 𝑑 positive definite diagonal matrices. A map
𝜔 ∶ ℤ𝑑 → 𝕊𝑑×𝑑

is called an environment, and the set of all such environments is denoted by Ω. Let
ℙ be a probability measure on Ω such that

{

𝜔(𝑥) = diag[𝜔1(𝑥),… , 𝜔𝑑(𝑥)], 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑
}

are i.i.d. under ℙ. We denote the expectation with respect to ℙ by 𝔼 (or 𝐸ℙ).
Definition 1. Let {𝑒1,… , 𝑒𝑑} be the canonical basis for ℝ𝑑 , and let

𝑈 ∶=
{

𝑒 ∈ ℤ𝑑 ∶ |𝑒| = 1
}

=
{

±𝑒1,… ,±𝑒𝑑
}

be the set of unit vectors in ℤ𝑑 . We define the difference operators ∇ = (∇𝑒)𝑒∈𝑈
and ∇2 = diag[∇2

1,… ,∇2
𝑑] by

∇𝑒𝑢(𝑥) ∶= 𝑢(𝑥 + 𝑒) − 𝑢(𝑥), ∇2
𝑖 𝑢(𝑥) ∶= 𝑢(𝑥 + 𝑒𝑖) + 𝑢(𝑥 − 𝑒𝑖) − 2𝑢(𝑥) (1)

for 𝑒 ∈ 𝑈 and 𝑖 ∈ {1,… , 𝑑}. Clearly, ∇ and ∇2 are linear operators.
For 𝑟 > 0 and 𝑦 ∈ ℝ𝑑 , we write

𝔹𝑟(𝑦) ∶=
{

𝑥 ∈ ℝ𝑑 ∶ |𝑥 − 𝑦| < 𝑟
}

, 𝐵𝑟(𝑦) ∶= 𝔹𝑟(𝑦) ∩ ℤ𝑑

to denote the continuous and discrete ball with center 𝑦 and radius 𝑟, respectively.
When 𝑦 = 0, we write 𝔹𝑟 ∶= 𝔹𝑟(0) and 𝐵𝑟 ∶= 𝐵𝑟(0) for simplicity. For any
𝐵 ⊂ ℤ𝑑 , its discrete boundary 𝜕𝐵 and discrete closure 𝐵̄ are defined as

𝜕𝐵 ∶=
{

𝑧 ∈ ℤ𝑑 ⧵ 𝐵 ∶ |𝑧 − 𝑥| = 1 for some 𝑥 ∈ 𝐵
}

, 𝐵̄ ∶= 𝐵 ∪ 𝜕𝐵.
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By abuse of notation, we also use 𝜕𝐴 and 𝐴̄ to denote the usual continuous boundary
and closure of 𝐴 ⊂ ℝ𝑑 , respectively, if there is no confusion. The interior of 𝐵𝑅 is
denoted by

𝐵◦
𝑅 ∶= {𝑥 ∈ 𝐵𝑅 ∶ |𝑥 − 𝑦| ≥ 1 for all 𝑦 ∈ 𝜕𝔹𝑅}.

Note that for any 𝑅 ≥ 1, there holds
𝔹̄𝑅−1 ∩ ℤ𝑑 ⊂ 𝐵◦

𝑅 ⊂ 𝐵𝑅 ⊂ 𝐵̄
◦
𝑅 ⊂ 𝔹̄𝑅 ∩ ℤ𝑑 ⊂ 𝐵̄𝑅.

For 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑 , a spatial shift is defined by
𝜃𝑥 ∶ Ω → Ω, 𝜃𝑥𝜔 ∶= 𝜔(𝑥 + ⋅).

In a random environment 𝜔 ∈ Ω in dimensions 𝑑 ≥ 2, we consider the discrete
non-divergence form elliptic Dirichlet problem

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

1
2 tr

(

𝜔(𝑥)∇2𝑢(𝑥)
)

= 1
𝑅2𝑓

(

𝑥
𝑅

)

𝜁 (𝜃𝑥𝜔) 𝑥 ∈ 𝐵◦
𝑅,

𝑢(𝑥) = 𝑔
(

𝑥
𝑅

)

𝑥 ∈ 𝜕𝐵◦
𝑅,

(2)

where 𝑓, 𝑔 ∈ ℝ𝔹̄1 are sufficiently regular, and 𝜁 ∈ ℝΩ satisfies suitable integrability
conditions. As𝑅→ ∞, it is expected that |𝑢− 𝑢̄( ⋅

𝑅
)| converges to 0, where 𝑢̄ solves

{ 1
2 tr(𝑎̄ 𝐷

2𝑢̄(𝑥)) = 𝑓 (𝑥) 𝜓̄ 𝑥 ∈ 𝔹1,
𝑢̄(𝑥) = 𝑔(𝑥) 𝑥 ∈ 𝜕𝔹1.

(3)

Here, 𝐷2𝑢̄ denotes the Hessian matrix of 𝑢̄, and 𝑎̄ = 𝑎̄(ℙ) ∈ 𝕊𝑑×𝑑 and 𝜓̄ =
𝜓̄(ℙ, 𝜁 ) ∈ ℝ are deterministic and do not depend on the realization of the random
environment; see Theorem A and Theorem D for formulas of 𝑎̄ and 𝜓̄ .

We remark that in the continuous PDE setting, one only needs a function 𝑔 ∈
𝐶2,𝛼(𝜕𝔹1) on the boundary 𝜕𝔹1 to consider Dirichlet problems of types (2) and
(3). However, in the discrete setting, the discrete and continuous boundaries do not
agree, and therefore the function 𝑔 in (2) should be extended to 1

𝑅
𝜕𝐵◦

𝑅 ⊄ 𝜕𝔹1. This
discrepancy typically induces an error of order 1

𝑅
which automatically becomes the

ceiling of the optimal homogenization error in the discrete setting, cf. [20]. Indeed,
this𝑂(𝑅−1) rate is the optimal rate obtained in [20] for 𝑑 ≥ 3. Whereas, when such
a discretization issue is not present, e.g., in the continuous periodic setting [21, 30,
28], one needs to go deeper into higher order correctors to justify the optimality
of the rate 𝑂(𝑅−1) for the homogenization of the Dirichlet problem. We refer to
[11, 15, 29] for recent developments in numerical homogenization of PDEs in non-
divergence form.

A goal of this article is to isolate and examine the homogenization rate that
does not originate from boundary discretization. To this end, we assume that the
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boundary data 𝑔 is properly extended to be a function on 1
𝑅
𝜕𝐵◦

𝑅 in the Dirichlet
problem (2).

The non-divergence form difference equation (2) is used to describe random
walks in a random environment (RWRE) in ℤ𝑑 . To be specific, for 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ ℤ𝑑 , we
set

𝜔(𝑥, 𝑥 ± 𝑒𝑖) ∶=
𝜔𝑖(𝑥)

2 tr𝜔(𝑥)
for 𝑖 = 1,… , 𝑑, (4)

and
𝜔(𝑥, 𝑦) ∶= 0 if |𝑥 − 𝑦| ≠ 1,

that is, we normalize𝜔 to get a transition probability. We note that the configuration
of {𝜔(𝑥, 𝑦) ∶ 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ ℤ𝑑} is also called a balanced environment in the literature
[26, 22, 7, 13, 6, 12].
Definition 2. For each fixed 𝜔 ∈ Ω, the random walk (𝑋𝑛)𝑛≥0 in the environment
𝜔 with 𝑋0 = 𝑥 is a Markov chain in ℤ𝑑 with transition probability 𝑃 𝑥𝜔 specified by

𝑃 𝑥𝜔
(

𝑋𝑛+1 = 𝑧|𝑋𝑛 = 𝑦
)

∶= 𝜔(𝑦, 𝑧). (5)
The continuous-time RWRE (𝑌𝑡)𝑡≥0 in 𝜔 is defined to be the Markov process on ℤ𝑑
with jump rates 𝜔(𝑥, 𝑦) from 𝑥 to 𝑦. With abuse of notations, we still denote by 𝑃 𝑥𝜔the quenched law of (𝑌𝑡) if there is no ambiguity from the context.

The expectation with respect to 𝑃 𝑥𝜔 is denoted by 𝐸𝑥
𝜔. When the starting point

of the random walk is 0, we sometimes omit the superscript and write 𝑃 0
𝜔 and 𝐸0

𝜔as 𝑃𝜔 and 𝐸𝜔, respectively. Note that for random walks (𝑋𝑛) in an environment 𝜔,
we have that

𝜔̄𝑖 ∶= 𝜃𝑋𝑖
𝜔 ∈ Ω, 𝑖 ≥ 0, (6)

is also a Markov chain, called the environment viewed from the particle process.
By abuse of notation, we enlarge our probability space so that 𝑃𝜔 still denotes the
joint law of the random walks and (𝜔̄𝑖)𝑖≥0.

For 𝜔 ∈ Ω and 𝑖 ∈ {1,… , 𝑑}, we set 𝑎𝑖(𝑥) = 𝑎𝜔𝑖 (𝑥) ∶=
𝜔𝑖(𝑥)
tr𝜔(𝑥) = 2𝜔(𝑥, 𝑥 + 𝑒𝑖)

and
𝑎(𝑥) = 𝑎𝜔(𝑥) ∶= diag[𝑎1(𝑥),… , 𝑎𝑑(𝑥)] =

𝜔(𝑥)
tr𝜔(𝑥)

, 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑 . (7)
Finally, for 𝜔 ∈ Ω, we introduce the difference operator 𝐿𝜔 given by

𝐿𝜔𝑢(𝑥) ∶=
∑

𝑦∈ℤ𝑑
𝜔(𝑥, 𝑦)[𝑢(𝑦) − 𝑢(𝑥)] = 1

2
tr(𝑎(𝑥)∇2𝑢(𝑥)).

That is, 𝐿𝜔 is the generator of the process (𝑌𝑡)𝑡≥0.
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1.2 Main assumptions and some notations

Throughout the paper, the following assumptions are always in force:
(A1) {

𝜔(𝑥), 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑
} are i.i.d. under the probability measure ℙ.

(A2) 𝜔
tr𝜔 ≥ 2𝜅I for ℙ-almost every 𝜔 and some constant 𝜅 ∈ (0, 1

2𝑑 ].
(A3) 𝜓(𝜔) ∶= 𝜁 (𝜔)

tr𝜔(0)
is a 𝐿∞(ℙ)-bounded measurable function of 𝜔(0).

Throughout this paper, we use 𝑐, 𝐶 to denote positive constants which may change
from line to line but only depend on the dimension 𝑑 and the ellipticity constant
𝜅 unless stated otherwise. We write 𝐴 ≲ 𝐵 if 𝐴 ≤ 𝐶𝐵, and 𝐴 ≍ 𝐵 if 𝐴 ≲ 𝐵
and 𝐴 ≳ 𝐵. We also use the notations 𝐴 ≲𝑗 𝐵 and 𝐴 ≍𝑗 𝐵 to indicate that the
multiplicative constant depends on the variable 𝑗 other than (𝑑, 𝜅). We will use
the convention of summation over repeated indices. For example, 𝑎𝑘𝑏𝑘 represents
∑𝑑
𝑘=1 𝑎𝑘𝑏𝑘. This convention is not used in definitions (17) and (18). For simplicity,

we use ℋ = ℋ (𝜔) to denote a generic stretched-exponentially integrable random
variable (i.e., 𝔼[exp(ℋ 𝑐)] < 𝐶) whose value may differ from line to line. We
write ℋ𝑥(𝜔) ∶= ℋ (𝜃𝑥𝜔). We note that ℋ may depend on other parameters as
well, although the constants 𝑐, 𝐶 in the stretched-exponential moment bound only
depend on (𝑑, 𝜅).

1.3 Earlier results in the literature

We first recall the following quenched central limit theorem (QCLT) proved in [26],
which is a discrete version of [27].
Theorem A. Assume (A2) and that law ℙ of the environment is ergodic under
spatial shifts {𝜃𝑥 ∶ 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑}. Then, the following assertions hold.

(i) There exists a probability measure ℚ ≈ ℙ such that (𝜔̄𝑖)𝑖≥0 is an ergodic (with
respect to time shifts) sequence under law ℚ × 𝑃𝜔.

(ii) For ℙ-almost every 𝜔, the rescaled path 𝑋𝑛2𝑡∕𝑛 converges weakly (under law
𝑃𝜔) to a Brownian motion with covariance matrix

𝑎̄ = diag[𝑎̄1,… , 𝑎̄𝑑] ∶= 𝐸ℚ[𝑎] = 𝐸ℚ[
𝜔(0)
tr𝜔(0) ] > 0. (8)

We denote the Radon–Nikodym derivative of ℚ with respect to ℙ by
𝜌(𝜔) = dℚ∕dℙ. (9)

If the environment is i.i.d., it was proved in [19, Theorem 1.5] that
𝐸[exp(𝜌−𝑐)] + 𝐸[exp(𝜌𝑐)] < ∞ (10)
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for some constant 𝑐 = 𝑐(𝜅, 𝑑) > 0. For any 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑 , we write
𝜌𝜔(𝑥) ∶= 𝜌(𝜃𝑥𝜔).

For any 𝛼 ∈ (0, 1] and any function 𝑓 on a set 𝐴, we define

osc
𝐴
𝑓 ∶= sup

𝑥,𝑦∈𝐴
|𝑓 (𝑥) − 𝑓 (𝑦)|, [𝑓 ]𝛼;𝐴 ∶= sup

𝑥,𝑦∈𝐴, 𝑥≠𝑦

|𝑓 (𝑥) − 𝑓 (𝑦)|
|𝑥 − 𝑦|𝛼

,

and, if 𝐴 is a finite set, for 𝑝 ∈ (0,∞), we define

‖𝑓‖𝑝;𝐴 ∶=

(

1
#𝐴

∑

𝑥∈𝐴
|𝑓 (𝑥)|𝑝

)1∕𝑝

, ‖𝑓‖∞;𝐴 ∶= max
𝑥∈𝐴

|𝑓 (𝑥)|.

For any integer 𝑗 ≥ 0, let H𝑗 denote the set of 𝑗-th order polynomials, with
H0 = ℝ. In fact, in our paper, we will only use the cases 𝑗 = 0, 1.

The following large-scale regularity result can be found in [20], which is a dis-
crete version of the𝐶1,1 regularity estimate in [2, Theorem 3.1]. This was first done
in the periodic setting in [4, 5].
Theorem B. Assume (A1), (A2), and that 𝜓 is a local function. Let 𝑅 ≥ 1. There
exists 𝛼 = 𝛼(𝑑, 𝜅) ∈ (0, 13 ) such that, for any 𝑢 with 𝐿𝜔𝑢(𝑥) = 𝜓(𝜃𝑥𝜔) + 𝑓 (𝑥) on
𝐵𝑅, 𝑗 ∈ {1, 2}, ℋ ≤ 𝑟 < 𝑅, we have that

1
𝑟𝑗

inf
𝑝∈H𝑗−1

osc
𝐵𝑟

(𝑢 − 𝑝) ≲ 1
𝑅𝑗

inf
𝑝∈H𝑗−1

osc
𝐵𝑅

(𝑢 − 𝑝) + 𝐴𝑗 , (11)

where the terms 𝐴1 = 𝐴1(𝑅) and 𝐴2 = 𝐴2(𝑅, 𝑟) obey the bounds

𝐴1 ≤ 𝑅1−𝛼
‖𝜓‖∞ +𝑅‖𝑓‖∞ and 𝐴1 ≤ 𝑅1−𝛼

‖𝜓 + 𝑓 (0)‖∞ +𝑅1+𝜎[𝑓 ]𝜎;𝐵𝑅 ,

𝐴2 ≤ 𝑟−𝛼‖𝜓‖∞ + log(𝑅
𝑟
)‖𝑓‖∞ and 𝐴2 ≤ 𝑟−𝛼‖𝜓 + 𝑓 (0)‖∞ +𝑅𝜎[𝑓 ]𝜎;𝐵𝑅

for any 𝜎 ∈ (0, 1]. In particular, for any 𝑅 > 1 and 𝑗 ∈ {1, 2}, there holds

|∇𝑗𝑢(0)| ≲
(

ℋ
𝑅

)𝑗
(

‖𝑢 − 𝑢(0)‖1;𝐵𝑅 +𝑅2
‖𝜓 + 𝑓 (0)‖∞ +𝑅2+𝜎[𝑓 ]𝜎;𝐵𝑅

)

. (12)

Introducing the quantities

𝜇(𝑅) ∶=

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝑅 𝑑 = 2,
𝑅1∕2 𝑑 = 3,
(1 ∨ log𝑅)1∕2 𝑑 = 4,
1 𝑑 ≥ 5,

𝛿(𝑅) ∶=
{

(log(𝑅 ∨ 2))3∕2 𝑑 = 2,
1 𝑑 ≥ 3,

(13)
the following theorems on properties of the (global) correctors and quantitative
homogenization of the Dirichlet problem were established in [20].
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Theorem C. Let 𝜓 be an 𝐿∞(ℙ)-bounded function of 𝜔(0) with ‖𝜓‖∞ = 1. For
each 𝑑 ≥ 2 and ℙ-a.e. 𝜔, there exists a function 𝜙𝜙𝜙 = 𝜙𝜙𝜙𝜔 ∶ ℤ𝑑 → ℝ that solves

𝐿𝜔𝜙𝜙𝜙(𝑥) = 𝜓(𝜃𝑥𝜔) − 𝜓̄ for 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑

with the following properties:

(i) When 𝑑 ≥ 5, 𝔼[exp(𝑐|𝜙𝜙𝜙(𝑥)∕𝜇(|𝑥|)|𝑝)] < 𝐶𝑝 for any 𝑝 ∈ (0, 2𝑑
3𝑑+2 ), 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑;

When 𝑑 = 3, 4, 𝔼[exp(𝑐|𝜙𝜙𝜙(𝑥)∕𝜇(|𝑥|)|𝑝)] < 𝐶𝑝 for any 𝑝 ∈ (0, 2𝑑
3𝑑+4 ), 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑;

When 𝑑 = 2, 𝔼
[

exp
(

𝑐| 𝜙𝜙𝜙(𝑥)
|𝑥|𝛿(|𝑥|) |

𝑝)
]

≤ 𝐶𝑝 for any 𝑝 ∈ (0, 13 ), 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑;

(ii) 𝔼[exp(𝑐|∇𝜙𝜙𝜙(𝑥)∕𝛿(|𝑥|)|𝑞)] ≤ 𝐶𝑞 for any 𝑞 ∈ (0, 𝑑
2𝑑+2 ) and 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑;

(iii) 𝔼[exp(𝑐|∇2𝜙𝜙𝜙(𝑥)|𝑟)] ≤ 𝐶𝑟 for any 𝑟 ∈ (0, 𝑑2 ) and 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑;

(iv) (Stationarity properties)

• When 𝑑 ≥ 5, the field {𝜙𝜙𝜙𝜔(𝑥) ∶ 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑} is stationary (under ℙ);
• When 𝑑 ≥ 3, we have ∇𝜙𝜙𝜙𝜔(𝑥) = ∇𝜙𝜙𝜙𝜃𝑥𝜔(0) for all 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑 , and the field

{∇𝜙𝜙𝜙𝜔(𝑥) ∶ 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑} is stationary;
• When 𝑑 = 2, we have ∇2𝜙𝜙𝜙𝜔(𝑥) = ∇2𝜙𝜙𝜙𝜃𝑥𝜔(0) for all 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑 , and the

field {∇2𝜙𝜙𝜙𝜔(𝑥) ∶ 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑} is stationary.

Moreover, such a corrector𝜙𝜙𝜙 is unique up to an additive constant when 𝑑 ≥ 3, and
is unique up to an affine transformation when 𝑑 = 2.

Theorem D. Assume (A1), (A2), and (A3). Let 𝑎̄ ∶= 𝐸ℚ[
𝜔(0)
tr𝜔(0) ] > 0 and 𝜓̄ ∶=

𝐸ℚ[
𝜁

tr𝜔(0) ]. Suppose 𝑓, 𝑔 are both in 𝐶4(ℝ𝑑). Then, for any 𝜀 ∈ (0, 1) and 𝑅 ≥ 2,
there exists a random variable 𝒴 = 𝒴 (𝑅, 𝜀, 𝜔) > 1 with 𝔼[exp(𝒴 𝑑∕(2𝑑+2)−𝜀)] < 𝐶
such that the solution 𝑢 of (2) satisfies

max
𝑥∈𝐵𝑅

|𝑢(𝑥) − 𝑢̄( 𝑥
𝑅
)| ≲

{

(log𝑅)2+𝜀𝑅−1
‖𝑢̄‖𝐶4(𝔹̄1)𝒴 when 𝑑 = 2,

𝑅−1
‖𝑢̄‖𝐶4(𝔹̄1)𝒴 when 𝑑 ≥ 3,

where 𝑢̄ is the solution of the Dirichlet problem (3).
We point out that Theorem D also remains valid for certain finite range de-

pendent environments that are not i.i.d. (for example, the “checkerboard" environ-
ment considered in [2]), provided that an Efron–Stein-type concentration inequality
holds. Indeed, to obtain the heat-kernel bounds with exponential integrability [19]
and the optimal convergence rates [20], the only requirements are an Efron–Stein-
type concentration inequality and a finite range of dependence. We refer the reader
to [10, 3, 2, 6, 17, 19, 1, 23, 20] for recent developments of quantitative stochastic
homogenization of non-divergence form elliptic PDE in both discrete and continu-
ous settings.
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1.4 Main results

Theorem 3. Assume (A1), (A2), (A3), and 𝑑 ≥ 3. Let 𝑎̄, 𝜓̄ be as in Theorem D.
Suppose that 𝑓 ∈ 𝐶4,𝛼(𝔹̄1) and 𝑔 ∈ 𝐶6,𝛼(𝜕𝔹1) for some 𝛼 ∈ (0, 1). Then, there
exists a 𝐶6(𝔹̄1)-extension of 𝑔 such that the solutions 𝑢, 𝑢̄ of (2), (3) satisfy

max
𝑥∈𝐵𝑅

|𝑢(𝑥) − 𝑢̄( 𝑥
𝑅
)| ≲

{

𝑅−3∕2
‖𝑢̄‖𝐶6(𝔹̄1)ℋ when 𝑑 = 3,

𝑅−2(log𝑅)‖𝑢̄‖𝐶6(𝔹̄1)ℋ when 𝑑 ≥ 4.

An example of such an extension is 𝑔 = 𝑢̄.

In the i.i.d. setting with well-prepared boundary conditions, Theorem 3 yields
improved convergence rates compared to the rate 𝑂(𝑅−1) in Theorem D when
𝑑 ≥ 3. Our approaches and contributions are as follows. We employ the two-
scale asymptotic expansion to obtain the estimate (21) in Proposition 5. Due to the
i.i.d. structure, the environment enjoys a reflection symmetry; that is, the random
fields 𝜔(⋅) and 𝜔(− ⋅) are identically distributed. (Of course, this symmetry fails for
environments with only a finite range of dependence.) This reflection symmetry
implies that the third-order homogenized tensor vanishes, which in turn suggests
that a homogenization error bound sharper than 𝑂(𝑅−1) may be attainable.

We remark that such improved rates should not be expected in environments
with correlations even slightly weaker than in the point-wise i.i.d. case, since the
distribution’s reflective symmetry is no longer present.

In our i.i.d. setting, without the presence of the third-order tensor, the homog-
enization rate is completely determined by the 𝐶0,1-bounds of higher-order cor-
rectors. Roughly speaking, the (first-order) correctors “correct” local coefficients,
while the higher-order correctors account for the derivatives of the lower-order cor-
rectors. Hence, unlike the correctors themselves, the source terms in the equations
for higher-order correctors are highly nonlocal, and thus the large-scale regularity
estimates in Theorem B, which apply only to equations with local source terms, no
longer hold.

Our improved convergence rates in Theorem 3 are inspired by earlier results in
the periodic setting [18], where it was proved that if the environment has “one de-
gree of freedom" 𝑎(𝑥), i.e., the coefficient matrix is of the form 𝜔(𝑥) = 𝐶 + 𝑎(𝑥)𝑀
for some constant symmetric matrices 𝐶 and𝑀 , then the third-order homogenized
tensor vanishes, leading to an improved rate of 𝑂(𝑅−2). The periodic setting, how-
ever, is quite rigid. We provided examples in [18] that show that if the environment
has two degrees of freedom, then the third-order homogenized tensor does not van-
ish in general, and the optimal convergence rate in such cases is only 𝑂(𝑅−1).

In contrast, in our random setting, 𝜔(𝑥) = diag[𝜔1(𝑥),… , 𝜔𝑑(𝑥)] has 𝑑 degrees
of freedom, which is fundamentally different from the periodic case considered
in [18]. Moreover, in the periodic setting, the 𝐶0,1-boundedness of higher-order
correctors is automatically guaranteed by periodicity.

One of the main contributions of our work is to establish𝐶0,1 bounds for higher-
order correctors in the random setting. Our approach is based on comparing the true
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higher-order correctors with certain localized higher-order correctors that possess
good regularity properties and approximate higher-order correctors that are station-
ary.
Remark 4. When 𝑑 = 2, the corrector 𝜐𝑘 grows super-linearly (Theorem C). Con-
sequently, via the expansion (21), it produces an error term of order 𝑅−2

|𝑣𝑘| that
dominates the desired 𝑂(𝑅−1) scale. Therefore, in two dimensions, we should not
expect an improvement beyond the 𝑂(𝑅−1) rate in i.i.d. environments.

All in all, this demonstrates that, in the absence of additional structural assump-
tions on the random environment, the boundary conditions, or the dimension, the
best convergence rate that one can expect is 𝑂(𝑅−1), as established in [20]. We
refer to Remark 6 for a discussion of the optimality of the 𝑂(𝑅−1) rate.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 The two-scale asymptotic expansion

In this section, we will investigate the rate of convergence of the solution of the
Dirichlet problem (2). With 𝑎 as defined in (7), problem (2) is equivalent to

{

𝐿𝜔𝑢(𝑥) =
1
2
tr
(

𝑎(𝑥)∇2𝑢(𝑥)
)

= 1
𝑅2𝑓

( 𝑥
𝑅

)

𝜓(𝜃𝑥𝜔) 𝑥 ∈ 𝐵◦
𝑅,

𝑢(𝑥) = 𝑔
( 𝑥
𝑅

)

𝑥 ∈ 𝜕𝐵◦
𝑅,

(14)

where 𝜓(𝜔) ∶= 𝜁 (𝜔)
tr𝜔(0) . With abuse of notation, we also write

𝜓(𝑥) ∶= 𝜓(𝜃𝑥𝜔) for 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑 , 𝜓̄ ∶= 𝐸ℚ𝜓.

Recall 𝑎 and 𝑎̄ from (7) and (8). For 𝜔 ∈ Ω and 𝑘 ∈ {1,… , 𝑑}, let 𝑣𝑘, 𝜉 ∶ ℤ𝑑 → ℝ
be solutions of

𝐿𝜔𝑣
𝑘(𝑥) = 1

2
(𝑎𝑘(𝑥) − 𝑎̄𝑘) for 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑 , (15)

𝐿𝜔𝜉(𝑥) = 𝜓(𝑥) − 𝜓̄ for 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑 , (16)
respectively. That is, 𝑣𝑘 and 𝜉 are global correctors (whose existence is guaranteed
by Theorem C) associated to 1

2
𝑎𝑘(𝑥) = 𝜔(𝑥, 𝑥 + 𝑒𝑘) and 𝜓(𝜔), respectively. We

introduce
𝜆𝑘𝑗 (𝑥) = 𝜆𝑘𝑗 (𝑥;𝜔) ∶= 𝑎𝑗(𝑥)

[

𝑣𝑘(𝑥 + 𝑒𝑗) − 𝑣𝑘(𝑥 − 𝑒𝑗)
]

, 𝜆̄𝑘𝑗 (𝑥) ∶= 𝐸ℙ

[

𝜌(𝑥)𝜆𝑘𝑗 (𝑥)
]

,

(17)
𝜂𝑗(𝑥) = 𝜂𝑗(𝑥;𝜔) ∶= 𝑎𝑗(𝑥)

[

𝜉(𝑥 + 𝑒𝑗) − 𝜉(𝑥 − 𝑒𝑗)
]

, 𝜂̄𝑗(𝑥) ∶= 𝐸ℙ
[

𝜌(𝑥)𝜂𝑗(𝑥)
]

,
(18)

for 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑 . Note that when 𝑑 ≥ 3, by Theorem C, both ∇𝑣𝑘 and ∇𝜉 are stationary
fields (under ℙ) and so 𝜆̄𝑘𝑗 and 𝜂̄𝑗 are constants that do not depend on 𝑥.
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Proposition 5. Suppose that 𝑑 ≥ 3, 𝑓 ∈ 𝐶4,𝛼(𝔹̄1), and 𝑔 ∈ 𝐶6,𝛼(𝜕𝔹1). Let
𝑢, 𝑢̄ be the solutions of (2), (3), respectively. Recall 𝑎, 𝑎̄ from (7), (8), and let
𝑣𝑘, 𝜉, 𝜆𝑘𝑗 , 𝜆̄

𝑘
𝑗 , 𝜂𝑗 , 𝜂̄𝑗 be as above. We extend 𝑔 so that 𝑔 = 𝑢̄ on 𝔹̄1. Let 𝑧̄ ∶ 𝔹̄1 → ℝ

be the solution of
{ 1

2 tr(𝑎̄𝐷
2𝑧̄(𝑥)) = 1

2 𝜆̄
𝑘
𝑖 𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑖𝑢̄(𝑥) −

1
2 𝜂̄𝑗𝜕𝑗𝑓 (𝑥) 𝑥 ∈ 𝔹1,

𝑧̄(𝑥) = 0 𝑥 ∈ 𝜕𝔹1.

For 𝜔 ∈ Ω, 𝑅 > 1, and 𝑗, 𝑘 ∈ {1,… , 𝑑}, let 𝑝𝑘𝑗 , 𝑠𝑗 ∶ ℤ𝑑 → ℝ be solutions of

𝐿𝜔𝑝
𝑘
𝑗 (𝑥) = 𝜆𝑘𝑗 (𝑥) − 𝜆̄

𝑘
𝑗 for 𝑥 ∈ 𝐵𝑅, (19)

𝐿𝜔𝑠𝑗(𝑥) = 𝜂𝑗(𝑥) − 𝜂̄𝑗 for 𝑥 ∈ 𝐵𝑅, (20)
respectively. Then, for 𝜔 ∈ Ω, 𝑅 > 1, we have

max
𝑥∈𝐵𝑅

|

|

|

𝑢(𝑥) − 𝑢̄( 𝑥
𝑅
) − 1

𝑅
𝑧̄( 𝑥
𝑅
)||
|

≲ 1
𝑅2‖𝑢̄‖𝐶6(𝔹̄1)

𝑑
max
𝑖,𝑗,𝑘=1

[

1 + ‖

‖

‖

|∇𝑝𝑘𝑗 | + |∇𝑠𝑗| + (|𝜆̄𝑖𝑗| + |𝜂̄𝑗|)|∇𝑣𝑘|
‖

‖

‖𝑑;𝐵𝑅

+ max
𝐵̄𝑅

(

|𝜉| + |𝑣𝑘| + 1
𝑅
(|𝑝𝑘𝑖 | + |𝑠𝑖|)

)

]

. (21)

Remark 6. This proposition identifies 𝑂(𝑅−1) as the optimal homogenization rate
unless 𝑧̄ ≡ 0, and so no improvement beyond𝑂(𝑅−1) should be expected in general.
We further expect that Proposition 5 remains valid for environments with finite
range of dependence, for the same reasons discussed in the comments following
Theorem D.
Proof. Let 𝑧 ∶ 𝐵̄◦

𝑅 → ℝ be a solution of the Dirichlet problem
{

𝐿𝜔𝑧(𝑥) =
1
𝑅2

[

1
2 𝜆̄

𝑘
𝑖 𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑖𝑢̄(

𝑥
𝑅
) − 1

2 𝜂̄𝑖𝜕𝑖𝑓 (
𝑥
𝑅
)
]

𝑥 ∈ 𝐵◦
𝑅,

𝑧(𝑥) = 0 𝑥 ∈ 𝜕𝐵◦
𝑅.

Consider the function
𝑤(𝑥) = 𝑢(𝑥) − 𝑢̄( 𝑥

𝑅
) − 1

𝑅
𝑧(𝑥)

+ 1
𝑅2

[

𝑣𝑘(𝑥)𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑢̄(
𝑥
𝑅
) − 𝑓 ( 𝑥

𝑅
)𝜉(𝑥)

]

− 1
2

1
𝑅3

[

𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑖𝑢̄(
𝑥
𝑅
)𝑝𝑘𝑖 (𝑥) − 𝜕𝑖𝑓 (

𝑥
𝑅
)𝑠𝑖(𝑥)

]

(22)

for 𝑥 ∈ 𝐵̄◦
𝑅 ⊂ 𝔹̄𝑅 ∩ ℤ𝑑 . Then, applying the formula

𝐿𝜔(𝑢𝑣)(𝑥) = 𝑢(𝑥)𝐿𝜔𝑣(𝑥) + 𝑣(𝑥)𝐿𝜔𝑢(𝑥) +
∑

𝑦∶𝑦∼𝑥
𝜔(𝑥, 𝑦)[𝑢(𝑦) − 𝑢(𝑥)][𝑣(𝑦) − 𝑣(𝑥)]

= 𝑢(𝑥)𝐿𝜔𝑣(𝑥) + 𝑣(𝑥)𝐿𝜔𝑢(𝑥)

+ 1
2
𝑎𝑖(𝑥)

(

∇𝑒𝑖𝑢(𝑥)[𝑣(𝑥 + 𝑒𝑖) − 𝑣(𝑥 − 𝑒𝑖)] + ∇2
𝑖 𝑢(𝑥)∇−𝑒𝑖𝑣(𝑥)

)
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to the products within (22), we obtain in 𝐵◦
𝑅 that

𝐿𝜔[𝑣𝑘 𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑢̄(
⋅
𝑅
)]

= 𝐿𝜔𝑣
𝑘 𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑢̄(

⋅
𝑅
) + 𝑣𝑘𝐿𝜔[𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑢̄(

⋅
𝑅
)] + 1

2𝜆
𝑘
𝑖∇𝑒𝑖[𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑢̄(

⋅
𝑅
)] + 1

2𝑎𝑖∇
2
𝑖 [𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑢̄(

⋅
𝑅
)] ∇−𝑒𝑖𝑣

𝑘

= 1
2 (𝑎𝑘 − 𝑎̄𝑘)𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑢̄(

⋅
𝑅
) + 1

2
1
𝑅
𝜆𝑘𝑖 𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑖𝑢̄(

⋅
𝑅
) + 𝑂( 1

𝑅2 )‖𝑢̄‖𝐶5(𝔹̄1)max
𝐵̄◦
𝑅

𝑑
∑

𝑘=1
|𝑣𝑘|, (23)

where we used the fact that |𝜆𝑘𝑖 | ≲ |∇𝑣𝑘| ≲ max𝐵̄◦
𝑅
|𝑣𝑘| in 𝐵◦

𝑅. Similarly,

𝐿𝜔[𝑓 (
⋅
𝑅
)𝜉] = (𝜓 − 𝜓̄)𝑓 ( ⋅

𝑅
) + 1

2
1
𝑅
𝜂𝑖𝜕𝑖𝑓 (

⋅
𝑅
) + 𝑂( 1

𝑅2 )‖𝑢̄‖𝐶5(𝔹̄1)max
𝐵◦
𝑅

|𝜉|, (24)
𝐿𝜔[𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑖𝑢̄(

⋅
𝑅
)𝑝𝑘𝑖 ] = (𝜆𝑘𝑖 − 𝜆̄

𝑘
𝑖 )𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑖𝑢̄(

⋅
𝑅
) + 1

2
1
𝑅
𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑖𝑗 𝑢̄(

⋅
𝑅
)𝑎𝑗[𝑝𝑘𝑖 (⋅ + 𝑒𝑗) − 𝑝

𝑘
𝑖 (⋅ − 𝑒𝑗)]

+ 𝑂( 1
𝑅2 )‖𝑢̄‖𝐶6(𝔹̄1)max

𝐵̄◦
𝑅

𝑑
∑

𝑖,𝑘=1
|𝑝𝑘𝑖 |, (25)

𝐿𝜔[𝜕𝑖𝑓 (
⋅
𝑅
)𝑠𝑖] = (𝜂𝑖 − 𝜂̄𝑖)𝜕𝑖𝑓 (

⋅
𝑅
) + 1

2
1
𝑅
𝜕𝑖𝑗𝑓 (

⋅
𝑅
)𝑎𝑗[𝑠𝑖(⋅ + 𝑒𝑗) − 𝑠𝑖(⋅ − 𝑒𝑗)]

+ 𝑂( 1
𝑅2 )‖𝑢̄‖𝐶6(𝔹̄1)max

𝐵̄◦
𝑅

𝑑
∑

𝑖=1
|𝑠𝑖|. (26)

Note that |𝐿𝜔[𝑢̄( ⋅
𝑅
)] − 1

2𝑅2 tr[𝑎𝐷2𝑢̄( ⋅
𝑅
)]| ≲ 1

𝑅4‖𝑢̄‖𝐶4(𝔹̄1), and

𝐿𝜔𝑢 =
1
𝑅2𝑓 (

⋅
𝑅
)(𝜓 − 𝜓̄) + 1

𝑅2𝑓 (
⋅
𝑅
)𝜓̄ = 1

𝑅2

[

𝑓 ( ⋅
𝑅
)𝐿𝜔𝜉 +

1
2 𝑎̄𝑘𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑢̄(

⋅
𝑅
)
]

.

Then, recalling the definition of 𝑤 in (22) and writing

𝐴 ∶= max
𝐵̄◦
𝑅

𝑑
∑

𝑖,𝑘=1

[

|𝜉| + |𝑣𝑘| + 1
𝑅
(|𝑝𝑘𝑖 | + |𝑠𝑖|)

]

,

by (23), (24),(25), (26), we have in 𝐵◦
𝑅 that

|𝐿𝜔𝑤|

= 1
𝑅2
|

|

|

𝑓 ( ⋅
𝑅
)𝐿𝜔𝜉 +

1
2
𝑎̄𝑘𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑢̄(

⋅
𝑅
) −𝑅2𝐿𝜔[𝑢̄(

⋅
𝑅
)] − 1

2
1
𝑅
𝜆̄𝑘𝑖 𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑖𝑢̄(

⋅
𝑅
) + 1

2
1
𝑅
𝜂̄𝑖𝜕𝑖𝑓 (

⋅
𝑅
)

+ 1
2 (𝑎𝑘 − 𝑎̄𝑘)𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑢̄(

⋅
𝑅
) + 1

2
1
𝑅
𝜆𝑘𝑖 𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑖𝑢̄(

⋅
𝑅
)

− (𝜓 − 𝜓̄)𝑓 ( ⋅
𝑅
) − 1

2
1
𝑅
𝜂𝑖𝜕𝑖𝑓 (

⋅
𝑅
) + 𝑂( 1

𝑅2 )‖𝑢̄‖𝐶6(𝔹̄1)𝐴

− 1
2
1
𝑅
(𝜆𝑘𝑖 − 𝜆̄

𝑘
𝑖 )𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑖𝑢̄(

⋅
𝑅
) − 1

4
1
𝑅2 𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑖𝑗 𝑢̄(

⋅
𝑅
)𝑎𝑗[𝑝𝑘𝑖 (⋅ + 𝑒𝑗) − 𝑝

𝑘
𝑖 (⋅ − 𝑒𝑗)]

+ 1
2
1
𝑅
(𝜂𝑖 − 𝜂̄𝑖)𝜕𝑖𝑓 (

⋅
𝑅
) + 1

4
1
𝑅2 𝜕𝑖𝑗𝑓 (

⋅
𝑅
)𝑎𝑗[𝑠𝑖(⋅ + 𝑒𝑗) − 𝑠𝑖(⋅ − 𝑒𝑗)]

|

|

|

≲ 1
𝑅4‖𝑢̄‖𝐶6(𝔹̄1)

𝑑
∑

𝑖,𝑘=1

[

1 + |∇𝑝𝑘𝑖 | + |∇𝑠𝑖| + max
𝐵̄◦
𝑅

(

|𝜉| + |𝑣𝑘| + 1
𝑅
(|𝑝𝑘𝑖 | + |𝑠𝑖|)

)

]

.
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Thus, by the above inequality, the definition of𝑤 from (22), and the ABP maximum
principle, we obtain that
max
𝐵̄◦
𝑅

|𝑢 − 𝑢̄( ⋅
𝑅
) − 1

𝑅
𝑧| (27)

≤ max
𝐵̄◦
𝑅

|𝑤| + max
𝐵̄◦
𝑅

|

|

|

1
𝑅2 [𝑣

𝑘𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑢̄(
⋅
𝑅
) − 𝑓 ( ⋅

𝑅
)𝜉] − 1

2
1
𝑅3 [𝜕𝑘𝑘𝑖𝑢̄(

⋅
𝑅
)𝑝𝑘𝑖 − 𝜕𝑖𝑓 (

⋅
𝑅
)𝑠𝑖]

|

|

|

≲ 𝑅2
‖𝐿𝜔𝑤‖𝑑;𝐵◦

𝑅
+ 1

𝑅2‖𝑢̄‖𝐶3 max
𝐵̄◦
𝑅

(

|𝜉| + |𝑣𝑘| + 1
𝑅
(|𝑝𝑘𝑖 | + |𝑠𝑖|)

)

≲ 1
𝑅2‖𝑢̄‖𝐶6

𝑑
∑

𝑖,𝑘=1

[

1 + ‖

‖

‖

|∇𝑝𝑘𝑖 | + |∇𝑠𝑖|
‖

‖

‖𝑑;𝐵𝑅
+ max

𝐵̄◦
𝑅

(

|𝜉| + |𝑣𝑘| + 1
𝑅
(|𝑝𝑘𝑖 | + |𝑠𝑖|)

)

]

.

Furthermore, by [20, Lemma 30],

max
𝐵̄◦
𝑅

|𝑧 − 𝑧̄( ⋅
𝑅
)| ≲ 1

𝑅2

𝑑
max
𝑗,𝓁=1

(|𝜆̄𝓁𝑗 | + |𝜂̄𝑗|)‖𝑢̄‖𝐶5(𝔹̄1)

𝑑
∑

𝑘=1
(1 +𝑅‖∇𝑣𝑘‖𝑑;𝐵◦

𝑅
+ osc

𝐵̄◦
𝑅

𝑣𝑘).

This inequality, together with (27), yields the claimed bound (21).

2.2 Homogenization in i.i.d. environments

In order for the homogenization error |𝑢(⋅) − 𝑢̄( ⋅
𝑅
)| to be smaller than 𝑂(𝑅−1), it

is essential (by (21) of Proposition 5) that 𝑧̄ ≡ 0. We recall that in the periodic
environment studied in [18], the tensor 𝜆̄𝑘𝑗 (corresponding to 𝑐𝑘𝑘𝑗 in [18, (1.6)], where
𝑐𝑘𝑙𝑗 is the third-order homogenized tensor) vanishes when the coefficient matrix is
of the form 𝜔(𝑥) = 𝐶 + 𝑎(𝑥)𝑀 for some 𝑎 ∈ 𝐶0,𝛼(𝕋 𝑑 ,ℝ) and constant symmetric
matrices 𝐶,𝑀 .

In the stochastic setting considered here, we will show that the tensors 𝜆̄𝑘𝑗 , 𝜂̄𝑗 are
identically zero when the environment is i.i.d., implying that 𝑧̄ ≡ 0 and suggesting
that a homogenization error bound sharper than 𝑂(𝑅−1) may be achievable.

The proof relies crucially on the reflection symmetry of the i.i.d. environment,
namely that the environments 𝜔(⋅) and 𝜔(− ⋅) are identically distributed. Of course,
such symmetry does not hold for environments with only a finite range of depen-
dence.
Proposition 7. Recall 𝜆̄𝑘𝑗 and 𝜂̄𝑗 from (17) and (18), respectively. When 𝑑 ≥ 3, we
have

𝜆̄𝑘𝑗 = 𝜂̄𝑗 = 0 ∀𝑗, 𝑘 ∈ {1,… , 𝑑}.

Proof. We will only prove that 𝜂̄𝑗 = 0. The proof of 𝜆̄𝑘𝑗 = 0 follows the same lines.
For 𝜔 ∈ Ω, let its “reflection" 𝜔̃ = 𝜔̃𝜔 ∈ Ω be defined by

𝜔̃(𝑥) = 𝜔(−𝑥) for 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑 .
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Then 𝜔̃ and 𝜔 have the same distribution under ℙ. Note that
𝜌𝜔̃(0) = 𝜌𝜔(0).

Let 𝜉 = 𝜉𝜔 (whose existence is guaranteed by Theorem C) be as defined in (16).
Since 𝜓 is a function of 𝜔(0), we have 𝜓𝜔̃(𝑥) = 𝜓𝜔(−𝑥). Hence, for ℙ-almost all
𝜔, we have

𝜉𝜔̃(𝑥) = 𝜉𝜔(−𝑥) ∀𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑 ,

up to an additive constant (which may depend on 𝜔).
By the above discussions and the fact that ∇𝜉 is a stationary field under ℙ, we

have for any 𝑗 ∈ {1,… , 𝑑} that

𝜂̄𝑗 = 𝐸ℙ

[

𝜌𝜔(0)𝑎𝜔𝑗 (0)[𝜉𝜔(𝑒𝑗) − 𝜉𝜔(−𝑒𝑗)]
]

= 𝐸ℙ

[

𝜌𝜔̃(0)𝑎𝜔̃𝑗 (0)[𝜉𝜔̃(−𝑒𝑗) − 𝜉𝜔̃(𝑒𝑗)]
]

= −𝜂̄𝑗 ,

and therefore 𝜂̄𝑗 = 0.

3 Bounding 𝑝𝑘𝑗
In this section, we will compute the bound of a solution 𝑝𝑘𝑗 of (19). To this end, we
construct 𝑝𝑘𝑗 using the “local Green function" in [20].

We fix a smooth function 𝜂0 ∈ 𝐶∞(ℝ𝑑) that satisfies
𝜂0(ℝ𝑑) ⊂ [0, 1], 𝜂0|ℝ𝑑⧵𝔹8∕3

= 1, 𝜂0|𝔹7∕3
= 0.

For 𝑅 > 0, we introduce 𝜂 = 𝜂𝑅 ∶ ℝ𝑑 → ℝ given by
𝜂(𝑥) = 𝜂𝑅(𝑥) ∶= 𝜂0(

𝑥
𝑅
) for 𝑥 ∈ ℝ𝑑 , (28)

and we note that
𝜂|ℝ𝑑⧵𝔹3𝑅

= 1, 𝜂|𝔹2𝑅
= 0, |𝐷𝜂| ≲ 1

𝑅
, |𝐷2𝜂| ≲ 1

𝑅2 .

For any fixed 𝑧 ∈ ℤ𝑑 , let 𝐺𝑅(⋅, 𝑧) = 𝐺𝑅(⋅, 𝑧 ; 𝜔) ∶ ℤ𝑑 → ℝ be the solution to

𝐿𝜔𝐺𝑅(⋅, 𝑧) =
1
𝑅2

𝐺𝑅(⋅, 𝑧) 𝜂 − 1𝑧 in ℤ𝑑 ,

where 1𝑧(𝑥) ∶= 1 if 𝑥 = 𝑧, and 1𝑧(𝑥) ∶= 0 if 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑 ⧵ {𝑧}. Note that 𝐺𝑅(⋅, 𝑧) is
𝐿𝜔-harmonic on 𝐵2𝑅 ⧵ {𝑧}, that is, 𝑤(𝑥) = 𝐺𝑅(𝑥, 𝑧) satisfies

𝐿𝜔𝑤(𝑥) = 0 for 𝑥 ∈ 𝐵2𝑅 ⧵ {𝑧}. (29)
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Lemma 8. Let 𝑅 > 1 and 𝑑 ≥ 3. For 𝑥 ∈ 𝐵𝑅 and 𝑧 ∈ ℤ𝑑 , we have

|∇2𝐺𝑅(𝑥, 𝑧)| ≲ ℋ 𝑑+1
𝑥,𝑧 (|𝑥 − 𝑧| ∧𝑅 + 1)−2 𝑒−𝑐|𝑥−𝑧|∕𝑅 (|𝑥 − 𝑧| + 1)2−𝑑 .

Here ℋ𝑥,𝑦 = ℋ𝑥 + ℋ𝑦, and ℋ𝑥(𝜔) = ℋ (𝜃𝑥𝜔) is an exponentially integrable
random variable.

Proof. By [20, Proposition 36(b)], we have
|∇𝐺𝑅(𝑥, 𝑧)| ≲ ℋ 𝑑

𝑥,𝑧(|𝑥 − 𝑧| ∧𝑅 + 1)−1 𝑒−𝑐|𝑥−𝑧|∕𝑅 (|𝑥 − 𝑧| + 1)2−𝑑 . (30)
Since |∇2𝐺𝑅(𝑥, 𝑧)| ≲ |∇𝐺𝑅(𝑥, 𝑧)|, the statement is true when |𝑥− 𝑧| ∧𝑅 ≤ ℋ𝑥,𝑧.
It remains to prove the lemma for the case |𝑥 − 𝑧| ∧𝑅 > ℋ𝑥,𝑧.

By (29), for any 𝑥 ∈ 𝐵𝑅,𝐺𝑅(⋅, 𝑧) is𝐿𝜔-harmonic on𝐵
|𝑥−𝑧|∧𝑅(𝑥). Hence, when

|𝑥 − 𝑧| ∧𝑅 > ℋ𝑥,𝑧, we have by the 𝐶1,1-estimates in (12) of Theorem B that

|∇2𝐺𝑅(𝑥, 𝑧)| ≲
(

ℋ𝑥

|𝑥 − 𝑧| ∧𝑅

)2

‖𝐺𝑅(⋅, 𝑧)‖1;𝐵2𝑅

≲
(

ℋ𝑥

|𝑥 − 𝑧| ∧𝑅

)2

ℋ 𝑑−1
𝑧 𝑒−𝑐|𝑥−𝑧|∕𝑅 (|𝑥 − 𝑧| + 1)2−𝑑 ,

where we used [20, Proposition 36(a)] in the last inequality. The lemma follows.

Let 𝜔′ denote an independent copy of 𝜔, and let 𝜔′
𝑦 ∈ Ω be the environment

defined by
𝜔′
𝑦(𝑥) ∶=

{

𝜔(𝑥) if 𝑥 ≠ 𝑦
𝜔′(𝑦) if 𝑥 = 𝑦. (31)

For any function 𝜁 (𝜔), let
𝜕′𝑦𝜁 (𝜔) ∶= 𝜁 (𝜔′

𝑦) − 𝜁.

Lemma 9. If 𝑢(𝑥) = 𝑢𝜔(𝑥) solves 𝐿𝜔𝑢(𝑥) = 𝜉(𝑥, 𝜔) for some 𝜉 ∶ ℤ𝑑 × Ω → ℝ,
then 𝜕′𝑦𝑢 solves

𝐿𝜔(𝜕′𝑦𝑢)(𝑥) = 𝜕′𝑦𝜉(𝑥, 𝜔) −
1
2
tr(𝜕′𝑦𝑎(𝑦)∇

2𝑢′𝑦(𝑦))1𝑦(𝑥),

where 𝑢′𝑦(𝑥) ∶= 𝑢𝜔′
𝑦
(𝑥), and 𝜔′

𝑦 ∈ Ω is as in (31).
Let

𝑝𝑘𝑗 (𝑥) = −
∑

𝑧∈ℤ𝑑
𝐺𝑅(𝑥, 𝑧)

(

𝜆𝑘𝑗 (𝑧) − 𝜆̄
𝑘
𝑗

)

. (32)

We may omit the indices 𝑘, 𝑗 and write 𝑝𝑘𝑗 , 𝜆𝑘𝑗 , 𝜆̄𝑘𝑗 as 𝑝, 𝜆, 𝜆̄, since our arguments
work for all 𝑘, 𝑗. Note that 𝑝 solves the equation

𝐿𝜔𝑝 =
1
𝑅2
𝑝𝜂 + (𝜆 − 𝜆̄) on ℤ𝑑 .
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Proposition 10. For any 𝑥 ∈ 𝐵𝑅, we have

|𝑝(𝑥)| ≲ℋ𝑥
Γ(𝑅) ∶=

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝑅3∕2 if 𝑑 = 3,
𝑅(log𝑅)1∕2 if 𝑑 = 4,

𝑅 if 𝑑 ≥ 5.

To estimate the size of 𝑝, we introduce a stationary version of 𝑝. Let

𝑝AP(𝑥) = 𝑝AP𝜔 (𝑥) = −∫

∞

0
𝑒−𝑠∕𝑅

2
𝐸𝑥
𝜔[𝜆(𝑌𝑠) − 𝜆̄] d𝑠 (33)

where (𝑌𝑠)𝑠≥0 is the continuous-time RWRE from Definition 2. Then 𝑝AP solves

𝐿𝜔𝑝
AP = 1

𝑅2
𝑝AP + (𝜆 − 𝜆̄) on ℤ𝑑 . (34)

Note that, denoting the Green’s function 𝐺AP = 𝐺AP
𝜔,𝑅 associated to the operator

(34) by
𝐺AP(𝑥, 𝑦) ∶= ∫

∞

0
𝑒−𝑠∕𝑅

2
𝑝𝜔𝑠 (𝑥, 𝑦) d𝑠, (35)

we have a similar formula to (32) for 𝑝AP:
𝑝AP(𝑥) = −

∑

𝑦∈ℤ𝑑
𝐺AP(𝑥, 𝑦)(𝜆(𝑦) − 𝜆̄). (36)

Moreover, for 𝑑 ≥ 3, we have (for some stretched-exponetially integrable ℋ )
𝐺AP(𝑥, 𝑦) ≲ ℋ𝑦 𝑒

−𝑐|𝑥−𝑦|∕𝑅(|𝑥 − 𝑦| + 1)2−𝑑 for any 𝑥, 𝑦 ∈ ℤ𝑑 (37)
and the same bound holds for𝐺𝑅(𝑥, 𝑦) as well, see [20, (68) and Proposition 36(a)].

The function 𝑝AP is stationary (i.e., 𝑝AP(𝑥) has the same distribution as 𝑝AP(0)).
We claim that there exists a random variable ℋ (which may depend on 𝑅) with
𝔼[exp(ℋ 𝑐)] < 𝐶 such that

|𝑝AP| ≤ 𝑅2ℋ , |𝑝| ≤ 𝑅2ℋ . (38)
To this end, observe that by (36), the definition of 𝜆 in (17), and Theorem C(ii),

|𝑝AP| ≲
∑

𝑦∈ℤ𝑑
ℋ𝑦 𝑒

−𝑐|𝑦|∕𝑅(|𝑦| + 1)2−𝑑 . (39)

Recall that the meaning of ℋ may differ from line to line. In fact, (39) implies that
|𝑝AP| ≲ 𝑅2ℋ . (40)

Indeed, since ∑

𝑦∈ℤ𝑑 𝑒
−𝑐|𝑦|∕𝑅(|𝑦| + 1)2−𝑑 ≲ 𝑅2, by Jensen’s inequality and (39),

( 𝐶
𝑅2

|𝑝AP|
)𝑛
≲ 1
𝑅2

∑

𝑦∈ℤ𝑑
𝑒−𝑐|𝑦|∕𝑅(|𝑦| + 1)2−𝑑ℋ 𝑛

𝑦 for any 𝑛 ≥ 1.
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Using the stationarity of the measure ℙ under spatial-shifts, we obtain

𝔼
[

( 𝐶
𝑅2

|𝑝AP|
)𝑛]

≲ 1
𝑅2

∑

𝑦∈ℤ𝑑
𝑒−𝑐|𝑦|∕𝑅(|𝑦| + 1)2−𝑑𝔼[ℋ 𝑛

𝑦 ] ≍ 𝔼[ℋ 𝑛] for any 𝑛 ≥ 1.

Therefore 𝔼
[

exp
(

( 𝐶
𝑅2 |𝑝AP|)𝑐

)]

≲ 𝔼[exp(ℋ 𝑐)] < 𝐶 ′ and (40) follows. The second
bound in (38) is proved exactly the same way. Claim (38) is proved.

However, 𝑝AP does not have the desired regularity. We overcome this challenge
by using the fact that 𝑝 has better regularity than 𝑝AP (although 𝑝 is only “almost
stationary"), and then comparing 𝑝 to 𝑝AP.
Remark 11. Some comments are in order.

• Our control of the term 𝑝 = 𝑝𝑘𝑗 follows a different strategy as the bound
of the local corrector 𝜙 in [20]. Recall that, in [20], we first estimate the
approximate corrector 𝜙AP using a sensitivity argument, and then compare 𝜙
to 𝜙AP. Such a strategy does not work for reasons explained below.

• In [20, Theorem 17], 𝜙AP has the desired 𝐶1,1-bound because 𝜓 is a local
function. This 𝐶1,1 bound is crucial in the application of the sensitivity argu-
ment (the Efron–Stein inequality). However, for 𝑝AP, the “source" term 𝜆− 𝜆̄
is highly non-local, and so the argument above fails. Thus, we are forced to
estimate 𝑝 directly. The control of 𝑝 consists of two parts:

– the “random error", i.e., the size of |𝑝 − 𝔼[𝑝]|, which we will achieve
using the Efron–Stein inequality;

– the “deterministic error", i.e., the size of 𝔼[𝑝], which will be achieved
by the triangle inequality |𝔼[𝑝(𝑥)]| ≤ 𝔼[|𝑝AP|] + 𝔼[|𝑝AP − 𝑝|].

For the first estimate, we note the crucial role of the local Green function𝐺𝑅
in the construction of 𝑝 as we need its 𝐶0,1 and 𝐶1,1 bounds. For the second
estimate, to control 𝔼[|𝑝AP|], we compare it with 𝔼ℚ[|𝑝AP|]. And for the term
𝔼[|𝑝AP − 𝑝|], we again use 𝐺𝑅 to get the desired bound.

Proof of Proposition 10. As explained in Remark 11, we will compare the𝐶1,1 reg-
ularity of 𝑝AP to that of 𝑝. The 𝐶1,1 bounds will later be used in the sensitivity esti-
mates of 𝑝 and 𝑝AP. The idea is to exploit both the stationarity of 𝑝AP and the good
regularity of 𝑝. We divide the proof into several steps.

Step 1. By the discrete Krylov–Safonov Hölder estimate ([25, Corollary 4.6])
and (38), we have for 1 ≤ 𝑟 < 𝑅 that

osc
𝐵𝑟
𝑝AP ≲

( 𝑟
𝑅

)𝛾
[

‖𝑝AP‖1,𝐵𝑅 +𝑅2 ‖
‖

‖

‖

1
𝑅2
𝑝AP + (𝜆 − 𝜆̄)

‖

‖

‖

‖𝑑,𝐵𝑅

] (38)
≲

( 𝑟
𝑅

)𝛾
𝑅2ℋ ,

where 𝛾 > 0 depends only on 𝑑 and the ellipticity constant. Hence,
[𝑝AP]𝛾;𝐵𝑅∕2 ≲ 𝑅

2−𝛾ℋ .
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Similarly, we find that [𝑝]𝛾;𝐵𝑅∕2 ≲ 𝑅2−𝛾ℋ .
Step 2. Note that 𝑝 − 𝑝AP solves

𝐿𝜔(𝑝 − 𝑝AP) =
1
𝑅2

(𝑝𝜂 − 𝑝AP).

Here, we consider the difference 𝑝− 𝑝AP to remove the nonlocal source term 𝜆− 𝜆̄.
By the 𝐶1,1 estimate (12) with 𝑢 = 𝑝 − 𝑝AP, 𝜓 ≡ 0, 𝜎 = 𝛾 , and 𝑓 = 1

𝑅2 (𝑝𝜂 − 𝑝AP),we obtain
|∇2(𝑝 − 𝑝AP)| ≲

(

ℋ
𝑅

)2
(

𝑅2 +𝑅2+𝛾
[ 1
𝑅2

(𝑝𝜂 − 𝑝AP)
]

𝛾;𝐵𝑅

)

≲ ℋ 2. (41)

Furthermore, in view of (32), we have for 𝑥 ∈ 𝐵𝑅 that
∇2𝑝(𝑥) = −

∑

𝑧∈ℤ𝑑
∇2𝐺𝑅(𝑥, 𝑧)

(

𝜆(𝑧) − 𝜆̄
)

,

and hence, by Lemma 8 (and the argument that leads (39) to (40)),
|∇2𝑝(𝑥)| ≲ ℋ𝑥

∑

𝑧∈ℤ𝑑
(|𝑧| ∧𝑅 + 1)−2𝑒−𝑐|𝑧|∕𝑅(|𝑧| + 1)2−𝑑 ≲ (log𝑅)ℋ𝑥. (42)

We note that this argument for ∇2𝑝 does not work for ∇2𝑝AP because the Green
function 𝐺AP does not have as good regularity as 𝐺𝑅.

Combining (41) and (42), we obtain |∇2𝑝AP(𝑥)| ≲ (log𝑅)ℋ𝑥 for 𝑥 ∈ 𝐵𝑅. Since
(∇2𝑝AP(𝑥))𝑥∈ℤ𝑑 is stationary, we conclude that, for all 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑 ,

|∇2𝑝AP(𝑥)| ≲ (log𝑅)ℋ𝑥. (43)
This yields that 𝑝AP𝜔 has a close to optimal 𝐶1,1 regularity. However, its 𝐶0,1 bound
is not as good as we want.

Step 3. Next, we deduce a formula for 𝜕′𝑦𝑝AP. By (34) and Lemma 9,

𝐿𝜔(𝜕′𝑦𝑝
AP) = 1

𝑅2
𝜕′𝑦𝑝

AP + 𝜕′𝑦𝜆 −
1
2
tr(𝜕′𝑦𝑎(𝑦)∇

2𝑝AP
′

𝑦 (𝑦))1𝑦, (44)

where 𝑝AP′𝑦 ∶= 𝑝AP𝜔′
𝑦

is as in Lemma 9. Let us estimate 𝜕′𝑦𝜆. Using the product rule
for 𝜕′𝑦, and writing 𝑣̃𝑘 ∶= 𝑣𝑘 + 𝑣𝑘(⋅ − 𝑒𝑗), we have

𝜕′𝑦𝜆 = 𝜕′𝑦(𝑎𝑗∇𝑒𝑗 𝑣̃
𝑘) = 𝑎

𝜔′
𝑦

𝑗 ∇𝑒𝑗𝜕
′
𝑦𝑣̃
𝑘 + 1𝑦 𝜕

′
𝑦𝑎𝑗 ∇𝑒𝑗 𝑣̃

𝑘. (45)
Hence, by (44) and (45),
𝐿𝜔(𝜕′𝑦𝑝

AP) = 1
𝑅2
𝜕′𝑦𝑝

AP + 𝑎
𝜔′
𝑦

𝑗 ∇𝑒𝑗𝜕
′
𝑦𝑣̃
𝑘 −

(1
2
tr(𝜕′𝑦𝑎∇

2𝑝AP
′

𝑦 ) − 𝜕′𝑦𝑎𝑗∇𝑒𝑗 𝑣̃
𝑘
)

1𝑦. (46)
Notice that the function 𝐺AP defined in (35) satisfies

𝐿𝜔𝐺
AP(⋅, 𝑧) = 1

𝑅2
𝐺AP(⋅, 𝑧) − 1𝑧 in ℤ𝑑
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for any fixed 𝑧 ∈ ℤ𝑑 . Then, we see from (46) that
𝜕′𝑦𝑝

AP(𝑥) = 𝐺AP(𝑥, 𝑦)
(1
2
tr(𝜕′𝑦𝑎(𝑦) ∇

2𝑝AP
′

𝑦 (𝑦)) − 𝜕′𝑦𝑎𝑗(𝑦) ∇𝑒𝑗 𝑣̃
𝑘(𝑦)

)

−
∑

𝑧∈ℤ𝑑
𝐺AP(𝑥, 𝑧) 𝑎

𝜔′
𝑦

𝑗 (𝑧) ∇𝑒𝑗𝜕
′
𝑦𝑣̃
𝑘(𝑧). (47)

Note that, by the inequality below [20, (94)],
|∇𝑒𝑗𝜕

′
𝑦𝑣̃
𝑘(𝑧)| ≲ ℋ ′2

𝑦 ℋ 𝑑
𝑦,𝑧 𝑒

−𝑐|𝑧−𝑦|∕𝑅 (|𝑧 − 𝑦| + 1)2−𝑑 (|𝑧 − 𝑦| ∧𝑅 + 1)−1.

This inequality, together with (47), (43), and [20, (68)], yields
|𝜕′𝑦𝑝

AP(𝑥)| ≲ℋ𝑥,𝑦
𝑒−𝑐|𝑥−𝑦|∕𝑅(|𝑥 − 𝑦| + 1)2−𝑑(log𝑅) (48)

+
∑

𝑧∈ℤ𝑑
𝑒−𝑐(|𝑥−𝑧|+|𝑧−𝑦|)∕𝑅(|𝑥 − 𝑧| + 1)2−𝑑(|𝑧 − 𝑦| + 1)2−𝑑(|𝑧 − 𝑦| ∧𝑅 + 1)−1.

In particular,
∑

𝑦∈ℤ𝑑
|𝜕′𝑦𝑝

AP(0)|2 ≲ℋ (log𝑅)2
∑

𝑦∈ℤ𝑑
𝑒−2𝑐|𝑦|∕𝑅(|𝑦| + 1)4−2𝑑

+
∑

𝑦∈ℤ𝑑

|

|

|

|

|

|

∑

𝑧∈ℤ𝑑
𝑒−𝑐(|𝑧|+|𝑧−𝑦|)∕𝑅(|𝑧| + 1)2−𝑑

(|𝑧 − 𝑦| + 1)2−𝑑

|𝑧 − 𝑦| ∧𝑅 + 1

|

|

|

|

|

|

2

≲ℋ Γ(𝑅)2 + 𝑇 (𝑅)2, (49)
where Γ(𝑅) is defined as in the statement of the theorem, and

𝑇 (𝑅) ∶=

(

∫ℝ𝑑

|

|

|

|

∫ℝ𝑑
𝑔𝑅(𝑥, 𝑦) d𝑥

|

|

|

|

2
d𝑦

)1∕2

with
𝑔𝑅(𝑥, 𝑦) ∶= 𝑒−𝑐(|𝑥+𝑦|+|𝑥|)∕𝑅(|𝑥 + 𝑦| + 1)2−𝑑(|𝑥| + 1)2−𝑑(|𝑥| ∧𝑅 + 1)−1.

Step 4. We claim that
𝑇 (𝑅) ≲ Γ(𝑅). (50)

First, noting that ∫𝔹𝑅(|𝑥|+ 1)1−𝑑d𝑥 ≲ 𝑅 and using Hölder’s inequality, we see that

∫𝔹2𝑅

|

|

|

|

|

∫𝔹𝑅
𝑔𝑅(𝑥, 𝑦) d𝑥

|

|

|

|

|

2

d𝑦 ≤ ∫𝔹2𝑅

|

|

|

|

|

∫𝔹𝑅
(|𝑥 + 𝑦| + 1)2−𝑑(|𝑥| + 1)1−𝑑 d𝑥

|

|

|

|

|

2

d𝑦

≲ 𝑅∫𝔹2𝑅
∫𝔹𝑅

(|𝑥 + 𝑦| + 1)4−2𝑑(|𝑥| + 1)1−𝑑 d𝑥 d𝑦

≲ 𝑅∫𝔹𝑅
(|𝑥| + 1)1−𝑑 ∫𝔹3𝑅

(|𝑧| + 1)4−2𝑑 d𝑧 d𝑥

≲ 𝑅2
∫

3𝑅

0
(𝑟 + 1)4−2𝑑𝑟𝑑−1 d𝑟 ≲ Γ(𝑅)2.
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Second, using that |𝑥+ 𝑦| ≥ |𝑦|− |𝑥| ≥ 𝑅 for (𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ 𝔹𝑅 × (ℝ𝑑 ⧵𝔹2𝑅), we obtain

∫ℝ𝑑⧵𝔹2𝑅

|

|

|

|

|

∫𝔹𝑅
𝑔𝑅(𝑥, 𝑦) d𝑥

|

|

|

|

|

2

d𝑦 ≤ 𝑅4−2𝑑
∫ℝ𝑑⧵𝔹2𝑅

|

|

|

|

|

∫𝔹𝑅
𝑒−𝑐|𝑥+𝑦|∕𝑅(|𝑥| + 1)1−𝑑 d𝑥

|

|

|

|

|

2

d𝑦

≤ 𝑅4−2𝑑
∫ℝ𝑑⧵𝔹2𝑅

𝑒−2𝑐|𝑦|∕𝑅
|

|

|

|

|

∫𝔹𝑅
𝑒𝑐|𝑥|∕𝑅(|𝑥| + 1)1−𝑑 d𝑥

|

|

|

|

|

2

d𝑦

≲ 𝑅4−2𝑑
(

∫

∞

2𝑅
𝑒−2𝑐𝑟∕𝑅𝑟𝑑−1 d𝑟

)

|

|

|

|

|

∫

𝑅

0
𝑒𝑐𝑟∕𝑅(𝑟 + 1)1−𝑑𝑟𝑑−1 d𝑟

|

|

|

|

|

2

≲ 𝑅6−𝑑 ≲ Γ(𝑅)2.

Third, using that |𝑥+𝑦| ≥ |𝑥|− |𝑦| ≥ 𝑅∕2 for (𝑥, 𝑦) ∈ (ℝ𝑑 ⧵𝔹𝑅)×𝔹𝑅∕2, we obtain

∫𝔹𝑅∕2

|

|

|

|

|

∫ℝ𝑑⧵𝔹𝑅
𝑔𝑅(𝑥, 𝑦) d𝑥

|

|

|

|

|

2

d𝑦

≲ 𝑅4−2𝑑𝑅−2
∫𝔹𝑅∕2

|

|

|

|

|

∫ℝ𝑑⧵𝔹𝑅
𝑒−𝑐(|𝑥+𝑦|+|𝑥|)∕𝑅(|𝑥| + 1)2−𝑑 d𝑥

|

|

|

|

|

2

d𝑦

≲ 𝑅2−2𝑑
∫𝔹𝑅∕2

𝑒2𝑐|𝑦|∕𝑅
|

|

|

|

|

∫ℝ𝑑⧵𝔹𝑅
𝑒−2𝑐|𝑥|∕𝑅(|𝑥| + 1)2−𝑑 d𝑥

|

|

|

|

|

2

d𝑦

≲ 𝑅2−2𝑑

(

∫

𝑅∕2

0
𝑒2𝑐𝑟∕𝑅𝑟𝑑−1 d𝑟

)

|

|

|

|

∫

∞

𝑅
𝑒−2𝑐𝑟∕𝑅(𝑟 + 1)2−𝑑𝑟𝑑−1 d𝑟

|

|

|

|

2
≲ 𝑅6−𝑑 ≲ Γ(𝑅)2.

Finally, noting that ∫ℝ𝑑⧵𝔹𝑅
𝑒−𝑐|𝑥|∕𝑅d𝑥 ≲ 𝑅𝑑 and using Hölder’s inequality, we find

∫ℝ𝑑⧵𝔹𝑅∕2

|

|

|

|

|

∫ℝ𝑑⧵𝔹𝑅
𝑔𝑅(𝑥, 𝑦) d𝑥

|

|

|

|

|

2

d𝑦

≲ 𝑅4−2𝑑𝑅−2
∫ℝ𝑑⧵𝔹𝑅∕2

|

|

|

|

|

∫ℝ𝑑⧵𝔹𝑅
𝑒−𝑐(|𝑥+𝑦|+|𝑥|)∕𝑅(|𝑥 + 𝑦| + 1)2−𝑑 d𝑥

|

|

|

|

|

2

d𝑦

≲ 𝑅2−2𝑑𝑅𝑑 ∫ℝ𝑑⧵𝔹𝑅∕2 ∫ℝ𝑑⧵𝔹𝑅
𝑒−𝑐(2|𝑥+𝑦|+|𝑥|)∕𝑅(|𝑥 + 𝑦| + 1)4−2𝑑 d𝑥 d𝑦

≲ 𝑅2−𝑑
∫ℝ𝑑⧵𝔹𝑅

𝑒−𝑐|𝑥|∕𝑅 ∫ℝ𝑑
𝑒−2𝑐|𝑧|∕𝑅(|𝑧| + 1)4−2𝑑 d𝑧 d𝑥

≲ 𝑅2
∫

∞

0
𝑒−2𝑐𝑟∕𝑅(𝑟 + 1)4−2𝑑𝑟𝑑−1 d𝑟 ≲ Γ(𝑅)2.

Altogether, we obtain the claimed bound (50), and hence,
∑

𝑦∈ℤ𝑑
|𝜕′𝑦𝑝

AP(0)|2 ≲ℋ Γ(𝑅)2 + 𝑇 (𝑅)2 ≲ℋ Γ(𝑅)2.
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Step 5. Using an argument similar to (47), we find
𝜕′𝑦𝑝(𝑥) = 𝐺𝑅(𝑥, 𝑦)

(1
2
tr(𝜕′𝑦𝑎(𝑦)∇

2𝑝′𝑦(𝑦)) − 𝜕
′
𝑦𝑎𝑗(𝑦) ∇𝑒𝑗 𝑣̃

𝑘(𝑦)
)

−
∑

𝑧∈ℤ𝑑
𝐺𝑅(𝑥, 𝑧) 𝑎

𝜔′
𝑦

𝑗 (𝑧) ∇𝑒𝑗𝜕
′
𝑦𝑣̃
𝑘(𝑧) (51)

for 𝑥 ∈ 𝐵𝑅. Then, using (42), arguments similar to steps 3 and 4, and [20, Propo-
sition 36], we obtain for any 𝑥 ∈ 𝐵𝑅 that

∑

𝑦∈ℤ𝑑
|𝜕′𝑦𝑝(𝑥)|

2 ≲ℋ Γ(𝑅)2. (52)

By the 𝐿𝑝 version of the Efron–Stein inequality [20, (38)], for any 𝑞 ≥ 2,
𝔼
[

|𝑝(𝑥) − 𝔼𝑝(𝑥)|𝑞
]

≲ 𝑞𝑞∕2𝔼
[

𝑉 𝑞∕2(𝑝(𝑥))
]

≲ 𝑞𝑞∕2Γ(𝑅)𝑞 ∀𝑥 ∈ 𝐵𝑅, (53)
𝔼[(𝑝AP − 𝔼𝑝AP)𝑞] ≲ 𝑞𝑞∕2Γ(𝑅)𝑞, (54)

where 𝑉 (𝑝(𝑥)) ∶=
∑

𝑦∈ℤ𝑑 |𝜕
′
𝑦𝑝(𝑥)|

2.
Step 6. Observe that 𝐸ℚ𝑝AP = 0. Hence, we have for the ℚ-variance that

𝐸ℚ[(𝑝AP)2] ≤ 𝐸ℚ[(𝑝AP)2] + 𝔼[𝑝AP]2 = 𝐸ℚ[(𝑝AP − 𝔼𝑝AP)2]
≲ 𝔼[(𝑝AP − 𝔼𝑝AP)3]2∕3

(54)
≲ Γ(𝑅)2,

where in the second inequality, we used Hölder’s inequality and the exponential
integrability of 𝜌 = dℚ∕dℙ in (10). By Hölder’s inequality and a moment bound
of 𝜌−1 = dℙ∕dℚ, we obtain

𝔼[|𝑝AP|] ≲ (𝐸ℚ[(𝑝AP)2])1∕2 ≲ Γ(𝑅). (55)
Step 7. Let 𝑢 = 𝑝AP − 𝑝. Then 𝑢 solves the equation

𝐿𝜔𝑢 =
1
𝑅2
𝑢𝜂 + 1

𝑅2
𝑝AP(1 − 𝜂).

Hence, we have for 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑 that
|𝑢(𝑥)| = 1

𝑅2
|

|

|

∑

𝑦∈𝐵3𝑅

𝐺𝑅(𝑥, 𝑦)𝑝AP(𝑦)(1 − 𝜂(𝑦))
|

|

|

≲ℋ
1
𝑅2

∑

𝑦∈𝐵3𝑅

𝑒−𝑐|𝑥−𝑦|∕𝑅(|𝑥 − 𝑦| + 1)2−𝑑|𝑝AP(𝑦)|.

Using this inequality and (55), we obtain 𝔼[|𝑢(𝑥)|] ≲ Γ(𝑅). Therefore, using (55)
again, we obtain for any 𝑥 ∈ ℤ𝑑 that

|𝔼[𝑝(𝑥)]| ≲ 𝔼[|𝑝AP|] + 𝔼[|𝑢(𝑥)|] ≲ Γ(𝑅). (56)
Step 8. The bound (53), together with (56), implies that, for any 𝑥 ∈ 𝐵𝑅,

|𝑝(𝑥) − 𝔼[𝑝(𝑥)]| ≤ Γ(𝑅)ℋ𝑥

for a stretched exponentially integrable variable ℋ . This inequality, together with
(56), yields the desired result.
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4 Bounding ∇𝑝𝑘𝑗
In this section, we will compute the bound of ∇𝑝𝑘𝑗 where 𝑝𝑘𝑗 is defined in (32).
As in the previous section, we omit the indices 𝑘, 𝑗 and write 𝑝𝑘𝑗 , 𝜆𝑘𝑗 , 𝜆̄𝑘𝑗 as 𝑝, 𝜆, 𝜆̄,
respectively, since our arguments work for all 𝑘, 𝑗.
Proposition 12. For any 𝑥 ∈ 𝐵𝑅, we have

|∇𝑝(𝑥)| ≲ℋ𝑥
Γ̃(𝑅) ∶=

{

𝑅1∕2 if 𝑑 = 3,
log𝑅 if 𝑑 ≥ 4.

Proof. Again, we divide the proof into several steps.
Step 1. In view of (51), we have that

𝜕′𝑦∇𝑝(𝑥) = ∇𝑥𝐺𝑅(𝑥, 𝑦)
(1
2
tr(𝜕′𝑦𝑎(𝑦)∇

2𝑝′𝑦(𝑦)) − 𝜕
′
𝑦𝑎𝑗(𝑦) ∇𝑒𝑗 𝑣̃

𝑘(𝑦)
)

−
∑

𝑧∈ℤ𝑑
∇𝑥𝐺𝑅(𝑥, 𝑧) 𝑎

𝜔′
𝑦

𝑗 (𝑧) ∇𝑒𝑗𝜕
′
𝑦𝑣̃
𝑘(𝑧), (57)

where the subscript of ∇𝑥 indicates that ∇ is applied only to the variable 𝑥. For
𝑥 ∈ 𝐵𝑅, by (30), (57), and the same arguments as in (48), we obtain

|𝜕′𝑦∇𝑝(𝑥)| ≲ℋ𝑥,𝑦
𝑒−𝑐|𝑥−𝑦|∕𝑅

(|𝑥 − 𝑦| + 1)2−𝑑

|𝑥 − 𝑦| ∧𝑅 + 1
(log𝑅)

+
∑

𝑧∈ℤ𝑑
𝑒−𝑐(|𝑥−𝑧|+|𝑧−𝑦|)∕𝑅

(|𝑥 − 𝑧| + 1)2−𝑑

|𝑥 − 𝑧| ∧𝑅 + 1
(|𝑧 − 𝑦| + 1)2−𝑑

|𝑧 − 𝑦| ∧𝑅 + 1
.

Step 2. In particular, in view of (49) and (50), we have the bound
∑

𝑦∈ℤ𝑑
|𝜕′𝑦∇𝑝(0)|

2 ≲ℋ (log𝑅)2
∑

𝑦∈ℤ𝑑
𝑒−2𝑐|𝑦|∕𝑅

(|𝑦| + 1)4−2𝑑

(|𝑦| ∧𝑅 + 1)2

+
∑

𝑦∈ℤ𝑑

|

|

|

|

|

|

∑

𝑧∈ℤ𝑑
𝑒−𝑐(|𝑧|+|𝑧−𝑦|)∕𝑅

(|𝑧| + 1)2−𝑑

|𝑧| ∧𝑅 + 1
(|𝑧 − 𝑦| + 1)2−𝑑

|𝑧 − 𝑦| ∧𝑅 + 1

|

|

|

|

|

|

2

≲ℋ (log𝑅)2 +
∑

𝑦∈ℤ𝑑

|

|

|

|

|

|

∑

𝑧∈𝐵𝑅

𝑒−𝑐(|𝑧|+|𝑧−𝑦|)∕𝑅(|𝑧| + 1)1−𝑑
(|𝑧 − 𝑦| + 1)2−𝑑

|𝑧 − 𝑦| ∧𝑅 + 1

|

|

|

|

|

|

2

+ 1
𝑅2

Γ(𝑅)2

≲ℋ (log𝑅)2 + ∫ℝ𝑑

|

|

|

|

|

∫𝔹𝑅
𝑔̃𝑅(𝑦, 𝑧) d𝑧

|

|

|

|

|

2

d𝑦 + 1
𝑅2

Γ(𝑅)2,

where
𝑔̃𝑅(𝑦, 𝑧) ∶= 𝑒−𝑐(|𝑧|+|𝑧−𝑦|)∕𝑅(|𝑧| + 1)1−𝑑(|𝑧 − 𝑦| + 1)2−𝑑(|𝑧 − 𝑦| ∧𝑅 + 1)−1.
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First, noting that ∫𝔹𝑅(|𝑥|+1)1−𝑑d𝑥 ≲ 𝑅 and ∫𝔹3𝑅⧵𝔹𝑅
(|𝑥|+1)2−𝑑d𝑥 ≲ 𝑅2, we obtain

∫𝔹2𝑅

|

|

|

|

|

∫𝔹𝑅
𝑔̃𝑅(𝑦, 𝑧) d𝑧

|

|

|

|

|

2

d𝑦 ≤ ∫𝔹2𝑅

|

|

|

|

|

∫𝔹3𝑅

(|𝑥| + 1)2−𝑑

|𝑥| ∧𝑅 + 1
(|𝑥 + 𝑦| + 1)1−𝑑 d𝑥

|

|

|

|

|

2

d𝑦

≲ ∫𝔹2𝑅

|

|

|

|

|

∫𝔹𝑅
(|𝑥| + 1)1−𝑑 (|𝑥 + 𝑦| + 1)1−𝑑 d𝑥

|

|

|

|

|

2

d𝑦

+ 1
𝑅2 ∫𝔹2𝑅

|

|

|

|

|

∫𝔹3𝑅⧵𝔹𝑅
(|𝑥| + 1)2−𝑑 (|𝑥 + 𝑦| + 1)1−𝑑 d𝑥

|

|

|

|

|

2

d𝑦

≲ 𝑅∫𝔹2𝑅
∫𝔹𝑅

(|𝑥| + 1)1−𝑑 (|𝑥 + 𝑦| + 1)2−2𝑑 d𝑥 d𝑦

+ ∫𝔹2𝑅
∫𝔹3𝑅⧵𝔹𝑅

(|𝑥| + 1)2−𝑑 (|𝑥 + 𝑦| + 1)2−2𝑑 d𝑥 d𝑦

≲ 𝑅∫𝔹𝑅
(|𝑥| + 1)1−𝑑 ∫𝔹3𝑅

(|𝑧| + 1)2−2𝑑 d𝑧 d𝑥

+ ∫𝔹3𝑅⧵𝔹𝑅
(|𝑥| + 1)2−𝑑 ∫𝔹5𝑅

(|𝑧| + 1)2−2𝑑 d𝑧 d𝑥

≲ 𝑅4−𝑑 ≲ 1
𝑅2

Γ(𝑅)2.

Second, using that |𝑧− 𝑦| ≥ |𝑦|− |𝑧| ≥ 𝑅 for (𝑦, 𝑧) ∈ (ℝ𝑑 ⧵𝔹2𝑅) ×𝔹𝑅, we obtain

∫ℝ𝑑⧵𝔹2𝑅

|

|

|

|

|

∫𝔹𝑅
𝑔̃𝑅(𝑦, 𝑧) d𝑧

|

|

|

|

|

2

d𝑦 ≤ 𝑅2−2𝑑
∫ℝ𝑑⧵𝔹2𝑅

|

|

|

|

|

∫𝔹𝑅
𝑒−𝑐|𝑧−𝑦|∕𝑅(|𝑧| + 1)1−𝑑 d𝑧

|

|

|

|

|

2

d𝑦

≤ 𝑅2−2𝑑
∫ℝ𝑑⧵𝔹2𝑅

𝑒−2𝑐|𝑦|∕𝑅
|

|

|

|

|

∫𝔹𝑅
𝑒𝑐|𝑧|∕𝑅(|𝑧| + 1)1−𝑑 d𝑧

|

|

|

|

|

2

d𝑦 ≲ 𝑅4−𝑑 ≲ 1
𝑅2

Γ(𝑅)2.

Altogether, we find that
∑

𝑦∈ℤ𝑑
|𝜕′𝑦∇𝑝(0)|

2 ≲ℋ (log𝑅)2 + 1
𝑅2

Γ(𝑅)2 ≲ℋ Γ̃(𝑅)2.

Step 3. The 𝐿𝑝 version of the Efron–Stein inequality then yields
|∇𝑝(𝑥) − 𝔼[∇𝑝(𝑥)]| ≲ℋ𝑥

Γ̃(𝑅) ∀𝑥 ∈ 𝐵𝑅.

Further, using [20, Lemma 40] (with 𝜇(𝑅) replaced by the size Γ(𝑅) of 𝑝), we obtain
|𝔼[∇𝑝(𝑥)]| ≲ Γ̃(𝑅).

Therefore, we conclude that
|∇𝑝(𝑥)| ≲ℋ𝑥

Γ̃(𝑅) ∀𝑥 ∈ 𝐵𝑅.
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Proof of Theorem 3. Propositions 10 and 12 give the bounds for |𝑝𝑘𝑗 | and |∇𝑝𝑘𝑗 |. By
repeating the same analysis, we get the corresponding bounds for |𝑠𝑗| and |∇𝑠𝑗|.
By combining Proposition 5 with Propositions 7, 10, and 12, we obtain the desired
conclusion.
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