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OPTIMAL CORRECTOR ESTIMATES ON PERCOLATION CLUSTERS

PAUL DARIO

ABSTRACT. We prove optimal quantitative estimates on the first-order correctors on supercritical
percolation clusters: we show that they are bounded in dimension larger than 3 and have logarithmic
growth in dimension 2 in the sense of stretched exponential moments. The main ingredients are a
renormalization scheme of the supercritical percolation cluster, following the works of Pisztora [49];
large-scale regularity estimates developed by Armstrong and the author in [7]; and a nonlinear
concentration inequality of Efron-Stein type which is used to transfer quantitative information from
the environment to the correctors.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation and informal summary of results. We consider the random conductance model
on the supercritical percolation cluster defined as follows. We let Z¢ be the standard hypercubic
lattice and By be the set of bonds of Z¢. We fix a parameter A € (0,1) and we are given a function

(1.1) a:By;—-{0}ul\1],

the value a(e) is called the conductance of the bond e and we assume that the collection (a(e))..s,
is an i.i.d family of random variables. We assume that the probability p := P (a(e) #0) > p.(d),
where p.(d) is the bond percolation threshold for the lattice Z%. Tt follows that, almost surely, there
exists a unique maximal connected component of bonds with nonzero conductance which we denote
by e = Geo(a). One then wishes to study the continuous time random walk X; in the random
environment a defined as follows. We select an environment a such that 0 belongs to the infinite
cluster ¢» and start a random walker at the origin, X (0) = 0. Each edge e is equipped with a
random clock and rings after exponential waiting time with expectation a(e)™t. When X (t) = z, the
random walker waits until a clock of an edge adjacent to x rings and then moves instantly across
that edge. Note that the random walker is confined to the infinite cluster %». This random walk is a
Markov process and a common strategy to study it is to consider its generator, which is given by the
random discrete elliptic PDE

-V - aVu,
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where the operator —V -aVu is defined on functions u : » — R by, for each point x € €,
v-avu(z) = 3 a({z,y})(u(y) - u(@)).
Yy~

In this article, we wish to study this random elliptic PDE by studying the (random) set of harmonic
functions for this operator. In [19], it was proved, in the case when a takes only the two values 0
and 1, that every harmonic function h with prescribed linear growth is close to a linear function:
the random vector space of harmonic functions with growth at most linear is finite dimensional; its
dimension is equal to (d + 1) almost surely. Moreover, for each harmonic function in this space, there
exists a unique vector p € R? such that the difference Xp(2) := h(z) —p-x grows sublinearly as x tends
to infinity. This result was quantified and extended to the generality presented in this introduction
by Armstrong and the author in [7], where it is shown that the corrector is o (|x|1’5) for some small
but strictly positive exponent §.

The map x; is called the corrector and is the central object of this article: our goal is to prove
optimal bounds in terms of spatial scaling (and suboptimal with respect to stochastic integrability)
on the first-order correctors. We show, in the sense of stretched exponential moments, that the
correctors are bounded in dimensions d > 3, and have increments which grow like the square root of
the logarithm of the distance in dimension 2. This result is summarized in the following theorem.

Theorem 1 (Optimal L* estimates for first-order correctors). There exist an exponent s := s(d,p,\) >
0 and a constant C := C(d,p,\) < oo such that for each x,y € Z% and each p € R,

1 .
O, (Clpllog? [z —yl) if d=2,

(1.2) o (2) = Xp (W Lz e} < { O, (Clpl) ifd>3,

where, for a random variable X, we write X < O4(K), to mean

sfon (2]

Obtaining information on the corrector is important and has proved to be useful. For instance,
qualitative sublinarity of the corrector can be used to prove invariance principles for the random
walker X; following the general principle described below: if one denotes by x := (x1,-..,Xxq) the
vector-valued corrector, where x; is the corrector such that e; -z + x;(x) is harmonic, then the process

X + x(X}) is a martingale, almost surely with respect to the environment.

The strategy is to apply a standard martingale convergence theorem and then to derive a quenched
invariance principle for the rescaled process e Xy /.2 +ex(Xy .2 ). Using the sublinearity of the corrector
allows to prove an invariance principle for the diffusion process X itself. This approach was carried
out on the infinite supercritical cluster (in the case when a takes only the values 0 and 1) first by
Sidoravicius and Sznitman in [51] in dimension larger than 4, and a few years later by Mathieu,
Piatnitski [42] and Berger, Biskup [20] in all dimensions d > 2. Prior to these results, the generator of
the random walk was studied by Barlow in [16] and by Mathieu, Remy in [43], who proved heat-kernel
bounds for the transition probability.

In the more general setting of i.i.d random conductances, when a can a priori take values in [0, 00),
a quenched functional central limit theorem was established by Andres, Barlow, Deuschel and Hambly
in [1], provided that there exists an infinite cluster of nonzero conductances, based on the previous
works of Mathieu [41], Biskup and Prescott [21], Barlow and Deuschel [17]. More general models of
random walks on percolation clusters with long range correlation, including random interlacements
and level sets of the Gaussian free field, are studied by Procaccia, Rosenthal and Sapozhnikov in [50].

Tight bounds on the corrector are useful to derive invariance principles but they are also the crucial
ingredient for the derivation of optimal error and two-scale expansion estimates for the homogenization
of general boundary value problems. They can be used to obtain a Berry-Essen theorem, in the
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spirit of Mourrat [45] in the uniformly elliptic setting (see also Andres and Neukamm [5] for an
extension of these results to degenerate and correlated environments) and are also important to
obtain precise information on the Green’s function for the Laplacian on the infinite cluster as well as
on the transition probability for the random walk, as is explained in [10, Chapters 8 and 9]. They
can also inform the performance of numerical algorithms for the computation of the homogenized
diffusivity [46] and of solutions to the heterogeneous equation [8].

The tools developed in this article come from the theory of stochastic homogenization which
studies the solutions of the elliptic equation

-V-aVvVu =0 in ]Rd,

where the environment a is a random map from R? to the set of symmetric matrices, satisfying
some assumptions of ellipticity, stationarity and ergodicity. There have been recent developments
in the quantitative homogenization of uniformly elliptic divergence-form equations, which started
with the work of Gloria and Otto [36]. In this article, they were able to obtain moments bounds
on the corrector with an optimal spatial scaling, by using a spectral gap inequality, which was first
introduced into stochastic homogenization by Naddaf and Spencer in [47], to quantify the ergodicity
of the coefficient field. This program was then continued by Gloria and Otto in [37, 38, 39] and by
Neukamm Gloria and Otto in [33, 35, 34] and has implications to random walks as explained in [30].

Another approach was later initiated by Armstrong and Smart in [13], who extended the techniques
of Avellaneda and Lin [14, 15] and the ones of Dal Maso and Modica [24, 25|, and were able to
obtain a large scale C%!-regularity theory under an assumption of finite range dependence on the
environment. These results were then generalized by Armstrong, Kuusi and Mourrat to general
mixing conditions and to other types of equations [12] and improved to obtain optimal rates of
convergence [9, 10].

The theory is now well-understood in the uniformly elliptic setting. Going beyond this setting has
been the subject of much research recently in different directions. In [40], Lamacz, Neukamm and
Otto were able to extend these results to a model of Bernoulli bond percolation, where the standard
model is modified such that all the bonds in a fixed unit direction are always open. Another way of
removing the ellipticity assumption can be the following: we define some (scalar) random variables
0 <A< p< oo according to the formulas

= in ‘5.25 and p:= sup 5'2257
gerdN{0} [¢] ¢erin{0} 1§
and add an assumption on the integrability of A\ and p: there exist p,q € [1, c0] such that
(1.3) E[ANP]+E[p?] < oo.

This setting was first considered by Andres, Deuschel, Slowik in [3] (see also [4]), and then by Chiarini
and Deuschel in [23]. They are able to obtain a quenched invariance principle for the diffusion
process under the assumption 1/p + 1/q < 2/d, which allowed them to perform a Moser iteration.
In [18], Bella, Fehrman and Otto, still working under the assumption 1/p + 1/q < 2/d, were able to
obtain a first-order Liouville theorem and a large scale C'*-estimate for a-harmonic functions. An
extension of these results to the case of time-dependent coefficients has been carried out by [2]. The
condition (1.3) requires the value of the conductances to be non-zero almost surely, an extension
of this model in a case when the conductance is allowed to be zero and to be small (under some
moments condition) was investigated by Deuschel, Nguyen and Slowik in [29].

The setting considered in this article is different from the models satisfying condition (1.3): we are
working with the i.i.d. random conductance model, and we assume the value of the conductances
to be either 0 or larger than some deterministic constant A >0 (see (1.1)), with the property that
P(a(e) #0) > pc(d). Despite this difference, the main challenge is essentially the same: adapting
the various tools and proofs, available in the uniformly elliptic setting, to the degenerate elliptic
environment. To this end, we follow the strategy initiated in the previous paper [7] and appeal to a
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renormalization structure for the supercritical percolation cluster. The construction is recalled in
Section 2, where Z? is partitioned into triadic cubes of different random sizes, well-connected in the
sense of Penrose an Pisztora [48]. This partition allows to distinguish regions of Z? where the infinite
cluster is well-behaved, its geometry is similar to the one of the lattice Z%, from regions where the
infinite cluster is badly-behaved. In the first case, it is rather straightforward to adapt the theory
developed in the uniformly elliptic setting; problems arise where the infinite cluster is badly-behaved.
In this situation the theory cannot be adapted. Fortunately, there are few regions were the cluster
is badly-behaved, and the theory of stochastic homogenization in the uniformly elliptic setting is
robust enough to be adapted to the supercritical cluster.

Our strategy to prove the optimal scaling estimates for the corrector relies on a concentration
inequality (cf. Proposition 2.17), which gives a convenient way to transfer quantitative information
from the coefficient field to the correctors. This idea originates in an unpublished paper from Naddaf
and Spencer [47], and was then developed by Gloria and Otto [36, 37] and Gloria, Neukamm and
Otto [35] (see also Mourrat [44]) to study stochastic homogenization. More precisely, thanks to this
inequality we are able to obtain quantitative estimates on the spatial average of the gradient of the
corrector.

We then use the the multiscale Poincaré inequality stated in Proposition 2.19 to deduce the
estimates on the oscillation of the correctors stated in Theorem 1 from the bounds on the spatial
average of its gradient.

We conclude this introduction by noting that in Theorem 1, the spatial scaling is optimal while the
stochastic integrability is suboptimal: we only obtain a small exponent s > 0 of stochastic integrability.
This is due to the degenerate structure of the percolation problem and while our method can provide
an explicit value for the exponent s, we do not expect it can be used to derive the optimal exponent.
We nevertheless provide a conjecture.

Conjecture 1.1. In dimension d = 2, fix s < 2, then there exists a constant C' := C'(s,p,\) < oo such
that for each z,y € Z% and each p € R?,

1
(14) o (2) =X ()| Loy S Ot (Clpllog? [z )

In dimension 3, there exists a constant C := C(d, s,p, \) < oo such that for each z,y € Z%* and each
peRY,
Xp (%) = Xp (DI Lo, yen) < Ostay (Clpl)

The reason behind this conjecture is the following: in the uniformly elliptic setting, it is known that
the optimal stochastic integrability is the one provided in the statement of the conjecture without
the term (d —1)/d, see [10, Theorem 4.1]. The additional term (d - 1)/d is a surface order large
deviation effect which can be heuristically explained by the following argument: in the uniformly
elliptic setting and in a given ball, to design a bad environment for which one does not have a good
control on the growth of the corrector, it is necessary to have a number of ill-behaved edges of order
of the volume of the ball. In the percolation setting, the situation is different and one only needs
a number of ill-behaved edges of the order of the surface of the ball to design a bad environment:
to illustrate this fact, one can note that, if we let R be the radius of the ball, then it is possible to
disconnect the ball into two half-balls with only ¢R%! closed edges. This phenomenon should result
in a deterioration of the stochastic integrability by a factor (d -1)/d.

1.2. Notation and assumptions.

1.2.1. General notation for the probabilistic model. We denote by Z? the standard d-dimensional
hypercubic lattice. The set of bonds of Z¢, that is the set of unoriented pairs of nearest neighbors, is
denoted by By := {{x,y} ca,yeZ |z -yl = 1}. More specifically, given a subset U ¢ Z¢, we denote
by By(U) the set of the bonds of U, i.e., B4(U) := {{z,y} : x,y e U,|x —y|1 =1}. The canonical
basis of R? is denoted by e, ...,eq. For z,y € Z%, we write z ~ y if {z,y} € By. For some fixed
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ellipticity parameter A € (0,1], we define the probability space Q := ({0} U[X, 1])® and we equip this
probability space with the Borel o-algebra F := B ({0} U [A,1])®5?. Given an edge e € By, we denote
by a(e) the projection
a(e):{ ?we/) : c{uo} u A 1],
e'eBy e
We denote by a the collection (a(e))..p, and we refer to this mapping as the environment. For every
set U ¢ Z%, we denote by F(U) € F the o-algebra generated by the mappings (a(e)) e, (v)-
We fix a probability measure Py supported in {0} U [\, 1] satisfying the property

(1.5) p:=Po ([A1]) > pe(d).

where p.(d) is the bond percolation threshold for the lattice Z¢. We then equip the measurable
space (2, F) with the i.i.d. probability measure P = ]P’S’B"l7 so that the sequence (a(e))ees, is an i.i.d.
collection of random variables of law Pg. The expectation with respect to the probability measure P
is denoted by E.

Given an environment a, we say that a bond e € B, is open if a(e) > 0 and closed if a(e) = 0. Given
two vertices x,y € Z¢, we say that there is a path connecting x and y if there exists a sequence of
open edges of the form {x,z1},...,{2n, 2n+1},---,{2n,y}. The two vertices = and y are then said to
be connected, which we denote by x <>, y, if there exists a path connecting x and y. A cluster is
a connected subset € ¢ Z¢. Thanks to the assumption (1.5), we know that, P-almost surely, there
exists a unique maximal infinite cluster (see [22]). This cluster is denoted by G = oo (a).

We also denote by Ej; := {(:p, Y) T,y € 7%,z ~ y} the set of oriented edges. More generally, we
define, for a subset U ¢ Z¢, Eq(U) := {(x,y) : z,y € U,z ~ y}.

For = € Z%, we define the translation 7, on Q to be the map

{Q - Q,
T

(we)eeBd i (we+x)e66d :
Note that the measure P is stationary with respect to the Z%translations: for each x € Z,
(1.6) (12),P=P,

where (7;), P is the pushforward measure defined by the formula, for each set A € F, (7,), P(A) =
P (T; 1 (A) )

1.2.2. Notation for functions. For each vector p e R%, we denote by l, the affine function of slope p,
i.e., lp(x) =p-z. Given a function u defined on a discrete set U ¢ 7%, we define its oscillation by the
formula

oscu :=supu — inf u.
U U U
We define a vector field to be a function G : Ey — R satisfying the antisymmetry property: for each

(Z‘,y) € By,
G(‘Tay) = _G(yvx)‘

For a given a function u : Z% - R, we define its gradient Vu to be the vector field

(Vu)(z,y) = u(z) - u(y).
For a random function defined on a cluster €, u: %4 — R, we define Vu to be the vector field defined
on the edges of Z¢ by the formula

otherwise.

(1.7) (Vu)(z,y) = { g(x) —u(y) ifxye?anda({z,y}) =0,

and avVu to be the vector field defined by
(avu) (z,y) = a({z,y}) (Vu)(z,y).
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The cluster ¥ will frequently be the infinite cluster .. We may also think of the gradient as a
vector-valued operator, as it is commonly the case for continuous functions: we denote by, for any
point x € ¥ and any function u: ¢ — R,

Vu(z +e1,)
(1.8) vu(z) =
Vu(z + eq, x)
For p € R?, we denote by p the constant vector field, defined according to the formula
p(z,y)=p-(z-y).

With these conventions, we have VI, = p. For a given vector field G and a point x ¢ 7%, we define

(1.9) IGI(ZL‘):( >, IG(x’y)l2)~

y:(xvy)EEd
For a given a subset U € Z%, we equip the space of vector fields with a scalar product (-,-), defined by

<F7G>U = Z F(SE,y)G(l’,y)
(Ivy)EEd(U)

We will also frequently make use of the following notation, given a vector field G, we define

(Gy= Y  Glzy(z-y).

(z,y)eEqa(U)

The value (G);; belongs to the space R?. Given an environment a, two functions u,v: Z% - R, and a
subset U ¢ Z%, the Dirichlet form can be written with the previous notation as

(Vu,avo)y = >0 (u(@)-u(@)a{zy}) (v(z) - v(y)).

(z,y)eEq(U)

We define the elliptic operator —V -aVv by, for each function u: Z% - R and each point z € Z,

(-v-avu) (z) = 3 a({z,y})(u(@) - u(y)).

T~y
For a given a subset U ¢ Z%, we define the random set of a-harmonic functions in U by
AWU) ={u:U >R : (-V-avVu)(x) =0, v eintaU},
where int,U is the interior of U with respect to the environment a, defined according to the formula
intaU = {xe U: VyeZ (y~zand a({z,y}) #0) — ye U}.

If U is a finite set, we denote its cardinality by |U].

For vectors of RY, we denote by |-| the standard infinite norm given by |z| = max;-,_._q|zi|. We
define a pseudometric on the subsets of Z¢ by dist(U, V) = infoer yev | — y).

We also use the notations Br(z) or B(z, R) to denote the ball centered at z € Z¢ with radius
R > 0 with respect to the infinite norm. The ball Br(0) is simply denoted by Bg.
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1.2.3. Notation for cubes. A cube is a subset of Z¢ of the form
0= (z + (—N,N)d) nZ% NeN,zeZ?

We define the center and the size of the cube O to be the point z € Z% and the integer 2N — 1. We
denote its size by size(O). In particular, with this convention, we have |0 = (size(0))%. For a

non-negative real number 7 > 0 and a cube O, of center z € Z? and size (2N - 1) € N, we denote by 0
the cube

rQ:= (z +(-rN, rN)d) nz.

This notation is non-standard; the multiplication by r only affects the size of the cube but the center
of the cube remains unchanged. We introduce a specific category of cubes, namely the triadic cubes.
A triadic cube is a cube of the form

1., 1.,\¢
(1.10) O, (2) = (z + (—53", 53“) ) nZ% neN, z e 3"Z%.

To simplify the notation, we write O,, = 0, (0). This collection of cubes enjoys a number of convenient
properties. First, any two triadic cubes (of possibly different sizes) are either disjoint or else one is
included in the other. Moreover, for every m,n € N with n < m, the triadic cube O,, can be uniquely
partitioned into 3% disjoint triadic cubes of size 3”. We denote by T the collection of triadic
cubes and by 7, the collection of triadic cubes of size 3".

For each integer n € N and each cube O € 7,, we define the predecessor of O, to be the unique
triadic cube O € 7,41 such that o c@. If O is the predecessor of O, then we say that O is a successor
0. In particular, a cube of the set Ty does not have any successor, while a cube of the set 7 \ 7y has
exactly 3¢ successors.

1.2.4. The Os notation. We introduce a series of notations and properties which will be useful to
measure the stochastic integrability and sizes of random variables. Given two parameters s,6 > 0 and
a non-negative random variable X, we denote by

X < 0O4(0) if and only ifE[exp((%) )] <2

Note that, by Markov’s inequality, the tail of a random variable X satisfying the inequality X < O(6)
decreases stretched exponentially fast: for every ¢t > 0,

P[X >6t] <2exp(-t°).

For a given sequence (Y;);en of non-negative random variables and a sequence (0;);en of non-negative
real numbers, we write
X < Y Y,04(60)),
€N
to mean that there exists a sequence of non-negative random variables (Z;);cy such that for each
integer i € N, Z; < Os(6;) and
X <)Yz
ieN

We now record some properties pertaining to this notation. All these properties are proved in [10,
Appendix A]. The notation is compatible with the addition, meaning that, for any stochastic
integrability exponent s > 0, there exists a constant C' depending only on s, which may be chosen to
be 1if s > 1, such that

(1.11) X1 < 05(91) and X5 < 05(92) = X1+ X5« 05(0(91 +02)).

More generally, for any s > 0, there exists a constant C'(s) < oo such that, for every measure space
(X,F, ), every jointly measurable family {X (z)},er of non-negative random variables and every
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measurable function 0 : ¥ - R, we have

(1.12) Vie B, X(2)<0,(0() = [ X()du(x) <O, (C’/EG(x)du(a:)).

The constant can be chosen to be

(1.13) { C(S; = gsliz)

From the definition, we have, for each A € R,,
X <04(0) = AX < O4(N).
This notation is also compatible with the multiplication in the sense that

(1.14) | X1| < O, (61) and | X2| < Os,(02) = | XY | < O 5150 (6162).
Sl+52

It is easy to check from (1.14) that one can reduce the integrability exponent s, i.e., for each 0 < s’ < s,
there exists a constant C':= C(s’) < oo such that

(1.15) X <04(61) = X <04(CHy).

1.2.5. Conwvention for constants and exponents. In this article, the symbols ¢ and C' denote positive
constants which may vary from line to line. These constants depend mainly on three parameters
which are fixed through the proofs: the dimension of the space d, the ellipticity A and the probability
p =P[a(e) # 0]. Usually, we use C for large constants (whose value is expected to belong to the
interval [1,00)) and ¢ for small constants (whose value is expected to be in the interval (0,1]).

For the stochastic integrability, we use the letter s and will typically have inequalities of the form
X < O4(C). This exponent s depends on the parameters d, A and p. Its value can also vary from line
to line and is expected to be small.

In Sections 4 and 5, another parameter will be involved in the dependence of the constants
and exponents: the spatial integrability g € (2,00) (see Theorem 2 below). The dependence in this
additional parameter will be displayed thanks to the following convention: we write C := C(d, \,p) < oo
(resp. C:=C(d,\,p,q) < o) to mean that the constant C' depends only on the parameters d, \,p
(resp. d, A\, p,q) and that its value is expected to be large. For small constants or exponents we use
the notations ¢ :=c¢(d,\,p) >0, s:=s(d,\,p) >0 (resp. c:=c(d,\,p,q) >0, s:=s(d,\,p,q) >0).

1.3. Outline of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall
(mostly without proof) some properties of the infinite cluster which were stated and proved in [7]
(and based on [48]) to develop a quantitative homogenization theory on the infinite percolation
cluster. In Sections 2.5 and 2.6, we state the concentration inequality and the multiscale Poincaré
inequality, which are the two key ingredients in the proof of Theorem 2. In Section 3, we use the
concentration inequality and the properties of the infinite cluster recorded in Section 2 to obtain
an estimate on the spatial averages of the corrector. In Section 4, we use the result established in
Section 3 combined with the multiscale Poincaré inequality to prove the optimal L?-bound on the
gradient of the corrector, stated in the following theorem.

Theorem 2 (Optimal LY estimates for first-order corrector). For each q > 2, there exist an exponent
s:=5(d,p,\) >0 and a constant C(d,p,\,q) < oo such that for each radius R >1 and each p € R?,

1
_ a\‘ | o, (C|p| log? R) ifd=2
(1.16) R Xp(2) = (Xp)s < . ’
xe‘K;BR ‘ ? ? &OHBR‘ Os (C|p|) Zf d>3.
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This theorem is strictly weaker than Theorem 1; in Section 5 we upgrade the previous L? bound
into the L* bound stated in Theorem 1. In Appendix A, we give a proof of the multiscale Poincaré
inequality stated in Section 2.6. In Appendix C, we give the proof of a technical lemma used in
Section 3.

Acknowledgement. I would like to thank Scott Armstrong, Jean-Christophe Mourrat and Chenlin
Gu for helpful discussions and comments.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we record some properties about the infinite percolation cluster in the supercritical
regime. Most of these properties were established in [7].

2.1. The corrector : Existence and first properties. Denote by A; the (random) vector space
of a-harmonic functions with at most linear growth, i.e.,

. . 1
Aj = {u i >R : V-(aVu) =0 in s and 1%1_{20 o3 lull L2 (gonBr) = 0}

By [19], we know that, P-almost surely, the space A; has dimension (d+ 1) and that every function
u € Ay is close to an affine function. More precisely, the space A; can be characterized as follows:
there exist a collection of sublinear functions {Xp}peRd defined on the infinite cluster and valued in R
such that

A12={lp+xp+czp€Rd,cER}.

The functions {Xp}peRd are called the correctors. They are defined up to a constant and are unique.
To work with these quantities, one has to be careful to only consider quantities which are invariant
by adding a constant, such as the oscillation, the gradient, the difference x,(x) — x,(y), etc. For
later use, we record that the map p = Vg, is linear.

The sublinear growth of the corrector is an important property which was proved qualitatively in [27]
and quantitatively in [7]; by [7, (1.22)], there exist two exponents § := §(d,p,A) >0, s:=s(d,p,\) >0
and a constant C':= C'(d,p, \) such that, for each radius R > 1,

2.1 < O, (Clp|R"™).
(2.1) 2958 Xp < Os (CIpIR'™)
We may reformulate this property in terms of a minimal scale: by [7, (1.18)], there exists a

non-negative random variable X satisfying X < O4(C), such that for each vector p e R? and each
radius R > X,

1-6

(2.2) |0 = O]

Moreover, the corrector satisfies the following stationarity property: for each z,y € Z%, each p € R?
and each z € Z,

(2.3) (Xp(2) = xp(¥)) Lz yesnny (@) = (xp(@ + 2) = Xp (U + 2)) Lizia zhyenn ) (T2R)-

2.2. Triadic partitions of good cubes. This section shows how to use the tools developed by
Penrose and Pisztora [48] to obtain a renormalization structure of the infinite cluster of supercritical
percolation.
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2.2.1. A general scheme for partition of good cubes. The construction of the partition is accomplished
by a stopping time argument reminiscent of a Calderén-Zygmund-type decomposition. We are given
a notion of “good cube” represented by an F-measurable function which maps €2 into the set of all
subsets of 7. In order words, for each environment a € ), we are given a subcollection G(a) € T
of triadic cubes. We think of O € T as being a good cube if O € G(a). We frequently drop the
dependence in a and write G instead of G(a).

Proposition 2.1 (Partition of good cubes, Proposition 2.1 of [7]). Let G €T be a random collection
of triadic cubes, as above. Suppose that there exist constants K,s >0 such that

sup P[z+0, ¢G] < Kexp(—K_13"5) .
2€3n74

Then, P—almost surely, there exists a partition S € T of Z into triadic cubes with the following
properties:

(i) All predecessors of elements of S are good: for every 0,0 €T,
o'coando’'eS = Deg.

(ii) Neighboring elements of S have comparable sizes: for every 0,0' € S such that dist(0,0") <1,

we have . )
Lseeld) o
3~ size(D)
(iii) Estimate for the coarseness of S: if we denote by Os(x) the unique element of S containing
a point x € Z¢, then there exists C(s, K,d) < oo such that

size (Os(x)) < Os(O).
In addition, if one has the following independence property, for every cube O=z+0, €T,
(2.4) the event {0 ¢ G} is F(z + Op+1)-measurable,

then one has the following minimal scale property:

(iv) Minimal scale for S. For each t € [1,00), there exists C = C(t,s,K,d) < oo, an N-valued
random variable M(S) and exponent r:=r(t,s, K,d) >0 such that

M(S) < 0:(C)
and for each integer m € N satisfying 3" > My(S),
1

> size (Os(z))'<C  and  sup size (Os(z)) < 3T

’ Om | T€Om, T€Om
2.2.2. The partition P of well-connected cubes. We apply the construction of the previous subsection
to obtain a random partition P of Z? which simplifies the geometry of the percolation cluster. This
partition plays an important role in the rest of the paper. To obtain bounds on the “good event”
which allows us to construct the partition, we use the results of Pisztora [49], Penrose and Pisztora [48]
and Antal and Pisztora [6]. We first recall some definitions introduced in those works.

Definition 2.2 (Crossability and crossing cluster). We say that a cube O is crossable (with respect
to an environment a € ) if each of the d pairs of opposite (d — 1)—dimensional faces of the cube O is
joined by an open path in 0. We say that a cluster ¢ € O is a crossing cluster for O if € intersects
each of the (d - 1)—dimensional faces of O.

Definition 2.3 (Good cube). We say that a triadic cube O € T is well-connected if there exists a
crossing cluster € for the cube O such that:
(i) Each cube O’ with size(D’) € [1—10 size(D),%size(D)] and 0O'n %D # @ is crossable;

(ii) Every path v c 0’ with diam(y) > % size(O) is connected to € within O'.
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FIGURE 1. A good cube O. The cluster ¢.(0O) is drawn in green. Simulation by C.Gu

We say that 0 € T is a good cube if size(0) > 3, 0 is well-connected and each of the 3¢ successors of
the cube O are well-connected. We say that O € T is a bad cube if it is not a good cube (see Figure 1).

The following estimate on the probability of the cube O,, being good is a consequence [49, Theorem
3.2] and [48, Theorem 5], as recalled in [6, (2.24)].

Lemma 2.4 ([6, (2.24)]). For each probability p € (p., 1], there exists a constant C(d,p) < oo such
that, for every integer n € N,

(2.5) P (O, is good] > 1 - Cexp (-C7'3").

It follows from Definition 2.3 that, for every good cube O, there exists a unique maximal crossing
cluster for O which is contained in 0. We denote this cluster by %,(0). In the next lemma, we
record the observation that adjacent triadic cubes which have similar sizes and are both good have
connected clusters.

Lemma 2.5 (Lemma 2.8 of [7]). Let n,n’ € N with |n —n'| <1 and z,2' € 3"Z% such that
dist (0, (2), 0w (2")) < 1.
Suppose also that 0,(2) and O,/ (2") are good cubes. Then there exists a cluster € such that
C(0n(2)) UG (0w (2') €€ cOn(z) unw ().
We next define the partition P of good cubes.

Definition 2.6. We let P € T be the partition S of Z¢ obtained by applying Proposition 2.1 to the
collection

G:={oeT : 0O is good}.

More generally, for each point y € Z¢, we let Py c T be the partition S of 7% obtained by applying
Proposition 2.1 to the collection

G:={y+0:0eTandy+0Ois good}.
From the construction of P and P,, we also have
Py=y+P(rya)={y+0:0eP(1ya)}.

We refer to Figure 2 for an illustration of the random partition P.
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FIGURE 2. A realization of the partition P in a cube O. The cluster %, (0) is drawn in Green; the
clusters in yellow are the small isolated clusters. Simulation by C. Gu.

The (random) partition P plays an important role throughout the rest of the paper. We denote
by P. the collection of triadic cubes which contains some elements of P, that is

P.:={0: Ois a triadic cube and 020’ for some O € P} .

Notice that every element of P, can be written in a unique way as a disjoint union of elements
of P. According to Proposition 2.1(i), every triadic cube containing an element of P is good. By
Proposition 2.1(iii) and Lemma 2.4, there exists C(d,p) < oo such that, for every z € Z¢,

(2.6) size (Op(x)) < O01(C).

By the properties of the partition P given in Proposition 2.1(i) and (ii) and Lemma 2.5, the maximal
crossing cluster €. (0) of an element O € P, must satisfy €. (0) € G, since the union of all crossing
clusters of the elements of P is unbounded and connected. Notice also that, although we may not
have %,(0) = € N O, by definition of the partition P and Property (ii) of Definition 2.3, we have
that, for every cube O € P, there exists a cluster ¢ such that

(2.7) € NOCE C U mifl

0’eP, dist(o,0’)<1

In other words, for any cube O € P and every pair of points x,y € G N O, there exists a path
connecting x to y which lies in the cube O and in its neighbors.

It is also interesting to note that, for m € N such that 3™ > Moy (P), the sets €, (Om), Goo N O
and O,, have comparable sizes: there exists a constant C := C(d,p) < oo such that

(2.8) C Om | <€ (Om)| < [Goo N O < |0 -
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This result is a consequence of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the three identities, under the
assumption 3™ > My, (P) (which implies in particular that the cube Oy, is good),

Y 1<% (am), > size (0p)? =0,  and > size (Op)* < C|om|.
0eP,0COm 0eP,0COm 0eP,0CS0m
The first inequality comes from the fact that each cube of the partition P contained in the cube O,,
must have non-empty intersection with the cluster %% (0,,), the second one is the preservation of the
volume and the third one is a consequence of the assumption 3™ > My, (P).
Given a cube O € P, we let Z(O) denote the element of the cluster €, (0) which is closest to the
point z; if this point is not unique, we break ties by using the lexicographical order.

Definition 2.7. Given a function u : 6o — R, we define the coarsened function with respect to the
partition P to be

[u] -{Zd > R
Ple - u(EOp@),

The reason we use the coarsened function is that it is defined on the entire lattice Z% and not on
the infinite cluster. This allows to make use of the simpler and more favorable geometric structure
of Z%. The price to pay is the difference between u and [u]p; it depends on the coarseness of the
partition P and the control one has on the gradient of the function v in a way that is made precise
in the following proposition. The dependence on the coarseness of P is present via the size of the
cubes of the partition. We recall the notation |F|(x) for a vector field F' introduced in (1.9).

Proposition 2.8 (Lemma 3.2 of [7]). For each triadic cube O € Py, each exponent 1 < s < oo and
each function w: 6w — R,

(2.9) Z |w(x) - [w]P(:E)|S <C? Z SiZG(Dp(IL‘))Sd|V’W|S ().

€6 (D) €% (0)

More generally, for any family of disjoint cubes {0;},.; € (73*)], we have
(2.10) > lw@) -[wlp(@)P <C® Y size(op(@)™ Vol (2),
IECK*(UiEIDi) xe%ﬂ(uie[mi)
where €, (Uje10;) denotes the union of the mazimal clusters of each connected component of the
set User O;.-

Remark 2.9. We do not have the identity €% (U;je;0;) = User @» (0;). The problem is the same than
the one of (2.7) and thus (2.10) can not be directly obtained from (2.9). Nevertheless, we do have
the inclusion

(2.11) CoonNOCE U o' |.
o’eP, dist(o,0")<1

Moreover we can control the L*-norm of the vector field V [w], by the L*-norm of the map Vw
and the coarseness of the partition P thanks to the following proposition.

Proposition 2.10 (Lemma 3.3 of [7]). For each triadic cube O € P,, each exponent 1 < s < co and
each function w: 6w — R,

(2.12) Z |V [w]p|S (x)<C*® Z SiZG(Dp(l’))Sd_l |Vwl|® ().
€6 (D) x€6% (O)

More generally, for any family of disjoint cubes {0;},.; € (73*)], we have

(2.13) S vwlpf (@) <ct Y size(op(x))* T [Vwl (@)

IECK*(UZ'E]DZ') IECK*(U,'E]DZ')
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2.3. Solving the Poisson equation with divergence form source term. In this section we
study the existence and uniqueness of the solution of the equation —V -avu = -V - £ on the infinite
cluster .. We denote by Y .cx the sum over all the edges of the infinite cluster.

Proposition 2.11 (Gradient of Green’s function). Given an environment a € ), we select an edge
e = (x,y) € Eq such that the points x and y belong to the infinite cluster €. There exist a constant
C:=C(d,\) < o0 and a function VG(e,-) : € — R, whose gradient with respect to the second variable,
denoted by VVG, satisfies

(2.14) (VVG(e,-), VVG(e, )y <C,
and is a solution to the equation

-V-av (VG(e,-)) =0y -y in Co.
Moreover, we have, for each pair of edges e,e’ of the infinite cluster,
(2.15) VVG(e,e') = VVG(€ e).

Proposition 2.11 can be used to solve the equation -V -aVwg = -V -£. This is the objective of the
following proposition.

Proposition 2.12. Let £: Eg; — R be a vector field satisfying
(2.16) §(z,y) =0 if a(z,y) =0 or 2,y ¢ Coo.

If € satisfies (§,€)_ < oo then there exists a unique (a.s in the environment and up to a constant)
solution we of the equation

~V-aVwe = -V £ in Coo.

Moreover, we have the following representation

(2.17) Vwe(:) = > &(e)VVG (e,-).

€CCoo

Remark 2.13. We extend the definition of Proposition 2.12 to vector-valued fields & : E; — RF. In
that case, we will write

{ Cgoo - Rk,

W =

¢ z p (g (2),. .. we (2)),

where 1, ..., & denote the components of the vector &; the formula (2.17) applies in this framework.

Proof of Proposition 2.11 and 2.12. Let £ be a vector field satisfying (2.16) and (£,{),,_ < co. We

denote by H! the space of functions defined on the infinite cluster whose gradient is in the space
L*(%w), ie., H := {u 1 Coo > R (Vu,Vu), < oo}, and consider the minimization problem

. 1
inf —(Vu,avVu)y_ — (£, Vu)y .
ueH!

By the standard techniques of the calculus of variations, there exists a unique solution (up to a
constant) to this problem denoted by we. In particular, when ¢ is the indicator of an edge e, we
obtain the function VG (e,-). To prove the identity (2.15), we note that

VVG(€,> 6) = (VVG(@, ')7 ava(€,7 e))goo = VVG(@, 6’).

The representation formula (2.17) follows from standard arguments. O
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2.4. Regularity theory. In this subsection, we record a result from the regularity theory established
in [7] giving a Lipschitz bound for the gradient of a-harmonic functions.

Proposition 2.14 (Regularity theory on %, Theorem 2 of [7]). There exist a constant C < co, an
exponent s >0 and a random variable X satisfying

(2.18) X <04(0),
such that for each solution u: s — R of the equation
(2.19) -V-avVu=0 in ¢
and each pair of radii R,r such that R>r > X, we have

=y
R

HVUHg(sﬁonBr) < ‘u - (“)%”oonBR Hy(%,nBR) ’

We introduce the notation, for each point z € Z,
X(z):=Xor,.
This proposition is weaker than Theorem 2 of [7]; it is indeed a consequence of the Caccioppoli

inequality and Theorem 2 (iii) of [7] for £ =0. As a consequence, we obtain the following Lipschitz
bound on the corrector.

Proposition 2.15 (Lipschitz bound on the corrector). There exists a constant C' < oo and an
exponent s >0 such that, for each edge e = (x,y) € Eq and each vector p € R?,

(2.20) V()| L ectany < Clp XY (2).
which implies, by (2.18),
(2.21) IVXp(€)] Licery < Os (Clpl)

for some smaller exponent s (cf. Subsection 1.2.5). The same estimate holds for the coarsened
corrector

(2.22) |V Dxplp (€] < Os(Clp)).

Remark 2.16. The same estimate than (2.20) would hold with the random variable X%?(y) instead
of X%2(z) in the right-hand side.

Proof. By the stationarity of the law of the corrector, we can assume that the edge e touches 0, i.e.,
that x = 0. First note that, for each radius r > 1,

d
19x0()] L et} <P 190l 20y -
By applying Proposition 2.14 with r = X', and taking the limit R — oo, we obtain

o1
P+ VXpll L2 (40 By < cxi? liminf = {1 +Xp = (Ip + Xp) gnBp(er) IL2(GunBr(en) < Cxp|.

A combination of the two previous displays with the integrability estimate (2.18) yields (2.21). To
prove (2.22), we combine (2.21) with Proposition 2.10 and use the integrability estimate size (Op(z)) <
0O,(C), valid for each point z € Z%. This is performed in the following computation: for each edge
e=(z,y) e R%, we have

(2.23) |V Dol (e)] < > |V Dxplp ()
216 (0p (2) 0P (1))

<C Z size (DP(H?,))d_l |VXp| (w’)
z'€6oonB(x,C size(Op(x)))

. d-1
<C Y VwetnB(aCsine(op ()} Size (Op(2)))T [Vxpl (2).

x'eZ4d
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Using the estimate, for each point z € Z¢, size (Op(z)) < O4(C), we obtain

size (Op(x)) ! . 00
|l‘ _ x/|d+1 vl ~ |l‘ _ $/|d+1 v1’

(2.24) ]l{x’eB(x,Csize(Dp(w)))} <C

where we used the notation a v b := max(a,b). Using the summability of the map z (|| v 1)™%™,
the properties (1.12) and (1.14) on the O notation and the Lipschitz bounds (2.21) on the corrector,
we obtain the result. O

We now present the two main tools to prove Theorem 2. The first one is a concentration inequality,
thanks to which we obtain quantitative control on the spatial averages of the gradient at scale R (see
Proposition 3.1). We then deduce Theorem 2 from Proposition 3.1 thanks to the multiscale Poincaré
inequality (Proposition 2.19).

2.5. Concentration inequality for stretched exponential moments. The following concentra-
tion inequality is a key ingredient in the proof of Proposition 3.1 in the next section; its proof can be
found in [11, Proposition 2.2].

Proposition 2.17 (Proposition 2.2 of [11]). Fiz 5€(0,2). Let X be a random variable on (2, F,P)
and set for each bond e € By(Z%),

X! =E[X|F (Bi~{e})] and V[X]= 3 (X - Xx!)*,
eGBd
then there exists a constant C := C(d, ) < oo such that
2-8
E [exp (1X - BLX]P’)] < CE [exp ((CVIXD) 75 )|

2.6. Multiscale Poincaré inequality. The next proposition is a version of the multiscale Poincaré
inequality. It controls the oscillations of a function in the L9-norm (left-hand side of (2.26)) by the
spatial average of the gradient of the function (right-hand side of (2.26)). We first introduce the
discrete heat kernel.

Definition 2.18 (Discrete heat-kernel). Let ®: [0, 00) x Z¢ - R be the discrete heat kernel on the
lattice Z%, i.e., the solution of the parabolic equation

®-AD =0 in (0,00) xZ%,
®(0,") =dp in Z¢,

where A denotes the discrete Laplacian on Z?. We introduce the notation, for each radius r > 0,
P, := ® (r?,+). It satisfies the estimate, for some constant C':= C(d) < oo,

C |z|? . . .
(t,x) < — exp ot if t >|z|] (Gaussian regime),
(2.25) t2

O(t,x) <Cexp (—M

o (1 +1n |9tU_|)) if t<|z| (Poisson regime).

We refer to [28] and [26] for a proof of these inequalities.

Proposition 2.19 (Multiscale Poincaré inequality, heat kernel version). For each exponent q > 1,
there exists a constant C' := C(d,q) < oo such that for each function u : 7% - R and each radius R >0,

. 2R 3\¢
(2.26) lw = (W) Bgl Lapy) < C( > R 5n (fo r|®,2 * Vu(z)? dr)z) |

reZd
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where the operator % is the standard discrete convolution on Z¢ between the heat kernel ®,> and the
vector valued function Vu (see the definition (1.8)). Moreover the dependence in the variable q of the
constant C can be quantified as follows, for each exponent q > 2,

C(d,q) < Ag?
for some constant A := A(d) < oo.

The proof of this proposition relies on [10, Proposition D.1 and Remark D.6] and is presented in
Appendix A.

3. ESTIMATES OF THE SPATIAL AVERAGES OF THE FIRST-ORDER CORRECTORS

We now have collected all the necessary tools to prove the optimal L? bounds of the corrector,
stated in Theorem 2. The strategy is to first prove Proposition 3.1 thanks to the concentration
inequality (Proposition 2.17). We then deduce the bound on the coarsened corrector thanks to the
multiscale Poincaré inequality (Proposition 2.19) and remove the coarsening thanks to Proposition 2.8.
This eventually yields Theorem 2. In this section, we use the notation introduced in (1.8) and think
of the gradient of the coarsened corrector as a vector-valued function.

Proposition 3.1. For each R > 1, and each x € R%, the quantity (@rz * V [XP]’P) (z) is well-defined
and there exist an exponent s >0 and a constant C' < co such that it satisfies

(3.1) (®,2 % V [xp]p) (z)] < O (0|p|r-%).

By the stationarity of the gradient of the corrector, it is enough to prove the result when x = 0.
By linearity of the mapping p = Vy,, we may assume |p| = 1. We denote by X = (®,2 * V [x, 7;) (0)
and prove

X| <0, (CrE),

The strategy of the proof is to apply Proposition 2.17 to the random variable X. We decompose the
argument into two lemmas. The first one focuses on the expectation of X.

Lemma 3.2. There exists a constant C' < co such that

E[X]|<Cr 5.
The second one estimates the quantity V[ X].
Lemma 3.3. There exist a constant C < oo and an exponent s >0, such that
V[X] <0, (Cr ).
These lemmas are proved in the following two sections.

3.1. Estimating the expectation of the spatial averages. The main objective of this section
is to show Lemma 3.2.

Proof of Lemma 3.2. The strategy of the proof is to use the stationarity and the sublinearity of the
corrector to prove that the expectation of its gradient is equal to 0. The technical difficulty which
arises is that the partition P is not stationary. This implies that the random variable V [x,]p (0) is
not stationary. To fix this issue we introduce a partition Pgar which is stationary and equal to P on
a set of large probability. We finally show that the error we make by considering the partition Pgiat
instead of P is small.

For each triplet z,y, z € Z¢ with z ~ y, denote by 7,a the translated environment defined by

r.a({z,y})=a({x-z,y-z}).
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For k € N, we construct the partition Psktat by applying Proposition 2.1 to the collection of triadic
cubes

chu=5U(U 7).

Note that this collection is not a set of good cubes in the sense of Definition 2.3 but it is 3*Z?-
translation invariant. A straightforward consequence is that the partition P%_ . is 3¥Z?-stationary:
for every environment a, every point z € Z% and z € 3*Z¢, one has

(3.2) size (Dpsktat (z+ z)) (1,a) = size (Dpsktat(x)) (a).
With a proof similar to the one of [7, Proposition 2.1 (iv)], we obtain
(3.3) P [Elm €Ok, Op(x) # Dpftat($)] <Cexp (—C_l3k) .

For a function u : - — R, we define the coarsened function [U]»Pkt . with respect to the partition

Pk . by the formula

[U]me =u (Estat (Dpsktat(l')))

with the notation, for O e 7T,

B z(O) if Z(O) € € and Ois a good cube,
(3.4) Zstat (0) = { argmindist (z,0) otherwise.
2€C oo

If there is more than one choice in the argument of the minima, we select the one which is minimal
for the lexicographical order. By the stationarity of the gradient of the corrector and (3.2), we have

(3.5) v [Xp]ps;ctat is 3% - stationnary.
We let k € Z¢ be the the integer such that 3* < r2 <381 and split the proof of Lemma 3.2 into three

steps:
(i) In Step 1, we prove

E[[(®,2 % ¥ Dxlp) (0) = (€2 V Dl ) (O] < Or7%;

(ii) In Step 2, we prove

[ > Vholp (fﬂ)]

xrely

(iii) In Step 3, we use the result obtained in Step 2 to show

_d
(8 < vlaol JO] s
Lemma, 3.2 is then a consequence of the main results of Steps 1 and 3.

Step 1. The main result of this step is a consequence of the following computation, by (1.7) and
Proposition 2.10,

(3.6) E[[(®2  V [xp1p) (0) = (@12 % V [xp)pr ) (O]

JzeB 204k (x)#l:\»p(x)}]
stat

|

SE[ 2 [Vhuls ()= T uley, (@] 21
z€B 2

> (VDolp @) - Y Dulpy, (@) B2 (@)

erd\Brg
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The first term on the right-hand side can be estimated (crudely) the following way. We denote by Uy
the set
Uy := U D'p(ﬁ),

$€BT2

we then enlarge this set by adding two additional layers of cubes and define

Uy = U o and U:= U .
DeP,dist(0,Up)<1 OeP,dist(O,U7)<1

Note that, by the properties of the partition P and (1.12), we have the inequality
(3.7) U| = C|Ui| < ClU| < C Y size (op(x))? < 05 (Cr??).

:EEBTQ
Also with these definitions, we have, for each point x € B, 2,
VDolp, @< Y 190l ).
st Y€CoonlU

Similarly, for each point x € B, 2,

VDolp @< Y 1Vl ().
YECooNU

This leads to the estimate

(3.8) > (v Dlp @) - Vlp:  (2)) @2(2)

zeB 2 YECooNU eB o

<C Y |Vl ().
YECooNU

SC( > IprI(y))(mZ @rz(x))

Using Proposition 2.21, the estimate on the volume of U given in (3.7) and a computation similar to
the one performed in (2.23), we obtain

SVl (y) <05 (Cr*).
YE€booNU

Then by (3.3), we also have

IP’[EI:UEB,,Q : Dpskm(ﬁ) #:Dp(:z)] < > IP’[EIxEZ+Dk : Dpsktat(ﬁ) iDp(:p)]

ze3FZnB, 2
2d
< @P I:H.%' €0 : Dpftat(w) * Dp(.’l?):l
r? ~lok
< Sk exp(—C 3 )

In particular, since k has been chosen such that 3% < rs < 3%+1 for each exponent ¢ > 0, there exist a
constant C := C(d,p, \,q) < co and an exponent s := s(d,p, \,q) > 0 such that

<Os(Cr™1).
{HIEBT'”DP’%M(m#DP(x)} ( r )

S

Combining the three previous displays with ¢ chosen large enough, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
and (1.14), we obtain

> (V [Xplp (2) -V [Xp]pb{c (m)) D2 (x)|1

2B, tat {HCCEBTQ 0 " (ac):t\:!—p(x)} <0 (Crig) ’

k
Pst
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which yields in particular

|

We now focus on estimating the second term on the right-hand side of (3.6). With the same
computation as the one we just wrote, one obtains

> |[Vhole (2) =V Dol ()] <O, (Cr4%).

xeB 2

_d
<Cr 2.

> (VDo) (@) - VDol (2)) @p2(2)| 1 (

JdxzeB o :0 x)#0 {E}
2B, r2i0pk  (2)#0p(2)

The proof is identical, we only need to replace the term Y, , ®,2(z) by Cr?? in (3.8). Since this
result is valid for any radius r > 1, we obtain, for each integer n € N,

> VIl @) - Vholp @)|< v Dolp (@) =V Dol ()]

2E€CooN(On+130n) a:e(rfmeg,n

<O, (C3'm).

We then use the estimate (2.25) on the discrete heat kernel and write

E[ Z ‘V[ ] (z) - V[Xp (ZU)‘ T2($)]

:r:eZd\Brg

< Jio JE[exp(—ﬁ)T_d > |V[ plp (2) =V Dplp (95)’

n=|2logs(r) TLEC oo N(On+1 0On)
« 3"\ ~daddn
< Z exp (— —) r 3
n=2logs(r) r

<Cexp (—C’_lr) .

Combining the estimates of the first and the second terms of the right-hand side completes the proof
of Step 1.

Remark 3.4. Most of the estimates of this proof are crude; precise results are not needed. The
same argument shows the following (stronger) result: for each exponent ¢ > 0, there exists a constant

C :=C(d,p,\,q) < oo such that for each radius r > 1 and each integer k € N satisfying 3* < ra < g+l
] <Cr 4.

Y

Q2 xV [Xp] - Q2 %V [Xp]Pk

stat

8|

The proof of Lemma 3.2 only requires the result with the value g = §

Step 2. We prove the main result of this step by combining the stationarity property (3.5) with
the sublinear growth of the corrector. First notice that by (2.1), we have, for each radius r > 1,

(08¢ Xp < O, (Cr'™).

By the Stokes formula, we have, for each integer n € N,

> [plpr  (2)n(z)

el k

Z \Y Xp (33)

r€Op

kn(d-1) kn(d-9)
<C3 £O05C Xp < Oq (03 ),

coNOpk

where the map = — n(x) is the discrete outer normal to the cube O,. This yields

b . ]

x€Opk
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We also have, by the stationarity property (3.5),

2 8 vioh, 0] 5 5[ 5 viul, 0]

tat stat
rely, k ZE(3kZdﬂDkn) xrez+0Og

3dkn
= Sk E[ Z V[Xp]'Pf (a;)]

xredy tat

Combining the two previous results shows

E[ > VDl <x>]

xrely tat

< C3kgThne,

Sending n — co shows

=0.

‘EI: Z v [X]D]pfmt (37):|

zedy,
Step 3. First notice that
E[(®2 Y xolps, ) (0] = (22 #E[V Dol ]) (0)-
By (3.5), the function
zé R?
g { v o E[Vigly, ()]

is 3*Z%periodic. Consequently, there exist complex coefficients (an)neo,, such that

Fz) = Z anexp(%ﬂnw).

nelg 3k

Using that & is the solution of the discrete heat equation, which implies that the coefficients of its
discrete Fourier transform can be explicitly computed, we obtain the identity

((I)TZ * R [V [Xp]Pstat]) (0)= > anexp (—7’2 Z-Zd; 2 (1 - Ccos ( 277]';1- ))) .

ney

Notice that the main result of Step 2 is equivalent to the following equality
ag = 0.

Using this identity, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the lower bound 1 —cosa > % for a e [-m, 7]
and a universal constant C', we obtain

2 2 r? |/
(3.9) (@2 B[V Dl ]) (0)] gc( S Jan] )( » exp(— 03%)).

neOx {0} nedp {0}

Since the integer k was chosen such that 3% < 3 < 3F+1 we have
2712
(3.10) Z exp (_TC’;I;’L ) < Cexp (—C_lr) )
nEDk\{O}

Moreover, we have

2
2
> |an| SE[ > ‘V[Xp]Pftat (x)| ]
nefy xrely

With the same computation as the one performed in Step 1, we obtain

2
> |V Dolps @) <0, (Clp?3™).

ey
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Taking the expectation yields
T Janl? < 0344

nely

Combining this inequality with (3.9) and (3.10), we obtain
|(<I>T2 *E [V [Xp]Pkt t]) (O)|2 <Cr?exp (—0_17“) <Cexp (—C_lr) ,

where we increased the value of the constant C' in the second inequality to absorb the algebraic
growth of the term 72¢. This implies in particular the main result of Step 3 and completes the proof
of Lemma 3.2. g

3.2. Estimating the resampling of the spatial averages. In this section, we prove Lemma 3.3
which is recalled below.

Lemma 3.3. There exist a constant C < oo and an exponent s > 0, such that
V[X]< 0O (Cr ).

Proof of Lemma 3.3. We recall Proposition 2.17 and the notation X = (®,2 * V [x,]p) (0). Given

an environment a € 2 and a bond e = {z,y} € By, we want to estimate the term (X — X/)*. To this
end, one needs to understand how changing the conductance of the bond e can affect the infinite
cluster € and the partition P. This is studied in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5. There exist two constants Cy := Cy(d) < oo and C := C(d) < oo such that for each bond
e ={x,y} € By, each pair of environments a,a € Q0 which are equal on the set By~ {e} and each point
z € B(x,Cysize (Op(x))), one has the estimate

size (Dp(g)(z)) < C'size (Dp(a)(x)) .
Moreover, for each point z € Z4\ B (x, Cysize (Op(x))), one has the identity
size (Dp(»av)(z)) = size (Dp(a)(z)) .

Proof of Lemma 3.5. The main ingredients of the proof are listed below:

(1) If a good cube O € P, is such that 30n{z,y} = @ then O is a good cube under the
environment a.

(2) By the properties of the partition P, every cube 0O € P which does not contain the points z
and y is crossable under the environment a@. The predecessors of Op(z) and Op(y) are also
crossable under the environment a.

(3) By resampling the conductance of one bond, we cannot create an isolated cluster of size
larger than C'size(Op(x)), for some constant Cp := Cy(d) < oo. In particular, there exists a
constant C := C'(d) < oo such that every good cube of size larger than C'size (Op(x)) under
the environment a satisfies Property (ii) of Definition 2.3 under the environment a.

(4) There exists a constant C' := C'(d) < oo such that every cube of size larger than C'size (Op(x))
intersecting the cube Op(z) is crossable by a cluster which does not intersect the cube op ().

(5) If, for a point y € B (z, Cysize (Op(x))), the size of the cube Op(y) is larger than C'size (Op(z)),
then the point = belongs to Op(y) or one of its neighbors and thus size (Op(y)) < C'size (Op(x)).

Combining these properties shows that every good cube 0O under the environment a satisfying the
estimate size(O) > C'size (Op(x)) is a good cube under the environment &. It is then straightforward
to see from the previous remarks and the construction of the partition P in the proof of Proposition 2.1
that the conclusion of the lemma is valid. O

To estimate the random variable (X — X, é)2, we introduce an extended probability space by doubling
the variables (', F',P') = (A x Q,F @ F,P®P). Given an environment (a(e’),a(e’))cren, € ', we
denote by pr; (resp. pry) the first (resp. second) projection, i.e., pry ((a(e’),a(e"))een,) = (a(e’))eren,
(resp. pry ((a(e’),a(e’))een,) = (a(e’))eren,). Any random variable Z defined on the space (2, F,P)
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can be seen as a random variable defined on the extended space (', F',P’) by the formula Z = Zopry,
i.e.,

Z ((a(e,)aa(e,))e’eBd) =Z ((a(el))e'egd) :

Given an enlarged environment (a(e’),a(e’)) we denote by a the environment (a(e’)).s, and

G'EBd7
by a° the environment ((a(e’))qes, {e},fi(e)). Similarly, given a random variable Z defined on the
space  and a bond e € By, we denote by Z¢ the random variable defined on the space (Q', F',P") by

the formula
(3.11) 7¢((a(¢'),a(e")) 1, ) = Z ().

We denote by P¢ and €< the partition of good cubes and the infinite cluster under the environment a®.
It follows from the previous definitions that, for almost every environment a € €2,

X(@) - X[(@) = [ (22 +(V0lp (28) -V [] (a.8))) (0) dP(@).

All the random variables in the proof of this section are considered as random variables on the
enlarged probability space (', F',P’) unless explicitly stated.

We denote by E’ the expectation with respect to the measure P'. Given a constant C' > 0, an
exponent s >0 and a nonnegative random variable Z : Q' — R, we write

Z < 0L(C) if and only if E’ [exp(((—Zj) )] <2

Any random variable Z defined on the space (Q, F,P) satisfying Z < O4(C') satisfies, as a random vari-
able defined on the extended space (', F',P’), the inequality Z < OL(C'). From the definition (3.11),
we see that, for each bond e € By,

(3.12) 7 <04(C) = Z°<0LC).

The estimate (3.12) is frequently used when the random variable Z is equal to the size of a cube of
the partition P (Proposition 2.1), the minimal scale X above which the regularity theory applies
(Proposition 2.14), or the minimal scale M;(P) associated to the partition P (Proposition 2.1): we
have, for each point z € Z% and each bond e € By,

size (Ope(z)) = (size (Op(2)))° < OL(C),
X <0l(0),
M(P?) = (Mi(P))* < OL(C).

To prove Lemma 3.3, we prove the estimate

(3.13) S (@ * (VDplp - V[Xo] ) O < O (Cr79).

eEBd
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The inequality (3.13) is sufficient to prove Result 2; indeed with the same argument as in [10, Lemma
2.3], we have

n2\°
o)

_ ZeeBd |fQ ((I)r2 * (V [Xp]p -V [X;]pe)) (0) dP(ﬁ)
- / xp Cr—d

"\
dP(a)

Cr—d

e 2 5
<C fﬂfgexp((z“‘*d‘(@” *(Vholp =9 [x5])) O) ) )d]P’(a)dIP(?i)

< ‘/S;exp ((‘/;2 Z‘%Bd ‘((I)T’Q * (V [XP]P -V [Xg]pe)) (0)| d]p(g)) ) dP(a)

Cr-d

Seet (@2 % (V Dolp ~ 9 [ o)) <o>2)5

< CE'|exp ( i

<2C.

This yields, after redefinition of the constant C,

S (X -x1)7 <0l (cr ).

eeBd
Before starting the proof of (3.13), we select one of the correctors xj, arbitrarily (we recall that they
are defined up to a constant). As we are interested in the gradient of the corrector, the value of the
constant is not important. We want to give a meaning to the function [X;] pasa random variable
defined on the extended probability space €2'.

Since we do not necessarily have the identity %o = €<, we cannot simply write [X;Z]P (2) =
Xp (2 (Op(2))). Nevertheless, since the two environments ((a(e’))efegd\{e},ﬁ(e)) and (a(e’))eren,
only differ by one bond, we have either € € G or €, € - In the former case, we can define
[XZ],P (2) =xp (2 (Op(2))). In the latter case, the cluster € \ €y, is connected to €o by the bond e.
Without loss of generality, we denote it by e = {z,y} and assume that z € €. One can then check
that the function

boo — R
3.14 w =
(3:-14) { 2 = X5 pegey + (P (2 —2) +X5(2)) Lisgwey
is a solution of the equation
-V-aV(p-z+w)=0in G
and more precisely that the map x — p-x +w(x) belongs to the space A; (% ). In particular, this
gives the identity w = x,. We thus define
[X;]P =[w]p.

To prove the estimate (3.13), we use the random variable [XE]P and split the sum into two terms

(3.15) |(@,2 * (V Dxplp -V [XE o)) (O
<2 ‘(Cbrz * (V [X;]P -V [x;]PE) (0))‘2 +2 |(<I>T2 * (V [Xplp -V [x;]P)) (O)‘2 )

~

(3.15)—(4) (3.15)—(i4)

We estimate the two terms in the right side in the two steps below.
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Step 1. Estimate of the term (3.15)-(i). We use Lemma 3.5 and Proposition 2.8 with the exponent
s =1 to write

(@2 % (V[x5]p -~ Y [XE] ) (O
2
70l (o)« 9 [, <z>\) w0

zeB(z,C'size(Op(x)))

<

(zedeB(:v,C size(Op(z)))

2
size (Op ()% (|Vx§| (2) + 1)) sup D2, (2).

<C
(ZE%ggﬁB(x,Csize(D'p(x))) zeB(z,C'size(Op(z)))

The term ”+1” on the right-hand side comes from the assumption |p| = 1 combined with the definition
of the map w stated in (3.14) (in the case €5 S €). We deduce that

(316) |(@2 + (V[x5]p - ¥ [xp1p)) O

< C'size (Op(z))** 2 sup (|Vx;|2 (2) + 1) sup D2, (2).
ze6¢nB(z,C size(Op(x))) zeB(z,C size(Op(x)))

By the heat kernel bound (2.25) stated in Definition 2.18, there exists a constant C(d) < oo such
that, for each point z € Z¢,

d+1
Cl(lzl\ =
1 @TQST_d((y) )

We denote by ((z) := (|z| 2 A 1) and by (. (2) = TdC (f) We use the function ¢ instead of the heat
kernel ®,2 to complete the estimate of the term (3.15)-(i) because it satisfies the inequality

2 . d+1 . 2
sup (. (z) < Csize(Op(x inf ¢ (2).
2eB(z,C size(Op(z))) ( ) ( ( )) zeB(z,C'size(Op(x))) ( )

In particular, the estimate (3.16) can be rewritten

(@2 % (Y [xe]p - VX5 ] ) (O)

< Csize (ap() " > G2 ([l () +1).
2662 NB(x,Csize(Op(z)))

Summing over all the bonds e € B; gives

(3.18) XBj (@2 % (V[xE]p - V [X5]pe)) (O
eeDy
<C'Y size (Op(a)) > o) (Jvxl () +1)
zeZd 265 NB(x,Csize(Op(z)))
<C Y ((2)? (|VX§\2 (2) + 1) ( > size (op(2)) ' ]l{zeB(ac,Csize(Dp(a:)))}) :
2€6E, zeZd

Using the estimate size (Op(z)) < OL(C), valid for any point = € Z¢, we obtain

size (Op(2))™ _ OUC)
(o= 2lv D)™ 7 (lz =2l v )"

LieB(e,Csize(op(2)))) <

Since the map z ~ (|z| v 1)™! is summable on Z<, we use the inequality (1.12) to obtain

(3.19) > size (Op ()" 1 e size(op(2)))) < O4(O).

xeZd
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By Proposition 2.21 and the implication (3.12), we have the Lipschitz bound on the corrector

(3.20) VG (W) Lyese y < OL(C),
which implies

(@25 (V] -V [xE]pe)) O < C 3 G(9)204(C).

eeBy yeZd
We use the estimate (1.12) and the inequality ¥,cz4 ¢r(y)? < Cr~% to obtain
C
% 1@+ (9]~ [ 1)) OF < 055
eeBy

This completes the proof of the estimate of the first term on the right-hand side of (3.15).
Step 2. Estimate of the term (3.15)-(ii). In this step, we prove the inequality

(0% (v Do lp — V[XE]L)) O < O (%)

To prove this estimate, we distinguish three cases. We recall the two endpoints of the bond e are z
and y; they are fixed through the proof.

Case 1. (¢ %o and y ¢ €) or a = a°. In that case, one has the identities G = €< and
VXxp = VXp- They imply

(@2 % (VDxplp ~ V[X5],)) (O) =00

Case 2. Co # G- In that case, we have [xp]p = [X;]P by definition of the latter quantity. It
implies

(2,2 % (V Dnlp — ¥ [X5]0)) (O = 0.

Case 3. 7,y € € and 6w = 6, and a # a°. By definitions of the correctors x; and x;,, we have
the identity

321)  -v-(av(xp-x5)) = (a-a%) ({z,y}) (p- (@ - y) + x5(2) = X5(1)) (02 = 6,)  in Cuo.

We solve (3.21) by using Proposition 2.11 and recall the notation VG(e,-) introduced there. Note
that the function

Xp— Xp — (a-2a%) (z,y) (p- (r—y) +xp(7) - X;(y)) VG(e,-) is a — harmonic.

By the sublinear growth of the corrector stated in (2.2), the L?(%% )-bound stated in (2.14) on the
gradient of the function VG(e,-) and a version of the Poincaré inequality on the percolation cluster
(see for instance the proof of Proposition 2.14), one can show that the function

Xp— Xp— (@a—a%) (z,y) (p-(z-y)+ Xp () — X;(y)) VG(e,-) has a sublinear growth.
This implies that this function is constant. In particular, it proves the identity
(3.22) Vxp = Vxp = (a=a%) (z,9) (p- (2 - ) + x5 (2) = x5 (y)) VVG(e, ).

We now estimate the right side of (3.22) thanks to the Lipschitz bound on the corrector stated in
Proposition 2.21 and (3.20). We distinguish two cases depending on the value of the conductance a®(e):

o If a°(e) =a(e) # 0, then (3.20) implies the estimate

(3.23) ()~ XEW)| L yere amers0y < [VXE(W)| Dpyepey < C (XE(2)) M
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e If a°(e) =a(e) =0, then there exists a path going from x to y which stays in the cube Ope(x)
and its neighbors (its neighbors because we may not have Ope(z) = Ope (y) or we may have
Z,Y € Goo \ € (Ope(x))). Combining this remark with Lemma 3.5, we obtain

Xy (2) = xp(y)| < © > Vx| (2)
ze65NB(z,Csize(Op(z)))

< C'size (0p())* HVXzeoHycg;mB(z,csize(mp(x)))) :

Using the Lipschitz bounds on the corrector, we deduce that

(3.24) NG (@) = X)L oyt o)) < si7e (Tp(@)) (X°(2)) .

Combining the estimates (3.23) and (3.24), we obtain the inequality

(325) V(@2 (Dtolp — [X51p)) O <19 (@2 ([VG(e,)1p)) (O)] size (ap () (A°(2))".

In the next step of the proof, we treat the coarsening in the right-hand side of (3.25). To this end, we
prove that there exist a constant C':= C(d) < co and a (random) vector field 7, : By - R? satisfying
the estimate, for each edge €’ = (2,1') € Ey,

|7T(e')‘ < CSiZG(Dp(.T’))ZdCT (:1:')
such that for each function u: @eo = R satisfying (Vu, Vu),, < oo,

(3.26) (@2 * V [u]p) (0) = {7, Vit)g_ -

We first write
(@2 + V[u]p) (0) = ) @2 (2) V [u]p (2).

zeZd

Given two neighboring points z,z" € Z%, note that the values [u]p (z) and [u]p (2') are only different
if the points z and 2’ belong to two different cubes of the partition P. In that case, we have

[ulp (2) - [ulp (") = u(Z(Op(2))) - u(Z(0p())).

Recall that there exists a path between Z(Op(z)) and Z(Op(z')) which lies entirely in the set
Op(z) uop(2'). We denote this path by p, . € E4. Summing over the edges along this path, we find
that

u(Z(Op(2))) —uZ(Op(:))) = X vu(e) = ) Vu(e) e, )

e’'ep, .1 e'elby

If the points z and z’ belong to the same cube of the partition P, we keep the same notation with
the convention p, ,» = @. Consequently, we have for each pair of neighboring points z, 2’ € 74,

[u]p (2) = [u]p (') = Z Vu(e')]l{elepw,}.

e'eBy
Using this formula, we can rewrite
(@2 V [u]p) (0) = (7, Vu)e,, ,
where 7, is the vector-valued random field defined by the formula, for each edge €’ € Ey,
Yoeza 2 (2) Licrep. .,
(') =
oena ©p2 (2) Lieep, ... )
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For each pair of neighboring points z, 2’ € Z¢ such that Op(z) # Op(2'), the path between the points
Z(op(2)) and Z(Op(2")) lies in the set Op(z) uDp(2’). In particular an edge e’ = (z',y") belongs to
the path p, .- only if dist (z,0 Op (2')) < 1. This argument implies the inequality

(3.27) "yr(e')| <C > D2 (2).

z:dist(z,00p (z'))<1

We use the inequality (3.17) on the discrete heat kernel and note that function ¢ satisfies the estimate,
for each triadic cube O e T,

d+1
sup ¢, < C'size (O) 2 i%f Cr
m}

As a consequence of the two previous displays, we can rewrite the estimate (3.27)

(3.28) ()] < > P2 (2)

z:dist(z,00p (2))<1

< C'size(op(z'))* ! sup Gr
z:dist(z,00p (z'))<1

< C'size(op(z'))*4¢, ("),
which is the desired inequality. The proof of (3.26) is complete.
Applying the property (3.26) to the function u = VG(e,-), the inequality (3.25) becomes

(@25 (9 Dl = T [X51)) (O <, VTG e, )P size (O () (X(2))".
We apply Proposition 2.12 and denote by w., : o — R? the solution of the equation
-V-aVw,, = -V -7 in €,
so that, for each edge €’ in the infinite cluster,

Vi, ()= 3 w(€)VVG(",e) = Y () TVG(E, ") = (1, TVG(E, ).,
e''CC oo e'CC e -
This implies the identity
[, () = ws, ()] = [(3r, VVG (e, )|

and consequently

(@, (T Do )p - ¥ [xE]p) O < o, () = s, (9) P size (Tp () (A (2)) 7.

We now combine Cases 1, 2 and 3 to obtain the estimate

e 2 . e
S (@ (Vholp - L) O <O g, (@) - wy, (9)Psize (Bp(2)* Y (X5 ()",
eeBy ,Y€Boo,[r—y|1=1 el
where we used the notation B := {{m, Yy yeZd iy~ ZL'} to denote the set of bonds connecting the

point z to another vertex of Z¢.

Using that for each pair of points z,y € ¥ with |x —y|1 = 1, there exists a path which is contained
in the infinite cluster ¥, the cube Op(x) and its neighbors (the path is simply (z,y) if a({z,y}) # 0),
we obtain

(3.29) Z |((I)7»2 * (V [Xp]P -V [X;]p)) (O)‘Q

ecBy

<C' Y |V, 2 (2)size (Op(2))* D (xe(@))’|.

26600 zeZ4, dist(Op (¢),0p (2))<1,eeB%
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To estimate the term on the right-hand side, we first note that, by definition of the function w,, and
the inequality (1.12),

S Vw, [P (2)<C S ()P <C S Csize(op(2))¢ (2)* < O (Cr?).

26600 26600 z€eZ4

To complete the proof, we use the two lemmas stated below; their proofs are postponed to Appendices B
and C.

Proposition 3.6 (Meyers estimate). There exist a constant C := C(d,\,p) < oo, two exponents

s:=s(d,\,p) >0 and € := e(d, \,p) >0 and a random variable Myjeyers < Os(C') such that for each
integer m € N satisfying 3" > Mujeyers, each vector field & : Eq — R satisfying

§(z,y) =0 if a(z,y) =0 or z,y ¢ Co,
and each function v: € — R solution of the equation
-V-(avv) =-V-¢ in e,

on has the estimate

1

1 2+e
3.30) | — > |vol***(2)
|Dm|xemmn<€m
1 _1
1 1 2+e
2 2
<Clg=— > W @] +Clg— > @

§Dm‘ Te30mNGoo §Dm‘ ze30mNGoo

Lemma 3.7 (Minimal scale). There exist a constant C := C(d,p,\) < oo, an exponent s := s(d,p, \) >
0 and a random variable My < OL(C) such that for each integer m € N satisfying 3" > My,

2+e

(3.31) 370 S Sige (Op(2)) 5 xe@)n!| <o

2€0m zeZd, dist(Op (¢),0p (2))<1, ecB%

where € :=e(d,p,\) >0 is the exponent which appears in Proposition 3.0.

Definition 3.8 (The partition ). We define the following family of “good cubes”
G:={oeT :(3.30) and (3.31) hold}

in which a deterministic Meyers estimate and a minimal scale inequality hold. By Lemma 3.7 and
Proposition 3.6, this collection satisfies the assumption of Proposition 2.1 (but not the assump-
tion (2.4)). We denote by U the partition thus obtained. By the Property (iii) of Proposition 2.1,
one has the inequality

size (Oy (z)) < Os(C),

for some exponent s := s(d,p,\) >0 and some constant C := C(d,p,\) < .
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Using the properties of the partition ¢ and Holder inequality, one obtains

> [V, [* (2) size (Bp(2))™ > (L+x%(2))"

2€600 zeZd, dist(Op (x),0p (2))<1, ecBY

= Y [vw,l(2)

OeU zeONG oo

x size (Op(2))>? > (1+x°(x))?

zeZd, dist(Op (¢),0p(2))<1, ecBY

< ZIDI(& 2 IVw%«IQ”(Z)) )

oelU 2€0NG oo

2+¢e

> (L+%(x))"

zeZd, dist(Op (x),0p(2))<1, ecB%

2+e
3d(2+¢)

r%%@mmmm>e

2
2+

<Cy| X Ve, @) +lol > el (@)

|50]
DU \ ze20n%oo 371 0n%e

To estimate the term on the right-hand side, we note that the cube %D is included in the set
Urreu, dist(or,0y<1 O and the cardinality of the set {0" e/ : dist(0’,0) <1} is bounded by a constant
depending only on the dimension d. This leads to the upper bound

> Y vw,f@<c Y |Vw%|2(x)so;(r%).

Ol ¢ % O0NE oo T€Coo

To estimate the second term on the right-hand side, we recall the discrete I* —i'-estimate: for any finite
sequence of nonnegative real numbers (b;)o<i<n € R?*! and any exponent ¢ > 1, ¥, bt < (X0, bi)t.
Using this inequality, we obtain

2
2+

1 . L,
Ylollmg X @ <cXielEE e ¥o47@)
el §D‘ Te20N oo ey red o
__2
<C Z |'7r|2 (-’L‘)SiZG(Du([E))d(l 2+s)
T€b oo
<C Z ¢ (2)? size (Dp(x))4d Size(Du(;U))d(l—ﬁ)_
xeZd

Using the inequalities size (Oy(x)) < OL(C), size (Op(x)) < OL(C) and (1.12), we obtain

2
2+

>, o] >l (@) 30;(%).

el 300 T A

1

The proof of Result 2, and thus of Proposition 3.1, is complete.

4. OPTIMAL LY ESTIMATES FOR FIRST ORDER CORRECTOR

In this section, we show how to obtain L7 optimal scaling estimates on the corrector (Theorem 2)
from Proposition 3.1. We first restate the result.
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Theorem 2 (Optimal L7 estimates for first order corrector). There exist two exponents s := s(d,p,\) >
0, k:=k(d,p,\) < 0o and a constant C(d,p,\) < oo such that for each radius R > 1, each exponent
q>1 and each p e R?,

1
) | o, (C|p|qk log3 R) ifd=2
4.1 R xp(z) = (X 1 < ’
-y ( xe%o.ZﬁBR‘ )~ ) Os (Clpla*) ifd>3.

Before starting the proof, we mention that, in this section, we need to keep track of the dependence
on the parameter ¢ of the constants as it will be useful in the next section to obtain the L* bounds
on the corrector.

Proof of Theorem 2. As in the proof of Proposition 3.1, we assume that |p| = 1 to ease the notations.
Additionally, note that, by the Jensen inequality, it is enough to prove Theorem 2 in the case g > 2.
We consequently make this assumption for the rest of the proof. The proof of this theorem is split
into two steps.

e In Step 1, we use Proposition 3.1 and the multiscale Poincaré inequality (Proposition 2.19)
to show, for each radius R > 1,

1
\"_[ o (Cq*1082 R) ifd=2,
0, (Cq¥) if d> 3,

where the parameters C, k and s depend only on s,p, A.
e In Step 2, we remove the coarsening, thanks to Proposition 2.8, to obtain

1
. [ o,(Cd logz R) if d=2
R T)— I < s ’
( xecg§BR‘Xp( )= (o) ) { O, Ech) if d>3.

Step 1. We apply Proposition 2.19 to the function u = [x;], and obtain, for each R > 1,

el (2R 2\
Le(Bx) <C KZde 2R ([0 7“|<I>r2 * V [Xp]P (x)‘ dr)

To study the term on the right-hand side, we split the integral into two terms

2R 9 1 9 2R 9
(4.2) /0 r ‘<I>T2 * VY [XP]P (1:)‘ dr = [0 r “I)Tz * VY [XP]P (x)‘ dr + [1 r “I)Tz *V [Xp]p (x)‘ dr.
By Proposition 3.1, we know that for each radius r > 1 and each point = € RY,

(@2 + 7 [xp]p (2)] < O5 (Cr7%).

(R‘d > ‘[Xp]P (z) - ([XP]P)BR‘

JJEBR

S |

|15 - (D)), |

This implies
1@,2 % V [xp]p ()] < O5 (Cr~?).

The second term on the right-hand side can be estimated by using Proposition 3.1 and the inequal-
ity (1.12). We obtain

2R 2 Os(ClogR) ifd=2,
fl r|@2 v [xplp (2)] dr < { 0,(C) if d>3.

To estimate the first term on the right-hand side of (4.2), we use Proposition 2.15 which reads, for
each point = € RY,

(4.3) |V Dolp ()] < 04 (0).
Combining the inequality (4.3) with (1.12), we obtain

/01 @2 * V [xplp (ac)\2 dr <0, (C).
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Combining the previous displays shows

2R 2 Os(ClogR) ifd=2,
fo r|@,2 + V [xplp (2)] drﬂ{ 0, (0) if d> 3.

We obtain
Oss (c% (1ogR)%) if d =2,

2R o 2d :
q
(/0 r (@2 V [xp]p (2)] 7“) < Oﬁ(cg) if d>3.

We apply (1.12) and keep track of the dependence of the constants in the exponent ¢ thanks to (1.13).
We obtain

o [2R 3 0275( T
> R 3R (/0 r| @, *V [Xplp (:c)’2 dr)2 < ! ( : (2))q

zeZd O% ((311?(2))

This eventually yields

C3 (logR)? ) if d =2,

Q

%) ifd>3.

1

(Z Rde5w (/02RT|¢T2 *V [Xplp (x)|2 dr)g)q s{ g:

reZd

q%C(logR)%) ifd=2,
q%c) if d> 3.

We now set k:= < + ; this exponent depends only on the parameters d,p, A\. By applying Proposi-
tion 2.19, we obtam

xeZd

AY OS(qulog%R) if d=2,
($) ([ p] )BR‘) S{ Os(ch) ifd>3.

(4.4) (R Yl

The proof of Step 1 is complete.

Step 2. In this step, we remove the coarsening from (4.4) thanks to Proposition 2.8. We write

(3‘dm > \xp(x)—(xp)mmm\q)qSQinf(?’_dm 2 |Xf”(x)_alq)

€
€ oNOm acR 2€C oo NOm

LE€GooNOim

(4.5) S2(3’dm > o@-( )

LECooNOy,

_2(3-dm S o) - | <x>rf)

1
q

+2 (3_dm 2 |[Xp]73 (z) - ([Xp]P)Dm‘q)

LECooNOy,

To estimate the first term on the right-hand side, we first use the inclusion (2.7) and Proposition 2.8
to obtain

> @ -Delr@)| < Y o) - Dol @)

LE€CooNOm, €6« (Om+1)

<0 Y size(p(@) ™Vl ()

b (Dm+1 )

<C Y sine(mp(@)™ Vil (x).

mé(f*(l:lde)
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By the Lipschitz bounds on the gradient of the corrector and the property of the partition P, we
have, for each point z € Z%,

size(0p () Vx| (1)1 e < O (C9).

Additionally, for each point z € Z% \ Opy1,

size(op(z))%*? <o, (( C ) '

Ty <
{26 (Om+1)} |x|d+1 v1 |x| v 1)d+1
We then use the inequalities (1.12) and (1.13) to obtain

> size(0p(2)™ VXl (2) = 3 size(9p ()™ [Vl (2) 1 e (0,10}

€6« (Om+1) zeZd

m q : q
SO(?(?’d (sln(2)) C)

<Os (3qu%0q).

q

By (2.8), we obtain

1

(4.6) (3_dm Z ‘Xp(w) - [xplp (x)‘q)q <O (qéc) .

TECooNOyn,

To estimate the second term on the right-hand side of (4.5), we note that

q)q < (3‘dm ZD: ‘[Xp]p () - ([Xp]P)gm q)" :

We combine (4.6), (4.7) and apply (4.4) to obtain

(4.7) (3_dm > ’[XP]P () - ([XP]P)DW

L€6Go0 N0y,

- "] Os(demt) ifd=2
3 dm _ q < s (q ,
( xefgr:ﬂjm |Xp(x) (Xp)%foon\:\m| ) = { Os (qk’o) if d> 37

for some exponents k := k(d,p, \), s := s(d,p, \) >0 and some constant C := C'(d,p, \) < oo. The result
of Theorem 2 requires to prove the previous inequality for a general ball Bg and not a triadic cube.
This result is obtained by selecting, for each radius R > 1, the integer m such that 3™ < R < 3"*!
and by performing a similar analysis. O

5. OPTIMAL L ESTIMATES FOR THE FIRST ORDER CORRECTOR
In this section, we prove the L* bound on the corrector, Theorem 1.

Theorem 1 (Optimal L* estimates for first order correctors). There exist an exponent s := s(d,p,\) >
0 and a constant C = C(d,p,\) < oo such that for each x,y € Z% and each p e R,

1 .
O, (Clpllog? [~ yl) ifd=2,

- Ty ez <
IXp(7) = xp(y) {z,yebo } {OS(C‘PD if d > 3.

Proof. First by the stationarity of the gradient of the corrector, we can assume that y = 0. Without
loss of generality, we can also assume |p| = 1. We want to prove, for each point x € 74,

O, (Clog2 [a]) ifd=2,

o (O T oaepy <
IXp(2) = xp(0)] {0,760 } {@S () if d > 3.
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We record that, for every exponent ¢ >0 and every point z € R,

(2)> =
exp(r) 2 ——.
q9exp(-q)
This implies, for each triplet s,q,6 > 0,
q
(5.1) X <04(0) = E[X1] SQQQ(Q)SeXp(g).
S S

We split the proof into six steps.
e In Step 1, we prove that for each exponent ¢ > 1 and each integer m € N,

a 1q9%m3  if d =
B[l @52 £ 5 polaaf | G as>

k .
o Clgt if d> 3.

e In Step 2, we use the result of Step 1 to prove that for each exponent ¢ > 1 and each integer

m e N,
! < C’qqqkm% ifd=2,
| Cegek if d > 3.

7

Note that this statement is not just a consequence of Step 1 and the stationarity of the
corrector since the partition P is not stationary.
e In Step 3, we prove that for each ¢ > 1 and m € N, chosen such that 3™ < |z| < 3™+,

E[ Dolp (=372 30 % Dulp(2) ]_{ Clq™m> if d =2,

< k ]
Y€Om z€x+y+0m quq if d>3.
e In Step 4, we combine Steps 2 and 3 to obtain, for each exponent ¢ > 1,
a Clg%*m3 if d=2,
(52) Bllbols (0~ [ule O] ™ 4472

e In Step 5, we prove that there exist an exponent s := s(d,p,A) > 0 and a constant C' :=
C(d,p,\) < oo such that

Doplp () =372 57 5 [olp (2)

Y€Om 2€x+Yy+0m

O, (Clog% ]a:|) ifd=2,
O, (C) if d>3.
e In Step 6, we remove the coarsening and show that

Os (Clog% |x|) if d =2,
Os(C) if d>3.

(5-3) [xplp () = Ixplp (0)] < {

e () = Xp(0) Lg0,0e ) < {

Step 1. The main tool of this step is the following inequality which was proved in Step 1 of the
proof of Theorem 2, for each m € N, and each g > 1,

o) < G{ey™ wa

(5.4) (3‘”” > Doy @) - 0, (Cq") if d> 3.

YO,
Note that this implies, by (5.1),

—dm a C’qqqkm% if d=2,
(5.5) E [3 Z ‘[Xp]p (v) - ([Xp]??)um‘ ] = { Cq9k if d> 3.

Y€Om

For some fixed point y € Z%, the stationarity of the corrector stated in (2.3) implies the identity, for
almost every environment a € €,

(Dol () - (Dle),,, ) @ = (Dols, © - (Dals,), ., ) (o).

Y+Om
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where we recall the notation Py, = y + P(7_ya). Using the stationarity property (1.6), we obtain, for
each exponent ¢ > 1,

E ”[Xp]Py )~ ([lp,) q] ~E[|bolp (-9 - (olp)a, | ]-

Since this result applies for each point y € Z%, we can sum over all the points in the cube O,,. We
obtain

Yy+0Om

37 S E ”[Xp]Py (0) - (D)

Y€lm,

q] = 3~dm Z E H[Xp]p (-y) - ([XP]P)Dm|q] ’

Yy+0m y€Om

Thus, by (5.5),

(5.6) E[Bdm > Dolp, 0 - (Dolp, )

Yelm

Y+0Om

1 < Clqg™ms ifd=2,
= Cag* if d> 3.

We now remove the translation of the partition and prove, for each point z € Z%

(5.7) D, (2) - Danlp (2)] < 04(C).
To prove this inequality, note that, by definition of the coarsening (2.7), we have
[xolp, (2) = Dxplp (2) = xp (2(0p, (2))) = xp (2(Bp(2)))
and by definition of the two partitions P and P,, there exists a path connecting the cubes Op, (2)

and Op(z) which lies in the ball B (z, C'max (size (D'py (2)),size (Op(2)))). To simplify the notation

in the following computation, we denote by R’ = C max (size (Dpy(Z)) ,size (Op(2))). We have the
estimate

Dlp, () -Dalp ()] % IVl @),

2€6o0nBpri(2)
By Proposition 2.14, the bounds R’ < O4(C) and X (2) < O4(C) and the assumption |p| = 1, we have

> IVl (y) £ 04(0).
Y€boon B (2)

Combining the previous displays completes the proof of (5.7). To remove the parameter y in (5.6),
we compute

59 B[ 3 [l - (0ul),.0, [

YeOm

Y+Om

< 29E [3‘dm ; ‘[Xp]py (0)-([Xp]7>y)

]

Yy+0Om

+2qE[3dm > ‘[Xp]Py (0)‘([Xp]7>y)

yeOm

1

- [Xp]p (0) - ([XP]P)y+\]m

By (5.7) and (1.12), we have, for each point y € O,,,

Lale, © - (Dl ), = Dol ©) = (Dols) o,

<04(0),

Yy+Om
and thus

2 ||, 0= (Dol = Dolp O = (Dolp),.a,

Summing over the points y € O,, yields

E [3‘dm > ‘[Xp]Py (0) - ([Xp]Py)

YeOm

q] < gk,

- [xplp (0) - ([XP]P)y+|:|m

Yy+0Om

q] < Ciqtt.
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By the previous display and (5.6), we have

E [3-9m Z ‘[Xp]@ (0) - ([XP]P)y+Dm

L yem ‘

q] quqkm% if d=2,
= Ceg* if d> 3.

By the Jensen inequality, we obtain

3—dm 2 [Xp]P (0) - ([XP]P)y+Dm

yelOm .

E

g C’qqqkm% if d=2,
| Cagek if d>3.

Notice that

37 Y Dplp (0) = (Dx)p) s, = Dl (0) =372 57 30 [xplp (2)-

YEQm, YyeOm z€y+0m

Combining the two previous displays completes the proof of Step 1.

Step 2. By the stationarity of the corrector (2.3), for almost every environment a € €2, every pair
of points y, z € Z¢,
Dxolp (2)(2) = [xplp, (2 + ) (7y2).

I

Using this property, we have
< { quqkm% if d=2,

E[ Diplp, (2) =372 5 % Dolp, (2) ]
Ciq9* if d>3.

YEOm z€x+y+0Om
Performing the same computation as in (5.8), we can replace the partition P, by P in the previous
display. This yields

E[ Doplp () =372 57 3 [olp (2)

Y€Om 2€x+y+0m
This completes the proof of Step 2.

[Xp]p (0) - 3-2dm Z Z [Xp]p (2)

YE€Om z€y+0m

. [ coqmi ita=2,
| cag* if d > 3.

Step 3. This step is similar to Step 1; the main ingredient is slightly different and presented below.
The objective is to prove the following inequality: for m € N such that 3™ < |z| < 3™*!, and for each
g1,

q i s k/m) ifd=2,
(3_dm y;ﬂm ‘[Xp]?? (y) - ([XP]'P)xH]m‘ ) < { gs Eggks/_) ig Z > 3

To prove this result, we note that x + O0,, € O,,.2 and compute

q

(5.9) (3‘dm > [ols (y)—([Xp]P)xmmr)

YeOm

) e |(0al), - (Cale).o, |

The first term is estimated by (5.5) (replacing the cube O,, by O,+2). We estimate the second term
on the right side of (5.9) as follows

(Do), .~ (6)p) s, | <37 2 D0l ) - (Dolp)g,.,

yexr+0Om

< (3—dm Z |[Xp]73 (y) - ([Xp]P)

Y€Om+2

Om+2

Om+2

50(3‘dm DZ Dl ) - (Dae)p) q)q-
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Combining the two previous displays with the inequality (5.4) shows
1
q k :
dm q OS(C'q \/m) ifd=2,
<
(3 ye%: ‘ X;D (y) ([ ]73)33+|:|m‘ ) _{ 08 (qu) ifd>3.

With the same proof as in Step 1, we obtain, for each ¢ > 1

q q
—dm Clq%m2 if d =2,
E[ 37 Y Dalp (0) = (D)p) o, H !
But note that

y€eOm, quqk if d > 3.
[Xplp (0) =372 30 3 Dalp () =37 3 Dolp (0) = (Dwlp) s, -

Y€Om z€x+y+0m yeOm

Combining the two previous displays completes the proof of Step 3.
Step 4. In this step, we first split the integral,

[DXplp (0) =372 37 % Dolp (2)

Y€Oy, 2€x+y+0m

Doplp (@) =372 50 30 Dolp (2)

Y€Oy, 2z€x+y+0pm,

E[[v]p (@) - Do lp (0] < qu[

q
+ 29K [ ] )
Combining the results of Step 2 and Step 3, we have, for m € N chosen such that 3™ < |z < 3™*! and
for each ¢ > 1,

169%m3  if d =
Blllede - Dulp O] < S0 1472

logm , the proof of Step 3 is complete.

Since m <

Step 5. Flrst we extend the result of Step 4 to the case 0 < ¢ < 1. By the Jensen inequality, we
have, for each 0 < ¢ <1,

B llboe (- Dl O <E [l () - oo OF | | Gylost ol 1422

We now prove the main result of this step We first deal with the case d = 2. Select an exponent
5> 0 depending only on d, p, A such that s < ¢, where k is the exponent (depending only on d,p, \)
which appears in (5.2). We then compute

o ((balp (@) - (o>\))] =1 !n Xolp (@) - Dol p (O ]
E|: p(( 10g2|:v| IZ(:J“E 10g2|w|

oo Csl( l)Skl

+Z

l:O
< oo,
by the Stirling formula. We now set ¢ := min - log2 ,1| > 0. Note that o
l5] o8l | «oo csl(st)skl
10g(21:0 T I )

depends only on d,p, \. With this value of o, we have

E[exp(a(![ Xplp () - <o>\))] N
log? IfCI
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From this computation, we obtain
11
[Delp () = Do p (0)] < O (07 og? o).

Setting C':= o_%, we obtain (5.3). The proof in dimension d > 3 follows the same lines and is even
simpler since we do not have the square root of the logarithm.

Step 6. In this step, we remove the coarsening. To this end, we prove, for each point y € Z,

|Xp(y) - [Xp]p (y)| ]l{ye%oo} <04(0).

Note that if a point y belongs to the infinite cluster then there exists a path connecting y to zZ (Op(y))
which lies in the cube Op(y) and its neighbors. Consequently we have the estimate

o) = Dxplp (D[ ey < > Vx| (2)-
2€%0oNB(y,C size(Op (y)))

Applying Proposition 2.14 gives

(5.10) o (1) = Dxplp ()| Liyerny < Os(C).
We deduce that

IXp(2) = Xp(0)| L0 zen )
< [xp(0) = Dxplp (0] Lyoesny + [Xp(2) = Dxplp ()] Lzersay + |Dxp)p () = [xp1p (0)] -
Combining the result of Step 5 with the inequality (5.10) shows

O,(Clog? [a]) ifd=2,

= Xp(O) L{0,0e6.) <
Xp(2) = Xp(0)l L0 revc) {OS(C) if d>3.

The proof of Step 6 is complete. O

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THE LY MULTISCALE POINCARE INEQUALITY

In this appendix, we prove the LY multiscale Poincaré inequality stated in Proposition 2.19.
Contrary to the rest of the article, we prove the result in the continuous setting. This choice is
motivated by the two reasons listed below:

(1) The argument relies on the statement of Proposition D.1 and Remark D.6 of [10], which are
stated in the continuous setting;

(2) We need to rescale equations and use results of elliptic regularity; it is thus easier to work in
the continuous setting.

The discrete version of the inequality stated in Proposition 2.19 can be deduced from the continuous
one by standard arguments.

We first introduce a few definitions pertaining to the continuous setting. We denote by C°(R%,R)
(resp. C*(R% R)) the set of smooth compactly supported (resp. smooth) functions in R?, by S(R%)
the Schwartz space, i.e.,

S(Rd) = {f € C“(Rd,R) 2V (kyaq, - aq) € N sup |x|k ‘810‘1---82‘df(:v)‘ < oo}
xeRd
and by S’'(R?) its topological dual, the space of tempered distribution. Given a domain U ¢ R a
domain, we denote by C°(U,R) (resp. C*(U,R)) the set of smooth compactly supported (resp.
smooth) functions in U.
For q € [1,00), we denote the LI(U) and normalized L?(U) norms by

1 1
ol oy = (] lo@)" do)” and ol = f @) dz)"
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For k € N, we denote by W*4(U) the Sobolev space, by Wég’q(U) the closure of C°(U,R) in Wk4(U),
and by T/VIIZCq(U) the space of local Sobolev functions. For k € Z with k < 0, we denote by W*4(U)
the topological dual of Wo_k’p(U), with p = q%

Proposition A.1 (Multiscale Poincaré inequality, heat kernel version). For each radius r >0, we
define the continuous heat kernel
R? - R
r2 ¢

2
Tz = Tdexp( H).

AR

(A1)

For each exponent q > 2, there exists a constant C' := C(d,q) < oo such that for each tempered
distribution u € I/Vlif(Rd) nS'(RY) and each radius R >0,

(A.2) lu= () Bglacpy) < (/ R (‘/ORr@rz * Vu(x)P dr)g)q

Moreover the dependence on the q variable of the constant C' can be estimated as follows, for each
q22,
C(d,q) < Az,

for some constant A := A(d) < co.

Before starting the proof, we need to state the following proposition from [10, Proposition D.1 and
Remark D.6] and to record a result from the elliptic regularity theory.

Proposition A.2 (Proposition D.1 and Remark D.6 of [10]). For each q > 2, there exists a constant
C = C(d,q) < oo such that for every tempered distribution w € S'(R?),

1 AR
(A3) HwHW_l’q(Bl) < C(Ad e_|x| (A T|(pr2 * ’UJ(%)‘Q dT)Q)

Moreover the constant C satisfies, for each exponent q > 2, C(d,q) < A\/q, for some constant
A:=A(d) < .

Remark A.3. The statement of [10, Proposition D.1 and Remark D.6] is not identical to the
statement of Proposition A.2; one needs to perform the change of variables 2 := ¢ to obtain the
estimate (A.3) from the one of [10].

Remark A.4. The dependence on the ¢ variable of the constant C' is not explicit in [10]. It can be
recovered from the proof.

We then record a result from the theory of elliptic regularity, it can be found in [31, Lemma 7.12
and Proposition 9.9].

Proposition A.5 (Lemma 7.12 and Proposition 9.9 of [31]). Let V € R? be a bounded domain of R?.
Let feLP(V), 1<p<oo, and let w be the Newtonian potential of f, i.e.,

w(@)= [ D-y)1()dy.

where I is the fundamental solution of the Laplace equation, i.e.,

I(x) = { 5-log |z if d=2,

d@dwyﬂQd if d > 3,
where wy is the volume of the unit sphere in RY. Then w € W2P(V),Aw = f a.e and

HVQUJHLP(V) < CO ”fHLP(V)
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and
lwll 2oy + 1Vl oy < Colf oy »

for some constants Cy := C1(d, V) < 0o and Cy := Co(d,p, V') < co. Moreover, the dependence on p of
the constant Cy can be explicited:

1
p-1

Co(d,p, V)< Ap, ifp>2 and Co(d,p,V)< A if 1<p<2,

for some A:= A(d,V) < 0.

Before starting the proof, we mention that the dependence on the p variable is not explicit in [31,
Proposition 9.9]; it can be recovered by keeping track of the constant p in the application of the
Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem. Let us also mention that the case of the logarithmic potential
is not considered in [31, Lemma 7.12] (it is useful to obtain the estimate of the L” norm of w in
dimension 2). Nevertheless their proof is general enough to be applied in this setting.

Proof of Proposition 2.19. Let ¢ € C° (B;,]R) and 2 < ¢ < co. We denote by p the conjugate
4
exponent of ¢, i.e., p:= q_il € (1,2]. We split the proof into 5 steps.

e In Step 1, we show that there exists a constant C' := C'(d, 1)) < oo such that, for each function

ue Wl (By),
(A.4) = # 0l ) < O 1P,
e In Step 2, we prove that there exists a constant C := C(d,v) < oo such that, for each function
ueWhi (By),
(A5) ==l ) <€ 1Phw-ra0s,)-

e In Step 3, we prove that there exists a constant C := C'(d,q,1) < oo such that, for each
function u e W4 (By),

Jul, (5,) <C Hwnww(%) +C \Iu\\w,l,q(33)

2 4 1
and that the constant C' satisfies C'(d,,q) < Aq for some A := A(d, ) < oo.
e In Step 4, we show that there exists a constant C' := C'(d,q,7%) < oo such that, for each
function u € W4 (By),

Ju-s,| < CITula,

w1(5y)
and that the constant C' satisfies C'(d, 1, q) < Aq for some constant A := A(d, 1) < co.

e In Step 5, we show that for each tempered distribution u € Wli’g(Rd) nS’(R?) and each radius
R>0,

1\ %
_d =l 2R __ 2 2
lu = () Bl Lo, gC(fRdR &% (fo r[®,2 + V()] dr) )

and that the constant C' satisfies C'(d,q) < Aq% for some A := A(d) < oo.

Step 1. We prove that there exists a constant C := C'(d) < oo such that
Ju—uxv]

W_l,q(B%) <Clvuly-raes,)-

Define, for each integer n € N,

Y =271 (27).
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Since 9, * u — u in L9 (B 3 ), we can use the triangle inequality to bound
4

(A.6) Jw=1 =l <D W1+ u =ty *
n=0

wora(y ) wra(y)
Since the function 11 — 1y is compactly supported in B1 and of mean 0, we can apply [10, Lemma
4
5.7], to show that there exists a function ¥ e C'° (B 1 ,Rd) satisfying
4

V- =11 = .

For each integer n € N, we denote
W, = 27 (2,
by scaling invariance we also have
27"V, = Yn+1 — Y.
For each function g € WO1 P (B 3 ), we have
4

f(B ) =) =)o) e =27 L [V ¥ale=pu(m)g() dudy

=27" /Rd Vu(y) - (/Rd U, (z-y)g(x) dm) dy.

By construction, the function y — (fRd U, (z-y)g(z) d:L‘) is supported in Bj, we can thus estimate

<2™

fRd U, (z--)g(x) dm‘

IVul 145, -

/. (Wt i) = () () de

WOLP(BI)

Moreover, one can check that there exists a constant C := C(d, ) < oo such that

H/Rd U, (z--)g(z)dx

<C . =C .
ooy © 1M =19l )

Taking the supremum over the functions g € T/VO1 P (B g) of norm less than 1 and combining this result
4
with (A.6), we obtain

b=l o) S C 10Ul

B3

for some constant C := C'(d) < co. The proof of Step 1 is complete.
Step 2. We split the norm

(A7) lu=4*u(0)] )SHU—#J*’UH (5 )+II¢*U—¢*U(0)H

W’lvq(Bg W-1lq 3
1

Wﬁlvq(Bg ) )
1

1

But note that, for each point x € B3,
4

(A.8) [+ u(@) - % u(0)] € C [ Ful ot -

The proof of this estimate is similar to the previous step. By [10, Lemma 5.7], we represent ¢ (-—z) -
in the form

V'\I’x=¢('—9€)—¢
where ¥, € C2° (B, R) is bounded in Wol’p(Bl) uniformly in the point z € B%. We then prove (A.8)

thanks to an integration by parts. From this argument, we deduce that

I+ u == U(O)HW—M(Bs) <¢ HVUHW‘L‘J(Bl) )
4

Combining this estimate with (A.7) and the estimate (A.4) completes the proof of Step 2.
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Step 3. Let n e C° (By) be a cutoff function satisfying
]lBl S77£]IB3? and ‘V2n|+|v77|30-
2 1

For any function f € LP (B;), we denote by wy the Newtonian potential of f introduced in Proposi-
tion A.5 with the open set V = B;. We then compute

-[31 n(@)u(e) f(z) d = /81 n(z)u(z)Aws () dz

= [, In@u(@)Tus(e) < n(@)Vu(a)Tuy(z) de

< HUHW,M(B%) HanwaW&,p(B%) + HVUHW,M(B%) HUVWfHWOLp(B%) :

By the properties of the function 1 and by Proposition A.5, we have

HVWwaWOl,p(B%) + H??VWfHW&,p(B%) = [vrvwsl o g,y + IVl yie gy < CU s, »

for some constant C := C(d, p,n) < oo satisfying

1
C(d7p7n) < A_v
p-1
with A := A(d,n) < co. Consequently
ul, oy < Ilasy = s [ (@) f(@)de
Lq(B%) - FELP(BU) |l o(y)=1 7 Bt

<C (‘qu’q(Bs) + Vu”wl,q(Bg,)) .
3 1

Step 4. Applying the main result of Step 3 to the function u — v * u(0), we have

The proof of Step 3 is complete.

) < C(“U—w * u(O)HWiq(B?)) + ”VUHWA,q(Bl)).

1

b= 2w,

Then by Step 2, we obtain

i a0y <P Ul

Nl

But we have, for each a € R

B

[, [,y <21l

v(m) )

) < 231%1% ”u_aHLq(B%) <2|u-1 *U(O)HLq(B%) .

rol—
Nl

Thus

Lq(B%
Combining the previous displays completes the proof of Step 4.
Step 5. Applying the result of Step 4 and Proposition A.2, we obtain, for each ¢ > 2 and each

ueS (R nW,o9 (RY),
1 5 \3 :
<C / e_|x|(/ r|<I>,,2 *Vu(x)‘ dr) ,
wiey) VR

loc
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for some constant C := C(d, q) satisfying C(d, q) < Aq%. Rescaling the previous estimates eventually

shows )
_d z| 2R __ 2 % q
= (@)l o < C | [, R (fo r |82 % Vu(a)) dr) .

and the proof of Proposition 2.19 is complete. U

APPENDIX B. ELLIPTIC INEQUALITIES ON THE SUPERCRITICAL PERCOLATION CLUSTER

In this section, we record some simple elliptic inequalities, the Caccioppoli inequality and the
Meyers estimate. These inequalities were written in [7] for harmonic functions. In our context, we
need to apply these results when the right-hand term is not 0 but the divergence of a vector field.

Proposition B.1 (Caccioppoli inequality). Assume that we are given a function u: 6 = R and a
vector field £ : Eg — R satisfying the following condition

(B.1) §(z,y) =0 if a(z,y) =0 or 2,y ¢ Coo.

In particular, gradients of functions defined on the infinite cluster satisfy this condition by (1.7).
Assume that u is solution of the equation,

—-V-aVu=-V-§ in G-

Select two bounded sets U,V € 7% such that V ¢ U and dist(V,0U) > r > 1. Then there exists a
constant C(\) < oo such that

C
B.2 2 < _] 2 / 2 ]
(B2) [%’oomv [Vul” (z) dx < 12 Jun(U ) ()" dz+C o €7 (x) dz

Proof. The strategy of the proof follows the standard technique to prove the Caccioppoli inequality,
we select a cutoff function 7 : Z¢ — R satisfying

(B.3) 1y <n<1, n=0o0nRI\U, and Va,y € Z% such that z ~y, [n(z) - n(y) < ¢ (n(m); 77(3/))’

test the equation satisfied by u with the function nu and perform standard computations. O

The second elliptic estimate needed in this article is the Meyers estimate. This estimate was also
proved in [7] in the case of a-harmonic functions.

Proposition 3.6 (Meyers estimate). There exist a constant C := C(d,\,p) < oo, two exponents
s:=s(d,\,p) >0 and € :=e(d, \,p) >0 and a random variable Myjeyers < Os(C') such that for each
m e N with 3™ > Mueyers, and each function v: 6w — R satisfying

-V-avVv=-V £ in Cw,
for some vector field § : Eq — R satisfying (B.1), the following estimate holds,

1

1 2+e e
B.4 f d
) (1o [, 0o @)

1 1
<ol [ k@) co{ [ @]
S I v X X T X X .

‘%Dm‘ 30mNGe |%Dm‘ 30mN%eo

Proof of Proposition 3.6. The results of Proposition 3.8 and Definition 3.9 of [7] can be adapted in
our context to prove (B.4). The Meyers estimate is a consequence of the three following ingredients:
the Caccioppoli inequality, the Sobolev inequality and the Gehring’s lemma. Proposition B.1 provides
a version of the Caccioppoli inequality well-suited to deal with a divergence form right-hand side.
The Sobolev inequality is valid for any functions. The usual version of the Gehring’s Lemma (see for
instance Theorem 6.6 & Corollary 6.1 of [32]), is general enough to be applied in this context.

0
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APPENDIX C. PROOF OF LEMMA 3.7
The objective of this appendix is to prove Lemma 3.7 which is restated below.

Lemma 3.7 (Minimal scale). There ezist a constant C := C(d,p,\) < oo, an exponent s := s(d,p, \) >
0 and a random variable My < OL(C) such that for each integer m € N satisfying 3™ > My,
2+e

€
3d(2+¢)

37 S size (Op(2)) ¢ 3 1+xc@)?| <c,

2€0m zeZd, dist(Op (x),0p (2))<1, ecB%
where € :=e(d,p,\) >0 is the exponent which appears in Proposition 3.6.
Proof of Lemma 3.7. First, notice that one can rewrite

2+e

3d(2+¢)

37 N size (op(2)) < 3 (1+X°(z))?
2€0m, zeZd, dist(Op (¢),0p(2))<1, ecBS
3d(2+e)+2 +e
<C3M Y sige (Op(2)) ¢ D (1+x°(x))"
z€0m zeZd, dist(Op (¢),0p (2))<1, eeBY
3d(2+e)+2 +e
< ¢3-dm 3 size (Op(2)) ¢ (1+&%(x))" s .

xeZd, dist(Op (¢),0m )<1, eeBY

. L . . _ 6d(2+e)+4
By Property (iv) of Proposition 2.1 applied with the exponent ¢ = —=—"—

integer m € N satisfying 3™ > M;(P), we have:

, it is clear that for each

(1) The inequality sup,.,,, size (Op(x)) < 3%, which implies
{x €% dist (Op(2),0m) < 1} € Opa;

(2) The estimate

1 1
6d(2+e)+4 | 2 6d(2+e)+4 \ 2
(B_dm size (Op(z))~ = ) <C (3_d(m+1) > size(op(z))” - )
zeZd, dist(Op (x),0m )<1 T€0ma1
<C.
Thus by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it is enough to prove that there exists a random variable M
satisfying M < OL(C), such that for each integer m € N satisfying 3™ > M,

(C.1) gdm S (xe(a) e <C

T€Om, e'ElS’ZlC

Unfortunately, we cannot prove this exact statement; we will prove a slightly weaker estimate,
Lemma C.1, which is still strong enough to deduce Proposition 3.1. Define, for each constant C' > 0,
the random variable

Xc:=inf{re[l,00) : Vr', R €[r,00), with ' < R', Vu € A(%o N Bp')

r/
IVulp24nm,) < Cﬁ IVul 24 nB ) [
and, for each point z € Z,
Xo(z) = Xo o Ty
Denote by Cj := Cy(d,p,\) < oo the constant appearing in Proposition 2.14. By definition we have
X, = X.

Note also that the map C' — X¢ is non-increasing. We have the following lemma.



OPTIMAL CORRECTOR ESTIMATES ON PERCOLATION CLUSTERS 45
Lemma C.1. For every integrability parameter t > 0, there exist a constant C(d,p,\,t) < oo, an
exponent s(d,p, \,t) >0 and a random variable M;¥ satisfying
M <0(0)
such that for every integer m € N satisfying 3™ > MtX, one has the inequality

3—dm Z

r€0m, eEBg

t
ng(:v)| <C.

Remark C.2. (1) This statement is weaker than (C.1) since, for each z € Z¢ and e € BS,
ng () < X6, (x) = X°(x).
Nevertheless it is enough to prove Result 2, since we only need to replace Cy by Cg in
every computation involving the estimates on the random variables Xf;(a:); the result remains

unchanged.

(2) Applying this result with ¢ = @

completes the proof of Lemma 3.7.
O

There remains to prove Lemma C.1. Before starting the proof, we introduce a few ingredients and
preliminary results. First define, for each radius R > 0, and each constant C > 0,

(C2) Xgc:=inf{re[1,R]: Vr',R €[r,R], with 7' <R’, Vu € A(Gmax(Br) N Brr)

,r,l
IVl L2 BrINB < O IV L2 (G (BrYRBR) [ -
where Gnax(Br) denotes the largest cluster contained in Bpg; if there is more than one candidate, we
break ties using a deterministic procedure. Similarly we define, for each point z € Z¢,
Xo(z) = Xo o Ty

This random variable is defined on the enlarged probability space €2 x 2 and is measurable with
respect to the o-algebra F(z + Br) ® {@,} (it depends on the edges in the ball x + Br of the
first variable and does not depend on the edges of the second variable). Consequently the random
variables Xr c(x) and Xr c(y) are independent if |z —y| > 2R.

Note also that X ¢ is decreasing in the C variable and, for R > M (P), it is increasing in the R
variable. We thus denote by, for each C' > 1

Xo = lim Xg o =limsup Xg o € [1, 00].
R—oo R>1

By Proposition 2.14, we know that there exists a constant Cj := Cy(d,p, A) < co such that
(C.3) Xeo, =X <OL(0).
thus, for each radius R > 1,
Xr,coLirem, )y < Xoy < O4(0).
Moreover, for each radius R > 1, we have
XR.CoL{re[1, M. (P)]} S Mi(P) < O4(C).

Combining the two previous displays yields, for each R > 1,

XR,CD < O;(C)
We now prove the following inequality, for each R,C > 1,
(04) Xeo SXR,C"'R]I{RSMt(P)} +XC]I{XC>R}'

We split the proof of this inequality into two cases.
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Case 1. If Xo > R, then since C' > 1 and the map C — X is decreasing, the inequality (C.4) is a
consequence of the estimate

X2 < Xo < XR,C + R]I{Rth(P)} + XC]l{XC>R}~
Case 2. If Xo < R and R < M(P), then
Xo2 << XoRLipem, (pyy € R0+ RLirem,(P)) + XeL{xosry -

Case 3. If Xo < R and R > M (P) then €nax(Br) is equal to the maximal connected component
of € N Br and we have, for each pair of radii r, R > R satisfying R’ > r

,
|Vl 2 nm,y < O IVul L2 (unBpy) -

Moreover, for each pair of radii 7, R’ € [Xr ¢, R] with R’ > r, we have

T
[Vul 2 np,y < Cﬁ IVul g2 (4nm ) -

Combining the two previous displays and using C? > C yields for each pair of radii r, R’ > X r,c With
R >r,

o T
IVul 2 4npy <€ I HVUHLQ(%OHBR/)
and thus by definition of the random variable X2,
Xee < XR,C

and the proof of the inequality (C.4) is complete.
For 2 € Z%, e = {x,y} € B4,C, R € [1,00), denote by Xf o(z) the translated and resampled random
variable

XL o(x) = inf {r € [1,R] : such that V1 <7 < R' < R, ue A*(€nx(Br(z)) N Br/(x))
7,,/
IVl 226, (BRINB, (20 S Cfr | V“||L2<<frgax<BR<x>>nBRr<x>>} :

We also define, for each point z € Z%
X&(x) == lim Xg o(z) =limsup X5 (x) € [1, 00].
R—oo ’ R>1 ’
The second ingredient in the proof of Lemma C.1 is the following minimal scale lemma. It is an
adaptation of [7, Lemma 2.3] and will be used in the proof of Lemma C.1.

Lemma C.3. Fiz K >1, s >0 and 8 >0 and suppose that { X, }nen 8 a sequence of random variables
satisfying, for every n e N,

X, <K +0,(K3™).
Then there exists C(s,[,K) < oo such that the random scale
M:=sup{3"eN: X, >K+1}

satisfies the estimate
M < 05,3(0).

Proof. This result can be deduced by applying [7, Lemma 2.3] to the sequence of random variables
X, =max (X, - K,0). O

We now turn to the proof of Lemma C.1.
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Proof of Lemma C.1. Fix an exponent ¢ € (0, 00) and m,n € N with m > n. Using the inequality (C.4),
we have

(C.5) gmdm 3

T€0m, eeBY

<ozt S A5 o () v 37 W ‘Xgo(x)‘t]l{xgo(a:)ﬁ"}

z€Opm, eeBg €O, eeBg

t
i (@)

+C3idm Z 3tn]].{3nSMt(fpe)}oTx.

xeOm,
Since X¢ () < Oy(C), for every t,t' > 0, there exist an exponent s'(d,p, A, t,t) >0 and a constant
C'(d,p, A\, t,t") < oo such that

3N RGN Dy (g <OLEE)

r€0m, eEB;’

and

g-dm Z 3nt]l{3n2Mt(7>)} 0T, < 021(013—7115’)‘

€O, eGBi

Combining the previous displays yields

g Y @] so3tm Y g @) 0L,

T€0m, eeBY x€0m, eeBY

Moreover, notice that by definition of the localized random variable X3, o (x), we have for each
xeZ?

S X5 o (@) < 2d x 3,

xr
eeBy

The proof of the lemma is then the same as the proof of Steps 1 and 2 of [7, Proposition 2.1] with

t
the random variable 3-4m S e, B ng (:n)| instead of A(z + Op,,S) and the random variable

t
X§n7cg(x)| instead of A¢(2" + Oy, Sioc(2')). We rewrite it for completeness.

3—dm Z
rez+0n, eeBlj

We denote by

Z=3m 3 ’X§n7co(x)|t=|mn| >oogdm oy ’an,co(x)r.

T€0m, eeBY | Um | 2€3n7Z4n0O,, x€z+0n, eeBY

We first prove that there exists a constant C := C'(d,p, \,t) < oo such that
(C.6) Z<C+0f (3mimm).

To this end, choose an enumeration {27 : 1 < j < 3% 7=2)} of the elements of the set 3"*2Z%n0,,. For
each 1< j <34m 2 we let {2 : 1 <i<3%} be an enumeration of the elements of the set 3"Z% n
(zj + Dn+2), such that, for every 1< j,j" < 3%m=-2) and 1< <324 27— 23" = 257 — 243" The point
of this is that, for every 1< <32 and 1< j < j' < 34m-2) ' we have dist (zi’j +0Op, 27+ Dn) > 3ntl

t
X, 3 (x)‘ are independent.

t
-d

Xgemcg (ZE)‘ and 3~ Zzezi’j'+Dn,e€B§

Now fix h >0 and compute, using the Holder inequality and the independence,

and therefore, 379™ erzi,j+Dn’eEB§
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logE [exp (h3_”tZ)]

32d Sd(mfnf2)

=logE|[] T[] exp 3 nt-d(m-n)g-dm > X;n’cg(:p)’t

i=1 7=1 CCEZi7j+|:|n,€EB§
32d 3d(mfn72) ¢ 1
-2d —nt—d(m-n-2)q—dm e
<3 logE exp| k3 3 X5, ca ()|
<37 X logE| [] exp > 302 (%)
i=1 j=1 ;vezle+Dn,eeB§

32d 3d(m—n—2)

< 3—2d Z Z IOgE exp hs—nt—d(m—n—2)3—dm Z |Xen7cg ($)|t
i=1 7=1

rezhI+0,, eeBY

This inequality can be rewritten

logE [exp (h?f”tZ)]

t
<372 > logE [exp (h3_"t_d(m_"_2)3_dm > ;nycg (a:)| )] :
z€Z' +0n, eEBg

2'€3"ZAN(2+0m )

We use the inequality
Vye[0,1], exp(y)<1+2y
to obtain, for every h € [0, (2d)‘t3d(m‘"‘2)],

exp (hg—nt—d(m—n—2) Z

z€2'+0n, eeBY

t
X5 ca(@)]

t
Xgo o ()] ) <1+ 2pg7nidlmmn=2)  »

x€2'+0n, eeBY
Taking the expectation in the previous display and using the elementary inequality
Vy >0, log(1+y) <y,

we obtain

logE [exp (h3—ntZ)] < 3d(m—n) log (1 4 2h3—nt—d(m—n—1)E [ Z

rez'+0n, eeri'

X;,cgmlt])

t
< 2h3—m+d1@l > i Cg(x)‘ ]

wez!+0p, ceBBE
< Ch3™™.
Taking h := (2d)~t3%m-2) yields
E [exp ((Qd)_t3d(m_”_2)_"tZ)] <exp (C’3d(m_”)_”t) .
From this and Chebyshev’s inequality, we obtain a constant C' such that
P[Z>C +h] < exp (—h0—13d<m—">—”t) .

This implies (C.6).

Step 2. We complete the proof by applying a union bound. Combining (C.5) and (C.6) yields

Y X @) <+ 0 (C3mimm) Lo (C37).

€O, eeBg

We set

n =

[dm

dt'=1
d+t+1] an
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so that the previous line becomes

|, (@) <C+0f (C3Tmimm) + 0l (C37mIm™).

T€0m, eeBY

Thus, by (1.15) and (1.11), we obtain the existence of two exponents s := s(d,p,\,t) > 0, 5 :=
B(d,p, A\, t) >0 and of a constant Cy := Cy(d, p, \,t) < oo such that

S X o (@) < Co+ OL(Co37P™).

r€0m, eeB(’g

Define

We apply Lemma C.3 with X, = Zmemm’eglgg |Xen7co (x)

MF =supi3m™: N | X5 (:E)‘t >Ch+1
T€Om, eeBY

‘t and K = Cj to obtain the inequality

MF <05(C).

The proof is complete.
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